Down in the North
British society is not uniformly segregated, any more than immigrants are a

uniform bunch. West Indians came to Britain in the 1950s and 1960s, mostly to work in public services such as the health service and the buses. Pakistanis and Bangladeshis were imported as low-skilled workers for the textile industry. East African Asians were thrown out of Uganda and Kenya because they were so prosperous, und many re-created their prosperity in Britain. These different communities all behave differently.

If intermarriage is the highest expression of integration, some immigrants are highly integrated. You can see it on the streets of south London, where the babies are many shades of brown. Among West Indian-origin men born in Britain, half
marry a white woman, and 3o% of West Indian-origin women born in Britain marry a white man. Among Indians and East African-origin Asians, of British​-born men and of British-born women marry white partners. Hardly any Pakistanis and Bangladeshis do.

The economic prospects for the Pakistanis and Bangladeshis are different to those of other groups, too. They are less qualified, and less employed, than any other ethnic group. In fact, the people they have most in common with are the people from whom they are so sharply divided -the poor whites on the estates next door.

In Glodwick in Oldham, a mainly Asian area, unemployment is 4o%. In Manningham in Bradford, which also has a high Asian population, it is 38%. But there's nothing particularly Asian about this. Poor white wards have levels nearly as high. And, further south, in Leicester, the British city with the highest proportion of Asian-origin people, the ward with the highest unemployment rate (12.3%) is 97% white, while the ward with the highest Asian population (67%) has 6.7% unemployed. There were no riots in Leicester.

If poverty is the breeding ground for racial tension, then the signs are bad for northern England. A recent Treasury report conceded that the wealth gap between the rich south-east and the poor north was larger than the regional divide in any other European country.

The prosperity gulf seems to be getting wider. Robert Huggins, who runs an economic consultancy in Cardiff, says that on a composite measure of wealth creation, incomes, employment, und business density, the gap between Britain's three richest regions - London, the south-east and East Anglia- and the three poorest- the north-east, Wales, Yorkshire and Humberside -has grown by 30% since 1997. [...]

Lots of poor people live in social housing. Social housing is in short supply in high-growth areas. For people who rely on social housing, moving from a depressed area to a prosperous one is hard.

Nor does the private housing market make it easy. Britain's economy is highly centralised on London and the south-east. High house prices in those areas make it virtually impossible for poor people from other regions to move there, even if they own their own property. The price of a house in some areas of Bradford won't buy you a garage in the better bits of London.

(From: “Down and Out Up North”, The Economist, 15 December, 2001)

