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Impact on well-being: Lower wages 

• 11%  lower wages for gay/bisexual men 
– Average from studies of US, Netherlands, UK, Sweden, Greece, 

France, and Australia 

– Compared to heterosexual men with same qualifications 
(Klawitter 2013) 

• Higher wages for lesbians than heterosexual 
women, but other evidence of discrimination 
and inequality 

• Higher poverty rates for LGBTs in U.S. 



Higher Poverty Rates (U.S.) 
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Other LGBT Economic Challenges 

• Unequal access to education 

• Unequal access to credit, drag on 
entrepreneurship 

• Health disparities—HIV/AIDS, minority stress, 
access to care  

• Violence—physical and verbal 

• Arrest and imprisonment 

• Lack of access to social services 
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Economic value of LGBT inclusion 

 

 LGBT 
inclusion 

More 
openness 

Less 
discrim-
ination 

Individuals 
Better 
health, 

longer lives 

More 
education 

More efficient 

use of human 
capital 

Less need for 
social 

supports 

Secondary effects 

Lower health 
care costs 

Economy-level 
outcomes 

More 
economic 

output 

Avoided social 
costs 

Increased 
attractiveness as 
trading partner 

or tourist 
destination 



Linking economic development and 
LGBT inclusion 
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