Review Form
	Article Number
JERCS-3057
	Author Name

Campo Katelynd
	 

	 Accept
	√ Minor Revision
	Major Revision

	         Reject
	                              Re-revision
	               Poor Quality

	Gender & Law: Does the Battered Woman Syndrome Create Divides in Legal Equality Between Heterosexual and LGBTQIA2S+ Couples in Modern-Day Canadian Criminal Cases?
General Comments: Overall, this paper provides a thought-provoking and well-researched analysis of the BWS within Canadian criminal law. By adding empirical support and offering clear, practical recommendations, the article can significantly strengthen its contribution to academic discourse and legal reform advocacy.
Introduction: The introduction successfully contextualizes the topic and establishes sound context for BWS particularly given the landmark R. v. Lavallee case. However, we would suggest more clearly identifying the objective of the study with something like this: "While a considerable volume of studies have identified BWS in relation to female defendants, little attention has been afforded to how BWS is a defence that excludes men and LGBTQIA2S+ individuals." This more clearly reflects the originality of the paper.
We dearly appreciate the synopses of Canadian cases in particular Lavallee, Getkate, Butler, and Mason. The detailed provision of case summaries is useful and provides a solid factual foundation. However, in places, the results and discussion coalesce to make it less clear where the objective case description ends and where subjective interpretations begins.
The discussion is an impressively engaged piece of feminist theorizing and socio-legal critique. The discussion would be further enlightened by the addition of quantitative research to support claims particularly with respect of male and LGBTQIA2S+ victimization, and showing these figures empirically represents an effective argument in suggesting these cases are emergent in study but grossly underrepresented.
The conclusion serves as a strong confirmation of the paper's overall idea that the sole use of BWS for women reinforces inequality. However, it is best to avoid introducing new arguments or quotes in the conclusion without having evidence in the body of the article.
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The article can be accepted after minor revision.



