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Abstract

Exploring the why of religion and searching for its original origin are among the
fundamental concerns of thinkers and researchers in the philosophy of religion
and guide various approaches and positions on matters such as religious realism
or non-realism, the functions of religion, religious historical or metahistorical
perspective, religious pluralism or non-pluralism, and other issues in this regard.
David Sloan Wilson seeks an adaptive and compromise explanation of religion
based on the principle of natural selection and Darwinian evolution. The present
article aims to examine his view in a descriptive-analytical manner and reveal its
strengths and weaknesses. The main question is to what extent Wilson’s view has
been successful in explaining religion and is it capable of providing a valid and
comprehensive explanation of religion? The main hypothesis is that Wilson has
failed in this regard. Studies have shown that Wilson’s adaptive view suffers from
shortcomings and inadequacies, including: inability to determine the epistemic
value of religious beliefs and failure to provide a comprehensive and final expla-
nation of them; imposing restrictions on a multifaceted matter such as religion and
considering it as limited and incomplete; ambiguity in evolutionary compatibility
and the challenges of determining it in religion; avoidance of some standards and
the necessary scientific neutrality; inconsistency with the rational aspects of re-
ligion and the focus and intentions of religious people; the risk of fallacies such
as reductionism; and the lack of a clear demarcation between religion and some
secular ideologies.
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Extended Abstract

Introduction

The deep attraction and wide influence of religion in human life, its stabil-
ity and permanence, and its unique and amazing effects; have inspired many
thinkers to search for its explanation and functions, and it has gradually spread
from philosophers and theologians to experimental scientists. Among the in-
spiring knowledge in this field is Darwin’s theory of evolution, in the light
of which the “Evolutionary Cognition of Religion” (ECSR) was formed. The
output of this type of study is various theories in explaining the reason for
religion and the secret of its persistence and diversity. Evolutionary explana-
tions of religion include diverse and challenging approaches. Among these,
adaptive theories consider religion as a factor of compromise and adaptation
to environmental conditions and, consequently, a factor of survival. Among
the adaptive theories, the view of David Sloan Wilson is of particular im-
portance, and therefore the present article will take a close look at his view.
Wilson did not attempt to provide a precise definition of religion and mainly
described religion from a functionalist perspective. He considers religion to be
a system of beliefs and behaviors whose essential role is to coordinate and unite
a group of people to achieve a set of common goals through collective action.
According to him, humans affirm statements with useful functions, including
religious beliefs, without seeking to prove them, and where the benefits of relig-
1osity outweigh its costs, natural selection will support it. As a result, humans are
not immune to the evolutionary effects of religious beliefs, whether they are true
or false.Now the question is to what extent Wilson’s view in particular and to
some extent evolutionary theories in general have been successful in explaining
religion and are they capable of providing a valid and comprehensive explana-
tion of religion?

Method

The research method will be in the capacity of library collection and in the
capacity of analytical rational judgment.

Results

1. Scientific explanations in general are not capable of comprehensively and
comprehensively explaining the complex and multifaceted matter of religion.
They can only explain a number of biological, psychological and cultural corre-
lates of religiosity and the processes related to them, but they are not capable of
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explaining the supernatural factors and aspects of religion on the assumption of
their existence, and of judging their existence or non-existence, and are not ca-
pable of making an epistemological assessment of religion and religious beliefs.
2.The principle of natural selection and the single-valued view of Darwinian
evolution have imposed many limitations, and explaining a multifaceted matter
such as religion through its narrow lens lacks the necessary validity.

Conclusion

Wilson’s adaptationist view is preferable to a number of other evolutionary
theories in that it does not consider religiosity to be irrational and does not issue
fatwas to negate and oppose religion; however, it casts doubt on the value of
the truth of religious knowledge and in some cases opposes it. This theory and
its foundations are subject to criticism and objections in several ways, such as:
1. Evolutionary adaptation, that is, the central core of Wilson’s view, is a chal-
lenging concept and sometimes it is very difficult to determine its instances in
simple traits; let alone in a complex and multifaceted matter such as religion.
2. The production of adaptive and survival-promoting behaviors by reli-
gion is one thing, and adaptation in terms of religion itself is another matter.
3.Evolutionary explanations of religion are mainly based on a series of meta-
physical foundations and presuppositions that carry a priori judgments about
the basic religious beliefs and the origin of religion and are devoid of scien-
tific impartiality, unless they do not have any judgments of negation or affir-
mation regarding supernatural factors and explain scientific explanations as
natural correlates of the problem after observing the necessary standards.
4. Evolutionary explanations, including Wilson’s statement, display a very limited
and incomplete view of religion and are inconsistent with the phenomenological
and rational aspects of religion, the focus and intentions of religious people, etc.
5. These viewsreducereligion toreligious beliefs and experiences and in some cas-
es confuse it with the truth of religion and religious truths that are beyond the reach
of science and are plagued by various shortcomings and fallacies in this regard.
6.Wilson’s theory is unable to explain and distinguish precisely between religion
and religious groups with a number of political and social ideologies and secular
formations such as Marxist groups and the like.
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