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iﬂﬂqucI ]5;80 o 2000; the second were sl Wit}?lean iFlCOmes which lasted from
Jroun ooy In-national inequalities in man

countries: The catching-up Opro?r and large countries has been the sole factor oﬁsez
ing these uprafC;_ Pressflf_es- utithasbeensucha strong factor that it has either kept
olobal inequality from rising or, more recently with the acceleration of Indian growth

° quced it.
rccwtvhat can we say about the 16“’31 of global inequality? What does the Gini of about
70, which 1S the value Of' global inequality (see Figure 23.2), mean? One way to look
Jtitis tO take the whole income of the world and divide it into two halves: the richest
0, will take one-half and the other 92% of the population will take another half. So,
risa 928 world. Applying the same type of division to the US income, the numbers
e 78 and 22. Or using Germany, the numbers are 71 and 29. Another way to look at
itis to compare what percentage of world population, ranked from the poorest to the
fchest, is needed to get to the cumulative one-fifths of global income. Three-quarters
of (the poorer) world population are needed to get to the first one-fifth of total
income, but only 1.7% of those at the top suffice to get to the last one-fifth.

Clobal inequality is much greater than inequality within a0y LS
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