FEAT

Luton Town Succumb
at Watford, -

TEN MEN FOR HALF
THE GAME.

(By “ CRUSADER "),

Any, little sting attaching to Luton
’g:;n- defeat wju mitigated by the mis-
lose
battling for half
luen, is not a result to evoke severe eriti-
¢isu, and I feel that in a rather peor per-
formance Luton were not much below the
Victors, even allowing for the handicap
under which they laboured in the gecond
half. frue, Watford had the more
chances, and comparison of the defensive
elements would leave a big margin in
favour of the Town's rearguard. Where
Watford excelled was in the dash and per-
Eistence of their front rank, and the all
Tound strength of their middle line.
Luton were more skilful individually, but
lacked that wvital clinching force when
Within striking distance. Therein lay all
the difference between success and defeat,
and, if my information is correct, the
irony of the sitnation ley in the fact that
the player who did most to conquer Luton
was born in this town. As il that weve
not enough. I was informed that Edmonds,
the player in_question, was gigned by Wat-
ford while ‘Luton were discussing the
desirability of taking him frem am.
I Lave no official confirmation of this,

but, even accepting the story, I shonld

the Inst to criticise the directors
adversely for hesitation. Edmonds is well
on the high road to forty, and
BOTH THE GOALS
that fell to Watford were of the fortuitous
kind.

Bdmonds is still an opportunist, but
when he made the move that drew first
blood for Watford hLe should have been
thwarted. His hustle carried him through
to make a gilt-edged opening for WARNER
to do the meedful. Edmonds never forgot
the reason for this success, end the con-
Eequence was that Le made many more
openinzs for his colleagues, and Swan
made {wo or three glaring blunders when
be ghould have scored.

The Town were o long time before they
did anything that promised success, and
the inside forwards were very slow to
strike. True they were zll well watched,
and the player to cause most trouble was
Norman Thomson. Unfortunately his fine
passes into the middle for Jim Thompson
were not accepted, for the ceatre-forward
was challenged in a very different faghion
from FTdmonds. Once Norman Thomson
scooted through and Yates sayed. He was
challénged and lost the ball, but there
was no one shrewd enough to anticipate
''homson’s move, or the scores would have
been equalised,

So the game went on to half-time, long
hefore which we had seen Harper prove
hig skill as a custodian, and he made some
fine saves. It was evident, however, that
the Town players generally were getting
better. and Watford seemed to be




LOSING STING
when the accident happened that robbed
n

Luton of their chance. In a Watford
attack, Graham tackled Swan, kicking the
ball away from the forward’s foot just in
time. Swan kicked, and his boot struck
Graham's ehin so severely that the full
back went down in a heap, and play was
stopped while he received ottention. The
interval was gounded, and the players had
retired to the dressing-room _before
Graham was carried off by the ambulance
men. He took no further part in the
match.

When the gome was resumed, Gordon
and Norman Thomson cach fell back one
position, and Woods came to tke right of
Jim Thompson, a four-forward formation
of attack.

Almost immediztely Watford increased
their lead, and this time EDMONDS gof
the reward of his alertness. Till made a
bad kick, and the centre-forward got the
ball andl ecuffled through. Hdrper ran
ont, but the hall went past him, struck
the upright, and glanced into the net.

Luton, _considering the =absence of
Graham, did very well after this, and gave
Yates and his backs a lot of iork.
Pointon was 2

THE RINGLEADIR

of the assaults, but the goal was the result
of a clever shot by Norman Thomson, who
lobbed the ball over Yates’ head, and it
came down under the bar. Jim Thompson
and Dennis made svre of it, but the referee
afterwards said that the ball was well
over the line before they got it. After this,
Woods failed to take a good chance of
equalising, for he shot straicht =t Yates
with only the goalkeeper io Deat.

Harper and Yates Tioth had calls that
elicited alb their skill, but the end came
with Watford holding the lead.

Harper’s display won urstinted applause,
and if he alwnys does ns well he will be
under the Luton bar for a long time. He
was clever in judgment, very nimble, and
eafe in fielding and delivery. Grabam and
Till were not go good as usual in the early
stages, but both were playing well ot the
time of the accident. Till made one costly
crror, but he was t';e best back on the
field, Gordon again plaved finely at right
half, bnt the man to take the eve most
was Millar, who came benck to his very
: best, and
OVERSHADOWED STEPHENSON,

apart from his clever constructive work
in the eecond half. Rennie is nothing like
the pivot we knew last year or that we
want him to be. He was brushed aside by
Edmonds, and many times he eroiled
advances by wild kicking. The forwards
were patchy. Curiously enoungl: they won
the admiration of the Watford supporters,
and yet we who have been acenstomed to
geeing them week by week know that
they can play much better. There is need
for a gquickening element in the attack.
Tt does mot possess the vitality and ewing
that did so much for the club last season.
Jim Thomnson is like a fish ont of water.
He hustled as vigorously as ever, hut he
had very few shots. Woods was o schemer
and waa clever in control, but he took so
Jong to get zoing that he was often dis-
possessed hefore he had made up his mind
what to do. Norman Thomson was the
cleverest nnd auickest in_petting a move
on, hut he rather starved Pointon before
#ha interval in his endeavours to give Jim
Thomnson an openine. Afterwards he
helped Pointon gnlendidly, and the resnit
was a more virile nttack. ~Pointon did
fine work, and was always daneerous, and
Dennis was better than in recent mames.

“Yates Iept goal well for Watford; the
Yrka were mot mmeh more than gnod
Tickers, It F. Smith and Strein were fine
haives. Of the forwerds, Fdmonds alone
was @ potent force. The attendance
avceeded 11,000, and the weather was all
that could be desired, bt the ground wag
iR

LUTON . S

WATFORD,—Yates; Prior, Fletcher; T\
fmith, E. Smith, Strain; Stepheneon,
Warner, Edmonds, Swan, Daniels,

1, UTON.—Harper, Graham, Till; Gordon,
TRennie, Millar; Pointon, Thomegon, Thomp-
son, Woods, Dennis.

Teferee—~Mr. W, Musther, London.
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