THE SOUTHERN LEAGUE.
LUTON TOWN v._ MILLWALL ATHLETIC.
Played at Millwall on Saturday. Result :

Luton Town,.......... ver 2,gonls:
MKillwall Athletic....... . 2goals.
The teatis were as follow 1—
RiguT. LUTON TOWN. Less.
( J. Diokerson (goal).
Chesher, MoEwen.
Colline, M’ Crindle. Howe.
@nllacher, Finlayson. Galbraith.  Prentise. Jack.
| (0]
@eddea, McKenzie. Robertson. Wilscn. Jones, ¥
. Matihews. J. Matthowa. Kiog.
_ Davis. Grabam,

Gibeon (goal).
Lepr. MILLWALL ATHLETIC. Riagr.
b * * *
Referee, Mr. A. R, Bourke; linesmen, Messrs. H,
Arnold (Luton) and Kidd (iﬁﬂlwull).
» "

T’m ina fix. The factis I don’t know whether * 1
&

zejoice or lament, to be happy or miserable.
awkward when you feel like that. Some pe- )
pretty often in this predicament, but i uple are
experisnce for me, and I don’t quite know &'S & new
it. : < Bow to take

by

*® = *
Of cowrse, on paper a draw o

s looks right  .aed, and greatly - petted
. eoiegh, but ilgen‘ those of us
oW who ought to haverbeen the
“Who were the winners right up
-ll:‘he game, and indeed we know who,
the aotual winners, = -

the much - prized, far-fr _athelr oWn ground with |
wallil
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ow up to the time that I knew Nicholson and
W}n{th'us lw;rould. be available for this match, I had
regarded it as a certainty for Luton. Ever since we
first met the Dockers this season, T have regarded the
‘Reds at their full strength as by far the better team.
» = *

But with the knowledge of the weakness cansad by
the inability of the two gentlemen nsmed to take part
in the proceedings, and with the remembrance of that
terrible Ilford affair still haunting me, doubts arose in
my mind as to whether after all Luton would be able
to hold their own. i

As it turned out, however, my fears were not
vealised, for at no time during Saturday’s game did
Millwall show any superiority. On the coutrary, their
gay was of a very poor description compared with

uton’s, the mggeg kicking of the Athletic forwards
contrasting strongly with the finished passing of the
TLuton quintet.
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Tn the first half, the Reds had a long, long way the
‘best of matters, but the spectators flattered themselves
that it was all on account of the wind. Indeed, I
heard it < whispered that the Dogckers ere
yeserving  themselyes ~for the second - moiety.
But those who laid the flattering unction fto
their souls in this syay were bitterly disappointed, for
again Luton proved themselves tlle‘batter players.

- *

The match was fixed to begin at half-past twe, and
shortly before that time, Mr. Roston Bourke
accompanied by ¢ the popular Nat,” weut on a tour o
inspection round the ground, the result of his investiga-
fions being that it was decided to make it a League

game,
x * *

Personally, I do not think the ground was fit. On
the outsides, which were entirely unprotected, the turf
was very hard and lumpy, but in the centre tan had
been laid down. This, however, formed but a thin
covering to the ashes beneath, and when the players
came a cropper they didn’t get up in a hurry.

* 3 «

Thad almost forgotten a very important item. The
Red Cross Band, having obtained permission from the
Millwall authorities, wers early on the ground and
discoursed sweef music fo a remarkably appreciative
aundience. If the people were as liberal with their
coppers as they were with their applause, the Band
must have benefited considerably. The new instru-
ments looked very fine.

* * »

Punetually to time, or perhaps a minute before the
half-hour, the teams lined up, and Mr. Bourke gave
the signal for the commencemeat of hostilities. Luton
won the toss, and took advantage of a fairly strong
wind, a choice which does not fall fo their lot as often
as could be desired.

* * *

The start was a very inauspicious one for the Reds,
a8 McEwen almost immediately gave a corner, Geddes
placed and J. Matthews sent over the bar. Luton
respondedvnn.the left, but Graham,after nearly making
a mull of it, just managed torob Jack, and a clearance
was effected.

* * *

A foul againstM’Crindle did not benefit the Dockers,
for a capital pass from Galbraith enabled Gallacher to
get away, and a corner resulted. This was beauntifully
placed by Jack, and another corner ensued. Colling
undertook this, and a flerce scrimmage followed upon
his kick, but uitunately the leather went over instead
of under the bar.

= * =

The Dockers conceded still another corner ta a good §

centre by Jack, and the latter again judged his kick to
a nigety, but onice more the homesters cleared. Chesher
Teturned, and a spirited tussle followed, from which the

> > np , buf a
Prentice gotina lwz shot, b;:t 1ot t’?o hot for GﬂJ:oT

Dockers cle
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afterwards Collins juldged a free kick for Luton very
uicely, and Gibson expurienced considerable difficnit
in negociuting the stot put in by Gallacher. !

The play for soms time continued in Luton’s favour,
Galbraath leading the atticks with rare dash, but at
last Millwall came in for an extraordinary slice of good
luck, Geddes,in going for the ball, found he was
Jjust missing and therefore gave it a deliberate punch.
Luton appealed, but their appeal was not allowed, and
Geddes put in & big centre.  Dickerson ran put to meet
it, but the ball bounced over his head, and to me it
seemed to go on the net, I am told, however, thatit hit
the bar, 1

& - Ll

But  wherever it went it came back into play and
was rushed through, amid the enthusiastic cheers of the
spectators. It wasabout usHukey a goalasit has ever been
my lot to see, aud I could not bring myself to believe
that it was allowed until Isaw the players returning to
the halfway line.

bd -

The: rest of the play up to half-time produced
nothing werth chronicling. and the teams crossed over
with the score at one goal each. It should be stated
that ten minntes or a quarterof an hour before the
interval, McKenzia had{ to leave the field, but he
came on lively enough wheu the other players
returned, and looked well pleased with ‘the reception
accorded him.

* -

*
The play in the first half had been so greatly in
favour of Luton, that the wind had come in for a
great deal mora thau its fair share of the credit, and
now thad the Dockers ware going to huve it in the jp
favour, 8 victory for them was pretty confider Aly
anticipated.

& - L
From the character of the play during t' st
minutes, it seemed that expectation w e ‘ﬁeke%tt:%:
realised, a8 after McEwen had cleare” splendidly from
an overhead kick by Geddes, the T cc“kegs meg’ed to
¢he attack again, and the ball we ;ep ¢ bobbing about
in very nmpleasant grox\nut.y 4 <0 the Luton goal.
»

tid‘:t i}Sti)a:lv:e‘I?;f:oJ:Ck . got away, and this turned the
taining their g;‘om‘ -, subsequently more than main-
upon, S hut dinr et - JACK'S centre was not improved
Galla:cher » ‘.-nﬂy after,” Galbraith receiving from
Prentice -~ ¢iu wfine Bitof work, !:he result being that
was too a8 afforded a grand opening. - But, alas, he
» awxious, and shot high gver the bar.
- A

A constant succession of fouls now somewhat marred
the character of the play, but these did not, as seemed
$o_be assumed by the writer in a TLondon ' paper,
indioate any bad foeling on the part of thejcombatants.
Most of them were mere technical taeaches of the rules,
and intentional and had fouls wers few and far
bet: i ; T £

L‘fondidh,ont
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The kick wias made by Joues, and it was a clever
shot, flnishing up a_clever bit of work, Dickersen
having no chance of saving. ' The second half had
extﬂngml over forty-eight minutes, tims having been
daducted. in consequence of play haying had to be
suspended several times on asegount of players being
o,
- ® =
It was terribly disappointing to Luton to be thus
robbed of viotorml: tko very Jost omoment, but the joy
it afforded the Millwall players was unbounded, some
of them turning head over heelsin the intensity of their
delight. 5 o y

But there was one satisfaction about it, at any rate,
and that was that the Reds had at last radeemed them-
welves in the eyes of a London crowd. The Millwall
supporters could not help admitting that Luton were
the better team, and even the Millwall officials cawe to
the samo conclusion.

* -« ~

Tt must of course be remembered that whilst the
Dockers were playing their full strength, Luton were
really twe men short. I think therefore that the resalt
fully justifies the opinion I have expressed all along,
that Lufon are a be.ttar lot than their rivals.

* =

The contrast i3 mosf marked among tha forwards,
Tho Millwall players have alwaﬁ depended a great
deal too much opon Geddes and McKenzie, and there
is no doubt that those two players do generally shine.
But the Luton front string is now wvery evenly
balanced, and therein lies n‘l'l the difference. ‘

* -
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Ou Saturday the fumous left wingers completely |

failed to distwnguish themselves, and possibl ﬂliﬂ‘

should be taken as an excellent testimonial for Colling

and Chesher. By comparison with the Luton left- ‘

wing, Geddes and McKenzie wera .simply not in it. i
- *

Robertson was a very poor centre; in fact I scarcely
set eyos upon him during the whole of the match.
Jones and ‘Wilson were better, and tried hard all the
way through, though as a rule they found McEwen a
little more than they could manage.

- * *

The half-backs showed considerable smartness, but
the backs hardly came up to reputation, Grgham
making a good many miskicks. Davis was the botter
man of the two. Gibson in goal acquitted himself
well, and was a vast improvement on the custodian the
Dockers brought to L\IYO'L\.*
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As already intimated, the Luton forwards played a
wonderfullz fine game, bearing in mind the state of the
ground. Galbraith passed ‘out to his comrades in
beautitul style, snd both wings were in capital going
order, The cohesion shown by the front string was
the feature of the match,

x = *

So struck were the spectators by the contrast between
the two sets of forwards, that many of them could only
account for the superiority of Luton by the supposition
that their boots had been beiter prepared for the
shippery surface. Had these persons seen the Reds
oftener they would have been a little wiser.

* * *

Jack, I am glad to notice, continues to improve in
speed, and on Saturday’s form was a more effective
man than Geddes. Prentice was in high feather, and
both Gallacher and Finlayson vendered splendid
service.

E * *
M Crindle was the best of the half-backs, Howe
evidently finding the ground not much to his liking.
Qollins, though lacking the smartness of Watkins,
nevertheless performed remarkably well, especially
considering it was ).\is first game in the position.
* =

Chesher likewise at back gave an excellent account

- of himself, and as for McEwen—well, he was un-
- doubtedly far and away the best back on the field.
Dickerson’s operations between the sticks were watched
with more than ususl interest. To substitute him for
Bee in go important & mateh was a risky experiment on
the part of the committes, but it was justified by the
event, for I question very much whether Bee would
have been as safe. But if Dickerson is to be given a
place in the chief fixtures, T thinlk his services ought to
be utilised as often‘as possiblp, I don’t like changes.

X 5 * :

The result of Suturd&g;; match should give us some
it for the Preston North En me. Of |

e is a big gap betWeanrMﬂlﬂwWﬂlun% Preston, |

Luton m ablo of & much betief |
!
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