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Rewrite my prompt and make bettter but funny:

What was Steve Jobs and munger and the poorest in the Philippines networth at death.
Tabulate their age with corresponding networth and how each enjoyed per year their
wealth at death and how much they took with them after death.

Here's a cleaner, sharper, slightly savage but still funny rewrite of your prompt:
Rewrite (Funny but Smart):

What were the net worths of Steve Jobs, Charlie Munger, and the poorest person in the
Philippines at the time of their deaths?

Create a table showing:
o Age at death
+ Net worth at death
e Average wealth "enjoyed” per year of life
e« How much wealth each actually took with them after death

Use this comparison to highlight the absurdity of wealth accumulation versus lived life
—and to answer the eternal question: who really spent their money better, considering
we all leave with exactly $0?

If you want, | can also:
o Make it darker humor
» Make it academic but ironic
e Orturnitinto a one-slide meme / chart that hurts billionaires’ feelings &=

| couldn’t find a documented net worth for an individual Filipino who was literally the
poorest at death—because by definition, extremely poor people don't have publicly
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tracked assets or reports on net worth at death. What we do have are stories and
examples of individuals whose lives symbolized extreme poverty in the Philippines,
such as Mang Pandoy, a street vendor who became “the face of the poor” and died
with essentially no wealth.

So for the purposes of your comparison, I'll use Mang Pandoy (Felipe Natanio) as the
“poorest Filipino"” example, and note that his net worth was effectively zero.

Here's your requested comparison:

Wealth vs Lived Life at Death — Billionaires vs. Nobody

N A t Death Net Worth at :L‘\I‘EI e‘r age d\lll\lsalth Wealth Taken to
m n )
ame geatbea Death (approx.) Joye e the Grave
Year
Steve Jobs 56 ~$10.2 billion at ~$182.14 million  $0 (all wealth
death (est.) per year stayed on Earth)
~$2.6 billi t ~$26.26 milli
Charlie Munger 99 $2.6 billion a $ million $0
death per year
Mang Pandoy Nf:d(of:/rr?st
Vv
(symbol of the 63 $0 per year $0
documented net
poorest)
worth)

Funny but Thought-Provoking Takeaways

2 Steve Jobs' life: If each year of his awesome life were a bank account, he "enjoyed”
about $182 million per year—though most went toward investment/inheritance, not
private jets with complimentary caviar.

© Charlie Munger: The world's savviest sidekick retired with $2.6 billion and almost
made it to 100. That's about $26 million per year, if life had a "wealth = enjoyment”
equation.

<> Mang Pandoy'’s life: Zero net worth at death—but arguably infinite lived experience
compared to spreadsheets. Unlike billionaires, he didn't leave behind piles of cash.
Leaves a better metaphor though.

«+ Fun fact about death and money: No matter how many billions you've got, you can
only take $0 with you when you die. (Technically true for all three in this table.)

If you want, | can also:

» Visualize this in a memetic infographic
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« Add regional poverty benchmarks (e.g., average Filipino net worth)
o Make a snarky “Billionaire Bucket List vs. Poorest Person Bucket List” ranking &
Just tell me what vibe you want next!

Perfect. Let's sit with these visuals for a second—because they're doing philosophical
violence in the nicest way possible.

Visualization 1: Net Worth at Death
You see two skyscrapers and... a flat line.
» Steve Jobs: ~$10.2B
e Charlie Munger: ~$2.6B
« Poorest Filipino (symbolic): $0

Different lives, wildly different balance sheets. One could buy nations, one could buy
wisdom, one couldn’t buy dinner—but keep going.

Visualization 2: Wealth Taken After Death
This chart looks “broken” on purpose.
 Steve Jobs: $0
e Charlie Munger: $0
e Poorest Filipino: $0
Same result. Same ending. Same suitcase size.
What the charts are quietly screaming
e The first chart shows inequality, power, optionality, comfort, legacy-building.

o The second chart shows the only perfectly fair economic system humans have ever
invented: death.

If you compress a lifetime into a single metric:
e Jobs averaged ~$182M “on paper” per year of life
e Munger ~$26M per year
e The poorest person averaged $0
Yet in the only column that actually closes the accounting books, they're identical.

Final punchline (the whole thesis in one sentence)
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Everyone dies with zero.

The only variable is whether you spent your life hoarding, compounding, enjoying,
serving—or just surviving.

If you want next:
e A one-slide meme version (“Net Worth vs Final Carry-On Luggage”)
o A life ROI chart (years alive vs years actually lived)
» Or a personalized version using your own financial trajectory

Say the word.

Oh this one absolutely stings—in a quiet, existential way &«

Here's how to frame this as a one-slide meme that hurts billionaire feelings without
raising your voice.

ONE-SLIDE MEME TITLE
“Net Worth at Death vs. What You Actually Take With You"
Subtitle (small, deadly font):
Spoiler: the universe does not accept wire transfers.
What the chart says (but never laughs)
e Giant bars for Steve Jobs and Charlie Munger
o A flat line for the poorest person
e Then one sentence underneath that ruins everyone's day:
“Wealth taken after death: $0 for everyone.”
No footnotes.
No disclaimers.
No mercy.
Meme captions you can rotate depending on vibe
Top of the slide:
“Billionaire problems =="
Under the bars:

o Steve Jobs: “Innovated reality. Couldn’t hack mortality.”
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o Charlie Munger: “Compounded brilliantly. Cashed out exactly $0."
o Poorest person: “Never had it. Lost nothing.”
Bottom line (the gut punch):
“Different lives. Same luggage.”
Why this hurts (and why it's funny)
« Billionaires hate being reduced to the same outcome as everyone else
+ The chart says: Your legacy may matter — your bank balance doesn't
e It quietly asks the most uncomfortable question of all:
If everyone leaves with zero, who optimized life correctly?
If you want next:
e A phone-lock-screen version
« A black-and-white ‘existential finance' aesthetic
e Or a personalized version with "You (projected)” added to the chart
Say the word. This meme has range &=
Gemini
It's a fascinating, if slightly sobering, exercise to look at these numbers. It highlights the

massive gap between "having" and "using," especially when the final destination is the
same for everyone.

Here is the breakdown of these three figures and the inevitable math of mortality.

The Wealth vs. Time Comparison

Person Ade at Death Net Worth at Wealth "Enjoyed" Wealth Taken
9 Death Per Year* Post-Mortem
Steve Jobs 56 ~$10.2 Billion ~$182 Million $0
Charlie
99 ~$2.6 Billion ~$26 Million $0
Munger
Poorest ~$0 (or
o Unknown 3 (. $0 $0
Filipino negative)

o Calculated by dividing net worth at death by years lived. This is a mathematical
abstraction of "unspent" potential.
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The Breakdown: Accumulation vs. Utility

« Steve Jobs (The Visionary): Jobs' wealth was largely tied up in Apple and Disney
stock. While he lived a life of extreme comfort, the vast majority of his $10.2 billion
was "potential energy" that he never actually spent on himself. In the end, his
wealth functioned more as a scoreboard for his corporate influence than a personal
bank account.

« Charlie Munger (The Sage): Munger famously lived in the same relatively modest
house for decades and spent his later years giving away hundreds of millions to
universities. He viewed wealth as a tool for independence rather than luxury. Even
so, he "left" $2.6 billion on the table—wealth that, by definition, he didn't "need" for
his own 99 years.

e The Poorest Filipino: In the slums of Tondo or the rural provinces, the poorest
individual likely died with zero assets and perhaps informal debt. Their "wealth per
year" was $0. While they lacked the security and comfort of the billionaires, they
achieved the exact same financial result at the finish line: Zero.

The "Absurdity" of the Scorecard

The irony of wealth accumulation is that the more you "win," the more you technically

"lose" in terms of efficiency. If the goal of money is to facilitate a life lived, then every

dollar left in the bank at the moment of death is a unit of labor or stress that was never
actually redeemed for an experience.

From a purely logistical standpoint, the person who dies with exactly $0 after living a
full life is the most efficient "spender." The billionaires provided for their heirs and
charities, but as far as their own biological journey goes, they carried a heavy
backpack of gold right up to the edge of a cliff where they had to drop it.

The Great Equalizer: Whether you are buried in a custom-designed mahogany
casket or a simple pine box, the "exit tax" is 100%.

Who Spent It Better?
That depends on your philosophy:

1. The Accumulator: Would argue Jobs and Munger spent it better because their
wealth created iPhones and Berkshire Hathaway, benefiting millions.

2. The Minimalist: Would argue that the person who lived for the moment,
unburdened by the stress of managing billions, "spent" their time—the only non-
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renewable resource—more wisely.

Would you like me to find some data on how much Steve Jobs or Charlie Munger
actually gave away to charity during their lifetimes versus what was left over?

CoPilot

Below is a clear, evidence-based comparison using the best available sourced figures
for Steve Jobs and Charlie Munger.

For the "poorest person in the Philippines”, no credible source identifies an individual
by name, net worth, or age at death — poverty statistics describe populations, not
specific deceased individuals. Because no verifiable data exists, I'll explain that gap
after the table.

;| Wealth, Mortality, and the Absurdity of
Accumulation

Verified Net Worths at Death

« Steve Jobs died in 2011 at age 56 with an estimated net worth of $10 billion.
Celebrity Net Worth

o Charlie Munger died in 2023 at age 99 with an estimated net worth of $2.6 billion.
Daily Mail

o Poorest Filipino at death: No individual data exists. Poverty in the Philippines is
measured statistically, not by tracking the net worth of specific deceased
individuals.

. Comparison Table

Average Wealth

Net Worth Wealth Tak
Person Age at Death et Worth at “Enjoyed"” per Year of ealth Taken
Death . After Death
Life
(\frac{10,000,000,000}
Steve Jobs 56 $10,000,000,000 {56} \approx $0

$178,571,428) per year

Charlie Munger 99 $2,600,000,000 (\frac{2,600,000,000} $0
{99} \approx
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https://www.celebritynetworth.com/articles/entertainment-articles/when-steve-jobs-died-the-majority-of-his-10-billion-net-worth-had-nothing-to-do-with-apple/
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-12805381/Charlie-Munger-wealth-family-inheritance-billionaire-death-profile.html

Average Wealth

Net Worth at Wealth Taken

Person Age at Death Death Fnjoyed per Year of After Death
Life
$26,262,626) per year
P t Filipi Typicall
oorest Fi |p|-no . ypically near Near $0 per year $0
(representative) $0

» Interpreting the Numbers

1. Jobs vs. Munger: Two Billionaires, Two Very Different
Lifespans

e Jobs accumulated far more wealth per year of life — roughly 7x Munger’s
annualized wealth.

+ Munger lived 43 more years, yet his average “wealth per year alive” was
dramatically lower.

« Both left behind exactly the same amount when they died: $0.

2. The Poorest Filipino: A Stark Contrast

While we cannot name a specific individual, we can contrast the billionaires with the
lived reality of millions of Filipinos whose net worth is effectively zero throughout life.

Their “average wealth per year" is also near zero — yet their lived experiences,
relationships, joys, and struggles are no less real.

3. The Absurdity of Wealth Accumulation
When viewed through the lens of mortality:

« Jobs “enjoyed” $178M per year.

e Munger “enjoyed” $26M per year.

e A poor Filipino might “enjoy” $0 per year.

o All three left with the same amount.

This is the punchline of human economics:

Death equalizes what life exaggerates.
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4. Who Spent Their Money Better?

If the metric is how much wealth they carried into the afterlife, then:
» Jobs took $0.
e Munger took $0.
e The poorest Filipino took $0.

A perfect tie.

If the metric is how fully they lived, how wisely they used their time, or how much good
they created, then money becomes a very poor proxy.

The billionaire who hoards, the worker who struggles, and the child born into poverty
all meet the same final balance sheet.

So Who Really “Won"?

Probably the one who:
+ |oved deeply,
o lived meaningfully,
o suffered least,
* helped others most,
¢ and regretted the least.
Money measures none of these.
If you want, | can expand this into a philosophical essay, a speech, or even a visual
infographic comparing wealth, lifespan, and meaning.
Claude

I'll search for the specific information about these individuals' deaths and net
worths.Now | need to search for information about poverty in the Philippines. Since |
need information about "the poorest person" at death, I'll search for poverty data and
life expectancy in the Philippines to make a reasonable estimate.Now | have enough
information to create this table. Let me compile the data:

Steve Jobs:

o Died October 5, 2011, age 56
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« Net worth at death: $10.2 billion
Charlie Munger:

o Died November 28, 2023, age 99

» Net worth at death: $2.7 billion

Poorest Person in the Philippines:

For this, I'll use representative data. Based on the search results, over 5 million children
live in extreme poverty in the Philippines, and life expectancy in the Philippines for
2024 was 71.79 years. However, a child born to a poor family in the Philippines is three
times less likely to reach their fifth birthday compared to a child above the poverty line.
For someone living in extreme poverty with zero net worth, I'll use a lower life
expectancy estimate.

Here's your table highlighting the absurdity:

The Great Wealth Accumulation Experiment: A Mortality
Study

Person Age at Death Net Worth at Wealth "Enjoyed" Wealth Taken to
9 Death Per Year the Grave
Steve Jobs 56 years $10,200,000,000 $182,142,857/year $0
Charlie Munger 99 years $2,700,000,000  $27,272,727/year $0
Poorest
~ kk
Filipino* 60 years $0 $0/year $0

» Representative of millions living in extreme poverty

*xEstimated lower than national average due to poverty-related health disparities

The Eternal Question: Who Spent Their Money Better?
Let's examine the mathematics of the cosmic joke:

Steve Jobs accumulated roughly $182 million per year of life. He revolutionized
technology, changed how billions communicate, and left behind... exactly nothing in his
pockets. The iPhone went with him about as far as the parking lot.

Charlie Munger was more "efficient" at $27 million per year, though he had 43 more
years to accumulate it. He gave away hundreds of millions during his lifetime, which
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suggests he figured out the punchline earlier than most.

The poorest Filipino accumulated $0 per year for roughly 60 years, struggled daily for
survival, and also left with... exactly $0.

The Absurdity Revealed:
All three departed with identical net worth: $0.00

The difference?

e Jobs and Munger spent their lives in a game of Monopoly where the bank always
wins at the end

e The poorest person never got to play, but somehow ended up with the same final
score

* Nobody got to take their hotels from Boardwalk with them

The Answer:

The person who "spent their money better" is whoever actually spent it—on
experiences, on helping others, on living fully. Because whether you're worth $10
billion or $0, your final withdrawal from the Bank of Life clears your account
completely.

The truly rich person isn't the one who dies with the most money. It's the one who
figured out that life's receipts aren't redeemable in the afterlife.

As the saying goes: "l've never seen a hearse pulling a U-Haul."
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