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Fighting and rough play we-e the chiel features ol the game.
There was an absence of brilliant football. [n fuct the play
was disappointing in the extreme. Jt was not what was
expected in the final match. However, all the work done was
interpreted into football, and, since the score was in faver of
the Ottawa players, we must cede to them the honors of the
championship.

The teams and oflicials were as follows :

Orrawas -—~Wilson, full-back ; McGee, Southam, Beaulisy,
halves ; Kenny, quarter; Cameron, Kennedy, Buckham, scrim-
mage; H. Walters, Pulford, M. Walters, Rayside, Shore, Powers,
Shillington, wings.

CoLLEGE : —McGuckin, full-back ; IE. Murphy, C. McGee, P.
Murphy, halves; McGuire, quarter ; Boucher, Clancy, Murphy,
scrimmage ; McCabe, McCreadie, Prudhomme, J. McGee, Fahey,
Smith, Lafleur, wings.

Reteree, J. McMurrick, Toronto.

Umpire, B. Osler, Toronto.




