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Blindness versus Ignorance
Blindness is a state of an individual who lacks perception or awareness; it leads to bad decision making that can lead to diverse effects. Ignorance is the state of an individual who lacks information or knowledge about something. When a person is blind to something, he can have the information but makes a wrong decision due to a lack of accurate perception. At the same time, ignorance is brought by a lack of knowledge, making an individual make the wrong decision. In this paper, two stories of Oedipus the King and Creation and fall in Genesis will be used to illustrate the difference. Blindness is the fall of the main characters in Oedipus the King and Creation and the fall in Genesis rather than ignorance. A person can make a better decision based on the information available, preferably when the individual is ignorant without knowledge.
Blindness is the state of a person who lacks perception; although they have information, they make a wrong decision without knowing the outcome. The Oedipus, the King story revolves around blindness rather than the king's ignorance (Sophocles 10). While the report of Creation and fall in Genesis also majorly focuses on the blindness of the characters. In those stories, the main characters Oedipus, Adam, and Eve knew the consequences of their actions but ended up making wrong decisions because they were blinded.
The blindness is brought by the inability to accept the truth available by looking for alternatives. In the story of Oedipus, the Oracle had prophesized that the son of King Laius and Queen Jocasta will kill him and marry his mother. King Laius wanted to prevent it from happening; thus, when the son was born, he sends his Shepherd to take the baby to the mountains and leave his son to die from there (Finglass 45).  King Laius was blinded by his faith in the Shepherd that he trusted him to take the child on the mountain and abandon him to die there, but he never ensured that the son was killed. Instead, the sharpened gave the baby to a herdsman who gave the baby to his masters, who were childless. The child grew up and later came to kill King Laius and marry his wife, Jocasta.
If King Laius had made sure that the child was killed, he would not have been killed and his wife taken by his son. When King Oedipus sent his brother to the oracles, he was told that the king would die in his hands. They did not believe what they were told because the brotherhood blinded them. Jocasta even told King Oedipus that it wouldn't happen based on past experiences with the Oracle (Gould 488). When it was found out that the kingdom was suffering because of the king's incest and was supposed to be killed to redeem the domain, his brother killed him, fulfilling the Oracle's prophecy.
Ignorance lacks knowledge; in the story of Oedipus the King, Laius is not to be blamed because he never knew his son was alive. If he had known the son was happening, he would have tried to kill him to stop the prophecy. King Laius was not ignorant because he tried to warn when the Oracle told him by sending his Shepherd to abandon the child in the mountains to die (Zachrisson 328). King Laius was not to be blamed for ignorance but for his blind faith in his servant, who was sent to make the baby die in the mountains alone.
Blindness makes a person ignorant; it is illustrated in Oedipus the King's story when the king did not make efforts to find information about the baby, if he was killed or not.  His trust in the Shepherd made him ignorant to look for the evidence (Zachrisson 328). When a sure thing blinds people, they do not look for more information on the issue because they assume the consequences, resulting in the opposite result.
Blindness makes people not see the future; this can be explained by the story of Oedipus the King, who could not see the end although he was told his lot. He was told that he would kill his father and marry his mother; he did not believe he can do such a thing; thus, he decided to run away from his destiny. He thought escaping from his adopted parents would save him from killing them only later to find out they were not his birth parents (Zachrisson 321). When he left his foster home, he killed some people along the way, including his father and he was made a king of Thebes and married Queen Jocasta and had kids with her. He later found out that he had followed his destiny unknowingly. He could not see his future, so he ended up killing his father and causing more pain to his kingdom. This would have been avoided if he had remained in his foster parent's kingdom and try to prevent the situations from there; thus, it was to be blamed for not accepting the truth and trying to run away from it.
The blindness is also shown in the story of Creation and fall in Genesis; the sapient blinded eve to the effects of eating the forbidden fruit when she was given to eat it. She was tricked that she will have more knowledge; thus, she decided to test it later; she gave it to Adam. She was blind to the consequences of eating the forbidden fruit because she never had the perception of what it will be like if she eats (Bonhoeffer 64). Eve trusted the sapient when she was told that she would be more potent if she eats the fruit from the forbidden tree. Adam also trusted Eve and ate the fruit when he was given before God appeared. Blindness is caused by extreme trust or faith in something, which reduces a person's ability to search for the truth. This is explained in both stories; belief is what led the characters to the blindness of the consequences. Adam and Eve were punished for eating the forbidden fruit by God; they have chased away from the Garden of Eden and cursed with their generation. They were to blame for their downfall for not following God's instructions.
In the stories, both characters knew the consequences of their action; thus, their failure cannot be attributed to ignorance. God informed Adam and Eve not to eat the forbidden fruit, although they were not told the consequences of eating the forbidden fruit. If Adam and Eve had not been advised by God about that tree and its fruits when they ate, they should not have been blamed for eating the forbidden fruit. The sapient took advantage of their blindness and convinced them to eat the forbidden fruits (Moberly 23).
Assumptions are more used in blindness than ignorance; this is because blinded people assume they are doing the correct thing. While ignorant people do not have information; thus, they do not make assumptions about something they did not know. In the story of Oedipus, the king, he assumed if he escapes, his destiny of killing his father and marrying his mother will not happen, but it later happened (Stratton 209). Knowing the truth about his future, he would have stayed to fight against it; he would not have ended up doing what he was destined to do. In the story of Creation and the fall of Genesis, Adam and Eve also assumed that they would have more knowledge when they eat the forbidden fruit. If Adam and Eve had been ignorant, they would not identify the tree with forbidden fruits.
It is easy to conclude that the failures of Oedipus the King, Adam, and Eve resulted from blindness rather than ignorance. The blindness brought by trust in the Shepherd by King Laius led to the survival of King Oedipus, who later killed him and married his wife. The fear of the unseen brings out blindness; most of the characters in Oedipus, when the Oracle warned them, we're afraid to admit the truth, which led them to act according to their destiny (Zachrisson 318). King Oedipus was to be blamed for making the wrong decision for his failure despite knowing the truth about himself that was meant to happen. In the Genesis story, Adam and Eve were to be blamed for eating the forbidden fruit. Ignorance cannot be used in these stories since the characters were aware that something might happen.
Blindness can be caused by natural forces, which can be contradictory to human nature, thus unable for social control. In contrast, humans can control ignorance by choosing what information they think is relevant to them. In the Oedipus the King story, it was beyond the king to know by escaping to kill the parents he thought they are his, he went to kill his parents. (Zachrisson, 324). They were forces of destiny controlling him; thus, he could not have easily prevented his future. In the creation and fall story, it was beyond Adam and Eve to know what will happen to them if they ate the forbidden fruit. They only predicted it would end up well (Stratton, 2110).
In both stories, the characters were looking for information; thus, they were not ignorant. King Oedipus tried to look for the truth about himself by going to the Oracle; he was told that he was destined to kill his father and marry his mother (Zachrisson 328). He later looked for more information about himself after the ramous spread that the parents he grows up with are not his birth parents. He looked for the truth from the Shepherd, and he was told the truth about his true identity. In the second story of Creation and fall in Genesis, Eve tried to get more information from the sapient, which led them to eat the forbidden tree. If they were ignorant, they would not have looked for the info; thus, they would have been innocent.
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