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Luton T edb;'dge 2 line before, in the 20th minute, Dagen-
own ham deservedly went in front.
. SLACKNESS at the back was the Hat- Matt Ritchie’s low cross from the

ters downfall as they went down 2-1 at left somehow found Foster who
The Lo‘:ldonsBogqugh of Barking & ggﬁ“g’sf%n!rolled before rifling the
23igt§snA?e?Su‘t:m:.um onSafurday. ¥ LlPton ml:gghded well, Asa hall hit-
That is the view of new on- ting the post and this heralded
Vet Pt on-loan  puton's first real pres

keeper Lewis Price whose bow in Tom Craddockp hssulrg'h i
L' colours ended n disappoint o Craadock hould ave done
ment.

2 : Roper’s knockdown and Ian Hender-
e Ry profuced a sl RS SRS D
d : . : X est in the Daggers’ keeper Ton
ing up being particularly impressive - Roberts who wagsgcompletellJv wron y
but the combination of a slow start  gyoteq g &
and defensive lapses proved to be Roberts denied Craddock at the

start of the second half before Price
did well to prevent Jon Nurse from
extending Dagenham’s lead.

HATTERS boss Mick Harford was
left an annoyed man after
watching his side go down 2-1 at
the London Borough of Barking &
Dagenham Stadium.

The visitors created plenty of
chances, but their inability to put
them away proved costly.

Harford said: “I'd like to change
the record, but.l feel like | keep
repeating myself all the time.

“We were the better team for
the majority of the game,
obviously we go 2-0 down and
then respond with a goal, then
there’s only one team wanting to
1ry and go and get something
from the game.

“Chances wise, we had four or
five in the first half and probably
more in the second half.

“When it got to 2-1, all

ter it might have been a different
story, but it took for us to go a goal Luton, with no choice but t
2 < - 0 press
down before we even started playing  forward, were becoming increasli)ngly
foc:‘tball._ ; et & susceptible to Dagenham's pace up
_“We didn't start very well which is  front and their task was made harder
disappointing beacause I don’t think  in the 56th minute when Saunders’
th?‘)\'ﬂ r: g}g;&ggt Ofrt:eﬁ"gls- £ B (Cioey somehow found its way into the
SO, ood stuflt a Luton net with Fosts i i
times. We looked good going forward,  goal. geentebEiven the
just defensively we didn’t look the Two minutes before the hour, Hen-
“L 4 3 2 derson collected Jarvis’ pass and slot-
_ “Going forward I don’t think there  ted the ball clinically past Roberts,
istoomuch of a problem, but weneed  but Luton’s chances were dealt a blow
to tighten up defensively and work  minutes later when Kevin Nicholls

harder to stop things happening.” left the field with a hamstring injury. Dagenham wanted to do was run
In East London, the Hatters gave as Ian Roper almost put the Hatters the clock down for the last half
good as they got, but once again came  back'on level terms midway through an hour:

A poor start saw the Hatters go
a goal down, but his charges’
response was praised by
Harford.

He added: “First 20 minutes
we were very poor, we didn't start
particularly well — they did.

“But when we got a grip of the
game there was only one team in
the game. Again, it's a couple of
defensive lapses.

out as losers. the half, but his shot through a crowd
They created enough chances to  of players was cleared off the line by
have won the game, and on the bal-  Saunders. Gallen then turned well in
ance of play perhaps just shaded it, the area only to see his shot have the
but the hosts were always a threat on sting taken out of it by a perfectly-
the break and will feel that were timed challenge.
worth something from the encounter. As the encounter entered the final
The switch from 4-3-3 to 4-4-2 gave  five minutes, Craddock stabbed a shot
the Hatters a more solid look, but it  wide, but that proved to be their last
was the home side who were quickest  chance as time ran out.

out of the blocks. The defeat extended the winless- g “The players were wamned that
Price made a decisive intervention  run tosix gamesand Price knows that & they would be coming to a tight
in the eight minute after a cross things have to change, and soon. 2 ground and Dagenham would get
caused hesitancy in the Hatters’ He added: “I think we played well § the ball in the lgrl)(ffxrd box as‘ble
defence and moments later Ed Asafu-  enough to at least get a draw out of it & $3‘?:2 _a!nr?aas q:é% aynzsmpgy55| -
Adjaye’s blushes were spared as Ben  and created enough chances to go on £ % sml"eé Mnggals Land
Strevens, who had capitalised on the ~ and win it. s Do A . s
fu!l»back‘s' mistake, had a shot “It'll be a good team for t}lle future‘, AERIAL BATTLE: Daggers’ centre-half Magnus Okuonghae climbs above on my behalf.”
deflected wide. but'af'the miiitte weneed to star his opposite number lan Roper during the home side’s 2-1 victory And Harford was left to bemoan

his side's ill-fortune, saying: “At
the moment, Luton Town Football
Club, me as a manager, the
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Rossi Jarvis then headed off the  picking up results.”
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