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 It would be perfectly legitimate to regard this historically decisive episode as an 
example of the monarch ’ s use of a kind of deep reserve power in cases of crisis. In fact, 
discussions about whether to maintain a monarchical form of government regularly call 
upon this example as an argument in favour of monarchy: these discussions frequently 
refer to  ‘ the King ’ s No ’ . It seems less likely that a similar deep reserve power could cred-
ibly be exercised by a monarch who has lost all active constitutional functions (as in 
Sweden, discussed below).  

   4.6. POLITICAL FUNCTIONS OF THE MONARCHY IN SWEDEN 

   Henrik   Wenander   ,   Professor of  Public Law, Lund University   

   The King and the Riksdag  

 The overarching principle of the 1974 Instrument of Government is that the King shall 
have no formal power. But he is not completely written out of the script. The King opens 
the Riksdag ’ s yearly session on the request of the Speaker (chapter 3 article 6 of the 2014 
 Riksdagsordning , the Riksdag Act). The ceremony takes place in the Chamber of the 
Riksdagbuilding, and not  –  as under the old Constitution  –  in the Royal Palace (art 40 
of the 1866 Riksdag Act). As  Å se (2009: 11) has noted, the choice of venue symbolically 
indicates the changed constitutional roles. 

 The King is also the chairman of   Utrikesn ä mnden  (The Advisory Council on 
Foreign Affairs), a permanent constitutional body for discussions on foreign policy 
between the government and the opposition in the Riksdag (Nergelius 2015: 41) .  
The Advisory Council does not make any formal decisions. The King may, however, 
decide on a duty of  unconditional confidentiality for the Council ’ s deliberations 
(chapter 10 article 11 and 12 of  the 1974 Instrument of  Government). Holmberg et 
al (2012: 510 ff) refer to this chairmanship as probably the most important political 
task of  the King.  

   The King and the Government  

 Under the 1974 Instrument of Government, the King and the government constitute two 
separate constitutional bodies. The fundamental law requires that the Prime Minister 
keep the King informed of the affairs of the realm. The King, in turn, shall consult the 
Prime Minister before travelling abroad. The reason is that the King needs to be informed 
of current domestic and international developments in order to carry out his duties, 
especially when representing Sweden internationally. This is linked to the possibility of 
the government convening in  konselj  (Council of State) under the chairmanship of the 
King (chapter 5 article 3 of the 1974 Instrument of Government). This remnant of 
the old Council of State is a complement to the regular weekly government meetings 
(regulated in chapter 7 article 3), where the King does not take part. Such Council of State 
meetings generally take place around three times a year (Holmberg et al 2012: 277 ff). 
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Information can also be conveyed in other ways between the Prime Minister or the govern-
ment offi ces and the King (Bull and Sterzel 2015: 144). 

 The King ’ s public statements and other activities must not be in confl ict with the 
government ’ s policy. This could imply a certain legal scope for the Prime Minister to give 
instructions to the King (SOU 1972:15, 139). As Sterzel (2009: 157) notes, such directives 
would, however, not be legally binding. It is for the King to decide on what course to take. 

 Controversies have occasionally arisen concerning the King ’ s international role. In 
2004, the King made positive remarks on the political system of the Sultanate of Brunei 
after a state visit there. The parliamentary Committee on the Constitution examined the 
responsibility of the Prime Minister to advise the King before state visits. It concluded that 
the practices in the government offi ces for preparing state visits needed to be improved 
(Bet. 2004/05:KU20, 88 ff). 

 Under the current Constitution, the King does not have any formal decision making 
power over the military, which is organised under the government. Still, the King is consid-
ered the foremost representative of the Swedish defence forces. He is therefore bestowed 
with the highest military titles (Prop. 1973:90, 174; Str ö mberg 2001 – 02: 723).  

   Conclusions  

 The intention of the 1974 Instrument of Government was to remove all political functions 
of the monarch, and to leave the King with a purely symbolic and ceremonial role. But 
in practice the King has retained a limited political role. He still chairs meetings of the 
Council of State, around three times a year; and his role as the chairman of the Advisory 
Council on Foreign Affairs, including decisions on confi dentiality, may be seen as the 
most far reaching example of  ‘ hard ’  powers of the King. Still, this is only an advisory 
board, without formal decision making competence. 

 Equally important are the more  ‘ soft ’  constitutional powers of the King, which fl ow 
from his continuing role as head of state, representing Sweden on state visits abroad, and 
receiving incoming heads of state and their ambassadors. This means that the King needs 
to be kept abreast of current domestic as well as international developments, and the 
fundamental law requires the Prime Minister to keep the King informed. The recurrent 
contacts with the Prime Minister may establish a certain scope for informal infl uence in 
domestic as well as international matters, which may not be much less than his counter-
parts with more formal powers.   

   4.7. POLITICAL FUNCTIONS OF THE MONARCHY IN BELGIUM 

   Quentin   Pironnet   ,   lecturer in public law, University of  Li è ge   

   Introduction  

  ‘ The King reigns, but does not rule ’ . Within a constitutional monarchy and a parlia-
mentary regime like Belgium, the room for politics in the King ’ s hands is small. 




