Critically evaluate on whether the Brexit vote was influenced by intergroup attitudes. 
This essay will first discuss what the Brexit referendum was, it will also discuss the Leave campaigns campaigning strategies, before going onto to discuss the multitude of theories that explain intergroup dynamics and if they had any influence on the Brexit vote in 2016. The theories discussed within in this essay will be Social Identity Theory, Integrated Threat Theory, Intergroup Contact Theory and the Contact Hypothesis, Right-wing Authoritarianism and Social Domination Orientation. This essay will also discuss how the media might have contributed to using some of these theories to frame the narrative that might have contributed to the Leave campaign winning the Brexit vote.
	On June 23rd 2016 the citizens of the United Kingdom were given a referendum vote on their membership to the Europen Union, The question asked: “Should the United Kingdom remain a member of the European Union or leave the European Union.” The referendum for remaining in the EU had the biggest voter turnout for a UK referendum at 72% the results shocked not only the UK but also the EU and the rest of the world. 51.9% of the voters voted to leave (Khabaz, 2018). This essay will examine some of the intergroup psychological theories that could have impacted the referendum in 2016
[bookmark: _GoBack]	During the campaign for the Brexit vote, the Leave campaign was accused of causing a division within the UK. focused its campaigning on the main issue of stronger immigration they made an argument of how being a member of the EU and having the freedom of movement of not only goods but of people. They argued that EU member states that were  economically worse off than the UK allowed more immigration from outside of the EU due to lax border control, becoming a backdoor entry into the UK. The Leave campaign was also accused of using xenophobic rhetoric against EU migrants  (Meleady, Seger & Vermue, 2017; Golec de Zavala, Guerra& Simão, 2017). This strategy used in the campaign was designed to cause a division between intergroup dynamics. 
[bookmark: _Hlk24478062]	Social identity theory was developed by Tajfel in 1982, he proposed that people would divide into in-groups and out-groups, Intergroups is used to describe these in-groups and out-groups, people will tend to define themselves and also define the members of a group they share in, which they share a common emotional bond and achieve a sense of belonging from within that group membership, they feel as if the group gives them an identity and a feeling of self-worth, from that group membership, they will also compare themselves to other groups (Alghafli, 2019). There are three types of discrimination associated with social identity theory that often gets overlooked, they are Realistic Competition, Social Competition and Consensual Discrimination. The first two distinguish between two types of intergroup bias, Realistic Competition occurs when there is conflict within the group over depleting resources that are driven by self-interest. Social Competition sees hierarchal group members that will behave in accordance with hierarchy members of high status, with the low status showing favouritism for the ingroup and outgroup respectively. Consensual Discrimination is linked with Social Competition and when intergroup hierarchy is stable, as social competition decreases, consensual discrimination should increase (Rubin & Hewstone, 2004). 
	Integrated threat theory claims that diversity is a threat to the ingroup and leads to less trust towards the outgroup and an increase in prejudice (Van Assche, Asbrock, Dhont & Roets, 2018 ). Negative contact leads to negative outgroup attitudes ( Graf, Paolini & Rubin, 2014). Stephan, Ybarra,  Martnez, Schwarzwald &  Tur-Kaspa, (1998) argued that there were four main threats that lead to intergroup hostility and prejudice between groups, Realistic threats, Symbolic threats, Intergroup anxiety and Negative stereotyping. They suggested that the realistic threats caused by the outgroups would be threatening to the ingroup. Threats to the political and economic community but also feelings of being threatened physically and materialistically to members within the ingroup. This could explain why so many voted to leave, feeling that the EU and the member states were a threat to the UK politically. Symbolic threats are considered to be differences between groups such as religious, moral, social norms, values, beliefs and attitudes. The symbolic threats are a threat to the ingroup from the outgroup, this could explain the result from the referendum due to the different attitudes, social norms and moral beliefs of the rest of the EU ( Stephan et al. 1998)
	Intergroup anxiety is considered a type of anxiety associated with feelings of being embarrassed, misunderstood, fearful and angry. But also feelings of being treated negatively and shunned by your own group for interactions with the outgroup, intergroup anxiety tends to lead to more prejudice attitudes (Stephan, 2014) Negative stereotypes are when the characteristics of certain outgroups are viewed in a negative and unfavourable way (Hadarics & Kende, 2019)
	 Intergroup contact theory or often referred to as the Contact Hypothesis, proposes that interactions between the intergroup will reduce prejudice, if certain conditions are met  (Dixon,  Durrheim & Tredoux, 2005; Sigelman & Welch, 1993). Allport suggested that for intergroup contact theory to be successful and reducing prejudice, four conditions had to be achieved. Equality for all groups, shared goals, intergroup cooperation and the support of the local authority (Pettigrew, 1998 )
	Although it has been argued that the Contact hypothesis positive interactions between intergroup relationships can reduce prejudice, this can only be achieved on the individual level and not on the group level and that prejudice will remain within the group overall (Pettigrew, Tropp, Wagner & Christ, 2011). 
[bookmark: _Hlk24390112]	The referendum voter turnout and results for constituencies showed areas which were predominantly white, voted in favour of leaving compared to districts which had more of an intergroup diversity ( Goodwin & Heath, 2016; ) It was suggested that the areas with the highest voter turnout in England and Wales were in deprived areas, which had suffered economically and since freedom of movement of not only goods but of people too associated with EU membership brought with it cheaper skilled workforce from mainland EU member states ( Goodwin & Heath, 2016; ) That immigrants would also use up depleting resources, like housing and they would also claim welfare which they would not be entitled to receive (Green, Visintin, Sarrasin &  Hewstone, 2018).  The voting turnout for the areas that voted to leave, could be explained by Group Relative Deprivation, the feeling that a person's ingroup is at slight disadvantage not only economically but also deprived of goods and that the outgroup is treated more fairly by society than the ingroup (Meuleman, Abts,  Schmidt, Pettigrew & Davidov,2018)
[bookmark: _Hlk24320749]	Right-wing authoritarianism is a personality factor that contains three components being submissive to authority figures, authoritarian aggression, and conventionalism. People who are rate high in authoritarianism, hold views of stricter laws and harsher punishments for those who break the law, vote for right-wing political parties, they tend to favour more socially conservative views and show higher prejudice (Riley & Yamawaki, 2018;  Bizumic & Duckitt, 2018). Right-wing authoritarianism simply believes that the world is a dangerous place, highly threatening and is motivated on the belief of personal and national security, stability and order and will promote negative attitudes towards socially undesirable groups such as drug dealers, criminals, terrorists and immigration, framing them as a threat to society (Saeri, Iyer & Louis, 2019). 
Right-wing authoritarianism personalities do not show one type of prejudice aimed at racism, they tend to also show prejudice towards ethnocentrism, homosexual prejudice and sexism (Henry, Perrin & Smith, 2019) 
	A study conducted by Zmigrod, Rentfrow & Robbins (2018) investigated if authoritarianism, nationalism, conservatism and system justification personalty traits would predict the voting pattern in regards to the Brexit vote, the results suggested that pro-leave voters who intended to vote for Leavewas predicted by personality traits authoritarianism, nationalism and conservatism ideologies. This can explain why more people voted for Brexit, they wanted to simply take back control (Zmigrod, Rentfrow & Robbins, 2018). 
[bookmark: _Hlk24321287]	Social dominance orientation promotes a preference for group-based dominance and hierarchical intergroup control, driven by control, power and superiority of one group over the outgroups, to create less conflict within society  (Peitz, Dhont &  Seyd, 2018; Pratto, Sidanius. Stallworth & Malle, 1994). Social dominance orientation promotes that those who score highly in Social dominance orientation will be more in favour of a hierarchal society and will actively join institutions and take on social roles that maintain or promote inequality. While those who score lowly in Social dominance orientation support institutions and adapt social roles that promote reducing inequality ( Pratto et al. 1994). Social dominance orientation will direct negatively towards social groups such as the unemployed, the disabled and immigrants, framing them as a threat to the economy ( Saeri et al, 2019) It has been argued that social dominance orientation should be classed as three separate hypotheses as it is a revised form of social dominance theory, that originally argued the degree to which individual had a desire for social dominance for their group over all other groups. The second version was revised to include not only hierarchal ingroup domination over the outgroups but also desire to promote nonegaliterian hierarchal relations with all groups in social system (Rubin & Hewstone, 2004).
[bookmark: _Hlk24406426]	A study by Swami, Barron, Weis & Furnham (2018) Investigating the roles of Islamophobia, conspiracy theories and integrated threat theory against the referendum in 2016, the results suggested that voters who voted to leave intended to vote to leave due to both symbolic and realistic threats, with islamophobia and conspiracy theories playing mediatory roles. The results also suggested that the threat of Muslim immigrants into the EU also may have shaped voters intentions to vote to leave the EU (Swami, Barron, Weis & Furnham, 2018). The realistic threat would be for the ingroup to view the Muslim immigrants as the outgroup and wanting to withdraw from European integration. 
[bookmark: _Hlk24407573]	A study conducted by Van de Vyver, Leite, Abrams & Palmer (2018) investigated personal factors, such as conservatism and dangerous world views, social factors, social identity and integration threats and if they predicted voting intentions in the 2016 referendum. The results suggested that those who scored high in conservatism were more likely to hold more positive views to being British than European, they also perceived intergroup threats predicted voting outcomes, intergroup threats and social identity also predicted voting outcomes. Although there was no significant result for symbolic threat in predicting the vote to leave (Van de Vyver, Leite, Abrams & Palmer, 2018). 
[bookmark: _Hlk24403220]	Euroscepticism is the criticism aimed at the EU, since the 1980s there has been more Euroscepticism present within the mainstream media within the UK, British people are the least likely of all the 28 EU member states to consider themselves as European  (Corbett,2016) leading up to the referendum in 2016, the media in the UK used a methodological tool called Framing, to set the negative effects of the membership to EU, focusing on immigration and dissatisfaction over established politics, negativity bias suggests that negative arguments lead to more attention over positive ones (Goodwin, Hix & Pickup, 2018) In June 2016 leading up to the referendum the Leave campaign commanded up to 82% of media newspaper coverage in the UK. The top three frames used by the media, particularly the newspapers were the following, firstly the slogan mostly used were Take back control of my/our country, Undemocratic EU and Regaining our national sovereignty (Khabaz, 2018) 
	The argument of taking back control of my/our country can be considered to divide intergroup by implying that the country was besieged by immigrants, especially those from eastern Europe and that the country was plagued by open borders allowing immigrants to flood into the country. In the run-up to the referendum, Nigel Farage, who was the leader at the time of the UK independence party and prominent leave campaigner unveiled a poster which has been called the Breaking Point poster. It depicted a mass migration of migrants and asylum seekers, making their way across the western Balkans (Thym & Wendel,2019)
	This essay discussed not only what the referendum was, but also discussed some psychological theories of intergroup dynamics, the leave campaign focussed heavily on taking back control and taking back our borders, they focussed mainly on immigration. This essay discussed social identity theory and how people like to categorise themselves into groups looking for similar values, morals, even race. This essay also discussed integrated threat theory and how those who are in the outgroup can be perceived as a threat compared to the ingroup. This essay also discussed intergroup contact theory and the contact hypothesis and how the areas with the highest vote leave wins, were in areas where immigration is considered low and the areas are predominantly white. While areas which had highest remain votes were in areas with high level of immigration, suggesting that the contact hypothesis, in which the immigrants were not perceived as a threat. This essay also discussed right-wing authoritarianism and the highly prejudiced views they hold, not only in regards to racism but Sexism and Homosexuality prejudice.  This essay discussed Social Dominance orientation and the belief in a hierarchal society, in which one group is dominant over all other groups. Exploring the media coverage and newspapers framing the narrative of taking back control and gaining control of our borders and finally the breaking point poster of the migrants and asylum seekers, this was a tool used to make the public view immigrants and asylum seekers as a threat to the UK. With all the evidence presented in this essay, it is shown that Brexit was indeed heavily influenced by intergroup attitudes. 
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