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Substantial decline of CB in Europe 2000 -2016:
Mainly due to a decline in multi-employer CB
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Source: Vaughn-Whitehead: (2019), Reducing Inequalities in Europe
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Strong link between coverage by CB and inequality: Rate of
coverage by collective agreements and share of low-wage
work in the EU (2014)

Correlation: - 0,82
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Source: Visser 2015, Eurostat, own calculations
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Data

		Niedriglohnempfänger als Prozentsatz der gesamten Angestellten (ohne Auszubildenden) nach Geschlecht [earn_ses_pub1s]

		Letzte Aktualisierung		07.12.16

		Exportierte Daten		19.02.17

		Quelle der Daten		Eurostat

		UNIT		Prozent

		SEX		Insgesamt

		SIZECLAS		10 Arbeitnehmer und mehr

		GEO/TIME		2006		2010		2014						Niedriglohnempfänger als Prozentsatz der gesamten Angestellten (ohne Auszubildenden) nach Geschlecht		adjcov: Adjusted bargaining (or union) coverage rate		Korr

		Europäische Union (28 Länder)		:		16.96		17.15				DE		22.48		57.6		-0.82

		Europäische Union (27 Länder)		16.69		16.93		17.15				LU		11.94		59

		Euroraum (19 Länder)		:		:		15.88				MT		15.08		62.79

		Euroraum (17 Länder)		14.27		14.78		15.7				AT		14.76		98

		Belgien		6,82+B34B16:B40		6.37		3.79				SE		2.64		89

		Bulgarien		18.9		22.01		18.19				FI		5.28		93

		Tschechische Republik		17.05		18.19		18.69				FR		8.81		98

		Dänemark		8.31		8.17		8.61				BE		3.79		96

		Deutschland (bis 1990 früheres Gebiet der BRD)		20.3		22.24		22.48				RO		24.4		35

		Estland		23.19		23.76		22.76				UK		21.26		11.92

		Irland		21.41		20.66		21.56				HU		17.75		23

		Griechenland		15.73		12.82		:				EE		22.76		23

		Spanien		13.37		14.66		14.59				PL		23.56		14.67

		Frankreich		7.13		6.08		8.81				DK		8.61		84

		Kroatien		:		21.35		:				LT		23.96		9.89

		Italien		10.27		12.36		9.44				LV		25.46		15

		Zypern		22.65		22.62		19.33				NL		18.52		84.84

		Lettland		30.9		27.81		25.46				SK		19.21		24.9

		Litauen		29.12		27.24		23.96				PT		12.03		67

		Luxemburg		13.18		13.06		11.94				IT		9.44		80

		Ungarn		21.87		19.51		17.75				CZ		18.69		47.29

		Malta		14.43		17.61		15.08				IE		21.56		40.49

		Niederlande		17.74		17.46		18.52				SI		18.47		65

		Österreich		14.19		15.02		14.76				ES		14.59		77.58

		Polen		24.72		24.16		23.56				BG		18.19		29

		Portugal		20.72		16.08		12.03				CY		19.33		45.19

		Rumänien		26.85		25.82		24.4

		Slowenien		19.24		17.14		18.47

		Slowakei		18.3		19.03		19.21

		Finnland		4.75		5.85		5.28

		Schweden		1.77		2.51		2.64

		Vereinigtes Königreich		21.77		22.06		21.26

		Island		11.24		8.99		7.54

		Norwegen		6.48		7.27		8.29

		Schweiz		:		11.03		9.37

		Montenegro		:		:		27.25

		Die ehemalige jugoslawische Republik Mazedonien		:		28.25		25.13

		Serbien		:		:		22.91

		Türkei		0.24		0.4		0.46

		Sonderzeichen:

		:		nicht verfügbar





Data

		



adjcov: Adjusted bargaining (or union) coverage rate

Share of low wage earners

Coverage by collective agreements

Korrelation: - 0,82

DE

LU

MT

AT

SE

FI

FR

BE

RO

UK

HU

EE

PL

DK

LT

LV

NL

SK

PT

IT

CZ

IE

SI

ES

BG

CY




UNIVERSITAT
DUISBURSG I AO
> G

Offen im Denken

Wage distribution in a liberal market economy with MW
and in coordinated market economy with high coverage
by collective agreements

% of employees

MW woge MW}“CA wage
Regulated SER
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Two real cases: UK 2014 and Germany 1995

2014 l

—1995

Percentage of employee jobs held by those aged 22 and over
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Source: : SOEP 2012, own calculations; Dickens (2015): The Low Pay Commission and the National Minimum Wage. Presentation to NEDLAC



Wages curves in Chile (no or decentralized CA’s) and Germany

(industry-wide CA’s but since 1995 declining coverage)

WAGES CURVES - DISTRIBUTION OF HOURLY PAY

Share of employees (in %)

GERMANY

CHILE

Hourly pay, in euros of 2016

Hourly pay, in euros of 2016

Source: German Socio-Economic Panel (SOEP) 2016, Chilean Income Survey (ESI) 2016. Hourly pay distribution, in euro 2016. Own elaboration
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A shift of paradigm at least in research, not yet in politics!

OECD and IMF showed positive employment effects of coordinated
CB

- “... the erosion of labour market institutions in the advanced

economies is associated with an increase of income inequality”
(Jaumotte/ Buitron 2015: 27, International Monetary Fund).

Difference in percentage points with respect to fully decentralised systems

I Employment rate [ 1 Unemployment rate

ok &k
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Predominantly centralised and Predominantly centralised

Organised decentralised Largely decentralised
weakly co-ordinated and co-ordinated

and co-ordinated

Note: ***, ** *; statistically significant at the 1, 5 and 10% levels, respectively. Results are based on OLS regressions including country and year dummies, collective bargaining coverage, log
of average years of education, female employment share and institutional variables: (tax wedge, product market regulation, employment protection legislation (both temporary and
permanent), ratio of minimum wage to median wage and gross unemployment benefit replacement rate). p.p.: percentage points.

Source: QECD estimates. Details on sources and definitions can be found in Chapter 3 of the Employment Outlook 2018.
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Links between MW's and CA's important

MW’s important but not the silver bullet
* an important baseline for wages
* limits for increases (living wages cannot replace CA’s)
* but “one size for all” - no guarantee for fair remuneration
of skills, responsibility, hard working conditions .....

Only Collective Agreements with differentiated pay scales can
e guarantee fair remunerations

 create stable middle incomes classes

Positive interactions between MW’s and CA’s crucial
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Links between MW and in 6 EU countries

Extended Minimum Minimum Wage for
Collective Agreements Wage skilled work

France Belgium UK Hungary Denmark Germany

Coverage by
CA's
2015/2016

Minimum
Wage:
Kaitz-Index
2016

Type Direct Distant Isolated MW Extensive MW Autonomous Mixed Model
Interaction Co-Existence CB
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High coverage by CA's based on different
combinations of labor standards

Support of the state needed for institutional stability
of CB

Two kinds of standards (Sengenberger 1994):
* Protective standards: state directly establishes
employment conditions like MW'’s.
* Participative standards: enabling social partners to
negotiate employment conditions autonomously
through the Ghent system, consultation or

codetermination rights and resources (time and
money).

»~Shadow of the law“ over all wage setting systems
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oifen "SE4tlitory protective and participative labour standardsin
seven national wage setting systems

Statutory standards

- protective X - X XXX XXX X XXX

- participative XX XXX - X XXX - X

Trade union density 21% 14%
18% 67% 25% 8% 54%
(2013 - 2016)

Rate of coverage by

ot LUEUEE ] 56% 90%  26%  99%  96%  40% 73%
(2013 — 2016)

Share of low wage

employees (>2/3 of V¥R 2.6% 21.3% 8.8% 3,8% n.a. 14.7
median wage) 2014

Statutory standards: - none, X weak, XX moderate, XXX strong

Source: EuroStat. OECD, own compilation
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Instruments to strengthen the coverage by CA's (I)

1. Improving participative standards

e Creation or strengthening employee representation
(works councils or trade union delegates), improving
their ressources and codetermination rights

* Board representation with information and
codetermination rights / nomination of human
ressource director

* Union administration of social insurances
(unemployment assurances = Gent system or pension
systems)

 Chambers with mandatory membership for employers
and employees

* Disposable laws: Derogation only possible by CA's
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Instruments to strengthen the coverage by CA's (II)

2. Improving protective standards

* Minimum wages: Higher levels (60% Kaitz index), MW I
for skilled worker’s

e Extension of CA's: too strict conditionality (like 50%
coverage) might prevent extension, criteria of ,,public
interest” needed for low wage industries

* Arbitration: Sectoral committees with equal
representation of social partners and an arbitrator
negotiate an CA which is extended (example Uruguay

increase of coverage by CA‘s from 15 to 95%) (UK Manisfesto
for labour law)

* Prevailing wage laws in public procurement: broad
literature with diff-in-diff calculations on positive effects
in US construction industry
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frenimberken conclusions

* Declining coverage by CA’s = increase of income
inequality

 Demanding only higher MW'‘s = acceptance of
inequality

* Stable middle income classes only with high
coverage by CA's

* Precarisation of employment and fragmentation of
companies make organizing and rebuilding of multi-
employer CB more difficult than in the past

Strenthening of multi-employer CA’s = top priority in
the fight against inequality of market incomes
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