RICHMOND KILL BAYS
BY TEAMWORK, SPEED

By BILL HENDERSON

Richmond’s better, teamwork end speed allowed them to leave

Glenelg flat after the first term ot the Bay Oval today.

AT A GLANCE}

AT LATHLAIN PARK

Ist 2nd 3rd  Final Pts
Sturt 3—2 13—'6 15—7 22—10 142
Perth 5—3 9—6 13—I1 14—15 99

BEST PLAYERS—STURT: Shearman, Burgan.
Bagsinaw, Ottens, Rigney, Tllbrook, Hicks. PEERTH:
Dalton. Edwards. Jenzen, Astone. Shields. Bennett.

SCORERS—STURT: Burgan 5.0, Lauder 3.1,
Rigney 3.1, Ottens 3.0, Tilbrook 2.3, Chessell 2.1,
Shearman 2.1, Greenslade 1.0, Wild 1.0, Schoff 0.1,
Hicks 0.1, Zoanetti 0.1. PERTH: Jenzen 3.1,
Edwards 3.0, Astone 2.3, Isegar 2.2, Miller 2.1, Mills
1.2. Bennett 1.0, Eing 0.2, Dalton 0.1, Parsons 0.1,
Cable 0.1, Millson 0.1.

AT NORWOQOOD
2nd 3rd  Final

Ist Pis.
Shiaco7—2 13—7 19—7 21—10 " 136

H!gf..ﬁ =4 411 713 12—16 II‘
T PLAYERS—SU . -
terson, Robertson, %I%El?&ﬂct? EBLII.?EI?:N l;:n}

Eakins, Williams. NORWOOD - Molloy, R. Oatey,

Modra, Adey (until injured), Nygaard, Shi )
Nettlefold, Matic, ] ygaard, Shillabeer,

SCORERS—SUBIACO: Robertson 9.2, Hampson
3.1, Young 2.1, Gorton 2.1. Smith 1.1, B]ake:ﬁr&
1.1, Burton 1.0, Heal 1.0, Simpson 1.0. Cockram 0.1
rushed 0.2. NOEWOOD: Ehiﬁahe&r 4.3, Molloy 3.0,
R. {}atﬁy 1.7, French 1.1, Roach 1.0, Martin 1.0,
E?ttmgi.l 1.1, Beeching 0.2, Chapman 0.1, Butchart

AT PROSPECT

1st  2nd 3rd  Final Pts.
Fitwoy1-0 23 37 816 &
North 46 546 716 7—18 &0

BEST PLAYERS—FITZROY: Wood Crow
Egnqerberg._ﬂnﬂrews. Murphy, Murray R'Iuscucklig.'
O'Brien. NORTH ADELAIDE: Burns, Hammond,
Von Bertouch, Byers. Phillips, Paul, Bamford
S 1

RS—FITZROY: Ruscuklic 4.2 ;
[3, Hellings 1.1, Newnham L1, Murcén:sigr'u?ﬁl_
shanahan (.2, Searl 0.2, Murphy 02, Padley 0.1,
Murray 0.1. NORTH ADELAIDE: Anderson 23
%ye?ﬁuzé;{ I}B:ménrd l'zcizHeagl 1.1. Francou 1.0. Von

r %, Cearns 0.2, Phillips 0.2, Let
Stringer 0.1, Burns 0.1. o o,

AT GLENELG
Ist  2nd 3rd  Final
Rich. 5-3 12—7 16—12 22-21 153
Glen. 52 7-2 11—2 12-3 75

BEST. PLAYERS—RICHMOND: .Bartlet
glc;rthezaldgﬁtgf& Ruﬂxéaldsan, Sheedy, Davengm't
; NELG: we, W. Phillis, D. 11
Crabb, Marker. Hinson. 5.5, < Kltlle,
Nnrtheg 4.1,

B,

Pis.

Z lS%EREHE—I}}}Eg:!DHD: Brown
1, venport 4.0, rtlett 3.3, Hunt Moore 2.1
Clay 2.0, Smythe 1.3, Ronaldson 0.1, Eﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬂﬂl‘f 0.1,
Huut:ke 0.1, rushed 03. GLENELG: D. Phillis 4.0,
Pattinson 2.1, Marker 20, Moss 1.1, Hinson 1.0
Ebert 10, Edwards 1,0, Paech 0.1, ’

AT ALBERTON

st 2nd Jrd  Final Phks.
33 34 &5 98 @
SMb OO0 25 346 311 2

BEST PLAYERS—PORT: Trevor Obst, Potter,
Ebert, Elleway, Dittmar, Yeo, Nvland, Clayton.
SOUTH MELBOURNE: Way, Murphy, Harrison,
Rantall, Cook, Lambert, Dowsing, Mathews.
SCORERS—FPORT: Dittmar 3.0, Potter 2.3, Ger-
lach 1.0, Yeo 1.0, Nyland 1.0, Salmon 1.0, Maynard
0.2, Haslam 0.1, rushed 02. SOUTH MELBOURNE:
Baskow 12, Dowsing 1.2, Cook 1.0, Murphy 0.2,
Haenen 0.1, Bennett 0.1, Svorinich 0.1.
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REPLACE RULE
SUCCESSFUL

It was interesting to note the success ot the move

&, " /

during last week’s interstate trial football games of
replaced players being able to return to the field.

3rd Final Pts.
16—12 22—21 153
11—2 ' 12—3 75
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Ist 2nd
Rich. 5—3 12—7
Glen. 5—2 7--2
The backing up of
players all over the

ground created oppor-
tunities and Glenelg
matched them only in
the first term,

Glenelg fell apart com-
pletely up forward after
the departure of Marker
early in the second
term with a leg injury.

Fred Phillis did a re-
markable job with the
opportunities he got to
get 4-0. 1

His run on the ball in
the last term was not
surprising.

An outstanding feature
for Glenelg was the per-
formance of Kevin Rowe
at full back.

He forced Rex Hunt to
go so far out to get kicks
that he could do no bet-
ter than 2-6.

Open well

The Bays opened just
as strongly as Richmond,
matching them in every
phase of the game, ex-

cept, perhaps, in the
roving division.
Pattinson tried hard,

but could not match the
brilliance of Bartlett and
Brown, especially around
the scoring area.

Even in this term,
Richmond showed that
they did not waste effort
getting the ball in scor-
Ing range. :

“Marker was cutting the
visitors’ defence to pleces
as he broke clear to
score,

Beginning the second
term, the Bays lost
Marker, and their attack
lost any initiative it had
gained.

On the other hand
Richmond, with their re-
placing of players, won

an ascendancy.

Davenport, who came
on at half forward was
very damaging, and

-posted three goals for the

term.

But he was not so
effective as his counter-
part on the other flank,
John Northey.

Northey seemed to
read the game so well
that scoring goals was
nothing but chicken feed.

Another major asset
was K. Smvthe, their
third rover, who replaced
Bill Brown to combine
well with Kevin Bartlett.

Menace

Bartlett seemed to pop
up all over the ground,
and was a menace to
Glenelg for most of the

game.

The Bays made a few
changes in the third
term, which  brought
Richmond back to them

u-litile.

Ebert to half-forward
created passages of play
to their credit, and he
gave Fred Phillis more

opportunities.

Even with Rowe at full
back and Wayne Phillis
at centre half-back, both
defending strongly, Glen-
elg could not stop the
Richmond onslaught.

The last term was al-
most a forgone conclu-
sion, especially with
Richmond bringing back
such big guns as Northey
and Bill Brown.

Brown, who played at
centre wing during the
third term, acted as run-
rer in the second, and
came back to roving in
the last,

In the meantime,
Kevin Bartlett carried
everything before in the
roving  division. With
Billy Brown back, they
both showed their bril-
liance in scoring when
resting.

The scoreboard showed
how the game was going,
with Richmond kicking
6-9 to the Bays 1-1.

The Richmond side in
this last term showed the
importance of backing

up.

They cut the Glenelg
side to pieces with this
and their speed.

Each club named
about 23 plavers and all
were given a run, some
going back for two or
three runs.

The most significant
part of the whole thing
was that the player
appeared fo play ever
s0 much better when he
went back the second
time after the coach
had had a few words
with him.

At Glenelz last Sat-
urday, East Perth coach
Jack Sheedy used
plavers in a shuttle ser-
vice, repeatedly whip-
ping playvers on and off.

Geoff Motley used it
freely during North
Adelaide’s two trials
against St. Kilda and

‘§Fitzroy and is loud in

his praise for the pos-
sible introduction of
such a move,

I would like to see
this discussed at the
next ANFC meeting as
well as the Kicking out
o bounds on the full
law and the throwing
the ball back to the
player on the full law.

Only if theyv help the
came should new rules
he introduced, and I
feel that these will help.

® Right on
the ball!

Last Saturday morn-
ing, Jack Sheedy, East
Perth coach, walked
into a sports store to
buv a yellow Burley
football (the type used
in WA),

“What do you want a
ball for? Aren't Glen-
elg _sudelying them?"
inquired a curious sales-
man,

“I think Kerley is
putting one over on me
and I want to be ready,”
answered Sheedy,

“I thought that Kerl
used the Burley over
here no-- and I didn't
hother about bringing a
ball. but last night at
practice I accidentally
found out that he is
zoing to use the red
Faulkner ball tomorrow.

So, I'm ready for him
now."

The way East Perth
went, they could have
used a ping pong ball,
They were good,
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