[From Shaikh Al-Albaanee’s Jilbaab-ul-Mar’at-ul-Muslimah:]

From Subay`ah bint al-Haarith: “That she was married to Sa`d ibn Khawlah, and he died during the Farewell Hajj, and he had fought at Badr. So she gave birth before four months and ten days had elapsed since his death, so Abus Sanaabil ibn Ba`kak met her when she had left her after-birth bleeding period. So she had applied collyrium (eye-kuhl), [and dyed (her hands), and prepared herself]. So he said to her: ‘Wait! Perhaps you intend to get married? The period must be four months and ten days from the death of your husband. She said: So I went to the Prophet (صلى الله عليه وسلم) and mentioned to him what Abus-Sanaabil ibn Ba`kak had said. So he said: <<You became lawful (to marry) when you gave birth. >>

…

So it is established that the face is not `awrah which must be covered. This is the position of the majority of the scholars-as Ibn Rushd said in ‘al-Bidaayah’ (1/89)-and from them were Aboo Haneefah, Maalik, ash-Shaafi`ee, and one narration from Ahmad-as occurs in al-Majmoo` (3/169); and at-Tahaawee quotes it in Sharhul-Ma`aanee (2/9) from the two students of Aboo Haneefah also; and it is clearly stated in ‘al-Muhimmaat’ from the books of the Shaafi`ees as being what is correct-as was mentioned by ash-Shaikh ash-Sharbeenee in al-Iqnaa` (2/110).

However it is befitting that this be restricted to when there is not upon the face, and likewise the two hands, anything from adornment, because of the generality of His Saying-He the Most High:

ﮋ وَلَا يُبْدِينَ زِينَتَهُنَّ ﮊ
[AN-NOOR (24):31]

[[Meaning: And let them not reveal their adornment]]

otherwise it will be obligatory to cover that, especially in this time when women have been tempted to adorn their faces and hands with different types of adornments and colourings-which no Muslim, indeed no person with intellect and jealous shame, would doubt about their forbiddance; and ‘kuhl’ (eye collyrium) and hand-dye do not fall into this since they are excepted in the Aayah, as has preceded.
[Translated by Aboo Talhah hafizahullaah]

� Reported by Imaam Ahmad (6/432) with two chains of narration: one of them is ‘Saheeh’, and the other is ‘hasan’, and its origin occurs in the two ‘Saheehs’ and elsewhere; and in their narration there is the wording: “She had beautified herself for marriage proposal”, and it contains the wording that Abus-Sanaabil had proposed to her, but she had refused to marry him. And in the narration of an-Nasaa.ee: “She had adorned herself seeking a husband.”





So the hadeeth clearly proves that the two hands were not from the `awrah in the usage of the woman of the Companions, and likewise the face-or the eyes, at the very least. Otherwise it would not have been permissible for Subay`ah-radiyallaahu `anhaa- to appear like that in front of Abus-Sanaabil, particularly when he had proposed to her, and she had not accepted him.





And refer in this regard to an-Nazr fee Ahkaamin-Nazr of al-Haafiz Ibnul-Qattaan (mss. 67/2-68/2).





