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4. OPINION AS TO CAUSE

The cause of the accident was that following a malfunction of his main canopy, the parachutist

adopted an incorrect technique for deploying the reserve parachlite.
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tt^ftfjJY) GOVERNMENT OF AUSTRALIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

^px AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT INVESTIGATION SUMMARY REPORT
Publication of this report is authorised by the Secretary under the provision* of Air Navigation Regulations 283 (1)

Reference No.

AS. 742. 1045

1 LOCATION OF OCCURRENCE

Wilton, Hew South Wales
Height a.m. s i .

700
Date

1.9.74

Time (local)

,;h2o
2on*

BUT

2. THE AIRCRAFT
Make and Model

Cessna 182K
Registration

VHJCRE
3. CONCLUSIONS

sf

(i) At approximately 1120 hours E3T on 1 September 1974 a parachutist/was fatally injured by impact

with the ground following a free fall descent at Wilton, New South/'Jales.

(ii) The parachutist Garry Evan Richards was making his 391s"t jump and it was his third jump for

the day when the accident occurred. /' ,, '

(iii) The main parachute was a Para-Plane Cloud which the parachutist, as an experienced/packer,

îd packed himself. The reserve parachute was a 26 feet Super Steerable canopy. The/main parachute

used by the parachutist in this accident is a high/performance chute on which malfunctions are not
_./'' .^/

tincommon. Richards had made approximately 200 jump\s with this type of parachute prior to the

accident. / ,/'

(iv) Weather conditions at the accident site were fine and clear with a>t>out •§• cumulus cloud, base

5000 feet and a very light westerly wind". Weather was not a factor iii this accident.

(v) The descent was/iade from a Cessna 182K aircraft registered VH^KRG which was flown by Maurice

William Notley, the holder of a vâ 'id Private Pilot's Licence. ̂ 'On board the aircraft were three

other parachutists; Ross Millard7', Norman Casey and Phillip Onls.

(vi) The aircraft took off fj*om Wilton and climbed to 3000 feet for an accuracy jump exercise.

fchards was the first to leave the aircraft and his manner of exi^t is reported to have been normal.

The aircraft then made two further circuits, one parachutist jumping on the first and two jumping on

the second at a three second interval. /
/ '/'

(viii) After a free' fall of about four seconds, Richards activated his main parachute but only one
/ /-'

side of the canopy deployed. This resulted in/a fairly fast anti clockwise rotation as seen from

the ground. After about five seconds the main canopy was cut away. At this time the parachutist
i/

p
was at about 2500 feet and was still spinning anticlockwise in a face down attitude.

(viii) After falling for a further three1 seconds the pilot chute of the reserve parachute was seen

to spring out. When Richards activated the reserve parachute he was facing towards the ground

and falling flat. He then tumbled forward onto his back. At this stage it was observed that the

pilot chute was fully inflated but'did not appear to be pulling the reserve parachute out. The

parachutist then started tumbling head over heels and was moving his arms as if to pull the

parachute away from his body. Between 1800 feet and 1000 feet the parachute started leaving his body

but did not get completely away. Prom the ground it was evident that the reserve parachute was

caught in the parachutista equipment. Richards waa now falling on his back in a slow left hand spin

—————___ _, -



3.* C&CLUSIONS (Confd)

He remained in this position until impact with the ground. All the way down he appeared to be

searching for where the reserve parachute was caught in his equipment.

(ix) Examination of the main parachute at the accident site revealed that several of the

reefing tabs and r.Vqs of the right hand side of the canopy h^d passed through the retardation
i i J i /,-

&G.0+&L1**** ffctcua. /
bridle orifice in the pnbadfiufro-paolg. No reason could be found as to why this had happe'ned. On

site examination of the reserve parachute showed that the Wo.5 gore had caught in ttfe open left hand

cape-well release. The bulk of the reserve parachute was on the left of the parachutist's body.

The trapping of the gore and the position of the canopy were consistent with 'activation whilst

the parachutist was face down and spinning to his right. This in turn was';consistent with ground

witness descriptions of the descent. ,;•

|fc) In their emergency procedures the Australian Parachute Federation stress the need to guard

open capewells and also stress the merits of releasing front mounte'd canopies from the face^ up

position. /



4. OPINION AS TO CAUSE

The cause of the accident was that following a malfunction of his main canopy, the parachutist

adopted an incorrect technique for deploying the reserve parachute.
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