pal standard of teams represent-
Binford.

#8 this year than last, and that we
e not as strong, but, neverthe-
at least some of the defeats

Mtching. On the other hand, the
ilding has been directly responsible
a few af the losses while, the

[*Wcense’’ to win them.

Mt must be admitted, too, that
lijere has been more or less internal
@isention on the team, and this does
'met work well on any ball elub.
There is still another unpleasant

fith the future prospects for base-
| in Binford than any other one

s gone down into his own pockets
¢lean up the shortage. Something
puld be done to reimburse him for
fthe money laid out and if this is

ne f can be assured of &
" he games played during the past
Bivegr are given below, with the

scores:
2| Binford 6, Cooperstown 8.
Binford 20, Cooperstown 0.
Binford 0, Sutton 1.
Binford 5, Sutton 11.
Binford 7, Cooperstown 9.
Binford 5, Kensal 3.
Binford 3, Aneta 13.
Binford 0, Cooperstown 2.
Binford 10, McVille 4.
Binford 14, Cooperstown 10.
Binford 1, Aneta 10.
Binford 18, MéHenry 0.
Binford 5, Kensal 4.
Binford 1, Sutton 2.
Binford 8, McHenry 0.
13, Hlnndo;{i 2.

e.
s
it
4
e
e

‘Binford 9, Hannaford 4.

Binford 3, Cooper 7.

Binford 17, Jessie 4.

Binford 8, Pekin 2.

Binford 10, Jessie 2.

Binford 2, MeVille 5.

Binford 6, Pekin 7.

The batting average of the indiv-
idual members of the team is given
below. Bjugstad is in the lead, with

only two over the .300 mark:

WIFT=T? BRATACT 48R SEAT Rakaw

Played ABH PC
31 .378
27 .82
30 .288
20 274
26 .48
23 .234
26 .20
15 .21
8 .200
12 .187

Albert Alfsoh second, they being the |



