Dignity, Poverty and Citizen's Income

Citizens' Income - An Introduction

A Citizens' Income (CI) is not a new philosophical idea, it was proposed as a concept as long ago as 1526 by Ludovicus Vives who said: 

 “…the municipal government should be given the responsibility of securing a subsistence minimum to all its residents..” (Vives 1526)

 As The Enclosures of the Commons progressed from that time, the idea of recompense to those forced from the land developed.  Thomas Paine said in the 18th century that:

	"As the land gets cultivated...it is the value of the improvement only, and not the earth itself, that is in individual property. Every proprietor, therefore, of cultivated lands, owes to the community a ground-rent for the land which he holds; and it is from this ground-rent that the fund proposed in this plan is to issue.  (Out of this fund) there shall be paid to every person, when arrived at the age of twenty-one years, the sum of fifteen pounds sterling, as compensation in part, for the loss of his or her natural inheritance, by the introduction of the system of landed property. And also, the sum of ten pounds per annum, during life, to every person now living, of the age of fifty years, and to all others as they shall arrive at that age.  (Payments should be made) to every person, rich or poor...because it is in lieu of the natural inheritance, which, as a right, belongs to every man, over and above the property he may have created, or inherited from those who did" (Paine, 1796)


John Stuart Mill in the 19th Century and Bertrand Russell, Otto Von Bismarck, Eric Fromm and Martin Luther King in the 20th Century have all supported such a principle. 

A CI has also been the policy of the Green Party of England and Wales for more than 30 years and there are two main campaign Groups in Britain proposing a CI; 'The Citizens' Income Trust' and the 'Basic Income Earth Network'. While these campaign groups have slightly different approaches to costing, implementing and promoting the CI they share the same basic tenets.  Fundamentally, these rest on the following: 

A Citizens' or Basic Income is an income: 

“unconditionally granted to all on an individual basis, without means test or work requirement. It is a form of minimum income guarantee...:

it is paid to individuals rather than households;

it is paid irrespective of any income from other sources;

it is paid without requiring the performance of any work or the willingness to accept a job if offered." (BIEN 2014)

Crucially, it is non-deductable nor taxed no matter if one earns additional income. The anticipated benefits for a CI are that it would reduce inequality, enhance individual freedom and dignity, be positive for the economy, social cohesion, families, and employment, and provide a share in the fruits of all development past and future. It would additionally represent a form of economic 'commons' from the private enclosures of money and would be a financial recognition of the value of every person as of right and would allow for the dignity of full human flourishing.

In practical terms a CI would give stability to people impacted by the uncertainties of the labour markets, would compensate for the global competitive pressures to lower wages and would create less interregional inequality. It may also, and perhaps most importantly of all, reshape the way society sees itself to one of full inclusivity and kindness.

These are big claims and time will tell whether they will be met but we will outline here some of the reasons that business as usual is not an option as far as security, dignity, rights and justice for the many are concerned.

It should be made very clear here that CI is not at all related to the governments' Universal Credit scheme.  Universal Credit is not universal at all, only applying to those on certain means tested incomes. In contrast, CI is a transformatory system for everyone that would contribute to a new and bold contract or common bond for society that, equally importantly, would have consideration for the eco-system.

Identifying the Context of for the Citizens' Income

Why is a CI such a powerful idea right now? The globalisation of the world’s employment markets is creating huge challenges to future generations’ hopes for freedom and independence across Europe, the same insecurities that have been experienced by the poor world for decades.  In Europe, after a century of improvement in the development of dignity in employments rights, personal rights, social mobility, pension entitlements and legal rights, we are seeing an abrupt change.

This process has speeded up dramatically following the burst of the massive debt  bubble created by the excessive speculation of banking and financial institutions that reached meltdown in 2008. This debt bubble had been ignored by government policy across the Western world as it cover ed the unacknowledged and politically unacceptable implications of the downward income pressures of globalisation and market deregulation.  This was followed by the imposition of an austerity agenda on citizens' rather than on the financial markets. The squeeze on wages, jobs and the social security system has been a boon for capital across Europe but has added to dramatically rising levels of inequality, with the poorest 50% of Britons now owning only 3-4% of the total wealth (Piketty 2014) while the number of billionaires has tripled. (BBC 2014)

As the workforce has become increasingly globalised, the historical advantages that the people of the West have benefited from are being rapidly eroded, especially for the less mobile who may have family to care for and those less skilled who have just physical labour to offer. From the time of slavery to the cost cutting outsourcing of manufacturing abroad, Western nations and corporations have increasingly scoured the world for cheap goods and labour. More recently service industries have followed suit through ubiquitous global call-centres and online jobs based on 'crowd-working', where individual pieces of work are offered to the lowest bidder world wide - for instance, designing a poster - paid only to the design chosen and usually at extremely low remuneration rates. All this is part of a global economic convergence which has  both positive and negative consequences.

All of these developments are creating a growing 'Precariat Class’. This term has been coined by Professor Guy Standing (Standing 2014) and he identifies three groups within what he calls the Precariat Class, consisting of:


1) Those who have very challenging, marginalising problems and are dependent on kindness and state support to maintain their dignity, for instance those with no employment, disabled people, refugees, homeless, and those with ill-heath.

2) A very large group of maybe 60% of the population who are often in work but on low or precarious incomes themselves, often what might have been at one time been called the working class or proletarians. Increasingly this encroaching system of precariousness is also impacting on managers, the self-employed and other workers who can be easily undercut, put on short contracts or replaced with the large pool of people in an overcrowded jobs market. This group may in particular be influenced by media and politicians to cite blame for their situation on those who are portrayed as being in the first group above. They may oppose immigration as people stealing their jobs or blaming those who are unemployed or ill and in receipt of social security.

3) The third group are well aware of the wider globalising trends and are often refusniks of the business-as-usual model and critics of politics-as-normal. They are often well-educated and not keen on the traditional role of continuous, job for life, tenured labour and have little wish for its return.  These people are often working in the public or third sector, in some form of self-employment or doing bits and bats of work to make ends meet. They are often in activist groups such as Occupy or UK Uncut and this is from whom the push for CI is most pronounced.

 Precariat well describes the insecure and growing nature of the precarious state so many people find themselves in although without the naming of it they often feel isolated. A utilitarian politics has almost entirely focused on the middle 'swing' voters has largely ignored the rapidly growing 'precariat who, in consequence, have become increasingly detached from politics, and experience little real explanatory recognition of their situation from establishment sources.  It is very much this vastly growing group of people that, across Europe, are receptive to political groups like UKIP in Britain, the Front Nationale in France or, at the other end of the political spectrum to Syriza in Greece However, even more are so alienated they do not engage at all, in the recent European Elections UKIP in the Britain received just 9% of the total eligible vote with 65% not voting at all

There often appears to be a complete lack of political honesty and vision inside the prevailing political orthodoxy across the Western World. Other than fiercer forms of the current paradigm, few really transformatory solutions seem to address the dramatic situation of the precariat. From mainstream establishment voicepeices the  narratives of the individual as the sole arbiter of their fortune, a punishing Lutheran work ethic and ideas of the feckless seems to have returned to dominate.

The loss of rights and dignity 

In tandem with the toughening overall economic situation for many, the emancipatory trend of the last 100 years towards legal and statutory access to law, rights, unions and a voice for dignity are being withdrawn.  The very idea of a social security system and safety net has been spun into a 'benefits' system - although most recipients have often paid in  considerable sums over the years through their tax and national insurance contributions.

The withdrawal of legal aid is leaving people with less redress to justice and in May 2014 Judge Alex Cameron, brother of David Cameron, collapsed a trial at Southwark Crown Court as no barristers in the country could afford to provide representation to the defendants. (Carter 2014)

Personally invasive, means-tested, sanctioned, behaviourally dependent and conditioned benefits have replaced a universal rights based approach to a social security safety net. 2013/14 saw a rise to 800,000 in the number of people having their already paucitious benefits sanctioned, more than double the number in 2012/13. (TUC 2014)

A stark and immediate example of the impact of these policies can be seen in the dramatic rise in the use of foodbanks. The Trussel Trust produced figures in April 2014 to show that they had given out 913,138 emergency food bank rations in 2013/14 compared to 128,697 in 2011/12. (Trussel Trust 2014). The use of these banks is limited to three donations per recipient and usually depends on some form of interview and eligibility test.  Many local foodbanks are asking for food that does not need to be cooked as many people in need have no means of heating it. Foodbank provision is patchy and it is creating an undignified system reminiscent of the Poor Laws of 1536 and 1834 set up to deal with the 'impotent poor'. 

Rapidly rising energy costs are creating yet another way that individuals are  facing health damaging poverty. The more 2 million people on Job Seekers Allowance are only receiving £72 per week (or less aged under 21) as successive governments have lowered welfare payments increases below the rate of inflation and stigmatised unemployment as a personal not structural issue. While some people can get additional housing support, this still provides inadequate income for basic needs. It needs frequently to be remembered when discussing these issue that this increasing impoverishment is set against a rocketing growth of wealth of the top 10% of society.

It is not just groups at the most vulnerable extremes who are under pressure. Wages have increasingly been subsidized through the state in the form of various forms of working tax credits, as ultra-competitive labour markets have forced cuts to wages, pensions, conditions and holiday pay, especially for  new employees and for those with temporary employment.  Seventy percent of those receiving welfare are in work, but their income is too low to cover costs. The expectation to buy a house and progress on the housing ladder, work hard for a guaranteed pension and to have universal employment rights from the beginning of employment, have largely been ended.

The haunting contradiction of the free-market, usually explained in classical economics as the free movement of goods, labour and capital, is being exposed. Those who try to follow these tenets by getting on their global bikes to find capital and goods are becoming both more numerous and increasingly punished. They are also losing any rights to support, health care or accommodation, instead being treated as criminals and humiliatingly, often being held in detention centres. As the drawbridge comes down across Fortress Europe, those who we once used for our bidding are now disowned, unwanted and literally washed up.  The very serious International Panel on Climate Change predictions and the consequent desperate refugees will only intensify the arguments about security and well-being. Threats to soils, food, energy and water supplies in a rapidly populating and increasingly degraded world will likely become more stark everywhere. All these issues beg for a dramatic, compassionate and inclusive response that a CI can help to create.

The Costs of Insecurity

There are a number of micro factors such as adminstration expenses behind the cost of the social security system that also add to the great advantages of the move to a universal CI for everyone.  The present economic system is actually leading to rising social spending even as unemployment figures fall. Rapidly increasing costs of housing benefit and increased working tax credits as hours are lowered and wages held down are two major factors. Employers have sought to avoid the paying a regular wage by methods like zero hour contracts.

The introduction of the total welfare spending cap (Inman 2014)  that gained cross-party support in the House of Commons in 2014 and will be introduced in 2016 is mainly  ideological in its withdrawal or the public realm from life. However the increasing social security costs are real and part of the reason for it. The implications of this policy shift are likely to be extremely severe and are publicly almost totally undiscussed, but they will create extreme pressure on already minimal welfare payments.  Housing benefit claims alone are predicted to rise by 40% by 2020 (Collinson 2014) as rents increase way beyond inflation - that alone is equivalent to nearly a third of the total welfare budget.  The rising number of pensioners and pension costs together with various tax credit costs will all add considerably to this dynamic.

In addition to this, there is  cross-party support for a move towards contributory benefits, which once again will hit those in insecure work, the disabled and the sick the hardest as they will be increasingly exempted from support as their contributory payments will inevitably be more irregular.

The cost of implementing the present complex social security system is extremely high and in some areas of the system is almost as large as the costs of the payments being awarded. Tax credits, housing benefits, ESA and other social payments are also extremely difficult for potential recipients to understand let alone be assessed for and often these people are the least able to work through the multiple hoops and barriers. 

For many millions, precarious employment benefits can be almost impossible to efficiently administer and may take weeks or months to re-assess each time a change to income occurs. It is also extremely difficult for people who, at the end of a year, are found to have been given over-payments, as money is claimed back that has often already been spent. Welfare payment delays and sanctions are common ways that people are falling into debt or the clutches of loan sharks. Debt has become so onerous and such a way of life that debt agencies and pawn brokers dot every high street and are sometimes the only shop to be found on estates.  Well-connected younger people resort to unpaid internships. Others end up on workfare type schemes, often with little or no dignity and not by choice or as any expression of their aptitudes and abilities.

Many ex-students are so keen to avoid the cost of loan repayments that they avoid earning over the £21,000 above which repayments must be made, and this has left the student loan scheme in financial tatters and universities dependent on overseas students.

Social/Psychological reasons for a Citizen's Income

While a CI is not a magic bullet, it could certainly create an economic freedom from fear that at present stalks much of society. It instantly changes the psychology of society to one that feels more compassionate and inclusive rather than being separating and judgmental.  A globally burgeoning workforce could be contemplating a reduction in the need for labour in a highly technologised and industrialised society. The considerable benefits of the these scientific developments should be reducing the working week and improving peoples' conditions,  not overwhelming them and creating oppressive responses requiring people to hold two or three jobs to make ends meet. The present political approaches to insecurity are a return to pity and punishment. The precariat are increasingly being treated as cases for discipline, therapy and sanction. 

The desire to work is the human condition, but not the demand to labour and toil for wages too low to live on, in often planet and health damaging jobs. The union and labour movement has in some respects overplayed its hand in equating paid labour with meaningful work and dignity. 

Rational individual actions in the poverty trap or in a neo-liberal economy are often to avoid tax, find shadow economy work or keep hidden from view. For those on social security it makes sense to avoid declaring any marginal income, as the marginal tax rate on any extra earnings can be as high as ninety percent.  Increasingly the system is expereinced more like a surveillance state to monitor how people behave and is causing deep disillusion.  Many people who are receiving some form of welfare payments are already doing socially beneficial voluntary activities that are rewarding and suit their abilities and communities better than many low paid, zero hour, socially dubious jobs with no security can do. There is an increasing rhetoric in society about skivers and scroungers. Politicians are keen on saying we have a something-for-nothing scoiety while ignoring the impacts of inheritance or social privilege.  In makes for an increasingly incongruous and dangerous social fabric.

The closure and withdrawal of public facilities such as toilets, play parks, museums and libraries impact on the precariat the most as they often have no gardens or private art collections to enjoy!  Increases in private wealth generally equate to losses in the public wealth and this hits the rights and welfare of the precariat hardest.

 Ecological reasons for a Citizen's Income

In the book the Spirit Level (Wilkinson and Pickett 2009), research is  highlighted that constantly shows that more unequal societies fuel the  drive for more consumerism and that this consumption is more about social status and hierarchy than greed. In a society where people are valued more equally they feel less threatened by social anxiety the need to consume. A CI can help to provide this state of value.

A CI can be conceived of as being part of a larger nested set of global  ecological policies that follow a similar model of 'pre-distribution'. One such model is a CI based on carbon sharing such as 'cap and share' (Feasta 2008). In this model equal basic personal allowances of carbon usage are given by right equally to all citizens, with excess allowances limited and paid for to arms-length government bodies to use for the public good in creating 'green' infrastructure. 

Another pan-national idea is for 'Contraction and Convergence' (Global Commons Institute 2014)  model whereby each country is given a per capita allowance of carbon based on scientifically estimated limits and reserves. These would converge across the world over coming decades to equalise global per capita carbon use. In the intervening years heavy use countries would have to buy some additional shares from lower use countries, in the process evening out historic financial unfairnesses. With the severe warnings off the IPCC on energy and resource shrinkages, without some form of carbon sharing the pressure on the poorest of a shrinking energy pie will be ethically unacceptable . While these two measures are not generally considered as CI they do share the same ideals and approaches.

Citizen Income Case Studies 

There are a number of existing precedents from around the world of where a CI or similar scheme has been implemented. Here are some examples:

In Alaska, the Alaska Permanent Fund is an investment fund where at least 25% of the oil money from the state has been put into a dedicated fund for future generations who will no longer have oil as a resource. Each year the dividend from this fund is paid as a form of CI. This amount has varied from year to year but is in the region of £1,000 per citizen. It is supported by all political groups. (Alaska Permanant Fund Corporation 2014)
Iran was the first country to introduce a national basic income in autumn 2010. It is paid to all citizens and replaces the subsidies of fuel and food that the country had for decades. The sum corresponds to about $40 U.S. dollars pppm.  However, the total cost of the basic income system has been higher than the sum spent on subsidies and the payments may be reduced. (Citizen's Income Trust 2012)

In recent decades, India has relied on subsidised rice, wheat, sugar and kerosene to reduce poverty, but about three-quarters of the money allocated to the programme never reaches the people for whom it is intended. 

In eight villages in Madhya Pradesh  every individual was paid a monthly Citizen's Income while continuing to receive the subsidised food and kerosene, if they had been receiving them. Initially, each man and each woman received 200 Rupees a month, and each child 100, paid to the mother or surrogate mother. Subsequently, the Citizen's Income was raised to 300 rupees per month for each adult, and 150 for each child up to the age of 14. These amounts were approximately one third of subsistence income. Twelve similar villages were taken as control villages in what was a modified randomised control trial, enabling the evaluation of the impact to compare individuals over time and with others like them who were not receiving the Citizen's Income.A third pilot was conducted in a tribal village, where every adult and every child received 300 or 150 rupees respectively. A second structurally similar tribal village was taken as the control village for comparative analysis.

In each of the 22 villages, a baseline survey (census) was undertaken and then evaluations carried out at six, twelve and eighteen months. In the villages in which residents received the Citizen's Income of large number of improvements were noted including:

        More people in the Citizen's Income villages increased their earned incomes than did those in the control villages.


      Latrines were built or improved;

Housing quality improved;

Mosquito nets and repellents proliferated;

Child weight-for-age moved closer to the normal distribution, and girls in particular benefited;

Diets improved, with more fresh fruit and pulses being consumed;

There was a lower incidence of illness;

Spending on medical care and on schooling increased;

48 disabled people went to hospital when they were ill (as opposed to only two in the control villages);

Secondary school enrolment outstripped enrolment in the control villages, particularly for girls;

School performance rose

Indebtedness fell, and some men managed to escape from debt bondage. In the local naukar system, someone in debt has to work for the person to whom they owe money.


goats, chickens, bullocks, buffaloes and sewing machines;


Child labour shifted from external wage labour to work with adult 
relatives in own-account farming: a form of labour that is less 

disruptive to schooling.


What is particularly significant about these results is that they were 
obtained with a Citizen's Income that was only about one third of 
subsistence income.' (Standing 2014)

In India, a 12 month pilot paid 200 rupees per month for adults and 100 rupees for children to 5,500 people in a number of villages. Health, infrastructure, housing, nutrition and education all showed a marked improvement versus a control group of non-recipients. What was most notable was the escalation of economic activity due to people no longer scratching for survival. (Standing 2013)
In Namibia, a pilot project with a basic income grant was implemented in the village of Otjivero-Omitara by the Namibian Basic Income Grant Coalition. The amount paid out per head was N$ 100 (around US$ 12). In an initial assessment the project was found to have significantly reduced child malnutrition and increased school attendance. It was also found to have increased the community's income significantly above the actual amount from the grants as it allowed citizens to partake in more productive economic activities.  Another finding of the project was that after the introduction of the pilot, overall crime rates fell by 42%, and specifically stock theft fell by 43% and other theft by nearly 20%. (Spiegel Online 2009)
Funding Of a Citizen's Income 

While the idea of funding and creating such a scheme seems to go completely against the flow a CI could be introduced gradually from an introductory level, as already exists with child benefit, to one that covers full subsistence needs. Additional payments for things like disability and care allowance would still exist separately to CI.  At present the most challenging issue for a CI is covering housing benefit costs. Due to housing rents not being part of the RPI inflation figures costs have completely outstripped welfare levels. It is likely that for the time being at least Housing Benefit may continue to be administered separately by council departments and this could be funded by the introduction of a land value tax or rent controls. (See more in ideas on raising money for CI below.)

There are numerous ways to provide payment for a CI. The scale of these largely depends on the degree of faith, will and trust in the idea. I do not intend here to go into the full costing of CI as the Citizen's Income Trust provide costed estimates. Suffice to say that most present social security payments would be replaced and redirected, as would savings on the cheaper administration of social security. Extra revenue raised by abolishing some income tax allowances such as reducing the personal tax allowance to around £6,500 per year could also be used (The untaxed CI would still mean an untaxed income of £10,000).Through these measures somewhere over £200bn per year would be available. This in itself would accord a basic income similar to the present job seekers allowance rate of £72 per week with more for pensioners and less for children. It would also provide a massive saving in dignity in what must be the rather soulless task of administering the system.

Becoming more imaginative, other ways to fund a CI include:

· Re-directing any future Quantatitive Easing. The £800bn spent on bailing out the finance industry could more justifiably have been shared as a CI payment which would have given a greater boost to the economy. As it was, most of the money was taken straight out of the UK or spent on high end goods of no community benefit and often ecological deficit. It is ultimately people that will re-stimulate an economy and this could be done in future. 

· The government could re-gain the initiative from private banks to create the money supply and issue new currency equally to all citizens as CI. In the present system, banks create new money in the form of interest bearing loans which inevitably create greater inequality as money  flows from the poor who borrow to the wealthy who lend. This would have the massive ecological advantage of not embedding growth as an economic necessity (as it is with compound interest on virtually all our money supply).

· Another possibility is that any company unwritten by the state or arms industries should provide a percentage of profit or share values to be designated to the state for general distribution.

· The re-sale of the publically rescued banks like RBS and Lloyds could be distributed by CI as often the poorest had no savings but have had their benefits or wages cut to support those who did. They also paid the cost of investment staff who were and are still taking excessive bonuses and wages on the back of poor investment decisions that provide them with short term bonanzas.

·  Forms of Sovereign Wealth Fund based on the levels of energy production whether of oil, gas or renewables. These resources cannot be said to belong to private individuals or companies (as Thomas Paine saw).

· The much proposed Tobin Tax, Hedge Fund taxes and taxes on land that produce no real social capital could also be used to provide a just dividend for a CI.  

 Opposition to Citizens Income 

Calls for CI over the years have not been taken up politically.  The main arguments include that it is not politically possible - which could be read to mean impossible for the elites and the wealthy to accept, not the billions of voiceless poverty stricken people across the world. Opponents often describe CI as socialism or communism through the back door, although in fact a CI models more closely very successful countries such as those in Scandinavia.

It has also been seen as a threat to business, as it gives citizens more choice in what, when and how they labour.  Businesses also fear it will impact on their profitability and raise their costs, although in reality it would just slightly redistribute profits. Guy Standing suggests that a CI has been seen by the unions to undermine their position and the incremental pay differences they have fought for. Others believe that they have meritocratically earned their success that CI is unjustified and removes incentives to compete. 

Many of the criticisms focused on merit and laziness but ignore the huge sums gained by the wealthy for nothing in the form tax rebates for investments, inheritance monies, capital returns, agricultural land subsidies and incentives  to invest and buy property and services. These and numerous other financial gains can be considered as making money from money rather than personal effort and rather refute the merit and laziness argument.   We have shown a different argument.

Citizen's Income - Bringing it About

Trying to find a common idea in such turbulent times and across people of many different ideologies takes time and work, but global movements are spreading rapidly via social media. Paul Hawken, in his book Blessed Unrest (Hawken 2008), has estimated there are at least 2 million groups globally working for social justice, human rights and ecological sustainability. 

A CI presents a central piece of an emancipatory, progressive agenda that develops a fundamental view of humans as of intrinsic worth. It respects the cosmological reality that our air, soil, resources and lives are given to us without our efforts being required, we are interdependent not independent.  Vitally it also values unpaid work, reproductive tasks and voluntary activity and does make a genuine big society a possibility for all. It makes no sense that one might be sanctioned from benefits and punished for working growing vegetables on an allotment, while working in a farmers field is rewarded. The reality anyway is that the farming job probably does not exist anyway.

There has been a long history of arguing for the value of home work and re-productive tasks, particularly through the womens' movement . Ironically it seems that while this pressure has been fairly successful in creating workplace equality, the value of homework, reproductive and other non employed work for all is losing any financial gains it may have made as people are more and more pressured to fulfill paid work all the time. A CI can re-correct this failing.

The amazing political success of the disparate Five Star Movement in Italy had a CI at its centre, although not quite of the nature suggested here. The very mention of it though has provoked great political discussion in Italy. Occupy groups are finding that as the movement matures, a CI is  becoming a commonly agreed principle and the Basic Income Earth Network lists details from around the world of new developments. In Switzerland 120,000 people have successfully signed a petition to request a referendum on CI.

A proposal was recently put to the European Parliament to develop a report on a CI.  It was defeated, but an online petition in support of it was backed by around 300,000 people through the European Citizen's Initiative.  A discussion was led by Greens MSP's in the Scottish Parliament and if there is a ‘yes’ vote for Scottish independence, this is likely to become a much talked about proposal.

Perhaps most persuasive of all though is a growing imagination amongst a generation in search of new ways to run a society that offers them a future worth having.  While a CI is still not widely discussed, there is a rapidly growing body of books and evidence to support its development.  Eventually a time comes where an idea becomes an undeniable force - coupled with the growing ecological imperative, the need for a new re-distributive and co-operative economics is essential.  CI can be a major contributor to a whole new way of seeing ourselves as a global community in a social and ecological contract with a strength comparable to the strong nuclear force that binds our universe together in the laws of attraction.
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