The plans leximining of purchasing power is key to obtain real freedom
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What, then, is the best institutional expression of the ideal captured by the slogan ‘real-freedom-for-all’? One is really free, as opposed to just formally free, to the extent that one possesses the means, not just the right, to do whatever one might want to do. When arguing against this conception of freedom, Hayek and Buchanan, as we have seen (§ 1.7), were more specific: if one abandons their own, narrower, definition of freedom, one is bound to slip into equating the latter with wealth or the budget-set. This prompts the suggestion that real-freedom-for-all requires us to leximin people's purchasing power, subject of course to respecting everyone's formal freedom. Put bluntly, our ideal requires us to raise the lowest incomes as much as is compatible with a ban on forced labour. But let us be very careful here. The real freedom we need to be concerned with is not just the real freedom to choose among the various bundles of goods one might wish to consume. It is the real freedom to choose among the various lives one might wish to lead. Stressing this distinction does not deprive income, or the budget-set, of its importance. But it makes it crucially important that the income should be given unconditionally to each citizen, no strings attached, that is, without any constraint other than her budget on not only what she may buy, but also on how she may use her time. Hence the following, far more radical suggestion. If we are serious about pursuing real-freedom-for-all —and if we are willing to abstract for the moment both from dynamic considerations and from interpersonal differences in abilities—what we have to go for is the highest unconditional income for all consistent with security and self-ownership. This is a radical suggestion indeed, not only relative to the libertarians' and their close kin's desperate groping for a narrow concept of freedom, but also relative to the standard social-democratic stance, so concerned with the real freedom to consume as abundantly as one might wish that they lose sight of the real freedom to live as unconventionally as one might fancy. In other quarters, the suggestion may be found more congenial. For example, it can be viewed as reflecting in the most straightforward fashion a key component of the old critique of capitalism by ‘scientific’ and ‘utopian’ socialism alike: the revolt against proletarian subjection to the wage relationship, and hence to the capitalists' rule. And it is also in tune with the more recent ‘green’ and ‘alternative’ movements' emphasis on quality of life, self-realization, and the preservation of inter-personal relations free of monetary considerations, in contrast to the satisfaction of material desires thanks to a career geared to making as much money as possible. It only encompasses these concerns, however, to the extent compatible with a liberal or anti-perfectionistic standpoint (see § 1.8). What the suggested institutional set-up is intended to do is not to discourage as much as possible waged labour or a career-dominated existence, but to do as much as can be done in order to provide everyone with a genuine opportunity to make different choices. 
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