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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: 199403448 Occurrence Type: Accident
L ocation: Canobie
State: QLD Inv Category: 4
Date: Thursday 17 November 1994
Time: TimeZone EST

Highest Injury Level: None

Aircraft Manufacturer: Beech Aircraft Corp

Aircraft Mode: 300LW

Aircraft Registration: VH-KDV Serial Number: FA-165
Type of Operation: Charter Passenger

Damageto Aircraft: Substantial

Departure Point: Planet Downs

Departure Time:

Destination: Canobie

Approved for Release: Tuesday, March 12, 1996

During the pre-flight inspection the pilot noticed that the |eft aileron was buckled. Further inspection revealed
diagonal wrinking of the lower surface of the left wing, the leading edge of the left wing outboard of the engine
nacelle, and evidence of movement in the left wing attachment area.

The pilot stated that when he flew the aircraft on the previous day it had handled normally. The weather conditions
on that day were such that at cruise the flight was smooth with light turbulence during the descent.

An analysis of the damaged aileron concluded that it had failed in static overload. An engineering assessment of the
damaged to the aircraft concluded that the most likely scenario to cause the damage was one involving high speeds
and gusts. These conditions were not reported by the pilot.
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