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A floating 
island with 
growing trees 
and monkeys 
observed
Michael J. Oard

Both uniformitarian and creation 
scientists find it challenging 

to explain how plants and animals 
migrated to where they are today 
other than by land bridges and simple 
migration.1 Uniformitarian scientists 
at one time thought, against all 
odds, that many of these organ isms 
had to have rafted long distances 
on vegetation mats that were ripped 
up during storms. Then, when plate 
tec tonics was accepted in the 1960s 
and 1970s, they thought their bio
geo graphic difficulties were solved. 
The organisms could simply have 
ridden the plates to their destinations. 
However, further analysis has shown 
that plate tectonics, the vicariance 
theory,2 would work for only a few 
organisms. Outstanding examples 
that necessitate rafting include finding 
various similar mammals in both 
Africa and Madagascar and monkeys 
and rodents that somehow made the 
trip from Africa to South America.3,4

Uniformitarian challenges 
to vegetation rafting

However, rafting also brings up 
numerous challenges. Some re searchers 
say it is ‘impossible’.5 Other than 
anecdotal tales from four sailors 
reported in newspapers between 1902 
and 1924 collected by Van Duzer,6 there 
are no observations of mammals on 
floating islands at sea.

However, there are numerous float
ing islands in bogs, wetlands, lakes, 
and rivers. Most of these floating 
islands are created by mosses that 

reach out from the banks and then 
break off. Nonetheless, the example of 
lizards being swept off one Caribbean 
island by a hurricane to a nearby 
island on a vegetation mat7 is a trivial 
example. The rafting of mammals, 
with their high metabolic rate and 
resource requirements (and, for many 
mammals—large size), appears to 
be the most difficult problem for 
biogeography.

Mazza et al. list many variables that 
all must be satisfied for a successful 
colonization over water, but they can 
be grouped into three main consider
ations: (1) biological variables (table 
1), (2) characteristics of the vessel 
(table 2), and (3) physical variables 
(table 3).4 Nonetheless, these variables 
do not exhaust the issues.

To colonize a faraway land, there 
must be enough interfertile animals on 
the rafts. Just considering the vessel, it 
must be able to provide enough food 
and fresh water, be capable of staying 
afloat until it reaches the new location, 
and be carried by the right currents. 
Natural rafts that have all these char
acteristics have never been observed. 
It also has been noted that floating 
islands descending to the ocean from 
rivers are quickly broken up by waves.5 
If a floating island reached the open 
ocean, it would not last long. Mazza 
et al. summarize the many difficulties:

“Nonetheless, given the many com
plex, intricate and interdependent 
variables involved in oversea dis
persal of terrestrial mammals, the 
probability that they could reach 
remote islands by this means [veg
etation rafts] appears vanishingly 
small.”8

Although admitting to many chal
lenges of vegetation rafting, especially 
for mammals, Ali and Vences shoot back 
that such oceanic rafting is still possible 
and that the alternative of shortlived 
land bridges suggested by Mazza et al. 
would have to be miraculous.9 Ali and 
Vences suggest that for small mam
mals, large, uprooted trees and vegeta
tion mats could have carried food, and 
that water might have come from high 

Table 1. Biological variables listed in Mazza 
et al.4 for successful rafting

Table 2. Characteristics of the vessel needed 
for successful rafting of organisms, from 
Mazza et al.4

Table 3. Physical variables needed for 
successful rafting, from Mazza et al.4

Biological Variables

1. Starvation

2. Dehydration

3. Temperature and humidity

4. Salt intake

Characteristics of the Vessel

1. Provide the needed resources

2. Large enough

3. Shaped to minimize drag through 
the water

Physical Variables

1. Wind and currents favourable

2. Problem of ocean eddies

3. Problem of tsunamis and storms

precipitation in rain belts. Regardless, 
as improbable as rafting seems to be, 
it is the only uniformitarian possibility.

Floating islands with trees 
and monkeys now observed

There are numerous small floating 
islands on isolated water bodies adja
cent to the Magdalena River of north
west Columbia.10,11 The rafts are com
posed of aquatic plants, bound together 
and floating. As the floating islands 
grow, they can support large woody 
vegetation such as vertical trees. These 
floating islands typically are 30 m long, 
but some are greater than 100 m long. 
One floating island was observed to 
have trees up to 10 m tall and monkeys 
on the limbs. Theoretically, as the river 
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floods, it could pick up one of these 
floating islands and send it down river 
to the ocean, where it could even float 
for a distance on the ocean. Apparently, 
ocean travel has not been observed. 
Still, the authors believe this observa
tion provides potential for explaining 
crossocean transport.

A more viable creation 
science explanation

Despite the new observation, the 
evidence still suggests that the uni
formitarian ideas of vegetation rafts 
and shortlived land bridges are very 
unlikely. For one, the rafts would be 
too small, assuming the vegetation 
was ripped up by a storm, deposited 
in a river, and carried to the ocean. 
Then there are the numerous other 
challenges presented by Mazza et al.4 
listed in tables 1–3.

Creation scientists have a much 
better option for explaining bio
geography. First, the rafts of logs and 
vegetation are a result of a violent 

global Flood, so they do not have 
to drift down a river to the sea, but 
would already be floating on the 
oceans.1,12 Based on the estimated 
amount of coal, it is likely that the pre
Flood biosphere had about 10 times 
the amount of carbon, which could 
translate into 10 times the number 
of plants and trees compared to the 
present earth.13 Although masses of 
this vegetation were deposited within 
the sedimentary rocks,14 much of it 
would have continued to float on the 
oceans after the Flood. These logs and 
vegetation mats could be extensive 
and thick and last many years.15 They 
should be able to transport small 
animals, and possibly relatively large 
animals, across water bodies. The 
ocean currents and winds during the 
Ice Age would have been different 
than they are today. Although we do 
not know these variables, we are not 
constrained to explain biogeography 
by the presentday water currents and 
wind patterns. Moreover, there was 
much more rain during the early to 
mid–Ice Age,16 so that the need for 
fresh water on the log mats would not 
necessarily have been a problem. It 
is likely plants and even trees grew 
on these postFlood floating islands, 
providing food for animals. I have 
observed plants growing on wood 
pilings (figure 1), so the same thing 
could occur on the floating islands.

Conclusions

The recent observation of ‘floating 
islands’ large enough to support trees 
and monkeys provides interesting 
support for the biblical framework 
of animal dispersal after Noah’s 
Flood. Current longage theories of 
biogeographical dispersal struggle 
to explain how rafting across oceans 
could be viable. However, the Flood 
would have provided much fodder 
for the formation of large floating 
vegetation mats akin to modern 
‘floating islands’, but much larger, 
potentially enabling them to survive 
trips even across oceans.
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Figure 1. A plant growing from the top of 
a piling along the Columbia River, Portland, 
Oregon, USA
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