
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IN THE GRAND COURT OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS 

CRIMINAL SIDE 

THE KING 

v. 

RENATO ROLANDO HARRIS 

Appearances: Ms. Sarah Lewis for the Crown 

INDICTMENT NO: 26/22 
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19 Mr. Keith Myers and Mr. Richard Barton, for the Defendant 

20 Before: 

21 Judge Alone Trial: 
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23 Closing submissions: 
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25 Verdict: 
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Justice Marlene I. Carter (Actg.) 

s01, 9th -23"1 September 2022

4th November 2022 

9th December 2022 
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Criminal Law - Trial by Judge Alone - Rape- Intoxication and consent 
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VERDICT JUDGMENT 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

ANONYMITY OF COMPLAINANTS 

Section 31 of the Criminal Procedure Code (CPC) (2021 Revision) deals with the "Anonymity of 

complainants in rape etc. cases and states: 

"31. (I) After a person is accused of a rape [ etc.] offence, no matter likely to lead 
members of the public to identify a woman as the woman against whom 
the offence is alleged to have been committed shall be published in a 
written publication available to the public or be broadcast, except as 
authorised by a direction of the court. 

(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) If any matter is published or broadcast in contravention of subsection (I),

the following persons-
(a) in the case of a publication in a newspaper or periodical, the

proprietor, editor and publisher of the newspaper or
periodical;

(b) in the case of any other publication, the person who publishes
it;

(c) in the case of a broadcast, any person having functions, in
relation to the programme in which it is made, corresponding
to those of an editor of a newspaper,

i. commits an offence and are each liable on summary
conviction to a fine of one thousand dollars. "

Pursuant to s.31 of the CPC, and for the avoidance of doubt: it is herein ordered that no matter 

likely to lead members of the public to identify the complainant in this case shall be published in 

any written publication available to the public or be broadcast. Anyone acting in contravention of 

this order commits an offence. 

INDICTMENT 

The defendant was charged on an indictment containing two counts of rape contrary to section 

127 of the Penal Code (2019 Revision). The particulars of each count were as follows: 

I. on or about the 14th day of July 2018 at #28 Heather Lane, George Town,

Grand Cayman, Cayman Is lands, had unlawful sexual intercourse with .... [ the

Complainant] without her consent.
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In assessing whether this evidence lends support to the consistency of the complainant's account I 

bear in mind that there is no independent confirmation of when this message was in fact sent by 

the complainant on the date identified. The recipient of the message did not give evidence at trial. 

The message was copied into an email to Officer Owens in November 2018. 

I do not accept that the evidence of Jennifer Peters can be viewed as evidence of recent 

complainant. Although the complainant spoke to her soon after the incident, the witness was 

unclear as to what may have been said. It was highlighted in cross-examination of this witness 

that the statement to the police given some eighteen (18) months after the incident was one that 

was given at a point where she and the complainant had discussed the matter a number of times 

and she could not be sure what the complainant had in fact said to her immediately after the 

incident and what parts of that statement was assimilated by her from her various conversations 

with the complainant between the time of the incident and the time of giving her witness statement. 

On the 25th of July 2018 the complainant made a report to one of her professors Dr. Suzanne 

Johnson. She was unable to take an exam because she was upset and anxious. The complainant's 

account to Suzanne Johnson is as she stated in her evidence in chief and lends support to the 

consistency of her account of the incident. 

Further communications between the parties 

In the WhatsApp communication, Court Exhibit 1, the complainant accepts that this evidence is 

but part of the communication between herself and the defendant in the weeks after the incident. 

The complainant informs the defendant that she is pregnant, and the defendant responds "WTF". 

There is a lapse in time between messages. Both parties have testified that they were speaking and 

texting each other during that interval. The WhatsApp message shows the complainant saying to 

the defendant: "No matter what I do with this child I just want to let you know you'll never be a 

part of its l;fe or mine. I hope you never bring this much pain to another woman as you have to 

me. Have a good ltfe. " 

I have considered this bit of evidence carefully. It was submitted that the tone of the messages 

suggests the nature of the relationship between the defendant and the complainant that it was like 

talking to a girlfriend. Counsel asked the court to consider whether it as realistic, it seemed to 

suggest that the man who raped you would be part of your life. It was submitted that the message 

reflects the defendant's shock at being told of the pregnancy and that the court should view it as 
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In cross-examination the defendant was asked whether he thought the complainant was sober when 

he first encountered her that evening. He stated that she was sober, that "she never seem like 

anybody that was drunk" when she pulled him into the club. By this time, on the complainant's 

account, she had been drinking and was at a 7 on a scale of 1-10 yet the defendant says that to him 

she was sober. It was suggested to the complainant that she had exaggerated the extent of her 

drinking before she went to the OBAR. She strenuously denied this. I believe that the complainant 

was drinking and had drunk to the extent that she testified before going to OBAR. 

The defendant was adamant that even when they left OBAR and went to Burgar Shack that the 

complainant was not drunk. He would not accept that the effects of alcohol on her were evident by 

that time. I do not believe the def end ant. He appeared to be trying to distance himself from the 

complainant and drinking and the likely effects of that drinking because he was aware of the 

implications of him having sexual intercourse with her in such a state of drunkenness. 

The defendant has admitted that he did not mention in interview about the complainant seeking 

money for an abortion from him. To this court's mind this was something that he had only recently 

fabricated in an attempt to give a reason for the complainant making this report against him. As 

the prosecution submitted he may not have realized that the complainant could have accessed these 

services without cost in her country of origin. 

The defendant admitted that he did not mention in interview that his father was at home at the time 

that he and the complainant came back to his home that morning. He stated that it was the 

seriousness of the allegation against him that caused him not to mention this fact. The 

complainant's father was not called as a witness in this matter. The defendant's evidence is that 

his father was at home at a time when the complainant stated that she was crying and screaming 

during intercourse at around 8:00 am on the morning of 14th July 2018. 

The defendant suggested that the complainant's motive for making false allegations against him 

was due to him suggesting that he may not have been the father of the child or that she had asked 

him for money for an abortion that he did not give. The complainant has denied that she asked the 

defendant for money for an abortion. The complainant was able to easily access an abortion. The 

complainant as appears by the conversation in CEl wanted nothing more to do with the defendant 

and never contacted him after that interaction. Neither of these explanations offered by the 

defendant are to this court's mind motivators for the complaint to testify falsely against the 
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defendant. Neither of these cause this court to doubt the complainant's evidence of what transpired 

on the morning of the 14 July 2018. 

I remind myself that I cannot convict the defendant simply because I do not believe his testimony 

of what happened that morning. I must go back to consider the prosecution's case. 

On each of the counts of the indictment the prosecution must prove that the defendant had sexual 

intercourse with the complainant without her consent and that at the time the defendant knew that 

the complainant was not consenting or was reckless as to whether she was consenting or not. On 

the evidence presented by the prosecution the complainant was clear in her words and actions that 

she did not consent to sexual intercourse with the defendant. I believe her evidence. She gave a 

very detailed account of what transpired. She maintained her account under cross-examination 

and the evidence Suzam1e Johnson bolsters her evidence by supporting the consistency of her 

account of what transpired that evening. 

I believe that the complainant was drunk as she has said in evidence at the time that the defendant 

had sexual intercourse with her in the early hours of the 14th of July. I find that in that state she 

was unable to consent to sexual intercourse with the defendant. I believe her account of what 

transpired later at some time around 8:00 am that morning. I believe that the defendant again had 

sexual intercourse without her consent although at that point she clearly expressed by her words 

and actions that she did not consent to such intercourse. 

I find that the prosecution's evidence has satisfied me so that I am sure that the defendant had 

sexual intercourse with the complainant on two occasions on the 14th of July 2018 without her 

consent. I am satisfied so that I am sure that the defendant knew that the complainant was not 

consenting or that he was reckless as to whether she was consenting or not. 

I am satisfied so that I feel sure that the defendant is guilty of the two counts of rape as set 

out on the indictment. 

Dated this 9t1, day of December 2022. 

Ma�la��') 
Judge of the Grand Court (Ag.) 
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