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ABSTRACT 
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ASSESSING AZERBAIJAN’S MODERNIZATION TRAJECTORY IN LIGHT OF 

THEORIES OF MODERNITY  

Modernization theories study a country to identify whether a country is developed or 

not, or to identify the development level of a country. There are three commonly used distinct ive 

features to analyze and measure the modernity level of a country, which are introduced by classical 

modernization theory (CMT) as: secularism, economic development, and political development. 

According to CMT and neo-modernization theory (NMT) these features necessarily interact with 

each other, and if a country possesses all these features then it can be accepted as modern. However, 

multiple modernities paradigm (MMP) states that interaction between these features is not 

necessary and explains that the development of the three fields do not have to appear as in Western 

countries in non-Western countries. These three features are examined in the Azerbaijan case to 

identify whether Azerbaijan is a modern or non-modern country. Indeed, as the theories advocate 

different points of view, the study comparatively analyzes the theories and their application to 

Azerbaijan. In contrast to CMT and NMT’s Eurocentric modernity approach, MMP assumes a 

more universalized modernization viewpoint. By analyzing the modernization trajectory of 

Azerbaijan, this thesis illustrates that MMP is a more universally applicable theory than its 

counterparts. This thesis analyzes the social, economic, and political development of Azerbaijan 

and contributes to the literature on MMP by showing that these three features do not necessarily be 

positively correlated with each other.  

Key words: CMT, NMT, MMP, Azerbaijan, secularism, economy, democracy 



 

v 
 

ÖZET 

Yazar Adı ve Soyadı  : Javadbay Khalilzada 

Universite   : İstanbul 29 Mayıs Universitesi 

Enstitü   : Sosyal Bilimler Enstitusu 

Anabilim Dalı  : Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslararası İlişkiler 

Bilim Dalı  : Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslararası İlişkiler 

Tezin Niteliği   : Yuksek Lisans Tezi 

Sayfa Sayısı   :  IX + 96 

Mezuniyet Tarihi  : 21.07.2016 

Tez Danışmanı : Yrd. Doç. Dr. Oğuzhan Göksel 

MODERNLEŞME TEORİLERİ AÇISINDAN AZERBAYCAN MODERNLEŞMESİNİN 

DEĞERLENDİRİLMESİ  

Modernleşme teorileri bir ülkenin gelişmişliğini veya gelişme düzeyini 

değerlendirmektedir. Bir devletin gelişmişlik düzeyini belirlemek için, klasik modernleşme teorisi 

tarafından ileri sürülmüş üç özellik dikkate alınmaktadır: laiklik, ekonomik kalkınma ve politik 

gelişim. Klasik modernleşme ve Neo-modernleşme teorilerine göre bu üç öğe bir birini zorunlu 

olarak etkilemekte olup bir devlet bunların üçüne de sahip olursa modern devlet olarak kabul edilir. 

Çoklu modernlik teorisine göre ise, bu yapılar arasındaki etkileşim zorunlu olmayıp, Batı dünyası 

dışındaki devletlerde farklı şekilde gelişmektedir. Azerbaycan’ın ne kadar modern bir devlet 

olduğunu analiz etmek için bu üç özellik Azerbaycan örneğinde incelenmiştir. Teorilerin bakış 

perspektifleri dikkate alınarak Azerbaycan üzerine değerlendirilmesi yapılmıştır. Avrupa 

merkeziyetçiliği savunan Klasik ve Noe modernleşme aksine, Çoklu modernlik teorisi daha 

evrensel bir bakış açısı sunmaktadır ki, bu çalışma da Çoklu modernlik yaklaşımının Batı dışındaki 

ülkelere daha uygulanabilir olduğunu göstermektedir. Azerbaycan’ın sosyal, ekonomik ve siyasal 

evrim sürecini anlatan bu çalışma, Çoklu modernlik teorisinin de savunduğu üzere bu üç özelliğin 

zorunlu olarak bir birini etkilemediğini göstermektedir.  

Anahtar Kelimeler 

Klasik Modernleşme Teorisi, Neo-Modernleşme Teorisi, Multipl Modernleşme Paradigması, 

Azerbaycan, Sekülerşeme, Sanayileşme, Demokrasi 
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CHAPTER 1 

 

1.Introduction 
 

 

The nineteenth and twentieth centuries were turning points in human development.   Humanity 

witnessed dramatic change and development comparing to all previous human history. Social, 

economic, and political development was so fast and conspicuous that after some period life 

styles were absolutely different. Initially, these developments emerged in the West and then as 

the result of colonization, spread all over the world. Since, the Western world gained strength 

and power by developments, no other countries and regions could compete with the Western 

countries, without accepting the same developments. As a result, the Western outlook became 

universalized and there were launched academic studies to analyze the Western countries 

development model. How could this model would be applicable to non-western countries? 

Modernization studies emerged as a result of these historical developments. 

Secularization, industrialization, and democracy were labeled as determinative features of 

modernity. In contrast, if countries did not possess these features, they were assessed as non-

modern, traditional. However, this classification was not so simple. Scholars from different 

regions and countries evaluated modernity, from different perspectives. Consequently, there 

were established different approaches to constitute modernity.  

Classic modernization theory (CMT) is the first approach established to identify 

modernity. Its hegemony ended as a result of critics by Dependency and World System theories. 

Neo-Modernization theory were formed considering critics towards CMT and attempted re-

conceptualize modernization. However, NMT also were criticized by Multiple Modernity 

scholars, since it was too deterministic and Eurocentric like its predecessor CMT. MMP tries 

to establish non-Eurocentric approaches in assessing modernization and aim to be flexible in 

evaluating countries on modernity stage.  

In this study I will study Azerbaijan modernization trajectory through these three 

modernization theories standpoint. Therefore, in the second chapter I will analyze  
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modernization theories and their main arguments. Afterwards, I will assess Azerbaijan 

modernization trajectory in considering development in economic, political, and social sphere.  

Azerbaijan is post-Soviet country and gained its independence in 1991 after the 

dissolutions of the Soviet Union. However, Azerbaijan had two-year independency after the 

Bolshevik revolution until the Soviet invasion, from 1918 to 1920. Like its first time Azerbaijan 

is secular state. Moreover, Azerbaijan is the first Muslim country to give suffrage to women.  

Though, before the Soviet term Azerbaijan society liked traditional society as moderniza t ion 

theories define, the country was introduced a capitalist system as well. After the Soviet invasion 

all system were arranged according to an established socialist type of society. However, the 

Soviet system was not successful to create a materialistic society as their ideology. But Marxist-

Leninist ideology had deep influence on the society. In taking into account historica l 

developments, I will study social developments in Azerbaijan by dividing three periods, before, 

during and after the Soviet term. 

The periods of Azerbaijan economic development are the same as in social 

developments. In contrast to social change, before the Soviets capitalist system were developed 

in Azerbaijan, and oil industry was prioritized other fields in industrialization. The Azerbaijan 

economy was and even today is an oil-gas dependent economy. Since, the country had rich oil 

resources investments generally concentrated on oil and gas extraction and refining. Even after 

independence this tendency continue and the country could not diversify its economic 

production.  

Azerbaijan was colony of the Russian empire until its collapse and afterwards was 

occupied by the Soviets and ruled by the communist party. Since, the country begun self- rule 

for long time only after the second independence, I will concentrate on this term more detailed 

than the empire and the Soviet period. However, towards end of the empire and during the 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic time there were some political developments that can be 

assessed as the introduction of democracy and political rights for Azerbaijanis. Due to its 

explicitly that the Soviets were authoritarian, I will summarize this term. In the third part of this 

chapter, I will focus democracy level and try to identify Azerbaijan as politically modern or 

not. 

To sum up, this study consists of six chapters. Following the first chapter introduction, 

in the second chapter it comparatively discusses modernization theories. The third chapter 

analyze the social change in Azerbaijan. Chapter four discusses economic evolution of 
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Azerbaijan. In the chapter five it discusses the political developments and in the last chapter it 

analyzes the general overview and assessment of the thesis.   

 

 

1.1. Methodology  
 

There are extensive academic studies on modernity. Since, Azerbaijan was part of the USSR 

there were not enough studies on academic debates outside of the USSR and modernity studies 

are not familiar in Azerbaijan as they are in non-Soviet countries. In fact, there was only one 

right way to develop and the Soviet Union was advanced in that way. Therefore, there are not 

enough academic studies on modernization of Azerbaijan. Indeed, there many studies that 

examine social, economic, and political life of Azerbaijan. However, in this study I am going 

to analyze social, economic, and political development of Azerbaijan through the 

modernization theories perspectives to identify whether Azerbaijan is modern country or not. 

Beyond, this, I will determine and describe the modernization definition/level of Azerbaijan, I 

hope this study causes an emergence of new questions on modernization trajectory of 

Azerbaijan and inspires further studies.  

Though there are limited studies on modernity of Azerbaijan, there are detailed studies 

particular period and field. The development of social life and national identity of Azerbaijan 

until the Soviet invasion were very well examined by Swietochowski (1985). He analyzed how 

the national identity developed and how the Azerbaijani intelligentsia struggled against the 

russification policy of the Russian empire. The work of Seyidzade (1998) explained in detail 

the role of thenational bourgeoisie class that contributed to development of the education 

system and the enlightenment of Azerbaijan society. Ehedov’ (1995) works examine the 

religious development of Azerbaijan society and explain how Azerbaijan intelligentsia accepted 

secularism as outlook of national statehood. In Hesenov (2011) studied state religion relation 

in Azerbaijan from the Russian empire to the 2000s and in detail how this process developed. 

There are also another studies such as Lemercier (1986), Gasimova (1999), Quliyev (2008), 

Bennigsen (1985), Qafarov (2008), Abbasov (2014), and Motika (2001) that explain social 

development and change in Azerbaijan.   

The economic life is another important fields that is important to identify the 

modernization level of a society.  Liberal  economy  dominates  our  century  and  as  Fukuyama 
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(1992) states liberal economy supporters won the contest with socialists. Though it past twenty 

years from the dissolution of the USSR most of the post-soviet countries did not finish transition 

to a liberal economy. Azerbaijan is one of them where the state plays an influential role in 

economic life. In her study Altstadt (1992) explains how Azerbaijan economic life developed 

during the Russian and Soviet periods. Moreover, Suleymanov (2001) chronologically explains 

the economic history of Azerbaijan until the first decade of independence. Quliyev (2008) and 

Qafarov (2008) are other works that in detail study different terms of Azerbaijan economic life. 

Aras and Suleymanov (2011), Ismayılov (2007), and Elimirzeyev (2015), work to illustrate how 

economic life and developments were structured in Azerbaijan after independence.  

Though the Soviet period, political development generally studied from historica l 

importance, Azerbaijan the first time experienced democratic regime after the collapse of the 

Russian empire, which was established Azerbaijan Democratic Republic. The works of Altstadt 

(1992) and Swietochowski (1985) very detailed studied this term. Moreover, there are many 

works that Azerbaijani intellectuals conducted, Zerdablı (2008), Ismayılov and Maksvel (2008), 

Maksudov (1998), and so on. After independence in 1991 Azerbaijan declared successor of 

ADR and established a secular state. The democratic experience was very turbulent in 

Azerbaijan and to build statehood people chose stability over democracy. Since this term is 

determinative political structure of country there many studies that examine transition period 

of Azerbaijan. Cornell (2001, 2011) made very deep analyze of modern democracy history of 

Azerbaijan. There are other studies such as Rasizade (2003), O’lear (2007), Bedeford (2014), 

Guliyev (2005, 2009, 2011), Yunus (2001), and Ergun (2010) attempted to identify politica l 

development in Azerbaijan.  

In this study I will study the modernization trajectory of Azerbaijan. Due to the 

structure of the social sciences in my study I will use qualitative method. Since I will examine 

various studies I will critically use data analysis.  “A type of qualitative data analysis that 

presents a chronologically linked chain of events in which individual or collective social actors 

have an important role1.” There are broad studies on modernity and the way I have managed 

issue is that to frame the concept of modernization in a commonly accepted framework 

consisting of three specific development processes in economic, political and social life.  

                                                                 
1 Lawrence Neuman, Social research Methods: Qualitative and Quantitative Approaches  (Essex: Pearson 

Education Limited, 2014), pp. 496.  
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It is important to note that the thesis focuses on the modernization experience of 

Azerbaijan from the last quarter of the nineteenth century until 2015. As the three cases of 

modernization refers to the study of macro processes such as industrializatio n, secularizat ion, 

and democratization the focus of this thesis to analyze how these three phenomenon evolved in 

Azerbaijan over years.  

The data used throughout the thesis has been critically analyzed and only academically 

accepted sources were used. The periodization of Azerbaijan modernization trajectory was 

accomplished according to political developments that impacted both economic and social life 

of the country. Resources was critically read and I attempted to conceptualize and narrate 

modernization trajectory of Azerbaijan.  
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CHAPTER 2 

THEORIES OF MODERNITY 

 

2.1 Introduction 
 

 

Modernization discussions emerged as a result of hegemony of the West over non-Western 

world. After industrial revolution the Western countries begun to colonize non-Western world. 

The countries, which not colonized, attempted to make reforms that they would catch up the 

Western countries. Especially, social scientist analyzed the Western countries to identify how 

they become developed and they offered methods developing countries to become modern. 

With the decolonization process after World War II, modernization studies attracted 

the interest of Social scientists from various academic disciplines such as sociology, economics 

political science and international relations.  As a result of these studies, multi-disciplinary 

approach known as ‘classic modernization theory’ CMT emerged in 1950s. Approaches of 

CMT were shaped by the Western originated scholars. Over time, the understanding of 

modernity developed by classic modernity theorists. Particularly, ‘dependency theory’ and 

‘world system theory’ challenged viewpoints of CMT. Following these debates, neo-

modernization theory’ (NMP) and ‘multiple modernities paradigm’ (MMP) also developed.  

In order to understand how the scholars conceptualized the concept of modernity this 

chapter comparatively analyze modernization theories. In the first section it illustrates the 

approaches of CMT and respectively NMP and MMP. And in last part it offers a critical 

depictions of mainstream theories and arguing that MMP can more effectively grasp the essence 

of these complex phenomena.  
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2.1 Classic Modernization Theory 
 

 

The word "modem" in its Latin form "modernus" was used for the first time in the late 5th 

century in order to distinguish the present from the past2.  In this respect, every period of time 

defined itself “modern” compared to the previous one. However, after the Second World War 

and process of decolonization made modernity become one of the main stream topics in in the 

Western politic, as well as International politics. There were many studies (Robert Nisbet, 

David Apter, Lerner, and Samuel Huntington) on defining modernity. Moreover, as we will 

see, the West was seen as “the modern” part of world. The reason for this was when scholars 

comparatively analyzed the West with rest, they inferred the West possessed a new kind of 

society model different from the traditional one, which was specific to countries apart from the 

West. Additionally, in the studies of the mentioned scholars, we can see how they theorized 

modernity and how they clearly established which country can be accepted modern and which 

not. There are specific structures that define modernism, and the states that possess these 

structures can be seen modern. These structures were the determinative in the constitution of 

modernity and they make up the first step of the modernity and are recognized as classic 

modernization theory, which dominated academic discourse from the 1950s to 1970s. 

Classic modernization theory (CMT) is multi-disciplinary in nature and there are lots 

of studies on economy, sociology, politics, and international relations. “The theory inherited its 

strong belief in the idea of “human progress” from 19th century European social thought”.3  As 

it can be seen in writings of Aguste Comte, Karl Marx, Max Weber, Herbert Spencer, Emile 

Durkeime, and some other scholars, history is linear always in position progressive direction. 

CMT explains the world through the perspective of the West and sees change and progress as 

inevitable and irreversible.  

As mentioned, modernization as a global process emerged after the Second World 

War. There are different influential reasons such as, the rise of United States as a superpower 

and its emphasis in world politics. The Soviet Union emphasized and expanded communist 

ideologies. “The new independent post-colonial countries and their integration into world 

                                                                 
2 Jürgen Habermas  and Seyla Ben-Habib Source, “Modernity versus post-modernity,” New German Critique 22 

(1981): pp. 3. 
3 Oguzhan Göksel, “ Assessing The Turkish Model: The Modernization Trajectory of Turkey Through the Lens of 

The Multiple Modernities Paradigm” (PhD dissertation, Durham University, 2015), pp. 73.  
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politics or at the same time their disintegration, because the third world countries generally 

could not join either of the cold world blocks were significant in establishing theoretical 

background of modernity”.4 CMT studies generally concentrated on how the West became 

modern? and more to the point, What is the normative of modernity? Consequently, how third 

world countries can be modern? In the postwar period except for the West, there was no 

alternative model of a modern country except Japan and Japan was struggling with the end of 

the Second World War.  

Indeed, there was model for modern countries and many countries wanted to attempt 

to be modern. As we will see from studies of CMT, they clearly explain how to become modern 

and the conditions of modernity. Regardless of the different ideological roots of CMT, all 

variants and disciplines demonstrate a dichotomy between “modernity” and “traditional” and if 

the one want to be modern, there is an obligation all aspects of life and production must change. 

According to CMT, it is impossible to become modern in industry and at the same time, to save 

social life style as traditional. Modernization is generally taken to be, “a multifaceted process 

involving changes in all areas of human thought and activity”.5  CMT assumes there are three 

imperative conditions modern state must possess: secularization, democratization, and 

industrialization. Which are accepted as the holy trinity of CMT, and these were seen as the 

only achievement needed to become modern. Indeed, as mentioned these three normative are 

the principles of modern state.  However, they are also characteristics of Western states and it 

means CMT offers the western model of modernity, which also brings along Westernizat ion. 

As much as non-Western countries become like the West, is as much they would be assessed 

as modern. To conceptualize industrialization, economic growth, growth of literacy, structural 

differentiation, political development, urbanization, secularization, and some others are viewed 

as representing the source of the modernization process.  

In defining modernity, the studies of Frank Sutton (1955), Marion Levy (1966), Lerner 

(1958), David Apter (1965), Samuel P. Huntington (1968) and Rostow (1956) were influentia l 

to constitute modern, non-modern, and relatively modern patterns. For instance, in his 1955 

paper Sutton explains the differences between modern and traditional societies. According to 

Marion Levy, the essential difference between a modern and traditional society lies in the 

expansion of scientific and technological knowledge. Additionally, Walt Whitman Rostow in 

his study illustrated how one society passes from one stage to the next one and in particular  

                                                                 
4 Alvin Y. So, Social Change and Development (London: Sage publications, 1990), pp. 16.  
5 Samuel P. Huntington, Political Order in Changing Societies (New Haven: Yale University Pres,1968), pp. 32.  
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how one society passes from a traditional, unmodern stage to a modern mass consumption 

society, which is known as a “take of” to modernity. Martin Nisbet (1969) studied how 

economic development is related to political structure. Particularly Nisbet emphas ized 

democratic regimes bring along economic development, in contrast, undemocratic regimes are 

one of the main obstacles in traditional societies’ transition to become modern.  

As we see from the studies of CMT scholars’ general argument is those characterist ics 

constituting modernity are economic, social, and political development. The understand ing 

from development on society, is secularization and the transformation of traditional life 

standards with new ones. As can be seen in the studies of Inkeless (1964) and Smelser (1964), 

in modern countries the context of family and education particularly and the approach to 

religion is absolutely different and there are no place metaphysical beliefs in a modern state.  

Additionally, Lipset (1959) states secularization in knowledge brings along politica l 

development. “Better educated the population of a country, the better the chances for 

democracy”.6 (Lipset 1959).” Political development is implementing secular and democratic 

institutions values in a state, which is another sine qua non feature of modernity. Indeed, 

political development, according to Nisbet brings in its wake, economic development.  

Moreover, as it can be seen in standpoint of CMT scholars, to generalize, modernity is 

great dichotomy between modern and traditional societies. Most writers on moderniza t ion 

explicitly or implicitly enounce some characteristics of modernization process which it can be 

seen in writings of Samuel Huntington (1971) and Alvin So (1990). There are some 

characteristics which scholars evaluated them as conditions of modernization process. 

a) Modernization is a phased process. Which in Rostow’s study it explicitly stated 

that how societies pass from traditional toward to modernity stage. It can be 

historical periodization as well. Societies begin with the primitive, rudimentary, 

undifferentiated traditional stage and end in the advanced, complex modern stage.  

b) Modernization is an irreversible process. CMT scholars stated that if once 

modernization started it cannot be stopped. Although the rate and pattern can 

change but process is unstoppable.  

c) Modernization is progressive. The structure and patterns of modernization are 

many, however, in the long run modernization is not only inevitable but also 

                                                                 
6 Seymour Martin Lipset, “Some Social Requisites of Democracy: Economic Development and Political 

Legitimacy” The American Political Science Review 53 (1959): pp. 79. 
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desirable. Taking into account the panoptic approach of modern society towards 

society, as Coleman stated, the modernized political system has a much better 

capacity to handle the functions of national identity, legitimacy, penetration, 

participation and distribution than traditional political system. 

d) Modernization is an evolutionary process, which can take even centuries to one 

state to become and apply modern structures and institutions its profound function 

in state. 

e) Modernization is a homogenizing process. Modernization was seen converging 

tendencies among societies. “As time goes on, they and we will increasingly 

resemble one another… because the patterns of modernization are such that the 

more highly modernized societies become, the more they resemble one another.”7 

f) Modernization is a Europeanization process, in this respect that in scholars who 

study modernity and establish the theoretical grounds accept Western Europe and 

United States as examples and highly advanced countries. Moreover, since these 

countries were achieved the highest point of development they have become the 

models for the third world or developing countries they would like to emulate.  

Since, Western Europe and the United States are highly industrialized and 

democratic, and industrialization and democratization have become the trademarks 

of the modernization, then, modernization is simply a process of Europeaniza t ion 

and Americanization.  

 

In brief, CMT by analyzing Western countries and their structure demonstrate that the 

economic societal and political development are results of emergence holy trinity that include 

industrialization, secularization, and democratization. Therefore, according to CMT approach, 

if any country wants to be modern they have example like West, to implement appropriate 

policies they should use Western model. Indeed, it means that “the more   non-Western societies 

begin to resemble their Western counterparts, the more they would be evaluated as ‘modern’. 

Non-Western societies that have adopted Westernization and undertaken reforms to emulate 

the Western development experience in political, economic and cultural spheres have been 

labelled as ‘transitional’ or ‘developing’ by CMT.”8  

                                                                 
7 So, Social Change and Development,  pp. 33. 
8 Göksel, “Assessin the Tukish Model,” pp. 76. 
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For instance, when we analyze the nineteenth century, in fact, the logic of CMT was 

grasped by some countries and applied in politics. For instance, Turkey and Iran implemented 

this kind of politics during the period of Atatürk and Pahlavi dynasty. CMT dominated many 

disciplines of social sciences in the post-World War II years and its conceptualization of 

modernity – as a Westernization process that consists of economic, political and social 

development – rapidly became an unquestionable approach in the 1950s and 1960s: 

Development had achieved the status of a certainty in the social imagina ry. 
Indeed, it seemed impossible to conceptualize social reality in other words. 

Wherever one looked, one found the repetitive and omnipresent reality of 
development: governments designing and implementing ambitious 
development plans, institutions carrying out development programs in city 

and countryside alike, experts of all kinds studying underdevelopment and 
producing theories ad nauseam.9 

  

                                                                 
9Arturo Escobar, Encountering Development: The Making and Unmaking of the Third World  (Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 1995), pp. 5. 
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2.2 Neo-Modernization Theory  
 

 

Notwithstanding, academic and political dominancy of CMT in the 1950s and 1960s, CMT 

questioned from different modernization schools and from the 1970s it begun to lose it is 

dominancy. However, CMT were criticized from another modernization schools such as 

dependency theory and world system theory in the 1960s and 1980s. Additionally, “NMT and 

most recently, MMP, questioned the established framework of CMT from the late 1960s 

onwards”10. While developing countries begun to emerge apart from West, and they did not 

followed the way which CMT recommended and structure and application of modernity was 

diverse from Western model new approaches and criticism begun to emerge on conceptualizing 

modernity.  Besides, scholars such as Eisenstadt (2002), Lauer (1971) Frank (1969), Huntington 

(1984), and Ernest Gellner (1981) criticized the main arguments of CMT. For instance, one of 

the criticisms was on unidirectional understanding of Modernity. According to the critics, this 

element of the modernization theory is simply the result of the fact that most moderniza t ion 

researchers are Americans and Europeans. Another criticism was that as US and most of 

Europeans countries have democratic institutions modernization researcher assume that 

democracy is major component of modernization. However, with the development of Taiwan 

and South Korea it was demonstrated that democracy it is not a necessary condition of 

development.  

 

Another modernist approaches such as Dependency and World System theories 

criticized CMT and their explanation was that in fact the reason of un-development of third 

world countries due to developed countries. According to Turner (1984) and Frank(1967), the  

imperialistic policy of Western states does not let third world countries to achieve modernity. 

Dependency theory focuses on external factors of under development in third world countries 

and they assume that great power politics and international competition between hegemonic 

powers in international political economic system causes of under development of third world 

countries. “Dependency Theorists and world-system scholars alike have claimed that their work 

ended the hegemony of CMT by exposing its weaknesses.”11  

                                                                 
10 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 76.  
11 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 79. 
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With the development of East Asian countries the arguments of Dependency theory 

are weakened that third world countries can achieve modernity, moreover, as in the 1970s and 

80s Japan surpassed all Western states except the US in its economic development the world-

system scholars argument weakened likewise. However, critics of Dependency and World-

System theories on CMT was influential. “CMT has been accused of Eurocentrism and 

Orientalism.  CMT has even been accused for justifying the global hegemony of the US via 

serving the interests of the US State Department in the so-called Third World countries, as it 

has been claimed that the Western modernity model based on promotion of  democracy and 

free-market capitalism has been used by Washington to counter the socialist modernity project 

of its main competitor, the Soviet Union, during the Cold War years.”12 Additionally to 

Dependency and World System theories in the 1980s there was new approach to modernity the 

so-called Neo-Modernization theory, also criticized CMT. 

In contrast to CMT, NMT assume that modernity is not linear process, Huntington 

(1968), and sometimes from the way to become modern country can turn to un-modernity. 

Moreover, scholars such as Wong(1988), Davis(1987), Banuazizi(1987) states that there is no clear 

cut line between tradition and modernity.  Wong(1988) demonstrates that “traditional chines family 

industry has not negative effects on development vice versa kinship in reality support economic 

development. “there exist a much stronger measure of trust among jia (family) members than among 

unrelated business partners; consensus is easier to attain; the need mutual accountability is reduced. 

These factors enable family firms to be more adaptable in their operations. They can make quick 

decisions during rapidly changing circumstances and maintain greater secrecy by committing les to 

written records. As a result, they are particularly well-suited to survive and flourish in situations where 

a high level of risk is involved”13. Moreover, proponents of NMT criticize one of the normative of CMT 

on discriminating modernity from tradition; secularism. In his writing Davis (1987) illustrates how 

religion contribute Japan to develop. In contrast CMT argument that religion is prevention to 

development at the same time modernity. However, Davis states the functional or legitimating role of 

religion, and how religion itself has been transformed in order to accommodate its new role in 

development.14 

Another NMT scholar Banuazizi (1987) criticizes the CMT for 1) “evoking an ideal image of 

contemporary western society, (2) defining tradition in residual and negative terms, and (3) arguing that 

the Third world has to get rid of its traditional obstacles before modernization occur. Banuazizi 

                                                                 
12 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 80. 
13Wong Siu-lun, “The Applicability of Asian Family Values to Other Sociocultural Settings,”In Search of an East 
Asian Development Model, in Peter Berger and Hsin-Huang (New Brunswick: Transaction Books, 1988), pp. 142. 
14 Davis Winston, “Religion and Development: Weber and East AsiaExperience,” Understanding Political 
Development, in Myron Weiner and Samuel Huntington (Boston:Little Brown, 1987) pp. 227 -279. 
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advocates bringing tradition back; tradition can be as reflective, creative, and responsive to individual 

and collective needs as its modern counterpart can and tradition has immense potential for social 

mobilization and change.”15 Like Davis, Banuazizi points out that modernization does not necessarily 

bring about secularization. In general, NMT assume that tradition is not obstacle to development, in 

contrast, sometimes it become opportunity for accelerating development. NMT, by giving examples 

from East Asian countries such as Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea, illustrate how tradition can assist 

development.  

Although, NMT demonstrate that CMT is not adequate to explain modernity and its 

Eurocentric. Generally, except accepting that secularism is not necessary condition of modernity, NMT 

confirm that democracy and industrialization are condition of modernity. Differentiate points of NMT 

from CMT is that, Modernity can be achieved without secularization and tradition is not obstacle, Wong 

(1988), Davis (1987), Banuazizi (1987). Instead of explaining and compering states with the modernity 

conditions CMT, NMT scholars explain every state’s development path. Thus instead of adapting cases 

to illustrate theory, the new modernization studies use the theory to explain individual case studies.  

“The new modernizations studies have avoided making simplistic statements or presenting single -

variable analyses. Instead, they pay attention to multi-institutional (social, cultural, political and 

economic) analyses, to multi-lineal paths of development, and to the interaction between external and 

internal factors.”16 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                                 
15 Ali Banuazizi, “Social -psychological Approach to Political Development.” Understanding Political Development 

in Myron Weiner and Samuel Huntington (Boston:Little Brown, 1987) pp. 281 -316. 
16 So, Social Change and Development, pp. 87. 
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Table 1. Comparative Analysis of Three Theories of Modernity 

                                                                                                       Theories  
Concepts                       Classic Modernization                      Neo-Modernization              

                                                             
Multiple Modernities  

Modernity ‘Holy Trinity’: economic, 
social and political 
development 

‘Holy Trinity’: economic 
Social and Political 
development 

‘Flexible Trinity’: economic, social 
and political development without 
strong correlation between them.  

Features of 
Modern Society 

Capitalist, secular, liberal 

democracy 

(Modernity is equated with  

‘Westernization’: convergence 

thesis. ) 

Capitalist liberal democracy 
(Modernity is equated with  

‘Westernization’: convergence 

thesis.) 

Many possible modernities: (e.g. 
socialist, authoritarian  etc.) 

Idea of Progress Unidirectional progress: (e.g. 
‘irreversible secularization 
thesis’ 

Development is not 
unidirectional, it could regress 
and collapse.   

Development is not unidirectional, it 
could regress and collapse.   

Development 
Processes 

‘Positive feedback loop’  
between democratization and 
economic development 

‘Positive feedback loop’  
between democratization and 
economic development 

‘Negative feedback loop’ or no 
feedback between development 
processes are possible 

Religion  Complete secularization of 
society is necessary for 
modernity 

A religiously interpretation that 
positively portrays capitalism 
and democracy is sufficient 
(i.e. Protestant ethics, Islamic 
Calvinism)  

Social development in terms of 
secularization and/or ideological 
moderation of religious groups is 
not an absolute requisite for 
modernity 

Islam Incompatible with modernity Is compatible with modernity 
and democracy 

As there are many ‘modernities’, 
there are also many ‘Islamism’, 
some of the compatible with 
modernity 

Source: Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 78. 
 

 

Despite its differences with CMT, therefore, “NMT also defines modernization as consisting 

of three inter-related elements that feed each other: social development (change in value system), 

economic development (improvements in education levels, technology and productivity) and political 

development (emergence of a stable, centralized state structure with democratic institutions).”17 In this 

regard, “it is argued that political and economic development requires a ‘supportive cultura l 

system’ that would enable the society to embrace the idea of change. This approach implies that 

some of the cultural systems in the non-Western world are not compatible with modernity. ”18. 

As a result, NMT also had been charged to be Eurocentric like its antecedent CMT. 

  

                                                                 
17 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 82. 
18 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.81. 
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2.3 Multiple Modernity Paradigm: Multiple approaches to modernity 
 

 

As we there are a lot of approaches to modernity and different schools studied and investiga ted 

it from different standpoints. Even today there are many scholars study on this topic. One of 

these school is multiple modernity. Multiple modernity studies concentrate on how different 

states/nation understand modernity and how they practice it. MMP scholars assume that 

modernity is not one model, and “Westernization” cannot be the only form of modernity 

(Eisenstadt 2000, Wagner 2000, 2008). In contrast to CMT multiple modernity assumes that 

there is not one kind of modernity and it is not necessity to non-Western states follow Western 

case to be modern. Additionally, multiple modernity scholars criticize Classic modernity 

scholars that, in fact, there was never one kind of modernity even in Europe (Eisenstadt 2000, 

2003, Filipe Carreira da Silva and Mónica Brito Vieira 2009). Moreover, modernity is a never 

ending process and it is ongoing developing and changing process. 

Multiple modernity paradigm began to emerge in the 1990s as previous modernity 

theories were not sufficient to interpret and conceptualize post-cold war world. Indeed, 

classical modernization theories were insufficient for understanding of world following the 

cold war period. Generally, previous such as, Classic Modernization Theory, Dependency 

Theory, elucidate world from two windows: black and white. “Multiple Modernities Paradigm 

goes against the view of the “classical” theories of modernization and of the convergence of 

industrial societies prevalent in the 1950s, and indeed classical sociological analyses.”19 “The 

idea of multiple modernity presumes that the best way to understand contemporary world is 

to see it as a story of continual constitution and reconstitution of a multiplicity of cultura l 

programs.”20 Culture has an important place in multiple modernity paradigm. Contrast to, 

classical modernization theory multiple modernity approach assumes that, modernity is not 

single-sided. 

MMP attest the possibility of different paths to modernity beyond the singular 

perception of human evolution which defined by CMT and NMT known “Westernization” 

(Eisenstadt 1996; Wagner 2000; Wittrock 2000; Schmidt 2005). MMP re-conceptualized 

                                                                 
19 Shmuel N. Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities,” Daedalus 129 (2000): pp. 1. 
20 Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities ,” pp. 2. 
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modernity as expansive process and it has very different models and Western modernity is 

one of the possible way of them (Tiejun 2007; Lee 2006). The concept of modernizat ion 

defined by MMP as “a process of systemic changes”, which “direction and results cannot be 

predicted.”21. As Eisenstadt (2000) states and acknowledges in his study it generally accepted 

that modernity emerged in Europe firstly from the 17th century onwards, however, its 

interpretation and implementation was different according to different society. The definit ion 

of modernity provided by MMP focuses on its distinct character from preceding periods, 

largely fitting to the conceptualization of Anthony Giddens(1990). 

 

How should we identify the discontinuities which separate modern social 

institutions from the traditional social orders? Several features are involved. 
One is the sheer peace of change which era of modernity sets into motion. 
Traditional civilization may have been considerably more dynamic than other 

pre-modern systems, but the rapidity of change in conditions of modernity is 
extreme. If this is perhaps most obvious in respect of technology, it also 

pervades all other spheres. A second discontinuity is the scope of change. As 
different areas of the globe are drawn into interconnection with one another, 
waves of social transformation crash across virtually the whole of the earth’s 

surface. A third feature concerns the intrinsic nature of modern institutions. 
Some modern social forms are simply not found in prior historical periods such 

as the political system of the nation-state, or the thoroughgo ing 
commodification of products and wage labor.22  

 

Characteristics which emerged in West as features of modernity (industrialization, 

urbanization, democratic statehood institutions, secular society) that was the measurement for 

evaluating societies modern and unmodern no longer is not available. Today, nearly all 

societies possess these features in different forms. Moreover, as Eisenstdat (2000:2) argues 

some states use the economic features which same in West however, they do not construct 

political institutions such as the West. In this context, “MMP argues that characters that 

societies adopt can differ according to society and their cultural worldview.”23 

Contrary to CMT, multiple modernities paradigm suggests culture coexisting 

modernity approach. Which means there is not only integrated Eurocentric model of 

modernity. From the view of multi- modernities, “modernity crystallizes around major human 

                                                                 
21 Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities,” pp. 3. 
22 Anthony Giddens, The Consequences of Modernity (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1990), pp. 6. 
23 Volker Schmidt, “Multiple Modernities or Varieties of Modernity?,” Current Sociology 54 (2006): pp.80.   
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civilizations, such as European, Japanese civilization, Indian (or Hindu) civilization, Islamic 

civilization, all of which leave their imprint on the institutions of society, giving them their 

peculiar shape and ‘colour’, as it were.” 24 For analyzing countries like Japan and French it is 

clearly can be seen that they are different. Understanding and using of industrial things in 

daily life, impacts of products to daily life are different. However, it does not mean that they 

have no similarities as well as they have significant differences either.  

When we compare different industrialized and democratic countries, differences are 

emerge. For instance, liberal capitalism is peculiar to Anglo-American societies but in Japan 

and Germany there are coordinated or non-liberal capitalism. Differences are not only in 

economy and policy but also it can seem in medicine, science education and so on. Each 

country has it is on structure of modernization and continue it is function indigenous ly. 

According to, Schmidt (2006) it is clear that there are varieties of modernity. All in all, 

modernization continue it is developing and changes its assumptions in course of time. 

“One of the main claim of multiple modernities paradigm is that modernity and 

Westernization are not identical. In addition, the main features of modernity assumed by CMT 

and NMT economic, political and social development are not necessarily positively correlated 

with each other.”25 “Development of democratization and secularization do not occur 

simultaneously in non-Western countries and the modernization process produces unique 

types of modernities that are shaped by the particularities of the historical conditions in a given 

society.”26 For instance, “a society may have made great strides towards industrialization, 

urbanization and mechanization while traditional and religious values may remain deeply 

entrenched and/or that society may be governed by various types of authoritarian regimes 

rather than possessing the liberal democratic institution seen in the Western world. In this 

regard, for instance, it is noted that many of secular regimes that have emerged in the non-

Western world such as the former Soviet Union, the People’s Republic of China and the 

Kemalist Turkey of the 1930s have had authoritarian structure, not liberal democracies.”27 

Moreover, when we analyze European countries we easily can see that even in 

Europe there were never existed one kind of/understanding of modernity. For example, even 

in two neighbor countries German and France have different practice of modernity 

                                                                 
24 Schmidt, “Multiple Modernities or Varieties of Modernity?,” pp. 80. 
25 Peter Wagner,  Modernity: Understanding the Present (Cambrige: Polity press, 2012), pp. XIII. 
26 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.85. 
27 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.85. 
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republic/fascist. Moreover, in contrast to Classic modernization scholars assume that Western 

part of world became modern from eighteen centuries Björn Wittrock (2000) shows that “until 

Great War virtually no European country had the type of political order that classic modernist 

scholars defined as emblematic of modernity.”28 

According to multiple modernity paradigm, modernization is ongoing process of 

economic, political and social transformation. “One of the most important characteristic of 

modernity is simply its potential capacity for continual self-correction.”29 One of the main 

differences between CMT and MMP scholars is the first ones assume that modernity ending 

process when every country reaches high degree of production, however, second ones support 

that modernity ongoing process of change and it never end. Moreover, MMP entirely different 

in its methodology than its opponent theories –CMT and NMT- towards studying 

modernization in non-Western context. “While the two mainstream analyze modernizat ion 

with the assumption that economic, social, and political development processes positive ly 

impact on each other and that they should be analyzed in conjunction, MMP suggests that the 

more effective way is to scrutinize each process separately without presupposing their positive 

correlation.”30 

Although the explanation of modernity through the MMP lens are much more 

embracing than its predecessors in assessing country cases individually, MMP also had been 

criticized by scholars. The understanding of ‘modernity’ offered by influential thinkers of 

MMP such as Samuel N. Eisenstadtis found by some scholars to be excessively subjective and 

socially constructivist to the point of losing the ability to define the term altogether (Matin 

2012; Chakrabarty 2011; Schmidt 2006;). 

MMP has been criticized that it did not clearly identify the distinct features of 

modernity for explaining modernity and distinguish modern one from traditional (Fourie 

2012, Schmidt 2006).  However, MMP approach draw new understanding of modernization. 

It does not mean that institutions which give shape to society are different. Of course, modern 

societies have common characteristics in the structural complexity of their states and 

development levels in economy; however they do not need to have the same cultura l 

worldview or governance type. “MMP envisages a hybrid model of modernity that takes into 

                                                                 
28  Björn Wittrock, “Modernity: One, None, or Many? European origins and Modernity as Global Condition” 

Multiple Modernities in Shmuel N. Eisenstadt (ed) (New Brunswick and London: Transaction Publishers, 2002), 
pp. 35. 
29 Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities,” pp. 11. 
30 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.85. 
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account heterogeneous characteristics that emerge as a result uneven development rather than 

the over-simplistic portrayal of the clash between modern and tradition.”31 

MMP actually puts forward a distinct framework to define modernity: “a modern 

society is one that has experienced a process of transformation in the fields of politica l, 

economic and social development.”32 However, in contrast to the claims of CMT and NMT, 

which are known as the “holy trinity”, the necessary correlation of social, economic, and 

political development, MMP illustrate flexible correlation between these features (Table 1).  

Moreover, MMP assume that modernization is ongoing process and this ongoing process does 

not mean that will be better than previous one. It is ongoing process according to multip le 

modernity and it consist of upheavals. 

So far we are discussed the understanding and explanation of modernity through the 

perspectives of modernity schools. In the next part of the chapter we are going to study 

interactions between modernity and religion, economic and political development. 

  

                                                                 
31 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.88. 
32 Wagner,  Modernity, pp. 10. 
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2.4 Components of Modernity 
 

2.4.1 Modernity and social development: Religion and Secularization  

 

Max Weber (1997) first sociologist that explained correlation between religion and 

development/progress in his well-known study, The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of 

Capitalism, have shaped understanding of religion by both CMT and NMT . Weber (1997) in 

his study states that how the Western society made dramatic change by assimilating the 

rationality of the Enlightenment which emerged in XVII and XVIII centuries. The process of 

Enlightenment required the alteration of unscientific metaphysical, religious with rational 

scientific knowledge. The concept of rationality, generally, is referred to secularization which 

mean the “rule of logic” in society. With the development of rational/scientific studies and its 

influence to progress and change in economy and structure of society that was accepted as a 

modernization process. The Western experience of secular/rational society and strengthening 

Western part of world than other parts, used by CMT and NMT scholars that secularization is 

supporting progress and one of the key distinct attribute of modernization.  

As we mentioned above, CMT scholars define the concept of modernity in terms of 

Enlightenment which explain and interpret everything through the perspective of rationalis t. 

Modern society is a society which accept superiority of reason over religion and all other 

metaphysical and irrational beliefs. Based on this understanding of modernization it has 

argued that religion and modernity are incompatible (Gay 1966; Kedourie 1992; So 1992; 

Göksel 2014). Therefor CMT scholars indicate secularization as one of the “holy trinity” to 

distinguish modern from traditional.  

However, it is important to mention that, “Weber emphasized in his study some sect 

of religion can assist progress. He discusses about Protestantism in Christianity, in addition to 

Protestantism, Confucianism also have been described by classical modernization theorists as 

potentially beneficial for achieving modernity. In contrast, Islam constantly viewed as a 

“barrier” to development, incompatible with the idea of progress.”33 According to CMT, for 

instance, Huntington (1984), “argues that authoritarianism is inherent in Islam and that a 

predominantly Muslim society could never become democratic without undertaking a 

                                                                 
33 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.88. 
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complete secularization program.”34 As CMT proffer “irreversible secularization thesis”, 

secularization once is launched, it will initiate a self-sustainable process that elimina te 

religiosity, as secularization begin in Muslim countries it will continue. However, in the 

context of Iran and Turkey in 1970s and 1980s we witnessed opposite movements.  

Moreover, “the negative portrayal of the role of Islam in social change processes put 

forward by CMT has been challenged by scholars of NMT such as Niklas Luhman (1984) as 

well as by sociologists of religion such as Bryan S. Turner (1984) who point out that 

characteristics of Islam –such as it emphasis on the contribution of merchants to society and 

praise of trade- are actually compatible with the concept of a modernity defined as and 

industrialized capitalist society.”35  It is important to mention that in contrast to CMT, NMT 

scholars assume compatibility of religion and modernity (Banuazizi 1987; Davis 1987;  

Luhman 1984; ). NMT assume that in some point traditional belief and religion can accelerate 

modernization process.  

In the context of secularization MMP propound different understanding of religion. 

MMP scholars state that secularization is not a precondition for modernity (Wagner 2012, 

Göksel 2015). As MMP acknowledges there are many original types of non-Western 

modernities, it states that there are many different understanding and interpretation religious 

belief systems as Islam. While analyzing different sects approach towards modernity it not 

incompatible unlike it is may positively impact on economic, political and democratic 

modernity. Moreover, by interpreting and interacting with its values Islam re constructing 

different types of modernity which unlike Western model of modernity, as a result, MMP and 

Islamic modernity mutually contribute to each other.  

 

2.4.2 Modernity, Economic Development and Democratization 

 

 

CMT and NMT scholars argue that economic development lead to 
democratization in modernizing societies. This is derived from an established 

view in social theory proposed by thinkers such as Karl Marx and Barrington 
Moore. The link between economic development and democratization cab be 

                                                                 
34 Samuel p. Huntington. “Will  More Countries Become Democratic?,” Political Science Quarterly 99  (1984): pp. 

208-209. 
35 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.89. 
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described as a “positive feedback loop” in which both processes “feed” from 

one another and sustain the continuation of each other.36 

 

Both theories adherents defended their idea arguments through world issues. 

However, during second half of XX century and even in XXI century most of the 

economically undeveloped countries are authoritarian and most developed countries are 

democracies in the world. Even though some scholars Lipset (1959) stated that democracy is 

latter stage of modernization processes, due to development of economy and increase in 

literacy rate, economic development and democracy correlatively were seen as a one of the 

condition achieve modernity. 

However, ““the positive feedback loop’ is one of the critical hypotheses of from both 

mainstream theories that MMP strongly contests in its framework of modernity. ”37 MMP 

evaluate “positive feedback loop” concept as the Eurocentric explanation of modernity 

because it was inferred from the modernization experience of the Western world. In contrast, 

when we analyze non-Western world countries modernization processes the positive feedback 

loop is not applicable. For instance, modernized countries such as Russia, The People’s of 

China, and Singapore are authoritarian regimes which have not formed liberal democratic 

state structures despite their high levels of industrialization, urbanization and economic 

development. Another example, we can add is Japan which, despite its economic 

industrialization and development it did applied democratic state structure until the US 

invasion.  

Consequently, MMP argues that as there is not necessary correlation between 

economic development and democratization. Therefore, it must not be taken as measurement 

of modernity. “Rather than putting a specific model to define the link between economic 

development and democratization such as the positive feedback loop of CMT and NMT, 

“uncertainty” is the principle adopted by MMP as it is possible to refer to country cases 

supporting or contesting the existence of a strong correlation between the two variables.”38 

 

                                                                 
36 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.90. 
37 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.90. 
38 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.91. 
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2.4.3 A Critique of mainstream Theories; Re-Conceptualizing Modernity and 

Modernization 

 

As we mentioned above from the initial CMT was criticized by Dependency theory and World 

System theory. However, NMT reanalyzed and reconstructed CMT in the1970s and 1990s by 

considering world system and states development. Nevertheless, NMT also in some point 

followed CMT path and could not prevent to be criticized as Eurocentric modernizat ion 

theory. “In this regard, critics such as Anthony Giddens, Michael Mann, Jeffrey C. Alexander, 

and Kamran Matin offer insightful analysis that are very helpful for a more realistic and 

objective comprehension of modernity and modernization through the lens of MMP.”39 

 

2.4.3.1 “Side Effects” of Modernization 

 

As Alvin So (1990) states in his study the theoretical and sociological background of CMT 

and NMT is the evolutionary social theory. “As Parsons took the US as the most modernized 

or developed country its period, he argued that the ultimate destination of modernity resembles 

to the US whose modernization evaluated as path of US.”40 

Modernity is understood by CMT and NMT as “progress”, “development” and 

“perfection” which generally can found in studies of Hegel, Jon Stuart Mill, Auguste Comte, 

Karl Marx and so on among nineteenth century scholars. Even though, they had offered 

different path towards development and modernization, in general, they explained 

deterministic way of modernization/development, progress and peace. For instance, Karl 

Marx, interpreted world history as linear direction which humanity ever directed towards 

golden age can be realized through transition from capitalism to socialism and finally 

communism, “whereas it is referred to as the “free market, liberal democratic modernity” by 

proponents of CMT and NMT”41 such as Rostow, Lerner, Huntington and Fukuyama  

In nineteenth century progress in Europe romanticized scholars about bright future 

of humanity. Moreover, scholars such as Mill, Comte, and Marx argued the enlargement of 

European expansion as acculturation of traditional societies rest of the West.  They believed 

                                                                 
39 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model ,” pp.92. 
40 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.92. 
41 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.93. 



 

26 
 

that as the world accept and apply Western values which gained it as result of enlightenment 

process whole world population will achieve happiness. It was true in some point, life 

conditions were easy and standard was high than ever period of history. However, 

industrialization and progress bring together madness as well, and history of mankind 

witnessed two devastating world war in consequence of “modernization”.  In fact, “people 

witnessed with many problems as the “side effects of modernity”, such as imperialism, global 

environmental pollution, extinction of various animal species, total industrialization of war, 

nuclear weapons and many others.”42 

Although modernization bring some good conditions for humanity, it is not as the 

ideal form which CMT and NMT define it. It brought together mass destruction of human 

historical heritage and nature. For instance, “democracy” is one of the project in which 

modernity supporters claim that it is ideal system mankind ever discovered. But from the its 

emergence from eighteenth century in the West and in non-Western states fight and kill each 

other in the name of democracy and alteration of state system and institution. Moreover, even 

in twenty-first centuries some state were occupied in the name of “democratization” (Iraq and 

Afghanistan). However, the invasion in the name of “democracy and modernity” non-Western 

countries can be evaluated as colonialist invasion, which Mill, Comte, Marx, supported 

colonialism policy in the name of export of civilization. CMT and NMT explain and define 

the modernity only from progress and development perspective as “pinnacle of human 

civilization” which is very problematic. 

In contrast to CMT and NMT, MMP explain without offering any modernity model. 

As Göksel (2014) expressed, 

 a more objective way to reflect upon modernity is provided by MMP 
as this school of thought aims to study the process of modernization and all 
its contingent consequences without presenting the path and its results as 

virtuous or even ideal. Instead, the lens provided by MMP is to comprehend 
it impartially as part of the human experience, with its usual risks and troubles 

MMP strictly refrains from charging modernity, or more accurately 
“modernities”, with a positive value judgement. Modernity is conceptualized 
by MMP in terms of institutional centralization and economic development, 

lacking the liberal democratic element found in CMT and NMT. 
Nevertheless, MMP is superior to mainstream theories of modernity as its 

framework acknowledges the possibility of ‘the dark sides’ of modernity 
which has been badly neglected by CMT and NMT.43   

                                                                 
42 Giddens, The Consequences of Modernity, pp. 7-9. 
43 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.94. 
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2.4.3.2 Determinism and Eurocentrism in CMT and NMT 

 

As we discussed in the CMT and NMT parts one of the negative points of these theories is 

determinism and Eurocentrism. CMT and NMT assume the only path to achieve modernity 

and development is the Western countries experience. “CMT and NMT can be thought as the 

voice of Western cultural hegemony reproducing a universalist discourse to legitimize the 

existing world order that is based on an unequal balance of power between Western and non-

Western societies.”44 However, as we have seen, from the CMT scholars point they presented 

Western state modernization as a model to non-Western states. In fact, it can also can be seen 

that the theoretical construction and features of CMT and NMT theories originated from the 

Western country cases. As a result, these theories advocate to the Eurocentric outlook. 

Eurocentrism is an approach that understand the world through the western centric values. 

Supporters of Eurocentrism emphasize that the Western countries are developed and non-

Western world should imitate their way to achieve development.  Consequently, Eurocentr ism 

is application of the Western cultures, values and science as the West did in non-Western 

world, which CMT and NMT advocate the same understanding.  

In this regard, a strong critique can be found in Giddens who states that globalizat ion 

should be conceptualized as a “process of uneven development” that does not necessarily 

result in convergence but also divergence from the characteristics of Western modernity: 

Is modernity peculiarly Western from the standpoint of its globalizing 

tendencies? No. It cannot be, since we are speaking here of emergent forms 
of world interdependence and planetary consciousness. The ways in which 

these issues are approached and coped with, however, will inevitably involve 
conceptions and strategies derived from non-Western settings. For neither the 
radicalizing of modernity nor the globalizing of social life are processes 

which are in any sense complete. Many kinds of cultural response to such 
institutions are possible, given world cultural diversity as a whole.45 

 

As we can see from the critique modernity is not peculiarly Western and its 

confrontation with non-Western states and acceptance and reconstruction produce divergent 

forms of modernity. However, it is the point of multiple modernity, interpret modernizat ion 

                                                                 
44 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp.95. 
45 Giddens, The Consequences of Modernity, pp. 175. 
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process differently from CMT and NMT. Modernization is not one faced linearly directed 

progress and its realization not identical in every society.  

 

2.4.3.3 International Context 

 

Despite the fact that MMP assumes non-determinist framework of modernization it not totally 

abnegates the role of Western modernization influence and Western states role in third world 

countries modernization processes. As Huntington(1988) stated in non-Western countries 

especially Muslim states the modernity is unpredictable, MMP also acknowledges that “the 

international context causes the modernization experience of non-Western cases to be 

unpredictable.”46 In this case “MMP’s understanding is compatible with the ‘uneven and 

combined development theory’(U&CD), which offers insights into the crucial role of the 

“international” in modernization and social change process of non-Western countries. U&CD 

theory introduces three generalizable principles related to the impact of international context 

or external actors on the modernization experience of non-Western societies: the whip of 

external necessity, substitution and historical reshuffling.”47. As a country which definite ly 

influenced soviet types of modernization, Azerbaijan modernization trajectory regulated by 

soviet system which even after its independence this influence can be felt.  

The concept of substitution refers to the unpredictable impact of foreign ideas and 

products on a modernizing society (Göksel 2014). As the after occupation of Azerbaijan from 

1920 till its re-independence in 1991 its modernization trajectory regulated by Soviet 

communist ideology. As the system is not produced in the inside of society and its dynamics 

go unheard in its first gap it can collapse and which as it happened in the end of twentieth 

century.  

Despite the fact that CMT and NMT partially presupposes can be accepted true, 

humanity would eventually converge towards Western modernity, building liberal democratic 

system, even after collapse of Soviet Union except, Baltic countries, post-soviet countries is 

leading uncertain way of modernity. However, in the case of Azerbaijan we are going to 
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evaluate its trajectory and try to identify, which modernization theory most applicable or 

explain Azerbaijan modernization dynamics.  

 

2.5 Conclusion 
 

The chapter presented theoretical approaches to modernity and their distinct features and 

understanding from modernity. As we expressed, CMT totally understand and explain 

modernity from Western standpoint and generalize Western experience of modernization for 

non-Western societies as well. According to CMT, the characteristics of modernity are, which 

called “holy trinity” secular, economic/industrial and political/democratic developments. 

While, CMT and NMT explain modernity through the “positive feedback loop” and 

interconnectedness of these three elements of modernity, and all of them together should be 

evaluated in modernization experience, MMP refuses to presupposes such a correlation and 

assesses respectively all of these social changes.  

Moreover, the understanding and interaction of these three characteristics of 

modernity are different according their standpoint. As CMT generally constructed its core 

hypothesis on the experience of the modernization of Western countries it argues 

incompatibility religion and modernity. Even though, NMT try to re-conceptualize and re-

construct modernity by taking into account non-Western countries cases and religion in 

general it also could not elude been labeled as Eurocentric, and in bases it also used Western 

methodology. Moreover, NMT assessed interrelation of economic and political development 

similar to CMT. However, MMP totally refused their correlation between “holy trinity”, 

moreover, by accepting different trajectories of modernization in the non-Western world, 

firstly, it illustrates that it is not constructed on Western framework and demonstrate by 

analyzing different country case how the outcomes of modernity can differ from society to 

society. 

Part three presented critiques of various approaches of the CMT and NMT 

framework, and argued how MMP offer more inclusive approach for understand ing 

complexity of modernization process and modernity by country.  

In following chapters II am going to analyze and assess Azerbaijan case and its 

modernization trajectory according to the dimensions of modernity, respectively I will analyze 

social, economic and political developments.  
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There are also the distinctive features of modernity according to, multip le 

modernities scholars. Despite its differences with CMT, however, MMT also defines 

modernization as consisting of three elements: change in value system (social development), 

improvements in technology and productivity (economic development) and the emergence of 

state structures based on democratic institutions (political development)48.   

Besides, Wittrok (2002) support that there are some features that they are signs of 

modernity but to define modernity like Classic Modernist scholars are unacceptable.  A 

society is modern only if some key defining institutions and types of behavior can be said to 

be modern. The closest they come to a definition is to speak of certain broad trends such as 

““the industrial revolution”  “the democratic revolution” and “the educational revolution”, in 

the last two centuries, the evolution of these trends is supposed to have been sufficient ly 

distinctive features of modernity.”49   

Changes during last two centuries made popular the concept of modernity, yet, it is 

not totally analyzed which actors also played defining and developing of modernity. Wittrock  

(2002), claim that every nation has its own way in modernization process. Additionally, he 

put forward the term of “promissory notes” that explains his approach to modernity. 

According to, his understanding of modernity, cultural emphasize played big role in 

structuring and constituted of modernity. “Promissory notes may serve as generalized 

reference points in debates and political confrontations. They providing structuring principles 

behind the formation of new institutions. As a result, modernity may understood as cultura lly 

constituted and institutionally entrenched.”50 

These approaches are common for multiple modernity scholars they support that 

when we compare different industrialized and democratic countries differences are emerge. 

All in all, modernization continue it is developing and changes its assumptions in course of 

time. 

Another difference between classic modernist scholars and multiple modernist 

scholars is: culture. Multiple modernization theorists assume that secularization is not 

distinctive significance of modernization, moreover, it is possible that non secularist country 

can be modern, such as, Turkey. In some historical point of Turkey secularization was the 
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49 Wittrock, “Modernity”, pp. 33. 
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sign; were understood equal with modernization. However, religion was important influence 

in the modern history of Turkey there in every period. Furthermore, the study of Oğuzhan 

Göksel (2015) “Turkish modernization shows that religious norms can co-exist with 

modernity. Turkey, a phenomenon that strongly challenges the CMT as Islamism did not 

disappear with rapid economic development but transformed itself.”51   

Another main difference between multiple modernity and classic modernist theories 

are correlation between economic development and democratization process. As it mentioned 

before, classic modernity assume that once economic development begin it is unstoppable 

process and it should develop with democracy. In contrast, classic modernist approach 

multiple modernization paradigm claims that there is not imperative correlation between two 

processes. It can be clearly inferred from world history, such as Soviet Union and Singapore 

there were not democratization but Soviet Union was and now Singapore is a developed 

country. In case of Soviet Union, it is also can be seen that there are exist non-Western way 

of modernity. Despite to, classic modernist scholars, which they assume that modernizat ion 

can be successful by capitalist entrepreneurship and privatization, Soviet Union have practiced 

state centric modernization way and in short period they successfully became modern and 

economic developed country. 

 The MMP strongly assert that Westernization cannot be the only form of modernity 

and that alternative paths emerge in non-Western contexts as a result of the particula r 

conditions of these societies (Wagner, 2012; Eisenstadt, 2000). “The main premise of the 

MMP is “that forms of modernity are so varied and contingent on culture and historica l 

circumstance that the term itself must be spoken of in the plural.”52 The approach of multip le 

modernity, has argued that “modernity continues to have an undeniable global impact, but that 

this impact is so radically mediated by the historical and cultural backgrounds of each society 

it encounters that it makes more sense to speak of the concept in the plural.”53  

However, “the contribution of the multiple modernities paradigm lies in the thesis 

that cultural and historical backgrounds lead different civilizations to have sufficient ly 

different interpretations of these core features so as to result in various distinct ive 

“modernities.” “Multiple modernity is therefore notable – and controversial – among theories 

                                                                 
51 Oguzhan Goksel, In Search of a Non-Eurocentric Understanding of Modernization: Turkey as a Case of 

“Multiple Modernities,” Mediterranean Politics 21 (2016): pp. 11. 
52 Göksel, “Multiple Modernities,” pp. 7. 
53 Elsje Fourie, “A future for the theory of multiple modernities: Insights from the new modernization theory” 
Journal Social Science Information, 51(2012); pp. 54.  
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of modernity for its reliance on comparative civilizational analysis.”54 Multiple modernity 

paradigm, places a strong emphasis on the cultural elements of modernity. It asserts that there 

are cultural and historical background of knowledge of societies impacting a country’s in 

modernization process. As all multiple modernity scholars assume that it is not true talk one 

modernity which generally, understand westernization, multiple modernity explain 

modernization ongoing changing process, which every nation and culture participated in this 

process. Moreover, modernization is not one faced and one direction process every nation and 

culture has interpreted it to its value and culture.  

Generally, in both cultural and institutional terms, modernity, from the very inception 

of its basic ideas in Europe, has been characterized by a high degree of variability in 

institutional forms and conceptual constructions. It has provided reference points that have 

become globally relevant and that have served as structuring principles behind institutiona l 

projects on a world wide scale. Thus, we may look upon modernity as an age when certain 

structuring principles have come to define a common global condition. The existence, of this 

common global condition does not mean that members of any single cultural community are 

about to relinquish their ontological and cosmological assumptions, much less their traditiona l 

institutions. It means, however, that “continues interpretation, reinterpretation, and 

transformations of those commitments and institutional structures cannot but take account of 

the commodity of the global condition of modernity. This basic characteristic of modernity 

has been an inherent feature even in the restricted context of the Western part of Europe. It is 

now a characteristic that is becoming apparent on global scale.”55  
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CHAPTER 3 

 

3.1 MODERNIZATION TRAJECTORY OF AZERBAIJAN  

 

 

3.1.1 Introduction 

 

 

As it has been discussed in chapter I, social change and secularization or application modern 

institutions in society is one of the main characteristics of modernization theories. Application of 

modern institutions in a society varies from society to society, moreover, understanding and 

explanation of social change is also changing according to the theories. As society is a dynamic 

entity and continuously changing, we are going to analyze trajectory of Azerbaijan from 1870s 

until modern times.  

There are two important point I have two mention: first of all, when I talk about 

Azerbaijan I mean “North Azerbaijan”, which is independent from Azerbaijan and gained its 

independence with the collapse of Soviet Union. The other Azerbaijan under control of Iran, 

which is generally called South Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan divided to parts North and South after 

two wars and agreements between Iran and Tsarist Russia in 1813 and 1828, respectively. After 

separation they followed different path under different empires. Second, I accept the 1870s as a 

key point in history of Azerbaijan, it can be valued as the enlightenment and renaissance period 

of Azerbaijan, as result they established the first Republic in the Muslim world. 

As I mentioned, Azerbaijan gained its independence with the collapse of the Soviet 

Union. Before that it first was controlled by the Tsarist Empire, although, she got its 

independence with the Bolshevik Revolution, in the 1920s, Soviets occupied Azerbaijan and she 

was member of one fifteen republics making up the Soviet Union. Therefore, Azerbaijan has very 

uneven development history. As we are going to look at three main elements of modernity: social 

change, economic, and political development, one should have periodization to appropriate 

version. Therefore, as historical changes were very definitive in society it also is accepted as 

periods in the modernization process.  
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In the following part I am going to study three components of modernity: social change, 

economic, and political development, respectively, in context of Azerbaijan. This chapter three 

focus on social development in Azerbaijan. I will focus on Social change and secularization, in 

the chapter four I will analyze Economic and in the chapter five I study Political development.    

 

 

3.2. Social Change and Secularization 
 

 

3.2.1 Introduction  

 

As mentioned above periodization is very important because of the social and political shift in 

structural management in Azerbaijan. Accordingly, I am going to discuss components of 

modernity in three terms respectively. It is useful to emphasize the Azerbaijan occupation by 

Tsarist Russia began in 1813 and it finished in 1828. As the Empire consolidated its power in 

Azerbaijan after the 1930s, rebel movements began to intervene in the structural management of 

Azerbaijan. Tsar applied different reforms in religion, in education, and in government 

institutions (Swietochowski (1985); Saray (2010); Orucov (2012)).  

Before the occupation, Azerbaijan was ruled by different local Khanates such as: 

Kharabakh, Iravan, Ganja, Khuba, Baku, and Shirvan. After the invasion, the local institutions 

were somehow continued until the 1860s-70s. However, after 1872, reforms to the feudal system 

began to change to the capitalist system. But until that time it is important to mention control and 

rule of the Muslim society regime was established two institutions: Sheikh al-Islam in 1823 (for 

Shias) and in 1932 the Mufti (for Sunnis)56, respectively. These two institutions were responsible 

for religions affairs and their managers - Sheik and Mufti -  were taking salary from the 

government.  

 

                                                                 
56 Although North Azerbaijan was under control Shi’a empire Safavi, half of North Azerbaijan is Sunni Muslim. 
Because of differences in some application of Islamic Law between this sects, it was important for Muslim in 
Azerbaijan have to been controlled by their sects. However, there are different interpretations that these to 

different institutions established as a result of colonialist policy. (See more detailed information Hasanov, 2011, 
pp. 46-47).  
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3.2.2 Social order from the 1870s to the Soviet occupation in 1920 

 

In the South Caucasus, the Tsar had two rivals: Iran and the Ottoman Empire, therefore, the Tsar 

was not interested in totally change the system in this region and used to control with a colonia l 

approach. However, after a half century of the 1870s, they began to change local system and 

establish governmental and society system according to the Tsar’s empire. By reforms in 1872 

the regime orders a change to the feudal system and its initial point of construction was a 

capitalist system (Swietochowski (1985); Saray (2010); Orucov (2012); Bunyadov and Yusifov 

(2005)).  

Before the invasion and in the following years’, the main education system was a 

traditional Islamic system, like a Madrasa. However, with the 1850s and the 1860s, a new 

education system appeared in Muslim Azerbaijan. Pioneers of this type of education were some 

local intellectuals such as Abbaskulu Aga Bakukhanlı (1794-1846), Mirza Feth Ali Akhundzade 

(1812-1878), Seyyid Azim Shirvani (1835-1888), Hasan Melikzade Zerdabi (1837-1907), and 

Nagafbay Vazirov (1854-1926), which were educated in a new type education in Russia. 

Excluding some exceptions, such as Akhundov, they were Muslim and worked to improve the 

schooling system in Azerbaijan. Akhundov was an atheist however, he tried to develop his 

motherland and the Muslim society as well. He wrote a lot of narratives and novels to awaken 

people from ignorance and criticized the traditional Molla and Akhund sect systems. Moreover, 

he prepared “an alphabet and writing system to change old traditional Arabic language system to 

Turkic with understandable grammar. Even he presented his work to the Ottoman Grand vizie r 

and stated his claim: 1) the reason for ignorance in Muslim Turks is the Arabic language system 

and 2) the Arabic language is not a religious duty.”57  

Another important action of the 1870s is the first newspaper was published in Turkish 

language “Ekinci” “farmer” and it was first newspaper in the Empire published in the Turkic 

Azerbaijani language. “Ekinci” made its first publication on 4 August 1875 and it was a pioneer 

in Azerbaijan intellectual and press history that contributed to education and moderniza tion in 

the country. Intellectuals and writers in this newspaper emphasized education, literacy, and 

religious aspects and tried to construct nationalist ideologies, which as a result they established 

an independent country. Intellectuals not only struggled with colonialist policy but also 

supporters of the traditional education system.  However, “some intellectual religious people also 

                                                                 
57 Mehmet Saray, Quzey və Güney Azərbaycan Türklərinin Tarixi, (The History of the North and the South 
Azerbaijan Turks) (Bakı: Şərq-Qərb, 2010), pp. 219. 
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emphasized the importance of education. For instance, Kadı Hagi Seyyid Uniszade and his 

brother Celaleddin Uniszade published journals in name Ziya and Ziya-i Caucasus (1879-1884) 

and Keshkul (1883-1891).”58 In these journals they and some other intellectuals wrote about 

religious and education reforms and they promoted to society on the importance education and 

enlightenment and they also emphasized the importance of alphabet reform as well.  

The colonial policy of the Empire did not permit the opening of Azerbaijani schools 

until 1887 and at this time first Rus-Tatar59 school was founded by Sultan Mejid Ganizade and 

Habibullah Bey Mahmutbeyov. In this and the following schools they taught religious and 

modern science (Hasanov 2011, Orucov 2012). Because of a deficiency of teachers, most of 

schools could not continue their education during this time. Moreover, as the Muslim people 

were not inclined to send their children to Russian schools, these problem was continued until 

the first decade of the Soviet invasion.  

In 1872 the Tsar gave orders about religion and education, which according to this order, 

Azerbaijani Muslim cannot continue their religious education in the Ottoman Empire and Iran 

(Hesenov (2011); Orucov (2012); Ismayılov (2007)). With this order the Tsar aimed to rupture 

Azerbaijani from the two Muslim countries and inspire Azerbaijan to became a part of the 

Russian empire. It can be counted as the first step of the beginning of the secularization process. 

As there were not enough religious school in Azerbaijan, in contrast there were increasing 

demand towards a modern education system. Another important point is that in Azerbaijan, most 

of the pioneers of a modern education system were religious people in comparison with Iran and 

the Ottoman Empire.  

With the occupation of the Tsar’s Empire, Azerbaijani Muslims followed a different 

path than their two neighbor Islamic countries, the Ottoman Empire and Iran. Although 

Azerbaijani intelligentsia found the stability and consolidation of national unity in nationalism, 

they never were opposed to religion. Moreover, in the due course of the time they used Islam as 

the term Ummah to support their nationalistic ideas. In this regard I should take into account both 

Sunni and Shite Muslim live in Azerbaijan, and empire policy was to use each group to suppress 

other: divide and rule policy. Thus the intelligentsia was interested to find national ideas that did 

not divide, in contrast, unite people. As a result, “Turkish nationalism emerged as the combining 

                                                                 
58 Behram Hasanov, Azerbaycan’da Din: Sovyetler’den Bağımsızlığa Hafıza Dönüşümleri (Religion in Azerbaijan 
from Soviets to independence period) (Istanbul: Isam, 2011), pp. 47-48.  
59 Tatar- This word used to define Azerbaijani Turks in the beginning of Tsar invasion and only with the 

independence of Azerbaijan the word officially used to refer Azerbaijan. However, during the Soviet term, the 
word Tatar=Turk officially changed Azerbaijani. 
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idea not only in North Azerbaijan, but also both South Azerbaijan and for the Ottoman Turks. In 

this respect Ali Bay Huseyinzade and Ahmed Agaoglu are generally accepted as the founders of 

Turkish nationalism.”60  

However, the Azerbaijan intelligentsia tried to develop economically and the social 

reality of society, they emphasized and embraced religious values as well. There were some 

reasons why the intelligentsia found religion as one of the entities of its national identity. First of 

all, the Russian Tsarist imperialist policy towards Azerbaijan and the religious discrimination 

Azerbaijan intelligentsia. For instance, “even though Alimardan Topchubashov graduated 

ranking first in department of law at Saint Petersburg University, he was not permitted to continue 

his academic education because he was Muslim and they offered him to continue only if he 

changed his religion to Orthodox Christianity.”61 Second, there were some other examples that 

during orders about self-management of cities, Muslim deputies were prevented to enter the 

council. In the beginning of the twentieth century most of the governmental and management 

jobs were applied by Russians or Armenians. Moreover, the imperialistic policy even did not 

allow for the development of the local bourgeoisies (Swietochowski 1985; Hesenov 2011; 

Ismayılov 2007). Third, there were no powerful religious authority in comparison with the 

Ottoman Empire and Iran. As a result, whenever the intelligentsia emphasized the importance of 

modernization and modern education, religious institutions could not resist because of their 

weaknesses. Over and above, against the religious opposition, the intelligentsia differed, as to 

what is religious and non-religious. As mentioned above, the intelligentsia claimed using the 

Arabic alphabet is not a religious duty, at the same time they tried to differentiate the conceptual 

separation of religious and non-religious (Hesenov 2011; Orucov 2012). 

Although the intelligentsia and bourgeoisie classes consisted of “Bay” and “Aga”62 class 

members generally, because of the Tsarism discrimination policy against Muslims, they naturally 

found themselves together with people struggling against Tsarism policy and its local supporters, 

the “Armenians”. In the beginning, “Muslim representatives were one third of the city dumas in 

the big cites of Azerbaijan though they consisted of 85% of voters and were protested by 

intelligentsia and bourgeoisie63. As a result of religious discrimination, the Azerbaijani 

intelligentsia found themselves in search of a national identity and a supporter of religious values. 

                                                                 
60 Saray, “Azərbaycan Türklərinin Tarixi,” pp. 222-225. 
61 Vügar İmanov, Alimerdan Topçubaşı (1865-1934), (Istanbul: Boğaziçi yay, 2003), pp. 25.  
62 This terms are used to identify higher level of social class in Azerbaijan before and during Tsar Russian 

invasion. Bay and Aga was in charge in local self-administration and most of land was in property of this class.  
63 Hesenov, “Azerbaycanda Din,” pp. 58.  
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Against imperialistic policy and local supporters of it Armenians Azerbaijani religious scholars 

and intelligentsia saw Islam as uniting value despite their sect differ. 

The bourgeoisie class also supported the modernization and development of Azerbaijan 

and its national identity. Philanthropic bourgeoisies such as Hagı Zeynalabdin Taghiyev, 

Murtuza Mukhtarov, Shamsi Asadullayev, and Yusif Aga Dadashov were sponsors of 

newspapers, journals, and schools. For instance, the first modern structured girl school was 

opened in Baku in 1901 with the direct finances of Tagiyev. These bourgeoisies also were leading 

figures of national capital and industrialization. The intelligentsia class were offered the project 

to them, which can develop a country and the peoples’ world view and they financed those 

projects. In this case it is important to take into account both the intelligentsia and bourgeoisie 

class were experienced in the discriminatory policy of Empire, hence, they consolidated their 

resistance against the Empire and Armenians by uniting their powers and the values of the lower 

class. Which we can find it in the slogan of Ali Huseyinzada: “be inspired by the Turkish way of 

life, to worship God in accordance with the Muslim religion, and to adopt present day European 

civilization”, which later also were conceptualized as “Türkleshmek, Islamlashmak, 

Avrupalashmak.”64  

Another shock for the Azerbaijani Turks was in 1905-06 Armenian massacre towards 

Azeri Muslim population in Baku, Kuba, Shemaki, Kharabakh, and some villages of Nakchivan. 

This massacre was important on the intellectuals and bourgeoisies to develop the Azerbaijani 

identity and consciousness. Hence, the Russian empire was silenced and the foreign press 

supported Armenians Azeri Turks once more realized their differences from Russia and from 

that time they concentrated development of country more willingly. In that time there were two 

famous streams Azerbaijani intellectuals debated: Pan-Islamism and Pan-Turkism. Although in 

the beginning of XX century Pan-Islamism supporters were relatively more than Pan-Turkism. 

The leading intellectuals Ali Huseyinzada and Ahmet Agaoglu were impressed by Mohammad 

Afghani. However, with their visits to Istanbul and introduction with “Ittihat ve Terakki” 

Committee of Union and Progress they emphasized Pan-Turkism more than Pan-Islamism. There 

were other reasons as well. Azerbaijani were Sunni and Shia and they needed such a concept 

ideology to them do not divide but unite. Following clashes with Armenians and Russian Pro-

Armenian policy served to fusion of these groups against common enemy. As these events 

accelerated and generally related political events it will be assessed in the political development 
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section. Now if I return back to social changes in fact, that time the activists locomotives of both 

politics and social development was the same as the intellectuals and used the press to enlighten 

people.  

On the verge of the First World War there were several newspapers and journals that a 

played more significant role to develop society. Newspapers such as Kaspi, Molla Nasreddin, 

Həyat, Teraqqi, Füyuzat, Shelale, Achıg Söz, and so on debated about: The Azerbaijani language, 

nation, development, education, civil, religion, and equal rights with Russians and Christians. 

Ali Mardan Topchibashi, Mirze Alekper Sabir, Jalil Memedguluzade, Memed Emin Resulzade, 

Neriman Nerimanov, and so on intellectuals were active writers in the Azerbaijani press and 

resisted toward Russian colonial policy and emphasized education and progress. For instance, 

“Turkish language Molla Nasreddin, like it is namesake, whose feigned foolishness masked 

wisdom, the newspaper used elliptical language, ambiguity, satire, and cartoons against 

officialdom, religious conservatives, the unthinking person, and the corrupt bureaucrat. Like 

Molla Nasreddin and other newspapers, they were also tools examining the role of women in 

traditionally Muslim society.”65  

However, intellectuals criticized conservative Muslim mullas as well. Intellectuals were 

not against Islam and adopted it as one of the crucial element to establish an Azerbaijani identity. 

In the declaration of the most famous Azerbaijani party Musavat/Equality, which gained 

independence of Azerbaijan in 1918 and during Azerbaijani independence until 1920 it played 

crucial role and generally this term is called Musavat regime, Islam was one of the elements, 

which was emphasized by the Azerbaijani people is Muslim and they accepted and adopted 

Islamic values. At the same time, it was also emphasized that Musavat respect every nation and 

religion without any discrimination. Publication in 1917 in Musavat newspaper it was stated, 

“the first element which create humanity and humankind is its nationality, however, religion is 

inseparable element of humankind, as Musavat we declare that national and religious equality 

will be sustained.”66 Subsequent to its independence Musavat declared Azerbaijan a republic and 

a secular country. They did not prevent people to perform their religious duties and values. 

Azerbaijan was secular country and it allowed all religious group to perform their religious duties 

(Ismayılov & Maksvell, 2008). 
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Art and literature was another way to educate the people and adopt “European” modern 

culture. Azerbaijani intellectuals were interested in their poetry and novels in the Azerbaijani 

language. Until the Russian invasion because of coexistence and after invasion with close 

geographic relation Azerbaijani intellectuals used to write their works in the Persian language. 

For instance, even Mirze Fatali Akhundove wrote some novels in Persian. However, starting 

from the 1870s intellectuals were in search of creating an Azerbaijani language and identity. 

Sometimes they were also being influenced by the Ottomans, but there were some intellectua ls 

who emphasized the importance of an Azerbaijani identity. Intellectuals such as, Mirze Alekper 

Sabir, Jalil Memedgluzade, Memed Emin Rasulzade, Uzeir, and the Jeyhun Hajibeyli brothers 

were supporters of creating and spreading Azerbaijani dialects of the language.  For instance, in 

its novel “Anamın Kitabı” there are four main characters of which three boys were educated in 

Russia, Iran, and the Ottoman Empire and each of them represent countries where they studied. 

However, an uneducated, but with love to her motherland and culture, the fourth girl character 

represented an Azerbaijani identity.  

As for a different development, in that it was in the performing arts. Azerbaijani Turks 

composed operas, ballets, and other works based on the classics of Turkish- language literature 

and folk tradition or Islamic culture. “Uzeir and Jeyhun Hajibeyli brothers at the end of 1907 

wrote the libretto for Uzeir’s opera, Leyla and Majnun, the first opera of the Islamic East.”67 In 

considering all of the developments of this term it can be assessed as the enlightenment and first 

step in the modernization of Azerbaijan.  

To summarize this period of social and religious life in Azerbaijan, it was controlled by 

the Russian Empire and to ensure control, Russia established directorate to manage people and 

religion in this region. Workers in these directorates promised a loyalty oath to the Empire. By 

blocking the religious relations with the Ottoman Empire and Iran generally, the Russian Empire 

secured management of religion, however it was not powerful in public sphere like the Ottoman 

Empire and Iran. Hence, local tradition and some religious values still existed in society and local 

mullas fulfilled the needs of people. Intellectuals were pioneers of enlightenment of Azerbaijan 

and played a crucial role in development of Azerbaijani identity and modernization. As 

mentioned in the part development of political movements, the intellectuals were also pioneers 

and founders of the Azerbaijani state. Intellectuals established Azerbaijani identity on Turkic and 

Islamic values. However, they supported the modernized education and European style of society 
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they did not do it against Islamic values. They evaluated coexistence with Islam and modernity. 

Although, they criticized conservative mullas, they did not criticized Islam but blamed the 

mullas’s ignorance.   

For now, we look at the social and religious developments between the 1870s and the 

1920s. in this second part we are going to analyze the social and religious situation and alteration 

in Soviet times, from the 1920s to the 1990s.  

 

3.2.3 Social Change and Secularism in Azerbaijan During the Soviet Period (1920-1991) 

 

 

After the invasion of the Soviets in April 1920, control of Azerbaijan was directly led by the 

Russian Soviet Communist Party. However, there was an established Azerbaijan SSR, which 

was generally accepted as the executive and administrative power of Azerbaijan, in fact, 

Azerbaijan SSR members applied policy that the Russian, SR, communist party ordered.  

It is not a secret that the USSR was an authoritarian type of state and controlled fifteen 

countries. In all member states there were only one Marxist-Leninist ideology and all aspects 

of life was reconstructed according to this ideology. However, “after establishment the Soviets 

in Azerbaijan did not threatened religion and religious people. Moreover, they declared that the 

main ideas of Bolshevism and Islam are compatible.”68 However, “from the 1924 Islam became 

one of the most hindrance of communist ideas and there for Azerbaijan Communist party 

launched anti-Islam, atheist propaganda.”69  

After the establishment of the Soviet system in Azerbaijan the nation first time faced 

with systematic policy that targeted to change the national identity of society. Although, under 

the tsar’s rule the Azerbaijani society was suppressed, their religious and traditional life 

restricted, and bay and khan classes were suspended from local administration, but they were 

never forced to change their traditional lifestyle in short term. With the Sovietization, according 

to its ideological framework, Azerbaijani society were forced to change their historical lifestyle, 

alphabet, and social structure.  
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It is noteworthy to mention in the early 1920s the Bolshevik government launched the 

policy of korenizatsiia (nativization). By commissioning local elites, the Communist party 

illustrated that, in fact they do not want rule foreign countries. The korenizatsiia policy well 

worked in Azerbaijan, since the beginnings of the 1920s the majority of the Azerbaijan SSR 

were Armenian and Russians, however, in the beginning of the 1930s the correlation was 

changed and most of the Azerbaijan SSR rulers were Azerbaijani-oriented. Nevertheless, the 

Azerbaijan SSR was not independent in its decision on their rulings, they just applied USSR 

communist party orders. 

The new system was not keen on continuation of traditional life. As the newly 

established system annihilated the bourgeois class, intelligentsia, and administration members 

of ADR. With the korenizatiisa policy, the communist party targeted to cut the ties with past 

and build a new generation that were not affected Islamic and Pan-Turkic ideas and would 

embrace communist Marxist-Leninist ideology and lead the society this way. The first step on 

this way was the change of the alphabet, in “1926 the first congress of the Soviet Turcologist 

were held in Baku and decided to accelerate modernization and it is useful to replace Arabic 

alphabet with Latin.”70 In 1929 the Azerbaijan SSR accepted the new Latin alphabet and 

importation and publication of books and journals in the Arabic language were banned. In the 

beginning the language was named Turkic language and it lasted until 1937 with the 

constitution and it was then called Azerbaijani language. As a result, although alphabet change 

contributed to develop relations with Turkey, since the South Azerbaijan used the Arabic 

alphabet one nation lead two different path, and it estranged two parts of Azerbaijan from one 

another.  

Hence, the alphabet changes positively contributed literacy rate. “From the middle of 

the 1920s there were established literacy centers all around the republic and they supported to 

increase the literacy rate of people.”71 Although the alphabet changes negatively affected people 

who can read and write with the Arabic alphabet, with the literacy centers in short time the 

Soviet system was successful to increase the literacy rate. For instance, “in 1926 the literacy 

rate in Azerbaijan were 18.1% but in 1939 it escalated to 73.8%. Soviet policy was not only 

focused in cities, but likewise in every village and district they established literacy centers. 

Literacy rates also increased in villages, for cites literacy proportions was 83.2% at the same 
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time in villages it was 66.8%. In total literacy rate in Azerbaijan escalated from 9% to 65.5% 

which was a really good indicator of the success in literacy.”72  

Another success story of the Soviets in Azerbaijan is the development of the social 

status of women. As I mentioned from the beginning of the 20th century the Azerbaijani 

intelligentsia tried to develop status of women. Even the ADR was the first state in the Muslim 

East that gave voting right to Azerbaijani women. Although the literacy rate and social activity 

of women were very low before Soviets, they emphasized developing women’s rights vis a vis 

men. They accepted women to the literacy centers and the literacy rate for women significantly 

increased as well. For instance, “in 1926 literacy rate of Azerbaijani women was just 3.1%, 

however, it rocketed to in 1933 54.7%.”73 Moreover, women were involved every field of heavy 

and light industry.  

The change and secularization was not satisfactory to all, generally the majority, 

members of society. The emancipation of women and non-religious education system was not 

satisfying to Muslim scholars. However, religion was one of the main target which communist 

ideology wanted to get rid of from society. In this way, the first step was the decree declared in 

1920 about all foundations/Vakıf lands to be confiscated and the religious/traditional education 

system and ministry of religious affairs, which were established during the ADR, were 

abolished. “In the beginning of the 1930s the hujjum/attack movement targeted all religious 

holidays and customs mosques and madrasas and all of which were banned.”74  

One of the significant factors is that, the certain manner towards to religion was 

accelerated in Stalin term. In 1928 some women opened their headscarves and annunciated 

religion as obscurantism and the main prevention to the emancipation of women. This incident 

drew attention to women’s rights, as the part of hujjum movement removal of veil was the first 

goal. Besides, the religious holidays, praying, fasting, zakat, and visiting holy places were 

banned. Therefore, nearly all mosques were closed and demolished. For instance, according to 

records, “during the Soviet establishment in Azerbaijan were over 3,000 mosques, however, 

this number in 1927 drop down to 1,600 and in 1942 fall to 22.”75 One of the interesting factors 
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is that there were race between uezides that how many mosques and madrasas they will close 

in a year.  

One of the main actor in struggle with religion and traditional customs was “Godless 

Society” “Allahsızlar Cemiyyeti”, which was established in 1924.  They targeted religious 

traditions and religious classes and assumed that they want to purify proletariat class from 

religious obscurantism and fundamentalism. According to records “in 1927 the number of 

members “Godless Society” was 3,000 and only 25% of them were Azerbaijani. However, in 

1932 number of members rocketed at 70,000 and nearly 35% were Azerbaijani. However, later 

it was understood that count was fraudulent.”76 Moreover, “there were for the first time an anti-

religion museum opened in Baku in 1926.”77 All this action was aimed to secularize society and 

build Soviet identity based on communist Marxist-Leninist ideology.  

According to Alexandre Benningsen, “Soviet times there were three aspect of 

secularization”: 

First, Almost complete but not total disappearance of the religious Islamic 

establishment. The means used to obtain this goal are propaganda and 
administrative measures. Second, part of “secularization” strategy is the 
accelerated modernization of the society through sedentarization, and it 

caused death of numerous people. Third, social engineering, which was 
carried out in the Muslim territories by physical elimination between 1928 

and 1941 of the entire pre-revolutionary bourgeoisie or aristocratic elite and 
its replacement by a completely new elite of popular, mainly peasant origin.78  

 

All the three methods were applied in Azerbaijan. The first phase, the elimination of 

bourgeoisie and ADR members was shortly after the establishment of Soviet rule. The second 

stage began with the alphabet change and hujjum movement towards tradition and religious life. 

And the third phase began as the Soviet communist ideology was firmly established in 

Azerbaijan and Stalin eliminated his opponents in Moscow at the beginning of the 1930s. 

During the so called “great purge” or “terror” people were killed after trial or exiled to Siberia. 

Although, in the beginning it targeted religious, intelligentsia, old bourgeoisie members, later 

it also leveled at the first socialist members who played crucial roles on sovetization of 
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Azerbaijan. The total number of victims during the entire period is not known, however, 

Altstadt states that “according one source the number of victims in Azerbaijan during 1937-38 

alone at 120,000. Which for that time means the full expunging of Azerbaijani intelligentsia . ”79  

The terror stopped with the outbreak of the second world war. As a part of the USSR, 

Azerbaijan also joined the war, and from the social life to military every aspects of life 

concentrated on victory. The propaganda machine of Soviets also worked to increase local 

support to the state level. Moreover, to increase support of the Muslim societies “Godless 

society” stopped its activity in 1942, additionally all propaganda against religion and 

destruction of religious centers were stopped as well. In 1942 the first congress of Soviet 

Muslims gathered to condemn fascism and called to support Soviets in the war. Accordingly, 

in Azerbaijan there was established Caucasus Muslim Centers which to propagate to defend 

fatherland by using religious values.  

After the world war the Caucasus Muslim Centers continued to function and today 

also continues functioning in independent Azerbaijan. However, after the Stalin’s death, during 

the Khrushchev term, suppression continued on the Islamic tradition. Even in the middle of the 

1950s Dede Korkut Dastanı were banned as well. During the 1960s and 1970s the state behavior 

was the same as it was in the first half of century. However, as in the second half of century the 

Soviets searched to develop relations with the Middle East countries and they opened the 

Tashkent Islam Institution in 1971, which admitted graduate Muslim scholars that aimed to 

serve the communist ideology. The institution’s professors and graduates never protested the 

communist party’s anti-religious policy. Moreover, according to Abdulla Ehedov (1995) the 

quality of the institution was very low, even their professors were not adequate to teach Islamic 

science in madrasas comparing with true Islamic countries.  

Although the Soviets tried a lot to change the identity of the Azerbaijan nation and to 

totally purify religious values from their life, they were unsuccessful. In brief I can say that in 

Shia understanding of religion there is takiyya, secrete, which mean when you face threat you 

can pretend to be non-religious. As Alexandre Bennigsen (1985) states the status of Islam in 

Soviets he emphasizes on takiyya and claims that Muslim did not accept the communist 

ideology totally, they just use the takiyya prerogative. Moreover, although communist ideology 

crowded out Islamic values from the public sphere, tradition and Islamic culture continued its 

existence in family life. Additionally, despite communist ideology and the atheist education 

                                                                 
79 Altstadt, “The Azerbaijani Turks,” pp. 150. 



 

47 
 

system announced the full emancipation of women, Azerbaijani women was conservators of 

their past and they passed down the tradition and kept them alive.  

For instance, according to soviet sociological surveys conducted in the Caucasus 

towards end of 1970s and early 1980s reveal: 

Level of religiosity among the Muslims remained exceptionally high. The 

same surveys conducted within formerly Christian community demonstrated 
that only 20% of the population are believers and 80% declare themselves 
Atheist. In the Muslim territories, it is exactly the opposite; 80% of the 

population belong to various categories of believers, the so-called “Fanatics” 
in Soviet terminology, believers by personal conviction, believers by tradition 

or believers under pressure of the environment, and only 20% declared 
themselves as Atheist, that after almost 70 years of unrelated ant-religious 
pressure. According to the definition of the Soviet sociologists, in USSR a 

believer is a person who performs certain rights and follows certain customs 
of religion origin. But when we analyze the behavior of the so-called 

“Atheist” we discover that the Atheist also observes certain religious rights. 
Even when those rights such as circumcision or the burial in the purely 
Islamic cemeteries or the religious marriages had lost most of its spiritua l 

significance and remains as a national tradition. This applies to everybody, 
including to the Atheist, because according to the Soviet sources themselves 

and they don’t really need to over-exaggerate the importance of Islamic 
survival, circumcision is observed at 100%. The religious burial, in purely 
Islamic cemetery at 100% and religious marriages 80%. The truth is that, 

there are no total, absolute Atheist among Soviet Muslims.80  

 

However, Azerbaijan society was secularized and modernized also they saw some 

practice of religion as historic. Though they saved belief in God, they begun consume alcohol 

and the headscarf was seen as sign of obscurantism. According to the Soviet educated 

intelligentsia, the daily practice of Islam is not necessity in today’s conditions. Islam was sent 

1,500 years ago and it needed some reforms (Ehedov 1995). This approach reveals that in some 

ways the communist education system was successful. “Between 1948 and 1970 there were 96 

books and brochures were published in the Azerbaijani language that propagated atheism and 

it naturally should have had some effect on society.”81  

The Azerbaijan language was another tool that Soviet system changed several times. 

As I mentioned above in 1929 the Azerbaijan SSR accepted the Latin alphabet as offic ia l 

language and until 1937 it called Turkish language. However, as the relation between Turkey 
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and Soviets begun worsen with the beginning of the 1930, to cut relations with Azerbaijan and 

Turkey, in 1937 according to constitution of Azerbaijan SSR the language was named 

Azerbaijan. And after two years later in 1939 the Latin alphabet was changed with Cyrillic. 

Nevertheless, the official language of Azerbaijan SSR were stayed Azerbaijani.  

As I mentioned above during the “great purge” days nearly all intellectuals and the 

establishment of Soviet system in Azerbaijan were eliminated. Mir Jafar Baghirov, the first 

secretary AzCP (1933-1953), led Stalin’s terror policy in Azerbaijan. After Stalin’s death his 

successor Khrushchev criticized Stalin’s policy and Mir Jafar Bagirov as well were put on trial 

and found culpable for his action. The Khrushchev term generally called the “rehabilita t ion 

term” for who were executed and exiled. This “rehabilitation term was usefully used by AzCP 

secretary Imam Mustaphayev (1954-1959). He increased Azerbaijani members of AzCP and 

declared Azerbaijani language official of the Azerbaijan SSR and prevented Russifica t ion 

policy of Soviets in Azerbaijan.”82 With his term nationalistic movements and national identity 

begun to emerge. The Novruz Holiday was officially celebrated. Since Khrushchev and 

Brezhnev criticized Stalin’s term policy they could not prevent nationalistic inspirations by way 

of terror. Therefore, some nationalistic, local and traditional values begun to become 

popularized. For instance, Bakhtiyar Vahabzade’s Gulistan (1959) poem were talk separation 

of Azerbaijan by Russia and Iran (1828) and remembered Azerbaijani history and national 

identity (Qafarov 2008). “In religious life there were also revival according to Soviet sources 

during the late 1970s around 1,000 clandestine houses of prayer were in use, and some 300 

places of pilgrimage were identifiable.”83 

According to Chantal Lemercier (1986) Azerbaijani was the least russified nation in 

Soviet Union. He illustrates that 97% of Azerbaijani people accepted the Azerbaijani language 

as native and only 16% of Azerbaijani knew Russian as a second language. This results show 

that although Azerbaijani society accepted the Soviet structured type of society in public sphere 

they did not forget their national identity and tradition.  

Towards end of the 1980s the first secretary of USSR Gorbachev leaded glasnost and 

perestroika policy and tried to liberalize the union. However, as Soviets repressed independence 

and nationalistic movements with suppression, liberalization lead independence of member 

countries. As no member country willingly joined to the union they tried to establish their own 
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nation state. Nogorny Kharabakh was another issue that caused massive demonstrations in the 

Azerbaijan against Soviet Union. In 1991 Azerbaijan gained its independence and declared 

himself heir of ADR.  

In 70 years the Soviet term had significant effect on Azerbaijan society. Although they 

saved their belief against Soviet’s anti-religious and godless propaganda, they accepted secular 

life, and modernized in term that they believe in God but do not do daily practice of the Islam. 

In the beginning of Soviet term Azerbaijani women covered their head because it was Islamic 

rule, however, in the last days of Soviet term they covered because traditionally they saw their 

grandparents. In the last period of Soviets rule there were 16 functioning mosques, which 14 

Shite, 2 Sunni. The end of Soviet rule opened doors to Azerbaijan society to choose their path 

to future without suppression and rebuild their identity and worldview as they wished.  

 

 

3.2.4 Azerbaijan Social Life During Independence (1991-2015) 

 

After independence establishing centralized government took time in Azerbaijan. Moreover, 

the Nagorno Karabakh conflict turned to war between Azerbaijan and Armenia. There were 

nearly one million Internally Displaced People (IDP) that were placed inside of country. During 

this complicated term there were a lot of demonstrations in Azerbaijan and “some groups raised 

portraits of Khomeini and green flags which was a symbol of Islam. These acts were interpreted 

by Westerns as establishing Islamic government in Azerbaijan.”84 Because of its historica l, 

cultural relations and as the majority of Azerbaijan accepted Shite Iran tried to increase its 

influence in the region. Iran sent its missionary mullas to Azerbaijan, as a result by support of 

Iran in September 1992 the first Islamic party were established and Alikram Aliyev was the 

head of party. 

But things did not go as Iran planned. Already in June 1992 Popular Front leader 

Ebulfez Elchibey became president of Azerbaijan and he was pro-Turkic and European. 

Although, “he swore in inaugural on Koran government announced that as it was in ADR 

Azerbaijan is secular state and it was made official in the Constitution. However, the 
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constitution declared freedom of religion and consent to people explicitly practice and 

propagate their belief.”85  

Although political elites announced their secular identity, the permission that 

constitution allowed everyone to propagate their religion began to threaten the state. With the 

replacement Elchibey government with Heydar Aliyev, state begun to increase control over 

religious affairs. In 1995 head of Islamic Party Alikram Aliyev and several members of party 

were arrested on accusation spying Iran and planning to installing Islamic state in Azerbaijan. 

Moreover, several terrorist groups were also arrested in 2000 (Jayshullah) and in 2007 North 

Imam Mehdi Army that planning Islamic revolution in Azerbaijan, which assumed was 

supported by Iran (Hesenov 2011).  

After independence, Azerbaijan accepted Islam as the official religion and there are 

two institution conduct state religion affairs. One which reestablished during second world war, 

the Spiritual Board of Muslim of the South Caucasus and the State Committee for Work with 

Religious Organization established in 2001. According to records, “after the first decade of 

independence over 1,300 mosques were build or renovated and opened for prayers.”86 If we 

take into account last decade according there are over 1,800 registered mosques, and as half of 

them are unregistered mosques functioning in Azerbaijan.87 

For 70 years Azerbaijan was under control of communist-atheist Soviet Union. As I 

mentioned above there were insufficient Islamic scholars and centers to contribute Islamic 

revival in Azerbaijan. Therefore, Azerbaijan government let some Islamic countries build 

mosques and open madrasas to teach Islamic sciences. In fact, there only one institution Baku 

Islamic Madrasa to study Islamic Sciences and it opened in 1989, after two years it was named 

Baku Islam University to teach higher education under control of the Spiritual Board of Muslim 

of the South Caucasus. The facilities and capability staff was very low and accordingly 

Azerbaijan government tolerated Muslim countries to revive Islam in Azerbaijan.  

There are three main way Islam were exported to Azerbaijan: Islamic Republic of Iran, 

Turkey, and Arab states such as: Saudi Arabia, Qatar, and Kuwait. Because its historical and 

cultural relations initially Iran tried to dominate Islamic life of Azerbaijan. Moreover, by 
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supporting Islamic party Iran was in quest to establish an Islamic state. However, as the Islamic 

party was not registered by government in 1995 they could not participate in the parliament 

elections that same year, subsequently their leaders were arrested on accusation spying for Iran. 

Since the government accepted Iran-centered Islam as threat to its sovereignty, Iran’s 

missionary mullas were expelled from country and in 2002 twenty out of thirty madrasas were 

closed.  

Iran, particularly opened mosques and madrasas the southern part and in Nakhicevan, 

which locate along the border with Iran. There are also some countryside regions around Baku 

that Iran concentrate increase its influence. As the north part of Azerbaijan are Sunni Muslim 

Iran do not welcome in this region. However, as Raoul Motika (2001) states Iran’s chance is 

not very high to increase its influence in Azerbaijan for following reasons:  

First, because of completely different structure of the Azerbaijani society 

from the Iranian one, e.g. the non-existence of a comparable clergy 
independent from the state. Second, because of different role religion plays in 

each country and third because of bad reputation of Iran has in Azerbaijan. 
The causes for this bad reputations are numerous, only to mention some: The 
Islamic Republic of Iran is perceived mainly as oppressor of the Azeri brother 

living across the Aras river, even worse than the Soviet Union; the good 
relationship between the Islamic Republic and Armenia, Azerbaijan’s arch 

enemy in the Karabagh war; years of anti-Iranian propaganda by the Soviet 
media; and the unattractiveness of the Iranian model. Insofar, copying the 
Iranian model was never a realistic option for the Azerbaijanis.88  

 

Although these negative factors, Iran still continue religious activities in Azerbaijan. 

They take some youth to teach Islam in Iran and after graduation they come back and propagate 

Iranian interests in Azerbaijan.  

The other state is Turkey, one of the active states that supported Islamic revivalism in 

Azerbaijan. As Turkish Islam has no political claims and they tried to construct good relations 

with the government, they were seen as having a better chance than Iran. In contrast to Iran, 

Turkey opened madrasas in the northern part of Azerbaijan, which generally populated by 

Sunnis. There are two ways that Turkey export Islam to Azerbaijan, governmental and non-

governmental. Governmentally, the presidency religious affairs of Turkey opened faculty of 

theology on campus of Baku State University. And they teach intellectual Islam in this faculty. 

                                                                 
88 Raoul Motika, “Islam in Post-Soviet Azerbaijan” Archives de Sciences Sociales des Religions, 46:115, (2001: 

Sep),  pp. 114. https://assr.revues.org/18423 (accessed 05.061016). 

https://assr.revues.org/18423
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Non-governmentally some sects such as, Naqshbandi and Gulen movements, which opened 

madrasas and established some education centers. 

The third way is Arab Islam that was contributed by Saudi Arabia and Qatar. They 

also initially took some youth to educate in Arab countries, Wahhabi interpretation of Islam, 

then by using this youth they propagate Arab Islam in Azerbaijan. The leading centers were 

Abu Bakr Mosque and Lazgi mosque. However, they also have no chance to increase their 

influence beyond some marginal groups.  

According to the constitution of Azerbaijan, it distributes all religious freedom to not 

only Muslims but also other minority groups live in country. The 95% of population Muslim 

and there are Christians, Jews, and some other groups. Although in the constitution it says that 

Azerbaijan is a Muslim state it also gives equal rights to other religions. Moreover, Azerbaijan 

rarely states that both Shite and Sunni pray in the same mosque (Motika 2002, Hesenov 2011). 

“Azerbaijan presidents have made umrah to Mecca in 1994 Heydar Aliyev and his family and 

in 2015 Ilham Aliyev with his family.”89  

To conclude, when we analyze Azerbaijan society they illustrate a secular society 

image. There are several factors that substantiate this claim. For instance, the education system 

of Azerbaijan is secular. “Although several times the Spiritual Board of Muslim of the South 

Caucasus recommended study religious education, the Ministry of Education rejected it because 

of constitution states that Azerbaijan is a secular country and religious education is opposition 

to the constitution.”90 Moreover, although religiosity increased in Azerbaijan people, those who 

do daily practice of religion is very low, there are just 5% of people do regular daily necessity 

of Isla and many fewer women cover their head (Hesenov 2011).  

 

3.3 Conclusion  

 

In this part social change was assessed in Azerbaijan during the last 150 years. Azerbaijan 

society witnessed very dramatic and progressive change in this years. Towards the end of 

Tsarist Russia, Azerbaijani intelligentsias class were pioneers of modernization and change. To 

develop and emancipate Azerbaijani society from oppression of Russia was their only target. 

                                                                 
89  The Official Website Republic of Azerbaijan, “Ilham Aliyev is on a visit to Mecca for Umrah”  

“http://president.az/articles/14761  (accessed 07.06.2016).  
90 Hesenov, “Azerbaycan’da Din,” pp. 200-202. 

http://president.az/articles/14761
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In this way they saw education as the only way to achieve aim. Consequently, in the beginning 

of there were several schools that educated youth and this generation established the 

independence of Azerbaijan in 1918. Moreover, Azerbaijan was the first country in the Muslim 

world that instituted schools for women and the ADR was first state to give voting rights to 

women. Although the ADR accepted Islam as the official religion, they separated religious 

affairs from state policy and they established a secular state system.  

Nevertheless, the Soviet invasion did not allow to Azerbaijan society to develop their 

own path. As a result of invasion, the Soviet system arranged every aspect of life that based on 

Marxist-Leninist communist ideology. Atheism was official policy of the USSR and religion 

was eliminated from the public sphere. However, the Soviet system had a useful side, only one 

useful side, with the centralized compulsory education system in a short time the literacy rate 

increased to nearly 100%. The Soviet system ruled Azerbaijan society for 70 years and through 

several policies they tried to russify or create soviet identity, but they were unsuccessful. 

Whenever the oppression declined, Azerbaijani intellectuals tried to strengthen Azerbaijani 

identity. As a result, with liberalization reforms of the Union, member states got their 

independence and set free themselves from the chain of communism.   

Though Western scholars interpretation were that Azerbaijan would go the way of 

Iran, as they did in the beginning of century, Azerbaijan was successful to establish a secular 

state. However, Azerbaijan society do not deny the importance of religion and Islam one of the 

three pillars of Azerbaijani identity. The other two are Turkism and modernism/progress. In 

contrast CMT assumption Azerbaijan society from atheist policy turned to secular policy, 

however, this kind of secularism dose not eliminate religious values from society. As MMP 

states religious values and secular policy can co-exist in one society, which Azerbaijan one of 

this society. Moreover, religion particularly Islam is not obstacle modernization of Azerbaijan 

society. In taking in to account social life structure of Azerbaijan, though there are two sects 

the Sunni and the Shia members live they live in peace and loyal to each other, in contrast, some 

other Islamic countries.  
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CHAPTER 4 

 

4.1 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF AZERBAIJAN 
 

 

4.1.1 Introduction  

 

When someone talks about the economy of Azerbaijan first thing stated is oil and gas. As it was 

before and during Soviet period and after independence, the Azerbaijan economy generally 

depends on its natural resources. Oil and gas exportation consists of generally 80% of state 

exports and as much percentage of state budget income. Government tries to diversify its 

economy by investing oil income to other economic sectors. However, it is a fact that they were 

not successful yet, and in the near feature they will not be either. 

Azerbaijan got its independence in 1991 and it is very young state. After its 

independence she found herself in war with Armenia over control of Nagorno Karabakh as a 

result she lost 20% of its territory, Nagorno Karabakh and surrounding districts were invaded. 

The collapse of the Soviet Union and the war had a negative impact on the Azerbaijan economy. 

As a result of Armenian aggression nearly one million people were displaced their home land. 

Eventually the state economy was damaged. In the beginning of the 1990s its GDP per capita 

was around $350 however in 2010 it rocketed at $5,700, moreover, poverty rate decreased from 

60% to 9%. 

Azerbaijan has around ten million population and 60% of them under 35 years old and 

literacy rate is very high, around 98-99% (Elimirzeyev 2015). Its geographical location is also 

promising; Azerbaijan located at the crossroads on Asia and Europe. State planning to revive 

the silk-road project and to play role in transportation from China to Europe.  

The Azerbaijan economy is a state controlled economy and the state controls every 

aspect of economic life. Azerbaijan is not member of the WTO and scholars define the 

Azerbaijan economy as an economy in transition. In taking account MMP economic 

understanding on a modern economy, “economic modernization is ‘a gradual process of shift 

from pre-industrial and less complex economic systems towards structural differentia t ion 

developed across a wide range of institutions in the organization of economic policy-mak ing 
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units, urbanization, modern education and mass communication.’”91 “An economically modern 

society, therefore, is one that is industrialized, urban, and literate with effective economic 

policy-making mechanisms and an advanced infrastructure in transportation and 

communication.”92 Some of the indicators MMP assume as a sign of modern economy, 

Azerbaijan possesses some of them however, it has a long way to reach the level of developed 

countries.  

It is noteworthy to mention that according to MMP economic modernity does not 

necessitate a liberal economy or free market economy in contrast to CMT and NMT. As the 

MMP assumes, the economic growth rate is a major indicator of economic modernizat ion, 

which includes industrialization, urbanization, income per capita growth, and a rise in education 

level. This chapter will analyze how economic trajectory progressed and what is the level of 

Azerbaijan’s economy after the years of its independence.  

This chapter consist of three parts. In the first part begins with the capitalist reforms in 

Tsarist Russia and how it affected Azerbaijan economy until the Soviet invasion. The second 

part will study Azerbaijan economic life during the Soviet period. And the third part will 

generally analyze Azerbaijan economy after independence.  

 

4.1.2 Economic Development in Azerbaijan from the 1870s to 1920 

 

After the invasion of Azerbaijan, Russia took over the khans’ monopolies in the oil land. Until 

the 1870s the state maintained some form of monopoly over oil extraction, refining, and trade. 

After the Crimea war in 1853-56, the Tsar found that Russia industrial development of the West 

at the same time bring together military power. From the 1960s Russia launched capitalist 

reforms all over the empire. The abolishment of obligatory labor of peasants in 1964, as well 

as the abolishment of payment system in oil industry pushed the significant development in the 

1970s (Ismayılov 2007). 

The Azerbaijan economy ever was collaterally developed with the oil industry and 

drew attention to Azerbaijan. After abolishment of serfdom in Azerbaijan in 1870, and the 

replacement of monopoly system by the auction of oil-nearing lands to private owners, from 

                                                                 
91 Eisenstadt, “Multiple Modernities ,” pp. 1. 
92 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 102. 
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1872 the oil industry rapidly developed.  The revealing of new rich oil lands in 1870-74 

popularized the Baku oil industry. Additionally, Russian investors and western investors 

invested in the oil industry of Azerbaijan, such as Nobel Brothers and Rothschild family.  

The Nobel company was the biggest firm in oil industry and was responsible for 

massive construction projects in and around Baku. It produced and exported more oil than all 

the other Baku firms combined, 55% percent of the kerosene export during the 1880s (Altstatt 

1992).  In 1873 there were only 12 oil companies in Baku, but in 1899 their numbers reached 

to 140. The indicators show how fast Baku oil industry developed in the last quarter of 

nineteenth century: “from the 1870s to the turn of the century, the Baku oil industry grew in 

output (to its peak in 1901) and in the size of its labor force. Output rose from approximate ly 

14,300 barrels (bbl) in 1872 to approximately 70,600,000 (almost 200,000 bbl/day) in the peak 

year 1901, more than combined production of all U.S: fields for that year. The industry also 

caused increase in labor force. “The number of oil workers increased from 1,254 in 1883 to 

27,673 in 1901.”93  

Other industry fields copper, aluminum, metallurgy, and agricultural industry such as 

tobacco, cotton, silk, wheat, cattle-breeding, and so on was developing as well. But they never 

attracted international investors and capitalist reforms were implemented very slowly. 

However, transportation railroads and shipping were developed collaterally with oil industry. 

Baku’s oldest rail line was built in 1880 to connect cities with the oil districts. In 1884 the 

Transcaucasian Railway was built to transport oil to the Black Sea. It ran from Baku to Batumi 

via Ganje and Tiflis and this railway also contributed economic life of passing districts. The 

number of ships on the Caspian Sea more than quadrupled between 1887 and 1899. The first 

Bank, the branch of state bank was opened in 1880 (Altstadt 1992). Baku was developing center 

of the Caucasus and turning from traditional city to multidimensional capitalist industry city.  

Increasing economy and attracted people from neighboring regions to look for job 

opportunities. Workers from Iran, Dagestan, Georgia and rural areas of Azerbaijan immigrated 

to Baku. In the beginning of twentieth century Baku was industry and business center of the 

Caucasus. However, with the world economic crisis Azerbaijan economy first time were 

influenced external economic depression. The first decade of twentieth century Azerbaijan 

industry faced massive strike in industry fields, particularly oil industry. There were several 

massive strikes which the striker numbers reached 30-40 thousand. The massive strikes were 

                                                                 
93 Altstadt, “The Azerbaijani Turks,” pp. 22.  
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happened in 1905-6 and 1913. The demands were similar capitalist strikes: wage increase, 

overtime pay, guaranteed days off, eight-or-nine hours work days, sick pay, and so forth 

(Ismayılov 2008). However, with the outbreak of World War I, all economy and industry 

concentrated to win the war and war industry and economic development were decelerated. The 

economic development in Azerbaijan begun only after the Soviet establishment and reforms 

were held in the 1920s. 

According to Suleymanov (2001) as the result of capitalist reformations and society 

industrialization in Azerbaijan, urbanization also begun to increase. Urbanization especially 

happened industrial centers such as Baku, Gadabay, Sheki, Ganja, and Dashkesen. Except Sheki 

other cities were combined with Baku-Batumi railway which was contributed economic 

development in these cities. As Suleymanov states in 1913 Azerbaijan had 2.5 million people 

and 25% percent of them were lived in urban areas. But this number was not the total city 

population. Because there were other minority groups, Russian, Armenian, South Azerbaijani, 

and Persian were settled in cities.  

Particularly as the state policy of Tsar, Russian villagers and Armenian were sustained 

with good conditions. Administrative, judiciary, and management services were shared between 

this groups. Moreover, with capitalist reforms Russia also intensified russification policy in 

Azerbaijan. As I discussed in the social change part local intelligentsia, intellectuals, and 

bourgeoisie class members were struggled against russification and imperialist policy. 

Especially, world war years this struggle increased. Since, Russia was in war against Ottoman 

Azerbaijani intellectuals did not want to support Russia in this war. During war years 

Azerbaijani intellectuals such as A. Topchubashi, M.E. Rasulzada, A.K. Kazımzada, G. 

Mammadguluzada, F. Kocharly, A. Huseynzada, A. Agaoglu, and members of bourgeois ie 

class Z. Tagiyev, M. Mukhtarov, S. Asadullayev, and so on supported autonomy from Russia 

and build Azerbaijani identity. Most of the intelligentsia class combined around the Musavat 

party and with the collapse of tsarism by the Bolsheviks established Azerbaijan Democratic 

Republic (Seyidzada 1999). The republic only lived for two years. ADR got demolished 

economy and economic infrastructure from empire as a result of war, as they tried to make 

some reforms and revive economy the Soviet empire invaded the country. Azerbaijan economy 

once again led not by Azerbaijani, instead a centralized socialist government.  
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4.1.3 Azerbaijan Economic Development under the Soviet Rule  (1920-1991) 

 

 

Azerbaijan was once occupied by the Russian army in 1920. Unlike previous invasion, this time 

invaders announced that they came to save Azerbaijani workers and villagers from capitalist 

imperialist oppression and will gave them real sovereignty: the Socialist communist 

interpretation of freedom. Whole system, every aspect of life was planned and built according 

to this ideology. The economy was the main basis of Marxist-Leninist interpretation of world 

history and humanity. The target was to terminate capitalist hegemony and create socialist stage 

and from this stage to pass communist society which was the last stage that humanity will 

achieve.  

After Soviet army invaded Azerbaijan, the established local government, 

Revolutionary Committee and further named Azerbaijan SSR, nationalized all industry fields, 

oil, sericulture, cotton-growing, fishery, Caspian trade, salt industry, and so on. As from the 

1870s the capitalist policy were applied and ADR also continued capitalist policy, the Soviets 

government abolished all of them. There was no guarantee to private property, the Soviets 

prorated lands to villagers and all Azerbaijani peasant had some land for farming. The soviet 

government adjusted minimum and maximum limits of possessing land, who had more land 

than maximum limit, these lands were nationalized by force (Altstdat 1992, Suleymanov 2001, 

Quliyev 2008).    

Until the mid-1920s the Azerbaijan economy was damaged as result of world war and 

nationalizations process of industry and agricultural lands. People had no interest in the 

cultivation of land and work in factories. To enhance state’s economy, the Soviets applied 

several politics, industrialization, collectivization, the first and the second five-year plan. As it 

was ever and according to central government needs, oil industry was prioritized to invest in 

Azerbaijan.  

In “1928 the first five-year plan was declared and according to this reform, petro-

chemical, weaving industry, woodworking industry, and electric production were planed 

accelerated on the basis of socialist principles.”94 As a result of reforms Azerbaijan made big 

step towards change industry state. In the mid-1930s Azerbaijan produced 60-70% of Soviets 

                                                                 
94 Nizami Suleymanov, Azerbaycan’ın Iktisadi Tarixi (Economic History of Azerbaijan) (Bakı: ABU neşriyyatı, 
2001), pp. 160-165. 
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oil consumption and the Soviets become the second country in world ranking on oil extraction. 

Towards the end of 1930s Azerbaijan were produced 70% of oil extraction the USSR.  

Azerbaijan produced 21 million tons of oil per year during these years (Suleymanov 2001). 

Parallel to the oil industry engineering industry, and metallurgy industry were also developed. 

In these years Azerbaijan electric production was the highest in the USSR, according to records 

Azerbaijan SSR was produced 433 watts hour per capita, however thin number was 217 in 

Russia and 302 in Ukraine (Suleymanov 2001, Quliyev 2008).  

In agriculture the Soviets applied collectivization policy that was alien to Azerbaijanis. 

Although in the beginning of the 1920s all peasants were provided by private lands towards the 

end of the 1920s the government give up this policy and launched collectivization. According 

to this policy all private lands were planned to socialize and private farms were going to be 

united. As a result, from 1929 all agricultural goods were distributed by cards.  In 1931 only 

12% of private farms were collectivized, Azerbaijanis were resisted against this policy and 

several revolts were happened. However, the records show that in 1940, 99% of private farms 

and lands were collectivized and united under kolxoz collective-farm unions (Suleymanov 

2001, Quliyev 2008).  

In the consequence of reforms urbanizations rate was also increased in country. 

Comparing to in the 1920s just 20% of population were lived in cities, this number escalated to 

37% in the beginning of the 1940s. From the mid-1930s two airlines were also introduced for 

public use. Towards 1940s, Azerbaijan changed from capitalist developing agrarian society to 

socialist centralized industrial society (Altstdat 1992, Quliyev 2008, Suleymanov 2001).  

With the outbreak of the second World War as part of USSR Azerbaijan also joined 

war. Although there was any battlefield in Azerbaijan, all industry and agricultural sectors 

focused to meet army’s needs. Undoubtedly, Azerbaijan petrol industry was played crucial role 

on war time. “In 1942 year Azerbaijan oil industry made its record by extracting 23.5 million 

tons.  Azerbaijan provided around 75% of all USSR and 85-90% of plane oil needs during the 

war time.95 (Aras and Suleymanov 2011, Qaffarov 2008: 10-15).  

After the end of war, through directives of Moscow new economic reforms were 

launched. As was ever in Azerbaijan economic policy this time also oil industry was priorit ized 

over other industry areas. In 1949 first time in the world were begun to extract oil in the sea. 

                                                                 
95 Tahir Qaffarov, Azerbaycan Tarixi : 1941-2002 (The History of Azerbaijan: 1941:2002) (Bakı: Elm, 2008), pp. 
10-15. 
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However, in general oil extraction were reduced in the 1950s it was just around 15 tons. In 

contrast oil industry, other kind of industry begun to enhance in the 1950s and 1960s. 

Particularly, Ganja, Dashkesen, Sumgait Shirvan, and Mingachevir were increasing industry 

cities. For instance, before the 1950s more than 90% of industry goods were produced in Baku, 

but with the 1950s it decreased 65% and in the 1970s and 1980s it decreased 55% (Suleymanov 

2001, Qaffarov 2008).  

Generally, the economic and administrative life of Azerbaijan SSR were ruled by 

Moscow. Not only Azerbaijan but also all member states fate was drawn in Moscow. Economic 

development and reforms were arranged in the Communist party center and member states just 

applied it. As the USSR was possessed centralized economy, the Azerbaijan SSR economy also 

were controlled and planned in Moscow. As was before the war Communist party arranged 

several 5 years plans as well. The meaning of these plans was that center made quotas for every 

industry fields and member state should accomplish them. Economic and social life of membe r 

states were not established in accordance their needs, in contrast, accordingly to the Soviet 

managers’ interests (Altstadt 1992, Suleymanov 2001, Qaffarov 2008).  

Azerbaijan economy also were arranged from Moscow. Therefore, until the 1970s 

other side of industries such as food and clothing industry did not develop enough. Most of the 

food and clothes were exported from other member states. However, collaterally with oil 

industry metallurgy, chemical industry, electricity, engineering industry, and so other industry 

fields which important in extraction of oil and gas were very developed. With the 1970s oil 

resources shortened in land and new wells begun to drill in the sea. This was very expensive 

and hence central government turned towards Volga and Kazakhstan newly discovered oil 

areas, the amount of extracted oil decreased year by year (Aras and Suleymanov 2011, Qaffarov 

2008, Suleymanov 2001, Altstdat 1993). For instance, in 1965 there were extracted 21 million 

tons oil, however, in 1970 it decreased 17 and towards the end of the 1980s it fell to 12 million 

tons.  

However, the heavy industry fields, which were related oil and gas industry continued 

to play main role. According to Suleymanov around 70% of machinery for finding, drilling, 

and refining oil were produced in Azerbaijan. Cotton, silk, tobacco, grape-wine, grains, tea, and 

so on subtropical agricultural sectors were developed fields in Azerbaijan economy. But the 

food industry was not sustainable even country’ own needs. Nearly half of them were exported 

other member states of the USSR. Although industrialization was very successful, half of the 
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exportation of Azerbaijan in the 1960s and 1970s were raw material such as oil and gas 

(Suleymanov 2001, Qaffarov 2008)  

USSR was one of the superpowers in the world until its collapse. It pretended like the 

industrialized developed country as the Western countries, but reality was different. As it was 

in the 1950s, until its end most of population lived under poverty, it was particularly for member 

states. Although the USSR was successful to make industrial revolution, socially they could not 

provide good conditions of life to its citizens. For instance, the graph below shows the amount 

of the GDP per capita in the USSR, the US. As it can be seen, in every period the GDP per 

capita in the USSR was half the GDP per capita of the US, moreover, towards the end the 1980s 

the GDP in the USSR was just one third the GDP of the US. GDP per capita by US dollars.  

Table 2: GDP per capita in the USSR and in the US (dollars) 

Source: Zbigniew Brzezinski, The grand failure: the birth and death of communism in the twentieth 

century, (New York: Scribner, 1989), pp. 69. 

 

Azerbaijan was one of the countries where half of its population lived under poverty. 

In 1963 there were bread shortage in the Republic. As all aspect of life were controlled and 

food sustained by the government, people were waited for decades to have flats. In Azerbaijan 

96% of countryside had not used natural gas and they used wood to heat their houses.  

However, as a result of industrialization urbanization also developed. According 

records, in 1970s the 50% of population lived in cites and in the end of the 1980s it increased 

to 55%. The Azerbaijan population doubled from 1950, it was 3 million to 1970 was 5.2 million. 

And literacy rate as we mentioned social change part were 70% towards the end of the 1970s 

and the beginning of the 1980s. Towards the 1990s there were around two million labor class 

and state was not successful to sustain them with foods, goods, and houses. There was economic 

incompetence in the USSR to sustain basic needs of its population. As a consequence, the black 

market was very popular in the 1980s, although government determined the prices, goods were 

not sold in markets and people had chance only by from the black market (Suleymanov 2001, 

Qaffarov 2008).  

The last secretary of USSR, Gorbachev, applied the perestroika and glasnost policy to 

save country from the crises. However, as the result of this liberalization policy, suppressed 

Countries  1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 

US 8,799 10,629 11,413 12,296 13,966 15,511 

USSR 3,352 3,919 5,123 7,303 6,454 6,863 
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member states begun to demand their independence. Towards the 1990s it was clear that 

continuation of the USSR was not possible. As a result of this process, Azerbaijan once again 

gained its independence. Since the economic relation were interdependence under the USSR, 

after states gained their independence they faced economic disaster. Although, before the 

collapse of the USSR scholars assumed Azerbaijan was one of few countries that independently 

can develop its economic life, with the Karabakh war Azerbaijan economy were also break 

down. In the first decade of its independence Azerbaijan struggled to build independent 

economy (Aras and Suleymanov 2011, Suleymanov 2001).  

Thus far, I illustrated general trajectory of Azerbaijan SSR economic life. Before the 

Soviet rule they applied capitalist type of economy, with the invasion they built socialist 

economy and with the collapse of USSR Azerbaijan once again turned towards capitalist 

economy. Until now Azerbaijan authorities claim that they live in transition period towards 

market economy. And next part I am going to analyze the adventure of Azerbaijan economy 

after its independence.  

 

4.1.4 Azerbaijan’s Economic Condition After Independence (1991-2015) 

 

 

According to Nuri Aras and Elchin Suleymanov (2011) Azerbaijan was one of the a few states 

in the USSR economically was ready for independence. However, the economic turmoil after 

the first decade of independence they faced the opposite. Undoubtedly, there were two factors 

that significantly damaged state economy after independence: the war with Armenia over 

Mountainous Karabakh and a problem of centralized government.  The war was frozen with a 

ceasefire in 1994 and centralized government was achieved late 1995 (Cornell 2011).  

After the collapse of the USSR, as it was in all member states, the Azerbaijan economy 

was damaged. First, during the Soviet time all programs were adjusted by central and member 

states just applied it. However, after collapse there was not any functioning government and 

annually money which distributed Azerbaijan, like other member states, was cut. Moreover, 

member states traded through Moscow and there were not borders and custom bureaus, after 

independence these were created. Because all of these, after independence all member states 

economies were damaged.  
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Azerbaijan concentrated to develop independent economic policy and statehood which 

took long time and this process continues. After independence scholars were called post-Soviets 

states in transition period that pass from a socialist to a capitalist economy. Although it is around 

twenty-five years Azerbaijan economy still in transition and did not pass to a liberal market 

economy. Hence, today state hand still developmental in its economy (Suleymanov 2001, 

Ismayılov 2007; Aras and Suleymanov 2011). 

Though Azerbaijan small country its geography and human capital is hopeful about its 

future. In the first decade of independence Azerbaijan had 7.5 million, in second decade it was 

reached 8.5 and now it estimates nearly 10 million. According to figures 99% of population is 

literate (Ismayılov 2007, Elimirzeyev 2015). In fact, it is very high ratio to support economic 

development of country. When we generally analyze world countries only very developed states 

have this proportion. However, country has some inadequacy to change human capital to 

economic capital.  

As I discussed above, in the Soviet term Azerbaijan was industrialized country and 

most of oil and gas related industry equipment of the USSR were produced in Azerbaijan. 

However, collapse of the USSR damaged industry of Azerbaijan. First of all, the subsidize were 

cut and sustainability of economy were cut. Second, as I mentioned above emerging borders 

between member states were negatively affected economic trade. Additionally, as the local 

governments just applied plan that central government adjusted in the Soviet period, there were 

insufficient expertise to establish new independent economic policy.  

As a result, industrial and agricultural production fell to 40% of the last term of the 

Soviets period and nearly half of the population were lived under poverty. The graph below 

shows GDP per capita from the independence of country and it clearly demonstrate how poor 

was the economy of country following fifteen years of independence. 
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Table 3: GDP per capita in Azerbaijan (dollars) 

Years GDP per 

capita 

Years GDP per 

capita 

Years GDP per 

capita 

1994 200 2001 790 2008 5410 

1995 320 2002 830 2009 4880 

1996 420 2003 880 2010 5800 

1997 510 2004 1050 2011 7000 

1998 540 2005 1580 2012 7490 

1999 510 2006 2380 2013 7800 

2000 620 2007 3480 2014 7800 

 Azerbaijan State Statistic Institution 2014 

  

The Azerbaijan economy after independence also was centralized on the oil and gas 

industry. Around 80% export based on oil and gas raw material. As we can see from the graph 

from the second half of the first decade of the 2000s there was rapid increase in per capita 

income and was due to opening of Baku Tiflis Ceyhan (BTC) pipeline where Azerbaijan began 

to export its oil to the world market. As it is seen like before and during the Soviet term after 

independence oil form main field in Azerbaijan economy (Aras and Suleymanov 2011, 

Elimirzeyev 2015).  

However, it brings several problems: distribution of incoming money equally and 

development non-oil sectors. President of Azerbaijan, Ilham Aliyev, several times emphasized 

that they should to change oil capital to human capital for future of country and generations and 

to achieve these goals several programs were launched such as: an information technologies 

and a transportation hub. IT development and investment program was not successful, but by 

aiming to revive the Silk Road project from China to Europe and from Iran to Russia seems 

hopefull. However, it needs time and developed infrastructure such rail and roads (Cornell 

2011). 

Azerbaijan is a gradually developing country, but it has some problems as well. The 

Azerbaijan economy depends on the oil price and with a decline in oil prices beginning from 

2014 country made 100% devaluation on its currency in 2015. According to Transparency 

International Azerbaijan is one of high level corrupted states with a rank of around 120 out of 
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168 countries.96 The corrupted state bureaucracy dose not let the private economy develop. 

Moreover, country is not member of WTO and still there is state hand in economy and economic 

sector has not liberalized yet. Authorities still call the Azerbaijan economy “in transition” from 

socialist type to liberalized capitalist economy.   

To conclude, after independence the Azerbaijan economy was negatively damaged. 

There were several causes but two more important reasons are the Karabakh war and cut of the 

economic connection between member states. Since, the USSR member states had limited or 

even no relations outside world, the adaptation of the Azerbaijan economy was severe. 

However, by attracting big companies to its natural resources in the 2000s, the country has 

successfully passed from the poor country level to medium developed country level. As 

authorities define the country in transition period and advice should decrease dependent of 

states economy from raw materials, Azerbaijan has long way to become modernized state in 

economic terms.  

 

4.2 Conclusion  

 

 

In this part I generally analyzed the trajectory of Azerbaijan economic life. As result of a 

historical process, the country’ economic life could be divided three parts. The first period is 

Russian empire reign and introduction of capitalist reforms, and alteration from feudal 

economic structure to capitalist economy.  

The second term begins with the Soviet Russian invasion and establishment of Socialist 

economy. Although life conditions were not developed enough during the Soviets reign, 

Azerbaijan become one of the highly industrialized states inside of the USSR, especially in oil 

related industries, electricity, and engineering. However, all aspects of economy were 

controlled from Moscow and member states were not arbiters of their own economic policy. 

They would meet every year Moscow’s ordered state plan on production of goods. One of the 

negative sides the USSR term was that any states economy was not self-sufficient. As a results 

the collapse of the USSR damaged all member states’ economies.  

                                                                 
96 Transparency International, “ Corruption perceptions Index 2014” 
http://www.transparency.org/cpi2014/results  (accessed 20 June 2016).  

http://www.transparency.org/cpi2014/results
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Afterwards gaining its independence the country’s economy was negatively damaged 

and production rates were decreased 30% from the Soviet-time production ratio. With the 

exportation of its oil to world market Azerbaijan successfully eluded economic crises. However, 

funneling oil money brought some problems such as corruption and decrease production of non-

oil sector.  

Today, the Azerbaijan economy significantly depend on exporting raw material such as 

oil and gas. Though country attempted to develop non-oil sector by some reforms, reforms have 

not been successful yet. Taking into account all above the Azerbaijan economy not count itself 

among the modern economies according to modern theories. Though the country achieved some 

level of industrialization, liberalization has not yet finished and government still controls all 

aspects of economic life. There is a long road to achieve modernity in economic life in the front 

of the country.  
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CHAPTER 5 

 

5.1 THE POLITICAL TRAJECTORY OF AZERBAIJAN’S 

MODERNITY 
 

 

5.1.1 Introduction 

 

 

In the second chapter I discussed that CMT and NMT define democracy, based on liberal 

democracy, as one of the three pillars of modernization. Liberal democracy is necessary condition 

of political modernity. Moreover, both theories assume economic development and increase of 

education level as affecting positively democratization process. However, MMP, do not accept 

political modernity as inevitable outcome of social and economic modernization. Any country 

that possesses centralized, institutionalized and effective decision-making mechanisms could be 

considered politically modern. Then, according to MMP, democratization may manifest as part 

of the political modernization experience of a society or it may not (Wagner 2012, Goksel 2014).  

In the previous two chapters were discussed social and economic development of 

Azerbaijan and concluded, Azerbaijan could be acceptable socially modern, but economically in 

a transition period. In this chapter I am going to analyze political trajectory of Azerbaijan and to 

find out is Azerbaijan a politically modern state? 

Variously from Western states, Azerbaijan was a colony initially of the Russian empire, 

and then the Soviet empire. However, they also were successful to establish their independent 

Azerbaijan states, two times, in the beginning and in the end of twentieth century. This chapter 

consist of five sections. Following this introduction part, part two, will briefly examine the 

definition liberal democracy. It will helpful to define Azerbaijan was the democratic or not 

according to definition of liberal democracy standpoint. Part three will examine from the 1870s, 

which capitalist reforms begun in Russian empire and Azerbaijan and will end with the invas ion 

of ADR by the Soviets Red Army.  Part four will study the Soviet term in Azerbaijan and define 

what a kind of the Soviet was, and how Azerbaijan were ruled, during the Soviet reign. Part five 

will be essential part of this chapter, since we will assess political structure of independent 
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Azerbaijan and will be determinative to evaluate Azerbaijan is “modern” country or not. Part five 

contains a brief summary and concluding remarks of chapter.  

 

5.1.1.1 Defining Liberal Democracy  

 

As Azerbaijan is post-Soviet country, generally scholars define Azerbaijan as transition period 

to democracy (Ergun 2010, Warren 2013, Rasizada 2003). Since, Azerbaijan had not consolidate 

democracy there several interpretations that classify Azerbaijan, in hybrid regime/government in 

transition and semi-consolidated authoritarian regime. As a result, assessments on “Azerbaijan 

democracy” remains subjective.  

In order to define the type of state Azerbaijan it is useful quickly look approaches to 

democracy that conceptualized. There is vast literature on the democracy and conceptualizat ion 

of it. Hence, attempting to conceptualize and differentiate democratic countries from non-

democratic is a controversial, since all kinds of regimes keen to define themselves “democratic ”. 

The term of democracy existed a long time ago before the emergence of liberal 

democracy. Liberal democracy is a product of twentieth century and CMT and NMT accepts this 

kind of democracy in their approaches towards measurement of democracy. According to 

Sorensen (2008) “Democracy is a form of government in which the people rule.”97 Although the 

definition is challenging, generally, democracy it was accepted that in the democratic countries 

popular will is decisive. “The concept known as ‘liberal democracy’ or the ‘consensus model’ is 

last extended form which the meaning of democracy to include a number of civil liberties and 

the rule of law.”98 

A key scholar of democratization, Dahl (1971; 2000) offers eight basic requisites for a 

regime defined as a liberal democracy: 

1. freedom of association, 

2. freedom of expression, 
3. the right to vote, 

4. eligibility for public office, 
5. the right of political leaders to compete for votes, 
6. alternative sources for information, 

7. free and fair elections, 

                                                                 
97 George Sorensen, Democracy and Democratization (Colorado: Westview Press, 2008), pp. 3.  
98 Jorgen Moller and Svend-Erik Skaaning. “Regime Types and Democratic Sequencing,” Journal of Democracy 
24 (2013): pp. 144. 
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8. institutions for making government policies depend on votes.99  

All this element mutually dependent from each other and playing regulatory role to 

control system. Using the conceptualization of consolidated liberal democracy, the Freedom 

House Index categorizes regimes according to two sets of criteria, the Political rights 

(Participation, competition, and functioning government) and the civil liberties (freedom of 

association and expression, and rule of law). Based on this, countries are evaluated to be free, 

partly free or not free. A consolidated liberal democracy is a free society that fulfils in real 

meaning of civil liberties.  

Following this part, next part I am going to study political development of Azerbaijan 

and assess how democratic is Azerbaijan. Taking into account that Azerbaijan was colony of the 

Russian Empire and subsequently the Soviets we briefly illustrate how Azerbaijan were ruled 

during dependent country, and then we will discuss political development in Azerbaijan after 

independence.  

 

5.1.2 Azerbaijan Under Russian Empire Reign (1813-1920) 

 

With the expansion Russian empire towards the south Azerbaijan turned battle-ground between 

Russia and Iran. In the beginnings on nineteenth century Russian occupied all Azerbaijan 

khanates in the north of Aras river. By the treaty of Gulistan (1813) and Turkmenchai (1828) 

Russia strengthened its existence in the Caucasus and Azerbaijan were divided between two 

states. The north of Aras river, and today’s independent Azerbaijan, become part of Russia, 

including Nakhjivan and Erevan, the south of Aras become part of Iran. It is important to mention 

that geographically Azerbaijan cover today’s independent Azerbaijan, and the north west of Iran. 

However, since first time its independence in 1918 ADR declared its name as Azerbaijan, when 

we talk Azerbaijan we mean independent Azerbaijan which gained its independence in 1918 and 

again in 1991.  

After invasion of Azerbaijan until 1841 it was ruled directly by tsarist military forces. 

From this year military rule replaced with a civil imperial administration. At that time, the entire 

region of “Transcaucasia” was divided into Georgian-Imeretian guberniia, with the center Tiflis, 

and a Caspian oblast centered at Shemakhi, the line between these guberniias was artificia lly 

                                                                 
99 Göksel, “Assessing the Turkish Model,” pp. 190. 
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drawn by empire so that Ganje and Nakhjivan was part of Georgian gubernia. In 1859 town of 

Shemaki was destroyed by an earthquake and Baku became center of the new renamed guberniia.  

Until the end of Russian empire Azerbaijan were ruled by tsar gubernator with colonist 

policy. Local khan and bay class were administrator before Russian invasion were neutralized. 

Moreover, since the Tsar applied russification policy local governors, judiciaries police forces 

were appointed from non-Muslims, generally, Armenians and Georgians. The 1870s reforms had 

some positive impact on Azerbaijan that as a result of “Urban Reform” were established the 

municipal administration and the City Council. The latter gave a voice in local government to a 

propertied class which would meet qualifications for suffrage. Majority of property owners in 

Baku, Azerbaijani Turks constituted more than 80 percent of electorate. Nevertheless, the 

imperialist policy was in function, there were ban on Muslim members and only non-Christians 

can constitute one third of council members. However, in 1908 despite the law and with slight 

opposition from the viceroy, a majority of Azerbaijani Turks were elected city Council. They 

ignored demands for new elections and remained the majority until the end of the empire 

(Altstadt 1992; Seyidzada 1999; Ismayılov 2007; Zerdablı 2008).  

Since empire led discriminatory policy and education was only in the Russian language, 

intelligentsia class complained from this policy and with several journals and newspapers 

published their demands in education in Azerbaijani language. In the beginning of the twentieth 

century there were Kaspi, Tekamul, Hayat newspapers, which authors through them published 

Azerbaijani’s demands and expectations from empire. In the first decade of the twentieth century 

there were two important organizations that represented and struggled for rights: Hummet and 

Difai (Defense). Among the Hummet’s founders were Mammad Amin Rasulzade, Sultan Mejid 

Efendiyev, Nariman Narimanov and Memed Hajinski, it located in Baku. Although full title was 

Muslim Social Democratic Group, they used Muslim definition to get support of Muslim groups. 

Indeed, it has not religious outlook (Swietochowski 1985, Seyidzade 1998, Ismayılov 2008). A 

1909 version of the Hummet party program demanded civil rights and reform: freedom of speech, 

freedom of assembly, to form unions and strike, freedom of press, secret elections to State Duma, 

equal justice for rich and poor, free public compulsory education and so on rights. As it can be 

seen from the party demands, they demanded for basic human rights, and there were no demands 

for autonomy and independence. Moreover, according to Altstatd, they even did not support 

Islamic government or rules to be on charge, they used term Muslim just took support of Muslim 

majority (Swietochowski 1985, Altstadt 1992).  
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Difai initially was a secret Ganje organization and formed in 1905. Difai created by 

Ganje intellectuals as a counterterror organization in response to the Russian supported Armenian 

armed groups, particularly against Dashnaktsutun. As I mentioned above, in Azerbaijan Russian 

empire used Armenians as a tool to suppress Azerbaijanis. Since, Ganje was neighbor with 

Armenia and Karabakh region Ganje intellectuals constantly were faced to ethnic disputes and 

more influenced from imperialistic rule. Among the founders of Difai were prominent Ganje 

intellectuals Nasib Yusufbeyli, Hasan Agaoglu, Aliakper and Khalil Khasmemetli brothers. Difai 

members target were directly Russian administration and even from 1906 to 1909 they carried 

out attacks against imperial institutions and killed Ganje governor’s counsel. In contrast to 

Hummet, Difia’s aims was to gain firstly autonomy and later full independence of Azerbaijan. 

Since, there were clashes between Azerbaijanis and Armenians in 1905 and 1906, Difai members 

claimed that the main reason of clashes is Russian empire and if they did not armed Armenians 

there would be any clashes (Swietochowski 1985, Altstadt 1992, Zerdablı 2008). Therefore, they 

directly targeted imperial rule in Azerbaijan.  

Another significant group was gathered around, which sponsored by Hajjı Zeynalabd in 

Tagiyev, Kaspi newspaper that Alimardan Topchubashov was the editor. After the Russian-Japan 

war in 1904-1905 in all around Russian empire there were massive strikes. These strikes were 

happened in Baku and some other big cities during 1905-1909 as well. To subside these strikes 

Tsar Nicholas II declared “legislative duma” in 1906. There several deputies in state duma from 

Azerbaijan Topchubashov was one of them. At this time the first All-Russian Muslim Congress 

took place. Topchubashov played major role and called for political unity of all “Russian 

Muslim” and equal representations of Muslims with Russians. He was also cofounder of the 

Ittifaq al-Muslimin (Muslim Union) formed at the congress. However, since the first (1906) and 

the second (1907) duma were abolished in short period they could not achieve their goals 

(Swietochowski 1985).  

Imperial suppression and discrimination towards Azerbaijanis caused the establishment 

of national identity. In the way of independence and setting national state, Azerbaijan Democratic 

Republic, Musavat (equality), Muslim Democratic party played significant role. It was founded 

in 1912. In 1913 its leader become Hümmetist Mammad Amin Rasulzade. Before the World War 

I the party vocally was pro-Ottoman, however, during war time they tried to be neutral. The party 

became an important political establishment only after 1917 (Altstadt 1992, Seyidzadeh 1998).  

During war time there were no explicit political monolith view in Azerbaijan. The 

intellectuals of Ganje were pro-Ottoman and intended to gain independence, however, 
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intellectuals of Baku accepted anticolonial but, internationalist elements of socialist rhetoric with 

friends, Russian and Armenians. Prior the war and during war time because its oil industry 

workers socialist ideas were spread in Baku.  With the Bolshevik revolution in Russia, politica l 

situation was dramatized in Azerbaijan. Although Musavat had popular support in Baku, 

Bolsheviks took control of the city under Shaumian leadership. A Bolshevik Sovnarkom ruled 

Baku until September of 1918. As there were not central government in Russia, Armenian s, 

Azerbaijanis and Georgians were reluctantly created the Transcaucasian Federation in April 1918 

and it lived until May 28. After the fall of Russian empire, Ottomans began to march towards the 

Caucasus. Though the Transcaucasian federation tried to fight against the Ottoman, Azerbaijanis 

were not participated coalitions against the Ottoman. The three nations, Armenians, Azerbaijanis 

and Georgians had different political will and as a result the federation could not function and on 

26 May, with the encouragement of Germany, Georgian withdrew from the federation and on 28 

of May 1918, Azerbaijan declared its independence (Swietochowski 1985, Altstadt 1992, 

Seyidzadeh 1998, Ismayılov & Maksvell 2008).  

To conclude this term was significant to revival of national identity and establishment 

of political culture in Azerbaijan. Following establishment of political organization after collapse 

of empire they were successful to build nation states. Against the suppression russification policy 

of tsarism, intelligentsia and national bourgeoisie aimed to found national identity on the basis 

of Turkish nationality together with Islamic morality, and western understanding of progression. 

Azerbaijan was controlled by Russian empire, it was colony.  However, in this term Azerbaijani 

intellectuals were introduced with democratic values which was the fundaments of the first 

republic of Azerbaijan history: Azerbaijan Democratic Republic. Next section I am going to 

study ADR and try to respond the question, was the republic was democratic? 

 

5.1.3 Azerbaijan Democratic Republic (1918-1920) 

 

 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic declared its independence on 28 May 1918. It was first time 

that in the north of Aras river Azerbaijani Turks were successful establish their own state. The 

independence was declared in Tiflis and then delegations were moved to Ganje. Baku were under 

control of the Bolshevik Baku Commune, and then the Centro-Caspian dictatorship. With the 

support of the Ottoman army in September ADR was successful to divest Baku. Building nation 

state was not easy, firstly the Ottoman Empire did not recognized Azerbaijan as independent, 
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they tried through Azerbaijan unite all Russian Turks under the Ottoman and establish Turan 

empire. However, when the Ottoman were defeated and signed the Mondros Armistice, British 

forces came to Azerbaijan and let Azerbaijan government function under their control. Although 

ADR changed five coalition government within two years, it was successful to procure 

acceptance in January 1920 by the European powers as independent sovereign state at the Paris-

Peace Conference. However, the existence of ADR was not too much as a result of efforts the 

Hummet and AzCP the function of last coalition government were coerced to assign ADR to the 

Bolsheviks (Altstadt 1992, Ismayılov and Maksvell 2008).  

The leading party of state was Musavat under leadership of Mammad Emin Rasulzade. 

Besides Musavat, there were three more other parties, Hummet, Ittihad, and Socialist Blocks of 

Muslims, were entered parliament in November elections. Deputation of parliament was also 

mixed, “only 80 of 125 deputies were Azerbaijani, 21 Armenian, 10 Russian, 3 places for big 

companies which invested in Baku oil and 1 seat per minority groups, Polish, Georgians, and 

Jews.”100 Moreover, in early 1920 Azerbaijan Communist party were established and some 

Hummet members transferred to AzCP. The role of AzCP was to prevent functioning of 

government and unite Azerbaijan with Bolshevik Russia. As a result, they were successful on 

their aim to make Azerbaijan as part of Bolshevik Russia (Swietochowski 1985, Ismayılov & 

Maksvell 2008).  

Although short term existence ADR has significant role on Azerbaijan statehood. In its 

declaration emphasize that: 

sovereign rights belong to the Azerbaijan people”. From this perspective it is 

a democratic republic and it follows … Independent Azerbaijan is a 
democratic republic. …All citizens are guaranteed full civil and politica l 

rights regardless of their nationality, religion (the only mention of religion in 
this declaration), social position, or sex.101  

 

As it can be seen it gives all rights that in democratic states citizen possesses. And 

system of ADR was secular, multi-party, and there was media freedom. Moreover, ADR also 

gave universal suffrage to its population and included women as well. ADR was the first state 

that gave suffrage to female in the Muslim world. Their reforms made ADR as it called in name 

                                                                 
100 Mahmud İsmayılov and Nigar Maksvel, “Azerbaycan Tarixi: 1900-1920,”(History of Azerbaijan: 1900-1920), 

(Bakı: Elm, 2008), pp. 284-285. 
101 Altstadt, “The Azerbaijani Turks,” pp. 89-90. 
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democratic state. In taking into account historical term and international condition their reforms 

and developments is enviable. 

ADR also made significant reforms on statehood as well. They established officia l 

currency, manat, and flag, which today Azerbaijan possess, declared Azerbaijan language as 

official language and requested teachers from the Ottoman Empire to develop literacy rate in 

Azerbaijan. For instance, before ADR, in 1918-1919, “Ganje city only 4-four females attended 

gymnasium, however, in 1919-1920 number was 296.”102. In 1919 ADR opened Baku State 

University and organized a group to Latinization of the Azerbaijani language and alphabet 

change that happened in the Soviet period. 

In conclusion, ADR is the beginning of Azerbaijan statehood and introduced democratic 

values to Azerbaijan people. Although the Soviets attempted to erase ADR from Azerbaijan 

history and presented it as black spot, with the independence Azerbaijan declared itself the heir 

of ADR. Without exploitation democratic values Azerbaijan were invaded by Bolsheviks and 70 

year lived under communist reign. In the Subsequent part, I am going to study the Soviet period 

and try to identify what kind of state was Azerbaijan as a member of the USSR. 

 

5.1.4 Azerbaijan Soviet Socialist Republic (1920-1991) 

 

With the invasion of ADR, in Azerbaijan there were created the Azerbaijan Revolutionary 

Committee, Azrevkom, by Baku Bureau of the Kavraikom (Caucasian regional committee) of 

the Russian Communist party (Bolshevik). The Kavbuiro conducted by Ordzhonikidze and Kirov 

and they assigned Azrevkom directorate staff from AzCP members. Nariman Narimanov was 

appointed chairman of Azrevkom, and the other members –Mirza Davud Huseinov, Ali heydar 

Karayev, Gazanfar Musabekov, Hamid Sultanov, and Dadash Buniatzade- were Azerbaijani 

Turks, prominent Communist and former Hümmetists. Although there were Azerbaijanis in 

management AzCP was not executive in ruling Azerbaijan and they applied policy that Lenin 

ordered from the Moscow (Altstadt 1992, Zardablı 2008, Quliyev 2008). 

After the invasion of all three the South Caucasus republics, Armenia, Azerbaijan, and 

Georgia, until 1922 Azerbaijan were administered by AzSSR, which were Azerbaijan prototype 

of the Russian SSR. In 1922 there were established Transcaucasian Federation (TSFSR) that 

                                                                 
102 Maqsudov F. and... Азербайджанская Демократическая Республика (Azerbaijan Democratic Republic), 
(Bakı: Elm, 1998) pp. 70. 
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included three states and until 1936 represented the South Caucasian states in the USSR. During 

the construction of system local bureaus decisions were not decisive. For instance, though 

Narimanov opposed the establishment of TSFSR, it founded and Azerbaijan included to it. 

Moreover, he was appointed to the Presidium of the Central Executive Committees and 

decentered from the affairs of TSFSR. Since there were not enough Azerbaijan cadre, few 

Azerbaijani represented in TSFSR and AzCP. The TSFSR soviet had jurisdiction over finances, 

foreign affairs and trade, military affairs, communication and transportation, the battle against 

counterrevolution, and the economic policies of constituent republics. In fact, the nomina lly 

independent countries lost their sovereignty. Moreover, according to order of Lenin there were 

established a Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) with rights guaranteed on paper. The 

system was hierarchically constructed and all the decision were made in Moscow.  

There were only communist party and all officials were members of communist party.  

As scholars states the USSR was party dictatorship, and the supreme communist party first 

secretary was the arbiter (Altstadt 1992, Service 2009). After Narimanov, Gazanfar Musabekov 

succeeded him in 1923 and Ali Heydar Karayev followed in 1927. Mir Jafar Baghirov became 

AzCP first secretary in 1933-1953. During Stalin term, Mir Jafar Baghirov conducted purge in 

Azerbaijan and who was suspended executed or exiled to Siberia.  

Under Stalin constitution 1936 TSFSR dissolved and the South Caucasus states become 

“voluntarily” member states of the USSR. In 1937 USSR constitution with indigenous changes 

directly copied and declared AzSSR constitution.  All USSR laws were in force on the territory 

of the republic and all citizens of the republics were citizens of the USSR. According to 

constitution, Nagorny Karabakh Autonomous Oblast was established in 1924, defined as part of 

Azerbaijan and no changes to its territory could be made without republic’s approval (Altstadt 

1992, Quliyev 2008). 

Although with the death of Stalin there were moderation in political system, party 

dictatorship was on charge until last day of the USSR. After the dismissal of Baghirov in 1954 

Imam Mustafayev succeeded him until 1959. Since, he fought for national recovery of 

Azerbaijan, he was dismissed and Veli Akhundov replaced him. During Veli Akhundov period 

Azerbaijan party organization had finally become predominantly Azerbaijan Turks, 61%. In 1969 

Heydar Aliyev succeeded him and was the first secretary of AzCP until 1983 and he was 

promoted to full member of Soviet Politburo and appointed to the post of First Deputy Chairman 

of the Council of Ministers of the USSR. Aliyev thus attained the highest position ever reached 

by an Azerbaijan Turks in the Soviet Union, and he was forced to resign from his position in 
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1987 by Gorbachev administration. Heydar Aliyev appointed cadres in all position from KGB 

and Nakhchevan, that trusted to them. After Aliyev resignation, his men were worked in their 

position and before their replacement the Soviet Union was collapsed. The last AzSSR first 

secretary was Ayaz Mutallibov and the first unelected president of Azerbaijan.  

The policies were held during the Soviet term all of them were decided in central 

committee of the Communist party in Moscow. The Soviet system was party dictatorship system 

did not tolerate any opposition view, except socialist ideology.  Since, the aim of the revolut ion 

was to expand socialist system to all over the world and socialism was the hypercorrect system 

there were no need compare system with others. Although sometimes there were inadequacies in 

function of system, but it was due to insufficient socialist individuals, not due system. Member 

states had only executive power, the general plans were adjusted by politburo, the highest body 

of communist party, and member states and local governments were responsible to meet their 

plan. The system was planned economy and without considering local conditions politburo 

demanded member states meet plan for every country.  Indeed, it is famous approach in post-

Soviets states that this planned economy caused to the collapse of the Union. Because the 

politburo members had not enough knowledge about countries condition, they just demanded.  

Though in the USSR were “election” but it pretended to be election. Only party was 

communist party and candidates had to be its members. Generally, in the USSR and particular ly 

in Azerbaijan SSR media was not free. In fact, if there were thing went wrong the individua ls 

were accused and all media organs and party members blamed, blackmailed the individual, even 

the party members could be accused. Consequently, the USSR was collapsed around quarter 

century before and its explicit that it was party dictatorship and there was any democratic 

structure. Therefore, I am concluding here the Soviet term and passing to assess democracy in 

independent Azerbaijan after the post-Soviet period. 

 

5.1.5 Falter of Democracy in Azerbaijan (1991-2015) 

 

By the early 1980s national awakening begun in Azerbaijan. With the Gorbachev era as the 

liberalization and reforms launched suppressed nations begun to develop their own nationa l 

identity beyond socialist outlook. Azerbaijani intellectuals also were begun to publish articles 

and books focusing about language, culture and national heritage of Azerbaijan. As a result of 

liberal public sphere member states begun to clearly demand their requests from the USSR. With 
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the Aliyev fall Azerbaijani lobby were weakened in the politburo, in contrast, Armenian lobby 

strengthened and one of the Gorbachev’s adviser was Armenian Abel Aganbeyan. Armenian 

nationalists and intellectuals begun demand unification of the Nagorno Karabakh Autonomous 

Oblast with Armenia SSR. Which on no account Azerbaijan SSR would approve.  

Tension begun to increase with the deportation of Azerbaijani who live Armenia SSR 

in 1988. Most of the deported people were placed in Baku and Sumgait. However, as nearly 

350,000 Armenian were living in Azerbaijan SSR, and most of them lived in Baku and Sumgait, 

the interethnic conflict was inevitable. Main reason of conflict was the USSR in sufficient policy, 

which they did not stop deportation of Azerbaijani people from their ancestral homeland.  In 

1988 there were Sumgait incident, which there were conflict between deported Azerbaijanis and 

Armenians and several Armenian were killed. Official records say that the USSR security forces 

did not stopped the conflict although they knew it beforehand (Cornell 2011).  Since, Azerbaijan 

SSR government was not sovereign and they applied the policy what the USSR ordered, people 

begun protest the decisions of Az SSR and the USSR policy. The demonstrations were held in 

Baku, Ganje, Sumgait and several cities. Azerbaijan Xalq Cebhesi (AXC) (the Azerbaijani 

Popular Front, NPF) was leading organization that that tried to agglomerate unorganized 

demonstration and protest the government policy. 

As Audrey Altstadt noted,  

The APF … embodied the politicization of a long process-clarifying cultura l 

and social issues that had been reflected in Azerbaijani Turkish publication in 
previous decades …. This educated, articulate elite, sometimes related by 
blood or marriage, was united by a singleness of purpose and efforts 

reminiscent of the same coordinated and nationally conscious secular elite 
active at the turn of the century. Now as then, political organizations are fluid, 

with cooperation among some groups and with some individuals belonging 
to various groups simultaneously.103 

 

The APF was organized group that had political aims and platform. While there was 

diverseness in the level of emphasis on identity and nationalism, there were agreement on 

Azerbaijan’s future as a democratic and secular society respecting the rights of every citizen, 

including ethnic and religious minorities. The APF’ founders were declared themselves as legacy 

of the Musavat party government in the 1918-20 period, which provided ideological foundation 

of the movement. In July 1989, the Popular Front held its founding congress, arranging program 
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that concentrate on turning Azerbaijan into democratic country and a state based on the rule of 

law. 

However, to suppress awakening and demonstration the Soviet government planned to 

send some military forces to Baku and army with tanks rolled into Baku midnight on January 20 

in 1990. During crash around 200 civilians were killed and 700 wounded. This incident irritated 

Azerbaijan nation and the emotional link between the Soviet Union and Azerbaijan took a mortal 

smasher. Additionally, anti-reformist wing of the communist party to stop Gorbachev reformis t 

policy attempted coup on August 1991, to government change but they were not successful. 

Following this the Supreme Soviet of Azerbaijan declared its intention to restore independent 

statehood and on 18 October by a constitutional act Azerbaijan declared its independency. 

Although Ayaz Mutallibov stayed at the presidency office and he was not inclined to reform 

soviet system, after the Khojaly Genocide104 he had resigned.  

In the initial years of Azerbaijan independence Nagorno Karabakh conflict played 

significant role to change government. After Shusha fall on 9 May the Soviet legacy government 

was inadequate lead country. “In the June 7 Ebulfez Elchibey the APF leader was elected 

president of Azerbaijan 59 percent of the vote.”105 Since he was the leader of anti-Sovie t 

nationalistic group, Azerbaijanis believed he would get back lost territories and build statehood.  

The Popular Front government was the period of democratization and struggle for 

Azerbaijani nation building. the multi-party system was applied all freedoms were provided. 

National currency was accepted the government launched economic privatization and tried to 

generate new democratic constitution, in which they were not successful. The government 

applied the Latin alphabet as official language, centralized test system for high education, and 

more important they were successful to become free of Russian military forces. The APF 

government was leaded Pro-Western and Pro-Turkey foreign policy that not satisfied Russia and 

Iran. As their support colonel Suret Huseynov, who was commander of war with Armenia, by 

support Russia revolted against Elchibey. Since, Elchibey was patriotic man, he did not want 

                                                                 
104 Kojalı is Azerbaijani located district in Nagorno Karabakhand on 26 February 1992 Armenian military forces 
with the support of Russian Army’s 366th Infantry Regiment  attacked to district and kil led civil people.   More 
than 700 people were kil led and several hundred went missing. International Committee for the Red Cross 
indicated that dead bodies were mutilated. Armenian president, Serzh Sargsyan’s interview with British author 

Thomas De Waal explicitly i llustrate barbarity “Before Khojali, the Azerbaija nis thought that they joking with us, 
they thought that the Armenians were people who could not raise their hand against civilian population. We 
were able to break that stereotype And that’s what happened”. For more information, look at Thomas de Waal, 

Black Garden: Armenia and Azerbaijan through Peace and War.  
105 Altstadt, “The Azerbaijani Turks,” pp. 127. 
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suppress revolt with civil war and invited Heydar Aliyev to keep state control. On June 18 

Elchibey left the capital for his village of Keleki in Nakhichevan, where he would spend several 

years in internal exile.  On October 3 Heydar Aliyev become second elected president of 

Azerbaijan.  

According to scholars Altsdat (1997), Cornell (2001,2011) Guliyev (2005) Ergun 

(2010) and so on, the Popular Front government was democratic and attempted to build statehood 

properly to democratic values. However, the popular Front could not manage to stay in power, 

due to insufficient bureaucracy and Azerbaijan defeat in war with Armenia. Indeed, most of state 

bureaucracy were heritage of the Soviet period and they could not turn democratic in one day. 

Most of the government officials were unhappy with the APF policies, corruption increased, 

economy was demolished, and neighbor countries intervened internal affairs of country. 

Moreover, government had no control on security forces and there was no binding law.  

Elchibey announced that 1993 would be the year of state building. Parliamenta ry 

elections would be held, a new constitution would be drafted and some crucial developments and 

reforms would be undertaken. However, Elchibey become president inhospitable environment 

and moreover, suffered from narrow elite following and unsatisfying personnel when it came to 

implementing plans. Additionally, economic downturn, defat in the war, unstable public order, 

and external intervention ended the APF period in Azerbaijan. 

After Aliyev become president the state building launched with his time. Inıtially Aliyev 

was successful removing challengers from government. Since Aliyev also leaded pro-Western 

policy, Russia tried to support coup against him. However, coup attempts were prevented by 

Aliyev in 1994 and 1995. The decisive issue, that caused fall of two government war, with 

Armenia, ended with ceasefire in 1994.  In 1995 the parliament and constitution election were 

held. There were some irregularities that happened during elections (Cornell 2011).  But, indeed, 

Aliyev had government experience from the Soviet period and Azerbaijanis believed that only 

he can bring stability to country. However, with the 1995 the political and economic stability 

achieved but as scholars (Rasizade 2003, Guliyev 2005, Cornell 2011) states Aliyev begun to 

build statehood not according to democratic values, but on the ground of strong man in 

presidency and lead country.  

However, Heydar Aliyev brought what people wanted from him, stability to country. 

But the main issue Nagorno Karabakh and surrounding districts were lost. Although, by late 1993 

after Aliyev was elected president Azerbaijan counterattacked to get back territories, the attempt 
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was ineffective and in 1994 parties achieved ceasefire. Another issue was economic downturn 

that towards second half of the 1990s the stability established in economy as well. Moreover, as 

in 1994 government assigned known “the Contract of Century”, to export Azerbaijan oil to world 

market, millions of dollars invested to country that sustained economic development.  

Heydar Aliyev governed Azerbaijan until 2003. The target of his and party, Yeni 

Azerbaijan Partiyası (New Azerbaijan Party), policy can be summarized stability and 

development. As he was Soviet term politician democratic development was not main concern 

of his period. In his term there were two parliament and president elections that in every election 

were some irregularities and unfair (Cornel 2001, Rasizade 2003, Ergun 2010). His thought in 

democracy could be useful to summarize his term democratization process…  

Some people think we should be able to establish democracy in a short time, 
but that is impossible. Azerbaijan is a young nation and democracy is new 

concept. The United States has been advancing on the path of democracy for 
long time –more than 200 years. You have achieved a lot, but you are still 
working on it. Democracy is not an apple you buy at the market and bring 

back home.106 

 

Heydar Aliyev saved Azerbaijan from failure and established Azerbaijan statehood. 

However, he built state under his strong authority. He appointed his ex- soviet nomenklatura in 

new independent country. He shared crucial positions between some people later they turned clan 

administration (Guliyev 2012). According to scholars Cornel (2011), Ottaway (2003), Guliyev 

(2005) Azerbaijan under Heydar Aliyev’s rule described as a semi-authoritarian society. A 

concept defined by Marina Ottaway (2003) as an “ambiguous system that combines rhetorica l 

acceptance of liberal democracy, the existence of some formal democratic institutions, and 

respect for a limited sphere of civil and political liberties with essentially illiberal or even 

authoritarian traits.”107  

Nevertheless, it is not meaning that in Azerbaijan, like Central Asian states, there is no 

opposition parties and media. Indeed, during first decade of independency parallel to regime there 

were strong opposition parties APF, AMIP (Azerbaijan National Independence party) and 

Musavat parties. And their strong media wing Azadlıq and Musavat newspaper. Although in 

                                                                 
106 Svente Cornell, Azerbaijan Since Independence, (New York: M.E. Sharpe, 2011), pp. 94. 
107 Farid Guliyev, “Post-Soviet Azerbaijan: Transition to Sultanistic Semiauthoritarianism? An Attempt at 
Conceptualization,” Demokratizatsiya 13 (2005): pp. 419-421. 
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public broadcasts and radio government prevented their representation, but through their media 

tools they could criticize parliament and government policy.  

At first glance, the constitution Azerbaijan has a democratic constitution. The 

Constitution provide separation of power, including and independent judiciary and elected 

parliament. But scholars Yunus (2001), Guliyev (2005), and Cornel (2001, 2011) state that 

parliament have no independent function and since the all elections were rigged members of 

parliament not elected but appointed. However, in constitution was mentioned that one person 

can be elected as a president two times. Towards presidential elections the NAP looked for 

successor of president Aliyev. And Ilham Aliyev son of Heydar Aliyev become candidate of 

NAP in president election in 2003. The slogan of NAP was clear to proceed stability in country 

only can succeed by savior’s son Ilham Aliyev. Political and economic stability was once again 

main point in election bulletin of NAP.  

According to official numbers Ilham Aliyev got 76% percent of ballots. In the election 

campaign, local authorities created obstacles to opposition parties. Moreover, public media 

coverage was slanted by ruling party. Though, after election day opposition parties especially 

Musavat protested election and declared their victory. Moreover, supporters of Musavat took 

control Azadlıq (Freedom) square police suppressed mitting and there were several death and 

hundreds of Musavat supporters jailed. However, most available information suggests that 

Aliyev really did receive the largest number of votes, though less than the official results (Cornell 

2011).  Indeed, countries recognized Ilham Aliyev victory especially, after US State Departments 

confirmed that “the United States will work with president-elect Ilham Aliyev.”108 From 2003 

Ilham Aliyev reign continue in Azerbaijan. During this period there were two president and two 

parliament elections. Although in all of them there were some irregularities and election fraud, 

there were any threating opposition movement to the government. Particularly, after the BTC 

opening in 2006, oil dollar begun flow to state that economic conditions developed. Though 

distribution of state budget was not equal and low class of country couldn’t enjoy very much 

from state fortune, comparing to the 1990s, the 2000s was developing period of Azerbaijan 

economy (O’lear 2007, Cornell 2011). As a result, 2008 president election was not held in a race 

condition. Ilham Aliyev became second time president of Azerbaijan with 88% of votes. There 

is no challenge to Ilham Aliyev, neither within nor outside the government. The constitutiona l 

amendments of March 2009, opened the way to a life-long presidency for incumbent presidents.  

                                                                 
108 Guliyev, “Post-Soviet Azerbaijan,” pp. 422.  



 

83 
 

Although, opposition parties established “Milli Şura” and academic Cemil Hasanli 

became candidate the result was not even hopeful for future for opposition parties. However, in 

this elections also like previous election were irregularities and fraud (Bedeford 2014). 

Introducing oil dependent economic boom as the government success in 2013 election Ilham 

Aliyev declared its victory once again. Parliament elections which held in 2015 was also same 

with president election, NAP won majority and any major opposition parties took seats in 

parliament.  

In assessing opposition group there are two parties that represent oppositions in 

Azerbaijan: Musavat and APF. Since, both of them were in government turbulent and chaotic 

years 1991-93 in Azerbaijan, majority of old generation not trust them. Moreover, as 

Azerbaijanis have bad reminiscences about democratization they chose stability over democracy. 

Another factor is that majority of Azerbaijanis are apathetic toward politics. As noted by Valiyev 

(2006), “few Azerbaijani voters actually participate in electoral politics, because most do not 

believe that voting can change anything.”109. Additionally, like NAP opposition parties have no 

ideological view and as NAP parties promoted political leaders, not explicit economic and 

political views. Comparing with Georgia, political parties have problems to make coalitions in 

crucial time. For instance, in 2003 and 2005 elections they campaigned just themselves and using 

divide and rule principal made NAP victorious.  

Hence, “Azerbaijan is counted semi-authoritarian country in 2013110. Moreover, in 2016 

Azerbaijan is defined by “Freedom House as authoritarian country and it showed country’s the 

worst democracy level in 2016.”111. Though in 2013 and 2014 new protests emerged in 

Azerbaijan, particularly, by using social media new generation participated protest were 

suppressed quickly and brutally. Government take all precautions to keep under control 

opposition groups. However, there are two significant opposition groups is emerged last years: 

REAL and Meydan TV. REAL, the Republican Alternative Movement, have explicit politica l 

ideology, which define themselves as liberals. Though, their leader jailed, Ilgar Mamadov, they 

consist of intellectuals and new generation. Meydan TV also is founded by new young bloggers 

                                                                 
109 Anar Valiyev, “Parliamentary Elections in Azerbaijan: A Failed Revolution,” Problems of Post-Communism 53 
(2006), pp.17-35.   
110 Adrienne Warren, “Comparing Democracy Ranking in the Post-Soviets (2013)” 

http://www.eastbook.eu/en/blog/2013/06/20/nations -in-transit-comparing-democracy-rankings-in-the-post-
soviets/ (accessed 25.06.2016). 
111 Freedom House, “Azerbaijan. Nations in Transit” https://freedomhouse.org/report/nations -

transit/2016/azerbaijan  https://freedomhouse.org/sites/default/fi les/NIT2016_Azerbaijan.pdf (accessed 
25.06.2016) 

http://www.eastbook.eu/en/blog/2013/06/20/nations-in-transit-comparing-democracy-rankings-in-the-post-soviets/
http://www.eastbook.eu/en/blog/2013/06/20/nations-in-transit-comparing-democracy-rankings-in-the-post-soviets/
https://freedomhouse.org/report/nations-transit/2016/azerbaijan
https://freedomhouse.org/report/nations-transit/2016/azerbaijan
https://freedomhouse.org/sites/default/files/NIT2016_Azerbaijan.pdf
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Emin Milli and Hebib Müntezir and broadcast from Germany. Nowadays, these groups are 

disquieting government and it seems that this two groups will be determinative in oppositions 

arena of Azerbaijan in future.  

Nevertheless, president of Azerbaijan is aware that democracy level is not satisfy 

international institutions. However, president Aliyev stated that “all freedoms are protected in 

Azerbaijan. The freedom of speech and freedom of the press are fully provided. There is free 

internet in Azerbaijan. The freedom of assembly is fully guaranteed.”112 Indeed, “president Ilham 

Aliyev interested in economic development of Azerbaijan more than political development. 

Azerbaijan was fast growing country with the world’s highest rate of GDP growth from 2006 to 

2009.”113 Correspondingly to economic development, he also struggles to decrease corruption 

level and eliminate bureaucratic problems in country. For instance, in 2012 there were created 

“Asan Xidmət” (Simple Service), Public Service and Social Innovations State Agency under the 

President of Azerbaijan, which do most of bureaucratic works without any corruption and bribe. 

It is very new service and citizens highly satisfied from these reform. In fact, these illustrate that  

president Aliyev aware of the problem in social and political life in Azerbaijan. But, “he chose 

gradual change and development instead of revolutionary. As he ever emphasizes stability and 

gradual development is the way of Ilham Aliyev”114.  

To conclude, Azerbaijan is not liberal democratic country. In Azerbaijan there is very 

powerful presidency institution that control and enforce political life. There is operative 

government and try to gradually develop liberal democratic statehood. Azerbaijan political life 

like Singapore. Azerbaijan prioritize stability and economic development over politica l 

development. However, Azerbaijan is not absolutely authoritarian, because there are opposition 

parties and opposition media.  Undoubtedly, there are some suppression over opposition groups 

but since Azerbaijanis’ democracy experience was dreadful it is need time development liberal 

democracy in this country.  

 

                                                                 
112 The official Website president of Azerbaijan, “Speech by Ilham Aliyev official reception on the occasion of 
the national holiday of Azerbaijan - the Republic Day” http://en.president.az/articles/8312 , 

http://ec.europa.eu/avservices/video/player.cfm?ref=I079685 “accessed July 5, 2016”. 
113 Cornell, “Azerbaijan,” pp. 112. 
114 Xalq Qezeti, "Prezident İlham Aliyev:  Azerbaycan’da Sabitlik İnkişaf Normal Heyat davam edir” 

http://www.xalqqazeti.com/az/news/economy/61861 , http://www.aznews.az/index.php?c=news&id=66342 
(accessed July 5, 2016).  

http://en.president.az/articles/8312
http://ec.europa.eu/avservices/video/player.cfm?ref=I079685
http://www.xalqqazeti.com/az/news/economy/61861
http://www.aznews.az/index.php?c=news&id=66342
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5.3 Conclusion  

 

 

When the world begun to introduce new technology and world order Azerbaijan was colony of 

Russian empire. Afterwards the Soviet Russia occupied Azerbaijan. In this periods the country 

did not established own its political outlook. Whenever the country got its independence, 

Azerbaijan faced aggression of Armenia and lost its territory. Since the country only had 

statehood experience only during ADR and it just lived two years, newly independent country 

had serious problems to build state.  

Haydar Aliyev successfully prevented Azerbaijan to become failure state, however, as 

he was ex-communist leader of Azerbaijan, he stabilized and constructed state not on the 

democratic institution but according to strong leadership. After his death, Ilham Aliytev become 

president of Azerbaijan and leaded in a way which his father planned. According to internationa l 

organization Azerbaijan not liberal democracy and its close to semi-authoritarian regime.  

Taking into account this political situation in Azerbaijan, to assess whether Azerbaijan 

is modern or unmodern country, it changes accordingly standpoint of theories. According to 

CMT and NMT, politically, Azerbaijan is not modern country, because there is not liberal 

democracy. However, from the MMP point of view Azerbaijan is modern country, which there 

is operative government and contestant political environment. In considering that in country exist 

opposition parties and civil society organizations, country is in transition toward democratic 

state. But it needs more political reforms to become consolidated liberal democracy.  

  



 

86 
 

 

  



 

87 
 

 

CHAPTER 6 

 

Concluding Remarks  

 

In this study I aimed to illustrate modernization trajectory of Azerbaijan and attempted to 

identify whether Azerbaijan is modern country or not through the standpoint of moderniza t ion 

theories. As it discussed according to CMT and NMT social, economic, and politica l 

developments interrelated with each other and economic development bring along politica l 

development. Moreover, according to CMT once society secularized they never exploit 

religious values again. The interrelations between these “holy trinity”, which were assessed as 

“positive feedback loop”, was not happen in every society like the Western countries. Though 

NMT not accept secularization as highly as CMT as decisive feature of modernity, in deed, 

according to both theories to recognize a society modern, the society have to possess these three 

features at the same time. Moreover, according to both theories if modernization process 

launched in one society these three features necessarily and correlatively develops together. In 

accordance, if the developments achieved one of this features, then it positively impacts others 

and the country would like to the Western countries. 

Though MMP also accept these three features as the decisive qualification of 

modernity, in application methodology is different. Accordingly, economic, social, and politica l 

developments not necessary contribute each other, moreover, these developments do not reveal 

western like societies in non-western world. Hence, evaluations of countries through these 

features various according to theories. In contrast to CMT and NMT’ Eurocentric approach 

MMP assume more universalized approach. In considering the world condition that there are 

exist many developed countries that application of these features different from the Western 

countries, MMP seem more applicable to worldwide.  

Modernization process begun towards the second half of nineteenth century in 

Azerbaijan. Though until the end of empire reforms aimed to catch the developed Western 

countries and targeted to pass from traditional society to the developed modern Western model. 

During the Soviet period, though secularization and industrialization were main goal 
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methodology was different from the Western countries. Socialist system aimed to produce 

materialist-socialist society. Nevertheless, seventy years atheist education system could not was 

successful to change believing Azerbaijan society to irreligious society. However, as it was in 

ADR period after independence Azerbaijan state accepted secular outlook as state policy. 

Moreover, as Azerbaijan was the first secular Muslim state in 1918 after independence they 

followed ADR’ way. Although Azerbaijan is sharing border with Islamic Republic of Iran, the 

social structure is very different in the two countries. As discussed in the chapter three though 

the number of religious people increasing every year it is not a level that will impact and change 

the face of society. In taking into account modernization theories assessment on social 

development and applying to Azerbaijan society, Azerbaijan is modern country according to 

MMP’s standpoint. Since in the country there never have been religion-secularization conflict 

and people by adopting secular life also saved their religious beliefs, Azerbaijan society 

developed specific model that it is compatible with MMP outlook. 

Economic development and industrialization begun in last quarter of nineteenth 

century in Azerbaijan. Since, Azerbaijan possessed rich oil recourses, country ever had oil 

prioritized economy. Therefore, the country had oil dependent economy and they didn’t 

interested to change this economic tendency.  During the Soviet reign the communist party 

arranged all economic reforms and system had centralized economy. Although after 

independence some privatization policy applied, still government role is determinative in 

economic life. Moreover, Azerbaijan dose not passed to liberal market economy. Though GDP 

is in a level normal developing countries, oil plays a crucial role in Azerbaijan economy and 

whenever oil prices fall Azerbaijan economy is shrinking. In considering moderniza t ion 

theories’ economic approaches, Azerbaijan is not economically modern country.  

Democracy development was up-and-down in Azerbaijan. With the end of Russian 

empire Azerbaijanis were successfully established first secular state of the Muslim world. As 

discussed despite the hard conditions of regional and international politics they made some 

democratic reforms. However, with the Soviet invasion authoritarian regime ruled Azerbaijan 

around seventy years. After the dissolutions of the Soviet Union, as Cornell (2011) stated, 

Azerbaijan was held democratic elections, even democratization process launched in the 

country before the Baltic states. But, external and internal factors prevented to complete 

transition to consolidated democracy. As a result, Azerbaijanis had turbulent democracy 

experience, Azerbaijanis later chose semi-authoritarian stabile regime than democratic 

statehood. However, Azerbaijan is not authoritarian country and there are opposition parties 
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and media groups that can criticize government and there hold elections. I can assess 

Azerbaijan’ president policy not as adventurer and revolutionist like Saakashvili, in opposite, 

he tries gradually transform Azerbaijan to democratic country. Azerbaijan possess centralized 

and institutionalized statehood that it let us evaluate the country as modern. Though CMT and 

NMT do not accept illiberal political system as modern political institutions, but Azerbaijan has 

functioning pluralistic political system that let us assess the country as modern.  

To conclude, in this study I analyzed modernization trajectory of Azerbaijan through 

the standpoint of modernization theories. In the first part I comparatively examined 

modernization approaches and their assessment on countries. In the second part I studied 

Azerbaijan modernization history and tried to identify whether Azerbaijan modern country or 

not. As I discussed CMT and NMT too Eurocentric and deterministic, however, MMP more 

flexible and applicable to non-western countries. Every country and society have their own 

outlook, application and appearing of modernity features is different depending on country and 

condition. As a result, this study can contribute at the same time to modernization theories that 

MMP more universalized and not too deterministic and Eurocentric like its counterparts.  
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