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Neighborhood Profiles of Teleworkers” Residential Area — A Case Study of Connecticut State Government Teleworkers

W2
Yoko KAWAI

This paper examines neighborhood profile of municipalities where Connecticut state government
teleworkers reside in an effort to take the first step to find telework’s effects on residential distribution in the
U.S. The propensity of neighborhood profiles that the covered municipalities showed was found to have
correlation with the fact that state government teleworkers live there. CT state teleworkers tend to live in
towns/cities with more than 10,000 population where 20 to 30% of residents have bachelorship. Besides
these common tendencies, the long-distance and short-distance teleworkers showed different propensities in
racial ratio, average home value, average SAT scores etc. The results suggest that the simple decentralization
won’t occur under telework’s effects and that teleworkers’ socioeconomic background might
differentiate their propensities toward neighborhood profile.
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