7AKLADN| TEOLOCICKO-fYZIKALNi OTAZKA: ZPUSOBUJE NICENI NiC N£80 n£c0O? Ma filosofie rovnovahy chape zfyi.kaln.ho
hlediska nic jako absolutni vakuum a ni€eni jako srazky hmoty, popf. elektromagnetického vinéni {tj. néceho). Ma filosofie
rovnovahy vychazi z toho, le xyle uzdé&né srazky ¢ili zejména gravitaci zptisobuje toto vakuum jmenovité jeho podtlak v
dUsledku, kterého dochazi k pfisavani hmoty, popf. elektromagnetického vinéni k sobg, tedy jejich srazkam. | teologického
hlediska nigeni &ili srazky €&ili jednani Dabla tak ma Filosofie rovnovahy chape jako projev ni¢eho &ili absolutniho vakua. Pficemz
ma filosofie rovnovahy z fyzikalniho hlediska vychazi ztoho, Ze v naiem Vesmiru neexistuje absolutni vakuum a v kazdé casti
naSeho Vesmiru se jedna o spojeni niceho a né¢eho, tedy hmoty ¢&i elektromagnetického vinéni s absolutnim vakuem. Jinymi slovy
z teologického hlediska podle mé filosofie rovnovahy i Dabel pfedstavuje spojeni nigeho a nééeho, a v této jeho &asti tvoiene
nécim je dana jeho dobra podstata. VySe uvedena fyzikalni vychodiska mé filosofie rovnovahy jsou ¢astecné v rozporu s
poznatky soucasné fyziky, podle niz pfitazliva zejména gravitacni sila je zplsobena nikoliv vakuem (Gili témé&rf nic¢im), aleje
zplsobena samotnou hmotou a elektromagnetickym vin&nim, resp. jejich rostouci hmotnosti. Teologicky by to podle mne
znamenalo, Ze niceni &ili srazky jsou zplsobeny nikoliv ni¢im ale né&im, jeho rostouci hmotnosti. Z fyzikalniho hlediska néco jako
hmota aelektromagnetické vinéni jsou neznicitelné, nebot plati zdkon zachovani energie. Teologicky by pak nejhmotnéjSi néco,
které by bylo dle zakona zachovani energie v&&né, bylo nejvétsim nicitelem v dlsledku své nejvétsi gravitace a ji plsobenym,
nejvétsimi srazkami pfitahovanim méné hmotného néceho. Jinak feCeno by to podle mne teologicky znamenalo, Ze nejhmotnéjsi
v&&né néco jako nejvétsi nigitel je Dab4‘l Cili teologicky by se dalo Fici, Ze Bih je vlastné Dabel. Spolegensky by to znamenalo, Ze
mocny jedinec se musi snazit stat jeSté mocnéjsi, aby nebyl vzdy dfive* nebo pozdgji srazen, tj. zniCen s nim se srazejicim« jesSté
mocnéjSimi jedinci nebo s nim se srazejicim velkym mnoZzstvim méné mocnych jedinc(, protoze bezmocny jedinec bude vzdy
dfive nebo pozdgji srazen mocné&jSim jedincem nebo jedinci. Postaveni jedinch ve spole¢nosti by tak bylo bezvychodné ¢ekani ira
nahodnou smrtici srazku Jediné vychodisko jedince by pfedstavovalo vSe podridit tomu. aby jedinec zvy>il svou moc (viz n
NieUscheho vile k moci). Opravnénost me Filosofie rovnovahy jako vvhodnosti pro jedince staje pdsoNteo mozna nejmené
smrti a bolesti Zivvch tvorl proti Nitzschgho stanovisku o vili k moci ra kazdou,cenu 2vizyyie) tak,podle.mého nazoru mize
potvrdit i vyvratit fyzika trokusnym vyvracenim nebo prokazanim vySe uvedeného fyiikalnih? vychodiska mé Filosofie
rovnovahy, 7e gravitace ie zplsobena podtlakem vakua,

V kone¢ném dlsledkl v pfipade kazdé myS$lenkyje vzdy nejdlilezhéjst rozhodnuti se o podfizeni se charité (ij.
plisobeni co mozna nejméné smrti a bolesti) a nebo naopak necharité (ij. plisobeni o hodne vrée nez co mozno
nejméné smrti a bolesti)./

THE BASIC THEOLOGICAL-PHYSICAt QUESTION: DOES NOTHING OR SOMETHING CAUSE PE$THOa»_0LU .M V Philosophy QI
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 is based on tire 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 o! Balance sees destruction o1 collisions or
negotiations of the Devil as manifestation ol nothing or ol the absolute vacuum. My Philosophy ol Balance in physical terms is
based on the fact that in our Universe there is not an absolute vacuum and in every part of our Universe Urere 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 is a combination of nothing and something and
in this pail formed by something there is determined his good nature. The above physical basis of my Philosophy of Balance are
partially in conflict with the findings of modern physics., in which the attiactive especially gravitational force is mainly caused
not by an vacuum (or nearly nothing), but it is caused by matter and electromagnetic waves themselves, virtually by then
increasing weight. In my opinion theologically it would mean Ural 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 Jlc indestructible,
because it applies the law of conservation of energy. Theologically, then the most massive something, that would be eternai
according to the lav/ of conservation of energy, would be the greatest destructor due to its biggest gravity and by this caused
the biggest collisions through the attraction ol 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 is actually the Devil. Socially, it would mean that powerful individual must strive to become more powerful individual
not to be always cut down, that is destroyed sooner or later with turn 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 Uter. Then the position of individuals in society would he havenlecs waiting foi
a random deadly collision. The only recourse or individual would represent subordination that the individual increases ht$ or he»
power (see Nietzsche’sWill to Power). R ig h ts of mv Philosophy of Balance n a
lean possible pain and death of living creature* a&aM LU urkb<1™ L 3

myv view ohvsics can confirm or refute by the experimentabrefmM iorL i/
Philosophy ol Balance, that gravity i$ caused byjmd»~»

% the Individual cMin g

In final resultin case of each idea it is always mostimportant the decision of subordination to charity (ie. cousin# the
least possible death and pain) or contrary to not-charity (ie. causing much more than the leastpossible death and
pain).



