


Abstract
 The researcher dealt with the issue of lack of ijtihad, and it is 
well-known for his report among the people of the branches before 
the origins that ijtihad is not invalidated by diligence and that this 
rule is sometimes invalidated. And that the preponderant interest 
is the reasons for the veto, the researcher used the descriptive 
analytical method and the inductive method. Among the most 
important results: criticism whose reference is from the Qur’an and 
Sunnah and not from anything else that is not useful. . Likewise, 
the preponderance of sayings is necessary for the full text to be 
received in order to know its truth and to act upon it.. Defining the 
correct from the incorrect and knowing the degree of correctness 
with its weighting. And to clarify the work of the hardworking 
and how his diligence was according to the attribution. And an 
explanation of the issue in which I strive, with an explanation of 
ijtihad in parentheses, to know that ijtihad is from the researcher or 
the mujtahid. Among the most important recommendations: Ijtihad 
is not in dispute if it does not depart from the circle of correcting 
the work. Gathering the opinions of the likely jurists and scholars 
according to the type of ijtihad and shortening the text so that the 
benefit prevails with the validity of the work. And the safety of 
diligence from any bug in the work of the industrious.

Key words:
Lack of ijtihad, ijtihad is not invalidated by ijtihad, lifting of legal 
rulings, presumptive evidence; The preponderant interest, the 
ruling of the ruler, violation of conclusive evidence.








































