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Russ Miller’s new book
Russ Miller’s new book is out, the third in the Genesis Heritage Report Series, called 371 

Days That Scarred Our Planet. I highly recommend you buy it. I will have a more formal review 
done later. This is meant only as an announcement. You can purchase it at the CESM website: 
http://www.creationministries.org/showpage.aspx?page=26. 

Postmodernism and Science
Yes, that is correct! And if you don’t believe me, check out the article The Biocentric 

Universe in this month’s issue of Discover magazine. They actually state that the observer’s 
thoughts influence reality, that reality is not constant, that time does not actually exist except in 
our minds, and that human beings, with their consciousness, are the creators of the universe. 
When I read this article I nearly lost my mind because of the sheer insanity it would take to 
believe this. This view (biocentrism) is one of the more than 20 different worldviews that I will 
be covering in my book, which will hopefully be finished before summer.

-Pokémon and God
-Divergent Evolution, Eevee, and the Unknown Common Ancestor
-Bad Marriage Views
-Extra Pair Copulation
-My Own Addendum to Ian Juby’s The Human Pedigree
-Wordplay

Pokémon and God
A pokémaniac was defined as a person who was enthralled by Pokémon, obsessed by 

Pokémon. And I used to be one. I had, and 
still have, several Pokémon games (Red, 
Yellow, Gold, Ruby, LeafGreen) and 
several hundred cards. I even have the 
GameBoy version of the Pokémon Trading 
Card Game.

I was recently going through the 
game manuals (yes, I even have some of 
those). I wanted to use them as examples of 
evolutionary propaganda. If you don’t 
believe me, keep an eye out for my book on 
evolutionary propaganda.

My actual game cartridges.



Okay, okay – I’ll give you a sneak peak (in subject, not in actual 
quotations). See the article below entitled “Divergent Evolution, Eevee, and 
the Unknown Common Ancestor”.

For now, though, I must address a far worse thing. Yes, there is 
something worse than evolutionary propaganda. Please bear with me – it 
involves a little Pokéspeak, but I’m a veteran at this.

In the newest generation of games, three new Pokémon were 
introduced (actually dozens or even hundreds are introduced in each generation). The three 
specific ones I am referring to are Uxie, Mesprit, and Azelf (playing on the pronouns you, me, 
and us, so they are pronounced Yoo-ksee, Mee-sprit or Meh-sprit, and As-elf – don’t pause on 
the dashes, they only show emphasis), referred to as the Lake Trio. We can learn a little bit about 
these three Pokémon by visiting Bulbapedia, a Pokémon encyclopedia:

It is interesting to note that each of the members of the lake trio has one of the qualities of the Abrahamic 
God: Uxie is omniscient, Mesprit is omnipresent, and Azelf is omnipotent.

(http://bulbapedia.bulbagarden.net/wiki/Lake_trio)

Umm…did they just compare three fictional characters to the Biblical God? Yes, they 
did. Okay, okay, but it didn’t go any further than that.

Arceus is known as "The Original One," as it is said that it created the Pokémon universe and the lake 
trio.

(http://bulbapedia.bulbagarden.net/wiki/Arceus_(Pok%C3%A9mon)

According to legend, Arceus created the universe…
http://bulbapedia.bulbagarden.net/wiki/Arceus_(Pok%C3%A9mon)

…Damn it, they went further!

Now, I know what you are thinking. ‘Brock, who is going to believe this?’ Let me 
introduce three bits of information.

Bit 1 – Jedi church – Yes, if you go to www.jedichurch.com, you will learn about people who 
actually worship the Force. They admit that the Star Wars videos are fiction, but they still 
hold them as their holy scriptures. They have an article on where to get your Jedi robes, 
including a link to a robemaker, and one on Jedi doctrines. Go there if you think I am 
kidding.

Bit 2 – NASA and Pokémon – yes, NASA is has made lessons based on Pokémon. Here is a 
quote from the website:

Students can learn the real science behind the recently released Pokémon TCG called EX Emerald



http://www.nasa.gov/home/hqnews/2005/may/HQ_05125_NASA_Pokemon.html

So NASA is saying that there is real science behind it. They are telling kids they can 
learn about the real world by studying Pokémon.

If you go to http://ksnn.larc.nasa.gov/pokemon/deoxys/et.shtml you can see on the left-
hand side what all they try to teach kids by using the Pokémon Deoxys:

-What is a virus?
-What is an extraterrestrial?
-What is DNA?
-What is the ozone layer?

Bit 3 – Postmodernism – postmodernism is the view that all beliefs are as valid as the amount of 
faith placed in them. Therefore if someone believes in Jehovah, or Jesus, or Arceus, then 
all of them are right and none of them are wrong.

But who would believe that Arceus was the creator and that the Lake Trio, alternatively 
called the Lake Guardians, are the supreme beings, being omniscience, omnipotent, and 
omnipresent?

First, answer these two questions:
(1) Who would believe that the Force was the creator, and that theology can be learned from 
and based on the Star Wars films?
(2) Who would believe that we came from a rock 3.8 billion years ago? A rock, I might add, 
that came from absolutely no where.

Postmodernism is growing in strength, which says that everyone is right. I don’t know of 
anyone yet who does believe this – this is meant to be a preemptive strike. Do we really have to 
wait until some poor kid falls to this? Russ Miller says that a kid will believe anything you tell 
them. NASA is telling them that Pokémon is, essentially, real, and Pokémon is telling them that 
Arceus is the creator and that the Lake Trio are all-powerful, all-knowing, and all-present. What 
is a kid to believe?

As a last note, after I finished writing this article (except for this last part, of course) I 
continued to do more research. Notes on Arceus state that it is based on the Chinese mythical 
creature Qilin, the mythical story of the Chinese creator deity Pangu, and the Buddhist character 
Avalokitesvara. Read the statements yourself at the bottom of the Arceus entry (the link is 
provided with the quotes earlier in this article). Note: the link sometimes does not work. In that 
case, go to http://bulbapedia.bulbagarden.net/ and type Arceus in the searchbox.

Who would believe Arceus was the creator? It is a gateway for false religion to get into 
out homes. In the game, you can capture Arceus. Capture the creator? What insanity. I talked 



about this briefly on Sagadii Radio on April 17th, 2009 (www.sagadiiradio.com/sr-2009-4-
17.mp3). It is most interesting – if given the choice between Arceus creating the universe, or the 
universe popping out of absolutely nothing, I would rather believe in Arceus. I, however, know 
the real creator, the Lord Jesus Christ.

Divergent Evolution, Eevee, and the Unknown Common Ancestor

Picture from Pokémon: Giratina and the Sky Warrior, the most recent Pokémon movie. Labels were added by me.

Evolution teaches something called divergent evolution. This means that one creature 
under certain circumstances could evolve into two or more completely distinct creatures. 
Pokémon also teaches this (and they actually use the term “divergent evolution” – they are not 
hiding it, so why should I?) and the best example is the Pokémon Eevee.

Eevee, in the first generation games (Red, Blue, and Yellow versions in the USA), was 
able to evolve into three possible Pokémon depending on what element stone one used: 
Vaporeon (if you use the Water Stone), Jolteon (if you use the Thunder Stone), and Flareon (if 
you use the Fire Stone).

It gets better. In the second generation games (Gold, Silver, and Crystal versions), two 
new possibilities came about: Espeon (if during the day) or Umbreon (if during the night).

It gets better yet. With the newest releases (Diamond, Pearl, and Platinum) two more 
varieties appeared: Leafeon and Glaceon.

Glaceon

Flareon
Leafeon

Eevee

Human

Vaporeon

Jolteon Espeon Umbreon



So if you aren’t following so far, Eevee now has 7 possible divergent evolutions: 
Vaporeon, Jolteon, Flareon, Espeon, Umbreon, Leafeon, and Glaceon.

This fits perfectly with the evolutionary propaganda. And with all this variability, I 
wonder – could Eevee be the common ancestor all things on the planet have? Think about it –
Vaporeon, Jolteon, Flareon, Espeon, Umbreon, Leafeon, Glaceon, Human. It fits the three 
hallmarks of evolutionary propaganda – it rhymes, a colorful diagram cold be drawn to display 
the idea, and there is absolutely no proof for it.



Bad Marriage Views
In our society, marriage is suffering. Some ideas have been proposed to “save” marriage, 

but in reality if they succeed they will kill marriage. Or would, except the Bible expressly states 
that they will marry and be married until the coming of the Son of God (Matthew 24:38-39 and 
Luke 17:27-30). Each one of the four we look at here has their own sections.

Gay Marriage – Some propose that we should allow gays to get married. They claim that this 
will strengthen marriage and allow equality. Really? When the first state legalized gay marriage, 
and the first 7 couples were wed, it was a media frenzy. Did you know that it took less than 2 
years for one of those first 7 couples to get divorced? Gay marriage would not strengthen 
marriage, it would merely expand the number of couples who would separate and be counted as 
divorced. Gay marriage is also not equal, as homosexuals have the same right as anyone else – to 
marry someone of the opposite sex. What they want is a special right which has never existed. 
As one pastor said in Owatonna, if gay marriage, why not interspecies marriage? If two men or 
two women, why not a man and a dog, a woman and a snake, or anything else. I brought up this 
same point in one of my college classes at Riverland and got mocked for it by other students. I 
was told I didn’t understand the difference. In reality, there is no difference to understand, 
because it would still fall under the same arguments of equality, supporting marriage (I mean, if 
the animal dies from injuries sustained in the act of consummating the marriage, the marriage 
ends because of death, and that means it doesn’t end in divorce), etc. And if you think I am 
kidding, there are such marriages that have happened in India and elsewhere. Check it out for 
yourself.

Fixed-Term Marriage – Marriages that last for a preset amount of time, and then “default”. This 
was discussed seriously on a program on CNN. One woman said, “well, everyone is happier in 
their second marriage”. When I told my pastor that, he went nuts. “That’s not true! That is not 
true! What woman would want to have a marriage that she knows won’t last!?” I agree, it is a 
stupid statement. It reminds me of a statement by Kirk Cameron, “Ya know, I’m not an expert on 
marriage. I’ve ever only had one, the one I’m in right now.” Islam has a similar type of marriage, 
where the length is between 15 and 20 minutes. It’s a way of having sex and not displeasing 
Allah. Directly opposes the Creator God, but apparently Allah is absolutely fine with it. You get 
‘married’, have sex, get ‘divorced’ and you both go on your way. Germany has some people 
seriously pushing for this – the length of time would be 7 years.

Later Marriages – Some have proposed that raising the marriage age to sometime in the 30’s 
would fix it. Exactly the opposite. We need to make people take responsibility for themselves at 
a young age, and increase the amount of responsibility as their ability and growth permits. If we 
raise the age to the 30’s, then we increase premarital sex. If we decrease the age of marriage, and 
make people understand that marriage is supposed to be permanent, something to be fixed when 
broken, then we decrease premarital sex because more people would get married. I’m not 



suggesting drastic changes – lower the age for marriage with parental consent from 16 to 15 and 
decrease the age for marriage by one’s self from 21 to 20, 19, or 18. Isn’t it interesting – 18 year 
olds can star in pornos regardless what their parents think but they can’t get married until 21 
unless they get parental consent. What amazingly sin-tainted thinking.

Easier Divorces – Yes, some people think the way the fix marriage is the make it easier to get 
out of them. Yeah, let’s not tell people to take responsibility or try to fix their relationship – who 
would want to do that? Instead, let’s tell people that they should just go from one to another to 
another whenever there is a problem. What backwards thinking – a sure result of teaching 
evolution (because as things progress, things should automatically improve, so each new 
relationship should be better than the last automatically).

Extra Pair Copulation
I was watching a show on either History channel or National Geographic (probably 

History channel) and it said that extra pair copulation, called EPC for short, was good for 
evolution, and supported evolution. It elaborated on the point by saying that this allowed more 
genetic diversity. What is wrong with this?

Extra pair copulation, the program explains, is called adultery or infidelity in human 
beings. Did you catch it? Evolutionists have admitted adultery supports evolution. Creationists 
have been arguing that evolution supports adultery for a long time because evolution says we are 
the supreme beings (See The 7 Bigs of Evolution from last month for more on that). I guess it 
was time for adultery to reciprocate and show some love to evolution. What a torrid love affair 
those two have had over the years. They’re both so naughty. 

Adultery is wrong. Says who? God, the Creator, who made all things for his own pleasure 
(Revelation 4:11), who dictated laws to us (Exodus 20), and who will judge and punish 
accordingly (Revelation 20:12-13). When you stand before God, try this ‘but extra pair 
copulation is good for evolution and genetic diversity’ bit with Him and see where it gets you.

My Own Addendum to Ian Juby’s The Human Pedigree
In his response to Scientific American’s article on human evolution, Ian Juby wrote about 

the hominids that they talked about. In that issue they discussed (and therefore Ian rebutted) 20 
different hominids. I realize that most people won’t care, but just for record, the following are 
ones that Ian covered: Sahelanthropus tchadensis (aka the Toumai skull), Orrorin tugenensis, 
Ardipithecus ramidus, Ardipithecus kadabba, Australopithecus anamensis, Australopithecus 
afarensis, Kenyanthropus platyops, Australopithecus garhi, Austalopithecus africanus, 
Paranthropus aethiopithecus, Paranthropus robustus, Paranthropus boisei, Homo/Kenyanthropus 
rudolfensis, Homo habilis, Homo ergaster, Homo antecessor, Homo heidelbergensis, Homo 
neanderthalensis, Homo erectus, and Homo floresiensis.

When I checked out our evolutionary ‘pathways’ (from several sources), I found several 
that Scientific American, and therefore Ian’s rebuttal to SciAm, did not cover. It is these that I 



will cover here in this article, my (as of yet unofficial) addendum to Ian Juby’s The Human 
Pedigree. This addendum will become official should Ian Juby chooseto acknowledge it as such.

First, a short list of the hominids that I will cover:
-Australopithecus bahrelghazali
-Homo cepranensis
-Homo rhodesiensis (Rhodesia Man)
-Homo sapiens idaltu
-Homo sapiens ndutu
-Homo georgicus
-Meganthropus
-Homo sapiens sapiens

Australopithecus bahrelghazali was found in the Bahr el Ghazal valley (hence the name) by 
Michel Brunet in 1993. It was labeled KT-12/H1, but is informally known as Abel (why always 
Bible names? Especially if they don’t believe it?). Quoting Wikipedia, “The find consists of a 
mandibular fragment, a lower second incisor, both lower canines, and all four of its premolars, 
still affixed within the dental alveoli.” Let me translate – they found a jaw with 7 teeth (the 
mandibular fragment is the jaw, specifically the lower jaw known as the mandible, and incisors, 
canines, and premolars are all types of teeth), and the teeth were still in the jaw. So counting the 
jaw, that’s what, 8 solid pieces of bone? Ooo, I am SO scared! All this ‘proof’! What few bones 
they’ve found are admittedly similar to Australopithecus afarensis (of which the famous Lucy 
was the first). William Kimbel said that it “falls within the range of variation” of afarensis, and 
he is not alone. Why is it considered a separate species? This should be considered part of the A. 
afarensis species, and you can check out Ian’s article or The Complete Creation parts 15 and 22 
to find out about Lucy and Australopithecus afarensis.

There are two more points, though. First, this specimen is difficult to describe because those who 
found it are keeping it locked up. Why? Maybe because they know it isn’t anything special?
Second, ‘pithecus’ means ‘ape’. So when you see it in the names of these creatures, like 
Australopithecus afarensis or Pithecanthropus alalus or Paranthropus aethiopithecus, you know 
that the evolutionists themselves are labeling it as an ape. Australopithecus bahrelghazali is 
nothing more than an ape.

Homo cepranensis is built up from a single skull cap. Evolutionists always get upset when 
creationists bring up Orce man, a hominid built up from a skull cap that later turned out to 
belong to a donkey. The old adage is that those who do not study history are doomed to repeat it. 
Is this a possible repeat of Orce man? I don’t know. But let us suppose that it is not a donkey, 
and does belong to either a human or an ape. That’s just it – it either belongs to a human or to an 



ape! And what can you tell from a skullcap? You can’t tell if differences between this skull cap 
and apes/humans are proof of a different species or an acute deformity. I am not impressed!

Furthermore, reports of the fossil say it displays features that seem to be a cross of the 
characteristics of Homo erectus and Homo heidelbergensis. If you read Ian’s article, he explains 
why Homo erectus is human – “There is nothing un-human about these fossils!”. And Ian also 
explains Homo heidelbergensis – “…is the same build and has the same jaw as modern 
humans…[and] a cranial capacity perfectly within the modern human range.” So heidelbergensis 
is a human.

Let me summarize: Homo erectus is a human, and Homo heidelbergensis is a human. They say 
that cepranensis has features that are a cross between the two, so cepranensis is the product of a 
human mating with – GASP – a human! Humans producing humans…clear proof we came from 
apes alright. Come on!

Homo rhodesiensis , also known as Rhodesia man, is based on these fossil fragments: the 
Kabwe skull (also called the Kabwe cranium or Broken Hill 1 after the mine where it was 
found), an upper jaw from a different individual, a sacrum, a tibia, and two femur fragments. 
Counting them all, that’s 6 bones.

Judging from the picture of the 1921 skull (the original Kabwe skull), it is a human because it 
has the nose bridge and would pass the oculusTM test (see Ian’s article or The Complete Creation 
part 22 for more on that).

Furthermore, various experts have argued all the following:
-Belonging to Homo erectus
-between Neanderthals and modern man
-belonging to heidelbergensis
-early Homo sapiens (making it Homo sapiens rhodesiensis)
-ancestral to Homo sapiens idaltu (discussed below)

Guess what? Ian explains in his article why Homo erectus, the Neanderthals (Homo 
neanderthalensis) and Homo heidelbergensis are all fully human. Modern humans are, of course, 
human. Read below for idaltu, and if Rhodesia man is an early human, then it is exactly the same 
case as idaltu. That means every possible option leaves this as fully human. How does this prove 
evolution? 

Homo sapiens idaltu is merely an early form of Homo sapiens, according to evolutionary 
theory. They admit that they are human beings. This means that they are humans, not apes. This 
is reproduction after its kind folks, not evolution.



Homo sapiens ndutu is the same case as idaltu – fully human and admitted to be so by the 
evolutionists. If it is admittedly fully human, then it is a human being. Big whoop.

Homo georgicus is clearly fully human. It has a nose bridge just like humans, and would clearly 
pass the oculusTM test (see Ian’s article for more on that). It is a human being.

Meganthropus is an amazing case because it is basically a nonscientific catch-all for bones 
found from a particular area. The reports on this are so contradictory that it is impossible to 
identify what it/they are. It would help if pictures of the bones were given instead of describing 
them, because in the past evolutionists have described things in ways to make them seem more 
intermediate than they are. 

For example, the jaw fragment called Meganthropus A or Sangiran 6 is described as being 1/3 
larger than a gorilla’s. Then Meganthropus B or Sangiran 8 is described as being the same size as 
Meganthropus A, yet smaller than Homo erectus. To sum up these notes, these Meganthropus 
jaws are larger than a gorilla’s, and a gorilla’s is larger than erectus (which Ian explains to be a 
human), but the Meganthropus jaws are smaller than a humans? 

Folks, these notes don’t add up.
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Homo sapiens sapiens is the name of the subspecies of Homo sapiens to which we belong. And 
when did we evolve into this subspecies? Relatively recently. According to evolutionists, this 
evolution to H. sapiens sapiens happened sometime between 1859 (when Darwin published The 
Origin of Species) and 1973 (when abortion became legal in the U.S.), with most arguments 
settling closer to 1963 (when public schools stopped teaching creation).

For those who don’t know, Homo mean ‘man’ and sapiens means ‘wise’. Homo sapiens means 
‘the wise man’, and Homo sapiens sapiens means ‘the wise, wise man’ or ‘the very wise man’. 
Did you know this is actually a fulfilling of Biblical prophecy? It is!

Professing themselves to be wise, they became fools, and changed the glory of the uncorruptible 
God into an image made like to corruptible man, and to birds, and fourfooted beasts, and 

creeping things. Wherefore God also gave them up to uncleanness through the lusts of their own 
hearts, to dishonour their own bodies between themselves: who changed the truth of God into a 

lie, and worshipped and served the creature more than the Creator, who is blessed for ever. 
Amen.

(Romans 1:22-25)

Notice a similarity? Men will call themselves wise, yet be fools, believing that the supreme God 
is actually supreme man, that they will say that the creator was not God but man (the hominids, 
intermediates to man from apes), birds (archaeopteryx, intermediate to birds from dinosaurs), 
four-footed beasts (pakicetus, a supposed land-dwelling ancestor of the whale), and creeping 
things (all the various other stages of creatures in evolution). It says that because of this God 
would give them up to their own depraved desires (abortion, pornography, murder, adultery, 
deception, etc), and that they would change the truth of God into a lie (those pastors who teach 
evolution in the churches). Sound like our times? Exactly like our times. I am not trying to say 
that archaeopteryx is a direct prophesy – I am saying that of ‘those which created birds’, which 
man credits instead of God, archaeopteryx is among the most known, and the same goes with the 
hominids, pakicetus, and all the other possible examples of a creature that is credited with 
forming or creating another creature instead of crediting Almighty God.

Wordplay
This is wordplay. It works best by reading it out loud.

Have you ever notices that evolutionists have two i’s,
but creationists have two i’s and c?



Questions? Comments? Suggestions?
Send me an e-mail

And while you are on the net, check out the following websites:

Ianjuby.org
nbcowatonna.com
Livingdinos.com
Omniology.com

Creationministries.org


