




















3.1.15.1 Presumably, it would be difficult to say that when the aircraft had max recorded pitch 
(+5.8 deg which is well below +8 deg threshold) with high vertical speed -432 feet/min had 
tail strike because the aircraft was still 11 feet above ground level. 

3.1.15.2 Similarly, at touch down the aircraft is in negative pitch (-0.9 deg) with -149 feet/min vertical 
speed, so even with these parameters tail strike is most likely improbable. 

3.1.15.3 With these parameters and tail strike criteria mentioned in FCOM, it appears difficult to 
assume that the tail strike occurred during this landing. The paint peeled off from bumper 
may be either an earlier tail strike or simply due to some other reason. This fact is more 
assumable, as it was acknowledged by the aircrew that tail bumper was not seen during pre 
flight inspection before departure from Karachi. 

3.2 Cause of Occurrence. The occurrence was caused due to violation of OEM recommended 
landing procedure by the Captain i.e. landing through unstabilized approach. The Captain . 
pressed on with the unstable approach for training purpose of the First Officer. 

4. SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 All aircrew may be advised to follow OEM recommended landing procedure meticulously, even r 
in training environment or demonstration to inexperienced aircrew. 

4.2 PIAC should sent the under discussion CVR unit for either modification or replacement in order ,r 
to have 2 hrs voice data available for downloading. 

4.3 The most critical maneuver in commercial airline flying is landing. Some operators have a 
setup at their safety centres, where data of all landings is available for assessment 
immediately after the landing, and later debrief to the concerned aircrew. In this regard 
following is recommended:-

4.3.1 PIAC should study different models of such systems and incorporate most suitable in PIAC 
with the concurrence of PCAA. 

4.3.2 PCAA may also look into this matter and standardize one model /or all airline operators in 
Pakistan. 


