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Executive Summary

Houston continues to exhibit the same patterns of economic, population and
geographic growth that has characterized its entire history.  Immigration from
Central and South America, Africa and Asia, as well as from across the U.S.,
cements its status as one of the preeminent immigration “gateway” cities in the
country.

Houston continues to grow in population and size.  As the fourth largest city in the U.S.,
Houston registered a population increase of 23 percent between 1990 and 2003, to more than two
million residents.  Although the rate of population growth has slowed from the frenzied levels of earlier
decades, the growth is still very rapid for a city as large as Houston.  The City added an additional 55
square miles to its boundaries since 1990.  At its current size of 636 square miles, it is the largest of the
ten most populous cities in the U.S., followed by Phoenix and San Antonio.

Houston is ethnically diverse.  Minority groups accounted for all of Houston’s population growth
after 1990, as the Anglo population declined.  Between 1990 and 2000, the Hispanic population
increased 62 percent and the Asian population increased 59 percent.   According to the 2003 Census
estimate, the Hispanic community is the largest ethnic group in Houston (38.6%).  This increase has
been partly fueled by large numbers of immigrants.   The city had the third highest foreign-born
population in 2003 at 27 percent, in comparison to the ten largest cities in the U.S.  Houston’s status as
a gateway city contributes to its having a relatively young median age of just over 31 years, compared
to 36 years for the United States overall.  Only 8.5 percent of Houston’s residents were over 65 in
2003.

Houston’s median household income remains stable.  Houston’s poverty rate (20.3%) is similar
to that of New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Dallas and San Antonio, according to the 2003 American
Community Survey.  Of the ten most populous cities in the United States, Houston was one of five that
had lower rates of individuals living in poverty in 2003 compared to 1990.  The median household
income in the City of Houston remained relatively constant between 1990 and 2003, adjusting for
inflation.

New investment and economic diversity are reshaping the local economy.  Following down-
turns in the energy industries during the eighties, the economy has improved significantly, helped by an
improving national economic picture, a robust real estate market and increasing energy prices.  Six of
the ten largest American cities, including Houston, had an unemployment rate between seven and eight
percent in 2004.

The housing market is strong in Houston today.  Residential real estate remains robust, with
Houston permitting over 8,000 multi-family housing units in 2003, compared to only 2,400 in 1996.
Houston also had a 100% increase in the number of single-family permits for the same period (2,779 in
1996 and 5,552 in 2003).  Despite a healthy increase of 20 percent in the median housing value be-
tween 2000 and 2003, Houston still is a very affordable market by national standards.
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Over the years, cities undergo changes in their
economy, demographics and overall physical
makeup.  However, an examination of a city
from one decade to another will give a more
profound description of the direction a city is
taking in comparison to other cities.  This report
was prepared to explain how the City of
Houston compares nationally in terms of
population,  housing, economics and other
variables, as well as note the changes that have
taken place in some of the areas since 1990.

Chapter One provides a synopsis of the
differences in the populations of the ten largest
cities in the country and the changes occurring
between 1990 and 2003. It also gives the
household characteristics such as number of
persons per household and types of households.

Chapter Two contains comparisons of
poverty and education, such as the
educational attainment of persons 25 years and
older, and the poverty status of individuals
living in the ten largest cities in the country.

Chapter Three provides a snapshot of public
safety detailing the number of crimes that took
place in the ten-city comparison, as well as the
number of available officers for those cities.

Chapter Four identifies housing
characteristics with regard to the number of
total housing units, median values and
percentages of homeownership by race, along
with the changes that occurred  between 1990
and 2003.

Chapter Five gives a profile of
transportation conditions in terms of mode
of travel to work, length of commute time to

and from work, the congestion costs per capita
and the hours of delay due to  congestion.

Chapter Six deals with the economic well-being
of each city by examining the number of jobs
available, median household income, bank
deposits and annual retail sales.

Chapter Seven, the final chapter, charts
population changes in relation to the actual area
of land governed by the city, and population
density changes along with the physical growth
of these cities.

This report was prepared utilizing the Decennial
Census information that has been collected since
1790. The Census is taken in order to determine
representation in the lower House of Congress.
The various types of demographic data are also
used to assess the social and economic
characteristics of each city, county, and major
metropolitan area, as well as for smaller
geographic units.  For certain data, the Census
Bureau provides yearly estimates for non-Census
years.

Another data source is the American Community
Survey.  This survey, conducted by the Census,
is taken yearly from a small sample of the
population (1% to 2.5%) and represents an effort
to track demographic and economic changes
between Census years.  The latest data currently
available are from 2003.  Other sources of data
used in this publication include the Federal
Bureau of Investigations (data on crime and
police officers), the 2004 Urban Mobility Report
published by the Texas Transportation Institute
and the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
(FDIC).

Foreword
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I Population

The 2000 Census and 2003 Census estimate
indicate Houston continues to be the fourth
largest city in the country by population behind
New York, Los Angeles and Chicago,
respectively.

Since 1990, the City of Houston’s population has
increased 23%, the third largest increase in the
country behind Phoenix and San Antonio.

According to the 2003 American Community
Survey, 88.1% of the U.S. population was native-
born, with the remaining 11.9% being foreign-
born.  The Houston population, however, is more
diverse: 26.9% of the Houston population is
foreign-born while 73.1% were born in the
United States.

When comparing the Census records between
1990 and 2000, the percentage of births has
decreased in eight of the ten-largest cities in the
United States, including Houston.

The number of births in Houston has increased
slightly in the past decade from 39,752 in 1990
to 44,738 in 2000.  However, the percentage of
births versus the actual population percentage
has decreased in comparison.

During the past two decades; there has also been
a shift in the racial demographics throughout the
country, and in Houston, in particular.  From 1990
to 2000, there was a 9.2% decrease in the White
population in Houston. In contrast, the Black
population increased by 8.9%, the Asian

population by 59.2% and the Hispanic population
grew significantly by 62.2%.  These trends
continued through 2003.

Of the total households in Houston, 63.6% are
traditional family households.  This puts the city
in third place in the ten-city comparison.

Finally, the findings of the American Community
Survey indicate the median age of Houston’s
residents is 31.4 years, making it the third
youngest population in the ten-city comparison.
The overall median age for the U.S. population
is 36 years.

I  Population
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        I  Population Figure 1.1

Total Population: 2003

* Per the 2003 Census estimate, the City of Houston continues to be the fourth largest city in
the U.S. It registered a population increase of 2.9% between 2000 and 2003.

* New York remains the most populated city in the United States, very much ahead of other
cities with a population of over eight million.

* Detroit, the least populated of the ten largest cities, lost 4.19% of its population during the
same period (2000 to 2003).
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        I  Population Figure 1.2

Births Comparison: 1990 & 2000
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* Houston’s birth rate remained relatively unchanged between 1990 and 2000.

* The number of births per capita has decreased in eight of the ten largest cities in the U.S. from
1990 to 2000.



9Sources: United States Census: 1990 and 2000, 2003 Census
Estimates and 2003 American Community Survey.
Compiled by City of Houston, Planning & Development
Department, Planning Services

Population Change in Major U.S. Cities: 1990 to 2003

* Phoenix had a 41.2% increase in population, the largest during the thirteen-year period, per the
2003 Census estimate.

* Houston had the third highest population increase (23.3%), behind Phoenix and San Antonio.

* Detroit and Philadelphia lost population during the period by 6.7% and 11.3%, respectively.

        I  Population Figure 1.3
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        I   Population Figure 1.4

Race & Ethnicity Change in Major U.S. Cities: 1990 - 2000

* The Hispanic and Asian populations are the fastest growing ethnic groups in the U.S.

* In Houston, the Hispanic population increased 62.2% and the Asian population increased
59.2%.

* The Hispanic population has grown the fastest within the ten-year period in San Diego
(193.7%) and Phoenix (131.8%).

* According to the 2000 Census, the White population has decreased in eight of the ten largest
cities in the U.S., especially in Detroit where the population declined 53%.
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Foreign Born vs. Native Born: 2003

* Houston has the third highest foreign-born population at 26.9%, in comparison to the ten
largest cities in the U.S.

* The highest foreign-born population rate is in Los Angeles (40.9%).  In contrast, 94.1% of
the population in Detroit are native born.

* As a whole, 88.1% of the U.S. population are native born.

        I  Population Figure 1.5
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Family Households as Percentage of All Households: 2003

* Houston ranks 3rd among the ten-largest cities, with 63.6% traditional family households.

* 66.1% of the population in San Antonio have traditional family households, the largest in
the ten-city comparison.

* 67.4% of the households in the U.S. are family households.

        I  Population Figure 1.6
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Types of Family Households: 2003

* Houston has the fifth highest percentage of families with children compared to the ten largest
cities in the United States.

* Houston has the fourth lowest percentage of female householders with children.

* Detroit has the highest percentage (31.8%) of female-headed, single parent households.

        I  Population Figure 1.7
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* 32% of the housing units in the United States are occupied by two-person households,
which is higher than any of the major cities.

* Houston and Detroit are tied for fifth place (29.6%) for households occupied by single
householders after Philadelphia, Dallas, Chicago and New York.

        I  Population Figure 1.8
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        I  Population Figure 1.9

Households: 2003

* Houston has the fourth largest number of households compared to the country’s ten largest
cities, which reflects its population ranking.

* New York has the largest number of households; more than double the number of households
listed by the city with the second largest number, Los Angeles.
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Median Age: 2003

* The median age for the United States is 36 years.

* Philadelphia has the highest median age in the ten-city comparison at 35.5 years.

* Houston, by comparison, has the third youngest median age in the ten-city comparison, 31.4.

        I  Population Figure 1.10
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Population by Race/Ethnicity: 2003

* According to the 2003 Census estimate, the Hispanic community is the largest ethnic group in
Houston (38.6%).

* Among the ten cities, Detroit has the largest black population percentage (77.9%), and a much
smaller population of the other races.

* Houston and Dallas share similar proportions between the categories.

* San Antonio and Los Angeles have the highest proportion of Hispanics, at 60.4% and 46.9%,
respectively.

        I  Population Figure 1.11
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Population by Age: 2003

* The population breakdown by age in the United States is: 12.0% are people 65 years and older,
62.3% 18 to 64 years, and the remaining 25.7% are 17 and under.

* Houston has the third lowest percentage of citizens above the age of 65 at 8.5%, after Phoenix
and Dallas.

* Houston has the sixth highest population percentage of citizens between the ages of 18 to 64
years, at 63.7%.

* Compared to the ten cities, Houston has the fifth highest population percentage below the age of
17 at 27.8%.

        I  Population Figure 1.12
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Males per 100 Females: 2000

* Nationally there are 95.8 males for every 100 females.

* Houston has the fourth highest male/female ratio compared to the ten largest cities in the
U.S. at 101.3 men to every 100 women.

* Philadelphia has the lowest percentage of men at 86.6 to every 100 females.

* Phoenix has the highest ratio at 104.6 men per every 100 women.

        I  Population Figure 1.13
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Innumerable studies have revealed a strong
relationship between education, income and
poverty status.  This section examines the rates
of poverty and educational attainment in Hous-
ton and the other nine largest cities in the
United States between 1990 and 2003.

The 2000 Census states that 9.7% of the Houston
population (those 25 and older) had obtained
graduate or professional degrees, which is above
the national average of 8.9%, and 50% of
Houston’s population had some form of college
education.

In 2003, the City of Detroit, at 16.7%, had the
lowest percentage of people with a college degree
and also has the highest percentage of individuals
living below the poverty level (30.1%) in the ten-
city comparison.

II Poverty and Education

In 2003, 16.4% of the nationwide population 25
and older did not have a high school diploma.
The rate was higher than the national average in
all but one of the ten cities studied (San Diego,
15.3%).  Houston had the third highest rate of
citizens without a high school diploma at 27.1%,
though this represents an improvement over the
29.6 % recorded in 2000.

According to the American Community Survey,
in 2003 Houston had a poverty rate of 20.3%,
about average for the ten cities.  San Diego, the
city with the highest rates of high school and
college graduates, had the lowest percentage of
people living in poverty (14.5%).

Houston was one of five cities to experience a
decline in the poverty rate between 1990 and 2003.
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Percentage of Individuals Below Poverty: 2003

* Houston’s poverty rate is similar to those of New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Dallas and San
Antonio, per the 2003 American Community Survey.

* Detroit has the highest percentage of individuals living below the poverty level in the ten-city
comparison, significantly higher than those of the other cities.

* San Diego has the lowest poverty rate at 14.5%.

II Poverty and Education Figure 2.1

(Poverty Level: the minimum dollar amount needed for individuals, couples or families to purchase
food and meet other basic needs.)
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Percentage Change of Individuals Below Poverty: 1990,
2000 and 2003

* The percentage of individuals below poverty has decreased in five of the ten largest
metropolitan areas in the U.S. including the city of Houston, where it decreased from 20.7% in
1990 to 20.3% in 2003.

* The percentage of individuals below poverty increased in Los Angeles, Philadelphia, Phoenix,
San Diego and Dallas between 1990 and 2003.

II Poverty and Education Figure 2.2
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Educational Attainment: 2003
(For persons 25 year & older)

* Houston, at 9.7%, equals the national average for persons with graduate or professional
degrees.

* 50% of Houston’s population has some form of college education.

* Los Angeles has the highest proportion of persons with no high school diploma, followed by
Dallas.

* Philadelphia has the lowest percentage of citizens with some form of college education.

II Poverty and Education Figure 2.3
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Public safety relates to preserving the peace
and providing a safe environment in which to
live.

Law enforcement within the City of Houston
is primarily the responsibility of the Houston
Police Department (HPD).  HPD has 5,394
officers who operate out of 12 police stations
and 27 substations and storefronts (2003
Houston Almanac).  Houston has increased the
number of police officers per 100,000 by 6.0%
from 1990 to 2003.

In 1992 Houston established the Mayor’s
Crime Victims Office to serve the community
with: referrals to victim support organizations,
updates on the status of the criminal cases,
education on  all public law enforcement and
legal procedures and community education
awareness.  The primary goal is to offer
emotional and psychological support to those
who have suffered as crime victims.

Houston’s Fire Department, founded in 1838, is
the third largest fire department in the United
States.  The department employs 3,345
firefighters, of which 1,700 are Emergency
Medical Technicians, 362 civilian personnel and
300 paramedics (2003 Houston Almanac).

The City of Houston has also implemented a 3-
1-1 Houston Service Help line.  The service is
available 7 days a week between the hours of 6
am and midnight, and it responds to citizens’
non-emergency needs.  This prevents an
overload of the 9-1-1 services, yet still addresses
the needs of the city.

III Public Safety
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III Public Safety Figure 3.1

* Chicago’s number reflects 2000 data, the latest year available.

* Houston has the fifth lowest crime rate in comparison with the ten largest cities in the U.S.

* The cities with the lowest number of crimes per 100,000 people are New York and San Diego.
New York’s crime rate has decreased dramatically in the last 10-15 years.

* San Antonio and Detroit have the highest number of crimes per 100,000.

Source: FBI “Crime in the United States - 2003”
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Change in Police Officers per Capita: 1990 to 2003

* Compared to the ten largest cities in the U.S., Houston had the fourth highest increase in the
number of police officers between 1990 and 2003.

* Philadelphia had the highest increase of police officers at 14.1%, followed by  New York
(13.3%) and Chicago (11.1%).

* Dallas, San Antonio and Detroit experienced significant decreases in the number of police
officers per capita between 1990 and 2003.

* Dallas had the highest decrease in police officers at 6.1%.

III Public Safety Figure 3.2
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III Public Safety Figure 3.3

Police Officers per 100,000 Population: 1990 & 2003

* In Houston, the number of officers per 100,000 citizens has increased 6%, from 252 in 1990
to

   267 in 2003.

* New York has the highest number of officers per capita at 484 per 100,000 people.

* San Diego and San Antonio have the fewest, 163 and 165 per 100,000 people, respectively.

Sources: FBI “Crime in the United States - 1990”
and “Crime in the United States - 2003”
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Compared to the other major cities in the United
States, Houston’s housing stock is generally
regarded as abundant, affordable and relatively
new.  Most of the housing in Houston is single-
family and less than 30 years old (2003 Houston
Almanac).

The availability and affordability of housing
or a place of residence is a critical determinant
of quality of life.  With its growing population,
there is a basic need for more affordable
housing in Houston.  According to the 2000
Census, there were 717,945 households in the
city of Houston, fourth amongst the ten largest
cities.  The 2003 American Community Survey
indicated an increase of almost 12,000
households in Houston between 2000 and
2003.

Minority owner-occupied housing units
increased by 4% in Houston, a trend reflected
across the U.S.,   between1990 and 2000.

IV Housing Characteristics

Over the decade, the City of Houston experi-
enced an increase in housing value.

Houston’s median housing value increased by
4.9% from $75,588 in 1990 to $79,300 in
2000.  New York and Los Angeles experi-
enced declines in value from 1990 to 2000 by
13.8% and 30%, respectively.  Conversely,
Detroit experienced the largest increase in

Many cities saw price declines between 1990
and 2000.  Home prices appreciated rapidly
in the years to follow, as record low interest
rates encouraged many people to buy homes.
Houston had a respectable jump in its median
housing value of 20.1% in constant dollars, to
$95,134 by 2003.  Many of the ten largest
cities in America saw even bigger home value
appreciation, with San Diego leading the way
with a dramatic 59.8% increase in just three
years.

In 2000, Houston had the fourth lowest
median contract rental rate, after Philadel-
phia, San Antonio and Detroit.  The occu-
pancy rate of all housing units in Houston
was 92.1% in 2000, lowering slightly to
88.9% in 2003. All ten cities experienced
increases in vacancy rates between 2000 and
2003, as the economic expansion of the late
nineties came to an end and was followed by
a recession.
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* All dollar amounts have been adjusted to 2000 levels for comparison purposes.

* Houston remains a relatively affordable market, exhibiting gradual increases over the last 13
years.

* Los Angeles and New York suffered significant decreases in value between 1990 and 2000,
only to see prices increase dramatically in the subsequent three years.

* The median housing value in San Diego was approximately $372,000 in 2003.

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.1

Median Housing Value: 1990 to 2003

Sources: 1990 and 2000 Census and 2003 American Community Survey.  Dollars adjusted to 2000 with use
of the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ CPI calculator found at: http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/cpicalc.pl

$2
45

,7
65

$3
16

,5
35

$1
06

,0
25

$7
5,

58
8

$6
4,

84
8 $1

04
,5

12

$2
50

,6
00

$1
04

,1
87

$6
6,

26
7

$3
4,

30
8

$2
11

,9
00

$2
21

,6
00

$1
32

,4
00

$7
9,

30
0

$5
9,

70
0

$1
12

,6
00

$2
33

,1
00

$8
9,

80
0

$6
8,

80
0

$6
3,

60
0

$2
93

,7
80 $3

23
,6

10

$1
65

,3
68

$9
5,

13
4

$6
8,

06
2

$1
31

,1
07

$1
08

,8
25

$7
2,

74
8

$7
6,

85
8

$3
72

,1
47

$0

$50,000

$100,000

$150,000

$200,000

$250,000

$300,000

$350,000

$400,000

New
 York

Lo
s A

ng
ele

s

Chic
ag

o

HOUSTON

Phil
ad

elp
hia

Pho
en

ix

San
 D

ieg
o

Dall
as

San
 A

nto
nio

Detr
oit

Cities

Va
lu

e

1990
2000
2003



30Sources: United States Census: 1990 and 2000, 2003 Census
Estimates and 2003 American Community Survey.
Compiled by City of Houston, Planning & Development
Department, Planning Services

* 88.9% of the housing units in Houston are occupied.

* Detroit and Dallas had the highest vacancy rates at 14.4% and 12.4%, respectively.

* Los Angeles, San Diego and San Antonio had the highest overall occupancy rates, in the ten-
city comparison.

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.2

85.6% 14.4%

93.2% 6.8%

87.6% 12.4%

93.3% 6.7%

90.9% 9.1%

88.1% 11.9%

88.9% 11.1%

88.0% 12.0%

94.7% 5.3%

93.0% 7.0%

0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 60.0% 80.0% 100.0%

Percentage

New York

Los Angeles

Chicago

HOUSTON

Philadelphia

Phoenix

San Diego

Dallas

San Antonio

Detroit

C
iti

es % Occupied Units
% Vacant Units

    Percentage of Occupied / Vacant Units: 2003



31Sources: United States Census: 1990 and 2000, 2003 Census
Estimates and 2003 American Community Survey.
Compiled by City of Houston, Planning & Development
Department, Planning Services

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.3

Percent of Units Lacking Complete Plumbing: 2000
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* 98.9% of the housing units in the city of Houston had adequate plumbing in 2000.

* Of the ten major cities, Philadelphia and Detroit had the highest percentage of homes without
adequate plumbing at 2.6% and 2.1%, respectively.
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IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.4

Units Lacking Kitchen Facilities: 2000
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* 98.8% of the housing units in Houston had complete kitchen facilities in 2000.

* Out of the ten largest cities in the U.S., Philadelphia had the highest percentage of homes
without adequate kitchen facilities at 3.0%, followed by Detroit at 2.7%.

* Houston ranked fifth amongst the ten largest cities in the U.S. of housing units with complete
kitchen facilities.
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 Minority Housing - Owner Occupied: 2000
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* The 2000 Census reported that in the City of Houston, 49% of the owner occupied homes
were occupied by minorities.

* 18% of owner occupied homeowners in the United States in 2000 were minorities.

* Houston had the fourth largest percentage of minority owner occupied homeowners
behind Detroit (84%), San Antonio (57%), and Chicago (50%).

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.5
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Minority Housing - Renter Occupied: 2000
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* The 2000 Census reported that minorities occupied 68% of the rental housing units in the City
of Houston, compared to 39% in the United States.

* In comparison with the ten largest cities in the United States, Houston, along with Los
Angeles, had the second highest percentage of minority renters.

* Detroit has the highest percentage of minority renters, at 90%.

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.6
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IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.7

* Houston has the fourth highest number of housing units among the ten largest cities in the U.S.

* New York’s number of housing units is similar to a cumulative total of units in Los Angeles,
Chicago, and Houston.
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Median Contract Rent: 2000
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* The average median contract rental rate in the country was $519 in 2000.

* In comparison to the ten largest cities in the U.S., Houston had the fourth lowest
median contract rental rate at $501.

* The highest median contract rental rate was in San Diego at $714.

* Detroit had the lowest median contract rental rate of $383.

IV Housing Characteristics Figure 4.8
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This section examines the number of hours
vehicles were delayed due to congestion and
the cost per capita due to traffic congestion.

The average American has to travel outside of
his community for reasons such as
employment, school, worship, socializing, etc.
Regardless of the citizen’s purpose for
traveling, each city attempts to offer the most
feasible mode of transportation via a fully
functioning road network, and an efficient
public transportation system.

According to the 2000 Census, 72% of
Houston’s population drives alone in their
vehicles while 16% carpool with two or more
riders.  Only 6% use the public transportation
system.

The differences in the way most Houstonians
travel may have an impact on the time that it
takes to travel to work.  Fifty-eight percent of
workers commute less than 30 minutes, and
34.4% commute 30 to 59 minutes to work
(2004 Urban Mobility Report, Texas
Transportation Institute).

The public transportation provided in the City
of Houston is via the Metropolitan Transit
Authority (METRO).  METRO service travels
to both airports, Bush Intercontinental and
Hobby, downtown and throughout Houston
seven days a week from 5 a.m. to midnight.

In January 2004, METRO started operating a
light rail system.  Currently, the rail is a 7.5
mile route connecting downtown Houston to
the Texas Medical Center and Reliant Football
Stadium.

Other transportation services include taxicab
service, which consists of 128 taxicab
companies and a combined total of 2,245
taxicabs.  Private bus companies include
Greyhound Bus Lines and an additional 257 bus
lines providing service throughout the city and
state.

V Transportation
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Vehicle-hours of Delay Per Year Due to Congestion: 2002
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* The Los Angeles population spends the most hours traveling due to traffic congestion per year,
625 million hours in 2002.

* Houston compares favorably among the ten largest cities in terms of travel delay due to
congestion.

* San Antonio residents spend the fewest  hours in traffic compared to the ten largest cities, 24
million hours in 2002.

(Source: 2004 Urban Mobility Report by the Texas Transportation Institute)

V Transportation Figure 5.1
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V Transportation Figure 5.2

Travel Time to Work: 2000
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* In the city of Houston, 58% of the workers travel 29 minutes or less to their respective places
of employment.

* 34% of the workers in Houston have a commute time of 30 to 59 minutes.

* The remaining 8% of workers have a commute time of 60 minutes or more.

* New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Philadelphia and Detroit all have a greater share of their
commuters than Houston who must travel an hour or more to work.
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Congestion Cost Per Capita: 2002 ($ Millions)
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* The City of Los Angeles has the highest costs due to traffic congestion, over 11.2 billion
dollars in 2002.

* Houston compares well to the largest cities in the country in terms of costs due to traffic
congestion, but an estimated 2.1 billion dollars was still wasted in 2002.

(Source: 2004 Urban Mobility Report by the Texas Transportation Institute)

V Transportation Figure 5.3
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* 76% of the commuters in Houston drive alone in their vehicles.

* 13% of Houston’s commuters carpool with two or more riders.

* 6% of the Houston commuters utilize the public transportation system, 3% use other means
of transportation, and 3% of the working population works at home.

* Houston and San Antonio are tied among the ten largest cities in the country with the higest
ratio of commuters that drive alone to their places of employment.

V Transportation Figure 5.4
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Travel Time to Work 30 Minutes or More: 2000
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* New York had the highest percentage (65.5%) of its population traveling 30 minutes or more
to their places of employment.

* In comparison with the ten largest cities, Houston ranked fifth with 41.9% of its population
traveling 30 minutes or more to work.

* San Diego had the smallest percent of commuters traveling more than 30 minustes to work
(28.7%).

V Transportation Figure 5.5
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Houston traditionally has been known for the oil/
energy industry.  In the industries of
manufacturing, wholesale, retail trade and
accommodation and foodservices, the City of
Houston accounted for 383,920 jobs (County City
and Data Book: 2000,13th edition, U.S.
Department of Commerce).  This puts Houston
in third place, in the ten-city comparison, behind
New York (808,394) and Los Angeles (496,026),
respectively.

The medical profession is also a large part of the
Houston economy.  Houston is the home of the
Texas Medical Center, which has 6,577 licensed
beds and serves 5.4 million patients each year. It
is the largest medical complex in the world.

Houston’s infrastructure fosters an environment
in which trade, both national and international,
has become a key element of the City’s economic
health.  No economy would function successfully
if the residents weren’t buying or selling and
Houston again ranks third with $21.7 billion in
annual retail sales, behind New York ($41.9) and
Los Angeles ($22.9).

In Houston the percentage of individuals below
poverty dropped slightly from 20.7% in 1990 to
19.2% in 2000.  However, in terms of race,
blacks and Hispanics continue to earn a lower
median income than whites.

Although incomes have progressively increased
in the United States over the past several decades,
minorities still rank significantly lower than their
white counterparts.  On the national scale, the
median income for the white population is
$23,918, Asian
$19,934; black is $14,437, and Hispanic $12,111,
according to the 2000 Census.

One way to measure the economic well being of
a particular area is to examine the income and
wealth in the area.  This can also be measured
by amount of money deposited in local banks
(2003 Houston Almanac, pg. 56).

VI Economic Well-Being
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VI Economic Well Being Figure 6.1

Per Capita Income by Race (White): 2000
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*New York and Dallas had the highest per capita income for the white population, according
to the 2000 Census, followed by San Diego, Los Angeles, and Chicago.

*Compared to the ten largest cities, Houston had the sixth highest per capita income for
Whites.
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Per Capita Income by Race (Black): 2000
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* The City of Los Angeles had the highest per capita income for the Black population,
followed by San Diego.

* Houston had the second lowest per capita income for the Black population in the ten-city
comparison next only to Philadelphia.

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.2
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Per Capita Income by Race (Hispanic*): 2000
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* New York had the highest per capita income for the Hispanic population at $12,206
followed by San Antonio at $12,140.

* Houston ranked sixth in place in the ten-city comparison of per capita income for the
Hispanic population.

*(“HISPANIC” is not a race, but an ethnic group.  It may represent any race.)

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.3
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VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.4

Per Capita Income by Race (Asian): 2000
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* Dallas recorded the highest per capita income for the Asian population at $21,937,
followed by Los Angeles ($19,187).

* In the ten-city comparison, Houston had the fourth highest per capita income for the
Asian population.
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* Based on the 2003 American Community Survey, the median family income for Houston is
$40,043.

* The median family income for the United States, per the 2003 ACS, is $52,273, which is
slightly lower than San Diego ($56,905).

* All cities in this comparison, excepting San Diego, have a lower median family income than
the United States overall .

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.5

Median Family Income: 2003
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Median Household Income Change Comparison: 1990 to 2003

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.6

* The median household income in the City of Houston remained relatively constant between 1990
and 2003, adjusting for inflation.

* Seven of the ten cities being compared witnessed a decrease in the median household income
between 1990 and 2003.

Sources: 1990 and 2000 Census and 2003 American Community Survey.  Dollars adjusted to 2000 with use
of the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ CPI calculator found at: http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/cpicalc.pl
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VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.7

Unemployment: 2004

* Six cities, including Houston, had an unemployment rate between seven and eight percent in
2004.

* Phoenix and San Diego had the lowest rastes of unemployment in 2004, at 4.4% and 4.0%,
   respectively.

* Detroit’s rate of unemployment was substantially higher than that of the other cities.
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   Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, found at: http://socds.huduser.org/Bls_laus/BLS_LAUS_Home.htm?
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Job Comparison: 2000
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* The jobs identified for the purposes of this survey were specifically from manufacturing,
wholesale, retail trade and the accomodation and foodservice industries.

* Houston has the third highest number of persons employed in these industries among the ten
largest U.S. cities.

* Of the 10 largest cities in the U.S., New York has the highest number of persons employed in
these industries and Detroit has the lowest number.

SOURCE: (County City and Data Book: 2000,13th edition, U.S. Department of Commerce)

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.8
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VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.9

Residential Building Permits:1996
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* In 1996 the City of Detroit had the lowest number of permits issued. There were only 53
single-family permit issued that year.

* Houston had a relatively even number of permits issued for both single-family and multi-
family.

* New York issued a significantly larger number of multi-family residential building permits in
comparison to the other major cities

   Source: Census Bureau’s Building Permits Survey, found at: http://socds.huduser.org/permits/index.html?
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Residential Building Permits: 2003

* Houston had a 237% increase in the number of multi-family units permitted, from 2,448 in
1996 to 8,248 in 2003.

* Houston also had a 100% increase in the number of single-family permits for the same period
(2,779 to 5,552).

* New York had a increase of over 8,000 permits for multi-family units issued from 1996 to
2003.

* Phoenix experienced a decrease in multi-family units permitted, although single-family
permits increased.

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.10
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  Source: Census Bureau’s Building Permits Survey, found at: http://socds.huduser.org/permits/index.html?
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Bank Deposits: 2000 and 2004

* Among the ten largest cities in the U.S., Houston has the fourth biggest bank deposits.

* New York has the highest bank deposit amount at $343.4 billion and Detroit has the lowest
amount in bank deposits at $13.3 billion.

Source: www.fdic.gov

VI Economic Well-Being Figure 6.11
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The population growth in Houston was interrupted
by the sudden economic recession of 1982-1987,
which resulted in the loss of 35,000 residents.
However, by 1990, the City of Houston had gained
72,000 new residents.  A population increase of
321,865 was recorded between 1990 and 2000,
and the population grew by another 2.9 percent in
the next three years.

Houston is considered a “big, small town” with a
central business district surrounded by many rural
developments (Houston Business Journal, Feb.
26, 1999). The fourth largest city in the United
States has plenty of room to grow.  One of
Houston’s appeals is that one can own a home in
the inner city with a yard and plenty of room to
raise a family, just minutes from downtown, unlike
most major metropolitan areas.

When comparing Houston to the other ten cities,
Houston, population 1,953,631, is far larger

geographically than the remaining cities with an
area of 636 square miles in 2004.  This is an
increase from the 581 square miles listed in the
1990 Census.  The city of New York, with a
population of over 8 million residents, has only
321 square miles of land.

The population per square mile for Houston was
3,160 in 2003, up from 2,807 in 1990.  Although
the City is expecting an influx of residents over
the next ten years, there are hopes that
developments such as the light rail may help
offset high-density problems like traffic
congestion and air pollution (Dr. Carol Lewis,
Texas Southern University, Transportation
Planning Department, class lecture Fall 2003).

VII Density
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Land Area in Square Miles: 2004

* Compared to the ten largest cities in the U.S., Houston has the largest geographical area
(636 square miles) followed by Phoenix and San Antonio.

* The City of Philadelphia has the least amount of land area (135 square miles) followed by
Detroit (139 square miles).

VII Density Figure 7.1
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Change in Land Area: 1990 to 2004

* Houston experienced a 9.5% increase in land area, from 581 to 636 square miles, between
1990 and 2004.

* Between 1990 and 2004 the City of San Antonio grew 53.8% in area, the largest increase of
the ten largest cities in the U.S.

* The least amount of growth took place in Detroit, Log Angeles and Philadelphia, which did
not annex any land during the fourteen year period.
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   Sources: Planning Departments of the individual municipalities.
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* Houston has the fourth lowest density in the ten-city comparison, with a  population per
square mile of 3,160.

* New York has the highest density followed by Chicago and Philadelphia, respectively.

* Houston, Dallas, and Phoenix have comparable densities.

VII Density Figure 7.3
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* New York leads the nation in terms of density.  The number of people per square mile
increased from 23,775 in 1990 to 25,189 in 2003.

* The population density increased in the City of Houston by 13.3% between 1990 and 2003.

* Only three cities experienced decreases in densities.  Philadelphia and Detroit lost population
during the period and San Antonio annexed a large amount of land (179 square miles).
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