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THE JURISPRUDENTIAL OPINIONS THAT IBN TAYMIYAH
JUDGED THEM AS IRREGULARITIES OPINIONS
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Abstract

This research follows a fundamental-applied approach and aims to investigate
the jurisprudential opinions that Ibn Taimiyah claims to be irregular. The
research «which adopts an inclusive induction-deduction method, has two
main bases. The first is the fundamental study on Ibn Taimiyah's theory of
jurisprudential irregularities. It turns out that lbn Taimiyah does not consider
the irregular opinions as Consensus contrasting-opinions, but as against all
pieces of evidence from the Holy Quran, Authentic Sunnah, Decisive
Consensus, and Evidential Analogy. This all is dealt with in Chapter One that
also includes some other relations such as the relation between Consensus
and irregularities; and some reflections such as lbn Taimiyah's view on what
he considers irregular claims and on their scholars <on the one hand, and the

view of scholars, in general, on Ibn Taimiyah's claims, on the other hand.

The second is the applied study of the jurisprudential opinions that lbn
Taimiyah considers irregular. This study, in turn, shows the impact of his
theory on what he claims to be irregular jurisprudential branches, and
measures how generally his theory has affected his particular claims on those
branches and how this helps serve the theory. This is dealt with in Chapters
two that focuses on the opinions related to the acts of worship and devotions:
and Three that focuses on the opinions related to the acts of doings. Following

that is the summary including the findings and recommendations.



