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AIR ACCIDENT INVESTIGATION BUREAU (AAIB) 

 MALAYSIA  

REPORT NO.     :  SI 02/21 

   OPERATOR       :   PRIVATE 

AIRCRAFT TYPE       :   MICROLIGHT  

NATIONALITY           :  FRANCE & UKRAINE 

REGISTRATION      :  NO REGISTRATION NUMBER 

PLACE OF OCCURRENCE :   ROYAL CUSTOM COMPLEX, 

KANGAR, PERLIS, MALAYSIA  

DATE AND TIME        :  01 MARCH 2021 1900H LT 

  

The sole objective of the investigation is the prevention of accidents and incidents. In 

accordance with Annex 13 to the Convention on International Civil Aviation, it is not the 

purpose of this investigation to apportion blame or liability. 

 

 All times in this report are Local Time (LT) unless stated otherwise. LT is UTC +8 hours. 
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INTRODUCTION 

  

The Air Accident Investigation Bureau of Malaysia  

  

The Air Accident Investigation Bureau (AAIB) is the air accidents and serious incidents 

investigation authority in Malaysia and is responsible to the Minister of Transport. Its 

mission is to promote aviation safety through the conduct of independent and objective 

investigations into air accidents and serious incidents.  

AAIB also conducts investigation into incidents when the occurrence shows evidence to 

have safety issues concerned. 

The AAIB conducts the investigations in accordance with Annex 13 to the Chicago 

Convention and Civil Aviation Regulations of Malaysia 2016. 

It is inappropriate that AAIB reports should be used to assign fault or blame or determine 

liability, since neither the investigation nor the reporting process has been undertaken for 

that purpose. 

In accordance with ICAO Annex 13 paragraph 4.1, notification of the Serious Incident was 

sent on 19 March 2021 to BEA France and Ukraine AAIB as State of Manufacturer. A 

copy of the Preliminary Report was subsequently submitted to the above organisation, 

Civil Aviation Authority of Malaysia (CAAM) and the owner of the Microlight on 19 July 

2021. 

In accordance with ICAO Annex 13 paragraph 6.3, a copy of the Draft Final Report was 

sent on 10 January 2023 to BEA France and Ukraine AAIB as State of Manufacturer, the 

owner, and Civil Aviation Authority of Malaysia (CAAM), inviting their significant and 

substantiated comments on the report. 

Unless otherwise indicated, recommendations in this report are addressed to the 

investigating or regulatory authorities of the State having responsibility for the matters 

with which the recommendations are concerned. It is for those authorities to decide what 

action is taken. 
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SYNOPSIS 

  

A 2-seater Microlight faced a nervous moment when the Microlight crashed after touched-

down during the roll and hit a small tree at the end of the landing area. The Microlight was 

on a demonstration flight at Kangar Main Stadium area and landed on a field in the vicinity 

of Kangar Customs Complex, Perlis. 

 

The Microlight is privately owned and was brought from Kuala Lumpur for a 

demonstration flight by a club to promote their association in Kangar, Perlis. 

 

The Pilot in Command (PIC) departed from Kangar Main Stadium for a demonstration 

flight before landing and crashed into the field in the vicinity of Kangar Customs Complex, 

Perlis. 

 

No fatalities were reported, and the injured PIC was taken to the hospital for treatment.  
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1.0  FACTUAL INFORMATION    

   

  1.1  History of the Flight   

  

  The flight was scheduled on the 01 March 2021 evening approximately at 

1700Hrs attended by a VIP guest for the flight demonstration. The demo was to 

promote Microlight flying, especially the trike type of Microlight in the state (Perlis), 

as to promote the state as one of the sports hubs for local and tourist attractions. 

 

  On the evening of 01 March 2021, PIC was at the parking lot where the 

aircraft was parked temporarily and started to assemble the Microlight. The 

assembling process of the Microlight took approximately 30 to 45 minutes.   

 

  After completed the assembling process, PIC started to prepare the 

Microlight for warm-up and test run. Microlight was filled with 33 litres of fuel which 

is sufficient for a short 20 minutes demonstration flight.  

 

  Before starting the engine, PIC and the ground crew had carried out walk-

around Visual Inspection to check for any abnormalities or defects to the 

Microlight. The walk-around Visual inspection was done successfully, and no 

major abnormalities were found.  

 

  After the walk-around Visual Inspection, PIC warmed up the Microlight for 

approximately 5 to 6 minutes and was done successfully.  

 

  PIC was guided by ground crew and taxied to the adjacent field behind the 

stadium where that area had a long field and less obstacles for the take-off and 

then return for landing at the same place.   
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   Before take-off, PIC did his pre-flight check which called “S.T.R.A.I.P”. 

 

S – Secure and stable. Check safety harness, wing attachments, etc.  

T – Throttle off ready for take-off. 

R – Radio/signal for ready to take-off (ground crew). 

A - All clear runway, ground and air. Check for wind condition & direction. 

I – Ignition on, power up, mag checks. 

P – Power (Take-off when ready). 

 

Take-off was successful. For the first few circuits, PIC did a circuit around 

the Sports Complex to gauge the wind condition, turbulence, rotors and sinks in 

the area.  

 

After a few circuits flying around the Sports Complex, the landing area 

became unsafe for landing as the surrounding area was already crowded with the 

public which posed a threat to both the Microlight and the civilians if it continued 

with the landing plan.  

 

PIC was trying to communicate with the ground crew, but there was no 

response then he used hand signal to alert the ground crew that the landing area 

was risky.  

 

PIC decided to look for other available landing sites after signalling the 

ground crew. PIC climbed to 200 feet and started selecting potential landing sites 

and decided that the field in the Customs Complex to be the best landing area due 

to its length, location, less people, low tree lines, low structures, and wind condition 

was perfect.  
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The landing was successful initially, but then when PIC wanted to apply 

brake on the nose wheel, he realised that the throttle was at full speed and did not 

decrease as his foot was taken off from the throttle paddle. 

 

PIC managed to steer the nose wheel with his feet and trying to cut off the 

ignition switch while Microlight still rolling at full speed, but the ignition switch failed 

to cut the power off. As the Microlight was coming to the end of the field, PIC 

decided to hit a small tree in order to stop the Microlight. 

 

The injured PIC was taken to the hospital for treatment and the Police 

Report has been lodged as per Appendix A.  

 

  1.2  Injuries to Persons   

  

Injuries   Crew   Passengers   Others   Total   

Fatal   NIL   NIL   NIL   NIL   

Serious   NIL   NIL   NIL   NIL   

Minor/None   1 NIL  NIL   1 

   

  1.3  Damage to Aircraft  

  

When the Microlight impacted the tree at the landing area, it caused two (2) 

units of Engine Propeller Blade broke and several damages to the Engine 

Radiator, one (1) unit of Main Landing Gear (Left Side), composite part of the 

Microlight Fairing, Wing Structure (Left leading edge), and the Microlight Throttle 

Cable. Detail damaged images as shown in Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8. 

Damages report as per Appendix B.  
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Figure 1: Engine Radiator 

 

Figure 2: Aircraft Fairing 
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Figure 3: Engine Propeller Blade 

 

Figure 4: Main landing gear strut (right side) 
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Figure 5: Aircraft Fairing 

 

 

Figure 6: Microlight Fairing 
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Figure 7: Wing Keel 

 

 

Figure 8: Throttle Cable 
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  1.4     Other Damage   

  

One outstretched rope had broken off during the landing roll before the 

Microlight hitting three trees that belong to the Custom. No other damages were 

observed. 

                 

Figure 9: Outstretched rope 

          

Figure 10: 1st & 2nd Trees 

outstretched 

rope 
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                   Figure 11: The 3rd Tree - Impact and halt 

 

   1.5  Personnel Information   

  

    1.5.1 Pilot in Command (PIC) 

  

Age   44  

Sex   Male 

Date of Joining Company   Not Available 

Date Cleared Online   Not Available 

License    No. 3884R [PPL-R (Restricted)]. Expiry 

Jun 2006  

Medical Expiry:  Not Available 

Last Base Check: 20/10/2020 Basic 

Medical Check 

Last IR: Not Available 

Last Line Check: Not Available 

  

Flying Hours   Total: 818H, 58M (Mixed Experimental) 

Hours on type: 454H, 33M   

  

  

Other Courses/Validities   SEP Expiry: Not Available   

CRM Expiry: Not Available   

Passport Expiry: 01 Sept 2021 
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PIC holds a PPL-r. However, during the incident, his PPL-r Licence 

had expired (Appendix C) and no medical record was found. From the 

National Blood Centre Book Record as shown in Appendix D, PIC has 

donated blood on 24 February 2021 and he is an active blood donor. Based 

on those records, it shows that PIC is a healthy person and he had enough 

rest before the demonstration flight.  

 

    1.6 Aircraft Information 

  1.6.1 Aircraft Data   

 Aircraft Air Creation GTE Clipper 582 

Owner Private 

Registration Not Available 

Serial No. Not Available 

C of A No. Not Available 

C of A Expiry Not Available 

C of R No. Not Available 

C of R Expiry Not Available 

Year of Manufacture Not Available 

 

Microlight filled with 33 litres of fuel which was sufficient for a short 

20 minutes demonstration flight. The fuel tank can accommodate up to 55 

litres of unleaded fuel premixed with 2T oil with a mixture of 50 to 1 due to 

the Rotax engine is a 2 stroke 2-cylinder 4 spark plugs (2 cdci’s/2 mags) 

with 64 hp powerplant. Microlight Trike 582 GTE Clipper Information as per 

Appendix E. 

 

1.6.2 Aircraft Certification 

There were no details information on the Microlight. The Microlight 

did not hold any registration number by CAAM. No objective evidence to 

indicate that the maintenance activities had been carried out on the 

Microlight. Certificate of Airworthiness is not available. However, PIC 
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mentioned that PIC and the ground crew did a walk-around Visual 

Inspection to check for any abnormalities or defects before the 

demonstration flight. All were done successfully and no major abnormalities 

were found. 

   

 

Figure 12: Microlight Trike 582 GTE Clipper Information 

 

  1.7  Meteorological Information    

  

The incident happened during daylight hours. Weather at the time of the 

landing was reported by the pilot to be fine and sunny with very good visibility. 

  

  1.8  Aids to Navigation   

  

VFR flying was utilised as no form of digital instrumentation was available.  
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  1.9  Communications   

Microlight is fitted with a UHF antenna. Additional to that, PIC and the 

ground crew also used hand signals as a backup for communication.  

 

   1.10  Aerodrome Information  

  Not Available as PIC used Sports Complex field as take-off and landing 

area. 

 

 Figure 13: Aerodrome Information 

 

  Kangar Sports Complex and Custom Complex 

 Assembly area  

 Microlight taxi route 

 Take-off point 

 Take-off direction 

 

Custom Complex Kangar Sport 
Complex 

Take-off point 

Assembly 
area 
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Figure 14: Microlight take-off point and initial planned landing area at open field 

Kangar Sports Complex 

 

 

  1.11 Flight Recorders.  

 

   Not Applicable.  

   

  1.12  Wreckage and Impact Information   

 

 

Figure 15: Microlight actual landing and impact point 

Due to the unsafe conditions (public parking and heavy crowd) to land the 

Microlight at Kangar Sports Complex, PIC landed the Microlight at an open field at 

Custom Complex. However, the Microlight throttle got stuck after landing (during 

Royal Custom 

Complex, Kangar, 
Perlis 

Touch Down point 

Impact/halt 
point 

Take-off path 

Landing path (initial 

planning) 
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landing roll). Microlight came to a halt after hitting a small tree at the end of the 

landing area.  

 

  

 

 

Figure 16: Microlight came to halt after hitting a small tree at the end of the landing 
area 
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Figure 17: Selvage and recovery by the Microlight team immediately after the 
accident 

 

The recovery was performed on the same day at approximately 1900H and 

was successfully removed from the crash site and transported back to Kuala 

Lumpur for further action by the owner.  

Pending rectification work, the Microlight had been secured and put under 

storage condition at the owner premise in Banting, Selangor.  

 

  1.13  Medical and Pathological Information   

  

No fatalities were reported, and the injured PIC was taken to the hospital 

for treatment. However, no urine test was carried out to PIC. 

 

   1.14  Fire   

  

   There was no pre or post-impact fire.   

   

  1.15  Survival Aspects   

  

   There were no fatalities to the public.    
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  1.16  Tests and Research   

    

Throttle cable was secured and assessment was carried out on the cable 

condition at University Kuala Lumpur Malaysian Institute of Aviation Technology 

(UniKL - MIAT). Assessment Report as per Appendix F. 

 
 

Figure 18: Post incident inspection 

 

 
Figure 19: Post incident inspection 
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Figure 20: Post incident inspection 

 

 
 

Figure 21: Post incident inspection (Throttle Cable) 
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Figure 22: Removing the Throttle Cable  

 

 
 

Figure 23: Removing the Throttle Cable 
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Figure 24: Removing the Throttle Cable 

 

 
 

Figure 25: Removing the Throttle Cable 
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Figure 26: Throttle Cable assessment 

 

  1.17 Organizational and Management Information  

   

From the interview, AAIB was informed that all extreme sports in Malaysia 

is under the Malaysia Sports Aviation Federation (MSAF). MSAF was formed 

under the office of the Malaysian Industry-Government Group for High 

Technology (MIGHT – under the Prime Minister's department), and Civil Aviation 

Authority Malaysia (CAAM) is to monitor the sport aviation initiatives in the 

country. MSAF certificate of registration with Malaysia Sports Commissioner 

Office as Appendix G. However, there were no supporting documents to support 

that this demonstration flight was jointly organized by MSAF and the local state 

government.  
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  1.18 Additional Information  

  

 .   1.18.1 Interview and Written Statements  

 

AAIB investigation team conducted interview with PIC and Microlight 

owner. The interview sessions were all recorded under the express 

knowledge of all parties. PIC had submitted a written statement to be 

included in this report as Appendix H. 

 

  1.18.2 Briefing by MSAF 

 

From interviews with pilots and owners of Microlight, AAIB was 

informed that MSAF is an organisation that regulates all extreme sports in 

Malaysia. A briefing session from MSAF to AAIB was conducted on 03rd 

August 2022 regarding all extreme sports activities in Malaysia as per 

Appendix I. 

AAIB has been briefed by the MSAF on the MSAF organisation and 

how the Microlight activities were structured as one of the extreme sports 

under MSAF. Details information on MSAF organisation can be found at 

www.msaf.org.my 

 

   1.19. Useful or Effective Investigation Techniques   

AAIB will look into the three (3) domains of Aviation Safety while 

conducting the investigation. Three domains of Aviation Safety were:  

a. Safe Air Transport System 

b. Safe Operation 

c. Safe Product 
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   1.19.1 On-Site Investigation 

On-site investigation which includes site visit, witness interview and 

video footage from handphone camera were conducted to look for evidence 

which will assist in reconstructing the probable chain of event leading to this 

incident. 

 

  2.0  ANALYSIS  

  

In this section of the report, the relevant evidence and factual information will be 

discussed and analysed to determine the cause and contributing factors to the accident. 

The conclusions will provide the answer on how the accident occurred and   

to recommend the appropriate solutions.  

The investigation found that there were several mechanical irregularities on the 

management of the microlight operation prior to the serious incident such as Microlight 

Certification, licencing, basic maintenance and organisational issues contributed to the 

serious incident of Microlight Trike 582 in Kangar, Perlis.  

The analysis will discuss: 

 

 2.1 On-Site Investigation  

2.1.1 On-site activities 

 From the information gathered on ground, Investigation team 

suspected that the Microlight had hit the outstretched rope laid out on the 

grass on the open field at Custom Complex.  

The Custom open field was not designed for any airborne take-off 

or landing activities. The open field was used by the Custom department 

to park the towed vehicles. 

During the event, PIC need to land the Microlight as he completed 

the demonstration flight to the State Secretary. However, the take-off 

points and landing plan at open field Kangar Sports Complex was not 

suitable as the area became crowded with evening sports activities and full 
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with vehicles parking at the area. Due to the unsafe conditions, PIC has 

decided to change the landing plan to the adjacent area and he has landed 

the Microlight at an open field at Custom Complex. 

Prior to the landing process the Microlight hit the outstretched rope 

laying on the grass during landing roll and resulted the throttle cable got 

stuck and increased the Microlight power.  

PIC was unable to control the Microlight, and as Microlight moving 

to the end of the field, Microlight wing hit twice the adjacent tree before 

Microlight came to a halt after hitting the third tree at the end of the landing 

area. 

 

  Kangar Sports Complex and Custom 

Complex 

 Assembly area  

 Microlight taxi route 

 Take-off point 

 Take-off direction 

 

Figure 27: Aerodrome Information 

 

Custom 
Complex 

Take-off point 

Assembly 
area 

Kangar Sport 
Complex 
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Figure 28: Microlight take-off point and landing plan at open field Kangar Sports 
Complex 

 

Figure 29: Microlight actual landing and impact point 

 

Take-off path 

Royal Custom Complex, 

Kangar, Perlis 

Impact/halt 
point 

Touch Down 
point 

outstretched rope 

Parameter fance 

rope 
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Figure 30: Microlight approach and landing position 

 

     

Figure 31: Post-accident investigation found a snapped outstretched rope on the 
grass area across the open field at Custom Complex 

 

Microlight landing 

direction 

outstretched rope 

laying on the grass 

outstretched rope 

Microlight landing direction 
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Figure 32: Outstretched rope was suspected of being stuck by the Microlight during 

the landing roll 

 

 

 

outstretched rope 
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Figure 33: The Microlight Wing hit the two trees before hitting the third tree and halt 

      

     Figure 34: Microlight Wing hit the 1st tree             Figure 35: Microlight Wing hit the 2nd tree 

 

 

Wing - 
1st Hit 

Wing - 
2nd Hit 

3rd Hit 
& Halt 

Microlight 
Moving 
Direction 

3rd Hit 
& Halt 
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Figure 36: Microlight came to halt after hitting a small tree at the end of the landing 
area 

 

 

Figure 37: Microlight hit the third tree and halt 
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Figure 38: Microlight impact summary 
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2.2  Competency in the flying Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) of 

the Microlight Operation         

From the information gathered, AAIB found there were gaps in the SOP 

where the essential requirement in the flying activities needed to be adhered to 

by the PIC and the owner of the Microlight.  

  

2.2.1 MCAR 2016 requirement for the Microlight to be operated in the 

country is stated in Regulation 10. Nevertheless, the investigation team 

found that the Microlight doesn’t have any form of registration to indicate 

that the Microlight has been registered with CAAM. 

 

2.2.2 No Permit to fly. Regulation 29 (1) to MCAR 2016 stated that “a 

person may fly a Malaysian aircraft without a certificate of airworthiness 

if the person holds a permit to fly issued by the Director General.”   

 

2.2.3  The demonstration flight date did not adhere to NOTAM 

authorised by CAAM, where the demonstration flight should take place 

on 06 & 28 March 2021 (approved flight) instead of 01 March 2021, 

@approximately 1700H LT (actual flight) – Refer to Appendix J 

(NOTAM).  

 

In conclusion, there is a need for CAAM to review the approval 

process to ensure the request of flight must comply to all CAAM 

airworthiness and operational requirements and ATC clearance is 

granted to fly prior to an approved date. 
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  2.3 Pilot licensing 

  

2.3.1 The investigation team found that the PIC holds a PPL-r 

(Restricted) issued by CAAM. (Formerly known as the Department of 

Civil Aviation (DCA) of Malaysia). However, the licenses expired in Jun 

2006 and had never been renewed.  

 

2.3.2 There was not stated in the MCAR 2016 the requirement of 

having a license to fly the Microlight. However, in the AIC released in 

Jan 1997, a statement covered the need to have a PPL(A) Restricted 

license for Microlight operators and will be classified as an Experimental 

Aircraft. 

 

2.4 Maintenance Practice 

  

2.4.1 There was no objective evidence to show that the maintenance 

activities have been carried out to the Microlight. There is a need to have 

a Technical Log to indicate that the Microlight was maintained correctly 

and airworthy for the flight. If proper maintenance practices such as 

Daily, Weekly, Monthly, or Periodic Maintenance activities were carried 

out and recorded, it could ensure the airworthiness of the Microlight. 

 

2.5  Organisational issues 

 

2.5.1 During the interview, PIC mentioned that the Microlight Sport 

activity was under MSAF supervision. However, the investigation team 

could not establish the relationship between the extreme sports activities 

under MSAF with the microlight incident, as there was no objective 

evidence that MSAF organised the event for the State Secretary. 
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2.5.2 There were no guidelines or SOP on the Microlight flying activities 

under MSAF supervision during the incident.             

  

3.0  CONCLUSION  

   

  3.1  Findings   

3.1.1 Investigation team found that the Microlight has no registration 

number. It shown that the Microlight was not registered with CAAM as 

part of the requirement for the Microlight to be operated in country as 

stated in Regulation 10 to MCAR 2016.  

 

3.1.2 The Microlight don’t have permit to fly as required in Regulation 

29 (1) to MCAR 2016 where it stated that “a person may fly a Malaysian 

aircraft without a certificate of airworthiness if the person hold a permit 

to fly issued by the Director General”. 

 

3.1.3 PIC licence and Medical Record was expired before he flew this 

Microlight. 

 

3.1.4 There was no Technical Log to indicate that the Microlight was 

properly maintained and airworthy for the flight.  

 

3.1.5 There was no record of flying activity on the said Microlight until 

the day of the incident.  

  

3.1.6 PIC and ground crew observed no abnormalities during the walk-

around Visual Inspection. 

 



FINAL REPORT SI 02/21 

 34 

3.1.7 Prior to take-off, the warm-up was done successfully.  

 

3.1.8  The demonstration flight date did not adhere to NOTAM 

authorised by CAAM, where the demonstration flight should take place 

on 06 & 28 March 2021 (approved flight) instead of 01 March 2021, 

@approximately 1700H LT (actual flight) – Refer to Appendix J 

(NOTAM). 

 Due to no objective evidence on the maintenance activity, pilot 

competency, and product registration with CAAM on the said Microlight, AAIB 

has concluded that the failure in the three (3) domains of Aviation Safety had 

resulted in the Serious Incident of the Microlight Trike 582 GTE Clipper on the 

1 March 2021.   

 

  3.2 Probable Causes 

The probable cause of the accident was due to Throttle Cable being 

dented after Microlight came in contact with outreached rope during the landing 

roll, which led to the failure of the throttle paddle to reduce the speed. 

3.2.1 Contributing Factors  

a. Poor Maintenance Practice 

 

i) There were few factors that have contributed to the 

accident. When further investigation carried out, AAIB found 

that there was no record on the maintenance activities.  

 

ii) There were no objectives evidence that the Microlight 

has undergo proper maintenance practice such as Daily, 

Weekly or Monthly or periodic maintenance activities. In 

relation, the Microlight has been flying without a proper 

maintenance activity. Improvement on maintenance practices 

is needed to ensure the microlight is airworthy and safe to fly. 
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Figure 39: Post-Accident Inspection found the Throttle Cable was dented 

 

Figure 40: The Throttle Cable was sent for check and confirm that the Throttle Cable 

was dented 

The specialist carried out the Throttle Cable checked, and the result 

was as per Appendix F. The analysis could not reveal that the dented was 

due to the occurrence (during the Microlite landing and hitting the 

outstretched rope on the field). However, it was suspected that prior to the 

landing process the Microlight hit the outstretched rope laying on the grass 

during landing roll and resulted the throttle cable got stuck and increased 

the Microlight power.  

PIC was unable to control the Microlight and as Microlight moving 

to the end of the field, Microlight wing hit twice the adjacent tree before 
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Microlight came to a halt after hitting the third tree at the end of the landing 

area. 

 

4.0  SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS  

 

4.1 The Owner of the Microlight is to carry out the following safety 

recommendations: 

 

4.1.1 To carry out the preventive and documented all maintenance 

activities and in accordance to the Microlight Trike 582 Maintenance 

Manual or Standard Maintenance Practice of Microlight (which one 

available). 

  

4.1.2 To ensure the registration of Microlight with CAAM before flying the 

Microlight. 

 

4.1.3 To ensure the request of flight permit approval to CAAM must include 

details of route, all points of departure, landing in Malaysia as required by 

AIP Malaysia Part 1 General 1.2 – Entry, Transit and Departure of Aircraft. 

 

4.2 CAAM is to look into the licensing requirement of flying the Microlight in 

Malaysia  

 

4.3 MSAF is to administer all extreme sports activities in conjunction with CAAM 

licensing and registration regulation that involved motor/engine.  
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APPENDICES 

  

A Accident Police Report A - 1 

B Damage Report B -1 to B - 9 

C Copy of PIC PPL-r Licence C - 1 to C - 4 

D National Blood Centre Book Record D - 1 to D - 4 

E Microlight Trike 582 GTE Clipper Information E – 1 to E - 6 

F Throttle Cable Assessment Report F – 1 to F - 5 

G MSAF Registration Certificate with Malaysia Sports 

Commissioner Office 

G - 1 

H PIC Written Statement H – 1 to H - 4 

I MSAF Briefing Request I - 1 

J NOTAM J - 1 

 .  

 

INVESTIGATOR IN-CHARGE 

Air Accident Investigation Bureau 

Ministry of Transport 

Malaysia 
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