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different question. This question, therefore, has not been answered when we 
have answered the former question in the affirmative, because between the 
revelation in Creation and the natural man there stands the fact of Sin.  

If it is a mistake, and from the statement of the Bible and theology an 
impossibility, to contest the reality of the revelation in Creation, it is no less 
mistaken to deny the negative significance of sin for the perception of the truth 
of the revelation in Creation. Sin not only perverts the will, it also "obscures" the 
power of perceiving truth where the knowledge of God is concerned. So where 
a man supports the view of the reality of a "theologia naturalis" in the sense of 
correct, valid knowledge, he is actually denying the reality of sin, or at least its 
effect in the sphere of man's knowledge of God. Thus, on the one hand, the 
reality of the revelation in Creation is to be admitted; but, on the other hand, the 
possibility of a correct and valid natural knowledge of God is to be contested.  

 
(3) Now, however, the problem is complicated by the fact that when we have 
said that we must question the possibility of a valid knowledge of God (to the 
natural man), we have not said all there is to say. There is, it is true, no valid 
"natural theology", but there is a Natural Theology which, in fact, exists. The 
place to discuss this, however, is not in connection with the doctrine of God, for 
here it has no theological validity, but in connection with the doctrine of Man; for 
"natural theology" is an anthropological fact, which no one can deny. Human 
beings, even those who know nothing of the historical revelation, are such that 
they cannot help forming an idea of God and making pictures of God in their 
minds. The history of the religions of mankind provides incontrovertible 
evidence of this fact. The formation of theological ideas is an empirical fact of 
the reality of sinful humanity....  

 
(6) This Biblical view of the natural man, and of his theologia naturalis, can, and 
must, be examined in the light of historic facts. What is the result of this 
examination? 

The history of religions shows that mankind cannot help producing religious 
ideas, and carrying on religious activities. It also shows the confusion caused by 
sin. The multiplicity of religious ideas of God, and of the "gods", is so vast, and 
so contradictory, that it is impossible to gather it all up in one positive 
conception, as the result of research; to reach such a result by a process of 
elimination is not the task of religion itself but of philosophy. Whither it leads will 
be shown directly.  

Within this welter of religious conceptions of God it is impossible to discover 
one common denominator. The "higher religions" are contrasted with the 
primitive religions, and the contradictions are too great to be overcome. There is 
no common element which could be justice at the same time to the polytheistic 
personalism of the one, and the monistic impersonalism of the other.  
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