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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: 199702208 Occurrence Type: Incident
L ocation: Laverton, (ALA)
State: VIC Inv Category: 4
Date: Monday 07 July 1997
Time: 0912 hours TimeZone EST

Highest Injury Level: None

Aircraft Manufacturer: Piper Aircraft Corp

Aircraft M oddl: PA-42
Aircraft Registration:  VH-NMA Serial Number: 42-8001066
Type of Operation: Charter Passenger
Damage to Aircraft: Nil
Departure Point: Mangalore Vic.
Departure Time: 0850 EST
Destination: Point Cook Vic.
Crew Details:
Hourson
Role Classof Licence Type Hours Total
Pilot-In-Command Commercial 66.0 3364

Approved for Release: Wednesday, September 17, 1997

Piper Cheyenne 111 aircraft VH-NMA was on a charter flight from Mangalore Vic. to Point Cook Vic. via Fentons
Hill and Melbourne. The weather was clear with unlimited visibility. The flight was conducted under Instrument
Flight Rules, cruising at 10,000ft. The normal crew compliment for thisaircraft is 1 pilot, however for thisflight,
the charterer had specified that the crew shall consist of 2 pilots.

Approaching top of descent the crew selected and identified the Point Cook NDB and also entered the coordinates
into the GPS. Descent to 9,000ft was commenced overhead Fentons Hill which left 27 track milesto run to Point
Cook. Theintention was to join aright downwind pattern for alanding on runway 35.

Clearance for further descent to 5,000t was received after a change of frequency from centre to approach. At this
stage an airfield was very close and the co-pilot pointed it out to the pilot-in-command who agreed it was Point
Cook. The pilot-in-command then became engrossed in descending from 5,000ft as the airfield was by then almost
under the aircraft. The crew did not refer to the on-board navigation equipment to confirm the aerodrome was Point
Cook, nor did they refer to any topographical information. In fact they were descending over Laverton airfield.

After cancelling SAR with Melbourne the crew joined the circuit and landed at Laverton which is 5 nm north of
Point Cook.
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Laverton airfield is a decommissioned RAAF base with asimilar runway configuration to Point Cook. Although
decommissioned, there were 7 windsocks still in place, only one of which was marked with a cross to indicate that
the airfield was closed. However, crosses had been placed on the runways to signify that they were not to be used.
The crew had seen and discussed the crosses as they were approaching to land: they mistook them as displaced
threshold markers and commented that the NOTAMS did not mention a displaced threshold at Point Cook.

Laverton is surrounded by major road, rail and suburban infrastructure while Point Cook is immediately adjacent to
Port Philip Bay with substantial open farm land nearby.

The crew agreed that the misidentification occurred because of many factors some of which included:
- alate descent clearance,

- pre-occupation with loosing altitude

- lack of attention to topographical details

- lack of attention to available navigation aids

- reliance of runway layout and orientation as the sole means of identification,

- lack of situational awareness about the reason for the crosses on the runway ,and

- changing from instrument flight rules to visual flight rules without ensuring that relevant navigation processes
were co-ordinated.

The operator has required all crews:
- to review charts and have an appreciation of the major topographical features of all destination airfields.
- to review the relevant airfield features during approach briefing, and

- continually review al previously identified navigation aids, even in VMC to ensure correct identification of
airfields.

The RAAF has ensured that all relevant airport facilities at Laverton adequately show that the airfield is
decommissioned.
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