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Inequality in the globalised world has been identified to be one of the key problems facing international politics in the current world. Income inequality between the rich and the poor, across people and countries, is having a harmful effect on democracies, economic development, national security, and international affairs. Based on reading books on inequality by Branko Milanovic (2016) and Francis Fukuyama (2011), and on realism in international relations by Thomas Weiss and Rorden Wilkinson (2023), I have come to understand how inequality affects democratic governance and international politics. My main objective in writing this reflection is to share my thoughts on the contribution of inequality to democracy and international politics. This will be achieved by discussing issues such as economic inequality and its effect on democracy both locally and internationally, as well as the conduct of individual countries.
[bookmark: _heading=h.l043ev2tk609]Main Body
One of the most thought-provoking ideas from the readings is Milanovic’s argument that globalisation has produced winners and losers across different regions of the world. Globalisation has helped millions of people to escape from poverty, especially in developing countries like China and India, but it has also added to the growing inequality within many countries. I used to see globalisation mainly as good, beneficial and productive, as it enhances economic growth and cooperation with the rest of the world. However, Milanovic’s analysis has shown that economic gains are not shared equally. This perspective made me realise that economic growth does not equate with social justice and equal opportunities. As wealth becomes concentrated in a small fraction of the population, however, the social divide could widen, resulting in mistrust and unrest that could compromise political stability.
The association between inequality and democracy was most remarkable. According to Fukuyama (2011), inequality is an issue that can impact democratic institutions, which can cause social mistrust and political polarisation. I felt this was the argument because in a democratic system, the citizens have to trust that they have a realistic possibility of influencing the political process. If people feel marginalized in the economic opportunities available to them, they can be drawn to populist movements or extreme ideologies and lose faith in democratic institutions. With all of these political developments that I know in my own country, and in the EU and many other democracies of the world, I can see how economic grievance can result in political discontent. This has enabled me to have a critical understanding of the need for inclusive economic policies to ensure democratic legitimacy and social cohesiveness.
The other major thing that I learned from the readings is the connection between inequality and political power. In the case of lobbying, financial contributions, and information manipulation, the wealthy have a greater capacity to influence individuals and corporations. Consequently, political decisions may increasingly be taken based on the interests of the elites instead of the people. This awareness prompts concerns over the quality of democracy in societies with notably high levels of economic inequality. Democracy is designed to give everyone an equal political voice; however, large wealth gaps can lead to unequal political voice. In thinking this through, I am even more convinced that democratic government needs free elections as well as policies that avoid undue economic power.
The topic also encouraged me to think about inequality from an international perspective. The importance of states pursuing their own national interests in an international system of competition and power struggles is highlighted in the realism chapter of the book (Weiss and Wilkinson). Realists would argue that global inequality could exacerbate power disparities because more affluent states would have more resources in the areas of military, economic, and diplomatic power. It gave me a glimpse into why it is sometimes challenging to have international cooperation for issues like poverty reduction, climate change, and development assistance. States can be more interested in their own interests, rather than the collective action required for a global challenge. I think realism is useful and a good explanation of state behaviour, but rather pessimistic in that it leaves the question of tackling global inequality to a lesser priority than national strategic priorities.
International instability can result from growing inequality, which leads to migration, social unrest, and political tensions across the world. Those who fall into poverty may seek to improve their fortunes elsewhere in the world, and governments that are economically challenged may find that they have difficulties keeping the peace. These challenges are often not limited to a country, and inequality is not just a domestic problem. With interconnectedness, the impact of inequality in other parts of the world is increasingly affecting wealthier countries.
International organisations have also influenced my perspective on this issue. Development and poverty reduction are supported by institutions like the United Nations, the World Bank, and the International Monetary Fund, but there are limitations due to the fact that the power balance in the world is sometimes reflected in these institutions. The problem of equality and representation in world governance becomes apparent. Essentially, inequality should not be seen as an economic problem but rather a democratic, social, and international one. It can only be resolved by economic reform and investing in education, health care, social protection, and democracy.
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Overall, my reflections on the issue of inequality in the world have led to a deeper understanding of the complicated interconnections of economics, democracy, and international politics. The readings clearly show that globalisation has led to some inequality as well as economic success, and in my view, the inequality poses a threat to democracy and stability in the world and is quite obvious in the readings. Specifically, in discussing the concept of democracy, Fukuyama explains why inequality could affect people's willingness to engage and participate, while Milanovic demonstrates that globalisation does not bring about equality. It is also evaluated that the realist approach explained in the texts of Weiss and Wilkinson helps one understand how differences in power affect international politics and make tackling inequality difficult.
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