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In Search of New Definitions: Studying the Postmemory of Partition 
 

In order to study the impact the 1947 Partition of India had on the memory and post memory of 
the generations that have survived it or lived in its aftermath, I find myself trying to piece 
together a cohesive historical narrative of the rupture of the South Asian subcontinent by using 
traditional archival documents, live witness accounts, as well as cultural texts born out of event. 
But within a positivist model of history, documentary evidence would be privileged over testimony 
or cultural production because they bring one closer to what is understood to be a more 
authenticated version of the past. It, therefore, becomes necessary that the definition of what 
constitutes history - and in turn, archive - is expanded. In my opinion, to that effect, memory itself 
should be a text that can be read into. The various different kinds of archives about the Partition 
that have come up in the recent years certainly seems to testify to this idea that the re-collection of 
memories of the Partition is perhaps the only reconciliation to the history that people can get. Such 
archives also make space for things which traditionally would not find place in a history which 
locates its validity in the ‘factual’ or the ‘authentic’. In order to match a newer form of archives, 
the definitions of theory must also be expanded. Perhaps now, in addiction to reading the archive 
as the text, the text can itself be considered an archive that exists at an intersection of fiction, 
memory, and history. In my paper, I wish to study this idea by examining an intergenerational, 
genre-defying text like This Side, That Side: Restorying Partition, which is a highly relevant 
intervention to partition-as-discourse and in itself acts as an archive of markers of familial and 
cultural memory, as well as postmemory. 


