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� Corporate political action in UK has externalities.

� Collective action problems create incentive to free 

ride.

� Intercorporate networks can internalise 

externalities associated with corporate political 
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could mean either that directors segregate themselves 

according to their social backgrounds or that some 
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ConclusionConclusion

�� Extra market social similarities/ties are associated Extra market social similarities/ties are associated 
with corporations’ propensities to make corporate with corporations’ propensities to make corporate 
political action.political action.

�� The association varies across different social The association varies across different social 
relations.  relations.  

�� ‘Upper Class’ social similarities/ties are most ‘Upper Class’ social similarities/ties are most 
associated with corporate political donations.associated with corporate political donations.

�� Move toward a more general political sociology of Move toward a more general political sociology of 
business political activity. Find functional business political activity. Find functional 
equivalents to schools and clubs in other countries.equivalents to schools and clubs in other countries.


