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Fertility — a concept that describes the ability and the will to bear children.

- its content is being weakened by the criterion of the birth place for about half the subtotal fertility of subpo-
pulation of foreign origin with the for the purpose of to fit the ideology on equation and so-called desegrega-
tion/integration:

The fertility decreased among Non-Westerners from 3.41 in 1996 to 3.248 in 1998 and to almost 2 in 2007 according
to Danmarks Statistics. In the newspaper Politiken we read 7 December 2009 (http://politiken.dk/debat/analyse/
article853442.ece ) that the fertility of ethnic Danes was 1.82 in 2008 to where it had increased from 1.69 since 1993.
There is not the slitest documentation at Danmarks Statistics. 25 Juli 23 2010: “Now Non-Westerners bear 1.6 child in
average, the Danish 1.9 child”, wrote the newspaper Information and the same did the newspaper Berlingske Tidende
25 Juli 2010. 2010 the Danes allegedly gave birth to 1.9 in average against the previous (two years earlier) 1.7 child.

The claim of Politiken December 7th 2008 perhaps have to be translated to: Now the ethnic Danes and a substantial
number of Non-Westernes called Danes ‘on the paper’ and their children give birth to average 1.9 child against previ-
ous 1.7. The rest of the child births are measured against the accounted/named number of Non-Westeners.

Total Fertility in Denmark 1982-2013

198219831984198519861987198819891990199119921993199419951996
1.431.381.401.451.481.501.561.62 1.67 1.68 1.76 1.75 1.81 1.81 1.75

19971998199920002001200220032004200520062007200820092010201120122013
1.751.721.741.771.751.721.76 1.78 1.80 1.851.851.891.84 1.88 1.75 1.73 1.67

But be sure the substance of the fertility-table is changed almost every year.

Professor dr. oecon. Joern Henrik Petersen’s choice for fertility-figures to the work in the (public) Welfare Commission,
about 3.3 for immigrants from less developed countries and 1.5 for immigrants from most developed countries |1 2005
for the year 2003 and in the future (see 3. Section in report mentioned above of analyses from the welfare Commission,
Mars 2005 (1). It matches with the official total fertility, if we presuppose the share of 14 p.c. of the population from les-
ser developed countries. And this actually matches the use of fertilities from the countries of origin in a model passes.
In the retro-projection we then subtracted the estimated number of immigrants and their children each year since 1979
from the total population and thereby estimated both the residual number of Danes and the number of immigrants and
their children each year.

Notice, his chosen figure of the fertility 3.3 for women with origin in less developed countries that almost corresponds to
the official level og fertility for Non-Westernes in 1994 in Denmark. Danmarks Statistics indicates it to 3.343. Politiken
July 25 th 2010: Non-Westernes 1.6. Officially Non-Western women should have been assigned the fertility 2.570 and
women of descendents from Non-Western countries 2.445 in 2003. If you choose less developed countries or of Non-
Western does not matter. The amusing statement of fertilities with 3-4 decimals | would really want to know more about
as a practitioner as well as an theorist.

A smaller, but very clear sign given by Copenhagen municipality in 2004:

In Sunday Newspaper 25 January 2004 the Head of the person-statistics in Copenhagen municipality Claus Woll had
the following comment after | had contacted the person-statistics: ”| want to underline that there has not been any cov-
erage for the conclusions drawn in the media with background in the report” (mine: About the births of the immigrants
and descendants in Copenhagen municipality made by sociology student Connie Caroee Christiansen). According to
the Sunday Newspaper a closer scrutiny reveals that descendants from Non-Western countries give birth to more chil-
dren than parents in average. The birthrate of the group has increased with 10 per cent for the last five years. This is
not a direct detection that the fertility had increased or decreased, but the student called the counted number and births
related to the number birth giving fertility and claimed it had decreased. The birth rate increased in the generation of
descendants. The most surprising was the fertility-numbers later on did not origin from raw data drawn from a represen-
tative fertility investigation (more details below), but alleged processed data via the distribution of ages and thereby
converted to so-called fertility-estimates.This was the way it went all over Europe. The word fertility is misleading.


http://politiken.dk/debat/analyse/article853442.ece
http://politiken.dk/debat/analyse/article853442.ece
http://www.b.dk/danmark/indvandrere-foeder-faerre-boern-end-danskere
http://www.b.dk/danmark/indvandrere-foeder-faerre-boern-end-danskere
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Total fertility in DK and subtotal fertility among subpopulation in Denmark presupposes fertility investigation of repre-
sentative sample by interviews. The sample has to be stratified selection for example and must include all age-related
fertilities among women in the fertile ages in the actual subpopulation. There has not been completed and published
any such fertility investigation

Total fertility in Denmark and the subtotal fertility in subpopulation requires investigations of fertility in a representative
selection by interviews. The selection for interviews must be stratified and include age-related fertilities among women
in the fertile ages in the population in question. No such investigation has been published here or elsewhere in Europe.
Birth rates are being manipulated or computed to some kind of estimates named fertility-estimate. By correction more
or less arbitrary for age-distribution some estimate is calculated without any meaning of the words from the involved.
Fertility presuppose answers from the women in the fertile ages, wishes and expectation about more children at a given
time or in a given short period while the interviews are made.

Fertility is accounted by a comprehensive interview investigation to secure the reliability of the attitudes.

The fertility is affected by culture, traditions, education, legislation, prevention and it is given the age of distribution at
the time of the interviews.

OECD:

Definition:

The total fertility in a specified year is the total number of children that will be born a woman, if she lived to
the end of birth giving years and she gave birth to children according to the applicable age specific fertility
rates in five-years-age-groups.

| do not read any definition of fertility.

An article by David Coleman on fertility:

It is discussed if subpopulation of immigrants adapt to the fertility of the country of immigration, quickly, slowly or not at
all (Ansley Coale,1986). Short and long run does not play a role. According to Figure 2 page 407 in David Coleman’s
articled ] mmi grati on and ERdémtiicl iChywan@e@untnr iLesv: A Ththeawraggé&emogr aphi
tility of ‘All French women’ has varied around 1.9 in the period 1982-2002 with a single fluctuation to 1.7 1990-1995. In
the period 1982-1999 that cover almost the same period the average fertility of all women of foreign origin in France
has decreased from almost 3.2 to just over 2.8. In Sweden the fertility of ‘all women of foreign origin’ has increased
from 2.1 to 2.7 1984-1990. It does not seem to be correct, especially not when immigration is taken into account. For
‘Swedish citizens’ (ethnic Swedish and naturalized of foreign origin ?) the fertility has increased from 1.6 to 2.1 1982-
1990. Here the curve describes the development of ‘Swedish citizens’, for almost all other countries the curve is re-
ferred to as ‘for all women’ or ‘for all of foreign origin’. One of the curves for England and Wales shows fertility of ‘wo-
men of all birth places’ with a decrease from 1.80 to 1.65 1982-1990. For women with birth place New Commonwealth,
that include the most fertile areas in Africa, the fertility increased from 2.8 to 3.1 1992-1998, but no shown data on fertil-
ity among women born in England and Wales with New Commonwealth as origin. It is the last mentioned who give birth
to largest share with this origin today. Immigration, citizenship and the birth place alone do not make fertility decrease
or just be constant (England and Wales and France) called fertility adaption, if the fertility still is decreasing among the
ethnic parent population, when the immigration predominantly is of young and younger individuals from high-fertile
countries, without the births of naturalized and the births of the children of the naturalized are included as birth of the
ethnic parent population. Source to Figure 2 page 407 is allegedly OECD and national statistical offices.

Conclusion:

There are no available raw data about the absolute number of births distributed on origin or previous nationality from

OECD, and there is no publication either by the national statistical offices. Raw data would have substantiated the birth

rates and their distribution in the weighted average that exactly determines the total birth rate in the population or the

corresponding in the subpopulation. The absence is conspicuous of untreated raw data in the form of census arranged

beside the balance sheets of the population or equivalent in the corresponding parts thereof would have revealed the

distribution of the birth rates on origin or on actual or previous nationality. Instead a transformation blurs not known

number of births or birth rates via the distribution of ages among the birth giving to some calculated fertility-estimates.

Apparently to serve the idea of equality and so-called integration. There is no documentation what so ever from raw da-

ta to the estimates, and the presentation of these estimates reveals themselves. Per haps Davi d Col-emanés
ns just were to show what publ i c Tablefl pagedd4 (&) shpws festilityee$timatea t a 6 o n
for Non-Westeners 1.64 in England and Wales 2001 and fertility-estimate 3.10 2005 for the same group of origin in Nor-

way. Very doubtful regardless of the distribution of origins, of ages, and the distribution of the durations of stay. It does

not add up. There is more that does not add up in Table 1 page 414 (7). Most of rest in the article deals with questio-

nable expectations to these official fertility-estimates in different European countries in the future.

IQ decreases in Norway, Germany and United Kingdom:

IQ estimation of the population as a weighted average of 1Q in the subpopulations requires a breakdown or
a division into origins and ancestry.
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Changes in IQ-average caused by immigration in three Eu-
ropean countries, Norway, Germany and United Kingdom
(UK). The IQ-average is obviously reduced by immigration
from a country/area of origin with lower IQ-average and vi-
ce versa by immigration from a high-IQ-nation. The 1Q-
average for the origin in question, the IQ-average in the
country of immigration before the immigration, the net im-
migration and the population of the country of immigration
are deciding. The weighted average decide the result with
groups of population as weights, regardless the immigrants
comes from many of a few countries of origin. The number
of births per. woman in each group of immigrants- and de-
scendants of course improves decisive influence on the to-
tal devlopment in time, the group of descendants with mo-
re than the half of births among the subpopulations of for-
eign origin (in these years).

IQ is biogenetic and geographical determined by up to 80
per cent. Therefore it is essential to decide/count the immi-
gration and the subpopulations according to origin and
ancestry. The naturalized or the grants of citizenships and
the descendants of the naturalized have to be added to the
group of immigrants and their descendants according to
origin, as the grants of citizenships by a letter or the stay —
for long or short - in another country does not alter the
genes and thereby IQ among naturalized and their descen-
dants.

More than 200 nations/areas of origin are grouped to make
greater clarity. Each of the groups represent a average
total birth rate (Crude Birth Rate (CBR) as a proportional
transformed fertility) that is assumed to be the one of the
country of origin and a corresponding average IQ-figure.
As the accounts and estimates of the three countries of im-
migration do not have the same organization, and the in-
formations uneven available | shall try to create fairly si-
milar origin groups in the three countries with the objective
of comparing the similarity may be sought secured.

A correction of the previous specifications to be suitable for
a IQ-account implies that number of immigrated foreign ci-

Norway
Europe except Turkey
Africa

Asia including Turkey

North America

South- and Central-America
Australia og Oceania

Ubekendt udland
Uopklaret/uden angivelse

Germany

Europe except Turkey
Africa

Asia including Turkey

North America

South- and Central-America
Australia und Ozeania

Von / Nach See
Unbekanntes Ausland
Ungeklart, ohne Angabe

tizens, the number of naturalized and all their descedants
born in the country of immigration has to be counted re-
spectively estimated. Without accounts there estimation re-
mainds.

In Norway the number of naturalizations is available in the
period 1976-2013. The number of foreign citizens has be-
en counted and distributed on previous nationality in the
period 1986-2014 and corresponding for years 1970 and
1980. From Statitisches Bundesamt in Germany the natu-
raliszations are available distributed on nations of origin for
the period 2003-2013, and the total undistributed number
for 1991, 1995 and the same in the period 2000-2002. The
number of foreign citizens in Germany is also counted spo-
radic in the past. Therefore a entire reconstruction of the
numbers cannot be made for Germany in the past. Here |
choose alone the projection from 2015 and forward from
alternative reconstructed numbers of status entirely based
on the number of naturalizations and the estimated num-
ber of births given by the naturalized 2003-2013 (Alterna-
tive 1) or Alternative 2 with more naturalizations included
for the years 1991, 1995 and un the period 2000-2002 too.
There is also the result of the census 2012.

For Norway and Germany the groups of origin are almost
homogeneous. Generally and especially in UK the group-
ing of naturalizations very heterogenous.

Norway:

Europe except Turkey
Africa

Asia including Turkey

North America

South- and Central-America
Oceania

Stateless

Uoppgitt

Germany:

Naturalizations on previous citizenship

EU-staaten

EU-kandidaten excl. Turkei
EWR-Staaten/Schweiz
Sonstiges Europa

Sid- und Sidostasien
Vorderasien incl. Turkey

Afrika

Ost- und Zentralasien
Nordamerika

Sud-under Mittelamerika
Australien

Oceania

Statenlos und ohne Angabe



United Kingdom:

Geogracally region origin/nationality

European Union'
Old Commonwealth

New Commonwealth®
Other African Commonwealth
Indian Subcontinent

Other Commonwealth®

Other Foreign*
Remainder of Europe*
United States of America
Remainder of America
Middle East
Other

The choice grouping of countries stands between the one
above or this one:

Africa
Americas
Asia
Europe
Middle East
Oceania

Other
Of foreign origin

First | chose for UK to calculate the estimated number from
Office for National Statistics (ONS) by using both group-
ings. The first gave rise to divergent results in the rush-
period (1989-2002)

Table 3.01 Long-Term International Migration, estimates
from the International Passenger Survey: annual data,
1989 Citizenship by Country of Last or Next Residence (4)
the following:

In the categori immigrated residents of previous country/
area, Non-European Union from Non-European Union you
count totally 800 thousands in the period 1991-2002. If you
read in Table 2.01a: Long-Term International Migration ti-
me series, 1991 to 2012 Citizenship. Series MN (5): the
number in the same categori in the same period is 1225
thousands. 2011 Census Revised Balance estimates first
interfers from 2001 with a correction from 171 til 179 thou-
sands in the year 2001. From yet another source at ONS
we count 1842 thousands in still the same categori 1991-
2002 and read 2060 thousands1989-2002. All four num-
bers can not be right, and we underline that the introdu-
ced midd-year accounts does not play any role for the ob-
tained results.That is the reason why | chose the first cate-

gori grouping in the end noticing how much the retro-pro-
jection differed from the similar correction of a correction
with the second grouping .

United Kingdom:

Granted citizenship by former homeland and nationality by
continents and subcontinents:

Africa *Total Africa
Americas *Total Americas
Asia *Total Asia
Europe *Total Europe
Middle East *Total Middle East
Oceania *Total Oceania
Other *Total Other

It must be noticed that there is certainly no free choise of
raw data and subjects from the British national institutions
of statistics. Chosen official presentations of processed da-
ta has gradually been most widespread in the available
statistics, from where something useful might downloaded.
Raw material is gradually becoming a thing of the past. It is
almost the same in Denmark.

The official number of granted citizenships is presented
with the table main above in the period 1990-2011, where
the number in 2011 is still preliminary in 2014. The number
is published by Home Office on the net site of the ministry,
because the naturalization are granted there. Total birth ra-
tes (Crude Birth Rates, CBR per 1000 in the population per
year) among immigrants in UK is in my estimation assu-
med to be the same in the country of immigration as in
countries of their origin or previous homeland, even though
the young and the younger immigrate most and also have
the highest birth rates. The total mortality rate or death rate
is assumed common for the ethnic parent population and
the immigrants and their descendants.

Norway:

Birth rates (CBR), mortality rate and net immigration in
Norway divided into oigins: (1)

Rates/1000 Netto
Norsk mortality rate/1000/ar 8,1 Immigr.../&r
Etnisk norsk birth rate, CBR 9,6
Europe except Turkey 9,6 30477
Africa 39 6454
Asia including Turkey 25 8350
North America 9,6 342
South- and Central-America 15,6 575
Australia og Oceania 15,6 52
Ubekendt udland 39 352
Uopklaret/uden angivelse 39 30



Two methods of projection:

The cohort-component method is based on the traditional
demographic accounting system (Field et al, 1987 and
Campbell, 1996)

Py = Py + B - D™ + IM{™ - OM™" where:
P+n)= Population at the end of the period (at time t+n)
Py = population at the beginning of the period (at time t)
B{*" = births during the period (time t to t+n)

D{*" = deaths during the period (time t to t+n)

IM**" = in-migration during the period (time t to t+n)
OM"" = out-migration during the period (time t to t+n)
bn = birth rate for n years

dn = death rate for n years

Annuity-Method for projection:

Stsn*(1+(bs - d)/1000) + IMts + OMts = S t+n+1

St+n: Befolkningsstatus i tidspunkt t+n

1350 is expected to net emigrate (OMt,s) per year.

In the retro-projection the number of ethnic Norwegians
each year is estimated by subtracting the number of immi-
grants and their descendants from the official population in
the bottom row (the table at the end of this page). The last
mentioned has been estimated by their respective birth ra-
tes of the subpopulations (see the subpopulations at the
end of page 5).

To get to status 2014 the number of naturalizations and
the descendants of the naturalized added each year since
1986 with IMt+s in the formula in first column in the annuity
formula. By this the original population inventory is correc-
ted in the period 1986-2013.

In the projection the method is almost the same, except
the number of ethnic Norwegians first year now is estima-
ted by their average birth rate and the net emigration. The
population is estimated each year adding the increase
from the net immigration to the increase from the birth ra-
tes each year (taken from the table at the end of page 5).

To calculate the 1Q is very simple. It is a average-figure li-

bs : Total birth rate for oprindelsesland s

d: Total dgds- elller mortalitetsrate

IMt,s : Netto indvandringen i periode t fra oprindelsland s
OMt,s : Out-migration during the period (time t to t+1)

ke the average body height for each of single represented
nations/areas. This figure is multiplied by number of indivi-
duals in each subpopulation or group origin each year.

The IQ-contributions is added and is subtracted from the
total population multiplied the average IQ in Norway 2014.
The average 1Q of Norwegians in 2014 is the result of this
subtraction divided with the estimated number of Norwe-
gians primo 2014.

Projection of the Norwegian population:

In view of the large difference, about 4 times higher birth
rates in the low-1Q-countries compared with the ethnic Nor-
wegian average birth rate, and more than twice as high
birth rates among the rest of the half or more of the immi-

. : ) - Etnisk Norge 100
grant population the choice of method is not difficult. The 96
annuity method will realistic show the effect of the high Europe except Turkey
birth rates and their relatively increasing share of birth Africa 76 1Q in the
contributions and the low IQ-average.The number of Asia including Turkey 85 single
ethnic Norwegians is estimated by subtracting the estima- North America 97 groups of
ted number foreign origins — inclusive haturallzed and their South- and Central-America 83 origin
descendants - from the official population. From 2015 the , )
. . . Australia og Oceania 86
number ethnic Norwegians is expected to develop accord-
ing to the birth rate 9.60 (1) and the mortality rate 8.1. Ubekendt udland 84
Uopklaret/uden angivelse 84
Ar (1) 2015 2016 2051 2052 2072
Folketal 5164949 5221077 7697392 7787883 9962592
Norge 4271265 4271265 4271265 4271265 4271265
Europe except Turkey 446187 477333 1597393 1630266 2298182
Africa 127729 138130 797843 828950 1698577
Asia including Turkey 267327 280195 ~——— 897906 921430 1485068
North America 19861 20233 33603 33996 41969
South- and Central-America 25979 26749 57660 58667 80481
Australia og Oceania 2836 2909 5851 5947 8023
Ubekendt udland 2229 2650 29347 30606 65797
Uopklaret/uden angivelse 1535 1613 6525 6756 13231
| alt folketal 5164949 5221077 7697392 7787883 9962592
| alt immigranter og barn 893684 949812 3426127 3516618 5691327
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Europe except Turkey

Asia including Turkey

Africa

South- and Central-America
North America
Uopklaret/uden angivelse

Diagram 1 illustrates 28 years
development of the numbers di-
vided with continents in the past.

Source of error of the estimate-
on: Number of foreign citizens
from 1986 and granted Norwegi-
an citizenships from 1977 result
in a limit correction, a missing
number of naturalized and a too
small number of descendants a-
mong the foreign origins.

An estimated decrease in 1Q-
average in Norway from about
101.6 in 1986 to 99.6 in 2014 in
diagram 2. One IQ-point in 28
years even with the source of
error. 1Q of the immigrant-group
also decreased because the do-
minance of high-fertile birth gi-
ving among the origin from low-
1Q areas.

The sharp increase in the influx
to Norway from the rest of Eu-
rope from 2008 is clearly noticed
| diagram 2 with obvious stabiliz-
ing of the decrease in 1Q for for-
eign origins is 22 years after
1986. This immigration and the
increase will relatively soon be
dominated of the increase from
African births instead shows dia-
gram 3 taken directly from the
spreadsheet with the projection.
The Africa-group in Norway pas-
ses the Asia-group in numbers
year 2061, and also Europe-gro-
up of immigrants and descen-
dants | year 2088, in about 47
and 74 years, if the immigration
continues unchanged.



8

1Q in the single groups of origins will be calculated in relation to 1Q in the single nations and the relative share among
the immigrants. But as the spread of I1Q is large, and the high birth rates strongly correlated with the low IQ-averages
the effect will realistic and clearly be revealed regardless of a small uncertainty with Australia and Ozeania, where the
spread is large.

1 January 2014 the number of immigrants and their descendants in Norway with origin in Australia and Ozeania is esti-
mated to 2,756 of total estimated 838,149 immigrants and descendants. That is 3.1 promille of the estimated number of
immigrants- and descendants in Norway at that time. It has no significant effect on the total result if IQ86 instead of 1Q
95 is used for Australia and Ozeania. The difference in the total IQ-estimation is 0.000341, and 1Q is meaningful indica-
ted with one decimal.

First alternative: The development in average IQ in Norway and the average IQ of foreign origins is illus-

trated grafically: Netto Immigration as last

102.0 year with unchanged distri-
' IQ-avr. in Norway and IQ-avr. among the bution of origins 46.632

101,99 foreign origins in Norway 1986-2052 '

100,0 oreign origins in Norway year. Net emigration of
99,0 \ Norwegians: 1350 a year.
98,0 ——

97,0 - IQ-Norway 2014: 99,6
96,0 Diagram 4 T~ CBR among ethnic Norwe-
95,0 gians: constant 8,5 per
94,0 1000 per year. Common
93,0 ‘\ mortality rate: 8,1 per 1000
92,0 N per year.
~

91,0 ===
90,0 > e ——— Norwegian 1Q 1986-2072:
89,0 B 1986: 1Q101
88,0 = 2015:1Q99,8
87,0 2025:1Q98,8
86,0 2052:1Q96,1
85,0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 2072: 1Q9%4

1 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56 61 66

4,8 1Q-points 1986-2052

The decreasing direction of 1Q are caused by the immigrants and their descendants, who show a IQ-lost in average
from 93.2 i 1986, to 90.6 in 2012, 90.2 in 2025 and to 87.4 in 2072. The fact that the most birth giving foreign origins
also represent the lowest 1Q-averages means that the development even amplified toward an increasingly lower 1Q
regardless the least birth giving Western immigrants with higher 1Q-avr. in the period 2007-2017 can draw the broken
curve up to a little under 1Q90. Even with 1Q90 helt constant for the foreign origins the upper curve would continue tthe
decrease, as long as the broken curve is lowest. And the fall will decrease when the broken curve falls. The downward
going development is underestimated, because the population inventory of Norway caused by the availability of data
has not been corrected concerning the foreign origins after 1986. A model passes with a little change in assumptions
gives almost the same result. The deciding is the 3-4 times higher birth rates in respectively South- and Southwest Asia
and Africa .

Immigration as last year with

102,0 R .
1010 constant distribution on ori-
100'0 gins. Netto emigration of
99.0 Norwegians: 1350 pr. ar.
98,0
97,0 IQ-Norway 2014: 99 CBR
96,0 - among ethnic Norwegians:
95,0 constant 9,6 pr. 1000 pr. ar
94,0 Common mortality rate: 8,1
93,0 T N per 1000 per year
92,0 ~ 2
91,0 === e a— Ethnic Norwegian 1Q 1986-
90,0 = e —==o 2072: 1Q Norway1986: 100.6
89,0 Diagram 5 == IQ Norway 2015: 98,4
88,0 IQ Norway 2025: 97,6
87,0 IQ Norway 2052: 95,1
86,0 IQ Norway 2072: 93,1
T I L L L :

13 5 7 9 11131517 19212325 27 29 31 33 35 37 39 41 43 45 47 49 51 53 55 57 59 61 63 65 67 59 IQ—po!nts 1986-2052

7,5 1Q-points 1986-2072
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Special report in Norway in 2003, 2006 and in 2012 (2) shows the number of living people i Norway with four grandpar-
ents born in Norway (2012): 3,940,452 1 January 2013 out of the population 5,071,275. This implies 1,110.823 in Nor-
way have foreign origin, when own, parents and grandparents country of birth are taken into account.

The special report shows 791,059 immigrants and their descendants 1 January 2013. Assuming the number was
1,110,823 as the special report from Statistical sentralbureau also shows 1 January 2013, and the distribution of origins
is unchanged the projection 2015-2098 is shown. IQ-drop in Norway and among immigrants and their descendants.

Second Alternative

100,0
o wp in Norway with1,110,823 of

. foreign origin primo 2013
Diagram 6 | gg0

) wu&d
94,0

90,0 \==—
-——e__
88,0 v
’ / Te - Sso
-

86,0 - — -

IQ-avr. foreign origin T=-o
84,0
82,0
80,0 -

1 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 81

If the assumption with maintained distribution of the origins hold can be doubtful. Anyway is this alternative with Euro-
pean majority among the foreign origins to year 2028 of interest, because the higher IQ-average remains relatively con-
stant among all immigrants and descendants (well IQ89). Until 2028 1Q-average decreases totally in Norway with 1 1Q-
point, 3.6 1Q points in the period 2015-2052 and with 5.7 1Q-points 2015-2072 and continues to fall under IQ90 in the
year 2087. The business opportunities will vanish by this projection the picture of the reality shows.

With about the half of the foreign origins from Europe excl. Turkey Asia and Africa thereafter is the to most dominating
origins. In terms of numbers: In the second alternative the Africa-curve intersects with Asia-curve from below in 2065
(2061 in first alternative).

Second Alternative

Second Alternativ
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As shown the Africa curve also intersects the European curve in the second alternative from below in 2085. The extra
influx from Europe at the beginning of this century does not show with any substantial effect on the number and the I1Q-
average in the long run. l.e, with the half of the foreign origins from Europe the IQ-drop can be delayed a little in time.
The high-fertility-origins will in this alternative regardless dominate the development relatively quickly. Already by next
turn of the century the IQ-drop | Norway will be 9.7 IQ-points since 2015.

If the assumption with unchanged distribution of origins compared with first alternative holds cannot be uncovered, but
the 1,110,823 1 January 2013 is supported by the following facts also from Statistical sentralbureau in the special re-
port (2): 117,144 (2) has been born in Norway with parents and grandparents who are not born in Norway. The estima-
tion showed in the first alternative 791,069 and 838,149 foreign origins in Norway respectively primo 2013 and 2014. Of
those is 177,144 a substantial share, but officially they are called and counted as in the group of Norwegians.



Germany:
The official German number and distribution (4):

Immigrants and descendants in Germany divided on
foreign origins

Tabel 1 31.12.2013
1. januar 2014: 7.633.628
Davon aus Europa 1 6.051.796
Deutsche Bevolkerungszahl 80.715.982
Einwand. und ihrer Nachkommen
Verteilt auf Staatsangehdrigkeit
EU-staaten 3366504
EU-kandidat-Staaten excl. Turkei 371603
EWR-Staaten/Schweiz 45383
Sonstiges Europa 718498
Sid- und Siidostasien 333393
Vorderasien incl. Tirkei 1866873
Afrika 318577
Ost- und Zentralasien 307492
Nordamerika 122968
Sud-under Mittelamerika 116076
Australien 10927
Oceania 3384
Statenlos und ohne Angabe 51950
Insgesamt 7.633.628

1 Inclusive Immigrants fromTurkey

As stated on page 2 the naturalization are divided on previ-
ous citizenship for the period 2003-2013 and with annuity-
projection-model included the respective growth rates the
projection is made. (9.6-10.8)/1000 for EU-states of origin
and i.e. (25.0-12.8)/1000 for South- and Southwest Asia.
This result totally for 2003-2013 1,246,483 naturalized and
with descendants 2,563,875 in 2014 with a weighted aver-
age grow rate of 2.052 a year.

Alternativ1 31.12.2013 (4) (2)

Official status plus the naturalization and descendants
2003-2014. Totally 10,197,503 divided on 9 groups and
the Germans:

Volksdeutschen - ethnic Germans  73.082.354
Europe except Tirkei 5279450
Africa 571866
Asia including Turkey 3911987
North America 136336
South- und Mittelamerica 187131
Australia und Ozeania 15916
Von / Nach See 0
Unbekanntes Ausland 0
Ungeklart, ohne Angabe 94817

| alt af fremmed herkomst 10.197.503

10

Number of deads per 1000/year 10,8
CBR/1000
EU-staaten 9,6
EU-kandidaten excl. Turkei 9,6
EWR-Staaten/Schweiz 9,6
Sonstiges Europa 9,6
Sid- und Siidostasien 25,0
Vorderasien incl. Turkei 20,0
Afrika 39,0
Ost- und Zentralasien 25,0
Nordamerika 9,6
Sid-under Mittelamerika 15,6
Australien 9,6
Ozeania 15,6
Statenlos und ohne Angabe 39,0

Insgesamt, 1991, 1995, 2000-2013

Alternative 2 include the number of naturalization totally in
1991, 1995 and 2000-2002 and 2003-2013. Regardless
this alternative does not include all the years from 1991
and years before the result incl. all already esimated the
total is 3,538,312 divided the same 9 groups.

The projections actually are the actual Status, alternative 1
with naturalized and descendants 2003-2013 and alterna-
tive 2 with total 3,538,312 incl. the years 1991,1995 and
2000-2002.

Total of foreign origin alternative 2 ult. 2013  11.171.940

Alternative 2 is the most realistic of the three. Both alterna-
tive 1 and 2 include some of the naturalizations in the pe-
riod 1991-2013 and the descendants of the naturalized.
Alternative 2 with starting point in status with 11,171,940
immigrants inclusive descendants. The IQ-averages are
estimated to respectively 96.2 and 90.1 for the population
in Germany and for the group with foreign origin in 2072.

Alternative 1 begins in 10,197,503 of foreign origin. It inclu-
de naturalizations and descendants 2003-2013. IQ | 2072
is estimated 0.5 points higher in the population than in al-
ternative 2.

Natural.. Net
peryear Immigr. The naturalizations are assumed for
per year Years 1991, 1995 and 200-2002 to
be origin-divided as in 2013, as only
41063 338527
the total numbers are presented.
10872 30500 There has been made regrouping of
54125 63481 the European state in one group,
286 834 AS|a. (|ncI.Turkey)_|n.anoth.er and Au-
stralia and Ozeania in a third.
3609 6719
96 -27 The net immigration in all three Eu-
0 292 ropean countries is assumed to con-
tinue with the same number and divi-
0 -973 . L
sion of origins in all model passes.
1541 -382
111.592 437.303  Total of foreign origins
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IQ in Germany and IQ-average among foreign origins in Germany - Diagram 9
Alternativ 2

2016 2025 2052 2072

(2) (3) (4) 1Q-avr.in Germany 98,2 97,9 96,7 95,6
IQ-avr.foreign origin 91,5 91,5 90,8 90,0
IQ reduktion 2016-2072 >= 2,6 1Q points

In the retro-projection for Germany is at best naturalization in 1991, 1995, 2000-2002 included and not divided on ori-
gins and 2003-2013 divides on origins (16 years all in all against UK 22 years all in all). Therefore the projection can
only be made from 2015 and forward without correction of status 31.12.2013. Immigrants and descendants are missing
I my correction (in UK the immigration is available 1975-2012 and the naturalizations 1990-2011. Page 4, 2 column:
The number of foreign citizens in Germany is counted sporadic in the past, and this has a substantial effect on both 1Q-
estimates that is underestimated.

The ethnic German birth rate is highest 7.4, as the total fertility in Germany is barely 1.4 and then 68.3 percent of 2.05
that is the reproduction fertility. Just 68.3 percent of the German mortality rate 10.8 is 7.38. When birth rate CBR of FN
is set to 9.6 for Europe, it is not adjusted for the births of the immigrants. It is easy to control what effect it will have, if
the ethnic German birth rate is set to 7.38 or 9.6 in the projection. Model passes with German birth rate set to 7.38. or
9.6 gives not significant difference of the estimations in 2072. Immigrants’ IQ-average is naturally unaffected of the cho-
ice in this model pass, where the birth rates of foreign origins also follow the origins. It can be concluded that the choice
between 7.4 or 9.6 absolutely has no significant effect on the model picture of reality.

The four times higher birth rates in the Middle East and in Africa in contrast and the well 23 percent lower 1Q-average in
Africa compared with the West plays the leading roles by the drawing of the total picture with decreasing 1Q in time as a
result of immigration in Germany. There is assumed no net immi- or emigration of Germans in the model.

That alternative 1 gives slightly higher IQ’s on the first decimal compared with alternative 2 in 2072 does not matter to
total picture. It is deciding that | have not been able to correct the immigration account, but have just corrected for natu-
ralized and their descendants in a shorter period, on which the data were available on Internet.

Descendants of immigrants and descendants of descendants are the typical birth giving in those years in the group of
foreign origins. In Norway and Denmark national citizenship have been granted to almost 30 percent of foreign origins
exclusive descendants of naturalized, and second generation after the immigrants is being categorized and counted as
Norwegians or Danes with or without naturalization. They are not included as citizens of foreign origin. The word ‘ace-
stry’ has lost its previous meaning in Danmarks Statistics (DS).” Lineage and ancestry’ are incorrectly replaced with
new legal concepts, and even made time-dependent and thereby new created as the partially vague concepts ‘ind-
vandrere’ and ‘efterkommere’ (immigrants and descendants in a new smart definition since 1991), and in addition ‘an-
cestry’ has become ‘country of birth’ in DS’s Statistics Bank.

Of foreign origin there are officially 7,633,628 31 December 2013 of the official number of Germany’s population that
counted 80,716,982. Origin is deciding when it comes to 1Q-account. Previous citizenships can give information about
origin. An account of this biogenetic measure is the goal of this analysis. Two generations have passed since the immi-
gration increased substantially. First alternative just estimates 16.4 percent more to the official status-number with for-
eign origin in the latest few years. Second alternative distributes about 11.2 mill. incl. naturalized and their descendants
of origins the Mikrozensus — an official account of population, not a real census — is a representative household survey
via the county statistics in Germany. About 830,000 individuals in about 370,000 private houses and common houses
were representatives for the total population (see the picture of the statistical presentation at the top of page 13) : A
result of the population counting 2012: 16.343 millions in Germany with immigration background. When11.2 millions
immigrants and their descendants makes IQ to drop 5 IQ-points in Germany, what does 16,343 mill. then.
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The result of my assessment is more secure than the result of the so-called census by a representative household sur-
vey. | did not have better possibilities for correction because lack of data. This means that the correction could have be-
en better, if the data had been available. Then the described holes under alternative 2 would been filled with data.

If it is assumed that 16,343 mill. of foreign origins in 2012 — as a result of the so-called census shows — a realistic re-
spective share in the status point primo 2015 is 21 percent of the population, when the correction about naturalization
and the descendants of the naturalized from alternative 2 and status relatively is displaced from 11,2 in alternative 2 to
16,3 mill., the development in IQ-average in Germany will change from 98.2 | 2015 to 90.4 | 2072, med 97.2 in 2025
anf 93.9 in 2052. IQ-average drops 7.8 IQ-points in 57 years 2015-2072. Among the foreign origins from 88.3 to 79.6.
The possibilities of businesses will vanish because about the half of the population in Germany is not skilled for educa-
tion or work in 57 years, if the immigration continues unchanged.

The share of foreign origin increases to 49 percent of well 105 mill. totally in the population in 2072 assumed the immi-
gration continues as in 2014 with an unchanged division on origins. Dominating foreign origins in Germany in the pe-
riod 2015-2072 is illustrated | diagram 11:

30000000 .
Diagram 11
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The correction for Germany has been made regardless that the numbers of immigrants and descendants have not be-
en possible to correct effectively. Some naturalizations in period 1991-2013 has been included with descendants.

In the status point 2014 there can be 7.6 mill. on permanent stay (without correction), 10.2 mill. with some correction,
11.2 mill. with more correction in the same status point for some of the naturalizations in the period 1991-2013 and fi-
nally 16. 3 mill. as the so-called census shows. The same division on origins and the same immigrations is assumed in
the four alternatives, where the correction for naturalizations incl. descendants is suspended in the last alternative. The
rest of the correction for naturalization and for immigration incl. descendants points in the direction of the last alternative
as the most realistic. 49 percent of the foreign origins is expected to be European in 2072.
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Bevokerung 2011
mt Migra- mit Migrationshintergrund im engeren Sinn
ohne | tonshin- : .
o Migrati- torarend Deutsche Auslénder/-innen
Gegenstand der Nachweisung onshinter- i  |zusammen| mit [ ohne i l ohne
grund weiteren eigene Migratonserfahrung
in 1000
1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | s | 6 | 7 | 8
Demographische Angaben
Bevolkerung
— im Alter von ...bis unter ... Jahren
00-05 3288 2140 1148 20 974 33 120
05-10 3453 2323 1130 35 904 67 124
10-15......... . R . .| 3846 2712 1134 7 719 102 244
15 = 20 e 4147 3022 1125 159 541 155 2n
e - . 4972 3 859 1112 341 286 304 182
25-35 . e — : . 9845 7372 2473 853 196 1136 288
35-45 11439 8 889 2550 924 90 1337 199
45-55 13 227 11 062 2168 1036 26 1060 44
55 - 65. T T - .| 10416 8 801 1614 727 13 855 20
B T ———. 9 409 8 485 344 456 6 465 17
T O S 5839 5379 460 314 / 139 /
85-95 . 1764 1662 102 77 / 21 /
95 und mehr 109 105 / / ! / /
nsgesamt 81754 65 792 15 962 5015 3756 S675 1516
(1)
United Kingdom and estimation of population means flow Africa
phenomena from an official point of view. Americas
6To know the consequences in theAS'%/ear and in the years to
come it is essential what all these flow phenomena add up Europe
to in a status now and then, but status certainly commits, Middle East
replied the merchant'. o .
ceania
| choce this grouping of countries by deselection (see1 co- Other
lumn page 3):
pulation. Naturalizations are avaiable yearly for the period
1Q 1990-2011. They are divided in following groups: Naturali-
British 99 serede with descendants or grants of British citizenship
European Union' 96 and their descendants must be redivided to the chocen
Old Commonwealth 97 grouping in 1 column (chocen by deselection).
New Commonwealth®
Other African Commonwealth Old Commonwealth that include .Australia, C.anada, New
Indian Subcontinent Zealand and South Africa and assigned total birth rate 9,6
87 New Commonwealth include other African Common-
Other Commonwealth® 89 wealth, Botswana, Cameroon, The Gambia, Ghana, Ken-
Other Foreign4 ya, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, Nigeria, Sier-
Remainder of Europe* 90 ra Leone, Svyazilan.d, Tan.zania, Uganda, Zambia and .Zim-
United States of America babwe that is assigne birth rate 39. Indian Subcontinent
97 assigned total birth rate 25. Other Commonwealth inclu-
Remainder of America 87 ding Caribbean Commonwealth, der er Belize and Guyana
Middle East 82 in addition to islands in the Caribbean. 25 is the assigned
Other birth rate. Other Foreign includes Remainder of Europa in-
84 cludes Turkey and all the constituent states of the former

Soviet Union with assigned birth rate 25 with Turkey as

. . _ dominating. United States gets total birth rate 9,6. Remain-
Net immigration 1975-2012 year by year is presented in yor of America that includes South- og Latinamerika get

Table 3.01 med titlen Long-Term International Migration, | 5 g (after UNSs-oglatnpneska. [Thef or So

estimates from the International Passenger Survey: annual pjiddieeast get total birth rate 39. The group 'Other is
data, 2012, Citizenship by Country of Last or Next Residen

-ce’ (4)
Here the spreadsheed can be copied into the model of po-

assigned total birth rate 25.
IQ is divided respectively on the groups with i.e. 1Q90 to
’Remainder of Europe’ incl. Turkey.
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The naturalization and their descendants are included from 1990 to 2011. In contrast immigrants and their descendants
are included 1975-2012. It is assumed that the number of naturalizations and their division on previous citizenships in
2012 and 2013 are the same as the number and the division in 2011. Net immigration divided on previous citizenship is
also assumed in 2013 as in 2012, and thereafter the immigration is assumed to continue after this pattern from 2014
and forward. After having been almost constant 1975-1990 — although without including of naturalization and the natu-
ralized descendants — the IQ-average begins to fall in UK from 1998, when the naturalization and their descendants are
included. 2,235,187 naturalizations or grants of British citizenship 1990-2011, with naturalized children included in the
period the number is 2,518,445. It a large share of the official number of foreign origins that estimated to 7,800,437 in
2011 and 8,321,946 in 2012. The share is 28.6 percent, almost the same as in Denmark and Norway regardless of the
lack of official available data. Notice that IQ-average-curve for the total population naturally falls as long as the IQ-ave-
rage-curve for immigrants and descendants is under the respective curve for the total population. The IQ-curve for the
total population began to fall about 1992, where a strong increase of net immigration of Non-European had begun three
years earlier. 1989-2002 the immigration Non-European increased in UK with 2,060,000 exclusive descendants. Immi-
grants from Old Commonwealth countries (Australia, New Zealand, Canada and South Africa) are included as Euro-
peans and added as such 1/3 of the British granted citizenships 1990-2011 to immigrants with previous citizenship in
Oceania, Americas and whites from South Africa. Regardless of the minor rearrangement the birth rates and the 1Q-
averages is not significant different. Without the net immigration was not increased from the low-IQ-nations/areas 1Q-
average fell among the immigrants, because the number births in UK just take over as the most deciding factor of the
increase in their number and also the distribution of the number naturalization in favor of Asia and Africa played a de-
ciding role, in 2000 66 percent of the granted British citizenship, in 2006 65 percent of the naturalizations.

In UK the total decrease in 1Q-average will be 7 I1Q-points in the period 1975-2072.The possibilities for businesses will
vanish, because 47 percent of the total population of about 86.1 mill. in average represent 1Q84, and therefore just
about 16 per cent are skilled for education and work.

The drop in IQ-average in UK, among immigrants
and descendants of foreign origin and among ]
100.0 Non-Europeans 1976-2072 Diagram 13
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IQ-avr. Foreign origin 87,4 84,8 84,7 84,3 839
IQ-avr. in UK 99,1 97,2 96,4 94,1 92,1
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The projection shown in diagram15 is based on retro-projection in the period 1975-2012. Net Immigrationsdata: Long-
Term International Migration, estimates from the International Passenger Survey: annual data, 1975-2012 (1).

The descendants of the immigrants and the naturalized accounted in the annuity-model with variable ‘interest’ CBR of
previous nationality deducted the common British mortality rate. It is characteristic that the British statistics of popula-
tion operate with flow concepts/statements — net immigration a year for example, but rather seldom it operates with and
present an inventory at a given time. This means that the immigration from 1975 that also was substantial before 1975
and the naturalizations from 1990 recounts about an increase to some numbers we cannot not obtain. Office for Nati-
onal Statistics work preferably with estimates of flow concepts in statistics of population unlike counts and and avoids
fairly consistent balance sheets, which obliges, 'as the merchant once said’.

1990-2011 2,235,187 grants of British citizenships (2). When the descendants of the naturalized are included the num-
ber for 1990-2011 is 2,518,495. With same division of previous nationality the number of naturalized in the period 1975-
1989 not under 30,000 a year that is estimated to 668,402 extra, when the descendants are included until 2011. This
last contribution is not included.

The naturalizations are in the source divided on previous nationality in the continent-grouping seen page 4 column 2.
2/3 of the number of naturalizations allocated Europe are assigned arbitrarily to immigrants from ‘European Union’, 1/3
the group ‘Remainder of Europe’.1/3 of the number of naturalizations allocated ‘Americas’ and ‘Oceania’ is assigned
the group ‘Old Commonwealth’ , as those include Canada, Australia, New Zealand and South Africa. All naturalizations
allocated from ‘Africa’ is assigned ‘Other African Commonwealth’, ‘Indian Subcontinent’ is assigned arbitrarily all natu-
ralizations to ‘Asia’, ‘Other Commonwealth’ gets 1/3 of all naturalizations to ‘Oceania’, 1/3 to immigrants from 'Ameri-
cas’ is assigned to United States of America, and 1/3 thereof to ‘Remainder of Americas’.

The total number of immigrants and descendants ultimo 2012 is estimated to 8,321,946 that is at least 707,044 smaller
than the real number ultimo 2012 — caused by the lack of available naturalizations 1975-1989. The number of foreign
citizens in the United Kingdom is set/estimated to: Estimated population of overseas national resident in the United
Kingdom by nationality 3, 4, 5 January 2011 to December 2011: 60 most common nationalities, total 4,335,000 , and 3,
4, 5 January 2011 to December 2012: 61 (?) most common nationalities, total 4,423,000 (4)

The estimated result is 9,290,591 (14.4 per cent) of foreign origin primo 2014 of a total population of 64,423,909. As
Turkey is included in the group ‘Remainder of Europe’ the groups ‘European Union’, ‘Old Commonwealth’ and ‘United
States of America’. Of the estimated number primo 2014 the immigration and descendants of same origin from last
mentioned countries/areas 2 mill. or 22 percent since 1975 — with the described limitation of availability before 1990.
The rest 78 percent of the immigrants with descendants are assumed preferably to originate from nations/areas with
lower |Q-average than Europe. The immigrant IQ-average was a little less than 92 in Germany and in Norway about
1Q90. 48 percent of the foreign origins in Norway originate from Europe or America, and that will maintain (following the
projection model) till year 2026.

IQ84.8 is the average for immigrants and descendants, where all in UK score an average of 99.3. The groups ‘Other
African Commonwealth’, ‘the Middle East’ and the unidentified group ‘Other’ (dominated by South- and Southwest Asia
represent 3.5 mill. immigrants and descendants and the ‘Indian Subcontinent’ about 2.8 mill. in 2014 in the diagram 15
above. The two last mentioned numbers of foreign origins represent 67.7 per cent of all of foreign origins.



16

Ad diagram 15, page 15:

A similar illustration as that about Norway the British numbers of immigrants and their descendants depicted in time in
diagram 15. In Norway the Africa-curve intersected with Asia-curve in 2061 and the with the Europe-curve in 2088. In
UK the Africa-curve wins over the curve for “Other’ (especially South- and Southwest Asia) in 2068 and wins over curve
of Indian Subcontinent’ in 2087. By this the 1Q is held down, especially as the European touch is overshadowed by the
immigrants and their descendants from the Middle East close to the end of the century.

Another official estimate from Office for National Statistics (ONS) per January 2013 to December 2013, Table A: Esti-
mated population resident in the United Kingdom, by country of birth (5): 7,741,000 of the population of 65,527,000. To
this must added the born in UK by foreign origins and the illegal immigrants. Corresponding to matters in Norway can
14.8 per cent (2) (cf. last section page 8) of the foreign origins be without parents and grandparents who are born in
UK. The corrected number showed 14.4 per cent of the population. London School of Economics, January 2013, esti-
mated the number of illegal immigrants to 417,000-863,000 in UK thereof 281,000-630,000 in London ultimo 2007
(page 6 and 8 in (5)).

2011 Census, Key Statistics for Local Authorities in England and Wales (6):

The resident population of England and Wales on the 27 March 2011 was 56.1 million, a seven per cent (3.7 million)
increase since 2001 with 55 per cent (2.1 million) of this increase being due to migration.

Of the 13 per cent (7.5 million) of residents of England and Wales on 27 March 2011 who were born outside of the UK,
just over half (3.8 million) arrived in the last 10 years.

In Denmark |Q-average drops like in Norway, Germany and United Kingdom 1979-2072 caused by the immigration by
4.5-6.5 1Q-points depending of the choice of birth rate for estimation. The result is the lost finally of the chance for the
country to participate in any business development or education in competition on the world market. This is demonstra-
ted in the article ‘'The decay of Western civilization: Double relaxed Darwinian Selection’ by professor emeritus dr. phil.
Helmuth Nyborg, in the April number 2011 of the British magazine Personality and Individual Differences (8) and by
‘Immigrants and their descendants in Denmark — 93 years development and perspective - a statement of population
statistics’ by the undersigned: http://www.lilliput-information.com/perspektiv.pdf (in Danish)

Diagram 16 )
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Not suitable for training and work Suitable for training and work

68.9 percent of population in Denmark

) is suitable for training and work
Diagram 17
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Percentage of the area under the curve show, how large a share of all individuals
that is included in the arrow-specified area of the interval of IQ-range

A lot of individuals, for example 100,000 or 56 mill. are plotted on the amount of rational numbers 0-200 (or like here 0-
140), where the figures is the single individuals’ the average g-factor measure or indexed to IQ-measure. It is a continu-
ous plot (no hole in the curve, if it is drawn). Now you look at a standardized normal distribution or the Bell Curve under
which the area is 1 or 100 per cent. The curve is symmetrical split half and half at the average of the registered rational
figures concerning the groups that also is the most frequent value, on which or where under the half of measured val-
ues are found. The reality shows that all large continuous plots of phenomena of this type are arranged in that way. If
the curve plots the 1Q in Germany, we read 98.2 at the 50 percent-middle point, where the curve tops and shows the
largest percentage of individuals at this 1Q-index.

It should be mentioned that the IQ-index or the intelligence quotient is a scientific fully recognized concept in United
Kingdom and USA, whereas the elite on the European Mainland very reluctantly accepts the concept that defies the
equality ideology, and only very seldom or never uses it. |Q-tests are made occasionally, however frequently in inter-
views in private companies.

Arthur Robert Jensen (1923 - 2012) verified in his book, ‘The g Factor' (1998) that data demonstrates regardless of
ethnic origin, individuals with 1Q between 70 and 90 have higher crime rates than those with 1Q below and also higher
than individuals with higher 1Q than 90, with the peak of crime rates ranging from 80 to 90

The proportion of individuals among the foreign origins in Denmark representing 1Q averages 70-90 was 36 per cent in
2014. If the immigration does not change is 36% to 40% in 2025 to 49% in 2052 and 56% in 2072.

With 1Q average of 90 or less in a group it is expected to top 50% of the individuals in the group suitable for education-
training and working. Therefore it has been concluded that they can be taken in this direction in the blind, to bear chil-
dren, perhaps live on welfare or they just have unrealistic expectations of the recipient country. The fact that almost 53
% represents 1Q average less than 1Q 90 in 2014 (see page 18 just below the table and diagram 19 A) will increase
crime risk / prevalence of crime due to the immigration while reducing training and labor market suitability further in the
future in the total group of foreign origin in Denmark, as it is growing.


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arthur_Jensen
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Now four countries (normal curves from left) are compared, immigrants and their children coming from Sierra Leone,
Turkey, the Danes (solid curve) and South Korea in diagram 18. The measured area under the normal distribution
curve indicates population shares. They are found exactly by using a lookup table of the mathematical normal distribu-
tion with the characteristics listed in relation to 1Q 90. I.e the relevant areas under the curves are calculated.

The percentages that are not suitable or suitable for work and education in those nations.

Udenlandsk herkomst

Sierra Leone
Tyrkiet
Danmark

Sydkorea

Ikke-

suitable

95,8
53,0
31,1
15,0

Suitable

4,2

47,0
68,9
85,0

Pr. January 1, 2014 was 52.8 per cent. of all immigrants and their children in Denmark of foreign origin in countries with
less 1Q90 on average. That is, more than half are not suitable for education and work in Denmark.

Norway, Germany and the United Kingdom:

In Norway, the proportion of foreign origin from countries / regions outside Europe and North America 48 per cent.
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Diagram 19 A

Percentage of foreign origin with 1Q-
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With unchanged net immigration and unchanged division on origins the percentage of foreign origins outside Europe
and North America will increase from 48 per cent in 2015 to 56 per cent in year 2062. That is shown in the first alter-
native for Norway. The second alternative does not begin in well 838,000 immigrants and descendants January 1 2014
(16.4 per cent), but well 1,169,000 January 1 2014 (23 per cent) (cf. diagram 10, page 12). In second alternative the
percentage 48 per cent remains almost constant till 2026. Thereafter the childbirths begin to take over among the high-
fertile of foreign origin. The percentage is 54 per cent in year 2051, where the Norwegian actually become a minority.
When the percentage could remain almost constant 48 per cent till 2026 is the reason that the immigration in Norway
actually was directed toward Europeans from 2008 (cf. diagram 20). And Norway was attractive for the tenacious and
almost without unemployment, and there was work to get for an immigrated workforce with qualifications. But that will
change, as we have seen now, if the patterns for origins of foreigners is not decided broken fundamentally, and it is
controlled evidently from Norway, especially taken into considerations the the excess of births form the low-1Q- and
high-fertile areas in Africa. The Middle East is the first many years sparsely represented in Norway compared with the
situation in Denmark.

Regardless the correction alone built on the development in the number of foreign citizens from 1986, and naturalized
from 1977, whereby a significant number of foreign origins are lost in the retro-correction, IQ decreased 1.4 1Q-points
1986-2014, and will with 3.5 points more before 2052, and 6.9-7.2 IQ-points in the period 1986-2072 alone caused by
the immigration.

In Germany it is not possible to make the retro-correction with regard to other things than naturalizations (die Einbdr-
gerungen) for the period 2003-2013 and the total number of naturalizations for the years 1991, 1995 and 2000-2002
(ie. the naturalized and the descendants must be included as individuals for foreign origin). That a sporadic correction.
On this basis, | developed a projection alternative 2 (alternative 1 and status is mentioned page 10 column 2).

This means a substantial underestimation of the correction.

Based on 11,171,940 (16.1 per cent) with official status 7,663,628 (10.4 per cent) December 31 2013 the previous divi-
sion and the number of new immigrants every year in the model. That result in alternative 2 to that 16,431,491 (19.7 per
cent) immigrants and their descendants in 2026, of which 7,049,851 (43 per cent of all foreign origins) originate from
countries/areas outside Europe and North America. In 2052 31,852,324 (34.3 per cent of the population) and
13,793,068 (43.3 per cent of all of foreign origin). And in 2072 44,5 per cent of the population and 46.8 percent of the
foreign origins from countries/areas outside Europe and North America.

Germany has taken so many immigrants from the rest of Europe that low-IQ-, that at same time is high-fertile immi-
grants and their descendants does not obtain a share of more than 50 per cent of all foreign origins, and generally is
the 1Q-average among the immigrants and descendants therefore well IQ-91 the next 15 years, where after it slowly
begins to fall a single IQ-point to 90. We can say Germany has secured even better than Norway, which remains vul-
nerable with looking at the long run. By this the IQ-drop is delayed in Germany compared with Norway and in Denmark.
But the 1Q drops 3 1Q-points 2016-2072. Alternative 2 is significantly underestimated, and therefore one more alterna-
tive, nr. 3 for Germany is needed. It is based on the Mikrozensus — a representative household survey -, treated in last
section page 11, and the result are shown in diagram 10 page 12. It shows 16.3 mill. of foreign origin instead (20.2 per
cent of the population December 31 2013.

Alternative 3 shows a drop of 7.8 IQ-points to average 90.4 for Germany 2015-2072. Well the half of all in Germany will
be skilled for education and work. Among the immigrants and their descendants with IQ-average 79.7 only 25 per cent
will be skilled (cf. diagram 18, page 18). The total population 103-105 mill. shows the 1Q-average 90.4 in 2072. The po-
pulation has 69.5-73.1 plus 8,1-11,7 (depending on the alternatives 1-3) of foreign origin now. This means 105 mill.*
0.46 = 48.3 mill. or 103 mill.*0.37 = 38.1 mill. welfare consumers and in addition an increased number of pensioners
that follows the continuing aging among the Germans. The result is that the population has grown 31.9-33.5 mill. with a
much larger percentage to provide for. In 2015 there were 6.2-7.5 immigrants and descendants who were not skilled
with an 1Q-average of 90.9 or 88.2 depending on the alternatives and total11.8 or 16.3 mill. of foreign origin.

United Kingdom informs about a number of net immigrated from 1975-2012 and their previous homeland. The naturali-
zations had to be redistributed estimated from the division shown page 13 column 2 to the division page 13 column 1
from the single countries in last mentioned Commonwealth grouping. This deselection (that is explaned on page 5 col-
umn 1 under table 3.01) of division on continents has also been made, because the net immigration is divided on the
Commonwealth grouping 1975-2012 after previous nationality. The estimation mentioned above is based on number
and previous nationality. The number and division of naturalizations (grants of British citizenship) in 2012 and 2013 is
expected as in 2011, and the immigration continues in the model with 55,000 Britons net emigration yearly after the
pattern from 2014 and forward.

The Britons is close to become a minority in 2072 the model shows with a total population of 86.1 mill.of which 40.4
mill. are immigrants and descendants. With 84 per cent of the immigrants who cannot provide for themselves by any
working, it is about 33.9 mill. welfare consumers. Of those there are also the immigrants from Europe, USA and Old
Commonweath, total 7.8 mill. of which 69-70 per cent are skill. In 2015 there were well 8 mill. immigrants and descen-
dants to provide for. And in addition the aging of Britons.
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The |Q-average in UK will fall 7 IQ-points from 1975 to 2072 and all immigrants and their descendants the level is IQ-
average 83-84, and the immigrants who originate from Central Africa hit the bottom with average 1Q76 against the Brit-
ons with 99-100. IQ-average in 2072 in UK is estimated to 92.1, in 2077 when the Britons is a minority the average
among the foreign origins is 91.6.

If you choose alternative 1 in Norway with 725,949 of foreign origin 2014, an unchanged net immigration result in
1,713,983 in the year 2031, where the percentage of the population has increased from 14.2 per cent in 2014 to 28 per
cent in 2031. The 1Q-average among immigrants and descendants will be 89.9, og 53 per cent will be unskilled for edu-
cation and work. 980,411 is 14.7 per cent of the population of 6,186,983 in 2031. In 2052 the number will have increa-
sed to 3,263,407 that is 42 percent of the population of 7,850,661. In 2052 will 1,729,606 be unskilled. Alternative 2
shows 2,275,841 (37 per cent) of foreign origin in 2031 with 1Q-avr. 89.1. In 2052 alternative 2 shows 3,956,388 (50 per
cent) with 1Q-avr. 88 that draw 1Q-Norway down to 95.4. In 2072 foreign origins have 1Q-avr. 86.7 and Norway as a
whole 92.8. The population will be almost 10.4 mill. of which 4 mill. are of foreign origin. Of those 4 mill. will more than
2.5 mill. be unskilled.

In Denmark the 1Q-avr. for foreign origins was 89.1 in 2014 (see the development forward in diagram 19A). This means
that more than the half are unskilled for education and work. The official labor market attachment confirms that. What
skills for education shows in reality in Denmark is difficult to decide, but PISA Ethnic 2009 showed that children with
immigration background are significantly less well in reading and arithmetic than Danish children. Actually they are the
equivalent of two school years behind, PISA Ethnic 2009 shows. The published investigation PISA 2012 shows that 38
percent of so-called bilingual has not good enough reading competences to take and implement an secondary educa-
tion.

PISA Ethnic 2012: http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&qg=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%
3A%2F %2Fwww.videnomlaesning.dk%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%
2FPISA etnisk 20123.pdf&ei=NWJPVIyfGafdywP9s4DwAg&usg=AFQiCNHDKgweAI3fPNM2cEBU8S zoP83Xg

Page 24 under the link:

(quote begin) "PISA scale in mathematics is divided into seven different levels depending on math skills ranging from
first level: level 1, the top level: Level 6. Students with a score below level 2 designated as low-performing students,
while students with a score above level 4 described as high performing students.

There is, for any country and for any sub-grouping of particular interest to investigate how many students who find
themselves in these two outer marginal groups on the skill scale.

Table 2.4 shows the percentage of students with and without an immigrant background who in 2012 located at the low-
est and highest levels of performance in mathematics.

It appears that the Danish students without an immigrant background do best by more than 13% of students below level
2. For the second generation is about 39% of students below level 2, which is also the case for immigrant pupils who
speak Danish at home. For first-generation immigrant students scoring almost half (48.6%) below level 2. In other wor-
ds, approximately three times the number of second-generation immigrants who are below level 2, than students with-
out an immigrant background. "(unquote)

The price of social and welfare services in Germany and Denmark:

In Germany received immigrants and their descendants 28 percent of social or welfare services ALG Il or Hartz IV. The
Ministry of Labour has published this together with the Department Arbeit und Qualifikation (IAQ), University of
Duisburg-Essen in a coordinated investigation this:http://www.sozialleistungen.info/news/20.11.2009-hartz-iv-anteil-der-
zuwanderer-ueberdurchschnittlich-hoch/

It may be added that Socialleistungen (year 2011) totaled 469.2 billion Euro in Germany. This means that 131.4 billion
(= 28% * 469.2) Euro in 2011 paid to immigrants and their children.

In Denmark, non-Western immigrants and their descendants in 2003, 3.47 times more or more frequently public well-
process benefits in comparison Danes - taking into account tax payments as well. Here is an example of sharing that
can be solved with complex relationship expense or by an equation. Thus, documenting Welfare Commission division
factor 3.3 for all and 3.47 all from less developed countries under the authority of the Stock Exchange December 1,
2005: http://borsen.dk/nyheder/generelt/artikel/1/81323

indvandrerstop_vil loese samfundsproblem.html#ixzz2U0mzjjK5

The Welfare Commission's own report of March 2005 can be found here: http://www.fm.dk/db/filarkiv/18669/

Rapport globalisering.pdf, page 26

Assuming that the proportion of the welfare budget has remained the same in 2010 as in 2003, 753 billion. kr.
consumption is generated by non-Western on one side and the Danes and other western on the other.

There are 11 girls (11 per cent. Non-Western) and 89 boys (89 per cent. Danes and western) that will share 752 apples
(welfare billion), and all the 'girls' to have 3.47 times more apples than every of the '89 boys'. 89 + 11 = 100


http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.videnomlaesning.dk%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2FPISA_etnisk_20123.pdf&ei=NWJPVIyfGqf9ywP9s4DwAg&usg=AFQjCNHDKqweAI3fPNM2cEBU8S_zoP83Xg
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.videnomlaesning.dk%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2FPISA_etnisk_20123.pdf&ei=NWJPVIyfGqf9ywP9s4DwAg&usg=AFQjCNHDKqweAI3fPNM2cEBU8S_zoP83Xg
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.videnomlaesning.dk%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2FPISA_etnisk_20123.pdf&ei=NWJPVIyfGqf9ywP9s4DwAg&usg=AFQjCNHDKqweAI3fPNM2cEBU8S_zoP83Xg
http://www.sozialleistungen.info/news/20.11.2009-hartz-iv-anteil-der-zuwanderer-ueberdurchschnittlich-hoch/
http://www.sozialleistungen.info/news/20.11.2009-hartz-iv-anteil-der-zuwanderer-ueberdurchschnittlich-hoch/
http://borsen.dk/nyheder/generelt/artikel/1/81323%20indvandrerstop_vil_loese_samfundsproblem.html#ixzz2U0mzjjK5
http://borsen.dk/nyheder/generelt/artikel/1/81323%20indvandrerstop_vil_loese_samfundsproblem.html#ixzz2U0mzjjK5
http://www.fm.dk/db/filarkiv/18669/Rapport_globalisering.pdf
http://www.fm.dk/db/filarkiv/18669/Rapport_globalisering.pdf
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89 + 11 * 3.47 = 127.17 How many times can this sharing of 'apples' take place? Response: 752 / 127.17 = 5.913 times
11 *3.47 * 5.913 = 225.7 apples or billion for the 11 girls and 89 boys can get the rest, apples or 526.3 billion that, even
if they are many more, but should be 3.47 times less than each of the girls. As far as well. But the girls were in this little
calculation like that of non-Western, and the boys were like that of the Danes and other western, as mentioned.

Since the proportion of non-Western origin in Denmark has not been established exactly can we say that the equation
here barley costs of 11 per cent non-Western, and the result was 30 per cent. welfare expenditures in 2010. Is non-We-
stern's population 13.5 per cent. was being spent on this 35 per cent. in 2010.

If the last section on the actual consumption of welfare services in Germany and Denmark together with labor market
attachment just beforehand, the picture is somewhat unusual picture: With more than four times as many immigrants
and their descendants to support in the UK and with 6-7 times more in Germany we will economize analysis resources.
I must assume that changes will happen at the latest, when 'financial ruin arises'.

Despite warnings from the UN in 2008, the EU decided in 2009 by the Treaty of Lisbon as so-called binding document
to let 50 millions more non-Western immigrants in, even 50 million African workers, in addition to at least 50 mill. non-
Western, which had already been channeled into Europe .

Denmark: A least 30 per cent. welfare records to immigrant / descendant-purpose in 2010. The 2072 projection shows
that 1Q average for immigrants and their descendants will be 87.14 in 2072. That means about 51 per cent. of their total
number of 2.97 million. (or 40.1 per cent. of the population) in 2072 is expected dependent on public welfare. That is
1.5 mill. of foreign origin on welfare or 20.5 per cent. of the population in addition to the Danes living on welfare in a
country with no growth prospects. After the 2010 level this means that 70 per cent welfare expenditures consumed on
immigrants and descendants. 526 billion of 752 welfare billion in 2010. In 2010 214.2 bill. kr. was used on pensioners
of old age and 128 bill kr. on health services out of total 752 bill. kr. on welfare. Already in 2010 354.4 bill. kr. was
spend on social services that was not caused by old age, and at least 225,6 bill. kr. on immigrants and their descen-
dants. If Denmark hits a dramatic real growth by chance or a vein of gold in the next 57 years it is possible, what is not
the generel prospect because the possibilities already are exhausted.

One key issue during the immigration era
Economic real growth:

Welfare must be financed either collectively through taxes or by private insurance, while the countries must be able to
maintain and even develop their technological skills, because welfare funding sources originate from earnings. The va-
lue of the profitable production creates wage basis and tax basis, of which welfare can be funded either privately or
collectively. There are no other sources.

More production to meet demand for consumption is the problem, it appears to be valid. More production requires more
resources. Germany is not self-sufficient in energy resources, the UK is not in agricultural products and food, Norway
has focused mostly on financial investments and homely infrastructure improvements, but invested very little of the
wealth in real production outside the oil industry. What you are not self-sufficient must be purchased abroad. With eco-
nomies in a near standstill, there is no solution in sight that can be exchanged enough goods and services to be able to
support twice as many welfare payments and by no means 3-4 times as many as in Germany and the UK.

Real growth in Norway, Germany, UK and Denmark was respectively 0.6, 0.5, 1.7 and 0.4 per cent. in 2013. Real
growth is the growth in the profitable production adjusted for inflation. In the EU28, the overall real growth of 0.1 per
cent. in 2013. And in the first quarters of 2014 even real stagnation.

Can sufficient difference or margin be realized by a lower level of production, implemented production in earning com-
panies might continue at the lower level, also in terms of employment, if the best alternative is worse. The latter is not
the case when we look at the situation in most of the welfare-ridden European countries. Passive return outside the
production line or production abroad may be preferable. Therefore, the purchasing power of private capital outside the
production line or out of the country. The labor-intensive company relocate in these years, and it did not come as a sur-
prise here in recent years. It began with the increased international competition already from the end of 1970s. US and
UK took the first steps to adapt to this inevitable development.


http://danmark.wordpress.com/2013/08/22/fn-advarede-i-2008-mod-indvandringen-til-eu/
http://danmark.wordpress.com/2013/08/22/fn-advarede-i-2008-mod-indvandringen-til-eu/
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Businesses/companies do not invest due to price margins, but due to sufficient profit-making price/cost margins. The
problem is not one-dimensional, but at least two and often multi-dimensional. The economic reality is that it is the ma-
nufacturers who drive the economy forward in any country, the savings are considered to be fuel in the process. Private
consumption and government consumption produces nothing but maintenance of production equipment with no new
initiatives, statedebt (especially in a foreign dependent country like Denmark) and waste.

What consumers give out or expect from the future make no walk in the economy, but consumption maintains as men-
tioned the apparatus, possibly to sleep; the second has never happened and will never happen. Sometimes we hear
economics commentators report that the cost of private consumption represents so many percent of the total demand.
It has no other meaning than that private consumption rises even more damage to the immediate funding problems
countries face with and draining the undertakings to the capital. The country's leaders are still of the opinion that their
initiatives will work regardless it never happened.

October 1996: The 1000 major Danish companies are planning to invest 45 bill. kr. and create 50,000 jobs outside the
country for the next 5 years (1997-2002), reported in the study done by Monday Morning Weekly.

It was the very beginning to discouragement at home. There are worrying feature at all levels of the country's compe-
tence pyramid. Denmark to focus on creating jobs with high knowledge content. There is no future in low-wage produc-
tion and ditto jobs. They will greatly move abroad caused by globalization of (ie competition) markets, as it is impossible
to protect themselves against with anything other than by trade restrictions. It was 18 years ago. Workers of free travel
for work is almost entirely relevant in Europe. High-1Q immigration from Southeast Asia began to USA and UK in the
1980s, and there is no more to get.

”30 percent of school leavers do not get a professional education and training (1996). Large unemployment. Criticism of
content and effect of the adult educations. Increasing criticism of the folk school results. High-tech and knowledge-in-
tensive environments is not only created in businesses, but the basis is created in the research, vocational schools and
already in the early years of teaching. Knowledge intensive jobs is an end product where the quality of what goes on in
preschools and elementary school, also plays a role, and in what can be called Denmark's competence pyramid. It star-
ts down at the pre-school, creches, then comes Primary school, so working without business skills training, upper se-
condary and vocational education, higher education, public and private research, production methods in business and
finally business products" (wrote Monday Morning weekly)

November 5, 2014 survey shows Entrepreneur Of The Year, the number of companies with strong growth in Denmark
has fallen by 16 percent in one year. It's the same companies that create new jobs.

The basic problem is that we simply have no other nature granted in Denmark to do good than salt, lime, clay, a little
oil, a little gas, a little farming and beaches if we do not educate ourselves by the market and 1Q dictates and provides
production results of our knowledge. Everything else should be purchased abroad. But sooner than many imagine it will
not do to buy raw materials and other things abroad because we have become so expensive even with our goods and
even much lower educated compared to earlier when goods prices are taken into account, fewer and fewer will buy the
products that come out of it from here. Denmark has simply been dormant (with a few notable exceptions in business)
since the beginning of 1980s under the successive governments that have promised this and that; Unfortunately, with-
out really knowing the consequences of what they were doing prematurely and what they did not do in time.

The real economic downturn (the lack of growth in production) due to competition on wages, other labor costs and a
sea of charges, leading the labor-intensive productions away to low-wage areas or to knee and closure. Since we can
not compete in the same productions with wages that are 8-10 times lower than under the Danish taxation-welfare-wa-
ge level, was a conversion of programs, productions and industries essential. This situation of wage competition will be
in effect for many years to come, and the transition has been neglected the first least 35 ar.The tax base is simply being
eroded while the reflag and closures continue with increasing speed. In addition a dominant immigration has been ac-
cepted from hgjfertile low-1Q countries/regions, of which half or less than half are suitable for training and labor: The fol-
lowing percentages of the foreign origins are unfit for work and education in Denmark (DK), Ty (Germany), No (Norway)
and in the United Kingdom (UK):

Percentage of foreign origin not skilled for work and education

AR 2015 2052 2072
DK 48,5 50,4 555
Ty 48,1 43,3 46,7

No 47,9 52,7 58,9
UK 55,6 55,0 46,9
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Government debt has to be settled at least kept strictly under control in Germany, England and Denmark, and in addi-
tion growing aging problems to become bigger and bigger throughout Europe with additional public expenditure on ol-
der upheld the approach to the working ages increasingly deteriorated due lack births. The problem with the lack of
births over Europe was created by pervasive welfare systems elitist promoters (not citizens). Since the effects of which
turned out to mainly lack of population reproduction, the same responsible felt the need to consider the most fertile im-
migrants to come. The ideology promised just the elite that education was simply a matter to anyone who came here.

A country like Norway might make such an idea real due to its oil fund and the country's huge outstanding debts, but it
did not. Every country has to create an active future, a dynamic business and educational development with demand
generation and earnings purposes. Otherwise welfare can not be financed in the long run. UN warned against the ta-
xation fi-nanced higher education with free access already known in Danish Perspective Plan Il in 1974. The listed pro-
blems, Europe can not solve at the same time by changing some of the items on the finance laws, cut a little here and
there, order some more payment instruments issued and thus create nominal or only inflation growth, so the increase in
production display similar to real growth, but is nothing more than nominal growth equivalent to inflation or less. This
will just worsen the problems and slow down/impossible to do any conversion. It is the traffic that is driven so far in this
country. Not only Denmark is threatened by the killing stagflation (stagnation and inflation at the same time), but also
the other European countries with a few exceptions. With negative growth for three consecutive years, while the go-
vernment debt increased with the increase in domestic consumption has been running and was started with the so-
called financial crisis as a result. The expansion must therefore be ensured by production life to get a solution that is
not tempting inflation-prone.

The production process in all its ramifications consists of a myriad of complex stages in earnings. The total combined
cost of all these stages/levels of labor exceeds the cost of consumption in the traditional sense significantly. As an illu-
stration, one could imagine the value of the total fixed capital stock gradually put into final consumption; it will only take
place over several years. US consumer spending was estimated at only about-around 8.5 per cent producers' cost of
production factors and other producer goods already a lifetime ago. That is, almost 12 times greater than private con-
sumption (here almost 12 if 8.5 per cent carefully assumed). What is spent on consumption - private and public - come
from the production, while production comes from capital (including the cost of factors of production, in which wages
would include central), as in the first part comes from savings. Therefore, it is the case that more savings the more ca-
pial is formed and accumulates in order to produce, and there can then be consumed more. One could abide by the
following fact: government spending and private consumption do not stimulate, but drain the economy. This is true
whether you find these expenses and/or consumption righteous.

The agricultural crisis in the 1800s was in one way bigger and more important for Europe cause absolute dominance of
agricultural activity in the occupational structure at the time when the cheap grain from the United States. Also larger
than you might imagine today, but at the same time initiatives to changes in Denmark were taken by visionary/lucky
leaders began with the rural reforms in the 1700s.

Ad used birth rates, the rest of the data is officially available:

Birth rates used in this review is based on the UN recommended fertility rates for countries of origin. We have shown in
multiple contexts, these are set too low. Whether it anywhere actually appears that the foreign origins had to adjust to
immigration country's fertility is not known. David Coleman's official data on fertility, we have seen on page 3. Actual
fertility rates (or crude birth rates), | have not seen anything in Europe divided by nationality nor seen a birth cohort divi-
ded by origins, nationality or former nationality either. David Coleman finds neither the above-fertility-estimates for the
parent populations in Norway and Denmark, as well as the 'total fertility' in Norway highly uncertain from 1,85- 2.1 in
2005 (see (0) Table 1 page 414). Therefore, we assume that the adjustment will not happen as the mysterious fertility-
estimater that is, not fertility, more than suggests. | will not refuse that adjustment of fertility may occur partly in one
form or another; but we should definitely not have any knowledge of how it is happens without an emphasis of one or
the other element of influence. One irreversible trend of fertility by migration might be from less developed countries
without collectivetively financed welfare, but dominated by the strong culture of Islam to a more highly developed
welfare country where idleness is predominant among those admitted, and where the ideology of so-called integration
and desegregation is on the agenda is also an option. There can be other irreversible fertilities. The Press gives exam-
ples: 4. februar 2014: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2551531/Romanian-women-highest-fertility-rate-EU-
experts-say-Britains-support-children-acts-draw.html#ixzz3KA6w7LKo. Fertility has just not been studied recently.
Therefore | choose the UN list with the lowest fertilities of origins. In addition, in my analysis it is not taken into account
that young and younger with the highest fertility in the homeland also dominate immigration.
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Sources Norway:

(1

)

https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/ Netto indvandring: https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/
hovedtabellHjem.asp?KortNavn\Web=innvbef& CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true Overgang til norsk
statsborgerskap: https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/hovedtabellHjem.asp?
KortNavnWeb=statsborger& CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true

Saerundersggelse | Norge: http://www.ssb.no/befolkning/artikler-og-publikasjoner/hvor-mange-innvandrere-er-
det-og-blir-det-i-norge?tabell=118942

Sources Tyskland:

(1

)

@)
(4)

Bevdlkerung mit Migrationshintergrund - Ergebnisse des Mikrozensus: https://www.destatis.de/DE/

Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/Migrationintegration/Migrationshintergrund.html (billede af regneark

Tab1: b2:j24) PDF- udgave med teks: https://www.destatis.de/DE/Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/

MigrationIntegration/

Migrationshintergrund2010220117004.pdf;jsessionid=C4FO0A77E6B5ED56B0BC7935F379F2925.cae2?
blob=publicationFile

Einblrgerungen: https://www.destatis.de/DE/Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/MigrationIntegration/

Einbuergerungen2010210107005.xIs;jsessionid=AB13AA2FE6485E42831C15367FC83286.cae1?
blob=publicationFile

For 2011 og 2012 ligeledes fra: https://www.destatis.de/DE/Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/

AlteAusgaben/EinbuergerungenAlt.html

Auslandische Bevdlkerung, Ergebnisse des Auslanderzentralregisters https://www.destatis.de/DE/

Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/Migrationintegration/AuslaendBevoelkerung.html  Auslandische

Bevdlkerung - Fachserie 1 Reihe 2 - 2013 Einburgerungen - Fachserie 1 Reihe 2.1 - 2013

Sources UK:

)
(1

)
@)
(4)

®)
(6)

()

(8)

Immigration and Ethnic Change in Low-Fertility Countries: A Third Demographic Transition, Population and De-
velopment Review 32(3): 401-446 (September 2006), David Coleman.

‘Long-Term International Migration, estimates from the International Passenger Survey: annual data, 2012,

Citizenship by Country of Last or Next Residence’ : worksheet: 305bipscitizenshipbyage19752012_tcm77-

341144.

https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/home-office. Statistics. Table ¢z.06: Citizenship grants by previ-

ous country of nationality. Copy of citizenship-q1-2012-tabs.

Table 3.01 Long-Term International Migration, estimates from the International Passenger Survey: annual data,

1989 Citizenship by Country of Last or Next Residence

Table 2.01a, Long-Term International Migration time series, 1991 to 2012, Series MN

http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/index.html : britishforeigncitizens

http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F %

Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-

re-

port.pdf&ei=P1kIVNfVLIH ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7 HDKYLPTfz VVYSg&bvm=bv.7624755

4.,d.bGQ http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/key-statistics-for-local-authorities-in-england-and-

wales/index.html

The fertility of 'Native' is mistakenly indicated for Germany at 1.35 in 2000. Almost all other sources reported the

total fertility in Germany to be slightly below 1.4, Eurostat: Germany, total fertility 1.36 in 2011, according to the

World Bank 2000, total fertility, Germany:1.4 and decreasing. In contrast, Western immigrants in Germany is set

down to 0.97; perhaps a mix-up. For Denmark 2004 fertility is reported among Western origin to be 1.7, among

Non-Western origin to 2.51. For all of Foreign origin is indicated fertility 1.7. That is not logic/math - regardless of

any differences in the distributions of ages in the two groups - when the proportion of Non-Western is set to 5.96

%, Western's share to 2.4% of the population in Table 2 (p. 414), then the average for all of Foreign origin obvi-

ously is higher than 1.7.

‘The decay of Western civilization: Double relaxed Darwinian Selection , professor emeritus dr. phil. Helmuth

Nyborg, April number 2011 of the British magazine Personality and Individual Differences, published by Elsevier.

Sources Denmark:

(1
()

http://www.fm.dk/db/filarkiv/18665/Analyse 1 hele rapporten.pdf, side 97, 3. afsnit.
http://www.lilliput-information.com/perspektiv.pdf

Sources international:

(1

Countries of origin: Total fertilities are converted proportionately to birth rates (Crude Birth Rates). UN source:

http://www.un.org/esa/population/publications/worldfertility2007/Fertility 2007 table.pdf

)

For the so-called developed countries, the UN has the practice to include common crude birth rates, with 6 figu-

res for the period 2005 to 2015 the expected low and medium level. Average when high levels also drawn in, located on
9.575 (= 9.6). This demonstrates the UN on the link:


https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/hovedtabellHjem.asp?KortNavnWeb=innvbef&CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/hovedtabellHjem.asp?KortNavnWeb=innvbef&CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/hovedtabellHjem.asp?KortNavnWeb=statsborger&CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true
https://www.ssb.no/statistikkbanken/selecttable/hovedtabellHjem.asp?KortNavnWeb=statsborger&CMSSubjectArea=befolkning&checked=true
http://www.ssb.no/befolkning/artikler-og-publikasjoner/hvor-mange-innvandrere-er-det-og-blir-det-i-norge?tabell=118942
http://www.ssb.no/befolkning/artikler-og-publikasjoner/hvor-mange-innvandrere-er-det-og-blir-det-i-norge?tabell=118942
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https://www.destatis.de/DE/Publikationen/Thematisch/Bevoelkerung/MigrationIntegration/Einbuergerungen.html
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/home-office
http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/index.html
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-report.pdf&ei=P1klVNfVLIH_ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7_HDKYLPTfz_VVYSg&bvm=bv.76247554,d
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-report.pdf&ei=P1klVNfVLIH_ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7_HDKYLPTfz_VVYSg&bvm=bv.76247554,d
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-report.pdf&ei=P1klVNfVLIH_ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7_HDKYLPTfz_VVYSg&bvm=bv.76247554,d
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-report.pdf&ei=P1klVNfVLIH_ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7_HDKYLPTfz_VVYSg&bvm=bv.76247554,d
http://www.google.dk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0CB8QFjAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.london.gov.uk%2Fmayor%2Feconomic_unit%2Fdocs%2Firregular-migrants-report.pdf&ei=P1klVNfVLIH_ygOr64DwDQ&usg=AFQjCNHhIcPKulEgp7_HDKYLPTfz_VVYSg&bvm=bv.76247554,d
http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/census/2011-census/key-statistics-for-local-authorities-in-england-and-wales/index.htmlC:/Users/Vig/Documents/AdobeStockPhotos
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https://lesacreduprintemps19.files.wordpress.com/2011/04/nyborg-2011-the-decay-of-western-civilization-double-relaxed-darwinian-selection.pdf
http://www.fm.dk/db/filarkiv/18665/Analyse_1_hele_rapporten.pdf
http://www.lilliput-information.com/perspektiv.pdf
http://www.un.org/esa/population/publications/worldfertility2007/Fertility_2007_table.pdf
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http://books.google.dk/books?id=GR2DJxITIgQC&pg=PA49&Ipg=PA49&dg=World+Population+Prospect%
2Bcrude+birth+rate%

2Bmore+developed+regions&source=bl&ots=0F59GzviMY &sig=U66ePAul2Zlubor1S7bU4zZoaSk&hl=da&sa=X&ei=_Z
rVUaSBDcyKswaG6oGACw&ved=0CFUQBAEwBg#v=onepage&q=World%20Population%20Prospect%2Bcrude%
20birth%20rate%2Bmore%20developed%20regions&f=false

Had | the other hand, applied the 8 or 12 birth rates in low, medium and high variants for the period 2005-2020 the
result would have been at an average of 10.192. Again, this gave no significant difference in the test results.

Notes especially concerning UK and grouping of countries:

1 European Union estimates are for the EU15 (Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece,
Republic of Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain and Sweden) up to 2003, the EU25 (the
EU15 and the EU8 groupings plus Malta and Cyprus) from 2004 - 2006, the EU27 (the EU25 plus Bulgaria and
Romania) from 2007 and the EU28 (the EU27 plus Croatia) from July 2013. Estimates are also shown sepa-
rately for the EU15, the EU8 (Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia and Slove-
ia) and the EU2 (Bulgaria and Romania). British citizens are excluded from all citizenship groupings and are
shown separately.

2 Excludes British and other European Union citizens as defined in footnote 1.
3 From 2004 onwards, All Commonwealth and New Commonwealth exclude Malta and Cyprus.
4 From 2004 onwards, Other Foreign excludes the eight central and eastern European member states that joined

the EU in May 2004 (the EU8). From 2007 onwards, Other Foreign excludes Bulgaria and Romania which joined
the EU in January 2007. From July 2013 onwards, Other Foreign excludes Croatia which joined the EU in July
2013.

The 2012 estimates above have been compared with the corresponding estimates for 2011. Where changes have
been found to be statistically significant, the estimates have been highlighted by setting their background colour.
To remove the shading, untick the box in the control panel. Please see the Notes worksheet for more information.

Citizenship

Citizenship is defined as the nationality of the passport which the traveller is carrying. The British Nationality Act 1981,
which came into force on 1 January 1983, replaced citizenship of the United Kingdom and Colonies with British citizen-
ship, British Overseas citizenship, and British Dependent Territories citizenship. In volumes in this series since 1983,
the category ‘United Kingdom citizenship’ used in earlier volumes has been replaced by British citizenship, which is vir-
tually equivalent to the old category. British Overseas citizens are recorded as New Commonwealth citizens, instead of
as British citizens.

Persons with British Dependent Territories citizenship are shown under the country which issued their passport. Citi-
zens of Gibraltar are recorded as British Citizens Countries and country groups. Unless otherwise stated, country grou-
ps in tables are presented as they were constituted on 1 January 1999.

United Kingdom (UK). For the years 1990-99 migration via United Kingdom (UK). For the years 1990-99 migration via
the UK between the Channel Islands and the Isle of Man and the rest of the world is excluded. The movement of armed
forces personnel into and out of the UK is also excluded. European Union (EU) is defined as Austria, Belgium, Den-
mark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, ltaly, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden and the Irish Re-
public (see following paragraph). The UK is not included as it is itemised separately throughout this volume. Irish Re-
public is excluded from country of last or next residence in the IPS 1999 tables in Section 3. However, for citizenship
and country of birth, the Irish Republic is included in the European Union figures for all tables, unless shown separately.

Sources Appendix

Remainder of Europe includes Turkey and all the constituent states of the former Soviet Union. Middle East is defined
as Babhrain, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Oman, Yemen, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Syria and the United Arab
Emirates.Commonwealth countries Old Commonwealth is defined as Australia, Canada, New Zealand and South Afri-
ca.

New Commonwealth is defined as all other Commonwealth countries, British Dependent Territories and British Over-
seas citizens in tables by citizenship. This excludes Hong Kong.

Other African Commonwealth is defined as Botswana, Cameroon, The Gambia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Malawi, Mo-
zambique, Namibia, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, Swaziland, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

Caribbean Commonwealth includes Belize and Guyana in addition to islands in the Caribbean.

J. E. Vig, 2 November 2014
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