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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The article discusses the concept of limitarism, which suggests that people can be too wealthy and proposes a wealth limit.
2. The article presents an empirical study which found that the average Dutch person considers a family to be 'super rich' when they have a material standard of living equivalent to €2.2 million.
3. The article argues that inequality is not only about poverty, but also about differences in real opportunities and standards of living between the top and bottom of society.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides evidence for its claims in the form of an empirical study conducted by the author and other sociologists, as well as quotes from other experts such as Sander Schimmelpenninck and Sander Heijne. It also provides a clear explanation of the concept of limitarism, which is supported by references to philosophical literature on inequality. 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided, as it acknowledges different opinions on what constitutes an appropriate wealth limit (e.g., 25 million euros suggested by Schimmelpenninck versus 10 million euros suggested by Heijne). It also acknowledges that most people do not support imposing a wealth limit through government policy, even though they may consider certain levels of wealth to be excessive. 
The only potential issue with the article is that it does not explore counterarguments or present both sides equally; for example, it does not discuss any potential drawbacks or risks associated with imposing a wealth limit. However, this omission does not significantly detract from the overall trustworthiness and reliability of the article.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Wealth inequality consequences
· Wealth inequality solutions
· Wealth limit pros and cons
· Government policy on wealth limit
· Philosophical literature on wealth inequality
· Economic impact of wealth limit
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