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“ Non - Dar winian Revolution” and the Idea of* Progress’

YAN G Hai-yan

(Department of Philosophy ,Peking Universty ,Beijing 100871 ,China)

Abstract :Through the concept of“ Non-Darwinian Revolution” , Peter J. Bowler questions the orthodox image of “ Darwinian Revolution” . Bowler

suggests that Darwin’ s theory should be seen asthe centrd themein nineteenth - century evolutionism ,and that the emergence of the modern synthetic
theory could be seen relatively independent of the doctrine of“ natura sdection” Darwin proposed. The reconstruction of the history of evolutionism by
Bowler shows that evolutionism based on the modd of “ development” dominated in the nineteenth - century ,and the evolutionism in question was

grounded in the idea of progress’. Thus Bowler diglays the continuity of theidea of* progress’ in history. Not only isinvegtigation into the relation

between the idea of* progress’ and the thought of evolution indigpensable for the reconstruction of the history of evolutionism,but it isd< a key to
understanding our modern world.
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