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There are two basic models for viewing the relationship between the state and interest
groups in de ies: pluralist and corporatists. Each model, in turn, has versions
reflecting the unique traditions and circumstances of individual nations. In the
pluralist model, interests (such as trade unions, business groups, professional
associations, or churches) are autonomous and free to act. They make demands
through publicity, electoral pressure, and direct or indirect action on the state. Their
aim is to maximize their own interests at the expense of others...corporatism was
intended to be a rejection of and improvement upon pluralist democracy. Groups were
organized under the aegis of the state, and took the place of parliaments elected
through competitive parties and universal suffrage. Interest groups did not enjoy
autonomy; their relations with other groups were structured and supervised by public
agencies. They were not free fo pressure the state, not to communicate among
themselves in order to make compromises or strike bargains. They functioned as part
of the state structure, not as free agents acting upon the state.
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