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If at the beginning there was something at all, and if that something was the whole
thing, then it can be shown that by logical necessity that something will have to be spaceless, timeless,
changeless, deathless. This is by virtue of that something being the whole thing. Something is the
whole thing means there cannot be anything at all outside of that something; neither space, nor time,
nor matter, nor anything else. It is the alpha and omega of existence. But, if it is the whole thing, then it
must have to be spaceless, timeless, changeless, deathless. Otherwise it will be merely a part of a
bigger whole thing. Now let us denote this something by a big X. Now, can this X be in any space? No,
it cannot be. If it is, then where is that space itself located? It must have to be in another world outside
of X. But by definition there cannot be anything outside of X. Therefore X cannot be in any space.
Again, can this X have any space? No, it cannot have. If we say that it can have, then we will again be
in a logical contradiction. Because if X can have any space, then that space must have to be outside of
it. Therefore when we consider X as a whole, then we will have to say that neither can it be in any
space, nor can it have any space. In every respect it will be spaceless. For something to have space it
must already have to be in some space. Even a prisoner has some space, although it is confined within
the four walls of his prison cell. But the whole thing, if it is really the whole thing, cannot have any
space. If it can have, then it no longer remains the whole thing. It will be self-contradictory for a whole
thing to have any space. Similarly it can be shown that this X can neither be in time, nor have any time.
For a whole thing there cannot be any ‘before’, any ‘after’. For it there can be only an eternal ‘present’.
It will be in a timeless state. If the whole thing is in time, then it is already placed in a world where
there is a past, a present, and a future, and therefore it is no longer the whole thing. Now, if X as a
whole is spaceless, timeless, then that X as a whole will be changeless also.
There might always be some changes going on inside X, but when the question comes as to whether X
itself is changing as a whole, then we are in a dilemma. How will we measure that change? In which
time-scale shall we have to put that X in order for us to be able to measure that change? That time-scale
must necessarily have to be outside of X. But there cannot be any such time-scale. So it is better not to
say anything about its change as a whole. For the same reason X as a whole can never cease to be. It
cannot die, because death is also a change. Therefore we see that if X is the first thing and the whole
thing, then X will have the properties of spacelessness, timelessness, changelessness, deathlessness by
virtue of its being the whole thing. It is a logical necessity. Now, this X may be anything; it may be
light, it may be sound, or it may be any other thing. Whatever it may be, it will have the above four
properties of X. Now, if we find that there is nothing in this universe that possesses the above four
properties of X, then we can safely conclude that at the beginning there was nothing at all, and that
therefore scientists are absolutely correct in asserting that the entire universe has simply originated out
of nothing. But if we find that there is at least one thing in the universe that possesses these properties,
then we will be forced to conclude that that thing was the first thing, and that therefore scientists are
wrong when they say that at the beginning there was nothing. This is only because a thing can have the
above four properties by virtue of its being the first thing and by virtue of this first thing being the
whole thing, and not for any other reason.

Scientists have shown that in this universe light, and light only, is having the above four properties.
They have shown that for light time, as well as distance, become unreal. I have already shown
elsewhere that a timeless world is a deathless, changeless world. For light even infinite distance
becomes zero, and therefore volume of an infinite space also becomes zero. So the only conclusion that
can be drawn from this is that at the beginning there was light, and that therefore scientists are wrong in
asserting that at the beginning there was nothing.

