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Participation Income (I)

• Participation Income (PI) is the brainchild of Atkinson (1996, 1998), an Oxford 
economist with an exceptional track record of research in poverty and social exclusion. 

• PI consists of income paid to all members of a society in exchange for an activity that is 
useful for the society.

• PI is a universal redistributive scheme that does not target a particular group but 
only requires that those who claim the welfare benefits make a valuable social 
contribution in return.

• PI is paid to individuals in contrast to means-tested incomes which are paid to the 
family as a whole.

• All adults can receive PI regardless of their marital status or family circumstances.

• PI condition involves neither payment nor work.



Participation Income (II)

• The precise nature of PI depends on the sort of activities that policy 
makers allow to satisfy the requirement of social participation. 

• It is possible for a PI to barely expand on existing labor-market 
oriented notions of economic participation.

• Forms of participation include a range of socially useful activities as 
caring for an elderly relative, volunteering in a neighbourhood project, 
and engaging in a human capital–enhancing activity (e.g., vocational 
training or studying for an educational qualification). 

• The main difference between PI and BI is that PI is paid on condition 
of participation in a social activity.



Critical arguments in favour of Participation Income

• A radical version of adult social security.
• Everyone who participates in the society will receive a Basic Income 

called Participation Income.
• PI is easier to implement than means- or asset-tested benefits and only 

requires the administration to make category decisions, many of which 
already exists in other parts of the administration.



Critical arguments against Participation Income 

• PI requires some form of participation as a condition of entitlement.

• If clients fail to abide by the conditions of a grant, they normally will 
face some form of sanction.

• The ambiguities inherent in PI will bring uncertainty about when 
clients deserve to be sanctioned under the scheme. This uncertainty 
may introduce further arbitrary and unequal treatment.

• The conditions attached to the scheme may interfere in individual 
freedom.

• PI has the problem of selectivity and unfairness.



Implementation of Participation Income

• Municipal level
• National level



Finnish discourse on Participation Income

• Majority Finns are in favour of PI.
• Finns think that PI is a link between Basic Income (BI) and the 

willingness to work.
• Supporters of the Left and the Greens are mostly in favour PI.



Thanks for your 
attention/Kiitos



Open Discussion

• What is your reaction on Participation Income?
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