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Kantianism moral theory states that our actions should treat humanity as an end as opposed to the utilitarian approach, which treats humanity as a means to achieve the highest utility. According to Kant, treating humanity as an end involves respecting an individual as a rational person with their own maxims (O’Neil 411). While treating humanity as a means as outlined in utilitarianism, which involves the inclusion of individuals in schemes of action to which they could have consented in principle. According to Kant, in the determination of rightness of wrong, humans should always look at the end intentions of their particular actions, which are believed to be rational as opposed to producing the greatest amount of happiness. 
Taking, for instance, the morality of lying, utilitarians argue that the action is right if the end produces the highest amount of good (Bennett 56). In my view, the problem with the utilitarian approach by Mill is that using individuals as mere means may lead to irrational behavior since the main aim is to produce the greatest benefits. In view of utilitarianism, lying is justified and is considered the right action if it results in sufficient important good effect. Kantianism is based on the assumption that human beings are valuable because they are observably free beings with the capacity to behave rationally and shouldn’t be used primarily for enjoyment or happiness (O’Neil 413). However, in view of utilitarianism, it is right to lie to your loved ones to promote the greatest amount of happiness and minimize misery. 
In conclusion, it is essential to note that it is easier to determine the morality of an action in Kantian ethics as compared to Mill’s utilitarian ethics. It is possible to determine whether a person is being used as a mere means even when the resulting effect on happiness is unknown. Kant stated that the determination requires considering only the available options and ensures that none uses the other as mere means. On the other hand, utilitarianism considers all the available actions and determines which of them has the highest benefits to promote happiness. In conclusion, in the understanding of the intrinsic value of humans, I agree with Kantian ethics. 
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