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5} AIRFRAME FAILURE |
< CAUSES ACCIDENTS
[ 2 3 E N
c|'™% g F.T.S. riAciNear Hainesville, OATER f=1=42 [TMF 16315
s Q. FILE -
¢ Uplsnds, Ont _Ontario. Ho FiLe 1100-2887 z
lt A/C No. CRASH X E DAY NIGHT 5
. T
TYPE Harvard 2837 ca A I : x ola
- N AME RANK NoO. INJURIES SERIOUS Z :
. FATAL | INJURY r
LAC | R96082 Xilled : »
. i 1z
" "  McCool, D.E. 'LAC | R103061 Killed 2 olm
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=l TYPE A/F No EXTENT  |REPORT|SERIAL HOURS FLOWN BY PILOTS
& ENGINE OF DAMAGE | FORM | No. on TYPE TOTAL Cher "
INST. INIGHT puaL | sOLO soLo | 6 MOS. MR
| |Harvard | 2887 Total ; i b
Wasp | A216 30|12 | 45 | 58 93 ol
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) DUTY ON WHICH ENGAGED: COURT OF INQUIRY, iNVESTIGATING OFFICER v )

) Mutual instrument flying OR COMMANDING OFFICER'S REPORT:  , , , Spen, S ,

) NATURE OF ACCIDENT AND STAGE OF FLIGHT: DATE: Court of Inquiry 27-1-42

) LAC Johnston was pilat of 4/ ComPOSITION: -4 | )

, and LAC McCool was authoriged to Pres. S.L.(C471) Ken.nec.ly, H.M. R.C.4.F. Rocikliffe
pPractise instrument flying. A/C Mem. F/O'(03127), Morr}s, H.X. '

) wes flown in low aerobatie manoeu- P.0. (J8146) Saville, J.W. n

) Vres at Hainsville, Ont. Aircraft FECOMMENDATIONS:
crashed during these manoeuvres Endeavour to place student pilots at Training Schools

t . well removed from their home districts, Have new-
o%%&f; g/?ﬁsgf()l spapers carry request for communities to immediately

Atbompting- PEEME LU BXETUTE BeTUbaties—when TePOTt any cases of low flying (Appendix "EY),
)
at—too—low-ean-elevation

L
/;' Y W ACTION TAKEN:
) P, . (A) DISCIFLINARY (B) TezunICAL  (C) OTHER

Conclusions of XH.B .

~

~—

) ’ IT IS NOT CONSIDERED THAT THERE 18 SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE TO JUSTIFY THE
FINDING AND IT IS CONSIDERED THAT FURTHER EVIDENCE MUST HAVE BEEN
) AVAILABLE.  IT IS FURTHER CONSIDERED THAT THERE IS NO EVIDENCE I\ THE
URT TO JUSTIFY THE STATEMENT OF THE COURT, Appenoix MEM |sr PARAGRAPH.
) SECONDARY CAUSE OR CONTRIBUTING FACTORS: THIS WAS A DUAL CONTROL AIRCRAFT AND OQUTSIDE OF THE AUTHOR I ZATION SHEET

. THERE 1S NO EVIDENCE AS TO WHO WAS FLYING THE AIRCRAFT AT THE T1Mg oF
) Lmei—of—mwaft—ﬁm THE CRASH., FOR THESE TWO REASONS THE LOURT 1S BEING RETuURNGS,
' ( q i. E"} RECOSDED BY DATE
)

n
)é MW% ~ 7 CHECKID BY DATE )]
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