VIII,—THE FISH SUPPLY OF LONDON.

[From the LONDON QUARTERLY REVIEW.*]

1. Report of Spencer TWalpole, esq., Inspector of Fisheries to the Home Office, on the destruo-
tion of fisk at Billingsgate, in consequence of the alleged inadequate accommodations at
Billingsgate Market. (Ordered by House of Commons to be printed July 20, 1881.)

2. Report to the Common Council from the Iish Supply Committes appointed by the Corpo-

ration of the City of London. (October 31, 1881.)
3. Minutes of evidence taken before Special Commiltecs of the Lords and Commons upon the

London Riverside Fish Market Bill. (Session of 1882.)

Nearly thirty years have passed since the publication in our pages of
an article which produced no ordinary impression at the time of its ap-
Pearance. In that article, having for its subject ¢ The commissariat of
Londou,” we ask our readers to imagine that the principal meal of the
day was proceeding in a well-to-do metropolitan home, and we endeav-
ored to trace to their sources the various edibles consecutively put upon
the table—the fish to its ocean-bed ; the flocksand herds to their downs
and pastures ; the wild animal to its Jair; the game to its covert; the
fruit to its orchard ; the bread to its parent cornfield—in order to point
out how they are fattened, netted, trapped, captured, bagged, gathered,
harvested, and conveyed to their ultimate destination, *the great red

ane of London humanity.”

It was natural under these circumstances that wo should begin with
fish. Although we devoted no more than nine pages to chronicling the
Operations then carried on in “Mr. Buuning’s new market at Billings-
gato,” it could hardly have escaped the notice of an intelligent reader
that « tho harvdst of the sea,” being, as Mr. Spencer Walpole and Pro-
fessor Huxley assure us, ¢ practically inexhaustible,” could not be

horoughly described, or, indeed, be more than glanced at within so
Tief a compass. Weo told our readers what fish are ordinarily brought
0 Billingsgate at that time; but of the fish which, were it not for the
limiteq area and inaccessibility of Londow’s only market, might be
Tought there, wo said nothing. The total supply of fish sent annually
f‘o Billingsgato about the year 1853, as given in Mr. Horace Mayhew’s
London Labor and the London Poor,” scemed to us so0 enormous,
hat we submitted the table to an undeniable authority, who assured
U8 that it was no over-statement. What would he now have said if
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told that the volume of fish sent to Billingsgate was nearly three times
larger in 1880 than in 1853; that within the last six yearsit has increased
from 95,000 to 130,000 tons per annum, and that this latter igure means a
supply of 400 tous of fish for every working day, being, according to
Mr. Edward Birkbeck, M. P.,, equivalent to a drove of 1,000 fat oxen
entering London upon every one of 313 days in each current year?

Surprising as this statement may appear to many, it is neverthcless
beyond a peradventure-that of the cheaper and coarser kinds of fish
which would enter directly into the consumption of the poorer classes
an absolutely illimitable supply might Le poured into the metropolis by
river if a suitable market, open at all hours and accessible at all states
of the tide, were available to receive it. Before showing what sort of
fish market it is absolutely necessary that London should have, we
propose to reveal what, at this mowent, Billingsgate is. The materials
for describing it lie close at hand. They may be gathered in abundance
from Mr. Spencer Walpole’s report to the home office; from that of
the fish committee appointed Ly the corporation of the city of Lon-
don, to which Billingsgate belongs; and, passim, from the evidence
given before the two special compittecs of the Lords and Commons,
which sat last session, to consider the ¢ London Riverside fish market
bill.” Better, however, than any deseription would be the practical
experience gained by a Londoner who had sufficient energy and curi-
osity to pay Billingsgate a visit between the hours of 5 and 9
upon a Friday morning, the best day in the week for secing it to ad-
vantdge. There is an Eastern saying, to the effect that the distance
between the ear and the eye is very small, but the difference between
hearing and seeing very great. Readine is but another form of hear-
ing and to those who care to understand what the Billingsgate monopoly
means, wo would recommend a visit to the famous market upon the first
morning of a week-day that may suit their convenience. )

Billingsgate market (concerning the antiquity of which there is a dif
ference of opinion between those who hold, with Mr. Walter Thornbury,
that it owes its origin to Belin, a king of the native Britons, who flour-
ished 400 years B. C., and others who maintain, with Stow, that a man
called Billing, or Beling, owned a wharf upon the same spot, presnmd”
bly in Queen Elizabeth’s reign) is now and has been the property of
the city of London for so long a time that it is not easy to calculaie the
amount of revenue already brought in by it. It has a frontage to the
river of 200 feet, and a superficial area of 40,000 square feet, which ared®
affords sites to seventeen shops and two large public houses, although
since the ¢ Riverside fish market bill” came before Parliament, the¢
site of one of these public houses has been voluntarily thrown into the
market.

The interior of this metropolitan emporium of fish, being obviously faf
too narrow for the business transacted there, is divided into spaces OF
forms placed in such close contiguity to each other that the customers






