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Trade union density (TUD) Collective bargaining coverage (CBC)
1990 2000 1990 2000
% Ranking % Ranking % Ranking % Ranking
I'-TJ Australia 40 8 25 10 80+ 4 80+ 5
m Austria 47 6 37 5 95+ 1 95+ 1
o Canada 33 11 28 8 38 13 32 14
L Denmark 75 2 74 3 70+ 8 80+ 5
-] Finland 72 3 76 2 90+ 2 90+ 2
France 10 19 10 19 90+ 2 90+ 2
Germany 31 13 25 9 80+ 4 68 11
Hungary 63 4 20 14 .. . 30+ 12
Ireland 51 5 38 4 .. .. ..
E Italy 39 10 35 6 80+ 4 80+ 5
Japan 25 15 22 13 20+ 14 15+ 15
|':'| Korea 17 16 11 18 20+ 14 10+ 17
r:| Mexico 43 7 18 15 .. ..
m Netherlands 25 14 23 12 70+ 8 80+ 5
Portugal 32 12 24 11 70+ 8 80+ 5
- Spain 11 18 15 16 70+ 8 80+ 5
Sweden 80 1 79 1 80+ 4 90+ 2
United Kingdom 39 9 31 7 40+ 12 30+ 12
United States 15 17 13 17 18 16 14 16
OECD unweighted average 40 - 32 - 66 - 60 -
Coefficient of variation 54 - 68 - 38 - 48 -
OECD weighted average 26 - 20 - 40 - 36 -
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Centralisation Co-ordination
] 1970-74  1980-84 1995-2000| 1970-74 1980-84 1995-2000
m Australia 4 4 2 4 (4.5) 2
o Austria 3 3 3 5 (4.5) 4
= Belgium 4 3 3 4 (4) (4.5)
L Canada 1 1 1 1 1 1
Denmark 5 3 2 5 3 4
Finland 5 (4) 5 5 (4) 5
France 2 2 2 2 2 2
>~ SR S R S
Ireland 4 1 4 4 1 4
- Italy 2 (3.5) 2 2 (3.5) 4
- Japan 1 1 1 4 4 4
E Korea 1 1 1 1 1 1
Netherlands 3 3 3 3 (4.5) 4
C‘ New Zealand 3 3 1 4 4 1
Norway (4.5) (3.5) (4.5) (4.5) (3.5) (4.5)
Portugal 5 3 4 5 3 4
Spain 5 4 3 5 4 3
Sweden 5 (4.5) 3 4 (3.5) 3
United Kingdom 2 1 1 3 1 1
United States 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Predominant bargaining level in the 90's
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Trade union density

Centralisation
[/co-ordination
Period dummies
Country dummies

Number of observations

R-squared
F-Statistic

Real hourly Efficiency wage Earnings Relative earnings | Relative earnings | Relative earnings
. Wage share . :
earnings growth growth inequality of youths of older workers of women
0.0011 -0.0099 -0.0006 -0.0096 ** 0.0027 *** -0.0001 0.0013 *
(0.0097) (0.0091) (0.0004) (0.0041) (0.0004) (0.0008) (0.0006)
-0.0376 -0.0831 -0.0023 -0.2040 *** -0.0058 0.0228 * 0.0092
(0.1619) (0.1560) (0.0059) (0.0644) (0.0067) (0.0125) (0.0101)
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
No No No No No No No
112 97 121 70 44 42 46
0.37 0.25 0.21 0.40 0.62 0.40 0.43
8.71 *** 4,20 *** 4.4] *** 5.89 *** 8.49 *** 3.28 *** 4,03 ***
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Trade union density

Centrali sation/co-ordination

Period dummies
Country dummies
Number of observations
R-sguared

F-Statistic

. Growth in real Relative Relative Relative
Unemploy Inflation
Employment rate GDP per hour | employment of | employment of | employment of
-ment rate (GDP deflator)
worked youths older workers women
-0.0195 0.1583 *** 0.0527 *** -0.0046 0.0019 *** -0.0001 0.0042 ***
(0.0206) (0.0412) (0.0198) (0.0073) (0.0007) (0.0008) (0.0007)
0.0529 -0.6771 -0.9492 *** -0.0017 -0.0125 -0.0073 -0.0149
(0.3382) (0.6767) (0.3231) (0.1214) (0.0118) (0.0125) (0.0117)
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
No No No No No No No
105 105 125 114 105 105 105
0.20 0.15 0.44 0.14 0.11 0.16 0.48
351 246 ** 12,89 *** 252 ** 1.68 2.62 ** 12,93 ***




Random effects, GLS

DE

':_:' Relative employment of  Relative employment of  Relative employment of  Relative employment of
o youths older workers women low-skilled workers
"
Union density 0.004 *** 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.004 *** 0.001 0.001 0.001
Bargaining coverage -0.002 * 0.001 -0.003 ***  0.001 0.002 ***  0.001 0.002 ***  0.001
Centralisation / co-ordination index -0.063 ***  0.016 0.008 0.011 -0.025 ***  0.008 -0.027 0.017
- F-test 99,7 *** 85.8 *** 195.7 *** 65.4 ***
. v a8 B-PLM test 683.0 *** 364.8 *** 178.9 *** 532.2 ***
|:| Hausman test 2652.0 *** 13.3 9.3 25.1 ***

3

Simulated effect of a 1-standard
deviation increase in the 3 collective -0.043 -0.055 0.118 0.027
bargaining variables

OE(

No. of observations 276 184 135 211
No. of countries 19 18 15 19

No. Of control variables 7 7 10 7
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Employment-weighted averages for selected OECD countries, 1970-2003

1970-79 ]

1980-89 L]

I

1990-99 ]

2000-03
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Nominal hourly wage in the
business sector

Real hourly wage in the
business sector

L

Real wage rate per efficiency
unit in the business sector

Real wage gap indicator

Wage sharein the
business sector
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Employment-weighted averages for selected OECD countries, 1970-79=100
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Earnings inequality

Relative earnings
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Relative earnings
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10-year change, 1985-89 to 1995-99

SDE

p—
|ﬁl
'

Y

. v
-

|
|
|
]

OE(




Five-year-averaged data for 1970-2000 in selected OECD countries, after removing period and country effects

]
-

Employment measures

r M
: Aqggregate Relative employment rates
I'oil
\Wage measures: Unemplovment Employment- Y oung men (under Older men Prime-age women
. E ' oy population ratio 25 years) (55-64 years) (25-54 years)
v .
- o r:fs 22;2?’ (V;',?,gpi)' nine 0.20* 0.42 %% 0.48 0.03 0.23%*
ul effici inth
€2 e ot (e 012 017 012 001 00
-
Earnings dispersion -0.44 *** 0.45 *** 0.57 *** 0.44 *** 0.25*




Estimated increase in unemployment at a given wage outcome between 1970-74 and the period indicated

[] 197579 [] 1980-84 [] 1985-89 [] 1990-94 [] 1995-2000
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Log wage in PPPs Log wage rate per efficiency Log 90-10 percentileratio for

unit in PPPs full-time men
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