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Abstract

In this article, after describing the content of the theory of Evolution
from Darwin to the formation of modern synthesis or Neo-
Darwinism, its theological implications are discussed. In particular, the
Neo-Darwinian reading of Evolution is a ground for many Neo-
Darwinists to advance the idea of naturalism. A critical aspect in the
Neo-Darwinists defense of naturalism is their emphasis on following
empirical evidence to shape their worldview. The second approach to
Evolution is Intelligent Design. Although they are generally be
presented as opposed to Evolution in the sense of a common ancestor,
the central idea of this movement is the need for design in the process
of Evolution, and they don't necessarily deny the Evolution from a
common ancestor. Nevertheless, Neo-Darwinists often accuse the
Intelligent Design movement of being unscientific and having religious
motives. As a result, despite the scientific efforts of the Intelligent
Design movement, there is no positive view of it in academia. But
another interesting approach to Evolution is the third-way or post-
Darwinian Evolution. It is opposed to intelligent design, but it has
crucial criticisms of the Neo-Darwinian Evolution reading based on
new biological evidence. But Neo-Darwinists confrontation with this
evidence does not seem to be consistent with their claim to follow
empirical evidence.
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Evolution; from Darwin to Neo-Darwinism

The new concept of Evolution results from three phases of study,
research, and reflection that followed the publication of Darwin's Origin
of Species. The first phase was the work immediately after Darwin's book
was published. The second phase was a description made in 1940 of
combining Darwin's idea of natural selection with Mendelian genetics.
And the final phase was achieved by discovering the chemical structure of
DNA in 1953, which became the basis for new functions of genetic
research related to DNA sequencing and other biomolecular studies. By
removing some of the previous ambiguities of Darwin's theory of
Evolution and making compatibility between the Darwinian theory of
Evolution and Mendelian genetics, an agreement is reached on a new
reading of Evolutionary theory called modern synthesis or Neo-
Darwinism. The main idea of Neo-Darwinism, which has been the
dominant reading of Evolution since the 1930s, despite the changes and
modifications, is that natural selection, blind mutations and genetic drift
are the sufficient causes of the Evolution of all-new biological traits and
species. This idea is the foundation of the dominant approach to modern
Evolutionary biology (Futuyma and Kirkpatrick 2017, 16).

Theological Implications of Neo-Darwinism

The most critical theological implication of the theory of Evolution with
the Neo-Darwinist reading is that, contrary to the traditional theological
conception of the world, there is no need or indication for intelligent or
purposeful design in the world, especially the world of life. Douglas
Futuyma explains this: "The implications of Darwin’s theory, which
revolutionized Western thought, include the ideas that change, rather than
stasis, is the natural order; that biological phenomena, including those
seemingly designed, can be explained by purely material causes rather than
by divine creation; and that no evidence for purpose or goals can be found
in the living wortld, other than in human actions.” (Futuyma and
Kirkpatrick 2017, 22). Jerry Coyne explains it this way:’The message of
Evolution, and all of science, is one of naturalistic materialism. Darwinism
tells us that, like all species, human beings arose from the working of blind,
purposeless forces over eons of time” (Coyne 2009, 244—45).
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Intelligent Design

The complete opposite of Neo-Darwinism is Intelligent Design. Although
its critics try to introduce it as a kind of creationism, the two are different.
its main emphasis is that the process of Evolution if it wants to lead to the
emergence of extraordinary complexities that we see in the world of life,
requires adjustments by the intelligent designer, without such adjustments,
the Evolutionary explanation in the emergence of specific features in life
cannot be sufficient and justified. Another significant point about
Intelligent Designs that, contrary to what is usually attributed to it, the
intelligent designer doesn't need to intervene and regulate the
Evolutionary process in the middle of it, but it can regulate initial
conditions and laws of the world for the sake of creating complex
specified biological systems. However, there is no obstacle to it happening
in the middle of this process. Finally, the main emphasis of the Intelligent
Design movement is on the need for intelligent agency in the process of
Evolution to create complex and special features in the world of life,
therefore they are serious critics of the Neo-Darwinian approach that
considers Evolution needless of any intelligent agency (Dembski 2007).
Neo-Darwinists often accuse the Intelligent Design movement of
unscientific and having religious motives. As a result, despite the scientific
efforts of the Intelligent Design movement, there is no positive view of it
in academia. However, this accusation seems to need further investigation.

Third Way Evolution

Apart from the Neo-Darwinist approach and intelligent design, there is a
third view which, although it does not agree with the positive idea of
intelligent design, has important objections to the Neo-Darwinist reading
of Evolution. Based on the abundant empirical evidence that has emerged
in recent decades, Third way or post-Darwinian Evolutionists state that
important components of the Neo-Darwinist perspective have been
refuted. The main criticisms of this third view can be expressed against
two main components of Neo-Darwinism: Reductionism and anti-
teleological view.
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The third-way Evolution has nothing in common with Intelligent
Design regarding religious tendencies. And although its defenders are
prominent biologists who, as a result of decades of experimental activity,
have collected and presented abundant evidence supporting their views,
the Neo-Darwinists confrontation with them never seems fair and
desirable. In such an atmosphere, contrary to Neo-Darwinist's claims,
Dennis Nobel and other post-Evolutionists believe that the Neo-
Darwinist's opposition to new empirical evidence arises from their anti-
religious prejudices, not their adherence to evidence(Noble,2017:248-51).
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