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But it is not necessary to go into authorities
on this subject. Everyone who takes part in
an election in good faith, to favor and promote
the election of a candidate, becomes ipso facto
the agent of such candidate. This was the
ruling of Judge Taschereau in our Supreme
Court in the election case of Brassard v.
Langevin,* and its soundness is beyond ques-
tion. We attach great importance to the
words ¢ in good fauith ” in the definition by the
learned judge, because without it a candidate
would be liable to be unseated by the acts of an
enemy who might pretend to be his agent ; but
with this single limitation that we must have
evidence to clearly repel any idea of adverse
interest in the person acting, we accept the
definition without the slightest hesitation, and
apply it to the present case. We have next to
Jook, then, at the evidence of agency in these
several persons or in any of them. We con-
sider that the evidence on this subject is per-
fectly decisive. We will refer first to the charge
against the Rev. Curé Champeau in relation to
this question of agency, because it was the first
presented to us in the course of the argument.
The reverend gentleman tells his own story,
and of course it cannot be doubted. He takes
the position of a perfectly honest man, who is
unconscious of having done any wrong what-
ever. He openly proclaims his principles, and
his right to support them. All this is well
enough, and nobody questions his right, or the
right of any or all of the members of his order
to profess and practice, within the limits of the
law, the principles they have honestly adopted
and honestly stick to; but we are only on the
question of agency as yet; and I was merely
observing, as regards this question of agency,
that the Rev. Mr.Champeau,with his undoubted
honesty, and the courage of his opinions, tells
us something on this question of agency that
appears of a very decisive description. The
regpondent brought him a letter from the Rev.
Mr. Loranger. The letter is not to be had ; but
the contents are not uncertain. It announced
the candidature of Mr. Robillard—a subject that
had evidently been before that discussed be-
tween the Rev.Mr. Champeau and the Rev. Mr.
Loranger. Mr. Champeau read the letter; the
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