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TWO MORE FOR THE TOWN

BRISTOL ROVERS BEATEN AT LUTO

i S;; a;‘gulgflptbtogether they should finish

‘ elter position tha i

1 Present record suggests. This w:?s %ﬁgg
et gggs?futxve game without g change,
- ough there were several bPlayers of

.x, * % *
THERE Was much speculation as to the

-, S0rt of show the Town would mak:
wWith so Inany changes in the attack. I?
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'THE Town won because there was more

. Elfectiveness in the middle and back
-dlvxslons, and because they pulled out a
little more thrust at close quarters. With
two goals lead at half-time the result
seemed almost assured as g victory for
the Town, though the Rovers were not
the team to cease striving while there
was a chance of a goal. It was the die-
hard quahtg of the Rovers that won the
favour of the crowd, and they just kept
Plugeing away when things were going
agamst them.
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THIS does not insinuate that the Town

- were lacking in mettle. Considering
the game as a whole, it may be said that
the Town beat the Rovers at their own
game, for the contest was one in which
Dace and strength were more obtrusive
features than scientific effort. It will
thus be gathered that as an entertain-
ment the match had its limitations, and
interest. was mainly centred on the
prospects of the Town maintaining the
advantage they secured in the first half-
hour
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WO goals were scored in that period,
and in each case there was just a
tinge of good fortune, though full credit
must be given to the players that had
a part in the successes. Both goals were
the results of fouls. Kean was floored
when he was trying to 1n1}:1ate a move-
ment just inside the Rovers’ half. Taking
the kick, he sent the ball right into the
goal-mouth ; Calvert could only knock it
high in the air, and YARDLEY got his
head to the ball before the goalkeeper
could recover, and into the net it went
s later Tait was brought
TEbgogvnnmggeen he was beating Hill in
the course of a rush th_attwoglzﬁ h%},grlr?g'
him with a clear run into gT P e
kick nicely, and Tait he
Béas%e%atféirc as the goagéieggreguégaclﬁg%
for the ball; it was n o e
lose enough to seize
?ff;{égpagg slogt no time in kicking into
the net. % *
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d given a, great deal of

THE ﬁ%‘t’gr%or%%e Town defendersdwheng
aé:llley got into their stride, axﬁ I?Olft
evetlane assaults came by way of t ﬁoﬁv %n i
gfing both Oakton and Dix s z

( By Crusader )

clever footwork and understanding,

target. Kean and the backs were also
brominent with good clearances, but
Calvert had far more work than Imrie,
and his backs were more busily engaged
than the home bair Perhaps a lead of
two goals at the interval flattered the
Town a little.
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THERE was little change in the methods
after the cross-over, and the run of
blay continued to be fairly even, with
the Town rather the more dangerous and
Still giv ng Calvert stifier handfuls than
fell to Imrie *Mainly that was due to
the difference i1 the merits of the
defences rather th. {o the superiority of
1e Town_ forwards. 'They had the more
opportunities of attack, thanks to the

better support they received. W
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'"THE Rovers’ halves fought hard, and
4 generally had the Town forwards well
in check, but they could not serve such
basses as were given to the Town for-
wards. Oakton and Dix continued to be
the main source of worry to the Town
rearguard, and Imrie made a fine save
from Cook. At one stage the Rovers
made desperate attempts to draw level,
and but for the constant watchfulness
of the Town backs wruld brobably have
done so. E
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'THE issue was ~made virtually safe
, fifteen minutes from the end, after a

series of attacks by the Town had been
frustrated following hot scuffles in the
Rovers’ goal area. The ball had been
scrambled away several times, and there
was no aprarent danger when TURNER.
benefiting by the play of Fraser and
Yardley took a chance and shot a great
goal from upwards of twenty yards’
range, the speed of the ball beating
Calvert as the goalkeeper flung himself
across.
THERE was not a lo. vt danger to either

goal after this, though Oaktoam and
Dix made spasmodic attempts in which
they were applauded for elever combina-
tion. The Town defence was quite stable.
however, and had the satisfaction of
hearing  the final whistle sound with
their goal intact. It was a vigorous but
cleanly-fought game, in which the result,
from the Town supporters’ view, was the
most satisfactory feature.
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ALL the defenders played well, with the

Town rearguard the more impressive,
just as the halves were the more intelli-
gent. There was more consideration in
the clearing of danger, and better
placing. In attack, however, there was
not a Int to choose between the Town
and the Rovers. Oakton and Dix were |
the best wing, and the former the best
forward angaged. but as a line the Town
were {1 more effective at close quarters,
ever if they did not show such readiness
to shoot as the Rovers’ five. ,
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LUTON TOWN — JTmrie; Xingham,
Hodgson ! Kean, M¢(iinnigle, Fraser ;
Heslop. M'Nestry. Tait, Yardley, Turner.

BRISTOL ROVERS —Calvert ; Russell
Hill : Rotilledge. Pickering. rCooper;
Oakton. Dix. Cook, Townrow, Young.

Referee—DMr. A. J. Spittle, Gravesend




