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2 SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA 
 

The information in this chapter was prepared for the TUTS 2030 PLAN based on the availability of 2000 U.S. Census data.  
Since the 2010 U.S. Census data will probably not be available until 2012, there is not comparable data that can be 
utilized now to update the socio-economic data presented in this chapter.  It is recommended that this chapter of the 
TUTS 2030 PLAN be amended at that time the 2010 Census data is published. 
 
One of the first steps in analyzing the capability of the transportation system to meet the public’s future needs is to 
understand past trends in social and economic factors.  Understanding past trends can assist in projecting future needs for 
expanding the existing transportation system, to allocate funds for specific transportation improvements, and to consider 
what approaches should be considered to address future transportation needs.  Social and economic factors that must be 
evaluated in planning for the future transportation system include population growth trends, ages of the driving public with 
particular concern for the elderly population, overall employment trends and specific locations of major employers, 
housing development, income level, educational level, vehicle ownership, and means of transportation utilized for travel.  
Assessing trends in these and other areas can help identify the locations for new transportation facilities, adding capacity 
to existing roadways, implementing new or revising existing transit routes, addressing concerns for the transportation of 
hazardous materials, facilitating the movement of freight through an area, and numerous other transportation-related 
issues.  
 

POPULATION DATA 
 

One of the most important factors affecting the need for transportation improvements is the change in its population over 
a period of time.  For this reason, it is beneficial to analyze the population trends 
in the Texarkana metropolitan area with special emphasis placed on information 
contained in the 1980, 1990 and 2000 U.S. Censuses.  Graph 2.1 illustrates that 
between 1980 and 2000, the population of the United States increased by 24%, 
Texas’ population increased by 46% (nearly double the national rate) and 
Arkansas experienced a slower growth rate of almost 17%.  Collectively, the 
cities of Texarkana, Arkansas, Texarkana, Texas, Nash and Wake Village, 
increased 16.9% from a 1980 population of 58,617 to 68,528 in 2000.  The 20-
year increase of the four cities (9,911 persons) equates to an average increase of 
495 persons per year. 
 

During the 20-year period from 1980 to 2000, Bowie County’s population 
increase of 18% was below the national average and less than half the increase 
of Texas, as shown in Table 2.1.  Miller County’s increase of 7% was about half 
the rate of increase of Arkansas and about one-third the national average.  

GRAPH 2.1
PERCENTAGE POPULATION 

INCREASE FROM 1980 TO 2000
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 Texarkana, Arkansas’ increase of 23% was nearly equal to the national average and more than one-third greater than 
Arkansas’ rate of population increase.  However, a significant factor in the population increase for the year 2000 can be 
attributed to the city’s area nearly doubling through annexations.  Texarkana, Texas’ increase of 11% was less than one-
half the national average, less than one-fourth of Texas’ rate of increase and 40% less than Bowie County’s increase.  
Between 1980 and 2000, Texarkana, Texas’ population increase was also aided by annexations.  The 7% increase in 
population for Nash, Texas was nearly one-fourth the national average, one-sixth of Texas’ increase, and less than one-
half of Bowie County’s increase.  Wake Village’s increase of nearly 33% was nearly one-third more than the national 
average, nearly one-third less than Texas’ increase, and nearly twice as much as Bowie County’s increase.  Rates of 
population change for Red Lick could not be calculated because it was not incorporated prior to the 1990 census.  Based 
on the analysis of the population changes from 1980 to 2000, most of the jurisdictions within the Texarkana area have 
experienced population growth substantially less than the state averages.  Bowie County, Nash, Wake Village and 
Texarkana, Texas had rates of population increase less than the Texas average increase of 46%.  Miller County’s increase 
was significantly less than Arkansas’ increase and only through aggressive annexation was Texarkana, Arkansas able to 
record a population growth rate greater than the state’s. 
 
The Texarkana urban area is composed 
primarily of the cities of Texarkana, 
Arkansas and Texarkana, Wake Village 
and Nash, Texas.  In 1980, the 
population of these four (4) cities was 
58,617 and by 2000 it had increased to 
68,528.  This increase of 9,911 persons, 
an increase of nearly 17%, is equal to 
the rate of increase of Arkansas but 
significantly lower than the national 
increase and Texas’ rate of increase.  
The increase of 9,911 persons over the 
twenty (20)-year period equates to a 
yearly increase of 495 persons, with a 
substantial percentage of that increase 
due to annexation by the Cities of 
Texarkana, Arkansas and Texarkana, 
Texas. 
 
To assist in the analysis of the socio-
economic data for the Texarkana area, 
seventeen (17) demographic analysis zones (DAZs) were created as depicted in Map 2.1. These DAZs have been  

 

TABLE 2.1 
POPULATION DATA FROM 1980 TO 2000 

 

1980 to 2000 Population Change  
1980 

Population 

1990 

Population 

2000 

Population 
Numeric Percent Average 

Annual 

Change 

 United States 226,545,805  248,709,873 281,421,906 54,876,101 24.2% 2,743,805 

 Arkansas 2,286,435 2,350,725 2,673,400 386,965 16.9% 19,348 

 Texas 14,229,191 16,986,510 20,851,820 6,622,629 46.5% 331,131 

 Miller County 37,766 38,467 40,443 2,677 7.1% 134 

 Bowie County 75,301 81,665 89,306 14,005 18.6% 700 

 Texarkana, AR 21,459 22,631 26,448 4,989 23.3% 249 

 Texarkana, TX 31,271 31,656 34,782 3,511 11.2% 176 

 Nash, TX 2,022 2,162 2,169 147 7.3% 7 

 Wake Village, TX 3,865 4,757 5,129 1,264 32.7% 63 

 Red Lick, TX N/A N/A 853 N/A N/A N/A 
 

Source: 1980, 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census
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designated by an individual census block group or a combination of two (2) or more census blocks groups.  The 
information for the seventeen (17) DAZs, as depicted in Table 2.2, is based on 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census data.  The 
population of the seventeen (17) DAZs was 85,798 in 1990 and 89,975 in 2000. During that ten (10)-year period, the 
population increased by 4,177 or 4.9%.  In comparison, during this same period of time, the populations of Texas and 
Arkansas increased by 22.7% and 13.7%, respectively.  Between 1990 and 2000, the rate of population increase in Texas 
was more than 4.6 times the rate of increase in the Texarkana area while Arkansas’ population increased 2.8 times the 
rate of increase for the Texarkana area. 
 

TABLE 2.2 
1990 AND 2000 POPULATION DATA BY DAZ 

 
POPULATION  

DAZ 
1990 2000 

CHANGE FROM 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE 
FROM 1990 TO 2000 

A 2,034 2,292 258 12.7 % 
B 6,402 6,527 125 2.0 % 
C 7,273 6,908 - 365 - 5.0 % 
D 6,659 5,604 - 1,055 - 15.8 % 
E 3,003 4,172 1,169 38.9 % 
F 2,770 3,965 1,195 43.1 % 
G 4,464 4,724 260 5.8 % 
H 936 1,659 723 77.2 % 
I 5,070 5,016 - 54 - 1.1 % 
J 7,311 7,091 - 220 - 3.0 % 
K 9,202 8,155 - 1,047 - 11.4% 
L 10,507 11,011 504 4.8 % 
M 6,434 7,022 588 9.1 % 
N 1,789 1,833 44 2.5 % 
O 1,444 1,492 48 3.3 % 
P 8,800 9,966 1,166 13.3 % 
Q 1,700 2,538 838 49.3 % 

TOTAL 85,798 89,975 4,177 4.9 % 
   Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census.
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Population Projections 
 
Based on the population trends between 1990 and 2000 for the seventeen (17) DAZs and factoring in anticipated growth 
areas, future population estimates have been calculated for each of the DAZs for 2010, 2020 and 2030 and are presented 
in Table 2.3.  The increase for each ten (10)-year period is assumed to be 4,200 persons.  On this basis, the 2000 
population of 89,975 is projected to increase to 94,200 in 2010, to 98,400 in 2020, and 102,600 in 2030 as shown in 
Graph 2.2.   
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TABLE 2.3 
POPULATION PROJECTIONS BY DAZ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 
 
Two (2) areas expected to have the greatest decrease in population are DAZ D (College Hill area of Texarkana, Arkansas) 
and DAZ K (Beverly/Rosehill/industrial park areas of Texarkana, Texas).  Four (4) areas are anticipated to grow by at least 
1,000 persons during each ten (10)-year period.  Two (2) of the areas are located in Texarkana, Arkansas and comprise 
the growth area north of Sugar Hill Road and north of US Highway 82, east of North Rondo Road (DAZ F) and the area 
south of Sugar Hill Road and east and south of SH 245 (DAZ E).  The other two (2) higher growth areas are DAZ P and 
DAZ Q in the Pleasant Grove area north of I-30. 
 
Table 2.4 and Graph 2.3 reveal that the population of the racial groups in the Texarkana area are expected to continue 
the trends of the recent past with the white population experiencing a small decrease of approximately 1% (decrease of 
800 persons) while the minority population is estimated to increase significantly by nearly 22% (5,000 persons) during 
each ten (10)-year period.  By 2030 the white population is estimated to be 59,500 and the minority population to be 
43,100. 

ACTUAL POPULATION ESTIMATED FUTURE POPULATION  
 

DAZ 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
ESTIMATED CHANGE 

EACH 10 YEARS 
 

2010 
 

2020 
 

2030 
A 2,034 2,292 258 0 2,300 2,300 2,300 
B 6,402 6,527 125 100 6,600 6,700 6,800 
C 7,273 6,908 - 365 -200 6,700 6,500 6,300 
D 6,659 5,604 - 1,055 -800 4,800 4,000 3,200 
E 3,003 4,172 1,169 1,100 5,300 6,400 7,500 
F 2,770 3,965 1,195 1,100 5,100 6,200 7,300 
G 4,464 4,724 260 300 5,000 5,300 5,600 
H 936 1,659 723 0 1,700 1,700 1,700 
I 5,070 5,016 - 54 0 5,000 5,000 5,000 
J 7,311 7,091 - 220 -200 6,900 6,700 6,500 
K 9,202 8,155 - 1,047 -900 7,300 6,400 5,500 
L 10,507 11,011 504 500 11,500 12,000 12,500 
M 6,434 7,022 588 600 7,600 8,200 8,800 
N 1,789 1,833 44 200 2,000 2,200 2,400 
O 1,444 1,492 48 300 1,800 2,100 2,400 
P 8,800 9,966 1,166 1,100 11,000 12,100 13,200 
Q 1,700 2,538 838 1,000 3,600 4,600 5,600 

TOTAL 85,798 89,975 4,177 4,200 94,200 98,400 102,600 
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GRAPH 2.2
POPULATION PROJECTION FOR ALL DAZs 
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TABLE 2.4 

1990 AND 2000 RACIAL POPULATION DATA BY DAZ 
 

WHITE POPULATION MINORITY POPULATION  
 

DAZ 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 

2000 
CHANGE 

 1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE

 
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 
2000 

CHANGE 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE 

A 1,396 1,370 - 26 - 1.9 % 638 922 284 44.5% 
B 5,248 4,696 - 552 - 10.5 % 1,154 1,831 677 58.7% 
C 5,400 4,644 - 756 - 14.0 % 1,873 2,264 391 20.9% 
D 2,957 2,110  - 847 - 28.6 % 3,702 3,494 -208 -5.6% 
E 2,708 3,592 884 32.6 % 295 580 285 96.6% 
F 1,891 3,139 1,248 66.0 % 879 826 -53 -6.0% 
G 4,357 4,473 116 2.7 % 107 251 144 134.6% 
H 407 761 354 87.0 % 529 898 369 69.8% 
I 4,036 3,374 - 662 - 16.4 % 1,034 1,642 608 58.8% 
J 5,692 4,414 - 1,278 - 22.5 % 1,619 2,677 1,058 65.3% 
K 3,026 1,883 - 1,143 - 37.8 % 6,176 6,272 96 1.6% 
L 7,050 7,366 316 4.5 % 3,457 3,645 188 5.4% 
M 5,756 5,687 - 69 - 1.2 % 678 1,335 657 96.9% 
N 1,469 1,440 - 29 - 2.0 % 320 393 73 22.8% 
O 1,438 1,458 20 1. 4 % 6 34 28 466.7% 
P 8,416 9,251 835 9.9 % 384 715 331 86.2% 
Q 1,486 2,258 772 52.0 % 214 280 66 30.8% 

TOTAL 62,733 61,916 - 817 - 1.3 % 23,065 28,059 4,994 21.7 % 
 

              Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census.   
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Regarding the age breakdown of the Texarkana area population, as shown in Graph 2.4, Texarkana’s youth population 
(aged birth to 17 years) is nearly identical to the national percentage of 25.7% of the total population.  Texarkana’s adult 
population (18 to 59 years) of 56.2% of the population is less than the national percentage of 58% of the total population.  
Texarkana’s senior population (60 years and above) of 17.5% is above the nation’s senior population of 16.3%.  In 
comparison with the states of Arkansas and Texas, Texarkana’s youth percentage of 25.6% is less than Texas’ youth 
percentage of 28.2%; Texarkana’s adult percentage of 56.9% is less than Texas’ adult percent of 58.5%.  Texarkana’s 
senior population of 17.5% is more than Texas’ senior percentage of 13.3%.  In contrast, Texarkana’s senior percentage 
of 17.5% is less than Arkansas’ senior percentage of 18.4%.  Texas’ population can be viewed as being “younger” than 
Texarkana’s while Arkansas’s population is viewed as being “older” than Texarkana’s.  Between 1990 and 2000, the youth 
and senior populations for the seventeen (17) DAZs experienced a decrease of approximately 2% over the ten (10)-year 
period while the adult population increased by nearly 11% during the same period as evidenced by Table 2.5. 
 

GRAPH 2.4
POPULATION BY AGE FOR ALL DAZs
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TABLE 2.5 
1990 AND 2000 AGE POPULATION DATA BY DAZ 

 
YOUTH POPULATION (UNDER 18 YEARS OF AGE) ADULT POPULATION (18 TO 59 YEARS)  

 
DAZ 

 
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 2000 
CHANGE 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE

 
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 2000 
CHANGE 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE 

A 565 526 -39 -6.9% 1129 1491 362 32.1% 
B 1,534 1,609 75 4.9% 3296 3667 371 11.3% 
C 1,930 1,697 -233 -12.1% 4148 3871  -277 - 6.7 % 
D 2,219 1,768 -451 -20.3% 3024 2792 -232 - 7.7 % 
E 826 1,005 179 21.7% 1679 2506 827 49.3 % 
F 800 1,087 287 35.9% 1436 2237 801 55.8 % 
G 1,309 1,352 43 3.3% 2591 2723 132 5.1 % 
H 199 148 -51 -25.6% 541 1310 769 142.1 % 
I 1,186 1,284 98 8.3% 2394 2661 267 11.2 % 
J 1,574 1,593 19 1.2% 3949 3992 43 1.1 % 
K 2,936 2,669 -267 -9.1% 4228 4155 -73 - 1.7 % 
L 2,651 2,422 -229 -8.6% 6225 6868 643 10.3 % 
M 1,853 1,832 -21 -1.1% 3703 4091 388 10.5 % 
N 475 477 2 0.4% 988 1087 99 10.0 % 
O 404 379 -25 -6.2% 843 851 8 0.9 % 
P 2,537 2,475 -62 -2.4% 5096 5408 312 6.1 % 
Q 510 717 207 40.6% 982 1493 511 52.0 % 

TOTAL 23,508 23,040 -468 -2.0 % 46,252 51,203 4,951 10.7 % 
SENIOR POPULATION (60 YEARS AND ABOVE)  

 
DAZ 

 
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 2000 
CHANGE 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE

 A 340 275 -65 -19.1% 
B 1,572 1251 -321 -20.4% 
C 1,195 1340 145 12.1% 
D 1,416 1044 -372 -26.3% 
E 498 661 163 32.7% 
F 534 641 107 20.0% 
G 564 649 85 15.1% 
H 196 201 5 2.6% 
I 1,490 1071 -419 -28.1% 
J 1,788 1506 -282 -15.8% 
K 2,038 1331 -707 -34.7% 
L 1,631 1721 90 5.5% 
M 878 1099 221 25.2% 
N 326 269 -57 -17.5% 
O 197 262 65 33.0% 
P 1,167 2083 916 78.5% 
Q 208 328 120 57.7% 

TOTAL 16,038 15,732 - 306 -1.9 % 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 
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GRAPH 2.5
HOUSING UNITS FOR ALL DAZs
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GRAPH 2.6
HOUSING UNITS BY OCCUPANCY
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HOUSING DATA 
 
Between 1990 and 2000, as shown in Table 2.6, there was an 
increase of 2,079 dwelling units in the seventeen (17) DAZs from 
36,147 dwellings units in 1990 to 38,226 in 2000, representing an 
increase of 5.8%.  The percentage of occupied dwellings units 
increased by 6.9% from 32,309 to 34,309 dwelling units with a 
decrease of vacant dwelling units by 3.5% from 4,061 vacant units 
in 1990 to 3,917 vacant units in 2000.  In regard to the proportion 
of the occupied dwelling units that are owner-occupied and renter-
occupied, the relationship of the owner-occupied dwelling units 
remained at approximately two-thirds of the total units with one-
third of the units being renter-occupied in both 1990 and 2000, as 
seen in Graph 2.6. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
An analysis of the housing unit changes within the DAZs reveals 
that DAZ E, DAZ F and DAZ P had the greatest numerical increases 
between 1990 and 2000 being 710, 618 and 679 dwelling units, 
respectively.  DAZ D and DAZ K had the most decreases in dwelling 
units.  DAZ D (College Hill area) lost 316 dwelling units and DAZ K 
(Beverly/Rosehill/Falvey Industrial Park area) decreased by 600 
units.
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TABLE 2.6 
1990 AND 2000 HOUSING DATA BY OCCUPANCY 

(TOTAL AND OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS) 
 

TOTAL HOUSING UNITS OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS  
 

DAZ 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE 
A 806 738 -68 -8.4 % 696 620 -76 -10.9 % 
B 3,110 3,123 13 4.2 % 2,713 2,738 25 0.9 % 
C 3,138 3,224 86 2.7 % 2,825 2,865 40 1.4 % 
D 2,703 2,387 -316 - 11.7 % 2,364 2,134 -230 -9.7 % 
E 1,226 1,936 710 57.9 % 1,082 1,694 612 56.6 % 
F 1,132 1,750 618 54.6 % 979 1,490 511 52.2 % 
G 1,717 1,884 167 9.7 % 1,539 1,732 193 12.5 % 
H 511 346 -295 - 57.7 % 370 276 -94 -25.4 % 
I 2,285 2,258 -27 - 1.2 % 2,033 2,025 -8 -0.4 % 
J 3,619 3,534 -85 -2.3 % 3,252 3,228 -24 -0.7 % 
K 4,299 3,699 -600 -14.0 % 3,450 3,128 -322 -9.3 % 
L 3,671 3,931 260 7.1 % 3,383 3,576 193 5.7 % 
M 2,634 3,028 394 15.0 % 2,411 2,796 385 16.0 % 
N 815 842 27 3.3 % 730 742 12 1.6 % 
O 536 598 62 11.6 % 516 561 45 8.7 % 
P 3,328 4,007 679 20.4 % 3,163 3,794 631 19.9 % 
Q 617 941 324 52.5 % 580 910 330 56.9 % 

TOTAL 36,147 38,226 2,079 5.8 % 32,086 34,309 2,223 6.9 % 
 

           Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 
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TABLE 2.7 
1990 AND 2000 HOUSING DATA BY OCCUPANCY 

(OWNER- OCCUPIED AND RENTER OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS) 
 

OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS RENTER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS  
 

DAZ 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE 
A 392 316 -76 -19.4 % 304 304 0 0 % 
B 1,583 1,566 -17 -1.1 % 1,130 1,172 42 3.7 % 
C 1,749 1,806 57 3.3 % 1,076 1,059 -17 -1.6 % 
D 1,347 1,100 -247 -18.3 % 1,017 1,034 17 1.7 % 
E 896 1,193 297 33.1 % 186 501 315 169.4 % 
F 777 1,245 468 60.2 % 202 245 43 21.3 % 
G 1,296 1,468 172 13.3 % 243 264 21 8.6 % 
H 140 120 -20 -14.3 % 230 156 -74 -32.2 % 
I 1,138 1,081 -57 -5.0 % 895 944 49 5.5 % 
J 1,708 1,594 -114 -6.7 % 1,544 1,634 90 5.8 % 
K 1,824 1,442 -382 -20.9 % 1,626 1,686 60 3.7 % 
L 2,636 2,743 107 4.1 % 747 833 86 10.3 % 
M 1,770 2,050 280 15.8 % 641 746 105 16.4 % 
N 538 514 -24 -4.5 % 192 228 36 18.8 % 
O 442 483 41 9.3 % 74 78 4 5.4 % 
P 2,470 3,017 547 22.1 % 693 777 84 12.1 % 
Q 507 845 338 66.7 % 73 65 -8 -11.0 % 

TOTAL 21,213 22,583 1,370 6.5 % 10,873 11,726 853 7.8 % 
 

           Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 
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TABLE 2.8 
1990 AND 2000 HOUSING DATA BY OCCUPANCY 

(VACANT HOUSING UNITS) 
 
 

VACANT HOUSING UNITS  
 

DAZ 
 

1990 
 

2000 
1990 TO 2000 

CHANGE 
1990 TO 2000 

PERCENT CHANGE 
A 110 118 8 7.3 % 
B 397 385 -12 -3.0 % 
C 313 359 46 14.7 % 
D 339 253 -86 -25.4 % 
E 144 242 98 68.1 % 
F 153 260 107 69.9 % 
G 178 152 -26 -14.6 % 
H 141 70 -71 -50.4 % 
I 252 233 -19 -7.5 % 
J 367 306 -61 -16.6 % 
K 849 571 -278 -32.7 % 
L 288 355 67 23.3 % 
M 223 232 9 4.0 % 
N 85 100 15 17.6 % 
O 20 37 17 85.0 % 
P 165 213 48 29.1 % 
Q 37 31 -6 -16.2 % 

TOTAL 4,061 3,917 -144 -3.5 % 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 



 

TUTS 2035 PLAN 2 - 15    October 1, 2009 

INCOME DATA 
 
According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the 1999 median household income for the jurisdictions in the Texarkana 
metropolitan area is as follows: 
 

Miller County, Arkansas $ 30,951 
Texarkana, Arkansas $ 31,343 
Bowie County, Texas $ 33,001 
Nash, Texas $ 27,614 
Red Lick, Texas $ 57,045 
Texarkana, Texas $ 29,727 
Wake Village, Texas $ 39,961 

 
It is not possible to determine the 1999 median household income for each of the seventeen (17) DAZs because most of 
the DAZs contain more than one census block group and you cannot average median incomes of several census block 
groups to determine a median household income for a DAZ. 
 

 
Poverty level income in 1990 and 2000 has been calculated for 
each DAZ as shown in Table 2.9.  From 1990 to 2000, there 
was a slight increase in the percentage of persons living in 
poverty from 18.6% to 18.8%.  The actual number of persons 
below the poverty limit in 1990 was 15,976 and in 2000 this 
number had increased by 979 persons to 16,955.  DAZ E (area 
west of SH 245) and DAZ Q (Pleasant Grove and Red Lick 
areas) experienced significant population increases while the 
number of persons below the poverty limit declined in these 
high-income areas.  DAZ I (Highland Park area to I-30) and 
DAZ J (Spring Lake Park and Central Mall area to U.S. 59 
[Jarvis Parkway]) had decreases in population from 1990 to 
2000 while having significant increases in the number of 
persons below the poverty limit. 

GRAPH 2.7
PERSONS BY POVERTY LEVEL
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TABLE 2.9 
1990 AND 2000 POVERTY LEVEL INCOME DATA 

 
PERSONS BELOW POVERTY LEVEL PERCENT PERSONS BELOW 

POVERTY LEVEL 
 
 

DAZ  
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 2000 
CHANGE 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT CHANGE 

 
1990 

 
2000 

1990 TO 2000 
PERCENT 
CHANGE 

A 704 667 -37 -15.9% 34.6% 29.1% -15.9% 
B 1,163 1,018 -145 -14.1% 18.2% 15.6% -14.1% 
C 979 1,049 70 12.8% 13.5% 15.2% 12.8% 
D 2,726 2,131 -595 -7.1% 40.9% 38.0% -7.1% 
E 681 669 -12 -29.3% 22.7% 16.0% -29.3% 
F 452 555 103 -14.2% 16.3% 14.0% -14.2% 
G 567 735 168 22.5% 12.7% 15.6% 22.5% 
H 254 436 182 -3.2% 27.1% 26.3% -3.2% 
I 614 1,010 396 66.3% 12.1% 20.1% 66.3% 
J 913 1,642 729 85.4% 12.5% 23.2% 85.4% 
K 3,689 3,349 -340 2.4% 40.1% 41.1% 2.4% 
L 1,987 1,990 3 -4.4% 18.9% 18.1% -4.4% 
M 631 739 108 7.3% 9.8% 10.5% 7.3% 
N 266 288 22 5.7% 14.9% 15.7% 5.7% 
O 40 118 78 185.5% 2.8% 7.9% 185.5% 
P 168 448 280 135.5% 1.9% 4.5% 135.5% 
Q 142 111 -31 -47.6% 8.4% 4.4% -47.6% 

TOTAL 15,976 16,955 979 1.2 % 18.6 % 18.8 % 1.2 % 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 

 
EDUCATIONAL DATA 
 
An analysis of the educational level of persons aged twenty-five (25) and over for all seventeen (17) DAZs in the year 
2000 reveals that 22.6% do not have a high school diploma (or its equivalency); 31.5% had a high school diploma (or its 
equivalency); 28.7% had some college, and 17.2% were college graduates.  In comparison to the national average, 
19.6% do not have a high school diploma (or its equivalency); 28.6% had a high school diploma (or its equivalency); 
27.4% had some college, and 24.4% were college graduates.  It should be noted that the Texarkana metropolitan area 
[all seventeen (17) DAZs] had a substantially higher percentage of persons who do not have a high school diploma or its 
equivalency, that being, 22.6% compared to the national average of 19.6%.  The other significant difference was the 
Texarkana metropolitan area having only 17.2% college graduates compared to the national average of 24.4%. 
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GRAPH 2.9
2000 EDUCATION LEVEL BY PERCENTAGE
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In regard to the individual cities’ educational levels 
compared to the national average, the data shows that 
Texarkana, Texas and Nash are near the national average 
for non-high school graduates, high school graduates and 
combining college graduates and those with some college.  
Red Lick and Wake Village have significantly lower 
percentages of persons who are non-high school graduates 
and high school graduates and higher percentages of 
persons who have some college and who are college 
graduates.  Texarkana, Arkansas has a higher percentage 
than the national average for non-high school graduates 
and high school graduates and has a significantly lower 
percentage of college graduates.      
 
 
 
 

Between 1990 and 2000, there were appreciable improvements in the numbers of persons within each of the educational 
levels.  In 1990, there were 15,961 persons who were non-high school graduates but by 2000 the number decreased to 
13,178 non-high school graduates, representing a decrease of over 17% since 1990.  Likewise, the number of high school 
graduates (or equivalency) had increased by 13% from 16,229 to 18,361 persons.  Those persons with some college 
increased from 14,085 in 1990 to 16,749 persons, an increase of nearly 19%.  The number of college graduates increased 
by over 26%, from 7,933 in 1990 to 10,047 persons by 2000. 

GRAPH 2.8
EDUCATION LEVEL BY PERCENTAGE

PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER FOR U.S.

0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35

2000
Non-High School Graduate High School Graduate
Some College College Graduate



 

TUTS 2035 PLAN 2 - 18    October 1, 2009 

TABLE 2.10 
1990 AND 2000 EDUCATION DATA 

 
1990 EDUCATION DATA 2000 EDUCATION DATA  

 
DAZ 

NON-HS 
GRAD 

 
HS GRAD 

SOME 
COLLEGE

COLLEGE
GRAD 

NON-HS 
GRAD 

HS 
GRAD 

SOME 
COLLEGE 

COLLEGE
GRAD 

A 631 346 168 49 572 448 320 66 
B 1,257 1,274 1,301 451 1,023 1,397 1,225 583 
C 945 1,525 1,165 1,024 828 1,496 1,332 915 
D 1,823 1,270 613 166 1,261 1,230 651 142 
E 682 678 378 138 570 965 748 452 
F 624 640 312 113 515 986 580 458 
G 1,022 919 529 141 779 1,157 841 315 
H 307 167 118 36 562 365 174 56 
I 861 948 887 722 699 904 1,028 649 
J 1,097 1,357 1,349 1,172 632 1,397 1,679 820 
K 2,506 1,500 1,100 266 1,696 1,687 943 247 
L 2,147 2,050 1,929 691 2,231 2,642 2,066 643 
M 700 1,410 1,153 673 567 1,289 1,542 1,125 
N 338 412 355 90 261 394 362 118 
O 181 330 379 98 180 297 305 208 
P 658 1,182 2,037 1,775 597 1,405 2,435 2,585 
Q 182 221 312 328 205 302 518 665 

TOTAL 15,961 16,229 14,085 7,933 13,178 18,361 16,749 10,047 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 
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EMPLOYMENT DATA 
 
Between 1990 and 2000, the Texarkana metropolitan area’s employment 
level increased by 1,349 persons from 35,620 to 36,969.  This 3.8% 
increase over the ten (10)-year period equals an average increase of 135 
persons per year.  The number of unemployed persons also increased from 
2,767 in 1990 to 2,941 in 2000.  The unemployment rate increased from 
7.2% in 1990 to 7.5% in 2000.  In 1990, DAZs D and K had unemployment 
rates of 12.4% and 15.1%, respectively.  These rates were substantially 
higher than that experienced by the other fifteen (15) DAZs.  In 2000, four 
(4) DAZs had double-digit unemployment rates, those being DAZ A 
(14.9%); DAZ D (12.3%); DAZ I (12.1%); and DAZ K (21.7%).  Between 
1990 and 2000, the number of employed persons increased by over 600 for 
DAZs E and F.  The number of employed persons decreased by 700 in DAZ 
K, the largest decrease recorded in the study area. 
 

TABLE 2.11 
1990 AND 2000 EMPLOYMENT DATA BY DAZ 

 
1990 EMPLOYMENT DATA 2000 EMPLOYMENT DATA  

 
DAZ 

PERSONS 
EMPLOYED 

PERSONS 
UNEMPLOYED 

PERCENT 
UNEMPLOYED

PERSONS 
EMPLOYED 

PERSONS 
UNEMPLOYED 

PERCENT 
UNEMPLOYED 

A 635 43 6.3% 572 100 14.9% 
B 2,709 197 6.8% 2,863 237 7.5% 
C 3,459 182 5.0% 3,238 174 5.1% 
D 2,132 301 12.4% 1,734 244 12.3% 
E 1,257 97 7.2% 1,918 112 5.5% 
F 1,228 107 8.0% 1,833 111 5.7% 
G 1,804 163 8.3% 2,061 70 3.3% 
H 327 32 8.9% 346 23 6.2% 
I 1,922 138 6.8% 2,086 287 12.1% 
J 3,447 181 5.0% 3,141 214 7.9% 
K 2,864 508 15.1% 2,182 606 21.7% 
L 3,729 323 8.0% 4,061 274 6.3% 
M 3,278 162 4.7% 3,596 158 4.2% 
N 870 66 7.1% 776 65 7.7% 
O 726 57 7.3% 701 52 6.9% 
P 4,374 160 3.5% 4,728 184 3.7% 
Q 859 50 5.5% 1,133 30 2.6% 

TOTAL 35,620 2,767 7.2 % 36,969 2,941 7.5 % 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. 

GRAPH 2.10
EMPLOYMENT DATA FOR ALL DAZS
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MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION DATA 
 
It is evident from reviewing the vehicle ownership data for the years 1990 and 2000 that the Texarkana area has a 
significant number of households that have either no vehicle or only one (1) vehicle available to meet the family’s 
transportation needs.  In 1990, over three thousand households, or nearly 10% of all households, did not own any vehicle.  
By 2000, the number of households without a vehicle had increased to 3,515.  In 1990, 36% of households had only one  
(1) vehicle available for their transportation needs.  By 2000, 42% of households had only one (1) vehicle available.  From 
1990 to 2000, the number of households with two (2) or more vehicles decreased significantly from 17,239 to 13,485.  It 
is obvious from the number of households with no vehicles available that there is a notable percentage of households in 
the Texarkana area that need the availability of public transportation to meet their transportation needs since they do not 
have their own private vehicle. 
 
Between 1990 and 2000, the percentage of persons driving alone to work increased from nearly 80% to 84%. The number 
of persons driving alone in 1990 was 28,031 and in 2000 the number of persons driving alone increased to 30,653. Those 
carpooling decreased from 5,328 in 1990 to 4,237 in 2000.  In the Texarkana area, driving alone to work is the 
overwhelming means of travel to work and that trend increased from 1990 to 2000.  Since the T-Line transit system 
started operating in October 2001, its effect on means of travel to work since the 2000 census is not reflected in the data 
presented above. 
 
 

GRAPH 2.11
VEHICLE OWNERSHIP FOR ALL DAZs

0
2,000
4,000
6,000
8,000

10,000
12,000
14,000
16,000
18,000
20,000

1990 2000

No Vehicle One Vehicle
Two or more Vehicles

 



 

TUTS 2035 PLAN 2 - 21 October 1, 2009 

TABLE 2.12 
1990 AND 2000 VEHICLE OWNERSHIP DATA BY DAZ 

 
1990 VEHICLE OWNERSHIP DATA 2000 VEHICLE OWNERSHIP DATA  

 
DAZ 

NO 
VEHICLE 

ONE 
VEHICLE 

TWO OR MORE 
VEHICLES 

NO 
VEHICLE 

ONE 
VEHICLE 

TWO OR MORE 
VEHICLES 

A 140 317 250 71 309 178 
B 262 1,123 1,328 272 1,147 1,098 
C 241 1,041 1,533 210 1,095 1,095 
D 521 897 952 473 877 604 
E 43 332 674 69 582 762 
F 105 242 623 89 481 598 
G 54 420 1,054 68 483 869 
H 53 201 117 74 157 32 
I 120 999 913 263 919 657 
J 165 1,535 1,577 395 1,348 1,152 
K 889 1,395 1,168 879 1,235 825 
L 339 1,088 1,950 278 1,224 1,384 
M 95 759 1,540 155 975 1,263 
N 52 323 380 58 314 279 
O 22 126 383 16 129 297 
P 66 693 2,366 135 901 1,922 
Q 20 119 431 10 177 470 

TOTAL 3,187 11,610 17,239 3,515 12,353 13,485 
 

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census.   



 

TUTS 2035 PLAN 2 - 22 October 1, 2009 

TABLE 2.13 
1990 MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION DATA BY DAZ 

 
 

DAZ 
DRIVE 
ALONE 

 
CARPOOL 

PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION 

OTHER 
MEANS 

WALKED OR 
WORKED AT HOME 

PERCENT 
DRIVE ALONE 

A 489 103 11 6 19 77.9% 
B 2,227 302 22 0 153 82.4% 
C 2,782 509 0 57 35 82.2% 
D 1,686 271 8 37 82 80.9% 
E 966 188 0 7 82 77.7% 
F 984 193 0 17 29 80.5% 
G 1,420 279 0 0 64 80.5% 
H 216 59 0 17 25 68.1% 
I 1,521 283 0 0 76 80.9% 
J 2,784 501 6 18 104 81.6% 
K 1,787 806 19 34 180 63.2% 
L 2,737 662 7 53 187 75.1% 
M 2,615 478 0 52 96 80.7% 
N 674 123 2 21 36 78.7% 
O 571 115 0 7 16 80.5% 
P 3,870 371 0 17 91 89.0% 
Q 702 85 0 9 49 83.1% 

TOTAL 28,031 5,328 75 352 1,324 79.8 % 
 

Source: 1990 U.S. Census.   
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TABLE 2.14 
2000 MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION DATA BY DAZ 

 
 

DAZ 
DRIVE 
ALONE 

 
CARPOOL 

PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION 

OTHER 
MEANS 

WALKED OR 
WORKED AT HOME 

PERCENT 
DRIVE ALONE 

A 411 114 0 4 25 74.2% 
B 2,359 359 15 19 91 83.0% 
C 2,830 259 0 15 68 89.2% 
D 1,305 308 5 54 28 76.8% 
E 1,686 193 0 7 12 88.8% 
F 1,544 186 11 25 16 86.6% 
G 1,795 187 0 7 38 88.6% 
H 142 147 0 0 31 44.4% 
I 1,641 270 34 0 100 80.2% 
J 2,654 307 5 30 117 85.3% 
K 1,481 439 8 71 142 69.2% 
L 3,297 501 0 73 94 83.2% 
M 3,078 385 0 8 93 86.4% 
N 626 103 5 13 12 82.5% 
O 613 63 0 5 19 87.6% 
P 4,210 288 0 18 210 89.1% 
Q 981 128 0 0 20 86.9% 

TOTAL 30,653 4,237 83 349 1,116 84.1 % 
             

           Source: 2000 U.S. Census.   
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GRAPH 2.12

MEANS TO TRANSPORTATION
FOR ALL DAZs
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