
RITI,I 5.5 Classification of Countries by Income Levels end Inequality (ia)

:

Moderate inequality Gini  > 0.50

Low income
< U.S. $300

Middle Argentina 1961 6 3 1 17.W52.0 0.42
i ncoma Chile 1963 427 13.0/56.8 0”49
U.S. Costa Rica 1971 423 14.7150.6 0.43

$300-750 Urus-mY  1967 460 14.3147.4 0.42

High income
> U.S. $750

Country*
Per capita

Year income ’ Ret i o* Gini

Dahomey&  1 9 5 9 6 5 15.5150.0 0.44
El Salvador& 1969 248 12.7152.0 0.45
Guyyana 1955-56 272 14.0/45.7 0.40
I n d i a  1 9 6 1 - 6 4 a4 14.0/54.0 0.46
Phi I ippines 1965 1 5 0 11.6155.4 0.50
Sudan 1963 9 1 14.2150.3 0.43
T a n z a n i a  1 9 6 7 70 14.0157.0 0.40
Thai lend 1962 9 2 12.9157.7 0.50
Tunisia&. 1961 1 5 6 10.5j55.0 0.50
Zambia 1959 1 5 0 14.6/57.0 0.49

Denrnerk 1968 1,838 13.6147.6 0.42

Finland 1962 1,193 11.1149.3 0e45
France 1962 1,373 9.5P53.7 0.50
West Germany&1964 1,614 15.4l52.9 0.45
Natherland&  1967 1,437 13.6j48.5 0.43
Puerto Rico 1963 900 13.7150.6 0.44

* The data on countries without the section mark is based on household
size distribution.

’ Per capita income is in 1964 U.S. $ to the closest 2 years.
$ Ratios are ratio of bottom 40% to top 20%.
& The data is based on active workers income  distribution.
Smrroe;  Montek Ahluwal ie, “Dimensions of the problem,” in H.Chenery,
Duloy, and Jolly (eds.),  Redistribution with Growth! An Approach to
Poliq (Washington, D.C.: IBRD,  1973)  (mimeo). Reprinted by permission
of The World Bank and Oxford University  Press.
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87413 5.5 Classification of Countries by Incoma Levels and Inequality (08)

Moderate iesquality Gini > 0.50 -
Per capita

C o u n t r y 'Year i I-lCO~' Ratio' Gini

Low income Cey 1 on 1969-70 155 17.0146.0 0.37
< U.S. cl00 Taiwan 1964 201 20.4140.1 0.32

Chad 1958 63 10.0143.0 0.35
Ivory Coast 1959 139 17.5/55.0 0.43
South Korea 1970 180 18.0/45.0 0.36
Libya 1962 220 23.5137.0 0.26
Nalaysia  1.957-58 208 17.7j43.9 0.36
Niger& 1960 73 17.5j42.0 0.36
Pakistan(R/W)  1963-64 83 17.5145.0 0.37
-Uganda&  1969-70 110 17.1/47.1 0.38

Middle BuIgeria&  1962 407 26.8133.2 0.21
income Greece& 1957 341 21.0/49.5 0.37
U.S. Israel& 1957 686 20.0149.5 0.30

2300-750 Poland& 1964 649 23.4136.0 0.25
Sapin 1964-65 572 17.0/45.2 0.38
Surinam 1962 311 21.7142.6 0.31
Yugoslavia 1968 451 18.5141.5 0.33

High income Canade 1965 2,057 20.0140.2 0.32
> U.S.  $750 Czechoslovakia& 1964 880 27.6131.0 0.18

Hungary& 1969 870 24.0131.0 0.24
Japan 1963 780 20.7140.0 0.31
New Zealand& 1968-69 1,800 15.5/42.0 0.37
Norway& 1963 1,609 16.6140.5 0.35
Sweden& I963 2,220 18.8139.0 0.39
United Kingdom 1968 1,599 19.7138.8 0.32

L United States& 1970 3,603 19.7138.8 0.31
#i The data on countries without the section mark is based on household size
distribution.
' Per capita income is in 1964  U.S. $ to the closest 2 years.
# Ratios 8re ratio of bottom 40% to top 20%.
& The data is based on active workers income distribution.
SourcerMontek Ahluwalia, "Dimensions of the problem," in
H.Chenery,Duloy& Jolly (eds.), Redistribution with Growth: An
Approach to Policy (Weshington, D.C.: IBRD, 1973)  (mimeo). Reprinted

by permission of The World Bank & Oxford University Press.
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m7q15  5.6 Income Growth and Povert:y in 36 Development Countries, 1975
and 2000 (projected)

1975 GNP Share of Number of people in

GNP growth rate lowest 40% Percentage of poverty (millions)
Country per 1960-  1975- 1975 2000 population in 1975 2000

capita 1975 2888 estimate projection poverty,1975 estimate projection

Group A (under $150)
Bangladesh 72 2.4
Ethiopia 81 4.3
Burma I38 3.2
Indonesia 90 5.2
Uganda 115 4.0
Zaire 105 4.3
Sudan 112 3.0
Tanzania 118 6.8
Pakistan 121 5.6
India 108 3.6
Subtotal 99 3.8
Group  B ($1~$325)
Kenya 168 7.0
Nigeria 176 7.1
Philippines 182 5.6
Sri Lanka 185 4.2
Senega 1 227 1.5
Egypt 238 4.2
The i land 237 7.5
Ghana 255 2.7
Morocco 266 4.4
Ivory coast 325 7.7
subtota 1 209 5.5
Group c (@25-s1,3el0)

South Korea 325 9.3
Chile 306 2.3
Zambia 363 3.4
Colombia  353 5.6

-kw 379 6.4
Tunisia 425 6.1
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4.6 il0.1 17.4 6 0 52 56

4.1 1.6.8 15.0 62 19 25

2.5 15.7 15.2 56 20 29
5.5 1~6.1 12.7 62 76 30

3.2 x4.4 14.0 45 6 12
4.8 14.6 12.7 49 11 13
6.0 '14.5 12.3 47 10 8

5.4 14.3 14.5 46 8 9
5.2 16.5 14.6 38 32 26

4.5 17.0 14.6 46 277 167
4.7 16.7 13.9 49 510 375

5 . 9 8.9 7.7 48 7 11

5.2 13.0 11.8 27 27 30
7.3 11.6 10.3 29 14 6
3.9 19.3 16.2 10 2 2
4.0 9.6 8 . 9 29 1 2
6.1 13.9 13.5 14 7 5

6.7 11.5 10.9 23 13 4

2.1 11.2 11.9 19 2 6
6.2 13.3 10.9 16 4 3
5.6 10.4 10.4 14 1 1

5.8 12.0 10.1 24 81 70

3.1 16.9 19.1 6 3
6.0 13.1 14.3 9 1
4.9 13.0 12.9 7 0
7.4 9.9 11.5 14 5
6.3 9.3 10.4 1 1 6
7.5 11.1 13.3 9 1



A1515  5 .6  Incase Growth and Poverty in 36 Lkvelopment  Countries, 1975

and 2000 (projected)

1975 m Share of Number of people in

G N P grcwth  rate lowest  40% Percentage of poverty (millions)

COtiPY per 1960-  197% 1975 2000 population in 1975 2000

capita 1975 Z&%30  estismte prcjection  poverty,1975  estismte projection

Malaysia 4 7 1

Ta iwan 499

Guatermla 497

Braz  i 1 509

Peru 503

Jran 572

MeKico 758

Yugoslavia 828

Argentina 1.097

Vanezuela  1,288

Suhtotfll  5 7 7

Tota  1 237

6.7 6.7 11.1 1g.3 8 1 1

9.1 6.2 22.3 24.4 4 1 0

6.1 6.0 11.3 12.4 9 1 1

7.2 7.0 9.1 11.9 8 1 6 7

5.7 6.3 7.3 8.8 1 5 3 2

9.5 7.2 8.2 11.0 El 5 2

6.8 6.8 8.2 10.8 1 0 8 6

5.8 6.1 18.8 23.9 4 1 0

4.0 4.5 15.1 1815 3 1 1

5.8 6.8 8.5 12.9 5 1 1

6.4 6-9 9.9 10.0 8 5 4 30

5.4 6.2 9.8 6.5 35 6 4 4 475
-- _-__.A-_---

Source: M.S.Ahluwal ia,  N.&rter,  and H.Chenery, “Grcwth  and poverty  in developing

countries,” Journal of &evelopuent  8concmics  6 (September 1979), Tables 1 and 2.
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G = o.20g1  + 0.208, + o.20g9  + 0.2og . t o.20g5 (4)

iwti'l#  tl5rti1n5nja~i 1, 2, 3 ji5xln"w?1 zhun+ 4 uw 5 ~5&.15701~~iiaii~ 10%

G = 0.20~0~t0.20~0~+0.20~0)+0.200+0.20(0.10~t0.20~0.10~

= 0.04
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

-

1964-70 1 2 . 4  9 . 5 11.0 11.0 10.7 10.5

1960-69 8 . 8  9 . 2 3.2 8.2 6.7 5.2

1963-68 8 . 8  5 . 8 6 . 0 7 . 8 6 . 5 5.9

1953-61 4 . 5  9 . 1 12.1 6 . 8 9 . 4 11.1

1961-71 4 . 5  9 . 3 7 . 0 6.3 7 . 4 7.8

1961-65 7 . 0  5 . 3 6 . 5 6 . 2 6.1 6.1

1964-70 5 . 2  7 . 9 7.8 6 . 2 7 . 3 7.8

1961-69 3 . 5  9 . 5 6 . 4 5.7 7.1 7.4

1961-65 5 . 0  6 . 7 4.4 5.5 5.4 5.2

1960-70 6 . 7  3 . 1 3.7 5 . 2 4.1 3 . 5

1960-66 5 . 6  5 . 2 4.1 5 . 2 4.8 4 . 5

1952-62 6 . 0  5 . 0 2.1 5.1 4 . 0 3.1

1963-70 3 . 1  6 . 3 8.3 5 . 0 6 . 5 7 . 6

1963-68 5 . 0  5 . 0 4.3 4 . 9 4.7 4 . 5

1956-62 5 . 6  4 . 5 1.4 4.8 3 . 5 2 . 4

1961-71 3 . 9  6 . 7 2 . 4 4 . 6 4 . 4 3.8

1954-63 5 . 3  3 . 5 2.0 4 . 2 3.3 2 . 5

pper Middle Lowest

20% 40% 40%

(AI (B) CC)

GNP Equal Poverty

weights weights weights

416111  M.Ahluwalia  a n d  H.Chenery,  “ A  c o n c e p t u a l  f r a m e w o r k  f o r  e c o n o m i c

analysis,* i n  H.Chenery, Duloy, a n d  J o l l y , R e d i s t r i b u t i o n  w i t h

Growth;  A n  A p p r o a c h  t o  P o l i c y  ( W a s h i n g t o n ,  D.C.;  IBRD,  1973).  (31,  p.5.
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