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THE UNITED LEAGUE.

RUSHDEN v. LUTON TOWN.

Played at Rushden on Monday. Result:—
Luton Towam ...covovereenien.. 2 goals,

) 19071 ¥ 1) O PRSI A } goal.

The Luton team was identioal with that which
opposed Southampton on Saturday, and the fol
lowing did duty for Rushden: Cooch; White
and Tye; Hobbs, OCook, and Sale; Coles, Drage,
Brown, Miles, and Denton. The referea was Mr.
J. G. Hackaley, and Mr. J. Clarke, who a couple
of seagons ago played for Lmbon, officiated as the
Lauton linumn..

As readers are aware, Northamptonshire grounds
are not ideal places for football, and that which
serves the Rushden Club is no excepkion to the
rule. It slopes gently from one goal to the other,
and is of such limited extens that i4 would not
be a difficul¥ feat for Lindsay to kiek from end
to end, whilss a very alight deviation from she
centre of the field suffices %0 take the ball into
touch. The consequenca is that the players often
find themselves all of a heap, and it im absolutely
impossible to play & nioe open gamse.
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The Luton men never succeeded in aceommo-
dating themsslves 0 thess conditions, and Rush
den made a much better fight of 16 than their
supporters had dared to hope for. Rushden ars
struggling under adversity. The support accord-
ed them in recent yearws has been far from satis-
factory, and nearly all their old players have left
them. But they have some very promising

youngsters, and these youngsters went for all
they were warth.an Monday.
. L

Indeed, i% wna freely said #hat if they had
ehown anything like tha same form on Saturday
they would have beaten Hinckley, the Midland
League team, into smithereens. But opposing
teams have always seemed to have the knack of
resorving their best form for Luton, and the
exhibation which the Rush’ans mave on WMondu:
el the two hundred odd gpeCiators | : WO
nt them with opon-eyed sstonishmand
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to the chagrin of the spectators, Monks brought
off a gplendnd 807,
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The teams crossed over with a blank sheet, and
though Tauton subsequently tried hard to alter
this sibajtneu of affairs, they were for a time un-
guccessful. Then a Rushden man endeavoured to
upeet Blessington, and the referee giving another
penalty for what appeared to be a simple charge
Lindsay und»&rtcmk bhe kick and gave the custo-

dian no nossible chuﬂce of smnng
L]

But Luton did not -hnld their lead for long, for
after Miles had hit the crossbar with a egood
shot, a foul was given against Luton for some
roason which it was difficult to fathom, and Sale
placing 1n front of . goal, Miles put on the finish-
ing touch., A 11ttle later Monks made a grand
save from Brown, the Rushden oentre-forward,
who had managed to get quite clear, but for the
most part the play favoured Luton, who, how-
ever, seemed quite unable to steer the ball be-
tween the mpri;g‘rhts. A :

But the longed-for goal came at last, Blessing-
ton rushing the ball ﬁhrﬂugh from a ﬂ'ﬂﬂd centre
by Saxton. Directly afterwards Tlerney netted
tha ball again, but tha whistle had just gone for
' a foul against Rushden, and from the free kick
'nothing resulted. ILuton, therefore, had to be

content with a twa-:gﬁal&tn -one victory.
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One can hardly criticise the play of the Luton
men, for the simple reason that the ground did
not give them a chanoce. Molyneux was the weak
man in the front string, and he certainly needs a
lot more life and go. Tierney did well, but he
would have done mucdh be-tter had he Dassed with
a little more freedom. I think Blessington waa
the best of the bunch. Holdstock and Williams
pub in a lot of good work, and Clifford improved
as the game prﬂﬁeedecf Bcrth backs gave a ﬁrata
l rate account of themselves, though Lmdsay was
|IIDﬁ altogether free from the blame which the
‘crowd attached to him. Monks kept goal splen-

didly.

The Rush’ens played a very smart game, and
vwere absolutely fearless. Denton 18 a nice little
outside-left, and Coles is very speedy on the
right. The half-backs were a trio of friers, and
Coooh in coal was marvellous. The referee ap-
peared to be perfectly impartial in his decisions,
but he seemed to entertain a very decided ﬂb]ec
tion to charging, and frequembly gave fouls for
which I could see no legitimate reason. The
penalties also were for very mil_d offences.
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