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15 March 2021 

 

ACT Chief Coroner Lorraine Walker 
ACT Coroners Court, 4 Knowles Place 
Canberra ACT 2601 

 

Dear ACT Chief Coroner Walker, 

Re: Request for a fresh inquest into the death of Michael Richard Hall 

We first contacted Your Honour’s office on 9 February 2021 seeking a copy of the 23 April 2018 
statement by AFP Senior Constable Potts, together with his headlight mapping documentation. 
Your Honour kindly granted our request. We requested this document as we were gathering 
evidence that had not been known by or was not previously available to Coroner Boss during the 
original Coronial Inquest into the death of Michael Richard Hall on 24-26 September 2018. 

In Your Honour’s response, Your Honour wrote: “As to new information which goes to a 
question of culpable driving, this information should be provided to the Australian Federal 
Police for consideration as to whether it provides a proper basis for criminal prosecution.” We 
have attached a copy of our correspondence for Your Honour’s convenience. [KJ0.01] 

Subsequently, we contacted the Informant, AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts, asking him to 
provide details of both the height at which he used the light meter and where he pointed that 
meter when conducting his mapping, because an international expert with whom we are in 
contact was of the opinion that the driver’s headlights did not meet the required standard for 
registration and thus the driver’s vehicle was unroadworthy when he killed Mr Hall. This 
international expert was also of the opinion that AFP Senior Constable Potts “did not adequately 
describe (for purposes of the Inquest) his illuminance mapping pattern.” [KJ0.02] 

On 5 March 2021 I received a response from ACT Policing’s Deputy Chief Police Officer – 
Response, Commander Michael Chew. He was responding on behalf of Chief Police Officer, 
Deputy Commissioner Neil Gaughan. Commander Chew informed me that as the investigation 
had closed it was not appropriate for Senior Constable Potts to respond to me. He also stated 
that ACT Policing had closed their investigation and therefore they would not be engaging with 
me further. A copy of this correspondence is attached for Your Honour’s reference. [KJ0.03] 

In Division 5.6, General powers of coroners, paragraph 68(1)(b) from The Coroners Act 1997 (ACT) 
A1997-57 states that, even though an inquest has been completed, the Chief Coroner may, at the 
request of a person, arrange for the holding of a fresh inquest. 

My colleague Boyd Fraser, cousin to former Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser and a 
recognised advocate on a range of public policy issues, and I respectfully request Your Honour, 
as the ACT Chief Coroner, hold a fresh coronial inquest into the death of UK endurance cyclist 
Mr Michael (Mike) Richard Hall who was fatally struck by Mr Shegu Bobb inside the ACT at 
Williamsdale Road on the Monaro Highway at approximately 6.18 am on 31 March 2017. Due to 
the discovery of new facts and evidence of material significance that were not put to Coroner 
Bernadette Boss at the original Coronial Inquest and that the AFP are now refusing to consider, 
we are asking Your Honour to hold a fresh inquest into this miscarriage of justice, as this would 
be both in the public interest and in the interests of justice.  

Thirteen new facts and evidence of material significance are detailed below, and supporting 
evidence and documentation are attached. 



2 of 38 

In particular, we draw Your Honour’s attention to the following extracts from the report of US 
engineering experts Wolf Forensics and Design Engineering who have investigated more than 
25,000 forensic cases over a 40-year period:  

We were asked to determine, if possible, whether the performance of the headlights on Mr. 
Bobb’s car complied with Australian national standards as to illumination distance. Our 
analysis has been conducted by Mr. James S. Sobek, P.E., of the Wolf Technical Services staff.  

Our analyses are based on the materials available to us and are provided within a reasonable 
degree of scientific and technical certainty. Our conclusions are based on the laws of physics, 
on mathematical computations, on published data, and on Mr. Sobek’s education, 
background and experience in physics, mathematics, lighting, human vision, and visibility. 
Our analytical methods are generally employed in the field of accident reconstruction, and 
are set forth in numerous texts and treatises. [emphasis added] 

And: 

As best we can tell, Senior Constable Potts determined that the right headlamp of the Mazda 
323 would only produce 5 lux at 15 metres. …  

Again using the inverse square law, at 25 metres distance, one lamp with intensity of 1125 
candela will only produce 1.8 lux. [emphasis added] 

And in conclusion: 

It is our technical opinion that the headlights on Mr. Bobb’s Mazda 323 were not in 
compliance with Australian Design Rule 46/00 Headlamps.  

It is our opinion that because of the car’s non-compliant headlights, the car was not 
roadworthy.  

It is our opinion that, independent of the condition of the car’s headlights, Mr. Hall’s bicycle 
with its headlight and taillight would have been conspicuous from the perspective of 
motorists traveling north on the highway at the time of this collision from a distance of at 
least 400 meters.  

It is our opinion that if Mr. Bobb’s car headlights had been in compliance with Australian 
Design Rule 46/00, the bicycle (even without its lights) and rider would have been noticeable 
and appreciable as a bicyclist with rider from a distance of at least 100 meters.  

It is our opinion that with compliant headlights on the Mazda 323, the retro-reflective 
elements of Mr. Hall’s clothing and bicycle accessories would have been separately 
discernable from the bicycle taillight to Mr. Bobb from a distance of at least 100 meters.  

It is our opinion that Mr. Bobb was not paying a reasonable amount of attention to the 
driving task. [emphasis added] 

We look forward to Your Honour’s decision in due course. 

 

Sincerely, Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Heath Ryan 
 

 
 
 
Boyd Fraser 
 

  



3 of 38 

New facts and new evidence of material significance pertaining to 
an indictable charge of culpable driving causing death 

1. New evidence regarding the headlight evidence of AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts 

Background  

When interviewed by AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts and AFP Leading Senior Constable 
Phillip Cantwell on 5 April 2017, Mr Shegu Bobb stated he was fully aware that his headlights on 
low beam could only illuminate the road in front of his vehicle to a distance of about two metres 
but that he regularly drove his car in this condition anyway, in the dark, between Canberra and 
Cooma NSW.  

Testing by Senior Constable Potts on 23 April 2018 showed Mr Bobb’s remaining right headlight 
(because his left headlight had been impaled by Mr Hall’s bicycle) could only illuminate the road 
in front of the vehicle when on low beam to a distance of 15 metres to 5 lux. This testing was 
provided to us on 17 February 2021, but details of how that testing was performed have not been 
provided by the AFP. We requested those details from Senior Constable Potts on 23 February 2021. 

The evidence  

KJ1.01 AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s testimony - extract 
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KJ1.02 Transcript of Mr Shegu Bobb interview 5 April 2017 – full 

[See attachments for full transcript] 

KJ1.02a & b Transcript of Mr Shegu Bobb interview 5 April 2017 – extract 
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KJ1.03 Road Transport (Vehicle Registration) Regulation 2000 – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ1.03a Road Transport (Vehicle Registration) Regulation – extract 

 

KJ1.04 Vehicle Standard (Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) – Vol. 1 and Vol. 2 

[See attachments for full documents] 

KJ1.04a Vehicle Standard (Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) – extract 

 

KJ1.05 Chief Walker letter + Exhibit CD29 to Heath Ryan 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ1.05a Headlamp mapping by S/C Potts 23 April 2018 – extract 1 
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KJ1.05b Headlamp mapping by S/C Potts 23 April 2018 – extract 2 

 

KJ1.06 Statement of AFP Leading Senior Constable Gregory Munro – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ1.06a Statement of AFP Leading Senior Constable Gregory Munro – extract 
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KJ1.07 21-0038-4937 JSS Report 03102021 – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ1.07a Wolf Technical Services conclusions 

  

KJ1.08 James S Sobek CV – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ1.08a James S Sobek CV – extract  

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that Mr Bobb would regularly drive a car whose headlights did not meet the 
standard for registration. 
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It is of concern that Mr Bobb was driving a car whose headlights did not meet the standard for 
registration when he fatally struck Mr Hall. 

It is of concern that Mr Bobb admitted in his 5 April 2017 interview with the AFP, with a family 
friend present and after agreeing to be interviewed without a lawyer, to driving a car whose 
headlights did not meet the standard for registration, but that Mr Bobb was not charged by either 
AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts nor by AFP Leading Senior Constable Phillip Cantwell with the 
indictable offence of culpable driving causing death. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts did not test the headlights until 23 April 
2018 – over a year after his 5 April 2017 interview with Mr Bobb. 

It is of concern that AFP Leading Senior Constable Phillip Cantwell did not undertake to have the 
headlights tested following this same 5 April 2017 interview with Mr Bobb. 

It is of concern that AFP Constable Gregory Munro, in his statement of 21 April 2017, certified Mr 
Bobb’s Mazda 323 as roadworthy and found the lighting system to be “operating appropriately”. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts did not include any headlight mapping in 
the Inquest Brief submitted to the ACT Coroners Court on 17 October 2017, as the 23 April 2018 
mapping shows that Mr Bobb’s headlights did not meet the standard for registration. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts did not provide details in his statement 
dated 23 April 2018 of the manner in which he conducted the headlight mapping, including 
whether he measured the light at ground level or 32 centimetres or one metre above the ground, 
and in which direction he pointed his light meter. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts did not also check his headlamp mapping 
against the Vehicle Standard (Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) 2006 and realise that the 
specifications of the standard are for a single headlamp. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts did not then check his headlamp mapping 
against the Vehicle Standard (Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) 2006 and conclude that the 
headlamp did not comply with the standard and thus the vehicle was unroadworthy. 

It is of concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts, when asked at the original Inquest by 
Counsel Assisting Ken Archer if the effect of a second light would multiply the light by a factor of 
two, answered “More like three quarters”, as neither the question nor the answer specified area of 
light, intensity of light, or distance. The consequence of this was that Coroner Boss formed the 
view that Mr Bobb’s vehicle headlights met the standard for registration. 

It is also of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not sufficiently test the headlight 
evidence presented by AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts at the original Inquest, as AFP Senior 
Constable Potts’s testimony gave the misleading and incorrect impression to Coroner Boss that Mr 
Bobb’s vehicle headlights met the standard for registration. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to establish exactly how the 23 April 2018 testing by AFP Senior 
Constable Adam Potts was performed. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish that Mr Bobb’s two headlights prior to the crash that 
killed Mr Hall would not have sufficiently illuminated the road in front of his vehicle at 25 metres, 
and thus Mr Bobb’s headlights did not meet the standard for registration in either NSW or the 
ACT.  

Mr Bobb was driving a car whose headlight did not meet the standard for registration, and Mr 
Bobb was aware of this fact when he fatally struck Mr Hall. As a consequence, a fresh inquest 
should find that Mr Bobb should be charged with the indictable offence of culpable driving 
causing death, and should stand trial for this offence in the ACT Magistrates Court. 
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2. New evidence regarding the headlight testimony of Monash University’s expert witnesses 

Background  

On 18 April 2018, AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts conducted headlight testing (mapping) on 
the remaining right headlight of Mr Bobb’s Mazda 323.  

On 7 August 2018, AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts re-interviewed Mr Bobb, at which time Mr 
Bobb was recorded as stating he could see 50 metres – not 2 metres – ahead of his vehicle on the 
morning he fatally struck Mr Hall.  

On 9 August 2018, Counsel Assisting Ken Archer sent Associate Professor Jennie Oxley and Dr 
Steve O’Hern of Monash University’s Accident Research Centre copies of Senior Constable Potts’s 
23 April 2018 statement and his headlight mapping, together with nine questions, as Mr Archer 
was seeking further advice in relation to several aspects of their initial report of 15 December 2017. 

On the afternoon of 24 September 2018, expert witness Dr Steve O’Hern from Monash University’s 
Accident Research Centre testified at the original Coronial Inquest that Mr Bobb’s vehicle 
headlights, before the left headlamp was damaged in the crash that killed Mr Hall, would have 
illuminated the road ahead of Mr Bobb to a distance of 27 metres – that is, 75% further – because 
“that’s what the constable said”. Expert witness Associate Professor Jennie Oxley remained silent. 

New evidence obtained from Mr James Sobek of Wolf Technical Services of Indianapolis USA 
confirms that Mr Bobb’s vehicle headlights could not have illuminated the road beyond 15 metres 
in front of him at the required standard, and thus Mr Bobb’s vehicle did not meet the standard for 
registration. Additionally, Mr Sobek of Wolf Technical Services confirmed that the specifications 
in Australian Design Rule 46/00 (Headlamps) are for a single headlamp.  

The evidence  

KJ2.01 – Chief Walker letter + Exhibit CD29 to Heath Ryan 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ2.01a Potts mapping and statement 23 April 2018 – extract  

 

KJ2.02 MUARC’s first report dated 15 December 2017 – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ2.02a MUARC’s first report dated 15 December 2017 – extract 
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KJ2.03 MUARC’s second report dated 18 September 2018 – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ2.03a MUARC’s second report dated 18 September 2018 – p 1  

 

KJ2.03b MUARC’s second report dated 18 September 2018 – p 2  
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KJ2.04 Road Transport (Vehicle Registration) Regulation 2000 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ2.04a Road Transport (Vehicle Registration) Regulation 2000 – extract 

 

KJ2.05a Wolf Technical Services statement re 2 headlamps - extract 

 

KJ2.06 Dr Steve O’Hern’s testimony re 27 metres 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer waited from 23 April 2018 until 9 August 2018 
to get expert witness opinion from Associate Professor Jennie Oxley and Dr Steve O’Hern of 
Monash University’s Accident Research Centre on the headlight mapping performed by AFP 
Senior Constable Adam Potts. 

It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer, when he wrote to Associate Professor Oxley 
and Dr O’Hern of Monash University on 9 August 2018 seeking further advice in relation to several 
aspects of their initial 15 December 2017 report, included the transcript of a new interview 
conducted on 7 August 2018 9over 16 months later) between AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts 
and the driver, Mr Bobb, where Mr Bobb contradicted his earlier statement and said that he had 
been able to see 50 metres, not two metres, in front of his vehicle on the morning he fatally struck 
Mr Hall. 

It is of concern that the headlight mapping performed by AFP Senior Constable Potts and sent to 
Associate Professor Oxley and Dr O’Hern by Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not specify how 
Senior Constable Potts had conducted his testing. 
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It is of concern that Associate Professor Jennie Oxley did not check the standard, namely Vehicle 
Standard (Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) 2006, to confirm that the headlamp 
specifications are for a single headlamp. 

It is thus also of concern that Associate Professor Oxley did not compare the headlight mapping 
from AFP Senior Constable Potts to that standard before issuing her 18 September 2018 report 
incorrectly concluding that it was “not possible to provide a definitive assessment regarding the 
operation or effectiveness of the vehicle headlights”. In reality it is possible to provide a definitive 
assessment regarding the operation or effectiveness of the vehicle headlights; the headlights failed 
to meet the standard for registration. 

It is of concern that Dr Steve O’Hern did not check the standard, namely Vehicle Standard 
(Australian Design Rule 46/00 – Headlamps) 2006, to confirm that the headlamp specifications are for 
a single headlamp. 

It is thus also of concern that Dr Steve O’Hern did not compare the headlight mapping from AFP 
Senior Constable Potts to that standard before issuing his 18 September 2018 report incorrectly 
concluding that it was “not possible to provide a definitive assessment regarding the operation or 
effectiveness of the vehicle headlights”. In reality it is possible to provide a definitive assessment 
regarding the operation or effectiveness of the vehicle headlights; the headlights failed to meet the 
standard for registration. 

It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer, when he wrote to Associate Professor Oxley 
and Dr O’Hern on 9 August 2018 seeking further advice in relation to their initial report, used 
phrases and leading questions like: “Assuming for the moment that the lights were operating 
within a normal range”. This was not an established fact and was not accurate, and it was arguably 
unprofessional of Mr Archer to put leading phrases and questions like that to the ACT Coroners 
Court’s expert witnesses. 

It is of concern that Coroner Boss was misled by Dr Steve O’Hern’s expert witness testimony when 
he stated that, with two headlights working, the light: “would be multiplied by an additional 
seventy-five percent if you had two headlights operating, so that would be approximately 27 
metres or so that the headlights would illuminate a road”. This incorrect testimony misled the 
Coroner and caused Her Honour, in error, to find that Mr Bobb’s vehicle headlights met the 
standard for registration when in fact they did not.  

It is of concern that Coroner Boss, as a result of accurate evidence not being presented at the 
original Coronial Inquest, did not have the necessary evidence to find that Mr Bobb should have 
been charged with the indictable offence of culpable driving causing death.  

It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not sufficiently test the evidence and 
testimony given by Dr Steve O’Hern of Monash University, as Dr Steve O’Hern’s testimony gave 
the misleading and incorrect impression that Mr Bobb’s vehicle headlights met the standard for 
registration.  

It is also of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not sufficiently test the evidence and 
testimony given by Associate Professor Jennie Oxley of Monash University, as Associate Professor 
Oxley’s silence gave the impression she agreed with and endorsed the testimony of her colleague 
and former student, Dr Steve O’Hern. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to retract the flawed testimony given by Associate Professor Jennie 
Oxley and Dr Steve O’Hern of Monash University’s Accident Research Centre at the original 
Inquest. 

A fresh inquest would allow Monash University to apologise to the family and close friends of Mr 
Hall whose grief was compounded as a result of the miscarriage of justice that resulted from the 
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flawed testimony given by Associate Professor Jennie Oxley and Dr Steve O’Hern at the original 
Inquest. 

A fresh inquest would allow flawed evidence previously accepted by Coroner Boss that Mr Bobb’s 
vehicle car met the standard for registration to be rejected, and the findings of the original Coronial 
Inquest to be quashed. 

Mr Bobb was driving a car whose headlight did not meet the standard for registration, and Mr 
Bobb was aware of this fact when he fatally struck Mr Hall. As a consequence, a fresh inquest 
should find that Mr Bobb should be charged with the indictable offence of culpable driving 
causing death, and should stand trial for this offence in the ACT Magistrates Court. 
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3. New evidence regarding the accuracy of the statement and testimony of NSW Police 
Constable Craig Slater 

Background  

NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s statement dated 5 April 2017 and his testimony at the original 
Inquest were at odds with the GPS evidence the AFP had been given on 5 April 2017 by the event 
organisers. 

NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s statement dated 5 April 2017 and his testimony at the Inquest 
were also at odds with the statements and testimony of seven other witnesses who saw Mr Hall 
that morning.  

The evidence  

KJ3.01 GPS data from the event organisers – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ3.01a GPS data from the event organisers – extract 

 

KJ3.02 Statement of NSW Police Senior Constable Slater – full 

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ3.02a Statement of NSW Police Senior Constable Slater – extract 

 



15 of 38 

KJ3.03 Transcript from NSW Police Constable Slater’s testimony 

 

Location details from the statements of the seven other witness who saw Mr Hall that morning: 

1. Mr Smith saw Mr Hall around 5.30 am just before Michelago NSW, 16 kilometres south of 
where NSW Police Senior Constable Slater stated he saw Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

2. Mr Spulak said that he saw Mr Hall around 5.30 am at Snuggles Pit just south of Michelago 
NSW, 16 kilometres south of where NSW Police Senior Constable Slater stated he saw Mr 
Hall at 5.40 am. 

3. Mr Shoard said that he saw Mr Hall at 5.32 am turn into the United Petrol service station 
car park, 15 kilometres south of where NSW Police Senior Constable Slater stated he saw 
Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

4. Mr Quis was driving north and saw Mr Hall around 5.40 am outside St Patrick’s Catholic 
Church in Michelago NSW, 14 kilometres south of where NSW Senior Constable Slater 
stated he saw Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

5. Ms Perrin passed Mr Hall at approximately 5.40 am about two or three kilometres north 
of the United Petrol service station, 12 kilometres south of where NSW Police Senior 
Constable Slater stated he saw Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

6. Mr Maxwell passed Mr Hall around 6.00 am as Mr Maxwell drove north on the Monaro 
Highway, 11 kilometres south of where NSW Police Senior Constable Slater stated he saw 
Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

7. Mr Crivici said that he saw Mr Hall, as he rode north from Michelago NSW, around 6.10 
am north of Michelago NSW but closer to Williamsdale Road, five kilometres south of 
where NSW Police Senior Constable Slater stated he saw Mr Hall at 5.40 am. 

KJ3.04 Findings of Coroner Boss at the Inquest – full  

[See attachments for full document] 

KJ3.04a Findings of Coroner Boss at the Inquest – extract  

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s 5 April 2017 statement and testimony, 
when compared to the GPS data provided to the AFP by the event organisers on 5 April 2017, and 
the associated timeline were physically impossible. 
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It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not sufficiently test the statement and 
testimony of NSW Police Constable Craig Slater against the GPS data provided to the AFP by the 
event organisers on 5 April 2017. 

It is of concern that NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s 5 April 2017 statement and testimony, 
when compared to the statements provided to the AFP by the seven witnesses who reported seeing 
Mr Hall on the Monaro Highway on the morning of 31 March 2017 prior to this death at 
approximately 6.18 am, were inconsistent with the statements and testimony of all seven of these 
witnesses and thus NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s version of events and the associated 
timeline were physically impossible. 

It is of concern that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer did not sufficiently test the statement and 
testimony of NSW Police Constable Craig Slater against the statements and testimony of the seven 
witnesses who also reported seeing Mr Hall on the Monaro Highway that morning. 

It is of concern that NSW Police Constable Craig Slater’s evidence was relied upon by the Coroner 
in the original Inquest, and that his testimony misled Coroner Boss to find that the cyclist, Mr Hall, 
was not adequately visible to motorists. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest could establish that NSW Police Senior Constable Slater’s statement and testimony 
were at odds with the GPS evidence and with the statements of the seven other witnesses who saw 
Mr Hall on the Monaro Highway on the morning of 31 March 2017 prior to this death. 

A fresh inquest could seek to establish why evidence from a serving NSW Police officer that was 
physically impossible was not sufficiently tested and excluded by Counsel Assisting Ken Archer 
before it was introduced as evidence in the ACT Coroners Court. 

A fresh inquest could ask why testimony from NSW Police Senior Constable Slater, a serving NSW 
Police officer, that was inaccurate and physically impossible to have happened in that place or at 
that time, was introduced as evidence in the ACT Coroners Court that the Coroner then relied 
upon when finding that Mr Hall was not sufficiently conspicuous to be seen by motorists that 
morning. 
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4. New witness who first spoke to Mr Bobb and saw and heard him using his mobile phone 

Background  

REDACTED is a new witness. He was driving south that morning from his home REDACTED at 
approximately 6.18 am REDACTED. He saw a Mazda 323 in the northbound lane that was not 
moving. He then saw a bicycle wedged in the left side of the bonnet of that car.  

REDACTED stopped his vehicle and approached the driver of the car. Mr Bobb was in the driver’s 
seat of that vehicle and was talking to his girlfriend using his mobile phone in speaker mode. She 
was crying while telling him to get out of his car and go see if the cyclist was okay. She also was 
telling him to call Triple 0.  

Mr Bobb did not respond when REDACTED tried to speak with him. Mr Bobb did not exit his car 
to check on the cyclist. He then walked south, passing two men – Mr Mujic and Mr Harbers – who 
were walking towards Mr Bobb’s car. He then saw two other people – Mr Cahill and Mr Watkins 
– performing CPR on the cyclist. Shortly after this, an ambulance arrived and REDACTED left the 
crash scene. 

When interviewed by AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts and AFP Leading Senior Constable 
Phillip Cantwell on 5 April 2017, Mr Shegu Bobb claimed that “some people at the front, those 
going towards Cooma, kept going. They I’m guessing they didn’t know what happened or they 
didn’t want to stop because they were in a rush.” The reality however was that REDACTED was 
driving south but he did stop, he did approach Mr Bobb in his car, and he did attempt to speak with 
him. Mr Bobb remembered the “two blokes that came to my car” – they were Mr Mujic and Mr 
Harbers. Mr Bobb strangely made no mention of REDACTED in his 5 April 2017 interview. 

The evidence  

REDACTED. 

I spoke to REDACTED on 11 November 2020 for approximately 20 minutes, and I can provide 
details of my conversation with him if requested. 

KJ4.01 Transcript of Mr Bobb 5 April 2017 interview – extract 2 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that the evidence from this new witness tells us either that Mr Bobb’s first call was 
not to Triple 0 and that Mr Bobb consequently failed to render assistance to the cyclist he’d struck 
and killed, or that Mr Bobb was using his mobile phone, which was not in a commercially-made 
mobile phone cradle, and was talking with his girlfriend when he fatally struck Mr Hall. 
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It is of concern that the AFP’s case, as presented by Counsel Assisting Ken Archer at the original 
Inquest, gave evidence that witnesses Mr Mujic and Mr Harbers – and not REDACTED – were the 
first to reach Mr Bobb, by which time Mr Bobb had stopped speaking with his girlfriend and had 
then commenced speaking with Triple 0. 

It is of concern that the AFP did not seek to locate REDACTED, who was seen by at least Mr Bobb, 
Mr Mujic, and Mr Harbers. He may also have been seen by Mr Cahill and Mr Watkins. 

It is of concern that there was no mention of REDACTED in the statements and testimony of Mr 
Mujic and Mr Harbers, after their evidence was taken and tested by Counsel Assisting Ken Archer. 

It is of concern that there was no mention of REDACTED by Mr Bobb himself, even though Mr 
Bobb was interviewed three times by the AFP. 

It is also of concern that the evidence from REDACTED was not available for consideration by 
Coroner Boss at the original Inquest when Her Honour determined Mr Bobb did not need to be 
charged with the indictable offense of culpable driving causing death, partly because inaccurate 
evidence had been presented by Counsel Assisting that Mr Bobb has not used his phone prior to 
calling Triple 0 that morning. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest into the death of Mr Hall could determine whether Mr Bobb was talking with his 
girlfriend on his mobile phone when he struck and killed Mr Hall. 

A fresh inquest into the death of Mr Hall could determine whether Mr Bobb failed to render 
assistance to the cyclist he’d struck and killed. 

A fresh inquest could also determine why there was no mention of REDACTED in the statements 
made by Mr Mujic, Mr Harbers and Mr Bobb. 

A fresh inquest into the death of Mr Hall could determine whether Mr Bobb was distracted by his 
mobile phone when he fatally struck Mr Hall, and whether the charge of culpable driving causing 
death, an indictable offence in the ACT, should now be brought against Mr Bobb. 
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5. New evidence regarding Mr Bobb’s mobile phone  

Background  

AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts included in the Inquest Brief for the Coroner a set of call charge 
records for Mr Bobb’s mobile phone. These call charge records were requested by and printed for 
Senior Constable Potts on 3 May 2017, more than a month after the fatal crash. On the first day of 
the original Inquest, a ‘further set of call charge records’ was presented as evidence by Counsel 
Assisting Ken Archer because of what he called ‘an ambiguity’ in the 3 May 2017 records.  

This further set of call charge records were for the correct time period, after adjusting for UTC 
time. They consisted of six columns of truncated data, extracted and presented at the original 
Inquest in PDF format. This ‘further set of call charge records’ does not show the date this new 
data was requested or printed, and it does not show the full 18 Excel columns. It also does not tell 
anything about possible data usage by Mr Bobb’s phone that morning. 

A more complete, yet redacted, version of this ‘further set of call charge records’ was released to 
me under FOI legislation by the Australian Federal Police on 24 September 2020. 

The evidence  

KJ5.01 The ‘further’ set of call charge records 

 

KJ5.02a Page 1 of more complete ‘further’ set of call charge records obtained under FOI legislation 
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KJ5.02b Page 2 of more complete ‘further’ set of call charge records obtained under FOI legislation 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that the call charge records for Mr Bobb’s mobile phone in the Inquest Brief, lodged 
with the ACT Coroners Court on 17 October 2017, were not obtained by AFP Senior Constable 
Adam Potts until 3 May 2017, as the fatal crash occurred over a month earlier on 31 March 2017.  

It is also of concern that the ‘further set of call charge records’ for Mr Bobb’s mobile phone obtained 
under FOI legislation were more detailed – yet still redacted – than the ‘further set of call charge 
records’ presented at the original Inquest to the Coroner. Thus, the AFP did not present at the 
original Inquest the complete telephone evidence they had in their possession for Mr Bobb’s mobile 
phone, and vital information including whether data calls were made by Mr Bobb on the morning 
of 31 March 2017 and the date upon which the AFP obtained this ‘further set of call charge records’ 
were not available at the original Inquest. 

Again, of concern is the extent to which Counsel Assisting Ken Archer, tested the completeness 
and accuracy of the driver’s mobile phone evidence that was presented at the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest could determine if additional, and critical, mobile phone evidence exists that was 
not presented at the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest could determine whether Mr Bobb was distracted by his mobile phone or speaking 
with his girlfriend via a data call at the time he fatally struck Mr Hall. 
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6. New evidence regarding the reflector on Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag  

Background  

At the original Inquest, all of the police photographic evidence from the scene was initially 
suppressed by the Coroner. Since then, Coroner Boss agreed to vary her suppression order so that 
the photographic evidence from the scene, excluding images of the body, body parts and body 
slide, was made a matter of public record.  

In one photograph, Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag can clearly be seen to have a reflector attached to it, 
yet AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts stated in his testimony at the original Inquest that nothing 
was attached to the outside of Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag when it was returned to the family the 
next day. 

The evidence  

KJ6.01 The rear reflector crash scene photograph 

 

KJ6.02 The varied suppression order 21.04.20 Hall 
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KJ6.03 Senior Constable Potts’s testimony re rear reflector 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that most of the photographic evidence from the crash scene was not made a matter 
of public record at the original Inquest.  

It is of concern that this photographic evidence, which is now a matter of public record, calls into 
question the accuracy of AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s testimony at the original inquest. 

It is of concern that initially all the photographic evidence from the crash scene was suppressed 
by Coroner Boss at the original inquest. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest into the death of Michael Richard Hall in the ACT on 31 March 2017 would allow 
the new photographic evidence to be presented – in detail – in court, and for the fresh Inquest to 
conclusively find that Mr Hall was fully compliant with the ACT road rules on the morning he 
was fatally struck from behind by Mr Bobb. 

A fresh inquest would allow AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts to be questioned about what 
happened to that reflective device during the 30 hours that bicycle bag was in his possession.  

A fresh inquest would also be able to discredit the argument, put to the original Inquest by Counsel 
Assisting Ken Archer, that Mr Hall was not sufficiently conspicuous for motorists to be able to see 
him that morning.  
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7. New evidence regarding the return of Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag  

Background  

AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts, in his testimony at the original Inquest, stated that he had ‘days 
off’ following the crash and that his female colleague, AFP Leading Senior Constable Catherine 
Boyce, was at the Phillip Forensic Medical Centre on 1 April 2017 when Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag 
was returned to the family. The act of returning the rear bicycle bag to the family was not 
mentioned by Leading Senior Constable Boyce in her statement to the original Inquest.  

On 1 April 2021, Mr Anthony Gordon, a residence of NSW, signed for and accepted Mr Hall’s 
bicycle bag from a male AFP officer. 

The evidence  

KJ7.01 Senior Constable Potts’s testimony re days off 

 

KJ7.02 Leading Senior Constable Boyce’s statement  
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KJ7.03 Mr Anthony Gordon’s statement 

 

Concerns 

It is a concern that the original Inquest did not accurately determine which AFP officer returned 
Mr Hall’s rear bicycle bag to the family. 

It is a concern that AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s testimony at the Inquest is potentially at 
odds with AFP Leading Senior Constable Boyce’s statement of 8 August 2017.  

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to determine what actions, if any, Leading Senior Constable Boyce 
took on 1 April 2017 with regards to Mr Hall’s bicycle bag and the loss of this evidence.  

A fresh inquest would be able to establish which APF officer returned the rear bicycle bag to Mr 
Gordon. 

  



25 of 38 

8. New evidence regarding Mr Bobb’s blood toxicology certificates 

Background  

Certificates detailing the blood toxicology results for the driver, Mr Bobb, were not included in the 
initial Inquest Brief lodged 17 October 2017 with the ACT Coroners Court prior to the original 
Inquest, even though certificates detailing the blood toxicology results for the cyclist, Mr Hall, were 
included in that Inquest Brief.  

On the first day of the original Inquest, the Coroner stated there was no evidence of an indictable 
offense of culpable driving, and as a result Her Honour would not be halting the Inquest or 
recommending charges be brought against Mr Bobb. After lunch on the final day of the original 
Inquest, 18 minutes before the conclusion of that Inquest, Counsel Assisting Ken Archer presented 
certificates from ACT Health detailing the blood toxicology results for Mr Bobb. Presumably the 
Coroner was aware of the blood toxicology certificates for Mr Bobb prior to the commencement of 
the Inquest, but this evidence was not available to the Court until the final few minutes of the 
Inquest. 

The evidence  

KJ8.01a Blood alcohol certificate for Mr Bobb dated 12 April 2017 
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KJ8.01b Prescribed blood alcohol certificate for Mr Bobb dated 18 April 2017 

 

Concerns 

The blood alcohol certificate was negative for ethyl alcohol and dated 12 April 2017, yet the blood 
drug certificate was only negative for three prescribed drugs and was dated 18 April 2017 – a full 
six days later. It is of concern that there is a six-day gap between the dates on the two certificates, 
as both tests were carried out on the same blood sample and, presumably, on the same day.  

It is also of concern that a certificate from a full blood toxicology test on Mr Bobb’s blood sample 
was not presented as evidence at the Inquest, given the very serious consequences of Mr Bobb’s 
actions that morning. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to address the following questions: i) Why were blood results for 
Mr Bobb not included in the original Inquest Brief? ii) Why were blood results for Mr Bobb not 
presented at the original Inquest until 18 minutes prior to the conclusion of that three-day Inquest? 
iii) Why was there a six-day gap between the date of the blood alcohol certificate and the date of 
the blood toxicology certificate for the three prescribed drugs? and iv) Was a full drug toxicology 
test requested at any point in the police investigation?  
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9. New evidence regarding AFP Constable Wiseman’s interactions with Mr Mujic 

Background  

AFP Constable Joel Wiseman and his partner were the first AFP officers to arrive at the crash scene. 
Constable Wiseman’s diary notes for 31 March 2017 show that he interacted with three witnesses: 
Scott Harbers, Liam Cahill, and Osman Mujic. In these notes, his interactions with Mr Harbers, Mr 
Cahill and Mr Mujic – the only eyewitness – were redacted.  

In Constable Wiseman’s statement, he said that he conducted DROCs (digital records of 
conversation) with Mr Harbers and Mr Cahill, but of Mr Mujic he said “Mr Mujic was happy to 
remain on scene and conduct a DROC with Police.” Constable Wiseman stated that he then went 
to the south end of the crash scene and directed traffic until the CIRT team arrived, leaving Mr 
Mujic – the only eyewitness to a fatal car crash – not interviewed and unrecorded.  

Photographic evidence from the crash scene, initially under a suppression order but now a matter 
of public record, shows Constable Wiseman interviewing and likely recording Mr Mujic at 8.02 
am. This interaction with this witness does not appear in his statement to the original Inquest. 

The evidence  

KJ9.01 Constable Wiseman conducting DROC of Mr Mujic at 8.02 am 

 

KJ9.02 Constable Wiseman conducting DROC of Mr Mujic at 8.02 am 
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KJ9.03 Constable Wiseman’s redacted notes 

 

KJ9.04 Constable Wiseman’s statement – extract  

 

Concerns 

Mr Mujic was the first to arrive at the crash scene and was the only eyewitness to the crash. Both 
of the other two witnesses at the scene, Liam Cahill and Scott Harbers, participated in DROCs with 
AFP Constable Joel Wiseman. It is of concern that there is no record of Mr Mujic participating in a 
DROC. 

It is of concern that there is a photo of AFP Constable Joel Wiseman conducting what looks like a 
DROC with Mr Mujic at 8.02 am, yet this was not mentioned in his statement. This calls into 
question the completeness and accuracy of AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s statement. In his 
statement, AFP Constable Joel Wiseman stated “Mr Mujic was happy to remain on scene and 
conduct a DROC with Police.” Yet, as his notes were redacted, it was unclear at the original Inquest 
what interactions AFP Constable Joel Wiseman actually had with Mr Mujic.  

It is of concern that, if a DROC was being conducted with Mr Mujic at 8.02 am on 31 March 2017 
as depicted in the photograph that is now a matter of public record, this DROC was not presented 
as evidence at the original Inquest.  

It is also of concern, given the inconsistencies between the photographic evidence from 8.02 am 
and AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s diary notes and statement, that Counsel Assisting Ken Archer 
did not sufficiently test AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s statement before having that evidence 
presented at the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to examine AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s unredacted diary notes 
to determine what they say about AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s photographed interactions with 
Mr Mujic at 8.02 am on 31 March 2017. 

A fresh inquest would be able to explore why AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s statement excluded 
these interactions with Mr Mujic.  

Ultimately, a fresh inquest should be able to obtain and hear – for the first time – the evidence 
contained in AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s conversation with Mr Mujic at 8.02 am on 31 March 
2017.   
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10. New evidence regarding AFP Senior Constable Potts’s interactions with Mr Mujic 

Background  

AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts and his partner arrived at the crash scene at 7.48 am. Senior 
Constable Potts was part of the CIRT team. His diary notes for 31 March 2017 show that he 
interacted with Osman Mujic immediately upon arrival at the crash scene. According to his 
statement, Senior Constable Potts took some diary notes but did not record Mr Mujic, the only 
eyewitness to the crash, in a digital record of conversation. Senior Constable Potts’s statement says 
that he then told Mr Mujic to leave the scene.  

Photographic evidence, initially under a suppression order by now a matter of public record, 
shows AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts at the southern end of the crash scene at 8.02 when AFP 
Constable Joel Wiseman is at the northern end of the crash scene conducting a conversation with 
Mr Mujic. 

The evidence  

KJ10.01 Senior Constable Potts’s diary notes, page 1, for 7.48 am on 31 March 2017 
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KJ10.02 Senior Constable Potts’s statement  

 

KJ10.03 Senior Constable Potts and Constable Wiseman at the crash scene at 8.02 am  
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KJ10.03a Senior Constable Potts at the southern end of the crash scene at 8.02 am 

 

KJ10.03b Senior Constable Potts at the southern end of the crash scene at 8.02 am 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that there is a photo of AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts at the southern end of 
the crash scene at 8.02 am while AFP Constable Joel Wiseman is interacting with Mr Mujic at the 
north end of the crash scene, as this was after AFP Senior Constable Potts spoke to and supposedly 
told Mr Mujic to leave the scene, and yet Mr Mujic was still at the scene.  

It is of concern that Mr Mujic’s interactions with AFP officers at 8.02 are not recorded in the diary 
notes or the statements of any of the AFP officers at the scene that morning. This calls into question 
the accuracy and completeness of AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s statement. 

It is also of concern, given the inconsistencies between the photographic evidence from 8.02 am 
and AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s statement, that Counsel Assisting Mr Ken Archer did not 
sufficiently test Senior Constable Adam Potts’s statement or testimony at the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to examine why AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts’s statement is at 
odds with the photographic evidence. 

A fresh inquest would also be able to learn the contents of AFP Constable Joel Wiseman’s 
conversation with Mr Mujic at 8.02 am. 
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11. New evidence regarding AFP Senior Constable Potts’s reconstruction video 

Background  

AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts made a number of reconstruction videos on 11 April 2017 and 
on 3 June 2017. These were filmed on Stockton Drive in the ACT, and were presented at the original 
Inquest purportedly demonstrating that Mr Hall was neither visible nor conspicuous to motorists 
on the morning of 31 March 2017 on the Monaro Highway in the ACT. 

Meanwhile, photographic evidence of Mr Hall taken the evening before his death was also 
admitted into evidence. 

The evidence  

KJ11.01 Mike Hall the night before his death 

 

KJ11.02 Mike Hall showing bright rear light  

  

This video was admitted as evidence at the original Coronial Inquest and is a matter of public 
record. 
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KJ11.03 Senior Constable Potts’s flawed bicycle reconstruction – image 1 

   

KJ11.04 Senior Constable Potts’s flawed bicycle reconstruction – image 2 

  

KJ11.05 Senior Constable Potts’s flawed bicycle reconstruction – image 3 

  

The full AFP reconstruction videos are a matter of public record and are available to the Court to 
review. 
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Concerns 

It is of concern that the bicycle in the AFP’s reconstruction video lacked Mr Hall’s reflective 
devices, Mr Hall’s reflective clothing, the pooling light on the road from Mr Hall’s front light, and 
Mr Hall’s movement. 

It is of concern that the rear light of Mr Hall’s bicycle in the AFP’s reconstruction video was not 
powered by a dynamo hub; rather, it was powered sometimes by an officer turning the cranks a 
few times and then mounting the bicycle in a stand off the road, and sometimes by a battery. 

It is of concern that the camera used to record the reconstruction video by the AFP was possibly 
not optimal for recording light during times of darkness. 

It is of concern that the headlights of the vehicle parked beside the bicycle would have restricted 
the amount of light reaching the camera’s lens, causing the video to not be a valid representation 
of what the human eye would have seen. 

It is of concern that the camera used to record the reconstruction video may have had a filter 
attached to it that restricted the amount of light reaching it, possibly causing the video to not be a 
valid representation of what the human eye would have seen. 

It is of concern that the headlights of the police vehicle doing the filming of the reconstruction 
video may have lacked the intensity of standard car headlights, and this may have caused the 
video to not be a valid representation of what the human eye would have seen. 

It is also of concern whether Counsel Assisting Ken Archer sufficiently tested the reconstruction 
video evidence to ensure it would not in any way mislead the Coroner before it was presented at 
the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest would be able to establish what camera model and settings were used when 
creating the reconstruction videos, and whether this was an appropriate choice for filming in dark 
conditions. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish whether the headlights of the vehicle parked beside the 
bicycle would have restricted the amount of light reaching the camera when the reconstruction 
videos were filmed. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish whether a light filter that reduced the amount of light 
reaching the camera through the lens was used when the reconstruction videos were filmed. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish what amount of light was being emitted from the 
headlights of the vehicle with the camera when the reconstruction videos were filmed.  

A fresh inquest would be able to establish whether or not the reconstruction videos are an accurate 
reconstruction of what the eye of a driver would have seen when approaching Mr Hall riding his 
bicycle that morning on the Monaro Highway in the ACT. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish whether or not the reconstruction videos misrepresented 
what the eye of a driver would have seen when approaching Mr Hall riding his bicycle that 
morning on the Monaro Highway in the ACT. 

A fresh inquest would be able to establish whether or not the reconstruction videos misled Coroner 
Boss at the original Coronial Inquest, leading to Her Honour finding in error that Mr Hall was 
neither visible nor conspicuous to drivers that morning on the Monaro Highway in the ACT.. 
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New facts and new evidence of material significance pertaining to a 
charge of negligent driving causing death 

12. New evidence regarding the speed of the vehicle driven by Mr Bobb 

Background  

When AFP Senior Constable Adam Potts calculated the speed of Mr Bobb’s Mazda 323 in his 
Collision Analysis report, he inputted the incorrect numbers into the ‘simplified - high roadway’ 
Searle fall and slide equation. This gave Senior Constable Potts an incorrect result of 100.6 km/h. 
Using the correct inputs in this Searle fall and slide equation would return a speed for Mr Bobb’s 
vehicle of 105 km/h.  

Using the more rigorous version of the Searle fall and slide equation, which takes into account the 
weight of the car, the petrol and any occupants, it can be calculated that Mr Bobb’s vehicle was 
travelling at 113 km/h when he fatally struck Mr Hall. 

The evidence  

KJ12.01 The Searle fall and slide equations 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern, taking the results from either formula showing he was exceeding the speed limit 
when he fatally struck Mr Hall, that Mr Bobb was not charged with speeding. 

It is also of concern that Mr Bobb was not charged with negligent driving causing death. 

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest into the death of Mr Hall would be in the public interest and in the interests of 
justice as it could review this new evidence to determine if there is sufficient evidence for a charge 
of negligent driving causing death. 

A fresh inquest into the death of Mr Hall would also be in the public interest and in the interests 
of justice as it could review this new evidence, together with the preceding new evidence, to 
determine if there is sufficient evidence for a charge of culpable driving causing death.  



36 of 38 

13. New evidence regarding NSW Roads and Maritime Services speed gantry data 

Background  

AFP Sergeant Matthew Lewis had Brett Rossiter’s contact details at the NSW Roads and Maritime 
Services written in his diary notes for 31 March 2017. NSW Roads and Maritime Services collect 
vehicle data, via two speed gantries, on the Monaro Highway between Cooma NSW and Canberra.  

The evidence  

KJ13.01 Diary notes of AFP Sergeant Matthew Lewis on 31 March 2017 

 

Concerns 

It is of concern that the data from these two gantries, which would establish what time Mr Bobb 
left Cooma NSW, was not presented as evidence at the original Inquest. With this evidence, the 
AFP could have conclusively established whether Mr Bobb was speeding as he drove from Cooma 
NSW to Canberra on the morning of 31 March 2017.  

A fresh inquest  

A fresh inquest could determine either why the AFP did not request this evidence from NSW 
Roads and Maritime Services, or why they did not present this evidence at the original Inquest. 

A fresh inquest could conclusively determine that Mr Bobb was speeding as he drove from Cooma 
NSW to Canberra that morning. 

A fresh inquest could lead to charges of negligent driving causing death being laid against Mr 
Bobb. 

A fresh inquest could review this new evidence, together with the preceding new evidence, to 
determine if there is sufficient evidence for a charge of culpable driving causing death. 
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