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] The Board's attention was called to photographs of himself
-taken at the request of Mr. Mitchell and his attorney in the
attorney's office and offered as evidence by Counsel for Mr.
Mitchell. These photographs, taken less than a day later, con-
vincingly belie the claim of Mr Mitchell as to the swelling of
the face, eyes and lips. From the photographs they appear to
be very normal. His clothing appears to be partially splattered
with some blood. There appears to be a slight contusion on the
forehead. No other marks are clearly visible and it is diffi-
cult to observe from the photographs that there is little if
any swelling of the right hand. Ve repeat that these photo-
graphs are offered in support of Mr. Mitchell's claim of damager

The only other testimony relative to damages is that of
Mr, William Taylor, a Receiving Hospital medical attendant, who
stated that he, Mitchell, had but one cut on his head. Mr.
Tayldr had shaved a portion of the head and had carefully ex-
amined it. ‘ t 5 3

: In relation to the events which led to the injuries there
is considerable contradictory testimony. Mr. Mitchell claims

he was absolutely free from provocation or resistance. There
are no eye witnesses to support his claim: The officers con-
tend .that he was resentful, uncooperative, belligerent, violent
and provoked the incident. They maintain that he punched Patrol-
man Lessnav, which commenced the fracas. :

This is substantiated by the only independent eye witness
to the beginning of the trouble, a Mr. Edward Hayes who was
emerging from a building a few feet from the scene. He testi-
fied that as the officers pushed .:him.a%ainstthe wall to search
him, Mr. Mitchell struck one of the officers to such an extent
that the officer staggered. B WY st v 353
. It is significant at this point to note also that in his
statement to Detective Oscar Kovacich, in charge of the investi-
“'gation, Mr. Mitchell stated, "He may have thought that I slugged
him, but I pushed him." It is also significant to‘note at this
point again, that the Receiving Hospital att.endanlt“s and the
police officers present at Receiving Hospital stated that Mr
Mitchell was e and belligerent. = ‘d«g;f:“;‘ eH
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