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Executive Summary  
The purpose of the Prevention Resource Center for Region 10 is to collect and distribute data among 

community stakeholders, coalitions, agencies, hospitals and law enforcement.  The overall purpose is to 

serve, advocate and align prevention efforts for the residents living within the 6 counties.  The PRC as a 

data repository, aims to eliminate duplicative efforts in the collection and distribution of substance use 

data for the region.  This approach in collaborating with various agencies, strengthens relationships in 

their effort to prioritize the needs of the communities, while tracking activities across the 6 counties.   

The organizations and agencies who participated with the PRC Region 10 throughout the year are 

committed to addressing health disparities and inequities.  The Regional Needs Assessment includes 

data from all diverse populations living along the U.S. - Mexico Border.  The assessment aids in long 

term strategic prevention planning, summary of statistics relevant to risk and protective factors 

associated with drug use, as well as consumption patterns and consequences data.  The assessment 

also offers an insight to gaps in services and data availability challenges.  

Prevention Resource Center - Region 10 data sources 

The health assessment (what does the data show?) was a compilation of elicited information from 

community members and stakeholders related to the issues of substance use.  Collected data came 

from community and coalition meetings, presentations, data requests, focus groups, conferences, and 

one-on-one meetings with stakeholders across agencies in healthcare, law enforcement and education.  

Much of the data collected was made much easier by the formation of workgroups and a task force 

committed in identifying the needs of the communities, along with viable data that painted a clearer 

picture in the health needs of our region.  The vision of a healthier community by the participating 

providers was a driving force for many of the events, publications and media campaigns that arose from 

the data collection process. 

Below are a few of the partners that participated in the process of data collection, formation of working 

groups, and continued collaborative support for the PRC-Region 10.  The gathering of information for 

the assessment was made easier by their need to address priority health issues for the region: 
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Prevention Resource Center - Region 10 key findings 

Findings for Region 10 has found all 6 counties experience a high rate of tobacco use, marijuana use and 

continued high rates of underage drinking.  The region has also experienced increased use of 

prescription medication and methamphetamine use. 

The data collected for the RNA is an ideal starting point for prevention/intervention providers to 

coordinate with each other in addressing needed treatment options along with changes in the U.S. 

healthcare landscape.    

Substance use was called out primarily by treatment providers, law enforcement agencies and key 

stakeholder discussions.  The available data across both youth and adult populations suggest that 

Region 10 data on alcohol consumption puts it above the state average.  Data from Monitoring the 

Future, and the Texas State School Survey suggest that youth and adolescents have initiated marijuana 

use by age 12.  The compiled seizure data from the law enforcement community also suggests increase 

trafficking and use of methamphetamine use for the region.   

Prevention Resource Centers  
Our Purpose 

Prevention Resource Centers (PRC) are a program funded by the Texas Health and Human Services 

Commission (HHSC) to provide data and information related to substance use and misuse, and to 

support prevention collaboration efforts in the community.  There is one PRC located in each of the 

eleven Texas Health Service Regions (see Figure 1) to provide support to prevention providers located 

in their region with substance use data, trainings, media activities, and regional workgroups.  

Prevention Resource Centers have four fundamental objectives related to services provided to partner 

agencies and the community in general: (1) collect data relevant to alcohol, tobacco, and other drug use 

among adolescents and adults and share findings with community partners (2) ensure sustainability of a 

Regional Epidemiological Workgroup focused on identifying strategies related to data collection, gaps 

in data, and prevention needs, (3) coordinate regional prevention trainings and conduct media 

awareness activities related to risks and consequences of ATOD use, and (4) conduct voluntary 

compliance checks and education on state tobacco laws to retailers. 

%ÆÆÏÒÔÓ ÃÁÒÒÉÅÄ ÏÕÔ ÂÙ 02#Ó ÁÒÅ ÆÏÃÕÓÅÄ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅȭÓ ÔÈÒÅÅ ÐÒÅÖÅntion priorities of underage drinking, 

use of marijuana and other cannabinoids, and prescription drug misuse.  
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Figure 1. Map of Health Service Regions serviced by the Prevention Resource Centers  

 

 

 

Regional PRCs are tasked with compiling and synthesizing data and disseminating findings to the 

community. Data collection strategies are organized around risk and protective factors, consumption 

data, and related consequences associated with substance use and misuse. PRCs engage in building 

collaborative partnerships with key community members who aid in securing access to information.  

How We Help the Community 

PRCs provide technical assistance and consultation to providers, community groups, and other 

stakeholders in identifying data and data resources related to substance use or other behavioral health 

indicators. PRCs work to promote and educate the community on substance use and misuse and 

associated consequences through various data products, media awareness activities, and an annual 

regional needs assessment. These resources and information provide stakeholders with knowledge and 

understanding of the local populations they serve, help guide programmatic decision making, and 

provide community awareness and education related to substance use and misuse.  Additionally, the 

program provides a way to identify community strengths as well as gaps in services and areas of 

improvement. 

Conceptual Framework  

As one reads through this needs assessment, two guiding concepts will appear throughout the report: a 

focus on the youth population and the use of an empirical approach from a public health framework. 

For the purpose of strategic prevention planning related to drug and alcohol use among youth 

populations, this report is based on three main aspects: risk and protective factors, consumption 

patterns, and consequences of substance misuse and substance use disorders (SUDs).  

Adolescence  

The World Health Organization (WHO) identifies adolescence as a critical transition in the life span 

characterized by tremendous growth and change, second only to infancy. This period of mental and 

physical development poses a critical point of vulnerability where the use and misuse of substances, or 

other risky behaviors, can have long-lasting negative effects on future health and well-being. This focus 

Region 1 Panhandle and South Plains 
Region 2 Northwest Texas 
Region 3 Dallas/Fort Worth Metroplex 
Region 4 Upper East Texas 
Region 5 Southeast Texas 
Region 6 Gulf Coast 
Region 7 Central Texas  
Region 8 Upper South Texas 
Region 9 West Texas 
Region 10 Upper Rio Grande 
Region 11 
 

Rio Grande Valley/Lower South Texas 
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of prevention efforts on adolescence is particularly important since about 90 percent of adults who are 

clinically diagnosed with SUDs, began misusing substances before the age of 18. 1 

The information presented in this document is compiled from multiple data sources and will therefore 

consist of varying demographic subsets of age which generally define adolescence as ages 10 through 

17-19.  Some domains of youth ÄÁÔÁ ÃÏÎÃÌÕÄÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÇÅÓ Χέȟ Χή ÏÒ Χίȟ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÏÔÈÅÒÓ ÃÏÍÂÉÎÅ ȰÁÄÏÌÅÓÃÅÎÔȱ 

ÁÎÄ ȰÙÏÕÎÇ ÁÄÕÌÔȱ ÔÏ ÃÏÎÃÌÕÄÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÇÅ ΨΧȢ 

Epidemiology: 4ÈÅ 7(/ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅÓ ÅÐÉÄÅÍÉÏÌÏÇÙ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÓÔÕÄÙ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÄÅÔÅÒÍÉÎÁÎÔÓ ÏÆ 

health-related states or events (including disease), and the application of this study to the control of 

ÄÉÓÅÁÓÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÈÅÁÌÔÈ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓȢȱ 4ÈÉÓ ÄÅÆÉÎÉÔÉÏÎ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÓ ÔÈÅ ÔÈÅÏÒÅÔÉÃÁÌ ÆÒÁÍÅ×ÏÒË ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ×ÈÉÃÈ 

this assessment discusses the overall impact of substance use and misuse. Through this lens, 

epidemiology frames substance use and misuse as a preventable and treatable public health concern. 

The Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA) establishes epidemiology 

to identify and analyze community patterns of substance misuse as well as the contributing factors 

influencing this behavior. SAMHSA adopted an epidemiology-based framework on a national level 

while this needs assessment establishes this framework on a regional level. 

Socio-Ecological Model: The Socio-Ecological Model (SEM) is a conceptual framework developed to 

better understand the multidimensional factors that influence health behavior and to categorize health 

intervention strategies.2 Intrapersonal factors are the internal characteristics of the individual of focus 

and include knowledge, skills, attitudes, and beliefs. Interpersonal factors include social norms and 

interactions with significant others, such as family, friends, and teachers. Organizational/institutional 

factors are social and physical factors that indirectly impact the individual of focus (e.g., zero tolerance 

school policies, classroom size, mandatory workplace drug testing). Finally, community/societal factors 

include neighborhood connectedness, collaboration between organizations, and policy.  

 The SEM proposes that behavior is impacted by all levels of influence, from the intrapersonal to the 

societal, and that the effectiveness of health promotion programs is significantly enhanced through the 

coordination of interventions targeting multiple levels. For example, changes at the community level 

will create change in individuals and support of individuals in the population is essential for 

implementing environmental change.  

Risk and Protective Factors 

Researchers have examined the characteristics of effective prevention programs for more than 20 

years. One component shared by effective programs is a focus on risk and protective factors that 

influence substance misuse among adolescents. Protective factors are characteristics that decrease an 

indivÉÄÕÁÌȭÓ ÒÉÓË ÆÏÒ Á ÓÕÂÓÔÁÎÃÅ ÕÓÅ ÄÉÓÏÒÄÅÒȢ %ØÁÍÐÌÅÓ ÍÁÙ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅ ÆÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÓÕÃÈ ÁÓ ÓÔÒÏÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÐÏÓÉÔÉÖÅ 

family bonds, parental monitoring of children's activities, and access to mentoring. Risk factors are 

characteristics that increase the likelihood of substance use behaviors. Examples may include unstable 

home environments, parental use of alcohol or drugs, parental mental illnesses, poverty levels, and 

                                                                    
1 The National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at Columbia University. 2011. CASA analysis of the National Survey on Drug Use and 
Health, 2009 [Data file]. Rockville, MD: U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration. 
2 McLeroy, KR, Bibeau, D, Steckler, A, Glanz, K. (1988). An ecological perspective on health promotion programs. Health Education & 
Behavior, 15(4), 351-377. 
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failure in school performance. Risk and protective factors are classified under four main domains: 

societal, community, relationship, and individual (see Figure 2).3 

Figure 2. Examples of risk and protective factors within the domains of the Socio-Ecological Model 

 

Source: Urban Peace Institute. Comprehensive Violence Reduction Strategy (CVRS).  

http://www.urbanpeaceinstitute.org/cvrs/ Accessed May 29, 2018. 

Consumption Patterns  

 

For the purpose of this needs assessment, and in following with operational definitions typically 

included in widely used measures of substance consumption, such as the Texas School Survey of Drug 

and Alcohol Use (TSS)4, the Texas Youth Risk Surveillance System (YRBSS)5, and the National Survey 

on Drug Use and Health (NSDUH)6, consumption patterns are generally operationalized into three 

categories: lifetime use (ever tried a substance, even once), school year use (past year use when 

surveying adults or youth outside of a school setting), and current use (use within the past 30 days). 

These three categories of consumption patterns are used in the TSS to elicit self-reports from 

adolescents on their use and misuse of tobacco, alcohol (underage drinking), marijuana, prescription 

drugs, and illicit drugs. The TSS, in turn, is used as the primary outcome measure in reporting on Texas 

youth substance use and misuse in this needs assessment.  

  

Due to its overarching and historical hold on the United States, there exists a plethora of information on 

the evaluation of risk factors that contribute to Alcohol Use Disorder (AUD). According to SAMHSA, 

AUD is ranked as the most wide-reaching SUD in the United States, for people ages 12 and older, 

followed by Tobacco Use Disorder, Cannabis Use Disorder, Stimulant Use Disorder, Hallucinogen Use 

                                                                    
3 Urban Peace Institute. Comprehensive Violence Reduction Strategy (CVRS). http://www.urbanpeaceinstitute.org/cvrs/. Accessed May 29, 
2018. 
4 Texas A&M University. Texas School Survey of Drug and Alcohol Use: 2016 State Report. 2016. 
http://www.texasschoolsurvey.org/Documents/Reports/State/16State712.pdf. Accessed May 30, 2018. 
5 Texas Department of State Health Services. 2001-2017 High School Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System Data. 2017. 
http://healthdata.dshs.texas.gov/HealthRisks/YRBS. Accessed April 27, 2018. 
6 Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. National Survey on Drug Use and Health. 2016. 
https://www.samhsa.gov/data/sites/default/files/NSDUH-DetTabs-2016/NSDUH-DetTabs-2016.pdf. Accessed May 30, 2018. 

http://www.urbanpeaceinstitute.org/cvrs/
http://www.urbanpeaceinstitute.org/cvrs/
http://www.texasschoolsurvey.org/Documents/Reports/State/16State712.pdf
http://healthdata.dshs.texas.gov/HealthRisks/YRBS
https://www.samhsa.gov/data/sites/default/files/NSDUH-DetTabs-2016/NSDUH-DetTabs-2016.pdf
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Disorder, and Opioid Use Disorder (presented in descending order by prevalence rates).7 When 

evaluating alcohol consumption patterns in adolescents, more descriptive information beyond the 

aforementioned three general consumption categories is often desired and can be tapped by adding 

specific quantifiers (i.e., per capita sales, frequency and trends of consumption, and definitions of binge 

drinking and heavy drinking), and qualifiers (i.e., consequential behaviors, drinking and driving, alcohol 

consumption during pregnancy) to the operationalization process. For example, the National Institute 

on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA) has created very specific guidelines that are widely used in 

the in quantitative measurement of alcohol consumption.8 These standards define binge drinking as the 

drinking behaÖÉÏÒÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÒÁÉÓÅ ÁÎ ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌȭÓ "ÌÏÏÄ !ÌÃÏÈÏÌ #ÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ ɉ"!#Ɋ ÕÐ ÔÏ ÏÒ ÁÂÏÖÅ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÖÅÌ 

of .08gm%, which is typically five or more drinks for men and four or more drinks for women, within a 

two-hour time span. At-risk or heavy drinking, is defined as more than four drinks a day or 14 drinks per 

×ÅÅË ÆÏÒ ÍÅÎ ÁÎÄ ÍÏÒÅ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÈÒÅÅ ÄÒÉÎËÓ Á ÄÁÙ ÏÒ ÓÅÖÅÎ ÄÒÉÎËÓ ÐÅÒ ×ÅÅË ÆÏÒ ×ÏÍÅÎȢ Ȱ"ÅÎÄÅÒÓȱ ÁÒÅ 

ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÅÄ Ô×Ï ÏÒ ÍÏÒÅ ÄÁÙÓ ÏÆ ÓÕÓÔÁÉÎÅÄ ÈÅÁÖÙ ÄÒÉÎËÉÎÇȢ 3ÅÅ &ÉÇÕÒÅ Ω ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ .)!!!ȭÓ ÏÐÅÒÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ 

definitions of the standard drink.   

 

Figure 3. NIAAA (2004) rubric for operationalizing the standard drink by ounces and percent alcohol 

across beverage type 

 

3ÏÕÒÃÅȡ .ÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ )ÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÅ ÆÏÒ !ÌÃÏÈÏÌ !ÂÕÓÅ ÁÎÄ !ÌÃÏÈÏÌÉÓÍȢ 7ÈÁÔ ÉÓ Á ȰÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄȱ ÄÒÉÎËȩ 

https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-

Drink.aspx. Accessed May 24, 2018. 

 

 

 

                                                                    
7 Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. Substance use disorders. https://www.samhsa.gov/disorders/substance-use. 
Updated October 27, 2015. Accessed May 29, 2018. 
8 Nationaƭ LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ŦƻǊ !ƭŎƻƘƻƭ !ōǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ !ƭŎƻƘƻƭƛǎƳΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ŀ άǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘέ ŘǊƛƴƪΚ https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-
too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-Drink.aspx. Accessed May 24, 2018. 

https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-Drink.aspx
https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-Drink.aspx
https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-Drink.aspx
https://www.rethinkingdrinking.niaaa.nih.gov/How-much-is-too-much/What-counts-as-a-drink/Whats-A-Standard-Drink.aspx
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Consequences   

One of the hallmarks of SUDs is the continued use of a substance despite harmful or negative 

consequences. The types of consequences most commonly associated with SUDs, the most severe of 

SUDs being addiction, typically fall under the categories of health consequences, physical 

consequences, social consequences, and consequences for adolescents. The prevention of such 

consequences has received priority attention as Goal 2 (out of four goals) on the 2016-2020 NIDA 

Strategic Plan titled Develop new and improved strategies to prevent drug use and its consequences.9 

The consequences associated with SUDs tend to be developmentally, culturally, and contextually 

dependent and the measurement and conceptualization of such associations has proven to be quite 

difficult for various reasons, including the fact that consequences are not always caused or worsened by 

substance use or misuse.10 Therefore, caution should be taken in the interpretation of the data 

presented in this needs assessment. Caution in inferring relationships or direction of causality should be 

taken, also, because only secondary data is reported out and no sophisticated analytic procedures are 

involved once that secondary data is obtained by the PRCs and reported out in this needs assessment, 

which is intended to be used as a resource. 

Audience   

Potential readers of this document include stakeholders from a variety of disciplines: substance use 

prevention and treatment providers; medical providers; school districts and higher education; 

substance use prevention community coalitions; city, county, and state leaders; and community 

members interested in increasing their knowledge of public health factors related to drug consumption. 

The information presented in this report aims to contribute to program planning, evidence-based 

decision making, and community education. 

The executive summary found at the beginning of this report will provide highlights of the report for 

those seeking a brief overview. Since readers of this report will come from a variety of professional 

fields, each yielding specialized genres of professional terms and concepts related to substance misuse 

and substance use disorders prevention, a glossary of key concepts can be found in Appendix A of this 

needs assessment. The core of the report focuses on risk factors, consumption patterns, consequences, 

and protective factors. A list of tables and figures can be found in Appendix B and Appendix C. 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                                    
9 National Institute on Drug Abuse. 2016-2020 NIDA Strategic Plan. 2016. 
https://d14rmgtrwzf5a.cloudfront.net/sites/default/files/nida_2016strategicplan_032316.pdf. Accessed May 29, 2018. 
10 Martin, CS., Langenbucher, JW, Chung, Sher, KJ. Truth or consequences in the diagnosis of substance use disorders. Addiction. 2014. 109(11): 
1773-1778.  

https://d14rmgtrwzf5a.cloudfront.net/sites/default/files/nida_2016strategicplan_032316.pdf
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Introduction  
 
The Texas Health and Human Services Commission (HHSC) administers approximately 225 school and 
community-based prevention programs across 72 different providers with federal funding from the 
Substance Abuse  Prevention and Treatment Block Grant to prevent the use and consequences of 
alcohol, tobacco and other drugs (ATOD) among Texas youth and families. These programs provide 
evidence-ÂÁÓÅÄ ÃÕÒÒÉÃÕÌÁ ÁÎÄ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÐÒÅÖÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÓÔÒÁÔÅÇÉÅÓ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ÂÙ 3!-(3!ȭÓ #ÅÎÔÅÒ ÆÏÒ 
Substance Abuse Prevention (CSAP). 
 
The Strategic Prevention Framework (SPF) provided by CSAP guides many prevention activities in 

Texas (see Figure 4). In 2004, Texas received a state incentive grant from CSAP to implement the 

Strategic Prevention Framework in close collaboration with local communities in order to tailor services 

to meet local needs for substance abuse prevention. This prevention framework provides a continuum 

of services that target the three classifications of prevention activities under the Institute of Medicine 

(IOM), which are universal, selective, and indicated.11  

The Health and Human Services Commission Substance Abuse Services funds Prevention Resource 

Centers (PRCs) across the state of Texas. These centers are part of a larger network of youth prevention 

programs providing direct prevention education to youth in schools and the community, as well as 

community coalitions that focus on implementing effective environmental strategies. This network of 

substance abuse prevention services work to improve the welfare of Texans by discouraging and 

reducing substance use and abuse. Their work provides valuable resources to enhance and improve our 

ÓÔÁÔÅ΄Ó ÐÒÅÖÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓ ÁÉÍÅÄ ÔÏ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓ ÏÕÒ ÓÔÁÔÅȭÓ ÔÈÒÅÅ ÐÒÅÖÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÐÒÉÏÒÉÔÉÅÓ ÔÏ ÒÅÄÕÃÅȡ ɉΧɊ 

underage drinking; (2) marijuana use; and (3) non-medical prescription drug abuse. These priorities are 

outlined in the Texas Behavioral Health Strategic Plan developed in 2012.  

Our Audience  

Readers of this document include stakeholders from a variety of disciplines such as substance use 

prevention and treatment providers; medical providers; school districts and higher education; 

substance use prevention community coalitions; city, county, and state leaders; and community 

members interested in increasing their knowledge of public health factors related to drug consumption. 

The information presented in this report aims to contribute to program planning, evidence-based 

decision making, and community education.  

Purpose of This Report  

This needs assessment reviews substance abuse data and related variables across the state that aid in 

substance abuse prevention decision making. The report is a product of the partnership between the 

regional Prevention Resource Centers and the Texas Department of State Health Services. The report 

seeks to address the substance abuse prevention data needs at the state, county and local levels. The 

ÁÓÓÅÓÓÍÅÎÔ ÆÏÃÕÓÅÓ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÁÔÅȭÓ ÐÒÅÖÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÐÒÉÏÒÉÔÉÅÓ ÏÆ ÁÌÃÏÈÏÌ ɉÕÎÄÅÒÁÇÅ ÄÒÉÎËÉÎÇɊȟ ÍÁÒÉÊÕÁÎÁȟ ÁÎÄ 

prescription drugs and other drug use among adolescents in Texas. This report explores drug 

                                                                    
11 SAMHSA. Strategic Prevention Framework. https://www.samhsa.gov/capt/applying-strategic-prevention-framework.  Last updated June 5, 
2017.Accessed July 30, 2017. 

https://www.samhsa.gov/capt/applying-strategic-prevention-framework
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consumption trends and consequences. Additionally, the report explores related risk and protective 

factors as identified by the Center for Substance Abuse Prevention (CSAP).   

Figure 4. Strategic Prevention Framework (SPF) 

 

Source: SAMHSA. Strategic Prevention Framework. https://www.samhsa.gov/capt/applying-strategic-prevention-framework. 

Last updated June 5, 2017.  Accessed July 30, 2017. 

Methodology  
Purpose  

This needs assessment is a review of data on substance misuse, substance use disorders, and related 

variables that will aid in substance misuse prevention decision making at the county, regional, and state 

level. In this needs assessment, the reader will find the following: primary focus on the state-delineated 

prevention priorities of alcohol (underage drinking), marijuana, prescription drugs, and other drug use 

among adolescents; exploration of drug consumption trends and consequences, particularly where 

adolescents are concerned; and an exploration of related risk and protective factors as operationalized 

by CSAP.  

Specifically, this regional needs assessment can serve in the following capacities: 

¶ To determine patterns of substance use among adolescents and monitor changes in substance 

use trends over time; 

¶ To identify gaps in data where critical substance misuse information is missing; 

¶ To determine county-level differences and disparities; 

¶ To identify substance use issues that are unique to specific communities; 

¶ To provide a comprehensive resource tool for local providers to design relevant, data-driven 

prevention and intervention programs targeted to needs; 

¶ To provide data to local providers to support their grant-writing activities and provide 

justification for funding requests; 

¶ To assist policy-makers in program planning and policy decisions regarding substance misuse 

prevention, intervention, and treatment at the region and state level.   

https://www.samhsa.gov/capt/applying-strategic-prevention-framework
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Process 

The state evaluator and the regional evaluators collected primary and secondary data at the county, 

regional, and state levels between September 1, 2017 and May 30, 2018. The state evaluator met with 

the regional evaluators at a statewide conference in September 2017 to discuss the expectations of the 

regional needs assessment for the fourth year.  

Between September and July the State Evaluator meet with Regional Evaluators via bi-weekly 

conference calls to discuss the criteria for processing and collecting data. The information is primarily 

gathered through established secondary sources including federal and state government agencies. In 

addition, region-specific data collected through local law enforcement, community coalitions, school 

districts and local-level governments are included to address the unique regional needs of the 

community. Additionally, qualitative data is collected through primary sources such as surveys and 

focus groups conducted with stakeholders and participants at the regional level. 

Primary and secondary data sources are identified when developing the methodology behind this 

document. Readers can expect to find information from the American Community Survey, Texas 

Department of Public Safety, Texas School Survey of Drug and Alcohol Use, and the Community 

Commons, among others. Also, adults and youth in the region were selected as primary sources. 

Qualitative Data Selection 

During the year, focus groups, surveys and interviews are conducted by the Regional Evaluator to 

better understand what members of the communities believe their greatest need to be. The 

information collected by this research serves to identify avenues for further research and provide access 

to any quantitative data that each participant may have access to. 

Focus Groups 

Participants for the focus groups are invited from a wide selection of professionals including law 

enforcement, health, community leaders, clergy, high school educators, town councils, state 

representatives, university professors, and local business owners.  In these sessions, participants discuss 

their perceptions of how their communities are affected by alcohol, marijuana, and prescription drugs. 

Interviews 

Interviews are conducted primarily with school officials and law enforcement officers. Participants are 

randomly selected by city and then approached to participate in an interview with the Regional 

Evaluator. Each participant is asked the following questions: 

¶ What problems do you see in your community? 

¶ What is the greatest problem you see in your community? 

¶ What hard evidence do you have to support this as the greatest problem? 

¶ What services do you lack in your community? 

 

Other questions inevitably arise during the interviews, but these four are asked of each participant. 
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Surveys  

Occasionally, organizations approach the PRC asking for guidance to construct and administer surveys 

in order to collect information about how their adolescents perceive and consume AOD. All survey 

questions are either copied from tools that have been tested and vetted or they are subjected to 

rigorous testing through focus groups or other research methods. Many of the questions used by the 

PRC originate from the following survey tools: 

¶ 40 Developmental Assets Survey 

¶ Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System 

¶ Monitoring the Future 

¶ Texas School Survey 

 
Longitudinally Presented Data 
 
In an attempt to capture a richer depiction of possible trends in the data presented in this needs 
assessment, data collection and reporting efforts consist of multi-year data where it is available from 
respective sources.      Most longitudinal presentations of data in this needs assessment consist of (but 
are not limited to) the most recently-available data collected over three years in one-year intervals of 
data-collection, or the most recently-available data collected over three data-collection intervals of 
more than one year (e.g. data collection for the TSS is done in two-year intervals). Efforts are also made 
in presenting state-and national-level data with county-level data for comparison purposes. However, 
where it is the case that neither state-level nor national-level date are included in tables and figures, the 
assumption can be made by the reader that this data is not made available at the time of the data 
request. Such requests are made to numerous county, state, and national-level agencies in the 
development of this needs assessment. 
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Regi onal Demographics  
Region 10:  Upper Rio Grande Geographic Description 

Approximately 931,965 thousand people lived in the 

six-county region as of 2017. The racial and ethnic 

population is predominantly Hispanic (81.23%), an 

ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅ ÆÒÏÍ ÌÁÓÔ ÙÅÁÒȭÓ reported percentage of 

(77.25%), as the growth and demographics of the 

region continue to diversify. 

Texas Public Health Region 10 is comprised of six 

Texas counties: 

¶ Brewster 

¶ Culberson 

¶ El Paso 

¶ Hudspeth 

¶ Jeff Davis 

¶ Presidio 

Brewster County, was founded in 1887 and named after Henry Percy Brewster.  Historical accounts 

place the first European to set foot in Brewster as Álvar Núñez Cabeza de Vaca in 1535.  Brewster 

County is the largest county in Texas, located in the Trans-Pecos region of West Texas, it is the site 

of Big Bend National Park, the largest park in the State of Texas. Alpine City, the county city, is the 

largest town in Brewster County.  Alpine is also home to Sul Ross University and is named after Texas 

Governor Lawrence Sullivan Ross. The geographical makeup of Brewster County comprises 6,169 

square miles of largely rough and mountainous terrain, with elevations ranging from 1,700 to 7,825 feet 

above sea level.  Brewster County is made up of rural communities, with abundant opportunities for 

outdoor recreation including rafting, fishing, and camping. Since the county's creation, mining, the 

railroad, wholesale trade, construction and commerce have been the principal economic activities.  

Culberson County, was established in 1911 and named after David B. Culberson.  Van Horn city is the 

county seat and organized in 1912.  Ranchers settled in the county with the opening of the railways.  

Today Culberson County is best known for the Guadalupe Mountains National park.   The county 

comprises 3,815 square miles varying from mountainous to nearly level elevations, ranging from 8,751 

feet on Guadalupe Peak to 3,000 feet in its shallow, stony, clam and sandy loams.     

El Paso County, was first established in 1850 but has been recognized in the history books since 1598 

when the Spanish explorer Don Juan de Onate celebrated a Thanksgiving mass in the county.  The 

region of El Paso was claimed by Texas as part of a treaty agreement with Mexico in 1846.  El Paso 

County was recognized as one of the safest places to live in 2017 and continuously ranks high for the 

category each year.  El Paso is also known for its abundance of sunshine and recognized nationally as 

the only county to have mined, milled and smelted tin.  El Paso County is home to Fort Bliss, Texas, and 

several higher education universities such as the University of Texas at El Paso, Texas Tech Medical 

Center, and Park University.  El Paso is home to a large part of the colonias established along the U.S. - 

https://tshaonline.org/handbook/online/articles/gkb02
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Mexico Border, with 90,000 people living in 200 known colonias.  El Paso County is one of the largest 

cities geographically resting on the Mexico border with a population of more than 900,000.   It is 

predominantly Hispanic (81.23%), and is also home to the Fort Bliss 1st Armored division, with 27,132 

Active Duty soldiers, 2,198 Reservist, 39,790 Family members, 12,323 Civilians, 32,794 Retirees, and 

38,622 Family Members Retirees on base, with a total supported population of 166,832, within the 2nd 

largest military installation in the United States Armed Forces. 12 

Hudspeth County, is located seventy miles southeast of El Paso.  It is considered the Trans-Pecos 

region of far west Texas.  It is bordered by New Mexico to the north, the Mexican State of Chihuahua to 

the south and El Paso to the west.  Sierra Blanca was made the county seat in 1917.  The county is 4,566 

square miles of mountainous terrain ranging from 3,200 to 7,500 feet above sea level.  $ÕÒÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ΧήΦΦȭs 

it was a popular watering hole stop, for travelers on stagecoaches and wagons, many in route to San 

Antonio Texas.  With the gold rush of 1849 the trails intensified and farming and ranching were the 

primary sources of employment, and still are today.  Many of the ranches still house thousands of cattle 

and sheep.  In 2016, 78.44 percent of the population was Hispanic and 21.56 percent non-Hispanic.  

Jeff Davis County , is comprised of 2,258 square mountainous miles, with numerous wildlife including 

mule deer, pronghorn antelope, javelin and jacksnipe to name a few.  Jeff Davis is best known for their 

Davis Mountains and is considered the highest mountain range located directly with the state of Texas.  

Jeff Davis County also houses the legendary Fort Davis where many battles occurred during the Civil 

War.  Much of the land is utilized by cattle ranchers who fill much of the wide open spaces.  Ranching 

and tourism continue to be the main industries for the county.  The current population of Jeff Davis 

County is 2,200 with a predominantly Hispanic population.  

Presidio County , is geographically triangular and comprises of 3,857 square miles of terrain that 

contrasts between plateaus and mountainous ranges.  The area known as La Junta de Los Rios, is 

believed to be the oldest cultivated farm in Texas.  Presidio County organized in 1875 and is the 4th 

largest county in Texas.  Their economy is primarily based in agriculture for farms and cattle with 83 

percent of their land used for that purpose.  As of the 2010 census there are 7,304 people living in the 

county, with 84% of the population predominantly Hispanic.  Presidio County is best known for the 

location of the mysterious Marfa lights.   

Data for the geographic description comes from the U.S. Census.13 

Population  

Table 1 summarizes the population demographics for the six-county region.  Approximately 25,145,561 

residents live in Texas as of the 2010 census.  The total population for Region 10 in 2017 was 931,965 

with population projection estimates at a rate of 17.26% growth rate.   Compared to the U.S. as a whole 

as of July 1, 2017 4ÅØÁÓȭ population estimate of 28,304,596 people, ranks it as the second-most 

populous state.  "ÅÌÏ× ÉÎ 4ÁÂÌÅ Χ ÁÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎÁÌ ÃÏÍÐÏÎÅÎÔÓ ÏÆ 4ÅØÁÓȭ ÓÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅÓ 

during the 2010-2016 period.  With projected population rates for 2017-2018 in Table 2 and Table 3. 

                                                                    
12 The National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at Columbia University. 2011. CASA analysis of the National Survey on Drug Use and 
Health, 2009 [Data file]. Rockville, MD: U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration. 
13 U.S. Census Bureau, Geographical quick facts Texas counties, 2018. 
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Note:  A press release on May 24, 2018 identified 3 Texas cities with the largest population gains.  San 

Antonio, Dallas and Fort Worth, Texas topped the list, with San Antonio having an average increase of 

66 people growth rate per day from 2016-2017.  Fort Worth, Texas was reported to be the 15th most 

populous city surpassing Indianapolis in 2016.   

                                               TABLE 1 - TEXAS POPULATION CHANGE PROJECTIONS, 2010-2016 

Region 2010 Population 2016 Population Estimate Growth (+/-) Percent  

1 839,736 899,512 28,564 3.40% 

2 550,422 568,459 (381) -0.07% 

3 6,733,271 7,596,324 685,254 10.18% 

4 1,111,701 1,186,116 21,928 1.97% 

5 767,306 808,167 7,700 1.00% 

6 6,087,210 6,946,624 739,562 12.15% 

7 2,948,316 3,411,407 346,474 11.75% 

8 2,604,657 2,923,361 261,469 10.04% 

9 571,870 614,031 67,319 11.77% 

10 825,912 915,995 33,473 4.05% 

11 2,105,704 2,370249 131,647 6.25% 

Texas 25,146,561 27,862,596 2,323,009 10.8% 

U.S. 308,758,105 323,127,517 14,369,408 4.7% 

                   Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, Population Division. Annual Estimates of the Resident Population for the United States. 
Last updated July 2017. Accessed May 18, 2018. 

 

Table 2 shows the growth of each of the Region 10 counties from the years 2010-2016.   
 

 
 

            

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau American Fact Finder. American Community Survey population estimates. Last updated July 
2017. Accessed May 18, 2018. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Region 10 Counties 2010  2011  2012  2013  2014  2015  2016  

Brewster 9,270 9,354 9,243 9,273 9,123 9,099 9,200 

Culberson 2,399 2,379 2,309 2,295 2,260 2,233 2,198 

El Paso 803,641 819,471 830,853 831,218 834,190 833,783 837,918 

Hudspeth 3,467 3,417 3,351 3,331 3,243 3,425 4,053 

Jeff Davis 2,345 2,297 2,303 2,223 2,199 2,179 2,200 

Presidio 7,876 7,747 7,557 7,282 7,040 6,881 6,958 

TABLE 2 - REGION 10, POPULATION, 2010-2016 
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Table 3 - Region 10, Projected Population rates by race, 2017 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Texas Department of State Health Services. Texas Population 2017 Projections. 
https://www.dshs.texas.gov/chs/popdat/ST2017.shtm. Accessed June 1 2018. 

 
 

Table 4 - Region 10, Projected Population rates by race, 2018 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: Texas Department of State Health Services Texas Population 2018 Projections. 
https://www.dshs.texas.gov/chs/popdat/ST2017.shtm. Accessed June 1 2018. 

 
The demographic composition of each of the counties, as well as knowing the changes that occur over 

time in population growth or decrease, helps in understanding the needs of the residents at the health 

and social level. 

Age 

Below in Table 5, the United States vs. the Texas population is ranked 2nd behind California with a total 

population of 28,704,330 as of estimated 2018 figures. Texas is considered the largest of the 50 

contiguous U.S. states.  Based on 2010 census data, population growth remains constant and has 

increased from 25.1 million.  Its current growth rate of 1.80% ranks 3rd in the country.  Texas has 3 cities 

with more than 1 million in population:  Dallas, Houston, and San Antonio.  El Paso is considered among 

one of the 25 largest cities in the US along with Fort Worth and Austin, Texas. The growth rate for 

Region 10 is currently 11% and currently is in the top 5 regions for overall growth in the State of Texas. 

Region 10 
Counties 

Total 
Population 
2017 Anglo Black Hispanic 

 

Other 

Brewster 9,971 5,295 79 4,338 259 

Culberson 2,268 524 8 2,030 66 

El Paso 904,586 98,091 21,996 763,039 21,430 

Hudspeth 3,385 669 30 3,083 53 

Jeff Davis 2,460 1,534 10 861 55 

Presidio 8,485 1,179 27 7,129 150 

Total  931,965 107,292 22,150 780,510 22,013 

Region 10 
Counties 

Total 
Population 
2018 Anglo Black Hispanic 

 

 

Other 

Brewster 9,894 5,293 80 4,273 248 

Culberson 2,622 510 8 2,042 62 

El Paso 920,987 97,098 22,106 779,717 22,066 

Hudspeth 3,879 661 30 3,138 50 

Jeff Davis 2,442 1,508 10 871 53 

Presidio 8,494 1,168 27 7,156 143 

Total  948,318 106,238 22,261 797,197 22,622 
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TABLE 5 - TEXAS VS. US POPULATION BY AGE CATEGORY, 2017 

2017 
Children 

0-18 
Adults 
19-25 

Adults 
26-34 

Adults 
35-54 

Adults 
55-64 65+ 

United States 24% 9% 12% 26% 13% 15% 

Texas 28% 10% 13% 25% 11% 12% 

Source:  Kaiser Family Foundation estimates based on the Census Bureau's March Current Population Survey (CPS: Annual 

Social and Economic Supplements).  Published June 2017. Accessed May 13 2018. 

Table 6, breaks down the Region 10 population by age category from under 1 years of age to 85 and 

over for 2017.   

TABLE 6 - REGION 10 POPULATION BY AGE CATEGORY, 2017 

 

 
Source: Texas Department of State Health Services. Texas Population by age 2017. http://soupfin.tdh.state.tx.us/cgi-

bin/pop85a, Accessed June 6 2018. 

 

Ages 45-
85 and 
over 

45 to 49 50 to 54 55 to 59 60 to 64 65 to 69 
70 to 
74 

75 to 
79 

80 to 
84 

85 and 
Over 

All Ages 

County                     

Brewster 565 626 638 802 738 554 395 213 203 9,829 

Culberson 144 158 170 161 159 126 91 73 63 2,594 

El Paso 53,411 51,406 51,687 44,109 34,792 25,405 18,275 13,094 12,967 905,199 

Hudspeth 211 233 296 270 206 183 154 91 70 3,831 

Jeff Davis  108 157 192 254 281 225 147 85 75 2,437 

Presidio  518 477 475 530 518 445 337 235 224 8,433 

Region 
Total 

54,957 53,057 53,458 46,126 36,694 26,938 19,399 13,791 13,602 932,323 

Texas 1,851,643 1,766,365 1,750,715 1,521,959 1,238,087 907,059 597,678 397,245 370,979 28,853,424 

Ages 1-
44  

Under 
1 

1 to 4 5 to 9 10 to 14 15 to 19 20 to 24 25 to 29 30 to 34 35 to 39 40 to 44 

County                     

Brewster 111 438 528 539 643 784 504 534 527 487 

Culberson 40 158 184 165 179 189 159 117 134 124 

El Paso 15,993 60,936 66,855 68,469 72,375 77,275 73,868 57,834 52,187 54,261 

Hudspeth 57 210 231 264 280 332 211 177 180 175 

Jeff Davis  25 83 88 104 113 191 87 67 78 77 

Presidio  146 522 561 571 690 634 393 370 358 429 

Region 
Total 

16,372 62,347 68,447 70,112 74,280 79,405 75,222 59,099 53,464 55,553 

Texas 438,086 1,695,756 2,030,035 2,122,061 2,149,148 2,088,983 2,045,372 2,036,142 1,987,621 1,858,490 
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Race/Ethnicity 

Region 10 continues to be an increasingly diverse state with a large Hispanic representation (81.23%).  

The table below shows the racial and ethnic make-up of Region 10 from 2017, 2016 and 2015.    

TABLE 7 - TEXAS AND REGION 10 POPULATION BY RACE AND ETHNICITY, 2017 

2017 Total Pop Anglo Black Hispanic Other 

Brewster 9,971 5,295 79 4,338 259 

Culberson 
2,628 524 8 2,030 66 

El Paso 
904,586 98,091 21,996 763,069 21,430 

Hudspeth 
3,835 669 30 3,083 53 

Jeff Davis 
2,460 1,534 10 861 55 

Presidio  
8,485 1,179 27 7,129 150 

Source:  Texas Department of State Health Services. Texas Population 2017 projections. 
County Density as of Census Data 2010. https://www.dshs.texas.gov/chs/popdat/ST2017.shtm. Accessed June 21 2018. 

 

TABLE 8 - TEXAS AND REGION 10 POPULATION BY RACE AND ETHNICITY, 2015, 2016 

2015 Total Pop 
White 
alone 

African 
American  

American 
Indian 

Asia 
alone 

Pacific 
Islander  

Some 
other 
race  

Two or 
more 
races 

Brewster 9,235 8,609 123 140 0 0 195 168 

Culberson 2,296 2,069 9 11 0 3 170 34 

El Paso 831,095 688,335 29,361 5,185 9,132 1,376 79,816 17,890 

Hudspeth 3,330 3,020 42 0 26 0 180 62 

Jeff Davis 2,232 2,028 7 29 24 0 140 4 

Presidio  
7,304 6,670 1 108 251 0 231 43 

2016 
Brewster 

 
9,188 

 
8,622 

 
25 

 
126 

 
149 

 
0 

 
131 

 
135 

Culberson 2,259 1,767 9 0 0 3 378 102 

El Paso 833,592 690,655 29,082 5,870 9,502 1,297 79,621 17,555 

Hudspeth 3,481 2,741 44 0 45 0 589 62 

Jeff Davis 2,221 2,144 12 13 18 0 26 8 

Presidio  7,144 6,628 0 99 243 0 174 40 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2014-2016. American Fact Finder. Last updated July 2017.Accessed 
June 16 2018. 

 

 

 

 

https://www.dshs.texas.gov/chs/popdat/ST2017.shtm
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Concentrations of Populations 

4ÅØÁÓȭ ÌÁÎÄ ÁÒÅÁ ÏÆ Ψά1,249.64 square miles places it as the 2nd ÌÁÒÇÅÓÔ ÓÔÁÔÅȟ ÂÅÈÉÎÄ !ÌÁÓËÁȭÓ ÖÁÓÔ 

663,267.26 square miles.  Texas 103.18 persons per square mile (density) is very close to the national 

average of 90.19.  El Paso (822.74) has the highest population density in Region 10, and an overall rate 

of 39.53 per square mile of the 21,699.44 total land area. 

In Figure 1 below the population density is most visible in El Paso with the other counties having an 

average of 1.13 rate of density for population habitation in Region 10. 

FIGURE 5 - TEXAS DENSITY POPULATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Texas Density map 2016. 

TABLE 9 - REGION 10 POPULATION DENSITY, 2016 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Total Land Area in square 
miles 

Population Density 
(per square mile) 

Brewster 6,183.76 1.49 

Culberson 3,812.16 0.59 

El Paso 1,013.19 811.74 

Hudspeth 4,570.53 0.76 

Jeff Davis 2,264.56 0.98 

Presidio 3,855.25 1.85 

Region 10  21,699.44 39.53 

Texas 261,249.64 103.18 

United States 3,532,068.58 90.19 

1 

10 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. American Community Survey. American Fact Finder, 2017. 

Accessed June 25, 2018. 
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Public Health research has found both community-level factors and individual health behaviors directly 

affect the differences in healthcare access, utilization of services, cost and location of health providers.  

There are benefits to examining environment-specific factors that contributeÓ ÔÏ ÁÎ ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌȭÓ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ 

health.  Many of the factors in an environment, ÉÎÔÅÒÁÃÔ ÏÒ ÓÈÁÐÅ ÈÏ× ÏÎÅȭÓ ÈÅÁÌÔÈ ÍÁÙ ÂÅ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÅÄȢ  

Some characteristics of interest would include air quality, good housing, services (such as 

transportation), community history, crime and reputation of an area.  The well-being of an individual 

can be a more complete picture when there is evidence both positive and negative within each of 

distinct causal factors in urban and rural locations. 

Table 10 is a breakdown of Region 10 for urban and rural populations.   

                                                              TABLE 10 - REGION 10 URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION, 2017 

 

Total 
Population 

Urban 
Population 

Rural 
Population 

Percent 
Urban Percent Rural 

Region 10 825,913 793,905 32,008 96.1% 3.8% 

Brewster 9,232 6,013 3,219 65.1% 34.8% 

Culberson 2,398 0 2,398 0% 100% 

El Paso 800,647 783,238 17,409 97.8% 2.1% 

Hudspeth 3,476 0 3,476 0% 100% 

Jeff Davis 2,342 0 2,342 0% 100% 

Presidio 7,818 4,654 3,164 59.5% 40.4% 

Texas 25,145,561 21,298,039 3,847,522 84.7% 15.3% 

United States 312,471,327 252,746,527 59,724,800 80.8% 19.1% 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. American Community Survey. American Fact Finder 2011-2016. Last updated July 2017. Accessed 
June 13, 2018. 

Languages 

As of 2017 more than 35% of Texas citizens speak a language other than English.  Migration patterns 

and the diversity of incoming immigrants increases the number of languages for the state overall.     

Understanding the language population aids in the development of multi-lingual programming along 

with appropriate information dissemination. 
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TABLE 11 - REGION 10, POPULATION IN LIMITED ENGLISH LANGUAGE HOUSEHOLDS, 2016 

 Total Population Age 5+ Linguistically Isolated 
Population 

Percent Linguistically Isolated 
Population 

Region 10 789,870 138,023 17.47% 

Brewster 8,680 388 4.47% 

Culberson  2,139 472 22.07% 

El Paso  767,080 134,399 17.52% 

Hudspeth  3,264 789 24.17% 

Jeff Davis County 2,166 233 10.76% 

Presidio County 6,541 1,742 26.63% 

Texas 24,985,749 1,942,413 7.77% 

TABLE 12 - REGION 10 ENGLISH VS. SPANISH LANGUAGE POPULATION, 2014-2016 

 

2014 
   

2015 
   

2016 
  

Region 10 
Total 
Pop 

Speak 
only 
English 

Spanish 
or 
Spanish 
Creole 

 

Total 
Pop 

Speak 
only 
English 

Spanish 
or 
Spanish 
Creole 

 

Total 
Pop 

Speak 
only 
English 

Spanish or 
Spanish 
Creole 

Brewster 8,731 5,457 3,156  8,689 5,356 3,206 

 

8,680 5,406 3,029 

Culberson 2,178 693 1,473  2,120 683 1,426 

 

2,139 734 1,405 

El Paso 757,033 207,185 534,122  763,568 212,685 534,735 

 

767,080 213,244 537,653 

Hudspeth 3,111 663 2,426  3,109 741 2,342 

 

3,264 710 2,483 

Jeff Davis 2,211 1,258 922  2,177 1,234 913 

 

2,166 1,287 858 

Presidio 6,875 944 5,708  6,751 921 5,542 

 

6,541 888 5,355 

.          

General Socioeconomic s 

Household Composition 

Another way to gain a basic understanding of stresses to the family unit is the composition of the 

household and the median family income. According to the US Census Bureau, there are approximately 

201,514 family households in Region 10.  The average family size in Texas is 2.81 in 2017, compared to 

2.84 in 2016 and 2.75 in 2015. 

El Paso County has the largest number of households in the region (195,728) with a median family 

income of $62,049 in 2017 compared to $46,096 for 2016. 

 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-year estimates: Language Spoken at Home. 
American Fact Finder Results. Last updated July 2017. 

https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?pid=ACS_16_5YR_S1601&prodType=table. 
Accessed June 2018 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-year estimates: Limited English Language in 
Households. American Fact Finder Results. Census 2010. Accessed April 24, 2018. 

https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?pid=ACS_16_5YR_S1601&prodType=table
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TABLE 13 - REGION 10, FAMILY HOUSEHOLD INCOME, 2016 

2016 Total Family Households 
Average Family 
Income 

Median Family 
Income 

Region 10 201,541 $62,077 no data 

Brewster  2,276 $76,141 $53,011 

Culberson 526 $56,137 $38,977 

El Paso  195,728 $62,049 $46,907 

Hudspeth  706 $47,581 $29,405 

Jeff Davis  585 $74,286 $62,566 

Presidio  1,720 $50,284 $40,057 

Texas 6,450,049 $88,231 $64,585 

United States 77,608,829 $90,960 $67,871 

                
                                            TABLE 14 - REGION 10 MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME BY FAMILY COMPOSITION, 2016 

2016 

Married-
Couple 
Families 
without 
Children 

Married-Couple 
Families with 
Children 

Single-
Males 
without 
Children 

Single-Males 
with Children 

Single 
Females 
without 
Children 

Single 
Females 
with 
Children 

Brewster  $63,315 $95,143 $50,599 no data $34,844 $27,031 

Culberson $46,250 $61,364 $93,155 $26,607 no data $19,615 

El Paso $57,728 $56,288 $43,779 $33,112 $36,934 $20,845 

Hudspeth $36,806 $30,481 $18,068 no data no data $8,715 

Jeff Davis $65,682 $54,013 no data no data no data no data 

Presidio $39,583 $46,154 no data no data $60,589 $20,750 

Texas $78,630 $81,385 $52,582 $39,700 $42,607 $25,006 

United States $78,162 $87,757 $53,570 $39,618 $44,636 $25,130 
               Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2012-2016. American Fact Finder. Accessed June 1 2018 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6 - Percentage of population in poverty by County 

 

4.99%

% 

5.74%  

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-year estimates: Family Household Income. 
American Fact Finder Results. Census 2010. Accessed May 15 2018. 

2.6% 

7.8% 

12.04% 

8.21

% 

In Region 10, 8.16% of 842,165 individuals are 
living with an income at or below 50% of the 
Federal Poverty Level as of 2017.   The indicator is 
a relevant data marker, as research has shown 
poverty creates barriers for many of the health 
services and other necessities contributing to a 
poor health status. 

Data Source:  U.S. Census Bureau. American Community Survey. 
American Fact Finder 2012-2016. Accessed May 28 2018. 
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Hudspeth County, in Region 10, had the largest percentage of families whose income in the past 12 

months is below the poverty level at 12.04%, compared to the State of Texas with an overall 

percentage of 6.98%. 

The Colonias of Region 10 
Approximately 400,000 Texans live in colonias.  Colonias are defined as any U.S.-Mexico border low-
income community that lacks basic infrastructure systems: municipal water, municipal sewage, and 
piped natural gas.   There are more than 2,294 of these communities bordering the Texas - Mexico 
landscape, with approximately 90,000 residents for Region 10 colonias.  The proliferation of colonias in 
the region poses challenges for the counties and the lack of existing programs to improve the 
conditions.   
 
Many of these settlements were started by farmworkers and migrants who were unable to find 

affordable housing.   The Colonia Initiatives Program Office of the Texas Secretary of State reports El 

Paso with the largest number of colonia communities (329).  The remaining counties in Region 10 have 

considerably less identified colonias, Brewster County (3), Culberson (2), Hudspeth (6), Jeff Davis (1), 

and Presidio with (8) with a total county colonia population of 90,65314.   

Furthermore, Far West Texas (namely El Paso County) is considered a High Intensity Drug Trafficking 

Area by the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP)15, this along with the extreme poverty 

places the colonias at a high risk for substance abuse/use where drugs may be readily available. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The residents are mostly migrating Hispanics whose Spanish is their primary language.  The Colonias 

lack many of the basic living necessities; such as running water, electricity, emergency services, public 

                                                                    
14 Texas Secretary of State, Directory of Colonias Located in Texas, last updated March 2017. 
15 Office of National Drug Control Policy, High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Program Report to Congress, retrieved May 2018. 

The colonia home shown above is situated in a colonia 

located in El Paso County.  Photo credit:  Colonias in Texas, 

accessed June 19 2018, 
https://people.uwec.edu/ivogeler/w188/border/coloniasTX.

htm . 

Figure 7 - Percent of Hispanics in El Paso 

County by block group. 

 

Figure 8 - Photo of a colonia homestead 

in El Paso County. 
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transportation and basic health services. Colonias can be described as areas full of disproportionate 

health disparities. 

The residents are mostly migrating Hispanics whose Spanish is their primary language.  The Colonias 

lack many of the basic living necessities; such as running water, electricity, emergency services, public 

transportation and basic health services. Colonias can be described as areas full of disproportionate 

health disparities. 

The education level of the residents living in the colonias is much lower than at the county level.  

Seventy-eight percent of the adult population in the colonias have an education level of high school or 

less.  Approximately 24% have some college compared to 28.1% of the overall rate in Texas.  Specific 

educational attainment data for just the El Paso colonias is not collected on a regular basis but are 

included in the population totals of the Census Bureau as listed in the table below. 

TABLE 15 - EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT - EL PASO COUNTY 

COLONIAS BY ZIP CODE, 2012-2016 

 

2012-

2016 

High School graduate or 

higher, percent of persons 

age 25 years+ 

Bachelor's 

degree or 

higher, percent 

of persons age 

25 years+ 

79927 Socorro 57.3% 6.3% 

79836 Clint 65.1% 16.4% 

79928 Horizon 86.1% 18.9% 

79838 
San 

Elizario 49.3% 8.7% 

79853 Fabens 55.0% 3.4% 

 

El Paso 78.6% 23.6% 

 

Texas 82.3% 28.1% 

 

 

One of the greatest barriers/gaps in receiving services underdeveloped communities that lack paved 

roads or Individuals go without services due to their inaccessibility to many of the basic health needs.  

The data below identifies the number of employed citizens in the catchment area, less than 2% use the 

available public transit for commuting purposes. 

 

 

Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Quick Facts 5 

year Estimates 2012-2016. Accessed April 2018. 
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TABLE 16 - PUBLIC TRANSIT COMMUTE USE FOR WORK, 2016 

2016 

Total Population 

Employed Age 

16+ 

Population 

Using Public 

Transit for 

Commute to 

Work 

Percent Population 

Using Public Transit 

for Commute to Work 

El Paso County, TX 345,010 5,065 1.47% 

Texas 12,237,558 188,919 1.54% 

United States 145,861,221 7,476,312 5.13% 

 

 

Employment 

According to the U.S. Department of Labor for 2017, the county in Region 10 with the highest 
unemployment rate was Presidio at 9.4% with a labor force of 3,024 individuals. Labor force is defined 
as the number of residents age 16 and older that are either working or looking for work. People who are 
not in the labor force do not work for a variety of reasons. These reasons include: retirement, school 
attendance, inability to perform available work, physical incapacity, or no work is available to them. 

 
TABLE 17 - REGION 10, LABOR FORCE, EMPLOYED/UNEMPLOYED, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Source:  U.S. Department of Labor. Bureau of Labor Statistics. Unemployment Statistics by County. 
https://www.bls.gov/lau/#cntyaa. Accessed June 19 2018.  

 

TANF Recipients 

This indicator reports the percentage recipients per 100,000 populations receiving public assistance 

income. Public assistance income includes general assistance and Temporary Assistance to Needy 

Families (TANF). Separate payments received for hospital or other medical care (vendor payments) is 

excluded. This does not include Supplemental Security Income (SSI) or noncash benefits such as Food 

Stamps.   El Paso County paid out the most in 2016 in aggregate dollars in the amount of $22,805,800 

for 7,159 households. 

Area Unemployment 
Rate % 

Labor Force Employed Unemployed 

United 
States 

3.8 157,833,000 est. 149,929,000 est. 7,891,650 est. 

Texas 4.3 13,531,442 12,953,874 577,568 

Region 10 4.6 363,834 346,981 16,853 

Brewster  3.5 3,921 3,784 137 

Culberson  3.6 913 880 33 

El Paso  4.6 353,387 337,112 16,275 

Hudspeth  6.0 1,537 1,445 92 

Jeff Davis  3.1 1,052 1,019 33 

Presidio  9.4 3,024 2,741 283 

Census Bureau. American Community Survey. Use of Public Transportation 5 year 

Estimates 2012-2016. Accessed April 2018. 

https://www.bls.gov/lau/#cntyaa
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TABLE 18 - REGION 10 HOUSEHOLDS WITH PUBLIC ASSISTANCE, 2016 

 

 

 

 

                                             

 

 

 

TABLE 19 - REGION 10 HOUSEHOLDS WITH PUBLIC ASSISTANCE, 2015 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Census Bureau. American Community Survey. Public Assistance by County 2015. 

https://assessmsnet.communitycommons.org/CHNA/report?page=2&id=768&report type=libraryCHNA. Accessed June 2018. 

Food Assistance Recipients  

The information below is an estimated percentage of households receiving the Supplemental Nutrition 

Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits. It is important to understand this indicator as it assesses many of 

the vulnerable populations within the region that likely to have multiple issues, such as access to health 

care, lack of social support and dealing with poverty.  In Region 10, the county that receives the most 

SNAP benefits is Presidio with 72.4% of the households of which 57.5% or households are below 

poverty level.  

 
Total Households 

Households with 
Public Assistance 

Income 
Percent Households with 
Public Assistance Income 

Region 10 269,050 8,934 3.32% 

Brewster 4,025 44 1.09% 

Culberson 788 0 0% 

El Paso 259,612 8,873 3.42% 

Hudspeth 968 6 0.62% 

Jeff Davis 1,023 11 1.08% 

Presidio 2,634 0 0% 

Texas 9,149,196 154,152 1.68% 

United States 116,926,305 3,223,786 2.76% 

  
Total Households 
Receiving Public 

Assistance Income 

Aggregate Public 
Assistance Dollars 

Received 

Average Public 
Assistance 

Received (in USD) 

Region 10 7,237 23,034,900 $3,182 

Brewster 59 207,900 $3,523 

Culberson 0 0 no data 

El Paso 7,159 22,805,800 $3,185 

Hudspeth 9 21,200 $2,355 

Jeff Davis 6 0 $0 

Presidio 4 0 $0 

Texas 147,100 441,170,100 $2,999 

United 
States 

3,147,577 10,499,747,500 $3,335 

Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Public Assistance by County 2016. 

https://assessmsnet.communitycommons.org/CHNA/report?page=2&id=768&report type=libraryCHNA. 

Accessed June 18 2018. 

https://assessmsnet.communitycommons.org/CHNA/report?page=2&id=768&report
https://assessmsnet.communitycommons.org/CHNA/report?page=2&id=768&report
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TABLE 20 - REGION 10 SNAP BENEFITS BY COUNTY, 2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Free and Reduced-Price School Lunch Recipients 

The National School lunch program served over 4.89 million free or reduced lunches at a cost of $30 

million in 2017.  Within Region 10, the six counties with 182,602 public school students, 119,188 were 

eligible for the free in-school meals in 2016.  The indicator is important in assessing how the safety net 

of meals for kids crosses over in other risk factors associated with poor households.   Additionally, the 

USDA found that 32% of school age children are found to be either obese or overweight, indicating 

poor food choices.  Among eligible students receiving free lunches, the program found those recipients 

consuming less sweets and more fruits and vegetables. 

The table below shows local, state and national trends eligible for free and reduced lunches across the 

years 2010-2016.  The national number table shows a slight decrease in the number of school lunches 

dispersed as of March 2018. *Data is subject to change due to 9 month-12 school calendar calculations. 

TABLE 21 - REGION 10 ELIGIBLE STUDENTS FOR FREE LUNCH, 2010-2016 

 

2010-11 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-2016 

Region 10 68.5% 74.9% 75.1% 74.3% 73.8% 

Brewster 51.3% 55.7% 53.8% 50.9% 50.6% 

Culberson 73.9% 74.0% 73.0% 74.2% 74.3% 

El Paso 68.7% 75.0% 75.2% 74.4% 73.8% 

Hudspeth 84.1% 83.5% 87.2% 82.5% 86.0% 

Jeff Davis 48.7% 49.2% 87.1% 52.3% 57.0% 

Presidio 54.5% 84.8% 84.1% 84.8% 89.6% 

Texas 50.2% 60.2% 60.0% 58.7% 58.9% 

United States 48.1% 51.3% 51.9% 51.8% 52.6% 
*  Participation data are nine-month averages; summer months (June-August) are excluded. Participation is based on average 
daily meals divided by an attendance factor of 0.927. Department of Defense activity represents children of armed forces 
personnel attending schools overseas.  Data Source: National Center for Education Statistics, NCES - Common Core of Data. 
2014-16. 

 2017 2016 2015 2014 
Texas 1,668,798 1,631,721 1,585,089 1,463,495 

Brewster 469 521 493 477 

Culberson 206 209 208 203 

El Paso 75,914 77,116 78,064 73,432 

Hudspeth 377 378 334 313 

Jeff Davis 65 73 65 60 

Presidio 840 913 949 891 

Data Source: Supplemental Nutritional Assistance Program (SNAP) Statistics. Texas Heath and Human Services Commission. 

https://hhs.texas.gov/about-hhs/records-statistics/data-statistics/supplemental-nutritional-assistance-program-snap-statistics. 

Accessed June 2018. 

Accessed May 7 2018. 
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TABLE 22 - NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM, 2017-2018 

 
 
 
 

Data Source: National Assistance Program Report. March 2018 Summary.   
https://fns-prod.azureedge.net/sites/default/files/datastatistics/march-performance-report-2018.pdf. Accessed June 2018. 

 

Environmental Risk Factors 
Prevention praÃÔÉÔÉÏÎÅÒÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÌÏÎÇ ÔÁÒÇÅÔÅÄ ÒÉÓË ÁÎÄ ÐÒÏÔÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÆÁÃÔÏÒÓ ÁÓ ÔÈÅ ȰÉÎÆÌÕÅÎÃÅÓ ÏÆ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌ 

ÈÅÁÌÔÈ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍÓ ÁÃÃÏÒÄÉÎÇ ÔÏ 3!-(3!Ȣ  ! ÒÉÓË ÆÁÃÔÏÒ ÉÓ Á ÃÈÁÒÁÃÔÅÒÉÓÔÉÃ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌȭÓ 

biological, psychological, family, community, or cultural level that precedes and is associated with a 

higher likelihood of problem outcomes.   Below are many of the factors that may influence an 

ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌȭÓ ÌÉËÅÌÉÈÏÏÄ ÔÏ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐ Á ÓÕÂÓÔÁÎÃÅ ÁÂÕÓÅ ÏÒ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÂÅÈÁÖÉÏÒÁÌ ÈÅÁÌÔÈ ÐÒÏÂÌÅÍȢ 

Education  
Within the report area 81% of students are 

receiving their high school diploma within four 

years compared to 86.0% last year. Annual 

dropout rates inform education professionals 

about the numbers and rates of dropouts and 

the reasons for dropping out. Dropout counts 

and rates are often compared to measures of 

graduation rate, such as a cohort graduation 

rate. This indicator is relevant since research 

suggests education is one the strongest 

predictors of healthy behaviors and lower risk 

for overall disease. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

National Totals March 2017 Feb 2018 March 2018 

Average Daily Participation (thousands) 30,049 29,796 29,700 

Participating Children (Free/Reduced) 22,050 22,026 21,877 

Percent Free/Reduced Price 73.38% 73.92% 73.66% 

Total Snacks Served (in thousands) 24,827 21,243 21,973 

Hispanic students accounted for the 
largest percentage of total enrollment in 
Texas public schools in 2016-17 (52.4%), 
followed by White (28.1%), African 
American (12.6%), Asian (4.2%), and 
multiracial (2.2%) students.  

https://fns-prod.azureedge.net/sites/default/files/datastatistics/march-performance-report-2018.pdf
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Dropout Rates 

El Paso Independent School District, Socorro Independent School District, and Ysleta Independent 

School District are the largest districts in the region.  Tables below show attendance rate, graduation 

and dropout rate by county totals in Region 10. 

TABLE 23 - TEXAS TOTAL ENROLLMENT, 2016-2017 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Data Source: Texas Education Agency 2016-2017 Enrollment Summary Report. PEIMS Standard Reports Overview.  
https://fns-prod.azureedge.net/sites/default/files/datastatistics/march-performance-report-2018.pdf. Accessed June 2018. 

 
TABLE 24 - REGION 10 ENROLLMENT, GRADUATION RATES AND DROPOUT RATES BY COUNTY, 2016-2017  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Data Source: Texas Education Agency 2016-2017 Graduation/Dropout rate. PEIMS Standard Reports Overview. 
https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker.  Accessed June 2018. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Ethnicity  Student Count  

Black or African American  674,718  

American Indian or Alaska Native  20,767  

Asian  225,294  

Hispanic  2,809,386  

Native Hawaiian/Other or Pacific Islander  7,700  

Two or More Races  115,907  

White  1,505,355  

Total All Ethnicities  5,359,127 

2016-2017 Graduation 
Rate 

Dropout 
Rate 

Brewster 98.8% 1.2% 

Culberson 97.5% 2.5% 

El Paso 95.7% 4.3% 

Hudspeth 94% 2.0% 

Jeff Davis 100% 0 

Presidio 93.8% 3.1% 

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker


2018 Regional Needs Assessment  Region X 

32 | P a g e 
 

TABLE 25 - REGION 10 ENROLLMENT, GRADUATION RATES AND DROPOUT RATES BY COUNTY, 2013-2015  

                 Data Source: Texas Education Agency. Office of Academics Enrollment in Texas Public Schools Report 2012-2015.  

Table 26-32 - Region 10 by County, 2016-2017 Enrollment  
  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 School  
Year 

2013  2014   2015   

 Number  
of 
Students 

Grad 
Rate 

Dropout 
Rate 

Number of 
Students 

Grad  
Rate 

Dropout  
Rate 

Number of 
Students 

Grad  
Rate 

Drop-
out 
Rate 

Brewster 1264 100.0% 0.0% 1213 95.3% 3.5% 1171 97.2% 0.0% 

Culberson 432 94.9% 5.1% 460 100.0% 0.0% 431 100.0% 0.0% 

El Paso 34,235 83.6% 7.1% 34,778 83.4% 8.0% 35,601 84.2% 7.9% 

Hudspeth 712 93.0% 7.0% 673 89.3% 8.9% 653 95.1% 2.4% 

Jeff Davis 343 97.6% 2.4% 270 90.0% 3.3% 256 100.0% 0.0% 

Presidio 1,772 86.5% 9.2% 1,761 89.8% 10.2% 1,726 90.7% 6.2% 

Texas 5,151,925 88.0% 6.6% 5,232,065 88.3% 6.6% 5,299,728 89.0% 6.3% 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Early Education 719 

Pre-kindergarten 8,297 

Kindergarten 11,496 

Grade 1 12,366 

Grade 2 12,701 

Grade 3 13,003 

Grade 4 13,143 

Grade 5 12,964 

Grade 6 12,883 

Grade 7 13,189 

Grade 8 12,929 

Grade 9 15,026 

Grade 10 14,105 

Grade 11 13,054 

Grade 12 12,530 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Early Education  9 

Pre-kindergarten  62 

Kindergarten  81 

Grade 1  104 

Grade 2  98 

Grade 3  100 

Grade 4  96 

Grade 5  116 

Grade 6  91 

Grade 7  105 

Grade 8  106 

Grade 9  95 

Grade 10  96 

Grade 11  90 

Grade 12  76 

El Paso County Brewster 
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Data Source: Texas Education Agency 2016-2017 Enrollment Summary Report. PEIMS Standard Reports Overview.  

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker. Accessed June 2018. 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Pre-kindergarten  25 

Kindergarten  29 

Grade 1  35 

Grade 2  45 

Grade 3  31 

Grade 4  28 

Grade 5  37 

Grade 6  20 

Grade 7  22 

Grade 8  30 

Grade 9  30 

Grade 10  31 

Grade 11  36 

Grade 12  26 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Early Education  N/A 

Pre-kindergarten  20 

Kindergarten  44 

Grade 1  39 

Grade 2  48 

Grade 3  36 

Grade 4  43 

Grade 5  42 

Grade 6  39 

Grade 7  51 

Grade 8  50 

Grade 9  48 

Grade 10  50 

Grade 11  49 

Grade 12  44 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Early Education  N/A 

Pre-kindergarten  10 

Kindergarten  22 

Grade 1  16 

Grade 2  14 

Grade 3  25 

Grade 4  17 

Grade 5  24 

Grade 6  24 

Grade 7  32 

Grade 8  19 

Grade 9  19 

Grade 10  20 

Grade 11  17 

Grade 12  11 

Grade Level  Student Count  

Pre-kindergarten  82 

Kindergarten  117 

Grade 1  103 

Grade 2  107 

Grade 3  114 

Grade 4  129 

Grade 5  104 

Grade 6  126 

Grade 7  126 

Grade 8  150 

Grade 9  142 

Grade 10  145 

Grade 11  123 

Grade 12  133 

Culberson Hudspeth 

Jeff Davis Presidio 

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker
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School Discipline 

The State of Texas is served by Education Service Centers geographically.  The counties in Region 10 

are served by Education Services Centers 18 and 19.  The largest districts in El Paso County are served 

by ESC 19.   

The data derived for the Texas Education Agency provides insight to measurable outcomes attributed 

to youth that are suspended, expelled and ultimately drop out.  The data also helps to improve on 

district operations which would affect the rates of crime and suspension overall.   

Below the tables identify each school districts in Region 10 within Education Service Center 18 and 19 

with totals of In School Suspension (ISS) and Disciplinary Alternative Education (DAEP) as reported by 

the Texas Education Agency for the school year 2015-2016, 2016-2017. 

TABLE 33 - REGION 10 (ESC 19) SCHOOL DISTRICT TOTALS FOR ISS AND DAEP, 2016-2017 

 

Source:  Texas Education Agency, Counts of Students and Actions by Discipline Action Reasons and discipline Action Groups Summary Report. 

PEIMS Data 2016-2017. https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker. Accessed June 2018. 

 
ESC 19  

 
School Districts Region 10  
 

Number 
of 
Students 

ISS DAEP # of Violations 
possession of 
substance/drugs 

El Paso Anthony ISD 926 96 14 0 

 Burnham Wood Charter School 
District 

996 0 0 N/A 

 Canutillo ISD 6,379 676 95 N/A 

 Clint ISD 12,275 1,968 120 23 

 El Paso Academy 671 0 0 0 

 El Paso ISD 63,992 3,522 1,313 5 

 El Paso Leadership Academy 272 75 0 0 

 Fabens ISD 2,481 883 60 N/A 

 Harmony Science Academy 3,508 514 0 0 

 La Fe Preparatory School 287 0 0 0 

 Paso del Norte Academy Charter 
District 

387 0 0 0 

 San Elizario ISD 4,203 521 119 N/A 

 Socorro ISD 48,835 5,171 624 189 

 Tornillo ISD 1,198 153 32 N/A 

 Vista del Futuro Charter School 373 0 0 0 

 Ysleta ISD 44,268 6,159 593 198 

Hudspeth Dell City ISD 78 0 0 N/A 

 Ft. Hancock ISD 434 38 0 N/A 

 Sierra Blanca ISD 133 10 0 N/A 

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker
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TABLE 34 - REGION 10 (ESC 19) SCHOOL DISTRICT TOTALS FOR ISS AND DAEP, 2015-2016 

 
Source:  Texas Education Agency, Counts of Students and Actions by Discipline Action Reasons and discipline Action Groups 

Summary Report PEIMS Data 2015-2016. https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas. Accessed June 2018. 

TABLE 35 - REGION 10 (ESC 18) SCHOOL DISTRICT TOTALS FOR ISS AND DAEP, 2016-2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source:  Texas Education Agency Counts of Students and Actions by Discipline Action Reasons and discipline Action Groups 

Summary Report PEIMS Data 2015-2016. https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas. Accessed June 2018. 

 
ESC 19  

 
School Districts Region 10  
 

Number 
of 
Students 

ISS DAEP # of Violations 
possession of 
substance/drugs 

El Paso Anthony ISD 838 70 8 6 

 Burnham Wood Charter School 
District 

1,031 N/A N/A N/A 

 Canutillo ISD 5,973 730 148 46 

 Clint ISD 11,669 2,109 121 20 

 El Paso Academy 362 N/A N/A N/A 

 El Paso ISD 59,772 3,606 1439 348 

 El Paso Leadership Academy 181 33 N/A N/A 

 Fabens ISD 2,364 690 47 7 

 Harmony Science Academy 2,691 160 N/A N/A 

 La Fe Preparatory School 262 N/A N/A 6 

 Paso del Norte Academy Charter 
District 

241 N/A N/A N/A 

 San Elizario ISD 3,955 318 71 17 

 Socorro ISD 45,126 5,013 494 191 

 Tornillo ISD 1,192 286 N/A N/A 

 Vista del Futuro Charter School 364 N/A N/A N/A 

 Ysleta ISD 42,232 5,750 511 240 

Hudspeth Dell City ISD 82 N/A N/A N/A 

 Ft. Hancock ISD 434 47 N/A N/A 

 Sierra Blanca ISD 123 N/A N/A N/A 

 
ESC 18 

 
School Districts Region 10 
 

Number 
of 
Students 

ISS DAEP # of Violations 
possession of 
substance/drugs 

Brewster Alpine ISD 1,213 110 18 0 

 Marathon ISD 73 0 0 0 

 San Vicente ISD 19 0 0 0 

 Terlingua CSD 114 9 0 0 

Culberson Culberson County-Allamoor ISD 484 79 10 0 

Jeff Davis Fort Davis ISD 258 15 0 0 

 Valentine ISD 48 0 0 0 

Presidio Marfa ISD 376 0 0 0 

 Presidio ISD 1,446 29 41 0 

https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas
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TABLE 36 - REGION 10 (ESC 18) SCHOOL DISTRICT TOTALS FOR ISS AND DAEP, 2015-2016 

Data Source: Texas Education Agency PEIMS District Level Annual Discipline Summary 2015-2016.  
https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/cgi/sas/broker. Accessed June 2018. 

 

Criminal Activity  
Violence and injury prevention can encompass a variety of topics.  Many injuries include those that are 

purposely inflicted with the intent of injuring someone.  Examples of these include violent crimes and 

physical abuse.  The information is important in understanding the types of activities that can erode a 

community.  In most cases where there is an appropriate public health approach to the problem, the 

majority of these events can be prevented.   

The following data are areas of focus for this assessment and are not inclusive of all crime statistics for 

Region 10. 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) crime reporting program, defines violent crime as an offense 

which involves force or threat of force.  The following crime index are based on available data for 

Region 10, Texas and national databases. Note:  Each county is served by a law enforcement 

jurisdiction.  The table below outlines the county with the corresponding jurisdiction.  Law enforcement 

data reports currently available for each, include violent crime and property crime by county.  Note:  As 

ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÉÓ ÙÅÁÒȭÓ 2.! ÔÈÅ ÄÁÔÁ ÆÏÒ ÙÅÁÒ ΨΦΧέ-2018 Uniform Crime Reporting data was not 

yet available. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
ESC 18 

 
School Districts Region 10 
 

Number 
of 
Students 

ISS DAEP # of Violations 
possession of 
substance/drugs 

Brewster Alpine ISD 1,079 96 27 0 

 Marathon ISD 54 0 0 0 

 San Vicente ISD 31 0 0 0 

 Terlingua CSD 86 0 0 0 

Culberson Culberson County-Allamoor ISD 436 108 8 0 

Jeff Davis Fort Davis ISD 228 0 0 0 

 Valentine ISD 46 0 0 0 

Presidio Marfa ISD 360 30 0 0 

 Presidio ISD 1,366 29 26 0 
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TABLE 37 - JURISDICTIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BY COUNTY FOR REGION 10 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Data Source: Texas Crime Summary Report. Chapter 10A 2018. Accessed March 10 2018. 

 
                                                   TABLE 38 - STATE OF TEXAS TOTAL REPORTED CRIME, 2015-2016 
 

Offenses 2015 2016 % Change 

Murder 1,314 1473 12.1% 

Rape 12,208 13,320 9.1% 

Robbery 31,883 33,250 4.3% 

Aggravated Assault 67,358 72,609 7.8% 

Burglary 152,444 149,073 -2.9% 

Larceny-Theft 555,867 548,941 -1.2% 

Motor Vehicle Theft 67,081 68,523 2.1% 

Total 888,155 886,189 -0.2% 

Data Source: Texas Crime Summary Report Chapter 2 2016. Published February 2018. 
https://www.dps.texas.gov/crimereports/16/citCh2.pdf. Accessed May 21 2018. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                    

 
Police Department 3ÈÅÒÒÉÆÆȭÓ /ÆÆÉÃÅ School District PD 

Brewster Alpine PD 
Sul Ross PD 

Brewster County 
SO 

 

Culberson 

  
Culberson County 

SO 

 

El Paso 

 
Anthony PD 
El Paso PD 

UT El Paso PD 
EPCC PD 
Clint PD 

Horizon PD 
Socorro City PD 

El Paso County SO 
 

El Paso ISD PD 
Socorro ISD 

Hudspeth 

  
Hudspeth County 

SO 

 

 
Jeff Davis 

  
Jeff Davis County 

SO 

 

Presidio 

 
Marfa PD 

Presidio PD 

 
Presidio County SO 

 




















































































































