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Both the United Kingdom and the Netherlands are monarchies. However, their monarchies don't really have a lot in common, other than that they're both constitutional monarchies. That means that the monarch is more a symbolic head of state than a powerful head of state.

Different kinds of constitutional monarchies

In a Westminster-style constitutional monarchy, like the one in Great Britain, the governing power is vested in Parliament, but the monarch (or the Governor-General, as her representative in other countries) is the head of state. Usually the monarch's really mostly a symbol, but there's still some real power behind it.

Every so often, something so extreme happens that a Governor-General who's head of state in the monarch's name considers overruling the local Prime Minister, or even actually does it. A Governor-General even has the power to turf the Prime Minister. That's actually happened in Australia, which is part of the British Commonwealth.

In the Dutch parliamentary monarchy, the King's got a bit more power, but it's subtle. Mostly he's a mediator between political parties, which is a very important role!

That's because according to the Dutch constitution, the King isn't really head of government. But neither are the elected ministers. They're literally the government, not two sides of the government but the same thing. They're supposed to speak with one voice. So if there's ever disagreement between the King and a minister, there isn't any disagreement, because someone's going to quit. If it's serious, they'll both quit.

Religion

The British monarch's head of the Church of England. That's why there was the law against an heir to the British throne being Catholic.

The Dutch don't have that kind of mix of church and state. They've been a pawn in too many religious wars to give up their religious independence now.

Method of inheritance

The British royal family now uses straight primogeniture to determine the line of inheritance, same as the Dutch royal family. The oldest child of the reigning King or Queen is heir to the Crown. That's been the case for the Dutch royal family since 1983.

It used to be that the crown went to the oldest male child, and female children became reigning Queens only if they had no living brothers (and if their brothers had no sons) when their Kingly parent died. Butthat all changed for Great Britain last year.

Maybe that's why the British monarchy still has a formal coronation, complete with crown. The Dutch monarchy doesn't. As far as the Dutch are concerned, the crown's only for display, not for actually wearing.

In the same way, every member of the Dutch royal family goes to regular state schools and have regular jobs. The heirs to the British crown go to Eton. It's still a bit of a refreshing shock to see Prince William determined to really work as a search-and-rescue pilot. The British public loves it, and so does he. But he'llhave to give it up if he becomes King.

Abdication

There's still a big difference in attitude over when the heir is supposed to inherit the throne. Ever since Queen Wilhelmina abdicated her throne to her daughter Juliana on September 4, 1948, every single Dutch monarch has abdicated her throne to her successor.

It's different in Great Britain. Traditionally, the heir doesn't inherit in Great Britain unless the reigning monarch dies. Queen Elizabeth II's made it crystal clear that she's not about to break that tradition.

There's only been one abdication in the last century, King Edward VIII, and that had nothing to do with retirement at an advanced age. Instead, it had everything to do with a King being besotted by a woman who was absolutely unacceptable for the throne in the eyes of the British government, the British public, and maybe even Brtitish law. It used to be treason for anyone else to ever sleep with the King's wife. An American divorcee's definitely "used goods" in that sense.

So King Edward VIII had a choice. He could give up Wallis Simpson, who was working on her second divorce at the time, and stay on the throne. Or he could marry her and abdicate. He abdicated on December 11, 1936. He'd been on the throne less than a year.

Maintenance costs and tourism dollars

You'd think the Dutch royal family was pretty low key, but they actually cost more to maintain than the British royal family! A typical presidency doesn't really cost less than royalty to maintain. 

Finally, the British royal family's definitely an economic brand. The British royal family has much more pomp and pageantry than the Dutch royal family, but it's hard to argue with the 500 million tourism pounds that they bring in annually. That's nearly a 20:1 rate of return! The royal wedding between William and Kate, by itself, brought in an estimated 107 million pounds, and that's to London alone. A lot of tourists came to see the wedding, and since they're already in Britain, why not combine it with some sightseeing in the rest of the country?

