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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: 198801392 Occurrence Type: Accident
Location: 4 km SSE of King Island Aerodrome TAS
Date: 14 July 1988 Time: 2017
Highest Injury Level: Serious
Injuries:
Fatal Serious Minor  None

Crew 0 1 0 0

Ground O 0 0 -

Passenger 0 1 0 0

Total 0 2 0 0

Aircraft Details: Aero Commander 680 E
Registration: VH-CAY

Serial Number: 855

Operation Type: Private

Damage Level:  Destroyed

Departure Point: Moorabbin VIC
Departure Time: 1937

Destination: King Island TAS

Approved for Release: 15 February 1989
Circumstances:

The King Island aerodrome weather was forecast to include temporary periods of moderate to heavy rain showers,
six eighths of cloud cover base 800 feet and visibility reduced to 3000 metres. The forecast surface wind was 340
degrees at 20-30 knots. The pilot's qualifications required a minimum visibility of 5000 metres for operation at night
in Visual Meteorological Conditions, (NGT VMC). It was planned that another pilot, qualified for Instrument Flight
Rules (IFR) operations, would act as pilot in command, but he became unavailable. The flight plan submitted by the
pilot indicated he would be operating under the IFR category and when queried on taxiing he confirmed that this
was so. Shortly after DEPARTURE, the pilot requested a weather report from an IFR pilot who had just landed at
King Island. This gave a cloud base of 2000 feet, heavy rain showers and visibility of 2000 metres. Flares had been
laid to allow the other pilot to use Runway 35 because of the strong northerly wind. The pilot of VH-CAY activated
the electric lighting for Runway 28. He reported that the weather was satisfactory enroute and he could see lights
ahead on the island. On crossing the coast flight conditions became rough in moderate to severe turbulence. The
pilot advised he arrived over the aerodrome at 1500 feet above mean sea level and observed the lighted wind sock
was horizontal, with the direction fluctuating rapidly between north and west. He turned to the south and broadcast
his intention to land on Runway 28. Neither the pilot nor the passenger had any further recall of the events leading
to the accident. VH-CAY was heard passing over the aerodrome and the engine sound was very loud, suggesting to
the listener that the aircraft was low. It had been raining continuously for more than an hour, sometimes very
heavily, and it was still raining at the time. The aircraft was subsequently seen flying at a very low height some six
kilometres south of the aerodrome, tracking approximately north. It was raining very heavily in that area and the
wind was very strong. Soon afterwards there was a sound of impact and a flash of light. The aircraft had struck the
tops of trees 30 feet high, then descended to the ground. After the aircraft came to rest it was destroyed by a fire.
Examination of the wreckage was severely hampered by the extreme fire damage sustained, but no evidence was
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found of any defects that might have contributed to the accident. The aircraft had evidently been under control at the
time it collided with the trees. A post analysis of the conditions by the Bureau of Meteorology indicated the possible
presence of strong up and down drafts, horizontal wind shear, turbulence, and estimated visibility as 2-3000 metres
in rain. The evidence suggested that the pilot may have been lower than he believed as the aircraft overflew the
aerodrome. Having passed overhead, there there would have been few external visual references under the existing
conditions to alert him that the aircraft was inadvertently being descended into the ground.

Significant Factors:
The following factors were considered relevant to the development of the accident
1. The pilot attempted to conduct an operation for which he was not qualified.

2. Severe weather conditions in the destination aerodrome area with strong winds, turbulence, heavy rain and poor
visibility.

3. The pilot continued flight into adverse weather conditions.
4. The pilot may have misread his altimeter and been lower than intended.

5. The pilot may have unintentionally descended the aircraft into the ground in conditions of poor visibility.



