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The New Isaghdiji of Dawid QarsT (d. ca. 1756)

In the eighteenth-century, the central Ottoman lands witnessed a noticeable trend
of writing new handbooks on logic. Examples are ‘Ara’is anzar al-abkar by Ebu
Sa‘id Khadimi (d. 1176/1762) and al-Burhan fi ‘ilm al-mizan by Isma‘il Gelenbevi
(d. 1205/1791).* Especially the latter came to be widely studied and elicited nu-
merous commentaries down to the early twentieth century. Less well-known hand-
books were written by Mehmed Velicani Mar‘asi (fl. 1159/1746) and by Uthman
Alasehri (d. 1190/1776).?

The appearance of numerous Ottoman-authored handbooks in the eighteenth
century is striking, even though it must be emphasized that older, pre-Ottoman
handbooks continued to be studied, commented and glossed by Ottoman schol-
ars, and were printed in Istanbul in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries:
the introductory Isaghuji of Athir al-Din al-Abhari (d. 663/1265) and the follow-
ing three, more advanced works: al-Risala al-Shamsiyya by Najm al-Din al-Katibi (d.
675/1276), Matali * al-anwar by Siraj al-Din al-Urmawi (d. 682/1283) and Tahdhib
al-mantiq by Sa‘d al-Din al-Taftazani (d. 792/1390).

In the closely related discipline of dialectics (ddab al-bahth), a similar trend is
discernable. While older handbooks by Shams al-Din al-Samarqandi (d. 722/1322)
and ‘Adud al-Din al-Iji (d. 756/1355) continued to be studied, new handbooks
were written by later Ottoman scholars, such as al-Risdla al-Husayniyya by Hiiseyn
Adanavi (fl. 1091/1680), Tagrir al-qawdnin al-mutadawala fi ‘ilm al-mundzara and
al-Risala al-Waladiyya both by Mehmed Sacaglhizade (d. 1145/1732-3) and hand-
books by Mehmed Kefevi (d. 1168/1754) and the aforementioned Isma‘il Gelen-
bevi (d. 1205/1791) .2

1 For a discussion of the two works, see Khaled El-Rouayheb, The Development of Arabic Logic, 1200-
1800 (Basel: Schwabe, 2019), 224-233

2 For Velicani’s work, entitled ‘Ismat al-adhhan fi ‘ilm al-mizan, see Rudolf Mach & Eric Ormsby, Han-
dlist of Arabic Manuscripys (New Series) in the Princeton University Library (Princeton: Princeton
University Press 1987), nr. 375. For Alagehri’s work, see Uthman Alasehri, Risala fi l-mantiq (MS Tokat
Zile ng Halk Kuttuphanesi 170), fols. 30b-35b.

3 Huseyn Adanavi, al-Risala al-Husayniyya (Lithograph: Istanbul 1267/1850-1); Necmettin Pehlivan,
“Hiiseyin Sah el-Adanavinin Adabi I-Hiiseyniyye Adl Eserinin Tehkikli Nesri”, in M. Ozturan, Y.
Dasdemir & F. Kayacan (eds.), Osmanlrda {lmi Mantik ve Miinazara (Istanbul: ISAR Yayinlari, 2022),
321 - 429; Mehmed Sacaghizade, Taqrir al-qawanin al-mutadawala fi ‘ilm al-munazara (Istanbul: no
publisher indicated, 1289/1872-3), Mehmed Sacaglizade, al-Risala al-Waladiyya, printed with the com-
mentaries of ‘Abd al-Wahhab Amidi and Mehmed Behisni (Cairo: al-Matba ‘a al-Azhariyya, 1331/1912-
3); Isma ‘il Gelenbevi, Risala f1 adab al-bahth, printed with the commentary of Mehmed Hasanpasazade
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The full significance of this trend still awaits research, though a few probings
have established that at least some of these new Ottoman handbooks were not
popularizations or rehashings of received doctrines, but rather incorporated and

consolidated innovative ideas in both fields.*

The present article is mainly dedicated to another eighteenth-century Otto-
man handbook on logic, al-Isaghuji al-jadid by Dawad Qarsi (d. ca. 1170/1756).°
As will be seen below, the same scholar also wrote other handbooks of logic and

dialectics, as well as “new” commentaries on the received classical handbooks.

Dawud Qarsi

Dawud Qarsi hailed from Kars in eastern Anatolia, and reportedly studied in his
home town and in Istanbul.® There is evidence from Qarsi’s works that one of his
teachers was Mehmed Darendevi (d. 1151/1739), an eminent logician and dialecti-
cian.” In the late 1730s, Qarsi was in Cairo where he authored a number of works.
What brought him to that city is not clear. A much later source suggests that it

was for the purpose of study (tahsil), but this strikes me as doubtful.® Qarsi was

(Istanbul: no publisher indicated, 1284/1867). For Kefevi’s handbook, see Rudolf Mach, Catalogue of
Arabic Manuscripts (Yahuda Section) in the Garrett Collection (Princeton: Princeton University Press
1977), nrs. 3410, 3411

4 See Khaled El-Rouayheb, Relational Syllogisms and the History of Arabic Logic, 900-1900 (Leiden:
Brill, 2010), 188-201

5 An earlier edition was prepared by Ibrahim Capak and Ferruh Ozpilavci in their “Bir Kibrish Muderris
Davud-i Karsi'nin el-Isaguci el-Cedid ve'd-Durri’l-Ferid adli Risalesi”, Yakin Dogu Universitesi Islam
Tetkikleri Merkezi Dergisi, vol. 1, issue 2 (2015), pp. 7-29. This is a useful edition that came to my
attention after I finished the present article. It is based on two manuscripts of al-Isaghgji al-jadid and
one manuscript of the auto-commentary. Two of these manuscripts, their base text and the commen-
tary, were copied by the same scribe, and this has limited the editors’ ability to identify cases in which
their base text is anomalous. The present edition is based on a wider selection of manuscripts (nine,
including the three used in the earlier edition), and my own readings differ from the earlier edition on
more than a dozen occasions.

6 The two main sources for his life are the brief entries in ‘Abd al-Rahman ‘Akifzade, Kitab al-majmu
fil-mashhuad wa l-masmu’ (Millet Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: Ali Emiri Arabi 2527), fol. 70a and Mehmed
Tahir Bursali, Uthmanh Muellifleri (Istanbul: Matba‘a-yi ‘Amire, 1333/1914-5), vol. I, 309. For a de-
tailed modern account which supplements these sources with information gathered from extant man-
uscripts, see Cemil Akpinar, “Davud-i Karsi”, in Tiirkiye Diyanat Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi (Istanbul:
Tirkiye Diyanat Vakfi, 1988-2013), vol. IX, 29-33.

7 Dawud Qarsi, Sharh Tahdhib al-mantiq (Képrilu Kitiphanest, Istanbul: Mehmed Asim Bey 325), fol.
77a. On Darendevi, see Bursali, Uthmanh Miellifleri, vol. II, 28. Some of his extant works on logic and
dialectic are noted in Mach, Catalogue, nrs. 3285-3288, 3396-3397.

8 Buarsali, Uthmanlh Miellifleri, vol. I, 309. Bursali died in 1925. It is not clear what his source is.
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clearly an established scholar while in Cairo, given that he wrote a series of works
there. At least in logic and dialectics, his frame of reference — the authors he cited,
the issues he discussed — were strongly continuous with the scholarly tradition of
the central Ottoman lands (Anatolia, Rumelia, Istanbul), and there is no evidence
that he was influenced by the distinct logical tradition of Egypt and the Maghreb.
As will be seen below, he seems to have been surprisingly unfamiliar with North
African handbooks of logic that were widely studied in Cairo in his day. If he did
pursue the study of logic or dialectics in Cairo, it would have been with resident
Turcophone scholars of central Ottoman (“Rami”) background such as ‘Ali Sivasi
(d. 1148/1736), rather than with an ethnically Egyptian specialist on logic such as
Ahmad al-Mallawi (d. 1181/1767).°

By the late 1740s, Qarsi had left Egypt. His al-Isaghuji al-jadid was written in
1162/1748-9 “in the town of Qibris” (fi baldati Qibris).*® This is naturally read as
the town of Kibris near Ankara. Some modern scholars have associated Qarsi with
Cyprus (Kibris), and there is admittedly a conspicuous number of extant manu-
scripts of Qarsi’s works there.'* But it would be odd to refer to Cyprus as a “town”
(balda), unless we suppose that the reference is to Nicosia/Lefkoga, the administra-
tive capital of Ottoman Cyprus, in the same way that the term “Misr” could be used
to denote both Cairo and Egypt. It is doubtful, though, whether this was common
practice in the eighteenth century, and in any case one would expect the term madi-
na to be used of Nicosia/Lefkoga, not balda.'? Be that as it may, Qarsi moved to the
western Anatolian town of Birgi, in the hinterland of Izmir, soon after completing
al-Isaghuji al-jadid, and his own commentary on the work was written there. He
reportedly died in Birgi around the year 1170/1756."

9 On Sivasi, see ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Jabarti, ‘Aja’ib al-athar fi l-tarajim wa l-athar (Cairo: Bulaq
1297/1880), vol. I, p. 156. The North African tradition of logic is discussed in El-Rouayheb, The Devel-
opment of Arabic Logic, 237-258.

10  According to the colophon of manuscript () below, as well the two manuscripts of the commentary.

11  Onextant manuscripts of Qarsi’s works in the Islamic libraries of Cyprus, see Ramazan Sesen, Mustafa
Hagim Altan, Cevat Izgi, and Ekmeleddin Thsanoglu. Kibris Islam yazmalari katalogu (Istanbul: Islam
Tarih, Sanat ve Kulturiint Aragtirma Vakfi, 1995), nrs. 389, 405, 626, 701, 854, 855, 887, 888, 943.

12 An eighteenth-century manuscript of one of Qarsi’s works (see nr. 405 in the preceding footnote) was,
according to the colophon, copied “in the city of Lefkosa in the island of Cyprus” (fi madinat Lifkasha
min jazirat al-Qibris).

13  This is the date given by ‘Akafzade (d. 1231/1815-6), see ‘Akifzade, Kitab al-majmu" fi l-mashhad wa
I-masmu’, fol. 70a. Writing a century later, Barsali gave the date of death as 1160/1747, but this is a
mistake, for Qarsi completed the commentary on the Niniyya of Hizir Bey in 1169/1755-6.
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His major works, both of which were printed in Istanbul in the late nineteenth
century or the early twentieth, are a commentary on a work on the principles of
hadith science by Mehmed Birgivi (d. 980/1573), which he completed in Egypt in
1151/1738, and a commentary on a creedal poem by Khidir Bey (d. 863/1459),
which he completed in Birgi in 1169/1755-6."* Especially the latter work reveals
him to have been a staunch adherent of Maturidi theology and a vehement oppo-
nent of Aristotelian-Neoplatonic philosophy and of monistic (or pan-en-theistic)
Sufism. The tenor of his other works, too, clearly indicate that he was an admirer
of the aforementioned Birgivi and shared the latter’s hostility to Neo-Platonic/Ar-
istotelian philosophy, esotericism, ecstatic Sufi rites, and popular religious laxity.
Interestingly, this did not prevent him from writing numerous works on logic and
dialectics. Indeed, he was noticeably prolific in both fields. His works on logic and

dialectic include:
1. A commentary on Abhari’s introductory Isaghu;ji.'®
2. al-Isaghuji al-jadid and a commentary on it.!®
3. A commentary on Taftazani’s Tahdhib al-mantig.”’

4. Takmilat al-Tahdhib, a revised version of Taftazani’s Tahdhib. Qarsi also wrote

a short commentary on this.”®
5. A “new” (jadid) commentary on Katibi's Shamsiyya."®

6. A commentary on a treatise on the parts of the proposition by Ebu Sa‘id
Khadimi (d. 1176/1762).%°

14  Dawud Qarsi, Sharh Usul al-hadith (Istanbul: Mahmud Bey, 1326/1908-9); Dawud Qarsi, Sharh al-Qa-
sida al-Nuniyya (Istanbul: Mehmed Talib, 1318/1900-1)

15 Dawud Qarsi, Sharh Isaghaji (Koprili Kitiiphanesi, Istanbul: MS Mehmed Asim Bey 321). This has
been edited by Ferruh Ozpilavcy; see Ferruh Ozpilava, “Davad-i Karsi'nin Serhu Isagici Adli Eserinin
Elestirmeli Metin Nesri ve Degerlendirmesi*, Cumhuriyet flahiyat Dergisi 21(2017): 2009 - 2068.

16  These are attributed to Qarsi in ‘Akifzade, Kitab al-majma" fi l-mashhad wa l-masma’, fol. 70a. See
below for a list of extant manuscripts.

17  Dawud Qarsi, Sharh Tahdhib al-mantiq (MS Képriilii Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: Mehmed Asim Bey 325)

18 Dawud Qarsi , Sharh Takmilat al-Tahdhib (MS Stleymaniye Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: $ehid Ali Pasa
1781)

19 Dawud Qarsi, Sharh al-Shamsiyya (Manisa: Manisa 1 Halk Kuttuphanesi, MS 6853), fols. 71b - 126b).
The manuscript is incomplete. Another incomplete copy is in Vakiflar Genel Mudurligi Ankara Bolge
Mudirliigi Kitiiphanesi, Safranbolu izzet Mehmet Pasa 437. The fact that both manuscripts are in-
complete suggests that Qarsi did not finish the work.

20  Akpinar, “Davud-i Karsi”, 31, column b, with a reference to two extant manuscripts.

151



NAZARIYAT

1) Talkhis Tagrir al-Qawdnin, an epitome of Siacaglhizade’s above-mentioned
summa of dialectics. Qarsi wrote a short commentary on this epitome.? In his in-
troduction, he wrote that he tried to merge the main points of Sacaglizade’s summa
and the handbook of Hiseyn Adanavi, known as al-Risala al-Husayniyya. Perhaps
because of this remark, the commentary has sometimes been miscatalogued as a

commentary or gloss on Adanavi’s handbook.

2) al-Waladiyya al-jadida, a primer on dialectics that was intended to supplant
the Waladiyya of Sacaqlizade’s al-Waladiyya. Qarsi wrote a short commentary on

this new handbook. ??

Two characteristics of Qarsi’s works on logic and dialectic are apparent from

even a superficial perusal of titles and introductions:

First, there is a penchant for writing “new” (jadid) versions of older handbooks
or “new” commentaries on them. Most obviously, two of his handbooks are titled
“new” versions of the Isaghuji of Abhari and the Waladiyya of Sacaqhizade. But his
commentaries on KatibT's al-Risdla al-Shamsiyya and on Khidir Bey’s Nuniyya are
also advertised in the introductions as “new” commentaries. The rise of the term
jadid as a term of approbation in scholarly works and titles is worth a study in its
own right. I will here briefly indicate what seem to me landmarks in this devel-
opment. When ‘Ali al-Qushji (d. 879/1474) wrote an esteemed commentary on
Tajrid al-kaldm, a handbook on metaphysics and theology by Nasir al-Din al-Tusi (d.
672/1274), this came to be widely studied throughout the Turco-Persianate world
and known as “the new commentary” (al-sharh al-jadid), compared to “the old com-
mentary” (al-sharh al-gadim) of Shams al-Din al-Isfahani (d. 749/1349).2 Mehmed
Birgivi, whose legacy Dawud Qarsi consciously sought to uphold, wrote a hand-
book on syntax that came to be known as al- ‘Awamil al-jadida, compared to the
older ‘Awamil of ‘Abd al-Qahir al-Jurjani (d. 471/1078).?* Two translations of Lat-

21  Mach, Catalogue, nr. 3408

22  Dawud Qarsi , Sharh al-Waladiyya al-jadida (MS Siileymaniye Kuttuphanesi, Istanbul: Resid Efendi
1090), fols. 148b-162b

23  Katib Celebi, Kashf al-zunun ‘an asami I-kutub wa l-funun, edited by Gustav Flugel (Leipzig: Oriental
Translation Fund, 1835-58), vol. 2, 198: wa gad ishtahara hadha l-sharhu bi-l-sharhi l-jadid

24  Katharina Ivanyi, “Birgivi Mehmed”, in: Encyclopaedia of Islam, THREE, Edited by: Kate Fleet, Gudrun
Kramer, Denis Matringe, John Nawas, Everett Rowson. The ‘Awamil al-jadida is listed as nr. 13 in the
list of Birgivi’s works. Judging from a lithograph of the work, the title was not given by Birgivi himself;
see Mehmed Birgivi, al-‘Awamil al-jadida, lithographed with al-Kafiya and Izhar al-asrar (Istanbul: $ir-
ket-i Sahafiye-yi Uthmaniye, 1302/1884-5), 162-175.
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in medical works, commissioned by the Ottoman court physician Salih b. Sallam
(d. 1080/1669), were entitled Tarjamat al-Aqrabadin al-jadid and al-Tibb al-kimiya 1
al-jadid.* Toward the end of the seventeenth century, the Bosnian scholar Mustafa
Mostari (d. 1119/1707) wrote a commentary on Katibi's Shamsiyya that would be
referred to as the “new” (jadid) commentary.”® The Egyptian astronomer Ridwan
al-Falaki (d. 1122/1710) wrote al-Durr al-farid ‘ald I-rasd al-jadid, a commentary on
the “new” astronomical tables (zij) prepared in Samarqgand for the Timurid ruler
Ulagh Beg (d. 853/1449).”” The term jadid was to become central to the rheto-
ric of Ottoman and Tatar reformers and modernizers in the nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. But it had been gaining positive valence in Ottoman scholarly
culture in the preceding centuries. Qarsi’s works are good evidence for this in the

mid-eighteenth century.

Second, Qarsi displayed an impatience with what he saw as the unnecessary
complications that earlier commentators and glossators had brought to bear on
standard handbooks. In his introduction to his “new” commentary on Katibi’s

Shamsiyya, he wrote:

When I saw that the Risala Shamsiyya is the best of treatises on logic and the students
of our times are entirely ignorant of it due to their claim - and the claim of their teac-
hers - that it cannot be understood without the conceptions and assents by Qutb al-Din
[al-Razi (d. 766/1365)] and the gloss by al-Sharif [al-Jurjani (d. 816/1413)] and the
affectations of Da’ud [al-Khwafi al-Harawi (fl. 870/1465)] and they read it along with
inquiries and rigmaroles that cloud assurance let alone right-mindedness ... The intenti-
on behind primers and short handbooks is to apprehend the universal principles and le-
ave off questions and answers and fanciful explanations, and this is why they say, “Keep

to the handbooks (mutun) in order to be one of the people of the disciplines (funun)”.?®

In the introduction to his commentary on Taftazani’s Tahdhib al-mantiq, Qarsi

wrote:

25  Natalia Bachour, “latrochemistry and Paracelsism in the Ottoman Empire in the Sixteenth and Seven-
teenth Centuries”, Intellectual History of the Islamicate World 6(2018): 82-116, at 93-96.

26  Mach. Catalogue, nr. 3219. The commentary was completed in 1101/1690.

27  Salim Aydiiz, “Ridwan al-Falaki”, in T. Hockey (ed.), The Biographical Encyclopedia of Astronomers
(New York: Springer, 2014), 1833-4. The astronomical tables of Ulugh Beg in Samargand were known
as “new” compared to the tables prepared at the Mongol-sponsored observatory in Maragha headed by
Nasir al-Din al-Tusi (d. 672/1274).

28  Qarsi, Sharh al-Shamsiyya, fol. 71b-72a
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I saw that the Tahdhib is an epitome that includes most principles and that there is no
short commentary that includes all useful principles and lessons, for the best of them
is the commentary of Jalal [al-Din al-Dawani (d. 908/1502)] and Mir [Abu 1-Fath al-Ar-
dabili (d. 976/1568-9)] and in them there are boring prolixities, improper subtleties,
philosophical inquiries and numerous improprieties that the thirsty mistake for water,

so I wanted to write a short commentary ...

As suggested by such criticisms, Qarsi’s works have a straightforward, no-non-
sense, “schoolmasterly” tone. His prose is often explicitly didactic, rather than ex-
ploratory, and tends to be addressed to students, as opposed to colleagues. His New
Isaghujt, for example, is peppered with exhortations to the reader in the second

person: “know” (i lam), “do not forget” (la taghfal), and “be aware” (tabassar).

Qarsi ’s older contemporary Mehmed Sacaqlizade, who likewise hailed from
eastern Anatolia, also criticized what he saw as overly complicated glosses. In his
Tartib al- ‘ulum, completed in 1128/1716, he condemned the tendency to teach de-
manding glosses and super-glosses on madrasa handbooks, which he thought led
students to waste years poring over abstruse issues without getting a workable

overview of a discipline.*® In the specific case of logic, he wrote:

It is an ill practice among students of this discipline to study the commentary of
Fenari [(d. 834/1431), on Abhari’s fsdghﬂji] with the gloss of Qul Ahmed [Sirvani (fl.
929/1523)] after they finish the commentary of Husam [al-Din] al-Kati [d.760/1359],
and the novice does not understand these [i.e., the commentary of Fenari and the gloss
of Qul Ahmed] before completing the study of the commentary on the Shamsiyya. And
it is an ill practice that they start studying the commentary [by Qutb al-Din al-Razi (d.
766/1365)] on the Shamsiyya with the gloss of al-Sayyid [al-Sharif al-Jurjani] and even
the gloss of Qara Da’ad, for working on the abstruse parts of a discipline before un-
derstanding its clear issues prevents one from understanding that discipline. It would
be better to begin in logic with the commentary of Husam al-Kati [on the [saghuji] and
then the commentary on the Shamsiyya to the end of the part on assents without the
gloss. The student can then decide either to be satisfied with this extent in the discipli-

ne or to study some glosses...**

29  Qarsi, Sharh Tahdhib al-mantiq, fol. 1b

30  Foradiscussion of this work, see Stefan Reichmuth, “Bildungskanon und Bildungsreform aus der Sicht
eines Islamischen Gelehrten der Anatolischen Provinz,” in R. Arntzen & J. Thielemann (eds.), Words,
Texts and Concepts Cruising the Meditteranean Sea (Leuven: Peeters, 2004), 493-522.

31 Mehmed Sacaglizade, Tartib al-‘ulam, edited by Muhammad al-Sayyid Ahmad (Beirut: Dar al-Basha’ir
al-Islamiyya, 1988), 140-1
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The criticisms by Sacaghizade and Qarsi may strike the reader as prefigur-
ing the condemnation of the post-classical Islamic scholastic tradition and of the
genres of “commentaries and glosses” (shurtth wa hawdshi) by Western-influenced
modernizers or fundamentalist Salafis. It is therefore worth emphasizing that nei-
ther scholar rejected the practice of writing or studying condensed handbooks and
commentaries. Nor were they rejecting the propriety of studying logic and dialec-
tics at all, as many later Salafis would do. The later, much more radical assault on
Islamic scholasticism in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries would result in

even Sacaqlizade and Qarsi being confined to obscurity.

Sagaglizade and Qarsi are more profitably seen as criticizing one particular
strand within post-classical Islamic scholarly culture, a strand that was deeply in-
debted to the great theologian and polymath Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 606/1210)
and his ideal of “venturing far in pursuing questions and responses, and delving
deep into the oceans of problems”.?> Later Timurid and post-Timurid specialists
in the rational sciences who shared this “Razian” ethos, such as Sa‘d al-Din al-Taf-
tazani (d. 792/1390), al-Sayyid al-Sharif al-Jurjani (d. 816/1413), ‘Ali al-Qush-
ji (d. 879/1474), and Jalal al-Din al-Dawani (d. 908/1502), delighted in raising
problems, anticipating objections, and carefully presenting all positions and ar-
guments on an issue. Almost any point raised in a handbook was thought worthy
of discussion, leading to that handbook being enveloped in layers of progressive-
ly more abstruse glosses. An example would be Abhari’s short and introducto-
ry Isaghuji, which, as Sagaglizade indicated above, was often studied in Ottoman
madrasas with the demanding commentary of Mehmed Fenari (d. 834/1431), the
gloss of Qul Ahmed Sirvani (fl. 929/1523),%® and later mammoth super-glosses
that could be hundreds of folios long, transforming an elementary primer into a
venue for intricate discussions well beyond the ken of the beginning student. Sim-
ilarly, Katibi’s more advanced handbook al-Shamsiyya was, as pointed out by both
Sacaglizade and Qarsi , typically studied with the commentary of Qutb al-Din
al-Razi, the gloss of al-Sayyid al-Sharif al-Jurjani, and the super-gloss of Da’ud

al-Khwafi al-Harawi.

32 On Razl’s approach, see Ayman Shihadeh, “Al-Razr’s (d. 1210) Commentary on Avicenna’s Isharat”, in
Khaled El-Rouayheb & Sabine Schmidtke (eds.), Oxford Handbook of Islamic Philosophy (Oxford &
New York: Oxford University Press, 2016), 297-325, at 299-302

33 According to the colophon of an extant manuscript, Qul Ahmed’s gloss on Fenari was completed in
Shirwan in 929/1523; see Siileymaniye Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: MS Laleli 3029, fols. 57b — 87a.

155



NAZARIYAT

This ethos was still upheld by many of Qarsi ’s Ottoman contemporaries or
near-contemporaries, such as Qara Khalil Tirevi (d. 1123/1711). Qara Khalil wrote ex-
tensive glosses on Qul Ahmed’s glosses on Fenari's commentary on the Isaghuji, later
printed in Istanbul in 232 pages.** He also wrote extensive glosses on Da'ud al-HarawT's
super-gloss on Jurjani’s gloss on Qutb al-Din al-Razi’s commentary on the Shamsiyya -

glosses that are unpublished but extant in manuscripts of over 200 folios. *

It is this tradition that Sacaqlizade and Qarsi attacked. They did so partly be-
cause they thought it pedagogically wrongheaded, but it can hardly be acciden-
tal that they were both also staunch adherents of Maturidism and opponents of
Aristotelian/Neo-Platonic philosophy and mystical esotericism. Sacaglhizade wrote
that the tradition he criticized had religiously deleterious effects, for example by
indulging in lengthy and critical examinations of the cogency of received proofs for
the existence of God, or by giving disproportionate value to the rational sciences

and denigrating core religious sciences such as law and Quranic recitation.®

The Isaghdjt, Old and New

Abharf’s Isaghuji is, as already indicated, a short primer on logic — Calverley’s Eng-

lish translation is eight pages.®” The following is a summary of its contents:

In the preamble, it is stated that the work contains what ought to be known
by any budding student of the sciences. It then introduces various types of con-
ventional reference: by correspondence (mutabaqa), by inclusion (tadammun), and
by implication (iltizam). It then divides utterances into singular (mufrad) or com-
posite (mu ‘allaf), and then subdivides the former into particular (juz 7) and uni-
versal (kulli). It then gives the five types of universal: genus (jins), species (naw ‘),
differentia (fasl), proprium (khdssa), and general accident (‘arad ‘amm). It then di-
vides the explicatory phrase (gawl shdrih) into complete description (rasm tamm)

and incomplete description (rasm ndgis) and complete definition (hadd tamm) and

34  QaraKhalil, Jala’ al-anzar fi hall ‘awisat al-afkar (Istanbul: Matba‘a-yi Uthmaniye 1310/1892-3).

35  Qara Khalil, Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat Da’ud (Silleymaniye Kitiiphanesi: Nurosmaniye 2726). The man-
uscript comprises 225 folios, even though it only covers the first third of Qutb al-Din’s commentary
dealing with preliminary matters and conceptions.

36  Sacaqlizade, Tartib al-‘ulum, 140, 150

37  Edwin Calverley, “Al-Abhari’s Isaghuji fi I-mantiq”, in William Shellabear, Edwin Calverley, Elbert Lane
& Ruth Mackensen (eds.), The Macdonald Presentation Volume: A Tribute to Duncan Black Macdonald
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1933), 75-85. The translation itself is on pp. 77-85
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incomplete definition (hadd ndgis). A proposition (gadiyya) is then defined and
divided into categorical (hamli) and hypothetical (sharti), the latter being sub-di-
vided into conditional (muttasil) and disjunctive (munfasil). A proposition is then
stated to be either affirmative (mujiba) or negative (saliba), and either unquanti-
fied (muhmala) or quantified (mahsura), and the latter is either universal (kulliyya)
or particular (juz iyya). Conditional-hypotheticals are divided into “implicative”
(luzumi) and “coincidental” (ittifdqi), and disjunctive-hypotheticals are divided into
“exhaustive” (mani ‘at khuluww), “exclusive” (mani ‘at jam ) and “strict” (hagiqi). The
contradiction (tandqud) and converse ( ‘aks) of the quantified propositions are then
given. This is followed by a brief discussion of the syllogism (giyds), which is di-
vided into four figures (ashkal), though only the four productive moods (durib) of
the first figure are given. Hypothetical syllogisms are then introduced, both the
“combinatorial-hypothetical” (sharti igtirani) syllogisms of the Avicennian tradi-
tion, such as the purely hypothetical syllogism, and the “reiterative-hypothetical”
(sharti istithnd ) syllogisms recognized in pre-Avicennian Arabic logic, such as
modus ponens, modus tollens, and disjunctive syllogism. Demonstration (burhdn)
is briefly described as a syllogism consisting of certain premises, and the sources
of certainty (yagin) are then enumerated: self-evident axioms (awwaliyydt), sense
perception (hissiyydt), repeated experience (mujarrabdt), intuitive apprehension of
middle-terms (hadsiyydt), reports that are attested in numerous, independent ways
(mutawadtirdt), and propositions in which the requisite middle term between sub-
ject and predicate is implicitly understood by the mind (gadaya giyasatuhd ma ‘ahd).
Dialectical (jadal), rhetorical (khitaba), poetic (shi ) and sophistical (safasata) syl-
logisms are then briefly described, and the work ends with the stipulation that one

should rely on demonstrative syllogism only.

Qarsi s New Isaghuji retains all these details. It is mainly distinctive in what
it adds - it is almost twice as long as the original. The introduction presents the
subject-matter and purpose of logic, and in this connection it briefly discusses the
nature of ratiocination (fikr or nazar), the division of knowledge into conception
(tasawwur) and assent (tasdiq), and the competing analyses of assent and its object
— the propositional nexus (nisba) between subject and predicate. Some logicians
believed a proposition to consist of three parts: subject, predicate and the nex-
us, while others believed it to consist of four parts: subject, predicate, a conceived
nexus, and the assertion or denial of the nexus. These were all some of the most

intensively discussed topics in the glosses and super-glosses that Qarsi, despite his
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misgivings, had obviously studied closely. From his own commentary on the New
Isaghuji, it is clear that in these preliminary sections Qarsi was relying closely on
especially Dawani’s commentary on Tahdhib al-mantiq and Mir Abu al-Fath al-Ard-

abili’s gloss thereon.

Qarsi also gave additional details on the explicatory phrase (gawl sharih or
ta rif). Besides Abhari’s distinction between definition and description, Qarsi in-
troduced the difference between real (hagigi), nominal (ismi) and lexical (lafzi) ex-
plicatory utterances, a topic that had also engaged commentators and glossators
active between the thirteenth century and the eighteenth. A real explication is an
explication of an existing entity, a nominal explication is an explication of a con-

cept, and a lexical explication is giving a better-known synonym for a word.

Qarsi likewise added more detail in his presentation of propositions, incorpo-
rating these from more advanced handbooks. He distinguished between singular
propositions (“Zayd is a human”), quantified propositions (“Every human is an an-
imal”), unquantified propositions (“The subject is in the nominative”), and “nat-
ural” propositions in which the subject-term is taken to signify a universal rather

than the particulars falling under it (“Human is a species”).

Qarsi applied the same fourfold distinction to hypothetical divisions, thus dis-
tinguishing between: (i) a singular conditional, for example, “Today, if you come I
will honor you”; (ii) a quantified conditional, for example, “Whenever the sun is up
then it is day”; (iii) an unquantified conditional, for example, “When the sun is up
then itis day” (idhd kanat al-shamsu tali ‘atan fa-I-nahdru mawjudun); and (iv) a “nat-
ural” conditional, for example “If the sun is up then it is day” (in kanat al-shamsu
tali ‘atan fa-l-nahdru mawjidun). It was standard in more advanced works to apply
the first three categories to hypothetical propositions, but it was unusual to ap-
ply the fourth, and such an application comes across as forced and unconvincing.
Qarsi’s example of a “natural” conditional seems indistinguishable from the exam-
ple of the unquantified conditional, except for the use of the conditional particle
in instead of idha. Why the former should make a conditional “natural” is not clear.

In what sense is the judgment “If the sun is up then it is day” about the “nature”?®

38 In the Burhan of Gelenbevi, written a generation later, in and idha are both considered indicators of
the unquantified (muhmala) conditional, and there is no “natural” conditional - a position that seems
much more plausible to me. See Isma‘il Gelenbevi, al-Burhan fi ‘ilm al-mizan (Istanbul: Matba‘a-yi
Uthmaniye 1301/1892), 25.
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Qarsi’s account of the syllogism is fuller than AbharT’s. Qarsi gave the moods,
conditions and conclusions of all moods of all figures. To that end, he presented

abbreviations — apparently his own - of the four quantified propositions:

Universal-affirmative: Sl (from mujiba kulliya)
Particular-affirmative: ;> (from mujiba juz ‘iyya)
Universal-negative: Slw (from saliba kulliyya)
Particular-negative: jw (from saliba juz iyya)

In his account of the fourth figure, Qarsi committed a bad blunder. He gave the
same conditions of productivity as Katibi had done in the Shamsiyya, namely that
either (i) the two premises are affirmative and the minor universal, or (ii) one prem-
ise is affirmative and the other negative while one of them is universal. This yields
eight productive moods. Three of these eight are only productive, however, when
the premises are certain complex modality propositions.*® Some earlier commenta-
tors on the Shamsiyya, for example the aforementioned Mustafa Mostari, protested
that these last three moods were therefore not productive merely due to their form,
unlike the first five moods.*® Qarsi apparently agreed with this criticism and noted
that the “verified” view is that the fourth figure has only five productive moods.*
However, he failed to notice that this should lead to a revision of the conditions of
productivity. The sixth, seventh and eighth moods satisfy the condition for pro-
ductivity set out in al-Isaghuji al-jadid. If they are not productive, then the stated
condition is not, after all, sufficient. More careful logicians who believed that the
fourth figure has only five valid moods, such as the North Africans Muhammad b.
Yasuf al-Sanusi (d. 895/1490) and ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Akhdari (d. 953/1546), set
out a different set of conditions for productivity: that (i) negation and particularity
do not both appear in the premises except in the case of an affirmative-particular
minor, and (ii) when the minor is affirmative-particular then the major premise

should be negative-universal.*? Qarsi ’s oversight is also testimony to his unfamil-

39  Qutb al-Din al-Razi, Tahrir al-qawa ‘id al-mantiqiyya bi-Sharh al-Risala al-Shamsiyya (Cairo: Mustafa
al-Babi al-Halabi, 1948), 146-149

40  Mustafa Méstari, Sharh al-Shamsiyya (Princeton University Library: Garrett/Yahuda 1403), fol. 115a.

41 Interestingly, in his earlier Takmilat al-Tahdhib, Qarsi had stated that the “verified” view is that the
fourth figure has eight productive moods; see Qarsi, Sharh Takmilat al-Tahdhib, fol. 31a-b. He seems
to have changed his mind in the ten years between the two works.

42  Muhammadb. Yusuf al-Sanusi, Sharh Mukhtasar al-mantiq (Cairo: no publisher indicated, 1292/1875),
102; ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Akhdari, Sharh al-Sullam al-murawnagq, printed with Ahmad al-Damanhuri,
Idah al-mubham fi Sharh al-Sullam (Cairo: al-Matba ‘a al-Wahbiyya, 1293/1876), 45
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iarity with the logical works of Sanusi and Akhdari, even though they were both
standard handbooks in Cairo when he resided there in the late 1730s.

It is noteworthy that Qarsi did not take note of one of the more obvious inno-
vations of Ottoman logic in the eighteenth century, the recognition of “unfamiliar

syllogisms” (giyas ghayr muta ‘araf), i.e., relational inferences such as:

This is the son of a man

Every man is a human

This is the son of a human

The recognition of such syllogisms had come to the fore in an influential treatise
by Musa Pehlivani who was active in Tokat in north-central Anatolia and seems to
have died around the year 1160/1747.% Qarsi’s handbooks, as well as the handbooks
of Khadimi and Velicani mentioned above, all written in the 1730s or 1740s, do not
yet make note of this development. The slightly later handbooks of Alagehri and

Gelenbevi, by contrast, incorporated unfamiliar syllogisms into their presentations.*

Qarsi also added a discussion of indirect proof (giyds al-khalf), a topic not treat-
ed in AbharT’s Isaghuji. The discussion of sophistical premises near the end of the
work gave him an opportunity to insert a condemnation of panentheistic Sufis who

claim that the world is an illusion and that “everything is Him”.

A comparison of Qarsi ’s al-Isaghuji al-jadid and his Takmilat al-Tahdhib reveals
considerable overlap, and in some sections there is a word-for-word correspond-
ence. Takmilat al-Tahdhib is the earlier work — Qarsi completed his own commen-
tary on it in Cairo in 1152/1739.% It is also longer and more advanced, including
for example a fuller discussion of linguistic preliminaries, a discussion of modal
propositions (muwajjahat) and their conversions and contrapositions, as well
as a concluding section on how to reduce hypothetical syllogisms to categorical
syllogisms and vice-versa. Qarsi s al-Isaghiji al-jadid can therefore be seen as an

abridged version of his own Takmilat al-Tahdhib.

43  For Pehlivani and his work, see El-Rouayheb, Relational Syllogisms, 163-174 and Khaled El-Rouay-
heb, Islamic Intellectual History in the Seventeenth Century (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2015), 85-96.

44  El-Rouayheb, Relational Syllogisms, 182-201
45  Qarsi, Sharh Takmilat al-Tahdhib, fol. 39a
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Manuscripts

The following edition is based on seven manuscript copies of Qarsi s al-Isaghuji
al-jadid:

1) Princeton University Library, Princeton: Islamic Manuscripts, New Series
362: fols. 159b — 168a (v). This is the oldest dated copy I have found, copied in
1163/1750, one year after the composition of the work, in nasta‘liq script, with
19 lines to a page. In Rudolf Mach and Eric Ormsby’s Handlist, which in general
is helpful and reliable, the date of the copy is identified correctly, but it is mis-
takenly stated that the work itself was composed in 1003/1594-5.%¢ This is based
on a misreading of the colophon. The Arabic «leluw &M ¢Liall das is misread as
g SO AN U,

2) Suleymaniye Kutiuphanesi, Istanbul: Regid Efendi 1090, fols. 141b — 148a
(). This was copied in 1165/1752, in nasta‘liq script, with 21 lines to a page. In
the margin of the scribal colophon, in red ink, there is a note, apparently quoted
from an autograph, to the effect that the work was completed in the town of Kibris,
three hours after the evening prayer, in the year 1162/1748-9. This information,
minus the year, is also quoted from al-Isaghuji al-jadid in the two copies of Qarsi’s

own commentary listed below.

3) Siileymaniye Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: Kasidecizade 521, fols. 1b - 9b (). The
colophon bears the date 1166/1752-3. It is written in naskh script, with 19 lines
to a page.

4) Princeton University Library, Princeton: Islamic Manuscriptss Garrett/Ya-
huda 3334, fols. 211b — 219b (). Copied in 1166/1752-3, in naskh script, with 19

lines to a page.

5) Siilleymaniye Kuttiphanesi, Istanbul: Fatih 3374, fols. 14a — 24a (<¥). Copied
in 1177/1764, in nasta‘liq script with 17 lines to a page.

6) Milli Kiitiiphanesi, Ankara: Adnan Otiikan il Halk Kiatiiphanesi 3212, fols.
1b-7b (r). Undated, in nasta‘liq script, with 22 lines to a page

7) Princeton University Library, Princeton: Islamic Manuscripts, Garrett/Ya-
huda 5055, fols. 271b - 283b (). Undated, in naskh script, with 16 lines to a page.

46  Mach & Ormsby, Handlist, nr. 364
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None of these manuscripts was simply copied from the other, so they consti-
tute seven witnesses to the text. Of these, the three first manuscripts (0 and , and
) are easily the most reliable. Whenever I depart from the readings in these three
manuscripts, I have indicated so in the apparatus. Variants from any of the four

other manuscripts have not been indicated when the other manuscripts agree.

I have also used two manuscript copies of Qarsi’s own commentary on al-Isaghu-
ji al-jadid:

8) Stileymaniye Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: Regid Efendi 1090, fols. 163b — 197b
(). This was copied in 1165/1752, in nasta‘liq script, with 21 lines to a page,
by Bekr b. Siileyman Keskini, clearly the same scribe who penned the second copy
of the Isaghuji jadid listed above, which is included earlier in the same manuscript
collection. After quoting the end of the handbook stating that it was completed in
Kibris, Qarsi added that his commentary was completed in Birgi. This means that
he must have moved to Birgi after 1162/1748-9 but before 1165/1752.

9) Stileymaniye Kiitiiphanesi, Istanbul: Izmir 830, fols. 70b - 102b (_.%). Cop-
ied in 1179/1765-6, in nasta‘liq script, with 21 lines to a page.

The commentaries quote lemmas from al-Isaghiji al-jadid and are therefore
helpful for reconstructing the text, as well as for understanding the content and

identifying sources and references.*’
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