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Introduction
	The original sin is also referred to as the ancestral sin. The concept is a section of the Doctrine of the Fall which was formalized to be part of the Roman Catholic in the 16th century by the Councils of Trent after being explained in details by St. Augustine. This theory portrays that Adam and Eve disobeyed God. By doing so, this was considered as the fall which led to existence of sin in a perfect world. On the other hand, personal sin refers to a word, an action or a desire that is contrary to the eternal law. “Sin of the World” is used to mean the sinful state of mankind. Structural sin is also known as systemic sin. As the name suggests these are systems that damage humanity.
Main Body
	The concept of Original Sin implies that each and every one is born sinful; that is with an in-built urge to disobey God and to do bad things. Unknown to many, researchers have proven that original sin involves the condemnation that comes with it in addition to the inherited spiritual defect in humans. Christians have varying understandings of original sin. Some believe that this is a condition that human beings find themselves in and is not necessarily something one does. Original sin leads to an assured alienation to God according to some Christians. Moreover, it leads to a sense of guilt and dissatisfaction in people’s live. Research has shown that quite a great number of people believe that original sin should be blamed for the presence of sin in human nature, war, genocide, assassinations, cruelty, exploitation and abuse in today’s world. 
	Some Christians argue that there is way to cleanse original sin except for God’s grace. On the other hand, modern thinkers believe that the original sin is not realistic. However, they think it contains truths about human nature (Edwards, 2017). The following are some of the assumptions these researchers have made to help understand the “truth” of the doctrine: First of all they say that the world is not as good place as we wish it would be and that we (humans) are not really as good as we would like to be. In addition, they argue that individual behavior is actually affected by external forces but only the individual’s. Lastly it is believed that this entire doctrine is just history that affects us all, individually and as a whole. 
	The traditional story about original sin begins in the Garden of Eden where Adam was in charge. Afterwards God created Eve to be his, Adam’s, wife. Then there is the serpent who tricked Eve to eat of the forbidden fruit. Eve goes on to convince his husband, Adam, to eat of the same tree that God had denied them. This was disobedience and it earned us the original sin which saw both Adam and Eve get chased from the Garden of Eden in to the harsh world outside. There is an alternative perspective of looking at the story about the origin of evil. In this view, blame is on Adam and Eve for giving in to the temptation by the serpent in the first place. In this second version, it is noted that sin is portrayed as already being existent, and that Adam and Eve failed by bringing sin to human beings by giving in to the serpent’s trial (Crisp et al. 2017).
	The second understanding, discussed in the previous paragraph, is clear to understand for the human psychology. In this case, original sin becomes the tendency that humanity has for giving in to temptations from the prevailing evils; this explains why every individual finds it so hard to resist when faced with temptations. Moreover, there is a third understanding of the traditional story of the fall. Here, Adam’s sin is seen as having removed from human beings the gift that made people obedient to God. 
	Away from the three different versions of the traditional story of the fall, there is modern way of looking at the story. Research has shown that a great portion of Christians believe that God created man I his own image. Due to the likeness between God and Adam, it is evident that God could perfectly fulfil him, Adam, and all his desires. Unfortunately, Man did not fulfil his potential and preferred to face life alone and ne a stranger to God; this was by his disobedience in the Garden of Eden. As a result, Jesus was born later and sent to the world. In this point of view, Jesus is considered the “Second Adam” since he came to the world and re-establishes the broken relationship between God and humanity proving that man can finally become perfectly human. The state of being perfect puts man in a good relationship with the creator and his creation as well.
	As much as the original sin doctrine is difficult to understand, it possessed essential theological benefits. Firstly, the doctrine portrays all human nature as sinful in the sense that none of us is better than the other; this makes all humanity be the same in the presence of the creator. The second benefit is that it is non-dualist. In the doctrine, evil is explained without having to show that God has an evil partner or having a bad side which can be held responsible for the evil in the world (Edwards, 2017). Instead, it clearly portrays that evil originates from man’s rebellious nature.  Thirdly, the theory is non- designed in the sense that there is an explanation on how the world is full of evil whereas God intended the world to be perfect. Original sin portrays a method by which everyone got damaged due to original disobedience; this is the fourth benefit. Lastly, this doctrine teaches the entire world of the possibility of having remained perfect in the sense that disobeying God for Adam and Eve was not inevitable. 
	Original sin greatly impacts on how individuals understand the universal human condition. The theory somehow helps humanity to attempt staying in line with what the eternal law stipulates since all other laws emanate from it. The following issues raised against the original sin theory portray what people go through as they seek to understand why this affects all humanity. To begin with is the unanswered questions that lead to other rhetoric questions. For example, why does original sin exist? Because Adam committed sin? Then why did he sin? If it was not Adam but the serpent who sinned, why did the serpent sin? If the serpent was a fallen angel, why did the angel sin? The other unanswered question raised by researchers is: if evil never existed before Adam, the how was he supposed to know he was about to sin?
	Moreover, people, especially women, find themselves torn on whether to believe in the reality of original sin due to its misogynistic nature. The doctrine has raised eyebrows for being seen as the root cause of Christian bias against women for many centuries; this originates from the argument that Eve is blamed for tempting and dragging Adam in to sin. From another angle, the doctrine is considered unfair. In the modern world it is unjust, unethical and unacceptable to hold one responsible, punish, for something they did not do. This aspect has possible influence on some law practitioners and citizens seeking help in courts to make impaired judgments and have unrealistic expectations respectively.
	The original sin doctrine is too pessimistic making it unfavorable for a world that needs to stay positive and motivated (Edwards, 2018). It is not alright to believe, as some Christians do, that humanity started and still starts out really bad to the extent that they cannot be better on their own.  There are two dimensions that one may have from this. It may be translated that whoever does not believe in salvation is completely doomed and can never prosper or one may choose to say that the entire theory is not right and still become prosperous without having to follow the theory. Additionally, this doctrine is anti-sex. From the very beginning when St. Augustine started talking about it, sex has been portrayed as an evil act to some extent.  The theory disapproves of human sexual love; this seems to have self-contradiction since the same bible that states how God intended the act of sex for procreation is seemingly referred to, according to the original sin doctrine, and portrays sex as immoral altogether. 
	Science discredits the entire Biblical creation story demonstrating that Adam and Eve and the Garden of Eden are mere myths. Research has shown that most modern theologians argue that it is unwise to abandon the entire doctrine of the fall since it contains at least some essential truths on the state of humanity even though it is considered untruthful. Once one has suspicion of the truth of the whole bible, it is almost certain that believing the original sin theory is impossible. In such a case one would be left to wonder what exactly to believe in, science or the bible. The doctrine of original sin leaves one believing that God created a perfect world which was damaged by human beings by their disobedience (Leslie, 2017). On the other hand, evolution suggests that the world is gradually changing to become more diverse day in day out.  Life on earth is seen as moving closer to becoming more adapted to one’s environment. Modern ideas have been shared on this including that instead of dwelling on a fall that already happened, it is better to focus on bringing a better world by practicing ethics more often. 
Conclusion
	As human beings, once we are born there should be a feeling of guilt as the doctrine of original sin stipulates. Research has proven this wrong since guilt is proven to leave humans unable to properly utilize their reason. For one who has fully understood the above discussed doctrine, it is easy to have a picture of why the world is the way it is today, the universal human condition. Original sin implies that one cannot be born pure. Due to this reason there is a price for one’s salvation to be achieved. The price is getting rid of original sin which involves these steps: accepting that Christ’s death on the cross atoned for this sin, accepting that it is only God’s grace that can cure this sin, confessing one’s sins and asking for forgiveness and lastly getting baptized. 
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