207 – Eyes Without Seeing - c


During these last few discussions we have looked at Dr. Asa Gray, Professor of natural history, his distinguished career, and his staunch support of Darwin’s theories. It has also been noted that Professor Gray was equally a staunch creationist, stating his belief to Darwin and others "that variation has been led along certain beneficial lines" like a stream "along definite and useful lines of irrigation." Dr. Gray made his opinion clear towards the end of his life, as well as to Darwin earlier, that order in nature, which is the basis of science, cannot reasonably-be severed from faith in an Ordainer, which is the basis of religion. Of course, since the theories of evolution and those of intelligent design are logically mutually exclusive, there could be no future to Dr. Gray’s position. As aforementioned, Darwin’s response in a letter to Gray was that “there seems to me to be too much misery in the world”. It may be interesting to get a little more of Darwin’s response to Gray’s opinion. 
Darwin also wrote in this letter “I cannot persuade myself that a beneficent and omnipotent God would have designedly created the ichneumonidae with the express intention of their feeding within the living bodies of caterpillars, or that a cat should play with mice. Not believing this, I see no necessity in the belief that the eye was expressly designed. On the other hand I cannot anyhow be contented to view this wonderful universe & especially the nature of man, & to conclude that everything is the result of brute force. I am inclined to look at everything as resulting from designed laws, with the details, whether good or bad, left to the working out of what we may call chance. Not that this notion at all satisfies me .... But the more I think the more bewildered I become; as indeed I have probably shown by this letter.”
It is interesting and revealing that Gray’s challenge was not a religious one, but scientific. He was asking Darwin to scientifically examine the believability of a spontaneous, accidental development to result in such a complex, purposeful apparatus within any period of time. But notice that Darwin’s response, though perhaps an honest one, was philosophical and religious, citing misery in the world as convincing proof that the eye was in fact not the result of design by a beneficent Creator. 

It is a little ironic and bewildering, to me that outlandish theories entertaining the evolution of the eye sees to make such sense to some. 
First of all, in order to see this Designer, the incredibly designed eye lids covering the human eye must be open. Yet, all is clarified to me when considering some Biblical statements about spiritual blindness prevalent in the unbeliever, who refuses to entertain the idea of a Creator in the vacuum of an alternative. 
For example, regarding the general rejection of the Gospel of Christ by humankind, II Corinthians, chapter 4 discusses the mechanism as follows; “If our gospel is hidden, it is hidden to those that are perishing, in whose case the god of this world has blinded the minds of the unbelieving, that they might not see the light of the gospel of the glory of Christ, the image of God…for God, who said, Light shall shine out of darkness is the One who has shone in our hearts to give the light of the knowledge of the glory of God in the face of Christ.” 
