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The legislative restrictions on the polygamy
freedom - A Comparative analysis study

Abstract

The legislation positions varied generally, and in
particular the legislation of Islamic countries of
polygamy between three directions: the first
direction is permitting it without condition or
restriction. The second direction is restricted by two
kinds of restrictions, While the third direction is
preventing that freedom absolute prevention .

The legislations which restricted the polygamy
freedom by two kinds of restrictions: the first is the
objective restrictions represented by the legislated
interest and justice among wives and the financial
possibility. The second type is the procedural
restrictions represented by informing the two wives,
the former and the latter, in addition to the court
permission for polygamy.
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