Examination style questions for community and culture
Question One

A new study of young people from Turkish-speaking community in North London for the Joseph Rowntree Foundation suggests that they are economically worse off than many ethnic groups in the capital and that their educational experiences are especially poor. A survey of 250 young people aged 16 to 23, combined with 30 in-depth interviews, found that levels of truancy and serious discipline problems were high, including almost a quarter of young Kurds who said they had been excluded from school. Four out of ten Turks and six out of ten Kurds said they had no formal qualifications.

Many of the young people who were unqualified had attended what they described as 'sink' schools. They reported high levels of tension and harassment between different ethnic groups at school that had sometimes ended in fighting. There were language problems, especially among Kurds, and a view that they had been left to fend for themselves by teachers and schools who were not interested in their special problems.

The study also found that a third of the young people interviewed reported discrimination and harassment to do with their race, colour, religious or cultural identity. This related mainly to white people, but also to other ethnic groups, including other Turkish-speaking groups. Young Kurds had also encountered discrimination because of their refugee status.
The young people tended not to identify with the 'Muslim community', although some saw religion as an important aspect of their ethnic identity. Interviewees were also often ambivalent about what it means to be 'British' and reluctant to adopt that identity. Most young Kurds refused to be identified as 'Turks'.
There was a noticeable divide between people who had no qualifications and others who tended to have ‘A’ levels or their equivalent. Whilst 40 per cent of Turkish interviewees were unqualified, over half had qualifications above GCSE. Likewise, 60 per cent of young Kurds were unqualified, but 37 per cent had qualifications at A level or above.
Many of the young people relied on their community networks to find work. Sandwich bars and kebab shops, together with a wide range of family businesses, appeared to provide a 'micro-economy' in parallel to the mainstream labour market. In spite of the problems raised, most interviewees were not pessimistic about their future. The majority did not appear to have considered finding a job outside London, but many said they would be willing to move to another western country. 
http://www.jrf.org.uk/pressroom/releases/160205.asp

Answer all of the following questions:

(a)
Explain what is meant by the term community.
(5)

(b)
Using the materials above, summarise evidence to suggest that Turks and Kurds in North London were worse off than many ethnic groups.
(5)

(c)
Using relevant examples, explain why some ethnic groups experience social deprivation.
(20)

(d)
Discuss reasons why people may choose to live and work within their own community groups.
(30)

Question Two
Understanding and engaging deprived communities

A Home Office study was designed to enhance understanding of deprived, high crime communities by exploring perceptions of the local area. The views were taken from children, parents, residents, politicians, and professionals living and working in the local community. 

On Track is a pilot project for the provision of services and support for children and families in areas of high deprivation and crime. There are 24 pilot projects in England and Wales delivering services with the aim of reducing the risks of children becoming involved in antisocial and criminal behaviour. Four of the 24 areas were selected as case study examples of a range of urban and rural contexts. 

Main Findings

Each of the 4 areas was perceived by participants to have a bad reputation. This was intensified by the local media but sometimes reinforced by professional networks. Residents and children were generally positive about their areas but, from around the age of 8, children were critical of their environment. The single most important improvement demanded in all locations was the clean up of the local area. Also of importance to children were more places to play and the desire that these places should be safe.

The detailed layout of the housing had a significant impact on how people felt about their area and how they used it, whether it felt safe or whether it created "hot-spots" for crime. Schools, shops and community provision were all important for providing settings for community interaction.

Young children and adults saw teenagers as the source of many of the problems of nuisance and anti-social behaviour. "Teenagers" was often used as a generic term to include those who were both younger and older. There was a consistent desire to see more things for these young people to do. Complaints about antisocial behaviour and crime featured strongly. There was a demand for more visible policing. People want things to be better and they want their children to have the best chances possible.

Two of the areas had considerable population movement and a lack of stability, which made the provision of services and the interaction of neighbours particularly difficult. Residents wanted easily accessible, neutral meeting places and opportunities for self-empowerment through better access to advice and, where relevant, English language skills. People are more likely to participate in their local community when they sense that they are being listened to and things are improving.
Adapted from http://www.crimereduction.gov.uk/youth54.htm 

Answer all of the following questions:

(a)
Explain what is meant by the term local community.
(5)

(b)
Using the materials above, summarise the characteristics of deprived high crime communities.
(5)

(c)
Using relevant examples, explain why some communities may gain a reputation for crime and anti-social behaviour.
(20)

(d)
Discuss reasons why some people may be more active in their local communities than others.
(30)

