Actually there’s still a bunch of problems with a UBI – their author
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The weakness of most proposals for payment of a basic income is that they envisage funding through general taxation based on rolling up current welfare payments. This raises the problem of the level of payment. Spreading the available money universally may mean that those in most need might see a drop in income. Those unable to access other forms of income may still require means-tested benefits. Also, it would not challenge the difference in status between the public and commercial economies and unpaid care work. A basic income would still be seen as dependent on the ‘wealth creating’ sector, requiring high levels of taxation if a level of income was to be provided that created real choice. The politics of a basic income also needs to be kept in mind. An early proponent was the right-wing economist Milton Friedman (1962). He proposed a negative income tax that would be implemented in place of all direct welfare payments and services. The aim was to solve the demand problem for capitalism. There would always be money in circulation, but it would leave people at the mercy of the market relying only on charity to relieve need. While neoliberalism has not reached this extreme, it has undermined the legitimacy of the welfare state.
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