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  To Layne and Lizzie Patterson,


  the most hospitable Manchester United


  fans in the land.


  Preamble


  Out for my morning run, I spotted a football sitting forlornly several yards inside the wire surrounding the pitch on which I had played most of my Sunday football career. I wondered whether I should rescue the sorry-looking ball and take it home for my sons to use as a kickabout. Was it worth the effort and slight risk involved in shinning over the fence to rehabilitate the football? I couldn’t tell from where I was whether the ball was usable or a deflated reject. There was only one way to find out. I climbed over the fence and picked up the ball. It was soft, needed inflating, but felt as though it would respond to a pump. Getting back over the fence with its jagged, wiry strands was not easy, but I managed it. The football did service as a training ball and the boys and their team were all well pleased that I’d bothered to take the trouble to rescue it and allow it to resume a useful existence.


  Foreword


  I first came across the story of the ‘bent’ match between Manchester United and Liverpool while researching my book on the history of betting in football, Gambling On Goals. I was intrigued by the bare bones of the tale, the best-documented example of a genuinely ‘squared’ game among so many rumoured fixes and riggings that can never be conclusively proved. The most fascinating aspect of the game was the insistence of one of the so-called ring-leaders that he was innocent. Of the eight players subsequently barred sine die, he was the only one whose suspension was maintained until he was far too old to make a comeback.


  Six of the guilty parties admitted their involvement and were pardoned. One tragically died in the First World War. But Enoch ‘Knocker’ West went to his grave still adamantly declaring he had been wronged. I thought it would be a fascinating exercise to find out how and why the whole incident had come about. But I also wanted to establish whether there was the slightest chance that Enoch had indeed been wrongly accused and, if so, to win for him a posthumous pardon or, at least, an acknowledgement from the football authorities that he had been hard done by. This is the story of that match and my efforts to ‘Free the Manchester United One’.


  Acknowledgements


  Trying to re-create a time nearly a century removed from one’s own is not possible without a great deal of help and I must place on record my gratitude to those who selflessly assisted my endeavours. Among them I include Simon Inglis, whom I had admired from afar, and whose own Soccer In The Dock had encouraged my initial interest in this game. Simon kindly permitted me to borrow his original notes, compiled when writing about the match in that book. We enjoyed an Italian meal together, during the course of which it emerged that we share a love of pretty obscure mid-sixties psychedelia and blues music – me only listening, but Simon often playing.


  Simon remains convinced that his book Sightlines (Yellow Jersey, 2000) was badly treated by the judges of the prestigious William Hill Sports Book of the Year, which award I initiated. I know he is wrong but understand why he feels unable to attend the ceremonies at which the annual winner is announced. The invitation is there permanently.


  Chas Sumner, Chester City archivist, helped me to locate details of the mysterious Lol Cook, who was one of the eight players suspended but who was listed as being a Chester player and whose relationship with the United and Liverpool players was initially unclear.


  My good friend and former colleague on the board of Wealdstone FC, Layne Paterson – who has been nurturing his own Manchester United-related book idea for more years than I care to recall – hunted through his massive collection of United books to track down references to the match and those who took part in it. I’m not sure that he didn’t welcome the excuse to pore over the volumes without attracting the criticism of his lovely wife Lizzie. I am delighted to dedicate this book to the two of them.


  David Barber, Librarian and Archivist at the FA, allowed me access to his volumes and, although we were unable to locate the minutes of the Commission that investigated the match, I found some helpful material there. Hugh Hornby at the National Football Museum; Banker and Liverpool enthusiast Alan Hindley supplied me with stats and details; while Knocker’s grandson, Roger West, was enthusiastic and helpful in progressing the project.


  My family – Sheila, Steeven and Paul – suffered, as ever, when, from being the leader of the anti-Man U brigade, I became obsessed with the club’s history, up to and including 1915, for the duration of the book.


  I found much useful material at the British Newspaper Library in Colindale – even though they occasionally seemed unwilling to let me in. Can’t blame them really.


  It was great to find Knocker’s son, Eric, so vibrantly alive, if still somewhat unsure about his feelings towards his father – perhaps this book will help him in that respect. After writing the book, I have a grudging respect and affection for someone who was clearly a difficult character to deal with, who insisted on ploughing his own furrow and who didn’t suffer fools gladly, if at all – perhaps I recognised many of my own traits in there. Well done, Knocker, guilty or innocent!


  Thanks very much to everyone else who helped out.


  Graham Sharpe,

  August 2003


  Prologue – The Pre-fix


  Monday-night regulars hunched over their pints at The Dog and Partridge pub in Manchester had been digesting the latest news of the war, and now their discussion turned to the forthcoming big game between Manchester United and Liverpool to be held a week later – on Good Friday 1915. There was little optimism in the air. It was a ‘must-win’ match for the relegation-threatened Old Trafford club against rivals who had a cushion of a few points but who were not wholly out of the woods.


  As the drinkers pondered how United boss John Robson would plot a course to safety in the final eight games of the season, some of them might have noticed a little knot of men sitting in the corner, deep in animated conversation. Keen Manchester United supporters and knowledgeable followers of football and cricket would have remarked that the small group contained some familiar faces.


  Wasn’t that United centre half Arthur Whalley who had just gone up to the bar to order a round of pints? And the chap who’d just called out to him to ‘hurry up’ – didn’t he resemble prolific forward Enoch ‘Knocker’ West? Surely one of the other fellows was West’s great pal and inside forward partner Sandy Turnbull? As for that other bloke with them – wasn’t he Jackie Sheldon, who’d been a winger with United until he’d left to play for Liverpool, just before Christmas 1913? Could that be Lancashire cricketer Lol Cook with them?


  Most of them were likely to be in one of the two teams lining up the following Friday. But then, why shouldn’t they get together for a friendly glass or two before the game? Mind you, it didn’t seem that friendly. They weren’t getting on at all well. A few heated words had been exchanged. Voices were raised. Other patrons stopped talking and strained to hear what the argument was about. Some bold souls were about to go and ask the group for their opinion about the forthcoming match and to seek reassurance that United would survive. But the footballers – if indeed that was who they were – quickly finished their drinks and departed into the typically damp, late-March Mancunian twilight.


  Three days later, on the eve of the vital match – April Fool’s day, as fate would have it – at another pub, just around the corner from the Great Central Station in Manchester, a small gathering was once again drawing itself to the attention of locals enjoying an evening pint. Sheldon and West were identified, along with Manchester United forward George Anderson and a couple of other men. Snippets of the conversation between them were overheard and later repeated around the city. Rumours began to fly through this close-knit community of footballing men, many of whom immediately made a beeline for their bookies...
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  The Birth of Match Fixing


  Considering the number of football matches that have been played in Britain since the game became organised into leagues and subject to strict rules, the percentage that has been proved to have been manipulated, rigged or fixed, is tiny. Naturally, the cases that have come to light have been highly sensationalised in the newspapers and topped with lurid banner headlines. Although betting has proved to be the motive behind some games that were rigged to produce pre-determined results, it has not been the only incentive. In the days of maximum wages – a restrictive practice that was finally ended in 1961 – many players who had been tempted by offers of additional payments ‘under the counter’ would agree to help ‘throw’ games in order to influence promotion or relegation issues that might have had drastic financial implications for the clubs involved. In his excellent book, Soccer in the Dock, Simon Inglis points out:


  In the decade or so before 1914 the football authorities had to deal with a whole catalogue of misdemeanours, almost all of them related to financial irregularities. More serious was the matter of rigging match results. There were two leading motives behind attempts to ‘fix’ matches. The first and most common reason...was in order to achieve a certain League placing. These rigged games always took place near the end of the season and perhaps helped guarantee promotion or a ‘talent money’ placing, or maybe helped a club avoid relegation. The second reason for rigging a result was in order to gain financially from betting.


  Another early example of dodgy deeds on the football field was recorded in March 1878 by the Darwen News. In a report of a match between Darwen and local rivals Turton it was alleged that the latter’s ‘goalkeeper did pretty well, but we should recommend him to cease his contention with the spectators and keep his money in his pocket.’ In 1890 a more blatant type of attempted match ‘fixing’ was seen at Shieldfield in Scotland where teams arriving to play local side Royal Oak were warned that any goalkeeper foolish enough to attempt to prevent their star centre forward from scoring, or saving his shots, was liable to have the utmost difficulty in departing from the ground with limbs intact!


  In May 1900 Jack Hillman, Burnley’s goalkeeper, was suspended for a year by a joint Football League and Football Association Commission after trying to bribe Nottingham Forest players to lose a game that would otherwise doom Burnley to relegation. Forest players rejected the Burnley offer of £2 per head to ‘take it easy’. And even after the inducement was increased to £4 – when Burnley were 2–0 down at half time – the bribe produced the same negative reaction. Forest eventually won 4–0. A more bizarre reason for trying to fix a result emerged in 1911 when Middlesbrough boss Andy Walker was banned for trying to predetermine the outcome of a game against bitter local rivals Sunderland – a game that ‘Boro’ won 1–0. Allegedly, the match was fixed in order to assist the political aspirations of Middlesbrough Chairman Lieutenant-Colonel Gibson Poole, who was standing in the forthcoming General Election. Following the scandal, Poole was banned from football for life and also failed to win the seat. However, the scandal did not prevent him from eventually receiving a knighthood – on New Year’s Day 1935.


  In 1912 Richard McNeall was jailed for two months after admitting writing to Burnley FC and Norwich City, purporting to be the goalkeeper of teams they were about to play, and offering to throw the games for £20. Even Inspector Clouseau might reasonably have been expected to have cracked that particular case.


  Having researched many so-called betting-related match-fixing scandals I have come across a great many references of this nature. It is impossible to deny that match-rigging has taken place, but perfectly possible to argue that betting as the main cause has often been over-played. The earliest reference to betting on a football match I have discovered refers to the first FA Cup Final ever played – on 16 March 1872 – in which the 4–7 favourites The Royal Engineers became the sport’s first beaten odds-on hot shots. The ironically named Betts scored the only goal of the game for the outsiders, The Wanderers. However, there was no suggestion of match-fixing in this case.


  It was not until 1892, exactly twenty years later, that officials and players were banned from betting on matches. And in 1902 the FA attempted the impossible – trying to ban everyone who attended a football match from betting on its outcome. The authorities now saw a new ‘menace’ on the horizon – betting coupons. In 1909 three men caught distributing football betting coupons outside Villa Park on a match day were arrested and offered a choice of a £1 fine or fourteen days in jail. In 1910 legendary goalkeeper Billy ‘Fatty’ Foulke, of Sheffield United and England, was prosecuted for permitting his retirement pub – the Duke Inn in Sheffield – to be used for the purposes of betting.


  The football authorities were definitely feeling uneasy about the potential influence of betting on the game. In 1910 J C Clegg, a senior FA official, was warning, ‘If ever betting got a firm foothold, the game as we know it would be done forever.’ A 1938 publication, The Story of the Football League, referring to the 1911–12 season, revealed:


  At this time the game began to be the object of increased activity among betting agents who did not hesitate to get into contact with players and give rise to suspicions regarding the bona-fides of certain games, and this brought a declaration from the Committee that any participation in betting on the games by any official or player would be dealt with as misconduct and be severely visited.


  In September 1912 the Football League Management Committee warned against ‘a number of betting agents, who are sending circulars and coupons’ to players and officials. Coupon betting was causing such concern to the authorities that in 1913 the FA set up a commission to investigate the problem. Players’ Union representatives, officials and directors all took part in the investigation. The FA’s Commission reported that betting on the game was ‘prevalent throughout the country’ and, despite finding no serious evidence of match-rigging related to gambling, recommended permanent suspension for anyone in the game found guilty of any involvement with betting. In addition to calling for a life ban for any official, referee, linesman or player proved to have taken part in coupon betting, the Commission recommended that ‘clubs be required to insert a clause in their agreements with players providing that the agreement be terminated upon it being proved that a Player has taken part in coupon football betting.’ In February 1913 the FA Management Committee approved the resolution, ‘This Committee regrets to learn that coupon betting and press competitions in the nature of coupons are being extensively used, to the serious detriment of the game. The Committee seriously warns all players and officials that they are determined to do all in their power to suppress the evil and will not hesitate to take extreme measures to that end.’


  In March 1913 the Morning Post estimated that two million football coupons were being circulated nationally on a weekly basis. Writing in the Spectator, Charles E B Russell was blaming betting for unrest at games, and hinting at skulduggery. He suggested:


  When once the canker of ulterior gain as the result of a win enters the game, part of the genuine healthy pleasure goes. Sometimes the violent scenes which have taken place upon football fields may be traced to large numbers of spectators having lost money owing to the favourite team not having won, and to there being a general suspicion that the goalkeeper or some other member of the losing side has sold the match.


  Speculation, rather than evidence, I think, and almost a charge that spectators might be looking to influence the outcome for betting purposes via crowd violence. By July 1913 the issue had reached the House of Commons where politicians debated the Ready Money Football Betting Bill. The Right Honourable W Hayes Fisher told Members of Parliament, ‘The FA has long been determined to endeavour to free this game from the excrescences which have grown upon it in connection with betting and gambling.’ In November 1913 the FA’s Management Committee declared itself to be ‘anxious to eliminate all species of speculation as being detrimental to the best interests of the game, the players and officials, and hope for the very healthy co-operation of all clubs and officials to maintain the purity of the sport’.


  In 1914 a bookmaker’s father was imprisoned for five months after being found guilty of offering £55 to a player to influence the outcome of a match. The convicted man was named as Pascoe Bioletti. His son, William Alfred Bioletti, of Hove, in Sussex, operated a football coupon betting business based in Geneva. The player approached was, bizarrely enough, the totally incorruptible England and West Bromwich Albion skipper Jesse Pennington – as highly regarded in his day as Bobby Charlton, Gary Lineker and Alan Shearer have been by later generations. The cash on offer was £5 per player to ensure that Albion did not win their imminent game at home to Everton on 29 November 1913. The incident was reported to the police who organised a ‘sting’ operation. The game went ahead and ended in a draw. Afterwards Pennington approached the man and asked for his ‘bung’. At this point the law appeared and the culprit was taken into custody. It was later alleged that Bioletti had also endeavoured to ‘nobble’ Birmingham captain Francis Womack.


  These bungled efforts to fix games do not give the overwhelming impression that there was a well-organised and ruthless syndicate in the background. Rather they seem like the efforts of a few individuals who had made naïve and hopelessly ill-targeted attempts to influence a couple of games. The plots had been rumbled almost immediately and promptly and properly dealt with. Football and social historian Nicholas Fishwick captured the essence of the dilemma facing the game’s administrators when he wrote in his English Football and Society 1910–50:


  The football authorities were hostile to betting on football, they claimed, because it damaged the sport’s reputation and threatened the fairness of the game. This involved taking every possible step to prevent betting from influencing football, while strenuously denying that any such influence existed.


  In a March 1914 article, not in itself notably friendly towards the concept of football betting, the Glasgow Herald (without apparent sarcasm or irony) declared, ‘There is no suggestion that the professional football player is mixed up in any dishonourable way with coupon betting. His sense of fair play is beyond question. But he may, and frequently does, “put a little bit on” coupons.’ The Herald also estimated that ‘one bookmaker distributes a weekly average of about 40,000 coupons in Glasgow and district’ which gives some idea of the appeal and popularity of football-related betting at the time. Athletic News considered ‘The Integrity of Games’ in a December 1915 article which commented:


  In days past there have been a few games in which suspicions have been roused. Perhaps there was ground for complaint over some contests in which a club has dwelt in the safety zone and their opponents have been in fear of relegation. There have, however, been many explanations for most of these games, such as the indifference and the predilections of one set of players, and the earnestness and the fierceness of those who were striving to avoid a lower division of football. Matches of an unsatisfactory character have become increasingly rare.


  If this Manchester United–Liverpool match has been proved to be a fake, it must not be wildly assumed that footballers as a class are a pack of scoundrels. We should not forget how Charles Thomson of Sunderland, Pennington of West Bromwich and Womack of Birmingham acted when they were offered bribes by men who had interests outside football. It would be just as logical to infer from these cases that all players were sufficiently honest as to deduce that all players are rogues from this Manchester United–Liverpool fiasco. The integrity of League football as a whole is as beyond impunity.


  But even today, football has an ambiguous attitude to gambling. Players are still barred from betting on matches, yet the game benefits financially from gambling through the football pools and by permitting clubs to have betting shop facilities in their grounds.


  2


  Setting the Scene


  Before the kick-off time of matches played on Friday 2 April 1915, the English Football League Division One table looked like this:
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  Manchester United (who had only gloried in that title since April 1902, when they had changed their name from Newton Heath) had been First Division champions as recently as the 1910–11 season. But when Liverpool came to Old Trafford on Good Friday 2 April 1915 United were languishing third from the bottom of the First Division, having only gained 25 points from 31 games. Liverpool themselves – despite frequently repeated claims that they were now free of relegation worries – were, in fact, far from safe. They had only picked up 29 points from 33 games, putting them in fourteenth position out of the twenty teams in the table. Top of the table were Oldham, with 39 points from 31 games. Then came Manchester City, with 39 points from 32 games, and Blackburn Rovers, with 39 from 33. Chelsea were bottom, with 24 points from 30 games.


  This was an extremely tight division in which one might think every point was vital – especially as it should be remembered that a win only earned two points in those days. Today, the rivalry between Manchester United and Liverpool is fierce, and the thought that either side might do the other a favour – even for pecuniary reward – is impossible to contemplate. In those days, though, as United chronicler Richard Kurt points out, ‘The now infamous rivalry was not yet of sufficient power to make this a game they – Liverpool – HAD to win.’


  The fact that Britain was now eight months into what would become known as the First World War – or the ‘Great War’ – posed an added problem for Football League players and officials alike. The war broke out on 4 August 1914. At the beginning there had been no conscription and although many football players had left their clubs to volunteer for the forces, it was decided by both the Football League and the Football Association that the full season’s fixture list should be completed. That league games were continuing to be played, despite the mounting death toll in France, was causing rumblings of discontent among military leaders and politicians. But this was not a universal view. Some people argued that sporting contests allowed civilians an opportunity to let off steam and provided much-needed relief and entertainment for those on leave from the front, or left at home while their loved ones went off to war, or unable, through being too unfit, too young or too old, to sign on for the forces. Indeed some even thought that were the FA to cancel all sporting contests for the duration of the conflict it would be an admission of defeat and an indication to the enemy that Britain was unable to maintain normal life in the face of the conflict.


  However, at a special meeting of the Football League, held in London a few days before the Good Friday match, Colonel C F Grantham, commander of the 17th Battalion, the Duke of Cambridge’s Own Middlesex Regiment (Football), was hugely critical of the level of recruitment from the sport. Colonel Grantham, the top officer in the Footballers’ Battalion, revealed that only 122 professional players of an estimated 1,800 available had joined up. He told those present, ‘I am taking the opportunity to ask you gentlemen if you and your clubs have done everything in your power to point out to the men what their duty is.’ Colonel Grantham pulled no punches when he declared, ‘It is no use mincing words. If men who are fit and capable of doing so will not join, they and also those who try by their words and actions to prevent them will have to face the opinion of their fellow men publicly. I will no longer be a party to shielding the want of patriotism of these men by allowing the public to think they have joined the Football Battalion.’


  Historian A F Pollard wrote to The Times, ‘We view with indignation and alarm the persistence of Association Football clubs in doing their best for the enemy – every club that employs a professional football player is bribing a much needed recruit to refrain from enlistment and every spectator who pays his gate money is contributing so much towards a German victory.’ The Dean of Lincoln wrote to the FA about ‘onlookers who, while so many of their fellow men are giving themselves in their country’s peril, still go gazing at football.’ With such strong feelings being aroused, there was a general belief that once the 1914–15 season had been completed, league games were likely to be put on hold for the duration of the war. This would have major financial implications for the players.


  Footballers at this time were most definitely not the well-paid and over-pampered superstars of today. Among Football League players there must have been an ominous feeling that if and when serious football was resumed they may not be young enough, fit enough – or perhaps alive enough! – to resume earning a living from the game. The players must have been fearful for their futures – both financial and physical. At that time players were the exploited parties (the era of the multi-million pound soccer star was still to come and would have seemed an unbelievable fantasy to them). Attendances at matches could be huge, yet players’ wages were comparatively modest. Footballers were treated as little more than talented slaves. The boardroom barons were the beneficiaries of the players’ skills – even though crowds were most certainly not pouring into the grounds to watch well-to-do directors and administrators in action.


  If grievances over pay and conditions were widespread one might have expected there to be an epidemic of crooked matches, as players sought to earn themselves an illicit pay-day to tide them over the probable hard times to come. Yet there is no reliable evidence that any such outbreak of skulduggery occurred. Perhaps circumstances had never previously been right for such a daring operation to be planned and implemented.


  What is beyond reasonable doubt, however, is that a number of players plotted to ensure that Manchester United would win the Good Friday match against Liverpool by a scoreline of 2–0, thereby landing a betting coup by wagering on that pre-ordained scoreline at odds of up to 8–1.


  Betting on matches in this way was a comparatively new phenomenon and it is unlikely that many bookmakers were prepared to accept hefty bets based on correctly predicting the scores of games. Their suspicions would already have been aroused by the gossip in and around the game regarding the outcome of a small number of the matches played in recent seasons.


  Any players planning to make money on a rigged match would have had to place their bets via trusted contacts, spreading the wagers around different bookies to avoid suspicions being voiced even before the match was played. They clearly couldn’t have placed the bets in their own names – even the most naïve of bookmakers would have experienced a slight feeling of unease had such a tactic been adopted. In fact ‘layers’ – those taking the bet – would most certainly have refused to accept all but the very smallest stakes from such a source, and word would soon have spread along the grapevine that something dodgy was going on. Perhaps it did. Eamon Dunphy, in his book, A Strange Kind of Glory, says, ‘For days before the match, rumours had circulated in Manchester that the result was “squared”.’ Another complication was that, at this time, team selection involved discussions by a number of people, rather than today’s accepted practice of just one person – usually the manager or coach – making the decision. So it must have been difficult for the plotters-to-be who met up in the two pubs in the days before the big game to be sure their co-conspirators would actually be in the line up for the match.


  Prior to this game, there had been two other Liverpool matches that had raised some concern. The first, a match against Newcastle in 1911, had been a draw. The second against Chelsea in March 1913 had ended in a 2–1 win for the Londoners. At the time, Liverpool had been in mid position in the First Division table and Chelsea were third from bottom. Afterwards, Arsenal Chairman Henry Norris (who, ironically, was suspended by the FA in 1927 for ‘financial irregularities’) wrote in a newspaper article that, ‘had the Liverpool team as a whole desired to win the match they could have done so quite readily’. He expressed sorrow for ‘the genuine triers in the Liverpool team’. It may or may not have been coincidental that Arsenal (then known as Woolwich Arsenal) were bottom of the table at the time. There seems to have been no suggestion that betting had played a part in deciding the outcome of that match. The poor performance was attributed to Liverpool’s fixture list of three games in four days. Inquiries were held into both the Newcastle and Chelsea matches but nothing untoward was discovered in either case and the players were exonerated.


  April Fool jokes were few and far between in the four-page edition of the racing and sporting paper the Sporting Chronicle, published on 1 April 1915 and costing one penny. The front page concerned itself mainly with horse and greyhound racing, and with running – or ‘pedestrianism’, as it was then known. The Chronicle reported that, ‘A great foot race’ was to be run at Westwood Grounds, Wigan on Saturday next ‘between W Williamson and J Brooks, who will run 100 yards for £30’. On Saturday 10 April at Salford Football Ground would take place the ‘world’s 220 yards championship between Jack Donaldson and W R Applegarth’ for £200. Also on the front page there was news of rabbit coursing, pigeon flying and pigeon shooting.


  The Good Friday football fixtures appeared on page two: FA League Division One – Aston Villa v Blackburn Rovers; Bolton Wanderers v Bradford; Chelsea v Bradford City; Everton v Burnley; Manchester United v Liverpool; Norwich City v Sheffield United; Spurs v Newcastle; Sunderland v Middlesbrough. (Had I been around in those days I would have been off to Hertfordshire, where Watford were entertaining my team, Luton Town, in a local Southern League derby, won, might I mention, 2–4 by the visitors.) The back page was where to find the football previews, under the heading ‘Football Gossip’:


  Except that Lacey displaces Fairfoul at right half back, the Liverpool team against Manchester United at Old Trafford tomorrow will be identical with that which drew with Newcastle last Monday. The position of Manchester United is now a desperate one and it will need success in their three Easter engagements against Liverpool, Newcastle and Bradford to take them out of the danger zone. The directors at their weekly meeting in consultation with the manager, Mr Robson and the Hon Sec Mr Bentley, decided upon several changes in the side to entertain Liverpool tomorrow. James Hodge is reintroduced at right back, while Anderson comes in at centre forward and Norton at outside left... At least two other players will accompany this team to Newcastle and the eleven must not be considered as also selected for Saturday. After the match the players travel to Harrogate where they will remain over the weekend, going on to Bradford on Monday morning.


  The Sporting Chronicle also reported on prices for the Cup Final, which was to be held at Old Trafford: centre stand five shillings [25p]; five thousand stand seats at two and sixpence [12½p]; admission to ground one shilling [5p]. Kick off 3.30 p.m. The Chronicle also carried an advert for the forthcoming edition of its sister paper, the Sunday Chronicle, which promised readers such delightful articles as ‘How To Breed A Virile Race’ by Sir James Barr MD; and ‘Modern Europe’s Great Paradox – The most Irreligious Nation in the World Fighting for a Religious Maniac’, by Austin Harrison.


  Fans arriving for the Manchester United–Liverpool game were charged sixpence [2½p] or one shilling [5p] to get in and for one penny could buy the official match programme


  

  

  

  

  

  
OEBPS/Images/half.jpg
FREE rthe
MANCHESTER UNITED













OEBPS/Images/title.jpg
FREE ru:
MANCHESTER UNITED

The Inside Story
of Football’s
Greatest Scam

GRAHAM SHARPE

PORTICO





OEBPS/Images/f0007-01.png
Team Played  Won Drawn Lost For-Against Points

Oldham 31 15 9 7 64-48 39
Manchester City 32 14 n 7 44-32 39
Blackburn Rovers 33 16 710 72-52 39
Sheffield Weds. 33 13 12 8 56-48 38
Everton 32 15 7 10 66-42 37
Sunderland 32 17 3 12 73-62 37
Sheffield United 31 12 n 8 40-32 35
West Brom. Albion 32 12 10 10 39-31 34
Bradford City 32 n 12 9 50-41 34
Bradford 31 14 6 1 52-55 34
Middlesbrough 33 n 10 12 53-66 32
Burnley 31 13 5 13 50-42 31
Aston Villa 31 n 8 12 49-62 30
Liverpool 33 10 9 14 54-67 29
Bolton Wanderers 33 10 6 17 63-78 26
Tottenham Hotspur 33 7 m 15 49-73 25
Newcastle 31 8 9 14 38-42 25
Manchester United 31 7 1 13 39-48 25
Notts County 33 7 1mn 15 36-53 25
Chelsea 30 6 12 12 38-49 24





OEBPS/Images/cover.jpg
5 N The Inside
/ éf {i Story. of
| o Football’s
Greatest
Scam

GRAHAM, SHARPE





