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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: 198702438 Occurrence Type: Accident
Location: "Furracabad" (5 Km Glen Innes) NSW
Date: 10 November 1987 Time: 1030
Highest Injury Level: Nil
Injuries:
Fatal Serious Minor  None

Crew 0 0 1 1

Ground O 0 0 -

Passenger 0 0 0 0

Total 0 0 0 1

Aircraft Details: De Havilland DHC-2
Registration: VH-IMJ

Serial Number: 1462

Aerial Work (Agricultural
Spreading)

Damage Level:  Substantial

Departure Point: "Furracabad” NSW
Departure Time: 1030

Destination: "Furracabad” NSW

Operation Type:

Approved for Release: March 3rd 1988
Circumstances:

The aircraft was spreading Mexican Sulphur, a mixture of sulphur and a carrier base. Operations were being
conducted from a one-way strip in a 2 to 3 knot tailwind, and an appropriate reduction in payload had been made by
the pilot commensurate with the conditions. It was reported that operations had proceeded slowly as the spreading
medium would not flow freely, tending to clog in the clamshell gate. This required the pilot to work the gate
continuously to achieve an even discharge. A witness reported that during the sixth takeoff of the day, a strong wind
gust substantially increased the tailwind. The aircraft did not become airborne, and the pilot pulled the hopper
handle in an attempt to reduce the weight of the aircraft in order to clear a boundary fence. The load failed to dump
normally. The pilot then selected additional flap and the aircraft became airborne in a tail-low attitude. Although the
mainwheels cleared the fence, the tailwheel struck a fence post. The aircraft remained airborne, but the pilot found it
necessary to hold the control column in the fully-forward position. After some altitude was gained, the pilot made a
further and successful attempt to dump the load. Although difficulty was experienced in controlling the aircraft, a
safe landing was made at another aerodrome nearby. The aircraft sustained substantial damage to the rear fuselage
and empennage. Empennage damage included buckling of the tailplane and rudder trailing edge. It was also found
that spreading medium had clogged the hopper gate, preventing emergency dumping of the payload, and the hopper
gate mirror was incorrectly aligned so that the pilot was unable to observe load release. This accident was not the
subject of an on-site investigation.



