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	In this article, which examines the case of Angelina Napolitano, an Italian immigrant woman who killed her husband, we can see that a lot of feminist issues are raised on the topic of crime. We can see throughout these pages, that the way to handle the outcome of the case are very divided.  We must know however, that Mr. Pietro Napolitato, husband of Mrs. Napolitano, threatened to force her into prostitution, assaulted her and threatened to kill her on the day he died. This article portrays the debate the society itself has, regarding the verdict that was given to the Napolitano case. It goes even beyond Canada, and beyond the United States, all the way to Europe, where suffragettes all over these countries bring their voices together to take a stand against the male dominated and oriented justice system.  
In this article review we will get the fact straight on the events that lead Napolitano to kill her husband on the morning of April 16th 1911. Most importantly will examine how the male dominated justice system in Canada at that time gave an unjust verdict against that abused wife and mother. And how the feminist groups of that time lead women to be recognized in front of the justice system as independent human beings. 
Pietro and Angelina Napolitano moved to Sault Ste Marie, Ontario from the South of Italy in 1909.  Pietro started to have financial problems and was not able to provide for his family the way he used and got the idea to ask his wife to prostitute herself for additional income. Angelina Napolitano persisted on saying no to his continuous demand until the end and her husband started to threaten, and violent her. The morning of April 16th 1911, her husband came home from his night shift and threatened her once again to bring men to their home and give herself to them in exchange for money. That day he also threatened to kill her and take their four kids away, if she did not do as he said. At that moment, Mrs. Napolitano could not take it anymore and really feared for her life. She then took matters into her own hands and killed her husband. The court, to death charged her because they did not take into account that she was abused and threatened by her husband but only saw her act. . However in “on July 15th 1911, Napolitano’s sentence was commuted to life imprisonment.”(p.40, coursepack) And on December 30th 1922 she was freed.
Napolitano was able to get the clemency she deserved due the outstanding number of feminist groups and people all over the world that believed she was unfairly threated by the justice system. The feminist groups fought her case, they exposed the justice system as in humane because, “refusing to provide any “remedies for suffering wives”, the law and its administration “are both bad and […] they are exclusively masculine.” (p.37.) We can see that the main focus of this article was in fact the way the case was handled and the way the feminist groups helped integrate women into the justice system by making them “human” and getting their voices heard.  In the last pages of this article we can see that the authors focus on the evolution of the feminist movement and what they brought to criminology and the place of women in law and justice.  It helps us understand that women went from being the property of men and being treated as casualties to having a place in the supreme court of Canada.  But most importantly it shows the place of women in the criminal world that was always majorly associated with men.  Therefore, this article sheds the light on the social definition of sexual conflicts and thus by using this case as the voice of the feminist movement of that time. 
If we take a look a chapter 6 of Criminology: A Canadian perspective, we can see that women are viewed as the “propriety” of men and therefore the law granted the husbands legal rights such as “the right to chastise”. Those legal rights over their wives remained in place in the Canadian law until the early 1980s.  The right to chastise, the husband was allowed to punish and reprehend his wife, thus considering she was his property, moderately. However, if the wife ended up dying from his abuse, the court was lenient towards the husband. In the case of a reversal of situation, where the wife killed her spouse, like we do have with the Napolitano case, it was seen as “killing the king, as she was going against his authority.” (Linden, 2009, p.198.) As we can see the man was at the center of society, even the justice system gave a great importance to patriarchy and even enforced it between men and women.  Therefore, if violence occurred in one’s home, between two married people it was view as “private trouble” and it was out of the control and authority of the law. 
Therefore, we can see that the defense of abuse and domestic violence was not something that Napolitano could plead because it was not recognized and that she was the one doing wrong by killing her “master”, the patriarchal figure she was supposed to obey to.  And it is the work of these feminist activists that fought for her cause ad fought for all women that these man dominated laws will slowly disappear and that equality between the sexes will start to appear. Today, Napolitano would have domestic violence as a defense for her action and she would not have been sentence to death or life imprisonment. 
That is the message that the authors of that article were trying to make by showing the case beyond the verdict. They were trying to show the impact the people asking for clemency made and how it is reflected in our society today. 
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