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Homeless Population in India - A Literature Review

Tashmita Bose Sinha (Assistant Professor)

Satish Pradhan Dnyanasadhana College, Thane (West) - 400604

ABSTRACT

Houselessness is often attributed to urban sprawl and the lack of affordable
housing in cities. However, it is also linked to a number of complex issues that have
long been embedded in our society. Moving from rural areas to urban areas poverty,
unfair human development within regions and absent of housing. Indian states, with
a total of 134,040 individuals are deficient in permanent residence. India has a
population of 1.2 billion individuals settled in a land area measuring 32,87,263
square kilometres. India is a growing nation, with 31.16 percent of its population
settled in urban regions while the remaining majority occupy rural areas. The Census
of India (Census) has been collecting data on Indias demographics and socio-
commercial structure since 1981. The study on houselessness among individuals in
developing countries is relatively new. The data on houseless individuals can be
divided into two phases. Before 2001 the Indian census reported the number of
houseless in an indeterminate manner. From 2001 onwards the census added socio-
commercial data organized by districts. The purpose of this report is to understand
the distribution, growth, and mobility of the houseless population in relation to urban
development in different regions of India. From 2001 to 2011, the number of houseless
persons increased significantly in urban regions distinguished from rural areas.

Keywords: Indian Census, houselessness, rural, urban, relocation.

INTRODUCTION

One of the main challenges for houseless people is information accessibility, especially
in developing nations (Springer, 2000; Burrows, 1997). For the first time, Census of
India began to provide information on the number of houseless people in India in
elements from the census of 2001 (Gupta, 2006). Previously, the 2001 census provided
information on the total number of houseless people in India, but in 2001 it added a
few additional elements such as the different types of family, the total number of
houseless, the total number of people living in the houseless community, the number
of families living in the community, and the total number of families in the
community(Yadav, 2022). It turned out that for the first time the Indian census data

provided district-degree information about the number of houseless in India. The census
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of India of 2011 added an additional element that roughly describes the population of
the houseless people on the level of district. This Indian census data has contributed
to different aspects of the houseless population. It also provides the socio- commercial
characteristics of the houseless people. It explains the general population of women and
men below six age level, the population of Scheduled castes and Scheduled tribes,
literacy rate and illiteracy rate, total population, etc. However, the Indian censuses data
do not describe that micro-level information on the houseless population, researchers in
this field still rely on the number one subject survey in India. The objective of this
extract is to explore and provide an explanation for spatial and sequential variations of
state houseless. The presence of houseless people in every city center in the sector has

raised the concerns of directors and academics (Wardhaugh, 2012).

Rural Houselessness in India

The most unique feature of rural houselessness—as an alternative to urban houselessness—
is its hidden or perhaps invisible nature. To be honest, there may be very few studies
on rural houselessness in India. There may be a convenient moral story that rural
houselessness no longer exists within the geographical region because rural families
always ‘come to their own’ and no one could be abandoned through the long cycle of
relative method. But rural houselessness does occur in India—with a rural people of
about 740 million people, it might be difficult to think that it no longer does. India
has 1.029 billion people, 72% of whom live in rural areas. India also has the world’s
second largest city population (2nd only to China’s). This newsletter uses references
from educational literature and professional statistics, as well as online information
reports (Wardhaugh, 2012).

It is impossible to ignore the houseless people from Kolkata’s pavement dwellers to
Delhi’s squatter settlements and Mumbai’s. In rural India, however, the houseless people
remain largely hidden. Many of them will live with various families, and they are not
recognized by any professional who relies on houselessness. Lack of land often lead
people to move from rural to urban areas, which in turn increases the number of city
houseless people. Cities like Delhi are largely populated by people who have moved
from neighbouring states, and people who are determined to leave the geographical

region daily to find a place to live within the metropolitan areas. In summary, the
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situation in rural India could be much better if lack of housing were no longer

‘extracted’ from the cities (Wardhaugh, 2012).

Explanation of Rural Houselessness
From any perspective, it's far very tough to outline houselessness and extra so if taking
a Western approach to a growing society. If Western typologies had been expanded
inside the Indian context — the use of a reasonably huge and open-minded clarification
— then general numbers of human beings might be safeguarded as the ones missing
steady, permanent, and ok refuge. In reference India, is prepared extra regularly to
human beings ‘houseless’ or shelter-less in preference to the houseless. The distinction
right here is that the importance is on the ones missing any shape of shelter, in
preference to which includes the ones who've no real ‘domestic’ in each physical and
social terms (they feel extra regularly used inside the West). Ideas of domestic and
houselessness range significantly in keeping with social, financial, and cultural
backgrounds (Glasser, 1994). The problem might appear sensible, to apply definitions
to the context of study ( Springer 2000) on the progress of houselessness in growing
societies.
However, these definitions are rarely accurate and few take rural rootlessness into
account. In this segment, a typology of country side Indian houselessness will be
presented onward, sketching on a collective of credible definitions, present typologies
intended the outlines of rural houselessness. According to the reliable Indian definition,
a person who is no longer living in a census house according to the census data of
India is considered to be a houseless person. A census house, that has a separate
predominant front and is used or considered to be a detached unit. Thus, footpath
occupants are categorised as houseless in the same way that many people living in
slums are no longer (although they may be safeguarded in the broadest Western
definitions). While some footpath occupants have a rooftop, this is considered to be
transient or inadequate (kutcha) and is missing in stable or well-made constructions
(Bannerjee and Das, 2001).

1. Deprived

2. Immigrants

3. Footpath occupiers

4. Inmates of organizations
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5. Occupants of emergency camps

6. Road children
This typology is partially based on state-based research on houselessness. The typology
attempts to include some of the most significant companies that may explain distinct
types of rural houselessness. Some classes overlap reliable definitions of houselessness,
and some reflect the city class defined above. Houseless individuals who co-habit with
another family no longer show up in reliable statistics, and are generally not seen as
a feature of both rural and city houselessness. When trying to describe houselessness,
we should not forget a specific agency (Wardhaugh, 2012).

Crowds made up of sahibs and quacks can be interpreted as a form of houselessness

< 2

for non-secular reasons (for them ‘ house ’ means anywhere and nowhere). Non-
temporary panhandlers are valued in Indian culture and have a long-term presence,
whereas nomadic companies are finding it increasingly difficult to claim their space for
social and fiscal reasons. For example, the Van Gujjar mortals of Uttar Pradesh “feel
houselessness of their very own” (Hasan, 1986).

The equivalency is true in terms of their megacity opposite figures, which are regularly
now defended in definitions of houselessness, but may also be defended in terms of
their poverty and insecurity in the long term, which may in many cases motivate them
to enter into agrarian- megacity migration cycles and thus to be part of a species of
the houseless population of megacity. Therefore, we may also begin to outline parameters
of pastoral houselessness in India. However, the addition of companies that are no
longer historically considered as houseless does not always inflame the entire number
described in this way. Instead, the aim is to gain a sense of a variety of studies which

may also drive mortal beings into or out of houselessness and to focus on the styles

(Wardhaugh, 2012).

Sources of Rural Houselessness

Rural rootlessness is as simple as it is complex. However, in a more complex way,
rural homelessness tends to be group-based. Typically, rural poverty leads the male
contributors to the family. Then, they send money to the relatives who have gone to
the cities and live there on a regular basis in poor and anxiety-ridden conditions.
Sometimes, seasonal relocations take place while the paintings are being purchased at

the ground level. However, very few of these immigrants return to their communities
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fully. Their family contributors usually do not exist in the cities. As far as gender is
concerned, very few girls move to the urban areas. Girls who migrate to the cities are
often the victims of familial exploitation (in the form of in-laws, husbands, or other
relatives). Otherwise, the younger girls enter into the intercourse occupation (Sen, 2005).
Children who leave the home villages are repeatedly victims of their families’ violence
or forced to beg or engage in sexual exploitation (Wardhaugh, 2012).

Due to the poverty and insecurity at the level of the man or woman and his family,
large rural houselessness often occurs as a result of herbal failures or common forms
of social disturbance. In 2001, 600,000 persons became houseless in Gujarat, and in
1999, 275,000 houses in Orissa were destroyed due to a tropical storm. About 30
million people suffer from screw-ups every year, and 2,34 billion houses are
misplacement, which is nearly 1% of India’s total population of 233 million houses
(Yadav, 2022).

Other human errors have occurred instead of environmental ones, such as the
(100,000) people displaced by the Tehri Dam project in Uttarakhand in northern India,
most of whom have been living in squalor for years as a result of disputes over
compensation for land that was not allocated to them. Social fights can also result in
massive displacement and long-term houselessness. For example, the riots in Kashmir
in 2002 and in the northern-Japanese states in 2002 (frontline, 2002) resulted in around
a hundred fifty thousand people being houseless as a result of the Gujarat riots and

settled in about a hundred relief groups (Yadav, 2022).

Facing Rural Houselessness

To be houseless is to have no physical space that you can call your own space. It
is to have no clean space inside your world. House and family are very important for
all citizens but especially for Indian citizens. In typical rural life it is very hard to be
alone & have no space in my circle of my family & community. Family in a rural
house is a large circle of relatives over many years. In a couple of families, they often
live in one house. Each family's circle of relatives is described as people who use the
same fireplace for cooking and distributing food. Some of the nations, the fundamental
human asset is called the refuge. The houseless person is marginalised and deprived
citizens in every culture. They are often seen as outsiders and victims of social evils

(Wardhaugh, 2012).
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Houseless people can be categorised as lazy or unfortunate; reject to work; easily
manipulated; involve in begging; or engage in crime. In India people without houses
are commonly called as ‘people without houses’ or ‘kanga’ which means ‘a person
without case or income’, or a houseless drug addict’. Houseless people are deprived
not only of a decent place to live but also of many fundamental human rights and
liberties. For instance, they are not allowed to have a financial institution; they are not
able to vote; they have very little political support; and in some cases they are not
even eligible to vote. They are often illegal; their popularity is uncertain; and they may
not have a delivery certificate or any other proof that they are on the list (Wardhaugh,
2012).

AASHRAY ADHIKARI ABHIYAN, an NGO in Delhi, has taken the lead in registering
houseless people to participate in the electoral process. However, similar tasks are
available only in rural areas. Popular houseless people don't have ration playing cards
that enable them to sponsor food. Some houseless are born into the households of
houseless people, while others are urban-rural immigrants. No matter the reason, they
don't have the certifications required in modern societies, particularly the identity card.
We also realized the importance of identification for people. The houseless are
marginalized and marginalized in urban areas, where many NGOs are working to offer
basic services to houseless people and increase their social acceptance. However, in
rural areas, houseless people have less access to food, accommodation, or other necessary
services, and may not even have any organizations working to empower them in terms

of political rights or human rights (Wardhaugh, 2012).

Measuring Rural Houselessness

If houselessness is difficult to describe, then perhaps houselessness measurement is even
more difficult to answer. It has been widely discussed that ‘legitimate memories’ of
houselessness are likely to be a huge underestimation of the true number of houseless
people on the street (Glasser, (1994); Speak and Tipple, (2009)). It is especially true
in rural areas where houselessness is more ‘in the shadows’ and there are only a few
important research papers (Cloke, Milbourne (2006) on countryside houselessness in
north America & western Europe). The Census of India data for houselessness break

down by state (there is no breakdown of countryside vs specific regions per state) but
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there may be estimates of basic phases of rural vs specific houselessness (Wardhaugh,

2012).

Methodology

This has a look at becoming commissioned through Action Aid India. The targets of

the have a look at blanketed the following:

1. To adopt a census of avenue youngsters in India.

2. To get a knowledge of the social, economic, educational, work, and own circle of
relatives heritage of avenue youngsters in India.

3. To apprehend the motives why youngsters live on the paths, and the present-day

troubles and destiny aspirations of youngsters residing on the streets of India.

Distrbution of Homeless Population
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Sonrce: Primary Census Abstract of India 2001 and 2011

Fig 1: Distribution of Homeless Population in the States of India (2001-2011)

The Indian Census 2011 shows that Uttar Pradesh has the highest number of people
classified as houseless, after that Maharashtra and then Madhya Pradesh. Maharashtra
was the first ranked in the 2001 Census while Madhya Pradesh dropped to second
place in the Census 2011. Houseless people are affected by a variety of factors. These
include employment opportunities, safety measures, affordable accommodation, and
special renewal programmes (Yadav, 2022).

The domain difference of the houseless population from 2001 to 2011 (Yadav, 2022)
shows that the five Indian states accounted for over 10% of total houseless people in
India in 2011: 1% position Madhya Pradesh, 2™ position Maharashtra, 3" position Uttar
Pradesh, 4" position Gujarat, and 5" position Andhra Pradesh. In 2011, these states
described 60% of total population of houseless people in India, which is very different
from all other Indian states in terms of socio-economic, geographic, and demographic

factors (Yadav, 2022). Gujarat and Maharashtra are considered the top positions of India.
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Uttar Pradesh

population). The highest number of people reported as houseless in 2011 is reported to
be in Madhya Pradesh (ranked 4th in 2001), which has so far emerged as the best
state for people suffering from houselessness in 2011. Some states with deeply-rooted
houseless populations in 2011 are: Jammu & Kashmir; Sikkim; Himachal Pradesh; North

Eastern states; Tripura; Orissa; Jharkhand. The graphical represented of figure 2. and 3.

is provided below
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Figure 2. Growth of Indian Houseless Population
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Figure 3. Distribution of Houseless Population in India

The above-mentioned Figure (1)(2)(3) indicates that the number of houseless in India

declined at some point from 2001 to 2011. Between 2001 and 2011, the number of
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houseless people in India decreased from 19.42 Lac in 2001 to 17.71 Lac in 2011. In
2011, the national common of houseless persons was 3 percent with a certain stage in
2001 and in 2011 it became higher. In 2011, 8 Indian states had highest number of
houseless people. In late 2011, the people of the houseless in the National Capital
Territory of Delhi (NCT Delhi) reached 2 sixty-six per cent. Among all Indian states,
then the state with second highest increase is the state with highest number of houseless
after that is Tripura. The duration of houseless in Tripura is relatively insignificant. 0.02
percent is the most effective percentage and 0.04 percent is the second highest
percentage. In 2011, (Yadav, 2022) population of these states reached 0.18 percent
Jharkhand has population of 0.03-0.5-0.6 percent and population of less than one
percentage point since 2001 It has maximum boom price within 1/3 function post
Tripura(1.4%) Its handiest population is 1.32-1.35 percent. They live at an excessive
risk due to herbal calamities. In the 2011 Census, Jharkhand ST population accounted
for 26.3% population in the country. For the remaining decade, ST boom price in
Jharkhand followed decadal boom price in the country from 2001 to 2011. More than
1/2 of the Indian states had bad boom price from 2001 to 2011 (Yadav, 2022) except
for Tripura(2%), Uttar Pradesh(3), and Assamese (4), and Jharkhand(5), in descending
order. Tripura(1l), Chandigarh(5) and Arunachal(6) can be excluded as they have much

lower than 1/2 percent of percentage houseless population (Yadav, 2022).

INDIA
2001-2011

) Growth(%)
W, ] B orc than 80
\x‘? o I 10 - s0
0-40
[: Less than 0

0 4125 825 1,650 Kilometers

S'ource: YPm'na.r'y C;znsus }'\bstract of India 2001 and 2011
Mapl: Population Growths of Houselessness in India 2001 to 2011
The above Mapl. shows that houseless population in India from 2001 to 2011 (Yadav,

2022). In 2011, Bihar exceeded the national common and is included in the second
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category of houseless people. Bihar had the highest population intensity among all
Indian states in 2011. West Bengal dropped from the first position to the second
nearness throughout this period. Houseless people has spread across the Indian Gangetic
Basin over the last decade. In 2001, Uttar Pradesh had the highest diversity in India,
but in 2011, it dropped to 4th place after Maharashtra (Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh, and
Gujarat) (Yadav, 2022).

Maharashtra ranks 5th in the nation in terms of number of houseless in 2011, whereas
it ranked 1st in 2001. The percentage of houseless in Maharashtra went down from 1st
in 2001 to Ist in 2011. Most of the houseless people in Maharashtra and Gujarat are
considered to be non-skilled laborers who have moved from the rural areas to the
developed cities in the search for a better life within the village (Gupta, 2006).
Developed states of India include Maharashtra and Gujarat in the list. According to
India’s census 2011, the houseless people went down from 35 million people to 53
million people. As a result, these hard-working unskilled people now have more options

in monetary sports in these towns (Yadav, 2022).

Growth of the Houseless People From 2001 to 2011

The number of houseless people in India decreased from 2001 to 2011 (Yadav, 2022),
with negative growth rates in many states. The rural population in rural India grew at
a much lower rate than the urban population. The rural population grew at -28.35
percent compared to the urban population's growth rate of 20,52 percent. Street children
in India were estimated by UNICEF in 1994 to be 11 million, which is likely to be

an underestimation (Yadav, 2022).

Road-Side Children in India

Road-side children in India were estimated by UNICEF in 1994 to be 11 million, which
is likely to be an underestimation. The number of Avenue youngsters varies from town
to town and from region to region. Most of these youngsters are boys. Women avenue
youngsters are no longer visible in visible areas, making it difficult to track them down.
The age range of the road youngsters is between 11-15 years, while the age range of
the other 33 is between 6-10 years. An observation found that the majority (89.8%) of
the road youngsters stay with their parents or their family. Almost 50 percent of the

11 Street youngsters work as self-employed workers, such as rags, hawks, and shoe
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shine boys, in addition to painting in stores and establishments for 10-13 hours a day.
The 2007 MWCD report on infant abuse found that 65.9 percent of the road kids lived
with their families, 51.84 percent of the kids slept on sidewalks; 17.48 percent slept in
shelters; 30.67 percent slept under flyovers and bridges; 66.8 percent of kids said they
were physically abused through the use of their circle of participants and others
(Mukherjee, 2016).

According to the Indian Embassy, there are 314,700 Avenue kids in cities like Mumbai,
Kolkata, Madras, Kanpur, Bangalore, and Hyderabad and 100,000 Avenue kids in Delhi
(www.childline.org.in, accessed on 23.11.2013). Recently, a rapid evaluation survey was
conducted in 16 towns of India through the Don Bosco National Forum for the Young
at Risk (Ya R) in New Delhi. According to the survey record, 1,29,895 Avenue kids
with 90,122 boys and 39,774 women were surveyed in 16 towns. Among the 16 cities
in India, Delhi has the highest debt (69976) for over 50 according to the percentage
of the total avenue concerned youngsters. Among the other cities, Mumbai has 16059
debt, Kolkata has 8287 debt, and Bangalore has 7523 debt. Collectively, these cities
account for 1/4 of Avenue Concerned Young people (Rs AS 2013:22).

Census of India is progressively increasing its coverage or measurement of the houseless
population information with each successive census. Earlier, the goal was to create a
comprehensive information base that covered a specific population of houseless persons

to create a feasible coverage to fight against houselessness. According to the Census

City wise distribution of street involved children in India, 2013

CITY Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girks Boys Girls Baoys Girls Tatal

below | below | 8.1 9411 1215 | 12-15 | 1617 | 1617 With With

Byrs Byrs Disability | Disability
Bangalore 1313 964 1198 581 1432 565 1076 317 58 19 7523
Baroda 523 257 465 226 329 177 321 110 13 7 2428
Chandigarh 414 221 476 254 428 237 238 51 3 1 2323
Chennal 448 236 412 189 ig2 177 K9 135 16 10 2374
Delhi 8444 5373 18047 | 5940 13284 | 5713 9481 3408 |141 145 69976
Dimapur 713 291 493 112 398 [ 268 97 17 0 2455
Goa 285 184 222 136 165 111 122 58 4 0 1287
Guwahatl 934 711 628 355 1427 1064 333 76 3 0 5534
Hyderabad 391 154 374 86 373 61 274 52 15 17 1797
Imphal 122 85 130 87 206 58 145 9 B 1 851
Kolkata 1689 793 1609 622 1638 477 1180 254 24 1 8287
Mumbal 2539 1444 2885 1422 3048 1403 2314 974 39 11 16059
Salem 1064 800 811 559 761 409 798 531 12 7 5752
Shilleng 237 64 191 66 152 43 77 23 17 2 872
Trivandrum 38 37 8 8 10 2 i1 5 0 1 140
Wijayawada 336 220 309 137 516 150 419 78 26 7 2238
Total 19490 | 11834 | 28238 |10780 |24549 |10753 (17446 (6178 | 399 229 129896

Source: Rapld Assessment Survey of Street Involved Children In 16 cities of Indla (2013) Don Bosco National Forum for the Young at
Risk {YoRt)
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data of India 2011 (Yadav, 2022), there were 17,7 lac houseless persons in the country.
The total houseless persons, 8,34 lac were living in rural areas, while 9,38 lac were
living in urban areas, due to the 2011 Census data. The 2011 Census information
showed that there was a significant decrease in the houseless number in rural areas,
whereas there was a significant increase in the number inside urban areas by 21%
(Mukherjee, 2016).

Conclusion

There are many issues facing India’s houseless people, as shown by research conducted
across multiple studies. The main obstacles to tackling houselessness are limited funding,
disagreement on solutions, shortage of trained professionals, and barriers to service
coordination. Houseless shelters mandated by Indian government, often do not provide
the necessary amenities. There is a big difference between how important these amenities
are and how satisfied the shelter inmates are. The actual availability and function of
services in these facilities are often poor, highlighting the poor conditions they provide.
In urban Indian cities, the houseless experience a loss of their citizenship rights, crime,
and continuous displacement. The politicization of houselessness worsens these issues.
Systematic enumeration of homelessness in the US is a great model for tracking service
use and trends. However, lack of comprehensive data in India, it is difficult to effectively
address the problem. Outreach programs are understudied but have the potential to help
house individuals and prevent them from returning to houselessness. Suggestions for
strategies that India should consider. There is a high prevalence of mental health issues
among young houseless individuals, and shelters often do not provide adequate services
to address these issues, suggesting a deficiency of holistic care. Transitioning from
houselessness into stable housing is a complex process that includes responding to the
situation, surviving the houselessness, and ultimately giving back, all of which inform
public policies and program development. Disasters such as Hurricane Sandy have
highlighted the importance of providing shelter and services to houseless people and
their guests, providing an untapped resource for disaster management. Structural
inequalities, poor socio-economic conditions, and weakened state accountability contribute
to the houseless crisis in India. Furthermore, the social exclusion of the houseless
population results in poor health and social outcomes. All of this highlights the need
for a multifaceted, rights-based approach that reports the requirements of the houseless

youth and integrates them into society.
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