






NO, 31 -- DOUBLE LESSON 

T h e p o s t night-landing 
check had been completed by 
the student so t h e instructor 
d e c i d e d to taxi the aircraft 
and at the same time brief his 
pupil on the faulty landing 
which had just been completed . 
H e stated that at no time did 
he see another aircraft ahead 
of him w h i 1 e taxiing. How-
ever, o n preparing to turn at 
the intersection o f two run-
ways, his aircraft ran into 
a n o t h e r which was holding 
with unserviceable identific-
ation lights . 

The amount of damage 
caused to both aircraft can be 
'udged by reference to the a-
Cove picture . 

Cause : 1 . Carelessnets - insufficient lookout . 

2 . D iv e r t e d attention of instructor and student b Y 
carrying out briefing while taxiing . 

Although th i s accident has been charged against the pilot of 
the aircraft which did the damage, it is considered that the pilot of 
the rammed aircraft should have notified the tower of his identific-
ation light unserviceabilities . 

NO. 32 -- FATAL LOW FLYING 

The pilot was practising either forced landings or precaution-
ary landings and lost control of his aircraft while doing evasive action 
to avoid a group of tall trees . The aircraft stalled, f 1 i c k e d to the 
right and the nose dropped i n a steep diving attitude . The pilot was 
unable to pull out of the dive before striking the ground . 

The pilot was killed and the aircraft was completel y destro yed. 

NO. 33 -- SAME OLD STORY 

After a normal three point landing the "Yellow Peril" dev-
eloped a s w i n g to starboard . Left rudder was applied, to no avail ; 
then more rudder and finally brake, but the swing was so far develop-
ed b y this t i m e it completed its orbit to starboard with the under-
carriage damaged, port w i n g aileron and wing tip damaged. Cause 
of this accident - IMPROPER CORRECTIVE ACTION . Not until full 
left rudder was applied was any brake used, It is impossible to use 
brake effectively w hen full rudder is on . Brake is a quick positive 
check on a swing after landing . Rather than elaborate in this issue 
you are referred to "Crash Comment" First Quarter 1952 for afull 
discussion of the "The Prevention of Harvard Landing Accidents" . 

STATISTICS 
There w e r e 2 8 similar Harvard landing swing accidents i n the 
RCAF during the last quarter of 1952 . 

NO. 34 -- CHECKS 8. 

While carrying out night circuits and landings, the pilot failed 
to complete his downwind cockpit check by leaving the undercarriage 
in the "up" position. On t h r o t t l i n g back f o r a landing, the pilot 
heard the undercarriage w a r n i n g horn and attempted to overshoot 
but was unable to prevent the aircraft from landing "wheels-up" on 
th4 runway . 

T h i s accident h a s been assessed as "Pilot Error" for the 
following reasons : 

(a) Pilot failed to lower undercarriage . 

(b) Pilot failed to carry out the "downwind" check . 

(c) Pilot failed to carry out "landing" check of undercarriage . 
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A student pilot, having limited night flying experience, became 
alarmed at the length of the exhaust flames coming from the engine . 
As he suspected engine trouble, the pilot contacted the control tower 
and received permission to carry out an emergency landing . Being 
more concerned with the exhaust flames than with his cockpit check 
he neglected to 1 o w e r the undercarriage . When rounding out for a 
landing the pilot suddenly remembered this omission, opened the 
throttle and selected undercarriage down, but not in time to prevent 
the aircraft from landing on its belly . 

This accident was assessed as "Pilot Error" and the pilot 
received a reproof . 

NO . 36 -- WAS IT WORTH IT? 

While presumably carrying out a navigation exercise at 
4,000 feet, the pilot flew so close to the ground that he struck a high-
t e n s i o n power line . The propeller and port wing w e r e damaged. 
This pilot was awarded a severe reprimand and was fined $?5.00 . 

NO . 37 -- HIGH-SPEED SPIRAL DIVE 

This training f 1 i g h t, in-
volving dual instruction o n 
instrument f 1 y i n g , ended in 
the tragic death of both instr-
uctor and student. The train-
ing exercise included instru-
ment recovery from unusual 
positions . Eyewitnesses saw 
the aircraft descending i n a 
high speed spiral dive, strik-
ing the ground, and completely 
disintegrating . This accident 
has been assessed "Pilot 
Error" because the instructor 
f a i 1 e d to take control of the 
aircraft f r om the student in 
time to fully recover from the 
manoeuvre. Every emphasis 
must be placed on the import-
ance of recovering from un-
usual positions at a safe alti-
tude while f 1 y i n g on instru-
ments, 

IF YOU LIKE TO PLY - - LIVE TO FLY 
THROUGH FLYING SAFELY 
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POOR RECOVERY TECHNIQUE 

Witnesses f i r s t sighted 
the aircraft i n a s p i n which 
continued until the pilot effect-
ed a recovery atapproximate-
1 y 400 feet above the ground. 
At this p o i n t, it was seen to 
assume a nose-upattitude and 
commenced a s t e e p banked 
turntoport. During this turn, 
the nose dropped suddenly and 
the aircraft dove to the ground 
at an angle of 80 degrees . The 
aircraft was almost complete-
ly destroyed by impact and the 
ensuing fire . T h e pilot, who 
had been authorized t o carry 
out a n exercise consisting of 
climbing turns, stalls and 
spins, was killed instantly . 

The direct cause of the accident is considered to be 1 o s s of 
control through over-controlling, after recovery from a spin a t low 
altitude* 

NO . 39 -- LUCKY BOYS 

T w o students were authorized to carry out a mutual instru-
ment practice flight which included recovery from unusual positions 
under the hood . In the course of recovery from an unusual position, 
the pupil at the control apparently exceeded the "g" limitations . 

T h i s action caused a buckling of the mainplane . Particularly poor 

judgement was displayed by both pilots for commencing to do aero-

batic manoeuvres a f t e r discovering t h a t the mainplanes had been 

wrinkled . On return to base the aircraft was land.ed without further 
incident . 

The accident i s attributed to P o o r judgement on the part of 
the safety Pilot in P e r m i t t i n g the pilot under the hood to take un-
necessarily violent recovery action from an unusual position, 
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NO. 40 -- DOUBLE TROUBLE 

This pilot attempted to clear the runway after landing but he 
had difficulty turning the aircraft . This resulted in the aircraft run-
ning off the r u n w a y . The pilot was amazed on checking to find the 
tailwheel still �locked� . The tailwheel was t hen unlocked and the 
aircraft taxied back onto the tunway - over a 1 a r g e spruce runway 
marker . Despite damage to the port flap and port propeller blade the 
pilot was not a w a r e he had clipped the runway marker until so in-
formed by another aircraft on the runway . Someone m u s t be man-
ufacturing opaque sun-glasses these days . 

NO. 41 -- DANGER - GLASSY WATER 

A low level cross-country exercise was being carried out 
when t h e pilot misjudged his height over a large lake and inadvert-
ently a 11 o w e d his aircraft to strike the water . Ditching was com-
pleted successfully, but after abandoning the aircraft, two of the 
three occupants were drowned . 

NO. 42 -- POOR JUDGEMENT 

While on a navigational t r a i n i n g exercise at 8,000 feet the 
port engine began to vibrate . The pilot t h r o t t 1 e d back but did not 
feather the engine . Rather than risk the r e t u r n to bas e over 200 
miles of bad t e r r a i n on single engine, the pilot decided to land on 
the ice of a n e a r b y lake . On the landing run the port w h e e 1 hit a 
concealed rock which caused the tire to burst . This caused the air-
craft to nose up momentarily in a snow drift . A "D" category crash 
resulted, the cause of which has been assessed "Pilot Error" . The 
pilot showed bad j u d g e m e n t and poor spirit in not trying to reach 
b a s e or a suitable aerodrome . He should have carried out a com-
plete single-engine procedure byfeathering the doubtful engine which 
would have enabled him to proceed to a suitable aerodrome only 75 
miles away . 

NO . 43 -- THERE ARE OLD PILOTS AND BOLD PILOTS . . . . . . . . 

The two accidents listed below occurred during low level 
navigation exercises : 

* 1 The pilot flew so low that the aircraft struck a power 
line causing failure of the p o r t rudder and damage to 
the starboard portion of the empennage. The pi18t 
managed to land the aircraft at an a e r o d r o m e away 
from base . 

The pilot flew so low that both propellers s t r u c k the 
ground . The tips o f all p r o p e 11 e r blades were bent 
but the pilot was able to return to base . 

In both of the above instances the pilots had been briefed to 
descend not lower than 250 feet above the ground . 

_ZZ_ _23 _ 



NO . 44 -- ANOTHER FATAL STALL 

While engaged i n an insect-spraying operation from an alti-
tude of 100 feet, the pilot executed a sharp turn with approximately 
80 degrees of bank in order to track over a ground marker . The air-
craft stalled in the turn, crashed and burned . The three crew mem-
bers were killed . 

N o evidence o f technical failure could be found on investig-
ation, therefore, it is assumed the pilot 1 o s t control of his aircraft 
through a high-speed stall . 

NO . 45 -- USE FULL RUNWAY 

The pilot who had limited recent experience in flyin g a heav-
ily-laden aircraft, decided to do a GCA approach at h i s destination 
where an overcast ceiling of 300 feet and visibility of four n.iles had 
been r e p o r t e d . His 1 e t down was done at an IAS of 95 knots . He 
broke cloud between 200 and 300 feet and found the runway to be dir-
ectly under the nose of the aircraft . 

Power was reduced and the aircraft touched 1/3 the way down 
the 5,150 foot runway w h i c h has a declined gradient of 1/7 35 . The 
wind condition at this timP was calm . 

The pilot stated that braking action did not slow the speed of 
the aircraft appreciably so that by the time he realized that he would 
not stop before overshooting the end of the runway, he was not able 
to open the throttles to go a r o u n d again. He attempted to turn the 
a i r c r a f t to starboard to avoid going directly off the runway into a 
gully, and in d o i n g so, the port wing came in contact with the first 
runway approach light standard . 

"D" category damage was caused t o the aircraft. The pilot 
received a reproof from his CO for his errors . 

NO . 46 -- LOCKS - CHOCKS - PINS 

Because o f marginal weather moving over their destination, 
this crew were rushing their take-off . On take-off the aircraft com-
menced a s w i n g to port . The pilot fortunately was unable to check 
the swing before the aircraft ran off the runway . The aircraft was 
stopped without damage . Investigation revealed that : 

(a) The external rudder lock had NOT been removed prior 
to the attempted take-off . 

(b) The pilot failed to ensure the c o n t r o 1 locks had been 
removed and stowed prior to entering the aircraft . 

(c) The pilot failed to c h e c k for freedom of movement of 
controls prior to starting the aircraft . 

This pilotwas reprimanded for his gross negligence . He and 
his crew were lucky. W e recall another Dakota accident of a prev-
ious y e a r in which the aircraft became airborne with control locks 
in place . Three c r e w and 18 passengers were killed in the subse-
quent crash . Dakota crews, r e m e mb e r i n your pre-taxi check -
LOCKS, CHOCKS, AND PINTS . 

NO. 47 -- SWING 

After landing, the aircraft commenced a swing to port which 
the pilot failed to check c o r r e c tl y . The result - another aircraft 
damaged extensively and categorized as "B" . 

The board of inquiry found that the pilot landed with the tail-
wheel "unlocked" . 

Assessment of Cause - "Pilot Error" . 
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When a down selection was 
made, the undercarriage fail-
ed to lower because of a 
fracture in the hydraulic line 
to theup-latchrelease . Thus, 
the hydraulic fluid was allow-
ed to vent to the atmosphere . 
The emergency system was 
operatedwithout results, soa 
wheels-up landing was carried 
out on the aerodrome . 

Investigation into this ac-
cident disclosed that a modif-
ication, to r e p 1 a c e the line 
w h i c h fractured with a high 
pressure 1 i n e , had not been 
incorporated . 

NO . 49 -- A FATAL STALL 

D u r i n g landing, the aircraft bounced approximately 10 feet 
in the air after initial contact with the runway . The pilot opened the 
throttles to carry out an overshoot, then retracted the undercarriage . 
The aircraft climbed v e r y steeply to a height of approximately 400 
feet, then commenced a s t e e p 1 y banked, short radius turn to port, 
losing height very rapidly . After turning through 1600, the aircraft 
levelled out but still continued to descend, crash landed and burned . 

0 f the 12 occupants, 4 were killed, 5 were seriously injured 
and the remaining 3 were slightly injured . 

Investigation has revealed that : 

The c a p t a i n had failed to ensure that all crew members 
were thoroughly briefed on abandoning the aircraft, crash 
positions and ditching drill . 

The captain neglected to inform the crew of the approach 
to land with the result that the majority of crew members 
were not braced or secured for landing . 

There is no evidence to support engine or technical failure . 

Due to 5 of the crew members being carried in the extreme 
rear of the fuselage, the C of G position was b e y o n d the 
aft limit . 

It is consideredthat during the overshoot, with an aft C of G, 
the opening of the throttles and retraction of the undercarriage caus-
ed the pilot to lose control or partial control, thus accounting for the 
very steep angle of climb and resultant stall . 

NO . 50 -- THIRD TIME UNLUCKY 

Priurto being detailed toferry a Lancaster aircraft, the pilot 
had tenhours dual and one hour solo on type . On the final approach, 
upon completion of the ferry trip, the pilot used full flap, despite the 
fact that the wind velocity at the time was 25 mph with strong gusts . 
The pilot was late i n rounding out, and upon touching down, the air-
craft bounced . T h e throttles were opened in an attempt to ease the 
aircraftback on the runway but on touching down the second time the 
control column was held forward i n s t e a d of f u 11 y b a c k and the 
craft bounced again, even higher than the first time . After the third 
bounce, the starboard tire blew out and the starboard undercarriage 
collapsed . The aircraft groundlooped and ended up facing in the op-
posite direction . Result - 

A "B" category crash. 
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COMMENDATIONS 

TRIPLE COMMENDATION 

Very seldom does "Crash Comment" have 
the thrilling opportunity to report a triple 
commendation in one quarter . Our con-
gratulations and accolades are offered to 

18115 F/L R .H, (Russ) JANZEN 

whose exceptional f 1 y i n g capabilities are 
evident in the following resumes . 

0 0 n 31 Oct 52 F /L Janzen was carrying out a de-misting and 
VHF check flight at 38,000 feet in a Venom aircraft . At height, while 
doing stall turns the detachable nose cowling came free . The cowling 
hooked on a w i n g nut holding the f ront r e m o v a b 1 e armour plate, 
thereby partially covering the windscreen and restricting the pilot's 
forward view . F /L Janzen r e d u c e d power and speed to 155 knots 
where the least cowling vibration was experienced . He let d o w n in 
20 minute s and landed the aircraft with no further damage . The 
cowling became loose i n flight b e c a u s e a modification to prevent 
such had not been fitted to this aircraft . 

0 On 7 Nov 52 F /L Janzen w a s flight testing a Sea Hawk air-
craft at the Lakehead airport . On returning to base for a landing the 
pilot discovered the failure of the main hydraulic system . F /L Janzen 
was forced to use both the emergency flap and undercarriage systems 
along with the knowledge he would have no brake pressure on landing . 
Emergency lowering of the undercarriage was c a r r i e d out but the 
port wheel failed to lock in the "down" position . The pilot d e c i d e d it 
would be possible to lock the wheel down by skipping the aircraft a-
long t h e runway . F /L Janzen t o u c h e d down very gently at a high 
landing speed . When the port wheel began t o collapse, the pilot ap-
plied full throttle and snapped the aircraft into the air . The result-
ant "g" following the ground-touch locked the port gear down . The 
pilot had a minimum of brake p r e s s u r e for the landing run but he 
skilfully slowed the aircraft and made a turn off the end of the run-
way. The subsequent technical investigation revealed the hydraulic 
system failure was caused by faulty materiel . F /L Janzen is certain-
ly to be commended for his accurate assessment of the situation and 
his subsequent skilful action which prevented serious damage to the 
aircraft . 



0 Although this accident occurred in the first quarter of 1953 
we are r u s h i n g it into the last quarter 1952 i s s u e to complete a 
sterling triple performance by F /L Janzen . 

On 22 Jan 53 F /L Janzenwas flighttesting a Venom at 35,000 
feet . At 28,000 feet on the climb to altitude the fire w a r nin g light 
came "on" . The throttle was immediately closed, along with the 
high pressure fuel cock and fuel booster pump switch, when the pilot 
noticed fuel gushing out of the starboard venting duct and spreading 
over the wing . F/L Janzen waited until the jet pipe temperature re-
gistered z e r o and then pressed the fire extinguisher button . When 
the smell of smoke and fire persisted, the pilot o p e n e d the canopy 
slightly . The canopy promptly frosted over, cutting the pilot's 
view to practically nil . At 10,000 feet F /L Janzen decided to attempt 
a f o r c e d landing . Despite t h e flame-out, fire, smoke and frosted 
canopy, F /L Janzen made a successful wheels-down forced landing 
on the runway . He rolled the full length of the r unw a y and turned 
onto the taxi strip to park before abandoning the aircraft . The fire 
engine crew extinguished the fire . Subsequent investigation revealed 
extensive fire damage especially o n the starboard side, as it is be-
lieved the fire started as a result of a fuel leak in the pipe connection 
between one and two tanks in the starboard wing . 

The above performances by F /L Janzen of CE&PE Detach-
ment Namao reveal test flying at its best . 

COMMENDATORY ENDORSEMENT 

17822 F/L W.H. Bliss 

G F /L Bliss w a s a leader of a flight of seven Sabres en route 
to an overseas base . On completing his flight and preparing to land 
at RCAF S t a t i o n Goose Bay, he experienced difficulty in reducing 
his airspeed . When he lowered the un d e r c a r r i a g e and flaps for 
landing, the a i r c r a f t began diving a t a very steep angle . He then 
found that he could not move the control column back past the neutral 
positiontorecover from the dive . At approximately 800 feet he sel-
ected undercarriage and flaps up and was then able to regain control 
of the aircraft . 

After testing the aileron and trim controls, he decided to at-
tempt a 1 o n g , straight approach to land . He lowered the undercar-
riage, but not the flaps, and maintained a regulated r ate of descent 
by use of the throttle, at an IAS of 185 knots . When he reached the 
e n d of the r u n w a y at a height of approximately 50 feet, he cut the 
throttle and touched down for a safe landing . 

Examination of the aircraft revealed that a loose anchor nut 
was tightly jammed in the elevator boost control mechanism . Credit 
is due to this officer for skilful handling of his aircraft under diffic-
ult circumstances . His s k il l in landing the aircraft at such a high 
speed is particularly praiseworthy and it is entirely due to his flying 
ability that a very serious accident was prevented . 

GOOD AIRMATjSHIP 

The following pilots have been commended for their display 
of outstanding ability by their respective Officers Commanding . 

29569 F/L G .R . Simmons 

0 0 n the m o r n i n g of 21 Aug 52, F /L C .R . (Bob) Simmons of 
441 (F) Squadron, tookoff on a routine GCI. Tenminutes after take-
of f at angels 33 he heard a loud rumbling noise in the aft section of 
his Sabre accompanied b y severe vibration . F /L Simmons reduced 
power to the idle stop position and descended rapidly . The fuel flow 
indicator, f u e 1 pressure, tailpipe temperature and oil pressure in-
dicators began extreme fluctuations . He made a successful wheels-
down forced landing at an RAF station . Subsequent technical exam-
ination showed the engine failure was due to c o m p 1 e t e loss of oil, 
followed by a failure of number three and four bearings giving engine 
seizure . 

33634 F/O 7 .C . Richardson 

. On the afternoon of 21 Oct 52 F /O J.C . Richardson, 434 (F) 
Squadron, w a s flying a low-level navigation exercise at 250 feet a-
bove ground . Twenty miles f r o m base on the return leg his engine 
flamed out . He immediately climbed to gain maximum height . F/0 
R~i c h a r d s o n accomplished a relight only to have the engine again 
flame-out at 60% throttle . By quick thinking and faster action F/0 
Richardsonattempted a second relight without success, all the while 
positioning himself for a forced landing in a ploughed field . He made 
a wheels-up crash landing without i n j u r y to himself. The aircraft 
suffered "A" category damage . T h e cause of the flame-out is ob-
scure . 
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