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Right - Wrong

Rightness is conceived to be survival. Any action which assists survival along the maximal
number of dynamics is considered to be a right action. Any action which is destructive along the
maximal number of dynamics is considered to be wrong. Theoretically, how right can one be?
Immortal! How wrong can one be? Dead!

After a certain point on the tone-scale is reached by the preclear, he will tend instinctively to
seek out and do right actions, but ordinarily homo sapiens is thoroughly engrossed in being
wrong. Social politeness, with its violation of the Code of Honour, is quite non-survival. It might
also be said, How wrong can one be? Human!

The accident prone and no-responsibility case in general is so intent on being wrong that he is
incapable of conceiving right.

All jurisprudence is built upon the principle that sanity is the ability to differentiate right from
wrong. Jurisprudence does not, however, give a definition of either rightness or wrongness.
Thus, for the first time with this principle, rules of evidence and other matters in law can be
established with some accuracy.

Absolute rightness, like absolute wrongness, is unobtainable. Rightness and wrongness are alike
relative states.



