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Abstract

The purpose of this project is to investigate the connection between the social and
statistical findings regarding the issue of homelessness in the United States. Because of the
inconsistencies with how homelessness is tracked, two government provided sources were used.
The United States Interagency Council on Homelessness provides general data of homelessness,
while the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development data shows the reported usage of
homeless by the programs themselves. In addition, | also investigate the social impact and
experiences of this issue to provide a more dynamic view of the problem of homelessness in the
states. It was found that several factors are related to the increasing homeless rate in both the
general homeless population as well as the chronically homeless nationwide. States with densely
populated cities were found to most frequently have a higher homeless population. Investigating
prominent identities of this population showed that K-12 students had the highest population,
showing to be 14 times larger than that of the chronically homeless population. When looking at
the historical political affiliation of states, Democratic states were found to have the highest
number of homeless people, while Republican states had the highest homeless proportion. When
considering the social implications of this issue, it was found that there is a general mistrust
among shelter service workers and the homeless population, minority students are more likely to
experience homelessness than their white counterparts, and substance abuse in Missouri is a high
contributor to the states 15% homeless rate. Homelessness is difficult to track but investigating
the statistical and social implications allows us to better grasp the underlying factors of this
timeworn issue.

Link to Website: https://sheltered.us/



https://sheltered.us/
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Executive Summary

Homelessness is difficult to track. These individuals must get creative when figuring out
how best to survive, all while juggling other factors that make this task strenuous. There are
various options to choose from, but even those options have unexpected barriers. The purpose of
this project is to investigate the connection between the social and statistical findings regarding
the issue of homelessness in the United States. Because of the inconsistencies with how
homelessness is tracked, two government provided sources were used to collect data for this
project. One source is the United States Interagency Council on Homelessness which gives the
general scope of homelessness nationwide. The second source is provided by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development, which shows the reported usage of homeless
aids and facilities by the various shelters and programs themselves. In addition, | also investigate
the social impact and experiences of this issue to provide a more dynamic view of the problem of
homelessness in the states. Determining causality is not as relevant in this project as is
uncovering factors that relate to the problem, which is often overlooked in purely statistical

analyses.

When first considering the statistical results, it was found that states with densely
populated cities were often found having the highest rates of homelessness. This general idea
was expanded upon by investigating the identities of homeless individuals, how homelessness
differs by a state’s historical political affiliation, and by looking at how facilities and shelters
themselves report how often their services have been used. Though it is difficult to trace, most
individuals experiencing homelessness seek housing by Doubling Up, or finding housing in
groups with others who may not be experiencing homelessness with them. The U.S. Interagency

Council on Homelessness determined that in 2020 roughly 1.04 million people were doubled up,
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while only 166,389 were said to be in shelters. Reports from this council also found that less than

13% of individuals in the data reported living in a shelter, while around 4% were unsheltered.

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development gave a more detailed
explanation of how facilities were being used by collecting the number of beds used directly
from the facilities and shelters themselves. 6 categories were provided to differentiate the options
that individuals have to choose from, depending on their situation and which aid they need.
Permanent Supportive Housing (where housing assistance and supportive services are to provide
housing stability for those with disabilities) was found to be the most common aid used
nationwide. This type of aid was closely followed by Emergency Shelters, a more common aid
often referred to when discussing the issue of homelessness. In 2020, over 745,000 were said to
have used programs for Permanent Supportive Housing while just over 600,000 were said to

have used the services of emergency shelters.

As stated in the general findings of this project, states with dense city populations were
found to have the highest number of homeless individuals. To account for the population
difference, proportions were used. With this, the political affiliation from the past 5 elections
were considered when assigning a state to its historical political affiliation. This comparison was
done to find differences within the nation based on which way the state had elected. Doing this
allows us to investigate how states statistically show to be handling homelessness. The
investigation of political affiliation across states revealed that though Democratic states with
large general populations and dense cities had the most homeless individuals, Republican states
were shown to have the highest ratio of homeless to general population nationwide. Democratic
states, in 2020, showed to have 1,338,528 homeless individuals which was 15.34% of their

general population. Republican states within the same year reported having 803,631 homeless
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people which made up 17.45% of the general population. Missouri, a state determined to be
historically Republican, was found to have the highest homeless to general population rate at
15.68% over the following Democratic states: District of Colombia (6.71%), New York (5.17%),

and Oregon (4.26%).

When the identities of homeless individuals were investigated, it was found that K-12
students were most common identity as reported by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development. This identity was almost 14 times the size of the chronically homeless population.
The vast difference in numbers may be attributed to the sheer number of students in the United
States: 51.3 million. Around 1.38 (2.86%) of this population were considered homeless: residing
in shelters or doubled up. The chronic homeless population came to roughly only 0.034% of the
general population. The homeless veteran population made up even less of the general
population at 0.011%. The political affiliation between these identities did not vary much other
than with homeless students. 14.62% of the homeless student population resided in Republican

states while 9.51% of homeless students resided in Democratic states.

Understanding these results are important but recognizing who these statistics represent is
just as important. The sociological perspective of homelessness is investigated to give an
opportunity for the lesser heard perspective of this issue to be recognized. It was found that there
is a general mistrust among shelter service workers and the homeless population. (Kryda, 2008)
This caused many of the homeless to reject or deny aid from service workers who would mistreat
them. This would come in forms of stereotyping and sometimes being denied access to certain
types of aid based on discriminatory practices. This related to another study which found that
minority students were found to be more likely to experience homelessness than their white

counterparts. It was found that 1 of 10 K-12 students were homeless, while 1 of 6 student were
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homeless if they were an underrepresented minority. Other factors that are often discussed with
the topic of homelessness is substance abuse. When investigating Missouri comparatively high
homelessness rate, it was found that 55% of participants in a study focused on homeless
individuals in St. Louis tested positive for cocaine use. It was found after tracing the behavior of
the participants, that 82% of homeless cocaine users were unable to attain and retain stable

housing after two years. This correlates directly with the state’s high chronic homeless rate.

Some limitations of this study were missing variables in the data that would have been
useful in determining more direct correlations to the conclusions found. My study was not able to
compare the racial differences throughout the nation’s homeless population due to this data not
being available. This, alongside having an income variable, would have been essential to
drawing conclusions on low-income minorities’ usage of facilities, homeless programs, and
shelters. This might have also brought clarity to assumptions made about Republican states in the
south, as there is a historical correlation to the low-income minorities in these areas. Other
variables that would have been useful to have in this study would be age and gender. These
variables would have allowed for a better understanding to what demographics most often utilize
homeless facilities, programs, and shelters. We would have been able to compare, for example,

how older white men gain access to resources in comparison to younger minority women.
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Importance of Alternative Format

To best achieve the purpose of this project, interactive data visualizations were created
using Tableau, a data visualization tool. Doing this allowed for big picture conclusions to be seen
in an instant, effortlessly giving users the option to inquire about specific states and statistics.
Having stagnant screenshots of the visualizations takes away from the overall experience of this
study. For example, even though nationwide statistics show that both the general homelessness
rate and chronic homeless rate increased over the 4-year period, Maryland, among other states,
showed to have decreasing rates. Formatting the visualizations on a website, as opposed to the
standard thesis format, accentuates bringing an informative and often misleading topic to a
universal platform, where users may inquire further and are able to make quick, comparative
assessments. Having a user-friendly approach to showcasing my findings on this topic was
crucial to spread well-documented information to the public. This format also allows me to
express my stylistic touches on data science, making data science palatable for those without

degrees in the field.
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SHELTERED

Homelessness in the United States

Approximately 553,742 people on any given night in the United States

are homeless.

This is roughly 17 homeless individuals for every 10,000 people in
the general population.

Around 37% of these individuals are considered to be unsheltered.




The purpose of this project is to investigate the connection

between the social and statistical findings regarding the issue of

homelessness in the United States.

Because of the inconsistencies with how homelessness is
tracked, two government provided sources were used to collect

data for this project.

One source is the United States Interagency Council on
Homelessness which gives the general scope of homelessness
nationwide. The second source is provided by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development. This source
provides the reported usage of homeless aids and facilities by

the various shelters and programs themselves.

In addition, | also investigate the social impact and experiences

of this issue to provide a more dynamic view of the problem of

homelessness in the United States. Determining causality is not
as relevant in this project as is uncovering factors that relate to
the problem as a whole, which is often overlooked in purely

statistical analyses.

*All photos are from https://unsplash.com/images/stock
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My name is Maya Vasta. | am a Statistical and Data nces major with a minor in Sociology at The
College of Wooster in Wooster, OH. The connection of social issues and data interested me since taking
Social Statistics my sophomore year. Recognizing that each number in a dataset represents a real
person, it was important for me to emphasize the data as well as who the data is representing. With this
project, | hope to uncover the realities of homelessness, both from a data standpoint as well as the
social impacts experienced. Displaying my findings in this format allows for the results to be accessible

to a larger audience in hopes of giving new insight to this timeworn issue. RESU |tS

The following page displays my findings of homeless trends
in the United States in the form of data visualizations. The
general aspects of homelessness are explored as well as
more in-depth concerns with the facilities and the other

identities of people experiencing homelessness in this study.

What is Homelessness? The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development breaks homelessness down into two definitions.

Sheltered Homeless Persons: Persons residing in an emergency shelter or in transitional/supportive housing for
homeless persons designated to provide temporary living arrangements.

Unsheltered Homeless Persons: People with a primary nighttime residence that is a public or private place not designed
for or ordinarily used as regular sleeping accommodations for human beings, including a car, park, abandoned building,
bus or train station, airport, or camping ground.
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First let’s take a look at homelessness across the nation! X R
Nationwide Homelessness:

As reported by the U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness:

In yellow, we see the nationwide reported homelessness in the U.S. from 2017-2020. In

5 o o Total Homeless Population Chronic Homelessness
red, we see chronic homelessness during the same period.
579,259 120,224
) , - 600K 540,833 547,264 562,189 v
One may be determined chronically homeless if they have been homeless for over one s 5 104,754
year's time. H b, 100K sz0e2 o
e. =
§ 400K 5 %
w 5@
. . =8
We can see from these charts that nationwide homelessness increases over the four é ze
q A & S 50K
years for the general homeless population and the chronically homeless. 1% 200K E =
S b
. - &
It should be noted that due to COVID-19 cases significantly rising in 2020, homeless ox o

rates in the United States may have been effected by this 2017 2018 2018 2020 2017 2018 2019 2020

This visualization is interacti y

click the state of your choosing to see the two bar charts change according to

that state. Hover over states to quickly see each reported homeless population. To view

tionwide statistics, click on the reset arrow or the white space within the map.

Total Homeless Pop
*For even more details, click the p icon in the left sidebar on the map. Here you will be able [
304 161,548

to select a dotted shaped. This allows s egion of your choosing. © 2022 Mapbox © OpenSirestM:
[ lapbox © Open ap

Some things to notice...

Though nationwide we see homelessness shows to be increasing over the four-year period, there are states that show to be decreasing over this time period. For example,
Florida (one of the top five states for homelessness) shows a decrease in the total homeless population. Another state to note, among others, to show similar trends was
Maryland! States with dense populations such as California and New York have the highest homelessness rates nationwide. The trends within these two states differ: In
California, the trend increases with a dip in 2018, while in New York the trend stays relatively constant with variations across the four years.

Where Are They Sleeping?

Four different categories were provided by the U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness to differentiate where individuals were sleeping. The categories consist of:

Doubled Up, Shelter, Hotels/Motels, or Unsheltered. Below are some quick statistics on where individuals were reported sleeping in 2020.

1,040,247 166,389 94,729 54,678

Doubled Up Shelter Hotels/Motels Unsheltered

Homeless NightTime Residents in the United States:

Where are the homeless sleeping according to the U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness?

Nighttime Residents by Facility Type

®poubled Up:
1,110,269 Refers to shared living arrangements, some of which
may be considerad homeless, while others may not be,
1,040,247 depending on various factors
1000K shiliss 1,036,992
®shelter:
2 800K Adults, children, and unaccompanied children who, on
3 the night of the count, are living in shelters for the
3 We see here that there Is a drastic difference between homeless homeless
£ ho are “doubled-up” or sharing a living arran
2 600K ed to being in a shelter, hotel or motel, or being uns!
rE - .
b4 This option may be most viable to individuals as this option may be safer Hotels/Motels:
b and more cost-efficient Sleeping in a place not designed for or ordinarily used
£ as a regular sleeping accommodation such as hotels
g 400K and motels
@
L] i
0K 154 844 181,431 165,373 166,389 Ynshattered:
3 Residing in a place not meant for human habitation,
84,522 101,578 94,722 94,729 such as cars, parks, sidewalks, abandoned buildings
;/ i (on the street)
» ,6
0K 42009 54,239

2017 2018 2019 2020

dhdahlann 4 el L 0



Getting a general understanding of homelessness allows us to more
easily understand the other aspects of this issue.
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Homelessness within Facilities

The purple graph on the left shows us how many
beds homeless facilities across the nation
reported filling between 2017 to 2020.

Facility Usage Nationwide:
As reported by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Total Year Round Beds Used by Y

(224

Because only homeless individuals who utilized

.

the services of shelters were reported, as this
data was collected internally from shelters and

facilities themselves, we can see that the

Total Year-Round Beds

reported totals for all beds and chronically
homeless beds are less than when the entire

homeless population was considered.

With this, we can still see that the overall trend
are similar but have minor inconsistencies. From
the perspective of the facilities, there was an
increase from 2017 to 2019, then a significant
decrease in 2020, where when the total homeless
population was considered, both total and
chronic homelessness was shown to increase

over the 4 year period.

o0

One major similarity, regardless of the
perspective, is the consistency that states with
major cities and dense populations have with

Chronically Homeless Beds

maintaining the highest totals nationwide. vonlecy
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Breakdown of Facility Types

Wait.. emergency shelters aren't

the onIy form of housing aid for Theus. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) provided 6 categories of facilities and
homeless p60p|67 programs that are intended to help the homeless population. With specific types of housing programs,

special consideration for those with disabilities, substance abuse, or other disorders are the focus of

the program. Below we see the usage of these facilities and programs over a four year period in

United States.

Total Beds by Facility Type from 2017-2020

™ permanent Supportive Housing
Housing assistance (long-term leasing or rental
assistance) and supportive services are provided to
assisthouseholds with at least one member (adult
or child) with a disabilityin achieving housing
stability

738,586

//""—“m.oev
707,600 722,772

™ £mergency Shelter:
Any facility, the primary purpose of which is to
provide a temporary shelter for the homeless in
general or for specific populations of the homeless

603,178
572,406
583,674
555,074

By knowing the different options for programs and housing pi to homel

500K Year 2017 ™ Rapid Re-Housing:
Total Year-Round Beds (ES): 655,074 Rapidly connects families and individuals
— — —— o of harmale experiencing homelessness to permanent housing
o ”W’m(‘d‘ DRERAOPN h,“! w;w ) '\,'.‘7 4 u”,“, s through a tailored package of assistance that may
g B acity sre ‘“W’\ ‘”“ '“”'fd‘ *0.2020 nelude the use of time-limited financial assistance
gh Emergency Shelters are the most discuss
- f,mu ; m,m-\w' l‘u re the most di cu and targuted supportive srvices
2 cility, Permanent Supportive Housing is the most
8 popular aid used to help home ndivi
350K according to the Department of Housing and ™ Transitional Housing:
Urban Development A project that is designed to provide housing and
300K appropriate supportive services to homeless
persons to facilitate movement to independent
living
250K
240,498 21819 245,630
* * other Permanent Housing:
200K 225,922 Long-term housing that is not otherwise
187,436 202,058 190,892 184,516 < permanent supportive housing or
. rapid re-housing
150K
¥ safe Haven:
100K 104,204 99,754 24-hour/7-days-a-week community-based early
= recovery model of supportive housing that serves
- 73,580 79,708 hard-to-reach, hard-to-er
with severe mental iliness and su
- S8 4,780 4,532 o disorders
2017 2018 2019 2020

we get a better understanding of what individuals used as

aid for their situation. Whichever option one chooses may be determined by the other issues they may be having aside from being homeless. Having

programs in place for those struggling with substance abuse, for example, gives them a better chance of

and h 1

Roughly half of individuals who overcome homelessness were reported returning to their shelter within the same year.

But who are these individuals? They may hold identities that are more familiar than you think.
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Faces of the United States

| m.,'
1,380,432 students were reported as being homeless in 2020.

Comparing these two groups gives us a face to those who are so often overlooked on the street. These are students, ranging from kindergarten to the 12th
grade, trying to get an education and veterans who fought for our country. The following visualization displays how many students and veterans, respectively,

were reported being homeless in the United States in 2020. Each state's reported homelessness is represented by the size of the bubbles.

Comparison between Homeless Students and Veterans :
Two Impactful Populations in the United States
As of 2018, there
were
approximately
51.3 million
K-12 students

Homeless Students Homeless Veterans
California, Florida anc

Texas are shown to have
the most homeless
veterans in the
United States.

California, New York.
Texas and Florida have
the most homeless students
according to the US Department of

Hou

g and Urban Development

Looking at the number of homeless students in the data may be shocking to some. We can put things into perspective by understanding that these statistics represent
children who are a part of homeless families, families where the parents or guardians may have more than one K-12 student. The parents or guardians caring for them
are registered as homeless once they use shelters and other housing assistance programs. Though there are 1.38 million homeless students, there are 51.3 million

students in the general population. The ratio of homeless students to total students is 2.69%, while the homeless veteran ratio is 0.21%.

We can see that the states with the highest population density consistently show to have the highest homeless population throughout the data. We notice here, upon

comparing the two charts, New York's homeless veteran rates are less than expected in comparison with less densely populated states.

Hover over the bubbles to display states with smaller homeless rates for students and veterans.

Political Parties on Homelessness

As Progressive Cities Are Overrun with

Homelessness, Will Enabling Democrats e el ailton Thetah e o

Face a Reckonm ? nation is by adopting a poiitical affiliation. Ihougl ere ar
-~ g many registered political parties, the most recognized parties

One of the many ways we differentiate our values within our
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nationwide are Democrat and Republican. There have been
many conversations disputing how red or blue states approach
THE BULLETIN BOARD the problem of homelessness.

Republicans on Senate Finance vote

against aid for homeless shelters
o EmanoewTT s 5 0000060

- FEERE.
$400 Million: Oregon Democrats announce
homelessness, affordable housing investment

-

Throughout the results, we see that states such as California,
New York, and Texas display having the highest homeless

population most often.

In key respects, many blue states are actually doing worse than red By using proportions, we get a better understanding of how
states. It is in the blue states where affordable housing is often hardest
to find, there are some of the most acute disparities in education

funcing and econamic inequality.is increasing smost quickly. i York's populations do not draw unclear conclusions about

homelessness varies by state. This way, California and New
. Democratic states, just as the high general population in Texas
; does not lead to unclear conclusions about Republican states.

Assembly Republicans pass housing bills, but table
vote on homelessness criminalization

In the visualization below, homelessness by raw numbers and proportions are compared. It was found that though Democratic states accounted for a
larger number of homeless individuals nationwide, Republican states were found to have a higher homeless to general population ratio.

The map displays, according to the past 5 elections, each state's historical political affiliation, Republican or The shade of th the density of the general
population, Hover over each state to compare the homeless population to that of the general population as reported in 2020 by the U.S. Council on

Homelessness by Historical Political Affiliation Nationwide
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As expected, we still see states with densely populated cities appearing at the top of the list: District of Colombia, California, and New York. 6 of the top 10 states
shown in the rightmost graph are Democratic states, while the other 4 are Republican. Surprisingly, Missouri shows to have the most homeless individuals to general

population ratio. This midwestern state has almost 43,000 homeless individuals to a little over 1 million people in the general population.

Homeless Proportions by Population Type

Homelessness Proportions by Identity, colored by Political Affiliation
0.25 0.2413 Homeless Veterans
Palitical Affilitation
W pemocrat
B Reputlican Homeless Young Adults
(Aged 18-24) What do these proportions represent?

The proportions shown in the graph
Chronic Homelessness 120,224 explain how each type of homeless
identity (student/veteranfetc) is shown
in perspective to the total reported
population in the United States, relative
Homeless Students 1,380,432 to political affiliation.

Proportion

*Population totals based on 2020 census

data*
Total Homeless

Population 2,151,454

0.0055 0.0051
—

Students Chronically Veterans Young Adult (18-
Homaless 22) Total Population 352,650,000

Looking at the differences between the identities gives us a clearer perspective on how students make up the majority of homeless individuals out of the identities
displayed. A “student” is defined in the data by any individual who in enrolled in public school: education levels K-12. This may account for why the proportion is higher
compared to other identities; there are significantly more students because by law, students in the United States are required to go to school.

The distribution between how Democratic and Republican states contribute to this issue is relatively balanced. We do see that when taking the general population into
consideration, there shows to be a higher ratio of students in Republican states and a slightly higher ratio of chronically homeless individuals in Democratic states.

Results Recap

Grasping the concepts of homelessness from the perspectives discussed allows us to get a better scope of this issue. It was found that states with
densely populated cities were often found having the highest rates of homelessness. This general idea was expanded upon by investigating the
identities of homeless individuals, how homelessness differs by a state's historical political affiliation, and by looking at how facilities and shelters
themselves report how often their services have been used. Though it is difficult to trace, most individuals experiencing homelessness seek housing
by Doubling Up, or finding housing in groups with others who may not be experiencing homelessness with them. Reports from the U.S. Interagency
Council on Homelessness found that less than 13% of individuals in the data reported living in a shelter, while only around 4% were reported as

unsheltered.

Data reported by the homeless facilities themselves gave a more detailed explanation to some options that individuals have to choose from,
depending on their situation and what aid they need. Permanent Supportive Housing (where housing assistance and supportive services are to
provide housing stability for those with disabilities) was found to be the most common aid used nationwide. This type of aid was closely followed by

Emergency Shelters, a more common aid often referred to when discussing the issue of homelessness.

The identities of homeless individuals were explored and it was found that students, followed by chronically homeless individuals were most common
as reported by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. The investigation of political affiliation across states as it related to this
issue revealed that though Democratic states with large general populations and dense cities had the most homeless individuals, Republican states
were shown to have the highest ratio of homeless to general population nationwide. After looking at proportions, we found that Missouri had the

highest ratio of homeless individuals to general population, followed by other expected states with densely populated cities.

Understanding these results are important, but recognizing who these statistics represent is just as important. The sociological perspective of

homelessness is investigated in order to give an opportunity for the lesser heard perspective of this issue to be recognized.

Social Impact
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Social Impact

The homeless population often is the topic of conversation but those experiencing it rarely are listened to. Hearing
their perspective is essential to understanding the full extent of this issue as a whole. Below are real examples of
what homeless people have experienced as well as studies related to why homelessness is prevalent in the United
States.
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Mistrust with Service Workers in Manhattan, New York

Chronic homelessness showed to be most prevalent in New York and California in the results. Though resources show to be
available and increasing, a study done in Manhattan, New York uncovered that these services are being refused by chronically
street homeless individuals due to “a pervasive mistrust of outreach workers and the agencies that employ them, as well as
prominent lack of confidence in available services” (Kryda, 2008).

After conducting 24 interviews with homeless individuals, it was found that participants did not believe that the available
services would be able to help them and were incompatible. Most of the interviews conjured consistent experiences for how
the participants reported feeling when encountering service workers. Service workers were said to have lacked empathy,
projected stereotypes, and failed to present participants with viable alternative options. Normally, only service workers who
had previously been homeless were deemed trustworthy otherwise, the workers showed to deliver empty promises and were
largely motivated by their paychecks. Workers would recommend unsafe shelters or services that were short-term solutions.
In essence, participants felt that they were being used for financial gain with no intentions to help them overcome
homelessness. When discussing what they would like to see from service workers, they described workers who did not have
preconceived notions about being lazy or addicted to drugs. Participants reported needed workers who could develop a
trusting relationship by speaking to them as a person, designating more time to them, and having workers show effort in
trying to make a change.

From this study, we see that even though the number of spots may rise in a shelter or service, the quality of the relationships
between the homeless and the workers is what determines whether the service is successful in giving people a second
chance at a fruitful living experience.

Procedures in Homeless Shelters Limit Access to Those in Need

Though shelters were found to be the second most used form of housing, behind “Doubling Up”, homeless individuals are
often suggested to turn to shelters when in need. Unfortunately, the process of getting into shelters are not as simple as the
general public may imply. In “Waiting for Shelter”, Molly Brown, among others, investigated the lengthy waitlists and other
shelter processes that prohibit any immediate resolutions to those seeking shelter.

Some requirements to receive and retain one's spot on the waitlist often show to be tedious and prone to potential barriers.
Individuals may be on a waitlist for 2 to 4 weeks before gaining access to a space. Within that time, facilities may require that
wait-listers abide by certain protocols or risk being removed from the list. This may include calling weekly during a certain
period in the day or regularly checking one’s status online. An individual who was removed from the waitlist reported a lack of
communication with the shelter.

“Someone needs to actually answer the phone so we know accurately the calls are being taking down in an orderly time" -
Participant in Brown's study

The implementation of these procedures are to “weed out” individuals who no longer show to be in need of the service,
however these procedures disproportionately affect those who have high service needs. These people often do no have the

time to wait in lines (as the lines are generally first-come, first served basis) or have the resources to follow procedures as

often as is required. With this, participants in the study reported how shelters would often relay a sentiment that shelters
were trying to keep certain people from accessing the service. Shelters would often say that they were “helping the right ™

people” which were people who were not “using [drugs/alcohol] as much.” (Brown, 2017) From this study, it can be recognized
how exhaustive and particular the processes for gaining access to a shelter can be and how it quickly limits who is allowed to
access this resource.

Structural Limitations’ and its Connection to Homeless Students in Michigan

Students were found to have the highest represented identity within the homeless population. To further investigate this issue, | found
research done on homeless students based out of Michigan. “No Place Called Home" by Michael Evangelist and H. Luke Shaefer of
the University of Michigan explored the relationship between student homelessness and structural correlates. With this, their study

found that there was a higher chance of being homeless student if they were Black or Hispanic.

“Close to 1 out of 10 students overall and 1 out of 6 black students experienced some form of homelessness while enrolled

in school.” (Evangelist, 2016)
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Doubling up was found to be a common alternative to emergency shelters in this study, just as it was found to be in my

research. Evangelist gives insight to the realities of this seemingly preferable option.

“Although doubling up may seem like a more welcome alternative to living in a shelter, it is also associated with

interpersonal conflict, overcrowding, and domestic violence and is often a precursor to literal homelessness.” (Wright et al.

1998, as sighted in Evangelist, 2016)

From this study’s findings, it could be concluded that if the student was a minerity or facing financial disparity, the student
'was more likely to be vulnerable to experiencing homelessness. This vulnerability is what allows these individuals to fall
victim to exploitative relationships from those with money and power, as opposed to impersonal economic forces being to
blame. Structures such as labor markets, housing markets, and predatory lending practices were found to often take
advantage of individuals by racializing them and limiting their access to resources disproportionately to their white

counterparts.
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Summary

Homelessness is difficult to track. These individuals must get creative when figuring out how best to survive, all
while juggling other factors that make this task strenuous, There are various options to choose from, but even
those options have unexpected barriers. The purpose of this project is to investigate the connection between the
social and statistical findings regarding the issue of homelessness in the United States. Because of the
inconsistencies with how homelessness is tracked, two government provided sources were used to collect data for
this project. One source is the United States Interagency Council on Homelessness which gives the general scope
of homelessness nationwide. The second source is provided by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, which shows the reported usage of homeless aids and facilities by the various shelters and
programs themselves, In addition, | also investigate the social impact and experiences of this issue to provide a
more dynamic view of the problem of homelessness in the states. Determining causality is not as relevant in this
project as is uncovering factors that relate to the problem, which is often overlooked in purely statistical analyses.

When first considering the statistical results, it was found that states with densely populated cities were
often found having the highest rates of homelessness. This general idea was expanded upon by
investigating the identities of homeless individuals, how homelessness differs by a state's historical
political affiliation, and by looking at how facilities and shelters themselves report how often their
services have been used. Though it is difficult to trace, most individuals experiencing homelessness seek
housing by Doubling Up, or finding housing in groups with others who may not be experiencing
homelessness with them, The U.S. Interagency Council on Homelessness determined that in 2020
roughly 1.04 million people were doubled up, while only 166,389 were said to be in shelters. Reports from
this council also found that less than 13% of individuals in the data reported living in a shelter, while only

around 4% were reported as unsheltered,

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development gave a more detailed explanation of how facilities
were being used by collecting the number of beds used directly from the facilities and shelters themselves. 6
categories were provided to differentiate the options that individuals have to choose from, depending on their
situation and which aid they need. Permanent Supportive Housing (where housing assistance and supportive
services are to provide housing stability for those with disabilities) was found to be the most common aid
used nationwide. This type of aid was closely followed by Emergency Shelters, a more common aid often
referred to when discussing the issue of homelessness. In 2020, over 745000 were said to have used
programs for Permanent Supportive Housing while just over 600,000 were said to have used the services of

As stated in the general findings of this project, states with dense city populations were found to have the
highest number of homeless individuals. To account for the population difference, proportions were used.
With this, the political affiliation from the past 5 elections were considered when assigning a state to it's
historical political affiliation. This comparison was done to find differences within the nation based on which
way the state had elected. Doing this allows us to investigate how states statistically show to be handling
homelessness. The investigation of political affiliation across states revealed that though Democratic states
with large general populations and dense cities had the most homeless individuals, Republican states were
shown to have the highest ratio of homeless to general population nationwide. Democratic states, in 2020,
showed to have 1,338,528 homeless individuals which was 15.34% of their general population. Republican
states within the same year reported having 803,631 homeless people which made up 17.45% of the general
population. Missouri, a state determined to be historically Republican, was found to have the highest
homeless to general population rate at 15.68% over the following Democratic states: District of Colombia

(6.71%), New York (5.17%), and Oregon (4.26%)
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When the identities of homeless individuals were investigated, it was found that K-12 students were most
common identity as reported by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. This identity was
almost 14 times the size of the chronically homeless population. The vast difference in numbers may be
attributed to the sheer number of students in the United States: 51.3 million. Around 1.38 (2.86%) of this
population were considered homeless: residing in shelters or doubled up. The chronic homeless population
came to roughly only 0.034% of the general population. The homeless veteran population made up even less
of the general population at 0.011%. The political affiliation between these identities did not vary much other
than with homeless students. 14.62% of the homeless student population resided in Republican states while

9.51% of homeless students resided in Democratic states.

Understanding these results are important but recognizing who these statistics represent is just as important.
The sociological perspective of homelessness is investigated to give an opportunity for the lesser heard
perspective of this issue to be recognized. It was found that there is a general mistrust among shelter service
workers and the homeless population. This caused many of the homeless to reject or deny aid from service
workers who would mistreat them. This would come in forms of stereotyping and sometimes being denied
access to certain types of aid based on discriminatory practices. This related to another study which found
that minority students were found to be more likely to experience homelessness than their white

counterparts. It was found that 1 of 10 K-12 students were homeless, while 1 of 6 student were homeless if

they were an underrepresented minority. Other factors that are often discussed with the topic of
homelessness is substance abuse. When investigating Missouri comparatively high homelessness rate, it
was found that 55% of participants in a study focused on homeless individuals in St. Louis tested positive for
cocaine use, It was found after tracing the behavior of the participants, that 82% of homeless cocaine users
were unable to attain and retain stable housing after two years. This correlates directly with the state’s high

chronic homeless rate.

Some limitations of this study were missing variables in the data that would have been useful in determining
more direct correlations to the conclusions found. My study was not able to compare the racial differences
throughout the nation’s homeless population. This, alongside having an income variable, would have been
essential to drawing conclusions on low-income minorities’ usage of facilities, homeless programs, and

shelters. This might have also brought clarity to assumptions made about Republican states in the south, as

there is a historical correlation to the low-income minorities in these areas. Other variables that would have
been useful to have in this study would be age and gender. These variables would have allowed for a better
understanding to what demographics most often utilize homeless facilities, programs, and shelters. We
would have been able to compare, for example, how older white men gain access to resources in comparison
1o younger minority women,
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