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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 Executive Director 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 aresult of those
investigations, are authorised by the Executive Director 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
inany civil or criminal proceedings.

NOTE: All air safety occurrencesreported tothe ATSB are categorised and recorded. For adetailed
explanation on Category definitions please refer to the AT SB website at www.atsb.gov.au.
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Occurrence Number: 199800416 Occurrence Type: Incident
L ocation: 93km NW BIDAP,
State: WA Inv Category: 4
Date: Wednesday 04 February 1998
Time: 0234 hours TimeZone WST

Highest Injury Level: None

Aircraft Airbus
Manufacturer:
Aircraft Mode: A310
Aircraft Registration: 9V-STA Serial
Number:
Type of Operation: Air Trangport High Capacity International Passenger
Scheduled
Damage to Aircraft: Nil
Departure Point: Singapore
Departure Time: 2230 WST
Destination: Adelaide SA

Approved for Release: Tuesday, July 21, 1998

The crew of the foreign registered Airbus A310 were maintaining the aircraft at FL370 on air route A585 and were
estimating the BIDAP position at 0234 WST. BIDAP was the boundary between the Perth and Melbourne Air
Traffic Control areas of responsibilities and Perth Sector Control had instructed the crew to contact Melbourne
Sector Control at BIDAP.

Astheir aircraft approached BIDAP, the crew observed a weather return on radar along their proposed track just
passed the reporting point. The crew decided to make a diversion to the north, left of track, to avoid the storm. As
they were approaching BIDAP, the pilot-in-command commenced a 15 degree track change and instructed the
co-pilot to advise Melbourne Sector that a diversion to the left was required. The co-pilot made aradio
transmission to Melbourne Control indicating their position as abeam BIDAP and "up to 15NM left of track due
weather". The aircraft was actually only 2 - 3NM off track at that time. Melbourne Control replied with an
instruction for the crew to limit their diversion to 15NM due to conflicting traffic.

A short time later, Melbourne Control informed Perth Control that the crew had reported 15 NM left of track due
weather and established that this diversion had not been requested by the crew from either Melbourne or Perth
Control. Melbourne Control were able to ensure separation from an Australian registered Boeing 747 that was on a
conflicting air route. The tracks were laterally separated at the point at which the A310 crew reported their position,
and the direction of travel ensured that the aircraft were diverging.
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The co-pilot believed he was reporting the position at BIDAP with arequest for adiversion left of track and
believed that the response from Melbourne Control was a clearance to conduct the diversion. Melbourne Control
believed they were limiting the possibility of conflict for adiversion that had already taken place. The co-pilot's

first language was not English and this may have contributed to a misunderstanding between the controller and the
crew

It was not established at which point the crew of the A310 commenced their diversion but, as the crew reported that
it wasonly "afew miles prior to BIDAP", it was probably outside the lateral separation points for the two routes
and, therefore, no infringement of the separation standards was likely to have occurred.
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