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INTRODUCTION
BRITAIN AND THE MUSLIM WORLD

GERALD MACLEAN

This volume brings together a substantial selectibpapers developed
from presentations at the 2009 conference on “Britmd the Muslim
World: Historical Perspectives.” A key achievemerfitthis conference
was assembling specialists from diverse academidsfiand bringing
them into dialogue with each other, and with expdrom outside the
academy, in order to combine knowledges in hopgsraducing a fuller
understanding of the long history of cultural istetion between Islam and
Britain. During the three days of the conferencererthan sixty papers
and presentations were delivered by delegate spedkem several
academic disciplines—history, international relaipeconomics, politics,
sociology, anthropology, religious studies, migratand diaspora studies,
gender studies, art history, music, and comparditematures—as well as
novelists, auto-biographers, journalists, music amedlia experts. Although
speakers from a number of countries—Egypt, Moroddigeria, Saudi
Arabia—were inexplicably denied visas to travethie UK, the event was
nevertheless a truly international conversation rmgndelegate speakers
from Canada, Finland, France, Holland, India, Pdjl&pain, the Egyptian,
Palestinian and SE Asian diasporic communitiesyel as the UK and
US. The conference programme and a selection ofraas of the
presentations can be found online at eric.exetekkéexeter/

As Rajani Sudan observes in the opening of hertehagne title of the
conference provided topics of regular discussicghate, disagreement,
and even inadvertent amusement. In his keynoteirkectThe Muslim
World and British historical imagination: Rethingin‘Orientalism’,”
Humayun Ansari usefully cast doubt on the term “NMdusWorld” for its
misleading generalisation and evident lack of hist specificity’ In our
times too, as delegates discussed, such a phrasetdzelp but signal the
alarming tendency to refer to “Muslims” that haplaeed the practice of
referring to people from Islamic states in termgtadir national identity.
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In another sense too, the term can be said to Qeevasince being a
Muslim differs considerably in different placesfiailows that a Muslim
world would be a world of differences, if it coubt said to exist at all.
Placed together, and in different historical cotgeand perspectives,
“Britain” and “the Muslim World” cannot help but rae different things
to different people. They are seldom more thantisifsignifiers, place
holders for ideas, values and attitudes as musligas pointing to shifting
geo-political areas and peoples.

Yet there is an important difference between th&vhile changing
historical meanings of “Britain” tell the story af specific place and the
various peoples who have lived there at differémes, those meanings
and that story have largely been defined and restriay those claiming to
be, in some sense, Britons. The revisionary hissooif colonial and post-
colonial “India” produced by the Subaltern Studi®soup have amply
illustrated where the fissures and margins of ski$-authorised “English”
discourse of “Britain” appear most vividly. The Hsf-language term
“Muslim World,” however, cannot help but differ fro “Britain” since it
imposes ideological uniformity in the absence ahparable geographical
specificity and, regardless of who is using thentespreads an imaginary
standardization of belief across widely differenitgres and regions. A
brief glance at how the term has appeared in tles ©f books, periodicals
and organisations during the last hundred yearsatevsomething of its
conflicted and contested past.

There have been changes over the last hundred. y&dmsn it first
appeared in 1911, the academic jourfia¢ Muslim Worldwvas titledThe
Moslem World Rightly enough, the journal continues to enjajeaerved
and unassailable reputation for scholarship iriédsl, which it defines as
“the study of Islam and Christian-Muslim Relatidnghe editorial of the
first issue pondered the circumstances of the gigrbirth in language
characteristic of its times:

The question may well be asked, is there a placeafmew quarterly

concerning the Moslem World? Surely there is nd lecrecent literature

on lIslam. Witness the enormous bibliography on tubject, both

historical and philosophical, in all the princidahguages of Europe and
the Levant, not to speak of the attention giverth® Moslem problem

politically, the spread and disintegration of Islama religion, its cultural
value or weakness and the marked unrest of all dfogleoples, by the
secular and religious press to-day. There are pubtications exclusively

devoted to the scientific study of Mohammedanfsm.

Linked to US missionary efforts in Islamic coungrifom the start, the
journal’'s scholarship has outgrown its orientalisiorigins and today is
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unlikely to promote “the scientific study of Moharedanism” except as
the genealogy of an old-fashioned term.

The “Muslim World” appears to have started life astwentieth-
century phrase that arose to serve the interestsefforts of Christian
missionaries who had their eyes on internationah&s: As if to signal the
Young Turk Revolution against the Ottomans, thentappeared for the
first time in 1908 when Samuel Marinus Zwemértee Moslem Worldet
the pace: it was published in New York by the “Yguieople's
Missionary Movement of the United States and Cariddaclaring “the
present political division of the Mohammedan world” be “a startling
challenge of opportunity,” Zwemer offered extend#idcussions of the
“Social and Moral Evils of Islam,” and expressed ftim conviction that
“Islam as a religion is doomed to fade away in tith@he dissolution of
the Caliphate in 1923 encouraged further interestoray Christian
missionaries. In 1925, the London-based Church iblissy Society
publishedThe Moslem World in Revolutipauthored by William Wilson
Cash, bishop of Worcester. That same year, JoheigkaMott, on behalf
of the International Missionary Council, editétle Moslem World of To-
day (1925). Mott aimed to persuade readers that “theliton of the
Caliphate” had irrevocably weakened “the senseotifiarity and moral
unity of the Moslem peoples” such that the “threate and impending
disintegration of Islam calls for an adequate stiist Only Christ and
His programme can meet the neédJhsurprisingly, missionary zeal has a
tendency to construct the Muslim World as sometliinge understood in
order for it to be converted. Yet later in the cgynt in John Saunders’
annotated collection of documents and extraihe Muslim World on the
Eve of Europe’s Expansiqid966), the notion of a Muslim World arrives
via crusading rhetoric and takes ominous shape nagneeterate and
irreconcilable enemy of “the Christian Powetd/’hat might be surprising
is that the English phrase was also being pickedwluslim authors
from outside the US and UK.

During the course of the century, the term “Mushkforld” began
appearing in titles of studies by Muslim thinkersdawriters who were
publishing in English from India, Malaysia, Pakistand the Philippines.
Published in 1931, Khan Bahadur AhsanullaHistory of the Muslim
World provided summary historical facts about the rigéstam and the
“Muslim States” of that moment. Composed as a sedk narratives
resembling a fact-packed secondary-school text bdb& study was
designed “to bring a knowledge of Islamic histooythe nations of the
West ... from the pen of an Islamic writérThis aim of informing “the
West” will, in some sense, have an effect on messwof the term “Muslim
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World” by Islamic writers in English, even as itsags those writers
considerable power and authority to define IslamhBps to avoid that
responsibility and thereby achieve even greatdraaity in addressing the
West on behalf of IslanTThe Muslim World: Basic Information about the
Member Countries of the Islamic Secretar@gipeared anonymously in
1974: it was published in Jeddah or Lahore.

In Syed Abul ‘Ala Maududi’sUnity of the Muslim World1976), the
term signals a different endeavour, that of briggibout greater agreement
among Muslims by dissolving “the curse of Natiogsalj” and marks the
practice among Islamic writers of using the Englastiguage to address an
international audience of Muslirfi®?ublished in Kuala Lumpur, Mohamed
El-Tahir EI-Mesawi’s translations into English frofnench and Arabic of
essays by the Algerian intellectual Malik Benndlhie Question of Ideas
in the Muslim World(2003), provides a further case in pdiffthe use of
English would also appear to support an Islam-bas#dral ecumenicalism,
such as characterisd$he Muslim World Book Reviewublished since
1980 by the Islamic Foundation based in Leice&&r,

Since 1962, however, the most explicitly politicede of the phrase
appears with the Muslim World LeaguRabita al-alam al-Islanm)i an
internationally-based NGO hosted by Saudi Arabgt thpens its list of
objectives with “advocating the application of thdes of the Shareah
[sic] either by individuals, groups or stat@As in the usage of Christian
missionaries, here the Muslim World appears todeeived of as a place
in need of reform, a world in need of being changedonversion to
Christianity? or stricter conformity to Islamic 18wT'he aims and ideals
might differ drastically, but in both the case bé&tChristian missionary
seeking knowledge in hopes of converting, and tbiatthe Islamic
reformer, the term itself seeks power and authooirgr that which it
describes. This is a tendency that the scepticajhimdescribe as
authoritarian: who, after all, can claim to speatkdil Muslims everywhere?

Yet the notion of a “Muslim World” has continued serve scholarly
purposes. In 1996, Shabir Ahmed explofidte Roots of Nationalism in
the Muslim World and two years later Masudul Alam Choudhury
published the suggestively titleReforming the Muslim WorldThe
rhetorical implications of these titles, if not theoks themselves, suggest
that the Muslim World is a problem, something abatiich something
needs to be done. This is a concern that contimuesorks such as
Maimul Ahsan Khan's comprehensive study leéiman Rights in the
Muslim World(2003)**

Once the 1990s became the 2000s, things changedggit. The
notion of a Muslim World took on new urgencies le twake of the Cold
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War and, following the attacks on New York in 20@ie US discovery
that it had become a victim nation. Most recenittyrecognition of how
the concept of the Muslim World has now become aavaidable key
concept in US foreign policy, M. Saleem Kidwai edita volume of
studies onUS Policy towards the Muslim World: Focus on PoAt19
Period Kidwai and his contributors seek to explore, usténd, and
respond to US “strategic interests” in order toirfgr America and the
Muslim world into a more constructive relationshigy contrast, Al-
Rashid Cayongcat’s polemical studly$-British Neo-Colonial Conspiracy
in the Muslim World2005) might provoke some scholars into wishing t
disassociate themselves from the téfmlust as ominously, Angel
Rabasa’sThe Muslim World after 9/1published in 2004 by the RAND
Corporation (“Objective Analysis: Effective Solutig/’), contains studies
exclusively concerned with maintaining and sustajniUS military
hegemony in a space—the Muslim World—currently @ied by the new
post-Cold War enemi? Booknewslescribed Rabasa’s book thus:

Prepared for the United States Air Force, this refumks for ideologies
within the Muslim world that the US can use to potendemocracy and
stability, identifies factors that produce religgoaxtremism and violence,
identifies key cleavages and fault lines that carubed to advantage, and
identifies possible strategies and sets of politcad military options that
the US can use to exploit such opportunitfes.

Things have indeed changed since 1911; that tremsp@mbracing of
“political and military options” would surely haveisconcerted the
founding editors ofthe Moslem World

The “Muslim World,” then, is what Gayatri Spivak uld call a
catachresis a rhetorical figure lacking an adequate refereng that is
most often used to call into being an imaginarycspahere all Muslims
are considered to be in need of conversion, oraatién, or reform? In
retaining the phrase from the title of the 2009 tExeConference in the
title of this collection of studies, | trust thatem the most casual reader
picking up the book will recognise from the sulatitl“Historical
Perspectives,” that the “Muslim World” is intendedsignify a subject for
scholarly debate and not a normative or coerciiegmay. Of greater
concern to me, at least, is that the historicapsaoof this volume, ranging
as it does from the early modern period to thegeday, captures only
the last five centuries of the broader historiealge of the conference at
which notable presentations by John Tolan, Hugh daodi Humayun
Ansari and others focussed our attentions on iraportonnections with
earlier centuries. Nevertheless, the early modeenig an appropriate
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place from which the launce an investigation totssance it was during
the course of the sixteenth century that Englighmoerce with the Islamic
Mediterranean initiated a new age of Anglo-Muslimceunters and
exchanges.

The papers collected here range from that earlyemochoment to the
present day and have been arranged in rough cluginal sequence.
Unsurprisingly, certain themes emerge during spehittorical moments.
The opening papers explore key sites of contactrevigritons and
Muslims entered into various uneven and unequalsof negotiation and
dialogue—commerce, religion, diplomacy—in the ceietubefore Britain
set about establishing an eastern empire. Om Rraleails the importance
and scope of the entrepreneurial activities of gigv Britons trading
between Indian Ocean ports, most especially dfteEast India Company
withdrew from these activities in 1661. Eva Holndpetraces how
seventeenth-century English-speaking travellersevadronce fascinated
and appalled by what they saw of Muslims, Jews eamstern Christians
performing their religious rituals, often dismisgithese activities as mere
theatricality. Kate Arthur examines literary, histal and artistic records
to show how different kinds of performativity wea work in the
diplomatic missions of Robert and Teresia Sherleythte Court of St
James on behalf of the Safavid Shah ‘Abbas andAtiglo-Persian silk
trade. In her study of how Elihu Yale links thedisan Ocean trade and
East India Company with the establishment of atuénftial New World
university, Rajani Sudan draws our attention to hbw the end of the
seventeenth century, circuits of mobile capitaleveetting precedents for
what we now recognise as transnationalism, glodi@dis, and the
commaoadification of knowledge.

Further complications to any simplistic understagdof Anglo-Islamic
relations in the eighteenth century, when colo@aéntalism may be said
to begin coming of age, are provided by the neut &iudies which chart
the material, cultural, and intellectual influenagfisMuslim societies on
the lives and letters of Britons. After tracking vhothe British
Enlightenment was evidenced by not only a publibesp of coffee-
houses, imitating those of the Ottoman world, Hsb @ theory, practice,
art, and literature of equestrianism resulting framportation and
naturalisation of eastern horses, Donna Landry estgghat investigating
the Ottoman past may usefully remind us of “Enkgtgd” possibilities
that have not been adequately understood. Humb@#rcia further
develops the case for the importance of Islam witimtellectual and
religious life in Enlightenment Britain by demorattng how the first
serious study of Islam by an English Muslim, thecém convert Joseph
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Pitts, was revised in order to engage with contaamyacontroversies over
toleration and religious belief.

These excursions into Islamic influences on theigBténment give
way to questions of how Islamic influences alsopsgithnational identity
formations. Georgina Lock revisits Lady Mary WextIMontagu'’s letters
about her travels among Muslims by reading themeaformances of an
enlightened, well-informed and intellectual femalentity that is at once
specifically English yet has inspired subsequeneggions of international
artists, dramatists and film-makers. By turning ltady Mary’'s oft-
neglected son Edward, Bernadette Andrea shows &t whys the life and
writings of this English “Turk” offer alternativet® “the us-them” binary
of classic Orientalist thinking.

The next chapters offer original studies of how thdture of the
English-speaking peoples during the nineteenthucgrdontinued to take
shape in response to, and under the influence iffereht kinds of
encounter with Islam and its civilizations. In wimsbmises to be his final
rant at Edward Said, Robert Irwin discovers that‘tuslim Orient” was
only a very minor theme in English literary Oridigen of the nineteenth
century, and argues that, since its brief appearancthe first three
decades does not correspond with Orientalist tréam@st or music of the
era, a unitary theory of “Orientalism” must provedequate for detailed
cultural analysis. By focussing on the career ofe@wones, Abraham
Thomas provides a succinct history of the massiapact of Islamic
motifs and colour schemes on British design, fraohiecture to playing
cards, during the second half of the century.

Several of the studies on twentieth-century topixslore the place of
Islam in the spiritual lives of British Muslims.n lassessing accounts by
and concerning Lady Evelyn Cobbold, the first Esiglborn Muslim
woman to undertake and write about the pilgrimageéMecca, William
Facey discovers a woman in some sense typical roéfaeand class, one
who adopted Islam while seemingly oblivious to thblic and social
implications of her faith. Gerard Wiegers evaludtescareer of Dr Sayyid
Mutawalli ad-Darsh, whosefatwas provide an important guide to
understanding the lives of British Muslims and eatrdebates over the
problems they face living in a secular state.

Among the most pressing of those problems is thérmmguage: how
can Islam be translated into an English, or Brjtisinguage and socio-
cultural polity and landscape? Ziad Elmarsafy esgdoproblems with
existing translations of the Qur'an to advancedbeonstructive argument
that the Quran cannot not be in need of a bett@nstation. Ahmed
Masoud offers new English translations of poems axtracts by
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Mahmoud Darwish by way of exploring idioms adequfte expressing
the delicate nuances of Palestinian protest liteeat

The next three chapters offer reports on fieldwookducted among
Muslims living in Britain today, and explore howethrecent past has
shaped their lives, opportunities, expectationg)seeof identity, and
understanding of Islam. Examining three decadéduslim immigrants in
Newcastle, Sara Hackett uncovers high degreestegration that belie
arguments claiming that the immigration of Muslim#o Christian
communities feeds into and aggravates pre-existiligisions and
conflicts. In her interviews with second-generatdduslim women living
in Cardiff, Marta Warat discovers new forms of “tiple identity”
emerging that embrace the challenges of being laotiim and Welsh or
British (but not English!). Developing previous easch on the relation
between peace and violence in multi-religious urlmeas, Vincent
Biondo also uses fieldwork in Cardiff to explorecsessful tactics for
advancing the aims of interfaith dialogue, arguihgt these crucially
depend upon local efforts for their success.

The roles of the various media in representingh® British public
Islam, Muslims, and countries with majority Muslipopulations or
Islamic governments has been, and continues toabmajor concern.
Examining three post-9/11 British television dramegresenting Muslim
life in Britain, Peter Morey finds that Muslim lifi@ Britain today is being
“framed,” represented within a limited field of ilsilities and debates
that serve to isolate Muslims from mainstream Bhitsociety in ways that
mark them out for surveillance and control. Tim wédlyn ends the
collection with some all-too sobering reflections how the BBC has
come to report news from the Middle East.
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CHAPTERONE

BRITISH PRIVATE TRADERS IN THEINDIAN
OCEAN IN THE SEVENTEENTH
AND EIGHTEENTH CENTURIES

OM PRAKASH

My work on the Indian Ocean trade in the early madperiod has
involved a considerable amount of engagement wigh&rab, Persian and
the Indian Muslim traders. Indeed, ever since timthncentury or so, it
was the Muslim traders, who without any questioad lominated the
Indian Ocean trade. If one looked at the structun@ the mechanics of the
Indian Ocean trade from the vantage point of Indiais clear that
whatever major Indian trading region that one todk account—whether
it was Gujarat on the west coast of India, Coronghmeh the south-east
coast, or Bengal on the eastern coast of India—a# the Muslim traders
who dominated both the coastal as well as the bégts trade from the
region. In the sixteenth and the seventeenth cgntivese traders included
not only the ordinary traders, but even the Mugimalian royalty and
nobility who actively engaged in high-seas tradéhifoom the Gujarat as
well as the Bengal ports.

Following the establishment of the English Eastdndompany in the
year 1600, Britain became an important participanthe Indian Ocean
trade. By far the single most important compondnthe British trading
enterprise which engaged with the Muslim traderghefindian Ocean was
the private British traders. It is this compondmattthis paper will deal
with. The British private traders’ relationship withe Muslim traders of
the Indian Ocean pertained to areas such as thefusach other’s ships
for freighting goods, joint ventures on specifiut®s and voyages, raising
loans orrespondentia and so on.

India and Indian merchants had traditionally plagezkntral role in the
successful functioning of the Indian Ocean tradiegwork. In part, this
indeed was a function of the midway location of sibcontinent between
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the Middle East on the one hand, and South-EastEasd Asia on the
other. But perhaps even more important was theclment’s capacity to
put on the market a wide range of tradeable goodegaly competitive
prices. By far the most important of these goodsewiextiles of various
kinds. While these included high value varietieshsas the legendary
Dhaka muslins and the Gujarat silk embroideries, tbally important
component for the Asian market was the coarse mottarieties
manufactured primarily on the Coromandel Coast mnGujarat. There
was large-scale demand for these varieties bothdreastern markets of
Indonesia, Malaya, Thailand, and Burma as wellnathé markets of the
Red Sea, the Persian Gulf, and East Africa.

The key position of India in the structure of Asiade was also
reflected in the important role of the Gujarati amither Indian trading
groups in the actual conduct of this trade. Thik,raf anything, was
strengthened during the course of the fifteenthtuwwgnwhich witnessed
the fragmentation of the Indian Ocean trade intdl-defined segments.
From this point on, the trade between the MiddlstEad the west coast
of India was shared between the Arabs/Persianghenthdians. As far as
the trade between the west and the east coastaliaf, lon the one hand,
and the Eastern Indian ocean region, on the oth&s, concerned, it was
now left almost exclusively in the hands of Indiarthe Gujaratis more
than anyone else, but also the Chettis, the Chudiad other groups from
the Coromandel Coast, besides the Oriyas and thgdiis.

Gujarat was a major trading area in the subcontiaad the Gujaratis
had traditionally been a dominant group among the&iah mercantile
communities. Over the course of the fifteenth ceptuhe trading
activities of this group increased to a point whiegremerged probably as
the largest of all the groups engaged in tradénénlhdian Ocean. In the
seventeenth and the early part of the eighteenttung the ship-owning
maritime merchant community operating from Suratehincipal port of
the region—was in good measure Muslim, though by means
exclusively so. The most important of the Suratitime merchants at the
turn of the eighteenth century was Mulla Abdul Ghiahh Bohra Muslim
owning as many as seventeen sea-going ships witliah dead-weight
carrying capacity of well over 5,000 tons. The pergty of this affluent
merchant family lasted several generations.

In what way did the coming in of the Europeans thi@ Indian Ocean,
following the discovery of the sea-route via thep€af Good Hope at the
end of the fifteenth century, alter the basic stie and dynamics of the
Indian Ocean trade, with special reference to ithéetto and from India?
Stated very briefly and succinctly, the answerhis tjuery has to be that
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nothing very much happened in that regard excegt tthe volume and
value of the trade in the Ocean registered a disiircrease. Given the
fairly sophisticated and developed organizationval as the structure of
production and trade that the Europeans encountareleir arrival in the
East, the only meaningful option available to thewas to integrate
themselves within the existing structure and becogme another unit
operating within it. That is precisely what they dexcept for occasional
episodes of aberration which do not need to detsinere.

Each of the principal European corporate enterpriggerating in the
Indian Ocean, starting with the Portuguese Estadmdia in the sixteenth
century, and followed by the English, the Dutch #mel French East India
companies in the seventeenth and the eighteentturis) included a
component consisting of employees and others belgrg that particular
nationality and engaged in trade in the Indian @cea their private
account. It is useful to remember that the poliegt attitude that different
corporate enterprises adopted towards the privatkets of their particular
nationality differed dramatically from one to théher, from outright
hostility at one end of the spectrum to formal @bdiration at the other,
with a whole range of variation in between.

The prime example of sheer hostility by a corpomatterprise towards
private trade by its employees was that of the B#ast India Company.
This was the direct outcome of the Company’s owmgdascale
involvement in the intra-Asian or port to port teadvithin the Indian
Ocean from the very beginning as an integral phitsooverall trading
strategy. In order to prevent employees from emergis rivals, their
participation in the port to port Indian Ocean &adhs banned. In the case
of the Portuguese, the relationship between thedéstia India and private
traders engaged in the Indian Ocean trade ranged @ipen hostility to
substantive patronage in the form of the concessystem. The ultimate
in formal cooperation and collaboration between igem corporate
enterprise and the private traders of that natibhahowever, was
achieved by the French in the first half of thehéggnth century. In 1719,
the newly organized Compagnie des Indes decidgdticipate in port to
port Indian Ocean trade as well. It was, howewemediately obvious to
the factors at Pondicherry that the Company’s figlnand other
resources were simply not adequate to allow a megériparticipation in
this trade on its own. A decision was thereforeetato invite employees
as well as other traders, both Indian and othepjpaans, to collaborate
with the Company. This unique venture lasted abeahty years between
1722 and 1741.
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There can be very little doubt that by far the niogtortant group of
European private traders operating in the Indiagadg particularly during
the eighteenth century, was that of the Britislvag traders. The English
East India Company itself had withdrawn in 1661nfréts marginal
participation in the port to port Indian Ocean &adnd by a series of
“indulgences” issued in the late 1660s and the &6&a formally allowed
its servants to participate in this trade on tpeivate account. While there
was never any formal collaboration between the EhgCompany on the
one hand and its servants and free merchants owttiex, the British
servants did indeed make full use of their offigiakition to promote their
private interests. At times, this even involved ipatating the official
policy of the English Company to the detriment loé tCompany in its
corporate character.

The British private merchants’ trade embraced hbth westward as
well as the eastward sectors of the maritime tfeal® India. In addition
to the ports on the west coast of India itself, wesstward sector included
the ports in the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf. dsward trade
embraced, in addition to the two littorals of theyBof Bengal, the
Malacca straits, ports in the Indonesian archipeldlge Philippines and
the South China coast. In each of the two secitonggs common for these
traders to carry, in addition to their own goods]idan merchants’ goods
on freight. There was demand for this service niistanding the fact that
the rates charged by the British were distinctighler than those offered
by the rival Indian and other Asian ship-ownerse Bixplanation was only
in part in terms of the generally more efficieniling and the greater
immunity the English ships offered against pira®ften the English ship-
owners were willing to assume the ownership offtbaght cargo making
available to the freighter the fairly substantiaktoms privileges enjoyed
by the British in many parts of Asta.

As | just pointed out, the British private tradeggerated from ports on
both the east and the west coasts of India. Owversélventeenth and the
early years of the eighteenth century, the Corombpdrts—that is, ports
on the south-east coast of India—witnessed Britiading activity on a
much larger scale than did ports in Bengal. Masitiipm was the
principal port used on the Coromandel Coast, bourad the turn of the
century more and more private British shipping nbe& to Madras. In
Bengal, the principal port used was Hugli untivéis replaced by Calcutta
in the early years of the eighteenth century. lorse of time, Calcutta
emerged as the most important port of British geusade from India. On
the west coast, British private trade began attSardoe early years of the
seventeenth century, but moved on to Bombay ireitjeteenth century.
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Among the important private British traders opemgtirom Coromandel
during the second half of the seventeenth centwesevthe governors of
Madras. Two of these, Elihu Yale and Thomas Pitrenparticularly
active and are known to have amassed huge forteatmated in the case
of Yale at a massive £200,000. Other governors wigfmificant private
trading interests included Edward Winter, Williararighorn, Streynsham
Master, Gulston Addison, Edward Harrison, and Josgpllet. Among the
chiefs of the English factory at Masulipatnam, majivate traders
included William Jearsey, Richard Mohun, and Robegeman.

While the bulk of the British private trade from i©@mandel would
seem to have been conducted on the account ofidindivmerchants, there
were several alternative patterns in use as wethe&sof the governors of
Madras organized “joint stocks”—that is, large Sgates of investors
who would buy shares in one or more ships under gheernor’s
management. A large segment of the English commuratd a stake in
Madras’s shipping, either as part owners or asdenafrespondentia
loans. Such loans were secured on the cargo apaasla rate adjusted to
the risk and the length of the voyage, the riskigein the lende?.

Partnership ventures among two or more individuatahnants were
also quite common. Thus Richard Mohun, Mathew Mairmg, and
George Chamberlain are known to have been parinérading ventures
based on a 4/9, 3/9 and 2/9 share respectivelyod@asions, a vessel was
owned jointly by several persons, the profit earfredn its trips being
shared proportionatefyin the case of voyages to China, large partnesship
are known to have been formed to invest in thesshigluding not only
Englishmen at Madras, but also those in Surat, Bayqmbnd the Malabar
ports. Many of these voyages seem to have stanfirsished at Surdt.

Joint ownership, financing and management of sbqussionally also
included Indian merchants. For example, in thegraetween Madras and
South-East Asia, there was collaboration betweene@wr Harrison of
Madras, Governor Joseph Collet of Benkulen (who badier been in
Madras and after a few years returned there asggoi)eand Sunku Rama,
the chief merchant of the English Company at Madras

The private English trade with Manila and Macaoenftinvolved
Armenian, Spanish, and Portuguese intermediaries.Madras merchant,
John Scattergood, had as his business partnersakicé4 the Chinese
Captain Chan Yungqua, and the Portuguese Jo&o tta.Marough these
two persons, Scattergood arranged second-staggtinests in voyages to
Trengganu, Siam, Aceh, Banjarmasin, and Java. B0,1de Matta was
entrusted with the goods shipped on Buomita to sell as he thought fit in
the straits of Malacca and adjacent ports in refoirm 5% commissiof.
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The private British trade in Bengal had started ¢ate in the
seventeenth century at the Hugli and Balasore pdttdlowing the
founding of Calcutta in 1690, the bulk of the Esplitrade had been
shifted to that port. The principal trading linkéthe Calcutta shipping at
this time were westward—with Surat, the Persianf,Guld the Red Sea—
with the principal export goods being textiles audjar. Carrying Indian
merchants’ freight cargo was an important comporérihe enterprise.
Ships were operated both on individual accountselsas on partnership
basis. In the eighteenth century, the Governor thedCouncil had also
managed to set up a large joint stock enterprigaiing several “freight”
ships. There is also evidence of Indians lendingneyoto the English
merchants omespondentia, and some instances of their having shares
English owned ships.

The early years of the eighteenth century witnessetemarkable
growth in the volume of British private shipping @alcutta. The fleet
consisted of about twenty ships in 1715: by 17%0nttmber had doubled.
The buoyant westward trade was largely respondiiiethe growing
prosperity of the private English ship-owning mensts of Calcutta.

The short-haul trade from Calcutta in the westwdirdction included
that with the Coromandel ports, Sri Lanka, andMtaddive Islands. There
was a fair amount of trade with Masulipatnam anddia, mainly in
stores and provisions such as rice. West of Capaotin, the Malabar
ports of call of the Calcutta shipping included émjo, Cochin, Calicut,
and Tellicherry where pepper was procured for thedl FSea and the
Persian Gulf markets. While some of the ships prded from Malabar
directly to the Red Sea or the Persian Gulf, otlstaiged on the coastal
circuit and went on to Goa, Bombay, and Surat. [Reementioned was by
far the most important westward port of call fog fBalcutta shipping. The
goods exported there included, in addition to testand sugar, a large
volume of raw silk, while the principal item imped was raw cotton. That
the rise in the English trade was most probablihatexpense of that of
the Surat merchants is strongly suggested by thehDshipping lists. In
the early eighteenth century, these lists recoedtedal of about fifty Surat
ships being put to sea each year with Bengal ampartant destination.
By the 1730s, the number of Asian ships tradingvbenh Surat and
Bengal had been reduced to a trickle. By the 176&0stage had been
reached where the Calcutta “freight ships”—the tjadtock run by the
Governor and Council—had so complete a monopoly the main return
cargo from Surat, namely Gujarat cotton, that tleewners could fix its
selling rice in Bengal.

n
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The two principal ports in the Persian Gulf fregigehby the Calcutta
shipping were Gombroon in Persia and Basra in lAggginst the usual
exports of textiles, raw silk, and sugar, the gpat import from the
region consisted of precious metals. Commaodity ingpimcluded copper,
rosewater, Shiraz wine, dates, and horses. Aseircdlse of the trade with
Surat, this was a major route for the Indian memthas well and the
competition the private English merchants operatingthe route had to
face was stiff.

Many of the Indian merchants, however, used theli#mghips to
freight their goods. By about 1710, the practicesefding to the Persian
Gulf at least one Calcutta ship each year and sorasttwo or more had
became fairly established. In 1717, it was estichdlt@t two ships a year
carried about 500 tons of Bengal goods to PérBiallowing the Afghan
invasion of Persia in 1722, the focus shifted fr@Gambroon to Basra. In
the 1720s and the 1730s, the number of ships semtally to Basra
normally fluctuated between two and four, thougham unusually good
year such as 1738-9, it could even be tfe.

As for the Red Sea, the principal ports of callavbtocha and Jiddah
and the principal item imported again precious fsey about 1720, the
bulk of Bengal's exports to the Red Sea would séemmave been carried
in private English shipping. At Mocha, English meaots’ goods paid
only a 3% customs duty as against 9% paid by thanAmerchants. At
Jiddah, the corresponding rates were 8% and 10%péxbat the Asian
merchants’ goods were over-valued in such a watytti®areal burden of
the cllfstoms duties on these merchants amounted iwuah as 12% to
17%:

Adverse political conditions in the western Indi@gean, combined
with the instability in Bengal in the 1740s follavg the Maratha
incursions into the province, provided a dampettantrade between the
two regions. A rise in the prices of the Bengal dpanade them
increasingly less competitive. Thus sugar from Java China undersold
Bengal sugar. Even the Bengal textiles were saidbeolosing out in
western India and the Persian Gulf.

The shipping to Surat continued to maintain a geedl in the 1740s.
But there was a sharp decline in the 1750s whewadhe of the English-
owned silk and textiles was reported to be only i%vhat it had been in
the peak years of the 1730s. As for the Persiar, @@ outlook was so
poor in 1747 that the Bengal Council decided natend a freight ship at
all to Basra. Gombroon was captured by the Frenct¥b9, and formally
abandoned by the English East India Company in 176 Red Sea
proved by far the most stable of the western Indiaean destinations.
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One ship per annum continued to ply between Cal@rit Mocha, as well
as between Calcutta and Jiddah right through ti684.71t was only in the
1770s that the English trade between Calcutta lamdRed Sea was finally
abandoned?

The private British merchants’ trade from the wesast of India was
carried on mainly from the port of Surat in the essteenth century, and
increasingly from that of Bombay in the eighteerthaddition, a certain
amount of trade was carried on from the Malabatspof Anjengo and
Tellicherry. As on the rest of the Indian seabogetsons holding senior
positions in the Company hierarchy dominated tteldr This group
included George Oxenden, Gerald Aungier, and JohmldC each
President at Surat between the 1660s and the 18@@s.the two ships
that he owned, Oxenden carried on a vigorous ftdiglde to Persia. He
reportedly turned a debt of Rs.50,000 into an estairth Rs.300,000 at
his death. Oxenden’s ships were purchased by Aungissociation with
a number of Surat merchants who included Mohamntallaby, member
of a distinguished merchant family of the city. Buelly, Aungier and
associates owned as many as five vessels. Johd f@pibrtedly left his
wife £100,000. Charles Boone, governor of Bombatha second half of
the 1710s, and Robert Cowan, governor between amda734, together
with his associate Henry Lowther, chief at Suragrevother important
members of this select grotip.

Turning next to the British private traders’ eastivrade from India,
one finds that it consisted essentially of thregnsents—South-East Asia,
the Philippines, and China. The first of thesetslred from ports such as
Pegu, Tenasserim/Mergui, Phuket, Kedah, and Aceherathe eastern
littoral of the Bay of Bengal—to Ayutthaya in thaulsof Siam. The port
frequented in the Philippines was Manila and thaChina Canton. In an
analysis of British private trade with the regidnis useful to distinguish
between the period before about 1760 and that. aftds is because the
second half of the eighteenth century withessagbatantive growth in the
relative weight of the eastward trade in the ovdralding operations of
the private British merchants from India. More thHaailf a century ago,
Holden Furber described this turning from the westthe east as an
important element in the “commercial revolution” ine Indian Ocean.
The great expansion in the eastward trade in tse- 60 period, carried
on by the private British merchants, was the outdbasically of a
substantial growth in the trade with Canton whiahturn, was related in a
large measure to the growth of English power inltitian subcontinent.
The English had become the actual rulers of Bentigy were the
dominant power on most of the Coromandel Coast, #ry had
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strengthened their position in western India. Tphec&l position of the
English Company, and by association of that of prevate British
merchants, vis-a-vis the suppliers and produceigoofis in regions such
as Bengal, significantly increased the margin affipfrom private trade.
This was reflected in a sharp increase in the velafitrade in high-value
commodities such as Bengal opium which, togethé¢én Bombay cotton,
provided the basis of the enormous increase irirttlte with China. This
trade, incidentally, also served as an importahtole for the transmission
home of the large private British fortunes madénofia. The newly found
power and the expanded resource base had now dnativate British
shipping to go beyond the Asian networks within athit had until then
operated, and create new ones of its own.

The changing destination pattern of the eastwadkthad its counterpart
in the changing relative weight of the various &mdports where English
shipping directed at the region originated. Over seventeenth and the
first half of the eighteenth century, the bulk betEnglish trade with
South-East Asia, which accounted for an overwheanuroportion of the
total trade with the eastward region, was carriedrom the Coromandel
Coast. This picture underwent a complete overhaudhé second half of
the eighteenth century when the Madras shippingreisdly took a back
seat and the bulk of the eastward trade was caotedy the private
English shipping based at Calcutta and Bombay.

The so-called “commercial revolution” in the Indi@tean, started in
the 1760s and completed by the 1780s, consistedeirfirst place of a
clear domination of trade in the Indian Ocean dmdSouth China Sea by
private English shipping based at Calcutta and Bgmbnd in the second,
of an increasingly central and indeed dominanttjsiof the trade with
China and Malaya in the private English merchatnggle from India.

The starting point of the China trade was the gngwinvolvement of
the English East India Company in the import ofr@sie tea into England.
By 1758-60, tea was already accounting for a quarft¢he total English
Company imports from Asia into Europe. As with moékian
commodities, however, Chinese tea had to be paidnfdnly in specie.
Once Bengal revenues became available to the Comigdilowing the
acquisition of revenue collection rights in 176be tDirectors asked the
Bengal Council to ship Rs. 4 million annually ton@an. But this was not
found feasible, and indeed after 1768 no speciddcba spared from
Bengal.

As far as Indian goods were concerned, Gujarabeo#nd Bengal
opium were the only two items with a large marke€hina. Opium was a
contraband item and the Company obviously could heotdle it on its



