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ABSTARCT

This research aims to study the constitutional scholar’s commentaries toward Privy Council
in democracy since 1947 to 2007 AD. It is to explain the diversion of those commentaries by using
the historical method to investigate their ideas and justifications toward Privy Council; especially, the
ideology behind several descriptions of the constitution.

As a result, it is found that the descriptions of the constitution toward Privy Council have
concealed the political ideology of constitutional scholar which has been reproduced and forwarded
in various forms; for example, constitutional-description text books, books, articles, etc. Those
ideologies can be subdivided into 3 categories. First, it is the traditionalism which turns Privy Council
into a part of democracy as an alleviation of royal power. It has had influence on constitutional
scholars since 1957 AD. and also become the main concept behind the constitutional description.
Second, the constitutionalism has made the explanations — using the main concept of democracy and
the separation of power — and used them to explain the authority and function of Privy Council. It
also shows that Privy Council shouldn’t become a part of democracy. Whatsoever, this idea has
declined since 1957 AD. but, in 1997 AD., some constitutional scholars have again tried to study
about the authority and function of Privy Council, resulting in several philosophical arguments. Third,
the idea of interdependence between King and people has described that people can participate in the
use of royal power during a state of emergency to bring the land back to normalcy. To summarize,
the constitutional scholar’s descriptions of the constitution are not neutral and conceal of various

ideologies.



