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Readers are advised that the Australian Transport Safety Bureau investigates for the sole purpose
of enhancing transport safety. Consequently, Bureau reports are confined to matters of safety
significance and may be misleading if used for any other purposes.

Investigations commenced on or before 30 June 2003, including the publication of reports as a result of
those investigations, are authorised by the CEO of the Bureau in accordance with Part 2A of the Air
Navigation Act 1920.

Investigations commenced after 1 July 2003, including the publication of reports as a result of those
investigations, are authorised by the CEO of the Bureau in accordance with the Transport Safety
Investigation Act 2003 (TSI Act). Reports released under the TSI Act are not admissible as evidence in any
civil or criminal proceedings.

NOTE: All air safety occurrences reported to the ATSB are categorised and recorded. For a detailed
explanation on Category definitions please refer to the ATSB website at www.atsb.gov.au.



http://www.atsb.gov.au/�
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Occurrence Number: 198903818 Occurrence Type: Accident
Location: Kagaru 35 km S of Archerfield QLD
Date: 5 November 1989 Time: 1100
Highest Injury Level: Nil
Injuries:
Fatal Serious Minor  None

Crew 0 0 2 2

Ground O 0 0 -

Passenger 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 2

Aircraft Details: Beechcraft 77 Skipper
Registration: VH-HBI

Serial Number: WA207

Operation Type: Aerial Work

Damage Level:  Substantial
Departure Point: Kagaru QLD
Departure Time: N/A

Destination: Archerfield QLD

Approved for Release: 5th April 1991
Circumstances:

The purpose of the flight was to carry out training in simulated forced landings. The aircraft was flown by the
student to an airfield and the instructor demonstrated a forced landing onto the airfield. During the landing roll the
propeller is reported to have contacted the ground and thrown mud and water onto the aircraft windscreen. The
aircraft was not inspected but was taxied back to the threshold and the instructor commenced a short field takeoff.
Acceleration to the mid-point of the strip was normal; however, from there on the ground was softer and
acceleration reduced. The aircraft became airborne but touched down in the adjoining paddock before running
through a fence. During the takeoff run, the student, who was watching the airspeed indicator closely, noticed that
the instructor attempted to fly the aircraft off the ground at 50 knots, the takeoff safety speed being 59 knots. Wheel
marks on the strip indicated that the aircraft became airborne 23 metres after the strip end. It settled back onto the
ground 130 metres later and ran through the fence.

Significant Factors:

The following factors were considered relevant to the development of the accident

1. The strip was was unsuitable for the operation.

2. The condition of the strip was not checked prior to the commencement of the takeoff.
3. The pilot did not abandon the takeoff.

4. The pilot mishandled the aircraft controls during the takeoff.



