P <ol

BI8E TAUA

Fr

VEE, BHBAINLEEIEH HH, T A S TIE KIS, FIEEREEIET 5 HIIC
o T, BN EERLEHOBEHNRTHSH [58#H (employee) | THENZEFKL
TWwhb, Bz, HHZEMRE (respondeat superior) (2227025 2E ¥ - a1 —DOJFEHITI,
(%@ 21X, GAONTEBOERTICOVWTHERLZAETAHICEY [T 72130
(direct and control) | ENAEZHETHHEINTEBY, L7 ->T, [T /I3 KE] R
BT HENEOHHEDOANFATHIIOVTHAZ L LTOENELEETLO0PZYTH
5LEZONLOTH D s FHERIC, Bl ZIXRIES @ IE#ED: (Fair Labor Standards Act.
DIF, FLSA)? & o 725 BB R I BB THEEDOER DS L IN TR WA
X, HBEEPECBCT [HHE] THHI LI TERTOHMZERT S0 [#%
BWHFEORNR] OTT, E=FHE Lo X LR 2 50 &2 B MGE T 57200 —
Ve LT, [FEHENIFEREILEE (economic realities test) ] 2SHWHN D 72, Z3LALD
MBS ERMELIIOWT, [FEE] OERIIHEEIIB W THEICHESI N TV,
LAL, FEVHIEHNZERT L7720, IERFRI L THw2,

(785 | DEFE 4 DVEOHMISHEE S D L) IR 520 X9 kIR, &
HEz LT, ML 25> TV BEDOHIEICBIT 2HEARTEMOEXIZ, 1ZITTEIH
EERWEIZLTWAZEDNDL, HIBRERIRUTHL, LrL, TOL) HFHTE,
ELEDOHPLRZIZE o THIETRWIEER, HoHIEEICBVTIETEHE THHED,
HOHEBEIZBOTIEZZOH» SHHETIEIRVWE SNLYE, EoEAOEELY K-> T,
FHETH D L OFEFIO TR REME & HlE LM I BT 5578 O EFROR MO E L &
29 5%

T A A OREMGFEEEO B> THEHEZ EFRT DLV TOHEKRNZD ) HIZ
DWTIE, PR LD DOOEELRFANDGD 5. #IRHESIL, EEEELRYE (National
Labor Relations Act. L', NLRA) 2B 5 [Ffi#H | 0wy, NETAELO [56H)
] OEFBICHMBICHEL-OTH A% S50, HIFHESE, HTRESEHI? [RER
(managerial) | B X 0% [#¥%1%F; (confidential) | 978 # % NLRA D@ HERAMNIMZ 72D

U RRE 1 1B,

2 29 USC. § 8§ 201-219 (1994).
#%IBE 1 /i 2 3R,

#®IBE 1 1 3 B8,

BIBE 1 i 4 B,
HBIBTES2-54 BT 73k 2 B IR,

> o oA



WIS LT, [EEBR978)% (supervisory employee) | @RI E L2 TH S, NLRA
O FFPA 2 T DI Y725 TEHHAFTAZ DO L ) RHlRN 2 ERICHEH) 2 & T, BIEEZD
BRI R-E3N D25, ZowFEBHRING, R L EEFAN BT 5 57 o2 ¥
D E V) NLRA O HE, NLRA O 2 2T AUXHEW 2 KR 2 155 135 o5 »
S B i e MRS S 2 IS X B0 O R E L oI, Bk EH
T5IEIThD,

F18 EEHMNEERTSH-00 [FBE] OFE

1. NEITH— [EHEE] B

FHAFRLIC» 25 3E Y - —0FHNC X 2 &, FHFIIREABROHEENICBWTE
DHBHEDOR L 72AETH I LEEZH D ZTORMEIH P EOKEHI (equitable
principle) ([ZEDOWTB Y, ZoFEAIE L, [HHEZFEEOITE»OLET L HE % E%
TEHEDOTHENS, T, FEHBEOTEPSETLIELEZHAIY] LWIHIBDTHES 2D
JFEHNZ K, SHEFTEE V) B > THEXSEHE»ZRT 5 LI2DOWT, [HH
Mesi#e (€ - uw—3L#, direct and control test) | OFEHICL 2 L) T L2 EKRT
5"

EHMEIEEEL, BBETOFEREFEZRTHENLFEZOEREEBRLTVDY,

I, R O—HUFEEDPHRIEEMZRET 5 DOHRT, MW ETORRM, %,
FHEEHOERL, £, BMREMZEOHET MG, YFMFLYHEZTHFAANTH S
ERREIND FFRIC, b L HUEEPRBERITORELZREL, MY FEEE [fa
FTE] L, 7o, BHREMERET 20 THIUE, B NFEE L, HHEEED
JFHIE W) HIIZ#E - 72978 #5 Th 5 L o, BOFHIZ, ¥FE—FH4FHE, 2% 0 [fHHE]
&, UEMTBHEEDPRE 2 ZITT AP LBRICOVTHENTELZH) &Ik 5%,

T BRIBE 28 35R,

* Arvin L. Gorpman, LaBor Anp EmpLoyMENT Law In TuE Unitep StaTes 133 (1996).

Y Id. BB, FEEVPEMTHCHNGZD DI, FENICTRTETRWHECL > TITEI L2846, AR
REEINILEEZONLEVWH) ZEELHRLTWS, Id. at 134

U BIE FOHEEFROEFZDS {1, §2 of the Restatement (Second) of Agency LB DTHh b,

SOy a T, [MEHE (master)l, (%% (servant)], 58 A (independent contractor)] & 99
NEEHWTWS, YATA MA Y MIBWT, [HHAFE] L, [EBEL2ZITTLI LR BOMGELTH
REOZZR ) MEHRTH Y, EBEITIRL EARNITHZ2EH S22 3T THREET L E] EEH
ENb, RestaTeMENT (Seconp) Or Acency §2(1) (1958). 728, master & DX E L, employer & LIFLIX
HIMIZHWSENE, VATA M AV M, [FH#E] 2, [FHAOEBORITICOE S E2MGT 572010
HEIWCREHINAZETHY, EBEITOEMAKHFEICOWTHHZICERINL P LEZFOEHERO TFICH S
Hl LEFRLTWAD, Id. at §2(2). Servant £\ XF b 72, employee L HHWIZHWONE, 51T,

[FBARAl &, MEOLDIITEEZTIILERNTAETHY, ZOFIILFHEMEIFHINT, 2, EBFO
FITIZOWTHHMBTOEBTICRwE | EEHRSIN TS, Id. at §2(3).

" See Mark A. Rotustemn ET Ar, EmMpLovyMENT Law 548 (1999).

2L T, AR, SREANEI LBEEFRICOWTIIEREZM bR v,



IR AT, EHHMEEZ RO LI ICKBLTCwD, [HHEPBREIEITINS
NEFELHRTHMHEREL AL, FRIS, BBEZITOMBRL LTERINLEIREZ LIZON
THRTAHERZA LTV EYE, HH0IE, METIE, MALINEREPDOALLT,
EDXIITHRINDEREPIZOVTIRRT SR AT 256 13HIZ, TR (the rela-
tion of master and servant) AFEEETAHDTH 5. TOFEFHNZ, 7 A HIZBWT
HE7=55DL LTI HILTHN TV A,

RNETAEICBIT 2 EHERERZEHTLIZLICXY [HHE] 2E8T52 LOHWIE,
WYY e B HEZFIRERITHBICOVWTRET L2 L 2R T L2720 TH 5L, ZOHHEL, KB
EHWIZER T 5. 8% 5, ZoHEHEE, HHEPZEE IS L TUREZ &0 X9 13ET
FTEIPIZOWTERTLIMEREET L0 LI H, TLT, BEBBOKITHIEICBITLHR
W L CEBLIEZT TR0 22l LT, BB THLE20Er2RTE205TH
% HBICH LENEMARTILICLY, ToREBEZO#L LH &, FHFETHE
W6 L CHUBREDOIRREZIT) S ETHMERAIIHITH L, LVREBEITLILOLE DR
5% DFEDIE, RIES LM POIEARE L RIS, BRI, FHESEBRE»ZEITI R
LI LICE BRI EZTHI LI BEZAMTRETHS, LWVWIHITLEZRLTVS
DTH 5",

2. AEFBEEE— [REOVERE] HE

RIZ, RIEGGEREEE NI B L, F@E L3, EHEICEHINSTXTOEA"] T
boEEFRIND, HPEIX, 3612, TEHEIEZ, RO BIZHHEOMEL2T, HoH v
&, FHOMBEZROTLEL AT EEDOTVD, ZOMBM L ERZHERT 512472
D, EEEBHITIE R ERILE | 28R 2 Ll 7% REFIEREIEIEL, S5
BOEOHIZH - 7257 B ThH L2 T 1B L, RABBREZNY &S TH50 5174
ICERZ L TTWDEY ZOREIZI 5@, 3Ty - 0—-IZBT57@ELHAND
EFETH 2T, BREOHINICRLZ UHEMOVD 2 LMEICL > THHHINL B D

¥ Singer Mfg. Co. v. Rahn, 132 U. S. 518, 523 (1889).

" See, e. g, National Convenience Stores, Inc. v. Fantauzzi, 584 P. 2d 689, 691 (Nev. 1978) (Hx /3% ikl
B 2B EMCERO BB ARM:Z, 8 (theory of control) 12D HDTH D LBRTW5,)
" See Kyoungseon Kim, A Study of the Definition of “Employee” under the Federal Employment and
Labor Statutes at 11-12 GEHEET 7 7 4 VITTITAEOLE) .

*  See generally Clarence Morris, The Torts of an Independent Contractor, 29 Trr. L. Rev. 339 (1935). i#&
L, COZENERBRITLEETHTA2ROBENIIHENLRFETH S LDOHHNEHMA TV 572, See also
Alan O. Sykes, The Economics of Vicarious Liability, 93 Yare L. J. 1231 (1984).

' See generally Dan B. Dosss, Tue Law Or Torts, VoL. 2, 909 (2001).

¥ 29 U.S C. 88 201-219 (1994). ZAEFr@A#ERIE, WooFELED L LT, &IKESE, RKHE5E,
SELHBHOHIE, F—EE&IR5 B ZEWTWS, See RotustelN, ET AL, supra note 11 at 263.

¥ 29 U.S.C. § 203(e).

® 29 U.S. C. § 203(g).

% See, e. g, Goldberg v. Whitaker House Co-op., Inc., 366 U. S. 28 (1961).

2 See, e. g., Rutherford Food Corp. v. McComb, 331 U. S. 722 (1947).



THRWY, fllo T, WFWIFEEREAEL 1L, BEOM L A5 5 % 03 5 Lg%
AL TR ErE2EZET 250 TH LY, TORKMEIZ L - THEHE TH 5 0% Hk
T5Z L, TNTHZEFEIEKETL200TH Y, EHBEREEROGIT 25T 5%,

Rutherford Food Corp %f McComb HH:IZB VT, #EFBHEBHFTIERD & ) 12T,
FLSA IZBF 2 57@HE 0% WL SR L 720 TR (FLSA @ 3REETE) &, ARED
e S N5 DRCE, HE - SEHEOMRICIERVEEZEZ LN TV L L DA LRI EH
PRI LT S BXL, FFERIDARGMBOEREZH L T\5,."], FLSAIZBIF %5
EDERE ZDL) RILFICHET A LT, FFICEELERN DL, LVwInd,
[REEEDS, TEY - O —IIBWTHLHL 2o 72KEE B U T, BHENIME OFHHIC
WITLHERETREZWTAEZRETAZLICHEHLZEETTVEY] 25 THbH.
Rutherford FHFIZHB VT, AT, EHBERICBT 2 FHEHERBIE Y, U%7EH X
FLSA IZBF257@ETH 5 LHM L7z FHHOZOHMIEDTOREIIESC D TH
%o OMFHFME I ZHHBEOBM LMmE AL T2, @QUFTFWHE LD 5 FHEL» S5
DHEFEGNERET LI EPTELNRIBET L L) LHEMRIE L T v, @Mi%57
BF I TIHOEBEHEICLDEIZEMIN TS, OLFEFTEHE I EZTT 5 R 4578 H
DHBHARIKSL S DTH 5%,

L7225 T, Higir@eid, 578 & a9 2 SaB ISREIICIKEE L TB Y, FLSA I
WO HBBETH D E SMize Lo TEZBIZ, FLSA X, f4 25 @a @B RIZTE RS
CERBERLIHAETH S, T72, Mednick & Albert Enterprises F-*I12B W T,
55 5 M Im] DXHEFRPEFRFH L, (@&, [FAAN], HHE] Lot XFIE, [ThbHhs
HOLNTWAIVEHWIZES LTRELNDEDTHB,.”] LT 5,

BRI, X512, [EMOHREREIZORMICARBEINLEDTH .7 LHikR5D,

FLSA OoFEHMIE, FHAHC LU, TMlE oRFEEII BT 2 RHICE DAL 2L
TWAHECRETLILETH L7,

# See RorustelN, ET AL, supra note 11, at 265.

*Id. at 265-66. ZOYIWIILHEIZ X DEEDFHEETHANERT LI EICOE, FHITE, FIZIEROL) BE
Fr UL O EREHVTWS, OFHBEVHEREZITET 2E, QRBEETICB LIS L84 - &
x A4 OB T OB, @%EHEOUEMEZITZEE T AL E U HAREROBE, ORED
BATICWBEREREA =V T T4 7, ©BFEHROMEN:, OB SN D5 B HEOFEEE LLEARN R
BEGTHHZ L DR, Id. at 266.

»Id.

%311 U. S. at 728-29.

7 Id. at 727.

% Id. at 730.

% See 81 Conc. Rec. 7,657 (1937) (Statement of Sen. Black) (FLSA IZBJ 55@#H DERHRIE, [ THEE
DOVHPLLPFIIBVTHIEEINTVRP o L) BROIAVER] 2ATLHLEALRINL EABRLENTNS).
*® 508 F.2d 297 (5th Cir. 1975).

U Id. at 299.

2 Id. at 300.

33 [d.



A2, FLSA X, B4 2@ E % cO@MAHFERICEZOL L2 BXLTWS2DS, 202
X, FEBICIE, WICHUTIZE ADITTIE WY, #1213, Donovan X} Brandel FH{E*12o
WC, 66 R X EIREFRECHI T, TEWIEEEREFE  (pickle-pickers) ] &IFIEN 2
BREEEFZIFTHETEI R, Lo THEOREIREETIELZVEHBILTWD", #
HAN, BREERFEOREL BETAHDIEOPOBEZRIT TS, RHUFMHKILL
72DNE, FRC, HEOESE ~BNARBRICH e ) 28T, EMONEIEEEIT) IS
WIHIS OFRE (skill) 2SEREI NS Z &%, BEEMPEFHRFZIIH L TEHEL LTV RWI &Y,
D& RIEVEENEF IR OEE I ZHEAT R (an integral part) TldZahro722
LY TH b,

BORMWHN 2 HE 2 5 &, HBHRESTRRHMITE L T3 & Bbh s R E S
DL BBIHEZFEH L2V LiE, MOTARETHL E-bNL, ZORIE, FLSA A
RIESINAEREERLMETH L EEZ SN S, AT, Brandel HEICBWTHW LN
[REEISERE | FEHEDFHI T OMPUZ, B 2 HERZ RO LB L THRREESEHFH O X
) VGO CHEHEECEEEH L EWERE LTS, BIZIE, L, 1B
BHPTH YWD [HgE] K2 b o2 3, [kl 2ESVEE R LW
TG LB v BIEIFERILEICIZZ 0 X ) RMERD L0, LrLl, Zodk
WEAHH T HEEETH-TH, TTY - O— LOFHMILE X ) L RFENERILED T,
FLSA OFEHMIZEH L TV LD TVWAEIDTH SHY,

3. FREEE

LA LD EMETCBT 2 EANRL [E] oKz, I3EY - u—LoEH
BREZIC D VT, LA L, 20X ek, wRMENEORIZBWTIEE -
T BB BREAL TV, FFRMHEBEICBIA2BELOLSIE, IV - 0128
J AN R ERO T TIREAP KT RVIET OS99 E2AEL LS L, —HLT
IS NT W5, FRHMELEOZELGMRETH LT —H— + T—L VIZRD X H IR

YO HBWEHEICINE, ZoBLOEMHIE, BFENERBLESBENEEYE, 2F )V ARENICEBNLMET
HHIEWVWHIT ETHAHEEINS, See Richard R. Carlson, Why the Law Still Can’t Tell an Employee When
it Sees One and How it Ought to Stop Trying, 22 BrrkeLey J. Emp. & Las. L. 295, 302-304 (2001).

® 736 F.2d 1114 (6th Cir. 1984).

% Id.

TOLhL, HEEDL0-50%FFER S THRLEDZETH D, Id. at 1117.

¥ Id. at 1117-18.

¥ Id. at 1119.

“Id.

TOHREOREEE A =T T4 T, [REFINERILEE | O C FLSA OR#ED b 55 - BB T s e L
THWHNTE7-MHDO—2>TH 5, See Rorustey, ET AL, supra note 11, at 266.

? See Lewis L. Maltby & David C. Yamada, Beyond “Economic Realities” The Case for Amending Federal
Employment Discrimination Laws to Include Independent Contractors, 38 B. C. L. REV. 239, 260 (1997).

®  See RormSTEIN, ET AL, supra note 11, at 548. FHATIX, EHBEROMEE LT H12472), LIFLIE, §
220 of the Restatement (Second) of Agency IZBWTIBIFONTWAHEELEZZEL W5, Id.



TWah,

[ RAE R L HEREETLOMIIH S, BHLWIHMEOHN - BB 2 HHE
R B, [HHE] L WwINLEE2IEY - o— LoB&%2B A THEREICB W T
RLUCTHR D ZEICREINTEY, 20, HitEZ 52 200% Y TH ) »oHENTH S
B 1 B N & ZHIE O RITIND 5L, F7HE L) L OFRAMR A TR S
T LIS N T WD ],

FRMEE B THEE 2L FRT 5 L) @hE, £ oMcBWTHEL I TY
%% FRMEEDOHIA, KEE2HE S 5@ H I L L RELZGEZL2bDTHD L
W) ZEND, FRMEES 0B EEZEHENTLEN) LD, LAWUET
5 EVH T EDFHFHEMICHE Y ZH)HTH 5,

4. BATOTAFIEEM EEHRDHE—EICE T 2 RIE

[ ] OBRIZOVTHE-MEE R TVEL L) 2L, HEMICRZONDME R
EMIHZ ONDMEDRDH L. HIEBEOHWICE > T [FHBFE] 2E2HKT 5 Lid, #IBR
SN OBER %KD K KEHT LI ENTE LD, MWET, FEHNLET 2 H O35
BRMHZIZE 5T, o, LD XHIZ, BHITEER EOBEHAPRIZTIND D M3
LZORMEIZLTHE0W I, MEEZELIELI LD, #EPHBETHLDOh %N
Wid B2 5133 ORIEEDO HWANLEFIC X o> THIEICE N ThWARWEES, ZoREE,
bEAHA, WIREINTLE ). FHHEOEFRIHELET LIZELD, w1 - M Z K<
Zlid, B ICEH SN HEEB X ORI 2 A L TR Wi R 2R - 7
WBWT, BEOFEHNH L EDENEZIT TR EO DR (legitimate notice ob-
jections) LB THAH L, F72, HIEEFEOBEHOGMII»05HF2HRL LD &
TOREZRICHFRIATIOAMERT LI -oTLE IS TH 5

" ArTHUR LARSEN, WORKERS' CoMPENSATION Law: Cases, MaTEriaLs, AND TExT 269 (1984).

% See, e. g, Stainless Specialty Mfg. Co. v. Indus. Com'n, 144 Ariz. 12, 15 (1985) (FFEAHE IR & v
IEDOHMWZER TR EFRICHEREINEIRETH S EHRT 5); Abraham Robertson v. Workers’
Compensation Appeals Bd., 5 Cal. Rptr. 3d 485, 488 (2003) ([#&4 (FHFr) &, #EFEH I HWIZES
ETHRRKBOKBANEGZOoNEZL2HRTEEVIHNEET L LW BRI O RMEELIRZ 2T LR
57| &X%); Driscoll v. General Nutrition Corp., 252 Conn. 215, 220-21 (2000) ([57SAHif&P:124% 5 M
HIZOWT, ERATARFE V) HMZ ESHIZHLED L HEICE T, HEEIZBIFAER TS RP2ZHER
IR I NI NE R & w] LakX%); Griffin Pipes Products, Co. v. Griffin, 663 N. W. 2d 862 (Iowa
2003) ([97KMiEFEOEL2 B, HEFEHE KN EE525ZETHY, XoT, WAL, HEFEHHEIZ
HRNCRKICEZMRT L0 THSH] £~ %); Robertson Gallo v. Department of Labor & Industries, 81
P. 3d 869 (Wash. App. Div. 3, 2003) ([HlEEOMREM 2RI 512470, FHEIIIELZ BRI 2 EE )
FRWETOBREMMMEBIRL TVWEDONE W) & EBLRDYE, Hid25Eb L&D ZF0MMIK7EE
KBTS Likx3%).



F28 LEFBEMFECHTS [F@E] OFEE

EHWCHES T [9578#%] 2035 8w —#EHNZ, 72 71281 2 MMk E
MR MIGT 52 F725TH S NLRA OYf, KICENTLE > Twb, HIFTRE
AP, 4%, NLRB % Hearst Publications FF 12 B W T [HEFRYERRME | 25T
%28 T, Fiko—fFEHNZHE > Tw7ehs, R, %I, 3T - u— LORNEITS
DEFIHES T, ANl % NLRA O#EH D> 5BV 2 ERIEZ T, F, [BEHE]
LEH» OB SN SHODBHRINE, 7 2 ) A ORI BRI 2 5 MEE g
EZLTw5,

1. Hearst &

NLRB x} Hearst Publications "2 HB W T, #EHREEMTIX, FEA S > FO)EE®
(X NLRA OIRFEIAES 25718 ThH 5 LA L Tz BHPTIE, [97# ] OB,
[TRERAN] EXBIT 2 aEy - 0—IIBIF5 [57@HE] OEEICHIRI 2 Ml %
W a7, ZORET, FHIE, MEOGEE LD, [FFNEROMEL LT,
NLRA 239 5 FEFEWREOREEZZ T T b 0E2, ZLT, BENEEOLELH
ZAB7OIHKFEE G252 EXIFOEIPNIRNINCBITEAELCELEET LI ENR
BTHLON] ZHW LTI RO Rh o7 E 61T, FHFNE, [%8E] LOXLFII,
[BRRYEIC BT R IFEREDS, B Lo TEREINAREHWICHS LT, MRFEEICE
J2 XD BEHICHEN DL EINDYE, NLRAICBWTIRASHENLIRETHY, Z
DEI)REZFE, FOWNREFEMRZBWDO-OI12H 5 EEMNSEIIE LD TH-> T,
Lo &9 AR 2 EOREDOTICEL OTH S, LdBRXTWwE, LT, KHEMNFE
REFLHE(X, NLRAIZBUT A [HEE ] HEOY -V ELTHEDODONDE I HIZRho72DTH
%o

2. EFEEADEAKRIHearst EHICH T 2 EESDRIE

L2 L, 34k, #IFHEAE, Hearst ST RSP RICHTHHEE LT, 4
WCHEOBPANRD HiEAN L EBEEZBRAT 5% w9 NLRA OBEWRIEZ P> TR R 720 T
Hbo

322 U. S. 111 (1944).

7 Id.

B X DIEREICIE, BHPTIE, SO ONIGITTHHZRESL 7V E 4 2AD5E 0 Tk, NLRA 23Ri#E%E KITTRE
ELTEDIFEHETH A LBRD, Id. at 130.

¥ Id. at 126.

 Id. at 127.

%322 U. S. at 128.

? See 29 U.S. C. §8 151-69 (1947). SiE#:1E Taft-Hartley Act (¥ 7 b - N—F L —3) LIS, See
generally SamueL Estreicuer & MicuaeL C. Harper, LaBor Law: Cases, MATERIALS, AND ProBLEMS 134 (1996).



AR, [NLRB A F L72HIlr, 2L T, #fEmSEHPT2S, NLRB OFMEICHEDS
WTTLZHBZBAELALZERITRYBHSHLE LT, TNEBIET S0, RERE,
[F3E | OEF»S [HAAN] ZEBAT200THL.7] L L7z, TOL) LEREOR
A5, NLRB X, [EPME] R (ow> - o—## right to control test) ZHW5
Lo THEEDEMIALZ R LIGDH 2D TH 5™,

¥ 72, NLRB %} United Insurance Co.FFfE 1B\ T, FHHATIX, EHERIC X L EERIE
DEM % W Ligd 720 ML, 558355, #EHE AL NLRA LoJ @3 TH 5 » i,
(a2 - a— FEofCHEH] (agency principles) & OR# | (Xt THRELNLRXTH
L EHWLIz0TH B,

3. BENDEE CEENSBEOEMARS

DibEd &9 ZEREOBHRINE, SHBROEROASH SR nE 912 & ofEHER O
FIEAFEIR SN B 720DIATbN72DTH 57, NLRAICBIF2EEH L X, UTOXLHITE
E Y (238

[MEHZDORZED 72912 (in the interest of the employer), fOF@EFE I LT, &
WA, BllE, KRB, —RYEIR, MPOSRL, Ao, R, BCE, o SCIAB X ORI
AT MITHI BB AL, LIFEE OWE 2 LH S 5 p RIS 5 2 L 2 HRT 5
MERR (authority) ZAF 5 3XCTOH (any individua) TdH-T, ZNSHHERITMHED, H
WCHBWREOERNEBE TIE R L, M L2 (independent judgment) %453
DTHDHI L™,

FHIPT X, ZOHIWIL#EIZOWT, NLRB % Health Care & Retirement Corporation of
America FH*IZB VT, UTFOLHITHH LTV 5,

* House of Representatives Report No. 245, 80th Cong. 1st Sess, on H. R. 3020, at 18 (1947).

" See DoucLas E. Ray, ET Ar., UxpersTANDING LaBor Law 21 (1999).

® 390 U. S. 254 (1968) .

*Id. at 258. FHIFTIX, HIBHCEEL CTHOWAIREN L ERE LCUTOEE 22507720 OF @& OFTT 5%
BRIAHEOBREOXEEEEORENMLITHAZ L, QFHBEOANFHLFEIC L > TIHHEINE Z L, @FH
FIFOWMB % ZTT AU THHE» SHUBREOEB L ORELZ ZIFTTnwb 2 &, @ EIZINZ L
EBICOWTHHFICH L THEHTEZA Y, o, FHHICHLTHRELZTERS2WT & @9 EE I3
HAEPED LK, £4, BLUOERRKRTS v OBE2EZLTCwhsAZ L, @%EHHEIIFHELHMOEDD
TWERICH B T &, Id. at 259. FHFTIE, T2, REMLRHAMERLE SRV, LHBRTW5S, Id. at 258.
Accord Allied Chemical & Alkali Workers, Local Union No. 1 v. Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., 404 U. S. 157
(1971) GEER L7270 @& 3 b 135 @& cldZvw e 7R L72); NLRB v. Town & Country Electric, Inc., 516
U. S. 85 (1995) (GEIBHESIIEMMN AT Y - u— EORIEIIHE > THEER TH L2 0B 2RTLILELE
HLTWwWbDTHAELEHRLT).

" See 1 NLRB, Legislative History of the Labor Management Relations Act at 305 (1947). NLRA @&
BV TKELREEED HZMOMERE LTRERXDLDONH 5, OXBMAEZOBHZEBIIE, TEMEERT
BHEHEMRSMT A L 2B EREE2 L CHAESEDL L) REHEMNORNEBRIED S ORENPLETH S
Ct, Q- BOHMETIL, FOREMLOWMMICE VEIR#ELZZLTVREDOTHSLH 5, NLRA L )R
NBEZEREILVT L, OFHEHEMEZEMAMICEL CHESNIMEEOSiE, MHEM L HEHOM
BT LABEYICRELZ K /2TEEZONLDT, HHENEF)OHEESTHICFOEBEEZR/-LTLEH S
L2 FRiT 52 &, Juuius G GETMAaN, ET AL, LaBor MANAGEMENT ReLATIONS ANDp THE Law 24 (1999).

%29 U.S.C.A. §152(11).



[ZODRESICHT 2RI ZNZENUTOMEY TH L5, HHEVPEBRETH DL LA
REINBHEITE, FLAIXOVWTHENIH SNELEND S, £—12, 7@HHED, (L
BTSN D IREE) 28 5RO L, 121XV TTOHEREA LTV A2, H1T,
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8 See Ray ET AL, supra note 54, at 23.

“ NLRB v. Bell Aerospace Co. Div. of Textron. Inc., 416 U. S. 267, 288 (1974).

% See NLRB v. Hendricks County Rural Elec. Membership Corp.,, 454 U. S. 170 (1981).

© BHhmal, 7TAVAOFENEHIIBITHERE, HE, BRBELAAVOR LRSI IO L) hms et LT
W5, See Harry G. Hutchinson, Toward a Robust Conception of ‘Independent Judgment” Back to the
Future?, 36 U.S.F. L. Rev. 335, 335 (2002).

7 444 U.S. 672 (1980).
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% Id. at 688.

© o Id.

™ 511 U.S. 571 (1994).

® o Id.

®oId.

™ Id. at 580.

®  See, e. g, Teresa R. Laidlacker, The Classification of the Charge Nurse as a Supervisor Under the
National Labor Relations Act, 69 U. Cix. L. Rev. 1315 (2001) (F#H @& oML, FRIBITI LT XY
ADNNVA - T T IVATAIZESTRWERE5.2 57259 L FiET %); Jennifer Myers, A Critical Look at
the Circuit Court Split After NLRB v. Hilliard Development Corporation, 3 U. Pa. J. Lap. & Ewmp. L. 671,
701-02 (2001) (H#ETEH % NLRAICBWTEBEELDHET LI LIE, TAY IOGEHEHIECEL52 5
Lk R%)., ZOIE T, see R. Jason Straight, Note, Who's the Boss? Charge Nurses and “Independent
Judgment” After National Labor Relations Board v. Health Care and Retirement Corporation of America,
83 Mmwn. L. Rev. 1927 (1999) GEFSf B AE#E7 B E 2 BB & LML 722 &3, NLRA O HWIZEHT %
EFIRTB).
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F72, THEMPFZEHE] IJIX NLRA OREPRSEALINDEVH) LD, BELTBIREEELNTDH
59 See Jeffrey M. Smith, The Prospects of Continued Protection of Professionals Under the NLRA:
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1. B8

Dau-Schmidt 5 @3 (LLF, Dau-Schmidt i) &, EOBEHNRTH S [FEH
(employee) | OBE&IZHRS 7 X)) AFEDORNZ IEF\ZHE,P D7) TIZBERTW 5,

Dau-Schmidt #@3IZ &, 7 X)) A TRyEHBEEOHBEREI = >H Y, —DidaE
Yoewa— CHfEE) b, BROZHICHRS S EHH e (4E 578 BI4RE:; National Labor
Relations Act. A'F, NLRA) Fo [EHMERHE (direct and control test, right to control
test) ], 9 —0A%, WIPKREBHHRB L OCVER»E RSN, AIEHGEEEDR
(Fair Labor Standards Act; BL'F, FLSA) IZBWTHWOHN S [FRIFMERILE (eco-
nomic realities test) | TH Do 7 AV A7 OEERBEILIHHEIFR BB VT, FEARKIZIE,
INSZODHEEIZ LT, FFEHELMEHBEOMIC [MEHEEER] (HARIZW) TA
MPEEME] L) LD, CLARHMBREL OBRECTHRNL ) THB) 35500
AW S, HVEICBT A ANEHERE L<To [7EE] PEiEshs’,

Dau-Schmidt i 3Cid, TN 5RR2 “ODREENFLET 5 L ZNAKE, EVHET2
HIIZHE > THEAXN R =5@EPEESND E V) BRICBWTEZ L TH L LN, F/,
FHETHEANEPRLZ) ) b L) ZEIGERLT, HWHYLRERS GEHOAEIRLH
Hi O TR REVEDO KN & Ky F LB a 2 P OBEM) 2 d726 L) 52 L 2L oOb, D
HIZHE - 728 ROBEIZOWT, L VEMZHEREZR L Twhb,

T AN N OFEE MY (FLSA, RIEEFKRERE, ZHEIREE)° IZBwTix, £<o
B BHANGIIER D ZREBEHNFERIEEDIFRH I N TS, L2L, BT X A EOKE
%729 NLRA Ti&, BRI &Y, IR EEHFHHRIC X 0 320 b 7=k 3Ry LR Jk ik
PH, 'Y - O—ZHHKT DL [HFHHEILME (right to control test) | 2R &N 5123 -
TWbo TR, KK THNINLRA OFH 2 21) 5133 D% OFH NLRA O#EHRS
KPR EINTWE LT 5, EFLITFFIC, FEE - HEOLENEREEZZEZ 572012

bk [THEAEREARG] OFENRIL] &TAEREE [FE50% o 2 HMRNBE] EERENRE,
19974F) 275H{E 1 B,

POREICIE, AT AN (hybrid test) EMHINZIEREDEMSINTWEA, oL, DUFICHRR2 EHME
e L REFENERILEDHBIERE Z 0 REOOBRAEMIHR T2 L W) FiLEREBOTH 5,

S ZoR, WSCESCIE ISR T, RIREFRRIRD: & 2R EE R AR R B E AR L Cw b &g
BTV, LA L, BifIZOWT, HEEFEOEFHRL FLSA FOEFRZHEFL TS (29 U.S.C. A.§2611(3))
CEDS, BEOLLSRBMERILENEHENLDDEEZ SN (see Muhl infra note 6, at 6, Exhibit 1),
T/, BEICOWT, 13EAEOBHAFNIRFFRELEZ V- CENZIEEOEARNR A ZHE LTV
(BarBARA LiNDEMANN, PauL GrossMAN, EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION Law, 3™ ed, BNA, 1996, at 1284-1285)
LS, EXFE LB RICHRLEZME T A2ERTHA T 2T, &b, BIFENELHEICOWT, #FHH
Frid, AiBiE2 THRARZRBET A P2V AL H 5 (see Muhl infra note 6, at 6, Exhibit 1),



(5 A\ (independent contractor)| & ENTwW5b +bJ v 7T, /2, (T HIZ,
TRGALE K OB BNEOZLIGERT L Bbis) Wind 5 [EE#E (supervisor) | %
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SBYXFWRIEFITILL (L7225 CEABRAN SN REESEFICEL) MShTwnwb Itz
MHEMH L TWw5b, 2F 1, Dau-Schmidt fiXiE, T OHEEL, HFEHHEZEHNIHK > TH
ET DLV LMRICB T, FERRHIC B 2 597 02813595 & ESE TR OMRMES: &\ )
FHMICK T 2O TIE R LOREMERL, HOTRIANLFETHL LOEELRL T
5o

LIF T3, Dau-Schmidt @ CAFMISB R T W ad oz, T A AITBIT 25 @HEMEH
W EEHE IO W TR T 5o

2. HBEOHIRELE

(1) HBMEEIZONT
Dau-Schmidt #3IZ 9, NETAEICBIT 2 EAMER ZIHNT 5, 2, Mo
TEY - B—IZBWTHE L TELAETAEIIBWT, FEEFEHOFHHANIZ B W THE
MAORIANL LTTE L7202 IS, O OEEPSRAEMICHII SN2 KH#ETH S
(Z9)ThRITFE, HFEHEFAATHLEEIND) HARERY BARNIRT L LT oM
DTH5B%
OF MM (Right to control) : BB OEHMERIIFHE LHHEOLL HIZH 5 H.
Ot:H oM (Type of business) © F7@)F X HE & 3 HEOFHFESLTIE ITHEF T 5 2
QBB (Supervision) : ffi #1357 8% % IR B 9 5 7
@HREAKHE (SKill level) : BREEATIZLEE R FREAHE LB BE 70 LB
G®EE - BM o3 (Tools and materials) : HHFZ EH@EO &H SRHE - AHT 2
YIRS
O BIROMEHE (Continuing relationship) : 5 IRk 72 BIAR 0
OxHilisZ 4578 (Method of payment) : FEZEREH - B CTEHE S N5 D4 E B & AT #
o
®FFMAYE (Integration)  F7E)H OWH I F OFEERNFED —F53TH 5D

RO B K OARRICBIT A [ERMEAEE ] L, FIELITBIT S direct and control test & right to control
test DM T2 &L LD TH D (RICEHMEREDOFGEL L THEEZHRRLZDIZZDZOTHS), Tk, v
THNORELIEY - O—ICHETLIRETHLE0OTH S, FMICHIE, dBHAHA, BED right to control
test IHIEBHE LA ENTVELRETH LW 2, ZOEFIOVTITFMLEZITNREINT WS, WEE 1K
B C211-213H B,

PZOREIZOVWTT A ARBBEOBASSEHEH L CHBETACHEE LT, O [7 2 ) 2R (BA
i, 20024E) 185ELUTHH 5,

8 Charles J. Muhl, What is an employee? The Answer depends on the Federal Law, MonNTHLY LABOR REVIEW,
January 2002, p.7, Exhibit 2.



OXBHEZEEE (Intent) : FHE - F7EEBRE IR T 2 BED D 5 h
0¥ EM: (Employment by more than one firm) : 7@ #& 3 HE 2O ARG H % 4G
B Mo

BECAMEHRTEO NI LDOIZ] IZBWTHRSEN TS HARIZBIT 5578 O HIk 2%
EORBMTIDOREIZONVTER L L, BREAFEIHIMERDO DL ENTWDHI LI
EHLTBARE TR AVWPLEEDNL, E%5, HRIIBW TR @IEEE (U,
D) BIOZFOMRESOBEHICOWV TR RBEBIARHENTVWE I E0D,
L LABOBEHAZRET 22O EDRRWHEAICE- T, ZHHBE L TLHEEER
ZHRETLNHBEZRLIRETIEZWA L W) SROBEBERO HMEOKRE L b Fv) 55
RATREINTBY, F724%, FEHZRERNIC B W BT BT BT 2 AT HE RIS
EEHESNZGEICBVT, YEHEOBEH 2K TUHHERR L LD L HITHRIL T
WS OPEREF LT HEO—2LR) )5 LBbNENLTH D,

(2) REHEFRBIEREIZONT

Dau-Schmidt i X Tld, #\W T, BFPNFERBEEIIOVWTHEREN TS, ZDHEHL,
AIFEEE TR X )T, SRR ESBHW DT L72HRICB TR SN2 EETH Y,
T/, VEBRICBWTIERIASHEHEZBEHICND S 2 EPER SN TV L OFEMIT
PHEHRENTVWELDTHL, ZOHRMEICBITLHAWMELELZEBTLLUTOME) THAHY,

OF ¥ EYE (Integration) : FEE I ZEHE OBHEEZE O Th 555 2T 25,

@ik - A ORI (Investment in facilities) @ 578 F 3B 1A% B @i - B &2 B3

T 5 0%

QE MM (Right to control) : i #H I ZAT 2 EH T HHRZH T 5 b

W) A7 Dyl & % (Risk) © F57EE X ORITH S5 PEE IR OEEZHT 50

O EATIZHE T HHRe (Skill) @ W ZAT I3l 22 Behg 2o v LHIWT 2 24 % 2

OB OMEE (Continuing relationship) : FHARKIGEH 7 B4R D2

oML, DEEEORGHWICEVEH SN0 THY, LidHIBrER I
IFENTIEZ 225, Dau-Schmidt G XASBERTW5S X512, UHEHBERIRL DS
AT HEETRTRITHET23DTH- T, FHFHFICL > TUT LV EMEHT S FEo
BTN ST ) ZE b, TNEFKIIC, ZOREOLSHLEVANS X HIZ,

TOHARIZBTBEHEHR ORI TH S [HHEEMSR] LT, 7203y - u— FEOREITEIC
B2 ZoHWERELZBE LD, RIETISFNOTI65:EFEMNRE T RETH L L FETLAMEED 5, i
1R CI59H L TSR,

OREREE T RE R OUASE) HAERSHENUE - &—/811.2857 1 7145 14H, IIBE— - ARME [74 7
u—27 SEHE o 1EOF T ] HARSENIZeMERE4505 5 B (HLIFEE) (19974F),

COMEFE [ERBEREICET 55 E W & LFE R VRS - NEHE - R - R F R
[ o 57 8 224 G — TR ReA A a—] (B, 20034F) 1H, 12HDT, #EMZEAERE (8
M) - HRGEHE6.11.24% 7145 16 H, 198,

" See Muhl, supra note 6, at 8, Exhibit 3.
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IEIRT, HAD L WIERINGEENC BT 255 NI T 2 IRE D72 DI S A BFITE
BH"EDEPEEAETHLOTHL LD,

ZOM, BESHZEZMOFICHIBEEICB T 2B EZORAIHNIC X D iEmEEE
Mg &) Z2OFHE2 S, Dau-Schmidt i LAER T2 & 912, BICENRESLETDH
5L RONDHBMBEITH L CTHRL LTRESREINS LW RGmE RS 2D &
ETERWL, HAHXEICINE, BENEBOHBICK L CEMMERO MR 2 f
B(oFD, TEY - O—ICHR T HEAMREEIE O LW EKR) T8 H S L
D ETHY, FIFWIEREILED Dau-Schmidt LA S X 9 ZEH WIS EK L 72k
ThHhhHLERIZLTEZLD0, SEMBLRVDITTIE RV,

L7 L, Dau-Schmidt im X2%kX2% X 912, BFWFERELEIaEY - u— Lok X
DML R LD THLEEZONR, 7TAY WEMNFBHEOLEREZRLZF Oy
TRESWMEEY, EHAVHBERESICBVCIERFEERLE It THEHEOERZ
TIRETH D LTz

L, ZOREDOHE D ENRIAIMETIE AV OLEREE LIRSS e
DHEKILTn5) ZLEEELODODL, HRICBWTORIFNWERD L KA MEICHE -
THBETHED0EDPEZR LT RETE RPN LEEELTWAL L Z A, RFFEEL
IR L T REFEFICEELRHWEETII R WAL EZTWD, 0N, HICHEE
PEETHHIH L TEOBHANREINDLZ LD VI ) RHMEZOEHHE I NS
FEEROT, HBEEBRFHNROONLERETHS I,

[Z DAt 2% K]

Richard R. Carlson, Why The Law Still Can't Tell An Employee When It Sees One and
How It Ought To Stop Trying, 22 BerkeLey J. of Emp. & Las. L. 295 (2001).

Marc Linder, Dependent and Independent Contractors in Recent U. S. Labor Law: An
Ambiguous Dichotomy Rooted in Simulated Statutory Purposelessmness, 21 Com. Las.
L. & Pory J. 187 (1999).

OV [ L oSEE M HE | BHRRES - REEE - FEAR [¥ RV 2 — 4 SEE RS
FARERE, 19844F) 3 HLL T,

? Lewis L. Maltby & David C. Yamada, Beyond “Economic Realities” The Case for Amending Federal

Employment Discrimination Laws to Include Independent Contractors, 38 B. C. L. Rev. 239, 240, 249-252
(1997).

¥ CommissioN ON TuE FuTure OF WORKER-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS, REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS (1994).
Yohold, Fruy TREKOBENAL, SROBRGRRR R ERL, DWIZERINSEZ Lidhh o7,
MRS Te—7 T4 - Ay b SEEORTIS - MR DRERRBOS ML LS BBOR] (S7EB
I ZEH S No.12. 20044F) 196 EHLAT
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