				MEMORANDUM

TO:		ABC Company.
FROM:	David Tran
		Ethics Department for ABC Company (ABC)
DATE:		January 28, 2021
SUBJECT:	BUSINESS LAW AND ETHICS.

Employees are needed to be keen on their ethics and how to waffle with a situation from different perspectives. I have tried and analyzed some advice and recommendations that will help solve different scenarios of ethical issues which to some extent might be private and confidential.
I chose to explore the correlation by comparing two ethical systems which at the time they seem diabolically opposed when it comes to matters of theoretical reasoning behind choosing or making a particular action. Utilitarianism and Universal Ethics are mostly known as Kantianism ethical systems in most cases the action taken by individuals is usually the same but when it comes to a particular case on confidentiality there is usually a complication of how to determine the morally correct action which is usually hindered by personal relationship.
Utilitarianism is a simple view that allows one to make an unbiased decision and in this case not based on any gender, race, wealth, status, rank but a straightforward analysis where the calculation is very different to persons and relationships.
Similarly, Kantianism on the same usually negates the significance of any kind of personal relationship. The one universal way to act should carry from person to person regardless of your relationship with that person. Here is some exploration that is well analyzed and more also recommended in conjunction with the two ethical systems or theories. 
In the first case, utilitarianism recognizes two absolutes; pain and pleasure which are moral laws that follow the principle of utility, in other words, what motivates human beings. By that I mean good is always prioritized over justice or what is right. Good equals happiness and on the other hand, bad equals pain which has no value. Utilitarianism determines the correct or right action based on a strategy in which action results are maximized good and hence takes in to account all those individuals affected by the actions under consideration.
In the second case, the utilitarianism ethical system uses a cost-benefit analysis perspective to decide whether we tell or do not tell, and by this meaning, it does not take into account whose happiness is at stake but the correct action goes to the one with the highest total utility.
On the other hand, there are various guiding principles for Kantianism like for instance sense of duty being one of them is whereby ethics do not come from a higher authority nor does it rely on the individual to weigh the competing interests of the participants in an ethical dilemma. Kantianism's ethical system to add on also represents a universal categorical imperative rule of ethics which is an expression of the moral law. In this case, the imperative is the good, right, or correct action taken in a particular situation and allows no exceptions. The categorical imperative is usually outlined in three different ways. First, Universal Law formulation which only according to that maxim by which you can at the same time will that it should become a universal law. Second, Humanity or End in itself formulation which acts in such a way that you always treat humanity, whether in your person or the person of any other, never simply as a means, but always at the same time as an end and thirdly Kingdom of Ends formulation where all maxims as proceeding from our own making of law ought to harmonize with a possible kingdom of ends.
The other guiding principle under Kantianism ethical system is a case whereby we compare and contrast between reason and happiness. In this case, we can first define reason as a faculty of humans that enables us to choose or rule on which we act. This is usually achieved whereby you must treat people the way they would consent to you treating them the same way. The act is universal with no contradictions. To emphasize the point, immorality being like the product of individuals trying to create a different standard for themselves compared to the rest of humanity. The right comes before the good which in other words means happiness and there are moral constraints on what one may do to promote it. One has to obey the moral law which in this case is not determined by figuring out what promotes happiness.
To summarize, utilitarianism is an ethical system that proposes that the greatest useful goodness for the greatest number of people should be our guiding principle when making ethical decisions. In contrast, Kantianism suggests that the morally correct action is an absolute, unconditional requirement that allows no exceptions, and to add on is both required and justified as an end in itself, not as means to some other end.
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