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Introduction
The paper will involve making moral judgments about some of the political actions during campaigns. Specifically, the paper seeks to address the use of misinformation to trick voters. It aims at tackling the case of a democratic political candidate, Ms. Briggs, who wishes to use website spoofing in a project called Gander Sauce as a way of responding to her opponents, the Republican Party, who used disinformation campaign against the Democratic candidates. The paper will compare two aspects of whether it is ethically right to implement the Gander Sauce or not.
Implementing Gander Sauce is ethically speaking the best thing to do versus Not implementing Gander Sauce is ethically speaking the best thing to do.
According to ethics, implementing such projects as the Gander Sauce is not right. Implementing Gander Sauce will be breaking some of the ethical issues in politics especially for the political candidates. Some of these ethical issues governing political candidates include honest campaigns. Honest campaigns include using true information to campaign and not using false information about opponents to gain fame. Giving misleading information about parties may confuse the voters making it difficult for them to make decisions on which political candidates to elect.
 Some of the political theorists, for example, Niccolo Machiavelli, believed that politicians may be required to behave in bad ways to win elections or maintain their authority. Others argue that ethics are not involved in politics and that politicians should not be controlled by moral values for them to be effective. Other political theorists like Michael Walzer believes that politicians should “do wrong to do right” and use violence to prevent greater violence. These arguments and believes are totally against the philosophers who believe that ethics should be applied in politics for there are better ways of solving ethically acceptable problems (Wilson et al.92). Aristotle, a philosopher quoted that “ethics and politics are two related but separate fields of study since ethics examine the good of the individual while politics examines the good of the city or state.”
Although most politics involves the use of dirty tactics in campaigns, some of these are not ethically acceptable. Using false information to deceive voters involves egoism. Egoism involves self-interest actions meaning that one is motivated in achieving their own goals without considering other parties (Kymlicka, 24). The action of publishing false information is default egoism.  Being egoistic is a weak way of expressing oneself because it does not factor in the interests of others. Implementing Gander Sauce is being biologically egoistic which conditions human behavior. In egoism, one tends to feel superior to the common people.
However, ethical egoism can be morally upright if the results are morally acceptable. Implementing the Gander Sauce will be a way of expressing egoism which is not morally acceptable because it is based on self-interests. Ms. Brigg should consider the interests of the voters who should be given the right and correct information and allowing them to make their decisions. She should express her strengths rather than showing a sign of weakness in attacking her opponents using false information. She should also remain simple and show signs of superiority to the voters. On the other hand, choosing not to implement the project will help her to be judged as morally upright as opposed to her opponents.
Ms. Brigg should rather focus on utilitarianism than egoism. Utilitarianism is an ethical theory that focuses on actions that bring about happiness and not harm. In politics, utilitarianism aims at improving and promoting the whole society (Kymlicka, 24). Utilitarianism is said to ethically right if the results bring about joy and satisfaction to the whole community. It is however not ethically right if the actions result in sadness or harm to people. It is concerned with the happiness of everyone who is affected by the actions as opposed to egoism which only factors the happiness of the actor meaning that the happiness of everyone counts equally.
By not implementing the Gander Sauce, Ms. Brigg will be using the theory of utilitarianism whereby both the Republican Party’s’ and the voters’ interests are considered. Through this, all the parties and the voters will be happy and there will be peace in the city. She should consider other methods of campaigning by explaining her strengths and what she will do for the people once elected. These are morally acceptable actions of politics since the results benefit all the involved groups.
From the above explanations of the two theories of ethics, I can advise Ms. Brigg not to implement the Gander Sauce because it is not ethically acceptable although it is politically acceptable. However, choosing not to implement Gander Sauce may have some limitations. First, it does not predict the future outcome of the actions taken whether good or bad. Deciding not to implement the project and using other methods of campaigning does not guarantee if she will be elected or not. Secondly, failing to implement the project does not only involve making people happy but other factors should be considered. These factors may include the general outcomes of the action taken.
Thirdly, happiness is personal whereby the voters can be made happy by her action of not behaving like her opponents but fail to elect her in the final elections. The fourth disadvantage is that her opponents will be happy about her decision and take advantage of her which may lead to negative results. The sixth disadvantage is that some will view her action as wrong and this can affect her election results. The next disadvantage is that the happiness of the voters and that of the Republican party cannot be measured. This means that some of the parties may pretend to be happy about the move but in the real sense, they are not. Another disadvantage is that using utilitarianism to choose which action to take usually considers the happiness of the majority leaving out minorities who may be negatively affected by the outcomes of the action.
 Finally, this move is politically right through ethically wrong. 
This is because politics is a dirty game that uses dirty tactics to win elections (Salkever & Stephen 490). Political parties speak ill of their opponents to express their weaknesses to the voters and laws are prohibiting such unless the politicians themselves get fed up with using false information against each other. Implementing the Gander Sauce could have politically benefited her but the best option remains to be not to implement Gander Sauce because it’s not ethically acceptable. The following reasons guarantee not implementing the Gander Sauce project the best option for Ms. Brigg.
 First, this will ensure that democratic principles are followed. The majority of the people including the Republican Party and the voters will be happy about the decision. If the general happiness of the majority is met, then the action is considered to be ethically right. Secondly, this will allow the voters to make the right choices on who they should vote for. The third advantage is that this action of not implementing the project will have obeyed the ethical issues in politics which include an honest campaign whereby the correct information is provided and also integrity.  
The fourth advantage is that there will be peaceful coexistence between the two parties and also among their supporters. Implementing the Gander project could have resulted in disagreements and chaos especially among the voters. The fifth advantage Ms. Brigg will keep her friendship with the voters and her opponents even after the elections because she will not have wronged them. The next benefit is that there will be social cohesion in the city of Texas since all the people will live in peace. This action can benefit her in the future in case she does not win the elections, then her opponents may consider helping her get an honorable position in their government or even support her in the next elections. Texas for Texas organization will also save their funds which would have been used in the project for use in other developmental projects. Failing to implement the Gander Sauce project, can make her gain self-respect and not lose her sense of humanity. By doing what is morally right makes one gain respect from others.
Implementing the project would cause her some negative consequences. For example, she may end up suffering from mental illnesses. This may be caused by isolation since the majority of the people will not be happy about that decision and may end up abandoning in loneliness. This can also be caused by the guilty of taking an ethically unacceptable action. Therefore, I advise Ms. Brigg not to implement the Gander Sauce because it is not ethically acceptable regardless of it is politically advantageous.  
Conclusion
The paper has discussed the ethics involved in politics. It has analyzed some ethical theories connected to politics. Although there are arguments that politics are not bound by ethical rules, the paper has demonstrated that politicians should consider moral values during their campaigns. The paper has also addressed the issue of using false information by politicians against their opponents and has concluded that, it is not ethical to use such methods in campaigning for they may have negative consequences.
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