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Kundenrechner für Windows (WUR) und Linux There are no translations yet. These translations come from Crowdin, and you can help improve these translations by translating them. Ana Maria and Manuel Salgo are the editors of this page. Editors can change the contents without asking others., but whether or not you agree with him on this matter it's worth acknowledging the reason that there is such a large gap between the different income levels in this
country is that higher income earners are almost always richer than lower income earners. Whether or not the gap should be bigger or smaller is debatable, but it's usually worth acknowledging the truth of what's going on - a point that Burtless does well in his original article. I'm all in favor of social insurance, which means that individuals who are affected by income inequality (either directly by having less money in your pocket, or indirectly by seeing fewer

opportunities for jobs) should see that their outcome is more equitable. But this should be seen as a broad public policy, which includes an across the board redistribution of wealth, not as an income tax. It's true that Burtless' article is not arguing that a negative income tax will be the end-all solution to the issues he identifies - he acknowledges that to many it "feels more like a solution in search of a problem." But if you buy that positive income tax won't work,
then it's only logical that you'll think a negative income tax can't work either. Progressive income taxes are not inherently unfair. They just lack a good rationale for being implemented in the US. The US has shown remarkable resilience in the face of the most severe contraction since the Great Depression. That's an excellent point, and goes to the heart of why so many conservatives are so against redistribution. It shouldn't have to work perfectly for it to work
well, it should just have a good track record. But the flip side of this is that there is no compelling way to demonstrate that our current system works well. We can argue that it's better than the other systems, but that's not the same thing. Our system is inefficient and inefficient spending is a problem. As a simple example of this, we spend more per dollar of revenue than any other developed country, and this is the OECD. So this is why the US can't spend itself

out of its problem. Why we are in this really painful position, rather than Japan,
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