Sin or destiny 
Genesis can be seen as an x-ray of the human world, leaving behind the superficial and looking deeper into what is underneath. Trying to piece together the reason things are the way they are and how they started. The story of the “the first sin”, as understood by the monotheistic religions, is the story of how Adam and Eve as first humans created by God were the first ones to sin when they ate the forbidden fruit. It is not just an example but also an interesting point to start this research and examination. We will be looking into what the original sin means for Christians as believers, as well as what is means for the religion itself. The different ideas surrounding the theme and what possible different outcomes could have sufficed. For if the first sin was not a sin if it was Adams and Eve destiny, had they been already pre-destined to it, would the way one views it change then or the theology and essentially the thought of how bible readers view themselves. The story might also change its perspective. The destruction of the harmony caused by the sin and its consequences which then gave life to things that were called punishment, things that we can today see or understand as natural parts or way of life. Things that we can’t necessarily imagine not being part of the human nature as well as the world. The story of Adam and Eve according to the bible and “Monotheistic” religions is the story of life. The story of the beginning of life and the human being, which began at the garden of Eden. When analysing the text one ought to leave at the door some analytical reading skills and overlook some contradictions in the text. Though we are analysing the text and the language itself, this analytical approach goes far beyond the text surface and time and space as we know. For example, it is no longer relevant as whether the tree of life [Genesis 2:9] or the tree of knowledge [Genesis 3:3] was placed in the middle of the garden. Whether woman was created together with man [Genesis 1:26-27] or whether she was a secondary creation of God [Genesis 2:21-22]. But what is significant is the act itself understood by the masses for many centuries now as the original sin. We will be using Christian, Jewish and Islamic line of thought to understand and try and piece this puzzle together. Not just to understand why and how they committed the sin but also the similarities and differences in though around the moment of sin, outcome and aftermath effect on the believers and the religion itself. 
The story begins with Adam being told by God that they ought not eat from the tree of knowledge -“but of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you shall die” [Genesis 2:17]. Deborah W (2007) argues that according to the bibles second description of creation, creation of Eve only takes place in Genesis (Genesis 2:18-23). Although this can be true to the text, we see that Eve was aware of the order or commandment of God for she replies to the snake as such. A thought-provoking point here is that the free will had already existed, meaning they knew how to discern whether they should eat off the tree or not. They didn’t just follow the advice or deception of the snake straight away they first questioned it and then they made a conscious decision to eat of the fruit. Consequently, if they had no knowledge of what was good and bad how could they know that it was not right to eat off the tree just by a commandment of God. In the initial though of St. Augustine shows that before he started changing his method of though he understood the original sin to be almost a mere act of nature. Study of St Augustine’s idea of the original sin, Bonaiuti, E., & La Piana, G. (1917) mentions that  St Augustine thought of the act of sin or eating of the fruit “bought an organic modification in the human being and not a helpless perversion of a fleshly organism already in existence” which is in line with the though pattern used in The Lost Books of the Bible in, chapter 1:3-4 First book of Adam and Eve, it discusses the creation of a river of purification which God created knowing that they would become sinful and one day need to be purified Lumpkin (2009) mentions that they had transgressed out of their own free will and in that the only reason they were warned was so they couldn’t blame God for not knowing what they could or could not do and not take responsibility for their transgression. What is being explored here is not the act of the sin itself but challenging the idea that the original sin was not a sin but the destiny of Adam and Eve. Something that had already been pre-destined by God to them. With God knowing what they would do and what would happen once they had done it. As mentioned before, organically indicating the direction in which human life was meant to be and how humans were going to operate on earth throughout the ages.
This line of though is very much supported by Islamic understanding as well as some Jewish thought. Meyers (2005) wrote in a journal of Jewish women’s studies that understanding the Jewish thought as well as the Hebrew language is essential in order to understand how different cultures digest texts. For Jewish people the punishment of Eve was nothing more than an increase in pregnancies rather than pains of labour as per Christian understanding and the rest of the punishment even towards Adam was nothing more than a teaching moment for humanity and how to deal with different aspects of life and rural life. They also do not believe or find connections as to human’ death because of what Adam and Eve committed (Levison, J.R., 2015).  These things those Christian thinkers and believers saw as punishment to the Jews were things that they believe added extreme value to Jewish culture and livelihood. Which is again different from the Christian thought, according to St Augustin and later taught in the council of Trent. (McClear, E.V., 1948). The original sin was not only where Adam has lost his way and high status in the eyes of God but it’s also the moment, he cursed humanity with the burden of being sinful meaning the sin was now passed on from father to son and everyone was guilty of this act. “The teachings of Paul and Augustine helped mature the view of the fall and the original sin “(Samuel S, 1948).
Although Muslims people also believe is the idea that Adam and Eve were the first humans created, they do not believe that Adam and Eve were the first ones to commit sin, they believe that Satan was the first person to commit a sin when he was still in heaven, as he refused to bow down to Adam or to the human being when created by God and as part of the commandment of God he was the first one to sin. They don’t believe that Adam and Eve’s sin was the cause for humans’ physical death as did and do some Christian thought. [Romans, 5:12-21] "Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way, death came to all people, because all sinned” but rather that one can attain a spiritual death when they commit a sin (Sadatmoosavi, Z. and Shokouhi, M.A., 2021). Muslims and Christians also differ when it comes to the nature of the sin itself, as Muslins believe that all humans are born with or in a state of ‘Fitra’ (Holtzman, L 1993) or purity however they all could do right or wrong, they have freewill imbedded in them rather than a sin that was committed by the first humans and cannot be washed way from humanity. With a natural inclination do wrong as part of the human earthly test provided by God and as a reason to why the human being is here. Therefore, this understanding also adds to the thought of Adam and Eve’s destiny known by God rather than a haphazard act which led them to curse the humanity with a painful state of living.
In the words of Cohon S (1948) “the doctrine of original sin, which in varying forms figures in Jewish as in Christian though, derives its vitality from the raw facts of life and it involves nature of man and the justice of God”. We have examined the nature of man though the eyes of Christianity as well as Islam and Judaism in order to better arrive at what exactly it means for humans living under these different faiths and how they view themselves and the effect it has on one once they accept the concept given to them by the faith. We have explored that some have a guilty understanding of this sin which is believed that not just their ancestors carried the sin but a burden that they will also have to carry. We have observed the difference in the approaches to the same act in the other religions which can take the act as either constructive part of nature in the human being and their story on earth but also the thought that they were tested, and every human being is tested in the same way by God and the outcome of that test is already known by God although humans can choose. 
The conclusion is, we will never arrive at a precise agreed understanding point between these faiths’ outcomes of the sin and how it affects the human being. But we can ponder on the similarities and the differences, understand the psychological affect this different outcome might have on someone that might grow up thinking that something is a burden they will forever carry or something that it was destined to Adam and Eve and does not necessarily affect them or if it does its in a positive manner. Or that is something that we are all subject to and can and will happen to all of us because error and construction is part of one’s nature and we are pre-destined to such.  The expulsion of the garden as well as all the punishments that came after it can be seen as things that lead and would have led to the creation of humanity, regardless of sin. Adam and Eve has been created to procreate. Men can only speculate and think as to how it would be for woman to not have labour pains (Christian though) or as to only have one child (Jewish though) but what it is agreed here weather the punishment was the increase of pain or children is that Eve was destined to be the mother of humanity and Adam the father.
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