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1. Executive Summary

Research Context

X This study examined attitudes and dispositions towards greater ethnic and
religious diversity, as well as community relations more generally, among
residents of predominantly white BritiSimeighbourhoods. It also examined
%o }%o0 [¢ SS]SH < Vo a@Ei-mietitysprotest by groups like the
English Defence League (EBhdtowards cohesion policy and practices

Methodology
x A mixed methods degh was used combining a (noepresentative) household
survey (n=434) in four selected reseh sitesthree areas in north Kirklees, one
area in south Kirklegsvith six key informant interviews (across key institutions)
and fifteen focus group discuss®facross ageanges and localities) with local
people.

Findings

Place
X Respondents were broadly positive about their own local areas.

X Respondents inarth Kirklees were, however, much more negative about Dewsbury
« 3§}AvU A]J8Z Zv}SZ]VvP[JulyP S2AuE-8} $Z «p *8]}v ZAZ §
P}}  IusS CIUE S}AVM]

x Dissatisfaction from respondents centred on the perceived economic decline of
Dewsbury and its impact on the shops and facilities available.

x For some respondents, this worry about decline aeday became connected to
worries about the changing balance of communities within the town.

x Dewsbury was also seen as having an external stigma stenfimingts connection
with the 7/7 attacks and other terror plots, as well as the Shannon Matthews case

X Immigration was seen as a greater problem for Britain as a whole than for their own
or locality, whilst religious and political extremism were consistently seen as the
least important problem amongst those identified by the survey.

Civic participation ad Community Leadership
x Civil society was seen as weak in many of the areas surveyed, with the decline of
Churches and religious bodies relevant here. Asiajority areas were seen as
having much stronger organisations and cleafly v§](] o Z aupportec pye
0 EP % ES3+ }( 5Z ]E }uupv]d] X /v }VEE +30oudA Zo E

'dz & Gu "AZ]18 (E]8]Z_ ]* pe Jv 8Z]e & %}ES 8} & (0 § 8Z (} u* }( 8z
within this particular demographic. It is relevant to distinguish white populations that identified primarily as
British from other white populéons, notably Eastern Europeans.
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be detected within marginalised white Britisimajority areas. This was perceived to
leave a vacuum for sefppointed activists claiming to speak for thenamunity.

x In this context, local state professionals, such as community engagement officers,
youth workers and housing support workers were seen as pivotal figures in
communities. They were understood as playing a vital role in bringing the
communitytogether and in connecting residents to public services.

x Participation in the 2010 General Election amongst respondents was slightly lower
than for the local constituencies as a whole, with strong disillusionment with all
political parties evident amongst significant portion of respondents.

X Neighbours were the most trusted group, with the Police also viewed as having
significant trust. Local Government was more trusted than national government, but
trust in local government was only rated at 5 out of 10

Attitudes towards antminority protest

X Most (63%) survey respondents had heard of the EDL (primarily through mainstream
media) and some 42% of all respondents, had heard of and felt they understood
what the EDL stands for.

X There was little declaredupport for the EDL, and focus group respondents were
mostly critical or dismissive of the EDL as an organisation. The EDL's aggressive
reputation, the potential for violence, and the spectacle of heavily policed street
demonstrations were often cited.

X Newrtheless, a number of EDL thengid resonate with some survey and focus
group participants, and these acted as a badge for the expression of more general
feelings of unfairness towards, and marginalisation of, people from white British
backgrounds.

Cortact and integration

x This data provides some challenging messages about the current nature of cross
community contact (or the lack of it) in Kirklees, particularly in Dewsbury. However,
it also contains positive and constructive messages, both about tiseeexe of
ethnic/religious diversity in towns and in the clear majority support and desire for
greater contact between people of different ethnic and religious groups than there is
at present.

X There was a clearly negative assessment of how well diffexgamic and religious
PE}u%+* P §}v]v Ae tEC 3§ %E » v3U AJ§Z v .]8]}v o o

X There was a clear and strong majority in favour of the proposition that there should
be more contact between different ethnic and religious groups than there is at
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% E o v3X dZ <]PVv](]NotSWEuUs[ EV}IEZ]e <p *3]}v 0} % E}A]
important section of the community arguably open to dialogue on this issue.

x This survey data was echoed by focus group and interview respondents, who
identified both superficial conviviality and considerable anxiety apougven
avoidance otrosscommunitycontactaltogether.

x Some respondents clearly identified spaces and places were contactesasing.
However there was significant evidence ofanse of unfairness and grievance
amongst some respondents, who perceive public authorities to be biased towards
ethnic minority communities. Here, the behaviour and attitudes of some sections of
Asian communities and a claimed lack of focus onldagviour by public
authorities is seen as fuelling this sense of unfairness.

X Schools were seen by many as an impartite for crosscommunity integration
and mixing but this was hampered both by rapidly changing demographics in some
schools and a significant perception that schools do not deal with-gttamic
disputes in an evehanded way. Out of school ethnic migiwas seen as difficult,
both because oéthnic clustering irhousing and because of peer, family and
community attitudes within all communities.

§§]18pn o 8YA @ e A }Z <]}v_  &]A]8] -
X There was significant support amongst respondents for the ideaaré active
community cohesion programmes that encourage crossimunity contact

x dZ E ]» oE C «]Pv](] v& }Z «]}v &]A]3C P}]vP }v v &
experienced such activity were positive about it.

X Many respondents, however, strongly beliedmat contact cannot, and should not,

Z(}JE [U v $Z 818 «Z}puo ] o00C (0}A v SpE o00C (E}u
sporting competitions, etc.
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2. Project Background

The University of Huddersfield proposed this research, with its explicit focus onymainl
white Britishcommunities, as a further development of a number of vesftablished

research agendas at the University: on understanding attitudes and dispositions within
mainly white communities to ethnic diversity and greater crosexmunity cohesion

(Thomas, 2007; Thomas and Henri, 2011; Thomas and Sanderson, 2013);romanty
protests and mobilisation (Busher 2013a; 2013b; Macklin 2015); on hate crime and violent
extremism (Christmann 2012; Christmann & Wong, 2010; Hirschfield et al 2012bx \&filc

al 2010) and on how policy and practice can and does respond to these issues (Thomas,
2011a; 2012).

Yet this research was not only intended to develop better academic understandings but also
§} % E} U "u% S _ binférmed pubkcHpalieylevelopment and groundevel

policy enactment. As such, like much of our research in this area, this study was designed in
close collaboration with relevant polisyakersand practitioners. In Kirkleeprevious

surveys indicate that some people are wodiabout how people from different ethnic and
religious communities get along together. This study provides poialers and

practitionersin Kirkleesvith an opportunity to deepen their understanding of the dynamics

of these concerns about community reians.

A key focus for this research was a longstanding sense that some predominantly white
Juupv]d] « 0} 00C v Vv 8]}v o0oC Z A AE%E e- e ve }( "Mpv( ]
ambivalence both to greater ethnic diversity and to policy measures designatstoe
greater equality and cohesion (Beider 2011; Open Society Foundations 2014). Such a sense
of white unfairness is not unique to the UK, with similar dispositions identified in other
European states, such as the Netherlands (Sniderman and Hagendo0®), 20its heart is
% E %S]}v SZ S "UPp0S] HMOSUE 0]*S_ %}0] C u epE » u v % E
minority ethnic communities at the expense of marginalised white communities, with such
racialised grievance central to the 2001 northern riots (@ra001; Thomas, 2003; 2011a).
/v }vipv 8]}v A]S8Z §Z]e 8Z E Z - v ~"~AZzZ]3% lo «Zz_ ~, A]88 1
white young people, often from poor economic backgrounds, in response taauist
educational initiatives in schools and youth work. 3&eneasures have had positive impacts
amongst many white young people but it must be acknowledged that they have not worked
with some young people (Thomas, 2002). The {28%11 riots policy response of
AN Yuupv]SC }Z e]}v_U o }v §Z )yvacknoWedgeddda realiiy of this
sense of grievance and negative backlash in some white areas. It not only moved away from
§Z % &} ou s8] ovPuP }( "upoS] HOoSUE oO]eu_ HElank€E opu ¢S v
policy work towards an emphasis on comnality, crosscommunity partnership and
greater contact between people of different ethnic, faith and social backgrounds.
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However, to date there is only limited evidence of marginalised white communities
participating in community cohesion and integratimork, or of more positive attitudes to
ethnic diversity. Alongside this, the most meaooltural areas of the country remain white
ones, with some white people, particularly in economically marginalised areas, having very
little opportunity to meet peopleof different backgrounds. Here, policyakers need a

better sense of both attitudes within such areas towards great local diversity and cross
community contact, and of the local capacity to participate in cohesion work.

The context for local policy attempto develop community cohesion and integration work
since 2001 has been one of greatly increased immigration from Eastern Europe that has
rapidly altered the demographic makeg of some areas. Since 2008 the country has also
experienced a very significaatonomic recession. What has also shaped the current

context has been a recent wave of antinority, specificallyanti-Muslim protest, much of

which has centred on thactivities of theEnglish Defence League (EBdsocial movement
group that since 209 has staged street demonstrations in towns and cities across the UK as
well as developing a significant online presence (Copsey 2010). While the EDL and most of
its various offshoots have claimed to comprise peaceful protest groups and have taken a
numb E }( u *pE * 8} Z%}0o] [ 3Z J]E }Av u}Vve3E §]}ve ~ pezZ E |
have provided significant public order challenges and have added further stress to
community relationsas shown by rallies held in both Dewsbury and Baflégse

mobilisatins have highlighted the need to better understand how such groups are viewed
within the sort of marginalised, mainly white communities that they claim to speak for, and
to document how the cohesion and integration agendas are playing out in these
communities.

’Some of the most prominent EDL activists have claimed that their protests concern only what they refer to as

Neo U] emBS&E_ }E ~ul]o]S v8 /feou_U pus 82 E®Z S}E] v Z vSe p- C S&]A]s
online conversations suggest that such a narrdefinition of their protestissuesis probably heldnly by a

relatively smalminority of people associated with the group.
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3. Methodology

The project used a mixed methods design, combining sdrasgd quantitative methods

with interview and focus group qualitative methods. This allowed the research team to
understand a broad sweep of views on community relations merdeptions of the EDL

within predominantly white areas, whilst at the same time undertaking a deeper exploration
of the lived experience of local residents.

The household survey comprised 31 questions on five main themes:

x What they valued most ahd their locality and their town (Dewsbury/Huddersfield)
as a place to live;

The main challenges facing peopietheir locality, in their towrand the UK;
Community relations and integration;

Civic participation and trust;

Awareness of and attitudes towards aiuslim protest groups like the EDL.

X X X X

The Kirklees survey sample comprised &33ponses. The same survey was also@amwut
in neighbouring Calderdalgvhich had a smallesample = 212esponses), providing an
overall sample of 646 responses. The sumwag administered facto-face onp } %00 [
doorsteps. In Kirklee# was carried out across fouesearch sites: three areas in north
Kirklees and one in south Kirkledhe fourareas were chosen by the research teem
collaboration with Kirklee€ouncilofficersto reflect priority areas for the revised Kirklees
Community Cbesion strategyalongside a comparator area from the soetth area of the
authority. Within each of thehree northernareas, a targeted sample was used to reflect
patches with challenging economiccumstances, whilghe targeted area of south Kirklees
represented a more varied spread of economic circumstantésimportant to emphasise
that this sample INOT represetative of Kirklees as a whole, or of the electoral wards
within Kirkleeswithin which the samples were taken.

Figurel: Map of Kirklees, West
Yorkshire, displaying main
towns

Contains Ordnance Survey data
© Crown copyright and

database right 2014
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Across the Kirkleesample, 60% of respondents were female and 40% male. Although a
good range of age groups are covered, the 65+ age group is overrepresented (see Figure 2
below). Most of the respondents were long term residents, with half having lived in the area
for 20 years or more, 15% between 11D years, 18% between®years, with the smallest
numbers being more recent residents (8% betweeh years and 7% betweenyears).
Approximately 70% of working age respondents were in paid work. The majority of
respondents95% identified themselves as White British.

Figure2: Age of survey respondents (N=434) (by %)

20 -
18 -

16 -

14 -

12 -
% 10 -

8_ i i

18-24  25-34  35-44  45-54  55-59 60-64

o N B~ O

The qualitative element of theesearch comprised skey informant interviews and fifteen
focus group discussions. Key informants were selected purposively toeecsverage of
each of the fouresearch sites and representation from a range of different institutional
stakeholders: tk local authority, Police angthools. The final sartgpcompised one police
officer, one local authoritgfficer, two local authority youth workers, one school Head
Teacher, and one local authority community workieterviews were senstructured and
focused on four main themes: community organisation and lesltigr changing attitudes
towards contact and integration with people from other ethnic and religious backgrounds;
how cohesion and integration policy interventions have played out; and how, if at all, the
emergence of the EDL had affected the situatiors linportant to stress, respondents were
asked to discuss their own views, experiences and understanding and were not asked to
speak on behalf of their respective organisations.

A minimum of hree focus groups were held in each area (for the purposeefjtralitative
component, one with young people aged approximately20g in two of the areas a
number of focus groups were held to effectively engage with young peapmte) with young
adults (aged approximately Z30), and one with older adults (aged 50Fhe following
topics were discussed: what people valued most about and the major challenges facing
people living in their local area attideir town; crosscommunity contact andommunity
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tensions and how these have changed in recent years; and howthiréythe activities of
groups like the EDL have affected the situation.

All the interviews and focus groups were vereeorded and transcribed verbatim. Each
transcript was read and coded by at least two members of the research team. Initial coding
identified themes within each of the five main research topics. Themes were then cross
checked across the research team before integrating the quantitative and qualitative
analysis
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4. Findings

The discussion of the findings is based around five main topigdade; 2 civic
participation and community leadershif) attitudes towards antiminority protest 4)
contact and integratio’’” v fie 33]3p ¢ S}A E o Z }Z <]}v[ §]A]S] X

4.1. Place

Participants in the survey expressed broadly positive feelings both about their local areas
and abouttheir local Town (Dewsbury/Huddersfiglshgeneral as a place to livege

Figures 3 and Below).

Figure3: "HEA C E *%}v vSe[ » §]¢( 3§]}v A]S3Z 8Z ]E o} o & .
(by %)

60

Very satisfied Fairly satisfied Neither Fairly Very
satisfied nor dissatisfied dissatisfied
dissatisfied

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (n=336) @ Kirklees (n=434)

Iv ] pee]vP ( o]JvPe }us Zo} o & [ Z & U ]S «Z}uo IviAo
geographical localities, whetherigparticular social housing estatdsE Zv u [ & U &E
ViS v e E]JOC A% E] vV e ]JvP }v }luupv]SCX K(S v SZ Z }
much smaller micro communities, identified and bounded by particular sets of streets or
landmarks, and frequently having a strong sense ofttaiality that can produce both

*SE}VP }vv 3]}ve 8} v ]JPZ }uEe ps o0} ctJu A E]v e«U }JE A v

When we talk about Dewsbury moor, its five estates as such in Dewsbury moor
(Young Adult

/| $Z]vl A EC}v §Z §[expelidnce vthe @st five years has been known
to someone in that area anyway off that estdt¥e z } u f8t one side of the estate
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AZ} AYV[E E}ee }JA E }vE} §Z 1}8Z E ] }( &Zairlpd § X A v &

o}e v 3§Z C[(Respordeént 4).
dZ C e+ SZ ue 0OA s o« % E 5 U SZ C A

&) o« % E § X d

\Y
Ae HWECU 3Z C[E V}3 % &S }( §Z 88U 8Z C[E dZ}EvZ]oo

(Respondent 5)

This realityof microccommunityidentification and loyaltie®oth cautions againsimplistic

HV E+S v JvPe }( Zu EP]v o] AZ]8 }Juupv]s8] e[ v O0°} %opuse 3

promoting crosscommunity contact in to contextt suggests that there first needs to be a
focus on strengthening civil society participatio v Z }Z withwm[and between distinct
micro communities in some white areas before contact activity with other {wbite)
communities is possible.

Figured: "UEA C E *%}v vSe[ » §]e( 3]}v A]lS3Z 37 |eEsfidijpas ~
a place to live (N=434) (%)

Very satisfied Fairly satisfied Neither Fairly Very
satisfied nor dissatisfied dissatisfied
dissatisfied

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbhury (n=336) @ Kirklees (n=434)

Looking at survey respondents satisfaction with their town (Figure 4 above) we see that
levels of satisfaction reduce, particularly those citidigry satisfied(dropping from 19% to
5% in comparison t&atisfaction with local arepand modest increases in levels of
dissatisfaction.

There wasalsoa marked difference in how respondents fraouth Kirkleegadmittedly
living further away from their local towrviewedHuddersfield and how Dewsbury residen
viewed their owntown. Whensurvey respondents we askedo describe the best things
about living in Huddersfiel@Figure 5 belowthe amenities such as shops, restaurants and
the nighttime economy (pubs, theatre, nigtite) figured prominentlyas vell as transport
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links dZ]e Je Jv *Z E% }VSE 3 8} spEA C E «%}v vi[e A] A.

Ae HEC ~&]PUE 0O o0}Ae AZ] Z ]+ }ul]v & C E *%o}Vv

Figure5: Respondents' views of thbest things dout living in Huddersfield (N=98
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decline of Dewsbury and the external stigma attached f@igcussedurther below). When
A} S Z ] aP4d responswasdiscountedin the analysis, a considerable portion of the
remaininganswers focussed dmansportlinkswith other towns anccities. Ae H@EC [
existing shops and market were also seen as positive features.
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Figure7: Survey respondents’ views of the best things about living in Dewsbury with
ZE}SZ]vP[ A opu ~EA 170

4.1.1. Anxieties aboudecline andcchange

Many smaller exndustrial towns in the north of England have struggled in recent times as
jobs, shops and leisure outlets have gravitated towards bigger cities such as Leeds or
Manchester.The perception of Dewsbury as a town in decline was stromgnast
respondents

> | }( *Z}% e VIA CeX dZ 3§}Ave. Y /§[¢« ]+Pu+3]vPU A]5Z
Jv HeSE] » 3Z S[+ 0} } A v X ghohtstow@what i ised to be
(Olderadult).

Dewsbury is dying slowm{yfoung Adult

The shops and market stalls that do still operate in Dewsbury Town centre are increasingly
run byAsianproprietorsand for somaespondentghese tworealitieshave merged to
create aracialsed and negative perception of change:

Every shop is run by Asissnow, all the shops are closif}pung Person
(Dewsbur®) ] vY ]JePpesS]vP ¥wid(Oldes Adult)

One result of this general decline was a shared perception arotigyoung people
themselvesand older adults of a lack of safe spaces and places for young people to go to.
This was seen as understandably leading to situations of young people hanging around on
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the streets and in public spaces, such as Dewsbury Bus Station, sometimes @eating
nuisance for others:

Because there is nothing hefewsburykll the kids hang around the bus station and
stuff (Young Person

Just before you came there was a big crowd of them gathering around the corner where
you live a really big crowd and some sat in the middle of the road (Young)Adult

| }v[8 SZ]vl SZ & ] up Z (}@ $Z Euwl PMpSZ op vC ul@E ]
§Z E UA Z A vVv[§ P}3 CludZhaog(YauhgAd)ltpe 35}

This research was cardeut before the fasfood chain McDonalds closed their Dewsbury
Town Centre restaurantwhichis likely to havevould further exacerbate these concerns.

This economic declingf Dewsburyhad merged with negative events, such as the Shannon
Matthews contoversy, oneof the 7/7 bombers having lieein Dewsburylinksto other

terror plots and EDdemonstrationgo create an external stigma for the town and its
inhabitants:

YIu IVIA }v uC 3A]88 E % P v 3Z 5§ 0}3U / Z A v[8 %ous A
Yedn, whenlgoonho] C / « CU }ZeéfigY¢urg Berson

/ S yhat a lot of people bring to mind when you say | come from Dewsbury, Moor
they say ooh Shannon MatheWws]yes/fi $Z]vI]vP §Z E [¢ U%SC ¢Z}% U §
London bombergOlder Aduly.

4.1.2. Local, regional and national issues

Also apparent from théndingsis the fact thattomments about challenges and problems
were shaped by scaleby whether respondents were talking about théocal areas, about
their Town(Dewsbury/Huddersfieldyr about Britain. Of particular relevance to this report
is the way immigration and political or religious extremism were identified as a more
significant issue when talking about the national rather than the Ipaalre. When askd
about the main issues facing people in their local areaignation came 6 out of 12
options, withracism, political extremism and religious extremism comingelastill (see
Figure 8 beloyw However, when asked about the maisuss facing people in
Dewsbury/Huddersfield concern about immigration rises up48 (Figure 9 below), and up
to 3 when asked about the main issues facing Britain (Figure 10 below).
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Figure8: SurveyE *%o}v VvSe[ (E SJVP }( Ju%e}ES vS ]ee|ocal baredvP %o } %00
(N=434)
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The most prominentocalissues relate t@oncern about wider social ills, such as crime, illicit
drugs (a specific suget of presenting crime levels, and perhaiself functioningasaZ+*]Pv o
EJu [* BV U%O}Cu v3U v &} o0 e+ E A3 VS %}A ESCU v SE |
(Figure 8 above)Vhilst there is a difference in emphasis between the two towns, these
*°} ] 0 % &} o ue ( SUE o EP v dmiladpitture emprges]fore X
respondents ratings of important issues facing their town, although we see a juxtaposition
of relative rankings, with unemployment being the most cited problem (see Figure 9 below).
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Figured: "HEA C E *%}v v3e[ & S]VP }( Ju%e}ES vS Jeep o ( JVP %o
434)
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nation (Figure 10 below)
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It is worth emphasising that at all three leseZ E o]P]}ue ASE u]eu[ v Z%}0]S] «
are viewed agither the least important issuesr one of the least importan When asked
about issues for people in their local areas (Figure 8 alesgs)than 2% of respondents in
Dewsbury selected political or religious extremism as a problem, however, when asked
about the main problems facing Britain, 5% of Dewsbury respondmi¢sted religious
extremism and 2% selectgablitical extremism (Figure 10 above).These effects of scale are
also borne out in the qualitative data. We can only speculate as to why this is the case.
However, one possible explanation would be that whilegle might be aware of and even
to some extent buy into narratives currently prominent in public and media discourse about
No eZ }( MOSUE ¢ ~¢ <up\DYPYU TuldViiigU §Z « & v[S E o00O0
JEV JuS v % }% 0 [+ }Av % @8 ofheravords fendl bevthe cAse that
even where people might be enjoying broadly positive experiences of contact and
integration in the course of their everyday lives, their view of those experiences and what
they represent can still be coloured by dorant political and media discourse.

4.2. CividParticipation and Community Leadership

There is broad agreement in the academic literature that where there is greater civic
participation and greater social trust, people are more likely to feel able to geattze
challenges faced by them and their communities, including reacting positively to
demographic change and increasing community diversity. In the survey, focus groups and
interviews, we discussed two aspects of civic participatigmhe extent and ature of civil
society organisationsv.  Z o @GvetHih %@dal communitiesand; (i) engagement with
formal political structures.

4.2.1. Local civil society and community leadership
Most key informants and focus group participants were in agreertfeattwhite British
Juupv]s] ¢« IVv[E§ Z A $Z -« u PE }( }EP v]e }uupv]sSC u} ]Jo
communication and leadership structures as do Asian heritage communities. This was
attributed in part to the organising role of mosques as focal points for conitygtructures
within Asian communities, which was contrasted sharply with the declining role of churches
and of community groups generallythe lives of many white British people:

TZ ul]v J(( & v e (& < /[u }v Ev ]J* dd@sa(masssd § SZ U
role whereas in white communities the churcls laavery smaller diminished role
(Respondent 1)

The one thing that does come up quite frequently, amongst white working class
communities is that they have perhaps fewer groups, fewer perckiaeers and

(A E }% % }ESHV]E] » 8} ee (MV *U AZ 8Z @ §Z §[« SEpu }(
constantly(Respondent 2)

| think there aresignificant leaders of maybe community voluntary sector
organs §]}ve pud Z}A up Z %po00 3Z C Z A v Z}&te]PZU / }v[
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strength in the networks than those in other communities, such as there might be in
some of the Asian communiti@R@espondent 6)

More generally, community structures in less adfii white communities were described as

being less formalised, more local and less integrated into larger political structuvesss

noted by key informants that those playing leadership roles within these communities might
§S (E -+ (Ekeypoplet }@Eetivists E SZ Eomiunity‘leaderswho had

clear authoritylocal +3 v JvP v-]2[piJ3Z]v 8Z |]E }uupv]s] W

In terms of speaking with people of authority, there is less of that in the white
community because those particular leadefsv[§ Z A« upind supfgpse
from all the communityRespondent 3)

| think thereare significant leaders of nry? Communityoluntary sector

organgsations but how much pull they have and hbigh, / }v[S S$Z]vistBez &
strength in the networks than those in other communities that might be some of the
Asian communitieRespondent 5)

This reality can lead tolaadershipvacuum,sometimes filled in problematic ways:

You have so called communigtivists who%opueZ E]PZ8§ AJvP P v v SZ C
Z AloC ]JvA}oA U S8Z C[E §Z }v e+ 3Z 8§ SEC 8} P & (uv JvP
}v 8]A]18] + v 3Z C[A S3E] 38} P &8 EELEALE plos «} 3Z C[E
only just portraying this negative @ssage about Muslims and Savilletown and
dZ}EvZ]ooU 8Z C[E P 383]vP C}uVP % }%0 ]JvA}oA Jv §].
positive thingsy (Respondent 5)

This suggests both that ARMinority protest group activists can gain credibility in the eyes
}( *Ju o} o E ¢] vS8e C Z u%]}v]vP 0} O Jeenu e v SZ § ey Z
possible in situations of weak local mainstream civil society structures and activity

4.2.2. The Importance of locsthte professionals

Key informants and severfidcus group participants did make reference to attempts by
professionalsuch as community workers, youth workers and housing officers to support
the development of loal community structures. These professionals were seen as pivotal
local figures within the civil society reality outlined aboteommunity-based professionals
were described as providing a vital and trusted point of contaith local service providers
and youth centres and youth services frequentlgntified as one of he most positive and
effective aspectsf local areas.

| went recently on a residential to York, took them all to York and you get chatting
JV[S§ C}p 0o 8 3 Vv]PZ3 Iv[Z Q}p ]W (JAIS}Z 8v[S8 Z A v (}E
Jv(iop v }(8Z P]Eo[* PE}u%U P} (RespAndehZd)E /] §} C

t [ AYE- }(( A13Z}us zW(YPUWR]G R&sono ]l 3$Z]-
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Because of the mobile unit we can get right into their estates, whereaitge XX XXX

J* }Jv }(8Z uU 8Z & ] u **]A PE}u% }( CIUVP % }%o0 U /
young people and some of them were not engagingaso Working up there now as

well (Respondent 5)

Even over the last three to five years since the sgnafits scheme started to reduce

§Z & [+ (]v]S oC v (00 ]vs§§Z vpuu E }( }uupv]sC PE}
§Z §[« AZ 8 A & 3 ES]vP 38} o}})l 8 VIAA & SEC]vP 3§}
up again(Respondent 6)

4.2.3. Political engagement andpresentation

In terms of engagement with formal political institutions, 60%wiveyrespondents in the
Kirkleessamplesaid that they voted in the 2010 general electioong waybelow the

national average of 65.19As can be seen in Figure 11 (belaw® most frequent reasons

PIJA v (J& v}$ A}S]vP A « 3Z § 3Z E A+ Zv A & A}3 [U Zv}s }3Z
(JE X KEZ E }luu}v G «%}ve o }vs]vp Jv e<Julo E A JvW 3Z § %
§Z § 83Z C M }V[SE SEU*S % }0]81 "V N YVEBZ §BZSES §Z C Z A "v} ]

FigurellW "pHEA C E *%}v VvSe[ E <}ve (}E v}$ A}S]JVvP ~EABid-

4.2.4. Trust

dZ suyEA C 3§ Jv] 8 E o 8]A oC Z]PZ o A o+ }( SEN*S Jv }v [-
below). Responses were less positive with regards some of the public authorities.

Participants in the survey expressed particularly low levels of trust in thenadtio

government, and there was nothing in the focus group discussions that contradicts this

finding.

3 http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/election_2010/86726.stm Voter turnout irDewsbury constituency
was 68.5%, Huddersfield, 61.1% and in Colne Valley¥69.1
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Figurel2: Survey respondents' (by neighbourhood) level of trust in neighbours and public
institutions (1 lowest, 10 highest, N=34)
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Whilst local government enjoys more trust than do national government, the mean score
(either combining both towns dior Dewsburyitself) still sits below 5and as such is far

from a ringing endorsement. The Police enjoy a relatively higher level of trust, a finding
which broadly mirrors findings from policing research more generally (see HMIC 2012; 2011;
Jackson et al, 2014).

4.3. Attitudes to AntiMinority Protests

Kirklees has experienced significant activity by-amtiority protests groups andxtreme

rightwing % }0]8] 0 % @E3] » Jv 8Z 0 8 ( A C E+X Ae HEC[* o]vlie
other terror plots, along with its highrofile Mosque, has &tacted a number of national

English Defence League rallies. Each one has caused very significant disruption to the life of

the area as welldue to the scale and manner of the resulting pobperations. Onef

these EDL rallies in Dewsbury prompted augr of youngMuslimmen to plan and attempt

to carry out a terrorist attack on the rally. The trial resultingnfirthis foied plotcame to a

conclusion whilst field research was being conductesisuch, at the time of this research,

the EDL provided theost high profile vehicle for expressing amtinority sentiment®

In the survey and during the focus groups and interviews, participants were asked questions
about their attitudes towards and experiences of contact with the Bist (63%) of the
peoplewho completed the survey had heard of the EDhsurprisingly, awareness of the

4AIthough trust in the police nationally has recently has started to waiver due to a host of high profile scandals

*http://www.theguardian.com/uk/2013/jun/10/sixwould-be-terrorists-edHailed
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EDL was higher in Dewsbury than in south Kirklees. In Dewgtl3ur{6 had heard of the

EDL and knew what they stood for, whilst 21.6% had heard of them but were unsure what
they stood for. This still lefhore than one third of respondent84.7% not having heard of
them (an even larger 43.9% for the samuestion in south KirklegsThis awareness of the
EDL was higher amongst young men in employment.

People were most likelyothave heard about the EDL through mainstream mesbang

43.76 had heard abouhem through the television, 23% through a national newspaper

and 35.%6 through a local newspapeHowever, family and friends (234&) and social
media(23.3%)were also imprtant sources ofnformation. Alternativelya not
inconsiderablel1.3% of those who had heard of the EDL stated that they had learned about
the group from somebody involved in the EDL.

Those who said they had heard of the EDL were asked to completedsaa®ociation
exercise. They were given 20 words (with a range of more positive, negative and neutral
significations), and asked to select the words they thought most accurately described the
EDL. There were three main findings from the combined sureeysfgroup and key
informant interview analysis.

4.3.1. There wasenly limitedsupport and relatively little sympathy expressed for the EDL

The overwhelming majority of survey respondents in Kirklees expressed broadly negative

feelings towards the EDIONnly 13% o$urvey participants in the Kirklees sample expressed
sympathetic viewsdwards the EDL, a little und24% of those who had heard of the EDL. In

general, responses were dominated by words with clear negative significations such as

ANE J3SE uES U ~"Al}lo vi_U 2w PEE(EpeFidurg Bhetdw) oThe

U}eS (E <p V30C Z}e v o E]%S]3DUeOFZ] A > uj@E v&j JPu}peX D}e
respondents appeared to use it in conjunction with negative words, but some used it in

conjunction with more positive words.
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Figurel3: Words associated with the EDL among Kirklees survey respond®273
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This finding was supported by the focus group data. Most respondents were critical or
dismissive of the EDL as an organisation. Much of this criticism centred on the aggressive
reputation of the EDL, the potential for violence which the spectacle of street
demonstrations and heavy policing carry, and the significant disruption these
demonstrations cause to the wider community:

18]+ ipeS  pe]vP SE}u 6V (FE}}1ES dFA V)0 A Y pedpiedihoP
attend these demonstrations are not from h¢rg and how much police resources
and that they wast€Young Adult

They just come bombing it and throwing stuff and wrecking the whole town centre
which means that nobody can go out shopping and all the shops have to close down
(Young Peson).

| Y& E+8 v >X / EZ]vl §Z § §Z C[E o00 E 8§ E X dZ C
P} 0o 0 A +}vi3Z3§3ZC%E} oC v] |l v | }v[8§ IVIA AZ
§Z C[& v}S$S vPo]*Zz (v > PpUSZC[E Vv}S (v ]vP vC
chanting hit [Y] / }v[§ $Z]vl §Z C «%eung PREI
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The marches they are causing friction between pedplkey are nothelping,do you
know, basically | hate {troung Adult)

4.3.2. More sympathetic views towards the EDL were associated with lovatdi$tearing

about the EDL through personal networks

When data for the combined Kirklees and Calderdale sample were analysed together, there
were a number of variables that were statistically associated with people being more likely
to express moresympathetic views towards the EDdeéTable 1below).

It is important to emphasisthat the data in Table dlescribestatistical associationather

than causality. What we can skeweverand what is broadly in keeping with the findings of
national surveydata on EDL activists (Bartlett & Littler, 20islhatmore sympathetic
attitudes towards the EDL are associated with particularly low levels of trust in public
authorities, with being male and with a general dissatisfaction with where they live. Given
that engagement with groups like the EDL often takes place through personal networks
(Busher, 2015), the finding that greater sympathy with the EDL is positively associated with
hearing about the group through friends (either offline or online) and neghtigssociated
with hearing about the group via televisias also to be expected. The finding that there is
a correlation between seffeported nationality as English rather than, for example, British,
is also an interesting and would appear to correlaith research that points to the

creeping racialization and increasingly exclugiather than inclusivenature of English
identity (Thomas, 2011b).

Tablel: Variables significantly associated with views sympathetic to the EDL

"Mu () ue PEIU% %o ES] ]% vSe E i S §Z Al A}( &z >
label as undeserved:
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TZ C & Vv}S & ]+*8SU ]88 ]* v}S & ]*S PE}u% €hey,5Z C }V][S
15[« $Z Dupueo]u (YAl GEPerdos «

4.3.3. Reonances of the EDL narrative, if not the tactics

Despite the negative perceptions of the EDétailed in section 8.1 abovg, a number of
what might be calledL themes or concerns did resonate with some survey and focus
group participantsi.e. concerns that their voices were not listened to, that there was
preferential treatment of people from BME backgrounds, and ttfeinging demographics
andimmigration was contributing to chamgtheir neighbourhoods in ways with which
they were not atirely comfortablewith or which theyobjected ta It is worth noting, for
example, thatl9% said they werddighly likelyfto sign a petition against a new mosque in
their area, andL3%][quite likely[ S} ¢fiGuwres significantly higher than those it to a
petition against a new church in their aréz®o and 2% respectively)

Several focus group respondents discussed the socialisation process into the EDL and the
role played by local social networks:

A general thing is that whatever they have leaiit*v[$ }u (E}u §Z JE }Av
IviAo P X /8[*+ }u (E}u 8Z u ] U ]8[* }u (E}u *}u $Z]VvP :
« Z}}oU ]8[¢ Ju (E}u % }%o0 ]Jv 8Z Yuupv]3CU AZ 8Z E ]38
members in the community or other friends of theily (Respondent).

People do talk about it in quite open terms, oh yeah, yeah. | went on the EDL march,
or | support the EDL, because they are taking all our jobs, they get benefits and they
can build their mosques in any direction they wang (Respondent 1)

For some focus grouparticipants, theEDL were articulating wider community concerns:

/| $Z]vl 8Z C[E }voC * CJvP AZ 8 83Z u i}E]S3C }( % }%o0 E
enough people to do anything aboutf@Ider Adult)

These wider concerns relatedth to concerns about terrorism and loddluslimlinks to it:

/| §Z]vl ]8[° lv Ev (JE 82 AZ]S 0} 0 % }%o0 AzZ §Z € §Z
in mosques around which are perpetuating this terrorists acts and | am just

concerned forallofusasBee WEC %o } %o 0 He A IuYdund £ A EC A
Adult).

Such concerns about terrorism were part of a wider set of anxietiessageificantchanges
to the economy and to local community and its cultunath Asians being linked to these
changes:

Wecav[Ss P § i} « }e[ Y(]S#etyust because of the Asigrits people like,
W}o]*ZU 8Z C[E A}EI]VP u}ENYahgPesoE o + u}v C
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4.4. Contact and integration

As might be expected, a rather complicated picture emerges from the datmestions

about contact and integration. The survey data indicat®adly,a positive support for
increased crossommunity contact and integration, whilst having more mixed views on the
current extent and nature of such contact and integratibimsurprisngly, respondents from
South Kirklees were more positive than those from Dewsbury about the current state of
crosscommunity contact and integration.

The survey utilised a standard question previously used by national government surveys
such & the Plac&urvey, around perceptions of how people from different ethnic groups
get along locallyThe result{seeFigure 14delow)show that more than a quarter46.8% of
Dewsburyrespondents overall agreed either datiely or mostly that Dewsburig a place
where people from different ethnfdackgrounds get on, whilever a half $8.4%)

disagreed either mostly or definitely (Figure 13 beldw)contrast, the comparabliggures

for Huddersfield shova slight majority, 42.8%lefinitely [or Ehostly agreeindand 40.8%
mostly[or definitely disagreeing

Figurel4: Survey respondents' views on whether their Town (Dewsbury/Huddersfield) is a
place where people from differenethnicbackgrounds get on well together (N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

Very similar responses were given to the question of whether Dewsbury is a place where
people from different religious backgrounds get anth 55.@6disagreéng either mostly or

6 Respondents were asked about their attitudes towards mixing and integration both with regards to ethnic
and religious groupings in order to@xine the extent to which people did make a distinction between the
two issues.
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strongly (Figure 16elow). In both cases, however, interpretation of thetsa is
problemats C S$Z o EP vpu Erespohsgs(14.8% for ethnic differences
and 17.P6for religious differencesespectively in Dewsbury.

Figurel5: Survey respondents' views on whether their Town (Dewsburytiersfield) is a
place where people from differenteligiousbackgrounds get on well together (N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

These negative perceptions of current crassnmunity contact and relations in Dewsbury
are balancd, though, by responses to further questions. In resge to the question of
Whether it is good that there are people of different ethnic backgrounds living in their
towns|[just over one half§2.1% of Dewsbury respondents and 53% of Huddersfield
respondentdefinitely or mostly agreed, and 28.5% and 3#3pectivelydefinitely or
mostlydisagreed
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Figurel6W "pHEA C E *%}v VvSe[ A] A« }Jv AZ 8§z & ]5 ] P}} &z
different ethnic backgrounddiving in Dewsbuy/Huddersfield N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

A similarcommitmentto and acceptance of diversity was shown in the next question about
the presenceof religious diversity in their local town. Her®4% of Dewsbury respondents
definitely [or @ostly agreedthat such local religious diversity is goathd 52.1 of
Huddersfield respondentgefinitely [or mostly agreed X

Figurel7W "pEA C E *%}v v3e[ A] Ae }v AZ §Z & 15 ] P}} &
different religious backgrouds living in Dewsbury/Huddersfield (N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)
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When asked whether it is good that there are people from different ethnic backgrounds, or
religious backgrounds, living in Dewsbury/Huddersfietdboth questions, close to 20% of

Dewsbury respondents answeredE }S "W&E]{ u C Jv] S & *%}v vS[e E op S
comment on such a charged issue, or even that people with negative feelings about

diversity would rather say nothing at all. However, anothery to interpret this response is

that it isindicatingboth the need and significant potential for greater community debate

about and involvement in cohesion activity that demonstrates the positive benefits of

diversity and contact.

This positive support for the existence of ethnic and religious diversityeir local town
extended to supporfor there being more contact than there is now between people of
different ethnic and religious backgrounds.4% of Dewsbury respondents definitely or
mostly agreed that there should be more contact between peoplditberent ethnic
backgrounds and 46.9 of Huddersfield respomdedefinitely or mostly agreed:

Figurel8W ~"HEA C Z *%}v v3e[ A] Ae }v AZ §Z € §Z E <Z}po u)
people from different ethnic backgrounds in Dewsahy/Huddersfield (N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

Similarly, 53.3% ddewsburyrespondentsand 44.%9% of Huddersfield respondend&finitely
or mostly agreed that there should be more contact between people of different religious
backgrounds
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Figureld:: "HEA C Z *%}v v3e[ A] Ae }v AZ §Z E 8Z E +Z}uo
people from different religious backgrounds in Dewsbury/Huddersfield (N=434)

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

m Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

Thissupport from asubstantial portion ofespondents foboth the existence of local ethnic
and religious diversity and for more contact between diverse communities casts a different
light from the more negativeperceptionsof current community relationgn Dewsbury It
demonstrateghat there isan appetite for contact anddialogueamongst thissignificant

portion of respondentsif policy and practice can support and encourage it in helpful, rather
than unhelpful, ways. Theelativelyhigh vpu &€& }( ZE}S "uE& <prshe@aqiiRd }us
number of ways. linay reflect some social desirability bias in operation, wiEghaps

some of theseespondents are reluctant tbe seen aspenly disagremgwith positive

diversity and cohesiomessages$or fear ofappearing intoleranbr bigoted, but may

secretly favar answering in the negative. If this is the case, it would bolster the number of
detractors and the size of the policy challenge. Alternativielgpondents may genuinely be
unsure, perhaps reflecting unease about inadvertently generating-etienic corflict or

some othertype of concernThese are of course conjectures but the prevalence of those
stating 'not sureabout a proposition over diversity that would be viewed as unproblematic
in some areas of the countrgmains an important finding. More opnistically, it may
demonstratethe need andpotential for engagingmore people in dialogue and activity

around these issueglowever, it is also clear thatsignificant portion of respondents

mostly or definitely disagree withoth the reality of diversy andthe idea of more contact
between people of different ethnic or religious backgrounds

How policy and practice resporsare frameds obviously the question and here there is
§ E}uv 3Z %% E} Z }( Z }uulv A op [ *}u 8]Ju * %o0}C
to community relationsThemainly negativeesponseo aqguestion on uniting around
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Z }uu}v A a@pdenhdditionaB4%of respondents beinZ E}S "HE [ suPP e8¢ §7Z § &
o VPuU P }( Z }uulv A op * ]* ]83Z €& v}$ pv E-«3digertainh} 3 o %o %o } E
suggests that this is not an effective way to frame cohesion policy and practice

Figure20W "pHEA C Z *%}v VvS3e— ~ C v |]PZ }JuEZ}} » A] A« }v AZ §Z
are people from different ethnic and religious backgrounds in Dewsbury/Huddersfield, we
E o 8} lu 38}P 8Z E E}uv o SINE4A3Mu}lv A op o

Definitely Mostly agree  Mostly Definitely Not sure
agree disagree disagree

® Huddersfield (n=98) m Dewsbury (N=336) @ Kirklees (N=434)

This survey datan crosscommunity contact and integration was explored further in the
interviews and focus group discussiomfe resulting findings are reported in the next
section under four interelated subthemes.

4.4.1 Superficial conviviality

Although focus grougee (ES] ]% vSe v | C Jv(}EU vSe *%o}l Jus Z}A %o )
scepticism was expressed about the extent to which contact and mixing goes beyond fairly
superficial contact, and several research participants described a generalised suspicion of

and rductance to mix with different ethnic gupsoutside of a few defined social contexts

/| Alpo + C 8Z u i}E]SCU } SEC v PS}v v ](8Z C Vv[s§
(E}lu Z }8Z ®U AZ] Z ]*v[8 O0A C- §Z S AC ps +}u 3]u
cav[§ P 8§ }v v C}u }v[8 A v3 8§} P, bulthat dodmotEngior% E 3
community cohesiofRespondent 3)
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| think behind closed doors and behind closed ears and behind closed eyes | think
there is still quite a lot of scepticism about contfc} in predominantly white

Juupv]sS] « SZ E ] ]*SEpPeS }( vCSZ]vP SZ S[e v}S SZ =+ u
][+ vC u}®& u &l &}uv Z E SZ v ]S ]e ]Jv u}es }v}iu] oo
(Respondent 1)

This included a perception that families whaaaxercise housing or schooling choice were
doing so in some cases in order to avoid ethnic mixing:

| think in somereas in the district Y] for me the problem is growing in terms of the
areas becoming more segregated, you only have to lookeaétiucaton system and

that isa reflection to me as to where people are choosing to live as well and that is a
worry and how that will play out in terms of cohes{®&espondent 6)

Some of this apparent reluctance to engage in cetdsic mixing was understood aging
based on pessimism about the outcomes of such mixing:

8ZJvl 18 A« P}} ] S} ul]AE& SZ uU pusS Jv sju e ve o ]5[e v}
because it can cause frictigioung Adult

Similar pessimistic feelings were expressed about the prosp#aiutof-school mixing
betweenyoung people, as discussed id 4 below.

4.4.2 Slow busteadyprogress?

At the same time, a significant number of respondents of all ages expressed both positive
feelings about mixing and the belief that progréswards greater mixing was steadily being
madethrough natural processes of work, social contact and sporting/leisure activitis
included the changing reality of youth street culture, with increasing eetissic alliance in
street activities and collitts, Whilst it led some respondents to urge policy activity that
would speed such processes up, others felt that such steady progress illustrated how
cohesion should come through natural processes of individual choice rather than being
socially engineer } & Z (} &disdudsed further in Sectiorbdelow:

t oo/ V[E }u%o ]v ue AZ € / u (E}u/ z ] vv]PZ
AE P}} 8tuU/ v[§+«C AE}VP A}E JuS uC v JPZ }u@E
and bad in us allOder Aduly.

Wehave alwayshd v <] v }luupv]SC S} u SsZ C &E ifYesngue &E VvI[S
Adult).

YIU[A +3]o0 P}S CIuE t 3 d}Av t EE]}E AZ] Z }ve]ede }(
kids(Respondent %
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In a lot of ways attitudes have changed but you have to experigtcesee what
benefits that social cohesion can brifRespondent 1)

We played a game the other week against Saville town which was played in really

good spirit, you know everybody got on welthere was no animosity what so ever ,

Clun }po v[¥ differemce they were just two football teams playing football

eu *Z]JvP U 8} u ]8[* 83Z }voC AC A & P}]vP 8} P} (JEA «
E v[$ Clu / }v[8 §Z]vl vC }3ZY@&hd# yQu findis in sgortdn

P v E o ]S[* vdBedidht just happens naturalfy oung Adult

AA3E P 3]A % E %3]}ve }( A ] ve_ v [eouU v 3Z Jeep }( pv(
There is no doubt, however, that significant numbersaspondentsarticulated a strong sense

} Zuv( JEV e[ ]Jv 8Z A C 8Z § % }%o0 o]l 3Z u A E SE 3§ C %
the perceivedreatment of Asian torigin individuals and communitieSor some respondents,

this perception has become a generalismdlief that the key Asiadominated housing area of

Savilletown is always favoured by public bodie$: AJoo $}Av P § SE § §S§ E SZ v
(Young PersgnSuch perceptions particularly focus on the allocation of puplicv *W ~dZ &

is a Muslim tiddlwinks club they have just been given 30 thousand poX(@lder Aduly

Here, there was often the acknowledgement of the strengttsfancommunity and family
structures but also a perception that public funding has facilitated these strong and
supposedly weltesourced communitigavhilstignoringthe needs of marginalised, mainly
white communitieslt was argued by some respondents thhist sense of grievance has
been fuelled bysomelocal media outlets that have consistenfiyomoted a discourse about
differential treatment by public bodies:

One of the most bought publications in Dewsbury is an independent paper called The

Press, Imearto E+}v 0oC /[A v A E+ v & P o]l ]18]v sz AzZ}o
[ Y] | think that does feed in a lot of stereotypes and myths and everybody reads The

Presq Y | think that when that paper runs a story on the Friday by Sunday it will be

on the EDL& }H % P X /[u v}S « C]JVvP §Z § SZ E |- ]E S o]
cycle(Respondent 2)

However, any such media reporting can only have impact iféfliscting as well asreating
concernswhich residewithin communitiesSuch concerns confeom a mixture of such

o} o v vil]}Jvou ] v EE S]A «U % }%o0 [+ 0]A E% E] v -
ZP E %o Hete, the apparently increasing use of Islamic dress by Muslim Asian women in
Dewsburywas understoodby some respodentsas adeliberate marker of separation and

difference:

t oo/ 3Z]vl 8Z C « u 3} 31 }A EGU }v[8 C}uM KZ C U / }v]
walking about and driving with all th[sY] A]$Z ipe% §Z JE C « «Z}A]vPU C}lu
IVIA AZ §Z E $Z C[E yOdejMu}u vJ
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Live feeds of Karachi and Islamabad news reports and the women are running around
Jvi ve A E §Z & v ]5[« o]l *}ES }( Cu WHImitA1 ES v SA
(Older Aduly.

Some negative perceptions of other communities are not just akaperficial observations
of dress but understandings taken from cragsnmunity encounters. Some white
respondents feel negatively judged astigmatisedoy Asiancommunities:

| §Zlvl §Z § §Z C SZ]vl §Z [ GheythisiSthi&isizeivcquntr/ Y]
They think they can do what they wairtoung Person

Young female respondents offered graphic experiences of being negatively treated and
addressed by Asian youths and adult mehp wereoften in groups and in cars:

One tme when | was walking up to sizzlers with my mum and we were walking back

down theywent, do you want to jump in the car you two fassesthey thought |

was an adult and | wento, my mum started swearing and everything and they

started beeping their horn ats,my granddad had to come sort them out because

§Z C Alpo v[3 o A pe o}v 8Z C A + (}oo(MdlngPPersonoo 3Z A

| got stopped in broad daylighFour Asiaa in a car, cos | said no, | got called a slag,
a white c***, a white, white everything whité¥oung Person

/| P}8 e He / A}po v[3 P]A <)YWolng PeSOwvpu @E

As a result, key informants highlighted how such experiences had led to raiclali€d
feelings of resentment and grievance, and even to support for groups such as the EDL:

[§[¢ *HE % E]*]vP Z}A u vC P]Eo* A v3 SYW/S[PvAEOIBS]VPWSZ
15[« HE]}*]SCU 8Z C[A Z Jeep  AlSZrto@gt with@sia] v }C(E
menY3Z C[A Z ]e-pingfb]gerjobdE(Respondent 5)

4.4.4.Contact and integration in schools

Schools proved to the focus for cotesiable discussion about both theature and
trajectory of crosscommunity contactSome of this reflected the reality of significant
demographic change in north Kirklees and the various ways that sections of white
communities were viewing and responding to this:

Around the town, there is white flight. However it might be cloakeather reasons,
some of the reasons that some of the white kids from this area do not come to this
School revolve around there are too many Asian children in the school and we want
to go to a predominantly white school, educate them in the white way asri W] |
think there is a significant emphasis placed on what a schools demograghings

to look like when parents amrehoosing schools for their kiRespondent 1)
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Such concerns run alongside perceptions of unfairness in how-athiticschools hadle
conflicts betweemupilsof differentbackgrounds

| go to a catholic school we have had to start letting all the Asians in and then what
they have been doing is trying to fight all white people and then we get done for it for
(JPZsS]vP ps &t donelforf dnythingYoung Person

What young people say to me is, | was walking down the corridor, so and so was

there, he is Asian, he kicked off, he said something to me, | called him a paki, he

called me a white bitch and | got in trouble for it blue teacher saw everythingy]

% }%0 @& Yu]vP A C ( o]vP A] §]u]- v ( o]vP o]l 38Z ¢
anything and people use the race ddo get one over the other or{Respondent 5)

If we have a fight the white person will get excluded aothing happens to the
Asian(Young Person

Theseracialisedperceptionsecho previous academic reseafthat hashighlighted ZAZ]$%

lo «Z[U % ES] po EoC u}vP papiksZd schdb} GRerdatibns pereeived as
differential treatmentinSZ v u }(-& v$qu[X *%]S pu Z A% E] Vv U uv
people identified crosethnic friendships within school but they also identified significantly
ethnicallydifferentiated housing areas and racialised perceptions, both within peer groups
and communitieswhich taken togethemade outof-school contact with these friends very
difficult®:

1§[* ipes Oo]CIM[@EYP]IVP E}pv A]SZ v ] v % E*}vYSZ C A}uc
you hanging out with so and §goung Peson).

I(A & A]8Z }v }(8Z u A Alpo P 8§ poo] Y /( VvV *] V % C(
with a White person they get done by the brothers and tbgt] [« o]l AZ § & C}lu
hanging round a White person f0Young Person

Such limitations emphasise the importanof youth projects and other spaces where young
people can meet in safe and managgtliations

|1$[+ O0A C- v ul£ Jv 8Z]* C}us8Z op A } o | Z]*8}EC u
(Young Persgn

AXAX 38]18pu e 8} Z }Z ]}v[ &]A]18] -
Thefinal§}%] (v @&V % }%o0 [+ 33]3p + 8}A E « AZ § ulPz3 €&}
~n }YZ «]}v A}dag placelin Kirklees. Sectiort4bove and particularly the data

" See Roger Hewitt (2008Yhite Backlash: The Politics of Multiculturalism
8Very similar findings came from research carried out in Oldham and Rochdale in Greater Man&wesster:
Paul Thomas and Pete Sanderson (2@r®ksing the Line? White Young People and Community Cohesion
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contained in Figure 1&ighlightedthe strong support amongst survey respondents for
more contactbetweendifferent ethnic groups than there isow. Thiobviously raises the
issue of how crossthnic contact can be encouraged and supported by the local authority
and other key public bodies. Community cohesion and encouraging suckcomssunity
dialogue has been a national policy agenda since 2001 but there has been considerable
national debate over what works and hawntactcan effectively be encouraged. While
there was significant support among focus group respondents and key infornmargsdnts
that promote acrossommunity contact, and in particular for work that focused on younger
people, there were a number of critical observations about such cohesion activity.

Firstly there was acknowledgement that creating greaianesion seemstraightforwardin
some situations but can seem so much more difficult in others

You will walk out during the lunch break and you will see kind of sat on the kitchen
step a white girl and a Muslim girl working for six pound fifty an hour just sat away
chatting happily you know as if they have actually cracked the riddle the rest of us
are trying to work ou{(Older Adul}.

Enabling people of different ethnic backgrounds to go to school together or work together
obviously highlights macro level, national educatignaliciesand the state of the economy.
However, even if different communities share educational or employmeatss,
significantlydifferentiated housing areas can mean that out of school or work social
interaction necessarily Impens, as discussed in sectiod.4 above. For some respondents,
this reality means that there should be active programmes of commuoitygsion contact,

e Z <+ Ze+ Z}}o 3AthatReBglenged to be taught to mix with peop{®oung

Person.

At ground levelwith the support of communitypbased professionals, significant cross
community contact and partnership work has happened:

W fe already working with people who are quite engaged to a certain extent,
people who are willing to make the links so my personal experience has been quite
%}*]3]A A]8Z eu 00 u}pvs }( (pv JVPU / u v 8Z & [-
sort of croscommunity activities at different leve|[Respondent 2)

We have done twinning, so like from Ravensthorpe and Savilletown, they came here,

JUE* A vs 8} §Z JE+ v 13 A « o]l SAJvv]vRitheh@mi 3
€Y+ ]85 A o (EOU0gAPUKE

€Y A

&}E u VC E *%}v v3eU SZ}uPZU ep Z }Z «]}v A}YEI upes A}] &z

vP]v E]JVvP[U }( % } %00 JvP (} &E }E u v]%po § Jv §}

DIE]WYBM Z E§Z]vl % E}A] &Z § §Z C A v& 18 v ]8[ v)
15[+ AZ]3[« (JE  upaY@ldezAdult)
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1§ ipeS Ju e }Av 8} 8Z 8 ( 35 }(Vv}S JvP[VNE}u SWVIS[ JUE
force groups of people to get together and enjoy themselves it has to happen
naturally (Young Adult

For some respondentsyore work needs to be done with residents within their own
communities to strengthen local participation and civil society organisations before
cohesion work can be considered:

| do think that your white working class, however you want to describe itethos
residenty Y] before we actually start the cohesion work we need to actually provide
some activities in that area to build trust otherwise cohesion is not going to work
(Respondent 2)

This is supported by acadenggidence E}uv Z }vsS § $Zugdese [peoplesheed
to feel positive and confiderdabouttheir own community and identity before thegngage
in positive contact with other communities

Someother E *% }v vse ] Vv38](] 8Z v §} A}] Z8} v]eu[ AZ v }Z
initiated:

A0}E }( % E}i &+ 8Z & /[A v JvVAlJoA AJ§Z }E /[A + v Z A
Jv]E] 00C u& ]&[+ }IHE epe& JV]VP §Z Ju% 3U ]8[+ O0E]PZSE
1]+ 8}P 8Z & v 13 u]PZ% AYE! pd ]&[+ }u@dspsadenP 15 P oo
1).

§ 8Z e« u 3Ju U 3Z}uPZU Z}v }(([ A v8s JVA}oA]JvP (}} v (uv
e V ¢ Z 0% (HpoU Zv} % E& P& [ (}EHuUes (}E u]&E]JVvP v }vs 38X
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5. Conclusions andPoints for Gonsideration
In this section we offer conclusions and poirds ¢onsideration, based on the research
findings.

5.1 Place

Continued efforts to regenerate Dewsbury town centre are important as negative feelings
about the decline of the town centre and of neighbourhood shopping areas is impacting on
perceptions of commnity relations.

As part of the research process we asked respondents how their Town
(Dewsbury/Huddersfield) could be improvadd they identified a number of clear themes.
These included regeneration of the town centre and it facilities, more shops andpand
spaces for young people

Figure21: Whatcould be done to make the Town (Dewsbury/Huddersfield) better

5.2 Civil Participationand Community Leadership

Community capacity building work in target areas and the creati@ppbrtunities for
genuine participation in decisiemaking processes will help to strengthen the development
of local community organisations and authentic leaders speaking for tiheém.is a vital
pre-requisite for any successful cressmmunity cohesin and partnership work.

Groundlevel professional practitioneysuch as community engagement workers, youth
workers, patcHbased police officers and housing engagement/support workg a vital
role in many of the researcireas and their presence should be retained as a priority
despite the admittedly very challenging budgetary situation faced by Kirklees and other
public sector bodies

5.3 Attitudes to AntiMinority Protests

Although there is some public sympathy for a number of the themes around which groups
like the EDL have mobilised, there is very ligtbdivesupport for the kinds of ardMuslim

street protests that have been carried ouatKirklees and other areas of ateY orkshireoy
groups like the EDL. Indeed, there is some evidence that the protest tactics of the EDL and
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the ensuing police response carry particularly high reputational damage for the EDL. The
spectacle of aggressive and heavily policed street protésitsdisrupt normal community

life are viewed as both threatening and unwelcome trouble, irrespective of whether
violence does in fact erupt.

However, the themes and concerns articulated by groups like the EDL have considerable
resonance in marginalisedainly white communities, and argéixtremism policy and
practice needs to engage with these feelings and concerns as part of wider strategies

5.4 Contact and Integration

Attitudes $}A & « Z }vs §]

A significant proportiorof participants expressed broadly positive attitudes towastieic
integrationand crosscommunity contact. This was illustrated the majority of Dewsbury
respondents who wanted more contact between different ethnic and religious groups in
their Town.However, a significant minority were more cautious, anxious and in some cases
even hostile. These more negative attitudes centoech series of core themes:

a. %0C VEE v Z v EE S]A « }pud Alv Ju% 3] 0 po3ucC
b. Beliefs that public authorities arenvesponsive to the concerns and interests
J( "% }% 0 o]l pe UAZ]ZAE AE£E E 3§ C % E %o
allocation biases towards BME and in particular Asian heritage communities
c. Perceptions of a failure by the authorities to take seriously instas } ( ™~ vS§]
AZ]8 @E Ulqdw_op JvP CIuvP A}u v[e £ % E] v « }( * £u
and verbal abuse by youths and adults men of different ethnic backgrounds
in cars and in public spaces and places

This raises a number of questions and challenges flicypmakers and practitioners. For
example, it would seem to be important to avoid establishedaisses about the lack of
facilities or resources in local housing areasoming aligned with possible racial and ethnic
discourses oifinfairness. Here, a atinued focus onéyth-busting[is vital to counter local
and national media and politicakrrativesof uv ( ] & v emnjcompatible cltures.Local
public bodies need to continue to focus on hallegations of and narratives about anti
white racismcanbe responded to and dealt with in ways that do not unnecessarily inflame
community tensions?

Schools

ANu]l]o EoCU « Z}}oe v 8§} }vS8]vu 8} u}veSE § SE veX%o E VS Z
handle conflictbetween pupilsDemographic balances are shiffi significantly within

Jv ]JA] p o ¢ Z}}oe § 38Z e u 3Ju < 38Z <+ Z}}o Zu EI §[ ]- Ju]vF
less subject to local democratic oversight. Open and transparent dialogue and

communication with all stakeholders and communities is neeealvoid further

racialization of perception around school place allocation and experiences of schooling.
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55 8§3]8u + 8} Z }Z <]}v[ 8]1A13] -

It seems there iboth an acknowledgement of the need aad appetite for greater across

community contactThere is however suspicion of anything that smacks oftkown or

(}&E Jvd PE 8]}vX ~ }Z «]}v_  &]A]8] U AZ 8§ A & (}EuU 8Z C u]
therefore to require longerm and consistent, if perhaps relatively ldawvel, investment,

and to requie a number of core components including:

a) Having difficult conversations WLLcommunities, Britishvhite, Asian
heritageand Eastern Europeaabout how people in their own communities
create barriers to greater acros&®mmunity contacthrough their belaviour
and attitudes.

b) Working throughand withstrong senses of local territoriality (particularly
notable among some young people) that reinforce segregation and the
construction of community boundaries

c) (} pe }v Z}YA ~ }Z «]}v_ v "] \bEc&E ah Jritegral aspect
of, rather than an adjunct tpeveryday life Here, the policy focus on building
and supporting the capacity of local civil society organisatstrosild be
supported by the views of respondents.

d) Encouraging crossommunity dialoge and contact is a long, slow process
within many communities and a policy/practice focus on this does need to be
maintained consistently.

e) Although there are people in predominantly white communities who are
resistant to greater crossommunity contact, tiere is also a substantial
proportion of these communities that recognise that greater contact can
create a better environment for all. Indeed, there have been a number of
ZPE **E}}S[ ((}ES® S} %o E&}u}S ep Z }vs SX ((}ES-
theseinitiatives and this appetite for contact.

f) Regular, fun opportunities for such cres@mmunity contact need to be
available to people within communities.
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