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Abstract: This study seeks to identify the challenges facing

compatibilists, who maintain that the presence of chance in the
processes underlying the biosphere—a cornerstone of evolutionary
theory—is compatible with the guidedness of life, a fundamental
tenet of theism. The central question addressed is: Can God create
and guide a world that is permeated by chance? Despite its
significance, this question has received limited attention in
philosophical discourse. To address it comprehensively, we propose
three sub-questions: (1) Are the concepts of chance and guidedness
inherently compatible? (2) How can blind, directionless chance
events contribute to the emergence of a purposeful and guided
biosphere? (3) How can contingent chance events—events that
might not have occurred—be integral to a designed biosphere? We
explore each sub-question in detail, critically analyze prominent
responses in the literature, and argue that none of these attempts fully
resolve the tension between chance and guidedness.
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I ntroduction: The compatibility

of chance in the biosphere—a
key pillar of evolutionary

theory—with divine
guidedness—a central tenet of
theism—is a profound
philosophical question.

Compatibilists, such as van
Inwagen (2003), Alexander
(2008; 2020), Bartholomew
(2008), Plantinga (2011), Dowe
(2011), Bradley (2012), and
Sober (2014), argue in favor of
this compatibility. This article
aims to outline the critical
questions that compatibilists
must address to defend their
position.  Specifically,  we
examine whether the existence
of chance in evolutionary
processes can coexist with the
notion of divine guidance.

Methodology: This  study

employs a  library-based
research method to analyze
existing  philosophical and
scientific literature on
compatibilism, evolutionary
theory, and theism. We argue

that the overarching question

can be divided into three
distinct sub-questions:

1 .Are the definitions of ‘chance’
and ‘guidedness’ inherently
compatible?

2.How can chance events, which
are inherently blind and
aimless, contribute to the
formation of a purposeful and
guided biosphere?

3 .How can contingent chance
events—events that could have
failed to
substantive role in a pre-

occur—play a

designed biosphere?

Each sub-question is examined
in detail, and the most notable
responses from compatibilists
are critically reviewed.

Findings: The most common

response to the compatibility of
divine guidedness and chance is
to deny the existence of chance
altogether.  However, this
approach is problematic for two
reasons: (1) there is strong
evidence  supporting  the
existence of chance in the
universe (Bradley, 2012; Emery,
2022), and (2) many

compatibilists themselves
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accept the reality of chance (van
Inwagen, 1995; Sober, 2010).
Consequently,  compatibilists
must address the three sub-
questions directly.
Sub-Question 1: Are the
meanings of chance and
guidedness compatible?

Some compatibilists argue that
the meanings of ‘chance’ and
‘guidedness’ are compatible.
Van Inwagen (2003) suggests
that the term ‘chance’ has
multiple interpretations, some
of which align with the concept
of guidedness. He further posits
that the notion of ‘chance’ in
evolutionary theory belongs to
these compatible
interpretations (see also Dowe,
2011). Van Inwagen argues that
chance is not synonymous with
uncaused events. However,
incompatibilists counter that
their objection pertains not to
causation but to teleology. They
argue that chance events, while
caused, lack purpose and
direction. Thus, while van
Inwagen succeeds in refuting
some incompatibilist

arguments, it remains unclear
whether he
provides a

successfully
compelling
compatibilist interpretation of
‘chance’.

Sub-Question 2: How can blind
and aimless chance events shape
a purposeful biosphere?
Incompatibilists might argue: If
every event in the biosphere is a
chance event, and every chance
event is blind and aimless, then
the biosphere itself must be
blind and aimless. Van Inwagen
(2003) refutes this argument,
asserting that the blind nature of
individual events does not
necessarily imply that the
biosphere as a whole lacks
purpose. However, disproving
an argument’s validity does not
automatically ~ render its
conclusion false. Compatibilists
must  present a  model
illustrating how the aggregation
of chance events can result in a
guided biosphere.

Bartholomew (2008) attempts
to address this challenge by
introducing the concept of
‘levels.” At the individual level,
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chance events appear blind and
aimless; however, at the
aggregate level, regularities
emerge (see also Bradley, 2012).
Bartholomew’s model
demonstrates the compatibility
between blind chance and

statistical regularities. Yet, for

theists, divine guidance
encompasses more than
statistical order—it entails

intentional direction toward
specific goals. Thus,
incompatibilists argue that
statistical regularities alone are
insufficient to justify the claim
that the biosphere is guided by
God.

Sub-Question 3: How can
contingent chance events be
part of a designed biosphere?
Compatibilists often assert that
God used
processes, including chance, as a

evolutionary

tool to shape the biosphere and
create humanity.
Incompatibilists, however,
contend that the existence of
chance within evolutionary
processes  undermines  this
claim. They argue that chance

events, being contingent, lack

predetermined outcomes and
thus cannot serve as reliable
tools for purposeful creation.
According to incompatibilists,
God would not create a world
unless He ensured that it
possessed the intended
characteristics from the outset.
Compatibilists must respond to
this objection by demonstrating
how contingent chance events
can  align  with  divine

intentionality and design.

l)iscussion and Conclusion: The

compatibility of chance and
divine guidedness remains a
highly ~ contentious  issue.
Regarding the first sub-
question, compatibilists must
provide a robust interpretation
of ‘chance’ that aligns with the
concept of guidedness. While
van Inwagen (2003) offers
further
clarification is needed to

valuable  insights,

adequately address
incompatibilist objections.

For the second sub-question,
compatibilists must present a
plausible model demonstrating
how chance events can
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collectively lead to a guided
biosphere. Bartholomew’s
(2008) concept of ‘levels’ offers
an intriguing perspective, but it
falls short of addressing the
teleological demands of theism.
Finally, the third sub-question
highlights the tension between
contingency  and  design.
Compatibilists face the
challenge of reconciling the
unpredictability of  chance
events with the notion of
purposeful  creation. While
various attempts have been
made to resolve these issues,
none have fully addressed the
incompatibilist objections.

In conclusion, the tension
between chance and guidedness
remains unresolved. Further
research is required to develop a
more comprehensive
framework for understanding
the  compatibility = between
evolutionary theory and theistic
beliefs.
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