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ABSTRACT

This thesis aims to study the dynamics of “The Construction of
‘Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi’ as a Historical Figure from the 1900s to the
Present.” This is closely related to the power relations between the “local” (Lanna)
and the “Thai nation,” which affected the status as well as authority of the King of
Thailand and the social rank of the northern noble families.

Construction of a historical figure always comes hand-in-hand with a
political meaning hidden in its agenda because “collective memory” derived from
historical knowledge is the basic cause of power relations in political society. Hence
the study about the construction of ‘Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi’ as a historical
figure is not a dry search for truth or facts of an individual biography. It is rather
research about the foundation of political perception related to power relations
between the “Thai nation” and the “local” as well as the actual power relationships
among the local and the nation itself. Those are dramatically afforded in the diversity
of the Construction of Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi as a heroine in local history
and/or Thai history in different mainplots and subplots; these can be seen in
emergence of historical writings, documentaries, statues, rituals, stamp collections
and so on. A variety of representatives and mediums make “the plot” liquidized
according to the social contexts to which the writers belong. However, there are some
plots which abided so unceasingly that they become main stream of remembrance
about Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi. This study asserta that these plots are based on a

certain concept of “royal nationalism.” In this concept, it is believed that the locals
are a contented part of Thailand as a whole. The plots reveals love and relationship
between Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi and King Chulalongkorn, the “Love beyond
two boundaries” which efficiently helps to reconcile Lanna into the integrated part of
the Thai nation.



While the main-stream impressions are repeatedly reproduced in society and
even developed into “Phrarajjayaism,” The “‘plot’ containing ‘antipatriotic localization’
is neglected. It seems tohave been conflicted in the reformation era. The
discrimination and other bitterness in local history are left behind in the backstage of
the romantic drama called “Love beyond two boundaries”; this romantic drama
functioned to create the perception in society that the local was glad to degenerate
herself to become part of the nation-state and acquired gratifying priority from the
“Love beyond two boundaries” itself. Accordingly, the idea that the “the local”
ought to be immensely loyal towards the King of Siam then creates growth to the
local, as obligation, to make Thai nation glorious ever after.

Understanding “The Construction of ‘Phrarajjaya Chao Dararasmi’ as a
Historical Figure from the 1900s to the Present” will help one to consider Thai
nation, Thai state, and “being Thai” in a more complicated way. Moreover, how other
national history and local history provide the social space, right and authority to
various groups of people in local and state society will be also engaged. In another
stage of the comprehension, this thesis could engender insight for the Thais and to
free people from the draconian dominance paradigm of the past.



