






origin had income from wage s and salar ies, while the reverse was t rue 
for public assis ta nce in come ; black and Hispanic fami li es were about 
equa ll y like ly to rece ive inc ome from the other so urces of income . 

Geographical Variations in Income in Connecticut 

In the previous sect ion we have exa mined diffe re nces in in co me in the 
sta te associated with age , sex . race , Spa nish origi n, educa tio n. occupa ­
tion and inc om e so urce s. In this section we wi ll shift our atten tion to 

geographical variat ions in income. 

tncome Variations Among Metropolitan Areas: In 1980 almost 90 per­
cent of Connecticut's populat ion lived in the 11 Standard Metropolitan 
Stat ist ical Areas (SMSAs) within the state . Table 11 shows the median 
fam il y income level s. by race and Span ish orig in, for each 01 these 
metrop olitan areas in 1979. There is , overa ll , cons iderabl e var ia tio n in in­
come levels across metropolitan areas. The Stamford SMSA had the 
highest median family income ($31,784), closely followed by Norwa lk 
($31,023), while New London-Norwich had the lowest ($20,457); the 
state's most populous metropolitan areas - Bridgeport, Hartford and 
New/West Haven - were toward the bottom in median fam il y income . 

As we have repea tedly seen , wh ite incom e exceeds black and 
Spanish or igin, substantia ll y in some metropo litan areas (espec iall y in 

Tabl e 11 : Median Family In come, by Race and Spanish Origin: Connecticut, 1979. 

Metr opolitan Median Famil Income Race/Od in 
Ar ea Tota White Black Spanish Origin 

Bridgeport SMSA $22,927 $24,046 $12,468 $12,754 
Br istol SMSA 22,673 22,766 20,481 20,208 
Danbury SMSA 25,998 26,184 17,700 21,476 
Hartf ord SMSA 23,853 24,812 14,985 9,635 
Meriden SMSA 21,087 21,383 14,594 15,280 
�N�e�~� Britain SMSA 21,787 22,059 17, 500 11,359 
�N�e�~� Haven-West Haven 

SMSA 21,772 22,822 12,800 11,549 
New London-Norwich 

SMSA 20,457 20,730 15,838 13,571 
Norwalk SMSA 31,023 32,521 17,981 20,539 
Stamford SMSA 3l, 784 33, 763 14,513 18,026 
Wa terbury SMSA 21,399 21,924 11,810 12,060 

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1983C, Tabl es 124, 130, 136, 154, 
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Table 12: Selected Income Measures for Counties: Connecticut, 1979. 

COlmty 
New New 

Incerne Measure Fairfield Hartford Litchfield Middlesex Haven London Tolland Windham 

(1) Median Fami ly 
Incane $26 , 598 $23,320 $22,339 $23 ,090 $21, 668 $20,534 $24,028 $18,896 

(2) Per Capita 
Incane 10 ,408 8, 342 8 ,181 8 ,036 7,609 7, 307 7,506 6,419 

(3) Median IncOOle 
of Unrelated 
Individuals* 15 Years 
Ol d and Over 9 ,211 8,745 8 ,581 8,355 7, 107 6 ,997 3,798 5, 898 

(4 ) Number of Families 
N -selow Poverty Level** 12,632 13 ,367 1,694 1,432 14,897 3 ,940 1,129 1 , 718 - (5 ) Percent of Families 

Below Poverty Level** 5. 9% 6 . 3% 4.0% 4. 2% 7.4% 6.4% 4 .1% 7. 2% 
(6) Percent of Families: 

Receiving Public 
Assistance Income 6 . 2% 6 .9% 3.6% 4.1% 7.4% 5.7% 3. 7% 7. 0% 

(7) Social Securi ty 
IncOO'£ 21.0% 21. 9% 23.4% 21.1% 24.4% 19.6% 16 . 6% 22.8% 

Source : U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1983C , Tables 180 and 181 . 
*An unrelated individual is a person who i s neither institutionalized nor living with kin. 
**The definition of poverty is rather complex ; see U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1983C, pages B22- 23 or 
Hadden, 1986, for the detailed definition. 



Bridgeport. Hartford, New/West Haven, Norwalk and Siamford). The 
Stamford SMSA had the highest median family income ($33,763) among 
whiles, whi le New London-Norwich had the lowest ($20,730). Among 
blacks, Ihe highest median famity income occurred in Bristot SMSA 
($20,481) and the lowest was in Waterbury SMSA ($11 ,810). The highest 
Spanish origin family income was in Danbury SMSA ($21 ,476) and the 
lowest was In Hartford SMSA ($9,635). Black median family income was 
higher than Spanish origin in five SMSAs (Bristol , Hartford, New Brita in , 
New /West Haven, and New London-Norwich) and was lower in the re­
maining six SMSAs. 

Income Differences Between Counties: Table 12 presents a variety of 
income measures which can be used in the comparison of Connecticut's 
counties. Rows 1 and 2 contain the median family income and per capita 
income (total county income divided by the populat ion of the county) for 
each county. Fairfield County had both the highest median fami ly income 
and the highest per capita income, while Windham County had the lowest 
for both measures. The rank order of the remaining counties varied for 
the two measures . For example, Tolland, which ranked second in median 
family, ranked only sixth in per capita income. Litchfield which ranked 
fifth in median family income ranked third in per capita income . These 
differences in rank can be explained by examining row 3 of Table 12, 
which presents the median income of unrelated individuals· 15 yea rs old 
or older: income received by this group is not figured in family income but 
is included in per capita income. Hence, high median income for 
unrelated individuals will depress per capita income and not affect family 
income levels. The very low median income received by unrelated in­
dividuals in Tolland County ($3798), largely due to the large number of 
unrelated individuals (i.e., students) attending The University of Connec­
ticut, accounts for the disparate ranks in median family and per capita in­
come noted above. Fairfield County also has the highest median income 
of unrelated individuals ($9,21 t). 

Rows 4 and 5 show the number and percent of families below the 
poverty level in Connecticut. Litchfield County had the lowest incidence 
of poverty (4.0 percent), c losely followed by Tolland (4. t percent) and 
Middlesex (4.2 percent), while New Haven County (7.4 percent) and Wind­
ham (7.2 percent) had the highest incidence. The largest number of 
families with income below the poverty level lived in the more highly ur­
banized counties - New Haven, Hartford and Fai rfield. 

Finally, rows 6 and 7 show the percent of families receiving public 
assistance and social security incomes. Litchfield County had the 
smallest percentage of families receiving publ ic assistance (3 .6 percent), 

*People who are not living with other family members and not institutionalized. 
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followed by Tolland County (3.7 percent) and Middlesex (4.1 percent). All 
of the remaining counties had over five percent of thei r famil ies receiving 
public assistance with New Haven (7.4 percent) and Windham (7.2 per­
cent) having the highest percentages. The percentage of families receiv­
ing social security, which is largely a function of age composition, ranged 
from a high of 24 .2 percent in New Haven County to a low of 16.6 percent 
in Tolland County. 

Median Family Income for Connecticut Towns: Figure 1 is a map 
showing the dist ribut ion of the median family income levels among Con· 
necticut 's towns in 1979. Three major income categories have been 
defined: low (less than $20,000) medium ($20,000-$30,000) and high 
(over $30,000). The data used in Figure 1 are taken from Appendix Table 
A, which shows the med ian family income for all 169 towns for 1959, 
1969 and 1979. Appendix Table A also shows 1he percentage change bet­
ween 1959 and 1969, and between 1969 and 1979. The median family in­
come for Connecticut's 169 towns ranged from a low of $14.032 for the 
town of Hartford in Hartford County to a high of $49,705 for the town of 
New Canaan in Fairfield County. It should be recalled that the median 
fam ily income for Connecticut was $23,149 in 1979. 

Most towns (1 25 of 169) fall into the medium income category in 
Figure 1. Sixteen towns had income levels over $30,000. Ten of these 
towns are located in Fa irf ield Counly while only one town (Glastonbury) is 
located east of the Connec ticut River. Twenty-f ive towns had median 
family incomes of less than $20,000. Nine of these towns are located in 
Windham County, five in New London County and four in Litchf ield Coun­
ty . The remain ing six towns are larger, urban centers and include Hart­
ford, New Haven, Bridgeport and Waterbury. Thus, towns in the lower 
category tend to be either major urban centers or are located In the rural 
areas of the stale, while towns in the highest income category are pro­
totypical suburbs near the larger, urban centers. The distribution of 
towns in both the high and low categories in 1979 was similar to the 
distribution in 1969. For both years, towns east of the Connecticut River 
tended to have lower median incomes while towns in Fairfield County 
had higher median incomes. 

23 



., 
• ~ .g ... 

§ § ~ 
~ §: . 
'" ~ § ., 
~ '" 

. , 
~ 

~ § '" • u 
• w l • ~ • 
.oJ '" ~ 

24 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Groff, William H, 1982. The Population at Connecticut: A Decade of Change, 
1970·1980. The University of Connecticut, Storrs Agri cultural Experi­
ment Station Bulletin No. 465. 

Groll, William H. 1983. The Population of Connecticut, 1980: Ag. and Sox 
Composition. The Universi ty o f Connec ticut, Storrs Agri cultural Ex­
periment Station Bulletin No. 467. 

Hadden, Kenneth, WIlliam H. Groff and Vincent Bolduc. 1974. Income and 
Earnings ollndlvldual8: Connecticut, 1910. The University of Connect­
Icu t, Storrs Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin No. 399. 

Hadden, Kenneth P. 1986. Poverty In Connecticut: 1979. The Universi ty of 
Connecticut, Storrs Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin No. 472. 

Stockwell, Edward G. and John F. Auneie. 1967. The Population of Connect· 
icut, 1960. The University of Connecticut, Storrs Agri cu ltural Experl · 
ment Station Bulletin No. 399. 

U.S. Bureau of the Census. 1982. Statistical Abstract of the United States: 
1982, USGPO, Washington, DC. 

______ . 1983A. U.S. Census of Population, 1980. Final Report, 
PC80·1·D, " Detailed Population Characteristics -United States," 
USGPO, Washington, DC. 

______ . 19B38. U.S. Census of the Populetlon: 1980. PCSO·l ·DB, 
" Detailed Population Characteristics-Connecticut and other nor· 
theas t states," USGPO, Washington, DC. 

______ . 19BJC. U.S. Census of the Populetlon: 1980. PCBO- l ·CS, 
"General SOCial and Economic Characteristics-Connecticut," 
USGPO, Washington, DC. 

______ . 19B3D. U.S. Census of Population: 1980. PCSO·l -C, "Gan· 
eral Soc ial and Economic Characteristics-United States," USGPO, 
Washington, DC. 

______ . 19BJE. U.S. Cen.us of the Population: 1980. "Summary 
Tapa Fila Four, " USGPO, Washington, DC. 

25 



Appendix Table A: Median Family Income of Connecticut Tovns and Percent 
Change , 1959-1979 . 

Median Family Incane Percent Increase 
1919 19~9 1979 1919 19~9 19~9-1979 

STATE $ 6,887 $11,811 $23,149 71.5% 96 .0% 

FAIRFIELD COUNIT 7, 371 13,086 26 , 598 77.5 103 . 3 

Be thel 6 ,865 12,317 27 ,458 79.4 122 . 9 
Bridgeport 5,982 9,849 16 ,694 64.7 69 . 5 
Brookfie ld 8,045 14,146 29 ,943 75 .8 Ill. 7 
Danbury 6, 584 11, 394 23 ,465 73.1 105 . 9 
Darien 12, 998 22,1 72 43 ,459 70.6 96.0 

Easton 9 , 686 17,506 36 ,650 80. 7 109 .4 
Fairfield 7,978 14,255 28 ,898 78.7 \02.7 
Greemnch 9, 588 18,024 35 ,615 88.0 97. 6 
Monroe 7,583 13,553 29 ,087 78.7 114.6 
New Canaan 13 , 210 23 ,889 49 ,705 80 .8 108 .1 

New Fai rfield 6,926 11, 742 26 ,608 69.5 126 . 6 
Newtown 7 ,580 13,623 29 ,746 79 . 7 118 .4 
Norval k 7,420 \2, 507 25,479 68 . 6 \03 .7 
Redding 8,011 14,835 37 ,500 85 .2 152 .8 
Ridgefield 7,939 16,833 38 ,476 11 2.0 128 . 6 

She l ton 6, 710 12,099 25,718 80.3 112. 6 
Sherman --* 15,495 27, 379 --* 76 .7 
Stamford 7 ,728 13, 571 26,692 76.6 96 .7 
Stratford 7 , 37 1 12,268 23 ,835 66 .4 94. 2 
rnnbul1 8, 208 14 , 772 31,189 80.0 111.1 

Weston 12,390 23 ,626 49 ,264 90. 7 \08 .9 
Westport 11,070 21,435 44 ,522 93.6 \07. 7 
Wil ton 10 , 185 20 ,755 46 ,133 \03.8 122 . 3 

HARTroRD COUNIT 7, 054 12,057 23 , 320 70.9 93 .4 

Avon 8 , 364 16,000 33 , 968 91.3 112. 3 
Berlin 7, 375 12,901 23 ,500 74.9 82 .2 
Bl oomfield 7,913 13,925 26 ,628 76. 0 91. 2 
Bris tol 6, 700 11,835 22,197 76.6 87. 6 
Burlington 7 ,195 12,104 26, 325 68. 2 11 7.5 
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Appendix Table A: Median Family Income of Connecticut Towns and Percent 
Change: 1959-1979. Contirrued . 

Median FamilI Incane Percent Increase 
1~;9 lil~il Iil79 Iil;9 19~ij 19~Hij7ij 

HARTFORD COONlY Continued 

Canton 6,893 12,945 26,679 87 .8 106.1 
East Granby 7,532 14,369 25,884 90.8 80.1 
East Hartford 7,113 11,771 21 ,939 65.5 86.4 
East Wi ndsor 6,151 11,878 22,935 93 .1 93.1 
Enfield 6,539 11,752 24 ,165 79 . 7 105.6 

Fannington 7,779 13,476 27 ,143 73.2 101.4 
Glastonb..rry 8 ,028 14,507 31,304 80.7 115.8 
Granby 7,234 13,389 28 ,062 85 .1 109 . 6 
Hartford 5,990 9,108 14,032 52.1 54.1 
Hartland 6, 292 11,481 34 ,625 82.5 114.5 

Manchester 7,451 12 ,356 .22,518 65.8 82.2 
Marlborough 6,823 12 , 774 28,384 86 .9 122.2 
New Britain 6,481 10,759 19,401 66.0 80.3 
Newington 7,989 13,589 25, 160 70.1 85.2 
Plainvi lle 6,913 11 ,626 23,175 68.2 99.3 

Rocky fUll 7,691 13,332 24,735 73 .3 85.5 
Simsbury 8,132 17,186 34 ,470 111.3 100.6 
Southington 6,918 11,797 24,070 70 .5 104.0 
South Windsor 7,455 14 ,15 5 29 ,095 89 .9 105.5 
Suffie ld 7,011 13,326 25,592 90 .1 92.1 
West Hartford 9,712 15,451 29,937 59.1 93.8 

Wethersfield 8,775 14,257 26,358 62.5 84.9 
Windsor 7,677 13,663 25,993 78.0 90.2 
Windsor Locks 6,988 12,576 24,209 80 .0 92.5 

LITCHFIELD C01JNl"{ 6, 515 11,226 22,339 72 .3 99.0 

Barkhamstead 6,869 11,867 25,308 74.3 113 . 3 
Bethe1ehem 6,575 11,245 23 ,438 71.0 108.4 
Bridgewater 5,475 9,775 26,842 78.5 174.6 
Canaan 5,932 10,157 19,850 71.2 95.4 
Colebrook 6,712 10,824 22,465 59 .8 107.5 

Cornwall --* 10,658 22,778 --* 113.8 
Goshen 6, 333 11,795 23,321 86 .2 97.7 
Harwinton 6,770 12,104 22,408 78 .8 85.1 
Kent 6,298 10,596 23 ,715 68.2 123.8 
Litchfield 6,997 11,857 24,301 69 .5 105.0 
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Appendix Tabl e A: Median Famil y Income of Connect icut Towns and Percent 
Olange: 1959-1979 . Continued . 

Medi an Family Income Percent Increase 
1919 1909 1979 [91H 9b9 [9b9 1979 

LITCHFI ELD COUNlY Continued 

Morris 6 ,020 10 , 789 21,694 79 .2 101.1 
New Hartford 5, 991 11, 555 23 , 716 92.9 105 . 2 
New Milford 6 ,073 11 ,314 24 , 368 86 . 3 115.4 
Norfolk 6 , 255 11, 588 21,953 85 . 3 89 .4 
North Canaan 5, 628 10 , 551 17 ,076 87.5 61.8 

Plymouth 6 , 790 11 , 381 23 , 544 67 .6 106 .9 
Roxbury 6 , 516 12 ,900 30 , 849 98 .0 139 .1 
Salisbury 6 . 271 11,lSl 20 , 208 77 .8 81. 2 
Sharon 5,486 11 ,40S 18 ,009 107 .9 57 .9 
Thanaston 6, 639 11, 1OS 21 ,955 67 . 3 97 .7 

Torrington 6, 394 10,484 20.368 64.0 94 . 3 
Warren --* 14 ,273 23 ,945 --* 67.8 
Washington 6 , 698 11, 563 24 ,063 72.6 108 .1 
Watertown 7, 326 11 ,623 23 , 502 58.7 102 . 2 
Winchester 6 , 283 11 ,043 19 , 797 75.8 79 . 3 . 
Woodbury 7 , S60 13 , 787 27 ,913 82.4 102 . 5 

MI DDLESEX COUN1Y 6 , 679 11, 632 23 ,090 74.2 98 . 5 

Chester 6 , 380 11, 691 25 , 377 78.5 11 7. 1 
Cl inton 6 ,473 It,153 22 ,828 72 . 3 104.7 
CrOOTW"e ll 7 ,168 12 ,604 25,109 75.8 99 . 2 
Deep River 6 . 227 11 , 288 22 , 779 81.3 101. 8 
Durham 7, 007 12 , 538 25 , 500 78 .9 103 .4 

East Haddam 5, 960 10 ,914 21, 386 83.1 96 .0 
East Hampton 6, 568 10 ,879 23 , 320 65.6 114.4 
Essex 7,197 12 .778 24 , 761 77 . 5 93 .8 
Haddam 6 , 801 12, 080 24 , 575 77 . 6 103 .4 
Killingworth 6, 545 11, 390 26 , 312 74 .0 131.0 

Middlefield 6, 736 12 ,595 24,740 87 .0 96 .4 
Middletown 6 , 600 11 ,280 21,085 70 . 9 86 .9 
Old Saybrook 6 , 628 12 ,1 71 24 ,834 83.6 104 .0 
Portland 6, 946 12 ,212 23 ,837 75 . 8 95 . 2 
Westbrook 5, 863 12 , 332 21,697 110 . 3 75 .9 
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Appendix Table A: Median Family Incane of Cormecticut Towns and Percent 
Change: 1959-1979 . Contirrued. 

Median Family Income Percent Increase 
1919 1969 1979 1919-!909 1909 1979 

NEY HAV"m COUNI'Y 6, 718 11, 303 21, 668 68 .2 91. 7 

Ansonia 6 ,124 10.571 20 ,189 72 .6 91.0 
Beacon Falls 6 ,925 10 ,544 22 , 686 52 . 3 11 5.2 
Bethany 8 ,189 14 ,088 28 , 194 72 .0 100.1 
Branford 6 ,976 12 , 301 22 , 903 76 . 3 86 .2 
Q-leshire 7,880 13 , 542 27 , 593 71.9 103 . 8 

Derby 6 ,296 11 , 264 21,282 78 .9 88 .9 
East Haven 6 , 745 11 , 136 21,131 69 . 7 89 .8 
Guilford 7,075 12,979 27,012 83 .4 108 . 1 
HMrlen 7,741 12,438 23 , 343 60 .7 87.7 
Madison 7 , 105 14,260 29,971 100 .7 110.2 

Meriden 6 ,610 ll,089 21, 087 67 .8 90 .2 
Middlebury 7 ,908 13 ,155 25,736 66 .4 95 .6 
Milford 7 ,1 21 12 ,414 24 , 340 74 . 3 96 .1 
Naugatuck 7 ,453 II , 522 20 , 844 54.6 80. 9 
New Haven 5 ,864 9,031 14 , 993 54.0 66 .0 

North Branford 7,363 12 , 376 25,464 68 ,1 105.8 
North Haven 7,905 13,245 26,730 67 .6 101.8 
Orange 9 ,226 16, 734 32 , 690 81.4 95 .4 
Oxford 6 ,653 11, 903 25 ,956 78.9 118.1 
Prospec t 7 , 381 11,962 23 ,411 62. 1 95.7 

Seymour 6 ,404 11, 721 22 ,001 83 .0 87 . 7 
Southbury 6, 511 12, 796 26 , 509 96 . 5 107.2 
Wallingford 6 ,908 11,921 23 , 951 72 . 6 100 .9 
Waterbury 6 , 535 10 ,459 18,269 60 .0 74 . 7 
West Haven 6 ,693 10 ,649 20,427 59 .1 91.8 

Wol cott 7,324 12 ,034 23 , 335 64. 3 93.9 
Wcxx1bridge 10 , 579 20 ,697 38 , 264 95 . 6 84 .9 

NEW LONOON COUNTY 6 ,337 10 , 520 20 , 534 66 .0 95.2 

Bozrah 6 ,281 11,009 20 , 763 75 . 3 88 .6 
Colchester 6 ,174 11, 426 22,152 85 .1 93 .9 
East Lyme 6 , 386 11,828 25 ,446 85 . 2 115.1 
Franklin 6,548 11,421 24,519 74.4 114 . 7 
Grisw-old 5,953 9 ,833 18, 576 65 .2 88 .9 
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Appendix Table A: Median Family Income of Connecticut Towns and Percent 
Change: 19 59-1979. Continued. 

~ian Family Incane Percent Increase 
!~I~ !9~~ !~7~ !m-!~~~ !~~~ !~7~ 

NEll LDNOON COUNTY Cont irrued 

Groton 6 . 361 9.584 18,394 50.7 91.9 
lebanon 5 ,558 11,028 21,934 98. 4 98.9 
Ledyard 7,053 12,237 25 , 347 73 .5 107.1 
Lisbon 6,430 9,771 20 ,011 52.0 104.8 
Lyme 6 ,161 12,713 25 ,234 106.3 98 . 5 

Montville 6 ,644 11,1 29 21,066 67.5 89 .3 
New London 6,098 9,657 16,673 58 .4 72.7 
North Stonington 6,182 11,496 23,630 85 .9 105 . 5 
Norvich 6,142 9,768 17,985 59 .0 84.1 
Old LYJre 6,396 13,197 25,574 106.3 93.8 

Preston 6,685 10,763 23,154 61. 0 ll 5.1 
Salem 5,667 ll,OOO 22,843 94. 1 107 .7 
Sprague 5,940 9,114 21,687 53.8 1)7.4 
Stonington 6,272 10,295 21,947 64 .1 113.2 
Vo luntown 5, 344 10,607 18,469 98.5 74.1 

Waterford 7 J 162 11, 654 23,073 62 . 7 98.0 

TOLLAND COUNTY 6 ,625 ll, 874 24,028 79.2 102.4 

Ardover 7 , 24 1 13,333 25 ,026 84 .1 87 . 7 
Bolton 7,487 12,582 27,012 68.1 ll4.7 
Columbia 6,813 12,083 25,659 77.4 112.4 
Coventry 6 , 526 11,250 22,542 72.4 100 .4 
Ellington 6 ,642 12,493 25 , 552 88.1 104 . 5 

Hebron 6 , 331 12,478 25 ,882 97 .1 107.4 
Mansfield 6 ,942 12,603 23,245 81.5 84. 4 
Somers 6,631 13,105 26,480 97.6 102.1 
Stafford 5,846 10,151 21,083 73.6 107.7 
Tolland 6,623 12,287 26,574 85.5 116.3 

Union --* 7,900 19,219 --* 143.3 
Vernon 6,767 ll,818 22,742 74.6 92 .4 
Willington 6 ,460 ll, 503 22 , 762 78.1 97 .9 
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Appendix Table A: Median Family Inccme of Connecticut Towns and Percent 
Change: 1959-1979 . Continued. 

Percent Increase 
!m-!~~~ m~-[m 

WINDHAM COON!"{ 5,893 10,075 18 ,896 71.0 87.6 

Ashford 5,648 10,678 19, 366 89.1 81.4 
Brooklyn 5,617 9,853 22 ,831 75.4 131.7 
Canterbury 5,553 10,200 19,167 83 . 7 87.9 
Chaplin 5,628 9,907 18,207 76 .0 83.8 
Eastford 6,875 10,861 21,250 58 .0 95.7 

Hampton 6,357 12,(XX) 21,827 88 .8 81.9 
Killingly 5,869 10, 142 19,354 72 .8 90 .8 
Plainfield 5,614 9 , 814 17,985 74 .8 83 .3 
Pcmfret 5,525 10,586 18,673 91.6 76.4 
Putnam 5,856 9,638 17,377 64.6 82.6 

Scotland 6,086 10,771 21, 667 77 .0 101.2 
Sterling 5,096 8,818 16, 724 73 .0 89 .7 
Thompson 5,983 10, 152 19,710 69.7 94.1 
Wi ndham 6,333 10,288 17,316 62.5 68.3 
Woodstock 5,292 10,077 21,711 90.4 115.5 

Source : Hadden , et a1. Incane and ~s of Imividuals: Cormecti c:ut , 1970, 
SAES Bulletin 428, February 19 • ApperrllX Table D ana u.S. Bureauor 
Census , 1983E, Summary Tape File 4, Table PBS3. 
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