Issue Brief 1203
December 2012

Public Assets Institute

government for the people

Vermont’s Effective Income Tax Rate Dropped in 2010

by Jack Hoffman & Paul Cillo

In 2010, the latest year for which data are available,
Vermont’s effective income tax rate was 3.2 percent
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Data source: IRS, AGI CY2010; U.S. Census, individual state income tax CY2010

*New Hampshire’s income tax applies only to dividend and interest income.
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