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Distributing brains? 









Gottfredson 2002 

IQ effects 
Cognition important protection for good life 
 
Environmental toxin models: +1 IQ point = 
+1.763% income (Schwartz), +2.094/3.631% 
(Salkever, m/f) 
 
Annual gain / IQ point US $55-65 billion  
0.4-0.5% GDP 
 
The top ¼% SAT scorers produce twice as many 
patents per person as the next lower 
percentile. 

Jones & 
Schneider 
(+1 IQ ≈ 

+8.2% GDP) 



Hauser, Robert M. 2002. "Meritocracy, cognitive ability, 
and the sources of occupational success." CDE Working 
Paper 98-07 (rev). Center for Demography and Ecology, 
The University of Wisconsin-Madison, Madison, 
Wisconsin. Figure 12: "Wisconsin Men's Henmon-Nelson 
IQ Distributions for 1992-94 Occupation Groups with 30 
Cases or More"  
http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/cde/cdewp/98-07.pdf.   
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Analysis from General Social Surveys, 1972-2004. WORDSUM is a vocabulary test with about 0.83 
correlation with IQ (Sigelman 1981). Table A is regression of stated happiness  (HAPPY) against 
several different factors. Table B shows the distribution of HAPPY and WORDSUM scores. Note the 
strong unhappiness among the lower than average vocabulary scorers.  

 

















 



Carl Shulman and Nick Bostrom. Embryo Selection 
for Cognitive Enhancement: Curiosity or Game-
changer? Global Policy, Vol. 5, No. 1 (2014): 85-92 
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MOST GENERAL  

    Domain general 

    More heritable 

    Psychometrically unitary 

    Physiologically distributed 

 

NARROW 

 IQ ≈  ≈ g fluid 





 

Jason Riis, Joseph P. Simmons, Geoffrey P. Goodwin, Preferences for enhancement pharmaceuticals: the 
reluctance to enhance fundamental traits, Journal of Consumer Research, 35, 495-508, 2008  





What is fairness? 

• Distributive justice: 

– What should be distributed? Among who? In what 
way? 



  
 

Enhancement 
positive for individual 
 

Enhancement 
neutral or negative 
for individual 
 Enhancement 

positive for society 
 

Win-win situation. 
 

Free rider problem 
 

Enhancement 
neutral or negative 
for society 
 

Social trap 
 

Positional goods 
arms race 
 





 











The future of employment: how susceptible are jobs to computerisation? Carl Benedikt Frey, Michael A. Osborne, 2013 



Simulation 

• Enhancements that increase earning 
ability constant factor, decreasing to 
a low price 
 

• Enhancement proportional to 
income 
 

 

• Decreasing margins 













Conclusions 

• Cognition has a major effect on equality of opportunity. 
• Enhancing cognition can make society more or less 

unequal. Whether this is unjust depends both on the 
technology, one’s theory of justice, and what policies 
instituted. 

• CE likely to individually help worst off, but make the best off 
compete harder. 

• Strengthening the “dominant cooperative framework” of 
society is a good idea in any case. 

• Individual morphological freedom must be safeguarded. 
• Speeding up progress and diffusion is likely to reduce 

inequality over time – and promote diversity. 
• Different parts of the world likely to approach CE differently 



Setting priorities worth taking seriously 

Optimal meta-level problem 
solving can at most give 
savings equal to half the 
expected utility difference 
between two alternatives – 
but if the alternatives matter 
enormously, spending effort 
is hugely valuable. 



If we haven't the brains to choose the best track 

we should choose the track to better brains. 

Bradley Felton 


