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2000 GDP per Worker

Figure 1: National Average 1Q (Lynn & Vanhanen, 2006)
and Year 2000 GDP Per Worker
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Figure 2

IQ and immigrant skill
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GDP per capita

Figure 3

The impact of skilled worker quality in a
Foolproof/O-ring economy
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Skilled-

worker Number
quality of links

0.7
0.75
0.8
0.85
0.9
0.95
0.99

3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8
3.8

O-Ring
wage
235
333
461
627
837
1,099
1,354
1,425

Table 1

Foolproof/O-Ring Simulation

Aggregate
Labor Skilled
Demand Labor
644,078 1,000,000
495,088 1,000,000
387,082 1,000,000
307,189 1,000,000
247,029 1,000,000
201,006 1,000,000
171,755 1,000,000
165,297 1,000,000
& 1
0 +
3D7. N<N4((.
1
/N(OX ) G

-1

O-Ring
Workers
169,889
429,883
606,148
728,602
815,523
878,415
916,510
924,703

1 +

N60)! @

O-Ring

Output
59,562,754
213,596,152
417,329,186
681,485,980
1,018,267,028
1,441,445,373
1,852,512,766
1,966,463,320
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1 6"V

1

Foolproof
Output
614,051
539,173
477,417
425,865
382,370
345,323
319,495
313,500

& 5(T

+

GDP
per
capita

55
195
380
620
926
1,311
1,684
1,788
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