City of Richmond Minutes

General Purposes Committee

Date: Monday, November 5", 2007
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair

Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Cynthia Chen
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Rob Howard
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Harold Steves

Absent: Councillor Derek Dang
Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

1. It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
Monday, October I, 2007, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

PRESENTATION / DELEGATION

2. Larry Berg, President, Peter Dhillon, Director, and Anne Murray, Vice
President, Community & Environmental Affairs, Vancouver International
Airport Authority, to provide an update on airport issues and developments.

Mr. Peter Dhillon, Director and the City’s representative on the Board of the
Vancouver International Airport Authority, introduced Larry Berg and Anne
Murray to the Committee. Mr. Dhillon spoke briefly about his responsibilities
in being the City’s representative on the Board, and he indicated that he was
available to answer any questions which Committee might have.
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Mr. Dhillon indicated that 2007 was a milestone for the airport as this year
marked the fifteenth anniversary of the Airport Authority becoming a
community-based organization. He advised that since that initiative, the
airport had increased from serving 10 million passengers to 17.4 million.

With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation (a copy of which is on file in the
City Clerk’s Office), Mr. Berg and Ms. Murray reported to the Committee on:

. Airport Authority Turns 15

. Passenger Numbers (in millions)

. Take-offs & Landings (in thousands)
. Economic Impact

" Low Cost, High Value

. Air Policy Developments

. Construction Update

" International Terminal Expansion
" Construction Timeline

o New Face of YVR

. Environment

. Noise Management

" Air Quality
. Master Plan — Your Airport 2007
» 2006 Annual Report

During the presentation, information was provided by Ms. Mwray about a
pilot project being initiated which would allow delegations to speak to the
next three YVR Aeronautical Noise Management Commitlee meetings,
commencing on December 3", 2007. She explained that the results of the
pilot project would be reviewed after its conclusion in June, 2008.
Ms. Murray added that delegation guidelines would be available on the YVR
website within the next two weeks.

The Chair referred to the recent airplane crash into a Richmond high-rise
apartment building, and he requested that Mr. Berg provide any information
which was available on this matter to the Committee. However, in response,
Mr. Berg advised that he could not comment on this matter as it was now the
subject of a Transport Canada Safety Board investigation. With reference to
the possibility of changing established flight paths, Mr. Berg suggested that
this would not be possible because the flight paths were aligned with the
airport runways.
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Reference was then made to a recent incident at the Airport which resulted in
the death of a passenger. Mr. Berg stated that he would not describe the event
as a security issue, but rather an issue of a passenger who was disruptive
which resulted in the RCMP taking steps which the officers felt to be
necessary at the time. He further advised that a number of procedures relating
to that incident were being examined, and that staff were hopeful that by the
end of 2007, a comprehensive review of these procedures would be
completed.

Discussion then took place among Committee members and the delegation on
such matters as:

economic impact and the percentage of jobs at the Airport which were
held by Richmond residents

the hours of operation at the Airport and who was responsible for
making the decision on the hours that the Airport would operate; who
was responsible for allowing night time flights at the Airport, and the
rationale for approving such flights; whether the Airport had the
authority to prevent aircraft from taking off after certain hours

the size of the aircraft which landed and took off from YVR and
whether any consideration had been given to relocating some of the
smaller aircraft to regional airports such as Boundary Bay and
Abbotsford; when YVR was going to arrange a meeting with the
owners of the Boundary Bay and Abbotsford airports about diverting
small aircraft to those airports; with regard to the feasibility of diverting
aircraft to regional airports, at what level, if any, did YVR tie in with
these other airports, and who would be responsibie for relocating air
traffic around the Lower Mainland to other areas; how would the City
go about, and the process to be followed, which would result in the
Boundary Bay and Abbotsford Airports working together to maximize
the use of their respective airports

the difficulties experienced by YVR in managing the mix of large and
small aircraft which land and take off from the airport

delegations to the upcoming meeting of the YVR Aeronautical Noise
Management Committee and how their concerns would be addressed;
the timing of the evaluation of the pilot project once the project had
been concluded

how the airport managed wildlife and bird control

whether the pilot of the aircraft which had crashed into a local high-rise
building had been in the proper flight path

the height restrictions imposed on the City because of the location of
the airport and the problems this limitation created for developers, and
the process to be followed to change this height restriction
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whether there was any restriction on the maximum age for a person to
have a pilot’s licence

who the City would complain to about inappropriate routes for flight
paths over the City; why aircraft were flying directly over the City on a
regular basis; who was responsible for establishing flight paths and
aircraft altitudes

the process which was followed to deal with complaints from
Richmond residents about airport noise and other issues

the deterrents which were in place to discourage the pilots of small
aircraft from using YVR

whether any notification was provided by NAV Canada when the flight
paths were changed over the City

how the public would be advised that delegations would be permitted at
the next three YVR Aeronautical Noise Management Committee
meetings

the concerns of Richmond residents about low flying aircraft and
whether this sitvation would ever improve; whether small aircraft
should be allowed to fly over the City

the purpose of the “Fly Quiet” awards program initiated by YVR

whether the rental agreement between YVR and the Federal
Government was now in line with the Montreal and Toronto airports

the rationale for the decrease in the amount of air cargo traffic going to
and from the airport

whether translation services were provided at the airport

During the discussion, the request was made that information be provided by
YVR to the City regarding those organizations and their responsibilities with
respect to the operation of the airport, both federally and locally.

Following the conclusion of the discussion, the following referral motion
was introduced:

[t was moved and seconded
That the matter of airport noise, flight paths and regional aircraft
movement be referred fo staff to contact:

(1)

(2

NAV Canada to arrange a meeting with representatives of that
organization to discuss these issues, and fo report to Council through
Commiftee on the outcome; and

the proprietors of the Boundary Bay and Abbotsford airports

regarding issues relating to regional aircraft movements.
CARRIED
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DELEGATIONS

(1) Doug Louth, regarding the decision of YVR to allow delegations to
the Aeronautical Noise Management Committee, effective
December 3" “', 2007; and how the delegations to the committee would
be structured. (File No.: 0153-01)

Mr. Doug Louth addressed Committee about the YVR Aeronautical Noise
Management Committee and the need to form a citizens committee. A copy
of Mr. Louth’s submission is attached as Schedule A and forms part of these
minutes.

(Cllr. Barnes left the meeting at 5:36 p.m., and returned at 5:38 p.m., during
the above presentation.)

Discussion then took place briefly with Mr. Louth about the lack of
homeowner representation on the YVR Aecronautical Noise Management
Committee. Mr. Louth referred to the upcoming December 3™, 2007 meeting
of the YVR Aeronautical Noise Management Committee, and voiced the
opinion that if a barrage of people attended this and future meetings, that
public delegations would most likely be disallowed. He reiterated that a
citizens committee was needed to provide homeowners living under the flight
paths with a format to voice thenr concerns, and in turn, the citizens committee
could attend the ANMC meetings to raise these issues with the YVR.

Mr. Louth, with reference to the Cathay Pacific night flights which had been
approved by YVR, suggested that these flights had been allowed because the
‘cash register’ was the bottom line issue.

(2)  Neil Filipek, regarding the decision of YVR to allow delegations fo
the Aeronautical Noise Management Committee, effective
December 3”’, 2007; and how the delegations to the committee would
he structured, (File No.: 0153-04-01)

Mr. Neil Filipek circulated material to Committee members relating to the
“Ground Run-up Enclosure (GRE) at the Portland, Oregon International
Airport”. A copy of this material, along with Mr. Filipek’s submission is
attached as Schedule B and forms part of these minutes.

Discussion then ensued among Committee members and Mr. Filipek on:
= the altitude of float planes flying over residential areas

. the information required by the Ministry of Transportation when an
individual reported an airplane noise violation

. whether the City of Portland Citizen Noise Advisory Committee was
similar to the citizens committee being proposed by Mr, Louth
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. whether there was any other international airport which had functioned
with a 24 hour per day operation

" the efforts being taken to mitigate the noise caused by larger aircraft

. the rationale as to why Cathy Pacific required night flying.

(3)  Howard Jampolsky, 5531 Cantrell Road, regarding:

(e) VFR (Visual Flight Rules) aircraft routing over Richmond for
flights departing and landing at Vancouver International
Airport;

(b} Airporf noise related issues; and

(c) Aviation safety issues relating fo air operations in and around
Richmond. (File o 0153-01)

Mr. Howard Jampolsky spoke about the problems caused by small aircraft
landing and departing from the Vancouver International Airport. A copy of
his submission is attached as Schedule C and forms part of these minutes.

Discussion then took place among Committee members and the delegation
on:

" the use of the north runway and night time air traffic
. whether a citizens airport advisory committee was needed in the City
. the minimum altitude which should be maintained by small aircraft

flying over the City
. the types of aircraft which fly out of Boundary Bay Airport and YVR

. the collection of landing fees.

Mr. Wolfe Strecko, representing the Hamilton Community Association,
advised that the Hamilton community was located directly under the flight
path for the approach to the north runway, and noted that many noise
violations occurred. He also talked about the loudness of the older passenger
and cargo planes which flew over the community, during which he voiced the
opinion that the airport was not acting as a champion in making changes in
response to complaints made by local residents.

With reference to an award made by the YVR to the ‘most friendly pilot’,
Mr. Strecko suggested that a ‘shame’ list should be published of the worst
flights and airline carriers to put pressure on those companies, because that
information was difficult to obtain.

The discussion concluded with the following referral motion being
introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That the establishment of a citizens airport advisory committee be referred
to staff for the preparation of the appropriate terms of reference.
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The question on the motion was not called, as discussion ensued on:
(1) who would serve on this committee;

(2)  what would come out of this committee which would be different from
the YVR Aeronautical Noise Management Committee;

(3) the need to review delegation procedures at the upcoming YVR
Aeronautical Noise Management Committee;

(4) the need to include individuals who were not Richmond residents on
the proposed committee (the suggestion was made that adjacent
municipalities which were affected by airport noise should be
contacted); and

(5) the need to examine as part of the terms of reference, whether this
committee should (i) be a City advisory committee, and (ii) have a
budget.

During the discussion, while support was given for the formation of the
committee, comments were made about the need to review the terms of
reference before final agreement was given to the establishment of the
committee.

As a result of the discussion, it was agreed that the main motion would be
amended to add the following, That staff monitor the delegation procedures
and follow up at the December meeting of the YVR Aeronautical Noise
Management Committee.’

The question on the amended motion, which now reads as follows:

“(1) That the establishment of a citizens airport advisory committee be
referred to staff for the preparation of the appropriate terms of
reference.

(2)  That staff monitor the delegation procedures and follow up at the
December meeting of the YVR Aeronautical Noise Management

Committee,”
was then called, and it was CARRIED.

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

BUSINESS LICENCE BYLAW NO. 7360, AMENDMENT BYLAW
NO. 8302 - REVISED FEE SCHEDULES

(Report: Oct. 9/07, File No.: 12-8060-20-3302) (REDMS No. 2288499, 2289644)

It was moved and seconded

That Business Licence Bylaw No. 7360, Amendment Bylaw No. 8302, which
creates revised fee schedules, be introduced and given first, second and

third readings.
CARRIED

7.
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SISTER CITY PROGRAM REPORT 1: REVIEW AND UPDATE
(Report:  November 2, 2007, File No.: 01-0100-20-SCITI-01; xr 01-0135-04-01) (REDMS No.
2298339, 2298571)

SISTER CITY PROGRAM REPORT 2: EXPANSION - CHINA

(Report: November 2, 2007, File No.: 01-0135-04-04; xr: 01-0135-04-04) (REDMS No0.2297982,
2298557)

The Chair advised that the two reports and accompanying recommendations
relating to the Sister City Program would be considered as one item.

Cathy Volkering Carlile, General Manager, Parks, Recreation & Cultural
Services Department, accompanied by Alison McNeil, Senior Manager —
Policy Development & Corporate Programs, and Anne Stevens, Manager
Community Recreation & Cultural Services, reviewed the process which had
been followed with respect to the preparation of the two reports now being
considered.

(Cllr. Chen left the meeting at 6:11 p.m., and returned at 6:13 p.m., during the
above review.)

Ms. McNeil then provided an explanation on the differences between the
recommendations being made by staff as compared to the Sister City
Committee.

Ms. Sylvia Gwozd, Chair, Sister City Committee, accompanied by James
Hsieh, Vice Chair, Relations in China, and Jim Kojima, Vice Chair, Relations
in Japan, spoke about the mandate of the Committee to foster and build
relations with people in other countries and other cities, businesses, etc. She
also thanked Council for its ongoing support and recognized the efforts of
City staff for developing a program which would be viable for the long term.
Ms. Gwozd further advised that the Committee had been recognized as one of
the ten most active sister city committees in Canada, and had recently been
acknowledged in the UBCM/Province of British Columbia publication, ‘BC-
Asia Twinning Toolkit’.

Ms. Gwozd then commented on the future direction of the Committee’s
efforts in China, noting that this was a country with many large and complex
cities. She then reviewed the process which resulted in the Sister City
Committee recommendation that four friendship relationships be entered into
with Xiamen, Yangzhou, Yantai and Qingdao. Ms. Gwozd also spoke about
the definition of friendship and sister city relationships, and she described
what each relationship would entail. She noted during her comments that the
Sister City Committee and staff had a difference of opinion regarding the
meaning of friendship city and sister city relationships.
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Ms. Gwozd, in referring to the four cities which were being recommended for
friendship relationships, advised that Qingdao was not interested in entering
into a long term sister city relationship with Richmond but would be
interested in pursuing an ‘Olympic’ relationship leading up to the 2010
Olympic Winter Games. In concluding her presentation, Ms. Gwozd
requested that all references to term limitations be deleted from the staff
recommendations.

Discussion then took place among Committee members and the delegation
on:

u the rationale for the Sister City Committee recommending that four
friendship city relationships be developed

. whether the City would be faced with the decision of entering into
formal sister city relationships as the next step up from the friendship
city relationships

. the impact to the City if four friendship city relationships were
approved, i.e. financially and staff resources; the impact to the City’s
current Sister City relationships, if any, if the four friendship city
relationships were approved

. the availability of funding to the Sister City Committee to support four
friendship city relationships, both from senior levels of government and
through sponsorships with private companies

. the impact to the City of having connections with cities in China, and
the opportunities which would be available to interact with those cities
in friendship

. the definitions for sister city and friendship city relationships, and the

budget which would be required to support four friendship city
relationships; the different levels of activities which would take place
based on whether the relationship was a sister city or friendship city
relationship and the cost of these activities

. the proposal that the Sister City Committee develop a three year
activity plan for each recommended city, complete with budgets; the
amount of budget which was being recommended for the three year
plan; whether the proposed budget was ‘leading’ the sister city program

. the feasibility of school exchanges within the four cities in China

" whether the reports focused too much on business and economics rather
than education and culture

. the process which would be followed by the Sister City Committee if
Council approved the Sister City Committee recommendations.
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During the discussion, advice was given that a friendship city relationship
would allow the Committee to take the strengths and benefits from each of the
cities and to work with those cities until an overall benefit had been
established. Ms. Gwozd then provided information to Committee on the
friendship city relations which had been established with the City of
Edmonton, Alberta and cities in China. She noted that Edmonton had
recently made the decision to suspend its Sister City program as that city had
found it to be more beneficial to have friendship city relationships than sister
city relationships.

Also during the discussion, reference was made to a number of matters about
which the Sister City Committee had concerns, such as (i) trip approval and
the need to be more sensitive when making the decision on who could
participate in a particular trip; and (ii) the term of appointments to the Sister
City Committee and the need for continuity.

Ms. Gwozd stated during the discussion that the focus of the Sister City
Committee would be on the future direction in China, and that the Committee
would be sensitive and aware of what was happening in that country. She
added that she felt that the Committee had the experience to deal with the
many groups and delegations which would be coming to Richmond, and she
asked that Council trust the collective wisdom of a large committee.

(Cllr. Steves left the meeting at 6:56 p.m., and returned at 7:00 p.m., during
the above discussion.)

During the discussion, Mr. Mel Goodwin, Past Chair of the Sister City
Committee, reviewed the history of the development of sister city committees
and talked about the length of time required to achieve the benefits which
resulted from Richmond establishing a sister city relationship with
Wakayama, Japan.

In response to a final question about whether the proposed budget of $150,000
spread over three years would provide sufficient funding for the proposed
friendship city relationships, Ms. Gwozd advised that the Sister City
Committee did not want to establish a relationship with a city if there was no
funding to support that relationship.

Discussion then took place among Committee members and staff on the
proposed recommendations, during which Ms. McNeil spoke further on the
definition of sister city and friendship city relationships. She also commented
on the proposal that four cities be selected for friendship city status, stating
that staff were of the opinion, based on past history, that the successful
management of the four relationships would be difficult to achieve, especially
when relying on funding from private sponsorships. Ms. McNeil suggested
that the program should begin with one city and that discussions be entered
into with that city to determine what terms would be included in an
agreement.

10.
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(Cllr. E. Halsey-Brandt left the meeting at 7:29 p.m., and returned at
7:30 p.m., during the above discussion.)

Also addressed during the discussion were the following matters:

the provision of funding for the Sister City Committee’s three year
activity program

the availability of staff resources to assist with the management of the
program

the purpose of the proposed planning and budgeting workshop

the proposed program objectives, as well as the new policies and
procedures

the rationale for requiring a decision to be made this evening

the proposed terms of reference for, and the composition of, the Sister
City Committee

the process which had been initiated five years ago to build
relationships with China; what would be required to develop a full
sister city relationship and how that relationship would be developed

whether the allocation of $50,000 per year would be adequate to
support the Sister City program

the need for a ‘gift’ protocol to ensure that the gifts given to visiting
delegations were appropriate

whether Committee members were supportive of only one or four
friendship city relationships, and whether Committee preferred to have
sister city or friendship city relationships

the feasibility of developing a program based on a budget of $225,000
spread over three years; the length of time which would be required to
develop the program for three years and for one year at a time

the need to have the budget requests reviewed as part of the additional
levels and draft operating budget.

As a result of the discussion, the following amended motion was introduced:

[t was moved and seconded

(1)

That the renewed objectives and new policies and procedures for the
City of Richmond’s Sister City Program, be approved (as outlined in
the report dated November 2, 2007 from the Senior Manager, Policy
Development and Corporate Programs).

I1.
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)

3)

)

(3)

(6)

(7)

(3)

)

That based on these renewed Program objectives and new policies
and procedures, that the updated Terms of Reference for the Sister
City Committee (as outlined in the report dated November 2, 2007
from the Senior Manager, Policy Development and Corporate
Programs), be approved, provided that the voting membership shall
be comprised of 13 citizens and 1 voting Board of Education of
School District No. 38 (Richmond) representative, to which Council
may add up to 5 non-voting program organizations.

That a new Sister City Committee annual operating fund of $10,000
be approved, starting in 2008 and a Sister City Program three-year
JSund of up to §225,000 for 2008-2010 (as outlined in the report dated
November 2, 2007 from the Senior Manager, Policy Development and
Corporate Programs), conditional on approval of additional levels
Sunding in the 2008 operating budget.

That staff be directed to conduct a facilitated Planning and
Budgeting Workshop with the Sister City Commiittee to develop three-
year Activity Plans for each Sister and Friendship City relationship
and an accompanying budget showing allocations of Program
Sfunding.

That three-year Activity Plans be presented to Council for final
approval by the end of the first quarter of 2008 and thereafter in
accordance with the new Program policies and procedures and
updated Sister City Committee Terms of Reference.

That approval be given for an annual increment for staff in the
amount of 837,000 (as outlined in the report dated November 2, 2007
from the Senior Manager, Policy Development and Corporate
Programs).

That the Sister City Commiittee report (dated September 2007) on the
June 2007 visit to Pierrefonds, Quebec and the July 2007 visit to
China (attached to the report dated November 2" 2007, from the
Chief Administrative Officer), be received for information.

That the City of Richmond pursue Friendship City relationships with
four cities in China, including Qingdao (as described in the Sister
City Committee report).

That for each city selected through the above process, an invitation be
sent to the proposed friendship city and if a positive response is
received, that a formal agreement (accompanied by a three year
Activity Plan) be developed as specified in the new program policies
and procedures.

12.
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(10) That the City of Richmond pursue a special ‘Olympic Twin’
relationship with the City of Qingdao, China (as described in the
Sister City Committee report), and that an agreement and two pear
Activity Plan be developed.

The question on the motion was not called, as the request was made that Parts
(3) and (6) of the motion be dealt with separately.

The Chair advised however that Parts (3} and (6) should not be dealt with
separately because they was integral to the overall resolution. Councillor
Evelina Halsey-Brandt called a Point of Order, stating that she wished to have
a ruling as to whether the motion could be separated out. Mayor Brodie stated
that the ruling on the matter had been made.

The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED with Cllrs.
Evelina Halsey-Brandt and Harold Steves opposed.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded

That the meeting adjourn (8:28 p.m.).
CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the General
Purposes Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Monday,
November 5™, 2007.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Fran J. Ashton

Chair

2300030

Executive Assistant, City Clerk’s Office



6 YEARS — APPEARED MANY TIMES - KNOW
WHERE I AM COMING FROM

RICH REV - OCT. 27 ARTICLE FEDERAL
CONSERVATIVE TRANSPORT MINISTER  HAS
ADOPTED THE SAME POLICY AS HIS FORMER
COUNTER PART IN THE LIIBERAL. GOVERNMENT

TALK ABOUT YOUR EXPERIENCE WITH THE
LIBERAL TRANSPORT MINISTER — THEY BOTH
WANT TO WASH THEIR HANDS AND PASS THE
BUCK ON TO YVR

BUT LOOK WHO IS ON THE ANM COMMITTEE,
TRANSPORT CANADA - HOT POTATO

RICH REV OCT 25 ARTICLE - I AGREE WITH
COUNCILLOR MCNUTLY AND I KNOW OTHER
MENBERS OF THIS BODY AGREE ABOUT A
CITIZENS COMMITTEE

SISTER CITY COMMITTEE

I WANT TO TAKE THIS TO ANOTHER LEVEL AND
TRY TO ESTABLISH CITIZENS COMMITTEEE
FROM SURREY/DELTA/VANCOUVER AND

RICHMOND

TOMORROW MR MAYOR YOU SHOULD BE ON
THE PHONE TO THESE MAYORS FOR SUPPORT

IN ALL DUE RESPECT TO ANN MURRY
COMMENTS ABOUT NOISE LEVELS THAT THIS
CITY SHOULD NOT BE DEVELOPING IN AREAS
THAT TRANSPORT CANADA DOES NOT
RECOMMEND
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I DISAGREE WITH HER - AS LONG AS YOU ADOPT
THE CORRECT REQUIREMENTS ON THE NOISE
ISSUE, I BELIEVE YOU HAVE DONE THAT.

— THEY (YVR) ARE TELLING YOU WHAT YOU
SHOULD BE DOING IN YOUR JURISDICTION, BUT
WE (THIS COUNCIL AND THE CITIZENS) ARE NOT
ALLOWED TO APPROACH THEM ABOUT OUR
CONCERNS. - A ONE-WAY STREET

I READ WITH SOME CONCERNS THAT HAROLD
JAMPOLSKY WHO I THINK IS RUNNING FOR THE
FEEDERAL CONSERVATIVES, DIDN’T
MENTION NOISE ISSUE AT ALL. EVEN THOUGH 1
BELIEVE HE IS ATTEMPTING TO ADDRESS
CONCERNS WITH IN HIS COMMUNITY

A LOSING BATTLE WITHIN HIS OWN PARTY, BUT
NEVERLESS HE DESERVE CREDIT FOR TRYING.

I TOLD YOU BEFORE THAT MR CUMMINS WOULD
LIKE TO SEE THE AIRPORT SHUT DOWN DURING
MIDNIGHT HOURS, LIKE TORONTO.

RICH NEWS NOV 2 —IT IS WELOME NEW TO READ
THAT MR. FILIPEK MENTION ABOUT NOISE
FROM 10 - 6.

GUESS WHAT, FOR 6 YEARS I HAVE BEEN
ADDRESSING THIS COUNCIL AND YVR ON THIS
VERY  ISSUE

ONCE AGAIN I REMIND YOU THAT
AIRLINES/CARGO PLANES AND YVR HAVE NO
COMPUNCTION IN CEASING THEIR FLIGHTS AS
LONG AS THEY CAN MAKE MONEY ON THE
BACK OF THE ORDINARY CITIZEN.



TO HECK WITH THE CITIZENS SLEEP PATTERN,
OR THEIR QUALITY OF LIFE.

AS LONG AS THE CASH REGISTER KEEPS
RINGING, THEY WILL BE IN HIGH SPIRITS. 1
TOLD YOU BEFORE IT’S A BOTTOM LINE ISSUE

I MADE THE SAME COMMENT AS MR FILIPEK
DID IN THE NEWS ARTICLE ABOUT OPERATING
MY LANDSCAPE EQUIPMENT DURING THOSE
MIDNIGHT HOURS.

I AM SURE MR BERG OR MEMBERS FROM ANMC
OR THE BOARD DIRECTOR WOULD
CONTACT THE POLICE AND WE WOULD BE LED
AWAY WITH CHROME BRACELETS AROUND
OUR WRIST.

MR BRODIE YOU AND MEMBERS OF THIS
COMMITTEE HAVE THE PERFECT OPPORTUNITY
TO ASSIST YOUR COMMUNITY BY DOING WHAT
IS NECESSARY TO CONVINCE YVR/NAV CANADA
AND TRANSPORT CANADA IN WHAT EVER IS
NECESSARY TO BE GOOD CORPORATE CITIZENS.

2008 IS THE NEXT ELECTION- IMAGINE YOUR
BROCHURES TELLING THE COMMUNITY HOW
HARD YOU HAVE BEEN WORKING ON THEIR
BEHALF ON LATE NIGHT NOISE AND LOW
FLYING AIRCRAFT.

SO WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE:

WE NEED OUR OWN COMMITTEE, ENHANCED
BY HOMEOWNERS FROM OTHER CITIES.



FOR SOME REASON YOUR STAFF BACKED BY YVR
DID NOT AGREE ON A RICHMOND COMMITTEE
FOR WHATEVER REASONS.

WE CANNOT DEPEND ON YVR OPENING UP ITS
ANMC FOR DEBATE AND SCRUTINY. AS I STATED
TO YOU BEFORE THERE IS A LACK OF
TRANSPARENCY AT YVR. IN ALL OF THE YEARS,
HAVE YOU EVER SEEN A REPORT FROM THE
ANMC? WHAT KIND STRUCTURE WILL IT TAKE
ON? WILL THE MEDIA BE ALLOWED TO ATTEND
THE MEETINGS? WILL THERE BE RECORDED
VOTES. WILL THEY ADVERTISE THESE MEETING? I
THINK THIS IS JUST THEIR WAY TO DISTRACT US
FROM THE REAL ISSUES.

TWO YEARS AGO YVR & THE ANMC PLACED AN AD
THE LOCAL NEWSPAPERS ASKING HOME OWNERS
FOR SUGGESTIONS. NOTHING HAS HAPPEN.

WE FINALLY CONVINCED THEM TO HOLD PUBLIC
MEETING. IN 2006 AT THEIR FIRST AND ONLY
PUBLIC MEETING, THEY RECEIVED A VERBAL
TONGUE LASHING FROM CONCERNED
HOMEOWNERS. WHY, BECAUSE THEY DID NOT
CONSULT WITH US BEFORE IMPLEMENTING THEIR
PLANS. WHY, BECAUSE THEY KNEW WE WOULD
NOT AGREE TO THE CHANGES. SO THEY WENT
AHEAD AND  IMPLEMENTED THEIR  OWN
STRATEGY AND DIVERSION TACTICS. NOW YVR
HAS DECIDED NOT TO HAVE ANYMORE PUBLIC
HEARING BECAUSE THEY CANNOT STAND THE
HEAT. AS FAR AS I AM CONCERN, THEY DID IT TO
THEMSELVES BY NOT CONSULTING WITH THE
HOMEOWNERS.



AS WE GO FORWARD, WE ARE STEPPING INTO A
POLITICAL MINE FIELD. 1 AM SURE WE CAN
MANEUVER OURSELVES THROUGH IT.

WE HAVE SEVERAL OPTIONS WHICH I BROUGHT
FORWARD TO THIS BODY SIX YEARS AGO. HERE
THEY ARE AGAIN:;

1/ BAN ALL FLIGHTS BETWEEN MIDNIGHT AND
7AM LIKE THEY DO IN TORONTO

2/ BECAUSE THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ACTS ON
BEHALF OF THE TAXPAYERS OF CANADA WE MUST
INVOLVE ALL LEADERS OF OUR POLITICAL
PARTIES IN OTTAWA — WE ARE ALL AWARE THERE
WILL BE A FEDERAL ELECTION BEFORE LONG.
NOW IS THE TIME FOR COUNCILS AND HOME
OWNERS TO PARTICIPATE IN THE PLANNING
PROCESS.

3/ MITIGATE OUR DAMAGES - LIKE THE AIRPORT
AUTHORTIES DID IN SEATTLE FROM 1985 — 2000

4/ LITIGATE OR

5/ SET UP A COMMITTEE LIKE THE ONE 1 STATED
EARLIER IN THIS PRESENTATION. THIS FACT
FINDING COMMITTEE SHOULD HAVE SIX MONTHS
TO COMPLETE ITS WORK AND A FINAL TWO
MONTHS TO PRESENT ITS REPORT TO ALL
CONCERN PARTIES.



IN CLOSING MR. MAYOR, NO ONE IS INTERESTED
IN SHUTTING DOWN THE AIRPORT. BUT, IT IS OUR
WISH FOR MR. BERG AND HIS COMMITTEE
MEMBERS AND BOARD DIRECTORS TO HAVE A
LITTLE COMPASSION FOR HOME OWNERS UNDER
THE FLIGHT PATH

ONCE AGAIN, I THANK YOU FOR ALLOWING ME
THIS OPPORTUNITY TO EXPRESS MY VIEWS ON
THIS MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE CONCERNING
HOMEOWNERS WHO LIVE UNDER THE FLIGHT
PATH.
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THE GENERAL PURPOSES
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5™, 2007.

Mayor Brodie and Council members.
My name s Neil Filipek I live at 5700 gibbons dr, Richmond. I am a pilot with an airline and have
been based in YVR for the passed 34 yrs. [ am an experienced Float and fixed wing pilot.

[ would like council to address the following problems with YVR airport Authority.
Unrestricted night time engine runups

24 hour airport operations

use of reverse thrust on the south runway and not on the north

float plane ops at the south terminal

to incapsulate

Early morning placement of the float aircraft under high pwr settings moving landside to the dock at
4am to 6am. Float ops have an inherant risk when they arrv and dept on the river at altitudes 100" and
lower over the residencial neighbourhood of Thompson and the wildlife area of west dyke.Two
Elementary Schools are right under this departwre path!

I'have tried to get the nhumber of float plane movements from the Airport authority and they cannot or
will not supply me with that data.

Night tirne runups of propeller aircraft are cronic.

Approx 4.5% of YVR operations occur between Midnight and 7am. That translates to 43 aircraft
movements a night.

In order to approve the second runway The 1991 report from the Environmental panel on the YVR
parallel runway project recommended

1) no engine runups between 10pm to 7am

2)a ban on dept between 1 1pm and 7am

3)use of noise barries to mitigate engine runups and that the panel believes that this commitment be
follwed-uo immediately

[t goes on to state that there is no effective enforcement process

This is from 1997

In contrast
The YVR airpoit authority Noise management report of 2006 now says

There is no intention of stopping night time engine runups
It considers YVR a 24hr operation.
The Float operation isn't even addressed.....

Solututions:

The night time runup solution is to have Ground Runup Enclosure, an example of which [ have
supplied for your viewing. It proves that it is very affordable and meets or exceeds the operators
requirements and expectations.

These are already in use at many major airports in North america and Europe. PDX. Santa Fe, Chicago.
New york, Hamburg, Frankfurt, paris London just to name a few.

[ approached YVR Airport authority only to be rebuffed when they stated the equip does not exist that
would fit in the confines of YVR airport grounds.
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No 24hr ops as recommeded in the 1991 report to bring it back to standard and operate responsibly
like the rest of the international airports in the world.

Use idle only reverse thrust on the south runway bringing it in line with operations on the north
runway. Note that this is already standard with Air Canada Standard Operating Procedures that this
airline uses at every airport that that airline serves worldwide. It is not standard with other ajrlines that
Operate into YVR

Confer with float pilots for solutions. Change the departure path so as not to affect the two elemntary
schools under the float plane depture path. Restrict the landing and takeoff to the north side of the river.
Y'VR has the most lax proceedures in comparison to other Water airports in BC and eastern canada as
outlined in the Water aerodrome supplement. Even the Gulf Jslands have stricter provisions than YVR.

Time passes and we forget the reports and recommendations that came before. They get modified and
we forget the direction and the intent of the original studies, The parallel runway is built and the critics
put aside,

What aptions do the citizens of Richmond and Vancouver have when the YVR airport Authority
changes policy and ignores our complaints and concems? What is the future to bring when Richmond
and Vancouver continue to grow and the airport continues down it's autonomous path? Now that the
spectre of a 3" runway looms what about the upcoming recommendations of that report when it comes
out?

I have expanded my scope by providing a more detailed narrative for you to read.
Do you have any questions?

I can be reached for further consultation at my e-mail address that I have supplied to the clerk.
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Aircraft Noise Comment .y the Ground Run-up Enclosure is used at Portland International

Ground Run-up Enclosure (GRE)

Program .
Hoise Alerts and Ne Airport
ws Airlines routinely inspect and maintain their aircraft to ensuie the safety of the
comment Form traveling public, and each aircraft is on a stringent maintenance schedule
Portland International  pased on its number of hours in operation.
Airport
Hillsboro Airport As part of this regularly scheduled maintenance, the Federal Aviation
Troutdale Airport Administration (FAA) requires that aircraft engines be tested at high power

levels to ensure their proper operation. These tests typically occur at night

Mulino Airport
when the aircraft are through flying for the day.

Projects, Plans and

Studies . .
While necessary for safety, engine run-un operations can be a disturbance at a

Properties . . -
P time when area rzsiderits are trying to sleern.

In 1996, the Port worked with community representatives to develop an
interim plan that severzly rz itricted nighttime jet engine tests. The
Port/commumty ‘eaw: “riror worked Juv an engine run-utp mainterarce i=n
that went into effect upon cempletion of *he Ground kun-up Enclostre VaRIg.

This plan requires all engine testing (except for very small propeller aircraft) be
done inside the GRE at all times. Following strict procedures, aircraft
occasionally may be permitted to test engines outside the GRE when the
facility is closed for repairs or when adverse wind conditions occur that prevent
the reliable operation of engines inside the GRE. Due to the advanced
aerodynamic design of the GRE at Portland International Airport (PDX), this
could happen less than five percent of the time.

In 2000 there were 2,232 engine run-ups at PDX. The PDX Noise Management
Office will continue monitoring the performance of the GRE to ensure that it
meets community expectations and Oregon's noise regulations.

Since the GRE went into operation in late spring of 2001, airlines and PDX
neighbors have benefit2d from this world-class facility.

GRE Performance Test

On March 30, 2001 the perfcrmance acceptance test was conducted. The
Fort's GRE desiq necfications were aggressive -- a noise reduction of 1&
decibels (dBA) at cpeciied imeasurement points. Final results showed thzt he
goal for noise level reduction was mel or exceeded for the three different
aircraft used in the test. Noise levels were reduced by as much as 20 dBA,
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which amounts to a 75 percent reduction of the sound level during engine
run-ups.

The logistics of the test were impressive,

The test was conducted as a collaborative effort with the help of
meteorologists, airline staff, noise consultant staff, community volunteers, PDX
Operations personnel, Port engineers, Public Affairs, the PDX Noise Abatement
Office, and the GRE designer/builder.

United Airlines and Horizon Air donated the use of a Boeing 737, a Fokker F28,
and a deHavilland Dash-8 turboprop. Each plane was put through the paces of
an engine run-up inside the GRE and then outside the GRE to compare noise
levels.

Test procedures required the operation of 20 noise monitors at precise
locations around the GRE and in residential neighborhoods. A complex system
of communication using cell phones, 800 MHz radios and aircraft radios
ensured constant communication between the aircraft, engineers and noise
monitoring teams.

The formal part of the test began at 2 p.m. with training of community
volunteers and staff for monitoring community noise sites, The last run-up test
was completed around 5:30 a.m. the following morning.

As a result of the successful tests, the Port formally accepted the GRE in April
and the airlines have been using the facility with positive results, for both
aircraft operators and noise-sensitive communities around the airport.

The specification applied to the PDX facility is considered by acoustical experts
to be the most rigorous standard to date for a GRE in the United States, and
possibly worldwide. As a result, the PDX facility is at the forefront of a
relatively new and rapidly developing technology.

GRE Design and Construction

The Ground Run-up Enclosure is the result of more than three years of effort
by the Port of Portland and residents from neighboring communities to reduce
noise generated when aircraft conduct engine run-ups for maintenance and
safety purposes. In November 1999 the Port Commtission approved the plan to
build the $7.8 million facility as part of its ongoing commitment to reduce
aircraft noise levels around the airport.

Engineering Design Challenges:

Limited locations on the airfield to build the facility;
Seasonally varying winds; and

Oregon s stringent noise regulations.

Port engineers and Operations staff conducted extensive research, including
visits to engine run-up facilities in Chicago and various airports in Germany
and England before settling on what they considered the most advanced,
low-risk design. The PDX project team considered several designs - three sides
with a door, two sides with a roof, and three sides with an open roof. The
three-sided design with an open roof was chosen as the most workable,

Completed under budget and ahead of schedule, the PDX Ground Run-up
Enclosure is the third such facility in the United States. This successful project
came to fruition thanks to a lot of hard work on the part of all interested
parties, including Port staff, the airlines serving PDX, community and
neighborhood leaders and the environmental community.
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FIGURE 2 Portland International Airport Ground Run-up Enclosure (photograph courtesy of Blast
Deflectors, Inc.)



The new noise protection hangar at Lufthansa Technik Hamburg

© Lufthansa Technik AG
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SCHEDULE C TO THE MINUTES OF
THE GENERAL PURPOSES
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5™ 2007.

Presentation by
Howard Jampolsky
to
General Purposes Committee
November 5", 2007
My plan to re-route light landing/departing Y VR traffic

o Instead of flying directly over populated parts of single-family residential
Richmond, aircraft would re-route east (as shown in Appendix “A”) along
Hwy-99 reducing the noise footprint, and providing more open space for
aircraft in the unlikely event of emergency.

o This was the standard routing for small aircraft arriving/departing YVR
for many years, and could easily be re-instated for the benefit of the
people of Richmond.

o Aircraft would continue to use the existing route west of the shoreline.

o Better efforts by ATC (air traffic control) to ensure pilots do not *cut
corners’ should be undertaken.

o Not surprisingly, my proposal has been met with resistance from Nav
Canada. 1 have been advised by Nav Canada that if the Ministry of
Transportation (MOT) requested Nav Canada to implement this plan, they
would do so. However, MOT claims that Nav Canada 1s responsible for
implementing routing changes. Who should we be talking to about
this?

Float operations at YVR should be reviewed to ensure that float planes over-
flying residences either departing or arriving adhere to air regulations with regard
to minimum operating altitudes, and that consideration for noise and safety be the
guiding principles of all such operations.

North runway operational standards and noise abatement procedures should be
employed on the South runway.

o The North runway (closer proximity to Vancouver) has restrictions on the
use of reverse thrust by arriving jet aircraft, thereby reducing the braking
power of aircraft, and reducing the noise footprint on the north side of the

airport and adjacent to Southlands in Vancouver.



o The South runway has no such reverse thrust restrictions, meaning awcraft
are able to use powerful reverse thrust settings, increasing their braking
ability, but creating a significant noise footprint on the south side of the
airport adjacent to Thompson and Terra Nova on Richmond.

o This “reverse thrust restriction” does not make sense from an operational
perspective, as the north ranway is approximately 1,500 feet shorter than
the south runway. The policy seems backwards. Is this because the
Vancouver lobby against airport noise is more powerful than the
Richmond lobby?

North runway operations are also restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 10:00 pm,
meaning there are no ‘middle-of-the-night’ operations adjacent to the Vancouver
side of the airport, but the south runway operates 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
Late night and middle-of-the-night maintenance being conducted on the south
side of the airport adjacent to ThompsotyTerra Nova results in significant noise
from aircraft engine runnups taking place during this time. The installation of a
Ground Runnup Enclosure (GRE) would significantly reduce this noise and
help make the quality of life better for the residents of these Richmond
neighbourhoods. This has been done in other cities for just this purpose, but
YVR has not undertaken this effort which would require a minimal
investment.

The airport has been silent on the issue of tolling the Arthur Laing Bridge. Any
toll on any bridge or roadway used by the people of Richmond by the Airport

Authority would be punitive, and must be opposed at every opportunity.



Appendix “A”
Proposal by Howard Jampolsky to Nav Canada
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Current VFR route is indicated by blue arrows.

Jampolsky proposal shown in solid red line

Implementation of this change would reduce noise in the green shaded area.





