ZAKLADNI TEOLOCICKO-fV2iKALNI OTAZKA: ZPUSOBUJE NICENI Ni¢ NEBO NECO? fvl4 Filosofie rovnovéhy chape z fyzikalniho
hlediska nic jako absolutni vakuum a niceni jako srazky hmoty, popf. elektromagnetického vinéni (tj. néceho). Ma Filosofie
rovnovahy vychazi z toho, 2e vyse uvedené srazky Cili zejména gravitaci zpdsobuje toto vakuum jmenovité jeho podtlak v
disledku, kterého dochazi k pfisavani hmoty, popt. elektromagnetického vinéni k sobg, tedy jejich srazkam. Zteologického
hlediska niceni &ili srazky &ili jednani Dabla tak ma Filosofie rovnovahy chape jako projev ni¢eho ili absolutniho vakua. PFigemz
mé Filosofie rovnovahy z fyzikalniho hlediska vychazi z toho, Ze v nalem Vesmiru neexistuje absolutni vakuum a v kazdé ¢4sti
naSeho Vesmiru se jedna o spojeni niceho a néCeho, tedy hmoty Ci elektromagnetického vinéni s absolutnim vakuem, jinymi slov
zteologického hlediska podle mé Filosofie rovnovéhy i Dabel pfedstavuje spojeni nieho a négeho, a v této jeho &asti tvofené
nécim je dana jeho dobra podstata. VySe uvedena fyzikalni vychodiska mé Filosofie rovnovahy jsou ¢aste¢né v rozporu s
poznatky soucéasné fyziky, podle niz pFitazliva zejména gravitacni sila Je zplsobena nikoliv vakuem (Cili témér nic¢im), aleje
zplisobena samotnou hmotou a elektromagnetickym vInénim, resp. jejich rostouci hmotnosti. Teologicky by to podle mne
znamenalo, Zc niceni Cili srazky jsou zpdsobeny nikoliv ni¢im ale né¢im, jeho rostouc i hmotnosti. Z fyzikalniho hlediska néco jako
hmota a elektromagnetické vinéni jsou nezni€itelné, nebo* plati zdkon zachovani energie. Teologicky by pak nejhmotnéjsi néco,
které by bylo dle zdkona zachovani energie vécné, bylo nejvétsim nicitelem v dlisledku své nejvétsi gravitace a ji plsobenymi
nejvétSimi srazkami pfitahovanim méné hmotného néceho, jinak feCeno by to podle mne teologicky znamenalo, Ze nejhmotnéjsi
véEné néco jako nejvétsi nicitel je Dabel. Cili teologicky by se dalo Fici, ze Blh je vlastné Dabel Spoleensky by to znamenalo. 2c
mocny jedinec se musi snazit stat jeSté mocnéjsi, aby nebyl vzdy dfive nebo pozdéji srazen, tj. zni¢en s nim se srazejicimi jesté
mocnéj$imi jedinci nebo s nim se srazejicim velkym mnoZstvim méné mocnych jedinc(, protoZe bezmocny jedinec bude vzdy
drive nebo pozdgji srazen mocnéjsim jedincem nebo jedinci Postaveni jedincll ve spole€nosti by tak bylo bezvychodné Cekéni na
nahodnou smrtici srazku. Jenliné vychodisko jedince by predstavovalo vSe podfidit tomu. aby jedinec zvysil svou moc (viz
Nielzscheho ville k moci). Opravnénost mé Filosofie rovnovahy tako vyhodnosti pro jedince stale plsobit co mozna,

smrti a bolesti Zivych tvord proti Nitm heho stanovisku o vili kK moci za kaZzdou cenu ivizvy3e) tak.podjg méhon#zoru otdizo
potvrdit €i vyvrétit fyzika pokusnym vyvracenim nebo prok&zénim vy3e uvedeného fyzikalniho vychodiska mé Filosofie
rovnovahy, 7e gravitace na podtlakem vakua. .

V konecném dusledku v pripadé kazdé myslenky je vzdy nejdllezitéjsi rozhodnuti se o podFizeni se charité (tj. plisobeni co
mozna nejméné smrti a bolesti) a nebo naopak necharité (tj. plisobeni o hodné vice nez co mozna nejméné smrti a bolesti), tj.
jesth svétu vladne tato charita i tato necharita €i tato charita a tato necharita ve stejnych rozsazich./

THE BASIC THEOLOGICAL-PHYSICAL QUESTION: DOES NOTHING OR SOMETHING CAUSE DESTRUCTION?,My Philosophy Of
Balance understands in physical terms nothing as an absolute vacuum and destruction as collisions ol mass or electromagnetic
waves (ie ol something). My Philosophy ol Balance b based on the fact that the vacuum namely its underpressure causes the
above mentioned collisions especially gravity, as a result of this underpressure a matter or electromagnetic waves stick to
themselves, thus their collisions. So bom a theological perspective my Philosophy ol Balance sees destruction or collisions or
negotiations ol the Devil as manifestation ol nothing or ot the absolute vacuum. My Philosophy ol Balance in physical terms rs
based on lise fact that in our Universe there is not an absolute vacuum and in every part of our Universe there isa combination
of nothing and something, therefore, matter or electromagnetic waves with an absolute vacuum. In other words, from the
theological point ol view, according to my Philosophy of Balance also the Devil isa combination of nothing and something and
in this part formed by something there is determined his good nature. The above physical basis ot my Philosophy of Balance are
partially in conflict with the findings of modern physics, in which the attractive especially gravitational lorce is mainly caused
not by an vacuum (or nearly nothing), but it iscaused by matter and electromagnetic waves themselves, virtually by their
increasing weight. In my opinion theologically it would mean that the destruction or collisions are not caused by nothing but by
something that's by its increasing weight. Physically, something as matter and electromagnetic waves arc indestructible,
because it applies the law of conservation of energy. Theologically, then the most massive something, that would be eternal
according to the law ol conservation of energy, would be the greatest destructor due to its biggest gravity and by this caused
the biggest collisions through the attraction of less massive something. In other words, in my opinion it would mean
theologically, that the most massive eternal something as the greatest destructor is the Devil. Thus, theologically, one might say
that God isactually the Devil. Socially, it would mean that powerful individual must strive to become more powerful individual
not to Ix- always cut down, that is destroyed sooner or later with him or her colliding even more powerful individuals or with
him or her colliding a large number ol less powerful individuals, because the powerless individual will be always cut down by a

more powerful individual or individuals sooner or later. Then the position of individuals in society would he havenless waiting fo
a random deadly collision. The only recourse of individual would represent subordination that the individual increases his or her
power (see Nietzsche's Will to Power). Rightness of my Philosophy of Balance as a benefit for ihejn d Ivtdual causing

least possible oaln and death of living creatures against Nlusche's opinion abQut tiie _\”

mv view ohvsles can confirm or refute bv the experimental refutation or proof of above phyikajAlarting pojaLSLffiX
Philosophy of Balance, that gravity is caused bv underpressuxe of yacu, T.

min final result in case of each idea it is always most important the decision of subordination to charity (ie. causing the least
possible death and pain) or contrary to not-charity (ie. causing much more than the least possible death and pain), i.e. if the
world is governed by this charity' or by this not-charity or by this charity and by this not-charity in same extents.



