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ACCIDENT

Aircraft Type and Registration:  Tecnam P92‑EM Echo (Modified), G‑CBUG

No & Type of Engines:  � Rotax 9�2 uLS p�ston eng�ne

Year of Manufacture:  2002 

Date & Time (UTC):  � September 2007 at �430 hrs

Location:  Oxenhope, Yorksh�re

Type of Flight:  Pr�vate 
  
Persons on Board: Crew - � Passengers - None

Injuries: Crew - None Passengers - N/A

Nature of Damage:  Substant�al

Commander’s Licence:  Pr�vate P�lot’s L�cence

Commander’s Age:  66 years

Commander’s Flying Experience:  �,284 hours (of wh�ch 2 were on type)
 Last 90 days - 9 hours
 Last 28 days - 2 hours

Information Source:  A�rcraft Acc�dent Report Form subm�tted by the p�lot 
and subsequent AAIB enqu�r�es

Synopsis

Dur�ng the land�ng at Oxenhope �n good weather but 
w�th a st�ff breeze, d�rect�onal control was lost �n the 
flare.  As the pilot began a go‑around, the left main 
land�ng gear struck a bank, caus�ng the a�rcraft to yaw 
and p�tch �nto the ground.

History of the flight

The a�rcraft had rece�ved cosmet�c ma�ntenance at 
Branscombe and the pilot planned to fly it to Manchester 
Barton before cont�nu�ng to �ts base at Oxenhope.  He 
had not flown the type before but studied a copy of the 
flight manual prior to flight.  No instructor or experienced 
p�lot was ava�lable to prov�de tu�t�on on the type but the 
pilot was told that its flying characteristics were similar 

to a Cessna 152.  The pilot was experienced in flying 

�nto short str�ps such as Oxenhope.

Nearing Barton, the pilot decided that he had sufficient 

fuel to cont�nue to Oxenhope and conduct an a�rborne 

�nspect�on of the a�rstr�p before return�ng to Barton.  In 

the overhead at Oxenhope, he saw that the w�ndsock 

showed a st�ff breeze favour�ng Runway 24 (he later 

assessed the w�nd as hav�ng been approx�mately 

270/20 kt).  He made a number of orb�ts to assess the 

str�p and cond�t�ons dur�ng wh�ch he saw an �nd�v�dual, 

whom he bel�eved to be the a�rcraft’s owner, open�ng the 

doors to a hangar; he concluded that th�s was to enable 

h�m to hangar the a�rcraft after land�ng.
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The p�lot carr�ed out an “exploratory approach” to grass 
Runway 24 dur�ng wh�ch the a�rcraft became low on 
the approach and he carr�ed out a go-around and further 
circuit.  The second approach was flown crabbed into 
w�nd w�th the r�ght w�ng down and the p�lot assessed 
that it was appropriate to land from it.  As he flared the 
a�rcraft, �t dr�fted left towards a banked area bes�de the 
runway.  Full power was appl�ed to �n�t�ate a go-around 
but the left ma�n land�ng gear struck the banked area 
and the a�rcraft yawed and p�tched �nto the ground.  It 
came to rest, substant�ally damaged, fac�ng oppos�te to 
the d�rect�on of land�ng.  The p�lot was not �njured and 

he carr�ed out the shutdown checks before vacat�ng the 

a�rcraft normally through the normal ex�t.  There was 

no fire.

In a complete and frank report, the p�lot assessed that 

the acc�dent was caused by lack of fam�l�ar�ty w�th 

the a�rcraft type, the sh�ft�ng w�nd, and the fact that 

the aircraft was lighter than those he usually flew.  He 

acknowledged that add�t�onal pressure to land was 

brought about by the owner’s presence and the open�ng 

of the hangar doors.


