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The Logic of al-Fanārī consists of a study and annotated translation 
of al-Fawāʾid al-fanāriyya, al-Fanārī’s famous commentary on Athīr 
al-Dīn al-Abharī’s Īsāghūjī (Isagoge). It also includes a full “plain-English”  
re-presentation of al-Fanārī’s commentary enhanced by the 
inclusion of helpful explanations drawn from various glosses on 
the Fawāʾid. One justification for translating, annotating, and 
interpretively presenting a text such as this is that it gives the 
Anglophone student and scholar of Arabic Islamicate logic access 
to a terse and dense commentary that played a central role in the 
Ottoman curriculum in the past and continues to be used in those 
institutions and circles where the Ottoman curriculum is still 
studied. For the reader whose Arabic language skills are strong 
enough to comprehend the general meaning of the Arabic, but 
whose knowledge of the subject matter and particular method of 
commentarial writing is not strong enough to rely solely on Arabic-
language glosses, the translation, annotation, and explanatory re-
presentation will provide deeper immersion in the commentary 
tradition’s unique style and method.
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