Basic income is not a form of neoclassical economics. Neoclassical economists reject redistribution to give people incentives to enter the labor force by denying them a safety net. 
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Mainstream economists have also endorsed BIG (Hayek 1944; Friedman 1962; Friedman and Friedman 1980) because of its simplicity and its obvious advantages in simplifying government antipoverty efforts; however, radical neo-liberal economists and many neoclassical economists have rejected any form of redistribution as contrary to the “tough love” policy necessary to give the lazy an incentive to enter the labor force by denying them a social safety net. This opposition to BIG can be criticized both from inside and from outside the domain of so-called value-neutral neoclassical economics. From inside, one must recognize that “tough love” policies, which give workers greater incentive to work, also give employers less incentive to pay livable wages and therefore may not prove very loving toward those workers. Many Americans make the value judgment that poverty wages are too low. A value-neutral economist cannot question that value judgment, but should instead limit herself to addressing the following question: If voters and policymakers want to increase the incomes of low-wage workers, what is the most efficient way to do that? The answer is the basic income guarantee (see Bryan in this volume). Few, if any, economists have the restraint to take the value judgments of voters and policy markers from granted, but if they are serious about value-neutral economics, this is what they will have to do. The statement “BIG should not be introduced if it causes a decrease in work effort,” is a heavily value-laden statement that must be rejected by any economist who takes the fact-value distinction seriously and believes in “values-free” science. A criticism of this view from outside neoclassical economics would recognize that most 
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