™e partition of India in 1947 wvas the most
fateful incident in the history of Indian fveedom struggle.
It played a wvery critical role in the Indian sub-continent.
The Hindus, the 3ikhs and the Musliss who strugglsd against
the British unitedly for a considerabhly long period, turned
one ancther's enemiss. Tens of thousands of men from both
the sides were massacred, an egusl numder of womsn raped
and abducted, children sutilated, propsrty destroyed.
Commmalisa of both kinds « Hindu and Muslis -~ was
responsible for this carnage of thouwands of innocent
pecple.s But it was the Muslim communalism launched by
Jinnah's ctwospation theory that gave birth o the evil of
partitime.

According to Menmath Nath Das, a will=known
historian, the responaibility of the unfortumate dacision
of partition falls on the

“Upper class Nuslim elite whirh feared
Kindu domination over a Muslim minority at
the end of the British rule.™

Though the submcontinent was partixioned in 1947,
the Muslim loaders had begun pressing their jemand for a
separate Muslim Scate ever since 16867 when ir Syed Ahmed
Khan, the founder of the Mohammedan Anglo=-Oriental College,
Aligarh, claimed “It is now impossible for itindus and
Moslens to progress as a single nation”, and in 1882 he



stated that, "All imdividuals joining the foid of Islam,
together constitute a Nation of the Mislims.®? It was the
British who made them prons to the separatist tendencies by
creating separate electrorates for different classes. It
was then that Cheoudhary Rahmat Ali, a youth studying at
Landan, thought over the problem sexiously aad coined the
nomsnclature, Pakistan, indicating almost all Northe~wmstern
Frontiers s 'P’ standing for Punjad, °*A* for Afghan, 'K’ fer
Kashair, °s* for S8ind and ‘Tan’ for Maluchisian. Thus, he
coined the tarm ‘Pakistan’ which msant the ‘lLand of the pure.
In his thesis he lavishly criticised the Muslim leagus and
it's leaders. He discarded their policy and asieed them to
come out of the Indian sub=continent. It was Rahmat All who
alarmed the Indian Muslisms by saying that Isiam was in dange:
and to save Islam they should have thelir own nation. In this
way were the seeds of ssparatist tendenciss sowm by the
visicnariss like Rahmat Ali and tonded by ths lsaders like
Jinnah.

™e post, haad Igbal, another visionary of
separatist tendenciss, also realised that in order to solwve
the problems of the Indian Musl ims, it was nscessasy to
redistribute the country and to provide one sr more Muslim
States with absolute ma joritiss. In 1937, Ixbal wrote a
lettar to Jinnah asking him whether he did mot think that
the time for such a demand was ripe. According to him, it
was the fitting reply Jinnah could giwe to Nshru‘'s



‘atheistic socialism.’ He also heped that i:t was Jinnah
who was able to discover some way out of the difficulties
of the Nuslims.

In thoee days Jinnah was not recogaieed yet as
a political forece. At the polls, sarly in 1337, the
Congress won & substantial victory by sscuring 716
legislatures out of 1161 which the party had contested.
The Congress secured a clear majority in six provinces out
of eleven and it evolved as the largest single party in
three other provinces. On the contrary, tis Muslim League
won only 109 of the 482 sesats securing 4.6 per cent of the
total Muslim votes. It did not get & clear mjority in any
of the Muslimema jority provinces. Thus, the Muslia voters
rejected to vote the commmal Muslim League. This
disturbed Jinnah. The blow Jinnah received »y his om son
was too terrible for a hotwheaded man like him. The
Congress, too, suffered a lot s it received a seteback in
the provinces like 3ind and the Punjad. But the Congress
leaders became sure that they could take the Muslims ocut of
the ir commmal barriers and lead them fn the national
movement under the hanner of the Congress. In this way,
the elections of 1937 proved very helpful to the Congress
while harmful to the future of the Muslim leaders. But the

“Conmunal leaders saw in the Songress
more a threat to their very existence.
They felt thag, unlesss they arganised
themgslves like the Congress and regained



their popularity with the sasses, they
might get up one £ine moning to £ind that
the Congress had walked away with their
!1001:."3

Conssquently, the Congress leaders refused to
accept Jinnah as the leader of the Nuslims or negotiate with
him for forming a coalition government. Nehru did not
ceonsider the reactionary leagus worth recognising as &
partner in politics. He declared that the future contests
lay between the British and the Congress. Thus, Nehru
underrated all partiss except the Congress.

However, this calculaticn of Nehru proved very
unfortumte in the history of Indian politics. It was
because of this attitude of Nehru and the Comgress that
the humiliated Jianah found out the catchword ‘Rakigtan’.
He bsgan to win over the Muslims through religious and
emotional programees rather than political csss. The
emotionalism made him the greatast leader of the *‘Muslimg’
since Aurangssb. Thanceforward, Jinnah kept on reicerating
his demand for Pakistan. Thus, the old Jinnah who was the
desciple of G.Xe Ookhale and the anbassador of Mindu=Muslim
unity who once had remarked, "I am an Indian first, and a
Muslim agterwards,* set upon a radically dizserent miesion.

Howewer, the world war IX gave a wery different
turn to the Indian politics. In March 1940, Jinnah shocked
India by giving a call to free the Muslim majority areas
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from the slavery of the future Indian governasnt. He also
requested the British to give them a ssparats Muslim Scate
i2 they wanted to restore peace and happiness in the
Indian sub~continent. To put it in his words,
*the areas in which the Muslias sre
numsrically in a majority as in the
North=iastern nd Western Zaws of India
should b grouped to constituse
‘ Indepsndent States® in which the

constituent unites shall bs awmononcus
and m:o&gn-"

This proclamaticn at the lLahore session of the
Muslin lsagus widened the rift between the Hindus and the
Muslims. The British Viceroy was elated by all this. It
was then on Bth August 1942 that Gandhi asked the Eritish
to quit India. He urged the Muslims and the Hindus that
they should first have the original Hindustan and then
£ight for Pakistan and India. The Mislims, 2owever, dia
not respond to the call of gandhi« The NMslim lLsague
criticised the Congress and the movemsnt. The leaders alse
asiked the Muslims to remain aloof from the ssvessnt which
was useless for them. wWintson Churehill was very happy
over the widening rift between the ma jor commmnities of
India. It wvas due to Jinnah and his followsrs that
Churchill declared at Dslhi in September 1942 that the

“Congross doss not represent India and
ninety millions of Mussalmans are
fundamentally oppesed to the Congress.



I have already expressed my views about
the Congress movemsnte It 18 not possible
to defend the indefensible. I particularly
want to emphasise that this is not mrely
& declaration of war against the British
and the Governaent, but it is & war againet
the Muslim nngm"‘

This resulted in Jinmah's helping the BEritish to
arush the Quit India Movemsnt 850 that he could demand his
price in terms of the British help for the creation of
Pakistan.

Accoxding to Cyril Henry hilips, & well«knom
historian,

Twaces there was nothing inevitabls about the
partition. It was not delivered from the
wonbke of time but had its stazt and early
course between 1937 and 1942 in the politic
and decisions ¢of msn who might have chossn
differently. By 1949 it was & movemsnt of
ideas, ambitions, greed and ramour (both
political and perscmal), a river in full
£low by 1946, it had decome & moving
torrent tearing great holes in the fahrie
of society and administration and no man
or group of men could then hawe stopped it.
All of the major parties ~ ths British, the
Hational Congress, the Muslim league =
bear a heavy responsibility fa3r what was
on any reckoning, short or long=tera
disaster, a reckless squandering of the
fruits of the hardewon Britisn raf.”’

The ground for the impending danger of partition



was thus prepared by the Muslim leaders well in advance.
vVigceroy Wavel had also prepared the design of the division
of the Indian subecontinent. It was SOM® twe years pricr

to the arrivel of Mountbatten the partition ef the
sub=goncinent wes finalised. In 19435, the Exitish Covernment
asicsd the Congress to form Interia Govermment which, howwver,
proved to bs a failure due to the nen=cooperation of Jinnsh
and his insisting upon taking more and moce Buslia
excutives in the Interim Government. In the meantims,
Churchill was replaced by Attlee and the hopes of the
nationalists were revived.

Matters had becoms too critical for Churchill's
Ministry to £ind out any solution to the prohlem. Hence
they did not take up the problem for an immsdiate solution &
they decided to study Jinnah's denand and its repurcussions
on the Congress. Not realising the difficulty in selving
the problem, Jinnah kept on demanding Xashair, Pun jab,
Bengal and Assam. The Punjabis, on the other hand, warned
the British viceroy that {f they were forcibly included in
Pakistan, there would bs nothing but blocdshed. Assam had
no Muslim majority except in the silhet district. There
was, thus, no msaning in the vague desand of Jinnah, who
was still adamant. The Hindu Mahasabha and Master Tara
Singh challenged Jinnah's claims and threatsned Attles with
& very sericus and vioclent reaction in the Hindu-ma jority
provinces. By this time Jinnah had essrged the mest popular



leader of the Muslims.

Attles and his cabinet could not take any decision
agcepiable to both the partiss. They trisd o0 avoid the
anticipated seriocus consequences in the Indiam subecontinent.
Attles himself was convinced that 99 per ocent of the Muslim
population of India suppecrted Jinnah in their apprehension
of Hindu~domination. However, the Breakdown Plan of Wavel
containing two main points was submitted to the Government 3
the points being

1) If the Muslims insisted on self-deteraination

in genuinely Muslim areas, this must be
given, and

2) There could bs no question of compelling

large non=Muslim populations to remain in
Pakistan against their will -
Attles was also of the same opinion. He showed his
readiness to give sowvereignty to Pakistan in the Muslim -
ma jority provinces but not in the Punjab, Assam and Bengal.

By January 1946, the Congress seemsd to favour
the partition, if it becams inevitable. Except candhi, all
leaders of the Congress were ready to accept it. In the
msantime, Attlee appointed a Cabinet Mission which could not
receive welcome as the situsticn had become woree. The
Muslim league gr:w stronger than ever before. The
relations between the Mindus and the Muslims became so
strained that they viswed each other as enemias. In the



slections now the 1sague won a considerable number of seats
which again boosted up their morales

™he Congress analysed the results af the elections
very differently. Nshru construsd that a vots for the
Muslim isague was no vote for Pakistan. On this Mackgroumd
... the Cripps Commission declared division af doth the
Pun jab and Bengal. This, too, could not bear any fruits.
Apprehended by the domination of the Congress leaders,
Jinnah discarded every proposal and gave a call ¢of "Direct
Action Day” ¢to be observed on 16th August 1946.

Jinnah, in spite of his sickness, made a histocic
declaration to the lsague Council by quoting a famous
Persian poet, rirdousi,

"It you sesk psace, ws 4o not want
war, but {f you want war, w will
accept it mnutwy.-'

Thus, Jinnah severed off his relations with the Congress as
well as the Interim covernment. He and his party went on
the aission of the “Direct Action Day” and thus inaugurated
the bloody Indian Civil war. The Great Cglcutta Rillings
of that day showed the fight Jinnah was prepared for. In
his interview with the writers of Mguntbatten and the

w. Mountbatten says ¢o Gandhi,

foeeee and don‘t forget Direck Action
Day in Calcutta which was a warning of
what he (Jinnah) eould do (August 1946)
« I mean he killed $,000 pesople and
wounded 13,000 people just as &
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demonstration, and I think he has the
capacity to cause Civil war 1if we don‘t
meet him halfevay.*’

This great Calcutta Killings was £3llowed by the
commmal killings in many other parts of the sub-continent.
In Bombay and Allahabad, Naokhali and pihar, the Punjad and
Kashmir this fire of commmalism flared uwp eo quickly that
it became wvery difficult for the Viceroy to bring the
situation under acontrol. The Muslins butchexed the Hindus
and the Hindus massacred the Muslims. 7Tens of thousands
of men, womsn and children became the victias of the |
observance of the Direct Action Daye It i3 on this backe~
ground Gandhi requested Jinnah to become the Prime Minister
of India and to avoid partition and violence. put it did
not come true. In Decender 1946, Attlse invited the
Indian leaders to England.

It was V.P. Mnon, who, in his thesis published
at the beginning of 1947, discarded the possibility of
Cabinet Mission Plan of forming government and suggested
that the country be divided rather than letting it in the
lurch of a civil war. He also added that if the Congress
agreed, Jinnah could not ask for the partition of the
Pun jab, Bengal and Assam.

wmen things had become worst, Attlee appointed
Mountbatten as the new vViceroy of India. In fact, the
dscision of partition was already taken and the only work



11

left for the Viceroy was to convince the Indlan leaders
about the shape of Pakistan and India. Mountbatten,
however, studied the problem in detail along with the Menon
Plan. Due to the force of circumstances, ths Congress Party
was coming round to accepting partition. In March 1947,
they passed a resolution calling for the partition of the
Punjad and Bengal. Gandhi, however, opposed to any kind
of division of the sub=continent.

Thus, when Mountbatten arrived in India, this
most difficult problem was almost solved. Kow before him
was the task of convincing Jinnah about the Pakistan he had
demanded. The Viceroy mst all Indian leaders. He found
Nehru to bs the most compromising perscmality and Jinnah
‘a psychopathic ean.“o He also came to realiee that when
it become inevitable, the Congress also cams round to
accept partition.

Thereafter, the Viceroy, in his sseting with Jinna
made him to accept partition within partition i.e. the
partition of the Punjab and Bengale Thus he reduced the
sise of the proposed Pakistan. Jinnah appealed to him
frantically ®not to give a moth-saten Pakistan®l!
Mountbatten's shrewd commwent was ¢

“I simply could not visualise being so
inconsistent as to agree to the partition
of India without also agreefng to
partition within any Provinoss in which
the same problews um."n
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As a result of this £irm stand taken by Moumtbatten,
Jinnah wvas stunned. The dream of ‘his’ Pakistan was
shattered.

However, Liakat Ali, the other important lsader
of the Muslim League accepted the plan of partition within
partition when he declared,

"I would in no circumstances prevent
Provinces from being partitimed if X
accepted the principle of mum.*“

Being an intelligent Viceroy, Mowntbatten had
a clear idea about the Indian leaders. He tackled Jinnah
very clewverly and outwitted him in no time. He also dealt
with leaders like gandhi and Patel wvery skilfully. Patsl,
however, bhlassd the British Government whics encouraged
Jinnah in his increasing demands. He told the viceroy that,

*Jinnah would yeg accept the Cabinet
Mission Plan if thw force of circumstances
gave him no nlumcuvo.'“

Mountbatten who gauged the consermnces of
partition wanted to prove that the British were not
responsible for {t. In April 1947, he infarmed the
Secretary of Scate that partition had become inevitable.
All this goss to prove that the responsibility of partition
goes to Jinnah and his muslim Ieagus. Though the Congress
trisd to avoid the partition, it becams inevitable due to
the acts and moves taken by the lLeaguers.

Acharya Kripalani and Nehru showsd their
readiness for the partition. By the end of April 1947,
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Ra jendra Prasad, tho then President of the Castituent
Asssmbly, announced his acceptance of partition fn
principle. Thus Jinnah, was in & most disturbed and
frustrated mood due to the partition of the 2unjab and
Bengal. He tried to argus with Mowmthattsn, who scolded
both the partirs wvery sternly. On J0th April 1947,
the draft of partiticn was presented to Jinnah who re jected
it straightaway. He charged the British of iishonesty
and insincereity. DBy that time, however, the Vicerey had
£inalised his Plan of Partiticn. But before that, on
a8th April, The Scatesman printsd the confidential news
of partition and caused a tresmndous sensation throughout
the sudecontinent. The Hindus, the Sikhs and the Muslims
all were disturbed by the contents of the Plane

In the second week of May, Mountbatten went to
Simla to f£inalise his plan of partition. It was at Simla
that he received a fow modifications in his plan, According
to it the British Government wanted to form scse new
independant kingdoms. It was nothing but a poor
fragmentation of India, Nehru, however, very strongly
opposed any change that affected India. Momntbatten, too,
did not approve of it. He commumicated the reactions of
the Congress leaders to Attlas who called him teo Londeon
at once.

By then Jinnah put forth his demapd for a
corridor from Pakistan to Bengal. This demand was also
re jected by the Congress. But it disturbed the Viceroy's
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tht
discussion with British Prime Minister. On st May,

Hounthatten returned to India aleng with the approved plan
of partition. As soon as !w arrived, he brisfed the plan
to all his governors. He 4id not want to give any
opportunity to any Indian leader to interfere in it. He had
also feared of blocdshed and massacre on & large scals.
He wanted to avoid all that.

on Ind June, the Congress and the tuslim leaders
and the Viceroy along with his staff asssmbled at the
Viceroy's House in New nNelhi to decide the destiny of the
Indian sub=continent. MNehru and Jinnah reluctantly accepted
the Plan as it was inevitadble. Mountbatten feared only
Gandhi'’s reaction, who reportedly lay in bed musing in low
voice,

“Today I £ind myself all aloaw. Even the
sardar and Jawsharlal think that my
reading of the situation is wong and
peace is sure to return if paccition is
agreed upon <. They 443 not like my
telling the viceroy that ever if there was
to be partition, it should nat be through
BEitish intervention or under British
gule ... L8t {t not be said what Gandhi
was party to India‘s vtvu-cum.'”

On 3rd June, the Viceroy announced the Plan over
All India Radioc. Nehru, Jinnah and Baldev Singh, too,
followed suit. Thus the plan of partition was arnounced
even mmfore they had Gandhi's consent.
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Attlee got the Bill passed in the House of Comnmons.
He told the Nouse that as the Indian leaders had failled to
agres upon a united India, partition had decoms the
!inevitable alternative.'

on 4th June, Mountbatten declared the possible
date of India‘'s Independence as 15th August. Mountbhatten
named it as 'The Gendhi Plan’ due o the advice and
suggestiones given by him. Gandhi had asied him to leave to
the Indian people the choice of their om future. Hence,
the Vicercy hed given an oppoctunity to the Indian pecple to
decide their future. In this way, though candhi never
offered his support, he never opposed ths Vicercy's plan
openly. Thare lies the suncess of the mischisvous and
harde.co plan of Mountbatten.

' But  after the plan was accepted, the comsunal
killings and blocdshed became the oxder of tae day. 7The
massacre reached {ts climax. The Hindus and the sikhs
mmq in Musl ime=ma jority provinces were butchered
mercilessly and the Hindus and the Sikhs toox revenge by
killing the Muslims. History witnessed a very fatal and
fateful pericd in those days. The situation had gome
beyond control sven before the transfer of power. The
Legislative Assenblies of the Punjab and Bengal voted for
partition while 8$ind and Baluchistan decided to join
Pakistan.

on 18th July, Attlee Governmsnt passed the Bill
of granting Independence to India and Pakistan thus
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“As from the fiftinth day of august,
nineteen hundred and focty-seven, two
independent Dominiens shall be set up
in India, to be known regpectively as
India and anm.‘u

In this way the Plan of Partition was prepared,
passed and executed by the British Governmenz: which left the
Indian sub=continent in the most fateful and agonising
condition.

Iz

As a critic like W.H. Hudson says “Literature is
& vital record of wvhat msn have seen in life, what they
have experienced of it ...*}7 1t 1s a reflection of humen
life, in all its vicissitudes. The historic event of
partition has naturally been reflected in thw realistic
form of literature viz. the novel. The novelists depict
how the political imbroglio of the forties triggered oft
suspician and hatred among the commmities wmich led to the
massacre of innocent people of both sides. what is probably
reassuring from a study of these novels is tae triumph of
individual love, irrespective of religicus fanaticism and
personal heroism in rescuing humanity from wgter despair.

Some of thess novelists such as iiwushwant Singh,
Chaman Nahal, K.8. Dugcal, Amrita Pritam seem to have
been actually involved in this historic evewrte They have
narratsd their storiss as eye~witnesses to ¥he holocaust
of partition. They look at partitien from & humanistic
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point of view « giving vent to the human agcey and suffering
rather than apportioning the blams for partiz=ion in a direct
way. In the ultimate analysis, what mattered was the

tromsndous loss of life, property and tiw death of humanity.

These novelists have selected their characters
mainly from the middle class as also from different walks
of life. They also present different attitudes and
different opinions at the prospect of partition. The
Indian novelists in English are concesned with these
attitudes and opinions in their nowels.

T™he political theas of partition, thus, has
gained the significance of a historical event. And so
these novels remind us of and are as much important as the
1857 Mmutiny novels. Great events in history have always
inspired the novelists throughout the world =0 write novels
on them. For instance, Tolstoy dealt with tke Napoleonic
wars in his world-famous novel war and peace anéd Dickens
wrote his A Tale of Two Citiss on the background of the
French Revolution. Similarly, the 1837 mutiey in India
provided a number of English novelists to at-empt to
recreate the spirit and tise of the Mutiny ard its effects
on the English socisty in generals As Shailepdra Dhari
Singh has pointed out in his introducticn to Hovels on the

Indian ytiny (1973),

“Considering novels alone, there exist
not less than fifty novels written by
Englishmsn and women about ths Indian
Mut iny.» 18
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In fact, the 1637 mutiny 1s supposed to be tha first war
of Indian freedom. Partition of the subscontinent into
Hindustan and Pakistan in 1947 is an event of such magnitude
that 4t is a surprise that there are actually enly a few
novels = not more than fifteen at best =~ that 4deal with the
theme of partition. Howswver, none of thess povels could e
considered as a great masterpisce like Mar apd Peace, though,
of course, all these novels in their own way recreats the
situation of partition and {ts aftermath and they serve at
least the purpose of documsntation.

In his essay ‘The Political Novel In Indian
writing in English® Dr. M.K. Naik. . says,

"ihushwant Singh's TEain to Pakistan is
a copy=book example. The story haere

befits any popular film «.. Packed with
incidents of rape and murder, loot and
arson, spying and accidents, this tale
of an accoaplished stexy-teller
degensrates into the msaninglassness
of a melodrame. Manochar Malgsnkarc's

A _Bend in the Gangeg is another political
novel which is seasoned with mlodramatic

eftects.*1?
He has taken Irain to Pakistan snd j_Pend in the Cenges for
his discussion. Dr. Naik has treated these 210vels as
melodramtic and has not considered the deepar significance
of these novels as they deal with the traumatic event of
partition that has inspired the nowelists. 1t is
esesntially the political uphsaval causing the® tragedy on

BABR. BALASAHEB Kt
SuIVAJ) umveas:tﬁﬂgﬁﬁk?ﬁm
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a massive scale which is the main thems of tae nowvels,
whils, undoubted, there are mslodramatic elemsnts in both
the novels, they also attempt an idsalogical analysis of
the different sectors which led to the partisien.

11X

I intend to deal with four major navels which
treat partition as the central theme. These novels are
TEaip o Pakistan (1956) by xhushwant Singh, A _Bend ip the
Ganges (1964) by Manchar Malgonkar, Asadi (1778) by Chaman
Nahal and When Freadom Cams (1982) by Shirf euaddam
wiere the these of partition is a swjor precccupation of
the novelists. 3ut there are not the only nsvelists who
have been deeply affected by the stupendous aistoric event;
and thera are quite a few who have dealt wita the theme of
partition in their novels either marginally sr incidentally.
These are, for instance, R.K. Narayan's iait.ng for the
Mahates (1958), Balchandra Rajan’s The Dark Japncer (1939),
Attia Hosain's Synlight on a Broken Cojusp (1961), Padmini
Sengupta‘s Red Hibiscys (1962), Raj Gill's The Rape (1974),
Hs8. G1ll's Ashes and petalp (1979), Salmon ushdis’s
NiSnight's childrep (1980), KA. Abbas's The World is My
Yillage (1984), Mahmid Sipra‘’s Payy to Xing Three (196S)

and so one
Bven the novelists in regional languages have
treateod this thems in their novels. For inmmance, K.S.

Duggal’s Iwice Born Twice Dead (1978), Amrita Pritam’s
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Ihe Skelston (1977), and Bhisham Sahani’s Kites will Fly
(1982) are also available in English translations. They

provide a mmasure of comparison with the novelsg written in
Bnglish.

I would like to taks a bdrief surwey of the
novels in which the theme of partition occurs either
marginally or incidentally with a view to galning & wider
perspective on the topic of my study. It will be a briet
survey of the ncvels from 1935 to 1985. The novels are
discussed chronoclogically.

ReKe Narayan is psrhaps the sarlisst novelist to
deal with the thems of partition. In his Maiting for she
Mahatma (1955), we coms across Mahatma Gandhi's non-viclent
agitation against the British. He succeeds Iin his mission
but he is disheartened to see the commmal klllings, riots,
massacre and several other inhuman atrocities that accompany
the independence of the nation. R.X. Narayaz has presented
Gandhi as one of the characters of his nowl. He has shown
Gandhi visiting the partition-haunted ares of the Indian
sub=continent. The ma jor part of the novel is, however,
devoted to the gandhian agitation acainst the British and to
the love-affair of Bharati and Sciram. Howewer, the theme
of partition in this novel is extremely marginal.

Balchandra Rajan’s The Dark Dancer (1959) is the
f£irst novel of this critic of Milton. Krishman, the hero
of the novel returns to India after his ten years stay in
England. This novel {s about his problems of adjusteent on
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his return to India. But the India he returrs to 18 cought
in the partition fewver. Krishnan, however, amrries Xamesla
and moves to a comfortabls job at Delhi Secretariat.

He 48 happy in her company and with his service
but then the atmosphere of the partition is eppressive and
the coming of Cynthia, his Cambridge friend, changes the
very cowxss of his life. He is marrisd to Kamla but
agtracted to Cynthia. KXamla goss to Shantihkgpur, the
partition=-affected city, and begins her life as a nurse.
After a few days, Krishnan realises his mistake and he too,
goss to Shantihpur. On way to Shantihpur anag in Shantihpur
iteelf, the commumal poison is at its work. Xamala becomes
the sittim of partition, while attempting to save the life
of a muslim girl. Thus, "There are two clear strands in
the story § the tragedy of Xrisiman's marriage and the

=30 These two strands are, however,

tragedy of partition.
linked with each other. It is the national tragedy of
partition that causes & personal tragedy - ‘;rar of Xamala.
Attia Hosain's gunlight en a Browes Coluspn (1961)
is a story of a girl growing up in an upperciass Muslim
family in Lucinow before and after indepsndesce. laila,
the narrator=heroine of the novel narrates tbe story of
her family. This novel also deals with the thems of
partition which has been a subject of discussion in the
house of Laila. what is important here from the

nationalistic point of view is the account of the national
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movenent separating the secular Muslim naticnalists wnder
the anner of Congress and the commmal Muslims under the
banner of Muslim League.

Laila, being a Muslim girl experiences everything
at her homs, 8he is, howsver, not a direct participant in
efther of the movemsnts but she cannot remain aloof from it.
She sees her near and dear ones opt for Pakistan and pass
through the great national calamity of commnal violence.
Thus, the novel attempts at showing the holocaust of
partition that results s large scale massacve and historic
migration only as an outcoms of the great fpeedom movemsnt.
This novel written by a Muslim novelist can be viewsd from
the Muslim angle. Here too we Come across the league
Muglims who follow the commmal stand taken by the Muslim
lesague under the leadership of Jinnah. The Congress=Muslinm,
however, oppose the partition and in the howses of Musl ims
too there is an artificial partition.

Padmini Sengupta’s first novel Red Hibiscug (1962)
deals with the theme of freedom—struggle and partition.

It is, in fact, a moving tale of a reputed Bangali family -
Dr. Bimal ard his wife Kusum. It also deals with the
problem of untouchability. It is as well the story of a
girl caught between tradition and modernity-

™he action of the novel bagins in the
pre=independence days and ends on the day of freedom,
15¢h August 1947, which s accompanisd by the horrer of
partition. Padmini Sengupta portrays the ghastly things
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happening in and around Calcutta. She has described the
tension that prevails among the Hindus and Muslims. The
call of Direct Action Day given by Jinnah opens the fury
of hell in the entive Bengal, and kills thousands of
Hindus, is also portrayed.

Raj Gill's novel, The Rape (1974) sescribes the
political aspect of partition. It is a love story, set in
& West Punjab village and its purpoes is to sjescribe how the
small and sleepy village of the Punjad becomms aware of the
ispending freedom and the simultansous partixion of the
country.

There are some similarities betweem The Raps and
Txain to Pakisean by Khushwent Singh. Like IEaip to
Pakistan, the novel under discussion explams how the petty
leaders from the towns and cities come to the villagers and
enlighten them on the situation, incits thes and prepare
them for a fight against their Musliim brothers. Even the
ex~goldiers of Subhash Babu’s army come and train the pesople
in varfere. The novel ends with the depiction of the whole
region converted into a scene of loot, arsor, rape and
slaughter.

HeS8« Gill's novel, Aghes and Petals (1979)
describes the trauma and turbulance of postepartition India
with an extraordinary intensity. The very epening of the
novel is with the blocdy scenes of partitiom. The first
chapter ‘The Train' poctrays the horror, the massacre that
takes place on the train bound for India.
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KeSs Duggal’s Jyice Borp Twice Dead (1979)
translated from its original Punjabi, s a powerful emotional

docummnt that commmicates the traums that people guffered
during the dark and fateful days of partition, which was the
most cataclysmic happening in recent Indian aistory.

™he touching directneass of the saga moves the
reader sany a time. The novelist very skilfally delineates
the perverseness of people when the logic of insensate
animality rules them. Even on such & background, too, we
£ind characters like Sohne-shah, Allah=ditta, Rajkarni,
Satbharai and xXuldip, who repressnt humn vaiuss of
compassion and love. The novel is full of iahumen deeds
committed by the people which the novelist sows with
unaistakable authenticity.

Salwan Rushdis's sensational novel, Midnight's
shildren (1980), covers the pericd of thirty ysars from
August 1947 to 1977. The herc of the novel Salim, is born
at the midnight hour of 15th August 1947, amd hence is
inextricably conmmected with the national history 5 "o I
had een mysteriously handcuffed to history, my destiniss
indissolubly chained to those of my country.®2* The novel
19 written in three parts, and the action of the novel
begins from the day of the Jallianwallah Bagh incident and
ends on the end of the Emergency that was in India in 1977.
In this novel also we have soms occasicnal osferences to
the tragedy of partition.
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KeAs Abbas’s recent novel jhe world Is My Village
(1984) is written as a ssquel to his novel Jpguilab (1958).

Anwar Ali, the Hindu-Muslim herc with a join= parenthoed
is & journalist. He marriss Mehaooda and beging to live in
Delhis It is during these days that the Mus.ims of Delhi,
living in Jama Masjid, Darya Gunj and other places, are
attacind by Hindus. Abbas, however, looks at partition as
one of the most fateful ddcisions talken by the Indian
leaders. Some historical facts are also pressnted and
Anwar and Bob, an American journalist, are shown visiting
Gandhi, Nehru and Jinnah and even Mountbattea, to get the
details of the inside story of partition.

Meshmud Spira‘'s first novel published under the
title Pawn to Xing Three (1985), has been one of the most
recent novels on the theme of partition. Set against the
background of the terror-strilen days of partition, the
novel also is & fast moving narrative of passion and
intrigus of shady deals in high places, of trust and
betrayal. It also narrates of thoee who play a still
deadlier game in & world in which history has turmed full
circle and religion once-again an emotive fosoe in power
politice.

Pawn _to King Three is the story of a survivor - a
single small boy, Adnan, out of one of the hloodiest
train-massacres that happens in Amritsar wher the Lahcre
bound train is halted and almost all Mislim ssfugees are
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killed. wWhat is striking about the novel 1is that even
after a lapse of thirty years, Mahmud Sipra‘s partition
world seems to be fresh and realistice. This novel is
writtsn by a Pakastani writer where we can have the
Pakistani attitude towards partition.

Iv

What we observe from the study of these novels '°
that the historical fact of partition was the result of
Muslim commmalism which apparantly left no cnoice for the
Congress as ‘faite accompli.® Many of the novelists like
Xhushwant Singh, Amcita Pritam, Ke8. Duggal, Chaman Nahal,
HeSe Gill, Raj G4ll were born on the Indo-pak border.
Hence, their descriptions of the massacre and other crusltiss
have a ring of authenticity about them. Histcorical and
philoscphical attitudes smerge in Malgonkar who challengos
the very philosophy of Gandhi’s Ahimsa -« He suggests that
Ahimsa actually led to more violence than a full scale
war of independence involving death and destruction.

All novelists £find a tentative sclucion to the
division of commmitiss and conflicts - a ficmional
solution, romantic solution = love-affairs between Hindu
or Sikh boy and Muslim girl o vice versa. The tendency
of the novel ists seems to concentrate on the >»hysical
vivissction of the Motherland which provides an opportunity
to the writer to describe scenes in a melodramatic manner.

Mhen Freedom Camg seems ¢to be a solitary example
of a novel which doss not deal with the partiztion of the
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Muslim majority states directly but deals wikh the
psychology of the Muslims living in big cities as well
as small villages away from the scenes of vislence.

In fact, the action of the novel is far away from the
actual bloody scene of partition. The novellists
concentration is on how the Muslim mind even in the
remotest villages developed schism, how it felt betrayed
and how it reconciled itself with the situation.

All in all the Indo-Anglian novelists who deal
with the theme of partition appear to have dealt with it
on a surface level and in a somewhat simplistic manner.
These ncvelists have not been able to improve upon the

Dickensian formula of the historical romance-



