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Upset over the so-called “exile” of child molester Malcolm Watson, are we?

I don’t want to sound like the champion of child abusers or anything, but I do think some perspective is needed here.

Watson is a US citizen who, a few years ago, became a permanent resident of Canada possibly through the sponsorship by his Canadian wife.  He was crime-free and living lawfully and “permanently” in Canada with her and their three kids when he committed the crime that was eventually to be heard across the continent. To wit, while in Buffalo he was caught taking advantage of a 15-year-old girl by stealing a kiss or two and touching her breasts over her clothing.

In sentencing Watson, the Cheektowaga judge had to consider a number of factors one of which was undoubtedly the need to “protect the community” through incarceration. But since the offence was on the lower end of the scale of “seriousness” and since Watson was not living in the U.S., the judge concluded that “the community” didn’t need that kind of protection. Instead, Watson was given 3 years probation provided he didn’t spend any time in the U.S. other than to report to his American probation officer.

But what about the Canadian community, we screamed. Since Watson hadn’t committed any offence here, he would not be subject to any penal control in Canada through imprisonment, parole or probation. How could the Americans expose us to such a risk?

Please.

This righteous indignation rings hollow.

Much to the protest of friendly governments, Canada has been exposing many other countries to this sort of risk for years, and with impunity.

Canada has landed many young children here as “permanent residents”. These kids grow up here, get educated here, and some learn to commit very serious crimes here, i.e. violent rapes, murder etc. The Canadian immigration department doesn’t hesitate in deporting them to their infuriated countries of birth even though they have never spent time there, have never been shaped there, and have no connections there whatsoever.

Regardless of the seriousness of the crimes committed here, once deported these criminals return to a country which is powerless to impose any sanctions on them since they have not committed any crimes there. They often arrive “home” angry, alone, penniless, and potentially more dangerous than ever. 

So where is our moral outrage?

It doesn’t bother me if Canadians would like to think that the Americans have “exiled” one possibly dangerous criminal here.

But let’s not think for one second that we don’t regularly do the same to the U.S. and every other country to which we send our wayward “permanent” residents.

