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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: 198801384 Occurrence Type: Accident
Location: Sprent TAS
Date: 10 February 1988 Time: 1350
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: Piper PA25-235
Registration: VH-MLR
Serial Number: 25-3749
Operation Type: Private
Damage Level:  Substantial
Departure Point: Heybridge TAS
Departure Time: 1305
Destination: Sprent TAS

Approved for Release: 30 March 1988
Circumstances:

The pilot had completed spraying operations for the day. He decided to proceed via a friend's property at Sprent to
pick up some mail. There is an agricultural strip located on the property but it is some distance from the house.
Instead of using that strip he decided to land in a paddock close to the house to save himself a walk. He had used
this paddock previously and considered it suitable. The distance from fence to fence in the landing direction that the
pilot chose was approximately 250 metres. The first 200 metres had a steep upslope and the last 50 metres was
approximately level. Late in the final approach the pilot realised that the speed was high and that he had misjudged
the approach. He forced the aircraft onto the ground some 95 metres beyond the approach end fence. The aircraft
bounced and touched down again 40 metres further on. From this point heavy braking marks were evident. When
the aircraft came to the top of the steep slope the pilot realised that he was not going to be able to stop before the
fence at the end of the paddock. There was insufficient room to groundloop and the pilot decided against attempting
a go-around as there was a power line beyond the end of the paddock. The aircraft ran through the fence at the end
of the paddock, across a driveway and came to rest straddling a fence on the other side of the driveway. When the
pilot vacated the aircraft he noted that there was a 10 knot tailwind. The pilot believed that he had a crosswind for
landing but there was no windsock at the paddock. It was established that he had been spraying very small paddocks
in hilly country, requiring a high degree of concentration. With the day's spraying operations over he had relaxed
and did not give his full attention to flying an accurate approach and landing.



