Aff stats on inequality are bunk.
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There are four major problems with the Census Bureau’s official measurement of poverty and deep poverty:
Means-tested welfare benefits are almost entirely ignored;
Extensive informal or gray-market income in lower-income households is omitted;
An arbitrary definition of the family unit excludes cohabiting partners and their income from the measure of the family’s living standards; and
Income from a single year may not correspond to living conditions, because some families with temporarily low incomes may have assets acquired in prior years.
Problem #1: Means-tested welfare is almost entirely ignored.10
Rector and Hall, “Did Welfare Reform Increase Extreme Poverty inAl the United States?” page 11.
 The means-tested welfare system consists of the total spending on cash, food, housing, medical care, and social services in programs targeted toward poor and nearly poor persons. The federal government runs 89 separate means-tested aid programs.
In 2016, federal and state governments spent $1.1 trillion on means-tested welfare. (Social Security and Medicare are not part of the means-tested welfare system and are not included in that spending total.) Of this sum, nearly $829 billion (74 percent) represented federal expenditures, and $297 billion (26 percent) was funded by state governments. Nearly all state government welfare expenditures are contributions to federal welfare programs. Ignoring these matching state payments into the federal welfare system results in a serious underestimation of spending on behalf of the poor.
Of total means-tested spending in fiscal year (FY) 2016, over 59 percent—almost three-fifths—was spent on medical care for poor and lower-income persons, and about 31 percent was spent on cash, food, and housing aid. The approximately 10 percent remaining was spent on social services, training, child development, targeted federal education aid, and community development for lower-income persons and communities.
Roughly half of means-tested spending goes to families with children. Another 41 percent goes to disabled or elderly persons; only 9 percent goes to non-elderly, non-disabled adults without children.
A simple but largely unknown paradox underlies most discussions about welfare and poverty in the U.S.: Official government reports consistently show high levels of poverty and deep poverty primarily because their statistics, for purposes of calculating poverty, omit around 95 percent of welfare state spending. As noted, the Census Bureau defines a family as “poor” based on reported “money income,” but the definition of “money income” excludes most widely available welfare benefits, such as:
The refundable Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC);
The refundable Additional Child Tax Credit (ACTC);
The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP, formerly the Food Stamp Program);
The Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC);
Free or reduced-price school breakfasts and lunches;
Subsidized housing;
The Low Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP); and
Medicaid, Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP), and premium assistance provided under the Affordable Care Act.11
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