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Abstract 

The article presents an expanded bibliographic analysis of studies devoted to the reformist movement in Turkestan at the 

end of the 19th and the beginning of the 20th century. It examines the scholarly works of both domestic and foreign 

researchers, their methodological approaches, ideological influences, and the main problems in interpreting this historical 

phenomenon. 

The author critically evaluates the established practice of dividing reformers into “Jadids” and “Qadimists,” pointing out 

its conditional and one-sided nature. The need for a comprehensive study of the reformist movement is emphasized, taking 

into account its religious, social, and political aspects. 

Based on the analysis of sources, the article proposes directions for further improvement of research in this field.  
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1. Introduction 

A number of studies in local and Western languages have 

been published on the activities and publications of 

representatives of the reformist movement that became 

active in Turkestan at the end of the 19th and the 

beginning of the 20th century. In this chapter, an analysis 

of these publications is presented. As a result, special 

attention is paid to the authors and their methodological 

approaches and styles, the ideology of their works, and 

the influence of this scholarly environment on 

researchers. Indeed, such an analysis helps to 

substantiate the aims and objectives set in this research 

and to highlight existing problems in the study of the 

reformist movement. 

However, it should be taken into account that the number 

of published articles is extremely large. The list of these 

articles alone would constitute several volumes of books. 

Therefore, we limit ourselves to presenting only the most 

representative ones. First, the reviewed literature is 

divided into the following two groups: 

Literature published in Uzbekistan. 

Works of foreign scholars. 

Among the publications included in the first group on 
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Central Asian reformers, the works of the reformers 

themselves occupy a special place. Studies on their 

works and activities (especially in the fields of education 

and theatre) had already become a separate subject of 

historical and literary research as early as the 1920s . In 

most cases, these works, written by Jadids (Fitrat, Avloni 

and others), emerged under the influence of reformist 

movements in the Russian Empire (I. Gasprinsky, Tatar 

Jadids) or in the Ottoman Empire (Jamal al-Din Afghani, 

Muhammad Abduh), and can be regarded as initial 

attempts to comprehend their own movement. However, 

attempts to reinterpret their own history as a movement 

were, in fact, carried out in accordance with literary style 

and under the influence of the dominant ideological 

frameworks of that period. Moreover, these works lacked 

scientific analysis (in the academic sense of the term). 

Another important shortcoming of these works, or rather 

of the evaluations and approaches within them, is that 

“Jadidism” is described as the reformist movement. 

In this context, the “Jadids” are presented as the only 

reformers. At the same time, other scholars who 

supported reforms within the framework of local Islamic 

traditions were portrayed as conservatives. 

In general, the publications of that period can be 

considered a relatively reliable source of information on 

the history of new forms of education, cultural projects 

(such as theatre, cinema, etc.), and the emergence of new 

directions and genres in literature introduced by the 

Jadids. 

Later, in the 1930s, after the Jadids themselves were 

repressed, the topic of “reformers” essentially became a 

prohibited subject for many years. 

In the mid-1950s and early 1960s, after the period of I. 

Stalin (1879–1953), the names of the Jadids led to a 

revival of the topic of “reformers.” 

At that time, the repressed and later rehabilitated Jadids 

(more precisely, those who survived) themselves 

initiated such studies. A. Lazizzoda’s work “The History 

of the Awakening of Turkestan” is a good example of 

this. However, there were also many contradictions in 

this revival of research on the reformist movement. The 

most significant of them was that the Jadids were now 

proclaimed as the “first heroes of socialist construction” 

and “progressive figures.” In other words, their 

descriptions employed other ideological terms common 

at that time. 

During this period of the formation and development of 

research on the reformist movement, instead of a deeper 

study of the works and ideas published by reformers at 

the end of the 19th and the beginning of the 20th century, 

a division into “Jadids” and “Qadimists” began. This 

became characteristic of that time. In this framework, 

“Jadids” were classified as progressives, while 

“Qadimists” were labeled as ignorant and backward 

conservatives, and this division became firmly 

established. Researchers themselves became prisoners of 

outdated dogmas. This was because the study of 

Qadimist works was considered inappropriate, and 

conclusions about their “backwardness” and 

“fanaticism” were drawn without sufficient basis, relying 

on approaches imposed earlier by left-wing reformers 

such as Fitrat. 

Later (in the late 1970s), historians of literature and 

genres began to engage in the study of Jadid heritage. 

Historians studying the colonial period also joined them. 

They often repeated the same methodological mistakes, 

dividing reformers into two opposing camps. At the same 

time, without attempting to understand the views of 

theologians classified as “Qadimists,” they attributed the 

“banner of progress” exclusively to the Jadids. 

During the period of independence, researchers in 

Uzbekistan were tasked with ideologically re-examining 

the history of reformers, especially their periodicals and 

political activities. The works of the most prominent 

Jadids were published within the framework of the 

national project “Heroes of Independence.” In this series, 

selected works of writers active at the end of the 19th and 

the beginning of the 20th century were published in 

genres such as history, biography, memoir, essay, 

documentary literature, and fiction. The works of 

Mahmudhoja Behbudiy, Abdulla Avloni, Abdurauf 

Fitrat, Ishaqkhan Ibrat, Munavvar qori 

Abdurashidkhanov, Hoji Muin  and others are among 

them. These collections were published in both Cyrillic 

and Latin scripts in a popular format for readers and 

researchers. They include samples of literary, dramatic 

and journalistic works, travel memoirs, articles, national 

poems and satirical writings, which provide a broad 

understanding for young researchers. However, since 

these materials were mainly prepared for publication by 

literary scholars, certain shortcomings related to textual 

studies and Islamic studies are present. For example, 

cases of replacing original words with modern Uzbek 

equivalents or omitting parts of texts can be observed. 

Since the selected works published under the title 

“Heroes of Independence” are intended for a wide 
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audience, strict transcription requirements and detailed 

analysis of religious arguments were not given particular 

attention. Nevertheless, these publications play an 

important role in introducing the literary heritage. 

It should be noted that another shortcoming of these 

publications is reflected in their interpretations. In 

evaluating the activities of the left wing of reformers 

(i.e., the “Jadids”), they continued to artificially divide 

the reformist movement into “progressives” and 

“conservatives.” Furthermore, modern political-

ideological approaches have overlooked and failed to 

explain the position of the Jadids and even the changes 

in their political views. This is particularly noticeable in 

the prefaces of the publications. For example, why did 

some of them willingly cooperate with the Bolshevik 

regime and even hold positions in the new government 

institutions? Why did they adopt the Bolshevik idea of 

nation-building? Or why, for example, did Fitrat, 

according to his own admission, abandon religion and 

fully accept Bolshevik ideology?  

The authors of this series did not wish to pay attention to 

such “specific elements,” since, in essence, it can be 

assumed that they might undermine the idea and the 

series of the “Heroes of Independence” project. In any 

case, the “artistic approach” to serious historical works 

once again demonstrated its insufficiency and 

shortcomings from the point of view of a scientific 

approach. 

Somewhat earlier, works on the political and social 

activities of the Jadids had been published by certain 

historians. For example, these include the studies of 

Professor D. Alimova, in which the main focus is placed 

on the “idea of tariqat-supporters” as exemplified by new 

reforms and changes that took place in society at the end 

of the 19th and the beginning of the 20th century. In 

general, the researcher’s works can be regarded as a step 

forward. However, from the perspective of professional 

historical training, the religious arguments of the 

reformers were given little attention in these studies. 

Professor S. Agzamkhodjaev devoted a number of his 

works to the study of political activities in Turkestan at 

the end of the colonial period and the beginning of the 

Soviet era. He extensively used journals in which 

reformers’ articles were published at that time, and 

reconstructed the history of organizations such as 

“Shuroi Ulamo” and “Shuroi Islam,” the names of their 

leaders, their political platforms and characteristics, and 

their attitudes toward the role of Islam in society. 

Later, a number of Professor S. Agzamkhodjaev’s 

students continued his research. In particular, S. 

Ulugbekova defended a dissertation on the topic “The 

role of the journal ‘Al-Isloh’ in the socio-political and 

religious-educational life of Turkestan at the beginning 

of the 20th century.” Based on this dissertation, a book 

entitled “The journal ‘Al-Isloh’ – a historical source for 

the study of the reformist movement in Turkestan (1915–

1918)” was published. In it, issues such as the content of 

reformist ideas in Turkestan, socio-political processes, 

and the reflection of Islamic enlightenment in the journal 

“Al-Isloh” were comprehensively studied by classifying 

them into the works of the journal’s editors, articles 

reflecting reformist ideas, reforms in the education 

system, socio-political content, and articles on Islamic 

history and teachings, as well as on Babism and 

Baha’ism. The involvement of this publication in 

research in this field is useful, as it provides an 

opportunity for a comprehensive acquaintance with the 

relatively little-studied journal “Al-Isloh.” However, 

since it does not directly relate to the objectives of this 

publication, the analysis of religious arguments in the 

authors’ heritage was also not addressed. 

The remaining publications aimed at publishing the 

works of reformers by literary scholars and historians are 

presented in the bibliography section. Since most of them 

are intended to be published in a popular scientific 

format, issues such as the religious arguments presented, 

their usage, and their relation to legal (fiqh) schools are 

not specifically addressed. 

Uzbek researchers, relying on controversial labels that 

emerged from internal debates among reformers, hastily 

and without serious justification divided the reformers 

themselves into “classes” based on their mutual 

criticisms. 

The form and content of such criticism, which clearly 

reflect a journalistic character, cannot be interpreted 

hastily from the perspective of present-day realities 

without deeply studying and analyzing the causes of 

disputes between them or the methods of their religious 

argumentation. Moreover, when there are more 

similarities than fundamental differences between 

disputing parties, the dominant approach that equates 

“Jadidism” with progress and “Qadimism” with 

“conservatism” loses its meaning. 

Uzbek scholar B. Bobojonov was among the first to 

begin publishing, with greater scholarly rigor, sources 

related to the religious, political, and social evaluation of 
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the turbulent events of the early 20th century. In this 

regard, the critical edition of the work “Mizan az-zamon” 

by Ishaqkhan tora ibn Junaydulloh Khoja Ibrat, as well 

as the facsimile edition of articles from the journal 

“Haqiqat” prepared jointly with Japanese scholar H. 

Kamatsu, became exemplary publications. From the 

perspective of our research objectives, it is important that 

both local and foreign researchers, for the first time, paid 

attention to the analysis of the religious arguments 

presented by Ibrat, such as well-known hadiths about the 

necessity of acquiring knowledge or mastering technical 

skills. However, neither in these publications nor in 

subsequent ones was the idea of broadly analyzing the 

published and manuscript works of reformers from the 

perspective of a deeper study of religious arguments 

further developed. 

We also have other observations regarding these 

publications. In particular, there are certain inaccuracies 

in their introductions. The life dates of some individuals 

are not precisely indicated, and the authors of certain 

articles or persons associated with their writing are not 

clearly identified. In particular, we consider the direct 

comparison of the idea of “Mu‘tazilism” with “Jadidism” 

to be a hasty conclusion. 

When speaking about the second group of works, it is 

appropriate to begin with the issue of the comprehensive 

study of the reformist movement of the late 19th and 

early 20th centuries in Muslim countries. As leaders of 

this movement, the activities of Jamal al-Din Afghani 

(1839–1897), Muhammad Abduh (1849–1905), and 

other reformers have been regularly studied in various 

academic and popular formats as “leaders of reform”. 

The important aspect of these studies is that they serve as 

foundational sources for further research in political, 

economic, military, religious, and other fields. In these 

works, along with explaining and interpreting the content 

of reformist ideas, especially in publications devoted to 

the complete activity of reformers, full texts of 

correspondence, articles, fatwas, debates, and other 

informative materials related to them are presented. 

Since the purpose of such publications and studies is to 

publish historical materials in a scholarly-popular 

format, special attention has not been paid to archival 

references or storage locations of materials, which 

necessitates re-examination in subsequent research. 

However, the shortcoming of such studies lies in the fact 

that the scholars who conducted them limited the reform 

movement in the Muslim world only to the former 

Ottoman Empire and did not pay sufficient attention to 

reform movements among Muslims in other imperial 

colonies (such as those of Great Britain, Russia, and 

France). In fact, there were constant connections among 

these reformers, and this influence was particularly 

strengthened through published and often translated 

literature. 

In the study of the reformist movement, the following 

works of Eastern and Western researchers can be 

highlighted. It should be noted that researchers must have 

a solid theoretical foundation to assess the connection of 

the reformist movement with religion. As the German 

Islamic scholar Rudolf Peters emphasized, studies on the 

opposition between “taqlid” and “ijtihad” provided 

specialists with important “keys” to understanding the 

emergence of the reformist movement in the Islamic 

world. However, not all scholars, especially Western 

researchers studying Islam in Central Asia, made use of 

these “keys.” In other words, Western Islamic studies on 

the colonial and especially the Soviet period were not 

free from the influence of ideology (more precisely, 

“Sovietology”) that emerged from the general 

confrontation of two ideological systems. In this context, 

Western scholars studying Islam during the colonial 

period assumed that reformers were the most active 

“class” opposing the colonial regime and therefore paid 

special attention to them. 

In the works of analysts of the 1970s–1980s, we also 

observe that resistance to the Soviet regime by Islamic 

leaders was interpreted in a similar manner. 

As for direct studies of the reformist movement, 

Professor Edward Lazzerini of Indiana University 

(Bloomington, USA) was among the first to initiate such 

research. However, his approach was also framed within 

the dichotomy of “correct” and “incorrect” Islam, that is, 

in the form of a “Jadid reformism.” Later, Western 

researchers began to doubt the appropriateness of such a 

binary approach to the problem. 

The French researcher Stéphane Dudoignon was among 

the first to bring this issue into discussion. He wrote: “It 

is necessary to study the ‘Qadimists’ and try to 

understand who they are. It is extremely important to 

understand not only their political motivation but also 

their religious motivation”. It should be noted that this 

issue remains relevant today. 

American researcher Professor Adeeb Khalid made a 

significant contribution to the study of the social and 

political doctrines of reformers, primarily the Jadids. The 
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scholar made extensive use not only of archival 

documents but also of reformist publications, including 

the journal “Al-Isloh”. He also emphasized the 

importance of analyzing the religious arguments of 

reformers; however, without proposing a concrete 

method, he clearly demonstrated in all his works that his 

primary aim was to study Islamic reform in Central Asia 

from political, cultural-logical, and social perspectives. 

Japanese Professor Hisao Komatsu conducted interesting 

research on the ideology of Central Asian reformers and 

defended a dissertation on the works of Abdurauf Fitrat 

as early as the 1980s. Later, he repeatedly raised the idea 

of the “political sovereignty of Muslims.” Some 

reformers in the Russian Empire attempted to 

substantiate this idea. 

Dr. Paolo Sartori, a researcher at the Institute of Iranian 

Studies of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, was among 

the first to draw attention to the relationship between the 

reformist movement and religion. The researcher 

highlighted certain aspects of reformers’ criticism of 

widespread “customary practices” among ordinary 

Muslims, such as visiting the tombs of “saints,” 

adherence to “Sufism,” and similar practices. He also 

demonstrated that individual ijtihad had deep roots 

among religious scholars in Central Asia and that the 

ideas and ideology of reformism had matured earlier and 

later bore fruit. 

Thus, foreign researchers also employ various 

approaches and methods in studying the reformist 

movement in Central Asia. However, although in recent 

years some foreign scholars have begun to place greater 

emphasis on the religious arguments of Muslim 

reformers, it is still too early to speak of a systematic 

study of this issue. 

Most importantly, in recent years the question has been 

raised that there is no clear scientific basis for opposing 

different groups of reformers to one another. This is 

because their arguments are often so similar that it does 

not allow one group to be labeled as “progressive” and 

another as “conservative.” The views of B. Bobojonov 

and P. Sartori are close to the truth. According to them, a 

thorough analysis of the religious-legal arguments of the 

authors of the journal “Al-Isloh” compels us to abandon 

the established dichotomy between “reformer-Jadids” 

and “Qadimists” (“traditionalists”). This binary 

opposition, as well as the customary division of religious 

reformers of the imperial period into groups, does not 

reflect the clear similarity of their religious-legal 

arguments. 

Although the authors were among the first to draw 

attention to this issue, the content of the idea presented 

has not yet been widely explored. This is precisely where 

the relevance of the problem lies. 
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