Reject advocacy of basic income as a solution. Alt solves the case because it eventually results in the political conditions that generate effective forms of basic income but rejecting their framing is a prerequisite. The 1AC generates discursive risks that shatter coalitions necessary to reshape social relations. Social conditions precede evaluating basic income as a policy because they create the conditions that both govern their arguments and determine effectiveness. 
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In this chapter, I survey core narrative claims about Basic Income in historical global development and regional contexts. As a toolkit to place Basic Income in context, I propose asking how two sets of complementarities hold up in specific political settings. Tese concern, frstly, external complementarities, being conducive conditions, for instance, public fnance and services capacity, and wider forces which shape these; and, secondly, internal complementarities between the elements of Basic Income (universality, individuality, unconditionality, permanence and sufciency). Where one or both complementarities are weaker, feasibility of Basic Income is in greater doubt, whilst conversely claims may be more overdrawn, and both more contentious and less plausible. Having the internal and external complementarities in mind helps us to navigate the Basic Income debate, considering both world time and regional development contexts. I argue that the changed global context brings to the fore three paradoxes, which are linked with a disconnect between underlying conditions and contemporary opportunities for reform in the direction of Basic Income. Involved, frst, is a claim that the feasibility and a range of positive efects of Basic Income are governed by a deeper condition, which is the attainment of substantive equality in society (Haagh 2019a). Tis gives rise to an analytical paradox—the Equality Paradox—because whilst Basic Income is commonly set out as an egalitarian basis for society, it is in fact dependent on prior and more complex conditions of social equality. In addition, secondly, whilst Basic Income is set out as a foundation for equal freedom, this efect too is in fact dependent on wider conditions of social equality. On the other hand, Basic Income debate is also governed by two linked Crisis and Opportunity Paradoxes, as Basic Income is more likely to gain visibility in the context of major crises, conditions which generate opportunity, yet which also compromise Basic Income in practice. Te Crisis Paradox is a corollary of the Equality Paradox: e.g., it refers to the distance between a moral case generated by inequality, and feasibility and effects, generated by equality. On the other hand, the Opportunity Paradox refers to the greater risks of political deception in crisis conditions, for instance, the seemingly greater plausibility of a singular case for Basic Income in crisis conditions generates discursive risks, connected with overstating a Basic Income’s efects precisely at the time when doing so is more likely to seem morally persuasive, whilst being factually wrong.
In sum, I claim that the Equality Paradox creates a difficult discursive scenario, whilst—at an analytical level—highlighting a need to set Basic Income in the context of the political development of society. Even if one is persuaded that a simple egalitarian resource distribution—possibly combined with basic universal public services—ought to dominate, the Equality Paradox entails that approximating this state is bound up with a longer, more complex process of democratisation of a range of resources and social relations. In sum, the Equality Paradox refers to the fact that Basic Income is not a condition for equality or freedom in itself, but is an outcome of forms of politics that support freedom and equality: yet advocacy tends to hold that Basic Income is a source of equal freedom in society and/or a form of social equality. Tis generates political and discursive dilemmas, in so far as setting up Basic Income as a singular foundation draws attention away from conditions that might bring Basic Income about and make it effective.
Te paradoxes and dilemmas set out are active in the contemporary debate. Failure by post-war welfare states to implement unconditional income support on a universal basis has reinforced a singular focus within Basic Income advocacy, sustaining in turn a tendency to represent Basic Income as a response to systemic crises, and to beg crisis conditions in the rationale for reform. This activates the Crisis Paradox, to the degree that deepening crises in fact make Basic Income in a stable and public form less likely, yet narratives that present Basic Income as a crisis response are prone to overdraw a Basic Income’s effects, reinforcing singularity. Te Crisis and Opportunity Paradoxes manifest the Equality Paradox in contemporary debate, by reinforcing a deceptive connection between effect and crisis. Te Crisis Paradox gives rise to an Opportunity Paradox, because crises— real or imagined—enable advocates to draw out the effect of Basic Income on individuals’ freedom and the power of direct transaction in the construction of better—more morally based—or economically efective, social relations, even when said outcomes are effects of inequality. This overlooks how proportionate effects are governed. I argue, in conditions of greater inequality, a Basic Income’s effect, though relatively greater, is substantially smaller. On the other hand, freedom effects of Basic Income in conditions of greater social equality are relatively smaller but absolutely greater, because broader conditions support a Basic Income’s effects. In all, I claim that whilst Basic Income offers evident relief from poverty and lack of control, sustaining these effects or translating them into wider freedom effects is highly conditional and uncertain today. Hence, taking the Equality and Opportunity Paradoxes into account, we can broadly explain how and when it is that claims about what Basic Income can achieve are often—and perhaps increasingly—out of step with reality. The answer to the political dilemma involved is to recognise Basic Income as a smaller part in a wider set of struggles to democratise society.
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