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Readers are advised that the Australian Transport Safety Bureau investigates for the sole purpose of
enhancing transport safety. Consequently, Bureau reports are confined to matters of safety significance and
may be misleading if used for any other purposes.

Investigations commenced on or before 30 June 2003, including the publication of reports as a result of those
investigations, are authorised by the Executive Director of the Bureau in accordance with Part 2A of the Air
Navigation Act 1920.

Investigations commenced after 1 July 2003, including the publication of reports as aresult of those
investigations, are authorised by the Executive Director of the Bureau in accordance with the Transport
Safety Investigation Act 2003 (TSI Act). Reports released under the TSI Act are not admissible as evidence
inany civil or criminal proceedings.

NOTE: All air safety occurrencesreported tothe ATSB are categorised and recorded. For adetailed
explanation on Category definitions please refer to the AT SB website at www.atsb.gov.au.
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Occurrence Number: 199301441 Occurrence Type: Incident
L ocation: Sydney
State: NSW Inv Category: 4
Date: Sunday 03 January 1993
Time: 1208 hours TimeZone ESUT
Highest Injury Level: None
Aircraft Boeing Co
Manufacturer:
Aircraft Mode: 737-476
Aircraft Registration: VH-TJG Serial 24432
Number:

Type of Operation: Air Transport Domestic High Capacity Passenger

Scheduled
Damageto Aircraft: Minor
Departure Point: Sydney NSW
Departure Time:
Destination: Perth WA

Approved for Release: Thursday, June 10, 1993

During the take off run on runway 34 the first oficer, who was flying the aircraft, called "failure" at approximately
120 knots. This was below V1 and the captain rejected the take-off. The Master Caution Air Conditioning lights
were illuminated. The auxiliary power unit bleed air was supplying the left pack which was running in high mode.
The pack tripped off as aresult of high temperatures.

Autobrake was used in the rejected take-off selection and operated until down to a slow speed in the deceleration.
The outboard left main wheel tyre delaflated due to overheating. Both left main gear wheels and the left outboard
brake unit were subsequently changed. Take-off should not be rejected from high speed for a Master Caution.
However, when the first officer responded by calling "failure" the captain was obliged to reject the take-off.

Significant Factors:
1. Master Caution Air Conditioning lights illuminated during the take off roll.
2. Thefirst officer incorrectly called "failure" for the caution light illumination.

3. The captain was obliged to reject the take off on the basis of the first officers call.
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