
railroad should be supported for precisely the same reason. For our study of the

adnni strative -cons ti tuti onal link, however, the important point is that Lord Durham had

the wit to foresee technological innovation as a sure path to constitutional reform and that

men on both sides of the 1865 debate recognized that he was right.

The Confederation fathers of 1865 had no need of promptings from Lord Durham

to see the connection between the Intercolonial Railway and confederation. Thus,

anticonfederationist James Currie, noting that "some leading men in Halifax had said 'the

Railway first, and Confederation next,"' argues that the simplest way to defeat

confederation would be to reject the railway proposai. He was satisfied that "if the

Intercolonial Railway project were taken out of the scheme [i.e., the proposed

constitution,] we would not hear much about it afterwards."83 Although Currie, like Lord

Durham, saw a close connection between the railway and confederation, he did flot fear the

railway as simply a means to confederation. Ris argument was that the confederationists in

the Maritime provinces cared only about the railway but would cynically embrace

confederation as a necessary evil. This position was expanded by A.A. Dorion who

ývent on to denounce the entire


