The United States ought to adopt a wealth tax.
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A WEALTH TAX COULD FUND:

Evening and weekend hours for every library.

Expanded afterschool programs and job training for youth.
Improved homelessness and housing services.

ADA compliant, accessible parks and recreation facilities.
Mobile crisis units to address mental health emergencies.

Pass the Philly wealth tax. Fund our communities | Petition: bit.ly/wealthtaxPHL

The United States ought to adopt a wealth tax.

The debate over whether the United States should adopt a wealth tax has gained
prominence in recent years as a potential solution to address rising wealth inequality and
generate additional government revenue. As reported by the Peter G. Peterson Foundation,
a wealth tax would impose a levy on the total value of an individual's assets, including cash,
investments, real estate, and other holdings, typically above a certain high threshold. This
approach differs from the current U.S. tax system, which primarily relies on income, payroll,
and consumption taxes at the federal level, with property taxes serving as the main form of
wealth taxation at the state and local levels.

Background
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How a Wealth Tax Works

Some courtries have already implemented a wealth tay, Awealth taxis typically calculated as a percentage of an
including Switzerland, Morway, and Spain individual's net warth

The implementation of a wealth tax can have unintended , \ I

CONSequUences :
6 ‘ ' 0One of the challenges of implementing a wealth tax is

. ' determining the value of anindividual's assets

Supporters of the wealth tax argue that it is an effective way to

promote economic mobility by reducing the concentration of

wealth in the hands of a few individual s Critics of the wealth tax argue that it is an unfair form of
taxation because it targets a specific group of individuals

The implementation of a wealth tax can vary depending onthe
country

The concept of a wealth tax has deep historical roots, dating back to ancient civilizations. In
the United States, a form of wealth taxation existed in the 19th and early 20th centuries
through the general property tax, which applied to both real and personal property. This
broad-based wealth tax gradually evolved into the narrower property taxes we see today,
which primarily target real estate. Modern wealth tax proposals typically focus on taxing the
net worth of individuals above a certain high threshold. For example, Senator Elizabeth
Warren's 2021 proposal suggested a 2% annual tax on household net worth between $50
million and $1 billion, with an additional 1% surtax on wealth above $1 billion. This approach
aims to target the ultra-wealthy while exempting the vast majority of Americans. The
rationale for a wealth tax stems from concerns about growing wealth inequality and the
perception that the current tax system fails to adequately capture the economic power of the
ultra-wealthy. Proponents argue that income taxes alone are insufficient, as much of the
wealth accumulation by the richest Americans comes from unrealized capital gains, which
are not taxed under the current system. Internationally, wealth taxes have been implemented
in various forms, though many European countries have abandoned them in recent decades.
As of 2024, only five OECD countries (Colombia, France, Norway, Spain, and Switzerland)
still maintain a net wealth tax. The experiences of these countries offer valuable insights into
the potential benefits and challenges of implementing such a tax in the United States. The
debate over wealth taxation in the U.S. has intensified in recent years, particularly in the
wake of the COVID-19 pandemic and its economic fallout. Some policymakers and
economists view it as a potential "emergency tax" to address fiscal challenges, similar to how
wealth taxes were sometimes introduced historically in response to economic crises.
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However, the proposal remains controversial, with critics raising concerns about
implementation difficulties, economic impacts, and potential constitutional challenges.

Wealth Inequality Explained

Wealth inequality in the United States has
reached unprecedented levels, with the top 1% of
households owning more wealth than the bottom
90% combined. This concentration of wealth has
accelerated in recent decades:

e The share of wealth held by the top 0.1%
has nearly tripled since the 1980s, from
about 7% to 20%

e The bottom 50% of Americans owned just
1.9% of the country's wealth in 2021, down
from 3.7% in 1989

e The racial wealth gap persists, with the
median white family having 8 times the
wealth of the median Black family

Factors contributing to rising wealth inequality
include preferential tax treatment of capital gains,
increased financialization of the economy, and

TABLEAT

Capital income and wealth are highly tax favored compared to labor income
Comparative tax treatment of labor income, capital income, and wealth

Tax base

Income tax base under existing tax code

Labor wages, salaries, or self-

capital income from gain on assets held less than one
year, annuties, interest, and royalties

Tax treatment

Regular Income tax, plus payroll taxes:
Allwage, salary, and self-employment
Income s subject to income tax at
ordinary rates, as well as Medicare tax;
Sodial Security taxapplies to the first
$132,900 of such income.

Regular income tax, plus Medicare tax
only: This income Is subjectto Income
taxat ordinary rates, plus 3.8 percent for
Medicare hospital Insurance.

Capital income from g

the
‘more than one year, as well as f
paid onstock.

Other potential tax bases

Unrealized gain—or increases in the value of assets
held—includes unrealized gain on corporate stock;

= ch £20
jpercent, plus 3.8 percent net Investment
income tax. Taxpayers who fall in tax
brackets of 35 percent or lower pay an
even lower rate or no tax atall.

Nottaxed: This Income is not tased
unless the assetis sold, in which case

‘ownership Interests.in an S corporation, or
an LLG; and tangible assets such as art.

it Ifthe asset
s held untl death, itis never subject
toincome tax. For a handful of very
wealthy taxpayers, It may be subject to
estate tax, seen below.

Wealth, or the value of total
K

shown above)

Source: Author'sinterpretation of LS Congress Joint Committee on Taation,
218, ridownid

Timing of tax

Taved as Income s
recelved.

Tared in the year received.

Taxls paid in the year
thatan asset issold or a
dividend is paid out.

Never subject to income
tax, so long as the assets
are not sold or transferred.
A portion may be subject
to estate tax, as shown
below.

subject to estate or gift taxes, but only
on amounts inexcess of §11.4 million
for an individual or $22.8 million for a
couple.

‘Overvievr of the Federal Tax System asin Effectfor 201" (Washington:

debt,akso Nottaxed upon  Wealth of more than 524
transfer: Th d million per
impose an annual tax on wealth, Large  one time at death. With
transfers of wealth are potentially careful planning, though,

much wealth is passed
10 helrs through trusts,
thereby avoiding the estate
taxaltogether.

intergenerational wealth transfers. Critics argue this level of inequality undermines social
mobility, democratic processes, and economic stability. Proponents of a wealth tax view it as

a tool to directly address this widening gap by redistributing a portion of concentrated wealth.

Empirical Evidence Analysis
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Examining the Impact on Wealth Inequality

The examination of wealth inequality is crucial in understanding the implications of
capital tax and wealth tax

. To address the issue of wealth Inequality, governments often consider

g implementing capital tax and wealth tax policies
One of the mest significant impacts of wealth inequality is the perpetuation of \ ’
intergenerational wealth transfer \

Y 4 %
/ A
4

' ~ . However, the effectiveness and implications of capital tax and wealth tax policies

: ) l ) are subject to debate
Wealth inequality also has implications for social and political dynamics \ ’

Case studies and empirical evidence play a crucial role in understanding the impact
of wealth inequality and the effectiveness of capital tax and wealth tax policies

Moreover, wealth inequality can hinder economic growth and stability

Empirical evidence on the effectiveness of wealth taxes is mixed, with studies showing both
positive and negative outcomes depending on the specific context and implementation. Here
are key findings from research on existing and past wealth tax systems: Revenue
generation: In Switzerland, which has had a long-standing wealth tax, revenues have been
substantial. The tax generates about 1% of GDP in revenue annually, equivalent to about a
quarter of what the Swiss income tax raises. However, revenue estimates for proposed U.S.
wealth taxes vary widely due to uncertainty around enforcement and evasion rates.
Economic effects: A study of the Colombian wealth tax found that it led to a 2-3% reduction
in reported wealth, primarily through avoidance rather than real economic effects. In contrast,
research on the Swiss wealth tax suggests it may have increased savings rates among the
wealthy, potentially boosting capital accumulation. Inequality reduction: Evidence from
Norway indicates that their wealth tax has had a modest equalizing effect on the wealth
distribution. However, the impact on overall inequality has been limited due to the relatively
low tax rates and high exemption thresholds. Capital flight: When Spain reintroduced its
wealth tax in 2011, it experienced a 0.7% decline in the number of wealth tax filers in regions
that imposed the tax compared to those that didn't. This suggests some degree of tax-
motivated migration, though the effect was relatively small. Asset valuation and compliance:
Studies from Sweden and Denmark, which previously had wealth taxes, highlight significant
challenges in accurately valuing assets and preventing tax avoidance. In Sweden,
underreporting of assets was estimated at 30% of taxable wealth. Entrepreneurship and
investment: Research on the Norwegian wealth tax found no significant negative effects on
entrepreneurship or investment in small businesses. However, a study of the French wealth
tax estimated that it reduced GDP growth by 0.2 percentage points annually. Overall
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economic impact: A comprehensive analysis of European wealth taxes concluded that they
had a small but negative impact on GDP growth, with estimates ranging from -0.2% to -1%
over a 5-year period. These empirical findings highlight the complexity of implementing an
effective wealth tax. While such taxes can generate revenue and potentially reduce
inequality, they also face significant challenges in terms of enforcement, economic
distortions, and potential capital flight. The effectiveness of a U.S. wealth tax would likely
depend heavily on its specific design and implementation details.

Top 10 Benefits

Advantages of Implementing Wealth Tax

Creating a more equitable society J

o Reducing income inequality J

Increasing revenue for the government

Here are the top 10 pros/benefits of implementing a wealth tax in the United States:

1. Revenue generation: A wealth tax could raise substantial funds for government
programs and deficit reduction. Economists Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman
estimate that a 2% tax on wealth above $50 million could generate about $187 billion
annually.

2. Reduced wealth inequality: By directly targeting concentrated wealth, a wealth tax
could help narrow the widening wealth gap in America. The top 1% currently owns over
30% of the nation's wealth.

3. Improved tax progressivity: A wealth tax would ensure that the ultra-wealthy pay a
fairer share of taxes relative to their economic power, as they often pay lower effective
tax rates than middle-class Americans due to preferential treatment of capital gains.

4. Addressing unrealized gains: Unlike income taxes, a wealth tax would capture the
value of unrealized capital gains, which make up a significant portion of billionaires'
wealth accumulation.
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5. Economic stimulus: Revenue from a wealth tax could fund programs that invest in
education, infrastructure, and healthcare, potentially boosting economic growth and
benefiting lower-income Americans.

6. Increased economic mobility: By redistributing some concentrated wealth, a wealth tax
could help level the playing field and provide more opportunities for economic
advancement across society.

7. Reduced political influence of the ultra-wealthy: Limiting extreme wealth concentration
could help curb the outsized political influence of billionaires and large corporations.

8. Encouraging productive use of capital: A wealth tax might incentivize the wealthy to
invest in productive enterprises rather than letting assets sit idle, potentially stimulating
economic activity.

9. Simplification of the tax code: A straightforward wealth tax could potentially replace or
simplify other complex tax provisions aimed at the wealthy, such as the estate tax.

10. Historical precedent: The United States has a history of wealth taxation through
property taxes and previously broader general property taxes, suggesting that such a
system could be implemented effectively.

These potential benefits must be weighed against the challenges and drawbacks of
implementing a wealth tax, as outlined in other sections of this analysis.

Top 10 Drawbacks

Arguments against Wealth Tax

Distortion of Capital
Markets

Double Taxation

Tax Evasion

Difficulty in Valuing
Assets

Here are the top 10 cons/disadvantages of implementing a wealth tax in the United States:
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. Administrative challenges: Accurately valuing complex assets like private businesses,

art, and intellectual property would be extremely difficult and costly for both taxpayers
and the IRS. This could lead to disputes, litigation, and high compliance costs.

. Double taxation: A wealth tax would effectively tax income that has already been

subject to income tax, creating a form of double taxation that many consider unfair.

. Job losses: Reduced economic activity resulting from a wealth tax could lead to

significant job losses. One analysis estimated a potential loss of 1.12 million jobs over
a 10-year period.

. Liquidity issues: Wealthy individuals with illiquid assets may struggle to pay the annual

tax without selling assets, potentially forcing the sale of businesses or other productive
investments.

. Encouragement of tax avoidance: The wealthy may employ complex strategies to avoid

the tax, such as moving assets into trusts, foundations, or other hard-to-value
structures.

. Reduced charitable giving: A wealth tax might incentivize increased consumption rather

than saving, potentially reducing charitable donations from wealthy individuals.

. Unintended consequences: The tax could have unforeseen effects on financial

markets, business structures, and investment patterns. For example, it might
discourage companies from going public or encourage taking public companies private
to avoid easier valuation.

These disadvantages highlight the complex challenges associated with implementing a
wealth tax and explain why many countries have abandoned such taxes in recent decades.

Ivy League Research

Ivy League institutions have conducted significant research on wealth taxation, contributing
valuable insights to the ongoing debate:

Harvard economists Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman have been influential
proponents, estimating that a 2% tax on wealth above $50 million could raise $187
billion annually.

Yale Law School's Anne Alstott argues that a wealth tax could help address the
"dynastic concentration of wealth" and improve economic mobility.

Columbia University researchers found that wealth taxes may encourage more
productive use of capital, potentially increasing economic efficiency.

However, University of Pennsylvania's Natasha Sarin cautions that implementation
challenges could significantly reduce revenue projections and potentially harm
economic growth.

Cornell legal scholars have raised constitutional concerns, suggesting that a federal
wealth tax may require a constitutional amendment to be implemented.
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This research highlights both the potential benefits and challenges of wealth taxation,
reflecting the complex nature of the issue and the need for careful policy design if
implemented.
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