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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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The Bureau did not conduct an on scene investigation of this occurrence. The information presented below was
obtained from information supplied to the Bureau.

Occurrence Number: 199600423 Occurrence Type: Accident
L ocation: 8km E Kingaroy, Aerodrome

State: QLD Inv Category: 4

Date: Saturday 10 February 1996

Time: 1500 hours TimeZone EST

Highest Injury Level: None

Aircraft Manufacturer: Pitts Aviation Enterprises

Aircraft Mode: S1E

Aircraft Registration: VH-JVP Serial Number: V26
Type of Operation: Miscellaneous Ferry

Damageto Aircraft: Substantial

Departure Point: Watts Bridge QLD

Departure Time: 1430 EST

Destination: Kingaroy QLD

Approved for Release: Friday, August 9, 1996

The pilot had purchased the aircraft earlier in the day and was flying it home to Kingaroy. During the pre-flight
inspection he noted that the fuel quantity indication in the sight gauge was 35 litres. This was assessed as adequate
for the 20 minute flight, plus reserves.

About 8 km before the destination the pilot again checked the fuel quantity, which was reported to be 10 litres. This
was assessed as adequate for the remainder of the flight. Shortly after, the engine failed and aforced landing was
conducted. The paddock chosen appeared to be covered in smooth grass. During the landing roll awheel struck a
clump of the long grass and the aircraft nosed over, coming to rest inverted.

Examination of the aircraft found that less than three litres of fuel were in the aircraft when the engine failed. The
pilot was not aware that the fuel sight gauge was accurate only in flight. There was no mention of thisin the aircraft
manual.

Factors:
1. The pilot had little experience on the aircraft type.
2. Theenginefailed due to fuel exhaustion.

3. A clump of grass caused the aircraft to nose over.
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