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Now that automated processes and Al are replacing many of the functions that were once performed by human
workers and making large numbers redundant, universal basic income is an idea whose time has come. Ever since
Henry Ford pioneered the production line for his Model T cars, manufacturing processes have increasingly become
automated. An automaker that would employ an army of workers to assemble cars in the past now uses robots while
retaining just a few workers to supervise the machines. Moreover, in the realm of Al, computer software can perform
many of the processes that used to be the domain of white-collar workers. Today, Al is even used to mark English
exams, meaning that human examiners are becoming redundant. The result of these trends is that companies are
accumulating profits without the need to distribute them to workers in the form of wages. Paying UBI to everyone

through taxes levied on companies would enable the government to redistribute these profits to the former workers.
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The workers would no longer need to live close to their offices or factories, so they would be free to move away,
thereby reducing crowding in the big cities. UBI would usher in a brave new world where people are free to reach

their potential, whether through work or in other ways.

(BRER 2) [AREZFZELF1—5—DMERLZEDTT]

UBI may sound like a noble proposal in theory, but in practice I believe it would be ineffective and impractical.
First of all, if people are given money unconditionally, they may lose the incentive to work. Unlike the poor, those of
the middle class and above have the luxury to spend money on things that go beyond basic necessities. Giving these
people more than enough income might result in complacency and ultimately lead to less economic activity and
earned income. A more rational approach to solving inequality would be to concentrate resources on the poor. Instead
of distributing money universally, the government should focus on improving minimum income. It is hard to think
that UBI can fully and single-handedly satisfy those who had hitherto depended on many pre-existing social welfare
programs. Lastly, the costs for maintaining a UBI system would be exorbitant. In order to provide money to all
citizens of a country, not only will social welfare payments and safety nets have to be removed, but a potential tax
increase may also have to be considered. In conclusion, UBI would be ineffective because it promotes a passive
attitude among workers and does not focus on improving poverty itself; and unrealistic because the system is too

expensive.

I
(&A1)

The chart shows the countries of the world ordered along the x-axis ascending according to the life expectancy of
their populations. Life expectancy has risen dramatically for every country that appears more than once on the chart,
in many cases doubling over the period from 1800 to 2012. In 1800, India and South Korea had life expectancies of
around 25 years, and the country with the highest life expectancy, namely Belgium, had a life expectancy of just 40.
By 1950, the life expectancy of all countries had risen, and the richer countries in Europe and North America had life
expectancies over 60 years. However, India and China, which made up a large part of the world’s population, had
made little progress. In 1950, the distribution of life expectancy was clearly divided between developing and
developed countries, but by 2012, the former developing countries had made great progress and joined the developed
countries, who now have life expectancies of 80 years or over. In 2012, several African countries appear on the chart
for the first time. Although these countries have the lowest life expectancies, the populations of these countries still

live longer than the longest-lived populations did in 1800.

(BRER 2) [AREZFZELF1—9—DMERLZEDTT]
The chart demonstrates the life expectancy of the world’s people in 1800, 1950, and 2012. The countries are shown

horizontally along the x-azis, and the higher the life expectancy the higher the country rises up the chart. Overall, it
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can be inferred that life expectancy has increased all around the world. In 1800, the highest life expectancy was 40
years, and the global average was 32 years. By 1950, the life expectancy of all countries exceeded that of 1800.
However, nearly half of the world’s population, namely India and China, had made little progress in terms of life
expectancy. A great disparity can be seen between the developed countries of the West - which had a life expectancy
of over 60 - and the developing countries. Now, as we compare 1950 and 2012, we can see that the gap in global
life-span inequality is slowly closing. The former developing countries have shown the greatest progress. While
developed countries have achieved 10 to 20 years of increased life expectancy, countries such as India and China
have sprung theirs 30 to 40 years. Although many African countries are lagging behind, the increase of life
expectancy in former developing countries implies that global health inequality is narrowing down. Therefore, as we
can see, the world started from everyone having equally bad life expectancy in 1800, to considerable inequality in

1950, and back to equal life expectancy in 2012, but on a much higher standard.
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