similitude, must be abandoned. Whatever is difficult to grasp among [the Attributes] must be affirmed literally and delving into its meaning should be avoided. Knowledge of it should be referred to the One who said it, and we put its responsibility/trusteeship to the one who narrated it. 
Shaykh ʿUthaymīn defined “rejection (radd)” as: “Denial and negation, as in the case where someone says: Allāh does not have a hand, neither literally nor figuratively. [Such a position] is disbelief as it [involves] disbelief in Allāh and His Messenger (ﷺ).”[footnoteRef:33]  [33: Sharḥ al-Lumʿah, pp. 34.
] 

Shaykh ʿUthaymīn defined “interpretation (Ta’wīl)” as: “Explanation (tafsīr). What is meant here is explaining the texts on Divine Attributes with other than what was the intent of Allāh and His Messenger (ﷺ), in contradiction with what the Companions, Successors and those following them explained it.
There are three fundamental ruling regarding interpretation (Ta’wīl):
“The First: That it should be the product of genuine ijtihād and good intentions. Whereby, if the truth is made clear then he would abandon his interpretation. In this case, he is excused as it is his utmost ability and Allāh Most High has stated:
“He does not burden a soul beyond its ability.” [Sūrah al-Baqarah, 2: 286.]
The Second: That it is the product of vain desires and fanaticism, and it has a basis from an Arabic linguistic perspective. In such a case it is sin, but not disbelief, as long as it does not contain [the attribution of] deficiency or flaw to Allāh, in which case it would be disbelief.
The Third: That it is the product of vain desires and fanaticism without having any basis in the Arabic language. In this case it is [an act of] disbelief because it is, in reality, denial [of a Quranic text] without any linguistic basis.”[footnoteRef:34]  [34: Sharḥ al-Lumʿah, pp. 34.
] 

  Shaykh Muḥammad ibn Ibrāhīm Āl ash-Shaykh said the following regarding the author’s statement “[…] must be affirmed literally […]”: “This statement is among what was noted [incorrect] in this creedal statement … as it is not secret that the madhʾhab of Ahlus-Sunnah wal-Jamāʿah is belief in Allāh’s Names and Attributes that are confirmed in the Book and the Sunnah literally and denotatively [i.e. the term and the meaning it denotes] and that these Names and Attributes are to be understood literally and not figuratively or metaphorically, and that they have real meanings befitting of Allāh’s Glory and Magnificence… As for what he mentioned in al-Lumʿah it is applicable to the Mufawwidite madhhab, which is among the most evil and corrupt of the madhhabs and the author – may Allāh have mercy on him – is an eminent scholar of the Sunnah and is among the farthest people away from the Mufawwidites and other innovators.”[footnoteRef:35]  [35:  Maktab al-Iftā, no. 328, date: 28/7/1385. ] 

Actually, Ibn Qudāmah wrote a book called Dham at-Taʾwīl in which he refuted the various Muslim schools of philosophy that misused interpretation, including the Mufawwidites, and he affirmed the above-mentioned position of Ahlus-Sunnah wal-Jamāʿah. Consequently, his above-mentioned statement should be taken as a general statement clarified elsewhere.
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