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l. Offen■iv• behaviour about a dwelling bouH. 
C/S. S(d) of the Police Offence■ Ordinance 
1967. 

2. Indecent behaviour. C/S. 5(a) of the Police 
Offences Ordinance 1967. 

JODGMENT1 

The e&H for the proHcution i• that on the llat May, 
1976 the acouaed went to the boun of the coaplainant 'l'ogoran 
and behaved in a 11ADDer that wa• offen■ive and indecent. 

'1'be coaplainama Togoran, in hi• evidence, baa ■tated 
that the acCUHd entered bi• house and cha■ed away Gina and 
Mr■• Nena and uttered ■wear word■• The aocuaed al■o urinated 
out■i4• bi• boun which va■ nen by Gt1la an4 Mr■• Menu. At 
the tille the acouaed ia alle9ed to have done theH act■, they 
were having food aittinq on the pinnacle aide of the houH. 

When the acou■-4 urinated he was facing- tbell. 

The accwsed, in hi• evidence, baa admitted urinating 
but be baa taken the poaition that be went to the house to go 
to the t.oilet but•• the toilet waa locked, he came out to go 

~ 
to the buab IRK be coul4 not control himself and had to relieve 
hiluelf where ha waa. Be ha• alao a&Ritted that he waa facing 
the bu■h and would have been facing the OOlllplainant and other• 
aa they were under a tr- on the buah ■id• of the houn. The 

acCUHd ha• not 4enied that he uttered ■wear word• when be 
walked into the bou•• of the complainant. 

I ut aatiafied on the evidence given by the ccnplainant 
that the behaviour of the aocuaed in walking into the bouH 
uttering ...u word■ and cha■ing away Gina and Nr■• Menu, which 
he baa not denied, U10Unta to offensive behaviour. Aa regard■ 

the act of inc!acent behaviour the aoou■ed knew that be wa■ 
facing the people outside when he relieved hiaHlf. Be could 
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hava eaaily avoided facing thell by turning the other way about 

if•• be aaya be va• unable to control hiaaelf. I have, there­
fore, come to the concluaion that the accuaed did not take any 
ateps to avoid being ••en by the people outside. Under these 
circuaatance• it could safely be inferred that the accused had 
no intention of not being Hen and deliberately relieved himHlf 
in full view of the people outaide. 

Behaviour to be offenaiva auat be auch aa i• calculated 
to offend the feeling, arouse anger or reaentment, or diaguat 
or outrage in the mind of a reaaonable peraon. 

The cwaulative effect of the entirety of the evidence 
placed before thi• Court ia, in ay view, aufficient to aroun 
diaguat or outrage in the mind of any reasonable peraon. I 
accept the evidence of the ccmplainant and reject the evidence 
of the accu■ed •• being unworthy of credit. 

I, therefore, hold that the prosecution ha• proved it• 
ea•• beyond all reaaonable doubt and I find the accused guilty 
and convict him of Counts land 2. 

13th July, 1976. 
R. L. DE SILVA 
Resident Magiatrate 


