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A=9] ZEAFS FAARE A g2 1998E FEAITHIE (Working Time Regulations
1998, Ol ‘TEARNFE) Vol 28tE|0] Qlom, o] 8L 19980l HEE|QCE ZZA]
S ZEA] ZERH0 WAooz sk fIet ZXIZA FEASHY] FZAIRKIR
(European Union's Working Time Directive, 0|5} ‘EU ZZAIZIAIR)20] ZAE Fi1 R
Ch EU Z2ARKRAE L Z2AME S AR S #ao] I 8712 &&stal AS
M BAFog Z2A0 AT oHEE HE5tER AAlEo] 9tk Est 19198 1o &
ANZFHOHILO Convention on the Hours of Work Industry Convention of 1919),9 1970
6 240] ZESE 11O 1323 ARIF7E UHE) SHILO Convention 132 of 24 June

1) SI1.1998/1833.

2) 2003/88/EC (O 2003 1.299/9). ZEAIZFEE EU ZEAIAIRE HIE QR SiTh

3) FHASAPHRE A (European Union’s Court of Justice)= TZ=AMS] AZF W) AIRA, A AIE
erads xS 22X 28 B Mg £Hg FA7]= Tl 0] EUu ZEARIRIEY 594
Zzxsto] 2kom, ofof taliAlE ‘Wippel v Peek & Cloppenburg GmbH & Co.” [2005] IRLR
211, 2173} Landsshauptstadt Kiel v Jaeger [2003] IRLR 804, 812E& &=,

4) http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=1000:12100:0::NO::P12100_ILO_CODE:C001
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1970 concerning Annual Holidays with Pay(Revised))?1} 22 ILO(ZA|=S7]7) §OF
Eoll 28E YA 0] HIF0] SHASHES Fo] YT

O] Z0Al= ol HaE A&, &, ZEARNEO] old ZEAAE &85l
o ZEAOAE AEHR FEAIE AHELE 81! LA Z2AIMFEL EU 2EAIRA
oA S8t ‘ZTEARY 7NES OfEA siAdsiof sh=7toll tiell =attt ‘ZZARY gL,
7V, SEZZRHon-call worker)@t Z0] Yol ‘THZ|AIZFO] ZSE|O] U= ZEARSOA
AN CE Q06 S EIEE G004 ASHE7I dF SEIEA] 490 53] |

BAQ) DRFEC) CFSORE A7IHA W FHUo) the 22AF AR) WS, BANL, HA
A T RS MERED 2o P FASS oldS 57 9IS LSS e,
n Hgug

TEAIE FM22 (DE2, EU Z2ARKIE S DIEZARE, S2AVOA [elet He
A&E B85 stal ACE EU ZEARIRIRES] ‘ZE2AHworker)” FCJ= ‘Union Syndicale
Solidaires Isére v Premier Minister AFADOIA] T12d% H} QIO O] ARAOIA FEARHAHEE
Z(European Court of Justice: EC))& ‘TE2AV= EU Z2ARMAIE Q] 544 EU Hol whet
AFEFA 91] (autonomous meaning) & AlHTHL TFESIATE ‘T2AVEHE 801 YAMAL
S9] Azl 9FE 11Hsto] IEB/AE 58 Al ATEQ Vol QAo Folw ojof

5) http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=1000:12100:0::NO: :P12100_INSTRUMENT_
ID: 312277 FZ. O] ¥ ‘Schultz-Hoff * [2009] IRLR 214, 239 & ‘KHS AG v Schulte’
[2012] IRLR 156, 168 & 170014 ECJ/GJEU7} 814 =712 ALESt HE ATt G=olAlE 18
A (Employment Appeal Tribunal)'Ol ‘Plumb v Duncan Print Group Ltd.” [2015] TRLR
7110141 O] Yote] siAd g la FZoIAUCE Eo ‘HE ZEARE ZEAIRE AT 74, d7HFA
2 =2, Fgdxl tiet Azl AUty al gAIgE 20008 FEARVIEATE(EU Charter
of Fundamental Rights of 2000)& &ZEstet O] 91&< http://www.europarl.europa.eu/
charter/pdf/text_en.pdfol Al & <= QUTH

0) EU ZEAIZRIF S WE F6g FHE.

7) [2011] IRLR 84.

;
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SHH E8HAQ] 71EA ELE - BF 7K S0 oF AFO] ARelo] @ H40] th7l2 T
EAEE Y&l J811 O AR RIAJof mhet 22E AlEshks Z0ItES) ‘R v Secretary for
Trade and Industry, ex parte BECTU ARAV01A], REARIRI A= ol2fst HOJE Etia}
0] EU Z2AIRE 2 B o] 18E Z2ALE x&6lo] ‘HE Z2AFolA & EErtal
IO OFM B TSI} HRS Ba) TAHOR HUEAIE 2R, 2
EARME 22 (DEol ot B W F2l= Union Syndicale ARICE £30] =2t EU
o] R Holot UX|E AOR HOIL}

TR0 =7} ZRAW FO] 5l AL AEHY] R njFY EH W AFEWE=C} 9
Q0] 1501 BARHIG 22 ofp] T2 KT AUSE TRAIIFEC] MBWslo] S5k
S 419019 O] BAKHD UJE 42 BARHS 251 0l Bk Aol 7halo] 7Kt En)

p o

8) [2011] IRLR 84, 88.
9) [2001] ECR I-4881.

10) Z2ARMFE FM25A%.

11) ZEARNE 372

12) Z2AIRME AM38% H 41Z. I3 Z2AIRMNE AM18%E e, v = 280 2L
S8 #AA QR 1Rt S40] E7HSHA [E2EARMFE] 8T dFste 298
HAIGtOZA [ HiX] Q1 B ZETT Hedsto] ol@lE Fal Utk M18E ()&l siEk
Al £7] 2ol Z2AIFEY] A o] B= AFRA 701 = 2t IR E 20E,
olof| thajAl+= C. Barnard, ‘The Working Time Regulations 1998’ (1999) 28 Industrial Law
Journal 61, 63014 =01E WEE F=.

13) Z2AIRNE R39% 2 40%.

14) LE2AIE R42%.

15) Z2AIRMTE M432. ST s SAFAF 1910l #aliAl= ‘Working Time(Amendment)
(England) Regulations (2013SI 2013/2228)'& FA.

16) Z2ALHE AM18ZE (1T (a). AHES WEHE 19994 6€ 219 Council Directive
1999/63/EC0l| 9lsl HSETHOJ 1999 L167/33).

17) Z2AIE A18F (1) (b). ‘Fishing Vessels(Working Time: Sea-fishermen)
Regulations 2004 (SI 2004/1713)0] 95l XA HSE Hil QUTh

18) L2AIZTE Al18% ()& (o). ‘Merchant Shipping(Working Time: Inland Waterways)
Regulations 2003 (SI 2003/3049) 0] S5l #x1AQ RS & Hl QITh

19) Addison v Ashby [2003] ICR 667.

20) ZEARMFE AM19E. deiuh ZEANE M10~13AZ0] Qg SAALE, Al 3=
2 AA}of thst Hel= Atk

Q]
=
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1) Z2ARME 202 (Dol ofsh, Aot §l= Z=AIunmeasured working time)”
o

70l SARh: SRARES SEARMFE ook He| (IR oRX|E) ARE IS,

A20% (FIet gl =AY

DA4E ) 2 QF F8 ItZZARY, &Mz (g, @ & 7g [ORIZ=ZARE
A, Alox (e [FRAl AR (D 2 Qg FRY], A2 W [BAAK
2 T= 20l dlshs g9l 718 S8 S=2AR7H AP = AR 2EEA
AL 2R 2227 FZ2ARNS FY 4 e 2] tisiile A8ER] Z=th
a) TE|F TR E= AP 2F Aok A1 A

b) 7H& SAKRY

o) 2|9t Sul HAoIA Saul oAlS Helsks Z=2AF

il

2ol thaiMs A=71Al #&7F A9 fich ZHEsHA Lt o]

A20z=0] 95t ojelo] |
BSE ‘Sayers v Cambridgeshire County Council’ AF1220]

xghe et Yot
C}. O] Aol thal], sy 2=Ak=s AEACKMOIA ZEAIIES &5k 7] w0l
Aot e 22ARY FECR BRd + glen 1 ZEAPF A 2 RKSenior
Operations Manager)O]7]i= SFAITE 2| 2] ZHAL AFEA] AFHS R A= & 5 8l
bl

CHil EAIGIICE metA] o] Z2AMS] ol 2lo] At Qe S=AIRN0) sigert

21) H3 AlA oFs9] QIERETL 4l Yol QIERE ti2|ele] JEke st 1 71tol ZFdat |AL
St SA0lA Y ols1 S5 et oz Bryl JE5%0] O50hlE SEE0R ofs
0 71E9] "oAtere 5ot EHE tigl R (relief parent)Q] Aoll= FEE]X| Z=CL
Hilvi v SOS-Lapsikyli ry [2017] IRLR 942.

22) [2007] IRLR 29.

;
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2) EU Z2ARKIFES Al172 8 H (3)80 oJal s1&8% = F MMl 28 Ae?e +
AR OE ORFER, AYFA], =5 W SAAL| tigh Aot HEEL). of7]ol= 2
FEa7t AFAZRE Ee] Bolx Qs Z=AL Ho B ZA] IR SAML, RIEA Q1
TR T AL RUOR She AR EE SAlsts 22ARY7E 2FHECED) o] B8
A2l HFols () sY SAKE B8 SAFARE 20] (e 550] ol 7Hset &
SO A, (b) () AFEAY SAlE 4 fls Solotal 05 27kstt dgoz Tyt
Y, (i) AFEAPE e HES FOE VIeete St 1 iegitE 1e & ¢l
AL QAR ARASE, = Gii) ARILE JEieh Abal 2l 91gl Sof ojel geks Ee
HF sk ZoEL S8 e 235 JEAEE ZeE 0]9F Zo] AE A2
o sigkl= B B, A, 75, SAIAKE HeafFA (compensatory rest)oll T]

of =R dile

=]
=
3) TEARMTE A22z20l= SET J-ollA dteA B F
i

FA{0] igh #2lE AHCh
4) Ul §R| &g m ol et EARNFEO WAlE A
Alo] ot 82 HRIF = AlEF ol Qs HEEAL Ago] Aeld = A

L} SRARRKPE H23%0IAE RI6E, 105, 115 2 125 770 o5t AthaAl,

23) ZEARNFE AM21% FE.

24) olgIgt &= ALEALY) EEH= 2EANS] et AAHT = YT OITHGallagher v Alpha
Catering Services Ltd, [2005] IRLR 102). Ol0] W2}, ASEE SZAM HiSol= o 18
H I2AEY AR, AT SAXNTIE 2T E S2ARME 188 = Qlgs RoFes 5
A7t Q7] 2ol A8 o|Q] YO R ZHRER] ZATH

25) 718, ¥F =8 Y B IE2R W bye v Stiftelsen Fossumkollektivet [2016] IRLR 227 %
Z); gt 2 I8t T2 XM Associated British Ports v Bridgeman [2012] IRLR 639); &A1, T
t]o] 2l 82 AL, S3AH] 22X utility workers), 71591 O] F2 SHEOJA]= ¢ &&=
Ao BAkehs Z=AY, AHE SAKKL s SAIRL EAIQ 7] 2EYoA o =5
Heste 224

20) o] H& o= Sol ZHLAkRIT, AL Aitoll Ql5HH O] HEofollA TPk AL Al
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T, FAARE oRt Wt R A ASto] thet #gjol] XolE FAL ogh He]
£ HiRlsh= BAIFORT Ei= AMY 22 AEe 4 Arkal BAlskal ATH) 1
oAl olgiet de] HE E= TEARSS HYRAIZO) et A
g]E AU, HERA0] 71s = oY 2R A ok E K717

Qs AAsial HetE= |
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B 227Vl T

TEARYO NE S ZEARMFEI EU SEARIAIES] sy REoIm Al 7EXQ] A2 T
E Q4R 7850 Itk

SPE|Q1 A2 =it o]of tisAl= C. Barnard, S. Deakin, and R. Hobbs, ‘Opting out of
the 48-Hour Week: Employer Necessity or Individual Choice—An Empirical Study of
the Operation of Article [22(1)] of the Working Time Directive in the UK’ (2003) 32
Industrial Law Journal p.223, pp.244 —245 ZA&. SHH AT ORS Q=9] L ARA Hdl
ol ‘BHZ3HE (counter-cultural)’®l A9 = HRE|O] A9 OJHA] F=LF. O]of tieiAlE= C.
Barnard, S. Deakin, and R. Hobbs, Opting out of the 48-Hour Week: Employer Necessity
or Individual Choice—An Empirical Study of the Operation of Article [22(1)] of the
Working Time Directive in the UK’ (2003) 32 Industrial Law Journal p.223, p.245 FA.

27) 2EARNE A2z (D€ 199249 s X gt AR (S8 (Trade Union and Labour
Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992) A|178&%} OIRIZIAIZ SIS LsA gyt AFSAY,
LUHA] AFEAL = AFEAF UHR UHA| AtOlof] AIZE Fetoz Folotal Qrh

28) ZEAINE R2E (DEE AIFEE TS AFEALRE 11 AFEAE 1188 ZEAME Ee EA
& Atolof] AZAE O] sES E6IAl Z= 71kl thell 558 AUL FA Z2A 5 sHEAt
= 58 Ju) Sole Z22A BRoA H8EH JAl ZEA B A&t FHe thiyvt
B Aot At FOAZ FOlotal Utk & SILIS] F7F QACE, AFEAH: #OJAlo] A5}
7] Rofl gl MRS AHE S e ZEXE0IA Al Zstoiof ok, o9t &7 Z2AES 9
A W& E&Eet oleiE oA @7 4= ATl A k=6t0{0F BT

29) ZEAIRIFE F23E (a).

30) ZERARMFE AM242E () B ().

;
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R2Z &HA)
D &2 FElIA —
T2 #Esto] T2ARYE T g Auisith
a) S T2APE AR Aol ol ESIALE AJAlY] B = YRS Salsl=
ZE 7IRY
b) 3 ZZ2AP} BEE &

o) ¥ Fofoll Olsf & A9 BAY Z2ARIC E IIF6PE o BE F1 7IkE

[
o
=
rir
t
rir
N
e

e HAIE ZEADNE (Office of Fair Trading)3V0] EFAE Ol Ao] QJsHH, &
Azt A FAAIZESD 28 £QAIRE O F OJSAIRE) QoA S AIZHY
O] EGHET} TSt ‘Federacion de Servicios Privados del Sindicato Comisiones Oberas v
Tyco Integrated Security SL' AFA3Y0A], SEATAFHATA(CJEV) = 08 T +°7] &
EXHmobile or peripatetic worker)2| B HOIAFH 1HO| LA A|HA] Olssh= Hl 4
QE ARME EU Z2ARMKRES] BA & TL2ARRFORE HRE|ojof Shital $HA6HInt 11
2ist OJBAIRIS Z2AIME A2ZE (DT @] Al 7HA] 7I%e S58Hs0 ni7i g,

‘Edwards v Encirc Ltd. AFA3001A] Q= DESAHAL =35 3|90 4AQF AlIZE:

31) ‘Guidance on the Working Time Regulations” &%, 0]0 THoll A= http://webarchive.
nationalarchives.gov.uk/20081112132843/, http://www.berr.gov.uk/whatwedo/
employment/employment-legislation/employment-guidance/page28978.html ZH=.

32) ©, Z=AQ 071 & FalAlte ZeER] L=tk

33) o ZREAE e IFEA00A Olsshe Bl £2QF Al 2IEA Z=t

34) C. Barnard, “The Working Time Regulations 1998” (1999) 28 Industrial Law Journal 61,
70 FE.

35) [2015] IRLR 935. &, ZEARMEES B 8 TFI QAR = Z7] Mo, J12% OlsAl
ol ZEARRPolEkl diA sig 71kl el siE ZEAMIA Faleh Haof thet ezt 7
OJEICh= 9lu]= O THEast v Valentine [2017] IRLR 878).

36) D. McCann, “Travel Time as Working Time: Tyco, the Unitary Model and the Route to
Casualisation” (2016) 45 Industrial Law Journal p.244, pp.245-247 FA.

37) [2015] IRLR 528.
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TEARNFES BAY ZEARYOR QIFETIAl Bkt 019t Zo], ‘F=AIRY oo
oieh AFHEC] G4 2 A HTHSITHl sHAl @ <+ |l ol2fet dgf2 Higs s&0
ZIAIRYE] Felehs WetollAl, Telal et J-olA eiY ZZA] Z2ART Bkol
5t0] LEE]0J0F SH=A] 070l Qlo] E3] F5g U6ttt o & =01, ‘Sindicato de Medicos
de Asistencia Publica (SIMAP) v Conselleria de Sanidad y Consumo de La Generalidad
Valenciana’ AFAO A=, AFEAIS] SFAIE 04 “SET7] F7¢1 QARS0] £2Q8 AJZHO]
AR Z2ARM) sigeh=Al 677 EAACE fEAMEAMTAE 28s 4ZoME QA
Ol AMde &5 WAl B2 JHI(F, TI7IAIDA=A] 01F0] Aol Z2AMe] &5 Y
g3 ARMO| B Z2ART Folof 2ot Z2ARMFE A2 (DE @] 382 +4I5
of OlsHistofor Strtal WHSIACE H, REAATAE oY Z2AV HIgS s8] &
EfOTRIEE AREATS] 2AfjAol PIRISHES QA ZthH a2 gebd Zloletal X1&l6)
Ak

juy)
- —

-}

SIMAP [2001] ICR 1116, 1147E-F

HHEO| Tt

=R EX7F @EE B0 SEUVINE ZEARMIA RQlstH [ZEAN] 2t
g HS5 —] 58S A5 Aolie Zo] Bdsitt [T 1RHA TSEY] QAHE0]
OlFAIE0] AS ER Q0] A H 7hsst HHiE SEY] £ ERol= &0 et
ZITE A0 7}08110]: SIChH= FollA AFEALS] Ristoll ATetE, ol et Agtoii= 9

AFS0] RokE E Bl RRI9] ARYE Eelotal AH9] olelg et &= Tk T2t &
olME, 1A T8 AHIA9] AA| AlSo] HEE ARMH] [EU ZZ2ARMAIE A2 (1)

gto]] Qmjof] sigoh= ZEARICE THFH 0o Sih

38) [2001] ICR 1116. J. Fairhurst, “SIMAP: Interpreting the Working Time Directive” (2001)
30 Industrial Law Journal 236; J. Kenner, “Re-evaluating the Concept of Working
Time: An Analysis of Recent Case Law)” (2004) 35 Industrial Relations Journal p.588,
pp-593~599; T. Nowak, “The Working Time Directive and the European Court of
Justice)” (2008) 15 Maastricht Journal of European and Comparative Law 447, L. Rodgers,
“The Notion of Working Time” (2009) 38 Industrial Law Journal p.80 T2

;
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H 0] ‘Landsshauptstadt Kiel v Jaeger AF1392 SIMAPL] AMA #HAIQF SAFSH A1EH0]9]
Ch 7t & Aol Z2ARS0A 427 AIZEReH Higs 85 d2ART S0l AR
Ol AMEOA 9] =HO] 51 EERUTH= FOItE I-olE E+ta6lal, FEAEMEAE & T
Al, ZEAFSO] AREAF gt Fao] MEiof o™ AREALY] AiEstol QA7 Mz =

E IEARF AAE ZEARICRE AFge|of SHthal a6kt

Landsshauptstadt Kiel v Jaeger [2004] ICR 1528, 1156H-1557B

HA9] wrt:

HAo| EC1do= Effstofor & QRE A JApt =8lgt - S& ZF&= of

AE AHIA AZ0] QTEA] = 7IkMolE RO ZREL0A FAle FE = JA=S
=3

Gl

?1 Jaeger ARIOIA Fot HZH S HIRAUSY Ags #dotal A= = AAIA
S =& Al

39) [2004] ICR 1528. ECJOl M71% ‘Abdelkader Dellas v Premier Ministre’ AA([2006] IRLR
225)3} ‘Vorel v Nemocnice Césky Krumlo' AFAAFAHS €-437/05, [2007] ECR 1-331)
AXNE FAFSH BAIS0] A7IE QT L. Rodgers, “The Notion of Working Time” (2009) 38
Industrial Law Journal p.80, pp.81~830f =9]% & Z=,

40) 28, ZEAI] ZREX7L AHalQ] FHOl dRoll= Ho| £8H HIgs SEWVIAIL0] ZEARE
of shgg Zojm, olof| thall A= ‘Hughes v Mr Graham and Mrs Lynne Jones (t/a Graylyns
Residential Home)' AR (UKEAT/0159/08/MAA, 2008 8 14%) &=, T8k ‘McCartney v
Oversley House Management AR ([2006] ICR 510)2t ‘Lynch v Bromley Arts Council A
2 (UKEAT/0390/06/DA, 20079 29 179, HHJ Serota QC, 2007 WL 504776) %= Z=x35le}.
Lynch A9 AL, AF2AE AR OF QFL6HA] ERkal 2R} ARAIO] 3= 40A17F 50
FIloto] 2RE ARV Gl S IRV ZZ2AIICE THFE X ZRUATE

41) Focus Care Agency Ltd. v Roberts [2017] ICR 1186, 1201H - 1202D per Simler J
(President).
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B A7EFAof| CHSF e
TEARE A0 (1)@@ quﬂ Olel], ZEAR= AHI0] AFEAIE fls &
Oic F 4 1A A0 2 SAJS 71 He7E QU A4 22 RHyoung worker) 9] Z 0]
L 0] SA]0] 24A17H0IC ¢ 12/\]7}9E S0JUT}. ‘Commission v UK AFA420]A $8
AP T = TS| ZEARSOIA YtRAIE FE 7191E AlZste l XA E4l AR
Z olgfet FAE FI & AT StojoF & Q1R T AFSALONA QATHIL TAISHRATE. FEANH
A4 O]F ‘Union Syndicale Solidaires Isére v Premier Minister’ AFAOIA] ST A &5
QCLAD) O] AFAS] EAIA, LZEFAlo] tist d2|9) B8 ‘Z2AHEC] FAS Fokal ¢
R oz Qlst 725 4 = AEE sHe dl QACF L SHICEAY etk AFEAtIA 2
2RO H7t ZEY,E 202N ATtFA] Tt HEE Y 5 JAEE Sl&ste Y
£ AAR] &Kot ZA0% Htrh
B FRUof| Cyet e
TEARNFE A10Z (DE} RARSH BgolA, A112 (DEE 2EAVE AR AMEAIE
24A1%F O]te] SAlof] thet He7t S-S WAIetal Tt {E
FHRAO]
olof Thgt
717t

3 2
gt 7HA] thoke A1 ()0l RAIES] A=, ool wt ZEAIA (a) T 149
7IRre T AR ARESIALE (b) 121t 149 717to] ¢ 48

H€o

7
She 7nich A%
BARERIEL A GE 7200] 712 ol 24A12F 0]Ale] TR ROl 4 Qlom
o) 0 HAJEE 7Rl FOIRIo B BRE YUrkal BAFUCLS

e

< — =
& 5

o A5

of K5 24A1RF O]9] /i

[}

42) [2006] IRLR 888.
43) [2011] IRLR 84.
45) Maio Marquez da Rosa v Varzim Sol-Turismo Jogo e Animacio SANAHS C-306/16

44) [2011] IRLR 84, 90

201749 11€ 99).
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B ZFHAITHO CHOH A2

TEARNEY Al122 (DE | )l g0l mef, S2ARS] ZZAIRM] 6AIME Tt
St B90le A% 207 olde] SAAKEE 7H del7t /len, o] FAARES Fsl
AEOA Bt AL AREEE 4= QUL W4 2RO A FAARMS 30222 50
T ge19] THEollAl, AFEANE TRIFOR JANRIE QETH ZE2XA FAXLEE A
Sote ATUC R SEA| o, ARl ZFARM SAARS 2HAA ZRLTES A=
K=EQ ZAIE FlotofoF ot 40 FAARIS ale 22AVE FAARIE BAIFCR QF
| AL FAIARE Qlo] Zah= 2ol FQle ZIez BMoRs0AlE E200% A3k
Ch= Ag AEGIATLS) matk] AFEAE FAE F1l6l7] 915 gete AdstAl &
, Ol ollg =R SAARE ALE 5188 AR 2oz UFEL U Lo, ALS
AP7F 2R 34 S2ARME adelo] ZzAe Higs 7Iie SAARNC R MERchs
AL S EHA FE=ThY ZEAN: OIS HIES 915 7I7H0] FAAIOR UFETH= AL
A S APRof QIXIGHo{oF 51, Ol 7|XH2 ARl = ¢ 71XH0]0OF BTt mEkk] SAAILE
2 TRARE dURA e FRYE OFLH ZE2AV R g = Qe 7IbE 9fnlet
Cf. SAARY Solle ‘sEU7 dElz g FAAL] S 7Hs80] (e Z=AE] A

19} G|, ol e SHAHRIO0] ‘Martin v Southern Health and Social Care Trust

4

3t
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o

.

0

2
IS
oL

rlo
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40) O] gt TAIY Y E= WAL CRo] AMZAE O] sig ZE2RIA A &% 0o} ghe ZHUOE 6t
I, olo]l thsAl= ZEARNE M122 3)ge Fxslet

47) Commission v UK [2006] IRLR 888.

48) Grange v Abellio London Ltd. [2017] TRLR 108.

49) Gallagher v Alpha Catering Services Ltd. [2005] ICR 673, 684B - C per Gibson L.
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ARA00] Thall Wl A2 S5] a&E oIt o] wEolA, A ‘SEH/ 0] Q% AR
= FAARIeR Zee B9 oAkt Rilshe w7t alig 299l A8} oFdE 7
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