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The Mincome 

experiment
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Calnitsky, D (2019). “Basic income and the Pitfalls of Randomization.” Contexts, 18(1), 22-29.



• GAI = ~$22,000 at negative income tax of 50% 

• No work requirements, universal to residents
• Available for 3 years

The mechanics of Mincome 
(for a family of four)



5
0

6
0

7
0

8
0

9
0

1
0

0

MANITOBA 

CONTROL

DAUPHIN

L
a
b

o
u

r 
m

a
rk

e
t 

p
a
rt

ic
ip

a
ti

o
n

(%
 o

f 
p
o
p
u
la

ti
o
n
)

Dauphin D-in-D = -11.3 pp

Labour Market Participation

Calnitsky, D, and J. Latner (2017). “Basic Income in a Small Town” Social Problems, 64(3), 373-97.
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Calnitsky, D, and J. Latner (2017). “Basic Income in a Small Town” Social Problems, 64(3), 373-97.



What were people up to then? 

Education? Training? Care-work? Labour disputes? 
Self-employment? Leisure? Nothing?



Indication of potential work reduction: ~11%

Comments on work reduction: 
“Indicate the main reason why you decided to go on 

the Mincome program?"

“
From this stage on I believe I can't work 

much longer if any

I wanted to spend a year at home with my 

children. “
“

We have the chance to improve our educational 

level in order to improve our income.

[John] had broken his leg and we needed help 

“Calnitsky, D. (2016). “’More Normal than Welfare’” Canadian Review of Sociology , 53(1), 26-71.



Data on why people weren’t working

Note: D-in-D estimates to the right show increases in that 

reason for not working (95% CI)  

5.7 pp

3.9 pp

2.6 pp

4.0 pp

-3.8 pp

2.7 pp

Calnitsky, D, J. Latner, and E. Forget (2019). “Life After Work” Social Science History. 43(4): 657-677.



The employer 

response

How did employers 

respond when the whole 

labor force has access to 

a basic income?

 

Calnitsky, D (2021). “The Employer Response to the Guaranteed Annual Income.” Socio-Economic Review, 18 (2), 493-517.



Survey of business

• A “census” of business 

in Dauphin (N=292) & 7 

control towns (N=1,155)

• Two waves: Baseline & 

study period  

 

Calnitsky, D (2021). “The Employer Response to the Guaranteed Annual Income.” Socio-Economic Review, 18 (2), 493-517.



Employer response

1. Did workers’ greater 
exit power pull wages 
up? (Block, Manza…)

  OR… 

2. Did government 
supplements allow 
firms to lower wages? 
(Pierson, Myles, 
Howell…)

Calnitsky, D (2021). “The Employer Response to the Guaranteed Annual Income.” Socio-Economic Review, 18 (2), 493-517.



• “If the government wants to do something about the basic annual 

income in Manitoba the best thing they can do is get out of the 

picture and let supply and demand rule and govern what the wages 

and hours should be. At this rate if one wanted to eat they would 

have to work. [The program is] just spoiling people rotten and 

upsetting the workforce something unreal. The hours people have to 

work, the wages they get, and the output they give (which isn’t much) 

just make it impossible for the average employer to even stand a 

chance at hiring help.” 

– Dauphin employer during Mincome

• Job applicants were “unacceptable” because they were “not willing 

to train at reduced salary.” 

– Dauphin employer during Mincome

The Business Response:

Calnitsky, D (2021). “The Employer Response to the Guaranteed Annual Income.” Socio-Economic Review, 18 (2), 493-517.

Employer survey open-ended comments:



Median wages on job vacancies



Median wages on new hires



Job applications received

YES

YES

YES YES

NO NO NO NO



New hires

NONE

NONE

NONE NONE

>= 1 >= 1 >= 1 >= 1



• 44% fall in violent crime during the three Mincome 

years in Dauphin (relative to non-Mincome years).

Dauphin

Total crime rate (per 100k) indexed to 1972

MB towns 5-25K

Brandon

Manitoba

Dauphin

Violent crime rate (per 100k) indexed to 1972

MB towns 5-25K

Brandon

Manitoba

Calnitsky, D and P Gonalons Pons (2020). “The Impact of an Experimental Guaranteed Income on Crime and Violence.” Social Problems. 

68(3): 778-798.



Conclusion

Source: Lethbridge Herald, Weekend Magazine, Mar. 22, 1975
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D-in-D 1: Subtracts internal LMP change in untreated MB 

from Dauphin’s internal change

Labour Market Participation: 

Baseline, study period, & difference-in-differences

Diff-in-diff 1: Diff-in-diff 2:

* p < .05

*



D-in-D 2: Subtracts internal LMP change in MB isolated 

treatment from Dauphin’s change

Diff-in-diff 1: Diff-in-diff 2:

Labour Market Participation: 

Baseline, study period, & difference-in-differences

*

* p < .05



D-in-D 1: Subtracts internal LMP 

change in untreated MB from 

Dauphin’s internal change

D-in-D 2: Subtracts internal LMP 

change in MB isolated treatment 

from Dauphin’s change

Diff-in-diff 1: Diff-in-diff 2:

Labour Market Participation: 

Baseline, study period, & difference-in-differences

* p < .05

* *



Labor market participation by subgroup



THE ALASKA PERMANENT FUND 
DIVIDEND
A long-running universal cash-
transfer program
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The Alaska Dividend
1976: Establishment of a state-managed investment fund 
that receives a share of the revenue from Alaska's oil and 
gas resources. 

1982: Establishment of the Dividend, which distributes a 
portion of the Permanent Fund to Alaska residents. 

 Not meant to be redistributive or to alleviate poverty, yet:

 “Hold Harmless Provision” 

 Recent tensions between funding public services or the 
PFD 



Universal Basic 
Income
• Every October, nearly all* Alaska residents receive 

a payout that is 

• Universal

• Unconditional

• Individual

• Large 

• “Saturation” treatment 

* There are ineligible groups or PFDs that can be 
garnishedSource: Berman, 2023



The Impacts of the 
Alaska Dividend

A REVIEW OF THE 
LITERATURE



Impacts

Property crime Decreases
Child maltreatment Decreases
Child Mortality Decreases
Childhood obesity Decreases
Voter turnout Increases
Fertility Increases
Breastfeeding Increases
Substance Abuse Increases
Suicide Initial (fades)
Entrepreneurship Initial (fades)
Adult Mortality Null
Newborn health outcomes Small / Null 
Labor Market Small / Null
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Impacts
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Poverty
vs 

Inequality 

Berman 2023; Kozminski and Baek, 2017



Economic decisions & behaviors
(Amorim, 2022; Hsieh 2001; Kueng 2020)



Low-Income Parents’ 
Spending on Children

 Increased spending in ways that can benefit children in the 
short term 

 No increases in spending in the long-run…

(Amorim, 2022)



Low-income parents’ 
investments in 
children  

AMORIM & 
PRENDERGAST

(UNPUBLISHED) 



PFD is not a 
windfall

 Low-income families do not see this money as a “windfall” 
 "`That's your rent money.’ That's our money that we're 

using to survive for the year.”

 Parents, in particular,  count on the PFD
  “Well, as a kid, as a young adult, I thought it was cool, free 

money, you know, wohoo! I don’t have to earn it. As a young 
parent, I thought it was essential. And it helped provide 
many things that the paycheck could not.” 



Not enough 
to support 

savings 

“I can recall in the past, a coworker asked me, […] ‘You put 
your son's PFD into a college account, right?’ And I think I 
was embarrassed to say that I'm not giving... I was not 
giving him his money because it was money that we 
needed or counted on for the general finances. And I was 
embarrassed to say that I was using his money [to pay bills].”



 Material well-being 
 “It helped our quality of life. And, it's also helped them 

stay warm, because, it's, you know, I have, many years 
counted on the Dividend as that being the time where you 
get all the kids’ winter gear [….] from boots all the way to 
hats and gloves that they lose six pairs of throughout the 
winter.”

 Social & Psychological benefits 
 “We just do some things we like without worrying so much. 

They have.. This yogurt drink they like is real expensive. 
When we have that money, I let them pick some at the 
grocery store… I don’t, I don’t say ‘no’ this one time.” 

Still, there are 
benefits for 
low-income 

families



Key 
take-away 
The PFD alleviates poverty and 
allow low-income families to 
“get by” but it is not the “icing 
on top of the cake”



Broadly…



The benefits of 
Universal &
Unconditional

High levels of support 

Simplified Administration

Reduced Stigma ***

Flexibility to Address Families’ Needs

Alleviates Poverty for All ***

Positive impact on a myriad of outcomes 



The benefits of 
Universal &
Unconditional

High levels of support 

Simplified Administration

Alleviates Poverty & Material Needs

Flexibility to Address Families’ Needs

Beneficial impacts on a myriad of 
outcomes 



Important 
considerations 

Potential to increase some inequalities

Some effects may decrease over time 

Context of weak social safety net 

Lump-sum nature shapes impacts

There may be opportunity costs



Important 
considerations 

Context of weak social safety net

There may be opportunity costs

Potential to increase some inequalities



Thank you!
Mariana Amorim
Department of Sociology
Washington State University
Mariana.Amorim@wsu.edu
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Human Capital Research and Indigenous Peoples



The Great Smoky Mountains Study of Youth

- Specifically designed to identify the evolution of mental health
outcomes (psychopathology) for children from rural and American
Indian communities in western North Carolina

- Three age cohorts, initially aged 9, 11, and 13.
- Representative of all children in the counties
- Originally 1420 children in survey
- Over sample American Indians to comprise 25% of sample
- Final sample (at age 21) is approx. 80% of original
- Find that this attrition does not differ by income or other household

characteristics



The Great Smoky Mountains Study of Youth

- Half way through the original study, a casino opened up on the
American Indian reservation after 1996, Wave 4 of the survey

- This casino operates on the American Indian reservation and it provides
a share of profits to each adult member of the tribe.

- This income is distributed without regard to any household or personal
characteristics; the sole requirement is being a member of the tribe.

- The amount represented approximately 20-25% of household income
per year.



Identification

In order to identify the treatment effect, there should be:

- No change in parental employment
- No change in marital status; stable family relationship before and after

casino opening



Research Framework

Empirical Specification - Difference in Differences:

1. Analysis relies on comparisons of the oldest age cohorts and the
youngest age cohorts.
1.1 Younger age cohort children reside in households with increased household

incomes for 4 years longer than the older age cohort children.

2. Additionally, we compare across the American Indian and non-American
Indian population as well.
2.1 Non-American Indian households would not be treated to the exogenous

increase in household incomes from the cash transfers.



Research Results - Educational Attainment

Years of 
Education, 

Age 21

Probability 
of HS Grad, 

Age 19

Years of 
Education, 

Age 21

Probability 
of HS 

Grad, Age 
19

Independent Variables Coeff. Marg Eff. Coeff Marg. Eff.
1.127*** 0.391*** -0.166 0.129
(0.449) (0.135) (0.722) (0.085)

0.451 0.298** -0.058 0.011
(0.436) (0.140) (0.422) (0.075)

Observations 438 444 607 606
Wald Chi-Squared (15) 5.13 39.26 8.17 38.3
Pseudo R2 0.1548 0.106 0.203 0.109

prior to casino operation, age cohorts, and a constant.

Household Previously in 
Poverty

Household Not Previously 
in Poverty

Includes: American Indian indicator, Gender, Mother's Highest Educational Attainment, Father's 
Highest Educational Attainment, Average Household Income 

Interaction 1: Age Cohort 1 x 
Number of American Indian 
Parents

Interaction 2: Age Cohort 2 x 
Number of American Indian 
Parents



Research Results - Arrests

Committed Any 
Crime, Age 16-17

Committed 
Any Crime, 
Age 18-19

Committed 
Any Crime, 
Age 20-21

Independent Variables Marg Eff Marg Eff Marg Eff
-0.224*** -0.068 0.051

(0.078) (0.072) (0.075)

-0.108* -0.026 0.008
(0.064) (0.069) (0.062)

  Number of obs 1093 1061 1045
  F( 11,  1032) 55.6 31.53 45.36
  R-squared    0.0837 0.0689 0.0806
Includes: American Indian indicator, Gender, Mother's Highest Educational 
Attainment, Father's Highest Educational Attainment, Average Household Income, 
prior to casino operation and a constant.

Interaction 1: Age Cohort 1 
x Number of American 
Indian Parents

Interaction 2: Age Cohort 2 
x Number of American 
Indian Parents



Great Smoky Mountain Study of Youth

Impact of Increased Household Income (Per Capita Payments) / Reduction
in Poverty:

1. HS Graduation by Age 19 +39%
2. Years of Education at Age 21 +1.1 years

3. Voting (as adults) +10-20%
4. Behavioral or Emotional Disorders at Age 16 Decreased
5. Child’s Mental Health in Adulthood Improved
6. Parental Fighting Decreased
7. Parental Drug/Alcohol Decreased
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Great Smoky Mountain Study of Youth

Impact of Increased Household Income (Per Capita Payments) / Reduction
in Poverty:

1. HS Graduation by Age 19 +39%
2. Years of Education at Age 21 +1.1 years
3. Voting (as adults) +10-20%
4. Behavioral or Emotional Disorders at Age 16 Decreased
5. Child’s Mental Health in Adulthood Improved
6. Parental Fighting Decreased
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Great Smoky Mountain Study of Youth

Randy Akee
rakee@ucla.edu
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