


ADDENDUM EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Under 10 U.S.C. 2254(d), any opinion of the accident investigators as to the cause of, or the factors 
contributing to, the accident set forth in the accident investigation report may not be considered as 
evidence in any civil or criminal proceeding arising from the accident, nor may such information be 
considered an admission of liability of the United States or by any person referred to in those 
conclusions or statements. 
 

 
AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT INVESTIGATION 

CV-22B, T/N 06-0031 
NEAR QALAT, AFGHANISTAN 

9 APRIL 2010 (L) 
 
On 9 April 2010, the mishap aircraft (MA), a CV-22B, T/N 06-0031, impacted the ground at 
0039L, near Qalat, Afghanistan.  The mishap pilot, mishap flight engineer, and two passengers 
died in the mishap.  The mishap copilot, mishap tail scanner, and the remaining 14 passengers 
sustained various degrees of injuries.   
 
The Board President was unable to determine, by clear and convincing evidence, the cause of 
this mishap.  The Board President determined by a preponderance of the evidence that ten factors 
substantially contributed to the mishap.  One of those substantially contributing factors was 
engine power loss.     
 
Following submission of the Accident Investigation Board report on 25 August 2010, the 
Convening Authority received a structural evaluation and an independent assessment of the 
mishap sequence from Naval Air Systems Command.  Additionally, the Convening Authority 
wrote a statement analyzing a video of the mishap, the data transfer module recovered from the 
MA, and the proprotor blade strikes on the ground.  On 4 October 2010, the Convening 
Authority approved the AIB report with comments.  The convening authority disagreed that 
engine power loss was supported by the greater weight of credible evidence.   
 
On 15 November 2010, the Air Force Chief of Staff reopened the accident investigation.  From 
19 to 21 November 2010, the Board President considered the information prepared after 
submission of the original report.  The Board President also consulted with the imagery analyst 
who performed the initial video analysis for the Accident Investigation Board.  The imagery 
analyst used a newly available resource to assess the video and accurately measure distance and 
MA’s air speed.  The Board President determined the MA’s speed on initial impact was 80 knots 
ground speed instead of the approximately 75 knots ground speed in the original report.   
 
After considering the additional information, the Board President was still unable to determine a 
cause by clear and convincing evidence.  He considered the speed at initial impact, the aircraft’s 
deceleration rate on the ground during the mishap sequence, and the spacing of the blade strikes 
on the ground, and determined that the greater weight of credible evidence supports engine 
power loss as a substantially contributing factor.  The Board President’s original conclusion that 
ten factors substantially contributed to the mishap remained unchanged. 
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