ALTHOUGH Luton Town’s success at
- the expense of Southend United was
not as convineing as supporters would
have liked it-was none the less welcome,
and there was a suggestion of better
things in the general play.
Southend’s first defeat, and ag they had
succeeded in winning at Brighton and
bringing a point from Bournemouth,
there was a fair degree of merit in the
victory. v - ‘

_ There was no score until after the in-

terval, and the three goals that counted.

-may be dealt with at once. Yardley got

the first with his head from a centre by

M’'Nestry. I don’t know if Jimmy can
remember when he last scored a goal with

time ago. Anyway, . he deserved the
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they were going to make ghort work of
their task, Banes and his backs did
wonderful work when the halves could
not get going, and though there were
encugh narrow escapes to satisfy any-

body, there was no goal, and the Tewn |
began to take a more lively interest in

Moore’s charge,

I doub,t if there has been betier goal-

-keeping in any match on the Town ground
for a long, long time than was shown by |

Banes ‘and Moore. Both had a fair

amount of work. but it was not so much |

the guantity as the quality that raised

 the thrill and aroused the fears of sup-
porters of ei -
in getting down to ghots that were steal- |
e to the post, and Moore was
at home to shots that were going hard

ther side.- Banes was experi

ing in clos

r Comments.
~ Luton’s VictoryOver Southend

| 50 meat in foctwork and in passing, but |
 speed, speed, speed -is the big demand- for

 nently than in other games, and gives
- promise- of eoming right back to his best, |
1 though he has still some way to go before
| he touches the masterfulness of hig hest

_period last season. - - - -

quick in tackling, and all three need
sharpening up. I like Muir the best, for
he was not averse to getting in when
neﬁssary, and his initiation was very

_ McGinnigle was slow in divining the
intentions of the oppoeition, and often
was left. In possession he was A1, but
must grasp the fact that opponents can-J
not be allowed a minute’s peace. I should
not hesitate 1o give either MeGinnigle or
Miller a place in the attack if I thought
they could shoot well, because both are

halves as well ag forwards in English |
football, Clark showed up more promi-

s many critics, and he does
: of praise
uld den




