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Abstract 

The  author seeks to examine the status of population that ever 
lived/never lived in the shelter and houses possessed by their 
relatives, the frequency of chances to live in the shelter after 
months and years and their circulation between places of origin 
and Kanpur city, India. The study is based on primary source of 
data generated through a comprehensive field survey in Kanpur 
city carried out during 2012. The study reveals that more than 
four-fifth of the houseless population has lived in the shelter at 
least once in their whole lives for some time. Likewise, most of 
the relatives of the houseless population owned the houses and 
they are not houseless persons, but less than one-fifth of relatives 
were houseless too somewhere else in the country. Moreover, 
more than sixty percent of the houseless people have got the 
chance to live in the shelter either for some months in a year or 
for few years, while nearly fourty percent of the houseless 
persons have never got the chance to live in the shelter in their 
whole lives and are forced to live as permanent pavement 
dwellers. 

Keywords: house, chances of living in shelter, houseless 
population, Kanpur 

Rezumat. Oamenii fără locuință din orașul 
Kanpur: un studiu explorativ 

Lucrarea îşi propune să analizeze situaţia populaţiei care a trăit cel 
puţin o data/ niciodata în adăposturi şi casele rudelor, frecvenţa 
sanselor ca aceştia să locuiască din nou într-un adăpost după mai 
multe luni sau ani de absenţă şi tiparele de circulaţie între locurile 
de origine şi oraşul Kanpur, India. Studiul are la bază datele 
colectate în urma unui amplu studiu de teren efectuat în anul 
2002. Datele indică că mai mult de patru cincimi din populaţia fără 
locuinţă din oraş a locuit cel puţin o dată, pentru o anumită 
perioadă de timp, într-un adăpost. De asemenea, majoritatea au 
rude care deţin o locuinţă şi nu sunt persoane fără adăpost, mai 
puţin de o cincime dintre aceştia fiind de asemenea lipsiţi de 
adăpost la un moment dat. Mai mult, peste 60% din persoanele 
fără adăpost au avut şansa de a locui într-un adăpost fie câteva 
luni într-un an, fie câţiva ani, în timp ce aproape 40% dintre 
acesţia nu au avut niciodată şansa de a trăi într-un adăpost, fiind 
condamnaţi să trăiască pe străzi (Locuitorii troturarelor).  

Cuvinte-cheie: casă, șansele de a trăi în adăpost, populație 
fără adăpost, Kanpur 

 

Introduction 

This article deals with the continued spatial flows 

of houseless people from their places of origin 
towards the Kanpur city and vice versa, and within 

the city too. The flow of population, in fact, being a 
social phenomenon, is largely an economically 

driven event. It is arguably the most important form 

of socio-economic transformation of the people 
living at both the spaces of places of last residence 

and places of destination and affects the lives of 
those involved in the most profound way (Neidomysl 

and Fransson, 2014). Since the evolution of the man 

on the surface of the Earth, humanity has been 
rendering for three basic needs of life to date, i.e. 

food, clothing and shelter, but up to the 21st 
century, our democratic and socialistic society is 

unable to fulfill these needs of life; moreover, three 
modern basic requirements of life, namely health, 

education and recreation is still a far sighted dream 

for millions of people in the world. Therefore, the 
contemporary society is facing a plethora of socio-

economic and environmental problems, but, among 
them, the problem of lack work is the most serious 

one, because, it has created various severe 

problems, especially in the developing countries of 
the world, like poverty, hunger, malnutrition & 

undernutrition, homelessness, slums and squatter 

settlements, inequality, crime, child labour, begging 
etc. (Khan, Shamshad and Hassan, 2012). Due to 

lack of employment opportunities in rural areas 
(Dwarakanath, 2006), the rural poor people often 

migrate to the urban areas in search of work to earn 

the means of their livelihood. After failing to adapt in 
the rural habitat, these  rural poor people generally 

spend their nights in the open sky on the pavements 
along the roads, road-dividers, public places, bridges 

etc when reaching the cities. Most of them do not 

have pure air to breathe, potable water to drink, not 
to mention, anything about their shelter, food and 

clothing. After centuries of denying, rejecting and 
assisting the needs of the houseless people, there is 

still a search for solutions to the problem of 
houselessness (Shamshad, 2015). 

The problem of homelessness is not a sudden 

episode in the lives of most of the houseless people. 
It is more usually the result of a long process of 

economic hardship, isolation and social dislocation 
that can be regarded as the cycle of houselessness 

(Wolch, Dear & Akita, 1988).  Speak (2004) 

analysed the rural people migrating from the rural 
areas to cities and large towns for trade and hawk 

goods on the streets, concluding that they are 
literally shelterless and live out on the streets, 
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tolerate homelessness during their sojourns in the 

city. Speak divides these people into three 

categories: ‘supplementary homelessness’, ‘survival 
homelessness’ and ‘crisis homelessness’. The 

supplementary homelessness includes several 
people, that, after migrating, are working to earn 

money for a specific event, such as a sister’s 

wedding, to buy land, cattle or any other needed 
property to support the family in villages etc. They 

maintain a strong connection to their villages and 
view their houseless period as a temporary one, 

even though they have lived on the footpaths, 
following the work, for several years. They do not 

consider themselves as being disconnected from 

their homes or their social networks.  
The survival homelessness refers to many of the 

houseless people in the footpaths that had initially 
come to supplement their rural livelihood or improve 

their land and housing in the rural villages. Like their 

supplementary houseless neighbours, they generally 
came alone at first, intending to work and send 

money back home to the village. However, unlike 
the supplementary homeless people in the same 

footpaths, the survival houseless people are often 
unable to send enough money to home to improve 

their village situation. In some cases, it is because 

they have no land, or because their village land is 
too poor to support them, even with the additionally 

earned income from the city (Speak, 2004). The 
crisis homelessness refers to personal or household 

crisis, brought about by family break-up, 

bereavement, disaster or eviction. This category can 
also include the people who are in a state of 

personal crisis owing to poor mental health or drug 
or alcohol abuse. Those who fall into this category 

have the least chance of exercising choice or control 

over their situation and are unlikely to experience 
homelessness as an opportunity or upwards 

trajectory (Speak, 2004).  
In the present study, the houseless population is 

defined ‘as persons who do not live in a house, 
having few possessions with them and who use to 

sleep and live in the informal places, not meant for 

human habitation, excluding the slums dwellers, 
nomadic tribal people (gipsies) and Hindu saints 

while a house is taken as a physical structure of 
dwelling with roof and walls as a separate unit 

having the separate main entrance into it from the 

public way’ (Shamshad, 2014). 

Objectives of the study 

In the present study, the following major specific 
objectives have been undertaken:  

i. To examine the status of houseless population 
that ever lived and never lived in the shelter in their 

whole lives anywhere in the country; 
ii. To analyse the status of houses owned by the 

relatives of houseless population; 

iii. To explore the chances the houseless 

population get to live in the shelter for months in a 

year and/or after few years; and  
iv. To investigate continued circulation of 

houseless population between their places of origin 
and Kanpur city. 

The study area 

Kanpur city is located in the central part of the 

state of Uttar Pradesh (Fig.1). The shape of Kanpur 

city is a bit different in the maps because it has 
been extracted from the Kanpur Nagar district 

wherein the exact shape of it at administrative level 
is not available. The city has been the first largest as 

well as most populous metropolitan city of the state 
until the Indian Census from 2001. After the 2011 

Census, it slipped down to the second position after 

Lucknow (2,815,601), the capital city of the state. 
According to the 2011 Census, the city had a 

population of 2.8 million (2,767,031 persons) which 
made it the twelfth most highly populated city in 

India. The city has been known as the economic and 

industrial capital of Uttar Pradesh. The municipal 
area of Kanpur city is about 605 square kilometers. 

The city is administratively divided into 6 zones and 
110 wards (the inner core area of Kanpur 

constitutes 67 wards) with an average ward 
population ranging between 20,000 to 25,000 

persons (Kanpur City Development Plan, 2006). 

 

 

Fig. 1: Location of the study area – Kanpur city 
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The data has been collected at ward level, but 

the analysis has been made at the zone level   

because the geographical area of wards is much 
smaller than zones. Moreover, the number of 

houseless households is higher in Zone 1 than all 
the zones of Kanpur city because it is the old part of 

the city which is characterised by high concentration 

of administrative, commercial and manufacturing 
enterprises, high population density, good 

connectivity of railways & roadways, etc. that attract 
petty workers in large numbers. Zone 2 is the 

largest zone of Kanpur city in terms of area, most of 
the wards of this zone are newly developed and 

witness the characteristics of both the rural as well 

as urban land use, excluding the few wards like 
Zazmau North and Zazmau South. The Cantonment, 

Aerodrome and C.O.D. (Central Ordinance Depot) 
too are part of this zone. The southern part in the 

mid of the Kanpur city is occupied by the Zone 3, 

through which the National Highway 86 (NH 86) i.e. 
Hamirpur Road passes. Zone 4 is also includes the 

older part of the city, but it has a more residential 
character, as well as commercial. Zone 5 lies in the 

south-western part of the city and the railway line 
passes through its core. No sample of houseless 

households has been taken from the Armapur Estate 

of this zone because of total absence of the 
houseless population in that area. Zone 6 is one of 

the newly settled parts of the city nearly propelling 
along the Grant Trunk Road which provides broad 

spacious pavements for living and sleeping for the 

houseless population.  

Database and methodology 

The present study is based on primary source of 

data generated through a comprehensive field 
survey of Kanpur city in 2012. Having identified the 

houseless households in prior visits in each ward, 

the individual slips (questionnaires) were used to 
ease the task of survey in the city. The information 

was gathered by the investigator through the direct 
questionnaire to the respondents face to face. Out 

of the total 110 wards of Kanpur city, the houseless 
population was found in 96 wards and Cantonment 

area, while houselessness was not found in the 

remaining 14 wards, Armapur estate, Aerodrome 
and C.O.D. (Central Ordinance Depot) areas during 

the survey in the city.  
Ward in Kanpur city is the smallest administrative 

unit and houseless household has been taken as the 

smallest unit for data collection. For ease of 
understanding, the collected data were spatially 

presented through zone-wise limit of the city. 
Initially, it was planned to select 30 percent 

houseless households randomly from each ward. 
However, following the three pilot surveys carried 

out in the city during May, August and November 

2011, it was observed that the number of houseless 

households used to vary with time even within a day 

and from one place to another place in the same 
area. Thus, the four periods of time in a day i.e. 

early morning (6 am to 9 am), noon (12 pm to 3 
pm), evening (6 pm to 9 pm)  and late night (9 pm 

12 midnight) were chosen to carry out the survey on 

houseless households, in which two periods (i.e. 
early morning and late night) experienced the large 

number of houseless households due to space 
available for sleeping/living after closing of 

shops/markets, and to take rest after work as a 
casual workers in day time, while the other two 

periods (i.e. noon and evening) witnessed a smaller 

number of houseless households due to opening of 
shops/markets, and the working hours as people 

mostly used to go for jobs during day time. 
Moreover, some houseless households were very 

difficult to be identified at all, at any particular place 

and time due to lack of their fixed abode and hidden 
in nature (not easy recognisable among general 

public i.e. an individual man is either houseless or 
not),  therefore, 10 per cent of  houseless 

households were considered as hidden because 
during pilot surveys most probably around 10 per 

cent households were unidentified and verified by 

the municipal corporation and inhabitants of the city 
(Pleace, Burrows & Quilgars, 1997: 1-18 and 

FEANTSA, 1999).  
A random sampling was used to obtain 

information from the houseless households. When 

an actual count of the houseless was attempted, it 
was found out that this is a highly mobile population 

and, thus, very difficult to be tracked and estimated 
accurately. The problem of mobility and hidden 

nature of houselessness affect the estimates of 

houseless populations as it sometimes lead the 
researcher to undercount or double count. 

Consequently, the houseless households in prior 
visits in each ward (the boundary of the ward has 

been kept as the smallest administrative unit and 
houseless household has been taken as the smallest 

unit for data collection) were identified and a 

tentative list for them was prepared by the 
investigator for their easy random selection of the 

samples for the collection of the data. 
Keeping these things in mind, a sample of 25 per 

cent houseless households was randomly selected 

for the survey from the tentative list of each ward. 
At last, the sampled houseless households of all the 

wards lying in a zone were summed up zone-wise 
for easy spatial data analysis. The survey consisted 

of 1384 houseless households of the Kanpur city 
whereas the total number of sampled houseless 

population of the city was 2353, which is summation 

of total houseless households (1384) and houseless 
households’ family members (969) (see Table 1). 
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Table 1:  Distribution of Surveyed Houseless Households* in Kanpur City  

Zone No 

No. of houseless 
households 

No. of houseless 
households with families 

No. of houseless  
households’ family 

members 

No. of houseless  
population 

1 2 3 4 (1+3) 

Zone 1 557 24 96 653 

Zone 2 113 33 152 265 

Zone 3 148 45 189 337 

Zone 4 195 18 90 285 

Zone 5 173 37 166 339 

Zone 6 198 71 276 474 

Total 1384 228 969 2353 

       Source: Based on primary survey, 2012. 

* Houseless household refers to the people sharing the common kitchen on the footpath, while Houseless – 
individual person who is living and sharing the kitchen alone. 

Results and Discussion 

Status of houseless population that ever 
lived and never lived in a house 

Table 2 provides information about the 

distribution of houseless people who have lived in a 
house at any time during their lives.  

Table 2: Houseless Population that Ever Lived or 
Never Lived in House  

Zones Gender 

Houseless people that ever 

lived/ never lived in house 

Lived Not-lived Total 

Zone 1 

Male 86.60 13.40 100.00 

Female 44.00 56.00 100.00 

Total 84.68 15.32 100.00 

Zone 2 

Male 72.28 27.72 100.00 

Female 11.11 88.89 100.00 

Total 67.27 32.73 100.00 

Zone 3 

Male 85.71 14.29 100.00 

Female 86.36 13.64 100.00 

Total 85.81 14.19 100.00 

Zone 4 

Male 91.26 8.74 100.00 

Female 75.00 25.00 100.00 

Total 90.26 9.74 100.00 

Zone 5 

Male 87.90 12.10 100.00 

Female 75.00 25.00 100.00 

Total 86.71 13.29 100.00 

Zone 6 

Male 78.41 21.59 100.00 

Female 68.18 31.82 100.00 

Total 77.27 22.73 100.00 

Total 

Male 85.07 14.93 100.00 

Female 63.21 36.79 100.00 

Total 83.39 16.61 100.00 

     Source: Based on primary survey, 2012. 

More than four-fifth of the houseless population 

has lived in shelter at least once in a life time. The 
proportion of houseless males who have lived in 

house at any time during their lifetime exceeded 

that of the houseless females. It means that a 

higher ratio of houseless females (36.79%) has 
never experienced the life in shelter compared to 

the houseless males (14.93%). 
The zone wise analysis refers to the fact that 

more than three quarters of houseless population of 
each zone has lived in a house, barring Zone 2 

wherein only two-third people have lived in the 

house. The houseless population of Zone 4 has 
enjoyed the life of shelter in maximum proportion as 

compared to other zones of the city (Fig. 2).   
 

 

Fig. 2: Houseless population that ever/never lived 
in shelter (processed after table 2) 

The maximum share of houseless males and 

females who have lived in the house are observed in 
Zone 4 (91.26%) and in Zone 3 (86.36%), while the 

minimum share for houseless males (72.28%) and 

for females (11.11%) in found in Zone 2. Hence, the 
houseless population of Zone 2 has experienced 

higher ratio of houselessness (male 27.72%, female 
88.89% and total 32.73%) in their lives because 

they have never lived in a house. The lowest  

percentage is observed in Zone 4 for males (8.74%) 
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and in total (9.74%) and in Zone 3 for females 

(13.64%). 

Status of houses owned by the relatives of 
houseless population 

Data about the relatives of houseless population 

who have the houses to live in are given in Table 3. 

An analysis of these data shows that most of the 
relatives (i.e. 84.45%) of the houseless population, 

a fact which proves that houseless people have 
good social connection with their relatives. 

Table 3: Relatives of Houseless Population having 
the House anywhere in the Country 

Zones Male/Female 
Relatives who have the 

houses 

 

  House 
No 

house 
Total 

Zone 
1 

Male 86.04 13.96 100.00 

Female 52.00 48.00 100.00 

Total 84.50 15.50 100.00 

Zone 
2 

Male 77.67 22.33 100.00 

Female 30.00 70.00 100.00 

Total 73.45 26.55 100.00 

Zone 
3 

Male 88.89 11.11 100.00 

Female 95.45 4.55 100.00 

Total 89.86 10.14 100.00 

Zone 
4 

Male 83.15 16.85 100.00 

Female 58.33 41.67 100.00 

Total 81.63 18.37 100.00 

Zone 
5 

Male 93.63 6.37 100.00 

Female 68.75 31.25 100.00 

Total 91.33 8.67 100.00 

Zone 
6 

Male 84.66 15.34 100.00 

Female 72.73 27.27 100.00 

Total 83.33 16.67 100.00 

Total 

Male 85.97 14.03 100.00 

Female 66.36 33.64 100.00 

Total 84.45 15.55 100.00 

         Source: Based on primary survey, 2012. 

However, only 15.55% of the relatives of the 
houseless persons do not own a house, which 

indicate the presence of houselessness in various 
other parts of the country also. About 86% of the  

male relatives of houseless population do hve a 

house somewhere in the country, while the 
remaining 14% do not have any house; for female 

relatives, the situation is similar, just the share is a 
bit different: 66.36% and 33.64%, respectively. 

Moreover, more than three quarters of the 

houseless population in each zone of the city has 
reported that their relatives have houses, barring 

Zone 2 where their percentage marginally falls to 
73.45 percent. In other words, the highest ratio of 

the houseless relatives (26.55 percent) has been 
documented among the houseless people in Zone 2 

followed by Zone 4 (18.37 percent), Zone 6 (16.67 

percent), Zone 1 (15.50 percent), Zone 3 (10.14 

percent) and Zone 5 (8.67 percent) (Fig. 3).   

The share of relatives of the houseless male 
population who have houses exceeded the relatives 

of houseless female population in all the zones of 
the city except Zone 3. It implies that the proportion 

of relatives of houseless women in the whole city, 

who are also houseless, is greater than the ratio of 
relatives of houseless men excluding Zone 3 in 

which the ratio of houseless relatives of men 
overstepped the houseless relatives of women. 

 

 

Fig. 3: Relatives of houseless population who have 
a house (processed after table 3) 

Occasions to live in the shelter 

Table 4 presents zone wise percent distribution 
of the frequency of living in shelter after months and 

years by the houseless population. This table shows 

that the majority of the houseless people is unable 
to access the shelter and, thus, forced to live as 

houseless, accounting for 38.21% of the total 
houseless population in Kanpur city. Among the 

houseless people who used to live in the shelter 

after either few months or few years, the highest 
proportion is registered by the people who have 

been getting the chances to live in the shelter within 
one month i.e. 21.92 percent, followed by those 

living in the shelter after 1 to 2 months (13.97%), 2 
to 4 months (6.95%), 4 to 6 months (4.85%), 6 to 8 

months (2.82% ), 8 to 10 months (1.74%) and 10 

to 12 months (1.30%), while the remaining 8% are 
houseless people who got the opportunity to live in 

the shelter after few years; 6.73% of houseless 
persons used to go to meet their families and 

relatives, who were living in the shelter, after 1 to 5 

years and 1.52 percent persons dwelt after the 5 
years.  

Further examination of the Table 4 depicts that 
more than three quarters (78.30%) of houseless 

women have never been able to live in the shelter 
compared to houseless men (34.30%). More than 
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half of the houseless population of Zone 6 was most 

deprived from living in the shelter, while the least 

proportion of such deprived population is observed 

in Zone 1, i.e. 28.37%.  

     Table 4: Frequency of Houseless Population Living in Shelter Population 

Zones Gender Frequency of living in shelter   
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Zone 
1 

Male 25.89 17.26 13.13 10.88 7.13 3.75 4.32 3.38 11.44 2.81 100 
Female 83.33 - 4.17 - 4.17 - 4.17 - - 4.17 100 
Total 28.37 16.52 12.75 10.41 7.00 3.59 4.31 3.23 10.95 2.87 100 

Zone 
2 

Male 40.78 26.21 15.53 9.71 2.91 - - - 4.85 - 100 
Female 100 - - - - - - - - - 100 
Total 46.02 23.89 14.16 8.85 2.65 - - - 4.42 - 100 

Zone 
3 

Male 32.54 33.33 19.05 0.79 5.56 2.38 - - 5.56 0.79 100 
Female 36.36 59.09 - - - 4.55 - - - - 100 
Total 33.11 37.16 16.22 0.68 4.73 2.70 - - 4.73 0.68 100 

Zone 
4 

Male 46.45 21.31 14.21 5.46 4.37 4.37 - - 3.28 0.55 100 
Female 91.67 - - - - - - - 8.33 - 100 
Total 49.23 20.00 13.33 5.13 4.10 4.10 - - 3.59 0.51 100 

Zone 
5 

Male 33.55 38.71 16.13 5.16 2.58 1.29 - - 2.58 - 100 
Female 87.50 - 6.25 - - - - - 6.25 - 100 
Total 38.60 35.09 15.20 4.68 2.34 1.17 - - 2.92 - 100 

Zone 
6 

Male 49.43 16.48 17.05 5.11 2.84 2.84 - - 4.55 1.70 100 
Female 90.91 4.55 - - 4.55 - - - - - 100 
Total 54.04 15.15 15.15 4.55 3.03 2.53 - - 4.04 1.52 100 

Total 

Male 34.87 22.65 14.97 7.52 5.09 2.98 1.80 1.41 7.13 1.57 100 
Female 78.30 13.21 1.89 - 1.89 0.94 0.94 - 1.89 0.94 100 
Total 38.21 21.92 13.97 6.95 4.85 2.82 1.74 1.30 6.73 1.52 100 

                     Source: Based on primary survey, 2012. 
 
Moreover, one hundred percent of houseless 

women within Zone 2 have never lived in the shelter 
after becoming houseless, whereas the highest 

percentage of such men is registered in Zone 6. The 

lowest proportion of houseless males and females 
who never got a chance to live in a house after 

becoming houseless is registered one 1 (25.89%) 
and Zone 3 (36.36%). The greater share of the 

houseless persons among those that got the chance 

to live in the shelter, is constituted by two 
categories, namely those with less than one month 

and 1 to 2 months. The houseless persons who have 
been fortunate to get shelter within one month 

accounted their maximum and minimum shares in 
Zone 3 (37.16%) and Zone 6 (15.15%) respectively. 

As it can be seen from the Table 4, the 

proportion of houseless persons who lived in the 
shelter 1 to 2 months is the highest (16.22%) in 

Zone 3 and the lowest (12.75%) in Zone 1. Apart 
from this, it is Zone 1 which recorded above ten 

percent as well as the highest percentage of the 

houseless population who have moved to live in the 
shelter 2 to 4 months (10.41%) and after 1 to 5 

years (10.95%) in comparison with all other zones. 
If we analyse only the houseless population that 

comes to live in the shelter after years, i.e. 1 to 5 

years and above 5 years, it is clear that the people 
who used to live in the shelter after 1 to 5 years are 

more numerous than those who got the chance to 

live in the shelter after 5 years in all the zones of the 
city. The maximum ratios of houseless persons 

(more than one percent) who got the chance to live 
in the shelter after 5 years are identified in Zone 1 

and Zone 6, 2.87% and 1.52%, respectively. 

Spatial flows of houseless population 

The real universal fact is very clearly revealed 

(Fig. 4) the flow of houseless population greatly 
depends on distance; of the share of houseless 

population that live in Kanpur city and who originate 
from other countries of the world and Indian states 

excluding Uttar Pradesh account for only 10.63% of 
the houseless migrants, while the remaining 

proportion (89.37%) of houseless population have 

their places of origin within the state of Uttar 
Pradesh. Moreover, among the houseless population 

who originated within the state of Uttar Pradesh and 
moved to the city, nearly half (44.05%) came from 

only four neighbouring districts of Kanpur city: 

namely Kanpur Nagar itself (23.72%), Unnao 
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(10.06%), Fatehpur (6.68%) and Kanpur Dehat 

(4.04%). Likewise, as the distance from the districts 

to the city increases, the volume of houseless 
migrants decreases. Moreover, the larger proportion 

of houseless population in the Kanpur city has 
migrated from the districts of Eastern Uttar Pradesh 

rather than Western Uttar Pradesh, because the city 

itself is part of Eastern Uttar Pradesh. Thus, the 
models like large number of migrants move to a 

short distance (Raventein, 1989), gravity or distance 

decay (Newton, 1729 and Stouffer, 1960) i.e. the 

movement of persons between two centres would 

be directly proportional to the product of their 
population and inversely proportional to the square 

of distance between them (Reilly, 1929 and James, 
1972), power of any area to attract people, goods 

and information depends on its size of its economic 

base and distance (Zipf, 1941 and 1949, Jones, 
1981 and Stewart, 1950), etc. have been also 

proven by this hypothetical model (see Fig. 4). 

 

Fig. 4: Places of origin of houseless population and their circulations (source: based on the simplification 
of primary data) 

 

However, figure 4 has disproven the migrants’ 
stability and ‘how long’ a migrant would like to stay 

in a place. For instance, out of the total surveyed 
houseless households in the city, only 18.40% have 

their places of origin within the city, while remaining 
81% came from outside the city. The houseless 

people who are unable to access the shelter their 

whole life and, thus, forced to live as houseless on 
the footpaths, accounted for 38.21% of the total 

houseless population found in Kanpur city. These 
are people who have their places of origin within 

Kanpur city (18.40%) who migrated from outside 

the city (19.81%). This segment of houseless 
population (38.21%) is continuously on the move 

within the city (Fig. 4), while the remaining 
(61.79%) of houseless population who got the 

chance to live in the shelter after either few months 
or few years, have been continually circulating 

between their places of origin and Kanpur city as 

indicated in figure 4. 

Conclusions  

The present study shows that more than eighty 

percent of houseless population has lived in shelter 
at least once for some time in their whole life. 

Similarly, more than fourth-fifth of the relatives of 
the houseless population also have their own houses 

somewhere else, fact which proves that houseless 
people of the city have good social connection or 

social affiliation with their relatives; still, few 
relatives of the houseless persons did not have their 

own houses, which indicates the presence of the 

problem of houselessness in other parts of the 
country where they live, too. An analysis of 

houseless population migrated from different places 
of origin depicts that the majority of houseless 

population found in Kanpur city originates mostly 

from different districts of Uttar Pradesh excluding 
Kanpur Nagar district, followed by people from 

within the Kanpur city. The flow of houseless 
population decreases with the distance to Kanpur 

city, houseless population coming from other 
countries of the world and from Indian states 

accounting for just 10.63% of the total, while almost 

90% of the houseless population have their 
permanent residential base within the boundary of 

the state of Uttar Pradesh. 
Among the houseless people who used to get the 

chance to live in the shelter after either few months 

or few years, more than forty percent have been 
regularly getting the chances to live in the shelter 



Forum geografic. Studii și cercetări de geografie și protecția mediului 
Volume XVI, Issue 1 (June 2017), pp. 80-87 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5775/fg.2017.095.i 

87 
 

within four months in a year, while those who got 

the opportunity to live in the shelter after few years 

is the lowest. Thus, these houseless people are 
actually running on the road in and out of the 

shelter/house, wherein they are continuously 
moving between their places of origin (where they 

have their own shelter or house) and Kanpur city, 

constantly repeating this habit throughout the life, in 
the vicious circle of houselessness. Moreover, nearly 

forty percent of houseless persons never got the 
chance to live in the shelter their whole life and they 

have to live as permanent pavement dwellers. 
However, they are continuously moving/ circulating 

within the city from one place to another.  

Truly speaking, millions of people in the 
contemporary world are born on the footpaths; they 

spend their whole lives on the pavements and 
ultimately passaway from this world, dreaming of 

having a house of their own. 
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