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BREAD IS sometimes poetlcally des-
cribed as the staff of life, and in litera-
ture one is used to reading of people t
who apparently lived by bread alone. On
viewing the serried ranks of wax-wrap-
ped, steam -cooked, bleached and vita-
min-fortified sliced bread at the super-
market one is seized with doubt that'this
is now so, that the staff of life is rubber
like in its bendingand that bread alone
would not sustain life for many days.

Apart from all this, the commodity
bread, whether white, brown, sliced,
warapped or stone'ground compost
grown by men with beards is an emotive
subject. And in the last few weeks emo- then up go the prices to what is laughing-

buying, and apparently no one did, but
lurking amid all this junk are óloss lead-
ers' or what in other commercial circ-
les are called ósucker -baitó. Bread, it
is assumed by the small shopkeeper,
would be one of thosegifts of the Lore-
lei to lure the shopper into the whirl-
pool of conspicuous consumption which
is the life -style of the supermarket.

Secondly, one of the other laws of
economics which may ultimately oper-
ate is that of monopoly; so that (even if
the supermarkets do not already own a
bakery or two) they will by price cutting
establish a monopoly of bread sales,

tion has been yeastily rising around the ly known as ónormalô. Thus will bread
price of bread.

The Min. of Ag. in its wisdom de-
creed that the controls on bread prices
should be relaxed and bread should be
enabled to find its own level; however
this relaxation of controls meant that
bread could be sold by bakeries at a
lower price. This unleashing of the
market forces was decreed in some in-
scrutable socialistic way by some de-
cree of the European Economic'Commu-
nit*;ó~.that felt we should not subsidize
our citizensó food therefore we should
cease to subsidize in reverse as it
were.

The result of this blessing of Ceres
was that the small shopkeepers (not de-
barring those over six feet) complained
that with the operation of the non-socia1-
ist laws of economics (by which they
live) the supermarkets would get the
best discounts and undercut the small
shopkeeper. Thus the reduction in
bread prices would bring ruin to the
small shopkeeper. Thus the reduction
in bread prices would bring ruin to the
small shopkeeper.

It is an observable fact that the law of
economics is óto him that hath it shall
be given; to him that hath not it shall
be taken away even that which he hathô.
Wholesale suppliers of commodities
from books to watches and, so it seems,
bread, give more generous discounts to
those buying larger quantities. This is
an inevitability of capitalism since the
cost-accountancy of a small transaction
is as greatly burdened with parasites as
the cost-accountacy of a large transac-
tion, only the latter takes place less
often.

Regular habituees of supermarkets
observe from time to time óSpecial Of-
fersô of goods one_ would not dream of

price itself out of the British home.

Now what British knight will rescue
the British loaf (and the small-shop-
keeper)? Who will fight for the shop-
keeper's private -enterprise right to
make as much money as possible, to
lure in as many customers as possible
from those dreadful supermarkets and
ultimately, such is the nature of private
enterprise and the virtue of the British
way of life, open a supermarket him-
self? None but the wicked socialistic g
trade unionistsðthe dread URTU, the
United Road Transport Union.

They stepped forward to use the good
old British (or rather, Irish) method of
the boycottð-to refuse to deliver bread
to establishments selling at less than
17p. Some hot-headed revolutionaries
in the URTU wanted to make it 19p but
so far moderation has prevailed. This
has been done not only to preserve the
way of life of the small shopkeeper but
to thus preserve the round of URTU
members and "make it possible for them
to continue working and providing the
service (at a cost) of supplying what is
now known as óbread ' to the public at an
óeconomicô price.

We may expect the small shopkeeper
to seek to be protected from the opera-
tion of those economic laws by which
he lives. Whether it is better to pro-
long his life and restrain the supermar-
kets from establishing complete mono-
poly is a moot point. By whom we
should be exploited is one of our few
choices. g

But for the unions to join in this
choice of co-exploiters is a growing
practice. It is an obvious dilemma to
be faced with a complete loss of a way
of livelihood but it is surely a contra-
diction of what the unions were founded

like U  

for, to join with the least evil of the
exploiters to exploit the consumer?
That the reward of such exploitation is
the prolongation of the usual employ-
ment by a few years more is insuffici-
ent. - ~

If the unions were not inherently
conservative in their wage -gaining,
job-sustaining functions, and accord-
ingly in their outlook, they would see
that the function of the unions is com-
plete workersó control of the production
and distribution of bread, or of books,
or newspapers, or of watches, and that
any compromise with small shopkeep-
ers or large employers is no substitute.

And what of the Min of Ag? It is no
function of his to facilitate the cheap
distribution of food. He, like the exist-
ing unions, works within the framework
of the capitalist profit-making system.
This he can operate in no other way
than he does. Should the unions outbid
him in profit making?
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Jack Robinson.

THE SUBJECT of óworkô possesses an"
irresistible fascination for pundits, pol-
iticians and journalists-they love work,
they can write and expound about it for
ages. Literature, and even painting are
full of noble sentiments about work-
for other people of course. óGo to the
ant, thou sluggard'. óThe busy beeó.
The animal kindom is particularly bles-
sedðor cursed--with the habit of work
and every now and again we are be-
seeched to follow their excellent exam-
ple. 7

The latest advocate of these animal-
istic precepts is Mr. Jack Jonesðan
avid organizer of work for othersðwho
has advocated that this should be the
year of the Beaver, no matter what the
Chinese have ordained. This anthropo-
morphism has its pitfalls, particularly
for those who have not checked their
natural history beforehand.

Despite Comrade Kropotkin's pertin-
ent exposition of the behaviour of anim-
als as an example in mutual aid it is
salutary to remember that we have cer-
tain advantages over the animals and we
are therefore not fore -ordained to slav-
ishly copy the behaviour of animals
whether it be in work or warfare.
















