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Methods and procedures
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Instruments: 1. Background survey
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Qualitative analysis: Using constructivist ground-
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ed theory (Charmaz, 2006). The analysis process in- y
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framework. This process was done separately for liv-
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ing alone participants and families.

Discussion

1. Migrants’ homelessness experiences in Finland’s 3. Integration plan is not inclusive (language chal- 6. Housing first model and social inclusion
Capital region can be attributed more to structural _ o . _
o lenge continues - low-paid job continues) 7. KELA cuts and changes are worrying
factors than individual factors.
o _ 4. Lack of affordable housing 8. Things did not go so well in 2015-2017
2. Abandonment upon acquiring the residence per-
mit (refugees, work based, study-based) 5. Undocumented migrants: the most vulnerable

group with limited rights
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