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New Atheism and Concept of unregulated order

1. The significance of religion in our contemporary era cannot be overstated, as it becomes intertwined with
virtually every event that unfolds, prompting individuals—whether rightly or wrongly—to draw connections to it.
Numerous examples abound, with two notable occurrences marking the onset of the 21st century: the human-made
tragedy of September 11th and the seemingly natural calamity of the COVID-19 pandemic. In both instances, the
influence of religion prominently surfaces. Interestingly, even atheists, who consistently seize every opportunity to
refute and diminish the role of religion in human societal life, vigorously endeavor to discredit religion in these
events, employing both scientific and non-scientific arguments to propagate atheism to the masses.

The concept of New Atheism emerged post-9/11 as a philosophical tool aimed at challenging religion. New
Atheism, in its social and political facet, harbors an inherent Islamophobia. However, our focus in this discourse
does not dwell on this aspect of atheism. Instead, New Atheism's scientific dimension, while bearing no
fundamental deviation from traditional atheism, places greater emphasis on contemporary scientific discoveries,
particularly in the realms of biology and physics.

2. Despite humanity's continuous unveiling of awe-inspiring discoveries, it also grapples with perplexing
questions that confound both theologians and non-theologians alike, challenging not only theological principles
but also scientific fundamentals.

New Atheism draws more heavily from biology than other branches of science. Historically, figures like
William Paley, in his seminal work "Natural Theology," presented instances of organismal adaptation and their
utility, ostensibly arguing for the existence of a designer. However, Darwin's theory of evolution, accentuating
natural selection or survival of the fittest, demonstrated that such adaptations could be explicated without
positing a designer. Darwin's theory, besides refuting the notion of creation by a divine being, bore additional
ramifications, including undermining the idea of human superiority among monotheistic religions, asserting
instead that humans are products of chance variations and the struggle for survival, devoid of any inherent
superiority over other organisms.

Darwin's theory of evolution elicited various responses from both theologians and non-theologians alike.
While theistic religions undoubtedly ascribe the creation of the world to God, it remains uncertain whether a
specific method was chosen by Him at the outset or during the course of this endeavor. Notably, individuals such
as Mr. Plantinga have aptly noted that for one who believes in God, the endpoint of biological evidence is
inconsequential. It is fortuitous that biology, particularly evolutionary theory, has managed to provide a
naturalistic explanation for the creation of the world by God. Regrettably, atheists in the 19th century failed to
leverage scientific concepts such as “creation,” "miracle,” and "eternity" to render religion untenable.

3. The astounding progress of science since the mid-20th century has revealed that drawing definitive and
absolute conclusions in favor of atheistic beliefs from Darwin's theory of biological evolution alone is untenable.
It appears that new developments in physics have provided a fertile ground for elucidating and interpreting the
spiritual aspects of the universe. Chaos theory, for instance, not only underscores the inherent limitations of
human predictability but also underscores human ignorance of reality, suggesting a divine providence amidst our
conventional understanding of the world.

4. The argument from order encountered numerous challenges from Hume and Darwin's interpretations
during the classical period. However, natural theologians never extrapolated maximal conclusions, such as an
all-knowing and all-powerful God, from the argument from order. Instead, they inferred no more than moderate
conclusions, recognizing the limitations inherent in any argument. Nevertheless, the interpretation proffered in
the latter half of the 20th century proves significantly more robust than its predecessors. Philosophers of religion
and cosmologists have reformulated the argument from order in alternative ways, notably in the context of the
Anthropic Principle in cosmology.

According to the Anthropic Principle, the fundamental constants of nature exhibit such precise order that
even slight deviations in their ratios would yield vastly different universes from the one we inhabit, precluding
the possibility of intelligent life. Many physicists and cosmologists interpret this as evidence of God's will,
positing that such precision stems from divine intent and that random order without a designer cannot exhibit
such exactitude. However, some philosophers and cosmologists remain unconvinced, viewing the emergence of
precise order as a fortuitous and unregulated phenomenon. This atheistic interpretation of the Anthropic
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Principle draws from new cosmological and physical insights, positing unregulated order as its primary
hypothesis.

It is worth noting two observations in this regard:

firstly, prominent philosophers and cosmologists have asserted that nothing has shaken atheism to the core as
much as the Anthropic Principle and the precision inherent in order. Astrophysicist Fred Hoyle, for instance,
proclaimed that the Anthropic Principle had rattled atheism. Similarly, eminent philosopher Antony Flew came
to believe in God through the study of the new argument from order.

Secondly, while the argument from order may have its limitations among monotheistic theologians, adhering
to the concept of "unregulated order” presents an inherent contradiction. Fundamentally, the concept of order
transcends sensory perception—it is not based on empirical evidence alone but is a secondary and rational
concept. The existence of order in the world presupposes a designer and regulator. The interplay between order
and the existence of a regulator exhibits logical coherence. If order in the world is established, as evidenced by
the progress of science indicating precise order, the existence of a regulator is likewise substantiated. Thus, the
concept of unregulated order or order devoid of a regulator constitutes self-contradictory notions that New
Atheism cannot effectively leverage for its intended purpose.

Editor-in-Chif
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