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The place was ideally suited for a h rbour in the Pes
under review. Hamilton in,1708, of course observes that the yg
was ‘not navigabls, nor the Bar passable for ships, till the Montly
September, that the Freshes from the mountains open it and s
there is three Fathoms on it, but it shuts again about the beginnj
of November and in the other months, there are not above 7 OF
foot at High-water.® However, the surf was heavy and large vosss
anchored on the roadstead where they were reached by mag
local boats that operated from the river.¢

The merchants "of this place, as we are informed in th
English Factory Records wére mainly Telugu and Muslim origig
The record of 1717 mentions the name of a prominent Telu
merchant Paramatadu whose - ships regularly plied betweey
Madras and Ganjam. But for the proper management of his busid
ness, he for the last forty years had settled in Madras Athome, the
business managed by Paramatadu's father Jamperiyar ? Thus, the
family business was mansged by both father and son in two diffe«
rent places. The fact that the local merchants were either Telugu
or Muslim is suggested by the availability of typical name of the
ships plied between Ganjam and Madras Scme of the typical
Telugu names were Venkata Swaran, Ranganaikals Jagernaikalu and
Ranga Naidu etc. But sometime the ships were also named in the
name of typical Hindu God or Goddesses like Nsrasingha, Bhavani
Shankar, Gopal Swami, Gruha Laxmi, Sambhu Shiva and Anna Purna
etc. In such cases the owner may be either a Telugu or Oriya.
Some of the typical Muslim name of the ships were Mohammodi,
Murad Bux, Ali Mohammodi, Madina Bux and Allai-i-Aug, etc.
Though both Te}ugu and Muslim merchants were quite prominent,
the former had an edge over the latter.8

The port came to the limekHght of Coromandel trade- in the:
beginning of the eighteenth century, as we are informed in the
English Factory Records However, this dces not mean that the
port did not exist before. A recent historian rightly says Canjam is
better known in the records of the eighteenth century than of the
seventeenth 'may be because of increasing Europear interest in
it.'? In the seventeenth century this port and her ‘two neighbours
Bimlipatnam and Vizagapatanam were grannery of Coromandel,
The places to which they .exported rice, would deypend on the
supply situation there. If there was any shcrtage in central or sou-
thern Coromandel, a deficit pocket in foodgrains, then almost all




[ 89 1]

shlpmpnts from the above mentioned ports would be directed
ris like Palicat, Madras, Sadrasapatnam and Porto Novo. But
re was no shortage there then their rice was exported to
n, Malacca, Ceylon, Maldives and even to west Asia.!® But by
close of this century Ganjam was emerging in the leading role
xporter of rice to Madras and other regions of the Coromandel
st. By this time Southern Coromandel's dependency upon Orissa
si for foodgrains had increased to a considerable extent mainly
use of the rising population of the port settlements along the
st and a greater incidence of failure of harvests caused by
e and political factors.'" Previcusly the bulk of the rice ‘was
: éxported from Bimlipatnam, followed by other neighbours
agapatnam, Manikpatnam and Kalingapatnam. But by the close
is century these ports themselves were not capable of meeting
entire need of the Coromandel coast. By this time the demand
yr rice was particularly very high in Madras which according to

Hamllton ‘Their (Madras) Rice is brought by sea, from Gan]am
'Orissa their wheat from Surat and Bengal ..

There was also another important reason which led to the
with of Gan]am in this time. This was the decline of Coromandel’'s
mium port Masulipatnam by the end of the seventeenth
ury. From the nineties of the seventeenth century, trade
?thls port showed signs of decline due toa number of factors
h as disruption of hinterland with Hyderabad and Krishna-
davari delta, continuous famines, rising prices of textiles, rise
axation and indebtedness of the company's servants to the
chants.'® All these led to gradual abandonment of this port and
h the Telugu and the Muslim merchants were compelled to

st. This coast was now recognised as an important textile expor-
ng centre for the English and Vizagapatnam was now raised
he status of a divisional headquarters for the English in
thern Coromandel to which Ganjam was an important feeder.
earliest English contact with Canjam which we have in
ord was 1688, whenthey made perhaps their first attempt
0 procure rice there.® Thus, it was the activities of both

te to the ports like Madras and San Thome in Southern Coro- -
del and Ganjam, Vizagapatnam and Bimlipatnam the Orissa .
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European and native merchants which led to the growth
Ganjam by the end of the seventeenth century.

I1

We have already. observed that by the close of the seve;
teenth century, the port became a very important supplier ¢
rice to Madras. The traffic between these two ports was parti i
pated by both the native and the private English traders, byf
the former considerably outnumbered the latter. Now we :,I
discuss the intensity of this traffic and its long-term trend. -

Though the Commercial contact cetween these two ports
had started at the close of the seventeenth centurv, the traffja
until the second decade of the eighteenth century was not so
brisk. For example between 1698 and 1709, twelve ships of
native merchants are recorded to have arrived at Madras from
Ganjam and five ships have left for that place.)” Butthe figure
suddenly jumped thereafter. Between 1710-14 it was twenty
and eighteen respectively.’® Between 1715-19, the figure was
slightly fewer between eleven and seven * But between 1720-24
it again jumped to sixteen and eleven respectiveiy.*® However,
from 1725 onwards the trade from Canjam shows an abrupt
decline. Between 1725-29 only five ships in the name of native
‘merchants are recorded to have arrived at Madras from
Ga-nja'm and two have left for that place.?® Thereafter, the trade
in this route was almost dried up. For example between 1730-
| 34 not a single ship is recorded to have arrived at Madras
| from Ganjam and only one ship in 1732 has left for Ganjam?

Similarly between 1735-39, only one ship in 1736 is recorded
to have arrived and two ships in 1739 have departed for
Ganjam **  The figure draws a blank in both the ways between
1740-44 and between 1745-49, barring 1746. In this year only one
ship has arrived from Canjam and three left for that place 2

. The data from then onwards. of course are not available. But
considering these figures our conclusion should be that Ganjam
which in the beginning of the eighteeth century emerged as the
leading supplier of rice to Madras, suddenly .declired in
importance from the early 30s of this century.

. . 4
What is the reason of such abrupt end of traffic between 3
these two ports ? Unfortunately our evidences are completely




wn in this regard is that, Madras now cams to depend on some
r ports for her rice. This view can be supported in the light of
e other existing data available to us. For example, in 1729,
re ships came from Kalingapatnam and left for that place.
larly one come from Bimlipatnam and three left for that place,
hese two ports were the neighbours of Ganjam. But in this year
y two ships arrived from Canjam and no ship is recorded to
have sailed for that place.® Until now, we scarcely find any refe-
én'ce to these two ports in the English Diary and consultation
j;-'oks. Only occasional ships in some years sailed to and fro. In
1?730, two ships came from Kalingapatnam,? but after that we do
not find any regular shipping from this port any more. Thus,
shipping between Madras and other ports of Orissa coast almaost
came to an end from this period wtih the solitary exception of
Vizagapatnam. In 1732, four ships each arrived and departed for
‘Vizagapatnam and in 1740 four ships sailed for that port as against
the arrival of two.?” It is to be mentioned here that though the rice
‘trade between Vizagabatnam and Madras was regular throughout
‘our period, it wasnot so brisk like that of Ganjam in the second
and third decades of the eighteen Century. However, this'relation
ship was strengthened a bit from the thirties of the eighteenth
century. In this decade at least two or three ships sailed to and
‘fro each year.
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Now the question crops us, if Madras reduced its rice import
from Ganjam who met her need ? The infrequent shipping in the
third decade of the eighteenth century between Madras and other
ports of the neighbour of Ganjam could not have met the deficit
of Madras Our evidence suggests that Madras for sometimes
jepended upon Balasore for the rice. For example, before 1730,
traffic between these two ports was not frequent. In every four
years, not more than two, three or four ships plied between this
fraffic.2®8 Butin 1730-34, six ships arrived at Madras from Balasore
and eight ships left for that place,?® an indication of corresponde-
nce between the descendence and ascendence of Canjam and
alasore respectvely. But afeter 1735 we alsc find a considerable
line of shipping between Madras and Balasore, Madras now
e to depend on Bengal more for her rice By this time Calautta
eared to be the most important port in entire Bay of Béngal
Where freighting of goods in privately owned English ships by the
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