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of which brought forth the particular
qualities with which he was endowed; I
refer to Protection, and the Canadian Pacific
railway. This is not the time nor the occa-
sion to discuss Protection as an economic
principle, but I think everybody, friend or
foe, must admit that the introduction of
Protection into Canada was, be it for weal
or woe, was due to Sir Charles Tupper. Sir
John A. Macdonald, as in the case of Con-
federation, had at first been rather indiff-
erent and doubtful; Sir Charles Tupper
never had a doubt. He it was who first be-
came its advocate in this House, and he it
was who carried on the agitation in the
_country; and in my humble judgment,
great as was the personality and prestige
of Sir John A. Macdonald, the victory of
1878 was due more to ISir Charles Tupper
than to any one else. But it was mot he,
after all, who introduced the priciple of
protection as an actual measure. He had
been the champion, but he was not its art-
isan in this House. That honour was re-
served for Sir Leonard Tilley. But if Sir
‘Charles Tupper did not introduce the pro-
tective measure in this House, it was simply
because he did not choose to do so. He
might have had the portfolio of Finance,
but he rather chose the portfolio of Public
Works, which at that time included rail-
ways. With this portfolio, he had the ocea-
sion to attach his name to another very
great measure, the construction of the Can-
adian Pacific railway. All parties in this
country had been in favour of a trans-
continental railway, but no party had taken
up the question with anything like serious
earnestness until sir Charles Tupper took
it up with all the vigour of his mature.
He organized the syndicate which built
-the railway. These terms were much
criticised as extravagant and yet though
-We may yet criticise the terms granted
the syndicate as extravagant—such was
the immensity of the enlterprise that
it was more than once on the eve
of collapse. Nothing daunted ‘the courage
of Sir Charles Tupper. He never had any
doubt of its ultimate success, and it was his
good fortune to see all his predictions more
than fulfilled. Sir Charles Tupper had
reached the zenith of his fame and power
in this House when suddenly he withdrew
from parliamentary life to accept the High
Commissionership in London. The reasons
- which induced him to that step never were
given to the public. But whatever they
might have been, we who were his oppon-
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ents thought that he had committed a great
mistake. Undoubtedly his services in
London were honourable and useful to the
country, but in my opinion he was more
fitted for parliamentary life, and his
services to the country would have
been still greater had he remained
on the floor of this Parliament. Though
absent from Ottawa and in far-away Lon-
don, his heart never deserted the field of
his former activities, and whenever there
was a battle to be fought he appeared on
the scene, and, with his characteristic
vigour, was always in the thickest of the
fray. Next to Sir John A. Macdonald, he
was undoubtedly in his time the most
powerful figure in the Conservative party. .
Indeed, it has always been a mystery to
me and to those who sat on this side
of the House that Sir Charles Tupper was
not sent for when the old chieftain died.
He was sent for at last, but then it was
too late. The battle was already lost, and
notwithstanding the vigour and brilliancy
with which he threw himself into the
battle, he could not redeem the fortunes of
his party.

The public life of Sir Charles Tupper
ended with the elections of 1900, when he
had reached the age of almost eighty years.
His strong constitution had at last been
shaken by a life of arduous labour, and he
withdrew to a well earned rest. But though
he retired from public life and the seclusion
of his family circle, he continued from day

- to day to tfollow with passionate interest

the fortunes of Canada. In that daily

spectacle he had this great . satis-
faction, that the correctness of his
estimate of the resources of this

country, when they were still unknown and
undeveloped, was abundantly justified.
When at last the end came his eyes closed
upon a Canada whose population had
doubled and more than doubled, whose
national revenue had trebled and quad-
rupled, whose commerce had risen from a
comparatively small figure to the billion
dollar mark and more, whose products in
agriculture and industry had reached figures
that would have seemed fantastic in the'’
first year of the Union—a Canada whose
people were united even to the shedding of
their blood in the defence and for the
triumph of those principles of freedom and
justice which the Fathers of Confederation
had placed under fthe segis of British
institutions. To say that the life of Sir
Charles Tupper was without fault would
be to say what cannot be said of
any human life. But it must be said, and



