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Research Article Arastirma Makalesi

Personal Property of llkhanate Rulers: “Inju”

ilhanli Hikimdarlarinin Sahsi Mulka: “incd”

Abstract

The Mongols, who emerged in the 13t century and caused great fear and chaos among the world powers,
achieved significant success due to their warrior nature and the military strategies they employed. Spreading
vast geography, the Mongols established various states under different names in these regions. Since these
states were founded by the sons and grandsons of Genghis Khan, they existed under their names. With Genghis
Khan, the Mongols gained a political identity, and as they transitioned to a settled lifestyle, they began to
prioritize state formation and or. The Mongols, who were particularly sensitive regarding state organization,
sought to gain experience and ensure internal structuring by bringing many politicians from different countries.
In this regard, they greatly benefited from the experienced politicians of various nations. It is primarily known
that the Uyghur Turks played a primary role in the Mongols organization processes, as they were highly
successful in matters of state. Of course, this interaction was not limited to the Uyghur Turks. As the Mongols
became influential in Chinese territories, Chinese politicians were appointed to important administrative
positions, and their experience was utilized as much as possible in matters of organization. From this
perspective, it is evident that the Mongols adopted and implemented various organizational and administrative
systems from different nations. One of the practices shaped within this cosmopolitan organizational and
administrative structure was undoubtedly the inju lands, considered the ruler's and his family's personal
property. The term inju frequently mentioned in Uyghur and Mongol texts, carries meanings such as dowry and
inheritance and is regarded as the ruler’s treasury. In this context, the article aims to present the etymology of
the term inju, the disputes over these lands among Mongol rulers, and essential information about the
administration and revenues of the Inju lands, based on primary Persian and Arabic sources as well as
contemporary research works.
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Oz

XIll. ylzyilda ortaya ¢ikarak diinya devletleri arasinda buytik bir korku ve kaosa neden olan Mogollar, savascilik
ozellikleri ve uyguladiklari savas stratejileri dolayisiyla 6nemli basarilar kazanmislardir. Cok genis bir cografyaya
yayilan Mogollar, buralarda farkli isimlerde devletler kurmuslardir. Bu devletler Cengiz Han’in ogullari ve torunlari
tarafindan kuruldugundan onlarin isimleriyle varlik gstermistir. Cengiz Han ile siyasi bir kimlik kazanan Mogollar,
yerlesik hayata gecisle beraber devletlesmeye ve teskilatlanmaya énem vermislerdir. Devlet teskilati noktasinda
ozellikle hassasiyet gosteren Mogollar, farkli Glkelerden bir¢ok devlet adami getirtmek suretiyle bu alanda
tecrlibe kazanmaya ve devlet ici teskilatlanmayi saglamya calismislardir. Bu konuda da farkli Glkelerdeki tecriibeli
devlet adamlarindan énemli dlciide faydalanmuslardir. Ozellikle Uygur Tirklerinin Mogollarin teskilatlanma
slireglerinde birinci derecede rol oynadigl bilinmektedir. Zira onlarin devlet teskilati hususunda olduke¢a basarili
olduklari bilinen bir gergektir. Elbette ki bu etkilesim sadece Uygur Turkleriyle sinirli kalmamis, Mogollarin Cin
cografyasinda s6z sahibi olmasiyla beraber Cinli devlet adamlari da énemli idari gorevlere getirilmistir. Hatta
teskilatlanma hususunda onlarin da tecrtbelerinden mimkin oldugunca faydalaniimistir. Bu cergeveden
bakildiginda Mogollarin farkli milletlerden birtakim teskilat ve idare sitemlerini aldig ve uyguladig gorilmektedir.
Kozmopolit bir teskilatlanma ve idare sistemi cercevesinde sekillenen Mogollarin uygulamalarindan biri de hig
stiphesiz hitkimdar ve ailesinin sahst miilkii olarak kabul edilen inct topraklardir. Ozellikle Uygur ve Mogol
metinlerde gecen inc( kelimesi ceyiz ve miras anlamlari tagimakta olup hiikiimdarin sahsf bir kumbarasi olarak
kabul edilmektedir. Bu baglamda makale; inct kelimesinin etimolojisini, bu topraklar dolayisiyla Mogol
hikiimdarlari arasinda yasanan anlasmazliklari incd topraklarin idaresi ve gelirleri hakkinda 6nemli bilgileri Farsca
ve Arapga ana kaynaklarin yani sira glincel arastirma eserlerden de faydalanarak ortaya koymayi
hedeflemektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Mogollar, ilhanlilar, inc(i, Miras, Toprak.
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Introduction

In the 13 century, the Mongols, who emerged in the east of Asia and established a vast empire, saw their empire divided
among the sons of Genghis Khan after his death. This division allowed the brothers to establish their own states in different
regions, enabling the Mongols to maintain influence over a vast geographical area. As the borders expanded, so did the
lands, leading to the development of a land administration mechanism under the framework of land law. Particularly,
specially appointed officials administered lands belonging to the ruler and his family. The llkhanate, established by Hulegi
Khan in the Iranian region, was one of the states that implemented this system most effectively. In the land system known as
Inju in the llkhanate the lands of the Ilkhanate rulers and their families were protected, and efforts were made to manage
the operation and revenues of these lands smoothly. Although information on this subject is quite limited, this study will
discuss what the Inju system entailed, the authorities and officials over the Inju lands, the functionality (Watabe, 1997, p.
200) of inheritance law in this context and the revenues from the Inju lands. First, the etymological identity of the term will
be examined within the framework of dictionaries and primary sources, and the development process of the Inju lands will
be outlined (Takagl, 2015, p. 78).

The Etymological Identity of the Term Inju

The term Inju (s=x!) appears in Uyghur and Mongolian texts in the forms “enchi, inchii, ince and enci” and in the
llkhanate, it was used as “encu, yincd, inci and incG'”. In Western sources and research the term is expressed as “/nju” and
“Inje” carrying meanings (Ahmedi, 1399, p. 44; Ulusik, 2025, p. 34) such as “pure ownership, captive, slave, inheritance and
dowry” (Doerfer, Il, 1963—-1975, pp. 220-225). Additionally, it is associated with the Turkish words “khan” and “chief”
(Ahmedi, 1399, p. 44). Inju, a term found in many languages, is also associated with the Chinese word “ying” which means
“concubine a title given to a girl who marries” (Clauson, 1972, p. 173). While some researchers argue that the term derives
from the Mongolian “em¢i, 6mci, 6mci” (Chinese yan-chu #H) (Lessing, 1960, pp. 411, 635; Rachewiltz, |, 2006, p. 506)
others claim that it is distinct from the Mongolian words “inje, infi, ingji”, which mean “dowry” or “dowry items” (Hamadani,
1911, p. 215; Pertushevsky, 1960, p. 240; Doerfer, Il, 1963—-1975, p. 670; Buell, 2003, p. 166; Murakami, 1951, pp. 703-716;
Moriyasu, 2004, p. 238). In the work The Secret History of the Mongols, the term “emci” denotes personal property and
belongings. This expression is significant for describing Inju lands. The Persian form of the term inju refers to the vassals
living on the lands belonging to the ruler (Murakami, 1951, p. 705: Honda, 1959, p. 44; Gong, 2009, pp. 42-62). Inju is
semantically similar to a frequently used term (Floor, 2012, p. 107). During the llkhanate period, terms such as “emldk-i
hassa, divan-i inju, incu-i has, and mdilk-i padishah” were used to indicate lands belonging to the ruler and his family
(Barthold, 1951, pp. 258-260; Doerfer, Il, 1963-1975, p. 670; Honda, 1959, p. 44; Lambton, 1988, p. 118; Minorsky, 1943,
pp. 24-25; Pertushevsky, 1960, pp. 240-245; Pertushevsky, 1968, p. 515; Schurmann, 1956, p. 330; Spuler, 2011, p. 357;
Togan, 1946, p. 238).

Consequently, it can be said that lands designated and allocated to rulers, including their revenues, taxes, and territory,
were referred to as has inju. In contrast, lands assigned to princes as military fiefs were called inju (Takagi, 2015, p. 79). It is
also essential to consider the terms “Ingd, ingd-’i buzurg” (Shimo, 1995, pp. 455-475), and “Ingd-yi kabir” (Aubin, 1975-1976,
pp. 95-96; Hermann-Doerfer, 1975, pp. 317-346; Sayh al-Hukama'i, 1387, pp. 113-114-118; Takag|, 2015, p. 86; Zayn al-
‘Abidin ‘Abdi, 1390, pp. 175-176). During the Timurid period, individuals responsible for these matters were observed to be
affiliated with the divan-i inju (Hafiz Ebr(, 1378, p. 67).

Inju Lands under the llkhanid Dynasty and Disputes

With the establishment of the llkhanate in Iran in the 13th century, many lands belonging to local dynasties in the region
came under the llkhanid dynasty's ownership (Vassaf, 1338, pp. 126-230). The significant expansion of borders was
facilitated by both confiscation? and various other reasons, leading to the incorporation of many lands into Ilkhanid property.
Known as a term for estates allocated to cover the expenses of dynasty members, Inju (Hamid, 1385; Pertushevsky, |, 1344,
p. 79; Pertushevsky, I, 1344) was sometimes added to personal lands through purchase. For example, the personal property

1 Another term similar to Inju in function is “Dalay”. Derived from the Mongolian word Dalai, the term means “ocean, large lake and universally great.”
These individuals benefited from state lands. See: (Doerfer, 1963-1975, p. 196; Floor, 2012, p. 107; Honda, 1959, p. 44; Lessing, 1960, p. 224; Minorsky,
1943, p. 25; Schurmann, 956, p. 330; Togan, 1946, p. 238).

2 An example of this is confiscating the vizier Shams al-Din Juwayni estate, which had an annual revenue of 360,000 tumans (3,600,000 dinars) and its
reclassification as Inju.
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of the llkhanid ruler included Ani and Erzincan (Cahen, 2000, p. 263; Itani, 1985, p. 49; Pertushevsky, I, 1344, p. 13;
Uzuncarsil, 1988, pp. 189-230, 231-236). Lands belonging to the Ilkhan were selected from among the highest revenue-
producing regions in Iran. In this context, it is accurate to say that Fars and Baghdad were particularly preferred areas.
Mengl Khan's grant of Iran as a property to Hilegl as part of his vassalage is also considered a type of Inju. When Hilegi
Khan captured Baghdad, Berke, the Khan of the Golden Horde, claimed the lands in Khorasan, Iragi Ajam, Azerbaijan, Arran,
and Georgia as “our Inju” there by asserting ownership and refusing to transfer them to Hilegl Khan (Takagi, 2009, pp. 145-
146). This event represents the first recorded dispute over Inju lands. The primary underlying cause is undoubtedly the
perception of Inju lands as the common property of all Mongol peoples. In 1266, Kaydu’s request to Abaka Khan to review
the revenues from Inju lands in Iran and the subsequent positive response supported this Notion (Takagi, 2009, pp. 148-
149). Otherwise, it would not have been possible for Abaka Khan to agree to such a request.

Mengl Khan’s sudden death in 1259 brought political chaos and led to changes in the rights to Inju lands. The divisions
between Hilegl Khan and his successors and the wars of 1261-1262 supported these changes. When Barak advanced into
Khorasan in 1270, Abaka Khan's intervention to halt this advance ignited a political shift. With his dependency on Meng
Khan removed, Abaka Khan, with the support of Kublai Khan, succeeded in reducing the influence of the Juchi, Chagatai, and
Ogedei families in Iran, leading to the development of a specific Inju land system for the llkhanate (Hamadani, 2013, pp. 88-
89). As part of his decision in 1270, Abaka Khan declared the lands captured by Hiilegli Khan and later by the llkhanids as
personal property and decided they should be classified as Inju (Kugtkasci, 2010, p. 479; Uzuncarsili, 1988, p. 197). This
decision also led to an expansion in the borders of Inju lands (Vassaf, 1338, p. 126). The underlying cause of disputes over
the allocation and ownership of Inju lands was the absence of definitive statements in Genghis Khan's will. Relying on this
excuse, the Golden Horde and Chagatai states frequently claimed rights over the Iranian territories. Additionally, it is known
that during this period, the Inju lands were often used as a pretext in disputes among the dynasties. Bureaucrats also
occasionally accused each other of mismanagement regarding revenues from Inju lands. The activities of Prince Arghun
against Sultan Ahmed Tekldar serve as an example in this context. Although Inju lands were considered the common
property of all Mongol peoples before Mengi Khan's death, the situation changed in the subsequent period. The Ilkhanids,
viewing the lands acquired by Hulegl Khan as Inju, granted them immunity from interference.

Inju Transfer and Administration in the llkhanate

Since Inju lands were the property of the ruler and his family, the revenues from these lands were exempt from taxes
(Vassaf, 1338, pp. 231, 268, 317, 349). Inju lands, the ruler's and his family's personal property?, could be transferred to
others through various means*. These transfers occurred via gifts, endowments, and inheritance, with inheritance being the
most active method. According to laws enacted during the reign of Ghazan Khan, Inju lands belonging to queens and princes
were passed on to their male children after their deaths. Abaka Khan’s statement during his struggle with Barak regarding
the Khorasan province, “This estate has been inherited from my father and is our Inju. Today we hold it by the sword. If Barak
attempts to attack us, we are prepared to defend it” supports this information (Astiyani, 1374, p. 205; Hamadani, 2013, p. 88;
Tetevi- Kazvini, VI, 1382, p. 4054). It demonstrates that the princes inherited these lands following the death of the llkhanid
ruler. In this context, the Inju lands that passed to Abaka Khan’s successor, Ahmed would subsequently have been inherited
by Arghun, then Geyhatu, and later Ghazan Khan® (Takagi, 2015, p. 84). After Ghazan Khan, the Inju lands were inherited by
Olcaytu and Abu Said Bahadur Khan, highlighting their significance in understanding Mongol inheritance law. Ghazan Khan’s
request to surrender Inju lands that belonged to his father, Arghun Khan, from Baydu and Baydu’s fulfillment of this request
without issue falls within this framework (Vassaf, 1338, pp. 317-319).

The significant expansion of lands and the corresponding increase in personal property necessitated the appointment of
officials to manage these lands. As a result, an office named “Divén-i Incu/ Hiikimet-i incu” was established (Aksarayf, 2000,
p. 228; Emin, 1357, p. 141; Rezevi, 1388, p. 143; Yilmaz, 2002, p. 338). High-ranking llkhanid bureaucrats managed lands
belonging to other members of the ruling family, and the revenues from the dynastic estates were transferred to the ruler’s

3 Based on inheritance law, Arghun and Ghazan asserted claims over their father's Inju lands in Fars against Ahmed Tekidar and Baydu during their
princely periods.

4 Ghazan Khan, using Islamic principles, covered the expenses of Shamb-i Ghazan (Ghazaniyya) near Tabriz from Inju revenues. See: (Lambton, 1988, p.
118).

5 The inju revenues that Arghun requested from Ahmed Tekiidar were likely established during Abaka Khan’s reign. This is because, during Abaka Khan's
early period, Ahmed had arrived in Iran and refused to accept his rule. As a result, Arghun tortured the governor of Rey, who did not recognize Arghun's
Inju lands in Shiraz. For detailed information, see: (Vassaf, 1338, pp. 126-127).
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private treasury (Uzuncarsili, 1988, p. 235). The revenues from this iqtd were used to cover the ruler's and his family’s
expenses.

During the reign of Abaka, Altagu Agha (Herrmann, 2004, p. 71; Shimo, 1995, p. 240) from the Baryut tribe, Boga/Buka
from the Celayir tribe during Arghun’s period, Tagacar (Aigle, 2005, p. 137; Lambton, 1987, p. 107; Shimo, 1995, p. 245;
Vassaf, 1338, p. 231 ) from the Suganut Ba'arin tribe, Taicu (Aksarayi, 2000, p. 180; Herrmann, 2004, p. 71; Lambton, 1987,
p. 107; Lambton, 1988, p. 121; Shimo, 1995, pp. 166-192; Vassaf, 1338, p. 265-268) during Kigatu's reign, Satilmis (Shimo,
1995, pp. 240-241) during Gazan's era and Emir Hiseyin from the Celayir tribe during Olcaytu's reign were responsible for
the administration of the inju lands. In 1305, Emir Hiseyin (Aubin, 1975-1976, pp. 95-96; Herrmann, 2004, p. 71; Sayh al-
Hukama’l, 1387, p. 118; Shimo, 1995, p. 168; Vassaf, 1338, p. 471) was assigned the responsibility for the administration and
oversight of the Ingu lands by Olcaytu's decree (Fragner, 1999, p. 287; Herrmann, 2004, pp. 21-22).

During Gazan Khan’s reign, the “Divén-i inju” was staffed by two mustevfi (accountants) and the Divan-i Dalay also had
two mustevfi (Aksarayi, 2000, p. 228). This arrangement indicates that although the terms were administratively similar, they
were independent of each other and served distinct roles®. The Ilkhanids, who controlled extensive lands and inju properties,
sought to systematize the administration and functioning of these lands by documenting them. Gazan Khan initiated this
process by ordering the survey of the country's lands. Scribes traveling extensively recorded all lands in books called “Defdtir-
i Kanan” (Registers of the Law). Even lands that were the personal property of the ruler, particularly along military routes,
were designated for the Mongol soldiers as iqgta (land grants) and recorded accordingly. In 1305, inju lands were registered
under the title “Defterdér-1 In inju” (Registrar of the inju) (Herrmann, 2004, p. 85). Arghun Khan also prepared a detailed
index (list of inju) with information about the lands (Aigle, 2005, p. 141; Lambton, 1987, p. 121; Vassaf, 1338, p. 56, 228;
Watabe, 1997, p. 193).

When Abaka became Khan, he appointed Altacu Agha to oversee the inju matters, left the administration of Baghdad and
Fars to Suncak Agha, and chose to retain Arghun Agha in his position (Banakati, 1968, p. 427; Hamadani, 2013, pp. 78-79;
Mirhand, V, 1960, pp. 276-277; Tetevi-Kazvini, VI, 1382, p. 4034; Zarkub-i Shirazi,1930-1970, p. 65). The administration of the
inju lands in Fars was assigned to one of the emirs. These inju administrators, due to their involvement in the ruler’s personal
affairs, subsequently attained significant positions within the state, even reaching ministerial ranks. Most of these officials
were responsible for regions such as Fars, Bahrain, Yazd, and Kerman. Under changing conditions, some of these ministers
established their dynasties (Alig, 2021, p. 755; Alic, 2022, p. 381; Ibn Batt(ta, I, 2004, p. XXVI; Lane-Poole, 2020, p. 350;
Petrushevsky, 1968, p. 516). Among them, the most notable is Al-i Tngd, the founder of the Ingl dynasty that established
dominance over the Fars region (Barthold, I, 1931, p. 149; Dihhuda, lll, 1373, p. 3212; Emin, 1357, pp. 51-52; Kadyani, 1384,
pp. 145-165; Msevi, X, 1370, pp. 718-719; Ozglidenli, 2000, p. 281).

Revenues of the llkhanid inju Lands

Although it is known that the llkhanids had a considerable amount of emlak-i hassa (private estates), there is no precise
information about their extent. According to the sources, during the reign of Arghun Khan, the Shiraz lands were valued at
600,000 dinars; during the reign of Ghazan Khan, they were valued at 1 million dinars (Vaasaf, 1338, pp. 231, 268, 317).
Furthermore, the lands in Fars in 1293 were leased for four years at 1,000 tdman, indicating that these estates were more
extensive than those in Shiraz (Pertushevsky, II, 1344, p. 455).

The female members of the dynasty also possessed inju lands. Nearly all these women earned up to 200 timan in
revenue (Kalkasendi, 1340, p. 426). During Ghazan Khan's reign, it was determined that the inju lands amounted to 120,000—
140,000 hectares of irrigable land (Alic, 2021, pp. 379-402; Kalkasendi, 1340, p. 426). In 1293, the annual revenue of the Fars
province alone was 2,500,000 dinars. With revenues from other provinces, this amount reached 12,434,200 dinars
(Petrushevsky, 1968, p. 516). The inju practice continued after the fall of the Ilkhanid State, under the names “hdssa” and
“halisa” by the Karakoyunlu, Akkoyunlu, and Safavid dynasties (Mazenderani, 1952, pp. 42-220; Minsi, I, 1971-1976, p.
309).

6 During Geyhatu's reign, a policy was adopted to integrate the Ingl and dalay systems throughout Iran, though this was temporary. An example of this
can be seen in 1292-93 when a single individual was appointed to manage both the dalay and inju in Anatolia and Iran. The Persian accounting manual
“Miirsid fi al-HisGb” prepared during Geyhatu’s reign, reveals that the revenues from /nju lands collected from Irag-i Ajam were gathered in the high
divan. For further details, see: (Aksarayi, 2000, p. 180; Nasir al-Din Munshi Kirmani, 1328, p. 64; Vassaf, 1338, p. 268; Watabe, 2011, p. 27); During the
reign of Olcaytu, Atabey Bedreddin Mesud was appointed to the dalay position, and lzzeddin Muhammed was appointed to the Ingl governorship.
Subsequently, 1zzeddin Muhammed took on both roles. For reference, see: (Mustevfi Kazvini, 1339, p. 560).
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Conclusion

The lands of the inju, which were considered the personal property of the ruler and his family, held significant value
during the Mongol era. The transfer of these lands to subsequent generations through various methods and decisions led to
internal divisions within their nation but sometimes even became a cause of conflict. The struggles between Abaka and Barak
serve as an example of this, where disputes arose due to the inju lands. Before the death of Méngke Khan, the inju lands
were regarded as common property of all Mongol tribes, but after the Khan's death, this notion changed. Hilegl Khan, who
gained independence in the Iranian region, emerged as a distinct ruler under the name of the llkhanids. Consequently,
especially after Hilegii Khan’s era, the inju lands acquired during his reign were considered solely the property of the
llkhanids, and this stance was never compromised.

The inju lands were used under tax exemption by both the ruler and the women of the dynasty, and their revenues were
allocated for the personal expenses of the dynasty members. These personal properties could be transferred or donated to
another person or institution. Sometimes, these lands were acquired through warfare, and at other times through purchase
to be included under the inju identity. It is known that the inju lands were selected from the most fertile and wealthy
territories, with revenues being quite substantial. Criteria such as agricultural productivity and proximity to trade routes
were primary factors in selecting injue lands. As the expanding borders made the management and census of the lands more
challenging, a different practice was adopted during the reign of Ghazan Khan. The lands were meticulously surveyed and
recorded in special registers, allowing for more manageable land quantity and revenue control.
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Yapilandirilmis Ozet

Xlll. yiizyilda Asya’nin dogusunda ortaya ¢ikarak bliyiik bir imparatorluk kuran Mogollar, Cengiz Han’in éliimii sonrasinda onun evlatlari arasinda
paylastinimistir. Bu paylasim kardeslerin farkl cografyalarda kendi adlariyla devlet kurmalarini saglamis ve Mogollar ¢cok genis bir cografyada s6z
hakki elde etmeyi basarmislardir. Sinirlarin genislemesine badli olarak topraklarin da genislemesi toprak hukuku adi altinda bir idare
mekanizmanin olusmasina éncliliik etmistir. Ozellikle hiikiimdarin sahsina ve ailesine ait olan topraklar tayin edilen 6zel gérevliler tarafindan idare
edilmistir. Hiilagii Han tarafindan lran cografyasinda kurulan flhaniilar, bu sistemi en iyi uygulayan devletlerden biridir. ilhanllarin incG adini
verdikleri toprak sisteminde ilhanli hitkiimdar ve ailelerinin topraklari korunarak topraklarin isleyis ve gelirleri sorunsuz bir sekilde idare edilmeye
calisilmistir. Xill. yiizyilda ilhanhilarin fran topraklarinda kurulmasiyla beraber burada var olan bircok yerel hanedana ait topraklar ilhanii hanedan
miilkiveti altina girmistir. Gerek miisadere yolu gerekse farkli sebeplere bagli olarak bircok topradin yine ilhanl miilkiyeti altina girmesi de
sinirlarin 6nemli 6lctide genislemesini saglamistir. Hanedan lyelerinin masraflarini karsilamak icin ayrilan miilklere verilen bir ad olarak bilinen
Incd, kimi zaman satin alinmak suretiyle de sahsi topraklara eklenmistir. Bu duruma &rnek olarak Ani ile Erzincan’in ilhanli hilkiimdarinin sahsi
mililkii haline getirilmesi gésterilebilir. ilhan’a ait olan topraklar, iran codrafyasinda geliri en fazla olan yerlerden secilmistir. Bu cercevede Fars ve
Baddat'in ézellikle tercih edilen yerlerden oldugunu séylemek yerinde olacaktir. Mengii Han'in Hiilagii’ye tabiiyeti cercevesinde fran’i miilk olarak
vermesi de bir cesit inci olarak kabul edilmektedir.

Hilagii Han, Bagdat'i ele gecirdigi sirada Altin Orda Han’i Berke,; Horasan, Irak-1 Acem, Azerbaycan, Arran ve Glircistan’da ele gecirilen topraklarla
ilgili olarak “Buralar bizim incimuzdur” demek suretiyle sahiplenmis ve Hiildgii Han’a vermek istememistir. Bu olay incl topraklar iizerindeki ilk
anlasmazlik olarak karsimiza cikmaktadir. Elbette bunun altinda yatan en énemli sebep inciilerin tiim Modol uluslarinin ortak mali olarak
goriilmesi durumudur. 1266 yilinda Kaydu, Abaka Han’la gériiserek iran’daki inciilerin gelirlerin dederlendirmesi talebinde bulunmasi ve akabinde
olumlu déntis almasi da bu bilgiyi destekler niteliktedir. Aksi halde Abaka Han’in bu istedi uygun gérerek olumlu bir déniiste bulunmasi mimkdin
olmazdi. Mengii Han’in 1259 yilinda aniden 6liimii siyasi bir kaosu da beraberinde getirmenin yani sira Incl topraklar iizerindeki haklarda da
birtakim degisikliklere sebep olmustur. Bu gelisme ¢ercevesinde Hilagi Han ve halefleri arasinda yasanan bélinmeler, 1261-1262 yillarinda
yasanan savas bu degisiklikleri desteklemistir. 1270°de Barak’in Horasan’a ilerledigi sirada Abaka Han’in bu ilerleyisi durdurmasi siyasi bir
dedisimin de fitilini ateslemistir. Mengii Han’a olan bagimliligi ortadan kalkan Abaka Han, Kubilay Han’in da destedini alarak Cuci, Cagatay ve
Ogeday ailelerinin [ran’daki etkisi azaltmay: basarmus, ilhanlilara 6zel bir incd toprak sistemi olusmaya baslamistir. 1270 yilinda Abaka Han, aldigi
karar cercevesinde Hiilagii Han ve sonrasinda llhanlilar tarafindan ele gecirilen topraklari sahsi miilk olarak dederlendirip bu topraklarin incif
olmasi hususunda karara varmistir. Bu durum Incd topraklarin sinirlarinda da bir genisleme sadlamistir. Argun’un Ahmed Tekiiddr'a kars,
Gdzan’in Baydu’ya Fars incalarinin kendi haklari oldugunu bahane ederek isyan ettikleri bilinmektedir. Argun Han, Sirazdaki topraklari da incdsu
haline déniistirmiistiir. Incilerle ilgili olarak paylasim ve aitlik tartismalarinin altindaki sebep Cengiz vasiyetinde belirleyici ifadeler yer
almamasindan kaynaklanmaktaydi. Bu bahaneye dayanan Altin Orda ve Cadatay devletleri her firsatta lran codrafyasi iizerinde hak iddia
etmislerdir. Ayrica bu dénemde hanedan arasindaki cekismelere incilarin bahane gésterildigi de bilinmektedir. Yine zaman zaman biirokratlarin
incG topraklarindan gelen geliri ileri siirerek birbirlerini sucladiklari da olmustur. Sehzdde Argun’un Sultan Ahmed Tekiiddr'a karsi yirittigi
faaliyetler bu acidan érnek teskil etmektedir. Her ne kadar Mengii Han élmeden énce incilar tiim Modgol uluslarinin ortak mali sayilmissa da
sonraki stirecte durum dedismis ilhanlilar Hiilagii Han’in kazandigi topraklari incif olarak gérmiis ve bu topraklara dokunulmazhik atfetmislerdir.
Topraklarin bir hayli genislemesi ve sahsi milkiyetin de ayni oranda artisi bu topraklarla ilgilenecek gérevlilere ihtiya¢ durulmasina neden
olmustur. Bu nedenle “Divén-i Inci/ HikGmet-i Incd” adlarinda bir memuriyet kurulmustur. Hikiimdar ailesinin diger iiyelerine ait
topraklar ise ilhanl iist diizey biirokratlari tarafindan idare edilmis olup hanedan miilkiine ait topraklarin gelirleri hiikimdarin ézel hazinesi
aktarilmistir. Bu iktdlarin gelirleri hiikiimdar ve ailesinin masraflarina sarf edilmistir. Gazan Han déneminde Divén-i Incd, iki mistevfT ile
Divdn-i Dalay, iki miistevfi seklinde géreviendirme s6z konusudur. Bu durum her iki kelimenin de idari anlamda ayni gérevi isaret etmesine
radgmen birbirinden bagimsiz olduklarini géstermektedir. Ikisinin de ayri pozisyonlara hizmet ettikleri ortadadir. Oldukga genis topraklara
ve Inciilere sahip olan llhanlilar, buralarin idaresi ve isleyisini sistematik hale getirebilmek icin topraklarin kaydedilmesine karar
vermislerdir. Bu ¢ercevede ilk adim Gazan Han zamaninda gerceklesmis (llke topraklarinin tahririnin yapilmasina karar veren Gazan Han,
her yeri karis karis dolasan yazicilarin “Defétir-i Kanin” adi verilen defterlere bliitiin arazilerin kaydini yaptirmistir. Bu gérev sirasinda asker?
yol glzergdhlari (zerinde bulunan araziler hikimdarin sahsi milki dahi olsa Mogol askerlerine ikta verilmek suretiyle ayrilarak
kaydedilmistir. Hiikiimdar ve ailesinin sahsi miilki olarak dederlendirilen farkli yol ve kararlar cercevesinde sonraki nesillere aktarilan inciG?
topraklar, Mogollar zamaninda énemli élglide deder gérmiistir. Kimi zaman babadan miras kaldigi éne slrlilerek kendi uluslari icinde
ayrismalara sebep olmakla kalmamis bir savas sebebi dahi olmustur. Abaka ile Barak arasinda yasanan micadelelerin altindaki sebebe
bakildiginda inci topraklar dolayisiyla gerceklesmesi bu duruma &6rnek teskil etmektedir. Mengii Kagan’in éliimii éncesinde Incii
topraklarin tiim Modgol uluslarinin ortak mali anlayisi hdkimken, Kaganin vefati sonrasinda bu zihniyet dedismis; fran codrafyasinda
bagimsizhgini kazanan Hilagi Han, ilhanlilar adi altinda farkli bir devlet olarak tarih sahnesine ¢ikmistir. Bu sebeple ézellikle Hiilagii Han
dénemi ve sonrasinda kazanilan Incl topraklar sadece ilhanlilarin hakki olarak gériilmis ve bu durustan hicbir surette édiin verilmemistir.
incl topraklar gerek hiikiimdar gerekse hanedan igcindeki kadinlar tarafindan vergi muafiyeti cercevesinde kullaniimis ve gelirleri hanedan
tyelerinin sahsi harcamalarina blitgce olarak kazandiriimistir.



