Universality key to livelihood – it alleviates the generational racial wealth gap & destigmatizes racial stereotypes surrounding public assistance..
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In recent years, the Movement for Black Lives (2016) has endorsed UBI as part of their official manifesto. This recent endorsement of UBI follows a long history of support for guaranteed income among civil rights activists as a non-stigmatizing tool of emancipation, freedom, and eradication of poverty. Expanded welfare and guaranteed income have long been key demands in the African-American struggles for socioeconomic justice (King 1967; Nadasen 2004). Martin Luther King, for example, discusses guaranteed income in the context of the economic and social concerns of the Black communities in the USA, focusing on the ways in which the civil rights movement can identify means to ensure a respectable life for every American citizen. King suggests that targeted welfare schemes should be replaced with either unconditional guaranteed income or guaranteed employment (King 1967, 170–173). Today, racial justice activists draw on both historical and normative sources for supporting UBI and highlight UBI’s potential to reduce pervasive racist stereotypes, help close the racial wealth gap, and contribute to the reduction of crime and racist incarceration practices.
First, UBI is often put forward as a tool to break down the demonizing rhetoric of the “undeserving poor.” Since the early twentieth century, this demonizing rhetoric has been associated with the criticism of public assistance and enforcement of policies that systematically excluded African-American citizens (Neubeck and Cazenave 2001). Because of its unconditional and universal nature, UBI would make it more difficult to vilify public assistance recipients (Bidadanure 2019). For this reason, it is thought that UBI can reduce the stigma attached to public assistance and thus help undermine pervasive racist tropes associated with it.
Second, as King already argued in the seventies, UBI has the potential to alleviate poverty in a way that is preferable to the various existing targeted benefits programs (King 1967, 170–172). Since the history of slavery in the USA and the long-standing practices of racial discrimination have resulted in massive racial income and wealth inequalities, a progressively funded UBI could benefit black Americans disproportionally; as such, it would potentially amount to a targeted redistribution of the country’s wealth that has been hoarded through racist means. A UBI-type policy could also serve as reparations for descendants of former slaves and other black Americans who have been impacted by structural racism (Warren 2017). On the grounds of the ethical necessity of reparations, Dorian Warren has recently proposed a modified version of this proposal called “U+BI” or the Universal PLUS Basic Income, which is identical to most basic income proposals (an unconditional cash transfer provided to everyone on a regular basis) but includes a pro-rated additional amount for black Americans over a specified period of time. However, the extent to which UBI or U+BI could decrease the wealth and income gap will ultimately depend on how it will be funded and on which other welfare programs it supplements or replaces.
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