THE SOUTHERN LEAGUE

LUTON TOWN v. ILFORD,
Played at Ilford on Saturday. Result:

Tiford 3 goals

Eaton Town 1 goal
Dl tawms were as follow : —

Rigur. LULUN TOWN. Lewr.

Bes (gaal).
2. D. Nichokon. MeTwen.
Glesher. A Orindlle. Howe.

@allycher. Fiolayson. Ghalhraith, Prentice. Jack,

@allen, Liaard, T. N. Perkine = A. Porter. E. lorter.

. Markham. Watts. Begun,
B. Maskham, Drummond
Cosburn (goal).

Lnrr. ILF(/RO. Rieny.

- -
Ths yeferoe was Mr, B. E. Stuart, and the linesmen
wora Messrs, W. Walsh and A, N. Tifordian.
) » -

Daxe’r Fonazr Concerts in Corn Brohange Sunday
= 0 be given by the Red Cross Silver Prizo Band.
sion 2d.; members free. Afternoon, 2.30;

@ 5 6.30.—[Apvr. ]
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Rurely never woa a man more bitterly dissppointed
Ehap X was on Saturday. I went fo Ilford, notwith-
afamding the unpleasant associations of the place, in the
oenfident expectation of seeing Lufon beat the Hssex
mer by at least four clear goals, securing a couple of
@ednts in the League competition,and completing their
gouls seored this season, and T came away —

® L} ”

Yes, thereis absolutely no other word forit. I was
disgnsted with matters all round, with the Tiford
~gemmitteemen and spectators for their * wrefched

~ Wokaviour, with the bumptious and tactless individual
who had the control of the gume. with Galbraith for
,mshmalf in his power, and with the Luton
A for their total inability to shoot.
B . -

The displays given by Luton at Ilford have slways
Va{‘?ha most miserable character,and whila in some
‘their axhibition on Satard

i D many
ming features, yet taken altogether the gnme was
about the most unfortunste one of any in which Lufon

haveengaged.

~ Luton’s connection with theSouthernTeague has been
wof the most unhappy chapters in the history of the
olub, Tt has bieen one coustant succession of disagree-

(incidents, beginning with Millwall and ending

e . »
- Of coures, our troublos are chiefly due to the referee
1estion, and upon thiy foink it must be admitted that
the managoment of the sug\m has left o groat doal to
E& ed. The want of judgment shown by the fow
uals who have ‘‘ bossed the show '’ has been
lorable, and it is to the incapacity exhibited in this
on hat X utéributa most of tha troub,
2 . .

1o tion of the of

'is opon to criticism, but its actions have been wore
h than could powibly bnve beon antioipated.
is on  that i The
,m-h@p‘t is chaimnen, and the other
) 0

ude representatives from Ilford, Royal
, Chasham, and Old St. Stephens, with the
| chaisiman, by virtuo of Lis position a8 Lenguo
ror,and our partioular friend, " the popular Nat,"
e L] L] @ 4
3mmnumnnt of our tronbles was the appoint=
- Mr, Whittaleer fo reforce in the Millwall
«~d§|pim all the protestations of Luton, The
tho Ugmomittee's rashnoss in overriding
wishon in the matter ave too well kuown to
p ﬂlﬂﬂbk}l‘.' &
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Now we como to the question of the upgoiutmant of
r. B, B Stpart to referee in Saturday’s mafoh.
Poysibly the commifteo thoughtthey were acting wisely
in their selection of this gentleman, but it seems to ma
the choica was the oufto of a shortsightedness on
their part so extraordinary as to be well-nigh incredible.
* . .

Last May an incident occurred which, to my way of
thinking, made Mr. Stuart an impossiblo referce in
matches in which amateurs and professionals are
engaged. The incident took place at a mecting of the

.0., called to consider the question of the
adoption by the club of pm.r‘cssmnm.lin n
P4

At the meeting Mr. Stuart spoke strongly against
professionnlism, which he ' hated,”” and he remarked
that “* he had had considerable experience in the fHeld
this year, aud he could say if they wanted a good gama
Rave un amatenr one, for professionals would resors to
any foul means in N‘mh‘ power to w,m,"

-

Af that time I asked whether & gentleman confessing
to such strong prejudices was a fit and proper person
to officiate in matohes in which amateurs were opposed
to professionals. 1t would be thought of a judge,
for instunce, who tried a case, onc of the parties fo
which he ha/l previausly deseribed an possessing all the
virtues and the other all the vices?

% * “ -

These facts were brought to the notice of the
Southern League by Luton, who emphatically protested
against Mr. Stuart being placed on the list of the
League referves, and wﬁm protested still more
strenuously against his being appointed to act in any
match in which Luton were engaged. Their wishes,
a2 usual, were derided.

.

Uonsequently, whatever justi

hawve had for his action on Suturdny, it is certain that

* itecould not fail to give the greatest dissatisfaction to

Luton, apart from that involved in the loss of a player,
W L] *

ion Mr. Stuart may

‘With the bulk of the referee’s decisions I hava no
pacticolar fault to find. There weve sins of omission
and sins of commission, such as can he Iaid to the lot of
every referee. His great failing appears to be that he
eonsiders smartness everything and fact not worth
eultivating.

» * *
The dismissal of Galbraith twenty minutes from the
start seernad, on the face of it, to be a very high-handed
proceeding.  Galbraith’s offence was the use of un-
liamentary language. Now I would be the last to
efend such a thing as that, hecause I consider the
erdinary Iinglish vocabulary affords a sufficient choies
of terms svithout the introduction of unorthodox

expletives.

- * *

But T should say that the case in guestion was one
for the exercise of a little tact rather than the resorting
8 extreme measures. However, Mr. Stuarf, in the
fischarge of what he conceived to be his duty, thought
£t to rob Luton of a player and thus spoil the character
of the game almost from its very commencement,

* *

Ag a matter of faet, tho epithet complained of was
mot, as was. generally concluded, addiessed to the
rnferes at all, but to Prentice. At least, that is
- acoording to the information I have received, and that
16 horne aut by a. letter from Galbraith himselt,

* * *

Have {ou paid S. Bassett's Establishment a visit?

Tt not, burry qu. all his goods are New and of the

- Latest Style, and prices charged are on the co-operative
z‘stem. Tailoring up to date.—28, Wellington-strcet
aton.—[Apvr.) y

* * »

it was teu minutes after that time before Mr. Stuarh
the last of thia Ilford players putin an ap sam‘:‘nze
then having been on the field somathing like
Lour.
¥ = i "
th teams were considerably stronger than whe:
few weeks ago, the most Pcmgceuble adittion

ing T. N. Perkins, the Cambridge | :
He played osngg _

tional.

‘The mateh was timed to begin at half-past two, but v




The enthusiasm of the spectators knew no bounds a
this point, and the cheers which broke forth were
renewnd again sud again a minute or two later, when

'~ Alf Porter got away aud put in a centre w hich Perkins,
with a fine burst of speed, just managed to convert,
' thus giving the Tlfordians the luud,'
P *

When play was resumed, Perkins distinguished him-
self by another smart run, but instead of r{umg straight
for goal he passed out to the right, and the ball was
seut behind, Luton retaliated, and it was then that
the unfortunate episode previously referred to occurred.

* - .

\ Juck got in a couple of beautiful centres, and each
time as (Gralbruith wus going to turn them to account,
l he was given offside. 1In thd ! first case the ruling was
F
»
:

undoubtedly correct, but in the second the decision was
at least open to question.
- & ®
What new took place was, to the spectators, in dumb
show, but it was seen that Galbraith und the referee
wore the chief performers, and it was found that
Gialbraith had beeu ordered off the field. He did not go,
however, until after s long discussion had taken place,
and various persons, inclusive of two Luton commitiee~
men, had endeavoured im vain to pour oil on the
troubled waters.

® -

Then koatilities were recormenced, and to the
’ surprise of many, Luton with only four forwards more
than held their own. So superior was their play
indeed, that it elicited expressions of admiration sven
from this, one of the nosk unaportsmanlike crowds that
over asgombled.

- “

From & centrs by Gallacher, Prentice headed in, and
Cosburn punted ouf, and soon afterwards a shot from
Gallacher caused the Lford custodiaw to use his hauds.
The nature of the play may be judged from the fact
thot offside had to be given against Perkius near the
Bali-way line.

- @

However, all Luton's attempts wers unavailing, and
at laat the locais took another turn, but tfailed to make
much headway against the strong defence opposed to
them, Nicholson particularly playing a fine gaine, The
tables were twrned again just before the interval,
Gallacher getting in some first-rate centres, but there
was ro one to turn them to account, though once
Drummond provided Cosburn with a job.

* * *

Thus when holf-time arrived, the score atill remuined
at two to one in favour of Ilford, but as already inti~
mated the state of the poll was ot at all indicative of
the state of fhe play. }

x %

For the first twenfy minutes of the second half,
Tiford wers kept continually ou the defencs, and Luton
again and again had the hardest of hard Tuck in not
scoring. A number of serimmages occurred in the
mouth of the home goal, but Cosburn and his comrades
always manoged to‘aﬁect a clearance.

- - * *

_ The four forwards on the Luton side played superbly
in the field, and it ssemed no difficulty to them to get
#he ball up fo goal, but their shooting was execrably
bad, -not one among them seeming to be able to do

anything ix this line.
3 ¥ 8 « Wil
‘Chances i bl d th lves, and it is

safe to say that had it been Ilford instead of Luton
atta ) the score against the latter would have
reached double figures, or very near it.

g ory, Hear, ¥

i e e
. It must be admifted, howeyer, that Cosburn gaye a
‘exhibition, some of his saves beiug little short
llous. Few of the shots that he had to'deal
ere hot ones, but he resistad the efforts made at
quarters in very fing stylo.
N L3

closs

About & quarter of an hour from the finish, Gallon

gob away and shot ferribly wide, and perhaps owing to

Eaok, when he got away again, soon after, scarcely

s muoh attention was dpa.id to him as there ought to
e

have been. But he made no mistake thil ing’
SHARUAb Wikl ikt o sooring
L Ll ®

“ This practically settled the game, and in the pla:
following Liford fared a little be;gtfer than before, exge %
that no scoring was done. It was in this portion of the
proceedings that the decisions of the referee were most
open £6 doubt, He gave a foul against Nicholson for
#n obviously fair charge, he did ditto for M’Crindle
when the latter actually played the ball, and he not
only gave a foul but cautioned McHwen when, so far
as 1 oould see, t‘h,arg'wss no:, a suspicion of a foul.

' )

§ After the game was over a most disgraceful scene
| occurred. nybody would  have tﬁmlghc that
| reasonable beings “would have cheered the ten
TLutonians for the gallant fight they had made, hut
:mg:?‘o‘!' t;):::othte h:pac%ﬁra almost mobbed the Reds
d they went t vvilion, and gave vent to thei
 foolings iu yelling and hooting. | © 2 i
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