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Fate Versus Free Will
Theologians, philosophers and historians have speculated whether man has control over his own life or not. Through religion, there has been development of complex beliefs throughout history. Such speculations have been in the form of literature work, like the creation story in Genesis, Oedipus the King and in the Aeneid. The stories give similar teachings with a slight variation.
Adam and Eve were doomed to Sin
In the Garden of Eden, Adam and Eve lived before eating the tree of knowledge; here we see sin and evil enter the world. Then is when we see free will enter, after sin. When Christ died for our sins, he gave up his free will so that man can attain the first state. So in the same way man should give up his free will so as to have a relationship with God. Then, do we really have free will?
 God created then and placed them in the garden of Aden with the mandate to till the soil. Man is told all he needs to do; there is no reveal of any kind of choice. Genesis depicts a picture when God was in charge without Adam and Eve having a say in what they do. They are seen to till the garden because they have been asked to, it never occurs to Adam that he has the option of not to till the garden as he had no free will yet.
Another example is clearly seen as God creates the woman from Adam’s rib. Man is forced into a deep sleep; here there is no choice of him to not sleep. Adam feels no pain; he even does not seem to have any clue of what has happened to his body. When Eve is brought before Adam he accepts her since God puts them together, there seems to be no other suitable partner for him. In the same way, Eve has no choice as she is brought before Adam and has no choice to accept Adam as she is presented to him.
After creation, man has no basis of right or wrong, as morality requires knowledge of good and evil. When the tree of knowledge is placed in the garden, it seems to set up man for failure. God had a choice to place the tree in any other place than Aden. When instructed not to eat this tree, it seems that they couldn’t reason that disobeying this command is sin and wrong. Eve has no concept of whether agreeing to eat this fruit is wrong, but her basis being that the fruit was pleasing to the eye and seemed good for food. Adam and Eve, though given a command, do not seem to completely understand that obeying is the right thing to do. The concept of knowing right from wrong was not as open to their understanding. When the serpent brought the offer of knowing good or evil, Eve does not seem to understand the implication of that offer.
Oedipus and Luis cost their own lives.
The Greeks believe that their gods could see the future and prophets or seers were the only ones who would access such information. A prophecy is told about King Luis who would heir a son by Queen Joscata, this son would grow to kill his father. Another prophecy arises where Oedipus is told he would kill his father and make his mother his bride. Both father and son work towards averting these prophecies, unfortunately their actions are what bring about the fulfillment of the prophecies.

This confusing element brings a question of whether one has choice. The fact that Oedipus ends up fulfilling the prophecy in the effort to preventing their outcome questions his free will. Do our actions alter what life is to become at all? Is everything in life pre-determined? Laius could have acted differently, maybe kill Oedipus himself or raise him as his son, who may have grown to love him or know his true parents. Oedipus being adopted by different parents, he runs from them after learning the prophecy so as not to kill his ‘father’. Oedipus would have taken heed of the other part of the prophecy as a warning, and choose not to marry anyone in future.
Oedipus fate was sealed with determination and pride. He had knowledge that he was an adopted son; he then should have done a search about his original family. In this attempt to be noble and not ask his parents of his origin took him to the direction he was avoiding. His pride to conquer Sphinx led him straight to his prophecy. He was blinded to even see his marriage to a window.
In all of their choices and actions, they are led to the very prophecies. This speaks volumes or fate and actions. It becomes a hard balance. Can one really run away from fate? Do our actions alter what fate has destined, at all? These two kings are very aware of their outcomes and they do everything in their power that they think will avert them from the outcomes of the prophecies. Only for the actions to lead them to fulfilling the prophecies.
The Aeneid
Here, fate and destiny is seen to be a powerful force that dictates what is expected to happen will actually happen. Aeneas’ fate is to found Rome. Many people are seen to obstruct Aeneas from actualizing this. Juno tries to delay him from reaching Latium, Dido keeps him in the Carthage, Turnus fights him off but temporarily. In all these, mortals like Dido and Turnus are seen in a negative light in their effort to fight fate. The reality is that in all of it, is that whether individuals accept their fate or not, they all are in the journey of fulfilling their destinies.
 Juno tries to hinder Aeneas destiny when she realizes that he is destined to destroy her city. Juno’s efforts are stopped realizing that fate can’t be stopped and joins Aeneas in trying to fulfill his purpose. The only thing she seems she can do is meddle and maybe in the process try to delay what is to come. There is a role we play when we understand well what fate requires of us, Aeneas feels he has an obligation to get to Italy to fulfill what I needed of him.
Juno’s efforts to thwart this prophecy propel it in the right direction. She hears that one day the Trojans would overthrown her walls, in the effort to destroy them, she leads them to the very place she was keeping them from. It is clear that the gods, destiny and fate are a drive in this story, every effort done is seen to drive Aeneas towards building Rome. Amidst all challenges, there leads to the civilization and building of Rome. 
Conclusion
The above works each depict how fate affects man’s life. Is man subject to fate, with no way to escape as in the Aeneid? Or does man’s action lead to what fate requires of us like King Oedipus? Are we all subject to what fate requires of us, whether we fully understand or not as in Genesis’ fall?
In all of it, whatever our belief, following the course and will of fates seems to be the only way to live life to the fullest. It is also clear that what life offers is for us to live it as we wish; uptight measures may not mean that life will not turn out as intended. If fate is not dependent on our free will, why should be then live with the fear of what will or will not happen?
Then again the beauty of life is in its mystery. We are well aware of what is right and that which is wrong. There may seem to be that with fate has put in place, but when there is what is expected of us. A hardworking person will definitely differ from a lazy one. The power to make life choices will heavily dictate how our lives will turn out. While fate and destiny may be a good thing, they just may be a hindrance to living a better life. Chances are King Luis and Oedipus would have led very different lives without fear of fate.
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