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Gary LEISER

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS IN ANATOLIA

IN THE MONGOL PERIOD *
BY

AHMET ZEKI VALIDI TOGAN
(Translation)

TRANSLATOR’S PREFACE

Presented below is a translation of Ahmet Zeki Validi Togan’s (d. 1970) article
“ Mogollar devrinde Anadolu’nun iktisadi vaziyeti ” in Tiirk Hukuk ve Iktisat Tarihi
Mecmuast, 1 (1931), 1-42. This was the first modern attempt to investigate the economic
history of Anatolia under Mongol rule, roughly 1243 to 1340 A.D. Curiously, very little
work has been done on this subject in the six decades since this study appeared. In fact,
the only major work in 60 years to examine the economic history of Anatolia under the
Mongols and, as far as I can determine, consider even part of Togan’s article is Claude
Cahen’s La Turquie Pré-Ottomane (Istanbul, 1988). The present article, which brought
to light several primary sources, has thus remained the starting point for research on
the economic conditions in Anatolia under the Mongols. Despite its inherent importance
in this respect, this article has been almost inaccessible to all but a few determined readers
of Turkish. There are two reasons for this. First, the journal in which it appeared
ceased publication after the second issue (1939). Second, Togan’s style is somewhat
« archaic > compared to modern Turkish, for he wrote before the language reform mo-
vement really got under way in Turkey. This was also the time of the transition of Turkish
from the Arabic to the Latin alphabet, when the Latin orthography for many words was
not yet firmly established. In short, even if one could find the article, it was difficult
to read. Altogether, a translation into a Western language is easily justified.

It must be stressed, however, that this translation is not meant to imply that all of
Togan’s assertions, conclusions, and generalizations will be readily accepted today.
Although it represents a benchmark in the field, this article does reflect the < state of the
art >> around 1928. Modern specialists in Ilhdnid coinage, for example, will no doubt
take issue with some of the author’s conclusions, as does Mr Steven Album to whom
I am indebted for critical comments on an earlier version of this translation. In addition
to making Togan’s article more accessible, this translation is, in fact, intended to facili-
tate the criticism of its contents.

* This paper is based on a communica- at a meeting of the Turkistan and Azarbaijin
tion entitled ‘* Anadoluda Mogol hakimiyeti >’ Learned Society on 9 March 1929.
}Mongol rule in Anatolia;, which was read
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It should be mentioned that, to a certain extent, Togan meant this article to sup-
plement W. Barthold’s study ¢ Persidskaya nadpis na stene Aniyskoy mecheti Manuche *’
[The Persian inscription on the wall of the Manuchehr Mosque in Ani] in the fifth volume
of Aniyskaya Seriya (St. Petersburg, 1911). This study was also published in Turkish
in THITM, 1 (1931), 135-159, under the title « IThanilar devrinde mali vaziyet >’ [Financial
conditions in the Ilhdnid period]. Togan refers to the original Russian as  Ani >’. W.
Hinz translated Barthold’s article into German as ¢ Die persische Inschrift an der Mauer
der Maniiéehr-Moschee zu Ani >’ in ZDMG, 101 (1951), 241-269.

In the course of the present article, Togan promised several more studies on the
economic history of Anatolia in the Mongol period, but he apparently only published
¢ Resideddin’in mektuplarinda Anadolu’nun iktisadi ve medeni hayatma ait kayitlar >’
[References to the economic and cultural life in Anatolia in the letters of Rasid al-Din],
Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, 15 (1953-1954), 32-50.

While the study of the economic history of Anatolia in the Mongol era has generally
been neglected in the past half century, research on the economic history of Mongol Iran
has made considerable progress. Iran was, of course, much more central to the Mongol
Empire than Anatolia and it was under much firmer Mongol control. In any case, the
economic life of Iran and Anatolia under the Mongols was closely related, so the modern
research on Iran is important for understanding what occurred in Anatolia. This point
is made by Togan himself. Tt is not possible to list here all the publications on Iran that
are relevant Togan’s article. Suffice it to mention the following : J. Masson Smith and
F. Plunkett, ¢ Gold Money in Mongol Iran >, JESHO, 11 (1968), 275-297; J. Masson
Smith, “The Silver Currency in Mongol Iran ”’, JESHO, 12 (1969), 16-41; Michael
Bates, ¢ Islamic Numismatics, > Middle East Studies Association Bulletin, 13 (1979),
n. 2, pp. 1-3; Stephen Album, ¢ Studies in Ilkhanid History and Numismatics *°, Studia
Iranica, part I, 13 (1984), 49-116, and part II, 14 (1985), 45-76; I.P. Pertrushevsky, ¢ The
Socio-Economic Conditions of Iran under the II-Khans >’ in J.A. Boyle ed., The Cam-~
bridge History of Iran (Cambridge, 1968), V, 483-537; Ann Lambton, *“ Mongol Fiscal
Administration in Persia »’, ST, 64 (1986), 79-99, 65 (1987), 97-123, and idem, Continuity
and Change in Medieval Persia (Albany, NY, 1988).

Finally, let me state that I have attempted to translate Togan’s article into idiomatic
English. His style, however, does not always make for easy transition from topic to
topic. I have also indicated in the translation the most recent editions of the texts to
which the author refers and I have recast his footnotes, which are sometimes rather
opaque, according to modern practice. All additions to the text and notes, except for
corrections of minor oversights and typographical errors, have been placed in braces.
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TRANSLATION OF THE ARTICLE
I

Before discussing this subject, a few words of explanation are in order concerning
the fiscal and economic systems of the Mongol-Ilhanid state.

Although information exists which would be of use in describing the fiscal system
of the Mongol state, it has not yet been thoroughly studied and is in a state of some dis-
order. Even the conclusions of the scholars who have tried to clarify this confused in-
formation, with respect to determining the basic standard of the Mongal fiscal system
and the value of Mongol coinage, need to be reexamined. Among these conclusions
are those of A.K. Markov and W. Barthold who believe that the basis of the Iranian
Mongol financial system was the silver dindr. Both state categorically that the Ilhanids
did not use gold coins for commercial transactions. Instead, they were only struck to
be used for gifts and ceremonial purposes . Barthold relies on Ra$id al-Din who refers
in one place {[Jami® al-tawarip, for work on this text, see for example John Boyle, The
Successors of Genghis Khan [New York, 1971] } Topkapi MS, f° 323b) to large gold
coins of 100 mitgals called « cw,s>» (3b «lss), and a Byzantine source cited by J.
von Hammer-Purgstall (Geschichte der Ilchane {Darmstadt, 1841-1843‘, 11, 159). However,
Gazan’s statement & dile s 015 154 ﬁg‘-» 5 el W8 g~ s does not indicate that
gold coins were made only for gifts. These words do not pertain to all gold coins.
There is a misunderstanding here. Gazan’s aforesaid statement, I am going to give
some of these durust { perfect > a coin of the best standard{ to a man on whom I am
going to bestow a gift, >’ does not pertain to all gold coins, but only to large beautiful
“ niimune paralar > {“mode  coins| weighing 100 mitgdls. Rasid al-Din is simply
praising their beauty ‘ ‘

Oz C:a'ljp ab 3l ;5 :&ml_ﬂ'[_): 345 rU by, celd Ll 5 Ais JUte s &y il bl sl 340 53)
by "oy cwl i S OTJ: Lp e rl.o" oailas wluly T3 oty cwyl o Suils 4zl gz
o5lsl g S b 2ol oSO an)l Sal s 3ONSG S asa dolosl by S8 s Bl Gl oo

. (ﬁn-\g Lloss Obs1 14 f:JLoJﬁ il S G=0s O

The Byzantine author Pachymeres, who is cited by Hammer (p. 205), simply says, < among
them {z‘.e., the Tthanids| are gold coins called casaneus which are of high grade. > This
statement only shows that Gazan’s gold coinage was readily accepted. It cannot be
evidence for the conclusion that this money ¢ was struck only for ceremonial purposes. >’

There is considerable evidence to prove that both silver and gold were used in com-
mercial transactions in the Mongol period. Indeed, the prevailing standard was the gold
standard. It disappeared during financial crises but reappeared when -conditions

1. Markov, Katalog djelairidskihi moneti %St Petersburg, 1897}, p. LXxX; Barthold, ¢ Persidskaya
nadpis, >> p. 18, hereinafter referred to as ¢ Ani. ”’
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improved. According to Rasid al-Din, the gold that disappeared during the economic
crises and disorders in the reigns of Arglin and Geihatu reappeared after Gazan’s reforms.
In fact, all business transactions were conducted with it

L\::.; (SJ::.“" Aw‘_):T 6-\33JJT_)A 6)43 ;'_5 6)1.25' J)Ul}b J‘J.LJ. BE] tﬂ _)J. énlj‘ S &j' V,N\QJ ,,.)
Ol edlelee caald sy 5,0 ol «§as S Er 23 Oldigr QL gy o cws b DI5L Lo 0Ll Lo s
(S

While mentioning the expenses of Gazan at the assembly |kurultay| at Ujan, Rasid al-Din
clearly distinguishes gold from silver <z 01544 ls lus o a0 03 sl . We also
find references to 300 #imens of gold coins (w,3) {for the council?| and, in another
place (fol. 2990), to 10,000 and 20,000 gold coins («&,5) for travel expenses. He
also uses this expression for the taxes collected from the people (fol. 3155, Gle,sl uai,
astwe ). There are further references to < 1,000 #imens of gold > with regard
to Sams al-Din |Juvaini| during the time of Abaqa (fol. 1535) and to “ 20 tiimens of gold >’
and “ 250 timens of gold ” in the work entitled Tasliyyat al-ipwan, |extracts published
in Mirzad Muhammad Qazvini’s edition of ‘Ata’ Malik Juvaini’s Ta’rih-i Jahan-Gusa
[London, 1912—1937]; which ‘Atd’ Malik Juvaini wrote about his own life. There is
even the phrase

038 s i a3 s pl ey Glr Sew @i Ol gl sy enla Ole OLBLT sl

in Qazvini’s edition of Ta’rip-i Jahdn-Gusd, introduction, I, pp. « ¢« 4, which means,
“ they told Abaqa Han that I brought a lot of money, namely, 20 timens in gold, to my
home {pdna| and buried it >*. In Vassaf, zar (gold) and dindr (i.e., silver dinar) are always
mentioned separately ( }Tajzz’yat al-amsar|{ Bombay ed. {1852-1853}, pp. 336, 337, 349, 362,
384, 390, etc., « o3 ¢gesiv; p. 368, «sluss s Gl p. 436, « slps L3 el
A penalty of 15 tiimens of gold was imposed on the Turkmen and < Sal »’ {tribesn'xen,E
who revolted at one time in the province of Fars. According to the accounts of Rasid
al-Din and Vassaf, the cruelties of the basgags |provincial revenue officials| in the pro-
vince of Fars were for the most part unprecedented. Vassaf cites a verse of a folksong
gtiirkii{, which was probably in the language of the Turkmen of Firs, on the tyrannous
demands of the tax collectors. He wrote it in the following manner o3l ¢ iy Ok oo
ﬁ_JT o (los g @2 sl This should be translated, I would give up my life for gold,
my task is to strike and take ’. In other words, the tax collectors demanded taxes or
¢ fines >* from the people in the form of gold. There is also Persian poetry about these
tax- collectors, namely, £ smw oti o2 e Oladlh e gy w0 pde 5 O 3 er Db Is1 75, in which
it is said that they demanded tila }redgold( and talgam silver from the people. In
another place (p. 123), when mentioning the payment of 500 fimens, Vassaf says that
e U5 9es Lo 4w were surrendered.

A document which definitely shows that gold and silver were used together in Ilhanid
territory is a work called Sa‘@datndma, which ‘Ala-i Tabrizi wrote on the financial affairs
of the Ilhanids of Iran. A unique copy of this work, which I shall discuss below, was
found by me in the Yusuf Aga Library in Konya (registered in the library’s MS index
under the title In§a’-i farisi, with the number 1756 {now see Mirkamal Nabipour, Die
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beiden persischen Leitfiiden des Falak ‘Ald-ye Tabrizi iiber das staatliche Rechnungswesen
im 14. Jahrhundert [Gottingen, 1973]{). In this work, the («3» and («al» accounts
are placed side by side in the lists of expenses. In fact, dues were collected in mixed
gold and silver coins or in mixed property and livestock. Among the Arabs, the coins
were converted to dirhams or mitgals and the animals to horses or sheep. The author
says that in his time the financial officials did not like this system and that every category
of money and goods was recorded separately in the Mongol system (fol. 49a),

r.b_;..le ‘J g}z.l:l;: .5};13 SW3T Jj?\f'w Qe S A MS’ 25 (5.'3‘_3» iijilj L_)zl:;- bjis Sliol ny &3_}}& _)g.‘:'a
JL‘&‘ dib »U-\l.«g: Lf‘:‘J.T l.ﬁ.&.w‘ (Wi SO L'):)l.‘l.w‘j .. ALLJJYJ gf.w‘ &'J}?‘m” u.d‘[_j. !_; (5“.3”-3 -\135 C:p'- JLO.’L»LL
L’Jf-jl 5{’ Olalsz C?D'- (JJ;.@ _)L:L'.G‘ L_Amﬁ‘ r.(>- ;|J -\1.3.,.\3 ).LJ. ")ﬁj‘ ;SLY .L'uﬂ.{ lJ. o Ay ‘_,L@;w;.- l;»«_:.%.

Rty eady sl b g:;_gl Jf:s 5 e a5l g Yy ;3‘}.&»— J.S‘_,JT s 5l B) Jjé.\ rl;)‘

He also gives some examples, for instance on fol. 575,
| Eoes Sobas O e

Lnoer
R L Sl gl O 2l e
> g2l
Sline
oy
doallal # SLS)
Slus Ll N[N

As I shall discuss further on, the word zar does not always mean gold. In many

places, it is simply used to mean ¢ money.’’ For example, in “Ald-i Tabriz, fol. 750,
we find the following :
L a8l b feadl 15 mls 530 il ool s wls U5 @ dusl ol bs O § il o35 018G
o Sl s pla byl s asl Sl el deedis (T6a) 45 oSG oy b ol Ol BU Osp SUiL
22 Suls s ;J:f o bty Cgb o5 S Sualy b el ol Cé_) &b rl.?ia).s 35d Lasl Slel

B R IR O Jeaisy i Obay 15 o el Ol an dagn Cey sie S5

Then, under the term rabih, the number of dindrs or the amount of sheep, soap, wood
and so forth is recorded. When it is necessary to specify that the money is gold, the
words fild, ahmar {“red > in Arabic|, or surh {“red ” in Persian| are used.

II

In the Mongol period, the terms dirham, mitqdl, danaq, dinar, balis, and tiimen are
used in the silver and gold money accounts. It is rather difficult, however, to determine
the real meaning and value of these terms, and especially the relationship of gold and
silver coins to each other with respect to their values. One person who provides infor-
mation on the economic conditions in Iran and Anatolia in the Mongol period is Hamd

Anlsl 25 (1991), p. 203-240 Ahmet Zeki Validi Togan, Gary Leiser
Economic Conditions in Anatolia in the Mongol Period; introduction et traduction par Gary Leiser.

© IFAO 2025 Anlsl en ligne https://www.ifao.egnet.net


http://www.tcpdf.org

208 A.Z.V. TOGAN /| GARY LEISER

Allah Mustawfi Qazvini, one of the financial officials of Sultan Abii Sa‘id. E. Blochet,
G. Le Strange and Barthold have analyzed or touched upon the material that Hamd
Alldh and others have provided on the budget of the Ilhanids of Iran. The financial
account in Hamd Alldh’s list is shown in dindrs and timens. Barthold was the first to
prove that the dindrs in this list were silver dindrs.

Despite certain changes and transformations that I shall describe later, the silver
dindr, which was called the dindr-i Tabrizi or dindr-i rabih of the Mongols, basically
consisted of six silver dirhams. During the reign of Gazan, the weight of this dindr was
definitely set at three mitgals. While mentioning the terminology of Gazan’s coinage,
Ragid al-Din says the following (f° 3235) :

& Suis S lils (‘:J._g ﬁ:\3~mle ol Ged 33 ebas el Gy s ¢ &lils Ol s e ol o OJ?:‘Y

SOy Ml gurwm PP Sbils PR Bl i el Jus ﬁgau,' R I RPRY-PS

oy S sl S s Sy suls isias elils ﬁs, rq S S p cawsle JMae o iy L5 Llzel
o by p3ge & b enliss 55 dhsy iy blasl 0y w8 T po3eh Oy S Uit ﬁsls'
w33 ST 8550 5 aleo ol (‘§>-j s S S g ade Jli aw edly i S ﬁj} Jlita
Laliss Bl pusS dbbae Al b 51 sy oy 3T & S el f§> Ol ol s dumse Gisdie oy gluil
wr S dalE o5l Sl gas e W JEL5 g @ Mo Ours S bleet B owle ¢ S
Ol i 1S S Cl;:;_g ciS ol el clld s rlém 6l e S S gods S blasd
3R 3,80 500 3y Cand > Sley oS s 055 e Doy oS Sl ey el o 8 wdpdy egds
20 aiS galele OWY 5 culd 53 Oy 38 oAiJéT@:a i C':b Slos el Jlte aw s e Oim 5

JRTH Y S P |

The Egyptian historians al-Nuwairi | Nihdyat al-‘arab| and al-Qalqaandi? also provide
information to the effect that the dinar-i Tabrizi and dinar-i rabih consisted of six dirhams.

- Furthermore, the statements of al-Aqsarayi |Musdmarat al-apbar, ed. Osman Turan

[Ankara, 1944]{ and Hamd Allah | Nuzhat al-quliib| corroborate each other in this matter.

‘According to al-Agsardyi, 200,000 Mongol dindrs were equal to 1,200,000 Seljuk dirhams.

While comparing the money of Sasanid Iran with that of the Mongols, Hamd Alldh
refers to the Mongol dinar as the dinar-i rabih and says that one gold dinar of the Seljuks
(zar-i surh) was the equivalent of two dindrs and two danags, that is, 2.33 {dz’ndrs}, in
Mongol money (Bombay ed., p. 132)3. By this Seljuk zar-i surh, he meant the dindr-i
surl ‘awwal used in Baghdad, which was 12 dirhams“. One Mongol dindr equalled six

© 2. Subh al-a’Sa {Cairo, 1915, 1V, 422. « slia ), Furthermore, in the tax bill‘given

3. The Bombay edition of this book has  there, 21,500 red gold pieces of the Seljuk
many mistakes. I have corrected the copy of  period are mistakenly shown as the equiva-
the 1894 {or 18987{ edition in my possession  lent of 50,000 ziimens in the Mongol period.
by comparing it to numerous manuscript  This should definitely be "« ses5 Ll olaiy»
copies. and not « slus Lo ol=y »  because one

4. In Hamd Allah 800,040,000 dindr-i ‘awwdl  gold Seljuk dinar was three silver Tabriz
==-400,020,000 Mongol dingrs. In the MSS, dingrs and two danaqs, that is, 14 danags,
« s\uaa v is mistakenly written in place of  which would be 21,500 X 14 = 50,166 gsict.
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dirhams in the accounts that he cites on p. 133, from the time of ‘Umar and al-FHajjaj, and
on p. 170, from the time of the ‘Abbasid caliph al-Mugqtadir (Barthold has shown Hamd
Alldh’s mistakes in calculating the Sasdnid and Seljuk accounts with gold). °Ald-i Tabrizi
uses danaq as a standard of weight and describes the dindgr in like manner, saying (fol.
60a),

. _)Lg.> s dlg}} and JL@.?— N :_‘.4[.3‘}&3 slils 0“‘:"‘-" Sl sk O‘ﬁ: Jh‘ CP}\»AL‘ Slus

The definition of ddnaq found here is certainly that of the term that was generally used
in the government }dz'wdn} and financial fz'stz'fd’} institutions of the Ilhanid state. One
encounters this in other contemporary works °. From the list that I shall add at the end
of this article, which I have cited from Ibn Fadl Allah al-‘Umari on the salaries of Ilhanid
officials, we shall be able to see more clearly that timens and dindrs were calculated
according to the Tabrizi dindr of six dirhams in the official departments of the Mongol
government. This author also records that Abaga gave ten timens to a man as a gift o,
that Geihatu gave three timens to another man as a gift, and that these timens were
recorded as dindrs of six dirhams?. We can deduce from this that the aforesaid calcu-
lation was used throughout the history of the Ilhanid state. The silver dirham of Gazan,
which has come down to the present time, was two grams and 150 milligrams and the
average weight of the silver dindr was 12 grams and 900 milligrams. In other words,
it had the value of three gold francs or three girdns of today’s Iranian money.
The standard of measure in Mongol gold money was the mitgal. This is confirmed
by the information provided by ‘Ald-i Tabrizi. In all of his accounts (fols 37a, 35,
57b, 58b, 69), he writes mitqal for gold (#ild) and dinar for silver (falgam). Vassaf (p.
349) indicates that Gazan’s astandard of} coinage “ was a mitqal of gold which was equal
to four dindr-i rabih, that is, silver dinars — and one mitgal of pure silver was equal to
one dindr >’
& lse f:LU: dlaze o C)‘) Sl Slem slee Y dlie L WLl gl Ol ﬁ,lMB' l"'uUa o5 4 BACS k)
(el p3F oo ALl @lle pluys 5,8 gl @b guis ol

The last sentence must be « ¢l wils ab JUts 4w s, 0 but in the manuscripts that

I have seen, it is always written as « r‘;.U;, Jize ,a,n In any case, one mitgdl of gold
was equal to 12 mitqals of silver.

5. For example, Miftah al-hisab. ‘Al
Jamsid al-Kasi, Esad Efendi MS. 3195,
fols 155 :

gl ezl LW G bl BL sl
FULE PRV R R Rt Y [P R A P

«. C)l.{}’vi" C’:J‘
See also H. Sauvaire, “ Matériaux pour servir
4 P’histoire de la numismatique et de la mé-
trologic musulmanes, *’ JA, §7th series, 19,l

(1882), I, 72, 11, 80, 172 {sic, pages do not
match pt. II}.

6. {Masalik al-absar| Topkapi, Ahmet III
MS. 2797, 11, 295, {now edited by K. Lech
as Das mongolische Weltreich [Wiesbaden,
1968] | <l &l e oulsi 34a & (BLI) Ll

.o ke mb

7. Ibid., V, 296, il 58 B 4 (S i

(S SE dl ‘Ag'b:. BICTRS P P

17
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In the Mongol period, only the word dindr or the expressions dindr-i rabih, dindr-i
surh, dindr-i ahmar, and dindr-i zar-i naqd were used. Sometimes the attribution dindr-i
surh is referred to as the Baghdad dindr-i ‘awwdl, as is the case for example in Hamd
Aligh (p. 132), or is used to mean ¢ Mongol gold dindr >>. These expressions refer not
only to coins of one mitgal of gold but also to larger weights. Of the Ilhanid gold coins
which have been published to date, the 4.401 to 6.923-gram coins struck in Tabriz and
Baghdad in the name of Hiilegii and Abaga, and the 6.5-gram coins of Gazan in Baghdad,
bear the inscriptions duriba hdda ’I-dinar or duriba hada ’l-dindr al-mubdrak 8. Further-
more, the 8.7-gram gold coins of Gazan and the 8.5-gram gold coins of the Jaldyirids
were also called dinars. In my opinion, the largest Ilhanid gold dindrs were probably the
large gold coins weighing three mitgals (12.750 grams), which were worth 12 dindar-i rabih
at the time of Gazan and Oljeitii (Miibarek Galib, Meskiikdt-i | kadime-i islamiyye katalogu,
miilitku cengiziyye ve| ’l-ilhaniyye |Istanbul, 1318}, p. 63), or about 36 gold francs. This
type of gold dindr was the counterpart of the som in the ulus %coalition of tribes subject
to a ruler, his territory} of Jochi. In the wlus of Jochi, one-third mitqal of silver was
called a danag, and 108 danags of silver were equal to a som weighing 36 mitgdls. This
som had the value of 36 francs, each mitgal of silver being equal to a gold franc. In other
words, during the reign of Gazan one mitqal of gold was equal to four dindr-i rabil (or
12 mitqals of silver), as Vassaf says, and coins of three mitqals of gold, being equal to
12 dindrs (or 36 mitqals of silver), were used in the Golden Horde.

The basis and value of the coinage used throughout the Mongol state was uniform.
At the beginning, the basis for the western hdanates was probably the yasik/balis i“ pillow ”’,
applied to an ingot of gold or silver}. The balis§ was also readily accepted among the
eastern Mongols but was used very little in Ilhanid territory. According to Rasid al-Din
(fol. 253b), in the last days of Abaqa, the chief vizir, Sahib Sams al-Din Juvaini, gave
the gold bali§ to someone whom he sent to Anatolia. Gazan himself distributed one
hundred < red gold balis at the Ujan assembly (Ra$id al-Din, fol. 2996). According to
Vagsaf (p. 22) and Juvaini (I, 16), the gold balis was equal to 500 mitgals of gold and
2,000 paper balis. In other words, one mitqgal of gold was equal to four pieces of paper
money. Thus, by Ilhanid calculation, this meant one silver dingr. According to Vassaf
(p. 22) and Juvaini (I, 16), cach balis of gold or silver weighed 500 mitqgals (two and a
half kilograms). In the east, at the time when Kubla Han ascended the throne, one balis
had the value of 2,000 silver dindrs (i.e., one mitqal of gold was again equal to four silver
dindrs). According to Juvaini, in the city where he was (Baghdad), a silver balis weighing
500 mitgals had the value of 75 dindr-i rukni, each of which had the value of four danags,
that is, one silver bali§ was 300 danags. Therefore, the danag mentioned by Juvaini was
1.66 mitgals and the dinar-i rukni was 6.64 mitgals of silver, which was approximately
one dinar-i ‘awwal. In the eastern Mongol Empire during the reign of Kubla Han, one

8. E. Drouin, « Notice sur les monnaies Coins in the British Museum (London, 1875-
mongoles », JA4, §9th series, 7( (1896), pp. 515, 1890)} X (additions to V-VII), 89, 95.
520; S. Lane-Poole, {Catalogue of Oriental
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piece of paper money was equal to ten dindrs. In the Mongol Empire, bills of ten dinars
must have been a common form of exchange. When an attempt was made to use paper
money in Iran during the time of Geihatu, this money was printed in denominations of
one half dirham to ten dinars (Vassaf, p. 272).

Generally, large amounts of Mongol currency were calculated by #imens or ten
thousands. The eastern Mongols used the balis§ tiimen (Vassaf, p. 506). In Iran, the
« dindr tiimen’’ was used. When this expression was used, it meant strictly the silver
dinar tiimen, but when * tiimen-i zar-i surh >’ or ° tiimen-i dindr-i ahmar >> was mentioned,
the meaning was gold dinar tiimen. When * tiimen-i zar >* was used, it must have simply
meant ““money >’ or the silver dinar timen based on the gold standard. While speaking
about the taxes collected in ‘Traq al-‘Ajam during the time that Baha’ al-Din Juvaini
was governor {muta,sarrif {, “Atd” Malik Juvaini says in his Tasliyyat al-ipwan that 600
gold tiimens were equal to six million dindrs (4 Llus Dije Ll 28 o855 Olys aens),
Mirza Muhammad Qazvini understands this dindr to be the gold dindgr, but he is mis-
taken. Vagsaf says (p. 336) that the revenue from the mamalik-i barr u bahr, that is, the
territory of Fars, was 200 timens of gold (L=, abli ol sy 5155 ol ewyss) and
that the jewelry tax on the coast was 1,500 man of pearls. In another place (p. 349), he
says that the taxes for three years, 1298-1300 A.D., for this region amounted to 1,000
tiimens of gold (sblis 0L ,i5») and that a charge of 45 timens was levied against
Siraz. As for Hamd Allah (p. 170), he records that the revenue from bildd-i Firs
was 287 tiimens and 1,200 dindr-i rabih, and the tax of Siraz was 450,000 dindrs. This
would agree with Vassaf. Furthermore, Vassaf records that 185 dindrs = 61 dindrs and
four danags, a pair of oxen, and seed = were collected from each faddan of arable land
leased from the treasury and that in years of famine the government valued at six dindrs
a donkey-load of wheat that could not be found for 30 dindrs. There is no doubt that
these calculations were made in silver dindrs. In addition, the < 100 timens of gold >’
(p. 384, el Olersmess lss awjl ol Jlo») regarding the expenses of Sanbi-Gazani,
and the 20,000 timens from the zakdat tax introduced by Gazan, of which four timens
of gold (p. 389) were sent to the province of Fars and another amount (p. 39, <12
tiimens of gold *’) was sent to Mecca, must all have been silver dindrs shown at their
gold equivalent.

During the time of Timfir, tiimens of silver money were calculated according to Ilhanid
dinars of six dirhams each and were circulated with dindgrs called kepeki dindrs, which
were named after the Chagatay Han Kepek (1310-26 A.D.). ? {Ruy Gonzales de} Clavijo

9. Pétis de la Croix, E. Quatremére, P.
Saveliev and Charmay, and J. von Hammer-
Purgstall read the name of this san as < Kopak
[Kiipek .  Quatremére referred to a MS. in
which he found the form &S marked with
the vowel sound damma (Notices et
extraits {des manuscrits de la Bibliotheque

Nationale du Roil, XIV |which is the work
Matla®  al-sa’dain  of °‘Abd  al-Razziq
al-Samarqandi, 1843/, 74, but in Ibn Battiita
{al-Rihla|(turkish trans. {Istanbul, 1333-1335)),
I, 418, this name has been combined with
the word at the end of the verse il 5 50 ! &
&LS7,, so it must certainly be read “ Kebek *,
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indicates {Narrative of the Embassy to the Court of Tamerlane at Samarcand, A.D. 1403-
1406, trans. from the Spanish by Le Strange [London, 1928]{ that the dirhams (aspres)
that Timiir demanded from the Christians in the city of Sivas and the town of Pekkeric
%or Bogarich| near Erzincan were equal to half a Castilian real 1,

These dirhams must also have been the same as the Tabriz dirhams. In addition,
the money that Timiir demanded from Mardin is described by Ibn ‘Arabsah as ¢ 100
tiimens of silver dirhams, each tiimen being 60,000 (dirhams) > 1.

Accounts in timens of kepeki dindrs are found in all histories and documents from
the time of Timiir 12,

L1}

The history of Ilhanid coinage and the changes in its values and the role of gold in these
changes are subjects which essentially have not been addressed. Rasid al-Din, in reference
to Gazan’s reform of the coinage, says that both gold and silver money were based on
a certain standard. According to certain documents in our possession, the gold standard
prevailed throughout the Mongol monetary system even though it was used less than
silver. While studying the { Various} crises and revolutions, and the changes in the coins
and their values {which took place} under these circumstances, we certainly must examine
the coins themselves and conduct chemical analyses. This is the most reliable approach,
but one which has not yet been attempted.

In the event, we know that the Ilhanids experienced financial crises during the reigns
of Argun and Geihatu. Ilbanid historians provide considerable information on this.
The material written on this subject at the end of the Ithanid period must be used with
caution, however.

It was the custom of Orientals to be unanimous in their praise of a contemporary
ruler or statesman and to refer to the time prior to him as a period of terrible conditions.
This contrast is always exaggerated. Hamd Allah says that conditions in Anatolia were
extremely bad before the appearance of Sahib Fahr al-Din Qazvini and only he was able
to rectify the situation and, thus, Anatolia became the envy of other countries (Ta’rih-i

10. Saraf al-Din  al-Yazdi, Zafername
(Calcutta, 1887-1888), 11, 561, hereinafter refer-
red to as ZN; Quatremére, Notices et extraits,
X1V, 74, 303; ‘Abd al-Razzaq al-Samarqandi,

that is, “Kepeh . Ibn Battiita adds that
the wife of Ozbek Hin had such a name,
which he vocalizes as “ Kepek >’ and trans-
lates as 4 . Furthermore, Schiltberger

writes the name of Toktami§’s son Kebek as
““ Tchebek *’ {Reisebuch, Eng. trans. as The
Bondage and Travels of Johann Schiltberger . .
1396-1427 [London, 1879]| and it is written
as 4L.S" on some coins (Ch. Frahn, Uber die
Miinzen der Chane vom Ulus Dschutschi’s
{ oder des Goldenen Horde [St Petersburg
and Leipzig, 1832]}, p. 33.
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11. [*4j@’ib al-maqdar|, edition of the
Russian Academy, pp. 140, 149.

12. Egyptian edition of 1305 {Cairo},
pp. 48-49,
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Guzida, pub. ed. §London, 1910}, p. 485 wagls S &lle sy ey, elesn). On the other
hand, al-Agsardyi and the sources used by the author {Mﬁneccim—baﬁf of Jami*
al-duwal state that this man simply brought Iranian, Armenian and Georgian officials
to Anatolia and that he continuously plundered and completely crushed the people. While
praising Gazan, Ra$id al-Din describes the disorders and financial crises of the reigns
of Argun and Geibatu and refers very somberly to the economic life of their reigns. It
would appear from a study of the coinage and records dating before Gazan that it would
certainly not be correct to generalize about the 40 years of the Ilhanids prior to that ruler
as Barthold has done, for he was deceived by Ra8id al-Din. At that time, different coins
were found in Rim (Anatolia), Kars, Kirman, Georgia, and Mardin; and according to
Rasid al-Din, the Ram akcha was considered to be the soundest of all of them, but the
specie holding the highest position was Mongol gold. Gazan’s monetary reform did
not result in a completely new monetary system. He struck gold coins of a high standard
of purity to replace the debased money of the time of Argun and, especially, Geihatu,
and other gold coins of poor quality, like the gold of Hurmuz. He also replaced the
debased silver with pure silver dirhams and dindrs. In addition, he eliminated the auton-
omous provinces along with their separate coinage and made all currencies uniform. Apart
from these measures, the monetary system was more or less as it had been. Before and
after Gazan, there was a certain contention in Iran between the dirham and dindr system
used in the uluses of Chagatay and Jochi and the ¢ Ilhanid system *’, which had originated
from it and from the systems which had prevailed in Iran before the Mongols. In this
respect, Gazan merely gave special attention to Iranian and Ithanid traditions. Further-
more, the striking of durusts weighing 100 gold mitqdls might not be an innovation pecu-
fiar to Gazan. Such durusts were known in other places, like Kashmir 13, After Timiir
occupied Damascus, he struck gold and silver tankakjas {sic} (o855 ©SS) weighing
10, 50, and 100 mitgals and distributed them throughout his state 14,

The Byzantines called the Ilhanid silver dindr the ¢ casaneus . It was named after
Gazan because he fixed the value of this coinage. The doubt about the value of Ilhanid
silver money before Gazan does not prove there was a loss of confidence in the value
of this money among the Mongols |{Togan’s meaning here is unclear :  Gazandan evvel
Ilhani tip giimiis para kiymetinin tereddiidii Mogollardaki kiymetinin tereddiidiinii gos-
termez ”{. The reign of Argun had witnessed the development of an Ilhanid commer-
cial fleet. Sometimes the government tax accounts in Vassaf are all shown as ¢ gold *°.
On the subject of the circulation of paper money during the reign of Geihatu, Vassaf
says that this money was issued as the equivalent of gold (p. 272, olss L5 sése susls
4515 ,57) and that, in place of this paper money, gold money was taken from the trea-
sury for transactions abroad and given to representatives of the southern Iranian com-
mercial fleet which did business with foreign countries (p. 273, <1, b &l Sl i,

2P e Y Ab}»_); )Ji,o LL.O‘ (:)[_}_J'.) L5‘J‘°‘ 14. Ibid, II, 336.

93 L.)_jjg cf_lﬂ‘ﬁ D5 Caw s _)‘J'.h e g %A..u|
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We shall cite below a source concerning . (4l olastjl sla 5wy, 5 1 2l sk 05k 5 OF Sl
the collection of taxes in the form of gold money in Anatolia during the reign of Batu.
From one passage in Pachymeres, it appears that, during the period of Gazan, transactions
with the Byzantines were in gold, that is, in Gazan’s gold currency 5.

As far as we can tell, the standard of value in the commerce and in the Mongol and
Uighur tax systems in I1hanid territory was exactly the same as that in {the rest of| { Mongol
territory. The market was in the hands of Mongol ¢ ortags >’ {partnerships, companies}
which conducted thriving commercial relations with the Oriental countries. Rasid al-Din
mentions that banking was controlled by these orfags, that they gave credit to merchants
of modest means who became their virtual slaves, and that only in Gazan’s time did
Muslims have any hope of being saved from this humiliation (fol. 3305,

e B8 des L5 O Olsme aylay wag Lansls Jase 2 sl dsms L5 Lide a0 aSALST
o Bl @ Sl ST Ol woul I3 Ls amy 05Ly WAl o gl b ST N Rl wb anlyy 6 S
lianl oobles Loy oo @28 bt ol ol 1 edle O [, Gazan] b als el slish cau

e Ml et OT UG oy e Juole ks 8 AT

We known that among these orfags were men who worked in the Mongol government
and that they used the balis. Furthermore, one must assume that the paper money
(ch’ao) of the eastern Mongols was exchanged among them. In my opinion, the paper
money of the eastern Mongols must have been in circulation among the Mongols and
Uighurs in Ilhanid territory before 1294 A.D., as it was in the Golden Horde. If not,
Geihatu and the great Mongol leaders would certainly not have ventured to put into
the market money which had never been in circulation. It was only as a result of the
gradually spreading financial crisis during the reign of Geihatu that these banknotes
suddenly multiplied and local Iranians who were not Mongols could have gone bankrupt
when forced to use them. The currency reform carried out by Gazan was, in fact, aimed
at reforming the financial system, but after his death the coinage returned to the previous
systems in the various Mongol countries, as was the case in the Golden Horde (when
the silver dirhams of one-half mitqgal reverted to one-third mitgal). Around the second
quarter of the fourteenth century A.D., the financial system of the Ilhanids of Iran ex-
perienced a new period of crisis. The standard of value became confused and probably
changed from gold to silver. At the end of the period of Oljeitii, importance was given
only to the form and standard of silver coins. In Abii Sa‘id’s reign, gold coinage com-
pletely lost its continuity. During this period, gold dindrs of a half mitqal (2.125 gr.),
one mitqal (4.250 gr.), two mitgals (8.500 gr.), and three mitgals (12.750 gr.), were used.
Later, however, the weights of these gold coins became so unreliable that sometimes it
was not possible to determine if a dindr were one or two mitqals. The discontinuity in
the weights of Abli Sa‘id’s gold money can clearly be seen in the following list [in grams]
provided from Markov’s work (Djelairidskihi moneti, p. LXXXI) :

15. G. Bratianu, Recherches sur le commerce génois dans la Mer Noire au XIII® siécle
(Paris, 1929), pp. 322-323.
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1.101 5.600 6.804 7.970 8.350 8.650 10.300
2.125 5.700 7.257 8.100 8.359 8.680
3.045 6.200 7.300 8.164 8.375 8.900
4.017 6.250 7.450 8.175 8.488 9.265
4.211 6.500 7.900 8.229 8.610 10.200

We must search for the secrets of the fall of the Ilhdnid state not on the romances
of Bagdad Hatin and Dil§ad Haton, as even some European scholars have done by
following the medieval Iranian historians, but in certain economic changes such as the
disappearance of the old Mongol standard in both Iran and the Dast-i Qipchaq. This
was no doubt caused by the breaking of the economic bonds between the eastern and
western Mongol states as a result of events in Central Asia. The most important factors
in this were Timiir, who united most of the three Mongol nations |ulus| toward the end
of the century, and the formation of the Timirid state. I do not wish to exaggerate this
crisis, however, despite these great political changes. Those who went from the provinces
of the Ilhanid state to Mecca in order to perform the pilgrimage were regarded as the
richest men in all the Muslim countries. They even filled the mouths of sleeping Arabs
with silver dirhams. When they arrived, the Meccan money changers lowered the price
of exchangeable currencies and their money fetched a high price 1. The unparalleled
silver money crisis which began in Egypt in the second half of the fourteenth century
A.D. 17 did not appear with the same force in any of the hdanates or beyliks within the
Ilhanid state.

v

When one examines the material on the financial system, coinage, credit, taxes and
state commercial affairs of the Mongols, and especially the Ilhanids, one is struck by how
it all resembles contemporary European systems rather than those of other Muslim
peoples, above all the Arabs. Among the noteworthy practices in this respect were that
the ruler was able to ensure the fineness of his coinage and, as Rasid al-Din says (fol.
323a), retain the minting of money as a government monopoly by placing symbols on
the coinage which were difficult for ordinary people to duplicate. In addition, commercial
companies called ¢ ortags > carried out transactions by means of  checks »’, government
“letters of credit > {havale| and patents |berat]. Mongol and Uighur capitalists, who
monopolized the business of giving credit to merchants and other people, exploited the
use of interest like modern bankers and enslaved small merchants to themselves.
Furthermore, during the periods of Argun, Geihatu and Gazan in particular, the tax
problems of the province of Fars, for example, and the questions of raising or lowering its

16. Ibn Battita, C. Defrémery and B. 17. Sauvaire, ‘ Matériaux ”’, {JA, 7th
Sanguinetti ed. |Paris, 1853—1859;, I, 403, series, 19 [1882]}, I, 302-317 (information
Turkish ed. sztanbul, 1333—1335}, I, 184.  cited from al-Magqrizi).
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taxes were examined by commissioners or a special council in the presence of the sultan.
They carefully drew up accounts (budgets) which were refined down to not only the timen
and dindr but also to the dirham and danaq (for information on these matters, see Vassaf,
pp. 236, 349, 363). Altogether, we could claim that, in the Mongol period, a radical change
took place in the economic thought of Iran and probably the entire Muslim world. This
is quite clear in the works of Ilhanid historians like Ra$id al-Din, "Abd Allah Kasani,
Hamd Allah, and Vassaf. The latter two authors tried to learn about economic condi-
tions in earlier times as well as their own. According to both writers, if the revenue of
a country were high, this indicated that its government was just. While discussing the
sultanate of Gazan, Vassaf provides information on the revenue of earlier Muslim rulers
(pp. 440-446), citing figures that he found in Qudama b. Ja*far {apparently his Kizab al-Hardj [
the Farsnama [of Tbn al-Balhi], and other works. According to Vassaf, the revenue of
Iraq during the reign of Caliph ‘Umar was 160 million dirhams because of his justice
and efficient organization, but during the reign of Mu‘awiya it dropped to 50 million
because of his oppressive régime and under al-Hajjaj fell to 17 million. Hamd Allah
recommended looking at the budget figures of a country when it was governed by ‘Umar
in order to learn if he were oppressive, as the Shi‘is said, or just, as the Sunnis claimed
(Nuzhat al-quliab, p. 133). Neither of the aforesaid writers had the necessary means, of
course, to learn the financial conditions under the early dynasties. Consequently, Hamd
Allah, for example, mistakenly believed that accounts were kept in gold in Sdsanid,
‘Abbdsid and Seljuk times and tried to prove that the world was gradually coming to
an end. Nevertheless, the ideas of these two writers about the special historical facts
that could be learned from a study of economics are worthy of note.

‘Ala-i Tabrizi’s work entitled Sa‘ddatnama, the manuscript of which, as I mentioned,
was found in Konya, is very important. As Katib Chelebi says, this book was composed
in the year 700 {1300-01 A.D.f on the orders of Gazazl’s vizir, Sa‘d al-Din Muhammad
b. Taj al-Din ‘Al al-Sawaji, in order to teach his son, Saraf al-Din, the science of finance
and accounting {maliye, istifa ilmini } The second part of this work, which mainly con-
cerns the art of accounting, is very important (fols 35-95). Here we find an explanation
of the financial terms used in Vassaf. According to what we understand from this book,
the Mongol financial system of the Ilhanids was administered in Arabic by Iranian comp-
trollers jmustawfz’s}. The author mentions seven ledgers which were used to keep track
of income and expenses OB s ¢ Ol ke A~ 2o cam,lgl s ¢ pha s cc,:l;- J:»)
(zU5s0 b5 ol 5o and indicates that they were recorded in Ka§an timens. °Ala-i
Tabrizi wrote this work for beginning students of accounting. On folios 50a¢ and 95a,
the author recommends that those who wished to supplement this summary work should
study his book entitled Qdniin al-sa‘dda S Jsel s cwl Jorta Ugal L3 o sl 0406 LS
(elwlz ok oy, It is well-known that works on accounting problems were also written
in the time of the Jalayirids and Timiirids. Unfortunately, none of these works have
come down to us. According to information provided by Kilisli Rifat and Ismail Saib,
such a work written by ‘Iwdd Falakabadi Hulwini existed among the books of Halis
Efendi. However, it was lost among the books and property sequestered and sold by
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his heirs. This is especially to be regretted because this copy was in the author’s own hand.
(‘Iwad Falakabadi was a contemporary of the lexicographer Firiizabadi. The authorization
{icazetname} to teach linguistics that Firlizabadi gave to ‘Iwad Falakabadiis recorded at the
end of the copy of the Takmilat Taj al-luga li-’I-Sugani, MS. 1522 in the K6priilii Library.
I am indebted to Kilisli Rifat for the information recorded in this manuscript). Never-
theless, it is very likely that similar works will be discovered in the libraries of Istanbul
and Anatolia.

This work of *Ald-i Tabrizi was copied in the Anatolian writing style | dnadolu yazisilel §
in 815 {1412-13 A.D.% in Bursa. Judging from the careful and accurate way in which
it was written, it was undoubtedly copied by someone who specialized in Iranian Ilhanid
finances. This could indicate that the Ottoman government learned about financial affairs
during its Bursa period from works composed at the time of the Mongols of Iran.

The disastrous effects that the nomadic Turkish tribes (among whom were very
few true Mongols) had on the civilized countries in western Asia in the Mongol period
are well-known. However, despite all the imprecations heaped upon them by their
contemporary neighbors, we find that construction continued in western Asia and far
outpaced whatever destruction occurred. Mongol rule resulted in the economic ad-
vancement and enrichment of Iran and Anatolia. We can prove this by means of the
budgets and financial records from that time. Before the Mongols, Iran and Anatolia
were in a state of economic anarchy. Every region had its own coinage and tax systems.
This was a period of gradually intensifying financial crisis. In the Mongol period, the
obstacles to the expansion of trade were eliminated. There was one monetary system,
one method of taxation, and the same commercial laws and financial system prevailed
everywhere. Before the Mongols, there was a crisis of silver coinage. For this reason,
Islamic silver coins no longer travelled to Europe after the beginning of the eleventh
century A.D. According to the research of Barthold, this silver crisis spread from the
east to the west. The various phases of this silver money crisis can only be determined,
however, by a chemical analysis of the coinage of the dynasties which ruled Iran and
western Asia before the Mongols. Such an analysis has only been done so far, in 1926,
in Baku on the coinage of the Sarvan-Sahs in Azarbaijan during the years 575-653 '1179-
1255 AD.}. Although this was a very fragmentary analysis, it showed clearly that the
silver crisis worsened in the course of the century. The percentage of silver in the coi-
nage for the aforesaid [sic] years was as follows : 10.755, 9.342, 3.083, 0.265, 1.551,
0.177 18,

In order to end this crisis, gold coins began to be struck in the eleventh century A.D.
in Anatolia, Syria and Iran. These coins were called  dindrs *> (or even bizants) because
they were made on the Byzantine pattern. This, however, did not solve the monetary

18. Izvestiva Azarbayjanskago Komiteta  Azarbaijan Committee for the protection
okhrani pamiataikov straini, isskusatava i  of the monuments of the country, art and
prirodi (= Azkomstaris), nr. 3 (1927), 59-62 nature}.

{not further identified, Proceedings of the
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crisis, because the main reasons for it were the conflicting economic needs of the Muslim
countries, the gradually diminishing power of these countries and, in this respect, their
inability to reach a political union. The great transformation that began in Mongolia
at the beginning of the thirteenth century A.D. completely broke the barriers between
the Far East and the Western countries. Economic and cultural contacts were im-
mediately established in a rather revolutionary manner and became increasingly close.
This transformation, which began in order to satisfy the needs of merchants from cen-
tral and eastern Asia (Hwarazmians, Uighurs, Chinese) developed in its own natural
way. From the very beginning, it stressed the importance of properly organizing
international finances and commercial relations. This was truely the fruitful result of
the efforts made by the Uighurs, Hitai, and other civilized elements (including the
Turks and Tajiks from western Turkestan), rather than the nomadic Mongols, who
actually were responsible for this transformation.

It is well-known that the influence of the Mongol-Uighur financial system was even
felt in Egypt, which never fell under Mongol rule. The Ayytbid dirhams, the content
of which had been only one-half or one-third silver, were reformed in the reign of the
Mamliik Sultan Baybars and were struck with a silver content of 70 percent (bundugiyya,
darahim zahiriyya) 1. The same influence was felt in India and later in Europe.

According to Professor Bratianu, it is very significant that the economic measures
that regulated commercial relations in eastern, central and western Asia were coincident
with the occupation of Beyoglu (Pera {in Constantinople%) by the Latins. As the Mongols
advanced toward the Bosphorus from both directions, close contacts were established
between the Genoese and the Ilhanids of Iran on one hand, and between the Dast-i
Qipchaq Mongols and the Venetians on the other. For the Genoese, the caravan road
going from Ayas at the port of Iskenderun to Tabriz via Sivas, Erzincan, and Erzurum
was important, although the lack of security on land made the sea route preferable 20,
Customs duties were very light. W. Heyd has determined that for the journey between
Ayas and Tabriz a total of 203 dirhams in customs duties was paid for one animal-load
of goods, of which 153 were given to the government and 50 to the Mongol (probably
Qaramainid) brigands 2! (in fact, it was paid to guards for protection from brigands, A.
Togan) 2. In 1276 A.D., the Genoese established a commercial consulate in Sivas
(Gabire de Savasto) . A similar consulate was also opened in Tabriz in 1304 A.D.
According to Bratianu, the wealth of the country of the Mongols attracted the Italian
merchants %, The transfer of the Muslim center of commerce from Transoxiana to the

19. Al-Maqrizi, al-Nugiid  al-islamiyya, 22. Ragid al-Din, fol. 3225,
al-Jawa’ib ed. in Talata rasd’il (Cairo, o el @l cald ol (O11) sse 8 OF51 s

1298), p. 14. Sl L Adl e Ol ol a8l Gz e
20. Recherches, pp. 158-159. A3 4l P aily Ol 5Ll8 gLl o 5551 s
21. Histoire du commerce du levant au NPT P 3 P PR EW fwl{ adl Py A g3

moyen-dge {1885 ; 1pt. Paris, 1923}, II, 111. 23. Bratianu, Recherches, pp. 166-198.

24. Ibid., p. 182.
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region of the Black Sea, namely, to the Ilhanid capital, Tabriz, and Mongol actions
which were favorable to people of various religions, including Christians and Jews,
encouraged the development of commercial relations between Europe and the Mongols.
Because of their rivalry with Egypt and the Mamliiks, the Ilhanids gave considerable
attention to improving relations with European countries. The special gifts they sent
to the kings of Sicily, France and England were also significant for the development
of trade.

Some of the Genoese in Tabriz were in the service of the Mongols. The Oriental
scholars at Marageh benefited from the Genoese who, in turn, learned about charting
the seas from these scholars. The Ilhanids gave the Genoese positions in their navy.
In 1289 A.D., Argun and his chief vizir, the Jew Sa‘d al-Dawla, sent Genoese master
craftsmen to Baghdad and instructed them to build ships that could be used at Aden
to prevent Egyptian trade with India ». Furthermore, the Genoese equipped ships for
Argun to use against the pirates in the Quban region and the Caucasus. Trade in the
Black Sea and with the Kingdom of Trebizond grew in importance. There was an econ-
omic agreement between Tabriz and Trebizond. By means of the Genoese, commercial
relations were established between Tabriz and the Crimea. There exist Italian prom-
issory notes {senet| that were used between Tabriz and Kefe {Theodosia| in 1289 A.D.*
Notarized documents belonging to the Genoese at Kefe have come down to us and
generally show that the Mongol economic system was a compelling factor in the great
development of Black Sea trade. An observation of Barthold’s is noteworthy with regard
to the history of Ilhanid-Mongol-European relations. As a symbol of Iranian influence
at that time, he has drawn attention to the manner in which the word chek was more
widely adopted in the Middle Ages by Europeans than by Muslims outside Iran ?.
This word entered Europe not according to its Arabic pronunciation of sakk (o),
but according to its Persian pronunciation of chek (¢&). The use of this Persian form
in Buropean languages before the Mongol period is unknown. The advance of the
Turkmen tribes toward Constantinople via the Ankara-Eskigehir-Edrimit, Eskisehir-
Iznik, and Bursa roads was a consequence of the economic relations between Iran and
Europe that developed in the Mongol period.

v

The part of Anatolia that was directly under Mongol administration consisted of
the provinces to the east of a line running from present-day Zonguldak to Bolu, Eskigehir,
Kiitahya, Afyon, Beysehir, Larende jKaraman; and Mersin. Before the appearance of

25. Bratianu, Recherches,p.188;G.Ferrand, 27. Barthold,  Musulmanski  Mir jSt
(Note) « Une navigation européenne dans  Petersburg, 1922}, p. 25; Iran, Tashkent,
I’océan indien au XIVesiécle,» J4, 11thseries,  pp.30-32 {reference unclear, perhaps the same
20 (1922), 307. work}.

26. Bratianu, Recherches, p. 189.
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Hiilegii, the Seljuks of Riim were subject to the jdns of the Golden Horde. For the
people of Anatolia, Batu was the ruler of the world (¢« padish-i riy-i zemin **) and they
paid taxes to his officials ?8. At first, the Mongols left the financial and economic affairs
of Anatolia to an autonomous governor {muhtarf; but after the establishment of the
Ilhanid state, they gradually reduced his autonomy.

The Mongols struck coins in Anatolia as early as the time of Hiilegii. Under the
Ilhanids, all the mines there were made a state monopoly. Nevertheless, it appears that
the Mongol economic system was not imposed in that country until 1277 A.D., at the
start of Abaqga’s Egyptian campaign. After Abaqa returned from this campaign in the
same year and went to his summer quarters in Ala-Dag in eastern Anatolia, he appointed
prince Qongqurtai governor-general of ¢ mamdlik-i riim > and sent Sihib Sams al-Din
Juvaini there as well (17 September) to undertake public works, win the hearts of the
people, and organize the tax system. Commenting on this, Ragid al-Din states that until
that time there had been no special tax {tamga§ for mamdlik-i riim and that Sahib Sams
al-Din Juvaini imposed one for the first time 2. The Mongol forms of taxation consisted
of the following : 1) galan levied on land, 2) qubchur levied on livestock in the territories
of the nomads, and 3) rusiimat {customs charges| and tamga and bdj |taxes, tolls| in the
modern sense, all of which were levied on city dwellers, especially the merchants.

In addition to the material on Mongol taxes collected by Quatremére (Histoire des
Mongols {Paris, 1836}, p. 256) and Barthold (« Ani ”’, pp. 24-44), let me mention that
Juvaini provides information on the decisions that were made concerning taxation upon
Mongke Qa’an’s accession to the throne on pages 78-79 of the third volume of his still
incompletely published work and that Ragid al-Din discusses this as well on pages 313-314
of the Blochet edition of his work. It appears from these and other references, from the
decrees of the Golden Horde, and from the documents concerning commercial transac-
actions found in East Turkistan in the Mongol period (W. W. Radloff began the pub-
lication of these documents and S. Je. Malov completed this task in 1928, Uigurische
Sprachdenkmdiler {Leningradl) that there was a uniform tax system in the Mongol domain.
The state tax, which was levied according to the wealth of the people, was in the form
of money (galan, gilan) in scttled areas — 1-11 dindrs in China and Transoxiana, 1-10
dindrs in Iran (according to Ragid al-Din, 1-7) — and livestock, one percent, from the
nomads (qubchur). From the Uighur documents, it seems that the terms galan or gilan
for the taxes on arable lands and gardens and qubchur for the taxes taken from nomads
had preserved their old meanings in Turkistan (Radloff-Malov, galan, pp. 17, 30-32, 50,

28. Al-Aqgsardayl, Musamarat  al-ahbar,
Ayasofya MS. 3143, p. 87, 0lw sis sus 524
olisly &2 2oy e dﬁj 3,550 s
oozl Lol guiis Al sl Obadsl 5L OwS s
olisly L‘U% oS 55 Sl STl esl CJJVJ Ay

Ckile s @bl

29. Rasid al-Din, fol. 2515, sl (& ol
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56, 131; qubchur [according to Radloff, gopchir], pp. 9, 57, 90-92, 111, 146). The term
qubchur was used to mean both of these taxes among the Ilhanids, as was galan/qilan in
the Golden Horde (Rasid al-Din, fol. 318a; { Abdullah Battal, < Sahib Giray Han yarligi
[The yarligi of Sahib Giray Han) }, Tiirkiyat Mecmuast, 2. {1928 {,94). According to Rasid
al-Din, the qubchur of the villagers was collected twice a year; the first within twenty
days following the vernal equinox, and the second within twenty days following the
autumnal equinox. The qubchur of the nomads was collected at the beginning of the |Persian
new| year, that is, within twenty days of the vernal equinox. Ra8id al-Din uses qubchur
as a synonym for famga with the meaning  haraj wa wujith al-"ain *’, which corresponds to
Blochet’s < capitation impdt”’ (p.314,note). In “Ala-i Tabrizi, the taxes that are the equivalent
of the famga are also generally called qubchur. While describing the  Avarice > |sic |
account book, he tells how different kinds of taxes were recorded in it (fol. 90a)

am s Shosl @i 15T 5ol gl glas,l il S il gl Slazel s Jlgal ke Sl g
Lley 51 & cudl gams sl a0 O3 Ludy 15T & W hilimen ol gl odelas § e JPEPYPRN
dzags Lle ULAnJ: sope U sl by agos Lo ol Sy (57 ,5);5‘-‘:}5 é,lﬂ? Ow.i)ljs Glud 4w gl

RS-t RNLIT S S BN

In his description of defter-i miifred, he explains how « &¥s ss28,5 Jb cle» and
« @¥s sl ole-n were to be recorded in this account book. Prior to Gazan, the
Mongols not only collected tamga from city dwellers, but they also wanted qubchur.
Rasid al-Din reports, for example, that before Gazan the Mongols were very oppressive
in their demands for overdue taxes from the people of Tabriz, that the Mongol < am-
bassador ** demanded qubchur from them in addition to these outstanding taxes, and
that this caused people to flee their homeland (fol. 314a Wiy OliySlagn Hs28 Olasly),
Gazan abolished such irregularities. He ordered that only the tamga tax be collected—in
somewhat greater amount — from the city dwellers and that they be exempted from the
qubchur tax. Hamd Allah attributed this policy to the vizir, Hwaja Sadr al-Din 3°. Later,
in the reign of Abii Sa‘id, this law was usually not respected. Indeed, Abii Sa‘id had
to distribute an edict | ferman} throughout the realm forbidding the amirs from collecting
both tamga and qubchur. He had inscriptions to this effect made in stone and iron and
they were placed in public view. Such edicts were found in Persian on the wall of the
city mosque of Ani and in Armenian on the gate of that city’s fortress. These edicts
have been studied by N. V. Khanykov, M. Brosset, and Barthold. Another copy of such
an edict in Anatolia is found on the gate of the citadel of Ankara. An unreadable photo-
graph of it was published by Miibarek Galib (dnkara {Istanbul, 1341}, 1I, plate 2) and

30. Ta’rih-i Guzida : as in the Ayasofya MS. 3072. In the Gibb
odd V3 g g ke abulyy Sle sy A Os=3  Memorial Series edition, which is a facsimile
SW s s oS W s S gk U P23 34 edition of a MS. having many gaps and mis-
gsmd ol sl anler ub o Jols ames el takes, « Llsxile n is written  instead  of
Jb sl sl s S oS gy ey b Sl « yso=d 0 and « e >%s y instead of « 8l e sd »
codd el bl pilel 55 g3 st g Jeol Celas pL 542,
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Q. de Jerphanion (Mélanges d’Archéologie Anatolienne [Beirut, 1928]). Miibarek says
that he could not read the inscription (p. 4, note). A photograph that was later taken
by P. Wittek was generally legible, however. The Mongol government in Anatolia set
up this inscription in accordance with the order of the padisah-i a'zam hallada ’llahu
mulkahu on awwal-i adar, 730, or 12 April 1330 |sic, awwal-i adar = 1 March, on this
date cf. Wittek, ¢ Ankara’da bir Ilhani kitabesi >’ [An Ilhinid inscription in Ankaral],
Tiirk Hukuk ve Iktisat Tarihi Mecmuast, 1 [1931], 161-164, who reads this passage slightly
differently{. It states that the people of Ankara (Ankiiriyya) had previously complained
about the collection of the qubchur, that henceforth only a fixed city tamga would be
recorded in the account books (4ily b Lis o8 a8 b S8 55 & Jb e 2,%); and that
those Who took « &us ey L5 S0 « &z By ,5250 would be cursed by God. It
ends with the Koranic verse « 4sw Lasy duy sdn. These last words are also found in
the version of Gazan’s edict cited by Rasid al-Din (fol. 318a,
s B D s ey C)J ooodb adgl e oYy p el sie Lo gy p oS e £ «_‘DB}:‘—L
TSl 0Ll i Du gy cedy ok S g il bady corse OB wf Bl pepai Ld Ol &
¢fol. 319a : e o A5 bl i S8 e ey el 5l sl f,‘ 05 S @l L &l
(e e 01 50ty gl e 48T 16D anen Loty ity 0 a8l gl e By i B sy il

The tax systems, like the economic systems that were established in the Mongol
period, remained in effect within the borders of the great Mongol state until the end.
Tamga survived in Turkey as damga and in Russian as tamujni, both of which had the
same meanings as the original Mongol term. The words gilan and gila have survived
among the Turks of Azarbaijan and the Bashkurts with the meaning of ¢ land tax *’.
We know from an inscription found on the gate on the market side of the great mosque
in Nigde that the system of collecting qubchur in sheep continued in Anatolia until the
time of Mehmet II. I learned from Fuad Kopriilii that this inscription had previously
been published by Halil Edhem in Tarih-i “Osmani Enciimeni Mecmuasi |« Karaman
ogullari hakkinda vesaik-i mahkike > [Inscriptions of the Qaramanids]{ (nr. 14 [1328],
873). It was installed in 1469-1470 (874 A.H.) on the orders of the last Qaramanid hans,
Pir-Ahmet and Qasim. The late Ottoman historians describe the Qaramanids as consti-
tuting a Turkmen state which struggled against Mongol rule in Anatolia in the most
forceful manner, but their own histories (Sikari {see Rudi Lindner, Nomads and Ottomans
in Medieval Anatolia [Bloomington, Indiana, 1983], pp. 145-147|) state that they were,
in fact, subject to the Mongols and were more friendly and loyal to them than anyone
else. The latest documents concerning the Mongol qubchur system belong to them. It
is rather curious that the Nigde inscription is in Persian and in virtually the same spirit
as the aforesaid well-known Mongol tax edict {apparenﬂy Gazan’s} and the other in-
scriptions, and that the Ilhanids again used the term bid‘a (Lot o3l & phel i) for
this non-canonical method of taxation and cursed those who did not respect the edict
(3% &l & ol Jll 8 v oe5). In Turkistan, the famga and qubchur taxes were
described by other terms, but T think this occurred after the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries A.D.
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\4!

The geography of Hamd Allah, which was written in 1336 A.D. and entitled Nuzhat
al-quliib, contains the budget for 1336 for all Ilhanid countries except Hurdsdn. The
section of this budget concerning Asia Minor is very important, for it shows specifically
which provinces and cities of this region were, in fact, subject to the Mongols in the
Ilhanid period. It is difficult to use this text because the author was not consistent in
listing the cities in alphabetical order; and in the various manuscripts of this work these
names are frequently misspelled. Furthermore, it is not possible to get a clear under-
standing of this material from Le Strange’s edition or translation of this work. Conse-
quently, I tried to determine properly the information on Anatolia by comparing the
manuscripts of Nuzhat al-quliib found in Istanbul. Perhaps one day I shall publish my
fully collated text of this budget. But for now, I shall give only the figures it contains
and try to list the provinces in geographical order instead of alphabetical order. The
texts that I used were the following :

1) Nuruosmaniye MS. 2992, copied by someone from Isfahan in 1080 {1669—1670 A.D.,
= A; 2) Nuruosmaniye MS. 3036, = B; 3) the Bombay edition of 1893 A.D., = C;
4) Ayasofya MS. 2131, a fine copy made by a certain ‘All Tabrizi in 1072 {1661-1662
A.D.|, = D; 5) Biiyiik Miize Library MS. 534, incomplete, = E; 6) Fatih Camii
MS. 4518, a fine copy dated 887 {1482-1483 A.D.|, = F; 7) Le Strange edition and
translation in the Gibb Memorial Series, = G and GT, respectively; 8) the copy of
Reisiilkiittab Mustafa Efendi found in the Evkaf Miizesi, MS. 575, = H; 9) Esad
Efendi MS. 2505, dated 1229 {1814 A.D.‘, =1I; 10) and the Lala Ismail Efendi MS.
230 in the Hamidiye collection, dated 1008 {1599-1600 A.D.{, = J. Among the other
works that were used here was F. Taeschner’s Das anatolische Wegenetz (Leipzig,
1924), = Taesch.

In addition to the material that Hamd Allah provides on central and eastern Ana-
tolia, which he calls “ mamalik-i riim *°, 1 have also included his data on regions that
now lie wholly or partially in Turkey, namely, Greater Armenia and Ahlat, Lesser
Armenia, Diyar Bakr and Diyar Rabi‘a.

According to Hamd Allah, it appears that the general tax bill for mamalik-i riim
was 3,300,000 dinars. Part of this amount was levied from certain provinces as shown

below :
dindrs dindrs
1) Erzurum (¢ 051) 222,000 3) Bayburt 32 21,000
2) Tercan 3! 15,000 4) Erzincan 332,000
31. C: opgdy Fi 03 Dt Oleysg: 32. Thusly, in B; in A, D, H: ©»b ;
Ol 255 Taesch., I, 8, Olys Ob-y . in C: el
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dindrs dindrs
5) Karahisari Kuguniye 33 blank  13) Gab#! 21,100
6) Kemah 34 435  14) Karahisari Behram Sah “? 11,600
7) Harput % 215,000  15) S5 48 16,500
8) il 936 10,800  16) Toz-Agag 90,500
9) Divrigi %7 40,3003 17) Kir Sehri 57,000 45
10) Sivas not shown 18) Karahisar ber sih merhelei
11) Niksar 187,000 Kaysariyya 46 25,000
12) Kumenat 0 14,000
33. Ol 5,0 8t 2 This is  certainly %Asie Mineure, description  géographique,

4955 sle=l 3 | which is mentioned on
p. 534 of {“Aziz b. ArdaSir Astarabadi’s
Bazm u razm iIstanbul, 1928; (probably also
on pp. 313, 317, 475, 477). This would be at
the border {‘7} of & sl Lail between
Erzincan and Sivas. See Taesch., II, 2, 8. Le
Strange believes it to be Sebin Karahisar.
According to Ahmet Tevhit, Meskakat-i
islamiyye katalogu {Istanbul, 1321}, 1V, 439,
who cites Asik Chelebi (Mandazir al-"awalim,
Ayasofya MS. 3466, fol. 234b), and Halil
Edhem, )“ Merzifonda  Pervane Mu'in
al-Din Silleyman namina bir kitdbe >’ [An
inscription in Merzifon in the name of Pervane
Mu'in  al-Din Sﬁleymé.n”, Tiirk Tarih
Enciimeni Mecmuasy, 7 }1333}, nr. 43, p. 49,
.84 sla= o 30 = i,
34. Thusly, G; C: 'le .
35.G: ©p s
o~ Hi ©sw.
36. It is stated By oiilsas ol sl sl
il g Sl 3l il
In many MSS, this city’s tax is confused with
that of Ermenak, which follows it., e.g., C.
37. Thusly, G; A, D, H:
C: &rss.
38. Dt Lbas Ll e
39. D, 187,300 and confused with Nigde.
40. ol the old “ Pont-Jumana > on
the Yesil Irmak near Tokat, Ch. Texier

CC)J‘:J>~ (C)J\Jjo;-’ C:

S
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historiqgue et archéologique [Paris, 1862”,
Turkish ed. iIstanbu], 1339—1340}, 1, 114.
Cf. Bazm u razm, pp. 198, 279, 296.

41. According to Le Strange, the ¢ Gab ”’
between Tokat and Zile. Miineccim-basi,
Jami® al-duwal, 1I, Esad Efendi MS. 2103,
fol. 283 1 @iy oo oS Ll G gus Sl

42. Taesch., I, 243. Subject to Corum
north of Yozgat. Cf. Bazm u razm pp. 253,
5217.

43. According to Le
“ Gaduk ”’ north of Kayseri.
razm, pp. 300, 385, 505.

Strange  the
Cf. Bazm u

44. Thusly, G; A, B, D: gl Lb;
C: glosb. According to Le Strange,

it is next to Haci Bektag between Amnkara
and Kayseri or near Afyon Karahisar. A
place with this name near Akgehir is men-
tioned regarding the uprising of Jimri (oral
communication from  Mikrimin  Halil
Yinang). Cf. Ibn  Bibi, {al—Awdmir
al-‘ald@’iypa, Persian abridgement in{ Th.
Houtsma ed., |Recueil de textes relatifs
a histoire des Seldjoucides (Leiden, 1889-
1902)}, 1V, 281.

45, H, 27,000 dindrs.

46. According to Le Strange and Taesch-
Karahisar, Miineccim-basi,
Esad Efendi MS. 2103,
S &, 385D,

ner, Develi
Jami® al-duwal, 11,
fol. 384b, il < &
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dinars
19) Kaysariyya 140,000 47
20) Zamandu %8 14,600
21) Develu 49 40,300 50
22) Aksaray 51,000

225

dindrs
23) Nigde 41,500
24) Karahisari Yevag %! 14,000 52
25) Lu’ lu’e % {blank |

Yol Sl 3 ol bl Tas (G o) o
cobam 03 doahy ke L 8o
In al-Aqgsarayi’s Musdmarat and Aflaki’s
{ Managqib al—'ﬁriﬁ'n}, dos Lle= o s
definitely Afyon Karahisar. See Ismail Hakki
{Uzungarsili{, Afyon Karahisar, ... Kitabeler
{Istanbul, 1929}, pp. 4, 10. Jimri’s headquar-
ters was there. In Miineccim-basi, s 4l
and osle= o3 d,> cannot be two separate
cities.
47. GT, 104,000 dindrs.
48. According to Le
present-day Aziziye east of Kayseri on the
Zamant: River (formerly the Greek Tzmanti).
In Evliya Chelebi %Seydhamdme’v, dkes
Taesch., table 49.

Strange, it is the

49, A, C: )st .
50. D, GT, confused with the dues of
Harput. ’

51. °"5::3 3 s 6")3 Jha ‘_)5 is uﬂﬁ. ha o )3
in al-Agsarayl’s Musamarat (Ayasofya MS.
3143 p. 158) and is on the road from Nigde
to Tarsus; Bazm u razm, p. 278, oV 51 sla= o 5.
If this word is in fact 3, ¢« i, it
might be identified with Ivris, which is
20 km. south of the present-day Nigde Eregli.

Cf. Carl Baedeker, gKonstantinopel und
das westliche Kleinasien [Leipzig, 1905]!,
p. 297.

52. GT, 4,800 dindrs.

53. W. Ramsay, (“Cilicia, Tarsus, and
the Great Taurus Pass,’”) Geographical
Journal, 22 (1903), pp. 401, 404, and Le
Strange, gT he Lands of the Eastern Caliphate
(London, 1903{, pp. 135, 152, show the

location of Lu’lu’e (the Byzantine Lulum or
Loulon) to be presently around Buzanti.
According to Ibn Hurradadbih’s description
(text, 150 gKitdb al-Masdlik wa ’l-mamalik
[Leiden, 1889]{) {see Le Strange, p. 134},
this must be north of the pass {Cilician Gates}
through Bolkar Dagi connecting Tarsus
with Konya. On «&lll asn  (Ulu-Kisla),
it states jwas dl nady Olaidly, #5) de- le
o=l oLl cals w5, ¢l Concerning the
affair of Saraf al-Din b. Hatir, al-Agsarayi
that while going from Nigde to
Tarsus and Syria, one goes first from
Nigde to < Karahisar Yavag” and then
Ode il to Lu’lu’e. It must be around
present-day Hoca Oluk, which is roughly
north of this fortress-like pass which was
probably associated with the present-day
mine in Bolkar Dagi. The sources that
Hammer used show this city to be part of
Cilician Armenia (Turkish ed., 1, 73). Hamd
Alldh is satisfied with merely saying the
following about this city : bl @ il
D a8 Wiy s solew L15 ey, Ibn
Fadl Allah al-"Umari says, 5Sr < @15 p
e Bl @l bl 13 Dol @l oyl Ols
Bt o2l SIWI, () o B @b S
23 (e sl Ol 4 o sh) db o =l
dle Blawy oy Sl G 50 3 L6 OF JI

R VR | E R Y 24 Jedll o jeatn
Ayasofya MS. 3416, fol. 98a. While men-
tioning the province of Suja‘ al-Din Ugrlu,
which was west of the Torgutids (who had
a state that was subject to the Mongols at
the time of Temiir-Ta§), he indicates that

writes

18
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dindrs
26) Ermenak 7,000
27) Konya not shown
28) Aksehir 135,000
29) Egridir 5 4,000
30) Sivrihisar % 25,000
31) Ankara 56 72,000

A.ZV. TOGAN / GARY LEISER

dindrs
32) Koghisar 57 27,000
33) Kastamonu 15,000
34) &l.sl 798 5,000
35) 579 40,300 69
36) LL L5 ? 1,600 61

These amounts total 1,915,134 dinars, which means that 1,384,866 dindrs of the full
amount of 3,300,000 are lacking. Hamd Allah mentions the names of a few cities for
which he gives no figures. These include Sivas and Konya. The shortfall in dingrs must

lie with these cities.

¥y (Cod. g?f W) and & &5 (Cod.
sl ) were cities belonging to him
(fol. 104a) and says <3 p & o8 odag
Uiy (k) 0Lk o875 L e il wn 2 & duw
0,575 48 L5 L) oo o F JB Wl 0Ll oS5 L
While discussing the Germiyanids, he states
that they had their own silver mine which
was even more important :
el b s dadl L Gl a1 Gl Jg
sgldll o Joaoetll S Gdae 2y Ol 580 ey
Ol 58 e el il e [Jép‘ oWl s 5
Ldb gty
(fol. 106a). Was this mine, which was near
Kiitahya, Seyid Omer or was it around the
town of Gilimils in Giiney Dagi? The name
of the province that had the third mine that
was directly controlled by the Mongols is
written as « o L.y If we read this as
“ Bayburt ”’, then this mine must be today’s
Gilimiighane. In fact, the English embassy
that was sent to Gazan in 1292 A.D.
mentioned in their report that Giimiighane
was an important locality together with Sivas
(Bratianu, Recherches, pp. 173, 178). In my
opinion, the L5k i (see Iemail Galib,
Takvim-i meskikar-i seleukiyye  |Istanbul,
1309f, p. ) and L5k o, that is,
Giimis-Bazar, which are barely legible on
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must be this place, for there
But where

Mongol coins,
is also a oy on their coins.
is _« o, which is a separate place
from +g3 in the country of Suja‘ al-Din
Ugrlu? There were probably two mines in
Bolkar Dagi. These mines were monopo-
lized by the Mongol government and it
guarded them with a special garrison. The
“kiitiival > of one of these places seized
Saraf al-Din b. Hatir and turned him over to

the government (al-Aqsardyi, Musamarat,
p. 158).

54, C: Jaw ST,

55. C: Slas b3 A, Dl g nd
B, H: jle .

56. Hamd Allah believes that 4,5
and 4.,5! are the same while S

and Ankara are different. He mentions
Ankara instead of «,s® as being in the
fourth clime.

57. Written as Lle=3,5. It must be
Koghisar between Tosya and Bolu.
H: sle=i,S .

58. Thusly, in A and D; C: &3l .
59. Thusly, in C; A, D : 5 5,5, .
60. H, 20,000 dindrs.

61. H, 14,000 dinars.
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The tax of Lesser Armenia, or the Kingdom of Sis, is given as only three timens
or 30,000 dinars. The general tax bill for Greater Armenia and Ahlat is 390,000 dindrs.
This bill was divided in the following manner :

dindrs dindrs
1) Ahlat 51,500 10) Ll Jy oo w2207 16,600
2) 44l 962 1,000 11) Ll 268 900
3) Arcig 80,000 12) ‘(Ld 269 7,200
4) 85,163 13,600 13) oe 15,000 7
5) Ala-Tap 6,500  14) 5.5 4,300
6) Bargiri % 25,000 15) Malazgird 7} 14,000
7) oLy 265 16,000  16) Van and Vastan 53,400
8) sl = 266 5,300 17) Alasgird 7 7,000
9) Hosap 1,000

This amount totals 317,800 dinars, so 72,200 dindrs of the full bill of 390,000 are

lacking.
The total tax bill of Diyar Bakr and Diyar Rabi‘a is given as 1,925,000 dindrs. It

was divided in the following manner :

dinars dindars

1) Mosul 328,000  10) L& b 02279 170,200
2) Irbil 22,000  11) Oy Sl 280 171,000
3) Arzan 275,000  12) Harran blank
4) Amid 7 30,000  13) Hasankeyf 82,500
5) odealy 274 4,300  14) Habur blank
6) zs LT 15,000  15) Ra’s al-"Ayn blank
7) Jb 776 10,200  16) Raqga = Collinicus blank
8) sl 277 blank  17) Urfa blank
9 @il 27 14,000  18) Siirt 46,500

62. GT, Abtut, unknown; H : Lul. 72. 5,2+ ¥y, GT: unknown (why?).

63, s S ﬁL'»a el bl 5 LS, 73. C: j.wcal )
GT, Armuk, unknown; probably &l . 74. GT, Basbdah.

64. Thusly, in GT; C: 55 o3 H w3 . 75. GT, Batar-Nuh, unknown.

65. GT, Bayan, unknown. 76. GT, Bartalla.

66. GT, Haradin, unknown; H : sl . 77. GT, Jasar; H: Jl= .

67. s ollssss co e ; GT, Harmaramt 78. Thusly, in H; G: @)l s GT,
and Lugiamat, unknown. Bawazij.

68. GT, Hangamabad, unknown. 79. Thusly, in H; C: $._=; GT, Jazirahi

69. GT, Salam, unknown. ibn “Umair.

70. H, 7,200 dinars. 80. H: 0l4w,y 4> ; GT, Hani and Siwan,

71 C @ s 3, unknown.
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dindrs dindrs
19) Sanjar 147,500  24) Keremelis 8! 11,200
20) Siiq al-samanin blank  25) Mardin 236,200
21) ‘Aqr 27,400  26) Mus 69,500
22) ‘Imadiyya 68,000  27) Mayyafariqin 224,000
23) Qirqgisiyya = Circesium blank  28) Nasibin blank

Instead of 1,925,000 dinars for Diyar Bakr and Diyar Rabi‘a, this totals 1, 782,000
dindrs, so that 132,700 are lacking. The differnece must lie with the cities for which no
amounts are given.

VI

If we sum up these accounts, in 1336 A.D. the budget for Turkey, excluding the western
provinces of Anatolia and including certain provinces of present = day Syria and Iraq,
was 3,300,000 dinars + 30,000 4+ 390,000 + 1,925,000 for a total of 5,645,000 dindrs,
that is, 16,935,000 gold francs {cf. Cahen, who questions the date of 1336 for these figures,
La Turquie, p. 314{. "I:he revenue in that year from Azarbaijin (2,384,000 dinars), Arran
and Miigan (303,000), Sarvan, Kustasfi (113,000), Abhaz and Georgia (1,202,000) totalled
4,002,000 dinars, that is, 12,006,600 gold francs. With regard to their size, Azarbaijan
and southern Caucasia, which were much smaller than Anatolia and Diyar Bakr,
produced a very large revenue. Cities whose budgets were between 180,000 and
300,000 dindrs included Erzincan, Erzurum, Harput, Niksar, and Aksehir in Anatolia;
Bargiri in Armenia; Arzan, Mardin, and Mayyafarigin in Diyir Bakr and Diyar
Rabi‘a. Although their (individual) revenue is not given, Sivas and Konya were
certainly exceptional cities, for their shares together came to 1,384,866 dinars. Genoese
sources confirm, in fact, the importance of Sivas at that time 2. As for the budget of
the capital, Tabriz, and its districts, which were in Azarbaijan, it was 1,390,000 dindrs,
that is, 4,170,000 francs. According to the economic data that Barthold cites from W.
Sombart, this was slightly more than the budget of the Kingdom of England in 1300,
which was 4,000,000 francs, and much more than that of France in 1311, which was only
3,000,000 francs (*“ Ani ”’, pp. 22-24; gcf. Turkish translation, p. 147{). In other words,
the budget of a city like Tabriz was equal to that of England.

Compared to the earlier years of Ilhanid rule, does the budget for Anatolia for 1336
show an expansion or decline in the economy? Or, is it in any way exceptional ? In order
to answer these questions, one must examine the conditions in the Ilhanid state as a
whole. In 1336, the revenue bill for the rest of Iran, exclusive of Hurasian which had
a completely separate budget, was as follows : the region of Fars, 2,871,200 dindrs;
Kirman, 676,500; Huzistan, 325,000; Sabankira, 266,100; and Kurdistian, 200,000. The

81. H: jub 5.
82. Bratianu, Recherches, pp. 158 ff.
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total amounts for ‘Irdq al-‘Arab and ‘Iraq al-‘Ajam are not specifically given. Hamd
Allah himself is content with stating that the budget for ‘Iraq al-‘Arab in 735 {1334-1335
A.D.{ was a little more than 3,000,000. The amount for ‘Iraq al-‘Ajam is lacking in all
the texts that I examined (for example, in G, old! wls 0Lz, o). If we add
together the bills of the provinces of ‘Irdq al-‘Arab, the total comes to 3,260,515; and
the total for the provinces of ‘Irdq al-*Ajam comes to 2,421,800. With the exception
of Hurasan, the budget for the entire Ilhanid state in 1336 was 19,668,315 dindrs, or
59,004,945 gold francs, of which about 29,000,000 came from regions within modern
Turkey, Azarbaijan, and the southern Caucasus, and 30,000,000 from other regions of
the state.

As far as we can determine, this figure for 1336 came about as a result, on the one
hand, of the economic development of the Ilhanid state in general and, on the other, as
a result of the transfer of wealth from the southern regions of the country to its northern
regions. Let me explain. According to Hamd Allah, the revenue from Iran was only
17 million dindrs prior to Gazan [1295-1304 A.D.|, but thanks to his justice it rose to
21 million (p. 132). The same writer says that after Gazan a great many provinces were
pillaged by the army because of various disturbances and the lack of order and, conse-
quently, this revenue dropped to half of what it had been during the reign of Gazan
(xdls g o551 s el aslil A B R Y G A A g 5L 0T faag Lle 051 5).
These words must pertain to the year 1339 A.D., when he wrote his book, for on the
same pages the author reports that the revenue of the country decreased because of the
confusion following the death of Oljeitii {1317 A.D.|, that agricultural land went out
of production, and that the budget for ‘Irdq al-‘Arab in 1336 A.D. was more than three
million, but it fell because of the subsequent oppression of its governors
(M oSt Sl (S B ey 2 0151 o35 by Olgi w5 deme Gl il o Py dlle O G40,
We have mentioned above that in 1336 the general tax dues for Iran, excluding Hruasin,
amounted to 19.6 million. The budget for 1336 was clearly less than Gazan’s budget.
The complaints of Iranian historians against the Mongol army concern mainly southern
Iran. Indeed, the province of Fars suffered the most under the Mongols. According
to Vassaf’s account, the revenue of this region was the same in the time of Gazan as it
was in the time of Argun, or perhaps had declined a little (Vassaf, pp. 335, 349, 363).
Hamd Alldh reports (pp. 170-171) that the budget of  barr u bahr-i mamlakat-i fars >’
for 1336 was recorded as 2,871,200 dinars in the tax ledger. This country could not, in
fact, pay its taxes. The situation of ‘Iraq al-“Arab must have been relatively better.
Dahabi and Rasid al-Din provide very important information on the public works that
were undertaken in this province during the time of Hiilegii, Abaqa, and Gazan. Dahabi
states that, by digging irrigation canals from the Tigris at great expense, the uncultivated
area stretching from “ Anbar > to Kiifa and Najaf was developed, about 150 new villages
were established, and the revenue of the country increased, indeed, this country became
more prosperous than it had been in the time of the “Abbasid caliphs (Juvaini, Ta’rik-i
Jahan-Gu$a, 1, introduction, pp. ¥-<J). Ra$id al-Din mentions the canal called
¢ Nahr-i Gazani ”’, which Gazan brought from Karbali, and the revenue derived from

18 A
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it (fol. 303); and the canal called * Nahr-i Gazani sufla *’, which the same ruler brought
from Mashad Sayyid Abi ’1-Wafid around Sib and Wasit (fol. 289). He also says that
the population increased and that land which had previously been valued at 100 dindrs
rose in price to 1,000 dinars. In 1336, the budget for Baghdad was 800,000 dindrs;
for Nahr-i ‘Isd, 876,000 dinars; for Wasit, 448,000 dinars; and for Basra, 441,000 dindrs.
This shows that the cities of ‘Iraq al-‘Arab maintained their former importance in the
Mongol period. There is no doubt, however, that the center of wealth had shifted from
there to the areas around Tabriz, Erzincan and Sivas. While the budget of Baghdad
was 800,000 dinars, the revenue of Tabriz, which had no economic significance before
the Mongols, rose to 1,400,000 dindrs. We know the events which made it impossible
for the province of Baghdad to pay the taxes that were levied on it. Indeed, in 1270 A.D.
a commission composed of Ilhdnid Mongol officials investigated the problem of the
inability of the people to pay taxes that year and exempted ‘Irdq al-‘Arab from about
2.5 million dindrs in taxes (introduction to Ta'rih-i Jahan-Gusd, 1, p. 4%; Vassaf,
p. 97). The records concerning the economic conditions of Anatolia and its taxes indi-
cate that the revenues from this region gradually increased. According to Badr al-Din
al-‘Aini, when the Mongols first appeared, the tax from ¢ Riim ’> was only 360,000
dirhams in cash, 10,000 sheep, 1,000 oxen, and 1,000 horses (| ’Igd al—jumdn}, Veliyeddin
Efendi MS. 2392, p. 155). Later, according to al-Agsarayi, in the time of Bayju Noyan,
the tax from mamalik-i riim was 20 tiimens (= 200,000 dindrs, that is, 1,200,000 dirhams).
This was the tax until 1256 (654 A.H.). At the beginning of the sultanate of Gazan, the
revenue from mamalik-i riim was only 60 timens (600,000 dindrs) of < mal-i maqiia® >’
fixed revenue} (Rasid al-Din and Miineccim-bagi). Miineccim-basi writes that in 1295
A.D. Gazan divided mamalik-i rim into four parts; gave them to Pervaneci Mehmet
Bey, Vizir Jamal al-Din, Kamal al-Din Tiflisi, and Defterdar Saraf al-Din as 60-timen
magqti's; and that these men were more oppressive than the previous mustahsils {tax
collectors§ (1, 574). Hamd Allah (Ta’rip-i Guzida, p. 486) says that Vizir Hwaja Fahr
al-Din Ahmad Rakisi Tabrizi collected the tax of mamalik-i rim by selling amliak-i
diwani |state property| to arbab-i mandsiba |notables| and that the treasury benefited
greatly from this. He adds that if the mulkiyyat-i diwan of Anatolia had remained as
it had been previously, no public works would have been possible. If the governors did
not know that they would remain for long in one place, their only concern was to plunder
the region under their authority and quickly fill their pockets. He says that this, in fact,
was the case for all places connected with the Diwan. Miineccim-bagi and Hamd Allah
must both be talking about the same subject here. This would mean that the develop-
ment and enrichment of Anatolia would bzlong to the time that local historians, includ-
ing al-Aqgsarayi, described as the worst period of Mongol rule.

It is well known that, at the beginning of the Mongol invasion, the people of
Azarbaijin abandoned their lands to the newly arrived Turkish and Mongol elements
and scattered in various directions. This did not, however, result in a loss of population
for Anatolia or Azarbaijan. On the contrary, the population of this region increased

very rapidly.
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Ibn Fadl Allah al-“Umari states that when the Mongol state collapsed, the beyliks
in western Anatolia made no attempt to escape from Mongol government and recover
their independence, (Ayasofya MS, fol. 1154
SV ¢l ety oo )l 1Y Tl st ¢ O L (rrer O sl ety s 0L 5o W OT U ¢
Tl oo ol pllond Ll ooy WS sl wls § pplanl L85 Jall ol ksl 55 Lo JUT 1is e
Sobo 0L Oligm or U LE O Lo g8 gL Yo Y )l oe il b St dE el ol IS

_(a.lﬁ.g L d alanel 5 sl

Taking note of this reference, Barthold believes that the attachment of the people of
Anatolia to the Mongols was related to the economic development of the country, espe-
cially at the time of Temir-Tas {1317-1328 A.D.| (““Ani ”, pp. 23-24). We have shown,
however, that the economic development of Anatolia must have been continuous even
before the government of Temiir-Tas. At the time when southern, and especially south
eastern, Iran went bankrupt and was plundered, the population as well as the revenue
probably increased gradually both before and after Gazan in the northern and north
western regions where the Ilhanid Mongols and Turks settled.

VIII

In the course of doing research for this article, I examined the mathematical manus-
cripts in the libraries of Istanbul and came across a very important work on the Ilhdnid
methods of fiscal administration and book keeping. This work, which is listed in the
index of the Ayasofya Library as MS. 2756 under the title Kitab fi ’l-Hisab, was written
by ‘Abd Allah b. Muhammad b. Kiya, 8 who was related to the Karkiyd’i family of
Mazandaran, between 1340 and 1367 A.D. After his death, it was completed by the
vizir of the Karkiya’is, Falak al-Ma‘ali, and acquired the name Risala-i falakiyya. Later,
between 1450 and 1463 A.D., this work was revised by a third person who added an
introduction and certain details to the first part 3n0W see W. Hinz, ed. Die Resdla-ye
Jalakiyya [Wiesbaden, 1952]|. According to the writer of the introduction, who had
a thorough knowledge of the arts and sciences of his time, the original author, ‘Abd
Allah, grew up in Tabriz. The work is composed of 139 folios. As is clear from their
dates, documents written between 735 and 765 31334-1363 A.D.{ were incorporated in the
first version and others written between 840 and 884 {1436-1480 A.D.| were incorporated
in the second. It is obvious from this work that Méazandardn and Gilan, which were
described in particular by Egyptian and Syrian writers as not being subject to the 11hanids,
were, in fact, completely subject to the Mongol state and its system of economic admin-
istration. Furthermore, this work shows that the budget of 1336, which I discussed
above, was by no means exceptional. Indeed, it was an integral part of the fiscal system
that was uniformly respected in the Ilhanid state.

83. The descendants of Kiya-Afrasiyab. See Zahir al-Din Mar‘a8i, Ta’rih-i Tabaristan,
ed. B. Dorn {St Petersburg, 1850}, p. 350.
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Various documents from the Ilhanid period reveal that the taxes which were col-
lected in the form of cash, livestock, agricultural products and property were inspected
and analyzed with information that was found in the Diwdn-i Buzurg |Great Diwan|.
There was probably statistical data in the Diwan-i Buzurg on the population, livestock,
and agriculture of all provinces. In the Risala-i falakiyya, there are examples of accounts
of livestock and agricultural products. This work also provides more detailed information
on the account books {defters,‘ that we learned about from the work of ‘Ala-i Tabrizi (fols.
51a-99a). Indeed, it completes this information while discussing the jami* al-hisab defters
{sic| (fols. 78a-87a). It also includes a summary of the Iranian budget for 1349-1350 A.D.
Here we find the major cities of each country, the method used to collect the tax (mugdta‘a
{tax farming of revenue of a district for a fixed sum/ or daman irevenue farm{) the person
to whom tax collection was assigned for each country; and the amount of the tax. It
shows the total budgets of Hurdsan, Mazandaran and Gilan, which are lacking in Hamd
Allah, and also gives the general tax bill for ‘Iraq al-‘Ajam and Fars. As for Anatolia,
this work reveals that a number of important beyliks in western Anatolia were among
the countries from which taxes were collected. These beyliks included those of the
Qaramanids, the Aydinid Umur Bey and the Ottoman Bey of Bursa, Orhan. They were
part of the Ilhanid territory of the wujar §marches,‘ and were subject to Tabriz. This ma-
terial is certainly an important addition to the evidence showing that the Qaramanids
and uj beys of In-Onii and Bursa were considered to be within the Mongol sphere of
government in the fourteenth century A.D. The Risala-i falakiyya, like the work of
‘Ala-i Tabrizi, needs to be studied and fully published. Here we shall cite only the in-
formation it contains on the regions of mamdlik-i riim, Armenia, and Diyar Bakr :

Fol. 90 b : ‘_’),e)\ ngyj

Copmall ool e ilaedl ind | Crpe L EBG s o Slatl el de Bage 8

(’)‘w}ﬁ‘ @)‘ L’)l.ajll“.: 84 L,’a]l C);"f)‘} ‘5»\>-|
:C',w‘ ol Jﬁ.al-;- S99 & JYJ Ar daaéj.e )l J;V\A d> 9

(Q) U e .J_jg‘j‘))u . (?wﬁlzf) u‘\‘}‘é R um.\»Jl . RNEE| . !5; 2

Fol. 91 a : doe LSl <Yy
4l 4l>r..wl| ;\xil sk — .QL«A..”J aablall [ ‘}9 LL.«;_}.U L}Jv\”}p 43-‘)5 sdge (_é

blys oy m! R{AgRILY R PR AN
PLTE

:C',w-" J«él}- 5}) %3 ;5 "y d"’él)ﬁj‘ );:\A d> g
. J‘-"JL"L& (FO] 77 a uﬂ:'_}>- = uﬁj‘) “E . ULJJ‘ . QJ__DJLO
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84. These numbers are written in the siydqat script.
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This bill was drawn up at the beginning of 751 (March, 1350) upon confirming
that the taxes for 750 were handed over to the state treasury by the tax collectors. Over
the tax dues for each province the word hdsil {revenue} was written in red ink. This
document is worthy of note. It coincides with the time in which Togha-Temiir, who struck
coins in his own name in various Anatolian cities, was the Bey of Erdene in Anatolia.
In another place in this work (fol. 57a), the tax bill (&l Jisl %) of the province
of Diyar Bakr (Sinjar, Ra’s al-‘Ain, Mayyafariqin, Mus, Mosul, Irbil) in 1430 A.D.
is given.

IX

~ Here we should also like to add the information on the salaries of the state officials
in Ilhanid territory provided by Ibn Fadl al-“Umari, who cites them from Nizam al-Din

85. This must mean central Anatolia. 838. Ibn Fadl Allah al-“Umari, 455 ;
86. 0l 45 . = Merzifon. Ibn Battuta, Turkish ed., I, 350, ds > 5 ;
87. It is noteworthy that this Giimiig- H. A. Gibbons, ;The Foundation of the
Pazar is listed with Karaga-Dag (probably Ottoman Empire (Oxford, 1916)!, Turkish ed.
between Afyon and Eskigehir). ,Istanbul, 1928},pp. 267,269, Kiirede and Boli.
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al-Tayyari (T |sic, reference unclear, not Taeschner|, II, 279; A, fols. 66-67b). This
information is also partially included in al-QalqaSandi’s Subh al-a5G % f=Q below| :
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89. Subl al-a'sa, IV, 423-426. This author
used Ibn Fadl Allah al-"“Umari’s Ta'rif
{bi I-mustalah  al-Sarif (Cairo, 1312)}.

90. T, A: &0 Qi zé; al-Aini,
‘Iqd  al-juman  {Veliyeddin Efendi MS.
2374-2396|, events for the year 737
{1336-1337 AD.|, e & &#; Mirhwind
| Rawdat al-safa| and Hwandamir |Habib
al-siyar| : Muhammad b. Toh-Qutlug (Yol-
Qutlug, C. d’Ohsson, instoire des Mongols}
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[The Hague and Amsterdam, 1834-1835],
IV, 723) b. Esen-Temiir (in d’Ohsson, Qoyj1)
b. Mengii-Temiir b. Hiilegii.

9. T: mlb; A, Q: w5, Both of these
are correct, but in the official Ilhanid
government financial account rdbik is used.
In the Topkapt MS. written in Rasid al-Din’s
own time, in ‘Ald-i Tabrizi, and in Risdla-i
Sfalakiyya, it is clearly written as o
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This translates as follows |this is more of a very detailed summary than a literal
translation; a few things are left out and Togan attempts to integrate logically the infor-
mation in all the above texts{ :

Al-Fadil Nizdm al-Din Abt °l-Fada’il Yahyd b. al-Hakim al-Tayyari gave me
considerable information on the conditions of this country [the Ilbdnid state], on the
regulations issued by its rulers, and the organization of its army. Among the things he
told me was that the rulers Jsald_tz'n} there do not become personally involved in the ad-
ministrative and financial affairs of the countries subject to them. Instead, these matters
are in the hands of the vizir. He has absolute authority with respect to financial matters
and appointing and dismissing officials. He only consults with the sultan over the most
important issues. In other affairs, he is the real sultan.

As for the army, it is under the command of the beylerbeyi who is the highest ranking
amir of the ulus. This position was held by Qutlugh-Sah under Gazan and Huda- Banda
[Oljeitii], and by Choban under Huda-Banda and Abii Said. It is presently held by
al-Saih Hasan b. Husain b. Aq-Buqa [Jaldyir] under Sultan Muhammad b. Ta§-Temiir
b. Esen-Temiir b. “Anbarji. The amirs of the ulus are four : one is the beylerbeyi. He

92. Q: il g Bl O3, 94, Thusly, in Q; Cod : <l ol ,
93. Thusly, in A, G footnote; T : <J i,
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and the other three are called ¢ gol > amirs. On yarligs and fermans, the names of these
four amirs follow the name of the ruler [sultan|. The name of the vizir follows the names
of these amirs. When these amirs are absent from the ruler’s headquarters, their names
are still signed [Q : by their representatives]. The beylerbeyi approves all appointments
to military positions and the vizir selects all religious §s“ar’z',‘ and government functionaries
[Q : but they participate jointly in issues concerning the country as a whole]. The
highest ranking amir is the < noyin > who commands 10,000 men. Then come the amir
of 1,000, the amir of 100 and the amir of 10. The ranks in the army are no more and
no less than these. The names of all the men. in the army are recorded in diwans. Indeed,
there is a special officer | fdris} in the Diwdan for each section. When he is given the order
to mount the troops, he readies the required number.

I asked the aforesaid Yahya b. al-Hakim about the size of the army. He said, ¢ the
standing army as recorded in the diwans does not exceed 20 timens [200,000]. But if
necessary, 30 or more fiimens could be mobilized. Now [that is, following the death
of Abl Sa‘id], the army is in a state of disorder and disarray. >> Iasked Yahya b. al-Hakim
how much their salaries were and he said,  previously, beginning with the reign of
Hiilegti, the salaries were specified and confirmed in the Diwan. Each noyin, who was
the amir of a tiimen, received 10,000 rabik dindrs, that is, 60,000 dirhams. But now the
noyin is not satisfied with less than 40 or 50 timens, that is, 500,000 dinars or 3,000,000
dirhams. As for the beylerbeyi, his salary was set in the time of Amir Choban and has
remained in effect at 300 timens, that is, 3,000,000 dinars or 18,000,000 dirhams. Fur-
thermore, the four ulus beys also receive a share of the taxes collected in the provinces,
and participate in arranging the damdans. The salary of the amirs of 1,000 and officers
of lower rank does not exceed the amount that was previously specified in the Diwan.
The salary of an amir of 1,000 is 1,000 dindrs, that is, 6,000 dirhams. The salary of
an amir of 100, an amir of 10 and individual troops is only 100 dinars, or 600 dirhams.
In other words, there is no difference in salary among the lower ranking officers and
men. This is the system that has been in effect for a long time. However, the amir of
100 and the amir of 10 now take a share of the money that goes to their troops. Each
section of the army has certain lands [igfa‘s | Togan’s term, not in text{] on which to live.
Since the time of Hiilegii, these lands have been inherited by each generation in succession.
The troops have their homes there. The food that is necessary for them to live comes
from these lands, but they do not live by agriculture. These are the salaries of both the
standing army and the other troops {who could be called up{ in the army of Iran. As
for the women, they receive an income ranging from, 200 #imens, which is 2,000,000 dindrs
or 12,000,000 dirhams, to 20 tiimens, which is 200,000 dindrs or 1,200,000 dirhams. But
one can receive more or less than this.

¢ As for the vizir, his salary is 150 timens, that is, 1,500,000 rabik dinars or 9,000,000
dirhams. But he is not satisfied with ten times as much. There are government of-
ficials known as pwdjakiyya [i.e., Iranian secretaries and civil servants] whose salary is
30 timens, that is, 300,000 rabih dinars, meaning 1,800,000 dirhams. 1In this country,
salaries, which are given for life, timars and zeamets §these are Togan’s terms, meaning,
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respectively, small and large “ fiefs *’; in the text we find only al-marsimat, < pensions *’{,
and other grants [supurgal] are innumerable %, Grants in the form of cash or villages
are considered the property of the owner. He can dispose of this as he likes; give it as
a gift or set it aside as an endowment {waqf|. The igta's |Togan’s term; in the text,
“ that which they possess ”’, i.e., lands which| have been given to the amirs and soldiers
are not used in place of the suyurgal }marsﬁm in the text{ because they have long since
been considered hereditary property. This system was established in the time of Hiilegii
and has no provision for change, neither for expansion nor contraction, except for the
great amirs. Despite the large size of the Ilhanid state, its control and administration
are in the hands of capable financial officials {mustawfz'yz’n;.

“ With respect to the salaries of the gadis |judges|, it is customary for the chief gadi
to be in the company of the ruler. He has jurisdiction over all parts of the state except
‘Iraq al-‘Arab, because Baghdad has its own chief gadi. The chief gadi Abt Muhammad
al-Hasan al-Giiri said that the salary which was recently allotted to him was six villages
ligta‘s| and 10,000 dindrs in cash each year ™.

The system of providing compensation to military and civil officials in the country
of the Ilhanids was established in the reign of Mdngke Qa’an for the entire Mongol state.
Those who most closely followed this specific system of compensation were the eastern
Mongols, especially during the time of Kubla Han and Timtr. We have no information
on the system of compensation in the w/us of Chagatay before the time of Timiir. With
regard to the ulus of Jochi, we have only a short passage which Ibn Fadl Allah al-“Umari
cites from ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Tarjuman al-Hwarazmi. It mainly concerns Hwarazm
and reads as follows (T, 273; A, 62b) :
sl o Wbl de ool STl 1y jenel O 5 o T GasLlET ok ae SLAD e o ols
s Sl Gl Bl S oo Jem 0o ol M b gl Y15 Sl sty OV e T T ay 08 e ST
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This translates as follows :

After this country [Hwarazm] passed from the possession of the Hwarazm-Sihs
to the descendants of Chingiz Han, the soldiers of Hwarazm preserved their former
iqta's [i.e., from the time of the Hwarazm-Sahs]. What had been in the hands of
the fathers was now in the hands of the sons. The amirs in the ulus of Jochi [or
in Hwarazm] had iqtd‘s that produced a revenue ranging from 100,000 to 200,000 rabih
dindrs per year. As for the men in the army, they were all given the same amount,
that is, 200 rabih dindrs of pure silver coins each year. '

95. On the ‘terms idrardat, marsimat, 96. W. Tiesenhausen, Recueil de matériaux
ma'isat, kirek-yaraq, mawdjib, suyurgamisat, relatifs a lhistoire de la Horde d’Or {St
and was@’if, see Risdla-i falakiyya, fol. 30a,  Petersburg, 1884{, pp. 223, 224.
and ‘Ala-i Tabrizi, fols 53 ff.
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The Mongols adhered very closely to the practice of giving igzas. This system was
reconfirmed under Chingiz, M6ngke and Hiilegii., When Hiilegii marched into Iran,
he gave Tabriz and Marageh as igta‘s to the soldiers of the ulus of Jochi who were in
his army. This matter became a subject of continuous dispute between the ulus of Jochi
and that of Hiilegli. Nevertheless, the igtd‘ revenue of these places was given to the
sultans of the ulus of Jochi. It was Gazan who definitely took these two cities away from
them . According to the campaign chronicles of Timir, indeed, also the book of
travels of Evliya Chelebi, the igfa‘s that were established in the time of Hiilegli remained
in effect until fairly late times. The information inserted in Ragid al-Din (fols 327a-
30a) and Risdla-i falakiyya on the subject of the army’s igfa‘s in Anatolia at that time
needs to be studied and compared to the traditions of the Russians, Ottomans and
Safavids. For now, we can say that the salaries of civil servants and military officers
in Anatolia and the rest of the Ilhanid state reached, in gold francs, % the following
amounts from the time of Hiilegii to the time of Sultan Muhammad and Saih Hasan
Jalayir, who were contemporaries of Ibn Fadl Allah al-‘Umari :

Per Year  Per Month
Beplerbeyi ... ..o 9,000,000 750,000
Noyin, the amir of a tiimen, before 1340 A.D. ......... 30,000 2,500
Noyin, inthe 1340s ........ ... ... i, 1,500,000 6,500
Amir of 1,000 ... .. 3,000 250
Amir of 100, 10, and soldiers ....................... 300 25
Women (hatinlar, the great Aarin) .................... 6,000,000 500,000
MINor AGLIN . ...t 60,000 5,000
Head vizir ... 4,500,000 375,000
Chief civil servants ........... ... . i 900,000 75,000
Qadr “l-qudar whose salary was the same as the earlier salary
of the amir of a timen ......................cccuut. 30,000 2,500

Munsi’ Muhammad b. Hind@i§dh % records among the information that he gives
on the organization of the Ilhanid and Jalayirid states that only for 1360 A.D. was the

in the Mongol countries], apparently never
publishedf.

99. On this author’s work, Dastir al-katib

97. Ibid., pp. 217-218 (information from
Ibn Fadl Allah al-"Umari).

98. For information on the contempo-

rary purchasing power of the r@bih dinar,
which was used in the Ilhanid state, and on
its rate of exchange with the gold coinage
of Egypt, Byzantium, India, North Africa
and Genoa, see my article “ Mongol iilkele-
rinde para sistemi > {[The monetary system
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annual salary of the wlus beyi 100,000 dindrs (0L5 »3) and the salary of the mustawfi
‘l-mamalik {chief revenue officer| 25,000 dindrs according to the old system. The salaries
of other officials are not given. Addressing the people in the Diwdan, he simply writes that
“such and such > amount of dinars would be given each year according to the established
budget (Llzs M ¢,lys pae). Muhammad b. Hinda$ah, however, lists one by one the
officials who received a salary from the state budget. He also mentions persons who
received salaries from sources outside the state budget, such as the ‘ulama’ |religious
scholars| and Juihs {leaders of mystic brotherhoods| who were supported by wagqfs; or
those who derived their livelihood from the villages and markets.

Those who received salaries from the budget were the ulus beyi, tiimen beyi, amirs
of 1,000, 100, and 10, dilke beyi (governor), yargugi (head of the law court), daruga («xt,
chief of the garrison, commander {cf. Lambton, < Mongol Fiscal Administration, ** S7,
64 [1986], 80, nt. 2}), basqaq (governor and tax collector), bahsi (Mongolian and Turkish
for < secretary *’), provincial governors, director of the mint, bikavul (Jcommissariat
ofﬁcial} intendant), yasavul (inspector of the army), yurt¢i bey {official in charge of setting
up camp}, bulargugi, vizir, vicegerant, comptroller and financial officials, ulug bitikei
{chief scribe, accountant|, nazir-i mamdlik {head of comptroller oﬂ‘ice} musrif-i mamalik
fsimilar to previous posmonf munsi’-i mamalik |chief secr etaryl, assistant vizir, defterdar-i
mamdlik {head of treasury|, tutkavul (gendarme), chief (police), gadi “I-qudat, and qadi. 19
Those who reccived salaries from zakat {obligatory alms|, ‘usr {tithe} or wagfs were naqib
al-nugaba’ {chief of the “Alids|, director of wagqfs, professors of law (mudarris), preachers
{hatib}, jurists, the heads of dervish lodges {hanekah seyihleri|, directors of hospitals,
secretaries of judges, zakat collectors, prayer leaders {z’mdmsf, and muezzins. 11 As for
the muhtasib {supervisor of the market place}, money was collected for him from shops
and vendors. 12 A certain salary was also set aside for the kervansalars and tutkavuls
who provided security for commercial caravans when they were on the road. The money
for their salaries was collected from the caravans and paid by the government. 1 It
appears from the edicts (yarlig) which were issued concerning the officials whose salaries
came from the budget that the Jalayirid sultans adopted the practices of the Ilhanids
as the basis for their salaries. Indeed, it was clearly recorded that salaries which were
established according to the Mongol account books had to be increased each year. It
was also recorded whether or not an official wanted the revenue of a certain place instead

zu Wien [Vienna, 1865]{; and Catalog {sic, 100. Ayasofya MS. 3869, fols. 177b-211a.
I, 235; Ch. Rieu, § Catalogue of the Persian 101. Ibid., fols. 212b-25b.

Manuscripts in the British Museum [London, 102. Ibid., fol. 2195.

1879-1883]‘, Supplement {London, 1895#, p- 103. Ibid., fol. 208 : «§ aw, Olols S celes
122; {P. Melioransky, O Kudatku Bilike s OT Sy oki 5 0 0las 51y cuwls yom
Chingiz khana,” [On the Kutadgu Bilig of sl L Olaii, &l 0 ady cwl gl i o
Chingiz-Han]|, Zapiski Vostochnago Otdyele- 51 ) 53 o5 wley Ol 51 Uiy S ol
niye, 13 (1900), 015.  There are excellent IRCUS
MSS in Istanbul, e.g., Ayasofya MS. 3869. i
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of cash, and if this were permitted 1%, There is no doubt that very serious attention was
given to adhering to the system of salaries that was established in the budget of the

Ilhanid state.

In addition to this, there are lists of personnel and their salaries in ‘Ald-i Tabrizi
(fols 65-66, 85-88, 91-98) and Risala-i falakiyya (e.g., fol. 77). These lists will be the
subject of a separate study |apparently never published.

104. Ayasofya MS. 3869, fol. 183: Ol s ool
JUs 53 S Las dsre IS E r\;g &S 2 g g
csS ol Sl g Jlwil e ) dse
And on biikavul, fol. 185b : £, s oleel
Cailte Sbs L, Ll e Juls 93 rL’.{ ng S o

cansS Sl Sl

And also :
Coms S ol Sl Ll ks et SBs
T I S S ¢l REEL Y]

And on fol. 186a : 1> s ¢ e e Ol Sl
e 5y e i WSl Ol anST eyl S
ok bl celiis 5 8 Jely s deedt e e
3l e oo Wil L3 e

st S g e Ol ol

On yasavul, see fol. 186a: £, dlss ol
aily ke w2 Julb rL’.g AUy s &S e e
U S el dpmabl g pe ailse o dly o
Glas amdse o opse 0> S s el Slly
Sla e £ 5 Jloa az,§ G aaily anis eladll Ll

Lazils pdee o) Juethe e Lagal s s of ol il
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Fol. 197a :

rjw}a ‘Js))m., “>-‘J'AJ v\:.:&)' ;][J> lﬁ“_/' (.J‘_}..l..s J‘j

-‘j_ﬁ_}f Lj‘_}-lﬁ uB‘P‘ -UJ‘: fLMJ JJ.;.A

Jozza OT c,?f{ Ol s s df-d?_,,c' o dsl
gy el Sl S Ol sl bl b el
e

On ulug bitikgi, see fol. 196a : ¢ s~ JdL £33
By s a8l ke o 2 1) et gl oS i
)‘JB ol 2 ol Cate g gt asle ul.mgaJ C” rllg
wdlsn g Olaus S Ol o 0eE 5, S L
- VR RECPN B FLRNPECRE S

On  mustawfi ‘l-mamadalik, sec fol. 194a :
S e oo Slaps Sl smes b Jool SEL 2
O3 gtms 3 ggne &S o= 30 b @‘) o5 sl
Sobor s 8 L OBl Gl S L e
Glam il o3 S e Ly oY, Stbl
Sl Sl 15 Lol Lyl STyt S
5l dlo oagls 87 3 ite s dslin dguad| s o
ol Calaly Wil paiy o e Oyl G

RS r,‘ljj Sl
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