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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: 199402697 Occurrence Type: Incident
L ocation: Mt Isa
State: QLD Inv Category: 4
Date: Tuesday 20 September 1994
Time: 1709 hours TimeZone EST
Highest Injury Level: None
Aircraft McDonnell Douglas Corporation
Manufacturer:
Aircraft Mode: MD-11
Aircraft Registration: HS-TMF Serial
Number:
Type of Operation: Air Trangport High Capacity International Passenger
Scheduled
Damageto Aircraft: Nil
Departure Point: Brisbane Qld
Departure Time: 1456 EST
Destination: Bangko Thailand

Approved for Release: Wednesday, September 28, 1994

When the aircraft reported at the position reporting point after Mt Isa, it was found that it was not tracking on the
route expected by air traffic controllers. There was no confliction with other aircraft and the aircraft was recleared
along the route it was tracking.

Earlier in the day the original flight plan was submitted to track viaair route A575 after passing Mt Isa. Thisplan
was later cancelled and another submitted to track viaair route A464 after Mt Isa. Thefirst routeisthe preferred
tracking and the amendment resulted from the possibility of adverse weather on air route R575.

Prior to departure from Brisbane information indicated that weather was now suitable on R575. The airline
company operations personnel checked if the Brisbane Briefing Office held aflight plan on the aircraft, and when
they were advised that the office did not hold a plan another plan was submitted for the aircraft to track viaair route
R575. However, as the first two plans had been submitted by the airlines base in Bangkok through Melbourne
(normal practice), Brisbane was unaware of the existence of aplan for the aircraft. Asaresult, acancellation
message was not sent prior to the third plan being submitted.

Flight Progress Strips are prepared for each plan by two sections in the Brisbane control centre and distributed to
controllers who will become responsible for the control of each aircraft. On this occasion, when the third plan was
submitted it was assumed that it was a duplication of one of the previous plans, probably because no cancellation
message was received, and no strips were prepared for the controllers. As aresult, the controllers assumed that the
aircraft would track via air route A464 after Mt Isa.
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The controller who received the Mt Isa position report marked the information on the strip for the next position
reporting point along air route A464 and not along R575, the point that the aircraft advised it would report at next.
He then co-ordinated the Mt Isa position with the next controller responsible for the aircraft. This controller also

had strips for air route A464 and was not aware the aircraft was tracking via air route R575 until the next position
report from the aircraft.
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