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Hactivism Is the Political System
According to Baase (2012), hacktivists are individuals whose activities are considered illegal under many political systems. Nonetheless, there are countries where the peaceful activities of such entities are considered legal. That is why hacktivists flourish in certain countries than others. From an ethical perspective, many citizens in different countries enjoy certain freedoms as enshrined in the constitution under the bill of rights. Most of the notable rights include freedom of speech, which extends to what they can do in technological spaces like social sites, websites, and many more. Whereas there are ethical and moral arguments about such freedoms, it is not easy to justify why a hacker would hack another entity’s platform and promote a political ideology.
Computer hackers are individuals with knowledge of computer programs and applications which are irresponsible and destructive. These persons carry out hacking activities by breaking into systems, where they deliberately or otherwise release bugs, take the money and profound data. On the other hand, hacktivism refers to using dubious methods via the internet and other computer applications to endorse a radical objective (Baase, 2012). Just like hacking, which is destructive, so is hacktivism. The question is whether we should consider severe penalties to hacktivists, just like the hackers.
From the statement above, Baase (2012) suggests that if we are to evaluate hacktivists, we must look at what drives them to carry out hacktivism. From both an ethical and social perspective, it is difficult to judge why hacktivists would hack someone's site for a political cause. However, I'm not at all convinced that some of these hacktivists are right in their activism. For instance, an example is given where a religious entity disables a website for gay people to protests against homosexuality. In this case, one would argue that their actions are justified if it happens.
Another example is when an environmental lobby group protests a new housing project in a protected area that disables the developer's website. In the two examples, critics would argue that one of the hacktivism is justified and the other is not because one adopts a conservative approach whereas the other a liberal position. Nonetheless, it is still impossible to develop an ethical basis for differentiating the two, but the rights and freedoms of different groups must be protected. In cases where people break the law, hacktivists can use different approaches to get the message out there but not resort to vigilante activities.
It is also essential to put into context the actions of hacktivists, which in my view are non-ethical but adopt a modern form of civil disobedience that has a broad reach. In my opinion, political hacktivism is equal to criminal hacking. Whereas hacktivism adopts a non-violent approach, just like the historical activism by the likes of Mahatma Gandhi and Martin Luther King Junior, hacktivists can rely on social media, the web, and other groups to support nonmainstream causes to advance their views in cyberspace, as opposed to hacktivism. In essence, hacktivists can still get their message heard without engaging in hacktivism (Baase, 2012). In the history of mankind, people have marched, rallied, and boycotted to drive home their point. Hacktivism does not take a similar approach because though it fits into the parenthesis of peaceful resistance, it is about hacktivists taking the law into their hands and driving their point home via unorthodox methods. The positive thing is that hacktivism does not involve compelling others to listen.
In conclusion, I cannot entirely agree with hacktivism, but there is an ethical justification for the practice in countries that are intolerant to varied opinions. In such nations, the regime owns communication and limits open political discourse, jail dissidents, and ban religious congregations. In such jurisdictions, political hacktivism is justified as a means of getting the message to the masses.
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