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Universal/Basic Income??*


This document forms my Eleventh Virtual Case Study in my Third Critique of Neo-Liberalism (A Manifest of Covert and Overt Concepts for the Existential Re-Construction of the Political-Economy: Exploring Ideas Underpinning the Manifestoes Striking Out and Out Striking Plus a Subliminal Checklist: Acting as a Third Critique of Neo-Liberalism). (xxx) [0]


I have come across many references to a universal-basic income but would rather present my summary of this topic as the reference point for an examination of this subject (treated as a viable form of an innovative response to a rectification of the impact of the implementation of neo-liberally oriented political-economic policy settings). I will do this under the following six headings abbreviated as: What? Why? Why Not? How? When? Where? Concluding then with a Provisional Summary, etc. (xxx) [1]

1.    What is a Universal/Basic Income?


This general idea has been around for some time (as per Wikipedia). Often it is referred to as a ‘universal-basic income’. However, I would like to refer to a basic income given only to those persons more in need of the same, essentially, those already with disability pensions, the unemployed, and, those on other types of pensions, and, in time, the universalized extension of such provisions to all individuals (over a certain age, say, five?). I believe the basic form should be universalized within those circumscribed parameters, and, then, in time universalized to all individual resident within a certain political entity; preferably with no other qualifications beyond residency? Hence, over time, this envisagement of a progressive universalization of this basic income. (xxx) [2]


Such an income should not be confused either with a minimum wage or a system of pensions couched in the imposition of certain restrictive requirements in order to meet full membership. However, it should represent a reasonable, living wage. (xxx)[3]


In effect, reviewed in this light as a basic right, and, hopefully, exercised within the general obligations arising from the social expectations to be associated with such social assistance. In reflection, I would regard those general expectations to be observed under seven headings, namely, happiness, health, housing, and, essentials, education, employment, and/or engagement. (xxx) [4]

*
For latest version of this paper (BasicIncome) refer to Homepage Site in link: (www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html). 

Or, the Eleventh Virtual Case Study in my Third Critique of Neo-Liberalism, Section 5; page 188: (www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html ).

I.e., in broad terms, finding happiness and/or a lessening of unhappiness; better health outcomes; enjoying reasonable forms of accommodation; and, securing essentials like food, clothing, etc., as well as finding effective access to relevant social services, the Internet, etc; using such an income to further educational opportunities either on a formal basis and/or informal, self-taught basis; possibly finding employment in some form be that through working for others or working for oneself, be the latter as a profitable form of self-employment or in creative pursuits elected by that individual; and/or, in forms of social engagement that might consist of parenting, mentoring, nursing and other forms of caring, volunteering, etc. (xxx) [5]

However, it should be left to the individual, themselves, as to how such social expectations might be observed regardless of whether they be relatively met or left relatively unmet. (xxx) [6]


In this era of Internet banking, etc., the exercise of this social policy need not, in itself, consume much in the way of social resources beyond that net sum dispensed in order for there to be the delivery of this policy. Once instituted, it should be regularly reviewed. Beneficiaries either applying (online) for this award by themselves or through the assistance of some third party able to initiate and/or overseer the implementation of the same (e.g., parents, social workers, concerned citizens, etc.). (xxx) [7]


In other words, such an award, should not be viewed as a mere ‘gift’ but as an ‘incentive’ to assist people in the promotion of their general happiness, health, etc., and, as a way of recognizing their contributions to society through forms of ‘work’ viewed through a broad lens; be that education, vocation, labour, creative forms of production, etc., and/or forms of social engagement that might entail our concern for and care of others, etc. (xxx) [8]

2.    Why the Need for a Basic Income/Universal Income?


Periodically this topic surfaces for discussion; being introduced by people who feel its promotion merits investigation. Currently, there is a general unease in society arising from issues concerning rising inequality, ongoing discontentment with the continuing incremental imposition of neo-liberal policy settings, a general fearfulness for employment prospects in the light of both recent innovations such as AI, automation, robots, driverless cars, etc., and trends that are seeing a persisting lack of wage growth if not a reversal in such forms of compensation for labour (in a context where the possession of capital and/or executive privilege is being increasingly over-rewarded). (xxx) [9]


Such observations and fears, as just noted above, do not seem to be finding forms of appeasement in the historical observations that the loss of old technologies will be suitably replaced by the advent of new ones. I.e., that these novel forms of vocational employment, developed through such innovations, will be both in such numbers so as to sufficiently replace such displaced workers and/or proffer a similar level of remuneration for those who find commensurate re-employment there or elsewhere. In other words, there are fears that the future of employment will be marred by the dark shadow of non-equity, i.e., the absolute non-possession of a job or the relative under-employment or mis-employment of employees in an economy that no longer appears to value, to the same extent, the majority of its work force. That, as well, employees will also have both inter-generational and intra-generational inequity to deal with along with current levels of dis-equity that now increasingly appear to be more prevalent in both working conditions and/or levels of pay. Such concerns could be addressed through some form of independent, state-sponsored unionism? However, in the meantime such ongoing imbalances on a neo-liberal landscape, or mindscape, seemed destined to persist? (xxx) [10]


But, the spectre of such a discussion is often quickly dismissed by those who do not suitably understand the dis-quiet being experienced by the general populace, or, at least, by those who worry about such concerns on the behalf of the same. (xxx) [11]

3.    Why Not?? Arguments Against and Counter-Arguments For??


In Switzerland, this type of policy was not successful in a recent referendum.
 Much fanfare for an experiment in Finland has be very much undermined by a change in government, a general lack of will and commitment to continue the same, and, its small population sample.
 In a small town in the US, in a short experiment with no formal review, it appears that hospital admissions were lowered during this period of this type of social experiment and, as well, that school attendances, overall, were improved.
 Other studies also suggest that such income has little effect on overall levels of ‘work-like involvement’ if our definition of ‘work’ were to include the ‘continuance of current employment, seeking re-employment, education, creative forms of production and/or parenting or other forms of caring, etc.’. Such an observation, admittedly presented as tentative, given a lack of suitably conducted trials, counters one of the main criticisms that the awarding of this form of income will only encourage lazy people to be even more lazy.
 But, human nature being what it is, it is a more common observation to find that people cannot bear being inactive for any considerable amount of time. Indeed, it was pointed out to me by an anthropologist that, e.g., even though nomadic hunters and gathers need not expend lengthy periods of time in such pursuits they were obviously not idle in the interim, between such preoccupations, given the over-production of flint knives, the care and attention lavished on carvings, etc., as a way to efficiently fill this luxury of having so much time that they felt needed to be meaningfully exercised? Or, the contemporary observation, that people cannot be idle for long just as, e.g., the proverbial ‘restfulness’ of Xmas day is then soon overruled by the activities of a Boxing Day, etc? (xxx) [12]


What are the main arguments often utilized to dismiss such a policy? That it will encourage people to be lazy and over-dependent; that such a scheme is too expensive; and, that such a policy is not natural since gift-giving should always be framed through the intersection of forms of mutual obligation, etc??? (xxx) [13]


Let me deal with the second type of general objection first (and then address the other two, effectively, as two sides of the same coin). (xxx) [14]


Admittedly, such a scheme, even if treated as a basic income only, would be expensive. However, most mature democracies are already spending a large quantity of their revenues on a variety of schemes for social assistance such as pensions for the elderly, disability support, unemployment payments, etc.
 They all could, with a few exceptions perhaps
, be brought under the umbrella of a basic or universal scheme and implemented through the use of a registry (with a subsidiary mechanism for the review of individual applications, etc.). The policy itself could be subjected to a regular process of overview in order to assess increasing levels of payment and a broadening of applications, etc., as determined through the auspices of a non-partisan/bi-partisan committee for conducting this type of political-economic review. We could assume that a large percentage of a basic income is already being paid by governments through the extensions of such wealth transfers as currently enacted. In the light of this observation, we could estimate the difference that would need to be paid in order to sufficiently fulfill this limited brief that such citizens that would be supported by a basic income all find an adequate level in such financial support. This difference in the level of overall, current funding versus future funding of this basic income could be further diminished by noting a number of strategies that collectively might successfully bridge this gap. E.g., it should be recognized that people on the lower end of the socio-economic scale usually have great difficulty in being able to save and usually have to quite quickly consume most of their income. In this regard, we could safely assume that most of this income is going to be taxed through the functions of a consumption tax, should this type of taxation be present, and be returned very closely in line with the level of duty being charged. Consumption also generates an economic dividend in the sense that currency remains as ‘currency’ in currency that then meets with additional forms of consumption and the associated consumption taxes that are found exercised on those ensuing additional forms of consumption that arise on the back of any form of initiated consumption. Moreover, any labour, etc., involved in this very efficient consumption of those manufactured products, the utilization of certain services and/or any associated forms of information formation promoted by this sector receiving a basic income would also incur and deliver certain additional levels of taxation, etc. Furthermore, governments could tax companies that created levels of income beyond a certain quantum per employee at a higher rate for a variety of reasons, e.g., through invoking or re-invoking the acceptance of a social contract… to the taxing the utilization and uptake of robots and automated systems, etc., in workplaces that have reduced or operate on minimal levels of apparent workplace participation, etc. Governments could also invest, on a regularly mandated basis, a small fraction of total revenues actually collected, in wealth funds and the like in order to seek a compounding enlargement of income from such investment instruments over the course of time. Similarly, individuals, both in the workforce and outside the workforce, could also have a certain proportion of their income, in whatever form if it were to be obtained, placed in similar investment vehicles whose collective wealth, and additional wealth generation, is only utilized for the delivery of this basic income (and, perhaps, as well, as a source for immediate funds needed in the course of local, national and/or international emergencies, but, which must be duly recovered at some later point in time?). Governments, might also charge additional fees for certain services to make up this difference besides also invoking forms of debt management (most likely more efficient and effective, I would like to add, than the observed effects of current forms of quantitative easing, etc.). All in all, this difference could be progressively crossed. Countries, on balance, outside times of war and financial crises, do become increasingly wealthy over time and there is no good reason why a sustainably excised, reasonable fraction of this wealth dividend not be redirected to those who stand in better need of such financial assistance through such moderately exercised and sensibly enacted wealth transfers.
 Indeed, merely as an extension of what is already taking place in all mature democracies that give access to their citizenry to such forms of social support and assistance.  I would also like to add that the augmentation of such an overall social program would also deliver many forms of indirect benefit, with diminished costs for society as a whole, given that we would see a diminished uptake of social services that would have otherwise been taken up through a lack of such social support in the first place. Just as studies have shown that the appropriately exercised housing of the homeless is a more cost-effective prospective policy to pursue than an assortment of policies that deal, retrospectively, with the wake of such a phenomenon.
  (xxx) [15]


Other objections often take the form that such income assistance will foster and institutionalize lazy people, that such funds will be spent on gambling and other forms of addiction, etc. That, in essence, it is not natural to just give money that has not been suitably ‘earned’. On such a count we would need to exclude those people who win substantial amounts in a lottery, or, those executives who expect to obtain obscene amounts of financial recompense from a financially based vocation even if they make decisions that lose that financial company either money and/or more lucrative opportunities. Indeed, as well, skewing performance indicators, e.g., etc., in the short-term in order to ensure that they will still obtain such excessive remuneration year in and year out! Or, in the same vein, having sufficient funds to pay lawyers and accountants, etc., in order to filter your remuneration in such a manner that you pay considerably less in tax if at all. If an indiscreet president can argue that this is the norm for business people ‘good at doing business’ then how could society as a whole criticize the giving of financial support to those people often considerably stand in great need of the same? (xxx) [16]


How might we best counter such argument? For a start, it is philosophically wrong to deny many people income support on the basis of a few who do not comply with social expectations in this regard. No one should have a prescription filled for antibiotics to take home with them given that some people will not comply with the terms of that prescription and take as prescribed. The fact that some people might die, as a result of not having access to those antibiotics, is neither here nor there for those people who subscribe to such an illogical, anti-human oriented argument. Nevertheless, critics seriously run with this specious type of criticism and expect us to sympathize with this callous disregard for the enhanced welfare of the majority. So, a few people will choose to continue to gamble, drink or take drugs on the back of such support is no argument for delivering assistance to those who will utilize such augmented finances to better their lives and the lives of those around them. Indeed, the opposite might well be the case, since studies seem to tentatively suggest that when people have a better sense of control over their destiny they are more inclined to better themselves by exercising such positive opportunities rather than resorting to patterns of behaviour that might prevent such aspirational instantiation. Without a doubt, it is more difficult for people to experience an enrichment of their relationships if they have an insufficiency of funding beyond the daily necessities of food, clothing and accommodation, etc. We live in a world where the contractual intersects, if not dominates, the compactual realm of our being in this world with-others. The former is dependent on funds to enter into commercial contracts be it from renting a place to stay to obtaining a simple cup of coffee. The contractual realm is hierarchically dominated and where relationships are limited and subjected to a considerable inequality in power relations and in terms of status. In contrast, a compactual realm is where power relations are overlooked and people are engaged without direct reference to forms of social status. But these two realms also intersect. E.g., if you pay your fare you can climb aboard the bus. However, you should not expect to be told to get down the end of the bus because of your racial appearance, your social status, because you might be homeless or for any other reason. Then, again, on a train or a plane, position of your seat on such modes of transport are often bought in accordance with the price you pay for a recognition of your social status and/or travel aspirations, etc. This intersection of the contractual and compactual realms informing social expectations as to how we are expected to behave, etc. Still, even if misbehavior is frowned upon and perhaps sanctioned, in some form or other, that fact itself cannot be used as an excuse and blanket proscription to further limit the social interactions of the many who do not misbehavior in accordance with such written and unwritten conventions as found entailed in those relevant social expectations. (xxx) [17]


Should the extension of a basic income, as a form of social ‘gift-giving’ be construed or misconstrued as ‘unnatural’, outside a realm of social obligations, etc. In this regard, perhaps we should ask such recipients of this type of funding as to what they might think and feel in his regard? Often such respondents express considerable gratefulness that their lives have been made a little bit easier, now have a wider range of options, or, at least, do not have to sacrifice certain options in order to obtain and discharge more pressing needs; be they for themselves or their families or partners. At the bottom of the socio-economic scale we all too often find the phenomenon of the ‘working poor’. Despite hours of hard work, people in this category cannot balance the inescapable costs of their lives be it for accommodation, food, clothing, health requirements, cost associated with education and the like. As much as they work they still cannot get an overall income that might be described as a reasonable and decent ‘living wage’. In Victorian times a social myth much disseminated was that ‘the poor were ever lazy’. Statistics reveal quite the opposite. In order to simply rent a room, these folk would toil for hours at home or in service or on the streets or in some institution that promised the semblance of a wage. Then, in times of periodic depression, with less work to be obtained, those with property rarely dropped their rentals for accommodation with the implication that the poor had to work even harder to get and keep a rented roof over their heads. Today, such bizarre myths are still being disseminated by the socially blind or ignorant; those misguided souls who do not realize to what extent the working poor in our society must struggle just to make proverbial ‘ends meet’. In reflection, therefore, we should not regard the extension of an income support system as being without obligations. There may well be no formal obligations insisted upon to be observed by the recipient, once registered for this type of program. Still, as noted, obligations are indeed felt and very much observed. In evidence from such trials, it would appear that those implicit obligations are being met on the whole through the free choice of those elected individuals to utilize such assistance in the manner as envisaged. This conclusion can be drawn from a variety of indications that, e.g., a greater degree of happiness is present, that general levels of health have improved, that a greater uptake of educational possibilities are entered into, that such individuals can elect to extend hours of unpaid work in the form of basic parenting, caring for the elderly, better mentoring of children with their schooling, etc., and so on. (xxx) [18]


Left to the so-called wisdom of the marketplace, with the advent of robots, automation, driverless cars and the like, people whose vocations escape such downsizing, outsourcing, globalization, etc., i.e., choreographers, executives, successful artist, etc., do not have to worry so much about finding and keeping a job that would traditionally pay them an acceptable wage. But, for the rest of us, such anxieties are reinforced with a vivid freshness, continually being re-iterated by traditional media and social media, that can only further unsettle those who are left to suffer the excesses of the neo-liberally dominated landscape along with its competitive, Darwinian attitudes; where ‘success should meet due recompense and failure should find little or no recompense’. We cannot all become cleaners, gardeners, house painters, nannies and dog-walkers! Left to the devices of such an unfair marketplace, most of us, surely, would become members of this working poor… operating on a subsistence or below subsistence level of recompense. With the loss of traditional forms of labour, and associated unions, what now is there between us and such a marketplace whose constitutional imperatives would be to oversee minimal wages for labour and maximum profits for capital, etc? Governments must intervene and rectify both such distortions and ensuing inequalities to that extent that maintain the current civility of a civil society. Should the society of a mature democracy, or of any other form of government, go down this extreme path of excessive neo-liberal dominance, etc., then innovative considerations of a basic income, if not a universal income, must be seriously considered, debated and implemented when and where necessary!? (xxx) [19]

4.    How Might a Basic Income/Universal Income be Instituted?


Recently, I have phenomenologically examined the topic of innovation collectively under the three headings of exploration, consolidation and innovation in order to address an important aspect of my manifestoes which call for relatively radical processes of productive re-direction when and where a response is called for that can no longer be suitably met through a merely reiterated process of habitual or conventional redirection. Innovation, to be viable, needs to have adequate foundations in the entirety of the political-economy and, through its utilization, be productive of a beneficial excess in valuational formation. Obviously, the innovation of the implementation of a basic income needs, first, to be well thought out in the political sphere and this demand could be met through forms of political debate that seek to discuss this concept, refine the manner of its nature and execution, and, anticipate the positive ramification of such a policy. To find implementation, as a policy, its needs first to be suitably thematized in political terms of reference. However, to be implemented its then needs to substantially migrate to the economic aspect of the political-economy and be designed through a financial lens in order to find practicalimplementation. The third sphere of the political-economy, the stylistic dimension, should also be taken into account in order to critically appreciate both the negative and positive features issuing from this form of relatively radical re-direction and, when and where thought necessary, fine tune such re-directed processes as entailed in such innovative policies. (xxx) [20]


‘Exploration’ looks for the problematic and/or problematizes what may or may not be seen already in a problematic light. ‘Consolidation’ anchors such insights close to those conventional patterns or genres of behaviour that appear to possibly proffer suitable forms of resolution. Such interpretations and appropriations are then re-constructed to better re-interpret and re-appropriate such novel modes of intentional direction that appear to proffer more efficient and/or more effective potential resolutions of such problematicity. I.e., exercise and/or modify those modes of thought and practice already to hand in order to determine and appreciate processes of resolution and, therein, a solution to such problematicity; regardless of whether those approaches are to be treated as either innovative and/or non-innovative in orientation. Given such social discontentment in the workplace, etc., it would be wise for politicians to well debate such issues and, through the dialectics of such a process, find ways and means for an ensuing resolution of such social issues. One such approach, that needs to be seriously examined and thoroughly debated, is this concept of a basic income (and its eventual universalization). (xxx) [21]


Therefore, for an innovation to be viable it must be well debated in the political arena, and, thence, further translated into a form of policy formation that can be successfully implemented in the sphere of the political-economic (and not just left in the sphere of the political). In other words, implementation must be well thought out. Moreover, a critical evidence-based appreciation should also be organized in order to fine tune this process of relatively radical re-direction and, when demonstrable, deconstruct and dismiss those criticisms that are not reality based in either fact or logic. (xxx) [22]


Once this rationale for policy implementation is organized and ready to be implemented, questions of how, why, when and where, effectively, are already answered. How might such a program be implemented once political will is in place for its serious implementation? (xxx) [23]


In reality the implementation of this type of policy, the extension of a basic income, should not be too difficult to implement (if the political will is in place to orchestrate such a program and oversee something more than a mere experiment limited to a small number of recipients without discharging adequate levels of income support). A register of recipient could merely include all welfare recipients already enrolled in other programs. Then, additional applicants could be simply screened for the applicableness of their application. The dissemination of funds utilizing modes of distribution already in place, preferably, in an electronic form of banking or some other alternative equivalent. In essence, effective full-scale implementation should not be too problematic. (xxx) [24]

5.    When should such Provisions be Instituted?


We live in economies that, currently, are not capable of satisfactorily adjusting to transformational transitions! I have recently noted that when a traditional industry closes down (in Australia) despite governmental monies spent to smooth this period of transition one third of those who are made redundant seem to make a satisfactory transitioning to comparable forms of reemployment, but, one third do not migrate to equivalent forms of commensurate employment and the last third seem to fail to bridge this gap entirely; either finding serious under-employment or long periods of unemployment. Given that many traditional forms of employment are already subject to similar processes of disruption then this type of scenario is only going to be repeated to varying degrees across the entire political-economy. Obviously, the time for debate on this topic is now and a need for this type of innovation may well explain the current rise in interest in this type of policy re(-)formation. On traditional and non-traditional forms of media I have found a vast number of people who are seriously engaging this topic.
 It behooves government to play a more proactive role in a debate of this topic and to seriously consider the implementation of trials in order to see if such a policy could better assist the public in this period of disruptive transformation of the workplace and marketplace. The question needs to be raised if a basic income, or some close alternative, is not going to be implemented then how should a government approach this acute area of public concern? Perhaps such a program needs to be instituted right now, but, until the pre-requisites of a serious political debate have taken place, such a program, unfortunately, cannot be seriously implemented! Obviously, therefore, this topic needs to be politically thought through first in order to then successfully run with the same! (xxx) [25]

6.    Where should such Provisions be Instituted?


Once such a scheme is thought worthwhile then the question to be asked is where? Where should it be implemented – in areas of pronounced poverty and depressed economic activity, or, in areas undergoing a loss of traditional industries, or, either in the center of cities or in distant rural townships, etc? Should the scheme start as one more experiment or should it be adopted nationwide, and, should the amount of income be small to begin with and then increased incrementally over time or should the income be adequate and of an amount that can immediately replace pensions, etc? (xxx) [26]


In my opinion, given that difficult times call for extraordinary efforts politicians should just proceed with a thorough rollout of this type of scheme with a degree of income that does not differentiate and discriminate between an unemployed person, a person with disabilities or a person with some other form of pension. (xxx) [27]


There is no place for demeaning expressions of an ingrained neo-liberally inspired bias that discriminates between so-called ‘winners and losers’ or so-called ‘lifters and leaners’. We live in a political-economy that has never satisfactorily met ‘the desire for reasonable and suitable employment’ and ‘that employment that appears to be available’ in that time or period such employment is desired and seriously sought after. The transformation of the workplace and marketplace, through digital disruption, etc., have just made this type of problem (of an ever recurrent mismatch) even worse. Then, in the light of this worsening anomaly for a perennial mismatching of such information, traditional critic should seriously realize how wrong they are to criticize all unemployed or under-employed people for not having adequate employment when it is just not possible for all people to be suitably matched in this regard. As just noted, in the transition from traditional industries, often despite the very best efforts of government, etc., two thirds of those redundant workers are either not going to find commensurate forms of work or even find adequate forms of work at all. Why should such aspiring workers be blamed for changing conditions in the workplace that deprive them of finding either equivalent or adequately commensurate forms of work? The marketplace has changed and with it the nature of the workplace. Or, by postulating that some or all of these ‘workers’ are lazy must say something more about the lack of social insight demonstrated by such ignorant critics! As already noted, it is wrong to treat or mistreat an entire class of people on the grounds that a few of its members might have a different profile to the more general profile of that same class.  If one hundred workers want to sit down in a park on a bench during their lunchbreak and there is only room for the seating of fifty then fifty of those workers will not be able to sit on a bench in that park and eat their lunch during their lunchbreak. Would we criticize those workers for being slow in getting to that park before too many others have arrived? If they were to leave work early might they not be criticized for that too? In the same vein ‘pensioners’ of all descriptions should not be criticized for being unemployed or having a disability or just being old, etc. The inauguration of a basic income is one way to institute a completely fairer system that ceases to make such pointless discriminations all too often invoked and promoted by politicians appealing to instincts of a more base nature. We must remember, we all enter this world as dependent upon our parents or carers, and, many of us, unfortunately, will leave this world in a similar state of being dependent upon others…. (xxx) [28]

7.    Provisional Conclusion, Comments and Observations

Viable forms of innovation need suitable forms of political thematization, economic consolidation and critical forms of innovative response that enact a degree of valuational formation
 in keeping with the nature of our intentional aspirations in that same regard. The institution of a basic income, and its later extension as a universal income, is just one innovative response that seems to be called for in this transitional period in the evolution of the current political-economy so obviously undergoing considerable degrees of disruptive transformation. No doubt other innovative responses will also need to be invoked and, hopefully, implemented in a successful manner. Indeed, in this regard, it is a prime political imperative that governments and other institutions need to seriously confront the challenges entailed in this period of transformational disruption and where the very nature of work and other related attitudes will also need to be radically re-defined! Furthermore, it is obvious, that for mature democracies to remain democratic in both name and practice this imperative, and others, e.g., like an amelioration of global warming along with a need for greater resilience, etc., will need to be both boldly addressed and suitably redressed; i.e., sufficiently resolved in such a manner that further enriches our lives before-others, reverses and diminishes processes of mis-equity and inequality as we, with-others, both navigate and negotiate this changing vista of the political-economies in which we find ourselves immersed. As a response to the imminent disruption of such changing times, in the midst of the ongoing, overall creation of social wealth in our political-economies, the issue of a basic income, etc., needs to be thoroughly debated and, most likely, enacted in an economic form that satisfactorily meets those intentional aspirations that come together to constitute, both effectively and efficiently, its responsible political-economic implementation…! (xxx) [29] 








       Noël Tointon, Sydney, 28.12.17.

� 	What is it/what are they? And, should such an income be instituted? Hence ‘??’.


� 	On June 5, 2016, nearly 77% of the voting Swiss rejected a proposal to introduce a guaranteed basic income for all.


� 	Refer, e.g., to the New York Times, 20 July 2017, or, Futurism: What We Can Learn From Finland’s Basic Income Experiment (� HYPERLINK "http://www.futurism.com/what-we-can-learn-from-finlands-basic-income-experiment/" �www.futurism.com/what-we-can-learn-from-finlands-basic-income-experiment/�).


� 	E.g., in Dauphin, in Manitoba between 1974 and 1979. Refer to Wikipedia article: Basic income pilots. From a later examination of relevant data, it was noted that a significant reduction in hospitalizations occurred in that period and that a greater number of teenagers also extended their length of schooling. In Canada, in Ontario, three year basic income projects are being launched in three regions, etc.


� 	Refer to Wikipedia, article titled: Basic income. For a list of Ten (Positive) Reasons to Support Basic Income refer to: � HYPERLINK "http://www.basicincome.org.uk/reasons-support-basic-income" �www.basicincome.org.uk/reasons-support-basic-income�. 


� 	Social security and welfare represents 35 per cent of the Australian Government’s expenses (although difficult to compute and compare given differing definitions of what is included or excluded, such as, e.g., child allowance, carer pensions, etc) (according to Parliament of Australia website: � HYPERLINK "http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliament/Parliamenta" �www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliament/Parliamenta�). In addition to this expense, governments may also support schools, hospitals, police, law courts, etc., and it is to be hoped that the universal extension of a basic income might create a lessening in demand and cost for the operating of such institutions?


� 	With exceptions like military pensions, political pensions, superannuation for civil servants, etc., that are already bound by current contractual agreements, etc.


� 	Than those forms of wealth transfer, e.g., that would be instituted in times of revolution, social chaos, financial crises, etc.


� 	One article, by Matthew Yglesias, claims that ‘Giving housing to the homeless is three times cheaper than leaving them on the streets’. Refer to � HYPERLINK "http://www.vox.com/2014/5/30/5764096/its-three-times-cheaper-to-give-housing-to-the-homeless-than-to-keep" �www.vox.com/2014/5/30/5764096/its-three-times-cheaper-to-give-housing-to-the-homeless-than-to-keep� 


� 	Indeed, one of the reasons I decided to write this report, and represent it as a working proposal, was the fact that I found many very interesting articles on just this topic. Rather than just pick one as my representative virtual text, I thought it to be more worthwhile to just summarize many of the good points I discovered in either reading these articles or viewing these videos, etc.


� 	I.e., ‘valuational formation’ as ‘the political thematization of identity, the economic implementation of process, and, the critical, existential development of value formation… be that through viable, non-innovative patterns of redirection and/or viable innovative patterns of re-direction.





