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There’s a reason we said no to polygamy
 
 

I think not:

Sheikh Khalil Chami of the Islamic Welfare Centre in Lakemba yesterday said polygamous marriages, although illegal, existed in
Australia and should be recognised . 

Our friend Keysar Trad tries to explain the virtues of polygamy, making what may seem alien actually awfully and tawdrily familiar:

Mr Trad once proposed to another woman with the consent of his wife, Hanefa, but the second marriage did not proceed…
“Rather than entertain any thoughts of an affair I thought the only decent thing to do was to consider a proper commitment to that
person…
“In a sense, it’s a compliment to the original partner that if he didn’t find marriage to be so good why would he go into it again,” he
said.
“In a sense, he’s saying that his first wife has made life like heaven for him so he’s willing to provide the same service, love and
support to a second woman.” ...
Asked if it was just about wanting sex with more women, (Trad’s wife) said: “Yeah it can be, but having it in the right way instead of
having it in like go to prostitute or just date’’.

A second wife as a prostitute-substitute? How could a woman resist such a proposal?
UPDATE
Trad’s idyllic account of his attempt to marry a second wife - thus giving “a compliment to the original partner” - does not match how his wife
described the affair six years ago. Far from giving “a compliment”, Trad’s proposal gave terrible grief:

It has not been easy and they remember 1998 as their worst year when Trad fell in love - “became obsessed”, his wife says - with
another woman. In desperation, Hanifeh proposed marriage on her husband’s behalf to the other woman. ”We were having a
terrible time. He fell in love and I wasn’t thinkin g about myself ,” she says.

Trad’s cultural choice would have had to have been supported by taxpayers, given he already had trouble supporting his first wife and their nine
children: 

The family qualifies for low-income support. Trad is prepared for more years of financial hardship.
For the children, it means few toys and a scant wardrobe. “I can see when my son needs new pants but he doesn’t talk about it,”
Hanifeh says. “The kids don’t ask for too much.” Hanifeh reads the employment section on his behalf, but one of the children put it
well: “Dad doesn’t need a job; he needs a miracle to make him rich.”

The fact that Trad’s lifestyle needs taxpayer support raises a critical objection to multiculturalism, as explained by David Goodhart, of the
Left-wing Prospect magazine: 

It was the Conservative politician David Willetts who drew my attention to the “progressive dilemma”. Speaking at a roundtable on
welfare reform, he said: “The basis on which you can extract large sums of money in tax and pay it out in benefits is that most
people think the recipients are people like themselves, facing difficulties that they themselves could face. If values become more
diverse, if lifestyles become more differentiated, then it becomes more difficult to sustain the legitimacy of a universal risk-pooling
welfare state. People ask: ‘Why should I pay for them when they are doing thing s that I wouldn’t do? ‘ ... Progressives want
diversity, but they thereby undermine part of the moral consensus on which a large welfare state rests.”
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Cue Sammer et al about it being a ‘cultural thing’ - the “prophet” did it so it is OK to do it to”.  I did notice the great restraint by the Sheik - he
didn’t suggest that 9 year old girls (a la long dead mo) would be fair game.  Well, at least not yet.
It may be a cultural thing in pagan society.  We also have a culture here of not supporting “bludgers”.
The Australian tax payer should not be supporting all of the existing multiple “wives” (read sex slaves)” and their childeren of any ‘cultural’
practice.
If the Sheik really wants this to happen, perhaps he should clearly outline that it should happen with no Medicare rebate, family allowance etc
etc for any of the existing or future ‘wives’ of his proposed cultural ‘elite’.
Doesn’t give me any great confidence in the supporters of his religion in being able to control their lives - if they cannot even control their base
desires.
Wotchathink (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (05:57am)

Wiley Mick  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:19am)
Its Sharia by stealth. 1st, get acceptance of polygamy under the fog of Multiculturalism. Then the push to lower the age of “consent” to 9,
bringing us in line with Khomeni’s Iran for eg.
arnie  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (08:07am)
The Prophet had a thing about a 9 year old, didn’t he? 
Married her in fact. 
Says volumes about the sect he founded.
Red Baron  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:34am)
Creeping sharia.
Coming to a neighburhood near you.
Useful idiots like Laurie the Fergie prepare the way, as you can see here
And this is the next step up, here from MEMRI:
“Marry Girls off at age 1 but Wait Until They’re 9 to Have sex"….
Dr. Ahmad Al-Mu’bi: The Prophet Muhammad is the model we follow. He took ‘Aisha to be his wife when she was six, but he had sex with her
only when she was nine.
Interviewer: When she was six…
Dr. Ahmad Al-Mu’bi: He married her at the age of six, and he consummated the marriage, by having sex with her for the first time, when she was
nine. We consider the Prophet Muhammad to be our model.
Interviewer: My question to you is whether the marriage of a 12-year-old boy with an 11-year-old girl is a logical marriage, which is permitted by 
Islamic law.
Dr. Ahmad Al-Mu’bi: If the guardian is the father… There are two different types of guardianship. If the guardian is the father, and he marries his
daughter off to a man of appropriate standing, the marriage is obviously valid.
People find themselves in all kinds of circumstances. Take, for example, a man who has two, three, or four daughters. He does not have any
wives, but he needs to go on a trip. Isn’t it better to marry his daughter to a man, who will protect and sustain her, and when she reaches the
proper age, he will have sex with her? Who says all men are ferocious wolves?
Mick Davis  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:48am)
There will be those who will scream that having multiple wives is a ‘cultural’ thing, however in my opinion, anyone who cannot have a loving
caring marriage with one wife only is not perpetuating culture, rather they perpetuate a sick and depraved sexual perversion.
Good luck to them, one is hard enough to handle.
Yours Sincerely  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (12:14pm)
Red Baron…
Interesting article… but did Laurie Ferguson REALLY say this???

Muslim Women For Dating
Muslim singles seek love, dating and marriage. Join free today.
www.Muslima.com

5 Tips for a Flat Stomach
Stop making these 5 mistakes & you will finally lose your ugly belly.
www.BellyFatIsUgly.net

Is Jesus God?
Scholars examine the facts about Jesus' claims to be God
www.Y-Jesus.com/God

Have Your Say

Show Oldest | Newest  first    Page 1 of 3      1 2 3 >



“Lot of skilled doctors, professionals, IT people who are Muslims, come from India and Pakistan. I think if you go to Australia and
meet a whole lot of Malaysian Muslims, you’ll find they are very successful, above average Australians.

If so, I want to hear more from him and I’m sure other Australians want to hear his view on this!
James  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (01:12pm)
Just another attempt in the campaign to introduce sharia law by stealth to the west. Keysar Trad says he wants to take “religion” out of the
debate because it is too “emotive”.
But you should have heard him dance around the question on ABC radio in Brisbane this morning of whether women should be allowed to take
multiple husbands. That might have just been too much of taking the religion out of it for him - the prophet wouldn’t think too highly of women 
with multiple husbands .
wotchathink  replied to Wotchathink
Wed 25 Jun 08 (01:23pm)
Sammer - Harkan - Joe Islam
Where are you??
(perhaps Joe is still kissing his Koran - so he can probably be excused)
"Rather than entertain any thoughts of an affair”. 
Taking more wives is a rather expensive way of removing thoughts about affairs.  I always thought polygamy was an efficient way of building up
quickly the numbers of your followers or fellow believers.Keysar certainly has a more novel reason.
Blair Bartholomew of Herston (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:02am)

Maybe this is what they’ll want next on medicare, of course: Denmark: Municipalities pay for virginity operations
Among some immigrant groups a girl who had lost her virginity has trouble getting married.  In some cases doctors, gynecologists or social
workers think that the woman is in a life threatening situation, and so create a new hymen, with the bill sent to the municipality.
Gynecologist Lasse Raaberg is one such doctor.  In the past 10 years, in respectively Rigshospitalet and the Odense University hospital, he has
done about 10 hymenoplasties.
He says that before performing the operation it was always deliberated with other doctors.  If thinks that it should be decided case by case
whether the operation is appropriate, since the world isn’t black and white.
Furesø municipality has chosen to pay for a hymenoplasty at a private clinic several times last year.
Flemming Sommer, in charge of welfare, doesn’t want to comment on the specific cases, but says that if social workers think that an operation
is needed for security reasons - for example, if the girl might be otherwise expelled from her family or killed - then the municipality will pay for it.
Morten Lebech, head of the Danish Society of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, is aware that municipalities pay for hymenoplasties.
Gynecologist Christina Felding has prepared invoices for municipalities for such operations, which cost about 4,500 kroner.
For that amount women can hide their active sex-life.  In some cultures women must show blood on the sheets after the wedding night, and if
she can’t, she risks being labeled a fornicator.
Christina Aamand, nurse, social worker and author of “Mødom på mode” (virginity in fashion), thinks this doesn’t legitimize why municipalities
pay for the operation.
She says that by doing so society agrees on the value of virginity and indirectly tells the girls that there really is a problem that should be
corrected.  This does the girls a disservice, she says, and calls it reprehensible.
Martin Henriksen of the DPP (Danish People’s Party) wants to ban the practice.
Henriksen says it’s so absurd, he doesn’t know whether to laugh or cry.  He thinks that the families in question should be punished for women’s
oppression and threats and that the girls should naturally get help to leave their family if they so wish.
doc molloy of brisbane (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:28am)

Shaun  replied to doc molloy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:49am)
doc, that just confirms my belief that islam = barbarism.  (not that I needed much more confirmation)
Baden  replied to doc molloy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (11:51am)
Heard Keysar Trad on Sydney radio this morning.
It’s all about protecting the women, he said, and that since polygamous marriages do exist in Australia, it’s important that the second+ wives get
the same protection under Australian law as the first wife receives.  He praised the approach in adopted in Britain, which is moving towards legal
protection for the other wives.
As if we should follow Britain’s example - look where that country is heading!
Keysar Trad was suitably modest.  He had not spoken publicly for some time he said, because he thought Australians “were sick of hearing
what Muslims thought and what Muslims want”.
Well, he was right about that at least.
And if polygamous marriages are taking place in this country, and they are illegal, then those involved in the marrying and those being married 
should be named and prosecuted according to the law.
When Keysar Trad was asked directly - several times - whether there were attempts by the Muslim community to legitimise polygamous
marriages and whether any official approaches had been made, he each time denied it but then, interestingly, always attached the proviso that it
would not happen “in the near future”.



It’s all about protecting the women!  Yeah, sure.  I’m sick of these attempts at chipping away at the social fabric of this country under the guise
of something else.
I don’t know whether to be insulted because we were stupid enough to import these albatrosses in the first place, or because said albatrosses
think we are stupid enough to swallow this rubbish.
lethal  replied to doc molloy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (12:38pm)
reply to Baden: 
correct in every point you make. the bit that got to me about Trad’s waffling was he believed it would be honouring his first wife if he took a
second??????? Polygamy is demeaning to women - it implies that women are less than men - which is a core Islamic belief. 
“Women in Islam: suffering the barbary of an ideology” explains it all 
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/challenges.php ?id=1387143 .
I will also refer you to the following article that explains how the creeping introduction of sharia law, thanks to the spinelessness of the lefties, 
has wrecked once-Great Britian 
(I gave the wrong link for this the other day - my apologies) 
“The execution of Britain.” 
http://www.brusselsjournal.com/node/3322
john n  replied to doc molloy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (01:07pm)
This is all about protecting MEN’S rights to polygamous marriage where the old can be shucked off when the new comes in. The old, of course
can simply become the tax payer’s problem while the ex husband goes on the father numerous offspring who will probably be also a charge on
the tax payer. 
This is Sharia by stealth. Make it ‘racist’ for anyone to object and your home easy. 
It is a man’s world-particularly in Islam.
If you are ok with this sort of thing.  The Sunrise show is having a phone poll today (25th).  I urge everybody to vote no.  1902 55 7771.  (If you
don’t mind participating in a popularist, headline-seeking phone poll)
Shaun of Sydney (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:51am)

martinX  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:28am)
I saw a doco on polygamy in a Mormon sect a few years ago.
The upshot of it was it worked really well in some situations and really badly in others.
The difference seemed to be the attitudes of the people entering into the relationships.
If we detached any form of government welfare from marriage, families and children, would this not solve the objections many people have? If 
we attached support payments to biological fatherhood, this would mean the right people pay.
If a muslim woman hated her polygamous relationship because of its polygamous nature, would she not see that wider society would accept her 
if she left it?
Would not muslim feminists (they do exist) start to see the polygamy thing for what it is and demand it stop, or at least get better?
Banning something outright can easily play into the muslim traditionalist’s hands “See how they hate Islam, and don’t let us follow tradition!”.
Sometimes you have to give people freedom to make their own choices before progress can be made.
They say the cure for free speech you don’t like is more free speech. In the same way, the ‘cure’ for this may be the freedom to do this.
David  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:36am)
Sorry, can’t bring myself to do it
Red Baron  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:12am)
polygamy in a Mormon sect 
Mormons are a tiny number of people. Muslims are 1.3 billion.  If Mormons engage in polygamy they usually are outside of the mainstream, and
they are funded by their own community, somehow.
This is fundamentally different from Islamic peoples who use polygamy to outbreed the infidels, and at the same time destroy the infidel welfare 
state, because at the end of the day the Islamics seek power and are religiously obligated to impose sharia, wherever they settle.
Islam will destroy Australia.
Useful idiots will prepare the way
Ed replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:34am)

Traitor  Andrew was on the Today show!
Wanglese  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:48am)
MartinX: Have you stopped to question why it’s Polygamy, and not PolyGYNY?
Yes, people should be allowed to believe what they want, but if the consequence of them believing what they want is demonstrably bad or 
stupid, then we have a right and an obligation to stop it, call it into question, and put an end to barbaric practices.
I guess we should allow female circumcision too, huh, because maybe the cure is the freedom to do this.
bushrat  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (11:03am)



Now theres a show with clout finger on the pulse stuff.They got 007 up and running? They MUST be right.
kathleen  replied to Shaun
Wed 25 Jun 08 (12:23pm)
MartinX, some fringe Mormon groups still try to practice polygamy, but that doesn’t mean it’s accepted.  Polygamy is still illegal in America. I
haven’t heard them suggesting it should be legalised in order to put a stop to the practice.
I had to laugh 
Trad the Cad got the knock back on having abit of legal nookie(in his God’s eyes) on the side. 
What a bright women tentative wife number 2 must be to not take up this one sided relationship. 
I cannot believe that a normal mature women takes this course of action to share their husband with another, it would be interesting do a poll
and see what percentage of Muslim women think this is the way to go, but this won’t happen because the womens opinions don’t seem to
matter.
wombatge of Gold Coast (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:56am)

Jack of Kingston  replied to wombatge
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:16am)
I don’t think this is a laughing matter, Wombatage, because you can bet that the Western tradition of a marriage being between one man and
one woman is being thrown on the scrapheap. In some countries same sex marriage is permitted because the one man/one woman marriage
law was considered to be “discriminatory”. How long before those who believe in polygamy will say that if marriage between the same sex can
be legalised why can’t a marriage between a man and four wives or, in the case of funamentalist Mormons, a man and umpteen wives? 
Having opened the door to same sex marriage because not to allow it was “discrimation” then why can’t Muslims, Mormons, etc. use the same
argument to have the law changed to permit what they consider to be “normal” marriage?
And then people who may be in a menage at trois or menage of any number will be able to say the are being discriminated against and so
marriage should be allowed between two men and a woman or two woman and man, etc....Then if the United Nations gets in on the act and
rules that restrictions on marriage to just one man and one woman are discrimintory how long before we, or any other country, will be forced by
the UN to allow any form of marriage between any number of people? The idiots who said that “love” - as in the case of Gay marriage - was all
that mattered to allow same sex marriages have done irreperable damage to our traditions and our civilisation.
Bill O Tas  replied to wombatge
Wed 25 Jun 08 (12:39pm)
Jack, can I make a small addition to your definition. Western tradition is marriage between one man and one woman at a time! Serial monogamy
has been around for a long time in the west.
Remember a year or two ago when there was that big debate on gay marriage?  If I recall correctly, Andrew, you asked one of those chickies on
Insiders why we should allow gay marriage between consenting adults, but not polygamous marriages between consenting adults.  Chicky
replies something along the lines of “...um...er...that’s not on the agenda”.  Well, here you go.  Ask her at your next opportunity.
Greg of NE Vic (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:57am)

Of course polygamy should be legal.  Consenting adults should be free to live their lives as they wish.  But ask this Sheik if it would be OK for a
woman to have multiple husbands and he might be spinning a different yarn…
AR of Perth (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (06:59am)

Eugene  replied to AR
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:34am)
Consenting adults are free to live their lives as they wish. There’s nothing stopping a guy from shacking up with 4 women if everyone’s happy
with the arrangement. What these people are after (like the homosexual activists) is an official stamp of approval on the whole thing by having it
called “marriage”.
Red Baron  replied to AR
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:19am)

Consenting adults should be free to live their lives as they wish

Who would not agree with this?
But it ends when I have to pay for it, because they  are doing it at my and other taxpayers expense. 
Besides, they follow a deadly ideology that wants me dead or forcibly converted.
No can do.
Ruth  replied to AR
Wed 25 Jun 08 (01:26pm)
An Iman in England said that “Europe would be conquered using the bodies of our women and the weapons of our men”.
Polygamy in this country is against our law.  Prosecute and imprison those who are breaking that law.  They are outbreeding us now with one
wife eg Kaysar Trad is an example.  That critical figure of 5% of the population will be reached much quicker with multiple wives.  Recognizing
polygamy as “cultural” and therefore allowable with some ethnic groups is suicide for non-Muslims.  Making it legal and funded by the taxpayer
is stupidly suicidal.
As I said elsewhere, I’m sure Trad will be perfectly ok with his wife taking multiple husbands, yeah?
In fact, maybe we should all take the long suffering Mrs Trad out on a date.



Quentin George (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:02am)

MrZee replied to Quentin George
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:28am)
Exactly!
Bring polygamy on but for both sexes. Trad will have a fit
Dale replied to Quentin George
Wed 25 Jun 08 (11:29am)
Polygamy for both sexes won’t upset these guys as much as you think.  All that means is that they will get what they want.
Muslim women (in some communities) will NOT be allowed multiple husbands just as Muslim women (in some communites) are 
forced/pressured into wearing head coverings.
The fact that women can legally have multiple husbands in Australia would be as relevant as the fact that in Australia they can also legally eat
bacon.
Islamophobia they shout.....
How did the term “Islamophobia” originate? And, who benefits from it? Who is threatening whom? Is it true that the West is afraid of Islam? If
there is a fear of Islam in the West, which Islam is the West afraid of? Is it Islam as a religion, or is it rather political Islam, that has produced
Irhab,* and continues to commit its ugly crimes against humanity in the name of Islam? Which side suffers the most from these crimes, is it the
West or the Islamic peoples?
Who Benefits from the “Islamophobia” Lie?
“It was the followers of political Islam who invented the term “Islamophobia” and they are the ones who benefit from it. Their goal is to place the
Muslim communities in the West in a state of confrontation with the host nations; pushing them to adopt a radical form of Islam, and thus,
inflaming the struggle with the West. They have succeeded, up to a point, to gain the sympathy of some moderate Muslims who criticize the
West, and rail against its “Islamophobia.”
“For example, after the failed terrorist attacks in London and Glasgow, an Arab organization in Britain issued a statement criticizing the terrorist
attack, while at the same time it blamed Britain’s foreign policy as a possible reason for that attack. But such a claim is nothing but a pack of
lies! There can be no justification whatsoever for any act of terror. Let’s never forget that those who were involved in the terrorist attack were
medical doctors who betrayed the honor of the medical profession. It was a religious ideology that changed Muslim doctors into Irhabis. Now,
aren’t Westerners justified if they fear people like them? After all, Ayman al-Zawahiri, the second in command in al-Qaida, is a doctor and the
son of a doctor! 
he West, or the Islamic peoples?
http://cleveland.indymedia.org/news/2008/06/30677.p hp
nelson of wa (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:06am)

cohenite  replied to nelson
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:27am)
nelson; ‘islamophobia’ is a term first used by the un, who else? In 2004, that paragon of virtue Kofi, used the phrase to decribe the post 9/11
‘bigotry’ against all of islam.
Islamist supporter and journalist (who else?) stephen schwartz defines islamophobia thus;
1. attacking the entire religion of islam as a problem for the world 
2. condemning all of islam and its history as extremist 
3.denying the active existence, in the contemporary world, of a moderate muslim majority 
4. insisting that muslims accede to the demands of non-muslims (based on ignorance and arrogance) for various theological changes in their
religion 
5.treating all conflicts involving muslims (including, for example, that in Bosnia-Hercegovina a decade ago), as the fault of muslims themselves 
6. inciting war against islam as a whole
Without commenting on this, it is interesting to compare the Universal Declaration of Human Rights which allows for freedom of religion and the
right to change one’s religion, with the 2 Islamic declarations of human rights which do not have such a right and in fact actively promote the
right to enforce and support the “norms of islamic shari’ah”. One of those norms is the death penalty for apostasy.
The problem with schwartz’s definition is that it does not comprehend that the legal, political and social basis of islam is the koran; by criticising
the koran, therefore, which is, as people like Sam Harris have pointed out, an ativistic guide to war, one is automatically being islamophobic.
There is no acceptable way of criticising islamic values!
it’s about time this country became more progressive and recognised unions between a man and a goat…
zap brannigan of cyberspace (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:06am)

the Dean  replied to zap brannigan
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:05am)
I heard it was supposed to be sheep?
doc molloy  replied to zap brannigan
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:10am)
Now you are getting on my goat,zap!
Hilly  replied to zap brannigan
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:32am)



Who says it doesn’t happen now? My wife reckons she married one! …. Just my little attempt at a self depreciating joke.
Once you redefine marriage as something other than between and a man and a woman then there is no logical argument against a complete 
open view of marriage between consenting adults. 
If the discrimination argument is the only valid argument available then logical progression leads you to only one decision possible.  
Are people and Australia society really ready for the ramifications of such a social change and do they really want it?
Rosemary  replied to zap brannigan
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:47am)
A face  that only a mother (or a man) could love.

The D Man  replied to zap brannigan
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:48am)
hilly, do you have kids?

Polygamy is not marriage and it has no place in Australia. I don’t care whether the call to recognise it has come from Moslems, radical Mormons
or intellectuals on anabolic steriods. If anyone wants to live in a polygamous society they don’t belong here.
Phil Maguire (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:27am)

For women who are forced into polygamy, it’s a disaster.
For society, the young men who are left with no wives become a ticking time bomb - literally.
This is the thin edge of a takeover.
Politically Incorrect Carl of Brisbane (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:34am)

Chris M  replied to Politically Incorrect Carl
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:46am)
Correct Carl. In Islamic countries only the more wealthy Muz take on multiple wives and the poorer folk are left with none. Last time I was in 
Malaysia the local paper had an article about wealthy men getting bank loans to take on more wives.
For this (blatant discrimination) reason alone it must remain banned. You would think the left would be loudly protesting this issue.

... and he’s such a good sort too!!! 
Cav of The Gong (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:48am)

polygamy is all about men and very little to do with women its like a herd of cows with one bull, 
how degrading for women, not to mention what about the cost to keep all these wives when the husband isnt working think about the payments
from centrelink, what a step backwards into the archaic past....and what egoes these men must have saying polygamy will protect women,
women wouldnt need protecting if men behaved them selves in the first place…
JENN (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:51am)

Chris M  replied to JENN
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:50am)
There is a saying “why buy the cow if you can get the milk for free?” - (normally applied to fornicating men using girls without being married, but
it applies here too).
western ways are better, just have an affair as it = no commitment lots of sex no extra mother in law and no claims on your assets
bernard briggs (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:53am)

ANDREW replied to bernard briggs
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:51am)
Good on ya Bernard you stole my thunder,You are exactly correct why bother putting your self with all the legal and political crap when you can 
just logg on to http://www.redhotpie.com.au  and BINGO all you need to to is make a booking formula 1 motel and there you have it...Eeezy…
genuine question for Sheikh Khalil Chami -
are you also advocating that Muslim women can have multiple husbands?
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papachango (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (07:58am)

Kathleen.A  replied to papachango
Wed 25 Jun 08 (11:04am)
Exactly.  And if not, why not.
NO.  We don’t allow it, and in this country we should never allow it. It continues to make women a second class.
Let’s face it, whilst in Chritian and other churches we are starting to see the recognition of women as equals, and yet Islam is still soaked in the
tribal conditions that spawned it.
Lest anyone thing I’m an “Islamophobe”, that is in no way correct.  Because I’m not afraid to criticize Islam, else you would have to call me a
mormonophobe, ascientologyphobe… you get the picture.
Those afraid to criticize it are the true islamophobes..... or worse. Because in general, those who pursue the mantra “they should be allowed to
practice their culture”, are usually saying “they don’t know any better”, or “they can’t take criticism”.
Wanglese of Dapto (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (08:04am)

This is what they did in the uk 1st one law then the rest ,2 prisoners instead of 1, oh” yeah they want to intergrate allright, intergrate us into their
religous laws .forget it ! if u dont like it here go back to where u came from !
truthman (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (08:16am)

Typowatch: 
“amking what may” --> “making what may”
John Angelico of Mt Waverley (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (08:29am)

I think it’s a great idea. 
Can the second wife do all the cooking, cleaning, washing, ironing, and shopping while I play with my kids?
Now there’s a plan.

Shalom 
Sally
Sally Hardy of Brisbane (Reply)
Wed 25 Jun 08 (08:30am)

the Dean  replied to Sally Hardy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:07am)

Sally, call me 
martinX  replied to Sally Hardy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (09:14am)

As a bonus, the second wife also has to put up with all of hubby’s “attentions” too 
Sally Hardy  replied to Sally Hardy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (10:24am)
Dean, the flaw in the plan is I already have one husband, and am not particularly inclined to take on another. 

The second wife thing, on the other hand, as long as she is my unpaid slave, I can go along with!  
Do I get to pick the second wife?  I’ve got my list of qualifications right here.  Ugly and just like those clones in Star Wars.  Does whatever she’s
told.....by me!
Shalom 
Sally
ps...for those of you with no sense of humour, this is a JOKE!  I do not endores this barbaric notion.
Franny  replied to Sally Hardy
Wed 25 Jun 08 (01:15pm)
Apparently there is a good man shortage too Sally.
If women are willing to play second fiddle to wifey no 1, then it might be a goer!
Come on men, put yourselves about and do number 1 wife and other ladies who are finding it hard to find Mr Right a favour!
PS - I too am joking OK?
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