
In-flight smoke emergency, Airbus A319-11 , G-EZEG

Micro-summary: A diversion after the crew detected smoke in the cockpit of this
Airbus A319.

Event Date: 2005-12-30 at 1408

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: A�rbus A3�9-���, G-EZEG

No & Type of Engines: 2 CFM56-5B5/P turbofan eng�nes

Year of Manufacture: 2004

Date & Time (UTC): 30 December 2005 at �408 hrs

Location: Approx �5 nm north of K�dl�ngton, Oxfordsh�re

Type of Flight: Publ�c Transport (Passenger)

Persons on Board: Crew - 6 Passengers - �59

Injuries: Crew - None Passengers - None

Nature of Damage: None

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

Commander’s Age: 39 years

Commander’s Flying Experience: 6,4�0 hours   (of wh�ch 990 were on type)
 Last 90 days - 200 hours
 Last 28 days -   60 hours
 
Information Source: A�rcraft Acc�dent Report Form subm�tted by the p�lot 

and AAIB enqu�r�es

Synopsis

The a�rcraft d�verted to East M�dlands A�rport follow�ng 
reports of fumes or smoke �n the cockp�t.  The subsequent 
engineering investigation could find no evidence of 
smoke or burn�ng nor �dent�fy the source of the fumes.

History of the flight

The a�rcraft, wh�ch was en route from Aldergrove 
to Gatw�ck, was pass�ng FL�80 �n the descent near 
K�dl�ngton when both crew members �ndependently 
identified a smell of fumes or smoke in the cockpit.  The 
crew donned the�r comb�ned oxygen masks and goggles, 
establ�shed commun�cat�ons and used the Publ�c Address 
system to call the Sen�or Cab�n Crew Member (SCCM) 
to the interphone.  The SCCM confirmed that there 

was a s�m�lar smell �n the forward cab�n; therefore the 

capta�n made the dec�s�on to land as soon as poss�ble.  

A PAN call was made to London ATC on the frequency 

�n use, the transponder was selected to the emergency 

code 7700 and the capta�n requested a d�vers�on to East 

M�dlands A�rport. Wh�lst there had been no Electron�c 

Central�sed A�rcraft Mon�tor (ECAM) warn�ngs, the 

crew dec�ded to carry out the Qu�ck Reference Handbook 

(QRH) procedure “Smoke/Fumes Removal”.  The QRH 

checkl�st was commenced and when the SCCM was 

summoned to the interphone for a further briefing he told 

the capta�n that the smell �n the cab�n had d�ss�pated.  

The a�rcraft was rap�dly approach�ng East M�dlands 

A�rport, and as there was no ev�dence of smoke �n the 
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a�rcraft, the capta�n suspended the QRH dr�ll before any 
source diagnosis was carried.  The flight deck crew were 
st�ll on oxygen and would not have been able to detect 
any change �n the smell and the�r pr�or�ty was to land 
the aircraft at the nearest suitable airfield.  The PAN was 
not cancelled.  An uneventful land�ng was subsequently 
made at East M�dlands A�rport where the passengers 
were d�sembarked �n an orderly fash�on us�ng the ma�n 
aircraft exits.  The flight deck crew wore their oxygen 
masks unt�l the eng�nes were shut down and the cockp�t 
w�ndows opened.

Response by airport authorities

The Approach Controller at East M�dlands A�rport was 
�nformed by London Control, Wel�n Sector, at �4�2 hrs 
that the a�rcraft was d�vert�ng to East M�dlands due to 
reports of smoke �n the cockp�t.  A full emergency was 
�n�t�ated at East M�dlands and the capta�n, at h�s request, 
was given vectors to an 8 mile ILS final for Runway 27.  
The a�rcraft landed safely at �427 hrs and, as there was 
st�ll no recurrence of the smell, the a�rcraft was d�rected 
to Stand 35.  The Fire Officer spoke to the captain on 
�2�.6 MHz pr�or to board�ng the a�rcraft.  A stand down 
message was sent at �437 hrs.

Engineering investigation

The company’s ma�ntenance prov�der undertook a 
full �nvest�gat�on �n accordance w�th the�r procedures 
follow�ng reports of smoke or smells �n the cockp�t and 
cab�n.  The �nvest�gat�on, wh�ch el�m�nated the galley 
and the application of de-icing fluids as possible causes, 
could not find any evidence of smoke or burning on the 
a�rcraft.  There was also no record of any warn�ngs hav�ng 
been d�splayed on the ECAM.  S�nce the �nc�dent the 
aircraft has been flown regularly with no further reports 
of smells or smoke �n e�ther the cab�n or cockp�t.

Comment

Dur�ng the prev�ous year the operator had emphas�sed to 
the�r crews, dur�ng s�mulator tra�n�ng, the �mportance of 
land�ng the a�rcraft at the earl�est opportun�ty follow�ng 
�nc�dents of smoke or tox�c fumes �n the a�rcraft.  In th�s 
�nc�dent the a�rcraft landed approx�mately �5 m�nutes 
after the capta�n made the PAN call to London Control.
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