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Abstract
Purpose Current models of inclusive workplaces are primarily based on the perceptions of vulnerable workers, whereas 
attention for employer’s perceptions is lacking. This scoping review addresses this issue by mapping the literature that covers 
employer’s perceptions on the application and importance of organisational policies and practices aimed at the inclusion of 
vulnerable workers. Methods A literature search for qualitative and quantitative research articles was conducted in MED-
LINE, Scopus, ProQuest, PsychInfo, Google Scholar and Web of Science. Studies were included when (a) they reported on 
practices aimed at the inclusion, participation, or rehabilitation of (b) workers with disabilities, a low education or migra-
tion background, or who were long-term unemployed, and (c) were based on samples of employers or their representatives. 
Results The search resulted in 3,134 articles. In total, 38 articles met the inclusion criteria of this study. We identified seven 
types of inclusive practices to stimulate the inclusion of vulnerable workers that employers applied and/or perceived as valu-
able: senior management commitment, recruitment and selection, performance management and development practices, job 
accommodations and redesign of work, supportive culture, external collaborations with other employers, and monitoring. 
Conclusions Our review identified seven categories of inclusive practices that pertain to all stages of the employee journey 
of vulnerable workers. These categories move beyond those reported in studies based on employee samples, for instance by 
highlighting the importance of monitoring and collaborations with other employers. Hence, our findings stress that insight 
into employers’ perceptions about effective measures is crucial to increase labour market participation of vulnerable groups.

Keywords  Inclusion · Employer engagement · Vulnerable workers · Disability · Migrant worker · Low-educated worker · 
Long-term unemployed · Scoping review

Introduction

The number of workers facing difficulties on the labour mar-
ket in terms of obtaining and maintaining a job has been 
increasing over the years [1]. These so-called vulnerable 

workers are disproportionately impacted by economic and 
labour market trends, such as financial crises and globalisa-
tion [2, 3], and are at the highest risk of long-term unem-
ployment [1, 4]. Vulnerable workers can be defined as indi-
viduals, who have a high probability to end up in precarious 
working conditions due to the adversities they face because 
of for instance, a disability, a migration background, and/or 
limited work experience. Such precariousness is defined as 
“accumulated adversities”, such as low access to training 
and career opportunities, increased risk of job loss, or low 
income [5, p. 552]. Due to the recent COVID-19 crisis, the 
adversities that vulnerable groups face on the labour market 
have only worsened, and the unemployment gap between 
vulnerable and non-vulnerable groups continues to grow 
[6]. Examples of important vulnerable groups, which are 
the focus of this paper, are disabled persons, persons with a 
migration background, long-term unemployed persons, and 
low-educated persons.
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Disabled persons (i.e., persons with an intellectual, psy-
chiatric, neurological, physical, visual, or hearing disability) 
do not receive equal opportunities in Europe, the USA, Asia 
and the Pacific due to their need for adaptations in work in 
terms of content, place or time [7–9]. Factors that hamper 
disabled persons to integrate in the labour market include 
employers’ prejudice about their capabilities, a lack of sup-
port networks or self-esteem, inadequate transportation 
means, low educational attainment, and lacking training and 
development opportunities [10, 11]. Migrant workers (i.e., 
individuals moving to a different country or area to pursue 
employment, such as temporary foreign workers) also suffer 
severely from barriers to enter and maintain a position on 
the labour market in Europe, the Middle East, and the USA. 
They are often hired for precarious work, segregated from 
non-migrant employees [7, 12, 13]. The main challenges 
for migrant workers relate to employers’ prejudice about 
foreigners, xenophobia, language gaps, lack of recognition 
for (educational) qualifications from different countries, 
and legal restrictions for foreign citizens to be hired [14, 
15]. Long-term unemployed persons (i.e., persons who have 
been unemployed for more than one year, such as persons in 
welfare) report negative experiences with successful reem-
ployment in Europe and the USA, due to a person-job misfit 
[16, 17]. Among long-term unemployed workers, the return 
to work is hampered by a decreased ability to work due to 
health problems, a lack of work experience, depleted net-
works, negative employer attitudes, lower education levels, 
inadequate support in finding and keeping a job, and finan-
cial problems [18, 19]. Lastly, low-educated workers suffer 
detrimental consequences in terms of employment prospects 
in the global knowledge-based economy as the investments 
in their human capital, e.g., through training and education, 
both before and during their career is low [20]. Common 
challenges for sustainable employability are discrimination 
in selection procedures because of lacking formal education, 
learning barriers, having no professional license, and lacking 
language proficiency [21, 22].

Individuals may be categorised into more than one vul-
nerable group, e.g., a person with a disability may be long-
term unemployed. And, although previous research high-
lights the importance of tailored practices to address (the 
challenges of) each of these vulnerable groups specifically 
e.g., [23, 24], the groups also seem to have overlapping 
vulnerabilities. All of these groups face employers’ biases 
on their capacity to work within an organisation, e.g., due 
to functional limitations, lacking education or experience, 
or language barriers. All groups also require some form of 
adaptations or investments by the employer to become or 
remain sustainable employable, e.g., a (language) training 
program or an adapted desk.

To promote the involvement and investments of employ-
ers in the inclusion of vulnerable workers and to reduce 

persisting unemployment, active labour market policies 
(ALMPs), such as job-search programs or unemployment 
insurances, have been launched [25, 26]. Even though these 
activation policies rely on the active involvement of employ-
ers for their effectiveness, there has been a lack of attention 
for employers’ roles in the workplace inclusion of vulnerable 
groups. However, employers have a key role in increasing 
inclusive workplaces. Inclusive workplaces can be defined 
as workplaces, in which “people of all identities and many 
styles can be fully themselves while also contributing to the 
larger collective, as valued and full members” [27, 28, p. 
235]. In order to explore the role of employers in enhancing 
workplace inclusion of vulnerable workers, several inclusive 
workplace models have been proposed that focus specifi-
cally on organisational policies and practices for inclusion. 
A recent example is the model by Shore et al. [27], which 
posits that employers can contribute to perceived inclusion 
and retention of minorities by implementing organisational 
practices. Examples of such practices are recruitment prac-
tices, diversity training, practices aimed at managing dis-
crimination, retention practices and development practices. 
All these practices address the needs of vulnerable groups 
by both enhancing positive factors such as psychological 
safety and involvement, and preventing undesired factors, 
such as discrimination or biases. In addition, Shore et al. 
[27] propose a key role for senior management commitment 
in the inclusion of vulnerable groups. Another recent model 
by Jansen et al. [29] indicated that the role of employers in 
supporting work participation of persons with disabilities 
is primarily based on practices relating to offering accom-
modations or supervisor support.

Although these and similar studies provide valuable 
insights into what employers can do to stimulate labour 
market inclusion of vulnerable groups, most of the litera-
ture is based on employees’ perspectives [3, 30]. Insights 
into key organisational practices, as seen from the view-
points of employers, are lacking [31–34]. This is an impor-
tant omission, since employee and employer perceptions 
of organisational practices may differ, and not all organi-
sational practices may be directly perceived by employees 
[30]. Furthermore, the strategic decisions of employers to 
invest in inclusive practices and their opinion on these prac-
tices, directly influences whether labour market inclusion is 
achieved [35]. Research shows that the share of employers 
engaging in inclusive behaviour remains low due to various 
barriers they experience. For instance, research shows that 
employers may be reluctant to hire vulnerable workers due 
to lacking knowledge about how to facilitate these workers, 
biased expectations on their productivity, safety concerns, 
or negative attitudes of customers or co-workers [35–39]. 
Therefore, it is important to shed more light on organisa-
tional practices that employers themselves find relevant to 
include vulnerable workers [40, 41].
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The primary responsibility of practices aimed at sustain-
able inclusion of vulnerable workers lies within the Human 
Resource (HR) department of an organisation, as HR is 
thought to have the primary responsibility for addressing 
social issues, such as inclusion, which were initially exter-
nalised to the sphere of public policy [3, p. 4]. Importantly, 
HR is not a stand-alone instrument. Rather, it should be 
aligned with other organisational practices and departments, 
such as facility management, e.g., by making workplaces 
accessible for vulnerable workers [3, 42]. Therefore, this 
scoping review is not solely focused on HR, but studies 
organisational policies and practices aimed at inclusion 
more broadly. Together and in alignment, these practices 
are thought to be the most supportive of workplace inclu-
sion [43].

To gain insight in employers’ perceptions, this scoping 
review shifts the focus from studies based on employee sam-
ples to studies based on employer samples. Our research 
question is: ‘What organisational policies and practices do 
employers report to apply and find valuable for the inclusion 
of disabled persons, persons with a migration background, 
long-term unemployed persons, and low-educated persons?’. 
The insights resulting from our scoping review may support 
employers in the selection and application of relevant prac-
tices. Besides, this study provides the opportunity to system-
atically compare insights regarding key practices based on 
the perceptions of vulnerable workers versus those based on 
the perceptions of employers. Moreover, by including four 
specific vulnerable groups within the scope of our review, 
we can study the extent to which employer perspectives of 
different inclusive HR practices have been covered in the 
existing literature in relation to each of these groups and we 
can identify research gaps.

Method

Selection Criteria

To systematically map the research on organisational prac-
tices aimed at inclusion of vulnerable groups, from employ-
ers’ perceptions, a scoping review of qualitative and quanti-
tative empirical research articles was conducted according 
to the PRISMA-ScR checklist [44]. Articles were included 
if they (1) studied the importance or application of (HR) 
policies or practices aimed at inclusion of vulnerable groups 
either quantitatively or qualitatively (2) were based on the 
perceptions of an organisational representative, meaning 
that the sample of the study consisted of representatives of 
the organisations (e.g., HR managers, CEOs, CHROs, presi-
dents, supervisors, or directors). Furthermore, articles were 
included if they (3) studied the application or importance of 
these practices aimed at one (or multiple) of the following 

vulnerable groups: migrants, disabled workers, low-educated 
workers, or long-term unemployed workers. These catego-
ries were broadly operationalised, to capture a wide range of 
papers for each subgroup. In addition, studies were included 
if they (4) were published between 2000 and April 1st, 2022, 
(5) in international, peer-reviewed journals, as this helps 
to ensure the relevance and quality of the studies, and (6) 
were written in English. In the selection process of relevant 
articles, we applied the criteria above in numerical order.

Search Strategy

As a first step in determining adequate search terms, we 
conducted an initial search for key articles in rehabilitation 
literature, in order to determine recurring terminology. This 
list of recurring key terms was refined by all authors, result-
ing in three groups of search terms, which each strive to cap-
ture the essence of this review: finding practices aimed at the 
inclusion of migrants, disabled workers, low-educated work-
ers, or long-term unemployed workers that employers value. 
In order to meet the first selection criterion, “rehabilitation”, 
“inclusion”, “include”, “vocational opportunity”, “reintegra-
tion”, “disability management” or “activation” were used. 
To address the second selection criterion, the terms “HR”, 
“organisations”, “organisation”, “company”, “manager”, 
“management” or “employer” were used. To meet the third 
selection criterion, the search terms “migrant”, “disability”, 
“disabled”, “low-educated” or “unemployed” were included. 
The three groups of search terms were combined with the 
Boolean operator AND, the search terms within these three 
groups were combined with the operator OR. A full list of 
the search terms, relating to the three selection criteria, can 
be found in Online Appendix 1.

The search terms were entered into six electronic data-
bases in September 2020: MEDLINE, Scopus, ProQuest, 
PsychInfo, Google Scholar and Web of Science. This initial 
search resulted in 105 hits in MEDLINE, 273 hits in Sco-
pus, 763 hits in ProQuest, 395 hits in PsychInfo, 744 hits 
in Google Scholar and 854 hits in Web of Science (total 
of 3,134 hits). Of these 3.134 hits, 781 were duplicates 
and 289 were not published in scientific journals, result-
ing in 2.064 unique journal articles. The titles and abstracts 
of these articles were scanned according to the numerical 
order of six selection criteria and 201 articles were selected. 
The main reason for exclusion was that 1.148 articles did 
not describe organisational policies or practices (criterion 
1), but for example pain management interventions in 73 
articles, weight management in 59 articles and medication 
management in 52 articles. In addition, 259 articles were 
excluded which did study (either qualitatively or quantita-
tively) inclusion practices from the perspective of a sample 
of organisational representatives, but aimed at a different 
target group, such as students in 49 articles, or medical 
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patients (without disabilities) in 43 articles (criterion 3). The 
201 remaining articles were examined in detail by reading 
the full-text version of the articles, after which 29 articles 
were included. The main reasons for exclusion were a lack 
of organisational policies or practices in the study, but rather 
general notions on organisational inclusion (criterion 1) in 
65 studies, or a lack of organisational actors used as a sam-
ple, but for instance an employee sample (criterion 2) in 36 
studies. Besides these empirical articles, 14 relevant reviews 
were identified in the process of full-text selection e.g., [43, 
45–53]. These reviews were not included in the final sample, 
but the reference lists were scanned to retrieve additional 
empirical articles. This resulted in an additional nine stud-
ies that met all selection criteria. These articles were not 
retrieved with the aforementioned search terms, because of 
(1) the use of the term ‘diversity’ instead of ‘inclusion’, (2) 
no mentioning of specific vulnerable workers or (3) the men-
tioning of specific practices in the title, rather than general 
terms such’practice’. Figure 1 displays the selection process.

Analysis Strategy

The authors scanned each article on the following infor-
mation: (1) author(s); (2) publication date; (3) vulnerable 
group the policy or practice addressed; (4) respondents’ 
job within the organisation; (5) sample size; (6) country; 
(7) study design; (8) policy or practice for inclusion; (9) 
outcome measure; and (10) limitations and entered this 
coded information in separate spreadsheet for quantita-
tive, qualitative and mixed methods studies. Next, the 
seperate policies or practices described in the 38 articles 
were entered into a new spreadsheet and labeled by the 

first author, resulting in a detailed overview of all relevant 
practices mentioned in the final sample. This resulted in an 
overview of 251 (partially overlapping) practices described 
in the final sample. Subsequently, all four authors coded all 
practices into clusters. The clusters were discussed until 
inter-rater agreement was reached. In this sense, reliability 
and interpretive validity of this scoping review and the 
analysis of practices were ensured by (1) applying a struc-
tured strategy and template in the literature search and data 
extraction, and (2) shared coding and categorizing of the 
practices with all four authors.

Quality Assessment

To assess the quality of the quantitative, qualitative and 
mixed methods studies that were included in the final 
sample, the Standard Quality Assessment Criteria were 
applied [54]. This quality assessment tool can be used to 
assess the quality of articles with various designs, thereby 
allowing the assessor to estimate the relative strength of 
the included studies and to note any potential biases within 
these studies. The assessment criteria relate, amongst oth-
ers, to assessments of the validity, methods, analyes, and 
reporting of the study. The 38 studies of the final sample 
were each assigned a score on the separate assessment 
criteria, as well as a total score based on the calculation 
provided by Kmet et al. [54]. Within this quality assess-
ment, a total score of 1.0 indicates the highest possible 
quality and a total score of 0 indicates the lowest possible 
quality. The scores were discussed among the authors until 
inter-rater reliability was achieved.

Fig. 1   Scoping literature search 
and selection
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Results

The 38 articles that were included in the review applied 
different methodologies: 18 articles described quantitative 
studies [55–72], 16 articles described qualitative studies 
[73–88] and four studies applied mixed methods [89–92]. 
An overview of the articles, structured by methodology 
and listed from highest quality to lowest quality, can be 
found in Tables 1, 2 and 3.

The 38 studies were conducted in 14 different coun-
tries (Australia, Brazil, Canada, Egypt, India, Kenya, 
the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland, USA, and Vietnam) and sample sizes ranged 
from eight to 1.647.091 participants. Most of the studies 
(20) were conducted in the USA or Canada. A variety of 
organisational actors participated, such as HR managers, 
supervisors, CEOs, and directors. Most of the quantita-
tive studies had a cross-sectional design with question-
naires, while the majority of the qualitative studies used 
interviews. The four mixed methods studies all combined 
questionnaires with interviews. 36 articles discussed prac-
tices aimed at workers with disabilities (e.g., physical, 
intellectual, or developmental disabilities), which aligns 
with previous research that shows that wider conceptu-
alisations of vulnerable workers (e.g., including migrant 
workers) have received little to no attention in relation to 
the employer’s perspective [3]. The remaining two articles 
discussed long-term unemployed workers [56] and low-
educated workers [87]. Even though explicit search terms 
were used for migrant, articles were not retrieved, even 
after additional searches. In total, 12 studies investigated 
the value of policies or practices, 18 studies investigated 
the application of policies or practices, one study focused 
on the discrepancy between perceived importance and 
application of practices, and seven studies investigated 
effects of policies or practices on inclusion.

Quality Assessment and Risk of Bias

In order to assess the potential biases of the studies 
included in the final sample, the Standard Quality Assess-
ment tool from Kmet et al. was applied [54]. The results 
of this assessment are presented in Online Appendix 2. 
The quality scores ranged from 0.70 to 0.95 for quantita-
tive studies, from 0.60 to 0.90 for qualitative studies and 
from 75 to 0.90 (quantitative elements) and 0.60 to 0.80 
(qualitative elements) for mixed methods studies. Among 
the quantitative studies, all studies were above the thresh-
old of 0.70, indicating that they were all ‘good’ quality 
studies. Seventeen quantitative studies were even consid-
ered to have a ‘strong’ quality, with a score of above 0.80. 

For the qualitative articles, three articles scored below 
0.70, indicating lower quality, and three articles were 
rated exactly at the threshold of sufficient quality (0.70). 
The most common limitation among our final sample of 
qualitative and quantitative studies was related to the study 
samples, which were often relatively small, based on con-
venience sampling, or did not include potentially relevant 
cases or settings, thereby limiting the representativeness 
of the results (27 studies). Another common limitation 
was a solely descriptive design (e.g., mean importance 
scores of practices, percentages of employers that applied 
a practice), without including any estimate of variance 
or causality (11 studies). Also, results were often based 
on cross-sectional data, lacking in robustness or were not 
based on validated scales (16 studies). For qualitative stud-
ies in particular, verification procedures and reflexivity of 
the researchers was often lacking (18 studies).

Policies and Practices for Inclusion

We encountered seven types of practices regarding the 
inclusion of vulnerable workers that were described from 
employers’ perceptions as either valued or applied in the 
organisational context: senior management commitment 
(13 articles), recruitment and selection (8 articles), perfor-
mance management and development practices (9 articles), 
job accommodations and redesign of work (22 articles), 
supportive culture (27 articles), external collaborations (7 
articles), and monitoring (6 articles). An overview of the 
practices is presented in Table 4. In the paragraphs below, 
we discuss the findings regarding these practices.

Senior Management Commitment

An important theme in the literature was senior manage-
ment commitment, referring to practices related to the 
active role of senior management in attuning the organi-
sation towards support for inclusion [66]. Six studies indi-
cated that a clear vision on inclusion of senior manage-
ment, as well as affirmative communication concerning the 
commitment was seen as highly important for the inclusion 
of persons with disabilities e.g., [57, 63, 86]. Maini and 
Heera [66] found that organisations with explicit senior 
management commitment were 0.63 times more likely 
to be inclusive compared to those that lack commitment. 
Organisations may use various practices to demonstrate 
management commitment. For instance, Pérez-Conesa 
et al. [68] found that defining an explicit statement on 
commitment related to inclusion of persons with disabili-
ties was applied by 42.8% of their sample of personnel 
managers and was positively related to more advanced 
inclusion practices—such as diversity training that aims 
to develop awareness and sensitivity for diverse issues at 
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work. Other examples were stating goals for the inclusion 
of persons with disabilities in the organisation’s mission 
statement [55, 61, 72], dedicating attention to disability 
in all organisational policies and procedures [60] or pub-
lishing a policy on non-discrimination [57]. Additionally, 

developing a strategic plan to normalise disability was 
found to be positively related to labour inclusion of per-
sons with disabilities [68]. Lastly, moving beyond solely 
promoting senior management’s commitment, openly 
addressing stigma within the organisation was valued [64, 
78].

Table 4   Summary of the 
policies and practices named in 
the literature

Senior Management Commitment
 Inclusion of disability in the organization’s policies and mission statement
 Strategic plan for normalizing disability
 Policy of non-discrimination and openly addressing stigma against disability
 Internal and external promotion of disability-inclusive programs
 Involvement and commitment of (senior) management to inclusion with a vision

Recruitment and Selection
 Inclusive recruitment and selection strategy
 Collaboration with external parties in recruitment, such as vocational rehabilitation agencies
 Internship programs for people with disabilities or participation in job fairs
 Diverse recruitment team
 Accommodations for in the recruitment process (e.g., different communication format)
 Open communication in recruitment process

Performance Management and Development Practices
 Disability-HRM fit with disability inclusive (performance management) practices
 On-the-job training for people with disabilities
 Career advancement opportunities based on merit for people with disabilities
 Fair compensation and flexible benefits
 Regular performance reviews
 Wellness programs and healthcare support, specialised for people with disabilities
 Include work and disability in all relevant HR policies

Job Accommodations and Redesign of Work
 Flexible work schedules, locations and leave arrangements
 Modified or partial work duties
 Accessibility of the workplace
 Adapted furniture or equipment
 Accommodations officer and system for accommodations request
 Budget reserved for accommodations

Supportive Culture
 Inclusive culture (e.g., fairness, cooperativeness, empowerment, encouragement)
 Inclusion in social opportunities and customs
 Support in socialization
 Management support (e.g., inclusive leadership, mentoring systems)
 Co-worker support (e.g., buddy systems, peer modelling or employee resource groups)
 Disability (awareness) training

External Collaborations (excl. Recruitment)
 Strategic alliances with experts, other organisations, or vocational rehabilitation agencies
 Employer networks for inspiration and visibility
 Requirements for subcontractors or suppliers

Monitoring
 Annual targets for disability management and the amount of people with disabilities
 Corporate analysis of costs related to disability management
 Mechanism to assess the number of people with disabilities
 Involvement of people with disabilities in decision-making
 Employee surveys aimed at feedback from minorities
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Recruitment and Selection

Five studies indicated that an inclusive recruitment strategy 
was an important practice for inclusion of persons with dis-
abilities [57, 72, 76, 77, 88]. Several practices for inclusive 
recruitment were described, such as participation in job fairs 
for persons with disabilities, trial employment programs, 
advertisements in local newspapers, or offering internship 
programs [55, 57, 86, 88]. Next to that, Bezyak et al. [55] 
found that collaboration with vocational rehabilitation agen-
cies or external recruitment agencies to recruit persons with 
disabilities was positively correlated to inclusion. Internally, 
having a recruitment manager with a disability was found to 
be a helpful practice [55]. Within the recruitment process, 
it was found to be helpful to use interviewing processes that 
provide open communication [55, 80]. In addition, provid-
ing accommodations in the recruitment process was seen as 
relevant and entails “anything that is required, so they can be 
their most successful self at the interview”, such as provid-
ing a sign language interpreter or changing to a one-person 
interview [79, p. 17]. Lastly, Chan et al. [57] indicate that it 
was helpful if recruitment managers had to report progress 
on the recruitment of persons with disabilities towards a sen-
ior manager to increase accountability. Regarding long-term 
unemployed workers, Bonoli [56] found that employers val-
ued recruitment of a long-term unemployed worker through 
a trusted reference or through a temporary job placement 
(e.g., an internship).

Performance Management and Development Practices

Next to recruitment, performance management and devel-
opment practices were found to be positively related to the 
engagement of persons with disabilities [65]. Maini and 
Heera [66] argued that sound HRM practices aimed at an 
inclusive workplace entailed a broader spectrum of practices 
than solely recruitment and selection. Examples of these 
practices were fair compensation and advancement practices, 
regular performance reviews for workers with disabilities, 
a fair routine for pay distribution and a reward system with 
flexible benefits [57, 72, 77, 84, 91]. Next to this, perfor-
mance management practices such as an understanding 
of the link between one’s individual performance and the 
organisational mission were highlighted, [61]. Offering 
advancement opportunities, empowerment programs, and 
training or skill development opportunities were mentioned 
as important HRM practices to support the development of 
vulnerable workers [77, 80, 86, 88, 91]. Practices such as 
disability-inclusive emergency policies, wellness programs, 
work-family policies and health care coverage were proposed 
to achieve sustained well-being and development of employ-
ees with disabilities [57, 91].

Job Accommodations and Redesign of Work

The use of job accommodations was described as a continu-
ing process, in which the right accommodations can address 
the needs of vulnerable workers in a fair way [59]. It was 
found that over 87% of organisations used at least one type 
of accommodations and that offering accommodations sup-
ported retention of persons with disabilities [67, 69]. Several 
practices were found to be relevant for offering necessary 
flexibility to workers with disabilities, such as flexible work 
schedules, locations, leave arrangements, modified work 
duties, breaks, light duty work, or shared tasks or shifts [60, 
69–71, 74, 86, 87, 92]. Additionally, accessibility practices 
were indicated to be important accommodations [84]. Exam-
ples were adapted formats of communication, accessible 
elevators, washrooms, parking, handrails, ramps, transpor-
tation, technical aids at work, improved infrastructure, and 
adapted lighting [59, 62, 68, 70, 71, 75, 77, 79, 87, 89, 91, 
92]. In line with this, adapted furniture or equipment was 
indicated to be important for safety and attractiveness of 
the workplace [61, 70, 72, 78]. Examples were wheelchairs, 
amplified telephone headsets, adjustable computer equip-
ment, raised shelves or an interpreter or reader. Lastly, to 
encourage employees to indicate their need for accommoda-
tions the importance of accommodation management sys-
tems and accommodation officers were highlighted [60, 64, 
69, 85]. Chan et al. [57] provide the example of an employee 
assistance program for accommodations with an assigned 
budget. In line with this, Dong et al. [59] indicate that easy-
to-use accommodations systems, as well as supervisor 
involvement, were estimated as highly important.

Supportive Culture

Practices aimed at cultivating a supportive culture with sup-
portive co-workers or supervisors was mentioned in 16 arti-
cles. Maini and Heera [66] found that organisations with an 
inclusive culture were 2.08 times more likely to include per-
sons with disabilities, compared to those without an inclu-
sive culture. Chordiya [58] found that practices aimed at 
organisational fairness, cooperativeness and empowerment 
significantly lowered turnover intentions among persons 
with disabilities. Openness and supportiveness, however, 
were not significantly related to turnover of persons with 
disabilities. Other supportive cultural practices were encour-
agement, positive reinforcement, redirection, a stimulating 
and accepting atmosphere with open communication, inclu-
sion in customs and social opportunities, supported sociali-
sation, demonstrating genuine care about the well-being of 
employees and credible and equitable treatment of persons 
with disabilities [66, 74, 78, 85, 87, 90, 91].

Other studies indicated the importance of practices aimed 
at supervisor support, mentoring and leadership based on 
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relationship building, consensus building and a learning 
climate [57, 59, 61, 63, 79]. In particular, Moore et al. [82] 
indicated the importance of courageous humility of leader-
ship, which “focuses on employee success rather than the 
traditional “doing it my way” approach.” (p. 99). With coura-
geous humility, leaders demonstrate flexibility and willing-
ness to adapt in order to meet the needs of the employees. 
Examples of supervisor support were stimulating inclusion 
in celebrations and socialisation by providing encourage-
ment to get the employee started or providing the employee 
with relevant information [91].

Other practices were related to co-worker support, such 
as co-worker help, buddy systems, peer modelling, diversity 
champions, and employee resource groups [73, 75, 78, 81, 
86, 91]. This involvement and support of colleagues stimu-
lated fellowship and helped to identify barriers. In addition 
to the support that co-workers and supervisors may offer, 
job coaches offered assistance, supervision, and encourage-
ment. One study noted, however, that job coaches should not 
engage in too much support, as that might impede independ-
ence at work [78].

In order to achieve organisation-wide support, 11 articles 
indicated the importance of disability (awareness) training 
for all employees to build organisational capacity e.g., [64, 
70, 76, 79]. In addition, Chan et al. [57] highlighted the 
importance to embed disability in all trainings and to include 
disability training in employee orientation training and train-
ing for HR recruiters.

External Collaborations

External collaborations with experts on inclusion or disabil-
ity management, other organisations, communities of prac-
tice, or rehabilitation agencies for support, expertise, or vis-
ibility were mentioned in six articles as helpful for inclusion 
of persons with disabilities [57, 60, 64, 83, 84, 86]. Pérez-
Conesa et al. [68] indicated that strategic alliances with other 
organisations or partners in the community were positively 
related to inclusion. Additionally, Erickson et al. [60] found 
that requiring subcontractors or suppliers to adhere to non-
discriminatory requirements enhances inclusion.

Monitoring

Monitoring the effects of practices was mentioned in five 
articles and was rated as highly essential by recognised 
experts in disability management [89]. Quantitative practices 
that helped to achieve this were annual targets that serve to 
evaluate employment goals, internal audits with goalsetting, 
measuring the number of persons with disabilities, or using 
a corporate analysis of the costs of disability management 
initiatives [57, 86, 89]. For more qualitative monitoring, 
involving employees in monitoring practices was indicated 

as important [61, 68, 75]. Interviews by Fujimoto et al. [75] 
indicated that monitoring by listening to minority voices 
is important in the monitoring and adaptation of inclusive 
practices. Pérez-Conesa et al. [68] found that asking feed-
back on disability management with surveys positively influ-
enced internal communication on inclusion efforts.

The Relation Between Policies and Practices 
and Inclusion

The results of the quality assessment and Tables 1, 2 and 
3 showed that most studies in our sample did not analyse 
the relation between practices and policies and outcome 
variables. In seven higher quality quantitative studies, the 
relationship with outcome variables was addressed (Table 5) 
[55, 58, 65–68, 72]. Five studies reported solely statistically 
significant relations (i.e., parameter estimates, correlations, 
associations and mean differences) between organisational 
practices and policies for inclusion and various outcome 
measures, such as the recruitment of people with disabili-
ties, the intentions of people with disabilities to leave the 
organization or the representation of people with disabilities 
in management positions [55, 65, 66, 68, 72]. In two stud-
ies non-significant statistical relations (i.e., odds ratio and 
parameter estimates) were reported as well [58, 67].

Conclusion and Discussion

In this scoping review, we mapped the literature on key 
organisational practices for the inclusion of vulnerable 
groups, as perceived by the employer. By doing so, we 
respond to the call for systematic attention to the employer’s 
perspective on these practices and identify relevant research 
gaps related to this call [57]. Our findings indicate that we 
can distinguish seven types of practices based on the per-
ceptions of employers. These categories include senior 
management commitment, recruitment and selection, other 
HR practices, job accommodations and redesign of work, 
supportive culture, external collaborations and monitoring. 
These practices affect various stages of the employee jour-
ney, ranging from onboarding of the employee to advance-
ment in the organisation [93], and hence, move beyond 
solely recruitment of vulnerable workers [40, 57, 94]. Fur-
thermore, this scoping review identified a major gap in the 
literature, by pointing out that literature on the employer’s 
perspective insufficiently addresses the challenges and 
needs of migrant workers, long-term unemployed workers, 
and low-educated workers. Some of the specified practices 
for people with disabilities, such as training opportunities 
or redesign of work, may also address the needs of other 
groups like long-term unemployed workers, by providing 
growth opportunities and enhancing the accessibility of 
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employment. Still, several challenges that are unique to other 
vulnerable groups, such as xenophobia, language barriers, 
or having no education, remain unaddressed in the current 
employer-focused literature.

We were able to identify practices and policies for the 
workplace inclusion that are widely applied and valued by 
employers, such as modifying work(places) or changing 
work schedules. Further,, we identified practices that are 
not yet widely applied but that are valued by employers, such 
as strategic plans for inclusion, sustainable employability 

training, mentoring systems, fair compensation and devel-
opment opportunities, or evaluation of strategic goals. 
Additionally, the following practices stood out as having a 
positive impact on the employment and retention of people 
with disabilities: top management commitment and sup-
port, strategic plans to normalise disabilities, recruitment 
practices such as trial employment programs, internship 
programs, adapted interviewing processes and collabora-
tions with external recruitment agencies, disability inclu-
sive HR practices, supportive practices to grow to leadership 

Table 5   Studies reporting a statistically significant relation between Organisational Policies and Practices for Inclusion and Outcome Measures

 + indicates a positive, significant effect,− indicates a negative, significant effect, n.s. indicates a non-significant effect

Senior management commitment
 Top management commitment  +  Likelihood to include people with disabilities (Maini and Heera 2019)
 Top management support and vision  +  Representation of managers with disabilities, fully mediated by supportive practices 

to grow to leadership positions (Moore et al. 2010)
 Strategic plan to normalise disabilities  +  Percentage of employees with disabilities (Pérez-Conesa et al. 2020)
 Including disability in all organisational policies  +  Intention to hire people with disabilities (Bezyak et al. 2020)

Recruitment and selection
 Trial employment program  +  Intention to hire people with disabilities (Bezyak et al. 2020)
 Internship program  +  Intention to hire people with disabilities (Bezyak et al. 2020)
 Adapted interviewing process  +  Intention to hire people with disabilities (Bezyak et al. 2020)
 Collaborate with external recruitment agency  +  Intention to hire people with disabilities (Bezyak et al. 2020)

Performance management and development practices
 Disability inclusive HR practices  +  Work engagement of disabled employees through a mediating effect on organisa-

tional identification (Luu 2018)
 Supportive practices to grow to leadership positions  +  Representation of managers with disabilities (Moore et al. 2010)
 Disability-HRM fit n.s Likelihood to include people with disabilities (Maini and Heera, 2019)

Job accommodations and redesign of work
 Adapting internal communication
systems to employees with disabilities

 +  Recruitment of people with disabilities (Pérez-Conesa et al. 2020)

Supportive culture
 Inclusive culture  +  Likelihood to include people with disabilities (Maini and Heera 2019)
 Supportive culture n.s Likelihood to include people with disabilities (Maini and Heera 2019)
 Moral leadership  +  Moderating effect on the relationship between inclusive HR practices and the 

organisational identification of disabled employees (Luu 2018)
 I-deals with leader  + 

 + 
Moderating effect on the relationship between inclusive HR practices and the work 

engagement of disabled employees (Luu 2018)
Moderating effect on the relationship between organizational identification of disa-

bled employees and their work engagement (Luu 2018)
 Organisational fairness − Intention of employees with disabilities to leave the organisation (Chordiya 2020)
 Cooperativeness − Intention of employees with disabilities to leave the organisation (Chordiya 2020)
 Empowerment − Intention of employees with disabilities to leave the organisation (Chordiya 2020)
 Openness n.s Intention of employees with disabilities to leave the organisation (Chordiya 2020)
 Supportiveness n.s Intention of employees with disabilities to leave the organisation (Chordiya 2020)

External collaborations
 Strategic alliances  +  Recruitment of people with disabilities (Pérez-Conesa et al. 2020)
 Collaboration with the local community  +  Recruitment of people with disabilities (Pérez-Conesa et al. 2020)

Monitoring
 Internal surveys to gather employee feedback  +  Adaptation of internal communication for people with disabilities (Pérez-Conesa 

et al. 2020)
 Defining commitment and goals for inclusion  +  Internal training for inclusion (Pérez-Conesa et al. 2020)
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positions, adapted internal communication systems, having 
an inclusive culture characterised by moral leadership, fair-
ness, cooperativeness and empowerment, making i-deals 
with the supervisor, strategic alliances and collaborations 
with the local community, and lastly, using internal surveys 
and inclusion goal setting.

When comparing the practices that we identified 
based on employer perceptions to those found in previous 
employee-focused studies, similarities and additions were 
found. Firstly, we identified several similarities between the 
employee-focused literature and employer-focused literature. 
For instance, both types of studies highlight the importance 
of top management [27] and the importance of supportive 
relationships and accommodations [29]. This indicates that 
there are several promising practices that are key to increase 
inclusion of vulnerable groups according to both employees 
and employers. However, our findings also indicate some 
practices which are largely absent in the employee-focused 
literature, most notably the external collaborations between 
employers and monitoring practices. This is not surprising, 
as we can expect that these practices may not be directly per-
ceived by the employee [30]. For instance, employees may 
not directly observe whether an organisation participates in 
networks on how to attract and retain vulnerable workers 
with other employers. Still, employers rate such practices 
as highly relevant for the visibility, support and continu-
ous development of their inclusive practices. This finding 
stresses the importance of studying employer perceptions of 
relevant practices, as these perceptions are key to increasing 
the inclusion and labour market participation of vulnerable 
workers.

Limitations and Future Research

Several critical remarks can be made with regard to this 
scoping review. Firstly, the scope of this study was limited to 
practices aimed at the inclusion of disabled workers, migrant 
workers, low-educated workers, and long-term unemployed 
workers. However, the results of the review showed that 
36 of the 38 articles in the final sample addressed disabled 
workers. No articles were found on the inclusion of migrant 
workers, and only two articles discussed long-term unem-
ployed or low-educated workers, even when performing 
additional searches with terms such as ‘foreign’, ‘immi-
grant’, ‘immigrant worker’, ‘migratory worker’, ‘labour 
migrant’, ‘uneducated’, ‘unqualified’, or ‘low-skilled’ (see 
Appendix Online 1). Despite the acknowledged vulner-
ability and poor working conditions of these groups, scant 
knowledge is available on the organisational practices that 
are beneficial for the inclusion of these groups, especially as 
discussed from the employer’s perspective [95–98]. Possible 
explanations for this are the lack of national policies regard-
ing the inclusion of these groups in specific, as compared to 

policies regarding the inclusion of persons with disabilities. 
We therefore call for studies that focus on organisational 
practices aimed at the sustainable inclusion of migrant 
workers, long-term unemployed workers and low-educated 
workers.

Secondly, our review revealed that most of the studies 
included in the final sample predominantly showed results 
relating to the importance that employers attach to certain 
inclusive practices. This led to fairly high importance scores 
on most practices, as seen in the study by Habeck et al. [61], 
who showed importance scores ranging from 3.56 to 4.34 
(on a scale from 1 to 5) for all 14 practices that were rated 
by employers. We recommend future research to include 
measures that capture the relative importance of organisa-
tional practices and policies for inclusion (e.g., by means of 
ranking). Still, focusing solely on importance ratings, may 
lead to a twisted image, since there is a significant difference 
between valuing and actually applying a practice [72]. This 
indicates that future studies should include measures that 
capture the application of practices.

In addition, although it is important to gain insight in the 
opinions of employers about the relevance of certain prac-
tices, it is also important to gain more insight in the effec-
tiveness of these practices in terms of more objective criteria 
(e.g., the increase in the inclusion of vulnerable workers). 
In the current sample, only seven studies actually studied 
the relation between policies and practices and relevant 
inclusion outcome variables (e.g., number of people with 
disabilities hired, intention to hire people with disabilities, 
amount of people with disabilities in leadership positions). 
The design of these studies does not allow us to draw any 
conclusions on causality. In addition, the generalisability of 
the samples was often weak due to small samples within one 
specific organisation or sector. Together, these methodologi-
cal limitations prevent us from drawing robust conclusions 
on the effects of the application of practices and policies 
aimed at vulnerable workers. Hence, the research field of 
the employer’s perspective would benefit greatly from more 
objective data instead of subjective indicators, and from 
designs that allow researchers to study causal effects of the 
application of practices, and testing such effects within rep-
resentative samples of employers [58, 66, 68].

Next to this, even though this review has shown an 
extensive list of practices for inclusion, the exact content 
of these practices remains somewhat unclear. For instance, 
numerous studies emphasised the importance of disability 
awareness training for the organisation, without specify-
ing what the exact content of such a training should be. 
Future research would benefit from further conceptuali-
sation of inclusion practices. In extension, the perceived 
effectiveness of combinations of practices was often not 
explored. Except for Luu [65], most studies focus on sin-
gle, but often somewhat overlapping, practices. Therefore, 
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we suggest future research to explore the effects of bundles 
of (specified) practices, in order to estimate the effective-
ness for inclusion of vulnerable workers.

Lastly, exclusively peer-reviewed articles written in 
English were included. This may have led to exclusion 
of policies or practices, discussed in different languages. 
For instance, the Inclusive Turnover Growth Intervention 
[De Nieuwe Banen Methodiek] is a Dutch method that 
focuses on anticipating the growth of an organisation and 
giving vulnerable workers an extended timeframe to pre-
pare for such a future job. As it is currently only described 
in Dutch literature [99], this intervention was not included. 
Future research could focus on employer practices within 
different countries and in different languages, to compare 
these different insights.

Practical Implications

In order to address the ongoing vulnerability of certain 
workers on the labour market in terms of job security, 
employee rights and pay, it has become abundantly clear 
that organisations must be recognised as key actors. 
Still, there is a lack of systematic attention in research 
to employer’s perceptions on relevant practices for the 
sustainable inclusion of vulnerable groups [34, 41]. Our 
findings may guide practitioners at all organisational levels 
to take an active role in achieving inclusion of vulner-
able workers. For instance, we provide employers with 
insights on which accommodations for vulnerable groups 
can be offered within their organisations, what they can 
do to increase senior management commitment, and what 
monitoring practices may help to continuously develop 
and improve their inclusive organisation. These insights 
extend and enrich the already existing insights from the 
employee’s point of view. On the level of organisational 
leaders and senior management, our findings may stimu-
late and promote the realisation of inclusive climates, in 
which the seven types of practices for vulnerable workers 
are key. HR professionals are advised to develop and mon-
itor inclusive HR (recruitment) practices, to make work 
accessible for all employees and to develop policies that 
enhance diversity at all organisational levels. To conclude, 
as Van Berkel [40] recently stated: “enthusiastic employers 
that share successful experiences with colleague employ-
ers are likely to be a crucial factor in increasing the num-
ber of motivated and participating organisations” (p. 13). 
Therefore, in line with our finding of the importance of 
collaborations between employers, we want to call on 
enthusiastic and experienced employers to inspire other 
organisations, researchers, experts, or rehabilitation agen-
cies by sharing ideas, policies, or practices to enhance 
knowledge sharing of inclusive practices and modelling.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10926-​022-​10067-2.

Funding  No funds, grants, or other support was received.

Code and Data Availability  Not applicable.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare 
that are relevant to the content of this article.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Burgess J, Connell J, Winterton J. Vulnerable workers, precarious 
work and the role of trade unions and HRM. Int J Hum Resour 
Manag. 2013;24(22):4083–93. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09585​192.​
2013.​845420.

	 2.	 Thompson P. The trouble with HRM. Hum Resour Manag J. 
2011;21(4):355–67. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1748-​8583.​2011.​
00180.x.

	 3.	 Van Berkel R, Ingold J, McGurk P, Boselie P, Bredgaard T. Edi-
torial introduction: an introduction to employer engagement in 
the field of HRM. Blending social policy and HRM research in 
promoting vulnerable groups’ labour market participation. Hum 
Resour Manag J. 2017;27(4):503–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​
1748-​8583.​12169.

	 4.	 OECD, Local Economic and Employment Development. Tackling 
long-term unemployment amongst vulnerable groups. Paper No. 
2013/11. Paris (FR): OECD Publishing; 2013 [cited 2021 Aug 
3].https://​doi.​org/​10.​1787/​20794​797

	 5.	 Côté D, Durant S, MacEachen E, Majowicz S, Meyer S, Huynh 
AT, Laberge M, Dubé J. A rapid scoping review of COVID-19 and 
vulnerable workers: intersecting occupational and public health 
issues. Am J Ind Med. 2021;64(7):551–66. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​ajim.​23256.

	 6.	 Blustein DL, Duffy R, Ferreira JA, Cohen-Scali V, Cinamon RG, 
Allan BA. Unemployment in the time of COVID-19: a research 
agenda. J Vocat Behav. 2020;119(103436):1–4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jvb.​2020.​103436.

	 7.	 Goud SW, Fenger HJM. National Report on the Labour Market 
Position of Vulnerable Groups in the Netherlands. Report No. 
D.2.1. Rotterdam (NL): Erasmus University Rotterdam; 2014 
[cited 2021 Aug 3]. Available from: https://​repub.​eur.​nl/​pub/​
77323/​Metis_​204553.​pdf.

	 8.	 Perry DA. Moving forward: Toward Decent Work for People with 
Disabilities: Examples of Good Practices in Vocational Train-
ing and Employment from Asia and the Pacific. Bangkok (TH): 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-022-10067-2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845420
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845420
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-8583.2011.00180.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-8583.2011.00180.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1748-8583.12169
https://doi.org/10.1111/1748-8583.12169
https://doi.org/10.1787/20794797
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajim.23256
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajim.23256
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2020.103436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2020.103436
https://repub.eur.nl/pub/77323/Metis_204553.pdf
https://repub.eur.nl/pub/77323/Metis_204553.pdf


264	 Journal of Occupational Rehabilitation (2023) 33:245–266

1 3

International Labour Office; 2003 [cited 2021 Aug 17]. Available 
from: https://​www.​ilo.​org/​asia/​publi​catio​ns/​WCMS_​BK_​PB_​89_​
EN/​lang--​en/​index.​htm.

	 9.	 Smits S. Disability and employment in the USA: the quest for 
best practices. Disabil Soc. 2004;19(6):647–62. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1080/​09687​59042​00025​2551.

	10.	 Toldrá RC, Santos MC. People with disabilities in the labor mar-
ket: facilitators and barriers. Work. 2013;45(4):553–63. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​3233/​WOR-​131641.

	11.	 Castañeda E, Chiappetta C, Guerrero L, Hernandez A. Empow-
erment through work: the cases of disabled individuals and low-
skilled women workers on the US–Mexican border. Disabil Soc. 
2019;34(3):384–406. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09687​599.​2018.​
15451​12.

	12.	 Alberti G, Holgate J, Tapia M. Organising migrants as workers or 
as migrant workers? Intersectionality, trade unions and precarious 
work. Int J Hum Resour Manag. 2013;24(22):4132–48. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1080/​09585​192.​2013.​845429.

	13.	 Connell J, Burgess J. Vulnerable workers in an emerging Middle 
Eastern economy: what are the implications for HRM? Int J Hum 
Resour Manag. 2013;24(22):4166–84. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​
09585​192.​2013.​845448.

	14.	 Kahanec M, Kim AM, Zimmermann KF. Pitfalls of immi-
grant inclusion into the European welfare state. Int J Manpow. 
2013;34(1):39–55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​01437​72131​13196​
47.

	15.	 Fangen K, Fossan K, Mohn FA, editors. Inclusion and exclu-
sion of young adult migrants in Europe: barriers and bridges. 
London: Routledge; 2016.

	16.	 European Commission. European Semester Thematic Factsheet: 
Active Labour Market Policies. Luxembourg (LU): European 
Commision Publication Office; 2016 [cited 2021 Jul 13]. Avail-
able from: https://​ec.​europa.​eu/​info/​sites/​defau​lt/​files/​europ​
ean-​semes​ter_​thema​tic-​facts​heet_​active-​labour-​market-​polic​
ies_​en_0.​pdf.

	17.	 Vinokur AD, Schul Y, Vuori J, Prince RH. Two years after a job 
loss: long-term impact of the JOBS program on reemployment 
and mental health. J Occup Health Psychol. 2000;5(1):32–47. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037//​1076-​8998.5.​1.​32.

	18.	 Audhoe SS, Nieuwenhuijsen K, Hoving JL, Sluiter JK, Frings-
Dresen MH. Perspectives of unemployed workers with mental 
health problems: barriers to and solutions for return to work. 
Disabil Rehabil. 2018;40(1):28–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​
09638​288.​2016.​12421​70.

	19.	 Koen J, Klehe UC, Van Vianen AE. Employability among the 
long-term unemployed: a futile quest or worth the effort? J 
Vocat Behav. 2013;82(1):37–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jvb.​
2012.​11.​001.

	20.	 Abrassart A. Low-skill jobs or jobs for low-skilled workers? 
An analysis of the institutional determinants of the employ-
ment rates of low-educated workers in 19 OECD countries, 
1997–2010. J Eur Soc Policy. 2015;25(2):225–41. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1177/​09589​28715​573485.

	21.	 Wotschack P. When do companies train low-skilled workers? 
The role of institutional arrangements at the company and sec-
toral level. Br J Ind Relat. 2020;58(3):587–616. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/​bjir.​12503.

	22.	 Audhoe SS, Hoving JL, Sluiter JK, Frings-Dresen MH. Voca-
tional interventions for unemployed: effects on work participa-
tion and mental distress. A systematic review. J Occup Rehabil. 
2010;20:1–13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10926-​009-​9223-y.

	23.	 Hazelzet E, Houkes I, Bosma H, De Rijk A. Using interven-
tion mapping to develop ‘Healthy HR’ aimed at improving 
sustainable employability of low-educated employees. BMC 
Public Health. 2021;21(1259):1–12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s12889-​021-​11278-7.

	24.	 European Union. COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION of 3 
October 2008 on the Active Inclusion of People Excluded from 
the Labour Market. Document No. 2008/867/EC. Brussels (BE); 
Official Journal of the European Union: 2008 [cited 2021 Aug 
12]. https://​eur-​lex.​europa.​eu/​legal-​conte​nt/​EN/​TXT/​PDF/?​uri=​
CELEX:​32008​H0867​&​from=​EN.

	25.	 Martin JP. Activation and active labour market policies in OECD 
countries: stylised facts and evidence on their effectiveness. 
IZA J Labor Policy. 2015;4(4):1–29. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s40173-​015-​0032-y.

	26.	 Shore LM, Cleveland JN, Sanchez D. Inclusive workplaces: a 
review and model. Hum Resour Manag Rev. 2018;28(2):176–89. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​hrmr.​2017.​07.​003.

	27.	 Ferdman BM. Paradoxes of inclusion: understanding and manag-
ing the tensions of diversity and multiculturalism. J Appl Behav 
Sci. 2017;53(2):235–63. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00218​86317​
702608.

	28.	 Jansen J, van Ooijen R, Koning PWC, Boot CRL, Brouwer S. The 
role of the employer in supporting work participation of workers 
with disabilities: a systematic literature review using an interdis-
ciplinary approach. J Occup Rehabil. 2021;31:916–49. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10926-​021-​09978-3.

	29.	 Nishii LH, Khattab J, Shemla M, Paluch RM. A multi-level pro-
cess model for understanding diversity practice effectiveness. 
Acad Manag Ann. 2018;12(1):1–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5465/​annals.​
2016.​0044.

	30.	 Ingold J, Stuart M. The demand-side of active labour market 
policies: a regional study of employer engagement in the Work 
Programme. J Soc Policy. 2015;44(3):443–62. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1017/​S0047​27941​40008​90.

	31.	 Ingold J. Employer engagement in active labour market 
programmes: the role of boundary spanners. Public Adm. 
2018;96(4):707–20. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​padm.​12545.

	32.	 Van der Aa P, van Berkel R. Innovating job activation by involv-
ing employers. Int Soc Secur Rev. 2014;67(2):11–27. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/​issr.​12036.

	33.	 Vornholt K, Villotti P, Muschalla B, Bauer J, Colella A, Zijlstra 
F, Van Ruitenbeek G, Uitdewilligen S, Corbière M. Disability 
and employment—overview and highlights. Eur J Work Organ 
Psychol. 2018;27(1):40–55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​13594​32X.​
2017.​13875​36.

	34.	 Borghouts-van de Pas I, Freese C. Inclusive HRM and employ-
ment security for disabled people: an interdisciplinary approach. 
E-J Int Comp Labour Stud. 2017;6(1):9–33. Availablefrom: http://​
ejcls.​adapt.​it/​index.​php/​ejcls_​adapt/​artic​le/​view/​444

	35.	 Burke J, Bezyak J, Fraser RT, Pete J, Ditchman N, Chan F. 
Employers’ attitudes towards hiring and retaining people with 
disabilities: a review of the literature. Aust J Rehabil Couns. 
2013;19(1):21–38. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​jrc.​2013.2.

	36.	 Chan F, Strauser D, Maher P, Lee EJ, Jones R, Johnson ET. 
Demand-side factors related to employment of people with disa-
bilities: a survey of employers in the Midwest region of the United 
States. J Occup Rehabil. 2010;20:412–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10926-​010-​9252-6.

	37.	 Houtenville A, Kalargyrou V. Employers’ perspectives about 
employing people with disabilities: a comparative study across 
industries. Cornell Hosp Q. 2015;56(2):168–79. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1177/​19389​65514​551633.

	38.	 Lengnick-Hall ML, Gaunt PM, Kulkarni M. Overlooked and 
underutilized: people with disabilities are an untapped human 
resource. Hum Resour Manag. 2008;47(2):255–73. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1002/​hrm.​20211.

	39.	 Van Berkel R. Employer engagement in promoting the labour-
market participation of jobseekers with disabilities. An employer 
perspective. Soc Policy Soc. 2020;20(4):533–47. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1017/​S1474​74642​00003​8X.

https://www.ilo.org/asia/publications/WCMS_BK_PB_89_EN/lang--en/index.htm
https://www.ilo.org/asia/publications/WCMS_BK_PB_89_EN/lang--en/index.htm
https://doi.org/10.1080/0968759042000252551
https://doi.org/10.1080/0968759042000252551
https://doi.org/10.3233/WOR-131641
https://doi.org/10.3233/WOR-131641
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2018.1545112
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2018.1545112
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845429
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845429
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845448
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2013.845448
https://doi.org/10.1108/01437721311319647
https://doi.org/10.1108/01437721311319647
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/european-semester_thematic-factsheet_active-labour-market-policies_en_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/european-semester_thematic-factsheet_active-labour-market-policies_en_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/european-semester_thematic-factsheet_active-labour-market-policies_en_0.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1037//1076-8998.5.1.32
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2016.1242170
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2016.1242170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2012.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2012.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928715573485
https://doi.org/10.1177/0958928715573485
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjir.12503
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjir.12503
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-009-9223-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11278-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11278-7
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32008H0867&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32008H0867&from=EN
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40173-015-0032-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40173-015-0032-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hrmr.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0021886317702608
https://doi.org/10.1177/0021886317702608
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-021-09978-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-021-09978-3
https://doi.org/10.5465/annals.2016.0044
https://doi.org/10.5465/annals.2016.0044
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047279414000890
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047279414000890
https://doi.org/10.1111/padm.12545
https://doi.org/10.1111/issr.12036
https://doi.org/10.1111/issr.12036
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359432X.2017.1387536
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359432X.2017.1387536
http://ejcls.adapt.it/index.php/ejcls_adapt/article/view/444
http://ejcls.adapt.it/index.php/ejcls_adapt/article/view/444
https://doi.org/10.1017/jrc.2013.2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-010-9252-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-010-9252-6
https://doi.org/10.1177/1938965514551633
https://doi.org/10.1177/1938965514551633
https://doi.org/10.1002/hrm.20211
https://doi.org/10.1002/hrm.20211
https://doi.org/10.1017/S147474642000038X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S147474642000038X


265Journal of Occupational Rehabilitation (2023) 33:245–266	

1 3

	40.	 Bredgaard T. Employers and active labour market policies: typolo-
gies and evidence. Soc Policy Soc. 2018;17(3):365–77. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1017/​S1474​74641​70001​5X.

	41.	 Borghouts-van de Pas I, Freese C. Offering jobs to persons with 
disabilities: a Dutch employers’ perspective. Alter. 2021;15(1):89–
98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​alter.​2020.​10.​002.

	42.	 Cavanagh J, Bartram T, Meacham H, Bigby C, Oakman J, Fossey 
E. Supporting workers with disabilities: a scoping review of the 
role of human resource management in contemporary organisa-
tions. Asia Pac J Hum Resour. 2017;55(1):6–43. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/​1744-​7941.​12111.

	43.	 Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, O’Brien KK, Colquhoun H, 
Levac D, Straus SE. PRISMA extension for scoping reviews 
(PRISMA-ScR): checklist and explanation. Ann Intern Med. 
2018;169(7):467–73. https://​doi.​org/​10.​7326/​M18-​0850.

	44.	 Chima FO. Disabilities misconceptions and employment: inte-
grating advocacy perspective and rehabilitation. Free Inq Creativ 
Sociol. 2003;3(1):79–88.

	45.	 Padkapayeva K, Posen A, Yazdani A, Buettgen A, Mahood Q, 
Tompa E. Workplace accommodations for persons with physical 
disabilities: evidence synthesis of the peer-reviewed literature. 
Disabil Rehabil. 2017;39(21):2134–47. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​
09638​288.​2016.​12242​76.

	46.	 Rashid M, Hodgetts S, Nicholas D. Building employers’ capacity 
to support vocational opportunities for adults with developmental 
disabilities. Rev J Autism Dev Disord. 2017;4:165–73. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s40489-​017-​0105-5.

	47.	 Ruhindwa A, Randall C, Cartmel J. Exploring the challenges 
experienced by people with disabilities in the employment sector 
in Australia: advocating for inclusive practice-a review of litera-
ture. J Soc Incl. 2016;7(1):4–19. https://​doi.​org/​10.​36251/​josi.​99.

	48.	 Schur L, Colella A, Adya M. Introduction to special issue on 
people with disabilities in the workplace. Int J Hum Resour 
Manag. 2016;27(14):1471–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09585​192.​
2016.​11772​94.

	49.	 Shrey D, Hursh N, Gallina P, Slinn S, White A. Disability man-
agement best practices and joint labour-management collabo-
ration. Int J Disabil Man. 2006;1(1):52–63. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1375/​jdmr.1.​1.​52.

	50.	 Silvaggi F, Leonardi M, Guastafierro E, Quintas R, Toppo C, 
Foucaud J, Lamore K, Rothe U. Scaratti C Chronic diseases & 
employment: an overview of existing training tools for employ-
ers. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2019;16(5):718–30. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ijerp​h1605​0718.

	51.	 Tompa E, Buettgen A, Mahood Q, Padkapaveva K, Posen A, 
Yazdani A. Evidence Synthesis of Workplace Accommodation 
Policies and Practices for Persons with Visible Disabilities: 
Final report. Gatineau (CA): the Office for Disability Issues, 
Employment and Social Development Canada; 2015 [cited 2021 
Jun 2]. http://​www.​crwdp.​ca/​sites/​defau​lt/​files/​docum​entup​
loader/​full_​repor​t_-_​evide​nce_​synth​esis_​visib​le_​disab​ilties_​
tompa_​et_​al._​2015.​pdf.

	52.	 Weir R, Nielson WR. Interventions for disability management. 
Clin J Pain. 2001;17(4):128–32.

	53.	 Kmet LM, RC Lee, LS Cook. Standard quality assessment cri-
teria for evaluating primary research papers from a variety of 
fields. 2004 [cited 2021 Jun 7]. https://​era.​libra​ry.​ualbe​rta.​ca/​
items/​48b9b​989-​c221-​4df6-​9e35-​af782​08228​0e/​downl​oad/​a1cff​
dde-​243e-​41c3-​be98-​885f6​d4dcb​29.

	54.	 Bezyak J, Moser E, Iwanaga K, Wu JR, Chen X, Chan F. Dis-
ability inclusion strategies: an exploratory study. J Voc Rehabil. 
2020;53(2):183–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3233/​JVR-​201095.

	55.	 Bonoli G. Employers’ attitudes towards long-term unemployed 
people and the role of activation in Switzerland. Int J Soc Welf. 
2014;23(4):421–30. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​ijsw.​12086.

	56.	 Chan F, Tansey TN, Iwanaga K, Beztak J, Wehman P, Philips 
BN, Strauser DR, Anderson C. Company characteristics, dis-
ability inclusion practices, and employment of people with dis-
abilities in the post COVID-19 job economy: a cross sectional 
survey study. J Occup Rehabil. 2020;31:463–73. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s10926-​020-​09941-8.

	57.	 Chordiya R. Organizational Inclusion and turnover intentions 
of federal employees with disabilities. Rev Public Pers Adm. 
2020;42(1):60–87. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​07343​71X20​942305.

	58.	 Dong S, Oire SN, MacDonald-Wilson KL, Fabian ES. A com-
parison of perceptions of factors in the job accommodation pro-
cess among employees with disabilities, employers, and service 
providers. Rehabil Couns Bull. 2013;56(3):182–9. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1177/​00343​55212​468618.

	59.	 Erickson WA, von Schrader S, Bruyère SM, VanLooy SA. The 
employment environment: employer perspectives, policies, and 
practices regarding the employment of persons with disabili-
ties. Rehabil Couns Bull. 2014;57(4):195–208. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1177/​00343​55213​509841.

	60.	 Habeck R, Hunt A, Rachel CH, Kregel J, Chan F. Employee 
retention and integrated disability management practices as 
demand side factors. J Occup Rehabil. 2010;20:443–55. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10926-​009-​9225-9.

	61.	 Hartnett HP, Stuart H, Thurman H, Loy B, Batiste LC. Employ-
ers’ perceptions of the benefits of workplace accommodations: 
reasons to hire, retain and promote people with disabilities. 
J Vocat Rehabil. 2011;34(1):17–23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3233/​
JVR-​2010-​0530.

	62.	 Houtenville A, Kalargyrou V. People with disabilities: 
employers’ perspectives on recruitment practices, strategies, 
and challenges in leisure and hospitality. Cornell Hosp Q. 
2012;53(1):40–52. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​19389​65511​424151.

	63.	 Kaye HS, Jans LH, Jones EC. Why don’t employers hire and 
retain workers with disabilities? J Occup Rehabil. 2011;21:526–
36. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10926-​011-​9302-8.

	64.	 Luu TT. Engaging employees with disabilities in Vietnamese busi-
ness context. Empl Relat. 2018;40(5):822–47. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1108/​ER-​06-​2017-​0134.

	65.	 Maini A, Heera S. Exploring disability inclusion in organizations 
through managerial lens. Vision. 2019;23(2):144–51. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1177/​09722​62919​840193.

	66.	 Moore ME, Konrad AM, Hunt J. Creating a vision boosts the 
impact of top management support on the employment of man-
agers with disabilities. Equal Divers Incl. 2010;29(6):609–26. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​02610​15101​10675​31.

	67.	 Pérez-Conesa FJ, Romeo M, Yepes-Baldó M. Labour inclusion 
of people with disabilities in Spain: the effect of policies and 
human resource management systems. Int J Hum Resour Manag. 
2020;31(6):785–804. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09585​192.​2017.​
13806​81.

	68.	 Salkever DS, Shinogle J, Purushothaman M. Employers’ disability 
management activities: descriptors and an exploratory test of the 
financial incentives hypothesis. J Occup Rehabil. 2000;10:199–
214. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10266​14418​969.

	69.	 Solovieva TI, Dowler DL, Walls RT. Employer benefits from mak-
ing workplace accommodations. Disabil Health J. 2011;4(1):39–
45. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​dhjo.​2010.​03.​001.

	70.	 Winter J, Issa MH, Quaigrain R, Dick K, Regehr JD. Evaluating 
disability management in the Manitoban construction industry for 
injured workers returning to the workplace with a disability. Can 
J Civ Eng. 2016;43(2):109–17.

	71.	 Elkhwesky Z, Salem IE, Barakat M. Importance-implementation 
of disability management practices in hotels: the moderating effect 
of team orientation. J Med Tour Res. 2021;1(1):22–38. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​5038/​2770-​7555.1.​1.​1003.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S147474641700015X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S147474641700015X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alter.2020.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/1744-7941.12111
https://doi.org/10.1111/1744-7941.12111
https://doi.org/10.7326/M18-0850
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2016.1224276
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2016.1224276
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40489-017-0105-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40489-017-0105-5
https://doi.org/10.36251/josi.99
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2016.1177294
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2016.1177294
https://doi.org/10.1375/jdmr.1.1.52
https://doi.org/10.1375/jdmr.1.1.52
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16050718
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16050718
http://www.crwdp.ca/sites/default/files/documentuploader/full_report_-_evidence_synthesis_visible_disabilties_tompa_et_al._2015.pdf
http://www.crwdp.ca/sites/default/files/documentuploader/full_report_-_evidence_synthesis_visible_disabilties_tompa_et_al._2015.pdf
http://www.crwdp.ca/sites/default/files/documentuploader/full_report_-_evidence_synthesis_visible_disabilties_tompa_et_al._2015.pdf
https://era.library.ualberta.ca/items/48b9b989-c221-4df6-9e35-af782082280e/download/a1cffdde-243e-41c3-be98-885f6d4dcb29
https://era.library.ualberta.ca/items/48b9b989-c221-4df6-9e35-af782082280e/download/a1cffdde-243e-41c3-be98-885f6d4dcb29
https://era.library.ualberta.ca/items/48b9b989-c221-4df6-9e35-af782082280e/download/a1cffdde-243e-41c3-be98-885f6d4dcb29
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-201095
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijsw.12086
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-020-09941-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-020-09941-8
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734371X20942305
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355212468618
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355212468618
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355213509841
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355213509841
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-009-9225-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-009-9225-9
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-2010-0530
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-2010-0530
https://doi.org/10.1177/1938965511424151
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-011-9302-8
https://doi.org/10.1108/ER-06-2017-0134
https://doi.org/10.1108/ER-06-2017-0134
https://doi.org/10.1177/0972262919840193
https://doi.org/10.1177/0972262919840193
https://doi.org/10.1108/02610151011067531
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2017.1380681
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585192.2017.1380681
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026614418969
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dhjo.2010.03.001
https://doi.org/10.5038/2770-7555.1.1.1003
https://doi.org/10.5038/2770-7555.1.1.1003


266	 Journal of Occupational Rehabilitation (2023) 33:245–266

1 3

	72.	 Ball P, Monaco G, Schmeling J, Schartz H, Blanck P. Dis-
ability as diversity in Fortune 100 companies. Behav Sci Law. 
2005;23(1):97–121. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​bsl.​629.

	73.	 Fillary R, Pernice R. Social inclusion in workplaces where 
people with intellectual disabilities are employed: implications 
for supported employment professionals. Int J Rehabil Res. 
2006;29(1):31–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​01.​mrr.​00001​85952.​
87304.​63.

	74.	 Fujimoto Y, Rentschler R, Le H, Edwards D, Härtel CE. Lessons 
learned from community organizations: inclusion of people with 
disabilities and others. Br J Manag. 2014;25(3):518–37. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1111/​1467-​8551.​12034.

	75.	 Gröschl S. An exploration of HR policies and practices affect-
ing the integration of persons with disabilities in the hotel indus-
try in major Canadian tourism destinations. Int J Hosp Manag. 
2007;26(3):666–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijhm.​2006.​05.​007.

	76.	 Heera S, Maini A, Chandan K. Disability Inclusion: an analysis 
of annual reports of nifty companies in India. IUP J Manag Res. 
2017;16(3):30–45.

	77.	 Irvine A, Lupart J. Into the workforce: employers’ perspectives of 
inclusion. Dev Disabil Bull. 2018;36(1):225–50.

	78.	 Lindsay S, Cagliostro E, Leck J, Shen W, Stinson J. Employers’ 
perspectives of including young people with disabilities in the 
workforce, disability disclosure and providing accommodations. 
J Vocat Rehabil. 2019;50(2):141–56. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3233/​
JVR-​180996.

	79.	 Meacham H, Cavanagh J, Bartram T, Laing J. Ethical manage-
ment in the hotel sector: creating an authentic work experience for 
workers with intellectual disabilities. J Bus Ethics. 2019;155:823–
35. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10551-​017-​3499-1.

	80.	 Meacham H, Cavanagh J, Shaw A, Bartram T. HRM practices that 
support the employment and social inclusion of workers with an 
intellectual disability. Pers Rev. 2017;46(8):1475–92. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1108/​PR-​05-​2016-​0105.

	81.	 Moore JR, Hanson WR, Maxey EC. Disability inclusion: catalyst 
to adaptive organizations. Organ Dev J. 2020;38(1):89–106.

	82.	 Strindlund L, Abrandt-Dahlgren M, Ståhl C. Employers’ views on 
disability, employability, and labor market inclusion: a phenom-
enographic study. Disabil Rehabil. 2019;41(24):2910–7. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1080/​09638​288.​2018.​14811​50.

	83.	 Van der Torre L, Fenger M. Policy innovations for including 
disabled people in the labour market: a study of innovative prac-
tices of Dutch sheltered work companies. Int Soc Secur Rev. 
2014;67(2):67–84. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​issr.​12038.

	84.	 Gold PB, Oire SN, Fabian ES, Wewiorski NJ. Negotiating rea-
sonable workplace accommodations: perspectives of employers, 
employees with disabilities, and rehabilitation service provid-
ers. J Vocat Rehabil. 2012;37(1):25–37. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3233/​
JVR-​2012-​0597.

	85.	 Gould R, Mullin C, Harris SP, Jones R. Building, sustaining and 
growing: disability inclusion in business. Euqal Divers Incl Int J. 
2021;41(3):418–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​EDI-​06-​2020-​0156.

	86.	 Hazelzet E, Houkes I, Bosma H, de Rijk A. Using interven-
tion mapping to develop ‘Healthy HR’aimed at improving 

sustainable employability of low-educated employees. BMC 
Public Health. 2021;21(1259):1–12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s12889-​021-​11278-7.

	87.	 Soares EB. Inclusion of professionals with disabilities in the 
workplace: challenges for the Human Resources Manage-
ment. Gest Prod. 2019;26(3):1–11. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1590/​
0104-​530X-​2871-​19.

	88.	 Currier KF, Chan F, Berven NL, Habeck RV, Taylor DW. Func-
tions and knowledge domains for disability management practice: 
a Delphi study. Rehabil Couns Bull. 2001;44(3):133–43. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00343​55201​04400​303.

	89.	 Ebuenyi ID, van der Ham AJ, Bunders-Aelen JF, Regeer BJ. 
Expectations management; employer perspectives on opportuni-
ties for improved employment of persons with mental disabilities 
in Kenya. Disab Rehabil. 2020;42(12):1687–96. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1080/​09638​288.​2018.​15340​06.

	90.	 Hagner D, Dague B, Phillips K. Including employees with dis-
abilities in workplace cultures: strategies and barriers. Rehabil 
Couns Bull. 2015;58(4):195–202. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00343​
55214​544750.

	91.	 Bento JPC, Kuznetsova Y. Workplace adaptations promoting 
the inclusion of persons with disabilities in mainstream employ-
ment: a case-study on employers’ responses in Norway. Soc Incl. 
2018;6(2):34–45. https://​doi.​org/​10.​17645/​si.​v6i2.​1332.

	92.	 Plaskoff J. Employee experience: the new human resource man-
agement approach. Strat Hum Res Rev. 2017;16(3):136–41. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​SHR-​12-​2016-​0108.

	93.	 Deckop JR, Konrad AM, Perlmutter FD, Freely JL. The effect 
of human resource management practices on the job retention of 
former welfare clients. Hum Res Man. 2006;45(4):539–59. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​hrm.​20131.

	94.	 Burgess J, Connell J. Vulnerable work and strategies for inclusion: 
an introduction. Int J Manpow. 2015;36(6):794–806. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1108/​IJM-​06-​2015-​0085.

	95.	 Connell J, Burgess J. Migrant workers, migrant work, pub-
lic policy and human resource management. Int J Manpow. 
2009;30(5):412–21. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1108/​01437​72091​09776​25.

	96.	 Köllő J. Patterns of integration: low‐educated people and their 
jobs in Norway, Italy and Hungary. 2015 [cited 2021 Jun 15]. 
http://​hdl.​handle.​net/​10419/​108495.

	97.	 Ribeiro MA, Cardoso PM, Duarte ME, Machado B, Figueiredo 
PM, Fonçatti GDOS. Perception of decent work and the future 
among low educated youths in Brazil and Portugal. Emerg Adult-
hood. 2020;10(1):10–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​21676​96820​
925935.

	98.	 Goudswaard A, Geuskens G, Blonk R, Veltman M. Connecting 
jobgrowth to inclusion. Sociaal Bestek. 2020;82:4–7. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s41196-​020-​0688-8.

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.629
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mrr.0000185952.87304.63
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mrr.0000185952.87304.63
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8551.12034
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8551.12034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2006.05.007
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-180996
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-180996
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-017-3499-1
https://doi.org/10.1108/PR-05-2016-0105
https://doi.org/10.1108/PR-05-2016-0105
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2018.1481150
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2018.1481150
https://doi.org/10.1111/issr.12038
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-2012-0597
https://doi.org/10.3233/JVR-2012-0597
https://doi.org/10.1108/EDI-06-2020-0156
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11278-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-021-11278-7
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-530X-2871-19
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-530X-2871-19
https://doi.org/10.1177/003435520104400303
https://doi.org/10.1177/003435520104400303
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2018.1534006
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2018.1534006
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355214544750
https://doi.org/10.1177/0034355214544750
https://doi.org/10.17645/si.v6i2.1332
https://doi.org/10.1108/SHR-12-2016-0108
https://doi.org/10.1002/hrm.20131
https://doi.org/10.1002/hrm.20131
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJM-06-2015-0085
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJM-06-2015-0085
https://doi.org/10.1108/01437720910977625
http://hdl.handle.net/10419/108495
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167696820925935
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167696820925935
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41196-020-0688-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41196-020-0688-8

	Organisational Policies and Practices for the Inclusion of Vulnerable Workers: A Scoping Review of the Employer’s Perspective
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Method
	Selection Criteria
	Search Strategy
	Analysis Strategy
	Quality Assessment

	Results
	Quality Assessment and Risk of Bias
	Policies and Practices for Inclusion
	Senior Management Commitment
	Recruitment and Selection
	Performance Management and Development Practices
	Job Accommodations and Redesign of Work
	Supportive Culture
	External Collaborations
	Monitoring

	The Relation Between Policies and Practices and Inclusion

	Conclusion and Discussion
	Limitations and Future Research
	Practical Implications

	Anchor 23
	References




