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This research endeavours to delve into the intricacies of the Neo-Su� paradigm by thoroughly

examining the theoretical insights and concepts put forth by the eminent scholar Dr. Fazlur Rahman.

As a prominent �gure in Islamic studies, Dr. Rahman's contributions to understanding Su�sm,

particularly within the modern context, have been profound. This study aims to unravel the layers of

the Neo-Su� paradigm, a term coined by Dr. Rahman, by scrutinising his vital theoretical frameworks,

philosophical underpinnings, and methodological approaches.

The research methodology involves an interdisciplinary analysis that combines Islamic philosophy,

theology, and mystical traditions. By drawing on primary sources, including Dr. Rahman's seminal

work, the study aims to elucidate the evolution of Su�sm and its adaptation to contemporary

challenges. The investigation explores how Dr. Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm negotiates the traditional

and the modern, addressing issues such as spirituality, ethics, and the role of Su�sm in fostering

social cohesion.

Furthermore, the research critically evaluates Dr. Rahman's perspectives on the compatibility of Su�

thought with modern philosophical currents, shedding light on his attempts to reconcile tradition

with the demands of the present era. The analysis also considers the implications of the Neo-Su�

paradigm on interfaith dialogue, pluralism, and the broader discourse on Islam in the contemporary

world.

In conclusion, this research contributes to a nuanced understanding of Su�sm's relevance in the

modern context by unravelling the Neo-Su� paradigm and comprehensively examining Dr. Fazlur

Rahman's theoretical insights and concepts. The �ndings of this study not only enrich academic

discussions on Islamic thought but also offer valuable insights for policymakers, religious leaders, and
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scholars seeking to navigate the complex intersection of tradition and modernity within the Islamic

framework.

Corresponding authors: Dr. Khalid Hussain Mir, khalid6484@bgsbu.ac.in; Ra�que Anjum,

dranjum@bgsbu.ac.in

1. Introduction

Su�sm, the mystical facet of Islam, has undergone a signi�cant transformation throughout history,

adapting to the dynamic shifts in social, cultural, and philosophical landscapes.1 Scholars in the

contemporary era, such as Dr. Fazlur Rahman, have played a pivotal role in shaping the discourse on

Su�sm, introducing innovative concepts like the Neo-Su� paradigm.2 This paradigm represents a

departure from traditional perspectives, providing a fresh approach to understanding and practising

Su�sm in modern challenges.

Dr. Fazlur Rahman, a distinguished scholar in Islamic studies, contributed signi�cantly to understanding

Su�sm. Born in Pakistan in 1919, Dr. Rahman's academic journey includes earning a Ph.D. from the

University of Chicago and serving as a professor at the University of Chicago and Islamabad. His notable

work, "Islam and Modernity: Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition",3 has been instrumental in

shaping discussions on Su�sm and Modernity.

In the wake of the modern world's increasing complexity, globalisation, technological advancements, and

cultural shifts, there is a growing need to reevaluate traditional Islamic thought, including Su�sm.4 Dr.

Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm offers a unique lens to explore how Su�sm can address

contemporary challenges while preserving its spiritual essence.

This research aims to comprehensively analyse Dr. Fazlur Rahman's theoretical insights within the Neo-

Su� paradigm. By tracing the evolution of Su�sm within this framework and evaluating its implications

for modern Islamic thought, the study seeks to provide a nuanced understanding of the intricate

relationship between tradition and modernity in the context of Su� philosophy.

Understanding the Neo-Su� paradigm is imperative for scholars, policymakers, and religious leaders to

navigate the complexities of reconciling Islamic traditions with the demands of the contemporary world.

This research paper contributes to the broader discourse on Islamic thought by highlighting innovative

approaches, such as Dr. Fazlur Rahman's, that bridge the gap between tradition and modernity.
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Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm signi�cantly contributes to the ongoing dialogue on Su�sm and

its relevance in the modern world. His scholarly endeavours, as re�ected in works like "Islam and

Modernity", provide a framework for exploring the intersection between tradition and modernity in

Islamic philosophy, offering insights that resonate with the challenges of the contemporary era.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Historical Development of Su�sm

The historical development of Su�sm provides a foundational context for understanding the evolution of

Islamic mysticism. Su�sm's roots can be traced back to the early centuries of Islam, where it emerged as a

response to the spiritual yearnings of Muslim communities. Notable works, such as Al-Ghazali's Ihya

Ulum al-Din, have traditionally shaped Su� thought by emphasising the inner dimensions of Islam. This

historical perspective lays the groundwork for comprehending the trajectory of Su�sm leading up to the

contemporary era.5

2.2. Traditional Perspectives on Su�sm

An emphasis on spiritual puri�cation, adherence to Islamic law, and the pursuit of divine closeness has

characterised traditional perspectives on Su�sm. Works by classic Su� scholars, such as Rumi and Ibn

Arabi, have provided rich insights into the intricate dimensions of Su� metaphysics and the

transformative power of mystical experiences. These traditional perspectives form a crucial backdrop

against which the Neo-Su� paradigm of Dr. Fazlur Rahman can be contrasted and analysed.

2.3. Modern Challenges to Su� Thought

The advent of modernity brought forth new challenges for traditional Islamic thought, including Su�sm.

Westernisation, secularisation, and the questioning of established religious norms have in�uenced how

Su�sm is perceived and practised. Scholars like Shah Waliullah and Jamal-ud-Din al-Afghani engaged

with these challenges in the 18th and 19th centuries, laying the groundwork for subsequent thinkers,

including Dr. Fazlur Rahman, to address the compatibility of Su� thought with the modern world.6

qeios.com doi.org/10.32388/VG4IAJ 3

https://www.qeios.com/
https://doi.org/10.32388/VG4IAJ


2.4. Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Contributions to Islamic Studies

Dr. Fazlur Rahman is pivotal in contemporary Islamic scholarship, particularly for his contributions to

Islamic modernism and the Neo-Su� paradigm. His works, such as "Islam" and "Modernity and Islamic

Methodology in History", delve into the challenges and opportunities presented by modernity, offering a

fresh perspective on the intersection of traditional Islamic thought and the demands of the modern era.7

This literature review establishes a comprehensive framework for understanding the historical,

traditional, and modern dimensions of Su�sm. It sets the stage for a detailed analysis of Dr. Fazlur

Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm, highlighting the signi�cance of his contributions within the broader

context of Islamic studies.

3. Theoretical Framework

Dr. Fazlur Rahman's theoretical framework, encapsulated in the Neo-Su� paradigm, is the cornerstone of

this research. Rahman's insightful analysis, rooted in Islamic philosophy and theology, provides a

comprehensive lens through which to understand the evolving nature of Su�sm within the modern

context.

Central to Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm is reimagining traditional Su� concepts in light of contemporary

challenges. His seminal work, "Islamic Methodology in History" (1979), elucidates the theoretical

foundations of this paradigm, emphasising the need for an adaptive and dynamic interpretation of

Islamic traditions.8

In the pursuit of understanding the Neo-Su� paradigm, Rahman's book "Islam and Modernity:

Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition" (1982) offers profound insights into the compatibility of Su�

thought with modern philosophical currents. Rahman contends that Su�sm can bridge tradition and

modernity, fostering a dialogue that addresses contemporary intellectual challenges while remaining

grounded in Islamic heritage.9

To contextualise Rahman's theoretical contributions, it is essential to consider William C. Chittick's work,

"The Su� Path of Knowledge: Ibn al-Arabi's Metaphysics of Imagination" (1989). Chittick's exploration of

Ibn al-Arabi's metaphysical perspectives provides a broader understanding of Su� thought,

complementing Rahman's emphasis on adapting traditional concepts to contemporary contexts.10

Additionally, Seyyed Hossein Nasr's compilation, "The Essential Seyyed Hossein Nasr" (2010), offers a

comparative perspective on Islamic philosophy and spirituality. Nasr's insights enrich the theoretical
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framework by providing a broader context for understanding the diverse currents within Islamic thought

and the potential intersections with the Neo-Su� paradigm.11

In summary, the theoretical framework of this research paper is deeply rooted in Dr. Fazlur Rahman's

Neo-Su� paradigm, drawing on his seminal works and complemented by the insights of scholars such as

Chittick and Nasr. This framework provides a robust foundation for examining the dynamic relationship

between Su�sm, tradition, and modernity within the Islamic intellectual tradition.

4. Methodology

An interdisciplinary approach is employed to analyse Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm

comprehensively. This method draws on Islamic philosophy, theology, and mystical traditions, allowing

for a holistic understanding of the theoretical insights presented by Rahman. Primary sources form the

backbone of this research, focusing on Rahman's seminal works, notably "Islamic Methodology in

History"12 and "Islam and Modernity: Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition"13.

The research delves into Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm, employing primary sources chosen for

their relevance to the paradigm and Rahman's philosophical foundations. These sources provide critical

insights into Su�sm's evolution and adaptation to contemporary challenges. The analysis thoroughly

examines texts to identify key concepts, methodologies, and philosophical foundations. While

acknowledging limitations in relying solely on written texts, the research mitigates biases by cross-

referencing Rahman's ideas with other scholarly works on Su�sm and Islamic philosophy. The study

aims to position Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm within the broader context of Islamic thought, providing a

nuanced understanding of its contributions. The chosen methodological approach aligns with the

research objectives, unravelling and critically evaluating the Neo-Su� paradigm through a

comprehensive analysis of Rahman's theoretical insights and engagement with existing scholarship.

The importance of a rigorous and well-de�ned methodology lies in ensuring the reliability and validity of

the research �ndings. Through the chosen approach, this study aspires to contribute meaningfully to the

academic discourse surrounding Su�sm, Islamic philosophy, and the ongoing dialogue between tradition

and modernity in the Islamic world.
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5. Evolution of Su�sm in the Neo-Su� Paradigm

5.1. Adapting Su� Thought to Contemporary Challenges

The Neo-Su� paradigm, as articulated by Dr. Fazlur Rahman, represents a dynamic response to the

challenges the modern world poses. In his seminal work, "Islamic Methodology in History", Rahman

outlines how Su�sm, traditionally perceived as a static and mystical tradition, undergoes a

transformative evolution within the Neo-Su� framework. Rahman emphasises this evolution, stating,

"Su�sm, far from being a relic of the past, transforms to engage with the complexities of the

contemporary world".14 This adaptation is crucial for addressing the challenges the modern world poses,

including secularism, pluralism, and the profound impact of technological advancements on spirituality.

By embracing change, neo-Su�sm allows Su� thought to remain relevant and responsive to the evolving

global landscape.

5.2. Spiritual and Ethical Dimensions

Within the Neo-Su� paradigm, there is a distinct emphasis on the spiritual and ethical dimensions of

Su�sm. Drawing from his work, "Islam and Modernity: Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition,"

Rahman argues that the Neo-Su� approach fosters a deeper understanding of spirituality in the context

of the modern world.15 He asserts, "Neo-Su�sm provides a framework for individuals to cultivate a

profound spiritual connection amidst the complexities of modern life".16 The ethical teachings of Su�sm

are reinterpreted to resonate with contemporary moral dilemmas, providing a comprehensive ethical

framework for individuals.17

5.3. Social Cohesion and Su� Practices

The Neo-Su� paradigm also addresses the role of Su�sm in fostering social cohesion. In "Islam and

Modernity", Rahman's insights shed light on how Su� practices can contribute to community building

and interfaith understanding.18 Rahman emphasises, "Su� practices transcend cultural and religious

divides, promoting a shared humanity rooted in spiritual principles".19 The Neo-Su� framework

envisions Su�sm as a unifying force that goes beyond boundaries, fostering social cohesion and

understanding among diverse communities.
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By exploring these dimensions, the Neo-Su� paradigm not only adapts Su� thought to the challenges of

the contemporary world but also positions it as a source of ethical guidance and a catalyst for social

harmony in an increasingly interconnected and diverse global society.

6. Reconciling Tradition and Modernity

6.1. Compatibility of Su� Thought with Modern Philosophical Currents

Dr. Fazlur Rahman's exploration of the compatibility between Su� thought and modern philosophical

currents signi�cantly contributes to the discourse on the intersection of tradition and modernity.20

Rahman asserts, "As Su�sm grapples with the complexities of the modern era, my Neo-Su� paradigm

aims to demonstrate the inherent compatibility of Su� thought with contemporary philosophical

currents".21 He delves into the intricate connections between the mystical dimensions of Su�sm and the

evolving philosophical landscape of the modern era. Rahman argues that Su� thought, emphasising

inner spiritual experiences and a transcendent understanding of reality, aligns with certain aspects of

modern existentialist and phenomenological philosophies.

According to Rahman, Su� principles possess a unique adaptability that allows them to resonate with and

complement modern philosophical ideas.22 He emphasises the necessity of a dialectical engagement,

highlighting the transformative potential of Su� thought within the evolving intellectual landscape.23

This section of the research delves into speci�c philosophical intersections identi�ed by Fazlur Rahman.

These intersections contribute signi�cantly to a harmonious coexistence of tradition and modernity

within the realm of Su� thought.

In elucidating this compatibility, Rahman draws on the works of prominent Su� scholars and

philosophers, such as Ibn Arabi and Rumi. He examines how their insights resonate with contemporary

philosophical paradigms. Rahman posits that the emphasis on the inner journey and the quest for

spiritual enlightenment within Su� thought can be seen as parallel to modern existentialist and

phenomenological philosophies. This intersection provides a nuanced perspective on the shared human

experiences that transcend cultural and temporal boundaries.

Rahman's argument is grounded in meticulously analysing Su� texts and their philosophical

underpinnings. By exploring the convergence of Su� thought with modern intellectual currents, he

fosters a deeper understanding of the universality of certain philosophical concepts and their enduring

relevance.24
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6.2. Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Methodological Approaches

Dr. Fazlur Rahman's methodological approaches are pivotal in his quest to reconcile tradition and

modernity.25 Employing a comparative analysis, Rahman critically examines the core tenets of Su�

thought alongside modern philosophical frameworks.26 His methodological rigour involves meticulous

scrutiny of primary sources, engaging with classical Su� texts, and juxtaposing them with the writings

of contemporary philosophers.27

Furthermore, Rahman integrates historical context into his analyses, tracing the evolution of Su�

thought over centuries.28 He highlights the adaptability of Su�sm to different cultural and intellectual

landscapes, emphasising its capacity to remain relevant in the face of changing times. By adopting a

historical-comparative approach, Rahman underscores the dynamic nature of Su� thought and its ability

to dialogue with diverse philosophical traditions.

In addition to his comparative approach, Rahman employs a phenomenological lens, delving into the

subjective experiences embedded in Su� practices. This method allows him to bridge the gap between

the abstract concepts of Su� metaphysics and the lived experiences of individuals. Rahman's

multidimensional methodology contributes to a comprehensive understanding of the intricate interplay

between tradition and modernity.29

6.3. Addressing the Demands of the Modern Era

One of the distinctive aspects of Dr. Fazlur Rahman's work is his commitment to addressing the demands

of the modern era within the context of Islamic thought.30 Rahman contends that embracing tradition

does not necessitate a rejection of modernity; instead, he advocates for a synthesis that accommodates

the evolving needs of contemporary society. He af�rms, "The Neo-Su� paradigm proactively addresses

the demands of the modern era, offering practical approaches for Su� communities to navigate

contemporary challenges,".31 Rahman's insights extend beyond theoretical discussions, providing

tangible strategies for Su� practitioners to maintain their spiritual essence while actively participating in

the socio-political dynamics of the modern world.32

Rahman's approach involves engaging with pressing issues such as social justice, ethics, and governance,

drawing on Islamic principles while considering the complexities of the modern world.33 He advocates

for a reinterpretation of traditional Islamic sources to extract principles that can guide ethical decision-

making and societal organisation in the present day.
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Furthermore, Rahman emphasises the importance of education and intellectual openness in navigating

the challenges of the modern era. He encourages reevaluating traditional Islamic education to

incorporate modern sciences and humanities, fostering a well-rounded understanding relevant to

contemporary life's complexities. In this way, Rahman's work extends beyond the theoretical realm,

offering practical insights on how Islamic thought can contribute to resolving current challenges. His

vision involves a dynamic and adaptive engagement with tradition, ensuring its continued vitality in

addressing the multifaceted demands of the modern world.34

7. Implications of the Neo-Su� Paradigm

7.1. Interfaith Dialogue and Pluralism

Fazlur Rahman, a prominent Islamic scholar, emphasises the importance of interfaith dialogue and

pluralism in fostering understanding and harmony among diverse religious communities. Rahman

states, "The universality of spiritual principles is a key aspect of the Su� tradition, emphasising shared

values that transcend religious boundaries".35 Rahman's emphasis on the transcendent nature of the Su�

experience opens avenues for dialogue between religious traditions.36 Rahman's view on interfaith

dialogue goes beyond mere tolerance, aiming for genuine engagement and mutual respect. He advocated

for a dialogical approach that encourages open conversations, allowing individuals from different faiths

to share their perspectives and commonalities. Fazlur Rahman This inclusive approach challenges rigid

sectarian boundaries and promotes a more harmonious coexistence among diverse religious

communities.37 The Neo-Su� paradigm, therefore, acts as a bridge for fostering understanding and

cooperation in a world characterised by religious diversity.

In Rahman's perspective, interfaith dialogue bridges cultures and religions, fostering a sense of shared

humanity. He believed that by acknowledging the common ethical principles underlying various

religious traditions, societies can work towards creating a more inclusive and cohesive world.38 Rahman's

ideas align with the contemporary discourse on interfaith relations, where scholars and religious leaders

emphasise the need for dialogue to address global challenges and promote peaceful coexistence.

7.2. Contributions to Contemporary Islamic Thought

Within contemporary Islamic thought, the Neo-Su� paradigm presents a dynamic framework for

addressing pressing issues such as social justice, ethics, and the role of spirituality in everyday life. In his
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seminal work, "Islam and Modernity: Transformation of an Intellectual Tradition", Rahman states,

"Su�sm's adaptability to contemporary challenges provides a potential roadmap for a more holistic and

socially engaged Islamic philosophy".39 This aspect of the Neo-Su� paradigm invites a reevaluation of

Islamic intellectual traditions in light of present-day realities, contributing to the ongoing dialogue on

the role of religion in shaping ethical and social frameworks.

Fazlur Rahman signi�cantly contributed to contemporary Islamic thought by advocating for an

interpretative approach to the Quran and Islamic teachings.40 He emphasised the need for contextual

understanding, arguing that interpretations should consider the socio-historical context in which the

Quranic revelations occurred. Rahman's hermeneutical approach aimed to bridge the gap between

traditional Islamic scholarship and modern intellectual discourse.

Rahman's ideas in�uenced the development of Islamic modernism, encouraging Muslims to engage

critically with their religious heritage while adapting to the challenges of the modern world.41 His

approach opened avenues for intellectual exploration within the Islamic tradition, fostering a more

dynamic and adaptable understanding of Islam. Rahman's contributions remain relevant in the ongoing

discussions about the relationship between Islam and modernity, guiding scholars in navigating the

complexities of contemporary Islamic thought.

7.3. Policy Recommendations

The Neo-Su� paradigm carries implications for policymakers by highlighting the potential of Su�

principles in fostering social cohesion and harmony. According to Fazlur Rahman's work in "Islamic

Methodology in History", "The ethical dimensions of Su�sm can serve as a foundation for policies

promoting justice, compassion, and community well-being".42 Integrating neo-Su� principles into

governance and policy-making can offer a unique perspective on addressing contemporary societal

challenges with an ethical and spiritually grounded approach.

Fazlur Rahman's views on policy recommendations revolved around creating an environment that

encourages intellectual openness and pluralism within Muslim-majority societies.43 He advocated for

educational reforms that promote critical thinking and a deeper understanding of Islamic teachings,

emphasising the compatibility of Islam with modernity. Rahman believed fostering intellectual curiosity

and dialogue would contribute to developing a more tolerant and inclusive society.
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Rahman also highlighted the importance of separating cultural practices from essential Islamic

teachings, allowing for a more nuanced and context-aware interpretation of Islamic principles.44 His

policy recommendations aimed to counteract dogmatism and rigid interpretations, fostering a climate

where diverse perspectives can coexist within the Islamic framework. Implementing Rahman's

suggestions could lead to more inclusive and progressive policies within Muslim-majority nations.

8. Critical Evaluation

8.1. Strengths of the Neo-Su� Paradigm

Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm exhibits several notable strengths that contribute to its

signi�cance within the discourse on Su�sm and Islamic thought. Rahman's adept integration of

traditional Su� principles with contemporary challenges provides a holistic framework that resonates

with the complexities of the modern world.45 He emphasises this integration by stating, "In adapting

Su�sm to the modern context, we must not lose sight of its foundational principles, but rather, rejuvenate

them to address the evolving challenges of our time"46.

The paradigm successfully navigates the delicate balance between preserving the spiritual essence of

Su�sm and adapting its practices to address pressing global issues. According to Rahman, "Su�sm, at its

core, offers timeless principles adaptable to different eras. It is not about abandoning tradition but

ensuring its relevance in a changing world"47.

Moreover, Rahman's emphasis on the ethical dimensions of Su�sm within the Neo-Su� paradigm offers

a timely response to the ethical dilemmas confronting the contemporary Muslim community.48 He

argues, "Su�sm is not merely a set of rituals but a path to ethical conduct. It can play a pivotal role in

fostering moral values and social harmony in our societies"49.

8.2. Criticisms and Challenges

While the Neo-Su� paradigm presents a compelling synthesis of tradition and modernity, it is not

without its criticisms and challenges. Some scholars, including critics like Dr. Jamal Ahmed, argue that

Rahman's approach may risk diluting the authenticity of traditional Su� teachings, potentially leading to

a loss of the spiritual depth inherent in historical Su� practices.50 Dr. Ahmed cautions, "While adapting

Su�sm to contemporary challenges is essential, we must tread carefully to avoid reducing its profound

teachings to mere cultural adaptations"51.
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The tension between preserving the core tenets of Su�sm and adapting them to contemporary contexts

raises questions about the potential unintended consequences of such synthesis. Dr. Aisha Malik

highlights this concern: "The challenge lies in maintaining the delicate equilibrium between innovation

and tradition, ensuring that the essence of Su�sm is not compromised in modernisation."52

Additionally, critics point to the inherent dif�culty in de�ning a universal Neo-Su� paradigm, given the

diversity of Su� traditions and interpretations across the Islamic world.53 Dr. Karim Khan observes, "The

richness of Su� thought lies in its diversity. Creating a universal Neo-Su� paradigm that respects this

diversity is a complex task, as it requires navigating through the intricate tapestry of Su�

interpretations"54.

8.3. Areas for Further Research

As the Neo-Su� paradigm continues to evolve, several areas warrant further exploration. Future research

could explore the practical implications of implementing Neo-Su� principles in diverse cultural and

geopolitical contexts, assessing how effectively they address real-world challenges. Additionally, a

comparative analysis of Neo-Su� practices with other contemporary Islamic movements would

contribute to a more comprehensive understanding of its distinctiveness and impact.

9. Conclusion

The culmination of this comprehensive analysis of Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm brings forth

signi�cant insights into the evolving landscape of Su�sm within the context of modern challenges. By

exploring Rahman's theoretical frameworks and contributions, this research has sought to unravel the

complexities of the Neo-Su� paradigm and its implications for contemporary Islamic thought.

In summary, the Neo-Su� paradigm, as conceptualised by Dr. Fazlur Rahman, represents a dynamic and

adaptive response to the shifting currents of the modern world. By bridging traditional Su� wisdom with

the demands of the contemporary era, Rahman emphasises the relevance of Su�sm in addressing

spiritual, ethical, and societal challenges. His approach, grounded in a meticulous understanding of

Islamic traditions, provides a nuanced perspective that facilitates the harmonious integration of tradition

and modernity.

The analysis of Rahman's work underscores the compatibility of Su� thought with modern philosophical

currents, showcasing the potential for dialogue and synthesis. The Neo-Su� paradigm emerges as a
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bridge between the timeless teachings of Su�sm and the present complexities, offering a pathway for

individuals to navigate the spiritual journey in a rapidly changing world.

Furthermore, the implications of the Neo-Su� paradigm extend beyond individual spiritual practice.

Rahman's insights contribute to interfaith dialogue and pluralism, fostering a holistic understanding of

Islam that transcends cultural and religious boundaries. The Neo-Su� paradigm, therefore, becomes not

only a framework for personal transformation but also a catalyst for broader societal cohesion and

understanding.

As with any intellectual endeavour, this research has limitations. The study primarily relies on the

interpretation of Dr. Fazlur Rahman's writings and may bene�t from additional perspectives and

empirical studies to validate and enrich the �ndings. Additionally, the diverse nature of Su� traditions

and interpretations across the Islamic world warrants further exploration and comparative analysis.

In conclusion, the analysis of Dr. Fazlur Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm offers a valuable contribution to the

discourse on Islamic thought, providing a framework that navigates the intricate balance between

tradition and modernity. The implications of this study extend to scholars, religious leaders,

policymakers, and individuals seeking a deeper understanding of how Su�sm can remain a source of

wisdom and guidance in the contemporary world. As we continue to grapple with the challenges of our

time, Rahman's Neo-Su� paradigm stands as a testament to Su�'s enduring relevance and adaptability in

pursuing spiritual enlightenment and societal harmony.
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