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BNP's rejoinder and our reply

FROM PAGE 1

We strongly condemn the whole pur-
pose of writing and publishing such a
motivated article targeting a valiant
freedom fighter, proclaimer of our
independence, a President elected by
the people, founder of one of the larg-
est Political Party in the country to
defend democracy and sovereignty,
who saved the country from lawless-
ness and hunger, withdrew martial law
imposed by Awami League leader
Khondoker Mushtag Ahmed and re-
introduced multi-party democracy
which was also taken away by Awami
League in January, 1975, introduced
politics of productivity for sustainable
economic development, succeeded to
involve people in nation building
efforts and hold elections including
the election of the Parliament with
participation of all political parties.

We are providing below the obser-
vations of the Bangladesh Nationalist
Party -- BNP on the said article with a
request to publish those in an appro-
priate place of your esteemed newspa-
per so that the right to your readers to
know the truth is established.

“Mr. Sakhawat Liton has mentioned
the name of some books by local and
foreign authors and comments by
army officers who had either watched
the political development or worked
to develop the conspiracy leading to
Sheikh Mujib's killing without proper
referencing.

[tis true, the time was highly chaotic
and leftist outfits such as JSD leaders
and workers were at work including
army factions to bring about a change.

The then 46 Brigade Commander, a
valiant freedom fighter Col. Ziauddin
in an article in the Weekly Holiday as
early as 1972 titled 'Hidden Price’
demanding the scrapping of India-
Bangladesh Friendship treaty wrote
"We fought without him and won. If
need be we will fight again without
him." (The Silent Witness of A
General: First Decade of
Independence, page 45 by Major
General Moinul Hossain Chowdhury,
also avaliant freedom fighter).

It showed that anger at different
levels of army was at work and Sheikh
Mujib was himself concerned about
such tensions which were on spread at
various levels.

Lt. Col. Faruk, Col. Rasid and other
officers may have visited Gen. Zia as
the Deputy Chief of Staff and it is an
usual practice for junior officers to
meet senior officers occasionally. Mere
meeting of such kind can't be an evi-
dence of his involvement in the con-
spiracy as Mr Sakhawat Liton tried
desperately to portray.

Those officers about whom Mr
Liton mentioned also met Col.
Shafayet Jamil, Col. Amin Ahmed
Choudhury, Maj. Gen. Moinul
Hossain Chowdhury and even many
Awami League leaders at that time.
Then why Maj. Gen. Zia alone should
be blamed for conspiracy for the rea-
son that the two men had met him at
his place.

It appears that the writer of the
article has attempted to frame the story
picking suitable materials and quota-
tions from books that only suits his
purpose to malign the Shaheed
President Ziaur Rahman.

The story has never questioned the
position and role of the then army
Chief of Staff Gen. K M Shafiullah,
Chief of General Staff Brig. Khaled
Musharraf, Director General of the
BDR, Major General Khalilur
Rahman, DG of the DGFI Brigadier
Rauf, Brigade commander of Dhaka,
Col. Shafayet Jamil, Col. (Rtd) Abu
Taher and politicians who appeared
to have been exonerated targeting the
then Deputy Chief of Staff Maj. Gen.
Zia to be blamed for the August mas-
sacre.

Mr Sakhawat Liton preferred some
selected printed materials of his choice
to frame his story which suits his pur-
pose to defame Shaheed President
Ziaur Rahman involving him in the
plot of assassination of Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman. This is absolutely
baseless, motivated and not corrobo-
rated by facts.

When everybody knows Awami
League leader Khandaker Mostaque
Ahmed was involved in Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman killing, Mr Sakhawat
Liton like other political opponents of
BNP accuses Shaheed President Ziaur
Rahman, Bir Uttam who is regarded
not only a great hero but also the pro-
claimer of our independence, to
malign him with an ill motive intend-
ing to divert people's attention to other
direction.

An incoherent story

The writer of the article seemed to
have considered some bias writers'
write-ups as their Bible! In the lead
story titled "Fatal deaf ear”, it said that,
Major Faruk and Major Rashid gath-
ered at the residence of Major General
Ziaur Rahman, in June of 1974 and
there was a discussion held centering a
coup to thwart the presidency of
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. In the same
article it was further stated that, on
March 20 of 1975 Major Faruk was very
cautious at his meetings with Major
General Zia. He was apprehensive that
if he bluntly told the deputy chief of
Army that he wanted to overthrow the
President there was a very good scope
Ziawould arrest him. So Faruk decided
to be cautious.

So here is the question that logically
arises, if there was a meeting held with
Major Faruk and Major Rashid at Maj.
Gen. Zia's residence focusing a coup
plan to topple Sheikh Mujibur
Rahman in June 1974, then why was
the same Major Faruk vacillating to
discuss the possibilities of ousting
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman in March of
19757

This seems to be a well written inco-
herent story popularized by a section
of media in Bangladesh.

Stories known to all of us

"Bangladesh: The Legacy of Blood",
written by Anthony Mascarenhas was a
source of the article.

Since Mr. Sakhawat Liton in The
Daily Star referred the book "Silent
Witness of a General: First decade of
Independence” by Major General
(retired) Moinul Hossain Chowdhury
as one of its sources, the writer of this
story should have gone through page
101 of the book as well. Maj. Gen.
Moinul Hossain Chowdhury in his
book in page 101 exposed Anthony
Mascarenhas, who took 20 thousand
pounds from Sonali Bank as loan and
later declined to repay it back when it
turned 24 thousand pounds which was
then a quite big amount. Major
General Moinul advised President Zia
not to let Mascarenhas enjoy any spe-
cial facility again since he was a
defaulter. President Zia's government
denied Mascarenhas of any sort of
facilities which aggrieved Mascarenhas
and after returning to London he pub-
lished this cooked up story in Sunday
Times as an interview with Faruk.
Major General Moinul while serving in
Bangladesh High Commission later
informed Sunday Times authority
about the motive behind this interview
and then Mascarenhas was not
retained to write about Bangladesh
anymore in Sunday Times.
Exasperated Mascarenhas one day
called the Press Councilor Mahbubul
Alam (also former editor of The
Independent) and said, "Why Moin is
trying trouble me?"

Major General Moinul also opined
that the book "Bangladesh: The Legacy
of Blood" was funded by Ershad gov-
ernment to tarnish the image of both
Sheikh Mujib and Ziaur Rahman even
though the credibility of the book
written by Anthony Mascarenhas has
always been very little,

In page 46 of that book,
Mascarenhas wrote that the younger
officers used to talk openly about their
dissatisfaction after the kidnap
attempt of Major Dalim and his wife
and the army messes were like centres
of plotting.

According to an interview of
Professor Yousuf Ali, a Minister of
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman's cabinet,
published in the book "Facts and
Documents: Assassination of Mujib"
by Professor Abu Sayeed (a former
Minister of State in charge of
Information Ministry during Sheikh
Hasina's premiership in 1996-2001),
describes about AHM Kamruzzaman,
the then Minister for Relief and
Rehabilitation in Sheikh Mujib's cabi-
net also known to be very close to
Sheikh Mujibur Rahman was similarly
approached by Major Dalim before the
assassination of Sheikh Mujib and was
requested to take over the power if the
coup succeeds. Syed Nazrul Islam,
Vice-President under Sheikh Mujib
was also informed about the coup
according to the disclosure of
Professor Yousuf Ali. He himself was
given the same offer, he said.

Professor Yousuf's assertion can be
verified from disclosure in another
book titled "Razniti: Shekal O Ekal"
authored by Sheikh Abdul Aziz,
Minister for Information and
Agriculture in Sheikh Mujib's cabinet.
According to the writer, almost all the
close aides of Sheikh Mujib were
detained on August 23, 1975, they
were kept locked inside a control room
at Paltan and Major Faruk was threat-
ening them.

Sheikh Abdul Aziz, the author of
"Razniti: Shekal O Ekal" mentions in
his book that when Major Dalim
arrived there, Kamaruzzaman spoke
up. AHM Kamaruzzaman said, "This
was not in the plan!" Author Sheikh
Abdul Aziz asked the readers to try to
understand the facts from this.

An incident that has always been
ignored by the haters of President Zia
while making the arguments is that,
Colonel Shafaat Jamil had some
detailed idea of the coup plan accord-
ing to Major Rashid. When a rumor
was spreading in the air that a coup is
in the offing with Rasid as the leader,
Rashid was summoned by Shafaat
Jamil who was then the Dhaka Brigade
Commander of the Army. Rashid had
some discussion with him about the
political situation earlier.

According to Rashid, Shafaat Jamil
said that there was too much talk
about the possibility of a coup and
the leader is none but Rashid. Faruk
and Rashid were officers of units
under the command of 46 Brigade
and Col. Shafayat Jamil was its com-
mander. Rashid in desperation said
that if Shataat Jamil took any action
against him, he would involve him
with the coup and there were evi-
dences in this regard. This made
Shafaat Jamil signal Rashid to go ahead
with his plan.

Surprisingly, it was Colonel Shafaat

Jamil to whom Rashid reported after
the death of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman.
(Page 62)

Moreover, according to an article
written by Waresat Hossain Belal,
who is currently an Awami League
MP, and also the brother of Colonel
Taher Bir Uttam, on January 15 of
1992 in now defunct Daily Ajker
Kagoj (owned by Kazi Shahed
Ahmed, the father of ruling Awami
League MP Kazi Nabil Ahmed), "In
1974 when Faruk was given the
charge of disarming the crooks in
Narayanganj and Taher was the direc-
tor of Dredger Organization of
Bangladesh Water Development
Board (BWDB) of the same place,
Faruk used to visit Taher. One day,
Faruk came to visit Taher in a
Volkswagen and opened the dash-
board of the car to show Taher of
Chinese pistol and said, 'Sir, I would
shoot Sheikh Mujib with this pistol.
You and Colonel Ziauddin will be
leading the country.”

This article was also referred to in
the book "Bangabandhu Sheikh
Mujib: Landmarks of the life of a
leader" by Abdul Matin from Radical
Asia Publication.

Many such evidences can be placed
that suggest that even many of the
people around Sheikh Mujibur
Rahman clearly knew that a coup was
in the offing and who were plotting it.
They did nothing to resist it to save
their leader. Mr Sakhawat Liton in his
report did not raise these points not by
mistake but to fulfill his motivated
intention to establish late President
Ziaur Rahman as a villain.

Late Lieutenant Colonel M. A.
Hamid, who was the Station
Commander in Dhaka Cantonment,
gives an account of that crucial
moment in his memoirs published in
1993. DGDFI Brigadier Rauf briefed
the Chief of Army Staff Major General
Safiullah on the situation between
2:00 and 3:00am on August 15. Maj.
Gen. Shafiullah in a deposition before
the Dhaka Session Judge Court on
January 20, 1998 in connection with
Sheikh Mujib killing case said he had
conversation with the President at 5:15
am. He said President sought support
from him but in reply he said he would
do something while asking the
President whether he can come out of
his house.

Col. Hamid raised question in his
book as to why the Chief of Army Staff
did not take action when he knew
hours in advance that his President
was in danger. Shafayat Jamil's 46
Brigade was located only 500 yards
from the Chief of Army Staff's resi-
dence. Why Brigade Commander
Shafat Jamil remained idle to move his
brigade to save the President. Hamid
also wonders why the Chief of Staff
didn't bother to go there and mobilise
troops to avert the coup, rather he went
to the radio station in the early morn-
ing to express allegiance to Khondker
Mostaque who took over as the new
President. Interestingly Mostaque
indicted Ministers in his cabinet, most
of whom were Ministers in Sheikh
Mujib's cabinet. It gave an impression
that it was an intra-party infighting
aimed at remmoving Sheikh Mujib from
the government leadership. Mustaque
proclaimed martial law and indemni-
fied the coup leaders with the support
and approval of the new cabinet which
essentially looked like the old cabinet
of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, except
few.

Many wonder how Mr, Sakhawat
Liton came to the conclusion that Maj.
Gen. Zia was a beneficiary of August 15
incident. Logically question can be
countered to this propaganda that how
Maj. Gen Ziaur Rahman became bene-
ficiary when he was made the Chief of
Army Staff after nine days of the
changeover of the government,

Moshtaque made Gen. MAG Osmany,
as Defense Adviser who was also a
Minister in Sheikh Mujib's cabinet
(who resigned to protest one party
rule) to establish control over the
armed forces and Major Gen. Khalilur
Rahman, DG, BDR was elevated to the
newly created post of Chief of Defense
Staff, a position above to the rank of
Chief of Army Staff only to lessen the
influence of Maj. Gen. Zia in the army,
as he was very popular amongst rank
and file of the army.

Interestingly, Awami League quar-
ters had never raised question on the
role of Gen. Osmany, Maj. Gen.
Shafiullah, or Maj. Gen. Khalilur
Rahman in Moshtaque government.
Rather Awami League nominated
Mostaque's Adviser Gen. Osmany as
Presidential candidate against Ziaur
Rahman while Shafiullah and
Khalilur Rahman were picked up as
Awami League candidates in parlia-
mentary elections. Who 1s unaware
of the fact that Speaker of the
Parliament, Abdul Malek Ukil sided
with Moshtaque and accepted the
offer for representing as special
emissary of President Moshtaque to
justify the changeover through
August 15 coup. Surprisingly, Mr.
Ukil was also rewarded with the high-
est position of the Awami League in
late seventies.

In 3rd November 1975, Chief of
General Staff (CGS) Brig. Khaled
Mosharraf known as an ally to Maj.
General Shafiullah (Silent Witness of a
General, page 41-42) staged another
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coup, declared himself as new Chief of
Army Staff arresting Maj. Gen. Zia and
putting him under confinement. He
also installed Chief Justice ASM Sayem
as the President and Chief Martial law
Administrator.

Chaos in the army spread sharply at
that time and on November 7 patriotic
soldiers revolted against Maj. Gen.
Khaled Mosharrat and rescued Maj.
Gen. Ziaur Rahman from confinement
and put him back to the leadership of
the army in a tumultuous revolution
jointly by the people and the patriotic
soldiers.

[t was a spectacular circumstance
which brought Maj. Gen. Ziaur
Rahman Bir Uttam at the helm of the
affairs to restore peace and discipline
in the country.

A prejudiced exercise

There were immense attempts
noticed in the report to make the
readers realize that Shaheed
President Ziaur Rahman was respon-
sible for the assassination of Sheikh
Mujibur Rahman. For example the
uses of some fantasy scenarios like,
"Faruk's initial fears about Zia were
unfounded" or "Zia did not react
negatively at his plan to overthrow
the President” seemed to be used to
portray Zia as an associate of the kill-
ers of Sheikh Mujibur Rahman.

The whole thing seemed to a one-
sided pre conceived fantasy from the
beginning. There was no public inter-
view of Shaheed Zia that suggest that
he had endorsed this conversation.
Maj. Gen. Ziaur Rahman bluntly
refused to take the leadership of the
coup according to Faruk. In page 54 of
"Bangladesh: The Legacy of Blood",
Faruk says that 'his patience broke due
to his failure to recruit Zia in the coup'.
The word failure may explain a lot.

However, the writer of the article
should have had some knowledge
about the situation of the country
during 1972 to 1975 and should have
gone through once again what Faruk
told to Mascarenhas about the meeting
exactly, since Mr. Liton loves to men-
tion the name of this book.

The writer, after going through all
these books, neither took Shafaat
Jamil's coolness amid Rashid's threat,
nor the conversation of Faruk with
Taher as a conspiracy to kill the
President, rather took the cooked up
story told by Faruk about Maj. Gen. Zia
as evidence to tarnish his image and
joined the charade of Awami League
backed propagandists,

CONCLUSION

What is at the core of the matter is
that Ziaur Rahman was elevated to the
leadership by the events of history. He
was respectful to Sheikh Mujibur
Rahman and as the army Deputy Chief
of Staff he performed his duties keep-
ing himself above politics.

The problem arises when he raised a
political party BNP when Awami
League was disintegrating and they
started to take BNP as their enemy,
failing to face it politically on BNP's
rising popularity. Awami League wants
to destroy Shaheed President Zia's
image accusing him for involvement in
Sheikh Mujib killing. They want that
people must keep away from his image
and his party politics and it appears
that Mr. Liton's story is part of the plan
to serve Awami League's interest using
a popular media. Unfortunately, a
newspaper like The Daily Star has
allowed himto doso.”

OUR REPLY

Our report was mainly based on con-
fessional statements of a number of
accused in the Bangabandhu murder
case and some authoritative books,
which we cited in our report.

The confessional statements are
part of the Bangabandhu murder trial
proceedings and have been in the
public domain for a long time. And all
those books including the ones written
by foreign authors have been available
in the city's book shops.

The confessional statements and
the facts of those books were never
contested by the BNP.

Take for example one of the books
written by a foreign author.

The book titled "Inside R&AW" by
[ndian journalist Asoka Raina narrated
how the R&AW received the informa-
tion about a meeting held at the resi-
dence of Gen Ziaur Rahman in June
1974 focusing on a coup.

Excerpts of this book about the
meeting held at the then army deputy
chief Zia's residence was reproduced in
a book "Bangladesh: Bloody Chapter:
1975-1981" by Brig Gen (retd) M
Sakhawat Hussein, which was pub-
lished in 2000.

Bangladesh Defence Journal
Publishing brought out a Bangla ver-
sion of "Inside R&AW" in 1993 when
BNP was in power. And it published
two more editions in 1994 and in
February 1996 when the BNP was in
power too. Its third edition was pub-
lished in 2014.

A number of accused in the
Bangabandhu murder case in their
confessional statements before magis-
trates suggesting Gen Zia's direct link
with the plot to stage the August 15
coup.

Taheruddin Thakur, who was a
minister in the Bangabandhu gov-
ernment but a close aide to
Mushtaque, had a meeting with
Mushtagque on August 14, 1975, a
day before the brutal murder of

Bangabandhu,
about the plans.

An accused in Bangabandhu mur-
der case, Thakur in his confessional
statement quoted Mushtaque as
saying: "Zia came [to me] twice this
week. He and his men have become
restless to do something fast. They
want to bring a change in power by
force. They are ready to do anything
necessary.”

Zia's visit to Mushtaque had not
taken place suddenly.

Major Faruk, one of the convicted
killers of Bangabandhu, in his confes-
sional statement said: "At the end of
1974, the then deputy chief of army
Maj Gen Zia along with his family
members often came to my residence
by walking. He used to discuss about
the country's situation ... In discus-
sions, he [Zia], instigating me, said
something needs to be done to save the
country.”

In the discussion, Zia's suggestion
was sought and in response, Zia said
what could I do? Do something if you
[junior officers| can, Faruk had said.

He said Major Rashid had contin-
ued communication with Zia and
Mushtaque. "Rashid informed [me]
that Ziaur Rahman would extend his
support to us if we can kill Sheikh
Mujib," said Faruk in his confessional
statement.

American noted journalist
Lawrence Lifschultz in an interview
published in The Daily Star on
December 16, 2011 said: "He [Gen Zia]
assured Rashid that he would make
certain that the forces in the Army
would not move against him and his
men if they succeeded. Zia carefully

monitored Rashid's operational plans
and assured Rashid that he would
protect their backs.”

Lifschultz had been extensively
writing on the country's political situa-
tion in 1975 and later on on the Col
Taher trial for more than four decades.

[n his interview with The Daily Star,
he quoted Major Rashid from a meet-
ing the two had in 1997 in a European
city.

"I asked him [Rashid] if before the
August coup d'etat he had concerns
about the position the Americans
might take as he moved forward in his
planning. Rashid told me that he had
discussed the issue with Zia because
he, Rashid, had his own worries about
this. Rashid told me that Zia had said
to him that the Americans were in the
picture and there was nothing to worry
about from that quarter," said
Lifschultz.

Lifschultz said: "I asked Rashid on
what basis Zia offered Rashid an assur-
ance that the Americans were not
opposed to a coup. Rashid told me it
was clear to him that Zia had been in
direct contact with an American coun-
terpart but he did not know the name
of this person.”

[n our report, we used some conver-
sations between Gen Zia and Major
Faruk from the book styled "Bangla-
desh: A Legacy of Blood" by Anthony
Mascarenhas. Major Faruk in an inter-
view with Mascarenhas disclosed the
content of his conversation with Zia
that took place on March 20, 1975.

[n fact, Mascarenhas has also inter-
viewed Rashid along with Faruk. These
interviews for "World in Action”
programme were broadcast in England
on ITV in 1976, a year after the
Bangabandhu murder.

In the interview Rashid also
described their meetings with Zia prior
to the August coup. Mascarenhas also
included excerpts of these interviews
in his book A Legacy of Blood pub-
lished in 1986 in London.

[n his meeting with Lifschultz,
Rashid confirmed the accuracy of his
and Major Faruk's interview taken by
Mascarenhas.

[n his interview published in The
Daily Star, Lifschultz concluded:
"Without Zia's clear support, [ do not
believe the coup d'etat could have
moved forward. Zia was the key
'‘Shadow Man'. Had he been against
the coup, as Deputy Chief of the
Army, Zia could have stopped it. Of
course, it was his constitutional duty to
doso."

What the BNP said in its rejoinder,
citing Major Gen Moinul Hossain's
book "Silent Witness of a General”
about Mascarenhas' taking of 20,000
pound loan from Sonali Bank in
London and refusal to pay back and
paid by military ruler Ershad to write
the book Bangladesh: A Legacy of
Blood is not relevant to our report as
the interviews predates Ershad's com-
ing to power.

Mascarenhas interviewed Major
Faruk and Rashid in 1976 and Gen
Ershad came to powerin 1982.

The BNP, in its rejoinder, sees
nothing wrong with Major Faruk's
visit to Zia's residence on March 20,
1975, and termed his visit a usual
practice.

However, the book by Major Gen
Moinul Hossain "Silent Witness of a
General”, which the BNP cited in its
rejoinder, said Gen Moin found
Major Faruk in front of Zia's resi-
dence and described it "as a sign of
coup’.

"I'would have interrogated Faruk on
that day had he been under my com-
mand," Gen Moinul wrote on pages
70-71 in his book under a sub-title Sign
of Coup.

and had updates

No crime

FROM PAGE 16

The Daily Star has obtained a copy of
the report. It said Mizan forged the
signatures of then convener of Rajuk
Building Construction Committee
Sheikh Abdul Mannan and Rajuk
Director Md Golam Mostafa. Mannan
is now at the Election Commission.

The committee was supposed to
submit its report to the Rajuk authori-
ties in 15 days. But it missed the dead-
line due to pressure put on it by Rajuk
high-ups and some influential quar-
ters, said officials.

A few top Rajuk officials are still
active to cover up the probe findings
and protect Mizan, they complained.

Speaking anonymously, an official
said Rajuk Chairman GM Jainal
Abedin Bhuiya has been sitting on the
report though he was supposed to
forward it to the administration sec-
tion in three days for action as per rules
of business of Bangladesh Secretariat.

The Rajuk authorities selected
Mizan for a 10-day official tour to
Germany, though he didn't qualify for
such a trip when an internal probe and
another by the Anti-Corruption
Commission against him was under-
way, he noted.

Another official alleged that the
Rajuk chairman and some other high
officials have been dilly-dallying with
the report on an “underhand deal with
Mizan”.

Talking to The Daily Star last week,
Bhuiya said, “We've to examine
whether the report is acceptable or it
requires a review and reinvestigation.”

Asked whether he was sitting on the
report for over two weeks, the chair-
man said he would soon instruct offi-
cials to send the report to the Rajuk
section concerned for administrative
action.

On Mizan's nomination for the
foreign tour, he said he would have to
verify the related information.

The probe report said Mizan also
abused his official position to get the
plan of the said building approved
without receiving mandatory clear-
ance from eight government depart-
ments.

Out of the five members of the
Building Construction Committee,
three including Sukomol signed the
building plan in absence of committee
convener Mannan and member
Golam Mostafa, according to the
report.

Thirteen out of 14 Rajuk and PWD
officials testified before the probe
body that Mizan forged both the
remaining signatures, it added.

Mizan told the probe committee he
didn't understand how the signatures
were forged and how he was in posses-
sion of the building plan documents.
He claimed the issue was raised to
“humiliate him”,

A Rajuk official, who has relevant
legal knowledge, said signature forgery
is a criminal offence and the authori-
ties were supposed to suspend Mizan
and initiate a departmental process to
determine his punishment.

If found guilty, Mizan should either
be removed from service or at least be
demoted, he added.

Google

FROM PAGE 16

light on a particular candidate the
researchers could shift opinion
towards that favoured candidate,

The study boosted a candidate’s
favourability rating by between 37%
and 63% after just one 15-minute
search session. The five double-blind,
randomised studies included 4,500
undecided voters in the United States
and India.

A Google spokeswoman said the
company's algorithm is designed to
provide "relevant answers,” and rig-
ging them to favour one view over
another "would undermine the peo-
ple's trust in our results and company."

Epstein said Google's response was
"meaningless."

"How does providing 'relevant
answers' to election-related questions
rule out the possibility of favouring
one candidate over another in search
rankings?” Epstein wrote in his op-ed.
“Google's statement seems far short of
a blanket denial that it ever puts its
finger on the scales.”

The research suggested that swing-
ing an election was "well within
Google's control,” considering that
President Obama won the 2012 elec-
tion by just 3.9% and the 2016 polling
is similarly too close to call.

Though Epstein falls short of saying
that Google would rig an election, he
points to historical precedent suggesting
that Google wouldn't be alone if it tried.

Epstein pointed to Western Union's

attempt to swing the 1876 presidential
election towards its favoured candi-
date, Rutherford B. Hayes. The election
was the closest in U.S. history, and
Western Union used its telegraph
network monopoly and exclusive
carriage contract with the Associated
Press to ensure that only positive sto-
ries about Hayes made it on the wire.
Hayes ultimately won by a hair.

On average, Google adjusts its algo-
rithm more than once a day. Epstein
sald it's possible that even if the
Alphabet triumvirate of Larry Page,
Sergey Brin and Eric Schmidt didn't get
directly involved in tipping the scales
on an election, a rogue employee
could tweak the code without the
leaders' knowledge.

"Google could easily be flipping
elections worldwide as you read this,”
Epstein said.



