Basic Income is a facet in which humans can reciprocate cooperative behavior in order to challenge the assumptions of neoclassical theories and create a real world model of situations in which the idea of a basic income can solve real world problems. 
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A criticism of this view from outside neoclassical economics would recognize that most people do not behave as neoclassical economists assert they must, and that the world is not configured in the simple way that neoclassical economists presuppose. As Robert Frank (1988) and others have pointed out, people vote, they donate blood, they engage in acts of heroism, and they refuse to defect in single-play prisoner’s dilemma games. None of this would be possible if people were only motivated by self-interest. Altruistic behavior seems to exist side-by-side with selfish behavior (Widerquist 2003). Similarly, a good deal of psychological research, stemming from the work of Kahneman and Tversky, has demonstrated that people frequently act based on habits or heuristics rather than by following the axioms of economic rationality (Plous 1993). The question then becomes an empirical one—which of these forces on human nature is greater in various contexts? Do habits and altruistic behavior tend to trump neoclassical rationality when incomes are guaranteed, or will most people work less hard? There is some empirical evidence that government attempts to redistribute income do not adversely affect economic growth or labor efforts, at least given current levels of redistribution and current social mores (Pressman 2004). This evidence bodes well for the efficacy of a basic income guarantee. Recent work in evolutionary game theory has argued that social interdependencies do matter. Many real world situations take the form of social dilemmas like the famous prisoner’s dilemma (see Poundstone 1992). In these situations, what is rational based on short-run individual utility maximization yields outcomes that leave everyone worse off. The best possible results in social dilemmas arise when individuals follow norms of reciprocity and general social rules rather than engaging in selfish utility maximization. Moreover, evolutionary psychologists have produced substantial evidence that human beings have evolved in such a manner that they have the capacity to learn these norms and rules in order to gain from social interaction (Cosmides & Tooby 1992). Our genetic disposition towards not defecting in social situations implies that individuals may not shirk when given income guarantees. One important reason for this is that shirking generally leads to punishment. BIG punish shirkers by forcing them to live off the social minimum, which may be all the punishment we need. There is no certainty that the current system of using homelessness as the punishment for shirking is necessary to keep the labor market functioning. From an evolutionary perspective, a basic income guarantee can be viewed as a social experiment designed to yield gains from cooperative behavior; but it is an experiment undertaken with the understanding that benefits can be reduced if it turns out that shirking behavior exceeds socially acceptable levels. All this work, from many different perspectives and disciplines, calls into question the main objections to a basic income guarantee. It also supports the assumptions of social economics, and opens the door for policy proposals, like a basic income guarantee. The book review (below) by Joel Blau describes one BIG proposal for Ireland developed by Charles M.A. Clark. Clark would give a bit more than 100 Euros per week to working age adults, larger amounts to the elderly and smaller amounts to children. This would be financed by a flat tax. The papers that follow all develop the economic and philosophical case for such basic income guarantee plans from diverse perspectives and disciplines. 
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