THROUGH SWANSEA *SPECS."

“ Luton, it lacking in individual clever-
ness, were certainly the heavier gide.
With perhaps one or two exceplions, the
cleven was comprised of stalwart foot-
hallers. Tu contrast, the ‘Swans'’
forward line seemed a puby lot, but they
were quicker in front of goul than the
visitors. One thought that al{hiough the
trio which displaced last gerson’s middle
line was on thé twhole an effective one
there something lacking. If one con:
centrates on the guestion  of defensive
wihich waa @ sore point in discuss:
old men, there was nof much

them. This il it was
obvious to every level-headed follower that
(o-dny the half-back line was not always
very certain one under Dressurc. In
digoussing the changes in the “Swans'”
aide, however, one lias to remember that
1lie opposition fo-dity was nof by any
means feebles  Ou the Bulky side, their
waight counted for very much, but the
efratic shooting, coupled with a fine dis-
play by Brooks, prevented them Eecuring
{(he equaliser some time hefore the end.
| In the conclnding minufes Swatnscd Town
were  undoubtedly the superior elever,
and one hys also to refer to the goalkeen:
ing of Gibbon. That brilliance on the
part of the ‘Swoana’  was spasmodic.
Dealing with the gnme as o whole, tliey
iid not introduce the atandard of play:
which marked the bulk of Inst: season’s
gumes, Having already  referred  to
(ibbon,- one cannot 8ay much of the
romaining ~ Luton . players. Bometimes
individually and sometimes collectively
they cvoked applause for @ome daring
aftnck and displays in e Swangen goal-
motith, but, on the whole, they scemed
too bully-and disorganised o team o have
orented a  very greab impreasion.’—
“ Rolande” in the ‘ Sporting News.”
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“ The game produced very few thrills
and compared tinfayvourably with what the
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Supporiers of the club Had been in the
BANIC of heing Berved up with last season,
Luton preved themseives 1o be u keen and
robust fegdm, g gave almost as much

, wehilet M Swans®

With' the men in Tront of them in the
sense that Roulson, Hurwood sud Williams
Were. Compared with what we have seen
of Mim in the past, Colling was rather a
subdued pivos, whilst there was nothing
Qutetadding o fhe work of Uamy,
€xcept that he kept ap it, and again
demonstrated the fuct thut e is a good
plodder. Booth showed several flashes of

redomin-
Up and not constructionists
team’s performance as a whole fel]
below what had been expected.  The
forwards were never well together and
Temained units, of whom Deneon and |
Spottiswoode were the most effective,
whilst of the fullbacks

hably the better, and Brooks Justified his
inclusion in the tedm, if only by reason
of Lis dramatic save late in the game,
when by running out and dispossessing
Kerr when the latter looked bound to
score, e made it possible for the ‘ Bwuns ’
to retire bare winners—* Reynard " -in
the * Sporting Post,” -
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