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shot, Daw saving but again
the result that Godsmark pu . .
before half-time the Manchester men so
ng through with & shot that was
Daw's reach. Although Laton
they had one or two chances presen
They did not take advantage
- when balfl time came the position was :

" Negwroxy Heatn, 3 ,[I:;‘:;f Q.

There was no improveinent in hos dis
- Beeond half except ltha’t.. very fortunatel
Daw piaved up to his usunl fﬁm i &
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doing well

"'u 2 ammed h\’ any Fils B4EW \\#hﬂﬁ, hwm’ m
forwards did get near goal they shot Mlﬁd the
Newton Heath goalkeeper did not get _mlf - much
wark 10 do as he should have had, heurm-g In

*hhlﬂlﬂwod _Of his cLharge. The
Boutherners’ side was not 8o f

Wions matches. and this

_ a great dpl to do with
- ®be bad result. Plaving n moderate style the Heatheus
. Were often dangerous and although Daw saved smart

; e unable to prev .
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game.  The visitors’ forwards at times struggled to put
& "witer nmplﬁ.;mn Ol Matiers, but they were ﬁu
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ood as it has been in



19

g _ 0 2 3
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0 ers ... R - BRS
St. Andrew’s . 0 7 39 g
= talt)[;lel.e match Casuals v. Claence is not included in this

:‘ FOOTBALL FACTS AND FANCIES.

eir { The stery of Luton’s visit to Newto

Saturday is a ®smal one and may be npuiee?lthovzg
z w_lt.ho»ut very much being said in regard to it. Thé
h, | Heathens, who hold a very creditable position on the
. League table, trounced the poor unfortunate
il- | Southerners to the tune of H—. 3

‘S, | 7

The game seems to have been a VEr'y poor one, even
he | the homesters, although winning by se larce a m;,.rﬁin,
W failing to please their supporters. This at first sibght
1 | reflects badly on Euton, but in reality the Mancunians
h | were very lucky to win by so many goals.

le _ 4

':3’; Chief blame for the defeat is attributable to the
Luton defence, which was not nearly sc sound as we

o have heen accustomed to see it. Daw for once in a

| way made a couple of sad blunders early in the game

*" | which cost hisside two goals and the chance of making

1= | & decent show.

b3

s | LThe forwards, without much assistance from the
4 | halves, made several attacks, but were terribl y at fault
L | In the shooting department. More than omce the
n | Pall was =kied when there appeared to be a good chance
v | of scoring, and it was very seldom that the Heathens’
¢ | keeper had to deal with a really difficult shot.
11 | #*
.t I'ne absence of Holdstock was felt in the half-back
d { line, which in consequence was disorganised, while the

| backs, with so much work falling upon them, were often

' beaten. . Apart from the fatal blunders of the earlier
e | part of the game Daw did not do badly.
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A writer in the dihletic Field says:—* The defence
was to blaine for the big score. The halves were weak,
and although Dow at times showed great rescuree he
!, comnmitted many faults. In the concluding half Daw
|
|

atoned for his mistakes by splendid work: As far as
combination went the Luton five were better than the
home lot. As marksmen, however, they were com-
plete failures, and this weakness explaing o a great
extent their heavy reverse.”
e
The 4ihletic News had the following :—*‘ Five goals
to none suggest somewhat of a run-away. Newton
Heath beat Luton on Saturday by this number of
- points, vet it camnot be said that taking the game |
through they were as superior as the.score represzents.” |

¥

This writer also says of the Luton men :—*They |
sesmud fo recognise that the first goal was obtained |
; more by good luck than good management, and it was |
!& pity thet many creditable combined runs initiated |
|
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by the old Notts. man, McInnes, were not turned into
- poals.  Barrett was several times seriously troubled,
but be was not found half the work he should have |
been called upon to discharge, considering the openings |
his opponents had.”

|
|
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’ Summing up the performance of the losers there is |
this further passage:—‘‘The visitors’ forwards at
times showed very creditable form, and had they |
been supported ‘by o sound defence would have pro- |
vided the rear division of the home team a great deal |
more worl,” i
* :
The effect of the loss is to drop Luton again to the
sompanionship of Loughborough st the bottom of the
Leagne chart. Comparison with the record of the
two or three clubs just above Luton does not give much
hope of the club finishing in any higher position uniess
something out of the way happens. There is not much |,
consolation in the fact that the locals cannot possibly |
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get below the ** Linffs.” 5

Saturday’s Second League results were :— g
Small Heath............ 3 v. Woolwich Arsenal...’ 1 |°
Sheffiecld Wednesday 2 v. Leicester Fosse ...... 0]
Bolton Wanderers ... 2 v. Walsall................ L ) 5
Linogln City o ooors . L o % DareBley .- b i 14
Gainsborough Trinity 5 v. Middlesbrough......... R
Burton Swifts ......... o ow, o hesterfield i nb X )
Newton Heath......... b v Luaton Towit...........- 01
New Brighton Tower 2 v. Grimsby Town ... 11
Burslem Port Vale ... 2 v. Loughborough........ 1]
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The League table on Monday stood thus :(— i
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