
Noxious fumes, Boeing 757-236, G-CPET, March 10, 2006

Micro-summary: Following engine start, the flight crew felt ill.

Event Date: 2006-03-10 at 0810 UTC

Investigative Body: Aircraft Accident Investigation Board (AAIB), United Kingdom

Investigative Body's Web Site: http://www.aaib.dft.gov/uk/

Note: Reprinted by kind permission of the AAIB.

Cautions:

1. Accident reports can be and sometimes are revised. Be sure to consult the investigative agency for the latest version before
basing anything significant on content (e.g., thesis, research, etc).

2. Readers are advised that each report is a glimpse of events at specific points in time. While broad themes permeate the causal
events leading up to crashes, and we can learn from those, the specific regulatory and technological environments can and do
change. Your company's flight operations manual is the final authority as to the safe operation of your aircraft!

3. Reports may or may not represent reality. Many many non-scientific factors go into an investigation, including the magnitude of
the event, the experience of the investigator, the political climate, relationship with the regulatory authority, technological and
recovery capabilities, etc. It is recommended that the reader review all reports analytically. Even a "bad" report can be a very useful
launching point for learning.

4. Contact us before reproducing or redistributing a report from this anthology. Individual countries have very differing views on
copyright! We can advise you on the steps to follow.
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INCIDENT

Aircraft Type and Registration: Boe�ng 757-236, G-CPET

No & Type of Engines: 2   Rolls-Royce   RB211-535E4-37 turbofan engines

Year of Manufacture: �998

Date & Time (UTC): �0 March 2006 at 08�0 hrs

Location: London Heathrow Airport

Type of Flight: Publ�c Transport (Passenger)

Persons on Board: Crew - 7 Passengers - �49

Injuries: Crew - None Passengers - None

Nature of Damage: None

Commander’s Licence: A�rl�ne Transport P�lot’s L�cence

Commander’s Age: 35 years

Commander’s Flying Experience: 7,�65 hours   (of wh�ch 5,505 were on type)
 Last 90 days - �95 hours
 Last 28 days -   80 hours

Information Source: Aircraft Accident Report Form submitted by the pilot

Synopsis

After eng�ne start, the crew were aware of an unusual 
odour in the cockpit and both started to feel unwell.  
Invest�gat�on suggested that a suspect o�l leakage �n the 
left engine may have been responsible for the smell.

History of the flight

After start�ng both eng�nes, the co-p�lot reported that 
he could smell fumes and d�scussed the matter w�th 
the commander.  After about two minutes of taxiing, 
the co-p�lot started to feel l�ght-headed, euphor�c and 
unwell, the commander also felt l�ght-headed and the 
aircraft was halted on the taxiway to see if the situation 
improved.  Both flight crew members continued to feel 
abnormal - the co-p�lot cons�dered h�mself part�ally 
incapacitated – but the cabin staff appeared unaffected.  

Both eng�nes were shut down as the crew no longer felt 
fit to taxi the aircraft and it was towed back to the stand.  
During the tow, the co-pilot donned his oxygen mask.

The a�rcraft was w�thdrawn from serv�ce and the 

flight crew were stood-down after they had briefed the 

ma�ntenance staff about the problem and had po�nted out 

that there had been a prev�ous entry �n the techn�cal log 

on 4 March 2006 concern�ng an ‘occas�onal br�ef smell 

of oil on the flight deck. No smell in cabin’.  During a 

check by eng�neer�ng, no traces of o�l were found and 

the aircraft had been returned to service.

Examination of the aircraft this time (10 March 2006) 

revealed one defect wh�ch may have contr�buted to 
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the smell:  staining on the oil feed tubes feeding the 
front bear�ng of the left eng�ne appeared to �nd�cate a 
leakage of oil into the gas path.  However, it could not 

be establ�shed categor�cally that th�s was the source of 
the fumes and, hav�ng �nvest�gated the suspect leak, the 
aircraft was returned to service.


	Synopsis
	History of the flight



