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Winship on Inequality

Scott Winship has an interesting, but slightly higgoostabout inequality trends the United States. t
writes as if he’s debunking liberal claims abowiwing inequality. But, in fact, his post seems te tm
support the liberal position. In particular, hetprals not to realize that an important school giftrof-
center thought holds thdterés been nancreasen inequality whatsoever. Winship shows that this
wrong.
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In particular, he shows that while there’s roomdmagreement about exactly how large the magnitude
has been, there’s been a substantial increase shidre of national income going to the top onegyer
The growth in inequality in the United States ieeaf—usually by centrist sortsexclusively attributed f
college preparation issues or graduation rategheutoncentration in the top one percent is hard t
understand in those terms. My read of this dataclwhthink is a pretty conventional liberal
understanding, is that increased taxes on highanecimdividuals can make most people better off by
either paying for more and better public serviceslse reducing the need to cut Medicare benefitae
future.

At any rate, Winship is very good with numbers aluwtays seems overwhelmingly more interested in
annoying liberals than in rectifying social probeBut what he’s shown here is that even a pretty
serious effort to debunk the Pittkey-Saez inequal#ta that liberals like to cite shows that time&in
conclusions are pretty unassailable. There’s aragpesue oshould we care (Will Wilkinson makes 1
case that we shouldriierg or should we care as much as some liberal seshweld. But the basic facts
seem preti clear.
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