Questions in preparation for the final exam in THEO 206 EC - Origins of Christianity
Below please find the questions in preparation for the final exam. These are the actual questions you should prepare, but there is an element of surprise in the sense that you will be presented with only 2 (two) of the following questions which the professor will choose for you. You are expected to write an essay of about 3 pages (single-spaced) for each question. Exam booklets will be provided for you. No helping materials will be allowed.
In preparing for the exam, please use the readings, study notes, but also what the professor said in the videos and audio commentaries. Also use your creativity to show that you have both understood and are able to reflect on the topics you studied in this course. Don't just memorize and render back the material; try to reflect on what you learn and show that to the professor by what you write.
Write as if you were explaining the topics to a friend who knows nothing about the subject. Don't expect the professor or teaching assistant to fill in your missing sentences and thoughts. Use examples from the readings we have covered. Please be aware that the following questions require you to exercise your power of synthesizing the materials you study.
 
1) Please explain the issue of miracles in Christianity in connection with the new reality Jesus introduces that is referred to as "the kingdom of God." Consider the biblical texts that support the two visions of the kingdom of God as being "already here" but "not yet fully realized." Lesson 1

· Miracles christianity in reference to “the kingdom of God” are seen as the sign of the presence of kingdom of God.
· The general understanding of miracles in our world today is that miracles are an expansion of natural laws.
· The authors of the bible define them as signs of the presence of kingdom of God, giving us a glimpse into a better world where there is less suffering and complete justice (talk about examples of miracles).
· Jesus refers to the miracles the kingdom of god which is the new reality where there are all the ideals humanity holds dear and is striving for.
· Scholars cite two views, namely the already here and the not yet realised view.
· Already here view, kingdom of god is present when Jesus is performing the miracles.
· Not yet realised view, the kingdom of god is not fully realised as people will still continue to die after while and injustice will still continue to happen in this current reality.
· Scholars cite the tension between the two views as the fore taste of this reality showing us the ideal world and that we do not have the full taste as it is not fully realised.
· Full realisation is not here right now, it will take some time.
· The miracles bring a new reality of hope for a lot of things we don’t see today.
· The exemplary text for not yet view is seen in matthew 6v 9-13 the fathers prayer that states that “thy kingdom come”.
· The exemplary view of the already view is seen when the disciples of John the Baptist ask Jesus if he is the messiah. He tells them that the messiah is already here, saying the miracles are the sign that it is here as a new reality is being present when I do the miracles.
· In conclusion Jesus’s coming down to earth introduces the already here view where the miracles introduce a new reality to people as the glimpse of the world to come saying the kingdom is not fully realised, it will be fully realised sometime later when there is no pain, suffering, death and injustice. 





2) The Gospel of Judas is a Gnostic Gospel of a particular type. Please explain its Gnosticism, in relation to the general characteristics of Gnosticism we discussed and with regard to the opposition the community who wrote the Gospel of Judas encountered from the proto-orthodox form of Christianity. Lesson 5
· Gnosticism was seen as a movement that is another alternative to Christianity.
· Common traits of Gnosticism ( humanity, salvation, the church, the devine redeemer)
· Pro orthodox Christianity was mainstream Christianity that set the standard for Christianity by the 2nd century.
· Gnosticism were the 1st to define what is to be bible and what is to be scripture.
· Judas’s writing presents Jesus as a Gnostic figure who brings secret knowledge. Secret knowledge is the key to the Gnostic gospels.
· Jesus of the Gnosticists is not the same as the church Jesus (canonical) gospel.
· Gnosticism is about the spiritual realm that needs to be released to go back to where the spirit was created
· Proto-orthodox opposition of the Gnostic gospel of Judas emphasizes (Apostolic succession, Rule of faith, Unity of belief).
· Ultimately the othordox (right faith/belief) church were of the notion that the view set forth in a book has to conform to the views of who Jesus was in the already accepted books.
· The 12 disciples seem to do the things of the other old testament God. Gnostic has a hierarchy of the supreme god that had nothing to do with the hierarchy of god in the old testament.
· Gnostic means secret knowledge. This knowledge is a kind of intuition or insight. It is not based on observation or imperial or scientific knowledge.
· Gnosticism is the spiritual knowledge of their true spiritual origin. For Gnostics this knowledge was only accessible to a particular group of individuals, thus the elect who are the Gnostics themselves.
· They believed they obtained this knowledge because they believed that the inherited a divine spark from the great and unknowable god, enabling them to comprehend and understand the deeper meaning or mysteries of heaven.
· Gnostic knowledge gave them access to a better and more indepth interpretation of the scriptures. They were able to discern secret meanings in scripture where normal Christians usually had a tendency of interpreting scriptures literally. Gnostic saw their own understanding of scripture a more depth and profound meaning to the mysteries of the universe and the mysteries of who God is per say.
· Gnostics writtings were progressively suppressed by individuals who considered themselves bearers’ of the orthodoxy or correct understanding or interpretation of the Christian doctrine.
· Establishing of the canonical books saw some controversy as Marcial was a Gnostic and he wrote the first list, he disregarded the old testament. He had issues with the old testament God that he considered evil that how can a God create such an evil material world. He believed that Jesus represented the unknowable God the divine being, he was a kind of revealer of a true great god who is even greater than the demiurge who was the greater of the world. This list then instigated a reaction for the proto orthodox to produce their own list.
· The proto orthodox established their own canonical gospels with the old testament as part of their heritage in their Jewish faith. Jesus represented an accomplishment of the old testament prophesies and of their faith.
· The controversy between the Gnostics and proto orthodox is in the nature of Jesus. The Gnostics cite that the Christ inhabited the person Jesus and when the person Jesus was crucified the Christ left, so the Christ never suffered. Gnosticism tends to devaluate the incarnation in this sense.
· Yet the proto orthodox find this devaluation of the incarnation unacceptable at the time. They ended up characterising Gnostics as vial individuals, they cite Jesus nature as a god incarnate he was crucified on the cross, he resurrected, he suffered, he died, had a physical resurrection. This proto orthodox view is totally different from the Gnostic. Church leaders like Irenaus and other church leaders were for the proto orthodox view.
· Another part of the controversy in the battle was that the Gnostics considered themselves to be the true enlightened and this did not make sense to the proto orthodox as this would mean that the proto orthodox were second class Christians.
· The proto orthodox reacted by characterising the Gnostics in the new testaments altering any of the Gnostic view resemblance in the new testament.
· Ultimately the most influential leaders won or much rather made a lasting impact to this day, thus the proto orthodox won.
· The gospel of Judas tries to explain the true nature of Judas and Jesus betrayal, it gives a glimpse between the Gnostic and the proto orthodox views.
· The true nature of Jesus in the gospel of Judas is explained through the sethian Gnosticism that is reference to. Sethian Gnosticism focuses on the secret revelation concerning the mysteries of the world and of the kingdom of God which is in line with the characteristics of gnosticism. This is under the notion that Seth was a spiritual seed that was planted in the world to save the evil world , (invisible spirit that is the father, bardalo that is the devine mother and the son that is the self generated one this cosmology is reference in the gospel of John)
3) Please explain the 4 th-century Trinitarian controversy with particular attention to the Councils of Nicaea (325 CE) and Constantinople I (381 CE). Lesson 7

· Trinitarian controversy is about the understanding and defining the doctrine of trinity that god is one but manifested in three persons. God is one but manifested in three persons father, son & holy spirit. 
· In trying to understand the trinity, the 4th century theologians, ended up defining what a person is. As there was no concept of a person before the 4th century. 
· The person concept came about by Christians trying to understand the concept of trinity.
· We disagree in our understanding of what a person is. The modern notion of a person is that a person is a centre of consciousness.  Theologian understood a person through the trinity. Person being different from the nature that they share with other humans.
· In phase 1 Councils of Nicaea (325 CE) and the main players were Irius and Anthanasuns.
· Arius posed the question that is it appropriate to call Jesus son of god the fact that Jesus is referred to as external yet he was born of man and yet said to be external.  
· He meant that there was a time when the son of god became incarnate in jesus he was not external, he came into being, thus must have been made, he was a creature and thus was not god.
· So then Jesus cannot be eternal if he was born of man and manifested by god
· The council decided that Arius was to be exiled and condemned as a heretic.
· The creed of Nacae was produced at that council. It emphases how Jesus is the son of God and therefore God. That Jesus is begotten from God, that he takes his being from God but not in the way humans are made by God in their creation.
· Problem with the creed is that it used the word of one substance with the father. Because this word was not biblical. So in 381 they clarified the issue through raising the spirit but refrained from using the same word that created problems for 50yrs.
· Phase 2 Constantinople I (381 CE) and the main players Augustine,Eunomius,Basil,Gregory.
· The council pointed out that there is only one god and there are no different degrees of divinity but the father is not begotten by anybody else. The son is begotten from the father and the holy spirit proceeds from the son. The council spoke of God as being one in nature and three in persons (father,son and holy spirit).
·  It declared that the holy spirit is also God, but avoided the troublesome non-biblical word. Irianism was formally defeated.
· They tried to provide some uniqueness between the father, son and the spirit. Father is God and has that in common with the son and the spirit, but the father is not begotten, thus the father is father. Son is god but the son is begotten from the father and the spirit is begotten from the father but in a way that is different from the son.
· Notion is that a person is a unique individual, has something in common with other persons and yet still different from other person.




4) Explain the orthodox Christology developed at the Councils of Ephesus (431 CE) and Chalcedon (451 CE).

· Christology is the doctrine about the person and works of Jesus Christ, it talks about the relationship of Jesus’s two natures, the human and the divine posing the question how can someone be human and devine.
· The Councils of Ephesus (431 CE) dealt with the challenge to the title of mother of God or God-bearer for the virgin Mary.
· The setting that favours the doctrine in which it was adopted, the main players were the Empress Pulcaria residing is costantinople. The new arch bishop of  costantinople also referred to as a Patriach  his name was Nistorius  who was the leader in that position for 3 years (428 to 431) before he was ousted because of his beliefs. Bishop that played a role in ousting Nistorius was the patriach of Alexandria referred to as  Cyril of Alexandria.
· The debate started because of peoples, devotion to the virgin Mary. The imperial circles like that of Empress Pulcaria were very interested in the idea of virginity and how to imitate the virgin mary, to give birth to jesus spiritually in one’s soul, the city of costantinople was protected by the virgin mary through this special devotion to the virgin mary.
· One of the letters mentions that when Nistorius came to costantinople,  and empress Pulcaria went to him to receive communion as usual, Nistorius said he will not give be giving communion they way they are used to receiving it. When Pulcaria asked if she had not given birth to God, Nistoruis replied bitterly that no she had not given birth to god, she had given birth to Satan. This letter alleges this bitter reply from Nistoruis, this cannot be confirmed, but the events that followed lead us to believe that and that they may have been something in that event. Pulcarius was very upset and decided to get rid of Nistoruis.
· Nistorius was influenced by his background in Antioch and his view was different to those in Alexandria in approach to the bible. Alexandria people viewed the bible allegorically, thus of higher reality, to refer to something else whereas Antioch people were more literal and were basing on the historicity of the occurrence of events, if historical interpretations would allow for the occurrence of an event. This rivalry gives rise to the debate in Christology.
· Pulcaria the appealed to the bishop of Alexandria Cyril to seek a better understanding of christology. Nistorius then started preaching that people should refere to mary as the mother of jesus not as the mother of god, that is more feasible, to follow the idea that mary was the mother of the man jesus. A campaign was started by Cyril of Alexandria and Pulcarius against this preaching of Nistorius, which led to the council of Ephesus.
· In 431 Nestorius was asked to confess that Mary was the mother of Jesus, he refused to confess and was then exiled and tagged as a heretic. The writting of Nistorius attempting to exonerate himself, should be taking with caution as he was trying to be seen favourable after being exiled.
· The council held in 431 in Ephesus came to an agreement to refer to the virgin Mary as the mother of god and spoke about the two natures and one person in Jesus. This came to be referred to as Christology as it refers to the two natures of Christ. Referred to the natures of Christ, thus the Christology. That Jesus is both God and man, and there is only one person that is the subject of worship, one only worships one subject. One does not worship two persons, one human person and one divine person but there is only one person in Jesus Christ. Jesus christ’s nature is united and people worship only one person Jesus christ that is the subject of worship. The fact that one nature was able to transfer some of it’s properties to the other nature without changing it’s nature was very important.
· The  key issue was that of  salvation that, is it possible to still be saved without confessing that jesus is divine, for Christians at the time is was not enough to say that jesus was a mere human being that lived on earth and was a mere historical person. They would say a mere human being cannot save me, which is why they needed to confess the belief that infact there was a divine nature in Jesus.
· To be saved you need to confess the divine nature of Jesus Christ.
· Orthodox Christianity that was adapted emphasises that the two natures became united in one person and this one person, and that is the person in the word of god. This is the understanding of a person as a subject, christians were praying to Jesus as a subject. The virgin provided the word of god with a human nature who is Jesus, the role of Mary was to weave in the body of Christ into human.
· Nistorius was for the notion of Mary the mother of Jesus, mother of Christ but not mother of God. While Cyril of Alexandra had a tradition of calling her mother of god because of the holy church fathers that had always referred to the holy virgin as the mother of god because of the strong unity between the natures. In Christ it is possible to take one nature to another nature still allowing each nature to stay the same. The main distinction between nistorious and Cyril is the transformation of the mere nature to a divine nature in one.
· Finally the council of Ephesus in 431 decided to refer to mary as mother of god as they alyways did.
· One of the key explanations in the letter by Cyril of Alexandria to nistorus was the citing of the incarnet. He wrote “Word was changed and made flesh”, they are talking about the incarnet, this did not mean that god became less god when he was incarnet as s human, there was no transformation,  the person was still intact. 
· Nistorius was regarded as a hero and a saint by the churches in the east, the debate of Christology continued and hence the Council of Chalcedon in 451.
· The Monophysite doctrine of the one nature of Christ was condemned in 451 during the Council of Chalcedon.
· Cyril  had an important meeting with supporters of Nistorius who were from Antioch and they asked Cyril to explain the basis of his formula that stated that “ Jesus Christ one incarnate nature of God the word”. He said that he is using the words one nature with the qualification incarnet meaning that he infact means two natures and this explanation was accepted and there was reconciliation between the theologians from Antioch and Alexandria. However the followers were not as astute as Cyril so they stuck to the one nature up to this day, they still refer to Jesus as one incarnet nature of god and some of the orthodox churches like the roman catholic say that they understand the two nature s in Christ but they still do not want to give up the use of the formula yet. 
· The church did not feel the explanations were sufficient so there was a council setup in 451 thus the Council of Chalcedon.  Bishop Leo from rome sent a letter containing a clearer formula to the council and that was adopted as the official Christological formula and has survived to this day as embraced by the orthordox Christology.
· The mention that there is only one Christ in two natures and this one Christ is present only in one person. This paradoxical Christian doctrine, as you cannot see two persons, thus this is a mysterious way that god has conveyed salvation to this sinful humanity.
· Mention of faith in line with the saintly fathers indication that there is no innovation, they are taking it from the past
· In summary the council of Chalcedon in 451 approved the creed of Nicaea (325), the creed of Constantinople (381; subsequently known as the Nicene Creed), two letters of Cyril against Nestorius, which insisted on the unity of divine and human persons in Christ, and the Tome of Pope Leo I confirming two distinct natures in Christ and rejecting the Monophysite doctrine that Christ had only one nature. The council then explained these doctrines in its own confession of faith.
· The conclusion of the Council of Chalcedon in 451 there is only one Christ present in two natures and there is only one person corresponding to two natures. They did this through the definition of faith in the explicit statement of the Christ doctrine, that none of the two natures is deficient in anything and the consubstantial nature of the father and humans except for sin in humans.
· The divine nature is able to communicate with the human nature through a single person Jesus Christ.


Essay for question 4

Christology is the doctrine about the person and works of Jesus Christ, it talks about the relationship of Jesus’ two natures, the human and the divine, which brought about the question of how can someone be human and divine and the same time. This led to the Nistoruis  controversy which was related to the virgin Mary doctrine . The Councils of Ephesus (431 CE) dealt with the challenge to the title of mother of God or God-bearer for the virgin Mary. The setting favoured the doctrine in which it was adopted, the main players were the Empress Pulcaria residing is costantinople. The new arch bishop of  costantinople also referred to as a Patriach  his name was Nistorius  who was the leader in that position for 3 years (428 to 431) before he was ousted because of his beliefs. Bishop that played a role in ousting Nistorius was the patriach of Alexandria referred to as  Cyril of Alexandria.
The debate started because of the peoples devotion to the virgin Mary. The imperial circles like that of Empress Pulcaria were very interested in the idea of virginity and how to imitate the virgin mary, to give birth to Jesus spiritually in one’s soul, the city of costantinople was protected by the virgin Mary through this special devotion to the virgin Mary. A 5th century letter cites an incident that Pulcarius was stopped by Nistorius to receive communion. The letter mentions that when Nistorius came to costantinople,  and empress Pulcaria went to him to receive communion as usual, Nistorius said he would not be giving communion they way they are used to receiving it. When Pulcaria asked if she had not given birth to God, Nistoruis replied bitterly that no she had not given birth to god, she had given birth to Satan. This letter alleges this bitter reply from Nistoruis, this cannot be confirmed, but the events that followed lead us to believe that they may have been something that transpired in that incident as Pulcarius was very upset and decided to get rid of Nistoruis.
Another point to note is that Nistorius was influenced by his background in Antioch, his view was different to those in Alexandria, in his approach to the bible. Alexandria people viewed the bible allegorically, thus of higher reality in reference to something else whereas Antioch people were more literal and were basing on the historicity of the occurrence of events, thus if historical interpretations would allow for the occurrence of an event. This rivalry gives rise to the debate in Christology. After the incident with nistorius, Pulcaria then appealed to the bishop of Alexandria named Cyril to seek a better understanding of christology. Nistorius then started preaching that people should refer to Mary as the mother of Jesus not as the mother of god, as it was more feasible to follow the idea that Mary was the mother of the man Jesus. A campaign was started by Cyril of Alexandria and Pulcarius against this preaching of Nistorius, which led to the council of Ephesus.
In 431 in the council of Ephesus Nestorius was asked to confess that Mary was the mother of Jesus, he refused to confess and was then exiled and tagged as a heretic. The writting of Nistorius attempting to exonerate himself, should be read with caution as he was trying to be seen favourable after being exiled. The council held in 431 in Ephesus came to an agreement to refer to the virgin Mary as the mother of god and spoke about the two natures and one person in Jesus. This came to be referred to as Christology as it refers to the two natures of Christ, thus Jesus is both God and man, and there is only one person that is the subject of worship, one only worships one subject. One does not worship two persons, one human person and one divine person but there is only one person in Jesus Christ. Jesus christ’s nature is united and people worship only one person Jesus christ that is the subject of worship. The fact that one nature was able to transfer some of it’s properties to the other nature without changing it’s nature was very important.
The  key issue was that of  salvation that, is it possible to still be saved without confessing that jesus is divine, for Christians at the time is was not enough to say that Jesus was a mere human being that lived on earth and was a mere historical person. They would say a mere human being cannot save me, which is why they needed to confess the belief that infact there was a divine nature in Jesus, to be saved you need to confess the divine nature of Jesus Christ. Orthodox Christianity that was adapted emphasises that the two natures became united in one person and this one person, and that is the person in the word of god. This is the understanding of a person as a subject, christians were praying to Jesus as a subject. The virgin provided the word of god with a human nature who is Jesus, the role of Mary was to weave in the body of Christ into human.
Nistorius was for the notion of Mary the mother of Jesus, mother of Christ but not mother of God. Cyril of Alexandra had a tradition of calling her mother of god because of the holy church fathers that had always referred to the holy virgin as the mother of god because of the strong unity between the natures. The notion was that in Christ it is possible to take one nature to another nature still allowing each nature to stay the same. The main distinction between nistorious and Cyril is the transformation of the mere nature to a divine nature in one. One of the key explanations in the letter by Cyril of Alexandria to nistorus was the citing of the incarnet. He wrote “Word was changed and made flesh”, they are talking about the incarnet, this did not mean that god became less god when he was incarnet as s human, there was no transformation,  the person was still intact. Finally the council of Ephesus in 431 decided to refer to Mary as mother of god as they always did.
Nistorius was regarded as a hero and a saint by the churches in the east, the debate of Christology continued and hence the Council of Chalcedon in 451. The Monophysite doctrine of the one nature of Christ was condemned in 451 during the Council of Chalcedon.  Cyril had an important meeting with supporters of Nistorius who were from Antioch and they asked Cyril to explain the basis of his formula that stated that “ Jesus Christ one incarnate nature of God the word”. He said that he was  using the words one nature with the qualification incarnet meaning that he infact means two natures and this explanation was accepted and there was reconciliation between the theologians from Antioch and Alexandria. However the followers were not as astute as Cyril so they stuck to the one nature up to this day, they still refer to Jesus as one incarnet nature of god and some of the orthodox churches like the roman catholic say that they understand the two nature s in Christ but they still do not want to give up the use of the formula yet. 
The church did not feel the explanations were sufficient so there was a council setup in 451 thus the Council of Chalcedon.  Bishop Leo from rome sent a letter containing a clearer formula to the council and that was adopted as the official Christological formula and has survived to this day as embraced by the orthordox Christology. The mention that there is only one Christ in two natures and this one Christ is present only in one person. This paradoxical Christian doctrine, as you cannot see two persons, thus this is a mysterious way that god has conveyed salvation to this sinful humanity. The mention of faith is in line with the saintly fathers indicating that there is no innovation, they are taking it from the past. In summary the council of Chalcedon in 451 approved the creed of Nicaea (325), the creed of Constantinople (381; subsequently known as the Nicene Creed), two letters of Cyril against Nestorius, which insisted on the unity of divine and human persons in Christ, and the Tome of Pope Leo I confirming two distinct natures in Christ and rejecting the Monophysite doctrine that Christ had only one nature. The council then explained these doctrines in its own confession of faith.
The conclusion of the Council of Chalcedon in 451 is that there is only one Christ present in two natures and there is only one person corresponding to two natures. They did this through the definition of faith in the explicit statement of the Christ doctrine, that none of the two natures is deficient in anything and the consubstantial nature of the father and humans except for sin in humans. The divine nature is able to communicate with the human nature through a single person Jesus Christ.

5)     Explain the notion of original sin in Augustine of Hippo and its relationship with the human free will.
· Augustine started his religious experiences with the manichees, which was a gnostic group that believed that the origins of evil are due to a permanent cosmic war that takes place between the forces of light and forces of darkness because the human soul is a mini cosmos, so that eternal fight is being reflected in the human soul. When he started reading about philosophy and came across neo platonism this explanation was not enough for him anymore.
· Reading Cicero led Augustine to Manichaeism, reading Plotinus and porphyry led him to Christ.
· In Augustine’s confessions book VII we get an account of how he gets to the conclusion about original sin and it’s relationship with human free will.  From his former religion of manichism he cites that sin is a pervasion of human will. In the platonic religion he cited that god is eternal, infinite, incorruptible, unchanging and perfect.
·  Augustine then offers a classical formulation of the platonic ascents that leads from the material to the immaterial, from physical body to the soul and to the soul’s inner power to higher reasoning to the source of higher reasoning. This is the beatific reasoning in which the human mind has direct apprehension of the divine, but Augustine cannot sustain it for long being pulled downward by his material body specifically by his sexual impulses.
· The beatific vision supplies augustine with a radical solution for this problem of evil. Seen from gods perspective outside of time and comprehending the entire universe there is no evil. He stated that evil is nothing, it has no existence of it’s own. It only occurs as a corruption of things that are good. Given that the platonic books did not provide any notion of christ’s incarnation as a human being, augustine had to supplement his readings with Christian scripture.
· This importance of Christ a mediator between human and god, material and spiritual is a key point for Augustine. He supplements with readings from paul letters recorded in the new testament. With this Augustine finally affirms that Christ was fully god and fully human.
· For Augustine Christ provides the only real solution to the matter of human sin. When his mind is overwhelmed with the beatific vision, he turns to Christ as the only bridge between frailed humanity and the transcended glory of god In his statement of faith in Christ.
· Augustine invented the phrase original sin, and this can be looked at from the contemporary view. There is something in us that is inherited genetically from our parents but it may not manifest in all of us but it is potentially present in all of us. There is something in human nature that seems to cause evil and contributes to it and Augustine calls this the original sin.
· The symbolic story told by the theologians about Adam and Eve eating from the tree of knowledge of good and evil disobeying gods commandment pointing in the direction of some moral knowledge, was used to indicate that there was some original disobedience that the first humans went through. The church embraced the view that this original disobedience is somehow inherited. 
· Augustine came to the realisation that it is something in us, there was a fault our souls were somehow in this ideal world where we would contemplate beauty, justice and but our souls somehow fell and we were sent into the material bodies. There by our knowledge is somehow affected by that such that whenever we want to make a choice we are mistaking good for evil as we do not have this pure vision anymore because of the fall. If we were able to know things properly we would make the right choices. This was the platonic explanation.
· Human free will view according to augustine was that we cannot do the things we would like to do, Augustine realised that It’s not that if we knew better we would make the right choice, but wanted to find out why is it that whenever say I want to choose the right I ended up choosing evil, how come it’s not a matter of intellectual power but there is something in me that prevents me from choosing that which is good.
· The explanation that was developed by Augustine and provided by paul was that of original sin, that affects our power of free will, our choices and how I really try to struggle with the realities around me. It is more than at the intellectual level, feelings, knowledge and determination to pursue something. It was somehow transmitted through humanity genetically through the generations affecting how we make decisions and affected my sexuality.
· Sexuality view how humans are full of lust and how they are trying to somehow guide their lives in accordance to this lust,  this has affected the way in which we run our institutions and affected our understanding of reality.
· Augustin’s solution to all this was Christ, he ascerts that Christ came to reverse the situation and provide salvation from the original sin and the consequences of original sin. This view has been embraced by the church and this role where Christ plays a major role in saving human kind.
· The main arguments from Augustine were embraced by the church with the role where Christ is transmitting this power, gods  grace  transmitted to all of  human kind in order to overcome the dramatic consequences of the fall to original sin, it is not to the power of human beings to save themselves but it is the grace of god that contributes to this. 

