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Introduction

Following what became known as the Laval-quartet' many analyses have been concerned with the implications
for the Nordic labour markets. The Laval-quartet (Laval, Viking, Riffert and Luxembourg rulings) have made
scholars question the durability of the Nordic industrial relations model and even point to an erosion of the
model (see e.g. Sippola, 2012; Thornqvist, 2011; Woolfson et al., 2010). But much of these sceptic analyses
refer to the Swedish case, where the situation seems more uncertain. However, the Danish IR-system seems to
be re-calibrated, rather than eroded, following the Laval-quartet, through judicial and political adjustments,

where the labour market organisations’ position remains strong.

The conflicting traditions of Nordic IR-regulation and European integration
As European integration intensifies, the policy impact is spreading to areas that supposedly still are the national
realm like labour markets and industrial relations (Crouch, 2014). The Laval ruling caused serious concerns in
the Nordic countries since it revealed how far-reaching the potential implications of European integration are.
The Laval-quartet also highlighted the tension between the removal of barriers for the single European market
(negative integration) and a European social policy dimension (positive integration), with the social dimension
often being overruled by the negative integration (Scharpf, 2010). The legal foundations for the European
social dimension are generally weak (Falkner, 2010: 296), while legislation concerning the free movement is
very extensive. This challenges national policy measures to curb the impact of the European single market,
since these might violate single market regulation (Leibfried and Pierson, 2000), which became highly evident
with Laval. The social-democratic Nordic countries are more affected by this process since they have more
regulatory policies that can be negatively affected (Scharpf, 2010: 238).

Laval also highlights the tension between European traditions of legislative regulation and Nordic
traditions of self-regulating labour markets. Nordic IR-models are based on voluntary agreements, mainly

collective bargaining, between strong labour market organisations, with international unique organisation

! For an overview see Biicker and Warneck (2010).
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levels (Andersen et al., 2014). The unionisation rate is 67 % in Denmark (lbsen et al., 2012). Another key feature
in the Nordic IR-systems is industrial actions like strikes or blockades against firms without collective
agreements or firms violating the collective agreements. In Denmark secondary industrial action is also normal,
where other vital functions like transportation, which itself is not conflict-struck, are included in industrial
conflict. The Laval case basically challenged the right for industrial action against foreign firms.

The Nordic IR-models have very limited state and judicial interference (Andersen et al., 2014), which
conflicts with EU regulation through courts and legislation, where individual rights typically are more important
than the collective rights often emphasised in Nordic IR (Kristiansen, 2013). The Laval-ruling have been
criticised from a Nordic perspective for turning minimum-regulation into maximum-regulation, and the judicial
stances e.g. the interpretations of the posted workers directive (71/1996) is questioned by Nordic legal

scholars (Kristiansen, 2013).

Amending the Danish posted workers law to solve the problems post-Laval

The recent Danish experience shows that the IR-system can adjust (at least for now), so that the pressure on
the Danish IR-model following Laval have been mitigated. The Danish adjustments were mainly achieved
through changes in the law on posted workers.

Shortly after the Laval-verdict a tri-party working group (including external experts) was formed to
investigate the implications of Laval for the Danish IR-model. The committee’s main recommendation was to
adjust the Danish law on posted workers, so the criteria set in the Laval-verdict could be met. This was
supported by both employers’ organisations and unions. A key issue in the Laval conflict was that it was unclear
(from a legal perspective) what the Swedish union’s wage claims were (paragraph 110 in the Laval-verdict). In
Denmark this was solved by adding a new article (§6A) to the posted workers law, which states collective
actions (like strikes) can be taken against foreign firms to enforce wage claims for posted workers through a
collective agreement (as it can towards Danish companies). Three criteria have to be met before industrial
action can be taken (Posted workers’ law §6a paragraph 2): the wage claim has to be the same as Danish
companies face, set in a collective agreement signed by ‘the most representative parties’ in the labour market
and sufficiently clear. The wording of ‘the most representative labour market organisation’ in the law de facto
refers to the traditional union movement, which reinforces the LO-unions’ (the traditional union movement)
position and have manifested that a collective agreement with an ‘alternative union’ is not judicial equal to a

collective agreement.



This de jur allows Danish unions to take industrial action against foreign firms to achieve the wage level
set in the collective agreements for posted workers. Danish unions have actively used this option, from January
2012 to February 2014 Malerforbundet (the painters union) has initiated industrial action against 200 foreign
service suppliers leading to around 30 new collective agreements and 3F (the main industrial union covering
construction) has taken industrial action against 700 foreign suppliers resulting in approximately 100 new
collective agreements. Many of the cases, which did not led to a collective agreement, ended because the
foreign firm left Denmark (Arbejdsretten, 2014: 12).

The first time the 2008-amendment of the posted workers law was tested in the Danish labour court
system was in a 2014 ruling (See Arbejdsretten 2014; hereafter named the Hekabe-ruling after the German
company filing the case. The firm was owned by a Dane). The Hekabe-ruling confirmed that Danish unions have
the right to take industrial action towards foreign subcontractors to enforce wage levels as in the collective
agreements. The German entrepreneur filed a case against Malerforbundet (the painters union) stating the
collective agreement Malerforbundet wanted Hekabe to sign was unclear and not relevant since only part of
the work was painting and finally that the claim was violating the Laval-ruling. The unions’ wage and collective
bargaining claims were presented for Hekabe at a meeting between the union and the firm. The Danish Labour
court stated clearly that these claims were sufficient and in line with the Danish law on posted workers and

that the 2008-amendment of the posted workers law meant that there was no conflict with the Laval-ruling.

The prevalence of corporatist structures in the Danish labour market
Corporatist institutions are declining across Europe, but the Danish industrial relations’ adjustment to
European legislation have been handled in a highly corporatist manner, reflecting the IR-systems’ tradition of
self-regulation. All EU legislation affecting the labour market is left for the labour market organisations to
implement through the collective agreements. First it is discussed in Implementeringsudvalget (the
implementation committee), which was established as a corporatist committee in 1999 that discusses Danish
compliance with EU-legislation on labour market issues (Kristiansen, 2013: 260—61). The committee do also
discuss how to deal with significant ECJ-rulings like the Laval-case, where a working group prepared the
suggestions to the changes in the Danish posted workers law. The first implementation of the posted workers
directive was also a tri-party corporatist approach, where it was agree to leave the wage question for the
labour market organisations themselves (Kristiansen, 2013: 200).

The state only interferes if no agreement can be reached, or if additional legislation is needed to cover

workers potentially not covered by collective agreements. In some prominent cases like e.g. the



implementation of the directive of agency work the state had to step in because the organisations could not
reach an agreement. But the outcome was still corporatist in the sense that all major political parties voted in
favour and the both sides of the labour market impacted the design of the law.

The labour market organisations are in general not trying to take advantage of any EU-directives or
legislation in terms of getting a better outcome, since they accept that this would probably led to a trade-off in
some other negotiation. So in this sense the system keeps a ‘check and balances’ approach. Still wages and

other core issues are handled exclusively by the labour market organisations.

Increasing use of ‘social clauses’ in public work
The increased use of ‘social clauses’ on public work is yet another way of reducing problems with posted and
sub-contracted workers. Following the ECJ-rulings especially Riffert the situation was uncertain, but Denmark
has (as opposed to Germany) signed the ILO-convention 94 that secures the right to apply labour clauses in
public work. In 2014 did the Danish ministry of Employment issued a new “Circular on Labour Clauses in Public
Contracts”,® which very clearly states that public social clauses can demand that contractors follow the terms
set in collective agreements (although they cannot demand they sign a collective agreement).Paragraph 3.1 in
the circular also rather strikingly establishes chain liability for public contractors.

Whether this Danish solution is conflicting with the Luxembourg and Riiffert rulings is unclear, but it is
clearly in line with the ILO 94, which the Danish government has emphasised over the ECJ-rulings.

While all state-financed public work has to apply ‘social or labour’ clauses it is optional for the Danish
municipalities, but they are in general using the ’social clauses’, with Copenhagen municipality being the front-
runner and they recently hired the international certification firm Bureau Veritas Certification to control wages

and working conditions.

A continued recalibration of the Danish model (at least for now).

Despite much discussion after the Laval-rulings, the Danish IR-system has not seen any large-scale changes and
the labour market organisations’ position remains strong. Following changes in the Danish posted workers law
Danish unions can and do take industrial action against foreign service providers and posted workers have only

had minor impact on the Danish labour market. Also increased use of social clauses in public work has helped

? See http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100 INSTRUMENT |D:312239
* Available in English at: http://bm.dk/~/media/BEM/Files/English/Cirkular%200n%20labour%20clauses%20pdf.ashx
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curb the negative effects. Both employers and unions have remained rather loyal to the formal organisation of
the Danish IR-model in the aftermath following the Laval-quartet.

Whether the Danish judicial solution will be deemed conflicting with European legislation is uncertain,
but it will very likely be contested at some point. But ECJ have in several cases, including Laval, accepted that
curbing social dumping in a national setting can be a legitimate motive for restricting the free movement of
services (cf. Kristiansen, 2013: 169). Also the right to industrial action and conflict is well established in

European legislation (Kristiansen, 2013: 175) and was also recognised in the Laval-verdict.

List of references:

Andersen SK, Dglvik JE and Ibsen CL (2014) Nordic labour market models in open markets. Brussels: European
Trade Union Institute.

Arbejdsretten (2014) Udskrift af Arbejdsrettens dom af 20. februar 2014. Ruling in the Danish Labour court 20™
of February 2014 in case AR2013.0828. Can be accessed at:
http://www.arbejdsretten.dk/media/1110249/dom%20ar2013.0828.pdf

Blcker A and Warneck W (2010) Viking — Laval — Riiffert: Consequences and policy perspectives. Brussels: ETUL.

Crouch C (2014) Introduction: labour markets and social policy after the crisis. Transfer: European Review of
Labour and Research, 20(1), 7-22.

Falkner G (2010) European Union. In: Castles FG, Leibfried S, Lewis J, et al. (eds), The Oxford handbook of the
welfare state, Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 292—-305.

Ibsen F, Hggedahl L and Scheuer S (2012) Kollektiv handling : faglig organisering og skift af fagforening.
Frederiksberg: Nyt fra Samfundsvidenskaberne.

Kristiansen J (2013) Aftalemodellen og dens europaeiske udfordringer : om rollefordelingen mellem
overenskomstparterne, Folketinget og domstolene. Kgpbenhavn: Jurist- og @konomforbundet.

Leibfried S and Pierson P (2000) Social Policy: Left to Courts and Markets?’. 4th ed. In: Wallace H and Wallace
W (eds), Policy-Making in the European Union, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Scharpf FW (2010) The asymmetry of European integration, or why the EU cannot be a ‘social market
economy’. Socio-Economic Review, 8(2), 211-250.

Sippola M (2012) The Restructuring of the Nordic Labour Process and the Variegated Status of Workers in the
Labour Market. Competition & Change, 16(3), 243—-260.

Thornqvist C (2011) The Most Powerful Industrial Relations in the World? Pros and Cons of the Swedish
Collective Bargaining System in the Light of the Laval Conflict. In: Thérnquist A & Engstrand A-K (eds.)


http://www.arbejdsretten.dk/media/1110249/dom%20ar2013.0828.pdf

Precarious Employment in Perspective: Old and New Challenges to Working Conditions in Sweden. Work
& Society, Vol. 70, Brussels: P.I.E. Peter Lang.

Woolfson CA, Thérngvist C and Sommers J (2010) The Swedish model and the future of labour standards after
Laval. Industrial Relations Journal, 41(4), 333—350.



