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This paper attempts to tangentially explore Kushwant Singh’s Train to Pakistan. 
The objective of the paper has been to establish the fact that there has been too 
much emphasis laid on the nationalist discourse in India as compared to the 
representation of the trauma of partition and the resultant creation of traumatized 
subalterns.  Besides, the paper also maintains that Train to Pakistan is a 
significant work since it adequately accommodates the event of partition and also 
signifies the onset of bloody riots since it would immediately turn friends of 
centuries into permanent foes, the ever loving men into blood thirsty beasts, who 
would be seeking the blood of their own brothers because of the geographical 
rupture of the nation.  
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Introduction : 
The fallout of the year 1947 appears much larger today on the Indian 
subcontinent than ever before. Even today, Partition proves to be traumatic for the 
entire subcontinent as it is yet to fully recuperate from it. But it is sad that the 
miserable consequences of the partition have not been substantially reflected in 
the writings of history. For instance, Alok Bhalla’s Partition stories in English 
has a grievance that the event of Partition has not been substantially 
accommodated either in literature or in the works of history. It is quite certain that 
there has been extravagant focus only on India’s phenomenal struggle for 
Independence. But it is unfortunate that the event of Partition has not earned a 
place in the historiography. It has been quite a routine for the academic discourses 
to pay attention only to the freedom struggle and the sense of nationalism rather 
than to the analysis of the combative forces that were focussed on the division of 
the country in year 1947.  
 
For quite a length of time, the nationalist discourse was traditional in nature in the 
course of Indian history writing. Here, the ideas of national integration and the 
prominent Congress leaders were accommodated to a great extent. This kind of 
discourse has been assumed to have been by fashioned by Nehru himself in all his 
works in which the priority is for the idea of a nation. The discourse is popularly 
known as ‘Nehruvian narrative’ in the pages of the Indian history. Nehru’s The 
Discovery of India and An Autobiography have been the models of a particular 
discourse which emphasised the ideas of a new secular nationalist discourse that 
was compatible for the independent India that had started to blossom. 
Nehru’s authoritative impact especially during the initial decades of Indian 
independence first twenty years of Independence had managed to safeguard his 
ideologies. But, after his death and in the course while Congress Party lost its 
power, the gradual questioning of this discourse arose. This was questioned 
especially by the Subaltern historian school, which came into existence in the 
latter half of the 1970s. They drew their stimulus from Gramsci, who is an Italian 
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Marxist. These historians sought to create a counterpoise for the traditional elitist 
histories of addressing nationalism. They started to focus their attention on the 
subordinate groups which had been marginalised.  
 
The Rise of Subaltern & Trauma Studies: 
Here, it is important to observe that the contribution of the theories of 
subalternism gave a new perspective about the whole notion of Indian 
nationalism. Nonetheless, it is true that both theories, that is, the theory of 
subalternism and the elitist historiography were focussed on the notions of 
Independence and the sense of nationalism and Independence. But it is 
noteworthy that both narratives failed to focus on the traumatic event of Partition. 
The elitist nationalist discourse was principally concerned with the narratives that 
spoke about only the struggle for independence.  In the meantime, the discourse 
simply missed out on the traumatic experience of the Partition. On the other hand, 
the theory of Subalternism was concerned with the contribution of the otherwise 
neglected diversified populations to the Indian independence and missed out on 
the stories of Partition. In addition, the theories of subalternism failed to 
accommodate the women and their experiences during the bloodied event of 
Partition.     
 
Social Problems in Literature: 
It is noticeable that the twentieth century Indian novelist was more bent on 
creating cognitive awareness in the people by making them think about their 
society. Hence, it is important to also notice that the novelist ’s novels depict 
characters who are socially susceptible and the characters of his novels are, like 
the readers themselves, affected tremendously by the conflicting powers of their 
society. In fact the bravery of his protagonists lies in the manner in which they 
confront the evils of the society and manage to also survive the evils.  
 
More importantly imagination has no scope in the twentieth century Indian 
novels. The protagonists are the very people straight from amongst the readers. 
The people struck immediate acquaintanceship with them and with their defects 
too. They are never the people born out of pure fiction. In all his novels the 
novelist paid attention to characterization more than the situations because of 
which he was able to be realistic in presenting their psychological battle. In a 
way, his dominant theme was to alert the people about their duties towards 
themselves.  
 
The twentieth century Indian novelist was unpretentious in representing life in his 
novels in the most form without the veneer of glamour. This method of the 
dramatist was greatly appealing to the readers who started to find the novels 
written to match artistic orientation. The modern interest in his novels made him 
instantly popular and celebrated by all his readers.   
 
The twentieth century Indian novelist’s constant emphasis on only the social 
problems earned him a distinctive place in the literary circles. The novelist’s 
genius as a novelist has invariably been the thematic demonstration of social 
problems taken straight from real life. He has been remarkable in dealing with 
only such problems as are familiar to men and women in their real lives of. 
Contrary to this most literary products which came before the twentieth century 
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were largely either didactic or entertaining. But the novelist ’s new literary 
creation to his readers was a major leap from the established genres. This realistic 
form of writing made it mandatory for the readers to contemplate over what he 
had presented in his novels. He always promulgated the most essential values and 
universal themes. There was always maximum emphasis for right to expression, 
political duplicity, deceitful morality, religion etc have been some of his most 
common issues in his novels. Commonly acclaimed as a realist writer the 
twentieth century Indian novelist was habitually commanded by the social 
conscience.  
 
Transition from Pre-Independence to Post Independence   
Train to Pakistan reveals that the event of Partition was metaphorically a 
partitioning of manners, ways of life and the attitudes which finally said quits to 
the centuries old brotherhood which had become permanent hatred and enmity. 
The first cause of worry is the train that reaches the railway station of Mano 
Majra. The situation becomes more tense as the villagers get busy collecting 
firewood and kerosene oil from the inhabitants of the village. They want to burn 
the bodies the train had brought with it and in the meantime nobody was sure 
about what exactly had happened. The impatient villagers ask the Lambardar: 

O Lambardar, please tell us something. Why don’t you please reveal 
that big secret of yours? You have become very important and that 
you don’t even care to talk to us nowadays.  

The Lambardar answers: 
No, brother, no. If I knew anything why would I hold it from you? 
You are talking like children. Do you think I can argue with the 
soldiers and those policemen? You saw the way that disgusting pig’s 
penis addressed Chacha. Our self-respect is in our own hands. I did 
not want to be insulted. 

 
The subtlety of the changeover to the post-colonial from the colonial has to be 
closely observed. Being the last of the major colonizers of India, the British had 
managed to appropriate the native values and assets to their best advantage. And 
consequently, what they left behind as their legacy are the essentials that have 
been part of the postcolonial hangover. 
 
It is noteworthy that the scene in the post-independent India proved to be ironic. 
The colonial experience’s net result was a severe sense of rootlessness and 
inferiority and caused by the demoralising intellectual slavery. What added to the 
intensity of such intellectual enslavement was the severe economic and political 
domination. 
 
Soon after the event of partition, the world of the Indians fell apart forever. They 
were stripped of all their dreams and hopes. They began to realize that they were 
about to lose everything. Despite being able to notice the changes, the people 
were helpless to do anything about this. It is exceptional the way this ironic 
structure of loss is sensationalized in the partition novels. The novels represent 
the utter powerlessness of the ordinary people overawed by the historical forces 
that were basically beyond their comprehension and control. 
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It needs to be mentioned here that the intense narration of these incidents reflects 
on something which is more substantial than a mere reiterating of similar stories. 
Essentially, the impression fashioned by all these striking episodes from the 
various partition novels is termed as ‘total absurdity of the two-nation theory’ by 
Maulana Azad. Khushwant Singh further shows that the political relations in 
India then were interestingly triangular representing three major communities: the 
Hindus and the Muslims and the Sikhs. By their count of the population the 
Hindus formed the majority. Quite understandably the mentioned three 
communities were headed by Indian National Congress, the Musilm League and 
the princes. This again is in the descending order of their political prominence. In 
the midst of all this the destiny of the nation was determined by the Congress, the 
British, and the League.  
Here, it is remarkable to notice both the variety in the perspectives of the 
Historians regarding the causal factors of the Partition and also the contradictory 
perspectives the historians have about one another.  The differences among the 
historians erupt mostly with regard to how the entire saga of the partition was 
initiated. That is there has been variety of perspectives regarding the accurate 
time and specific place regarding the origin of the phenomenon 
Another major event that is so realistically depicted in Train to Pakistan is the 
removal of the Muslims hastened by the presence of the refugees. This is a 
poignant deliberation by the novelist who has so keenly understood the nationalist 
consciousness that had been blindfolded by communal rage. 
Conclusion: 
It is not exaggerating to mention that no Indian writer in English has ever taken 
up the disturbing issue of India’s partition and treated it so intensely and clearly 
as Khushwant Kushwanth Singh in Train to Pakistan. In fact the semiotics in 
Train to Pakistan transforms it into a shared symbol of anguish and pain that has 
remained as a distressing factor in the very psyche of the entire sub-continent. 
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