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Abstract

This paper presents a comparative study between Mahatma Gandhi’s concept of Sarvodaya and the
Western ethical theory of Utilitarianism. While both philosophies emphasis human welfare as the
ultimate goal, their foundational assumption, ethical methods and views on individual and society
differ significantly. Utilitarianism, primarily developed by thinkers such as Jeremy Bentham and John
Stuart Mill, advocates the principle of “The greatest happiness of the greatest number” as the
fundamental criterion of moral action. In contrast, Gandhian Sarvodaya, articulated and practiced by
Mahatma Gandhi, envisions the holistic upliftment of all with special emphasis on moral, social and
economic welfare of the weakest and most marginalized individuals. ~The objective of this study is to
examine the philosophical foundations, ethical assumptions and practical implications of both
doctrines. The objective of this study is to examine the philosophical foundations, ethical assumptions
and practical implications of both doctrines. The analysis reveals that Utilitarianism is predominantly
outcome oriented. Sarvodaya, on the other hand, is rooted in moral idealism, non-violence, truth and
human dignity, emphasizing that ethical ends must be achieved through ethical means. The paper
aims to analysze these similarities and differences in contemporary ethical and social context.
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“Hutcheson actually stated that the objective or ‘material end” of good
conduct is ‘the greatest happiness for the greatest number’ the phrase that
came to be the slogan of English Utilitarianism.”®
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“The ultimate standard of right, wrong and obligation is the principle of
utility, which syas quite strictly that the moral end to be sought in all we do
is the greatest possible balance of good over evil.”®
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