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are glad to see that this figure (an utterly imaginary one) is now reduced, by othersbetter informed,
to." a depth offive miles;" it is not, however, made clear by these recent critics that this latter depth
(which really does exist) occurs in an isolated depression which is more than 600 miles away from
the proposed Pacific cable route. We may mention here that there are two cables lying in West
Indian waters which were laid within sixty miles from a similar depression, more than four miles
anda half in depth, and one of them has been working for overtwenty-five years without giving any
exceptional trouble. An unbiassed examination of the Admiralty charts will prove to any one that
along the proposed route of the Pacific cable the general depth to be expected in the deepest
sections averages about 2,700 fathoms, and that the greatest depth would in all probability not be
more than 3,200 fathoms—a depth, we may say, no greater than that in which a cable has recently
been laid between New York and Hayti, and about the same as that met with along the line of the
Government-supported cable which has just been laid from Bermuda to Jamaica. The Pacific can-
not, therefore, be looked upon as an ocean of impossible depths, nor one where a cable cannot be
picked up if necessary ; indeed, experience teaches us that a cable has been picked up at the depth
mentioned. The route sketched out vid the Cape to Australia has, as yet, been but very imperfectly
surveyed; it seems, however, to have an average depth similar to that through the Pacific Ocean,
and in one place at least along the Cape line there is a depth of nearly 3,200 fathoms. Thus it will
be seen that as regards depth of water the supplementary route has absolutely no advantage
over the Pacific line.

It is true that a cable between Vancouver and Fanning Island would be longer than any one
length suggested for the supplementary route, but the length required would exceed by less
than 250 miles that of a cable at present being laid across the Atlantic, and would in reality be
about 250 miles less in length than the advocates of the Cape route make it out to be. The
following quotation from an Australian paper is another sample of the class of information circu-
lated. Eeferring to the Vancouver-Fanning Island section, we are told, " This section is prac-
tically twice the length of the longest section of the 'Cape' proposal." Now, this is an utterly
misleading statement, as the real length of the section spoken of is here increased, for the
purpose of condemning it, by some 1,200 miles. As the writer in this case illustrates his article by
a map on which the proposed lengths of " the Cape route " are all carefully set down, it seems
incredible that he should be so ignorant as he would appear to be regarding the original scheme,
which he criticizes adversely. It has also been said that, being a " single line," the Pacific cable
has no alternative in case of interruption; but those who, in their anxiety to furnish objections,
advance this as an argument seem to forget that, if correct, the same objection also applies to the
proposed single line from the Cape, and that, should either of these single lines break down, the
already existing cables to Australia would afford more or less useful alternatives to one as much as
to the other of these proposed single lines.

We have dealt with some of the more prominent of the objections which are now being revived
against a cable through the Pacific. The " enormous depths " of this ocean, it will be seen, are
now discounted, and we even find it put forward, with an austere assumption of impartiality, that
the great depth of water through which the Cape cable must pass would obviate the serious danger
of interruption to which the existing lines to Australia are exposed in the shallow Java Sea. We
quite agree with the opinion expressed that the present cables which pass through the Mediter-
ranean would probably be rendered useless in case of warlike complications, as this did actually
happen during the Egyptian war ; but we would go still further and point out that the same objec-
tion applies with equal force to several sections along the proposed Cape route, which, in places,
would necessarily have to lie in very shallow water, and where they could be easily cut by the
enemy. Take, for example, the section which would pass off Brest, where, for more than 150
miles, all the existing lines to Africa and the East are in water of less depth than 100fathoms;
and through this dangerous belt it is now seriously proposed to lay a strategic cable. In the caee
of the Pacific scheme any such danger is quite avoided.

To turn to another aspect of the new " supplementary " scheme, we find that to carry it out
some 13,700 miles of cable would be necessary, to which should be added 1,000 miles of land-line
from Cape Town to Natal. We also find that the cable would be landed in no less than eleven
different places—almost all points of weakness—the last being the town of Perth, in Western
Australia. As opposed to this, we find in the Pacific that the length would only be 7,600 miles,
and the landing-places only five in number, lying in a part of the ocean little frequented by foreign
vessels of war, the cable terminating between the towns of Sydney and Brisbane, on the east coast
of Australia. Should the cable bifurcate from Norfolk Island to New Zealand an additional length
of 450 miles will be necessary, and an additional landing-place will be created. In continuation
of this comparison, it should be borne in mind that the two existing cable routes to Australia con-
verge at Java, and, bifurcating thence, end, one at Port Darwin in the north of Australia, the
other at Eoebuck Bay in the north-west of Western Australia; Thus we find that to reach the
centres of the greatest population, which lie in the east and south-east of the continent, telegrams
have to travel over very great lengths of land-lines. In the case of the Eoebuck Bay cable there
is a distance of about 3,300 miles to be traversed from that point before even Melbourne is
reached, and more than 4,200 miles (about half the length of the Pacific cable) before
Brisbane is reached. Again, a telegram vid Eoebuck Bay, destined for the town of Burke-
town in Queensland, has to travel over a length of land-line which is greater than the distance
between London and Calcutta, or several hundreds of miles more than the distance inter-
vening between London and Vancouver. The land-wire from the Port Darwin cable-station is not
so long, giving about 2,400 miles to Melbourne and 3,300 miles to Brisbane. It is now, we are
told, proposed to land the " Cape " cable at Perth, the capital of Western Australia, which is more
than 2,000 miles by land-line from Melbourne, and over 3,000 miles from Brisbane. On the other
hand, in the case of a cable landing on the Pacific coasts of Australia the main centres of
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