LUTON LOSE AT WALSALL

'BETTER FINISHING  WOULD
HAVE WON.

(By “CRUSADER").

 QIOME idea of the conditions at Walsall

may be gathered from the fact that
the giove I was wearing was soaked, and
water streamed from the writing-desk. A
piercing wind decorated noses and ears,
and seemed to penetrate to the marrow
of the spectators, so what it must have
been for the players, who were operating
on a heavy and slippery ground, they only
can tell. Possibly these drawbacks had
“gsomething to do with the fraying of tem-
pers in the second half, when the game
“became decidedly rough, and the referee
had to speak to a player or two on each
gide. :

Luton Town lost because very soon after
the start Fulien made an unfortunate rass
bucxk towaras his own goal; none of his
colieagues could rTeach 1t, but Albert
Wausters, the Lown Keserve centre-fqrwar_d
last season, snapped up the ball in his
stride and rushed through to give Banes
no possible cnance of saving. This eame
aiter seven minutes, and it must be admit-
ted that on the run of the game until
then, and for a considerable time after-
wards, Walsall were much the better gide,
and were only kept at bay by the stout
deience put up by Banes and his backs.

Apart from fugitive raids, in which
Melnnes and Yardley were prominent, the
Town were not impressive in the first half-
Tour, but subsequently op_en-ed out well, and
from equality in the closing minutes of the
first half_ rose to superiority, and Walsall
were extremely fortunate to get bhoth
points. That they did sc was chiefly due
30 the fine goalkeeping of Biddlestone,
who has the making of an International.
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d deal of luck, yet his
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Biddlestone, however, was the mainstay
of the home gide. Twice in the first half
he saved when gaqals seemed certain, but
later in the game he was brilliant, and
shots that would have beaten the average
goarlkeeper were  saved without fuss or
show. HEvery forward on the Town side,
ag well as Clark, gave the Walsall goal-
keeper opportunities to prove his mettle,
but the sadder part of the story was that
he should have been let off so easily on
several occasions when foeman had only to
turn the ball past him to secure a roint
for Luton.

Mcln_nes and Boylen were greatly at
fault in this respect, both failing badly.
It was a pity, for the former especially,
as he was playing far better than in re-
cent games, and a goal would have been
a fitting fulfilment of his skilful work in
the approach. Boylen was never at home
against unrelenting opposition, and at
least two simple openings were missed by
him. Bireh did not play up to him tco
well, though doing fine work in conjunc-
tion with Yardley, but Drinnan’s mission
was to provide for McInpes, and he did it
splendidly., Yardley was a fine, enterrris-
ing Jeader, and in spite of returning with-
out a goal, put up one of his best games in
the position, 5
. Fraser was the highest class half-back
on view, and revelled in his job, while
Olark eanrot be moved from the pivotal
place while ke shows the strength and
forcefulness, both in attack and defence,
that he showed in this trial., Towards the
end of the game he was pretty wel] the
master of the mid-field, and came ag near
scoring as any player with hig fine shots.

Fulton improved after a bad start, and
also did much to swing the tide in favour
of the Town. Richards has seldom played
with more suecess, and Smith wag a solid
and purposeful partner. Banes also did
grand work, making clever saves, though
on the whole he had less severe tests than
Biddlestone. ;

Walsaill have found a brilliant goal-
keeper, and will surely be able'to sell him
before long. The backs were.resolute and
vigorous, and Helliwell a rivot with con-
structive ideas, and the physique to de-
fend. Roe and Walters were the pick of
the forwards, but the former did not re-
ceive good support.

There were 7,000 spectators.

.~ WALSALL 5
LUTON TOWN ..liccwsusms nil
WALSALTL.—Biddlestone; Groves, Houl-
dey; Muldoon, Helliwell, Bradford; Mason,
Roe, Walters (A), Eyres, Murphy.
TLUTON.—Banes; Richards, Smith; Fulton,
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 Clark, Fraser; Boylen, Birch, Yardley,
'Drinnan, McInnes, ‘ ‘
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* Referce:—Mr, F. H. Burton, Leicester.




