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Abstract:
This study is entitled «Uncommon (Odd) Opinions in Family Law Rulings through Three 

Works: Al-Furu, Al-Mubdi, and Al-Insaf -An Inductive and Analytical Study.» The significance 
of the study lies in its examination of the concept of gharabah (uncommon or anomalous opinions) 
within important chapters of Islamic jurisprudence, specifically family law, as presented in the 
works Al-Furu, Al-Mubdi, and Al-Insaf. Such uncommon opinions constitute a fertile ground 
for uncovering inferred and subtle evidences, as well as for analyzing problematic modes of 
reasoning related to apparently explicit proofs. This field thus contributes substantially to the 
development of juristic aptitude and the stimulation of scholarly insight among researchers. 
From another perspective, uncommon opinions are often exploited by agitators either to cast 
aspersions on scholars of knowledge and virtue or to use them as a pretext for deviating from 
authoritative positions and inciting people to rebel against them-seeking discord-under the claim 
that «so-and-so held a different view,» or that «another scholar said such-and-such contrary to 
what you follow,» and therefore «we will follow him or produce a similar opinion,» on the pretense 
that all views are merely matters of ijtihad. This study, therefore, aims to clarify the foundations 
of these opinions, examine them critically, and expose the fallacies of those who misuse them. 
The research adopts both inductive and analytical methodologies and is structured into an 
introduction and five chapters. The introduction is devoted to defining and explaining the key 
terms of the study’s title. Chapter One examines uncommon opinions regarding defects in 
spouses that give rise to the option of annulment. Chapter Two addresses uncommon opinions 
concerning divorce and manumission prior to ownership. Chapter Three discusses uncommon 
opinions on the mutual prohibition between spouses as a result of lian. Chapter Four analyzes 

Chapter Five explores uncommon opinions concerning the waiting period (iddah) of a female 
slave who does not menstruate following divorce.

The study arrives at several key findings, most notably:
First, the total number of uncommon opinions identified amounts to eight. Second, every 

opinion described as uncommon is supported, in its proper context, by a recognized legal 
proof; the basis for regarding an opinion as «uncommon» ultimately depends on the strength 
of the opposing evidence or the weakness of the proof when examined in its specific context of 
inference. Third, these uncommon opinions are exceedingly few in proportion to the breadth 

single legal issue.
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