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20. What if the employee under investigation goes off
sick during the investigation?

Australia

Author: Joydeep Hor, Kirryn West James, Chris Oliver
at People + Culture Strategies

It is not uncommon for respondents to an investigation to take personal or carer’s leave (sick leave)
claiming that they are suffering from stress or anxiety. If this occurs, employers need to act appropriately,
but this does not necessarily involve stopping the investigation process.

Employers should:

e assess the medical evidence to ascertain the respondent’s condition and determine how long they are
likely to be unwell;

e avoid exacerbating the condition;

e determine whether the employee is unfit to attend the investigation meeting;

e take into consideration the evidence of other witnesses;

e consider delaying the investigation for a short period; and

e consider conducting the interviews in other ways, for example, in writing.

While all efforts should be made to accommodate an employee who has taken personal or carer’s leave
during an investigation, if the respondent does not participate in the investigation, the investigation report
may be prepared based on the available evidence.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

w Austria

Author: Michaela Gerlach, Sonia Ben Brahim
at GERLACH

The involved employee's sick leave does not affect the internal investigation. Most investigative measures
can be carried out without the employee's presence.

Last updated on 29/09/2023
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() Belgium

Author: Nicolas Simon
at Van Olmen & Wynant

If this occurs, there is a risk that any measure resulting from the investigation (eg, a dismissal) can be
(wrongly) interpreted as discrimination based on the illness of the employee. However, if the employer can
prove that the measure is not related to the illness but solely related to the investigation (which is also not
related to the illness), there may be no discrimination. The sickness of the employee may prevent the
continuation of the investigation because, for example, it becomes impossible to hear from the employee.
In this instance, the investigation can be suspended, postponed or extendeded until the employee returns.
If it is a long-term absence, this could lead to a disproportionate amount of time to complete the
investigation. Therefore, the employer should take any necessary steps to invite the ill employee to a
hearing anyway (eg, through digital means). If the employee unreasonably refuses (several) of these
invitations, it could be argued that the employee is wilfully boycotting the investigation and therefore
forfeits his or her opportunity to be heard.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

& Brazil

Author: Patricia Barboza, Maury Lobo
at CGM

Sick leave suspends the employment agreement, and as a rule the employee should not be contacted
during such a suspension. The investigation may continue without the participation of the investigated
employee while that employee is absent, have its conclusion suspended while he or she is on leave, and
resume once the employee returns to work.

Last updated on 14/09/2023

China

Author: Leo Yu, Yvonne Gao, Tracy Liu, Larry Lian
at Jingtian & Gongcheng

During the investigation, the employer should fully respect the basic labor rights of the employee.
According to the relevant provisions of Labor Contract Law of the PRC, if an employee is sick during the
investigation, the employer should permit him/her to take sick leave provided that he/she provides the
medical certificate issued by the medical institution and performs the medical leave application procedure
as required by the employer. Therefore, the employer usually needs to request the employee to cooperate
with the investigation after the sick leave, and cannot force the investigation by means of coercion or
violence.

However, for the contents that can be investigated by the employer alone, such as the information
publicized by the employee on social media and the employee's relevant information publicized on official
website, since the investigation of such information is not affected by the employee's physical condition,
the employer may adjust the investigation plan and conduct such part of the investigation first.

Last updated on 29/11/2023
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Author: Anu Waaralinna, Mari Mohsen
at Roschier

As a general rule, sick leave does not prevent an investigation from progressing. Depending on the nature
of the sickness, the employee can attend hearings and take part in the procedure. If the sickness prevents
the employee from participating, the employer can put the process on hold temporarily.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

() France

Author: Pascale Lagesse, Valentino Armillei
at Bredin Prat

The investigation will likely be able to continue with the other employees and, as soon as the employee
under investigation returns from sick leave, they will be able to be interviewed.

However, as disciplinary sanctions are time-barred after two months from the moment the misconduct was
committed or from when the employer becomes aware of it, if the sick leave lasts for the whole of that
period, the investigation must be conducted anyway. In this instance, the investigator can ask the
employee to attend the interview despite being on sick leave or arrange for the interview to take place
using other means (eg, conference call). As a last resort, a questionnaire can be sent to the employee, but
the pros and cons must be assessed as this is a way of information gathering that carries a certain amount
of risk, could be less reliable and is of less probative value.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

M Germany

Author: Hendrik Bockenheimer, Susanne Walzer, Musa Mdjdeci
at Hengeler Mueller

Workplace investigations that do not require the presence or active cooperation of the employee may also
start or continue during the employee's absence due to illness. If the employee's cooperation is required,
for example for an interview, the employer can only instruct the employee to participate despite an existing
iliness if certain narrow conditions are met:

Regarding staff meetings at the company, the German Federal Labour Court has ruled that the employer
can only instruct the employee to attend the staff meeting during illness if

e there is an urgent operational reason for doing so, which does not allow the instruction to be
postponed until after the end of the incapacity to work; and
e the employee's presence at the company is urgently required and can be expected of him.

Similar rules are likely to apply to the employee's presence for workplace investigations.

Urgent operational reasons that cannot be postponed could exist, for example, if during the employee's
absence due to illness, there is a risk that evidence will be lost (eg, where only the employee affected has
access to certain files or data) or there is a risk of significant damage to the employer if workplace
investigations are stopped until after the employee's return.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Author: Angeliki Tsatsi, Anna Pechlivanidi, Pinelopi Anyfanti, Katerina Basta
at Karatzas & Partners

In principle, the health of an ordinary employee would not prevent the investigation procedure from taking
place (eg, interviews with witnesses or the collection of evidence would not be postponed or suspended).
However, if the employee under investigation is unwell and they can't participate in the procedure, the
investigation may be suspended or postponed until the employee can take part. Bearing in mind the
majority of company internal policies and regulations governing workplace investigations provide for a
specific framework and timetable for the whole procedure to be completed, the long-term sickness of an
employee under investigation may impede the completion of the procedure in the prescribed time. As a
result, the person conducting the investigation may seek alternative measures to facilitate participation
(eg, teleconferencing).

On a related note, if sickness occurs after the investigation is completed and the employer decides upon
the imposition of disciplinary measures against the said employee and the initiation of a relevant
procedure, the decision should be duly and timely communicated to the employee, irrespective of whether
his or her presence in the workplace is not possible because of the illness.

Last updated on 03/04/2023

Hong Kong

Author: Wynne Mok, Jason Cheng, Audrey Li
at Slaughter and May

If the employee under investigation goes off sick, the employer should ascertain the medical condition of
the employee and when he or she is likely to return to fitness. If the employee is unlikely to return to work
for a reasonable time, the employer should consider what adjustments can be made to the investigation
process to continue with the investigation. If the employee’s input is necessary for the conclusion of the
investigation, the employer may invite the employee to provide information by way of a written
questionnaire or to attend a virtual meeting. However, the employee may not necessarily agree to these
proposals, especially if he or she is unwell. In such circumstances, the employer may not be able to
conclude the investigation in the absence of the employee.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

< India

Author: Atul Gupta, Kanishka Maggon, Kopal Kumar
at Trilegal

The approach to be adopted would be fact-specific but the investigation itself can normally continue, even
in the absence of the accused employee. Where it is critical to speak with the employee as part of the
investigative process, delays on account of the employee's sickness may need to be accommodated. At the
same time, the employer would normally be justified in seeking necessary evidence of the authenticity of
the employee's illness and anticipated duration of absence. An accused individual's participation would be
more crucial in a disciplinary inquiry to formally respond to the written charges or present their side before
the inquiry officer, and absences due to genuine health concerns may need to be reasonably
accommodated. Significantly long periods of absence for health reasons may itself be valid grounds to
terminate employment under Indian law, subject to the terms and conditions of employment.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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() Ireland

Author: Blathnaid Evans, Mary Gavin
at Ogier

If an employee goes off sick during the investigation, it is reasonable to adjourn the investigation until the
employee is fit to return to work. Difficulties arise if it is a prolonged absence. The absence may
necessitate a referral to an occupational health expert and it may be necessary to seek medical advice as
to whether the employee can continue to participate in the investigation. It may be that reasonable
accommodations should be considered to ensure that the employee can continue to participate. Such
situations may impinge on the investigator's ability to conclude the investigation. In that instance, it would
be prudent for the investigator to document all attempts to involve the employee in the investigation and
to assess whether it can be concluded without the further involvement of the employee.

Last updated on 11/10/2023

() ltaly

Author: Giovanni Muzina, Arianna Colombo
at BonelliErede

Although there are no specific rules stating an investigation must be suspended if the employee under
investigation goes off sick, practically speaking, this may slow down the process. Indeed, the employer
would not be in the position to “force” the employee, while he or she is absent from work, to physically
attend meetings, although they may ask for the employee’s availability to attend remote interviews (eg, via
videoconference).

There is case law regarding an employee’s sickness during a disciplinary procedure (i.e. the procedure
described above in point 3): according to certain rulings, if an employee, as per his or her rights, asks to
submit an oral defence, but then falls sick, this does not prevent the employer from completing the
procedure (and taking disciplinary action), unless the employee proves that his or her sickness prevents
him or her from physically attending the meeting (being said that, above all if the procedure ends with a
dismissal, a case-by-case analysis on how to manage such situations is highly recommended).

Last updated on 15/09/2022

® Japan

Author: Chisako Takaya
at Mori Hamada & Matsumoto

The company will seek a physician's diagnosis and opinion and determine whether to proceed with the
investigation. If an employee’s mental health suffers because of the investigation, the company may be
charged with a violation of its duty of care.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

< Netherlands

Author: Barbara Kloppert, Mirjam Kerkhof, Roel de Jong
at De Brauw Blackstone Westbroek

If the employee under investigation goes off sick during the investigation, they will generally be treated as
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a regular employee on sick leave, meaning they are entitled to continued salary payment and that both
employer and employee have a reintegration obligation. This entails regular consults with the company
doctor to determine how recovery progresses and when the employee can return to work. If the employer
suspects that the employee is merely calling in sick to delay the investigation and such suspicion is not
confirmed by the company doctor, the employer can ask the Employees Insurance Agency (UWV) to give a
second opinion. When it is determined that the employee is in fact fit for work, the employer can oblige the
employee to return to work and cooperate with the investigation. If the employee fails to comply, the
employer can - after due warning - suspend the employee's salary payment.

Last updated on 27/11/2023

() Nigeria
Author: Adekunle Obebe

at Bloomfield LP

The investigation would be suspended until the employee returns from sick leave. The investigation will
immediately restart upon the return of the employee.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

3 Philippines

Author: Rashel Ann C. Pomoy
at Villaraza & Angangco

Since neither consent nor the presence of the employee is material to the conduct of the investigation, his
or her absence would not, in practice, imperil the conduct of the investigation.

As previously discussed, because the employer exercises a wide latitude of discretion in conducting
workplace investigations, the employer may choose to proceed with the investigation despite the absence
of the employee being investigated. Since the proceeding is only in the investigation phase, the statutory
right of the employee to be heard is not violated, even if the investigation takes place without his or her
participation.

Last updated on 26/01/2023

w Poland

Author: Wioleta Polak, Aleksandra Stepniewska, Julia Jewgraf
at WKB Lawyers

This may prolong the investigation, as the employee may be unable to participate for a time (if the
employee is not able to work, in many cases he or she will not be able to participate in proceedings that
requires some level of engagement and psychophysical ability). Also, an employee is protected against
termination of an employment contract with notice during sick leave. During such a period, the employer
may only terminate his or her employment contract without notice (with immediate effect).

Last updated on 20/04/2023
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Author: André Pestana Nascimento
at Uria Menéndez - Proenca de Carvalho

The employer will be able to proceed with the investigation or disciplinary procedure regardless, although if
it is necessary to hear the employee and they are unable to attend the interview, either the employer waits
for their return or it could also send a written questionnaire for the employee to complete.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

Singapore

Author: Jonathan Yuen, Doreen Chia, Tan Ting Ting
at Rajah & Tann Singapore

If the employee under investigation has already responded to the allegations made against him or her and
his or her participation is no longer required at this stage in the investigation, the employer may proceed
with the investigation even while the employee is off sick.

However, if the employee under investigation has not responded to the allegations made against him or her
and his or her participation is still required in the investigation, the company may exercise its discretion to
pause the investigation until the employee can assist in the investigations. To prevent an employee from
using a medical condition as an excuse to delay or avoid the investigation, the company may require the
employee to provide specific medical documentation to address the issue of the employee’s ability to
participate in the investigation and to adjust the investigation process accordingly. For instance, instead of
scheduling an in-person interview, the company may send a list of written questions for the employee to
answer, and may also extend timelines for responding, etc.

If the employee is unable to return to work for the foreseeable future, the employer may consider reaching
a provisional outcome based on the available evidence, which would be subject to change when the
employee under investigation can return to work.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

®, South Korea

Author: Hyunjae Park, Paul Cho, Jihay Ellie Kwack, Kyson Keebong Paek
at Kim & Chang

The company should review whether the employee under investigation is requesting sick leave under
appropriate procedures and for a legitimate reason and may consider ways to persuade the employee to
cooperate with the investigation. If the employee applies for sick leave following company policy, the
company would need to grant such sick leave and suspend the investigation during the sick leave.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

£ Spain

Author: Sergio Ponce, Daniel Cerrutti
at Uria Menéndez

Like in the case of grievances (see question 19), the deciding factor will be assessing whether sick leave is
related to the investigation or not.

If there is no link between the investigation and the sick leave, then the leave is not relevant from the point
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of view of the investigation. However, if the sick leave was a result of the investigation (for instance, an
employee taking sick leave due to anxiety related to the investigation), then the convenience of pursuing
the investigation or of temporarily suspending it should be evaluated to avoid any liability for the company.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

W Sweden

Author: Henric Diefke, Tobias Normann, Alexandra Baron
at Mannheimer Swartling

The employer is responsible for the employee’s work environment during the investigation. The employer
must assess the situation and the impact on the employee’s health and may, depending on the situation,
have to postpone certain investigative measures, such as interviewing the employee in question. The
investigation may even have to be completed without the employee participating.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

€) Switzerland

Author: Laura Widmer, Sandra Schaffner
at Bar & Karrer

The time spent on the internal investigation by the employee should be counted as working time[1]. The
general statutory and internal company principles on sick leave apply. Sick leave for which the respective
employee is not responsible must generally be compensated (article 324a paragraph 1 and article 324b,
Swiss Code of Obligations). During certain periods of sick leave (blocking period), the employer may not
ordinarily terminate the employment contract; however, immediate termination for cause remains possible.

The duration of the blocking period depends on the employee's seniority, amounting to 30 days in the
employee's first year of service, 90 days in the employee's second to ninth year of service and 180 days
thereafter (article 336¢ paragraph 1 (lit. ¢), Swiss Code of Obligations).

[1] Ullin Streiff/Adrian von Kaenel/Roger Rudolph, Arbeitsvertrag, Praxiskommentar zu Art. 319-362 OR, 7.
A. 2012, Art. 328b N 8 OR.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

== Thailand

Author: Ratthai Kamolwarin, Norrapat Werajong
at Chandler MHM

If the absence is anticipated to be brief, the employer may wait until the employee's return before
concluding the investigation. If the employee's absence is expected to be prolonged, the investigator may
alter the time of meetings or request that the employee submits a witness statement. The key point would
be that all necessary measures should be taken to give the employee a chance to participate.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Turkey

Author: Elvan Aziz, Glilce Saydam Pehlivan, Emre Kotil, Osman Pepeoglu
at Paksoy

The employee’s participation in the investigation is vital for a fair assessment and to ensure that the
employee has been allowed to defend himself or herself against the allegations. As such, every reasonable
effort must be made by the employer to adjust the investigation process so that the employee can take
part in the investigation. For example, if the employee goes off sick and thus cannot attend the
investigation interviews or disciplinary hearings, the investigation should be carried out as much as
possible without resorting to the employee in question, by initially exhausting the other available options
(such as conducting interviews or disciplinary hearings with other available witnesses). However, if the
employee’s absence takes longer than is reasonably expected or the matter at hand must be dealt with
urgently, the employer may consider concluding the investigation and determining the next steps based on
the information at hand. In such a case, it is recommended to explain in the investigation report the
reasons why the employee could not take part in the investigation process (ie, why an interview or
disciplinary hearing, etc, could not have been arranged with the employee) along with supporting
documentation evidencing the employer’s efforts to involve the employee in the investigation process and
the employee’s excuse for not participating interviews or disciplinary hearings.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

5 United Kingdom

Author: Phil Linnard, Clare Fletcher
at Slaughter and May

This is a relatively common occurrence. It would usually be appropriate to suspend the investigation
temporarily, to determine how serious the health issue is and when the employee may be fit to return. The
investigator should consider what adjustments or allowances can be made to progress the investigation
despite the employee’s absence. If their evidence has not yet been gathered, the employee may be invited
to provide a written statement instead of attending an investigation meeting, or the meeting could be held
remotely or at a neutral location. If none of this is possible, it may be difficult to fully conclude the
investigation.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

£ United States

Author: Rachel G. Skaistis, Eric W. Hilfers, Jenny X. Zhang
at Cravath, Swaine & Moore

If an employee who is the subject of a workplace investigation becomes sick during the investigation, the
investigator should complete as much of the process as possible in the employee’s absence, for example
by conducting interviews with the complainant and other witnesses and collecting and reviewing relevant
documentation. Where the employee’s absence is expected to be short-term, the employer can postpone
completing the investigation until the employee returns to work and can be interviewed. Where a lengthy
absence is expected, the investigator should take steps to ensure that the employee nevertheless has a
fair chance to participate in the process, for example by providing the employee with flexibility in
scheduling his or her interview or by offering other accommodations such as conducting the interview by
video conference instead of requiring an in-person interview, or alternatively meeting in a neutral place
instead of the office. It is important to maintain records of the steps taken to accommodate the employee
to show that the process was reasonable and fair.
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Last updated on 15/09/2022

Vietnam

Author: Stephen Le, Trang Le
at Le & Tran Law Corporation

Workplace investigations do not require the presence or active cooperation of the employee under
investigation. Thus, the investigation may start or continue in the employee’s absence due to illness.

If the employee’s presence is necessary for the conclusion of the investigation, the employer may invite the
employee to provide information either by submitting his or her answers to a written questionnaire or
attending a virtual meeting. However, the employee may not accede to the employer’s requests and
proposals, especially if the employee has an iliness. As a result, the employer may not be able to conclude
the investigation due to the absence of the involved employee.

Last updated on 25/09/2023

27. What legal exposure could the employer face for
errors during the investigation?

Australia

Author: Joydeep Hor, Kirryn West James, Chris Oliver
at People + Culture Strategies

It is important for employers to conduct procedurally fair investigations that result in a fair outcome.
Failure to do so may expose the employer to various claims by an employee. The most common type of
claim following an investigation is an unfair dismissal claim. If a respondent’s employment is terminated
because of an investigation, they may be eligible to bring an unfair dismissal claim in the FWC alleging
their dismissal was harsh, unjust or unreasonable.

An employee may also bring a bullying, discrimination or general protections claim. These claims may be
made even where the investigation does not result in the employee’s dismissal.

If an employer has departed from the procedures set out in their policies, or they have not followed the
terms of an employee’s employment contract or another applicable industrial instrument then an employee
may bring a claim for breach of contract.

Australia has also recently introduced the “Respect@Work” legislation which places a positive obligation on
employers to take reasonable and proportionate measures to eliminate sex discrimination, sexual
harassment and victimisation, as far as possible. Accordingly, an employer who is not perceived to have
taken a proactive and fair approach to these workplace issues faces significant legal exposure.

Failure to conduct an investigation properly (or a failure to conduct an investigation in circumstances
where it is needed) can also cause significant reputational and financial risk.

Last updated on 25/09/2023

w Austria

Author: Michaela Gerlach, Sonia Ben Brahim
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at GERLACH

This relates to the severity of the error. Data protection violations can lead to fines by the data protection
authority or claims for damages. If consequences under labour law, such as dismissal, have taken place due
to erroneous investigations or incorrect results, the employee concerned can assert claims under labour law
or seek damages.

Furthermore, there may be consequences under criminal law. This is particularly the case if documents
have been falsified in the course of the investigation. It is, therefore, crucial that employers exercise
diligence and due process in internal investigations. Investigations must be conducted transparently and
lawfully.

Last updated on 29/09/2023

() Belgium

Author: Nicolas Simon
at Van Olmen & Wynant

In general, abusive investigations could lead to a legal claim regarding the abuse of rights. During an
investigation, an employer should be guided by principles of due diligence and not take disproportionate
action. If the investigation causes unnecessary damage, involved employees could file for compensation
(eg, before the labour court). Next, the employer is also responsible for following the mandatory procedure
for official complaints regarding sexual harassment, bullying and violence at work and investigations of
whistleblower reports. In the first case, an employer who does not follow the procedure or obstructs the
procedure can be liable for penal or administrative fines (maximum 8,000 euro) or, if the employer has not
taken necessary measures to mitigate the risks for the employee and the employee suffers damage to their
health, they may be liable for a fine of a maximum of 48,000 euro and imprisonment for between six
months and three years. In the second case (whistleblower procedure), if an employer did not follow or has
obstructed the procedure, they can be fined up to 5% of the annual revenue of the preceding year.

If the complaints involve allegations of sexual harassment, violence or bullying at work, the employer might
risk an investigation of the inspection on supervision and well-being at work. If the prevention advisor finds
out, before giving his advice, that the employer did not take any suitable protective measures after they
were recommended, the prevention advisor is obliged to call an inspection on supervision and well-being at
work.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

& Brazil

Author: Patricia Barboza, Maury Lobo
at CGM

The employer’s legal exposure resulting from errors during the investigation depends on the error and the
victim or victims affected. It may range from paying damages to a witness who was harassed because the
company did not prevent retaliation from occurring; to the reversal of a termination for cause if a court
determines that the evidence collected during the investigation did not meet the legal threshold to uphold
it; to indemnification for a violation of privacy; or criminal prosecution because of unauthorised access to
private communications.

Last updated on 14/09/2023
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Author: Leo Yu, Yvonne Gao, Tracy Liu, Larry Lian
at Jingtian & Gongcheng

It is inevitable that the investigation involves the employee's personal information, and once the
investigation is mishandled, the employer may face the following legal risks:

Civil liability: Both the Civil Code of the PRC and the Personal Information Protection Law of the PRC, clearly
provide the civil liability for infringement of privacy and illegal processing of personal information.
Therefore, the investigated employee or relevant organizations such as the people's procuratorate have the
right to claim or file a public interest lawsuit on the employer's improper collection of evidence, requiring
the employer to bear the liability for infringement. In addition, the evidence obtained by an employer
through infringing the employee's privacy and personal information rights and interests, in violation of the
law, cannot be used as the valid evidence for the employer's unilateral termination of the employment
contract or requiring the employee to compensate for losses.

Administrative liability: Article 66 of the Personal Information Protection Law of the PRC provides that,
where personal information is processed in violation of regulations, administrative penalties imposed by the
department performing duties of personal information protection may be up to revoking the business
license, and the person directly in charge and other directly liable persons may be fined up to one million
yuan and prohibited from practicing within a time limit. Meanwhile, Article 67 of the Personal Information
Protection Law of the PRC provides that relevant illegal acts shall be recorded in the employer's credit files
and disclosed to the public.

Criminal liability: if an employer illegally sells or provides to others the personal information obtained
during the internal investigation, and the circumstance is serious enough, the judicial authority has the
right to hold the employer, the managers directly in charge and other directly liable persons criminally
liable in accordance with the crime of "infringement of citizens' personal information" under Article 253A of
the Criminal Law of the PRC.

It should be noted that a compliance investigation may also involve the employer's communication and
investigation reporting with overseas authorities, or overseas institutions' direct access to information from
the employer's domestic systems. If the employer conducts cross-border transmission of such personal
information, it shall also meet one of the conditions set out in Article 38 of the Personal Information
Protection Law of the PRC (i.e. passing the security assessment organized by the national cyberspace
administration authority, obtaining certification from a professional institution concerning the protection of
personal information or entering into a standard contract with an overseas recipient). Violations of the
above provisions may result in civil, administrative and even criminal liability.

Last updated on 29/11/2023

= Finland

Author: Anu Waaralinna, Mari Mohsen
at Roschier

There are no regulations regarding the actual investigation process. Therefore, the employer cannot be
accused of procedural errors as such. However, once the matter has been adequately investigated, the
employer must decide whether or not misconduct has taken place. If the employer considers that
misconduct has taken place, the employer must take adequate measures for remedying the

situation. Failure to adequately conduct the investigation could result in criminal sanctions being imposed
on the employer as an organisation or the employer’s representative, or damages.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Author: Pascale Lagesse, Valentino Armillei
at Bredin Prat

Within the context of an investigation following a whistleblower alert, any violation of the confidentiality
obligation is punishable by two years’ imprisonment and a €30,000 fine.

If the employer fails to comply with its obligation to protect its employees’ safety, the employer will be
liable for damages resulting from any failings during the investigation (eg, if sexual harassment is reported
and no action is taken by the employer)

Last updated on 15/09/2022

B Germany

Author: Hendrik Bockenheimer, Susanne Walzer, Musa Mdjdeci
at Hengeler Mueller

Different consequences may result from mistakes made by the employer (or its advisors) in the course of
the workplace investigation. For example, if the employer has violated the data protection provisions of the
DSGVO or BDSG, this may result in fines. This may also result in claims for damages by the employee. The
employee may also have a claim for damages if it turns out that the suspicion of misconduct on the part of
the employee is not confirmed and the employer has arbitrarily conducted workplace investigations without
sufficient cause.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Greece

Author: Angeliki Tsatsi, Anna Pechlivanidi, Pinelopi Anyfanti, Katerina Basta
at Karatzas & Partners

The employee can contest the decisions of disciplinary councils before the courts and request their
annulment.

Moreover, in the framework of L.4990/2022, a monetary penalty and prison sentence (to be defined by an
implementing Ministerial Decision) may be imposed on any person violating confidentiality obligations
concerning the identity and personal data of employees or third parties included in the investigation
procedure, while monetary penalties are also provided for legal entities[15].

Moreover, administrative fines may also be imposed if the employer does not comply with the legal
requirements concerning the prevention of violence and harassment in the workplace.

Furthermore, the employee under investigation may initiate proceedings before the courts under tort law,
by claiming compensation for moral damages suffered if the company did not comply with its
confidentiality obligations after the incident (eg, due to the spread of rumours in the workplace). This may
also be linked with criminal law proceedings against the persons responsible for dealing with the
investigation (and not against the legal person, since under Greek law there is no criminal liability for legal
persons).

On the other hand, the employer may also be exposed to liability vis-a-vis the complainant, witnesses or
facilitators, for breach of confidentiality or other obligations prescribed in the respective legal provisions, or
if there are retaliation measures.
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[15] L.4990/2022 art.23 par.1

Last updated on 03/04/2023

Hong Kong

Author: Wynne Mok, Jason Cheng, Audrey Li
at Slaughter and May

If the employer failed to comply with a requirement that is expressly stipulated in the employment contract
or employee handbook (such as a procedural requirement to hold a disciplinary hearing or to provide
certain information to the employee), the employer could be liable for breaching an express term in the
employment contract.

Even where the employment contract does not contain express provisions for the conduct of an internal
investigation, the employer is under an implied obligation of trust and confidence under common law (as
discussed in question 11), which requires it to conduct the investigation and reach its findings reasonably
and rationally in accordance with the evidence available and in good faith.[1] If the employer reached a
decision that no reasonable employer would have reached, the conduct of the investigation may be in
breach of the employer’s implied obligation of trust and confidence.

If the error in the investigation has led to a termination of employment (whether by way of summary
dismissal or termination by notice), the employee may be able to bring a statutory claim for wrongful
dismissal, unlawful dismissal or dismissal without a valid reason (as applicable).[2] If such a claim is
successful, in addition to ordering the employer to pay monetary compensation, the court or tribunal may
also make a reinstatement order (an order that the employee shall be treated as if he had not been
dismissed) or re-engagement order (an order that the employee shall be re-engaged in employment on
terms comparable to his or her original terms of employment) for the affected employee.

The employer may also be liable for unlawful discrimination under Hong Kong law if the investigation has
been conducted in a discriminatory manner or the outcome of the investigation reflects differential and less
favourable treatment of the employee concerned based on grounds of sex, marital status, disability, family
status or race.

[1] Chok Kin Ming v Equal Opportunities Commission [2019] HKCFI 755
[2] EO sections 9 and 32K.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

< India

Author: Atul Gupta, Kanishka Maggon, Kopal Kumar
at Trilegal

The risk an employer may face would be quite subjective. For example, if an individual is suspended
without pay, the individual may attempt to argue that the entire investigation should be set aside, as non-
payment of salary affects an individual’s ability to properly represent themselves. Material errors in
disciplinary proceedings or not adhering to the rules of natural justice may result in disciplinary action being
set aside, and potentially also orders for reinstatement of the employee with back pay (if the individual is
protected by local labour laws) if the dismissal is found to be unfair or disproportionate to the gravity of the
misconduct.

In addition to the above risks, in SH matters, if the IC constitution is incorrect or there are allegations of
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bias against a committee member, the whole investigation may be set aside and the organisation ordered
to conduct a fresh inquiry through a properly constituted committee.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

() Ireland

Author: Blathnaid Evans, Mary Gavin
at Ogier

A failure to follow fair procedures in the investigation can have significant consequences.

Although the exception rather than the rule, an employee could challenge the investigation through
injunctive proceedings if there is a breach of fair procedures. Such action would be taken before the High
Court. Injunction proceedings may be brought while the investigation is ongoing, or just before its
conclusion to prevent publication of a report making specific findings against an employee. A successful
injunction may curtail any subsequent attempt to investigate the matter as allegations of penalisation,
prejudice and delay may arise.

Errors during the investigation can also give rise to a complaint of constructive dismissal, with allegations
that flaws in the procedure have fundamentally breached the implied term of mutual trust and confidence.

A flawed investigation can also undermine any disciplinary process and sanction that is imposed as a
result. This commonly occurs when an employee has been dismissed following a disciplinary process
launched on foot of the investigation. While dismissal may be an appropriate sanction, the dismissal can
still be found to be unfair if there is a failure to follow fair procedures. An employee may challenge their
dismissal before the WRC and the employer should be alive to not only an unfair dismissal complaint, but
allegations of discrimination and penalisation.

Overall, to carry out a successful workplace investigation, an employer should consider taking advice at the
earliest opportunity to ensure that the investigation can withstand challenges.

Last updated on 11/10/2023

() Iitaly

Author: Giovanni Muzina, Arianna Colombo
at BonelliErede

It depends on the kind of error or breach. For example:

e a breach of privacy laws (eg, acquiring data from working instruments in lack of due requirements)
would lead to the application of privacy law sanctions (including monetary fines); and

e breach of provisions regarding “remote” control of employees would lead to criminal sanctions and to
the inadmissibility, for disciplinary purposes, of the data collected (and thus potentially to the
unlawfulness of a dismissal based on such data).

Furthermore, if the employee has suffered damages as a result of the employer’s errors or breaches (and
can specifically prove such damages and their amount), the employer may be held liable in court.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Author: Chisako Takaya
at Mori Hamada & Matsumoto

If the company deviates from appropriate social rules in its investigative methods and means, it will be
liable for tortious behaviour. If disciplinary action or dismissal is taken based on erroneous investigation
results, the validity of such action or dismissal will be denied, the employee will be able to claim for back
wages, and, in some cases, claim for compensation.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

< Netherlands

Author: Barbara Kloppert, Mirjam Kerkhof, Roel de Jong
at De Brauw Blackstone Westbroek

The employee can request compensation for violation of the right to a fair hearing or reputational damage.
If the employee is suspended during the investigation, , the employee can request the court to order the
employer to allow them to resume their work and request rehabilitation.

In termination proceedings (or after the termination of the employment agreement by the employer), the
employee can claim an equitable compensation from the employer if the employer has shown serious
culpable behaviour. Such compensation, if granted, is usually based on loss of income by the employee due
to the behaviour of the employer.

Last updated on 27/11/2023

() Nigeria

Author: Adekunle Obebe
at Bloomfield LP

e Violation of Fundamental Rights of the Employee

e Breach of Contract of Employment or wrongful termination

Last updated on 15/09/2022

3 Philippines

Author: Rashel Ann C. Pomoy
at Villaraza & Angangco

An employer may be liable for illegal termination if a dismissal is made based on wrong information
collected during the investigation. Thus, the data and information gathered during the investigation stage
must be correct and accurate. Further, investigations should be conducted in a manner that is fair and
reasonable to the employee under investigation. Otherwise, the employee may treat the investigation as
harassment on the part of the employer, which may subject the employer to a potential lawsuit.

Last updated on 26/01/2023
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Author: Wioleta Polak, Aleksandra Stepniewska, Julia Jewgraf
at WKB Lawyers

If any untrue allegations were made by an employer against an employee without checking them
beforehand, there is a risk that such an employee would claim damages eg, for infringement of personal
rights or even filing a private indictment for defamation or outrage.

Certainly, an employer must be aware that one must never behave in a way that, for example, in the
employee's opinion, could constitute a form of blackmailing or deprivation of liberty. A problem may also
arise when accessing the employee's correspondence, especially when access is made to documents or
private correspondence. The Draft Law provides for several criminal offences related to, for example,
preventing reporting, using retaliatory measures against a whistleblower or disclosing personal data of a
whistleblower).

Last updated on 20/04/2023

Portugal

Author: André Pestana Nascimento
at Uria Menéndez - Proenca de Carvalho

If the disciplinary procedure recommends an employee's dismissal

Should a company dismiss an employee that has breached legal requirements, the latter may take action
against the company within 60 days of the date of termination of their employment agreement.

If this action results in a ruling of unfair dismissal, the employee will be entitled:

e to receive all the payments they should normally have earned (back pay, including salary, holidays,
legal subsidies, etc), from the month preceding the commencement of the lawsuit and until the final
ruling of the court, minus any amounts they may have received during the same period and they
would otherwise not have received; and

e to be reinstated in their former position or at the employee’s choice, to receive an indemnity that the
court will calculate as between 15 and 45 days of base salary (and service bonuses) for each full year
of service or fraction thereof, with a minimum limit of three months’ compensation.

This graduation will depend on the amount of the base salary (the lower the base salary, the higher the
indemnity) and the severity of the company’s conduct. Additionally, the employee is entitled to claim an
indemnity for further damages.

There are, however, two exceptions to the above: the first relates to high-ranking employees (ie employees
carrying out management duties); the second refers to micro-companies (ie, a company that registered an
average number of employees in the preceding calendar year below 10). In these two cases, the employer
may oppose the employee’s option for reinstatement, arguing that it would be gravely harmful to the
company's activity. From a practical perspective, opposition to reinstatement is not commonly decided by
the courts.

Finally, should the court rule that the grounds for dismissal were valid, but the investigation was found to
have been irregular, the dismissal will be deemed valid, but the employee will still be entitled to an
indemnity of 7.5 to 22.5 days of base salary (plus service bonuses, if any) per year of service.

If the disciplinary procedure does not recommend dismissal, but the application of a
conservatory sanction

In this event, the employee can challenge the application of the sanction through the filing of a lawsuit
against the company. Although the law is not entirely clear, there are court rulings stating that the
employee has one year to bring a lawsuit, but others consider that the statute of limitation to challenge a
conservatory disciplinary sanction is also one year from the termination of the employment agreement
when a pecuniary penalty or suspension was applied to the employee.
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Moreover, according to article 331(3) of the Portuguese Labour Code, the employer who applies an
unjustified conservatory penalty should compensate the worker under the terms set out in paragraphs 5
and 6 of said article. The imposition of an abusive penalty is also considered a very serious administrative
offence as per article 331(7). Please note that the Portuguese Labour Code considers a penalty to be
unjustified if its imposition is motivated by the following:

the employee lawfully complaining about their labour conditions;

the employee lawfully disobeying unlawful orders from a superior;

the employee being a member of any employee representative structure or having been a candidate
for such a position; and

the employee exercising or invoking their rights and guarantees.

Furthermore, any penalty imposed within six months of any instance listed above (or within one year if the
invoked rights are related to equality and non-discrimination) is presumed to be abusive.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

Singapore

Author: Jonathan Yuen, Doreen Chia, Tan Ting Ting
at Rajah & Tann Singapore

The employer may be exposed to legal action for a failure to properly conduct the investigation, including
having such portions of the investigation set aside or held to be void by the courts, and be made to pay
damages to the affected employee; or face investigation and administrative penalties by regulatory
authorities such as the MOM.

In addition, after the Workplace Fairness Legislation comes into force, breach of its requirements may also
expose the employer or culpable persons to potential statutory penalties. The Tripartite Committee on
Workplace Fairness recommended, among other things, for the Workplace Fairness Legislation to provide
for a range of penalties including corrective orders, work pass curtailment and financial penalties against
employers or culpable persons, depending on the severity of the breach. It is thus expected that employers
or culpable persons may be exposed to potential statutory penalties if the requirements of the Workplace
Fairness Legislation are not complied with.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

®, South Korea

Author: Hyunjae Park, Paul Cho, Jihay Ellie Kwack, Kyson Keebong Paek
at Kim & Chang

As mentioned in question 19, employees may potentially raise claims, such as that the company violated
data privacy laws in reviewing employee data, committed defamation, coerced the employee to comply
with the investigation, and that witnesses or the company committed defamation in violation of the
Criminal Code or disciplined the employee without just cause.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

& Spain

Author: Sergio Ponce, Daniel Cerrutti
at Uria Menéndez
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Errors during an investigation are normally linked to the breach of the employees’ privacy or their personal
data rights (see question 1). Breaching these rights might expose employers to:

e Fines from the Labour Inspectorate and the Spanish Data Protection Authority.

e A court awarding damages to the employee.

e Any disciplinary measures adopted by the company as a result of the investigation could be
considered null and void.

e The evidenced obtained during the investigation being disregarded by a court.

e |n some very serious cases, criminal liability might arise for the individuals who conducted the
investigation and breached the employees’ rights.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

< Sweden

Author: Henric Diefke, Tobias Normann, Alexandra Baron
at Mannheimer Swartling

Errors resulting in terminations can be unlawful and, if they lead to employees terminating their
employment as a result of the employer’s missteps, could be seen as constructive dismissal. Constructive
dismissal is generally equivalent to an unlawful dismissal. Unlawful terminations generally result in an
obligation to pay financial and general damages to the affected employees.

Failure to fulfil the obligations under the Swedish Discrimination Act may lead to an obligation to pay
financial and general damages.

If an employer does not fulfil its obligations according to work environment legislation, there is a risk that
the Swedish Work Environment Authority will issue injunctions or prohibitions against the employer. If an
employer omits to meet its work environment related obligations, and that in turn results in a work related
accident, e.g. self-harm in connection with an internal investigation, it may also, in a worst case scenario,
lead to criminal liability.

The Swedish Work Environment Authority is also responsible for monitoring compliance with the provisions
of the Swedish Whistleblowing Act. The Swedish Work Environment Authority may, if necessary to ensure
compliance with the Swedish Whistleblowing Act, order an operator to comply with the obligations and
requirements of the Swedish Whistleblowing Act. Employers violating the Swedish Whistleblowing Act may
also be liable to pay damages to the affected employees.

If personal data is processed in a way that violates the GDPR, the authorised supervisory authority may
issue warnings or reprimands to the data controller, order the controller to comply with the GDPR, impose a
ban on processing, or impose an administrative fine on the controller. Companies violating the GDPR may
also be liable to pay damages to data subjects.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

€) Switzerland

Author: Laura Widmer, Sandra Schaffner
at Bar & Karrer

As there are no specific regulations for internal investigations, the usual legal framework within which the
employer must act towards the employee derives from general rules such as the employer's duty of care,
the employee's duty of loyalty and the employee's data protection rights.
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But, for example, unwarranted surveillance could conceivably result in criminal liability (article 179 et seq,
Swiss Criminal Code) for violations of the employee's privacy. Furthermore, errors made by the employer
could have an impact on any later criminal proceedings (eg, in the form of prohibitions on the use of
evidence).[1]

Evidence obtained unlawfully may only be used in civil proceedings if there is an overriding interest in
establishing the truth (article 152 paragraph 2, Swiss Civil Procedure Code). Consequently, in each case, a
balance must be struck between the individual’s interest in not using the evidence and in establishing the
truth.[2] The question of the admissibility of evidence based on an unlawful invasion of privacy is a
sensitive one - admissibility in this case is likely to be accepted only with restraint.[3] Since the parties in
civil proceedings do not have any means of coercion at their disposal, it is not necessary, in contrast to
criminal proceedings, to examine whether the evidence could also have been obtained by legal means.[4]

Unlawful action by the employer may also have consequences on future criminal proceedings: The
prohibitions on exploitation (article 140 et seq, Swiss Criminal Procedure Code) apply a priori only to
evidence obtained directly from public authorities. Evidence obtained unlawfully by private persons (ie, the
employer) may also be used if it could have been lawfully obtained by the authority and if the interest in
establishing the truth outweighs the interest of the individual in not using the evidence.[5] Art. 140
paragraph 1 Swiss Criminal Procure Code remains reserved: Evidence obtained in violation of Art. 140
paragraph 1 Swiss Criminal Procure Code is subject to an absolute ban on the use of evidence (e.g.
evidence obtained under the use of torture[6]).[7]

[1] Cf. ATF 13911 7.
[2]ATF 1401l 6 E. 3

[3] Pascal Grolimund in: Adrian Staehelin/Daniel Staehelin/Pascal Grolimund (editors), Zivilprozessrecht,
Zurich/Basel/Geneva 2019, 3rd Edition, §18 N 24a.

[4] Pascal Grolimund in: Adrian Staehelin/Daniel Staehelin/Pascal Grolimund (editors), Zivilprozessrecht,
Zurich/Basel/Geneva 2019, 3rd Edition, §18 N 24a.

[5] Decision of the Swiss Federal Court 6B_1241/2016 dated 17. July 2017 consid. 1.2.2; Decision of the
Swiss Federal Court 1B_22/2012 dated 11 May 2012 consid. 2.4.4.

[6] Jérome Benedict/Jean Treccani, CR-CPP Art. 140 N. 5 and Art. 141 N. 3.
[7]1 Yvan Jeanneret/André Kuhn, Précis de procédure pénale, 2nd Edition, Berne 2018, N 9011.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

m= Thailand

Author: Ratthai Kamolwarin, Norrapat Werajong
at Chandler MHM

The Thai Supreme Court has ruled that the termination of an employee was unfair due to an investigation
being conducted contrary to requirements in the company’s work rules. As such, employers may be liable
for damages to employees if there are errors made during investigations, or where investigations are not
conducted properly.

The Supreme Court has also ruled that in cases of unfair termination, the underlying cause of the
termination should be the determining factor, rather than other issues, including investigative procedures.

Last updated on 15/09/2022
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Turkey

Author: Elvan Aziz, Gllce Saydam Pehlivan, Emre Kotil, Osman Pepeoglu
at Paksoy

The nature of legal exposure is very much dependent on the legal action the employer has taken after the
investigation. The employer may be subject to a wrongful termination lawsuit to be filed by the employee,
which may result in the payment of compensation to the employee of between eight and 12 months’ salary,
if the court concludes that the termination is wrongful. This may also include monetary and moral damages
claims. If no termination has taken place, the employee may terminate his or her employment with just
cause if the employer has erred in its neutral fact-finding mission and this affects the employee. The
employee may also file a criminal complaint to the extent that the investigation findings incriminate the
employee in error.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

=& United Kingdom

Author: Phil Linnard, Clare Fletcher
at Slaughter and May

A reasonable investigation is a key component of a fair disciplinary process. Errors in the investigation
could therefore expose the employer to liability for unfair dismissal under ERA 1996.

Failure to follow the ACAS Code does not automatically make an employer liable in any proceedings taken
against it. However, an employment tribunal will take the ACAS Code into account when deciding whether
an employer has behaved fairly, and has the power to increase awards by up to 25% where it believes an
employer has unreasonably failed to follow the ACAS Code's provisions.

There may be liability for breach of the employee’s contract of employment if the employer breaches
aspects of the investigation policy that are contractual, any contractual provisions relating to suspension,
or otherwise conducts the investigation in a manner that breaches the implied term of trust and
confidence.

There may be liability under the EA 2010 if the investigation is conducted in a discriminatory manner,
which could include not making reasonable adjustments to the process for disabled employees.

Where the investigation involves protected disclosures, there may be liability under the whistleblowing
provisions of ERA 1996 if the whistleblower is subjected to detriment or dismissal on the grounds of their
protected disclosures.

Improper evidence gathering or processing may be actionable under the DPA 2018, IPA 2016 or the IP Regs
2018.

Finally, there may be common law claims in some circumstances (for example where reports need to be
made to regulators, which in turn may affect the relevant employee’s future employment prospects) for
defamation, or, more unusually, for stress-related personal injury.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

#E United States

Author: Rachel G. Skaistis, Eric W. Hilfers, Jenny X. Zhang
at Cravath, Swaine & Moore
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The subject of the investigation, the complainant, or a government agency investigating the same alleged
misconduct could subject the employer to legal exposure. It is, therefore, helpful for a company to prepare
a contemporaneous report of the investigation that summarises: the incident or issues investigated,
including dates; the parties involved; key factual and credibility findings; employer policies or guidelines
and their applicability to the investigation; specific conclusions; the party (or parties) responsible for
making the final determination; issues that could not be resolved through the internal investigation; and
employer actions taken.

The employer should also maintain a clear record of the steps taken to investigate the alleged misconduct
and any findings, as well as all evidence gathered during the investigation, including documents collected
and reviewed, any work done to identify systemic issues or patterns of behaviour, and notes from all
interviews, which should be limited to the facts gathered, dated and should indicate the duration and
location of the interview.

Last updated on 15/09/2022

Vietnam

Author: Stephen Le, Trang Le
at Le & Tran Law Corporation

The employer may be exposed to legal action for its failure to conduct the investigation properly, such as a
lawsuit for labour disputes or sanctions for its failure to protect personal data as required under personal
data protection regulations. For instance, if there were errors during the investigation which led to
erroneous results for the investigation and consequently, the employee was dismissed, the employee may
file a claim for illegal dismissal against the employer.

Last updated on 25/09/2023
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