FOOTBALL NOTES

TOWN'S LAST MATCH.

GILLINGHAM Nil.
LUTON TOWN Nil.
GILLINGHAM. — Brantield; Robertson,

Sigsons; Thomp=on, Wau
Battiste, Howar'l, Wood, |

LUTON TOWN.--B- Hull, Tireell;
Molyuneux, Parkzy, Wi 5 Moar, Buteher,
Simms, Mathieson, Boslkiman,

CGikis™ writes:—

Luton Town foand a very diffzrent gide
from that which got su sourndiy thrashed
at Luton at Christinastude. anl will prob
ably agree that if the son had a few
maore wesks to run, Gill v would not
or the greater

vere kept on
forwards  and
halves showerd little ability to make head
way against a virile defone; I a fast
forward line.  Unfortunaiel i
ham, the hom:> forwards w
in front of goal as th
or they must have ta

AN AMPLE REVENGL

for the defeat ther snstained at Luton.
The second ha i abled us to ge
sional glimnses of the real Luton forwards,
but at no time did they appear particularly
anxious to get goais, and before the end
Gillingham made desp:rate efforts to get
through, but the forwards made some
iost remarkable mis<es, and with Bailey
in good form the uts were shared,

In the orening f, Battiste and Wright
wer2 often getting ilirough  Luton's
defence, and some excellent lgl:llw!s were
served up to the inside wien, bt when they
did get in a shot they found Bailey both
agile and r2sourceful.” Bookman and Tloar
were very troublesome, but Waugh kept a
close watch on Simms and pre im
getting in many shois. B and
Mathieson, each in his own way, were fre-
quently causing troublz2, and on one occa:
sion there was

1, Needhaw;
il Wright.

oy

not so good

in the home goai mouth, when the visiting
inside forwards got Gillingham's defence
in a tangle. In another instance Sinims
fired in a great drive and nads the spec-
tators gasp, but Brantield was quite safe,
and later Mathieson tested the home goal-
eeper with a fievce shot Bailsy had wmore
work than Branfisld, however, and he
made some excellent saves, oune from
Howard eliciting ch2ers. The Luton goal
keeper with a fierce shot. Bailey had wors
especially . when the home winger got
going, but he pulled through o the inter
val all right.

Whethsr or not anything was said to the
Luton halves during the interval I know
not, but they played much better in the
second half, and the home forwards found
i:rogrsss very difficult. On the other hand,

uton’s line still failad to shake off the

irassing altentions of the Gillingham
middle men, Waugh especially playing a
great game against three
LIVELY AND ELUSIVE

opponents. Branfield had more to do, and

saved shots from Mathieson and
while Butcher once got in a

ul shot that Branfield cleverly covered.

The home side made a big effort in the




eiosin{ stages, but they could not beat
«own the stalwart Luton defsnce, and the
end cama without a goal.

Branfield wds safe, as usual, apd Robert
son and Sissons again gave a godd display,
kicking finely and l-cHin{ with  spirit.
Waugh was the pick of the halves, and he
let Simms have

NO PEACE
from the start to the end. He was well
flanked, although Needham found Hoar a
wily customer. The home forwards
finished very badly, although their mid
field work was good, and Battiste and
Wright were the pick.

Bailey kapt goal splendidly for Luton,
and ranks with the best custodians seen
at Giilingham. His backs were not thor
oughly reliable. Hull missed on several
occasions while Tirrell took matters rather
too_coolly against such a tearaway fellow
as Wood. The halves were very poor in the
firt half, and left too big a share of the
work to the defence. Molyneux and Parker
afterwards showad glimpees of exceplional
cleverness, and Walsh had the genius of
hard work, The forwards were equaily
disappointing for long periods, but now
and then they proved (hat they could play
bright It, and that they wers fast
and tricky. Hoar and Butcher were the
better wi . and they showed much nicer
nnderstanding than the left wing, where
Bookman got litde attention from his ow,
men. Mathieson's cleverness elicited J
firation until it was ovardone, but Simma
:h" very closely watched and haM few




	Gillingham away
	Gillingham away2

