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5) Addison, J. T. and B. T. Hirsch. ‘Union Effects
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Kendrick & Grossman¥}= o
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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to survey existing literature and empirical studies about the effect
of unions on productivity and productivity growth in US and British.

Evidence regarding union effects on productivity is incomplete in the studies surveyed in this
paper. Unions have a positive effect on productivity in US, but the most of studies in British show
that unions have a negative effect.

But the direction and magnitude of union effects on productivity growth cannot be predicted from
economic theory. It may be that there is no unitary relationship between unions and productivity
growth. The comprehensive conclusion about the effects of unions on preductivity growth cannot be
drawn from the studies surveyed in this paper. The question of whether unions have a positive
effect or negative effect on productivity and productivity growth is an empirical issue.
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