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No one is saying the disparity is a bad thing, only that too much of it is a bad thing.  Must 

redistribution be extreme, to totally even things out?  No. What if only enough redistribution 

were applied so that the top 1% (or whatever top segment) has just 15% of all wealth instead of 

40% or whatever it is now?  Maintain wealth disparity, because it is good an healthy, but keep it 

constrained. 
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Again, the hidden assumption to this question is that too much disparity is a bad thing. 

Sometimes I don't know how to answer unreasonable questions that begin "What if..." other than 

to ask them to think through the implications of their principles. 

 

Why is "too much" disparity of wealth a bad thing? (Other than by definition "too much" of 

anything is a bad thing.) 

 

Is too much demand a bad thing? 

 

Lots of people want to purchase an iPad. Is that a bad thing? There are other tablet manufacturers 

who have less demand. What if we redistributed sales of iPads such that instead of Apple getting 

40% of of the market share of tablets they only got 15% and the other 25% of the market that 

wanted to purchase an iPad got a McPad instead in order to even out the distribution of sales to 

the other struggling tablet vendors? Would you appreciate wanting to purchase an iPad and 

getting a McPad instead? 

 

Is too much talent a bad thing? 

 

There are hundreds of artists who want to create art that no one wants to purchase. One of the 

reasons it is so difficult to make a career out of art is because 40% of the demand is for the top 

1% of artists. Should we encourage and subsidize buying art from the other 99% even though 

only the artist's parents want to display the art on their refrigerators? Should we buy the excess 

art that no one wants just to even out the disparity of talent? Would that be a good use of 

resources? 

 

Wealth is no different. Is it just a placeholder for demand or talent or work. We don't want to 

constrain demand, talent or work. And when you do, it is unjust and unfair taking from one 

persons labor to subsidize what no one is willing to pay for. 
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    What if only enough redistribution were applied so that the top 1% (or whatever top segment) 

has just 15% of all wealth instead of 40% or whatever it is now? 

 

Well then 25% of the wealth would be wasted paying for inferior products and discouraging 

productivity. 
 


