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Policy in 1890.
The policy of the Opposition was again reconstructed by the

submission of the foliowinpr resolution during the session of 1890
as an amendment to the Hon. Mr. Gibson's measure :—

" That the BUI be not now read a third time, but be referral back to aCommittee of the whole House, and so amended as to provide that theMoinse Commissioners hereafter he appointed in counties 6./ Cownty Councilsand in ciUes and towns elected by the municipal electors of such cities and
towns.

Policy in 1896.
In 1896 after allowing the question to lie dormant for several

y^ra, Mr. Marter, then Leader of the Opposition, seconded by
Mr. Whitney, the present leader, moved a resolution which con-
eluded as follows :

—

"That this House is of opinion that it is essential to the honest, non-
partizan and faithful execution of the liquor license laws, that the presentmode of appointing Boards of Commissioners should be abrogated, and thatm future «ie Boards of Commissioners in counties should consist of theCounty Judge, the Warden of the County, and one eppointed by the Gov-ernment and m cities and towns not connected with the county municipally
the County Judge, Mayor, and one appointed by the Government."

It will be noticed that the policy of the Opposition on this
subject has varied on each occasion when they brou<^ht the mat-
ter forward. In 1890 they proposed that the appointments
should be made by County Councils in the counties, and that in
cities and fowns Commissioners should be elected by the diiect
vote of the electors. In 1883 they asked that Municipal Councils
alone should elect Commissioners. In every instance they have
demanded that not only the appointment of Commissioners but
a so that of Inspectors, and the issuing of licenses, should be
placed again under municipal control, a system previously dis-
carded as wholly pernicious.

Respecting the proposal submitted in 189C, it may be said that
heretofore the appointment of County Judges as Commissioners
has been found impracticable and inexpedient. Under the provi-
sions of the License Act they are constantly called upon to hear ap-
peals and determine cases. It is also their duty under the law to
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