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Abstract: Quid pro quo sexual harassment in the workplace is a common and typical type of workplace
sexual harassment. The perpetrators of sexual harassment are usually superiors or company managers
who hold power. The perpetrator requests the victim to provide sexual benefits as a condition for the
latter to obtain work or other economic benefits. If the victim refuses the perpetrator’s request, they will
be subject to corresponding punishments such as demotion, salary reduction, or even dismissal. China’s
Civil Law Code and the Law on the Protection of Women’s Rights and Interests clearly regulate sexual
harassment, but the implementation effect remains to be tested over time. As the earliest country in the
world to regulate workplace sexual harassment through legal means, the United States has some beneficial
experiences in its anti-workplace sexual harassment legal system, which has certain reference significance
for improving our country’s relevant systems.
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ZHAIEREIL (quid pro quo sexual harassment) Z2HAFEIG R R >
—, BTN BRI T ANZRZFEE RS A XWE (sexual favors) PSS
FRGE R TR B R AR TR, AR TSRS, AL .
AR LA AR B AT LR TOERIZE ; ARIR TSR REREIR, B, AAI T
TEASh, ESTDARRES, *fErRE, 2021 4E 1 A 1 HERATH (A N RILAIE i)
(PAR (RIEBL)) TE58 1010 570 IAON PERRFUIMIL AL« 88—kl MR P AY L& DARAT
HARREFETE, ME “EEMARE, DAFHE. XF. BG. BRI % Ot A58
PSR, 523 N A BURIETE RIT AN RETHE; 55 30 MR A3t “7Fr &7
IRIa 5%, BE “BLoe, Dk, PREAN N Y RGP, 2R, HELHE
L, B RN AR, B R RFF LRI, (RIEBL) 58 1010 4558 ok
T FIAHERRL ME R R LHETEEEIL” SEhn 4R AR 2 i A R

RE (RIEED) AHITREIR G rh B A A MR SR PR (4, T R, (HR T ARt
BUPEREPL? GNMTUERA? RAAHAIVERRIRNS, FINEAALR Y R 2 IS E? LR E
SR A RS REZ MR bR R R ARSI R E 2, sz AR
5825 B RN AZH B MR SRR AE N B R ER A PR SR SRTE R B, SEEAE SCTE R R A — S5 B 2 Y
SEMTESS, AN TRATERE LA ZEE M CHIEEMGNRRBITF A2 E MME.

i RPRIPERR PR AE Bk

(—) ZEHRIPE RPN

SN B i o IR ER S MR AR PR, SR ER P, AT NEOR R E B
BEERIZRVE N G B RIS LT ol HAth TAEMZR AR R EFELITNANER, W=
EZAHREST, AT B R TR LRI AR EEA R, EEERINN, 356
PERERAIA IR 17 0 A AREE R WA AR 55 SRR A B MR AL R,

EEBAFEFERWHNZEZR S (EEOC) 1EF IR ARG R s S A MRS 70
PR T AR —02, AT T ASZ R P2 S e TR T AN A PEER
FHEd R e R Y77 A 52 3 B R H R 2 BTN R IR G RIS =2, 1TTAA

2 Barbara Lindemann & Paul Grossman: Employment Discrimination Law, Published by NBA Books
(4th ed. 2007), p1306-1307.

Lipsett v. University of P.R., 864 F.2d 881(1st Cir. 1988).

4 Henson v. City of Dundee, 628 F.2d 897(11th Cir. 1982).
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K2 FEE R EEZHEELITHANZIODE 2 e HEE K, fEu sz FE T
VEEAFULE MR, ° a2, EiBIEIT, 170 N2 HEEE TR RIREM
PEAR M Z B e B8, X APk 32 F 3 m I R M & 7 DURTS TR AR, iy
MR 2N BB E2GER (put out or get out)” B, JEEETERBERFEINE M K
MR T R, ©

5 A3 4 BV B A N B Y 55 — R ER I M R AR AR 2 N BRI R A B L (hostile
environment sexual harassment), BUERINRAMEIRILETE TIEST7E /R AZ D5
PEAXHMIE, WFERERE, I2FELEAEILEEREE W EH SR, BEARNZH
B A TAERIZS IR, (RIS TAEIRE, 2B THOEBS M TSRS,
AR AR IR 7 R BE A R RN E £ 5, (RBITE © B8, MEERIAT N AR fA R
E, AL RIS, TEGEIAME ARG PLRE R DA B RIS, el DA RS ER
BoalE RPN = N, HIR, TEZ#BIMEgirh, 25 E mA a2 A2 MY,
BHABILERNESOE ; MERERERMRES S, BRT LT85, Z2FEHNIEERE
EETMERNEARW K “M” BT (b B RIS ERIFIRSE), IR BN ZFEHE
s TR RS R MERIAT Y (LA 5B RSt 0 HAth 2o MR B R IR 5 ) . =, 2
BRI 2, A BRI, ZFEERVELIT I ANESEmER 7 TR (E
LRI R, MEGEIAE R EPURI RSN DR & 18 52 TAER 2R v ife,
HE RS IERIT AT N B Bl i, PAE T8 7SN TIERM. &5, 1518
FEMEREELRY JE ETETT I, AR T A ER BRI IE, T N YRR TRAE ; HAERL
RIS, JE FAFAE ] AT K ARG A B S

(Z) AHRIPEREPLI IEH

12 CRAGEZR) Wit P, EETEBEE Al 5 S B A K w5 WAL R 1A 73 08 22 Bl £F
(disparate treatment) FIZ 7N (disparate impact) MR, Z RN FFEIESZIE
FRVA ) RO LA B ANAT Y, TR N BB Z R ie 32 AR AN
FAR B IR SRR, (B E SR S AT S X SZ (R P BB = 4 T B
ANHIENE, I8 AR 2 9 RHE B 22 RIS R 22 Al 2 WA e FH Y IE BRI B A ANl
EEREGEEAIGI A RAR TR, E AR BRI A N OE F 22 BN AR A AT RTIE A AE SR, °

Z A A A] DOE I AP 77 sCHEATIERH, —52, R EAREIEATH ER R, 285 et

5 29CF.R. §l1604.11(a).

Barnes v. Costle, 561 F.2d 983 (D.C. Cir. 1977).

7 Barbara Lindemann and Paul Grossman, Employment Discrimination Law, Washington D.C.,
Published by NBA Books, 2007, pp.1306-1307.

8  Christoforou v. Ryder Truck Rental, Inc., 668 F. Supp. 294 (S.D.N.Y. 1987).
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FE— R REFIFIAUERARRIN], 35 “iE ok, 2SR ), e R d o H 3ok Y@ 32 TR
BN AR S SR 2RI T AT, WER R S AR ERS EEb S B AR R, R4, &0
IR R S IR IERA B CROBCRIAL, G482 7 AR ZERDS R 1T R EAR A s,
ZERINF 5 Z R R B BRI RER R R E S, RIS B O ik T2 G, #d
A DO B AR AR EAT [ 3R #5E5 B PT AT HY ELRE A AH ROIEHE AR e B 5 19 29K,
A DO B 42 A IR Y Al (S e E T o i,  DASSILIR S UESRAVIERA 1, XA, IR
BT AHR2RIE SRR R E ), X2y, MR THMREZRME, El s z=2 e,
W R SRR UEHE AR R AR S . (BRI 2 4R T e UE IR0V S A7 L Y B IR,
BT AN E AN THOE B TSRl B A A, 803 A IE k01T 8 NATFRIEH
MNIERENED, 55, RGBT AZIRENR MRS, JFE R TER SR IR R R
NRF. 2, RIS HIEASEEN, BERIEEN RGNS L o068, HE,
I SATE, RS BT A B RN AT, BERAE RN REAFN 2
TR RIS, N 7GR & RS UE ST, IEBe QS MR T IR 5 o FHUE R SRR K,
AN wi 2% - JE& T (McDonnell Douglas) WERAREZR, %#UR, JRE AT DAKREE Al 32
UEHESRUERRAT N N SE it T BSOS RTEARAT N, BARKRE, &k, JH&NMIREYPIERAREE
MATHAFAERUESE, HESQUEE N S UERH, B & Y TR AR T H R g R it 52 5 1%
MRMTES, HR, Wb SR AR IR, RA REARZ DR EPOE, B AR
EAHI AR e B T ARSI E R R A, AR T RS EPROER N, BeJa, &4
Wik XS5 Y B AR i RS, UERAREE AT AV BR e (U OU2 —ME 1, B "SR 2
KA AT A SZ RGP R SN, Al A =32 240 oA

FENEGAIGIRI, fELPREAfT, REE2 7 AL OE, HEE 7 AR
AT AR 2 [T R SR OC 22 2 UE A A H A 1 B A7 7R A% O B R

1. REER T AR EHE

JiR 5 B 2 [ 56 DU PR 77 R IERA B G2 7AZVGEMERRE © —&, 1T ARIAT
NETHHOET N ; =&, 1T AT AARZZIGE,

(1) MEHRIEIT N, HIGET ARRIE N Z Z M2 RN, M5 L0 8 R,
EEOC TEH Z M A R MEEMATIE S E WA, A BB MR O SkB &1& ERI1T 8,
ZLRFAF N FAT R E FHIOEIT R, W ERRER D, BB AT AR ER I
(sexual proposition). 5135 (sexual solicitation), Rl (sexual horseplay) J&
FHHET R, " ERRET A —ERIT A AR TR, EAAME R E SR AT DAL

9 29CF.R. §1604.11(a).
10  Spencer v. General Elec. Co., 894 F.2d 651 (4th Cir. 1990).
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AR RIMERE, BRI, PEHOEATRM R M BERT DU B R 77 P BUA
W, FandR K ; e DUsid R 77 N7 DUARE, B TR IR E, £ DR
i BUFESLE TR —RHZE, RSB EEEE L TEENEENRE R, AL,
BN, ERAMENEAE, RGOS E T MBIENNE, (- aREmiTh
BT “ME” BATy, B i 2 AR T DAVEAL, AN 2 DA &5 A RS2 bR il F
DAPEHL, fE— DR, JEEERKEZ T AL, HEBHE S RMAT N ARE
() “TCALIREAR” SR B2 AT A AMIREBESRIE R, © FE B IM—=AN R, ARIER
ZUOBEIREFHORKPRWARINER, H e TE, EBIANXEIT A K
PESESR, R AT e B3 % HE I PR Al 4 A8 TR B8 AN REA AL B G MEAR R TR,
EEOC tAHM 5 Y, IESRILBERANRE R FITEAR L o832 B a4l @ 4 A2 MBI i 55
Halle Bk, — DM LRI TRSEE MR HEIE M T E—RIMNEIZIR, AEEIAN
B ERIPAT R —ANETY W BT, P

(2) AT HAZ I, Wk B vE B A0 B R 1 & SR AT R B AR - AT 1 3R
PR KA AE T 945 2 ER&F (sexual advance: attempts to start a sexual
relationship with somebody) fFRRAZIHIMK”, ' HX b, TIERITH (BOET
PP R IR E B BEL) N TR AR B R A Z G, (H2, PRI AL M
BERHRZ A, X2R, HEPGE1T N BRE RN BAEER B ALMEMNTAZAN 773, H
AN AT RE R — R RGP B IRIB R R, MRS 77 OB s 2/ AN N B A B
LW ATRER), —77H, MPOEAR LI A—EBA LM, KHERE I TI/ES
BN Z AR R 22, RS B2 AISER, 55— 77, HEPOETEEMREE L
BB, B0 3 T T8 (T SR i 28 M a8 A B B R o N AE B B dEAR
W, EBEIARES, TIEAFRRREERERRFARER (REGER) FLENHE, Vi
HRRHE, R ARZIBHERRE, PARAT 2R AW A PRI, 10X 32 SR
TIRENEPOZR R, TERTESE R, IEBeR R & ATRERY OBIAZ8 2 DU JLRR : B4,
BAHEAE G R IEZ . Ry HREEHES, RV SRANE. BOaREZMERE,

(a) E#EE4, WREEERNEDOER R4 T EENEYS, WERET ARk
EASZRIM, E—DNFEAH, EEEENEFENMEOER, BERRHMEF, ST

11 Pease v. Alford Photo Industries, Inc., 667 F. Supp. 1188 (W.D. Tenn. 1987).

12 Boyd v. James S. Hayes Living Health Care Agency, 671 F. Supp. 1155 (W.D. Tenn. 1987).
13 Jackson-Colley v. Army Corps of Engineers, 655 F. Supp. 122 (E.D. Mich. 1987).

14 Chamberlin v. 101 Realty, 915 F.2d 777 (1st. Cir. 1990).

15 EEOC Decisions 82-2, 28 FEP Cases 1843 (1982).

16  Meritor Savings Bank v. Vinson, 477 U.S. 57 (1986).

17  Walker v. Sullair Corp., 736 F. Supp. 94 (W.D.N.C.1990).
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B AN TR RBLER, FRETEF AR, ERINXZEREANERM, RS
B EHR S SRS AT AN AT AR, XTeEE R B EREL, BRIz A,
QUSR5 — DA 2 R0 HE L M O IR e A S, It 2 DATEBAAE 217 o Rz i,
TE ARG, —75H, JRENER RS AEES HEP0E1T 8 AT ER NI 5 5
— 5 H, T AANRIREIR DN B CRAT RGN, X FFEEEEEAIBE AT RS
IR T I PR A, BRI b R 28 — XK EIkRBE i B AT (Bownes) IEERUILIAH @ “B LR
A—ERNBURME, DAERIRZ AR EMH R IFERRAZRIDIES ; M A, NN %
KBRS S U TR, EREEN T, K ASFAREEZES RS AMUATITIRETT N
AR, EFI—EERT, LANKA LRI A R KA R PEIC BER A R,
A AE & PAZR BRI 55 M A AE S 26 I RS2 AR B~ %0

(b) BmWHEAEfEREESZ, MIEPNE RTINS M E 2 AAET, R ENAT I AE
POER RN ATREFFIE R E R RE, A—MERER, R —HFE T ANESGE T A
s, (HBEESCETARE, TR, XEWE, RERINIELHFA—ERRITHA
P PEHGEAE UG tH— BE R A, Q1SR & M — TR E AR5 28 Ja R 432, MIASRE
AT A NRIESGEARZGW, B0, (BB RIRE L ERER s — R, R 2
— N MEINERON, FERFTERITLEIR R, ahiEds 7z BRI 2 R M PE AT A%
e HBEGE, FEEMUEZ THEERKEE, EREFEINBIEN I TEKIE, W7
KRETHXRR, BAREHEERAECHITHZHTEHCNOERZE T K. FIHERS
S IAA R 2 AT IR E AT AR ERREA TR G A B, (R 7B R T3 i
AR, B LG, BIRERER TR ERRA, RN RS RAT IR E
B WO AT ANREBRES TN, EERS S A N mE I ke g, *

(c) mWIEZEREEIES, £ =FENSHE MEFHER, RS —HFHEZITAAN
MPOE, HREERZTAE, TUES, XFEBOEE MR N “BHRAREXR”
(soured romance), TEW N EREBRZEGH, REREBE, RESTHAZERNXR
FCR M A RNHEZR R, NYIEHE, BIMER S Z i S51T A ANFEEWNBEHENRNCR,
ABHE XA (consensual relationship), AR HIGT N AN ERELR & B & EHH,
BT 2w/ & B R R TR IR S AT N N BROE A 2 WO A, X T
Kelt, BB — R, B ZAE IS Y R IHE N 7578 8 2B B N FERGIN 77 #Y
PEPKIETT N, EEOC TEHA SR P AR ), AR R & e 51T WA Z AIRTEG B XA,

18 Jones v. Wesco Investments, 846 F.2d 1154 (8th Cir. 1988).

19  Chamberlin v. 101 Realty, 915 F.2d 777 (1st. Cir. 1990).

20  Lipsett v. University of Puerto Rico, 864 F.2d 881 (1st. Cir. 1988).
21 Trautvetter v. Quick » 916 F.2d 1140 (7th. Cir. 1990).
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2525 B 25 WA A0 4T 0 NZRIBMERAT A EAZ I, 41 R JFE & ARRE AT N A _EIRFRIR
9, AT DU SAT s R, JUHZE, 1EAT 8 ANEHEBHEE E ST AR
ZHGLHIETE T, T 56 5 AR JC 1R 77 208 R 47 D9 AGRIATEBRIZAT N E AR,
ZEFNEEE EHRANRIERR” hAlREHIERIASIEES, AEEEINY, fELAS ME &
REIRIERR” MIER, balfANSmERERVNES—RNEHRCIREACES T
JBEREBERRNE N, *

ERTENZE, 72 “ZIRANRIEXRAR” b, FEEEZ T AT, HEE
AIREAN R JE & BIMEA,  T2AT 9 AR IRIE R R R AN N R, a1 SRAT N AT
FEETHEAEE, B2, ARMEIN T ABIIT R AN B, 15N A IX DI 8+
Hi#URE 22X (Keppler v. Hinsdale Township High School District) &, JF&
ZHTSH ERIRRE T RIEAENA R R, B2 ERSERASRRXACR, H LRSS
X B TAERIEAT 7RI, SESBURERET LE, ERHEHEIAY, BRIEL
AR B AR B R ME R R G AR SR I A fR (VR R, I DU AR 28 AH U, 2500,
J5 s E LA 77 T S 52 AR R AN BCPE RIS, 12 b RO X7 TR 8 % R AR
NEIRL, BTN, (RAGESR) 55-C B AR (B, Or R e 51 0052 M A1 S8 A N IE A T8,
J&& A BAEAZRILAIA G T AR, FHERAEA AR TR AR R A B O 3RS TR
MFIA . (HZ, WARE LR ES M E FRAERBERR, ILTTZHHRKERERL
ANRRMAFLAERR, MIEMANRRIUK, AMTEROHESS, a7 DU HAB IS 2 M [

(d) ZEAE, WREE ST HAMERAT AR STRATE, WAREIANT N AT
NARZHGH, WETFTA, MRS AR — N EEERET, WRIEREIATEPEST
NIRRT EBAEARZHOEME, Fit, FEENHESGEAZRHGRE, R 3T HE R
JRILo QSR S5 AR BEHEAT R S B B RN S TRANTE Y, TR AN R & AT ANIAT
NFRTRAZZHIM, B0, £ — R4, &2 — 2 NE, T NS L& mERET,
PR EEEY), PR EUARKEREEMES, BAREM L RRAT Y E &R KT,
{EL4t M35 AR AR AT S R 55 00 SR BH L R RTE9AT . B TR1 i o 0 d i 2 i i 77 X ]
RIZH ORI, HERNEZ “RBERT —MEUHNERNTICE HEENITN, 1%
e LN RAT N NBAT A ARG B R, ™

(e) #OEIERZ, HFEMIBRIIGIEN, & EREZIT N AREDGE, HT7 9 AR91T
MBI, & AR & JE IR 32 e, BERT DU S RTT R, WAl U2 OEEsE S
FrATHER, AMAERERER - B—, JFEE B EERFARIIERT A ZZNOLH, 15

22 Williams v. Civiletti, 487 F. Supp. 1387 (D.D.C. 1980).
23 Kouri v. Liberian Services, 55 FEP Cases 124 (E.D. Va. 1991).
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WIERITEE N, RGBS 5%, HFARKREMXMET NEZRERER, A
KIX— K, B R&EZERCZERS (Rehnquist) RIEEEMBEREERIT (Meritor
Savings Bank) —ZRHHRHPERTBEMIEIR, FIZREF, FRIEBIANBRRES BIEHS
5T 5T NAEATN, IRABAREINN KL THEREIAT N, B E S iR AT 1458
Fe, fRHIRES 5T NHFARPAFERRES, “(EREREINE S RAZN) BT
B EI AR ST N BRI OE R A, MAZKRGEZEGHEMSS
THXMET R, R RE B — PR, “RME—f 25 LB E 2 R4 T+
EOHREMRR, AR SIS HEAFEMRILNENE", RNEESS 7T VTR
IR RBOLZ FEETEE LR, B R R T R AR AT A2 Z A
H, HSE b, WRFESRZEMHEmzZEPOER, REEE AT I, H2
A RIFAREZ FE VB ERATH, HIHEZFE AN RGEE TR R PGS S
TREIEFROBI AR, * EaEKRES, b ARZRIF & AU E IR O A
FKATHHEAT T RGUA e E KRR AR AL,

(f) seefisz, WRRENEIIEE 2R, RS T AT HFRGDR A,
WIAREN A SRAT A M 3k, R IR IR AR, IERMEPRIEA UGN RS IE SHEAE SR &
TENIRER, $O5IEH = HRUEHE UERA IR &5 N RS- AT N R UG A A, 0 T AR B 2 22
UEHE R IR & 5 A e E W AT M AR BRI RIT . BN, R L IRTABE s B — A
H, JREEE B CRY_ERIATEEIEE T, EiEPd R R S S BRI ue TR AL, BE
Ja ERHEFERAER S BB L, FFRan R E RN SOV BURSGER, I Es A —IRE
HRYE”, 2 B A S I, AEHEE HORTNIEE THEINERRAE, M RREIA
PROEARZIGE, 155 — BB XA BRI, RSN AT AR B A B
SRR, FF B2008ET N AEIB R BILHME, £ NESEW RS 2 )G,
JEEARIARIR 75 Z AT N, IEBE s HE NN, REPRA R EARZHGE R EPRE
7, 7

24 Meritor Savings Bank v. Vinsion, 477 U.S. 57 (1986).

25 Id

26  Note, Perceptions of Harm: The Consent Defense in Sexual Harassment Cases, 71 Iowa L. Rev.
1109 (1986).

27  Bundy v. Jackson, 641 F.2d 934 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

28  Highlander v. KFC National Management Co., 805.F.2d 644 (6th Cir. 1986).

29  Reichman v. Bureau of Affirmative Action, 536 F. Supp. 1149 (M.D. Pa. 1982).
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2. FEEZRTRFNERITRH

KA M R SE P2 DA 75 T YR 25 AR B O B HA 7T RS TAEMIZE, aniRs2
BT HNE R ER, WESEZ ARG R XA G R 3 ER N T
At BUHRE 18 AR & TAE AR B R BIAT AR 2 AR AT 9. Rtk R #a
B, JREREIERES T AMPNEMIT N, B2 e, sHE4 AR e,
wiE4 2 515, sSES GG WIEAEN EH S, WRE S TR EE TIENFRIRZ
FAFIFZN, AR 2 IEBEARME SRR & E sk B B A MR IR A IE 3R B, fE— D2,
TN AR R S IEH S, RGOS T AR BB 4, E(ESE
BHE, TEXFEZEMAT, BMET I ANBAT A B AR IR, AT A IR AT REAL ik
BRI

IR ASFI I JE AT IR B A T 58 12 1Y, 240, fES L iRIE D s B — N,
FE R LMEHENRE, B T ARSENMEE, SAMMRMAEERZZm, HA
A G IRRE TR, JEMARETEIR BN AED N BRGNS, WRKE—1T
NEARENZHEE BRET @I, EERIENAT AR 7525 & 8 i A AT
REME (FRIBHFB), BORFEREHIN 52 & M TAENRIE BN (B HAREE R B AR T
N, BRI RER RS B BRI, T AR B AN NS L IRIE B ER A R O, E 2 R
PR SN R R T RFER A2 AR R AT, REZ AT R, EBEIA,
RS B NS A A e TAER S B RS, RUMER A LRNETTRA, W]
REA IR ST R A,

SIHFEN, JEpEE— 5 R AN KT AHERRTE T AR ERIT N Z dh, XLt
TN TEBERZEE “BMIERGZ” (trivial work changes) HIEHIT N, Tk
BAREE S “BRMITAERED” BE M B RRE, HLAREE RO E &M
U R T AT R EFF R R IVEUIAT 0 ; 33 Tk T R THEH I E IR B AT RS 1\ 7R
HAIBILRIAT R 5 ** LA B e S S B L 55 1 B2 T LA/ NI A e | TR ),

30 Jones v. Flagship International, 793 F.2d 714 (5th Cir. 1987).

31  Durham Life Insurance Co. v. Evans, 166 F.3d 139 (3d Cir. 1999).
32 Bryson v. Chicago State University, 96 F. 3d 912 (7" Cir. 1996).
33  Lutkewitte v. Gonzales, 436 F. 3d 248 (D.C. Cir. 2006).

34 Watts v. Kroger Co., 170 F.3d 505 (5" Cir. 1999).

35 Phillips v. Taco Bell Corp., 156 F.3d 884 (8" Cir. 1998).
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3. ARXAE

TEN A AL AP UL R B Je — D5 T, SR MR R HGE SZ B AR Je (A T o 5
PN R H S A SZHGR T MEHOE B [ b 2 [AFFE AR K Re _BIRRIIR AR BIUERA B 2 P12
=B NE, BTEGHMERIRREEES TR0 ; BN, BT RGN BB
JE I R 2 T TR R,

KTHNER, WHIANE, ERMRRAS, BB AAARE AN IR IR A,
JE & RO PE AR R SZ BIEARE R . MR, TRBEA N IR & B9S2 RO HAH T8 N BEE
TTNRYEL, WA EEBRRAMIE 7 IR E R, EERETRER RS, BB LR iEBLA
fath, "ZEARZ (but for) Kol (HE) SANZMERIRR, WRKIZEAZIWERS S
mEHY, HAI U, X R R 4e 1 RS ShBIE RN Z EE RN, RS 1 il Fr DA
BOBIE 2 B T2 A TIRIEE NE AL — D2 IR RS S, e 5TUk, RO i2
— AN, AR T L E AR ETRR, SR LRI AR R R T AR
BB “EAZ (but for)” XAERIHIE, TEMIRIES MRS HE 2 MEPOE 2 A
FERIRIR K R,

KB AER, 5N UERHHIE 32 B AN A R AT 5 HO A SZ 00 B P BRI Y
R RBANRRRR, HE2, HTERGES T AZIEHIEINE, SBHERZ TA
MAERAT N, BEERE, R RKRERAIERASOS F 55 52 sl A I AT R 5%
B, MESREENRME A e R E, JE S NOEE S B e R A IR R 52
AR R R AUER, £ NEAHREIE R TR BRIaARZES, FEEKETHOE
#n 7 ERIRVEDE, SRR, eSO RS E IR AR R A BIVE BRI, R R
B, ONUERH IR S HAE4n b RIASUGE R POE 2 RIBY R SRC R, 5 MR
HRHTUESE ELARAT 9 N B 2 S B9 Sk Ul A 59— 2 /) B THYMETE, (RBegn & Bk
UEYE, BENE RSO,

=, RHRIPESE U e AT

MAPEFE AL N IE TR AL A AR TR, PSR 58 1 rh 1 Je 32 53 4% [m) R R A 0y 26 5]
EBERTERE AR, 17 IR EE B i e ikBE A, TR B MERR L, JE A REAY BT
A& 7™ 4 & X 1T (Strict Vicarious Liability) #1# & & {5 1T (Rebuttable
Vicarious Liability) Fff,

36  Henson v. City of Dundee, 628 F.2d 897(11th Cir. 1982).
37 Barnes v. Costle, 561 F.2d 983 (D.C. Cir. 1977).
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(—) MRERHIT

BERAESERAEEXN, REFEIENE AT RHES, MRt 8 AN T 8
T A ERE AR RS, BT T, MREEIITIARGERE &6, HFHEXE
B TAEZAEZ BTS2m0, AR 28 F AR A8 R T, HARMmp AL EPE R LR
AR RE ORI iAE (affirmative defense) RUBFEE, SZErR, WSRAENMERILZ EE
IR & RESSUERH, HARG— D TAE LIRS, s — D TIE LME, SHEIMMNEE
AN —DNAZ XD AT OCER,  TE N JE AR RYIRPLE S T 45 T F) 25 K T
BUE S TN DA E R (AN A Rl A B R R, B EEL ST DA
FEEREERIFER), Aha, EFEBIRMEEMAE HRGEY T REEILIH, AR
T, JBFEARELANKIG IR P & A2 B MR R AR 9 HAZ AR S5 VG N AT 0 9 A T AT
XEEDY, BEEMIRGENE RN NE SRS, FE2RAMA T B & A R ;
i 2 FT DABE S of 52 338 1 T4 S5 AF 1 R U S R i th 2 25 1 32 AT 3 A g, 8

AWM PNREERNSE : —2 “BEESN”,; & “VISETIEEm”, XT “EHEH07,
R EIEBEH WA K RS BA B IR S Oy RIE 2 5 TrER R FERRE, BEARLE AR
bR IR AT G — BN, (HRMFERHIINERRET - H—, AHURESEA. FFER.
FHR. BEER. TAREBI AR IEREET AR ; HZ, BEA RIANR, HENELS. BEH
iR TR HH TAEIT AR, T “UISETAEZm”, B mikbe e SR I U] s i
ZEB TAEFMENAT BN “— DX TAER MR, B EALZRSRET L
R4, B LEBERRTEM, e, A TR, SR TR T/ERES,
BT L B A A e S,

(=) e IHIT

HEEBERETREE, R IAEEEHIGES 0, HZEENTIESRERZEY)
SER A, BRI SR I JE E N ARIH T, BRAEEEFUERH © (1) & REUT & BRI i i
BIPEREIL, FRAEMERRIL R ARG SN 7 DAAMIE 5 (2) ZFH A SFMAH b e FHREE
ik, BRI R, AT B F R4, “HE” BWRE, FRIEEFRE
i+ RRTE RS AT A AR URE, S NI 555 AT N AR IR AR A R B AT

PR PURERSE — DB R R T T EHINEE S, NMUETIEZATEY T AN
FIPEIERPLTBAILE, IF BRI A A o M ISR T 2 IEFE e, PEIRPLA T ML 2 oK e
FAE AL NER I E IE B R R ILBGR, @ B REERAEMEL, A

38 Harold S., Jr. Lewis and Elizabeth J. Norman, Employment Discrimination Law And Practice, West
Group, Second Edition, p101.
39 Burlington Industries, Inc. v. Ellerth, 524 U.S. 742 (1998).
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BN EHNE IR, HEERE R AN IR HATHRIFN, THRAEAR
VERI XS AIE R, I BIZIRAES B SN b B, 12 REEFERINIAZ RS (Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission) HJEIY, J&F MY m&ED A THMAE—40 AT A
N R LB S MR SR L TT $H AR AR, IF B O E AR, 77 SRR SR 2 5 0RO B
AT MR LTS, QIR ARVE, JEF RN A A B 5 e AT R MR SR 5 1)1 DA
CRUEABAT] T B CRIRRIRI RN R 55, ENA b, RVEREPUE IR 2 fHs « NS AT
WEPRAT 9 R AL R WM R R 5 R AR TR R PO AR G R ITIRE, B, AEMIEE ; K
ERFTRERIP 2 FH AL 5 B ERIEASIRERERIFNR L, USRS EAH
(EUNZE S

FURATLHE A 58 — 222 i T B Y UEIA 32 358 1 & B F AR JE = 4R LAY TRl sl 2
IEVERRPRA S, IXIBH A SWAEY - —2, ZFEETRAFMME WK REEIL
il 76 _BIRTERE S ) UK R 2 o FEAY — D 2, 2338 REERIE A A 1 R M SR BCR DL
BRI, EMRFATA TR R E R, B2 HE ARAE S BEA e 42 4E0
REBESRIE, © TR, ZHEE ARG TR E 3 AR R, E RIRIERT
Fr—KEEHE DR, ZEFHREE AN R EIEE, HRORERIFNET,
(BAE 9 JA A 1IN 1B TR A TR) 2 J) A BRI IR R 7. TR B BRSO [R5 A & B 6 4
I P JEE B A R PEBR PR A i,

VU, &5TE @ AR FRIE I e

IR Hh S ME BRI — S AOHRF R R AAE AR PR — D £ ] BLRE
MR ETEEIN ; B S 2 FEEHBARE LE LRREXRSR ; HEEIIT A AT DURME T
TERARMEE, EE SN ; 32 F ANEER v F 8k E 8E 5O TR 2 32 gk
feR S, EMREIL—BRA, BUEZMZES N TSR, BT/, ENERZH
FHRRHER ERONERR, BERP0ERH, REETRE,

2022 £ 10 A 30 H#rEITH (rpfe NRIEAEEZ B REER) (BUF (a2 iz i/
fix)) £ (R B b, MPEERPUM 7 EOV B RIE, AU RERIRRE (58
23 4%), RSN ARG R R )55 (B8 24 42) N BRI TR MERE PR LS5 (56 25 5%).
RBHRE N IR IR SRR A ks (38 77 2%) DARAHZR EMGE RAHSK LS5 AT =4

40 Jeffrey I. Pasek. Alan M. Lerner, /A% « “ 3 EHOV I pr b MRS PR AR FE 05T 7, (rhig
L RFARD, 20 45 2 ) (2008 4F 4 ).

41  Hesse v. Avis Rent-A-Car Sys., 394 FFP 1805 (8" Cir. 2005).

42 Madray v. Publix Supermkts., Inc., 208 F. 3d 1290 (11" Cir. 2000).
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AR RETE (38 80 4%) FWRE. B (RIE#) M (OB RIETR) ALl FE
R PEREEAR (L T BIRA R RARYE, (ESEHERCRIYE R R SR, Xt 58 AR SRl Y =5
LI AT AR A R AR ¢

— IR 7 Fh S R SR RO E S CRTEHL) 55 1010 4% BARTESE — & 1 1E5R
BT AR, FHAES “FME 72 “MABN WERRFLEEREL", EH e
SR BB ENRIAESS, “BEMARR” Waera, "B “MEXRRT BIEARPRET
HMELN AT A E 5 R W R AT Z I — P RETR, N2, e AN RIEBEHIEH K AR
RS, DB S B PIEBERE A SO b IR [ R T B AR

e E R S A M R DU UE R I, RS TR £ Y Y UE R 2 TR A IR0,
RS IR, (HAEFE, “UERAME” SR PRBR ISR a R SR SR R ORI R DTSk
HE, TERRRZHIERINREAT, Z2FERIRIE REEFOVERR RS A ZIERE SR,
BT EEZE, ALEMNZENERZ TAZMKMEE, 25 NEZ 7 AN RMTHN
AN RER KRR =R M 5 B ML LIRS P B P A UE R Il

=B IR RS R MR SR P N R S, B RE, (RIKEL) 25 1010 5%
HEIRGETE T REAFRMEN BRI R E R, (HARRERH AL SHEALHI R
PERRSEPIE T BIE . SEEZR e 3RR, & EAE P AN 1EHR 37 h 523 R B 77 il B A
A REITER . (R, A 253 s N B ST RIK R b S R PR B P A AL A
BRkE, E3E, NMIRZEEIKABRE R R, T A NSRS R T A
Z IR AR AN N SBAE T R (R 2 51, IR PR SR 0 B SR AR RO PR S5 4
PR, NI SE AT A 4% TN B AE TR TR BENTH BRI MR SR L5 I I B2 E
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