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INTRODUCTION

This report is the seventcenth annual raport to present data on Lhe
distribution of wminority group students in the public schools of
Connecticut apd the sixteenth to report minority staff data. In
conformity with federal accounting standacrds of the MNational Center for
Education Statistics, the five proups differentiated are White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian American, s&nd American Indian. In cases where
ambiguities in the definitions may arise, students are counted according
to their own indicated racial designation.

The first published report in this series presented data for April, 1566
on the number of Whites and nonwhites in individual classtooms. At that
time, Spanish-speaking students were classified separately, but their
numbers were 1included also in the count of either Blacks or Whites. A
separate category for Spanish-speaking students began in the fall of
1963. 1In 1970, additional data collection began for the categories of
American TIndian and Asian American, but these are only explicitly
itemized in the minority report series starting in the fall of 1977.

Until 1976, school districts with more than five percent minority
entollment reported detailed data at the classroom level. Since 1976,
all districts have reported minority enrollments by grade and by school.

Bridgeport, Hartford, and MNew Haven participate in a program called
"Project Concern,"” in which a limited number of disadvantaged, urban
students are educated in the surrounding suburban school districts.
Although Project Concern has the effect of reducing slightly the number
of minority children reported in these cities, it does not affect the
number reported in the participating suburbs because children 1in the
program are reported separately. TIn 1982, Bridgeport sent 58 students,
Hartford 735, and New Haven 100, to their respective suburbs. Data on
Project Concern are presented in Table 5.

Changes in the format of this report that were introduced in 1977--e.g.,
district rankings of total, minority, and percent minority enrollment,
and five- and one-year growth rates--are continued here. The 1980
standard metropolitan statistical areas of the 1.S. Census Bureau were
used to revise the earlier classification of towns into community types
and form the new "emerging suburban" and "rural” categories For small
towns. Data on grade enrollment were included for the first time in
1980. In 1981, the ten-year trend data reported in Table 11 were
revised to include the state-operated vocational-technical schools.

Because of the avallability of only two years of relevant data, students
enrolled at the three academies--i.e., Gilbert Academy, Norwich Free
Academy, and Woodstock Academy- are not included in the various erend
analyses of this report.
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Data for pupils in this report are drawn from Schedule 2 of the annual
Racial Survey, Form ED-152 of the State Pepartment of Education. For the
first time this year, staff date are derived from the department’s active
staff file (Form TEB-3). 1In years prior to this ceport, grouped staff
data were taken from a sepatrate schedule of Form EP-152. 1In 1981. the
racial/ethnic characteristics of certified staff members were collected
both on Form ED-132 and Form TRB-3, and in 1982, the staff section of the
ED-152 was dropped.

As shown in the table below, there were differences in the 1981 staff
dates treported from the two sources. Data taken from the staff file are
considered to be more accurate because they were c¢xtracted from
individual rather than grouped data. This assures that only full-time
staff were included. As a side benefit, utilizing this data source has
reduced the reporting requirements of school distriects.

American Indian

Form & Asian American Black White dispanic Total

ED-152 {1981) 81 1,635 37,410 5710 39,696

Staff File (1981) 76 1,563 356,500 531 38,670
DEFINLTIONS

Racial/Ethnic Categories

American Indian -- A person having origins in any of the original peoples
of North Amecrica.

Asian American -- A person having origins in any of the original peoples
of the Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Pacific Islands.

Black -- A person having origins in any of the Black racial groups.

white - A person having origins in any cf the original peoples of
Europe, North Africa, the Middle East, or the Indian subcontinent.

Hispanic -- A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South
American, or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race.
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Growth Rate Calculations

Growth Rate (l-year) - - The percentags change from 1981 to 1532.

#1982 Change over 81
GR(1) = ( —wre—- 1) x 100% = com e X 100%
#1981 #1981
Growth Rate {5-year) - The average percentage change per year from 1977

to 1982. 1t is conceptually equivalent to a compound interest rate.

#1982 1/5
GR(5) = [( ~---—--=) - 1] x 100%
#1977

Community Types

Large City -- A town with a population of mcre than 100,000.

Fringe City -- A town contiguous to a large city, and with a population
over 10,000.

Medium City -—- A town with a population between 25,000 and 100,000, and
not a Fringe City.

Small Town {Suburban) -- A town within a 1980 S$MSA* with a population
fewer than 25,000, and not a Fringe City.

Small Town (Emerging Suburban) -- A town with a population fewer than
25,000 included in a 1980 SMSA but not included in & 1970 SMSA.

Small Town (Rural) -- A town with a population fewer than 25,000 but not
included in a SMSA. .

*SMSA - - “Standard Mectropolitan Statistical Area™ is the U.S. Census
Bureau's definition of a metropolitan area. Tt includes a
central city (or “twin cities*) of at least 50,000 people, and
those contiguous towns that are socially and economically
integrated with the central city. There are eleven SMSAs 1n
Connecticut.




HIGHLIGHTS

Students

On Cctober 1, 1982 there were 502,586 students in the Connecticut public
schools; i.e, in the 165 public school districts, the 17 regional

vocational-technical schools, E.0. Smith High School, and the three
endowed and incorporated academies. Of these, 97,538 (or 19.4%) were
minority students (see Table 1 and Table 3). Excluding the academies,
there are 19,069 fewer students than a year earlier but only 4 fewer
minorities.

Between kindergarten and grade 8, the proportion of minority students
falls from 22.3% to 16.5% and again between grades 9 and 12 from 18.7% to
13.5%. Minority students made up 19.8% of the enrollment in the
elementary pgrades {(K-8) and 16.1% of the high school grades {9-12),
Minority children accounted for {(52.6%) of +the students 1in public
prekindergarten programs and 38.2% cof students in special education
programs {see Table 2).

In October, Connecticut’'s five large cilies, earolled 62.3% of all public
school minority student3 {see Table 7). There were 128 districts with
less than five percent minority encrollment and ten with more than 25
percent, the largest of which enrolled 86.6% minority students. The 37
districts with minority encollment of five percent or more enrolled 89.4%
of the state total of minority students {(sec Table 6 and Figure 2).

Excluding the academie:s, there was a decline in the number of students
statewide of 18,886, and there was au increase of 93 minority students,
Due mostly to the decrease in the overall student population, the
minority percentage continued its rise to 19.5% from 18.8% a year ago and
15.9% five years ago. Of the 3,375 students enrolled at the three
acedemies 237, or 7.0%, were minority students {see Table 1).

The number of Black students declined for the seventh consecutive year,
while the number of students in other minority groups continued to rise.
Blacks numbered 56,468 (58.0%) of all minority students, a decrease of
1,435 from last year. There were 33,815 Hispanic students 34.8%), an
increase of 1,026 over last year; 6,138 Asian American (6.3%) an increase
of 595 over 1981; and 880 American Indian (0.9%) a decrease of 93 from
1981 (see Tables 1 and 11).

Except for a small increase in emerging suburban towns, Black students
decreased in all of Connecticut’s community types. Contrasting with

1y
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this, Hispanics incrcased in all community types except for a small
decrease in syburban towns. Asian Americans increased by 12./% in the
cities and 11.8% in emerging suburban towns {(see Table 1).

The five-year, compounded growth rate for Connecticut's minority
encollment, from 1977 to 1982, was negligible (0.1%). For these five
years the regional vocational-technical schools continued to show che
highest minority growth rate, 9.2%, followed again by schools in small
rural towns, 7.2%, and in fringe cities, 2.3% (see Table 1).

Excluding the academies, from 1981 to 1982 there was a decline in public
school enrollment of 3.6%. All byt 19 districts reported declines.
White, nonhispanic enrollment was down 4.5%. Black enrollmert showed its
largest decline in ten years, 2.5% drop. Continuing the growth of prier
years, Hispanic enrollment increased by 23.1%. Asian American enrollment
increased strongly, by 10.7% (see Table 11).

The overall proportion of Blacks to public school students was 11.3% in
1982, compared to 9.4% in 1973. Hispanics represented 6.3% compared to
3.7% in 1973 (see Table 11, Figure 3, and Figure 4).

In the regional vocational-technical schools minorities represented 16.3%
of the total 13,652 stydents {see Table 4). Thig percentage is
essentially the same as the statewide percentage of minority students in
grades 9-12 (16.1%). From 1977 to 1982 the number of minority students
in the vocational-technical schools increased 2t an average gannual rate
of 9.2%, well above the five-year, average annual growth rate of 1.5% for
the wvocational-technical schools' total encollment, and the statewide
ninority growth rate of 0.1% in all grades for the same five years. From
1981 to 1982 minorities enrolled at state-operated vocational-technical
schools grew by 14.2%, or 278 students, as compared to a 12.3% increase,
or 114 students the prior year.

Staff

On October 1, 1982 there were 37,726 professional staff in the
Connecticut public schools (including E. ©. Smith, the vocational-
techrical schools, and the three academies), of which 2,087, or 5.5%,
were minority. Excluding the academies, there were 1,178 fewer certified
gtaff than a year earlier, ot a 3.0% decline, and 85 fewer minorities
{see Tables 8 and 11}.

There were small drops in minority group staff in each of the three
categories of the small towns. The large cities, fringe cities and
medium cities reduced minority staff levels from the year earlier by 54,
13, and 12, respectively, or 3.6%, 6.8%, and 4.0%. Five year comparisons
are not included in Table 8 because of the change in data collection ia
1982 {descussed earlier in more detail in the introduc.ion}.
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Excluding the three academies, of the 2,083 minority staff members
statewide, 1,506 or 72.2% were Black, a decregse of 85 from 1981. There
were 520 Hispanics, ot 24.9% of the total, a decrease of 11 from 1981,
1n the combined categories of Acian American and Americen Indian, there
were 59 cstaff members, or 2.8% of the total, a decrease of 17 from 1981
{see Table 8).

From 1981 to 1932 the number of minority staff in the vocational
technical schools 1increased by 2 to 47 (see Table 10). (Minorities
therefore increased to 4.6% of the schools' professional staff from 3.9%
in 1981. This is compared to 5.6% for other Connecticuyt public schools.

Over the ten- year period covered by this report. the percentage of full-
time minority staff members in Connecticut's public schools has increased
from 4.4% in 1973 to 5.6% in 1982 {(see Table 11 and Figure 7).




Table 1

Distributron of Minority Students 10 Connecticut
* by Type of Community
October 1, 1982

Enrolimaent Total Minority

amer  Asian Change  Growth Rutes

commanttly Type Number Total white Indian  Amer. Black Hispanic Number PCt. Over 81 S5-yr V-yr

1 targe CiLies 5 87.798 26,990 17 1,386 36.18h 23,7161 6, BOB 69.3 =167 0.6 -D0.3
CoFriege Gities 23 109,338 95, 640 135 1,461 6,436 1,666 9,698 9.2 63 2.3 0.7
= I Hedium Cities 18 117,90 100,065 268 1700 9.292 6,559 17,879 1%.2 260 0.8 1.1
4 Small i¢wns {Suburban) Ls 90,663 87,918 112 889 1,12 2 2, Tus 3.0 =127 0.4 =iy
S Shabi jowns (imerging Suburban) 33 4B, 693 Wl 11 16 304 843 My 1,482 3.2 66 D.3 .y
foSmard fowns (Rural) 3 33.569 32,1 81 268 361 739 1,455 .3 87 1.2 6.4
f 0. Smith ! 161 2 0 8 u 7 19 2.5 =h =130 -17.0
Froject Concern 893 9 0 ' 838 b5 884  99.0 -3n3 -9.2 -25.5
vacatrtonali=lechnical Schools 1/ 13,652 11,821 51 al 1,352 Th? 2,83 16.3 218 9.2 4.2
Stote Subtotal 193 199,311 402,010 AR 4,138 56,068 33,815 97.,3Mm 19.5 93 0.1 0.1

Al gdemies 3 3,315 3,138 30 27 137 "3 237 7.0 A A " E
State lotal 186 502,686 05 108 15 6.165 H6,605 31,858 91.538 19. 1 1F1 0.1% -5.2

*academins gree NOL Dcinded i overall growth rates.
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Table 2
Distribution Oof Minority Students in Connhecticut by Grade
Octobor 1, 1982
American  Asian- Minority

Grade Total white indlan  American Black Hispanic Taeal Percent
Pre-Kindergarien 4,083 1,934 i 68 1,183 894 2,149 52.6%
Kindergarten 32,640 25,358 5 469 3,810 2,924 [, 282 272.3%
Grade 1 32,030 25,206 19 556 4,079 2,970 7,620 23.2%
Grade 2 30,863 24,280 21 553 3,555 2,050 6,583 21.3%
Grade 3 30,805 2h,292 25 521 3,un9 2,518 6,511 21.1%
Grade H 31,505 25,1715 th v 3,481 2,358 6,330 20.1%
Grade 5 53,626 26,921 19 496 3,656 2,508 6,699 19.9%
Grade 6 37,90 30,548 117 449 3,965 2,395 6,946 18.5%
Grade 7 41,011 33.821 144 h16 4,218 2.h12 7,190 17.5%
Grade 8 n0,7135 34,033 120 390 3,962 2,230 6, T0? 16.5%
Grade 9 hn,652 34, 662 170 381 4,703 2. 7190 7,990 18. 1%
Grade 10 41,822 3,702 94 uy3 4,479 2,104 7,120 17.0%
Grade W1 1,05h 34,892 79 330 4,059 V,69h 6,162 15.0%
Grado 12 na, s47 30,915 60 356 3,555 1,u61 5,432 13.5%
Ungraded {Sec) 394 P63 0 7 51 13 131 33,029
Ungraded {Elem) 6,646 5,665 Tul us5g KR 981 1h. 8%
Post-Graduate 466 330 0 9 55 iz 136 29.2%
Spocial fducation 11,804 7.35%5 11 70 2,934 1,522 b, 539 38.2%
Ltong-term Aduli® 926 181 ' 30 51 63 s 15.7%
Project Concern 893 q 0 1 838 L] aah 99.0%
Total 507.686  h0%5. 118 2190 6,165 56,609 33,853 91,538 19.4%

*Programs 10 vocational-techmical schools only.
Q
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Tahia 3 ;

histribution of Mirdrity Stude ts 1n Connecticut
by Schoo! Bistrict, October 1, 1982

e _Enrollment Toval Minoriyy Pl
Town Change Amer. Asran Change “GQrowth Rates*
District Type Total Rank Over 81 white Indian Amer. Black nispsnic] Humber Rank Pct. Rank Over 61 Yoear 1 Year
Andover h 217 153 3 213 0 3 1 0o Iy 149 1.8 119 -1 -10.6  ~20.0
AnsSOnia 5 2,309 73 -66 1,87 5 12 192 29 | n38 25  19.0 15 17 -1.8 4.0
Ashford 6 3193 137 2 38% o 3 3 2 | 8 137 2.9 114 2 0.0 33.3
*Avon I 2,073 79 o 2,024 0 22 20 T ho 80 2.1 26 ~19 11.1 -27.9
Barkhamsted 6 273 148 -9 2MN 0 2 0 | 2 153 0.7 157 1 B R 100.0
Berlin 1 2,350 71 =133 2,315 0 16 12 N 39 3 1.7 129 2 2.2 5.4
gethany i 397 136 -16 182 i b { K| 15 123 3.8 b -8 -6.5 ~3h.8
Bethel ] 3,280 52 ~95 3.1 15 L2 no 35 1 tht L .3 a3 =15 -2.5 -9.6
Bloomfietd 2 2,815 60 =178 1,238 2 M 1,475 66 | 1,577 1 56.0 i =t 0.9 -0.7
Bolton 4 126 122 10 699 4 13 7 31 27 100 3.7 58 10 19.7 58.8
Bozrah 5 2 1ug -21 264 1 0 7 2 | 10 133 3.6 59 -1 1.9 =9.1
Branford ] 3.363 ng =131 3.28Y4 0 25 36 18 | 19 61 2.3 91 -1 2.4 1.3
Aridgeport 1 19,733 2 -188 h,u67 10 565 7,506 7,185 [15,266 2 17.u 3 130 0.1 0.9
Bristol 3 8.527 8 =340 8.001 27 Ut 269 169 | 526 22 6.2 3 =20 -1.0 =3.1
fBrookficld i 2,573 65 =184 2,486 9 29 36 13 87 5% 3.4 67 =1 2t.4 “1.1
Brooklyn [ 286 115 -6 967 0 1 3 T ol 2h 176 2.h 95 2 4.9 9.1
Candan 6 oh 163 ~13 91 0 0 3 0 1 3 151 3.2 73 )] -19.7 0.0
Canterbury (4] 567 130 ~5 562 t] 4y 0O 1 | 5 17 0.9 154 -5 0.0 =50.0
*anton u 1, 321 103 =67 1,296 H} 12 5 9 | 25 104 1.9 17 3 2.6 13.6
Chapiin 3 185 156 -t2 183 ¢ 1 1 o | 2 153 1.1 150 1 LR 100.0
g Cheshire 2 h,272 35 -181 b1y 0 68 37 18 123 ha 2.9 {8 11 k.5 9.8
5 Chester 6 271 in9 3] 269 0 1] 2 6 | z 153 0.7 156 2 -32.2 -50.0
Clinton by 2. 301 T =123 2,291 Y 6 1Yy 0| 50 79 2.2 103 =13 4.5 -20.6
Calchester 5 1, 51% 9l 33 1. 466 i 0 33 1% 4n9 -gﬂ 3.2 71 -8 -3.13 =14.0
Colebrook & B0 164 ? i9 4] L 1 0 ] 159 1.7 s i i a
Co'umbia 5 558 13h =4 u52 0 3 3 o | 6 1hs 1.3 1l 1] 14.9 u. o
Cornwal | 6 102 162 -1 m 0 0 0 1| 1 159 1.0 193 1 -16.7 bt
Covaentry I 1.651 86 -89 1,629 ¢ 8 1 6 28 98 1.7 127 -8 -6.9 -22.2
Cromwel | i 1,432 91 -h8 1.3 4 8 he 3| 61 10 .3 h6 =13 -11.1 -17.6
Danbury 3 9,345 1 -95 7.3042 7 LTIk Q15 w98 I 4,823 9 19.9 14 123 Iy, &y 7.2
Darien 2 3,497 L =204 3.438 ] 23 5 31 | 259 71 1.7 128 3 -0.7 5.4
neep fiver 6 341 3 =2h 27 0 6 5 3 1 14 128 4.1 g 1 h.9 1.7
Derby 5 1,583 90 -4y 1,075 12 B 26 59 | Hos 51 6.8 M -8 2.4 -6.9
Lastford [ 150 159 Q 1510) #] u 4] 0 | 0 163 0.0 163 u HMWN ot
fast Granby i Tor 124 =13 688 0 h 13 O | 19 116 2.7 61 ¢ =13.h 0.0
Last Haddawm 5 1,021 113 -9 1,006 0 10 % o | 15 123 1.% 136 -2 .6 =13 8
fast Hampton % 1,583 90 =6l 1,529 15 i 20 12 | ok 713 I.n 65 3 “6.1 5.9
£ Martford 2 7,345 16 =337 6. 360 20 119 5650 292 | 285 15 13.h 19 52 5.6 5.6
Fast Haven 2 3.69)3 U1 =226 3.627 5 o 2¢ 33 | 66 68 1.8 122 Iy =0.3 6.5
fast Lyme 4 2,980 58 =17 2,900 2 38 19 21 | 8n 59 2.7 a2 6 =1.0 8.1
taston 3] 719 123 -12 703 V] 13 ? 1 [ 16 122 2.2 100 =5 21.7 -23.8
Fast Windsar # 1,357 101 -1 1,26 1 21 (] 20 | 111 1 M 8.2 2n 7 5.0 6.7
fvhington U] 1,918 &1 =33 1.8/8 4 3 21 5 { no &8 21 110 =10 -5.8 =20.0
#Fignres do not anclude Project Concern stuients. .1 .
§
1
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iabie 3 {Cont.)

Distribution of Minority Students in Connecticut
by School District, October 1, 1982

tnrol fment Totial Mipocicy

Towi Change Amer. Asian Change *Growth Rates*

bistrict Type Total! Ronk Over 81 White Indian Aamer. Bilack Hispanic! Humber Rank ct.  Rank Over 81 5 Year i Yesr
fnfield 3 1,330 17 =501 7.0M 15 td 113 63 | 239 30 3.3 69 -9 ~2.9 =3.6
£s5ex 6 ir2 139 =13 361 0 5 9 LI 11 132 3.0 16 0 -6.0 0.0
tairficid 2 1,629 12 =66 7,368 21 57 61 a2 | 261 28 3.4 oh =-3N 4.3 ~10.3
®Farmington 4 2,100 68 =116 2,322 0 30 24 22 | 78 62 3.2 10 15 1.2 23.8
Franklin % 160 157 -16 159 0 U] 1 o | 1 159 0.6 159 0 0.0 0.0
*Glastonbury h 4,887 28 ~-tig b, 757 0 67 b3 20 | 130 47 2.7 83 -3y 5.6 «20.7
sGranby ] 1,%98 89 =57 1,578 1 o 12 2 | 20 13 1.3 uh -3 5.9 -13.0
Creemwich P4 7,701 1% =307 7,056 1) 202 230 233 1 645 20 8.4 23 n 5.2 6.8
Griswold y 1,510 95 27 1,489 0 9 3 9 | 21 111 1.4 138 L ~0.9 -16.0
Groton 3 6,00 22 =434 5,007 9 180 398 i | 684 19 1.2 2i =-h2 -1.13 -5.8
Guilford ! 3,797 Lo ~138 3.6M 6 uo 13 67 | 146 b3 3.8 52 3 .2 2.1
*lamden 2 6,004 23 -3318 5,110 2 g4 7 o1 894 17 th.9 LIV -1 ~-1.5 -7.4
Hanipton 5 159 148 -8 157 ] 1 1 0 2 153 1.3 13 0 -26.0 0.0
Hartford 1 23,626 ! ~281 I.an 22 386 10,890 9,153 20,455 1 86.6 1 -58 -0.7 -0.3
hartland [ 19% 155 -6 193 0 2 0 o | 2 153 1.0 152 1 ki 100.0
Hebron p) GBI 125 =5 662 0 [} i L B | 22 108 3.2 T2 10 1.1 83.3
hent [+ 327 1hh -3 e h 3 0 11 8 137 2.0 9y -1 0.0 -27.3
Kiltingly 6 3,16 55 =59 3,029 1 n 3 2h 8h hh 2.8 an 164 12.2 22.5
I ebanon 6 1,109 109 =12 1,100 0 1 3 5 9) 13% 0.8 155 0 =9.7 0.0
| edyard ) 3,267 53 -1 3,109 7 56 Tie 21 158 is .8 Lo ~ 1Y -¢.5 -8.1
- Lisbon i 51 135 -8 i34 O 0 9 2 17 120 1.8 56 6 9.1 5.5
- Litenriend 1 1,299 104 =96 1,260 4 14 10 1| 19 91 3.0 i - 1h 0.0 56.0
Madison 5 J.om h6 =61 3,007 8 21 11 18 |} 6l 69 2.1 1 36 19.7 128.6
*Manchester 3 7.4906 14 =321 6,914 12 132 27h FL I | u92 2 6.6 k1] 4 2.9 0.8
Mansrield & 1,011 (NN =24 789 0 05 35 8 | és o 8.2 25 10 LT 2.8
tHarlborough & 5971 129 ~22 578 v 6 7 6 | 19 né6 3.2 Th 2 3.5 11.8
Heriden 3 8,160 9 -1 b, 166 21 [T 605 1,329 | 1,998 8 4.9 1 &3 0.9 3.3
Midd) etown 3 4,927 21 =2hY 3.51% 9 89 1,0n2 212 {1,352 12 cT.h 11} 15 1.4 7.1
HillTord 3 7.826 10 =410 I.n35 a 103 166 "y n 26 5.0 38 -8 1.8 4. h
Honroe h 3.308 50 =61 3,225 4 28 3% 16 | a3 o7 2.9 g8 =14 ~3.1 =144
Montville 0} 3,010 57 =g 2,719 61 in a* 51 ] 23 13 1.7 21 -3 -1.h -1.13
Haugat:ichk 2 bh,718 29 -187 i, %41 14 3. 102 89 | 237 3e 5.0 39 =37 =3.5 -4.8
How Britain 3 7,354 15 =367 4,302 4] 106 1,006 1,934 | 3,052 i 41.% 8 -9 2.% ~-0.3
Hew Canaan 2 3,789 51 =250 1,172 1 42 39 3% | (RN 9 3.6 6} =25 -1.6 -17.6
Hew Fairfrig b4 2.60% 63 -10 2,598 0} 16 124 19 | W 83 1.8 124 -2 10.1 -20.3
How Harirord 5 492 132 =9 g 1} n 0 0 | 1 163 .0 164 n HuHn e
Hew llaven ' Vi, g2 3 =109 3. 616 8 98 10,52 3,379 113,800 3 9.2 - 1 -1.3 0.4
*HowingLon 2 5,453 3o =355 4,297 15 3 3% 63 | 156 10 3.5 62 =15 n.% -18.1
Hiew London 3 3,500 Ly =109 1. 764 n 5% 1,011 539 | 1,60 10 ha .\ Y 19 -n.3 1.2
Hew Milford 5 4 306 n ~36 4,160 18 39 5% o | 16 h3 .0 606 U] 1.4 2.8
HowtOwn 9 3.838 39 =200 1, 786 3 2% 15 9 1 "2 ir 1.4 1y -1 -8.0 -21.7
Marfolk 6 ihY LEAT =13 Th2 i) 1 ? o | 3 151 2.1 112 -1 9.6 ~50.0
N Branford h 2,20 i6 ~121 2, 20h 0 8 30 2 | ni &8s 1.8 123 -5 5.2 ~11.1

i
*figures do not inciude Project Concern students
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Table 3 {Cont,}

Distribution pf Minorily Students n Connecticul
by Schoal District, Octoper 1, 1982

Total Minority __

Fnroil iment

Tawh Clhange Amer. Asian Change #Growth Rates*
District Tyre Total Rank Over 3% White indian Amer. Olack Hispan|c| Humbe r  Rank Pet.  Rank Over 81 9% Yegr 1 Year
florth Canaan 6 156 11 -5 46 0 2 8 o | 10 113 2.8 (¥ i 23.1 66.7
Horth Haven 2 3. %7 Iy -226 3.3ub i 52 a7 10 | 153 a0 U.h L2 =14 ~z.8 -8.n
H Stonington 5 869 120 =33 a5% 4 b i 0o 14 128 1.6 131 -6 4.9 =-10.0
Norwaltk 3 11.398 6 =h69 T3z 5 ma 2,709 1,080 | 3,966 6 In. 8 9 au -1.0 1.1
Horwich 3 B, 017 k) =93 3,499 8% 17 292 1o | D18 213 12.9 20 25 =0.% 5.1
otd Saybrook 9 1,518 93 =05 1,065 0 29 39 g 1 813 oY H.h 3h 7 -3.3 9.2
Orange 2 1,039 112 ] 96U 0 60 10 | 75 66 7.2 28 26 n.9 53.1
OxfFard b 1,015 114 -6 988 h 1] ! 8 | 27 160 2.1 ay 5 31.0 22.7
Plainfield 6 2,521 66 16 2,412 g 3 16} 33 | 5% 72 2.2 102 8 10.8 17.0
*PMainville ] 2.661 b =160 2,953 1 15 70 2 | 106 51 4.1 he =18 =T.1 ~1h.3
Plymouth 2 2,124 8 -96 2,012 ) 5 19 21 | 52 77 2.4 91 L -2.5 30.0
Pomlret. 6 3vs 142 -10 KLTH Q 1 3 5 | 9 13% 2.4 B8l U a.u 80.0
POrtiand O 1,814 99 =67 1,337 ? 6 5F 12 | 77 6hn 5.4 33 -1 =1 -1.3
Preston 4 473 133 -12 u66 0 ? Ll (| 1 11 1.% 115 -3 =17.2 =300
Putnam 6 1,575 9z 6 1.5h9 3 f 11 5 | 26 e 1.7 130 -1 0.0 3.7
Redd ing 5 942 116 =617 922 t) 15 3 2 | 20 113 2.1 ind 3 .9 17.6
faidgefield 9 I, 309 33 =297 ,z231 0 26 28 2 | 6 62 1.8 124 0 L 4y 0.0
frocky it h 1,917 g2 =68 1,850 h 25 i I | 67 617 1.5 63 2 0.0 1.1
Sailem 5 360 140 2 358 0 0 1 11 2 153 0.6 161 2 0.0 BRAH
Salisbury 6 3oz | H L =315 276 0 5 20 T 26 102 8.6 22 [ -1.9 18.2
~ Stottand 6 108 161 -1 102 )] 2 3 1 H 145 5.6 312 -1 hi -33.3
it Soymotir ) 2,119 70 -81 2,346 0 9 16 18 | u3 86 1.8 121 -5 p.0  =-12.2
Sha ron 6 213 15n - 205 0 b 6 n 1 B 137 1.8 57 1 32.0 .3
Shelton 3 S5, 415 25 =2by 5,209 20 91 57 61 | 2006 In 3.8 53 8 1.8 4.0
She rman ;] 281 146 =13 276 0 0 7 o | 7 11 2.5 90 -1 18.9 =12.5
*Srmsbury h h, W81 n =800 n,333% 2 81 uh 21 | he W2 3.3 68 -G 5.9 -5.7
Somers ] 1,326 102 -82 1,31 0 ] 11 9 | 1% 123 1.1 g I 13.4h 36.14
Southington 3 6,860 18 =299 6,711 1 15 66 w? i 1h9 hi 2.2 10% - 3.1 -3.2
*3 Windsor 2 3,567 3 -212 3,383 a 4 110 24 | 184 15 5.2 16 =14 2.7 =T.1
Sprague i 26h 191 =15 257 ! 2 5 (I f 141 2.1 B ] 3.1 29,1
Stafford 9 1,650 ar -8 1,613 0 12 1 | 17 120 1.0 151 i 1.2 48.9
Stamford ] 13,827 % -on7 7.661 0 266 3.98% 1,269 | 5.516 5 1.9 6 =129 -1.7 -2.3
Stertling 6 267 150 ~12 268 0 1 0 o | 1 159 0.h 162 -2 nHRE 66,7
Stonington i 2,5m 67 =66 2,411 0 5 22 I 30 91 1.2 L%} “? =9.7 6.3
Stratford 2 6,517 19 =29 5,610 i 39 e 17 | 963 16 .6 18 i} 1.0 4.7
*Suffielrd iy 1,750 B4 -0 1,712 0 11 2% 2 | 313 91 2.2 100 5 2.9 19.2
{homaston h 1, 14t 1né =26 1,133 0 9 L 5 1 128 1.2 ihé -4 4.9 -22.2
Thompson 6 1,051 926 -55 1,431 L} ] 13 I ¥ 20 113 1.4 1319 3 23.4 171.6
ot land H 2,212 75 -89 2,224 L] 18 23 6 | Ll 8 2.1 109 ] 2.3 1.6
Torrington 3 h, Q70 37 =107 31.896 1 i 76 6 | 174 36 h.3 hh -1 -0.1 -5.9
Yrumbu ) 2 %, 600 2h =342 5,361 15 5 oh 5% | 219 I .3 L% ? 4.4 .8
Union [ i2 169 0 72 0 0 0 o | 0 163 0.0 163 i ~100,0 HHUR
varnon 3 5,212 26 ~2h1 4, 9h5 22 {6 123 hé : 267 217 5.1 37 Hiy 3.2 25.4

*jaiqures do not include Project Concern students.
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£l

District

Yoluntown
Wallingford
Waterbtiry
Waterford
WaLertown
Wastbrook
*W Hartford
Hest Vaven
HWeston
*HWaestpord

“Wathersfigtd

Willington
Milton
HWinchester
Windham
Windsor

Windsar Lock

Wolcott
*Wooudbridge
Huodstoca
Reg Dist
Reqg Dist
Hteg Dist
Reg Dist
Ren Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Reg Dist
Red Dist
ey Dist
Reg Qise 17
Reg 0Oist 18
E. O, Smith

= -

— e b —
i B - SO~ TN

Chom

Norwich Free

Gilberl Sch
Hoodstock A

RSN NSV W R NI L - h

-

e ST RT SO STOOOh

Total

232
6, 200
11,820
2,729
1,393
831
7,913
6,446
1,793
4,488
3,356
611
3,194
1,141
3. 649
Iy, 11
2.036
2,609
600
630
530
211
2. 384
892
1,127
1,223
878
2,3
375

#Figures d6 oot Inciude Project Concern stodents.

Change
Rank Over 81
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=15

-29%
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| N

- 184
=iy

168
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7
=43
-57
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=25
=1
20
=17
L
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0
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3,218
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6
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Y
240
5,765
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l8
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1, thh
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L
8
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16
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i
13
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Q0
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i
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1%
i
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46
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he
n
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22
19
219
1?2
10

in connecticut

Rank

LK
29
i
hs
Q3
118
21
13
88
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73
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8
i
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(A
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1
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1
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Table U

Distribution ¢fF Minority Studonts
in Connectlicut vocntional=Technical Schools
Gctobor 1, 1982%

Enroiiment Total Minority

Change Amer. Aslan Change “Growth Rates*
Town lotal Rank Over 81 White Indian Amer. Black Hrspanic HNHumber Rank Poct. Rank over 81 5 year 1 year
i
Bridgeport 1, 1o 1 =36 709 0 30 211 190 | B3 2 3r.8 2 65 .3 17.8
Danbtiry 893 8 =12 810 1 i 30 35 | 83 8 9.3 8 18 8.2 27.7
Danielson ah6 16 -3 S48 0 t 3 v | 8 16 1.4 16 -6 9.9 -42.9
amden R 7 =4 633 )] 1 208 biY T 267 h 29.7 Iy 13 10.4 5.1
Hartford 936 3 Tl 373 & M kY- 152 1 563 1 bt ] 104 1.1 21.9
Manchester 532 17 80 S0 2 5 21 3| 3 12 5.8 10 1 28.1 3.3
Meriden 880 9 2 90 6 0 LN 39 | 86 7 9.8 / 0 15.5% 0.0
Hiddletown 667 13 =2 634 0 2 26 % | 33 11 4.9 11 -7 7.5 =17.5
New Britain ony 3 =52 818 3 2 56 i | 3 [ 13.8 [ 7 5.1 5.6
Norwich 691 1M -26 665 [ Z 10 8 | 26 13 3.8 T -3 2.0 =-10.3
rt Stamford g2h 5 103 642 2 3 200 I | 282 3 30,5 3 o6 21.6 3o. 6
al Torrington 668 12 -2 664 i) 1 3 o | i 17 0.6 17 1 -1/ 33.3
Waterbury 992 2 59 852 3 2 81 S5 | 10 5 141 5 11 17.3 B.5
Willimantic 569 15 = Sh3 i n [ | 26 i3 h.6 13 -9 3.4 -25.7
Ansonia 634 1 7 619 1 0 4 g | 1% 1% 2.4 19 U] 13.40 0.0
Milfoerd Q02 [) =15 8%9 1 0 15 A | 3 10 4.8 12 8 g.0 22.9
Groton a21 10 21 759 1 I 36 2l I 62 9 i.6 9 12 24.2 2.0
Total 13.652 187 11,021 51 81 1.3%2 Tuy 2,21 16.3 218 9,2 14.2
“figures inctlude students :n secondary full-tsme day and f{ong-term adult programs.
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Recelving
Town

Avon

Canton
Farmington
Gilastonbury
Granby
Humden
Manchester
Newington
Plainville
Simsbury

S Windsor
Surrreid

W ttartFord
Westport
Wethersfield
Wilton
Woocdbridge

Total

o ™~

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Send . ng
Town

HartFord
Naryford
Nartford
arcford
tartford
Hew Haven
Hartford
Hartford
Hartforg
Hartrord
Hargford
itartford
Hartford
Bridgaeport
Hartford
Bridgeport
Noew Haven

Total

1156
u?
26
n
75
19
38
%

21
21h
by
12
11
29

893

Tabie 5

Project Cohcarn
OcLober 1, 1982

Whitg

ST =00 «D00=000

t
|

k=)

Amer,

indian American

-

220D 0TRooOooDoD

|

-
-

2u

Asian

FODO=Cooo00000T0S

-4

Btack

36
113
113
23
71
62
18
33
Tt
45
19
202

12

11
29

8is

Total

5

46

SO T O = O d s i
—

213

45 8o

fct.

Htspanic Minority Minortyry

100.0
100.0
100,0
97.9
1006.0
106. 0
92,0
106.0
100.0
98. 17
100,0
10G. 0
29.5
100.0
1060
100.0
100.0

99.0




fable 6

Giowth hates of MInority Lorol Iment
in jowns with Minoritiy tnrodiment of firve Percent or Creater
gcteoer 1, 1982+

Puped Growth Rates Pooariyy Growih Rates Black Growtly Ratus Wispanic Growth Rates
Town Fotal He=yr 1-yr Toval  FPot. G=yr 1=-yr Total Pot, heyr 1-yr Total Pct. S5=yr 1=yr
Ansonta 2,309 =H.1 2.8 hig 19,0 =1.8 h, 0 o2 17.0 =-2.4% | 20 1.3 2.2 16,0
Broomfietd 2.815 -4.5 -5.9 1,971 56.0 0.9 -0.7 1,479 52.h 0.6 -0.1 66 2.3 3.3 ~10.8
Bridgepost 19,133 =2.0 =0.9 19,266 77.h LN 0.9 1,506 138.0 -1.8 0.1 1,185 36,4 1.1 2.1
Bristal 8,527 =h.h -3.8 %26 6.2 =1.0 =37 289 3. -1.% =-11.9 169 2.0 0.6 1.2
Danbury 9,165 -2.8 =1.0 1,823 19.9 h.h 1.2 91% 0,0 -1.9 =3.6 2] 5.0 1.6 18.3
Desby 1.583 =%.6 -9.1 108 6.8 2.h -6.9 26 1.6 -1.% =~13.1 50 3.7 6.5 1.7
E Hareford 1, 34% =%.% 4.4 985 13.4 5.6 5.6 594 7.5 6.6 1.4 292 4.0 .5 3.9
East Windsor 1,347 =5 3 5.9 111 8.2 5.0 6,17 64 5.1 2.5 =15 20 1,% 2.1 33.3
Greenwich i, fm 5,2 -3.8 ot 8.4 5.2 6.8 230 3.0 0.6 -2.% 213 2.8 5.8 13.9
Groyon 6,001 .9  -6.7 68h 11,2 -1 3 =4%.8 W8 6.Y -3.3 =G4 97 ) I.h -n.2
*Hamden &, 000 -5.7 -5.3 09 4.9 -1.% =7.h i 12.4 -2.3 -8.7 91 0.9 3.5 8.5
Harttorgd 23,627 -2.2 -1.2 20,055 B6.6 0.7 -0.3 10,890 hi . -2.9 -31.9 2153 38.7 1.% 3.1
*ManchesLetr t, hide =i -0,2 392 6.6 "~ 2.9 0.8 - 274 3.7 1.0 2.2 ih 1.0 1.4 =311.9
Hapsfield i,0f1 = 2.2 88 8.2 h.h 12.8 35 }.2 0.6 3h.6 8 0.7 0.0 =-11.1
Mervden B.164 -31.8 -1.6 1,998 24,5 0.9 3.3 605 7.h 0.9 2.9 1,329 16,3 1.1 3.h
Hrddleyown 4,927 =, 0 -5.2 1,352 21.4 1.0 1.1 P02 2101 ~0.9 -2.2 212 h,3 104 14,6
Montville 3,010 =h.u =47 231 7.7 =t -1.1 85 2.4 0.2 3.7 51 1.7 1.2 0.0
New B8oitan 7,3% =5.8 4.8 3.n%2 h1.% 2.5 =0.3 1,006 13,7 -3.3 0.0 1,930 26,3 5.1 -0, 1
Hew Haveb 17, e =23 =0.6 13,806 79.2 =1.3 o.u i h21 6103 =24 =2.6 3,149 18,7 2.1 10. 6
; How Londoen 3. oo -3.9 -1a 1,636 431 =0.3 1.2 1,031 3.} -3.3 -1.2 %39 15.9 1.0 1.9
Hurwa i k 11, 38 =h.5 =40 3,966 3n.8 =1.0 1. <, 129 23.9 -2.8 -1.0 1,084 3.9 3.3 . h
HGrwich W, oif =5.0 =2.3 Hig 12.9 a5 9.1 9¢ 7.3 =0.5 18.2 LT 2.0 -2.2 =5.5
018 Saybrook 1.548 -4, 8 -2.8 83 5.0 -3.3 Q.2 ny 3.2 ~§. -7.% 9 0.6 -2 0.0
Orange 1,0¢39 =5.4 =1 L) 1.2 4.9 53.1 10 1.0 2.2 W0.0 h D.% -23.n -28.6
Fortland 1, ivh -y 4 =45 17 5.4 “t 1 =1.3 57 hoo =0.7 18.8 12 0.8 -13,7 =~29.h
Sabishary 3ne =51 =10.4 eh 8.6 -35 18.2 20 6.6 -1.0 1. 1 0.3 -19.7 *HEH
Scotland 108 -0.2 -2.7 0 5.6 3.1 =33.3 3 2.8 whax  -450.0 1 0.9 b 0.0
*S wWindsor 1.5607 =1.8 =56 180 5.2 2.0 -1 1Mo 1) =10 =ih. o .7 0.9 =i,
Sgamford 13,074 =%.5 -6 5,510 h1.9 -i.7 -2.3 3j,98% .2 =24 =20 1,265 2.6 1.5 =3.1
Stratford G,17 -l 8 =h.3 963 14.6 1.0 k7 g 1.3 .2 h.7 175 2.7 2.7 6.7
Ve rnon B 21 4.2 =44 267 5.1 3.2 LN 123 2.4 -1.6 10.8 u6 0.9 -3.2 1.0
Waterbury 11,820 -2.9 -3 2 5.16% W1,7 0.2 -2 7 3,278 25.7 -2.8 =6.9 2,379 17.2 5.2 3.2
Matertord HE st =6.6 -7.8 14h 5.3 =5.h -0, 68 2.% =6.1 -G.3 20 1.0 -5.2 LT |
*W Harpford .51} = 8 ~3.8 607 8.1 11.8 6.7 1%% 2.1 ho 12,3 179 2.0 8.3 18. 5
Weet Havel 6, ity ~h.9 =0,0 1,188 37,7 -0.8 0.3 995 15,4 =1.1 0.8 117 1.8 3.8 .o
¥ Daham 1, 6h9 =20 =h . h I 2001 2.6 0. 92 2. n 1.9 13.6 7t 19.8 9.u =0.9
WER N0 L, 141 0.8 -3.9 993 240 a.6 1.0 a1 20,4 9.2 =02 78 1.9 o 9.9
Lt 235,693 =4 0 =3.h 84,21 31.0 .0 nh PLINGEL B B L =21 31,200 13,3 2.5 Jj.o
tCrowth rate 1s the average yearly perventage change over the specifrod nomber of prior yeacs,
“Fraures do not anchue Project Cobcern Sstudenys,
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Tabin 7

Ranking of Towns by Number of Minority Students
October 1, 1982

Cumulative Pct

Pct. Total Hinorrty of State
Rank Town Minority Enrol Iment Enrol Iment Minority Enrl.
1 Hartford 86.6 23,626 20,455 21.0
2 Bridgeport 77.4 19,733 15,2066 36.6
3 New llaven 79.2 17,042 13,806 50.8
i Waterbury .7 13,820 : 5,769 56.7
5 Stamford 41.9 13,177 5,516 62.3
& Norwaik 3.6 11,398 1,966 66 .1t
1 New Britain k1.5 1,354 3,052 62.5
8 Meriden 2.5 8,164 1,998 71.6
9 Pantury 19.9 4, 165 1,823 713.5
10 New London hg. 1 3,400 1,636 5.1
11 Bloomfield 56.0 2,815 1,577 16.17
12 Middietown 27.4 4,927 1,352 8.1
13 West llaven 17.7 &, b6 T, 104 i9.3
I Windsor 24.0 5,1 993 80.3
1% E MartfFord 13.4 7.30% 8% 81.3
16 Stratford 4.6 6,577 063 82.3
17 ®Hamden .9 6, 0irly 894 83.2
18 Winwtham 20.1 3,640 734 84.0
19 Groton 11.2 6,091 684 a4 7
20 Greenwich 8.4 7,701 6445 85.4
21 "W Hartford 8.1 7.513 607 86.0
22 Bristol 6.2 8,527 526 86.5%
23 Korwich 12.9 017 518 87.0
24 "Manchester 6.6 7,006 rge 87.6
25 Ansona 19.0 2,309 4ag 58.0
*figures do not include Project Concern students.
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Cormunity Type

Tabie 8

Oistribution of Minority Staff in Conneetlcut

Humber Total

1 targe CGities 5 6,
2 Fringe Cities 23 8.
3 Medium Cities 18 8,
#t Smat! Towns {Suburban) by 6.
5 Smail Tewns {(Emorging Suburban) 31 3,
6 Small Towns (Rural) 43 2,
E. 0. Smith 1
Yocational-Technical Schoois 17 1,
state Subtolal 183 37.
hcademies 3
State total 186 3l

r

*drademiCs are ROt inotuded

LA Y

661
131
917
852
W8
32

65
07
92
23
126

by Type of Community
October 1,

White

5.218
8,003
a,H06
6,78%
3.455
2,405
65

970
35,467
232
35,639

Amer
Indian

~J

1982

Asian
Amer.

9

49

I oaverall growth rotes.

Brack Hispanic

1,048
w2
210

43
23

3tz
26
Ol

17

18

15

520

Total Minority

Humber

1, higg
178
27

67

EY4

21

0

LU
2,085
b
2,087

Pet.

21.7
2.2
3.3
1.0
0.9

Change Pc. Change
Over 81 Over 81

=54 -3.6
-13 -6.8
-i2 -4,
-2 -2.9
=3 ~8.06
~3 -10.0
0 0.0
2 .y
-85 -3.9
-2 =50.0
-87 -4.0
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Distribution of Minority Staff in Connccticut
by School District, Octobor 1, 1982
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Table 9 (cont.}

Ofstribution of Minority Staff in Connecticut
hy School District, October 1, 1982

* Total Minority
Commumni Ly Change Amer. Astan Change
District Type fotal Rank Over 81 White Indian Amer. Black lispanic Number Pct. over 81

H Stonington 5 68 118 -3 68 0 0 0 0 1] 0.0 0

Horwa ik 3 822 7 -84 753 1] 2 53 T 69 8.4 -6
Horwich 3 299 39 -8 29% (] 1 3 0 f 1.3 1

0ld Saybrook 5 133 87 -3 132 1] 1] 1 0 1 0.6 V3
Orange 2 95 107 -5 95 0 0 n 0 U G.0 0
Oxford 5 68 118 0 67 1] 0 1 0 1 1.9 0
Plainfieid 6 184 70 -3 183 0 0 4] 1 1 0.5 -1
Plainville ] 194 66 =11 193 0 0 1 0 ] 0.5 -t
Plymouth 2 146 82 1 1h6 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 ¢}
Pomfret 6 22 ih3 -1 22 0 0 (] 0 0 .0 ¢
Portland 5 105 99 ~3 104 0 0 0 i 1 1.0 0
Preston i 37 132 -2 37 n n 0 Iy 0 .0 0
Putpnam (3 105 99 =3 105 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0
Redding 5 12 116 -3 i2 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0
Ridgefield 9 330 33 =13 327 0 1] 2 1 3 0.9 0

Rocky Hill 1 154 80 -5 153 1] 0 i 0 1 0.6 ¢}

Salem 5 2% 139 i 25 [§] 0 [§] 0 0 0,8 0
Salisbury 6 23 192 G 23 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0
Scottand 6 6 163 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0
Seymour 5 e g2 -12 1hi 0 0 2 0 2 1.4 o

X Sharon & 16 151 -1 16 0 0 n 1] 0 0.0 0
(o Shelton 3 333 30 -6 332 0 0 1 0 1 0.3 0
Sherman 6 21 15 -1 21 0 1] 0 0 0 0.0 0
Simsbury Yy 322 3h -1 37 0 0 9 0 5 1.6 -1
Somers i 105 99 -1 105 0 0 0 0 0 n.o 0
Southington 3 u57 23 =28 456 0 0 1 0 i 0.2 -1

5 Windsor 2 292 uo -3 287 0 0 1 y 5 1.7 1
Sprague h 18 149 -3 18 n 0 { 0 0 0.0 ¥
Stafford 9 1o oy 0 11k () [ 3 0 1 0.9 n
Stamford 1 1,226 4 =91 1,114 1] 3 a 28 - 112 Q.9 =13
Sterling [ 17 150 =3 1 0 n 0 0 0 6.0 Q
Stonington h 191 67 1 189 n 0 1 1 2 1.0 0
Strattord 2 hal 22 =10 459 1] P 21 1 2h 5.0 -1
Suffield Y | LTSS 82 0 1h5 0 Q 1 )] 1 0.7 -1
1homas ton ) 18 113 -3 77 0 1 0} 0 1 1.3 0
ompson [ 103 103 -1 101 0 0 0 b 2 1.9 Q0
Tolland 9 156 78 =11 150 N ] b4 )] 2 1.3 0
Torrington 3 300 37 17 300 0 1 i 0 i 0.3 1)
Truinbe i 2 k1.3 28 =12 385 1 n 0 2 3 0.8 n

Union 6 5 166 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 1]
vernon 3 396 26 =10 394 ) 1 1 0 2 0.5 0

Vo luntown 6 16 151 =1 16 0 0 (] 0 [ .0 0
Wallingford 3 hiyy 24 =17 B3 (] 0 1 0 1 0.2 U
Waterbury 1 1,022 [ =38 963 (] 1 53 9 59 5.8 -2
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(Cont.)

Oistribution of MiInority Staff 1n Connecticut
by School District, Octcber 1, 1982
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Ovar 81
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Tsble 10
Distribution of Minority Staff
in Connectlicut Vocatlonal-Téchnlical Schoots
October 1, 1982#

Total Mlinority

Change Amer, Asian : Change
Town Total Rank Over 8% White Indian Amer, Black Hispanic Humber Pct. Ovar 81
Bridgeport g0 i -1 85 0 0 3 ? 5 5.6 2
Danbury 58 11 N 55 0 0 1 2 3 5.2 0
Danietson 35 17 -l 15 0 0 0 3] 0 0.0 0
Hamden 65 6 -3 62 0 0 0 k| 3 4.6 -1
Hartrord 78 ? 5 65 0 0 11 2 13 6.7 n
Manchester b3 15 10 43 0 ] §] )] | 0.0 0
Merlden 63 9 -3 o 0 0 2 0 2 3.2 0
Middletown 69 h -5 69 0 0 0 0 ] 0.0 0
New Britain 75 3 -5 i2 0 0 k) 0 3 4.0 0
Horwich 56 12 1 56 (1] 0 i} 0 0 0.0 0
Stamford 65 6 5 60 0 )] 5 1] 5 1.1 0
Torrington ué 13 -2 43 0 1] 3 0 3 6.5 0
Waterbury 68 5 U 65 0 0 ] 2 3 b, iy -1
Willimantic b 1h 0 Ity 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0
Ansonia 8 16 -5 a8 0 0 0 0 n 0.0 0
Milford 60 10 -1 58 0 0 1 ! 2 3.3 0
Groton 64 a -k 59 1] 0 ? 3 5 7.8 0
Total 1,017 -8 970 0 0 12 15 47 U6 2

flnciudes staff in vocational=-technlcal satellite schools.
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FIGURE 5
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FIGURE 7
Percentage of Minority Pupils and Staff Members

in Connecticut Public Schools,
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