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Abstract Associate Professor, Department of Political Science, Shahreza Branch, Islamic Azad
University, Shahreza, Iran

Intellectual engagement with the “West” and “modernity” has been one of the central issues in contemporary Iranian thought.
Within this context, Seyyed Ahmad Fardid and Reza Davari Ardakani—positioned as teacher and student—have each
offered fundamental critiques of the nature of modernity. The present study aims to conduct a comparative analysis of the
commonalities and divergences in the views of these two thinkers. Their core shared position lies in understanding the
“West” not as a geographical or political entity but as a “historical destiny”” and an ontological phenomenon whose essence
is rooted in “subjectivism” and “nihilism.” Nevertheless, their essential point of divergence emerges in the method of
confronting this phenomenon. Davari Ardakani seeks to philosophically critique modernity from within by making use of
the tools of “rationality” (even modern rationality), whereas Fardid fundamentally regards discursive/representational
rationality as part of the crisis itself and adopts a “confrontational,” “negating,” and “mystical-sapiential” approach grounded
in hikmat-i unsT (sapiential intimacy). Using Schleiermacher’s hermeneutic method (including grammatical interpretation
and technical/psychological interpretation), this study qualitatively analyzes the texts and ideas of the two thinkers. The
findings indicate that although both come close to each other in “grammatical interpretation” (shared understanding of key
concepts), they diverge in “technical interpretation” (unique mental orientation and intellectual style). Ultimately, the article
argues that Davari’s approach, due to its consistent commitment to rational and academic critique, offers more practical
dimensions for understanding and engaging with the impasses of modernity.

Keywords: modernity, West, Westoxication, Reza Davari Ardakani, Seyyed Ahmad Fardid, hermeneutics, rationality,

historical destiny.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

The intellectual engagement with the concepts
of the “West” and “modernity” has constituted
one of the most central debates in
contemporary Iranian thought, particularly
following the intensification of cultural,
philosophical, and sociopolitical encounters
with Western civilization in the twentieth
century. In this context, Seyyed Ahmad Fardid
and Reza Davari Ardakani emerged as two of
the most influential—and controversially
discussed—figures who articulated
comprehensive philosophical critiques of
Western modernity. Their analyses, although
built  upon  overlapping  Heideggerian
foundations, lead to substantially different
methodological, ontological, and
psychological orientations toward the
phenomenon of modernity. Fardid, drawing
heavily = on  Heidegger's critique  of
metaphysics, conceptualizes the “West” not as

a geographical region but as a metaphysical
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destiny rooted in the oblivion of Being, a
process he links to the rise of subjectivism,
nihilism, and the dominance of
representational thinking (1). Davari, his
student, similarly interprets the West as a
historical mode of disclosure and a specific
orientation of human existence. He
emphasizes that modernity is a particular way
in which the human encounters and
understands Being, manifesting itself in
scientific rationality, technological expansion,
and institutional structures that shape
contemporary life (2). The shared linguistic,
historical, and conceptual framework of these

two thinkers—especially in terms such as

“historical destiny,” “subjectivism,” “nihilism,”
and “Westoxication”—underscores a
substantial overlap at the grammatical-
hermeneutic level. Yet their divergence
becomes apparent when one considers the

psychological and technical layers of their
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thought, where each articulates a distinct
orientation toward the crisis of modernity.

Situated within the broader tradition of Iranian
intellectual history, Fardid represents an early
and radical adoption of Heidegger’s critique of
modernity, which he fuses with Islamic
metaphysics and mystical traditions. His
method—Ilargely oral, confrontational, and
etymologically driven—constructs a dualistic
ontology that pits an authentic, sacred East
against an inauthentic, metaphysical West, a
dichotomy that structures all dimensions of
historical existence (3). Within this framework,
“Westoxication,” a term he introduced and
later popularized indirectly through the works
of writers like Jalal Al-e Ahmad, is interpreted
not as mere cultural imitation but as a deep
ontological  corruption.  Representational
rationality, modern political systems, secular
epistemologies, and technological expansion
all fall under the rubric of this Western
metaphysical  takeover,  which  Fardid
characterizes as a manifestation of nihilism
and the dominance of the “self-grounding
human” (4). He therefore regards discursive
rationality as an essential component of the
crisis rather than a possible solution to it,
arguing that any attempt to critique modernity
using the tools of modern rationality is
inherently self-defeating (5). His solution,
instead, lies in a return to hikmat-i unsi—a
sapiential-mystical mode of thought rooted in
the teachings of figures such as Ibn ‘Arabi—
which emphasizes presential knowledge,

divine remembrance, and the recovery of an

originary metaphysical unity lost in the
historical transition from “pre-yesterday” to the
Greek inception of metaphysics (6). Such an
interpretive method situates Fardid firmly
within a tradition of esoteric and anti-modern
thinkers who view technological modernity as
a manifestation of eschatological decline (22)
and the West as an ontological adversary
whose influence must be negated rather than
critiqued.

By contrast, Reza Davari Ardakani—while
sharing with Fardid the Heideggerian
diagnosis of subjectivism, self-grounding
humanism, and the dominance of
technological rationality—adopts a more
measured, academically structured, and
philosophically systematic approach. His
analyses demonstrate a consistent effort to
engage critically with Western rationality from
within, employing philosophical argumentation
rather than mystical negation. He argues that
although modern rationality is historically
entangled with the development of
instrumental reason and technological
domination, it remains the only viable tool
through which the crisis of modernity can be
understood and confronted (8). Rather than
rejecting modern rationality as inherently
corrupt, Davari distinguishes between the “old
reason,” oriented toward metaphysical truth,
and the “new reason,” which seeks discovery,
mastery, and control. Both have their historical
roles, and their interplay constitutes the
dialectic through which modernity must be

interpreted  (9). His interpretation  of
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“Westoxication” thus departs significantly from
Fardid’s: instead of viewing it as a
metaphysical corruption equivalent to spiritual
downfall, he understands it as an inevitable
historical condition to which non-Western
societies are subject, particularly those striving
for development under asymmetric global
power structures (13). For Davari, the issue is
not the existence of Western influence itself
but the lack of genuine critical self-awareness
that would enable societies like Iran to confront
their own developmental contradictions. This
shift illustrates why Davari’'s method is often
regarded as more practical and more aligned
with philosophical critique rather than esoteric
negation.

The methodological framework of
Schleiermacher’'s hermeneutics provides a
particularly effective tool for unpacking these
convergences and divergences. At the
grammatical level, both Fardid and Davari
share a historical-philosophical vocabulary
shaped by their Heideggerian orientation and
their response to Iran’s encounter with

modernity. They employ terms such as

“historical destiny,” “subjectivism,” “nihilism,”

and “Westoxication” with  overlapping
meanings, and they interpret the West as a
metaphysical phenomenon rather than a
geographical or political entity (7). Similarly,
both thinkers understand modernity not as a
series of institutional transformations but as a
mode of revealing that structures the human
relation to Being (1). However, when one

applies the psychological/technical dimension

of Schleiermacher’s hermeneutics,
fundamental differences arise. Fardid’s
thinking is steeped in a polemical tone,
eschatological imagery, and a dualistic
psychology rooted in metaphysical struggle;
Davari’s thinking is characterized by
conceptual clarity, philosophical
argumentation, and a commitment to the
academic tradition. These differences in
intellectual temperament and interpretive style
result in profoundly different approaches to the
guestion of how societies should respond to
the crisis of modernity.

At the level of practical implications, their
divergent hermeneutic  styles produce
distinctly different visions of philosophy,
politics, technology, and human agency.
Fardid views technology as a manifestation of
nihilistic domination and therefore as a
phenomenon to be spiritually negated rather
than rationally examined (21). Davari, while
accepting Heidegger’s critique of technology,
argues that technological development is an
unavoidable condition of contemporary life;
thus the task is not to negate technology but to
understand how it shapes the human
relationship with Being and to prevent the
reduction of human life to purely technical
categories (16). Likewise, in political thought,
Fardid rejects all modern political categories
as manifestations of Western metaphysical
corruption (3), whereas Davari interprets
political modernity as a historically contingent
phenomenon

containing philosophical

tensions but not reducible to pure nihilism (14).
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Their differing understandings of “freedom,”
“‘rationality,” “tradition,” and “the East/West
divide” further illustrate how a common
conceptual lexicon can lead to divergent
theoretical frameworks when interpreted
through different psychological and
methodological lenses. Ultimately, the findings
of the study indicate that the divergence
between Fardid and Davari reflects a broader
tension within Iranian philosophical discourse
between mystical-sapiential negation of
modernity and rational-critical engagement
with it.

In conclusion, the comparative analysis
demonstrates that while Seyyed Ahmad
Fardid and Reza Davari Ardakani share a
common ontological critique of Western
modernity, they diverge significantly in their
intellectual style, methodological orientation,
and proposed response to the crisis of
modernity. Fardid’s approach is fundamentally
esoteric, negational, and rooted in a
metaphysics of presence, whereas Davari’s
approach is rational, analytic, and grounded in
philosophical critique. These differences
transform  their shared  Heideggerian
foundations into two distinct intellectual
projects whose implications extend well
beyond the academic sphere and continue to
shape contemporary debates about tradition,

modernity, and the future of thought in Iran.
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