A UBI will address racism by replacing “antagonistic security” with “cooperative security.” Antagonistic security is essential to maintain racism, while cooperative security can end predatory policing.
Machin, et al, 2017 - director of community partnerships & programing at The Undercommons [Andres with Kate Kendall, director of development, and Hal Kuehn, general operations. The Undercommons is a freedom school that was started at UCLA to provide oppressed peoples' social movements with the resources housed at universities. May 3 “No Racial Justice Without Basic Income”  Acc 3/22/23 TA] ***Note – Machin refers to UBI+ as supplement. His use is different from other authors.
In 1966 the Black Panthers released their Ten Point Platform, a series of demands and calls to action that offered a clear statement of their political orientation. The second point of the program demanded that the federal government provide either full employment or a guaranteed income. In 2016 this call was renewed by the Movement for Black Lives. What the Panthers understood in 1966 is what the Movement for Black Lives understands today: capitalism in the United States functions by creating, maintaining, and exploiting class and racial differences to produce antagonistic forms of security. Antagonistic security is security that is created for some people by processes that work against the ability of others to access resources such as wealth and political power. For those on its receiving end, it often generates precarity, from barbed wire fences to predatory police patrols. A basic income that supplemented existing welfare structures could make everyone safer while ending the most pernicious forms of policing. In the right context, basic income has the potential to expand cooperative security, which is security with others: the kind of security that a dam provides a nearby village, or that mass vaccination schemes provide a community that develops herd immunity. However, a basic income advanced as a replacement for labor regulations and other security-enhancing government programs—“UBI-,” we call it—will only further exploit those whose lives are made most precarious by this system. Conversely, a basic income that supplements existing or new welfare structures—“UBI+”—could radically redistribute security, remove incentives for the most pernicious forms of policing, and create the conditions for a more thorough overhaul of the current political system.
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