
Pleistocene time in the geological 
timescale.9 One submarine slide in 
particular, the South Kona Landslide 
off the south-west coast of the island 
of Hawaii, revealed giant landslide 
blocks that slid into the deep ocean.10 

Numerous blocks of basalt lava became 
detached from near the shoreline of the 
island and slid rapidly up to 80 km 
oceanward. The last 40 kilometres 
crossed over the relatively flat bottom 
beyond the base of the island slope! 
Nine blocks exceed 5 km in greatest 
dimension and stick up hundreds of 
metres above the ocean bottom. The 
largest block stands 700 m high and is 
11.5 km by 7.5 km in area! Other large 
blocks have been documented in other 
deep-ocean areas off the Hawaiian 
Ridge. The blocks in these landslides 
are larger and slid farther than the Heart 
Mountain detachment. 

Scott Rugg presents an excellent 
model for rapid detachment faulting 
during the catastrophic later stages of 
the Genesis Flood.11 Within the Flood 
model, it seems reasonable that giant 
earthquakes from mountain uplift and 
the rapid volcanism of the Absaroka 
Volcanics shook the carbonates loose 
and caused them to catastrophically 
slide with other volcanic debris 
downhill into the western Big Horn 

Basin. A catastrophic submarine slide, 
instead of a subaerial slide, similar to 
the South Kona Landslide, would more 
easily account for the long-runout of the 
Heart Mountain detachment. The fact 
that the Absaroka Mountains are well-
bedded, up to 3,000 m thick, and 
aerially extensive suggests that the 
Heart Mountain detachment occurred 
underwater and that the Big Horn Basin 
was a deep trough at the time. The 
volcanic debris associated with the 
Heart Mountain detachment has 
recently been suggested to be a huge 
debris slide.12 If this is shown to be 
correct, it adds credence to the 
catastrophic detachment theory. It will 
also be one of the few giant pre-
Pleistocene landslides.13 
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QUOTABLE QUOTE: Christianity and Science 

'But some will object, "If we allowed appealing to God anytime we 
don't understand something, then science itself would be impossible, 
for science proceeds on the assumption of natural causality." This 
argument is a red herring. It is true that science is not compatible 
with just any form of theism, particularly a theism that holds to a 
capricious god who intervenes so often that the contrast between 
primary and secondary causality is unintelligible. But Christian 
theism holds that secondary causality is God's usual mode and 
primary causality is infrequent, comparatively speaking. That is 
why Christianity, far from hindering the development of science, 
actually provided the womb for its birth and development.' 

Moreland, J. P., 1989. Christianity and the Nature of 
Science: A Philosophical Investigation, Baker Book House 
Company, Grand Rapids, Michigan, p. 226. 
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