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3:30 p.m.
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GEORGIA TECH
7:30 p.m.
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4:00 p.m.
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12:30 p.m.
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3:30 p.m.
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7:00 p.m.
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FBS vs FCS Games

Saturday October 23rd
Arkansas Pine Bluff at Arkansas

No Selection This week

No Selection This week

SPECIAL PLAYS OF THE WEEK
UPSET PLAY OF THE WEEK

“this is a Best Bet




Tulane Green Wave ovemaL ovERa SMU Mustangs
Green Wave Logs vs. AAC vs. AAC Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM =-PS RANK-- FOE 0-2 2-0 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM =-PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone MM/ FOEM oy oe | oate FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  conr cone MM FOER o pop | pare FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 00| 00 00 127 149 2 [9/4__ at Oklahoma 3540 L 6 7273 1 3 22 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 123 o1 9/4 Abilene Christian__ 569 __W 29 84 32
0-1 0-0 3162 9/11 Morgan St 6920 W | 76 71 92 utane o 10 1-0 | 00 00 123 105 9/11 North Texas 3512w | 28 8 78 56 115 46
11 2-0_| 00 00 129 141 17_[9/18__at Mississippi 2161 L 65 71 33 3 43 38 2011 | 00 00 123 113 9/18__at Louisiana Tech 3937w 11 85 99 11190 93
12 21| 00 10 125 126 9/25 UAB 2128 L 67 o8 32 82 27 9 | #85 Rush Off #36 | 3-0 20 00 00 122 137 9/25__atTcu 4234 W 10 85 9 14 46 6l
13 22 | 00 00 123 121 10/2__at East Carolina 2952 L 72106 40 85 94 42 | #4a4 Pass Off #13 | 40 13 __ 00 00 127 113 10/2 USF 4117 W 6 92 105 112 123 117
14 41 01 20 119 127 10/9 Houston 2240 L 76 110 79 8 32 10 | #66 Total Off #7 | 50 13 _ 10 11 128 117 | 24 10/9 _ at Navy 3124 W 4 94 o1 128 92 126
15 02 117 10/16__ Bye 85 112 82 #35 Score Off #10 | 6-0 2-0 128 23 10/16__ Bye 8 %6 76
15 60 | 02 20 117 128 21 [10/23_atsmu 80 114 o1 12 98 60 | #87 Sks Allowed #1 | 60 15 2.0 02 128 117 | 21 10/23___ Tulane 12 98 60 80 114 o1
6-0 2-0 148 10/30___Cincinnati 24 3 23| #106 Rush Def #57 5-1 30 129 10/30_at Houston 7225 13
33 12 123 11/6__at UCF 29 95 114 | #114 Pass Def #100 43 12 121 11/6__at Memphis 15 97 20
34 21 119 11/13__ Tulsa 39 68 128 | #120 Total Def #77 33 12 123 11/13___ UCF 29 95 114
5 0-2 112 11/20 _ USF 112 124 85 | #126 Score Def #46 6-0 2-0 148 11/20_at Cincinnati 24 3 23
43 12 121 11/27_at Memphis 15 97 20 | #51 Sks By #84 34 21 119 11/27__ Tulsa 39 68 128
#111 Ypg Diff #18
-7 Total TO's -1
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
at Oklahoma 3540 34 0 1 24 32-100 3.1 2745 296 4 24 35-116_ 3.3 31-40 314 1 Abilene Christian 56-9] 158 11 4 26 38-171 45 2635 319 0 15 28119 43 1536 213 2
Morgan St 69-20] 356 18 1 3249294 6.0 2134200 0 14 334413 1729 184 5 North Texas 35-12] 31 3 2 20 31225 7.3 21333120 23 41-122_ 3.0 3455 384 2
at Mississippi 2161 40227 __ 0 1438139 3.7 10-18 166 2 4161372 61 23-33__335 2 at Louisiana Tech 39-37]_95 5 1 31 38-183__ 4.8 3650 395 0 26 30-132__4.4 2441351 1
UAB 2128] 38 -1 2 242890 3.2 28-50 305 0 25 48-193__4.0 _19-27 240 3 g atTcu 42:34] 149 o 2 29 52350 6.7 1728 245 0 20 30-170 5.7 1828 276 2
at East Carolina 29-52] 2086 ) 19 31124 4.0 2338 280 2 25 44-310 7.0 2234302 2 T » ] USF 4117 127 11 0 30 40-162__ 4.1 29423010 19 37113 3.1 1422 223 2
Houston 2240 -127 1 1 173894 25 2031 2148 18 36-147 4.1 2336 288 2 S w g’ at Navy 31-24] 163 10 2 22 2980 28 3040 324 1 12 53177 33 47 64 3
Bye c § © Bye
at SMU ] e b Tulane
Cincinnati E > 3 at Houston
at UCF (C] < = at Memphis
Tulsa ) 2 =) UCF
USF c w s at Cincinnati
at Memphis 8 [ 7] Tulsa
3
=
Average 3340 755 2.8 12 | 22 36-140 3.9 59.7% 259 7.4% | 25  43-197 4.6 _6/.8% 277 7.5% Average 41-22] 1205 7.2 02 | 26 38195 51 69.7% 316 0.4% | 19 37-130 3.8 5/.7% 252 6.3%
Conference 26-46|-167.5 35 25 | 18 35109 _ 3.2 623% 247 14.5%| 22 40-220 57 64.3% 295  5.7% Conference 36-21] 1450 105 -1.0 | 26 35121 35 72.0% 313 12% | 16 45-145 3.2 62.1% 144 17.2%
Away 2851 2147 110 17 | 19 34121 3.6 59.4% 247 _7.9% | 30 47-266 57 _71.0% 317 _4.7% Home 4413 1053 63 07 | 25 36186 5.1 69.1% 311 0.0% | 19 35-118 3.3 55.8% 273 53%
Position by Position Edges
Tulane SMu
Tulane QB/WR
0.92 vs.
SMU DB's
Tulane RB's
vs. 1.06
SMU LB's
Tulane OL
0.19 vs.
SMU DL
Tulane DL
vs. 1.49
SMU OL
Tulane LB'S
vs. 0.73
SMU RB's
Tulane DB's
vs. 2.73
SMU QB/WR
Tulane ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-vds to's Projected Box Score ve. e SMU is 6-0 SU (4-2 ATS) against Tulane as AAC foes. Last year SMU was without star WR Roberson but
68 | s vegas Line would wind up with a trio of 100-yd receivers. SMU was off a bye. Tulane went 3&out on their 1st
R [ smmae e T e s s e e
b s v 3 ow wew o prosecto sning
S e [ ] B o o T e i S Sk e
< . . ; . . N
e S ] Projected Passing UK o/ Ratings Mordecal s taken aver for Texas tranafer Shans Buchale at QB and they have not missed a pest with
- s w e ww wswaw o N cevess  Tuee  swu 367 yerds Tuane conches [ smumaas e e Mmoo e e e
e om0 e o [ proectd Yrdage Toa
3 the EZ on 18G at 9 and missed a 51 yd FG on last play of half and had 14-7 FD edge. Tied 24-24 SMU
Tulane - 7 = 18 46168 14-23-153 E 379 yards Tulane SMu 584 yards EDELED EETEyEE 65/9 TD 8:19 left and Navy SOD at oo 42 & 19 on laot w0 drives with SMU takinggknee at 5. Tulane
. ' came into the season with high hopes and took Oklahoma to the wire in the opener. They have now lost
S - ¥ 7 v @ A 2 ‘E Projected Final Score Tulane Pts Computer Yards 4 in a row ATS and are 0.5 SU vs FBS teams. QB Michae! Pratt has thrown for 1364 (60%, 13-5) but 2t
2017 Rank Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's H 28 points Tulane SMU 48 points 1.36 vs. 7.89 Smu 584-379 midseason their top rusher is Cameron Carroll with just 215 (4.2). The Tulane D Is allowing foes 100
g el taat game aid ony i voustan 17-15 ot haf BUE UM ot 30 8 56 yd TD drives aner Tulane was
Tulane . 67 38 27 4371 1831314 Experience Rankings LD omputer Points sop a:d puﬁed adway 4;1-\/22. In 2018 T;Iane wasbz-sI but tner?went 5-1 in‘/cltliq\ng a bo;:vl wli1n and \‘n
Ssmu 3 7S 4 24 33103 24-33-375 2 63 Tulane SMu 46 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: s ;Zaluazyuf;:ys;Eeggeszh:veu;gfx): 3:&52‘:? tie OL‘:WSOm\F/n/t\zGZa rllac:g‘g\?f:t ;;ééla?nti eT\(JIa?\:eisaa;);g.)S
T R P Team Schedule Srengt » P MU by L. Tare & o 137 /o s (4.) s 1231 e Dranin
Tulane - 2 31 18 46-227  13-26-164 83 Tulane SMU 120 | Smu by 22
SMU 49 Tulane 27
SMU - 51 35 22 43-137 16-31-302 -1

By 6.53 Points




Louisiana Ragin Cajuns v v Arkansas St Red Wolves
Ragin Cajuns Logs vs. SUN vs. SUN Red Wolves Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 3-0 0-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conp cone ™ /T FOEH/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  coNF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0 0-0 0-0  0-0 128 139 23 21 [9/4  atTexas 18-38 L 47 33 7 15 34 6 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 110 9/4 Central Arkansas_ 40-21 W 86 112 66
0-1 0-0 127 9/11 Nicholls 27-24 w 65 35 9 1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 111 126 9/11 Memphis 50-55 L 77 107 83 35 66 1
1-1 0-2 0-0 00 125 113 9/18 Ohio 49-14 W 74 49 2 102 120 79 -1 02 00 00 112 126 9/18 _at Washington 3-52 L 59 111 90 31 29 125
2-1 1-2 0-0 0-0 129 109 9/25  at GA Southern 28-20 w 64 81 4 115 115 42 #44 Rush Off #127 1-2 0-3 0-0 0-0 108 124 9/25  atTulsa 34-41 L 78 113 83 63 72 117
3-1 3-0 10 00 127 105 10/2__ at South Alabama 20-18 W 62 91 2 102 74 72 #77 Pass Off #6 1-3 1-3 | 00  0-1 110 111 10/2__at GA Southern 33-59 L 90 120 53 113 121 63
4-1 4-1 2-0 1-0 124 131 10/9 Appalachian St 41-13 w 64 96 5 30 44 23 #57 Total Off #42 1-4 5-0 0-1 1-0 106 133 15 110/7 Coastal Carolina 20-52 L 90 124 46 5 84 14
5-1 3-0 129 10/16 Bye 60 86 8 #53 Score Off #54 | 1-5 0-2 105 10/16 Bye 109 129 34
5-1 1-5 3-0 0-2 133 105 10/23 at Arkansas St 57 89 25 106 130 32 #27 Sks Allowed #121 1-5 5-1 0-2 3-0 105 133 10/21 Louisiana 106 130 32 57 89 25
2-4 1-1 106 10/30 Texas St 111 111 75 #78 Rush Def #128 4-2 1-2 112 10/30 _at South Alabama 87 62 97
2-4 1-1 116 11/6 Georgia St 90 117 116 #57 Pass Def #128 4-2 1-1 122 11/6 Appalachian St 38 59 24
4-3 2-1 117 11/13 _atTroy 101 54 121 | #61 Total Def #129 3-3 1-2 97 11/13  atULM 130 126 118
5-2 0-0 131 11/20 at Liberty 78 39 105 #42 Score Def #129 2-4 1-1 116 11/20 at Georgia St 90 117 116
3-3 1-2 97 11/27 ULM 130 126 118 | #59 Sks By #110 2-4 1-1 106 11/27  Texas St 111 111 75
#63 Ypg Diff #123
+2 Total TO's -3
Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  vds Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
at Texas 18-38] -77 1 -1 22 29-76 2.6 28-40 282 4 21 42-170 4.0  18-26 265 3 Central Arkansas 40-21| 175 10 1 25  39-194 5.0 28-38 319 3 15 2042 2.1 23-42 296 1
Nicholls 27-24| -94 -4 0 20  31-113 3.6 19-33 304 1 24 37-152 4.1 26-37 359 3 "y [} Memphis 50-55 0 11 2 35 32-98 3.1 42-66 582 2 24  37-263 7.1 22-33 417 4
Ohio 49-14[ 312 17 0 33 49310 6.3 25-34 252 1 16 28-112 4.0 14-27 138 1 c g at i 3-52] -330  -15 0 15 23-48 2.1 22-49 220 3 30  39-200 5.1 2544 398 1
at GA Southern 28-20| -75 -5 1 18  37-129 3.5 17-28 249 1 23 57-278 4.9 11-24 175 3 _E‘ 3 at Tulsa 34-41| -304 -6 -1 20 26-38 1.5 23-37 321 6 26 49-308 6.3 17-25 355 3
at South Alabama 20-18] -104 2 -1 17 33-225 6.8 10-21 58 1 15  43-144 3.3 19-29 243 2 [} "y -3 at GA Southern 33-59] -6 13 -4 33 25-91 3.6 36-61 443 6 20 50-503 10.1 3-13 37 0
Appalachian St 41-13| 244 6 3 22 44-246 5.6 15-25 209 1 16 29-76 2.6 15-27 135 2 O w Coastal Carolina 20-52| -412 -7 -1 16 17-18 1.1 20-41 255 4 23 36-294 8.2 22-27 391 0
Bye £ g T Bye
at Arkansas St (=] w g Louisiana
Texas St g > - at South Alabama
Georgia St < /)] Appalachian St
at Troy| E E g at ULM
at Liberty E E ® at Georgia St
uLM ] c Texas St
3 2
o =
= <
Average 31-21] 343 28 0.3 22 37-183 4.9 63.0% 226  5.0% | 19 39-155 3.9 60.6% 219  8.2% Average 30-47[-146.2 1.0  -0.5 | 24  27-81 3.0 58.6% 357 8.2% | 23 39-268 7.0 60.9% 316 4.9%
Conference 30-17| 21.7 1.0 1.0 19  38-200 5.3 56.8% 172 4.1% 18 43-166 3.9 56.3% 184 8.8% Conference 27-56|-209.0 3.0 -2.5 25 21-55 2.6 54.9% 349 9.8% 22 43-399 9.3  62.5% 214 0.0%
Away 22-25] -85.3  -0.7 __-0.3 19 33-143 43 61.8% 196 6.7% | 20 47-197 4.2 60.8% 228 10.1% Home 37-43[ -79.0 47 0.7 25 29103 3.5 62.1% 385  6.2% | 21 31-200 6.4 65.7% 368 4.9%
Position by Position Edges
Louisiana Arkansas St
Louisiana QB/WR
1.78 vs.
Arkansas St DB's
Louisiana RB's
1.52 vs.
Arkansas St LB's
Louisiana OL
2.62 vs.
Arkansas St DL
Louisiana DL
1.42 vs.
Arkansas St OL
Louisiana LB'S
2.57 vs.
Arkansas St RB's
Louisiana DB's
vs. 1.17
Arkansas St QB/WR
Louisiana ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
. Projected Box Score
2020 Rank Score o Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's L Ve 0.21 Las Vegas Line Ark St has faced Louisiana more times than any other current SBC foe (Ark St trails 27-20-1). The
Louisiana R -14.5 27 19 38-19 17-29-244 Arkansas St ST's o Louisiana By 18 Cajuns have won 9 of the last 13 meetings against the Red Wolves & are 9-4 ATS in that same
pan. Ark St is just 1-4 ATS the L4Y off a scheduled bye. Last year the Cajuns won their 3rd
Arkansas St - 69 20 24 44-199 21-40-224 -1 Projected Rushing Louisiana K straight game over Ark St but on short rest they trailed the Red Wolves 6-0 at the half (108-182).
Las Vegas Total The Cajuns got two TD’s in the 3Q to take a 14-6 lead, but Ark St got an early 4Q TD (missed 2-pt
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-Att-Yds T0's 267 yards Louisiana Arkansas St 63 yards vs. 70 Points conv). After 2 ULL FG's the Red Wolves scored a TD and this time converted the 2-pt try to tie the
F . . game 20-20. LA went 61/6 (1:07) to go up 27-20 & Ark St was int’d to seal the win for the
Lovisiana B 65 37 26 46315 17-25-181 é Projected Passing LEIEnT DR +/- Ratings Cajuns. While LA HC Napier is great as an underdog, the Cajuns are just 2-6 ATS over the L2Y as
Arkansas St - 68 20 27 49-170  23-34-303 0 § 257 yards Louisiana  Arkansas St 365 yards Louisiana Coaches Louisiana By 24.0 SBC chalk. Ark St did go 3-1 ATS LY as an underdog and it helps they get an extra week to prep for
S the Cajuns. Over the L2Y LA has played 10 games where the game was decided by 10 pts or less.
2018 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's ° Projected Yardage Total 1.50 vs. Louisiana is 2-0 ATS in home mid-week games this year and 0-4 ATS in their other 4 games. Last
% - Game Grade — week they had their most impressive game of the year on a Tuesday as they rolled App St 41-13
Louisiana - 70.5 47 22 39-228  19-28-319 B 524 yards Louisiana Arkansas St 428 yards Arkansas St Coaches | Louisiana By 12.5 with a 455-211 yd edge. The prior two weeks they only beat Georgia Southern by 8 and South
Arkansas St R 3 43 27 45-208 17-31-270 1 e Projected Final Score S — Alabama by 2 on the SBC rgad and were -89.5 ypg in those! Ark S_t has y_et to settle on a QB with
= Yards both James Blackman (Florida St transfer) and Layne Hatcher having their good and bad games,
2017 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's E 45 points Louisiana Arkansas St 26 points 11.40 vs. 1.39 | Louisiana 524-428 but they have combined fo_r a 17-7 ratio. ASU’s D is allowing an alarm‘m_g 7.‘43 ypc rush vs FBS foes|
7] and 633 ypg and are allowing foes 222 ypg more than they average which is #130 out of #130
Louisiana - 65 3 17 41-91 15-36-179 © Experience Rankings Arkansas St Pts defenses! Louisiana has not been great this year but are 5-1 with their only loss to Texas and they
Points are at their best when able to run the ball down an opponent’s throat. The AGG's only show ULL by
Arkansas St - -12.5 47 30 43-262  24-40-309 1 6 Louisiana Arkansas St 64 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Louisiana 45-26 12.4 and Ark St did only loss at home to Memphis by 5 (backdoor) and at Tuls? by 7. Ark St has
2016 Rank Line score 0 Rush  Comp-Att-vds To's Team Schedule Strength also taken on the tougher schedule (#51 vs #91). I will go with my computer’s projection here.
Louisiana Phil Steele
Louisiana - 49 24 15 33-50 13-24-242 99 Louisiana Arkansas St 59 | Louisiana by 19 .
Louisiana 45 Arkansas St 26
Arkansas St - -5 19 28 33128 35-57-393 -1

By 10.02 Points




FAU Owls b M Charlotte 49ers
Owls Logs vs. CUSA vs. CUSA 49ers Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-1 2-0 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 116 135 13 |9/4 at Florida 14-35 L 91 44 108 32 26 59 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 108 114 9/4 Duke 31-28 W 121 113 103 105 102 11
0-1 1-0 0-0 0-0 116 115 9/11 GA Southern 38-6 w 101 44 113 99 87 35 EAU 1-0 0-0 110 9/11 Gardner-Webb 38-10 w 116 117 115
1-1 0-0 120 9/18 Fordham 45-14 w 82 50 70 2-0 0-2 0-0 0-0 108 113 9/18 at Georgia St 9-20 L 105 119 98 98 107 103
2-1 2-1 0-0 0-1 120 121 9/25  at Air Force 7-31 L 74 65 37 85 91 129 #52 Rush Off #50 2-1 1-2 0-0 0-1 108 119 9/25 Middle Tennessee  42-39 w 91 114 97 122 87 121
2-2 1-3 0-0 0-0 116 108 10/2 FIU 58-21 w 88 87 38 84 99 26 #33 Pass Off #70 3-1 1-4 1-0 1-2 111 121 10/2 at Illinois 14-24 L 57 118 97 85 70 53
3-2 3-2 1-0 1-0 120 123 10/9  at UAB 14-31 L 56 86 42 80 58 85 #35 Total Off #61 3-2 1-4 1-0 0-1 111 104 10/9  atFIU 45-33 w 69 120 102 87 118 36
3-3 1-1 118 10/16 Bye 76 82 51 #60 Score Off #56 4-2 2-0 112 10/16 Bye 64 119 74
3-3 4-2 1-1 2-0 118 112 10/21 at Charlotte 73 80 50 65 119 63 #109 Sks Allowed #38 4-2 3-3 2-0 1-1 112 118 10/23 Florida Atlantic 65 119 63 73 80 50
6-1 3-0 113 10/30 UTEP 75 41 117 #111 Rush Def #124 2-4 1-1 121 10/30 at WKU 44 109 38
4-3 2-1 119 11/6 Marshall 48 67 74 #14 Pass Def #63 2-4 1-1 102 11/6 Rice 116 118 127
1-6 0-3 103 11/13 at Old Dominion 115 93 42 #62 Total Def #112 2-4 1-1 111 11/13 at Louisiana Tech 103 96 112
2-4 1-1 121 11/20 at WKU 44 109 38 #53 Score Def #70 4-3 2-1 119 11/20 Marshall 48 67 74
2-4 1-2 116 11/27 Middle Tennessee 122 103 110 #124 Sks By #84 1-6 0-3 103 11/27 at Old Dominion 115 93 42
#42 Ypg Diff #102
-2 Total TO's +1
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
at Florida 14-35| -200 -3 0 23 37-92 2.5 19-33 261 6 26 46-400 8.7 20-35 153 0 Duke 31-28| -102 -3 2 20 40-154 3.9 19-30 324 1 23  44-352 8.0 20-29 228 3
GA Southern 38-6| 284 10 2 27 44-209 4.8 19-29 332 5 17 38-139 3.7 14-24 118 1 Gardner-Webb 38-10| 260 10 -1 24 46-306 6.7 15-25 168 1 14 40-164 4.1 6-22 50 2
Fordham 45-14| 310 23 -1 32 49-246 5.0 30-46 301 0 9 18-29 1.6 16-40 208 1 at Georgia St 9-20| -161 -3 1 17 39-118 3.0 13-28 158 2 20  49-298 6.1 6-12 139 1
at Air Force 7-31| -297 -14 -1 10 20-141 7.1 11-33 78 1 24 73-446 6.1 2-5 70 0 Middle Te 42-39| 57 5 -1 30 40-220 5.5 35-36 339 0 25 23-123 5.3 28-40 379 1
FIU 58-21| 316 14 1 30  47-296 6.3 24-28 408 0 16 27-69 2.6 19-41 319 2 ") Q at Illinois 14-24| -151 -5 -1 17 27-72 2.7 17-23 191 3 22 50-336 6.7 10-19 78 0
at UAB 14-31| -15 3 -3 19 38-52 1.4 21-36 239 8 16 34-133 3.9 13-24 173 1 " g g at FIU 45-33| -160 5 1 23 38-179 4.7 22-28 199 3 18 30-72 2.4 19-30 466 5
Bye E § < Bye
at Charlotte ) w o Florida Atlantic
UTEP > - at WKU
Marshall =) < ° Rice
at Old Dominion E E = at Louisiana Tech
at WKU w 8 Marshall
Middle Tennessee Q at Old Dominion
Average 29-23| 66.3 5.5 -0.3 24 39-173 4.4 60.5% 270 9.8% 18 39-203 5.2 49.7% 174 3.0% Average 30-26| -42.8 1.5 0.2 22 38-175 4.6 71.2% 230 5.9% 20 39-224 5.7 58.6% 223 7.9%
Conference 36-26| 150.5 8.5 -1.0 25 43-174 4.1 70.3% 324  12.5% 16 31-101 3.3  49.2% 246  4.6% Conference 44-36| -51.5 5.0 0.0 27 39-200 5.1 89.1% 269 4.7% 22 27-98 3.7 67.1% 423 8.6%
Away 12-32|-170.7 _-4.7 -1.3 17 32-95 3.0 50.0% 193  14.7% 22 51-326 6.4 54.7% 132 1.6% Home 37-26| 71.7 4.0 0.0 25  42-227 5.4 75.8% 277 2.2% 21 36-213 6.0 59.3% 219 6.6%
Position by Position Edges
EAU Charlotte
FAU QB/WR
1.03 vs.
Charlotte DB's
FAURB's
vs. 0.05
Charlotte LB's
FAU OL
1.76 vs.
Charlotte DL
FAUDL
vs. 115
Charlotte OL
FAULB'S
0.54 vs.
Charlotte RB's
FAUDB's
0.90 vs.
Charlotte QB/WR
B FAUST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score 0.17 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Florida Atlantic - -5 21 15 33-217 11-22-98 Charlotte ST's FauBy 7
harlotte has covered 4 straight against FAU but have only won 2 of 5 meetings outright. Last year]
Charlotte - 61 17 22 4182 24-32-314 -1 Projected Rushing FAUK Las Vegas Total UC led 10-0 at half, FAU scored all 21 pts in the 3Q. Up 21-16, the Owls were SOD at the UC17.
2019 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's P 229 yards FAU Charlotte 147 yards Rt 0.75 9 57 Points The 49ers drove to FAU 9 but ran ogt of ti.me. Both teams are fresh off a bye. UCiis 9-2 SU at
t home and 4-0 as a HD under Healy including an upset of Duke in the opener. Charlotte did not
Florida Atlantic - 65.5 45 22 51-236  21-28-321 g Projected Passing Charlotte K +/- Ratings have high expectations but have opened a solid 4-2. In their last game FIU had a 126-53 yd edge
aq S - in the 1Q but settled for short FG and SOD at 2 and trailed 7-3. Charlotte led 17-6 H and won 45-
Charlotte - ! 2 Ot 2 o 237 yards FAU Charlotte 196 yards EADCosches FauBy 3.0 33 with FIU having 538-378 yd edge. Charlotte QB Chris Reynolds is hitting 65% with a super 15-
2018 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's 3 Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.75 3 ratio and the 49ers are rushing for 175 ypg (4.6). They are struggling on defense allowing foes
5 Game Grade ,— 132 ypg (#128) above their season avg and allowing FBS foes 6.0 ypc rush. FAU is just 3-3 but
Florida Atlantic ° 7 2 = 49-187 16-26-305 s 465 yards FAU Charlotte 343 yards Charlotte Coaches LLCILT/ERES road losses to Florida, Air Force and UAB were all expected. FAU is holding foes to 20 ypg below
Charlotte - 54.5 27 23 50-321 10-17-111 0 8 Projected Final Score FAU Pts their season average. The Owls have been favored 3 times and won those games by 33.3 ppg (avg
c Computer Yards line -15). Nkosi Perry (Miami Fla transfer) has thrown for 1471 (60% 11-4) and RB Johnny Ford
2017 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's E 30 points FAU Charlotte 25 points 4.39 vs. 2.70 | Fau 465-343 (USF transfer) has rushed for 311 (5.6) and Malcolm Davidson (PS#77) has 225 (4.7). FAU has
Florida Atlantic - 2235 31 31 63-318  18-22-245 2 Experience Rankings Charlotte Pts taken on the tougher schedule (#96 vs #127) and is +66 ypg while Charlotte is -43 ypg so FAU is
omputer Points playing to an AGG of 99.0 while Charlotte is just at 83.9 (FAU by 12.2).
Charlotte - 64.5 12 10 30-84 10-22-171 2 11 FAU Charlotte 113 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Fau 30-25
2016 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength
FAU Phil Steele
Florida Atlantic - -13 23 26 41174 22-42-212 94 FAU Charlotte 127 | Fauby 11
FAU 35 Charlotte 24
Charlotte - 62 28 22 48219 14-17-223 -1

By 1.69 Points




San Jose St Spartans °VE;:LL' °vf::“' UNLV Rebels
Spartans Logs vs. MTW vs. MTW Rebels Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 0-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conp cone ™ /T FOEH/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  coNF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0 0-0 124 8/28 Southern Utah 4514 W | 92 58 64 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 105 o/4 Eastern Washingtor 33-35 L 119 122 121
1-0 0000 00 124 134 15 [9/4___atusC 730 L 88 57 o0 12 19 12 ey 01 10 00 00 106 131 23 [9/11 _at Arizona St 1037 L 120 122 57 15 26 13
11 0-0 122 o/11 Bye 89 59 95 Sandosest 02 11 00 00 106 141 14 |9/18 Towa St 348 L 120 125 83 10 18 121
11 12 | 00 00 122 114 9/18 _at Hawaii 1713 W 97 54 90 87 73 67 | #115 Rush Off #98 | 03 31 _ 00 00 104 131 22 [9/25 _atFresno St 3038 L 126 126 98 22 64 95
21 2110 00 122 118 9/25__at Western Michigan _ 323 L 115 46 79 84 111 122 | #74 Pass Off #112 | 04 40 | 04 10 108 129 10/2__atUTSA 1724 L 124 124 104 64 50 11
2-2 14 10 00 117 _ 9 10/2 New Mexico St 3731 __W_| 111 57 60 118 126 61 | #110 Total Off #123| 05 0-1 109 10/9 Bye 122 122 108
32 13 | 10 00 114 122 10/9__ at Colorado St 1432 L 113 67 56 112 114 89 | #116 Score Off #115 | 05 32 | 04 11 109 116 10/16___ Utah St 2428 L 125 122 109 59 105 37
33 50 11 10 113 126 24_[10/16___ San Diego St 1319 L 114 64 67 72 14 12 | #78 Sks Allowed #117 | 06 34 _ 02 12 109 113 10/23___ San Jose St 123 123 120 114 64 67
34 06 12 02 113 109 10/23_at UNLV 0 0 0 123 123120 | #44 Rush Def #68 5-1 2-0 128 10/30__at Nevada 67 70 27
42 0-2 117 10/30___ Wyoming 105 58 104 | #60 Pass Def #125 2-5 0-3 103 11/6__at New Mexico 125 82 76
5-1 2-0 128 11/6__at Nevada 67 70 27 | #47 Total Def #115 34 12 117 11/13___ Hawaii 81 55 o4
42 2-1 116 11/13___ Utah St 52 10430 | #57 Score Def #114 6-0 2-0 126 11/20 __ San Diego St 88 12 4
11/20 _ Bye #59 Sks By #122 6-1 31 129 11/27 _at Air Force 71 65 125
5-2 2-1 127 11/27___ Fresno St 27 4480 | #87 Ypg Diff #125
-10 Total TO's 2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Southern Utah 45-14] 293 4 2 21 23133 5.8 1830 410 0 17 31111 3.6 17-31 139 1 Eastern i 3335) 132 5 1 1744199 45 1223 140 4 22 34-97 29 2939 374 3
at USC 7-30] 40 5 1 18 1968 3.6 24-46___ 308 __ 0 23 34160 47 2436256 2 at Arizona St 10-37] -307___-18 1 113288 28 7-19 67 5 29 47287 61 2029 175 1
Bye ") Towa St 3-48] 36320 0 7 3136 12 10-19 94 3 27 _37-184__50 2330309 0
at Hawaii 17-13] 78 -1 1 15 2656 2.2 2351 235 2 16 37127 3.4 1839 242 2 g at Fresno St 3038 28 5 0 18 36152 4.2 1528 2814 23 238336 3042 378 1
at Western Michigan 323 2288 3 11 3060 2.0 9-26 59 s 19 43147 3.4 1728200 4 £ " " at UTSA 1724] 313 3 20 2935 12 26383166 23 41-104__25 2430278 0
New Mexico St 3731 16 5 0 18 36209 5.8 1518 193 0 23 24-86__3.6 _ 30-44__ 300 1 © © o Bye
at Colorado St 1432 1828 3 13 31113 3.6 1122 154 3 2153217 41 1923 232 1 [-3 < a Utah St 24-28] -110 14 1 12 31219 74 1224 111 1 26 46-142 3.1 2132298 1
San Diego St 13-19] 105 2 0 19 42117 28 1635 228 2 173670 19 1530 170 3 “ = [7] San Jose St
at UNLV & > -4 at Nevada
Wyoming ) ; 3 at New Mexico
at Nevada 2 = z Havaii
Utah St ' E =) Sén Diego St
Bye e at Air Force,
Fresno St [
0
Average 1923 163 3.0 1.4 | 16  30-108 3.7 50.9% 227 6.6% | 19 37-131_ 3.6 60.6% 220 6.1% Average 20-35)-161.8_-10.8 03 | 14 34122 36 54.3% 168 15.2%) 25  38-150 3.9 72.8% 302 3.0%
Conference 1521 517 23 13 | 16 33-95 2.9 46.3% 206 6.5% | 18 42-138 3.3 56.5% 215 6.5% Conference 27-33 -69.0 95 05 | 15 34-186 55 51.9% 196 9.6% | 25 35113 3.3 68.9% 338 27%
Away 1025(-132.0 55 20 | 14 2774 2.8 46.2% 189 9.0% | 20 42-163 3.9 61.9% 233 7.1% Home 20-37] 2017 130 0.0 | 12 35151 43 51.5% 115 12.1%] 25  39-141 3.6 72.3% 327 __4.0%
Position by Position Edges
San Jose St UNLY
San Jose St QB/WR
1.84 vs.
UNLV DB's
SanJose StRE's
vs. 1.37
UNLV LB's
San Jose St OL
0.09 vs.
UNLV DL
San Jose St DL
1.28 vs.
UNLV oL
San Jose St LB'S
1.94 vs.
UNLV RB's
SanJose StDB's
1.14 vs.
UNLV QB/WR
San Jose St ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Compattyds  TO's (R (O e 421 vs: Las Vegas Line San Jose St leads the series 18-6-1 and are 6-2 SU/ATS against UNLV as MW foes, however these foes
swes - s % » mue wwm Sy s g i e e e gk S0 SUATS ety ety UL sty e 00
s v w wm wwm Projected Rushing e e s hn s ot e 1 g i 5 0/ e 50 241t il k43, Utk
I . I A B - D ammomis e o soh yos o Soeriam o v antoiar ol 225 sonc vy ovorne (03 KT8
. . Brennan) while UNLV is just 2-5 ATS as a DD MW underdog under HC Arroyo. San Jose had a dream
San Jose St - 7 35 26 2199 37-56-465 § Projected Passing (TS +/- Ratings season I;st year going andefoated and winning the MW, but Covid had some wacky results last year
UNLV - 65.5 38 21 38252 21-36-203 4 5 231 yards San Jose St UNLV 163 yards San Jose St Coaches San Jose St By 1.5 and that may have been lightning in a bottle. This year they apened 3-3 and going 0-5 ATS vs FBS
] foes. They did win at Hawaii by only by 4 and only beat NMexSt 37-31. They did not have QB Starkel in
ST A T Projected vardage Tt sl - Gl sk - poret SEST et eom scred T 1 e ne SO67 v
San Jose St - 3 s0 25 40-157  26-37-349 E 349yards  SanJose St UNLV 259 yards UNLV Coaches San Jose St By 9.0 40§ ‘;‘: ;Gth;z a‘:fn’?f;egTaf;_lgd;"i tﬁi 'Se;ta' k!ﬁ?snl%h25§§5‘.’§§5"3 ;Zgz‘;_”ﬁﬁf;ﬁeﬁz dvfﬁgg:rssoe_ss in
d - W5 W B vy www 2 2 Projected Final Score San Jose St Pts vante Freano andUTSA. Lact week UNLY opon 66/10 36 ya FG but Scarver 100 96 KRTD then nest pay
e 0 v s e [ e smwes o v |sm| w | [ s s 5 o o s Wy ey o o 17553 o Uy 407 e
Son Jose st L ¥ Experience Rankings Uy prs e 7D run Noa 139 1ft 2524 and had 26-12 P 440.330 yd adges, UNLY hos taken on tne tugher
schedule (#39 vs #87) but San Jose is playing to an AGG of 91.8 and UNLV is at just 80.4 (San Jose
UnLY - 135 41 25 52345 1116203 3 3 San Jose St UNLY 77 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | San Jose St 21-17 8.9). The (buy sign ma\)/ have come on for San Jose last week after outgaining powerful ST 340
2016 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength and they get this road win.
San Jose St Phil Steele
San Jose St - s6.5 30 24 42132 24-40-292 86 San Jose St UNLV 37 | San Jose St by 10
UNLV - 3 2 20 40-217  12-30-185 -1 San Jose St 27 UNLV 17

By 11.98 Points




Middle Tenn Blue Raiders o Ve Connecticut Huskies
Blue Raiders Logs vs. CUSA vs. AAC Huskies Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 0-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 117 9/4 Monmouth 50-15 W 98 109 125 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 101 121 9/4 at Fresno St 0-45 L 129 127 109 33 85 126
1-0 1-0 0-0 1-0 121 128 19 [9/11  atVirginia Tech 14-35 L 94 109 51 79 21 48 " 0-1 0-0 97 9/11 Holy Cross 28-38 L 129 128 105
1-1 2-0 0-0 0-0 119 127 9/18 at UTSA 13-27 L 97 101 112 52 69 14 0-2 1-0 0-0 0-0 94 127 9/18 Purdue 0-49 L 129 127 119 55 61 75
1-2 2-1 0-1 0-0 119 108 9/25  at Charlotte 39-42 L 122 87 121 91 114 97 #123 Rush Off #101 0-3 2-0 0-0 0-0 91 124 9/25  at Army West Point 21-52 L 129 129 125 100 79 22
1-3 2-2 0-2 0-0 116 119 10/2 Marshall 34-28 w 116 104 116 41 79 48 #61 Pass Off #117 0-4 3-0 0-1 0-0 92 124 10/2 Wyoming 22-24 L 129 128 113 92 63 66
2-3 4-1 1-2 0-0 117 135 10/9  at Liberty 13-41 L 116 100 106 65 34 110 | #112 Total Off #124 | 0-5 1-3 0-1 0-1 96 107 10/9  at Vanderbilt 28-30 L 129 128 101 119 111 102
2-4 1-2 116 10/16 Bye 118 100 108 #77 Score Off #124 0-6 0-5 0-1 0-0 98 91 10/16 at UMass 13-27 L 129 126 93 126 130 111
2-4 1-7 1-2 0-2 116 95 10/23 at Connecticut 122 103 110 129 122 93 #87 Sks Allowed #105 0-7 0-2 94 10/23 Yale 21-15 w 129 122 93
1-6 0-3 100 10/30 Southern Miss 127 106 65 #96 Rush Def #115 1-7 2-4 0-2 1-2 95 116 10/30 Middle Tennessee 0 0 0 122 103 110
2-4 1-1 121 11/6  at WKU 44 109 38 #99 Pass Def #71 11/6 Bye
1-5 0-2 103 11/13 FIU 84 121 49 #104 Total Def #101 4-2 3-1 135 11/13  at Clemson 66 6 90
1-6 0-3 103 11/20 Old Dominion 115 93 42 #99 Score Def #114 3-3 1-2 123 11/20 at UCF 29 95 114
3-3 1-1 118 11/27 at Florida Atlantic 73 80 50 #94 Sks By #110 5-1 3-0 129 11/27 Houston 72 25 13
#117 Ypg Diff #124
+10 Total TO's -3
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
Monmouth 50-15| 63 2 4 19 34-89 2.6 20-26 248 2 17 38-88 2.3 27-42 186 3 at Fresno St 0-45| -431 -16 0 9 31-35 1.1 14-30 72 4 25 38-156 4.1 27-39 382 0
at Virginia Tech 14-35| -34 -4 -1 20 36-66 1.8 26-40 283 3 24 39-224 5.7 17-28 159 1 E Holy Cross 28-38| -101 -1 -3 18 39-88 2.3 17-41 174 3 19  51-226 4.4 11-20 137 4
at UTSA 13-27| -253 -12 1 11 25-8 0.3 14-30 191 5 23 44-175 4.0 26-46 277 2 [} " Purdue 0-49| -339 -18 -1 11 34-124 3.6 14-25 99 0 29 42-187 4.5 30-36 375 3
at Charlotte 39-42| -57 -5 1 25  23-123 5.3 28-40 379 1 30  40-220 5.5 25-36 339 0 :E _2 at Army West Point 21-52| -279 -15 -1 9 19-116 6.1 11-26 109 2 24 67-397 5.9 3-3 107 0
Marshall 34-28| -179 -12 4 16 49-209 4.3 12-21 105 2 28 35-172 4.9 31-47 321 2 & ") 3 Wyoming 22-24| -71 -3 1 19 28-110 3.9 19-39 171 3 22 45-203 4.5 15-26 149 0
at Liberty 13-41| -184 -9 1 12 21-35 1.7 22-42 230 3 21 42-227 5.4 17-30 222 3 w g at Vanderbilt 28-30| 84 2 0 25  37-192 5.2 24-43 331 2 23 33-106 3.2 27-40 333 1
Bye g g = at UMass 13-27| -116 -7 -3 14 31-163 5.3 13-24 128 2 21 56-247 4.4 11-23 160 0
at Connecticut E w el Yale 21-15| 19 -1 4 15  38-119 3.1 21-32 199 3 16 27-108 4.0 19-54 191 1
Southern Miss > 3 Middle Tennessee
at WKU E < g Bye
FIU o E Q at Clemson
0ld Dominion = w 2 at UCF
at Florida Atlantic K] = c Houston
(=]
3 o
=
Average 27-31|-107.3  -6.7 1.7 17 31-88 2.8 61.3% 239 8.0% 24 40-184 4.6  62.4% 251 4.8% Average 17-35/-154.3 -7.4 -0.4 15 32-118 3.7 51.2% 160 7.3% 22 45-204 4.5 59.3% 229 3.7%
Conference 29-32|-163.0 -9.7 2.0 17 32-113 3.5 59.3% 225  8.8% 27 40-189 4.8 63.6% 312 3.1% Conference 14-40/-127.5 -8.0 -0.5 18  36-158 4.5 55.9% 215 2.9% 26 38-147 3.9 75.0% 354 53%
Away 20-36) -132.0 -7.5 0.5 17 26-58 2.2 59.2% 271 7.9% 25 41-212 5.1 60.7% 249 4.3% Home 18-32|-123.0 -5.8 0.3 16 35-110 3.2 51.8% 161 6.6% 22  41-181 4.4 55.1% 213 5.9%
Position by Position Edges
Middle Tenn Connecticut
Middle Tenn QB/WR
0.84 vs.
Connecticut DB's
Middle Tenn RB's
vs. 1.08
Connecticut LB's
Middle Tenn OL
0.02 vs.
Connecticut DL
Middle Tenn DL
0.19 vs.
Connecticut OL
Middle Tenn LB'S
1.08 vs.
Connecticut RB's
Middle Tenn DB's
2.06 vs.
Connecticut QB/WR
Middle Tenn ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
None Projected Box Score
= 1.73
Las Vegas Line
Connecticut ST's Middle Tenn By 15 MT travels to Storrs for the first time since 2000, which was the Huskies first season as an FBS
team. The Blue Raiders are 2-0 in previous meetings. MT is in a rare spot as a DD away favorite. MT)
Projected Rushing Middle Tenn K has the talent edge and is fresh off a bye. UConn actually has a double-bye on deck and this is their|
P 131 yards Middle Tenn Connecticut 143 yards 0.45 Rt Las Vegas Total 56 Points IAast chance to be competitive beforg a brutal !ast 3 games (at Clem/at UCF/Hou). Middle Tenn is 0-
t SU and 0-3-1 ATS on the road this year losing by 16 ppg and are -132 ypg. Those foes were
%‘ Projected Passing Connecticut K +/- Ratings Vtech, UTSA, Charlotte and Liberty all much stronger than the Huskies. QB Chase Cunningham
H " . - guided them to an upset of Marshall at home and is hitting 61% with a. super 12-2 ratio. Middle
S 254 yards Middle Tenn Connecticut 177 yards Middle Tenn Coaches CLD Gy D has taken on the tougher schedule (#68 vs #124) and should be favored in 4 games (including
3 Projected Yardage Total 0.45 vs. this one) so are still very much alive for bowl eligibility. UConn opened the year 0-7 including a
5 385 yards Middle Tenn Connecticut 320 yards Connecticut Coaches Game Grade ,W huge showdown with winless UMass and lost that game on the road 27-13. Last week they were a
s 3 point home dog to Yale and I used UConn on the Phil Steele Plus Tour. UConn snapped an 11 gm
] Projected Final Score Middle Tenn Pts losing streak. They got a wide open 63 yd TD pass with 5:21 left 2Q and after an int went 52/3 for
£ . . . ) Computer Yards TD :20 left and led Yale 14-0 at half with a 193-79 yd edge. QB Krajewski ran for a TD mid 3Q 21-0
E 38 points Middle Tenn  Connecticut 19 points 509 = 281 N3 85a20) and Yale chipped away pulling back to 21-16 on 60 yd TD pass with 4:30 left but were int in EZ on
2 Experience Rankings Connecticut Pts untimed down from 30. UConn did nearly beat Vandy on the road and got a back door cover vs
omputer Points Army and covered vs Wyoming at home in a two point loss. I will go with my computers forecast on
83 Middle Tenn  Connecticut 87 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Middle Tenn 38-19 this one.
Team Schedule Strength
Middle Tenn Phil Steele
68 Middle Tenn  Connecticut 122 | Middle Tenn by 19

By 2.28 Points

Middle Tennessee 38 Connecticut 19




. - OVERALL: OVERALL: -
Memphis Tigers a3 33 UCF Knights
Tigers Logs vs. AAC vs. AAC Knights Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 1-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 123 9/4 Nicholls 42-17 W 36 66 60 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 130 126 9/4 Boise St 36-31 W 10 69 76 44 52 10
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 126 111 9/11  at Arkansas St 55-50 w B5] 66 1 77 107 83 N ucE 1-0 0-0 130 9/11 Bethune-Cookman 63-14 w 9 76 120
2-0 2-0 0-0 0-0 125 132 9/18 Miss St 31-29 w 18 57 12 49 24 59 2-0 1-1 0-0 0-0 128 128 9/18 at Louisville 35-42 L 7 61 100 79 82 41
3-0 3-0 0-0 1-0 127 127 9/25 UTSA 28-31 L 13 69 3 62 52 14 #47 Rush Off #27 2-1 0-0 128 9/25 Bye 7 68 106
3-1 2-2 0-0 0-0 125 107 10/2 at Temple 31-34 L 19 76 7 103 78 115 #17 Pass Off #63 2-1 0-3 0-0 0-1 128 114 10/2 at Navy 30-34 L 7 70 107 128 96 127
3-2 1-4 0-1 0-1 121 117 10/9  atTulsa 29-35 L 20 88 8 50 66 130 #10 Total Off #39 2-2 3-2 0-1 1-0 124 125 10/9 East Carolina 20-16 w 13 87 100 54 89 47
3-3 1-4 0-2 1-2 119 117 10/16 Navy 35-17 w 21 94 18 128 93 123 #23 Score Off #30 3-2 5-0 1-1 1-0 124 147 3 10/16 _at Cincinnati 21-56 L 22 83 81 37 4 44
4-3 3-3 1-2 1-2 121 123 10/23 at UCF 15 97 20 29 95 114 #63 Sks Allowed #27 3-3 4-3 1-2 1-2 123 121 10/23 Memphis 29 95 114 15 97 20
10/30 Bye #67 Rush Def #94 3-3 1-1 109 10/30 _at Temple 97 100 111
6-0 2-0 128 11/6 SMU 12 98 60 #115 Pass Def #42 1-5 0-2 117 11/6 Tulane 80 114 91
3-3 1-1 125 11/13 East Carolina 55 84 47 #99 Total Def #72 6-0 2-0 128 11/13  at SMU 12 98 60
5-1 3-0 129 11/19 at Houston 72 25 13 #95 Score Def #106 1-7 0-2 95 11/20 Connecticut 129 122 93
1-5 0-2 117 11/27 Tulane 80 114 91 #101 Sks By #120 1-5 0-2 112 11/26 USF 112 124 85
#47 Ypg Diff #50
-8 Total TO's o
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
Nicholls 42-17| 288 15 1 32 53-322 6.1 19-32 265 0 17 28-100 3.6 19-34 199 0 Boise St 36-31| 290 12 -1 29  48-255 5.3 25-37 318 3 17 26-20 0.8 25-39 263 0
at Arkansas St 55-50 0 -11 -2 24 37-263 7.1 22-33 417 4 35 32-98 3.1 42-66 582 2 Bethune-Cookman 63-14| 392 18 1 37 42-290 6.9 28-44 381 1 19 14-24 1.7 29-51 255 0
Miss St 31-29| -222 -14 0 12 25-87 3.5 16-28 159 1 26 16-49 3.1 50-67 419 2 at Louisville 35-42| -81 -2 0 22 34-212 6.2 23-30 208 2 24 37-191 5.2 24-39 310 1
UTSA 28-31 8 -9 -1 16 32-78 2.4 15-25 329 2 25  62-205 3.3 19-30 194 2 Bye
at Temple 31-34| -19 2 -2 25 38-155 4.1 24-40 305 3 23 33-157 4.8 36-50 322 0 Q ") at Navy 30-34| -80 -9 0 17 29-148 5.1 16-27 178 0 26 76-348 4.6 2-4 58 1
at Tulsa 29-35| 197 14 -3 33 42-151 3.6 34-57 463 3 19  46-235 5.1 11-21 182 0 v w ﬂ East Carolina 20-16| -1 -5 2 16 31-165 5.3 23-35 194 2 21 39-141 3.6 20-32 219 4
Navy 35-17| 174 -2 -1 15 34-200 5.9 8-12 215 0 17 65-198 3.0 4-6 43 4 E g -S\ at Cincinnati 21-56| -180 -9 -2 14 37-155 4.2 16-27 141 1 23  42-336 8.0 13-23 140 1
at UCF = - Memphis
Bye 2 > § 2t Temple
SMU < < Tulane
East Carolina E E b at SMU
at Houston 7] E =) Connecticut
Tulane z USF
Average 36-30| 60.9 -0.7 -1.1 22 37-179 4.8 60.8% 308 5.7% 23 40-149 3.7 66.1% 277 3.6% Average 34-32| 56.7 0.8 0.0 23 37-204 5.5 65.5% 237 4.5% 22 39-177 4.5 60.1% 208 3.7%
Conference 32-29| 117.3 4.7 -2.0 24 38-169 4.4 60.6% 328  5.5% 20 48-197 4.1  66.2% 182 52% Conference 24-35| -87.0 -7.7 0.0 16 32-156 4.8 61.8% 171 3.4% 23 52-275 53 59.3% 139 10.2%
Away 38-40| 59.3 1.7 -2.3 27 39-190 4.9 61.5% 395 7.7% 26 37-163 4.4 65.0% 362 1.5% Home 40-20| 227.0 8.3 0.7 27 40-237 5.9 65.5% 298 5.2% 19 26-62 2.3 60.7% 246 3.3%
Position by Position Edges
Memphis UCF
Memphis QB/WR
0.86 vs.
UCF DB's
Memphis RB's
112 vs.
UCF LB's
Memphis OL
1.29 vs.
UCF DL
Memphis DL
vs. 0.74
UCF OL
Memphis LB'S
vs. 0.87
UCF RB's
Memphis DB's
vs. 1.08
UCF QB/WR
B Memphis ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score 4.38 vs.
Las Vegas Line ’— From 2005-18 UCF won 13 straight games over Memphis (7-5-1 ATS). Two of those meetings were in
Memphis - 75 50 41 45217 34-50-486 W e LB E7 2 the AAC title game back in 17 agnd '918. In last year'spmatihup the s-:)ore just 7-7 after the ng. In the 2Q]
ueF ) 3 4 34 47-197  35-49-601 o Projected Rushing Memphis K UCF scored 3 TD's on 4 drives and took a 27-14 lead into the half (434-321). To open the 2H UCF &
Las Vegas Total Memphis traded TD's then off a UCF fumble at the Memphis 3-yd line the Tigers went 96/8 to make it 35
2019 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's 8 176 yards Memphis UCF 210 yards vs. 1.95 63.5 Points 29. Early 4Q UCF went 93‘yds in 1 play to make it 43-291 At 49-44 UCF punted a_nd Memph_is went 85/9
£ take the 50-49 lead (missed 2-pt try) and then UCF missed a late FG and their 13-gm win streak was
Memphis - 81 30 27 52281 17-29-209 8 Projected Passing UCF K snapped despite UCF putting up 798 yds (Memphis had 703 yds) and UCF QB Gabriel threw for a career
g . +/- Ratings high 601 yds & 5 TD's. UCF is 0-5 ATS as a home favorite vs FBS teams the L2Y. Memphis is 0-3 ATS as
UCF 10 -5.5 31 18 37-165 17-29-296 1 o 280 yards Memphis UCF 297 yards Memphis Coaches | Ucf By 6.5 an AD under HC Silverfield. UCF opened 2-0 and had a 573-283 yd edge vs Boise. They lost at
N . ‘s s Louisville and lost QB Gabriel on the last play then lost at Navy by 4 and needed a last-minute TD to get|
2018 Rank tine Score o Rush Comp-Att-Yds To's ; Projected Yardage Total i 0.05 Game Grade past East Carolina St home 20-16. Last wgethhey traveled to Eir\ycy and a partially blocked punt led t?)
Memphis ) 6 a 23 45401 18-30-182 3 455 yards Memphis UCF 507 yards UCF Coaches Ucf By 3.9 a 38 yd TD drive to lead 7-0 and RB Ford had a 79 yd TD run to make it 28-0 and it was 35-7 at half
g with 314-99 yd edge. UCF without QB Gabriel, RB Harvey and Bowser and WR Robinson. Cincy got a 74
UCF 7 -3 56 34 62-350 19-28-348 -2 ] Projected Final Score Memphis Pts yd IR TD to lead 42-7 and rolled 56-21 at home. UCF has just 350 ypg offense since Gabriel was lost.
- Computer Yards Memphis opened 3-0 but were outgained by Miss St 468-246 in a home win. They led UTSA 21-0 and
2017 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's l=- 36 points Memphis UCF 41 points 7.65 vs. 4.69 | Ucf 507-455 Temple 17-0 but lost both then had a 614-417 yd edge at Tulsa and lost by 6. Last Thursday Memphis
v had a 415-241 yd edge and beat Navy at home 35-17. Memphis has a potent offense avg 84 more
Memphis - 68.5 13 25 24-75 27-49-321 & Experience Rankings UCF Pts omputer Points than their opp'syallowghut also are a\loyw‘\ng teams 65 ypg thepn they norpmauy avg on defegnse z:ogt so
uer . 45 40 27 49350  19-31-253 5 82 Memphis UCF 80 P OSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO" ,Taooc:ﬁ.nﬁfzzrggsie;h:enigan is hitting 61% with a 16-4 ratio. This game is a tossup and an upset
2016 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength
Memphis Phil Steele
Memphis 16 81 55 32 45282 30-44-471 95 Memphis UCF 81 | Ucf by 1 .
UCF 38 Memphis 37
Ve 12 -7 62 32 39-232  28-40-494 -2

By 2.96 Points




Colorado St Rams o ove Utah St Aggies
Rams Logs vs. MTW vs. MTW Aggies Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-0 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 120 9/3 South Dakota St 23-42 L 118 76 92 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 110 133 9/4 at Washington St 26-23 W 101 100 24 42 91 128
0-1 0-1 0-0 0-0 117 107 9/11 Vanderbilt 21-24 L 114 86 70 112 118 85 1-0 0-0 115 9/11 North Dakota 48-24 w 102 90 53
0-2 1-1 0-0 0-0 113 122 9/18 at Toledo 22-6 w 104 93 109 80 65 19 2-0 2-0 0-0 0-0 117 124 9/18 at Air Force 49-45 w 73 87 47 91 99 126
1-2 3-0 0-0 1-0 118 148 5 9/25  atlowa 14-24 L 93 117 86 101 3 5 #59 Rush Off #57 3-0 1-2 1-0 0-0 120 127 9/25 Boise St 3-27 L 41 103 31 94 76 2
1-3 0-0 122 10/2 Bye 111 115 89 #72 Pass Off #14 3-1 4-0 1-1 0-0 116 130 13 |10/1 BYU 20-34 L 38 103 34 63 101 31
1-3 3-2 0-0 1-0 122 114 10/9 San Jose St 32-14 w 112 114 89 113 67 56 #68 Total Off #11 3-2 1-1 116 10/9 Bye 53 104 38
2-3 2-4 1-0 0-2 123 105 10/16 at New Mexico 36-7 w 107 107 70 119 80 91 #93 Score Off #61 3-2 0-5 1-1 0-1 116 109 10/16 at UNLV 28-24 59 105 37 125 122 109
3-3 4-2 2-0 2-1 125 116 10/22 at Utah St 102 45 81 52 104 30 #47 Sks Allowed #38 4-2 3-3 2-1 2-0 116 125 10/23 Colorado St 52 104 30 102 45 81
3-4 1-2 127 10/30 Boise St 99 69 9 #16 Rush Def #118 3-4 1-2 117 10/30 Hawaii 81 55 94
4-2 0-2 117 11/6  at Wyoming 105 58 104 #20 Pass Def #81 1-6 0-0 99 11/6  at New Mexico St 119 127 96
6-1 3-1 129 11/13 Air Force 71 65 125 #8 Total Def #106 3-4 1-2 113 11/13 at San Jose St 114 64 67
3-4 1-2 117 11/20 at Hawaii 81 55 94 #27 Score Def #90 4-2 0-2 117 11/20 Wyoming 105 58 104
5-1 2-0 128 11/27 Nevada 67 70 27 #9 Sks By #110 2-5 0-3 103 11/27 at New Mexico 125 82 76
#24 Ypg Diff #58
+4 Total TO's -2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
South Dakota St 23-42 -4 6 -2 28 40-124 3.1 33-49 338 3 22 34-242 7.1 18-28 224 0 at St 26-23| 81 5 -1 25  46-222 4.8 23-36 219 0 20 26-149 5.7 20-35 211 2
Vanderbilt 21-24| 103 -1 0 20 33-207 6.3 20-38 238 0 21 37-104 2.8 27-42 238 3 North Dakota 48-24| 182 -1 1 23 38-217 5.7 23-37 404 1 24 24-65 2.7 32-46 374 1
at Toledo 22-6| 36 7 0 18  49-209 4.3 11-28 110 0 11 28-13 0.5 25-43 270 6 at Air Force 49-45 9 3 1 26 39-180 4.6 31-50 448 2 23 63-437 6.9 6-12 182 1
at Iowa 14-24| -28 0 0 12 48-95 2.0 16-30 155 3 12 32-54 1.7 15-23 224 3 [7)] Boise St 3-27 8 -7 -2 18  42-235 5.6 13-31 208 3 25  42-148 3.5 22-39 287 2
Bye E ") 3 BYU 20-34| -130 1 -2 23 35-22 0.6 26-48 314 3 22 36-221 6.1 22-30 245 2
San Jose St 32-14| 182 8 3 21 53-217 4.1 19-23 232 1 13 31-113 3.6 11-22 154 3 © w — Bye
at New Mexico 36-7| 373 10 3 21 54-163 3.0 16-26 289 11 38-63 1.7 4-20 16 E g g at UNLV 28-24| 110 14 1 26 46-142 3.1 21-32 298 1 12 31-219 7.1 12-24 111 1
at Utah St [} w < Colorado St
Boise St o > e Hawaii
at Wyoming -] < 1] at New Mexico St
Air Force [ E < at San Jose St
at Hawaii =] w E Wyoming
Nevada ° L =] at New Mexico
O
Average 25-20| 110.3 5.0 0.7 20  46-169 3.7 59.3% 227 5.7% 15 33-98 2.9 56.2% 188 11.8% Average 29-30| 43.3 2.5 -0.3 24 41-170 4.1 58.5% 315 4.3% 21 37-207 5.6  61.3% 235 4.8%
Conference 34-11| 277.5 9.0 3.0 21 54-190 3.6 71.4% 261 10.2% 12 35-88 2.6 357% 85 21.4% Conference 27-32| 423 3.3 0.0 23 42-186 4.4 57.5% 318  5.3% 20 45-268 59 53.3% 193 53%
Away 24-12) 127.0 5.7 1.0 17 50-156 3.1 51.2% 185 8.3% 11 33-43 1.3 51.2% 170 17.4% Home 24-28| 20.0 -2.3 -1.0 21 38-158 4.1 53.4% 309 6.0% 24  34-145 4.3 66.1% 302 4.3%
Position by Position Edges
Colorado St Utah St
Colorado St QB/WR
0.32 vs.
Utah St DB's
Colorado St RB's
vs. 1.37
Utah St LB's
Colorado St OL
0.40 vs.
Utah St DL
Colorado St DL
1.46 vs.
Utah St OL
Colorado St LB'S
0.93 vs.
Utah St RB's
Colorado St DB's
vs. 0.56
Utah St QB/WR
B Colorado St ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2019 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score vs. 2.62
Las Vegas Line
Colorado St - 70.5 24 11 35-79 14-30-217 Utah St ST's Colorado St By 3.5 [Teams first met back in 1902 and CSU leads the series 39-35-2. Did not meet last season (gm
anceled). The Aggies have won the last two meetings but the Rams have covered 4 straight
Utah st - -24 34 25 56-240  17-33-204 -1 Projected Rushing Colorado St K Las Vegas Total games in the series. Utah St opened with comeback wins vs Wash St, North Dakota and Air Force
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's 2 219yards  Colorado St Utah st 109 yards vs. 1.10 9 58.5 Points then played better than the finals vs Boise and BYU (lost by 19 ppg). Last week they went to UNLV
t nd had a 26-12 FD and 440-330 yd edges but after missing 2 4Q FG's they needed a 60/9 TD
Colorado St - 65 24 29 44199 25-38-307 %‘ Projected Passing Utah St K +/- Ratings with :35 left to pull out a 28-24 road win. Colo St was the opposite as they opened up with a pair
a H - of upset home losses to SDakotaSt and Vandy but they beat a strong Toledo 22-6 on the road, led
utah st M85 29 16 28141 1524169 ! S 214yards  Colorado St Utah st 300 yards ColomadbSteosches o a top 5 Towa 14-7 at half and bounced the defending MW champ San Jose 32-14 at home with a
2017 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's 3 Projected Yardage Total 0.50 vs. 449-267 yd edge. Last week they traveled to New Mexico and Colo St allowed just 76 yds to New
5 Game Grade Mexico the 2nd lowest total in school history. Cayden Camper had 5 FG's (also 5 vs Toledo, 6 vs
Colorado St Co8s 7 29 5216 2231029 = 433 yards  Colorado St Utah st 410 yards e Coaches | CRILTEN7 San Jose) but did miss one. Lobo frosh QB CJ Montes was just 3-19-11 but NM only trailed 13-7 at
Utah St - 64.5 14 14 29-63 18-34-149 0 8 Projected Final Score Colorado St Pts half thanks to a 63 yd PR. Colo St open 3Q 75/6 TD and rolled 36-7 on the road with 452-79 yd
c Computer Yards edge. QB Todd Centeio is hitting 60% with a 6-1 ratio. The Rams defense is allowing a paltry 227
2016 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's E 30 points Colorado St Utah St 27 points 3.61 vs. 5.65 | Colorado St 433-410 ypg the last 4 weeks and Colo St is playing to a 112.9 AGG in that span holding foes to 110 ypg
Colorado St - 50 31 22 47224 17-32-240 2 Experience Rankings Utah St Pts below their opp avg. Utah St is playing to a 96.2 AGG the L4W and they D is allowing 463 ypg
omputer Points hich is 111 ypg above what their opp avg. While my computer has this a toss up, I will go more
Utah st - 3 2 23 39-251  19-34-205 2 24 Colorado St Utah St 39 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Colorado St 30-27 with the L4W AGG which has Colo St by 13.2!
Team Schedule Strength
Utah st Phil Steele
74 Colorado St Utah st 72 | Colorado St by 10
Colorado St 28 Utah St 18
By 2.04 Points




Washington Huskies o i Arizona Wildcats
Huskies Logs vs. PAC 12 vs. PAC 12 Wildcats Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 0-3 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conp cone ™ /T FOEH/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  coNF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0 0-0 133 20 9/4 Montana 7-13 L 19 27 57 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0  0-0 00 00 116 132 9/4 __ tBYU 16-24 L 103 106 102 57 78 8
0-1 1-0 0-0 0-0 128 134 9/11  at Michigan 10-31 L 27 28 111 31 37 2 0-1 1-0 0-0 0-0 118 118 9/11 San Diego St 14-38 L 98 106 124 85 42 31
0-2 1-1 0-0 00 126 112 9/18 Arkansas St 52-3 w 31 29 125 59 111 90 0-2 0-0 113 9/18 Northern Arizona  19-21 L 87 108 118
1-2 1-2 0-0 0-0 130 128 9/25 California 31-24 w 51 13 103 37 55 118 | #113 Rush Off #107 0-3 3-0 0-0 0-0 109 139 3 9/25  at Oregon 19-41 L 100 99 126 26 26 38
2-2 3-1 10  1-0 130 133 10/2 __ atOregon St 24-27 L 59 15 98 25 45 60 #56 Pass Off #64 | 0-4 0-1 111 10/2 Bye 100 93 125
2-3 1-1 130 10/9 Bye 58 9 114 #96 Total Off #101 | 0-4 3-2 0-1 1-1 111 132 10/9 UCLA 16-34 L 105 95 124 30 30 25
2-3 4-2 11 2-1 130 132 10/16 UCLA 17-24 L 62 10 114 30 26 29 #99 Score Off #128 | 0-5 1-4 | 02 02 111 115 10/16 _at Colorado 0-34 L 103 92 120 121 70 94
2-4 0-6 1-2 0-3 128 107 10/23 at Arizona 68 16 107 109 99 129 #72 Sks Allowed #87 0-6 2-4 (058 1-2 107 128 10/23 i 109 99 129 68 16 107
3-4 2-3 131 10/30 _at Stanford 51 50 59 | #101 Rush Def #110 3-3 2-3 127 10/30 _at USC 23 66 36
5-1 2-1 133 11/6 Oregon 28 19 44 #4 Pass Def #10 1-5 0-3 124 11/6 California 47 60 95
5-2 3-1 135 11/13 Arizona St 20 31 39 | #39 Total Def #60 4-2 3-0 137 11/13 Utah 34 15 108
2-4 1-2 119 11/19 at Colorado 117 63 40 #37 Score Def #104 4-3 3-2 129 11/19 at i St 83 49 83
4-3 3-2 129 11/26 st 83 49 83 | #110 Sks By #115 5-2 3-1 135 11/27 _at Arizona St 20 31 39
#72 Ypg Diff #90
-4 Total TO's -9
Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  vds Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Montana 7-13] 59 11 -3 21 27-65 2.4 27-46 226 3 10 34-127 3.7 12-23 105 1 + BYU 16-24| 58 9 -1 27 35-81 2.3 36-48 345 4 18 34-161 4.7 19-29 207 1
at Michigan 10-31] -44 -1 -1 19 32-50 1.6 20-37 293 4 20  56-343 6.1 7-15 44 0 San Diego St 14-38| -226 -12 -1 9 19-49 2.6 18-36 179 4 21 55-271 4.9 10-16 183 2
Arkansas St 52-3] 330 15 0 30 39-200 5.1 25-44 398 1 15 2348 2.1 22-49 220 3 w Northern Arizona 19-21] 123 4 0 19 27-106 3.9 25-41 257 2 15  45-148 3.3 12-20 92 1
California 31-24| -131 -3 2 18 30-92 3.1 19-32 234 1 21 37-138 3.7 30-42 319 3 _2 ") at Oregon 19-41| 42 14 -5 31 53-202 3.8 21-35 233 1 17 31-187 6.0 10-24 206 2
at Oregon St 24-27| 28 -3 0 15  35-176 5.0 17-26 142 3 18 50-242 4.8 7-15 48 2 < " “"[ Bye
Bye g g (8] UCLA 16-34| -49 5 0 27 42-122 2.9 26-38 240 3 22 47-329 7.0 8-19 82 1
UCLA 17-24] -153 -3 -2 19 31-83 2.7 20-30 184 2 22 40-237 5.9 21-27 183 0 T § g at Colorado 0-34] -85 1 -2 19 31-127 4.1 20-39 153 2 18 39-117 3.0 12-19 248
at Arizona c w ;
at Stanford o > at USC
Oregon ‘a < g California
Arizona St £ E o Utah
at Colorado ] w N at i St
Washington St [0} = - at Arizona St
s <
Average 24-20( 148 27  -0.7 | 20 32111 3.4 59.5% 246 6.5% | 18 40-189 4.7 57.9% 153  5.3% Average 14-32] -22.8 3.5  -1.5 | 22 35-115 3.3 61.6% 235 6.8% | 19 42-202 4.8  55.9% 170  6.3%
Conference 24-25| -85.3  -3.0 0.0 17 32-117 3.7 63.6% 187  6.8% 20  42-206 4.9 69.0% 183 6.0% Conference 12-36] -30.7 6.7 -2.3 26 42-150 3.6 59.8% 209 5.4% 19 39-211 54 48.4% 179 6.5%
Away 17-29] -8.0 2.0 -05 17 34-113 34 58.7% 218 11.1%| 19 53-293 55 46.7% 46 _ 6.7% Home 16-31] -50.7 __-1.0 _ -0.3 18 29-92 3.1 60.0% 225 7.8% | 19 49-249 5.1 54.5% 119  7.3%
Position by Position Edges
- -
Washington QB/WR
vs. 0.20
Arizona DB's
Washington RB's
vs. 0.64
Arizona LB's
Washington OL
1.26 vs.
Arizona DL
Washington DL
vs. 0.15
Arizona OL
Washington LB'S
272 vs.
Arizona RB's
Washington DB's
311 vs.
Arizona QB/WR
Washington ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Pro;ected Box Score 2.48 vs.
Las Vegas Line Arizona has dropped the last 4 (1-3 ATS) vs Washington. Last year the Wildcats fell behind 24-0 at
Washington - s a4 24 45233 16:26-239 L5Emm Ers WEET e 5y 2745 half and 37-0 after 3Q. Jimmy Lake said afterward, “It could almost have been 60-0 if we caught
. N - some passes.” Arizona put up 301 yds and 4 TD's in 4Q vs backups (AZ 1.8 ypp 1st 3Q) with last
prizone B 7 B 2 s * Projected Rushing SRS Las Vegas Total :33 left. Last time here ('19), Wash trailed 17-13 at half before rallying in the 2H, 51-27. Wash
2019 Rank Line Score D Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's 148 yards Washington Arizona 155 yards = 0.75 46.5 Points faked a punt on 4&1 from its own 31 on 4th play and got a 65 yd TD pass 3 plays later then
) dominated leading AZ 24-0 at half with 267-45 yd edge. UW got off to a very disappointing start at
Washington - -6.5 51 18 45-207 15-22-243 5 Projected Passing Arizona K 2-3 SU as they had a 14-2 FD edge vs Montana but lost at home and was only outgained by 44 yds|
] . X +/- Ratings by a powerful Michigan team. The Huskies were SOD in their own territory late and lost to Oregon
Arizona - 69 27 18 39-151 16-33-209 -3 8 168 yards Washington Arizona 142 yards Washington Coaches | Washington By 17.3 St. Last week UW did get LB ZTF back for some snaps. UW was int at UCLA 30 then 74/12 settle
N | - N 25 yd FG UCLA 2 TD and FG next 3 drives led 17-3 and UW TD 17-10 H. UW 75/9 TD 17-17 but
2018 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Atvds  TO's 4 Projected Yardage Total 145 vs. came Grade after each team punt UCLA 90/13 TD 8:19 left. UW man open but int at 4 4;50 left and UCLA run
Washington 9 13 35 24 51352 14-21-160 3 316 yards Washington Arizona 297 yards Arizona Coaches Washington By 6.1 out clock. Arizona opened the year 0-5 but did actually outgain Oregon and BYU and were just -10
- ypg despite losing by 15 ppg. They lost QB McCloud. Arizona owns the nation’s longest losing streak
Arizona - 58 28 23 43-308 19-31-167 -2 8 Projected Final Score ‘Washington Pts (18) and last week Colorado got their first conference shutout since 2005. Colorado had got two 1H
13 Yards FG and led 6-0 with AZ SOD at 1 late in 1H. Colo then got a 36 yd scoop and score on a blocked
2 28 points  Washington Arizona 9points | 11.02 = 174 | D o punt and 50 yd IR TD and a 62 yd TD pass to Rice to lead 27-0 after 3Q. Arizona lost starting QB
& Experience Rankings e Cruz in 2Q and Plummer hit 7-17-71. Colo went 70/9 for TD 4:08 left 34-0. AZ did throw into EZ
Points inc at end in 34-0 loss. As you know, I was very high on Washington at the start of the year and
33 Washington Arizona 91 | Washington 28-9 they have disappointed me almost weekly. They would win the North if they win out and maybe
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: this game gets them started on a second half surge.
Team Schedule Strength
Washington Phil Steele
40 Washington Arizona 33 | ‘Washington by 22

By 9.28 Points

Washington 28 Arizona 6




W Michigan Broncos v v Toledo Rockets
Broncos Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-1 1-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 114 132 9/4 at Michigan 14-47 L 49 93 100 41 50 40 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 119 9/4 Norfolk St 49-10 W 72 51 113
0-1 0-0 112 9/11 1llinois St 28-0 w 66 99 129 . Toledo 1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 119 137 8 9/11  at Notre Dame 29-32 L 71 5] 28 14 8 18
1-1 2-0 0-0 0-0 114 127 9/18 at Pittsburgh 44-41 w 83 104 130 39 12 86 1-1 0-2 0-0 0-0 122 113 9/18 Colorado St 6-22 L 80 65 19 104 93 109
2-1 2-1 0-0 1-0 118 122 9/25 San Jose St 23-3 w 84 111 122 115 46 79 #42 Rush Off #74 1-2 1-2 0-0 0-0 117 120 9/25  atBall St 22-12 w 103 61 46 118 104 55
3-1 2-2 0-0 0-0 123 115 10/2 at Buffalo 24-17 w 86 80 122 94 108 100 #48 Pass Off #78 2-2 0-4 1-0 0-0 121 93 10/2 at UMass 45-7 w 95 52 51 120 130 126
4-1 2-3 1-0 0-1 123 120 10/9 Ball St 20-45 L 82 77 122 124 107 29 #43 Total Off #75 3-2 3-2 1-0 1-0 123 117 10/9 Northern Illinois 20-22 L 94 40 65 91 117 103
4-2 3-3 1-1 2-0 118 118 10/16 Kent St 64-31 w 87 87 127 57 103 124 #46 Score Off #73 3-3 3-3 1-1 1-1 120 114 10/16 _at Central Michigan 23-26 L 89 41 67 46 109 65
5-2 3-4 2-1 1-2 122 118 10/23 at Toledo 60 76 119 91 42 53 #87 Sks Allowed #126 3-4 5-2 1-2 2-1 118 122 10/23 Western Michigan 91 42 53 60 76 119
10/30 Bye #29 Rush Def #63 4-3 1-2 119 11/2 Eastern Michigan 108 107 1
4-3 2-1 116 11/3 Central Michigan 54 105 73 #35 Pass Def #13 11/6 Bye
2-5 1-2 100 11/9 Akron 120 125 130 #27 Total Def #23 2-5 0-3 99 11/10 at Bowling Green 126 90 12
4-3 1-2 119 11/16 at Eastern Michigan 108 107 1 #73 Score Def #15 1-6 1-2 109 11/16 at Ohio 98 120 84
5-2 3-0 117 11/23 at Northern Illinois 89 110 87 #8 Sks By #59 2-5 1-2 100 11/27 Akron 120 125 130
#19 Ypg Diff #39
+3 Total TO's +9
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
at Michigan 14-47| -241 -5 0 17 32-119 3.7 20-37 191 1 22  43-335 7.8 13-17 216 1 Norfolk St 49-10| 169 7 2 21 39-205 5.3 13-17 236 3 14 42-147 3.5 8-18 125 1
Illinois St 28-0| 350 20 -1 24 51-233 4.6 15-22 174 1 4 26-28 1.1 8-19 29 4 at Notre Dame 29-32| -96 -11 2 16 31-132 4.3 19-32 221 5 27 39-132 3.4 24-36 317 6
at Pittsburgh 44-41| 27 3 3 28 48-160 3.3 26-38 357 3 25 24-75 3.1 25-34 415 2 ") Colorado St 6-22| -36 3 0 11 28-13 0.5 25-43 270 6 8 49-209 4.3 11-28 110 0
San Jose St 23-3| 228 8 3 19 43-147 3.4 17-28 200 4 11 30-60 2.0 9-26 59 8 o at Ball St 22-12| 132 2 0 19 44-272 6.2 12-20 172 3 17 35-122 3.5 21-36 190 4
at Buffalo 24-17| 175 14 1 29  49-178 3.6 21-33 279 3 15 29-131 4.5 12-22 151 1 g ") ﬂ at UMass 45-7| 321 14 4 22 43-223 5.2 20-30 232 1 8 26-23 0.9 11-25 111 1
Ball St 20-45 1 5 -4 23 49-119 2.4 19-35 257 4 18 28-65 2.3 15-26 310 1 (=] w Q Northern Illinois 20-22| -25 -8 1 15  22-135 6.1 16-31 236 0 23 55-242 4.4 14-24 154 1
Kent St 64-31| 286 12 1 32 51-341 6.7 15-22 307 0 20 34-124 3.6 19-34 238 5 E g 5 at Central Michigan 23-26| 18 7 0 20  44-142 3.2 15-32 208 7 13 35-128 3.7 21-35 204 1
at Toledo c w o Western Michigan
Bye i > -4 Eastern Michigan
Central Michigan =) < o Bye
‘Akron i E 8 2t Bowling Green
at Eastern Michigan 9o w ° at Ohio
at Northern Tllinois s L= = Akron
H
Average 31-26| 118.0 8.1 0.4 25  46-185 4.0 61.9% 252 7.4% 16 31-117 3.8 56.7% 203 12.4% Average 28-19| 69.0 2.0 1.3 18  36-160 4.5 58.5% 225  12.2% 16 40-143 3.6 54.5% 173 6.9%
Conference 36-31]| 154.0 10.3 -0.7 28  50-213 4.3 61.1% 281 7.8% 18 30-107 3.5 56.1% 233 8.5% Conference 22-20| 41.7 0.3 0.3 18  37-183 5.0 51.8% 205 12.0% 18 42-164 3.9 58.9% 183 6.3%
Away 27-35| -13.0 4.0 1.3 25 43-152 3.5 62.0% 276 6.5% 21 32-180 5.6  68.5% 261 5.5% Home 25-18| 36.0 0.7 1.0 16 30-118 4.0 59.3% 247 9.9% 15 49-199 4.1  47.1% 130 2.9%
Position by Position Edges
W Michigan Toledo
W Michigan QB/WR
vs. 112
Toledo DB's
W Michigan RB's
vs. 0.98
Toledo LB's
W Michigan OL
0.15 vs.
Toledo DL
‘W Michigan DL
0.90 vs.
Toledo OL
W Michigan LB'S
0.86 vs.
Toledo RB's
W Michigan DB's
vs. 0.21
Toledo QB/WR
B W Michigan ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score vs. 2.71
Las Vegas Line
Western Michigan - -2.5 41 24 28-153 20-29-284 Toledo ST's W Michigan By 1.5 Last year Toledo led 24-10 at half and got a 4 yd TD run to lead 38-28 with just 2:54 left and had
a 501-316 yd edge. WM went 70/11 for TD recovered onside and on a fake spike capped a 51/4
Toledo - 58 38 29 39162 30-46-339 -1 Projected Rushing W Michigan K Las Vegas Total drive with 9 yd TD pass to wide open Jaylen Hall to stun the Rockets 41-38 (-2’) at home. Toledo is
2019 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's P 165 yards W Michigan Toledo 130 yards Rt 0.25 9 55 Points B.-3 SU (6-5 ATS) vs WM S/'10, only once scoring !ess than 30 pts. The visitor is‘just 1-4SU & ATS
t nce 2016. Last time here Broncos never led trailing 24-7 at HT and never getting closer than 7 in
Western Michigan - 74 24 23 29-117  25-51-303 %‘ Projected Passing Toledo K +/- Ratings 2H in a 31-24 loss (+1°). Tim Lester is 3-7 ATS as an AD but did win at Pitt this year. Jason Candle
oo S R - is 13-15 ATS as a HF. When Western is “on” they look like the best team in the MAC with Kaleb
Toledo c ks 3 26 S35 142200 1 S 188 yards W Michigan Toledo 212 yards [ebichiosnconches jLoledolvio Eleby hitting 62% with a 12-2 ratio. WMich upset a powerfull Pitt and had a 457-282 yd edge vs
2018 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's 3 Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.55 Buffalo. After an upset loss to Ball St Last week WM scored on their first 5 poss but 3 were FG’s and
= o Game Grade they led 23-17 at half with Kent settling for 20 yd FG at :00. Kent fumble 2nd play 3Q WM score
Western Michigan -5 24 17 3415 2532307 B 353yards W Michigan Toledo 342 yards Toledo Coaches ICETTmEy 20 TD's first 5 poss of 2H with Kent punting 4 times, 57-23. Each team got a late TD 64-31 WM 648-
Toledo - 68 51 25 35-268 18-32-247 1 8 Projected Final Score W Michigan Pts 362 yd edge. Coming into the year I thought Toledo had the best defense in the MAC but they are
c Computer Yards allowing 316 ypg and holding foes to 53 ypg below their season avg and WMich is allowing 319 ypg
2017 Rank  Line  Score  FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 5 24 points W Michigan Toledo 26 points 191 Vb 582 | LI DI but holding foes to 61 ypg below their season avg and have taken on the tougher schedule (#69 vs|
Western Michigan - 61.5 10 15 31-95 13-29-180 E Experience Rankings Toledo Pts #112). Toledo QB Carter Bradley struggled vs Northern Illinois and they went to rFr DeQuan Finn
omputer Points (PS#63). Finn hit 15-32-208 vs CMich for a QBR of just 29.7. WM is playing to an AGG of 104.8
Toledo - B2 22 38155 19-29-300 1 21 W Michigan Toledo 4 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED T0: Toledo 26-24 and Toledo is at 98.7 (WM by 1.6).
2016 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength
Toledo Phil Steele
Western Michigan 14 -7.5 55 25 48-249 19-25-196 70 W Michigan Toledo 114 | ‘W Michigan by 4 . .
Western Michigan 27 Toledo 23
Toledo - 7 35 20 30-227  13-24-229 -3

By 3.92 Points




UMass Minutemen oV o Florida St Seminoles
Logs vs. IND vs. ACC Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-0 2-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 95 126 9/4 at Pittsburgh 7-51 L 128 129 84 43 21 35 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 127 137 9 9/5 Notre Dame 38-41 L 26 37 72 20 7 13
0-1 1-0 0-0 0-0 93 128 9/11 Boston College 28-45 L 127 130 121 24 73 37 UMass N 0-1 0-0 127 9/11 Jacksonville St 17-20 L 25 36 77
0-2 1-1 0-0 0-0 95 119 9/18 Eastern Michigan 28-42 L 127 130 128 113 116 101 0-2 2-0 0-0 0-0 122 128 9/18 at Wake Forest 14-35 L 27 35 73 60 56 4
0-3 3-0 0-0 0-0 96 128 17 ]9/25  at Coastal Carolina 3-53 L 117 130 119 12 97 87 #112 Rush Off #25 0-3 2-1 0-1 0-0 120 128 9/25 Louisville 23-31 L 50 51 73 72 89 71
0-4 2-2 0-0 1-0 93 121 10/2 Toledo 7-45 L 120 130 126 95 52 51 #104 Pass Off #108 0-4 3-1 0-2 0-0 120 128 10/2 Syracuse 33-30 w 50 49 82 60 83 55
0-5 0-6 0-0 0-1 91 98 10/9 Connecticut 27-13 w 126 130 111 129 126 93 #122 Total Off #77 1-4 3-2 1-2 2-2 122 136 10/9  at North Carolina 35-25 w 44 54 75 12 55 99
1-5 1-0 95 10/16 Bye 123 130 122 #122 Score Off #80 2-4 2-2 127 10/16 Bye 43 51 68
1-5 2-4 1-0 2-2 95 127 10/23 at Florida St 124 129 123 43 53 64 #38 Sks Allowed #87 2-4 1-5 2-2 1-0 127 95 10/23 UMass 43 53 64 124 129 123
5-2 0-0 131 10/30 at Liberty 78 39 105 #125 Rush Def #88 4-2 3-1 135 10/30 at Clemson 66 6 90
11/6 Rhode Island #101 Pass Def #93 5-1 2-0 136 11/6 NC State 32 13 77
11/13 Maine #123 Total Def #95 2-4 0-2 128 11/13 Miami, FI 40 27 62
4-2 1-0 121 11/20 at Army West Point 86 48 70 #127 Score Def #94 4-2 0-2 124 11/20 at Boston College 61 83 33
1-6 0-0 99 11/27 at New Mexico St 119 127 96 #124 Sks By #42 4-3 2-3 133 11/27 at Florida 9 7 52
#128 Ypg Diff #93
-2 Total TO's -7
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
at Pittsburgh 7-51| -389 -24 1 11 27-42 1.6 14-31 167 5 35 41-223 5.4 34-45 375 1 Notre Dame 38-41) 11 2 -2 19 48-264 5.5 14-26 178 5 17 35-65 1.9 26-35 366 5
Boston College 28-45| -136 -4 -1 20 30-121 4.0 14-29 214 0 24 43-250 5.8 14-18 221 0 Jacksonville St 17-20 -15 1 0 22 37-202 5.5 18-34 133 0 21 39-108 2.8 17-38 242 5
Eastern Michigan 28-42| 12 4 -1 30 34-206 6.1 23-39 313 1 26 42-184 4.4 16-24 323 1 " at Wake Forest 14-35| -167 -11 -4 16 29-91 3.1 16-22 226 3 27 58-225 3.9 22-31 259 3
at Coastal Carolina 3-53| -400 -17 0 13 24-28 1.2 18-30 130 3 30  45-312 6.9 15-25 246 0 c 2 Louisville 23-31| 58 2 -1 23 36-205 5.7 24-39 248 6 21 41-131 3.2 25-40 264 1
Toledo 7-45| -321 -14 -4 8 26-23 0.9 11-25 111 1 22 43-223 5.2 20-30 232 1 qE’ ") [=] Syracuse 33-30| -11 4 -1 22 37-247 6.7 22-32 131 2 18 40-239 6.0 13-23 150 1
Connecticut 27-13| 116 7 3 21 56-247 4.4 11-23 160 0 14  31-163 5.3 13-24 128 2 o g .E at North Carolina 35-25| -49 -5 1 22 41-238 5.8 11-13 145 0 27 36-229 6.4 17-32 203 1
Bye - § £ Bye
at Florida St E [ 8 UMass
at Liberty - > at Clemson
Rhode Isiand = < & NC State
Maine (] E © Miami, FI
at Army West Point % w L] at Boston College
at New Mexico St s = = at Florida
= o
(T8
Average 17-42|-186.3 -8.0 -0.3 17 33-111 3.4 51.4% 183 5.6% 25 41-226 5.5 67.5% 254 3.0% Average 27-30| -28.8 -1.2 -1.2 21 38-208 5.5 63.3% 177 9.6% 22 42-166 4.0 60.3% 247 8.0%
Conference 17-39/-182.5 -8.8 -0.3 15  35-108 3.1 46.3% 163 5.6% 24 40-215 54 69.2% 239 3.4% Conference 26-30| -42.3  -2.5 -1.3 21 36-195 5.5 68.9% 188 10.4% | 23 44-206 4.7 61.1% 219 4.8%
Away 5-52{-394.5 -20.5 0.5 12 26-35 14 52.5% 149  13.1% 33 43-268 6.2 70.0% 311 1.4% Home 28-31| 10.8 2.3 -1.0 22 40-230 5.8 59.5% 173 9.9% 19 39-136 3.5 59.6% 256 8.8%
Position by Position Edges
UMass i
UMass QB/WR
vs. 1.65
Florida St DB's
UMass RB's
vs. 2.34
Florida St LB's.
UMass OL
vs. 0.78
Florida St DL
UMass DL
vs. 3.07
Florida St OL
UMass LB'S
vs. 2.27
Florida St RB's
UMass DB's
vs. 1.28
Florida St QB/WR
UMass ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
Projected Box Score . v
8 Las Vegas Line First meeting. UMass HC Walt Bell was FSU’s OC/QB coach in ‘18. FSU is 8-0 SU/6-2 ATS when
LS Ers | LU 53 By B hosting G5 opponents with their last loss coming in 2009 vs USF. UMass is facing their 3rd ACC foe
Projected Rushing UMass K this season after losing to both Pitt & BC in the first 2 weeks (1-1 ATS). FSU is on a 2-9 ATS run vs
Las Vegas Total non-conference foes the last 3Y. FSU is 0-5 ATS when favored by 20+ points including an outright
8 92 yards UMass Florida st 315 yards vs. 0.25 60 Points upset loss to Jacksonville St this year. FSU opened the year a perfect 0-4 SU and were 1-4 ATS
é Projected Passing Florida St K after only beating Syracusg 33-30 at home (-S'). The season took a ma“]or swing when they went
t +/- Ratings on the road at North Carolina and Jordan Travis had 14-121 rush and hit 11-13-145 and NC had
S 156 yards UMass Florida St 217 yards UMass Coaches | Florida St By 36.3 12 pen’s for 110 yds. NC was a 3 TD favorite and jumped out to a 10-0 lead after 2 poss. FSU got 3,
s N TD’s on next 3 drives and led 21-10 at half with NC 14-10 FD edge. NC pulled to 21-17 but FSU
H Projected Yardage Total e 065 | came Grade went 75/5 & 83/9 for TD's 35-17 and NC was SOD at the 5 and went sg/u for TD 2:47 left 35-17
ﬁ 248 yards UMass Florida St 532 yards Florida St Coaches Florida St By 23.9 final. The Seminoles figure to be a dog in their last 5 games so need every win they can get, and
L . N they are fresh off a bye. UMass lost at Pitt 51-7 but are 3-3 ATS this year. After starting the year 0
] Projected Final Score Utaasins Computer Yards 5 they took on winless Connecticut in a much talked about game. Ellis Merriweather had 39-171
g 15 points UMass Florida St 44 points 0.00 vs. 15.17 i Florida St 532-248 rush. UMass went 73/12 for TD to open and UC 74/3 TD then 50/9 FG 10-7 and that was score at
5 ) . 5 half. UMass 72/10 21 yd FG tie open 3Q then SOD 31 UConn miss 53 yd FG. Mass 55/6 28 yd FG
3 Experience Rankings Florida St Pts . 1st play 4Q then after int 6/3 TD 20-10. UConn 75/9 settle 20 yd FG 20-13 10:07. UMass 78/8 TD|
106 UMass. Florida St 79 omputer Points Florida St 44-15 27-13 4:54 and their first win under Bell. Bell is 0-6 SU and ATS on the road losing by an average
SR L L A LR f 44-5 and they are -328 ypg! FSU needs to gain confidence and gets a big win at home.
Team Schedule Strength
Florida St Phil Steele
43 UMass Florida St 26 | Florida St by 35

By 15.17 Points

Florida St 45 UMass 10




Texas St Bobcats oL ovE Georgia St Panthers
Bobcats Logs vs. SUN vs. SUN Panthers Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-1 1-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone MM/ FOEM oy oe | oate FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  conr cone TMHTFOEM L op | pame FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 112 129 9/4 Baylor 20-29 L 100 114 79 94 38 70 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 122 120 9/4 Army West Point 10-43 L 59 101 114 109 82 55
0-1 1-0 0-0  0-0 113 108 9/11 _ atFIU 23-17 W 107 119 99 108 98 11 , 0-1  0-1 00 01 117 132 24 [9/11 at North Carolina 17-59 L 78 105 114 13 38 98
1-1 0-0 113 9/18 Incarnate Word 34-42 L 110 118 87 0-2 2-0 0-0 0-0 113 108 9/18 Charlotte 20-9 w 98 107 103 105 119 98
1-2 2-1 0-0  0-0 108 118 9/25 _at Eastern Michigan _ 21-59 L 114 108 62 112 116 100 | #83 Rush Off #23 | 1-2 21 00 0-0 113 136 23 [9/25  at Auburn 24-36 L 111 121 112 3 34 21
1-3 0-0 104 10/2 Bye 118 114 69 #91 Pass Off #116 1-3 3-1 0-0 0-0 116 127 10/2 Appalachian St 16-45 L 108 112 121 32 47 9
1-3 3-1 0-0  0-1 104 108 10/9 South Alabama 3331 W 119 111 71 107 68 93 | #100 Total Off #85 | 1-4 22 01  1-1 112 96 10/9  atULM 55-21 W 109 119 119 130 125 121
2-3 3-3 1-0 1-1 105 118 10/16 Troy 28-31 L 114 110 99 110 53 112 #82 Score Off #97 2-4 1-1 116 10/16 Bye 91 118 117
2-4 2-4 11 1-1 106 116 10/23 _at Georgia St 111 111 75 90 117 116 | #101 Sks Allowed #55 | 2-4 24 11 1-1 116 106 10/23 Texas St 90 117 116 111 111 75
5-1 3-0 133 10/30 at Louisiana 57 89 25 #92 Rush Def #90 2-5 1-3 110 10/30 at GA Southern 107 115 41
3-3 1-2 97 11/6 ULM 130 126 118 | #82 Pass Def #96 5-1 3-0 133 11/6 _ at Louisiana 57 89 25
2-5 1-3 110 11/13 GA Southern 107 115 41 #90 Total Def #98 6-0 2-0 134 11/13 at Coastal Carolina 2 61 14
6-0 2-0 134 11/20 _at Coastal Carolina 2 61 14 | #113 Score Def #118 1-5 0-2 105 11/20 Arkansas St 106 130 32
1-5 0-2 105 11/27 at Arkansas St 106 130 32 #122 Sks By #101 4-3 2-1 117 11/27 Troy 101 54 121
#107 Ypg Diff #105
-3 Total TO's -3
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD _ RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY YPC At  Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD _ RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY YPC At  Pass  Sks
Baylor 20-29| -151 -2 -2 20 27-79 2.9 20-40 156 1 22 45-238 5.3 15-24 148 0 Army West Point 10-43| -179 -6 -2 14 28-48 1.7 12-20 129 3 20  67-258 3.9 3-4 98 0
at FIU 23-17| -64 0 3 21 44-171 3.9 18-31 165 4 21 38-141 3.7 17-34 259 1 at North Carolina 17-59] -336  -12 0 16 45-181 4.0 14-30 90 1 28 40-201 5.0 23-31 406 2
Incarnate Word 34-42 5 -1 1 26 44-182 4.1 25-41 278 2 27 23-79 3.4 31-47 376 1 ® Charlotte 20-9| 161 3 -1 20 49-298 6.1 6-12 139 1 17 39-118 3.0 13-28 158 2
at Eastern Michigan 21-59] -200  -15 -1 18 37-112 3.0 16-25 187 4 33 44-242 5.5 2235 257 2 "y a at Auburn 24-34[ -35 -1 0 20  47-267 5.7 12-24 117 3 21 35166 4.7 2243 253 2
Bye ‘a n = Appalachian St 16-45| -122 -2 -2 21 40-134 3.4 20-37 246 4 23 40-163 4.1 23-32 339 1
South Alabama 33-31] 70 3 0 23 48212 4.4 18-28 187 3 20  44-140 3.2 19-26 189 1 Q g 4‘-:' at ULM 55-21| 213 18 2 39 58326 5.6 20-29 246 0 21 37-122 3.3 20-32 237 3
Troy 28-31| -17 -2 -4 21 39-91 2.3 22-32 279 4 23 40-205 5.1 22-29 182 'g é © Bye
at Georgia St o0 i o Texas St
at Louisiana - > - at GA Southern
uLM (] < 0 at Louisiana
GA Southern (0] E 8 at Coastal Carolina
at Coastal Carolina g w o Arkansas St
at Arkansas St [} o Troy
= Q
(L]
Average 27-35| -59.5 -2.8 -0.5 22 40-141 3.5 60.4% 209 9.1% 24  39-174 4.5 64.6% 235 3.1% Average 24-35| -49.7 0.0 -0.5 22 45-209 4.7 55.3% 161 7.9% 22  43-171 4.0 61.2% 249 59%
Conference 31-31] 265 05 -2.0 | 22 44-152 3.5 66.7% 233 11.7%| 22 42-173 4.1 74.5% 186  3.6% Conference 36-33] 455 8.0 0.0 30 49-230 4.7 60.6% 246  6.1% | 22 39-143 3.7 67.2% 288  6.3%
Away 22-38]|-132.0 -7.5 1.0 20 41-142 3.5 60.7% 176 14.3%| 27 41-192 4.7 56.5% 258 4.3% Home 15-32| -46.7  -1.7 -1.7 18 39-160 4.1 55.1% 171  11.6%| 20 49-180 3.7 60.9% 198 4.7%
Position by Position Edges
Texas St Georgia St
Texas St QB/WR
0.94 vs.
Georgia St DB's
Texas St RB's
vs. 0.23
Georgia St LB's
Texas St OL
0.18 vs.
Georgia St DL
Texas St DL
vs. 1.46
Georgia St OL
Texas St LB'S
vs. 1.08
Georgia St RB's
Texas St DB's
0.54 vs.
Georgia St QB/WR
R Texas St ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2019 Rank Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's Pro]eCted Box score 1.81 vs. N
Texas St . 3 3 20 50-221  16-25-129 Georgia St ST's Las Vegas Line Georgia St By 10.5 These teams have met 7 previous times and GSt trails the series 4-3. Their last 3 meetings have been
. N decided by 9 pts or less including their last mtg ("19) when GSt kicked a FG to send the game to OT.
Georgia St - 63 34 27 53-204  24-40-219 3 Projected Rushing QEXERE Texas St won 37-34 in 30T. Georgia St is 3-6 ATS the L5Y off a bye and the road team is 4-2-1 ATS in
- — - 2 ’ Las Vegas Total ,—-the series. Also 5 of the past 6 games have gone ‘Over” the total. Georgia St lost their first two badly
2018 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's t 95 yards Texas St Georgia St 283 yards vs. 1.50 60.5 Points N !
4 luding a 43-10 home loss to Army and were -2". They beat Charlotte at home by 9 and they led
Texas St - 51.5 40 19 36-164 21-26-325 ‘g Projected Passing Georgia St K +/- Ratings Auburn 24-19 with :50 left but gave up a 4&7 TD pass and IR TD to lose by 10. After getting rolled by
Georgia St - 65 31 25 43221 21-40-224 2 g 233 yards Texas St Georgia St 174 yards Texas St Coaches Georgia St By 12.5 ’;_pop bslft' é:éf;iath:tnl‘eznz?-é Tt“lhgltfe::\ed Té’:;gﬁ;g%f'ﬁ":s‘t"j”;oz/ gff;'; i;g a°£‘ Stgizzw’/‘;hpﬂi;‘;;ﬁfgd
2017 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's o Projected Yardage Total vs. 1.70 Game Grade 70/&2 for TD with 4:33 Ieftn. Ful;man transfgr Darren Grainger took over at QB for Cornelius Brown
Texas St - 48.5 30 23 2575 35-55-315 E 328 yards Texas St Georgia St 457 yards Georgia St Coaches Georgia St By 10.6 ‘(Nsez,,:’vﬁt:guatnz%ia:|:;te§: é"u:'f;‘ zong ;antldoi'n}j:i:z 3; ?,m lxo:ct;ron:feyiﬁolgfgagngn:als)teeartrn’:r‘;li‘n'::il;tatnh,e:fter
Georgia St - -6.5 33 21 41-162 26-40-368 -1 o Projected Final Score Texas St Pts a bye they upset South Alabama and last week they led Troy 28-24 after 3Q but gave up an KR TD and
& ‘ ) ‘ Computer Yards lost. Georgia St has taken on the tougher schedule (#43 vs #118). Taking away those two player
2016 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's H 28 points Texas St Georgia St 37 points 3.47 = 5.97 | (el e games Texas St is playing to an AGG of 87.7 and Georgia St is at 88.0 which has the two
Texas St - 61.5 21 27 41-120 27-47-300 % Experience Rankings Georgia St Pts teams even. When not playing ULM, Georgia St is avg just 17.4 ppg and laying over 10 pts. Since their
[ ‘omputer Points bye the Bobcats have hidden line value on their side and are a sneaky 2-0 ATS with almost two outright|
Georgia St - -10 a1 23 37196 27-40-340 0 34 Texas St Georgia St 16 N, e TSI TEs | Georgia St 37-28 upsets and 1 like them again this week.
Team Schedule Strength
Georgia St Phil Steele
116 Texas St Georgia St 42 | Georgia St by 3

By 2.49 Points

Georgia St 31 Texas St 28




Ohio St Buckeyes v o Indiana Hoosiers
Buckeyes Logs vs. BIG 10 vs. BIG 10 Hoosiers Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 3-0 0-3 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone TM*/T O/ oy FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 145 134 4 9/2 at Minnesota 45-31 W 4 15 50 27 98 61 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 141 143 17 18 |9/4 at Iowa 6-34 L 30 8 58 64 22 4
1-0 1-0 1-0 0-0 146 134 g 12 |9/11 Oregon 28-35 L 2 15 49 18 17 20 " . 0-1 0-1 137 9/11 Idaho 56-14 w 42 7 62
1-1 0-2 1-0 0-0 141 124 9 9/18 Tulsa 41-20 W 1 25 54 57 52 124 1-1 2-0 0-1 0-0 137 139 8 9/18 Cincinnati 24-38 L 68 11 i3 32 6 107
2-1 1-2 1-0 0-0 141 95 10 9/25 Akron 59-7 w 1 28 B5] 121 128 114 #22 Rush Off #96 1-2 1-1 0-1 0-0 133 117 9/25  at WKU 33-31 w 83 24 33 71 96 50
3-1 3-1 1-0 0-1 141 134 11 10/2 at Rutgers 52-13 w 1 20 37 98 23 6 #9 Pass Off #86 2-2 4-0 0-1 1-0 131 143 4 10/2 at Penn St 0-24 L 82 B 28 29 9 20
4-1 4-1 2-0 1-1 145 123 7 10/9 Maryland 66-17 w 1 15 37 22 23 49 #1 Total Off #107 | 2-3 0-2 130 10/9 Bye 93 41 40
5-1 3-0 149 6 10/16 Bye 1 11 29 #2 Score Off #106 2-3 6-0 0-2 3-0 130 136 10 |10/16 Michigan St 15-20 L 92 36 38 17 49 77
5-1 2-4 3-0 0-3 149 130 5 10/23 at Indiana 1 11 31 95 23 48 #21 Sks Allowed #55 2-4 5-1 (058 3-0 130 149 5 10/23 Ohio St 95 23 48 1 11 31
5-1 2-1 145 10/30 Penn St 45 4 18 #46 Rush Def #36 4-2 1-2 119 10/30 at Maryland 31 36 71
3-5 1-4 133 11/6  at Nebraska 19 32 124 | #102 Pass Def #49 6-0 3-0 143 11/6  at Michigan 8 14 3
4-2 2-1 131 11/13 Purdue 62 21 106 #75 Total Def #36 3-4 0-4 122 11/13 Rutgers 100 56 5
7-0 4-0 136 11/20 Michigan St 22 34 51 #38 Score Def #75 4-2 2-1 133 11/20 Minnesota 76 18 68
6-0 3-0 143 11/27 _at Michigan 8 14 3 #15 Sks By #115 4-2 2-1 131 11/27 at Purdue 62 21 106
#6 Ypg Diff #77
+6 Total TO's -4
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
at Minnesota 45-31| 87 -7 1 17 26-201 7.7 13-22 294 0 24 50-203 4.1 14-25 205 2 at Towa 6-34| -70 -7 -1 11 31-77 2.5 14-33 156 1 18 36-158 4.4 13-28 145 2
Oregon 28-35| 107 5 -1 32 31-128 4.1 35-54 484 2 27 38-269 7.1 17-35 236 0 Idaho 56-14| 77 7 1 20 50-179 3.6 13-20 159 2 13 22-65 3.0 23-39 196 2
Tulsa 41-20 7 -1 0 24 41-323 7.9 15-25 185 2 25 28-73 2.6 31-54 428 2 Cincinnati 24-38| 48 0 -2 20 37-152 4.1 17-40 224 1 20 36-118 3.3 20-36 210 1
Akron 59-7| 393 1 26 35-237 6.8 18-26 385 2 17 40-76 1.9 18-34 153 9 [")] ") at WKU 33-31| 49 11 0 35  39-134 3.4 35-53 373 3 24 20-93 4.7 31-44 365 1
at Rutgers 52-13| 194 7 3 25 37-208 5.6 18-27 333 1 18 31-112 3.6 28-40 235 2 g ") a at Penn St 0-24| -144 -8 -1 12 24-69 2.9 16-34 195 2 20  42-209 5.0 18-34 199 0
Maryland 66-17| 263 7 2 29  33-166 5.0 26-38 432 1 22 36-56 1.6 28-39 279 5 Q g 'G Bye
Bye = § (=] Michigan St 15-20f 81 10 -1 23 36-134 3.7 28-52 188 3 13 35-100 2.9 15-27 141 2
at Indiana g = g Ohio St
Penn St o > at Maryland
at Nebraska - < © at Michigan
Purdue [} 5 s Rutgers
Michigan St ° w 5 Minnesota
—— [
at Michigan = c at Purdue
(<] =
Average 49-21| 175.2 33 1.0 26 34-211 6.2 65.1% 352 4.2% 22 37-132 3.5 59.9% 256 8.8% Average 22-27| 6.8 2.2 -0.7 20 36-124 3.4 53.0% 216 5.2% 18  32-124 3.9 57.7% 209 3.8%
Conference 54-20| 181.3 2.3 2.0 24 32-192 6.0 65.5% 353 2.3% 21 39-124 3.2 67.3% 240 8.7% Conference 7-26| -44.3  -1.7 -1.0 15 30-93 3.1 48.7% 180  5.0% 17 38-156 4.1 51.7% 162 4.5%
Away 49-22| 140.5 0.0 2.0 21 32-205 6.5 63.3% 314 2.0% 21 41-158 3.9 64.6% 220 6.2% Home 32-24| 68.7 5.7 -0.7 21 41-155 3.8 51.8% 190 5.4% 15 31-94 3.0 56.9% 182 4.9%
Position by Position Edges
Ohio St Indiana
Ohio St QB/WR
0.09 vs.
Indiana DB's
Ohio St RB's
1.22 vs.
Indiana LB's
Ohio St OL
2.41 vs.
Indiana DL
Ohio St DL
2.03 vs.
Indiana OL
Ohio St LB'S
1.69 vs.
Indiana RB's
Ohio St DB's
1.50 vs.
Indiana QB/WR
B Ohio St ST's Category. Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score 0.70 vs. Las Vegas Line Last year Indiana fell behind 35-7 (outrushed 307 to -1 for the gm!) before mounting a huge 2H
comeback behind career outings b B Penix (491 yds & 5 td’s) & WR Fryfogle (7 rec, 218 yds, 3 td's
Ohio St 3 205 @ 27 50-307  18-30-300 T S0 O in a 42-35 loss (+20%). OSU ha woyans straiglEt oy \n:\uding)the nct 1210 B\gcm\ngton (Yast loss m)
Indiana 5 665 35 19 161 27-51-491 ” Projected Rushing Ohio StK '88) and they are 7-2 ATS the last 9 trips with the average win by 22.4 ppg. Last time here ('19), the
Las Vegas Total Buckeyes the Hoosiers 528-257 ( 30-15 FD) in a 51-10 (-17") win (largest MOV vs Indy
2019 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's ) 187 yards Ohio St Indiana 105 yards 0.75 vs. | 60.5 Points S$/'06). Ohio St is fresh off a b}ye ang will have a good amount of fans on hand. Ohio State's»season got
£ to a poor start at 0-3 ATS including a home upset vs Oregon. They only led Tulsa by 7 with 5:00 left
Ohio St 6 -17.5 51 30 42-306 17-29-214 ] Projected Passing Indiana K but won by 21 and since have reeled off a perfect 3-0 SU and 3-0 ATS. In their last game I used a Best
5 » ) +/- Ratings Bet on Ohio St -21 vs MD and they scored on 1st 9 poss before finally being SOD with the bkps in. Up
Indiana - 59.5 10 15 31-42 21-36-215 0 [¥] 285 yards Ohio St Indiana 244 yards Ohio St Coaches Ohio St By 17.0 59-17 OSU added 70 yd IR TD 2:58 left. Indiana had an even worse start to their season going 2-3 SU
N . ‘s s but did play better than the scores would indicate (lost by 22 in losses to 3 Top 10 teams in Iowa,
2018 Ramk  tine  Score D Rush - Compratvds  TO's 9 Projected Yardage Total 02 ve: Game Grade Cincy and Fenn St Lust week Vien St punted on frec aose s Indians had12-2 ED edge ot haf and
Ohio St 3 -26.5 49 33 48-154 33-44-455 2 473 yards Ohio St Indiana 349 yards Indiana Coaches Ohio St By 15.1 217-57 yd edge but gave up a 30 yd IR TD and only led 9-7 settling for 3 FG's including 70/13 and
[ 71/12 drives. Mich St got a 51 yd FG then after an int went 39/5 for TD 17-9. Indy 75/11 TD but 2 pt
Indiana - 64.5 26 22 21-84 26-49-322 1 ] Projected Final Score Ohio St Pts NG. MSt got best drive of game 60/13 for FG 20-15. Indy punt, fmbl own 28 and SOD own 26 last 3
c Computer Yards drives. Ohio St does have a big game vs Penn St on deck. CJ Stroud is hitting 66% with an 18-3 ratio
2017 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's l=- 41 points Ohio St Indiana 20 points 10.64 vs. 0.00 | Ohio St 473-349 and true frosh TreVeyon Henderson is living up to his PS#1 billing with 612 (8.7) plus OSU has the best
ki WR corps in the country. The much-maligned defense has held their last 3 foes to 94 below their
Ohio 5t 2 -20.5 49 26 51292 20-35-304 & Experience Rankings L A . seasongverages. Indyyis holding foes tog‘BS ypg below their season average but the oyf?egnse is
) . omputer Points averaging just 11.2 ppg vs Top Ten foes (have faced 4 already!) and they face another one here! As I
Indiana - 565 2 > 2717 42768420 3 129 Ohio St Indiana 40 POSITIONAL EDGE TO: LX) T i when I used Ohio St vs Maryland the “buy sign” has come on for them and their offense can
2016 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's Team Schedule Strength score on any defense.
Ohio St Phil Steele
Ohio St 2 -28 38 18 50-290 9-21-93 47 Ohio St Indiana 18 Ohio St by 28
Indiana - 59.5 17 14 40-99 14-28-182 0

By 10.64 Points




OVERALL:

OVERALL:

Buffalo Bulls sa s Akron Zips
Bulls Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Zips Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 1-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC cone cone ™ /T FOEH/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  conF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0 0-0 115 9/4 Wagner 697 W 116 104 112 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 00 00 99 132 9/4 __atAuburn 10-60 L 124 125 123 22 18 25
1-0 1-1 0-0 01 118 127 9/11 _at Nebraska 3-28 L 111 101 4 38 42 122 alcan 01 0-1 00 00 96 108 9/11 Temple 24-45 L 128 125 64 110 111 122
1-1 2-0 0-0  0-0 116 129 16 |9/18 Coastal Carolina __ 25-28 L 108 103 36 9 70 61 0-2 0-0 94 9/18 Bryant 35-14 W 128 128 62
1-2 1-2 0-0 00 117 102 9/25 _at Old Dominion 35-34 W 90 112 78 120 105 68 | #35 Rush Off #104 | 1-2 2.1 | 0-0  1-0 95 141 10 [9/25 atOhio St 7-59 L 121 128 114 1 28 35
2-2 3-1 0-0  0-0 115 123 10/2 Western Michigan  17-24 L 94 108 100 86 80 122 | #90 Pass Off #71 | 1-3 04 | 00 00 95 107 10/2 Ohio 17-34 L 123 129 129 106 125 84
2-3 2-3 0-1  1-0 115 117 10/9  atKentSt 38-48 L 101 106 105 75 103 123 | #60 Total Off #103| 14 23 01 01 94 101 10/9 _ at Bowling Green 3520 W 125 127 129 127 78 18
2-4 1-5 0-2  1-1 114 108 10/16 __ Ohio 27-26 W 88 115 101 95 121 83 | #52 Score Off #111 | 2-4 24 | 1-1  1-1 99 117 10/16 _at Miami, OH 21-34 L 122 124 130 100 102 69
3-4 2-5 12 12 113 100 10/23 _at Akron 93 78 98 120 125 130 | #5 Sks Allowed #129 | 2-5 34 12 12 100 113 10/23 Buffalo 120 125 130 93 78 98
2-5 0-3 99 10/30 Bowling Green 126 90 12| #103 Rush Def #121 4-3 2-1 125 11/2 Ball St 113 92 22
3-4 2-1 116 11/9  at Miami, OH 92 102 88 | #69 Pass Def #67 5-2 2-1 122 11/9 _ at Western Michigan 60 76 119
11/13 Bye #96 Total Def #107 11/13 Bye
5-2 3-0 117 11/17 Northern llinois 89 110 87 | #79 Score Def #124 3-4 2-1 114 11/20 Kent St 56 112 122
4-3 2-1 125 11/23 at Ball St 113 92 22 | #36 Sks By #84 3-4 1-2 118 11/27 _at Toledo 91 42 53
#86 Ypg Diff #115
-1 Total TO's +1
Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Wagner 69-7| 472 23 -1 30 56312 5.6 16-22 257 0 7 3518 0.5  7-15 79 5 at Auburn 10-60| -425  -16 0 12 363 -0.1 22-27 191 6 28 32316 9.9  22-27 297 0
at Nebraska 3-28] -157 0 0 19 33-135 4.1 27-50 224 0 19 41-220 54 14-20 296 0 Temple 24-45] -60 7 -2 26 43-171 4.0 19-34 191 3 19  34-177 52 19-23 245 0
Coastal Carolina 25-28] -36 -1 1 20  47-262 5.6 13-21 146 0 21 42212 5.0 13-19 232 3 Bryant 35-14[ 432 10 0 24 37282 7.6 19-23 296 2 14 3129 0.9 17-25 117 3
at Old Dominion 35-34[ -136  -10 2 17 38-106 2.8 17-26 191 0 27 45-209 4.6 24-41 224 4 at Ohio St 7-59] -393 -9 -1 17 40-76 1.9 18-34 153 9 26 35-237 6.8  18-26 385 2
Western Michigan 17-24] -175  -14 -1 15 29-131 4.5 12-22 151 1 29  49-178 3.6 21-33 279 3 " " Ohio 17-34] -131 -6 1 19 38-112 2.9 18-25 215 7 25 47-398 8.5  8-15 60 2
at Kent St 38-48] -84 3 -2 36 54-312 5.8 24-45 237 2 33 45-226 5.0 22-36 407 1 = w ") at Bowling Green 35-20[ 21 0 3 18 39-117 3.0 20-25 268 4 18 34-107 3.1 21-35 257 4
Ohio 27-26] 27 9 0 25  40-112 2.8 22-30 261 1 16 43-271 6.3 6-101 75 1 3 g 2 at Miami, OH 21-34[ -118 -1 0 21 24-65 2.7 25-39 291 3 22 39-245 6.3 19-25 229 1
at Akron ] e N Buffalo
Bowling Green o > c Ball St
at Miami, OH ‘f! < E at Western Michigan
Bye g E X Bye
Northern Tllinois @ w < Kent St
=
at Ball St at Toledo
Average 31-28( -12.7 14 -0.1 | 23 42196 4.6 60.6% 210 1.9% | 22 43-191 4.4  40.4% 227  6.4% Average 21-38) -96.3  -2.1 0.1 20 37-117 3.2 68.1% 229 16.4%| 22 36-216 6.0 70.5% 227 6.8%
Conference 27-33] -77.3 -0.7 -1.0 | 25 41-185 4.5 59.8% 216  4.1% | 26 46-225 4.9 28.8% 254 2.9% Conference 24-29[ -76.0 -23 1.3 19 34-98 2.9 70.8% 258 15.7%| 22 40-250 6.3 64.0% 182 9.3%
Away 25-37[-125.7 _-2.3 0.0 24 42-184 4.4 56.2% 217 1.7% | 26 44-218 5.0 61.9% 309 5.2% Home 25-31] 803 3.7 -03 | 23 39-188 4.8 68.3% 234  14.6%| 19 37-201 5.4  69.8% 141 _7.9%
Position by Position Edges
Buffalo Akron
Buffalo QB/WR
0.67 vs.
Akron DB's
Buffalo RB's
0.90 vs.
Akron LB's
Buffalo OL
1.92 vs.
Akron DL
Buffalo DL
1.23 vs.
Akron OL
Buffalo LB'S
2.06 vs.
Akron RB's
Buffalo DB's
0.73 vs.
Akron QB/WR
. Buffalo ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score 2.02 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Buffalo 24 -33 56 21 50-428 6-10-79 Akron ST's Buffalo By 11 Zips lead the all-time series 11-9 but have lost 9 of the last 12 including 3 straight being outscored a
ined 101-13 in those 3 games. Last year UA was +33 vs UB (largest dog s/13, +34 vs Ohio St).
Akron - 58.5 7 10 30-92 12-27-112 0 Projected Rushing Buffalo K Buffalo had MAC title game clinched and entered AP poll for the first time ever, but Jared Patterson
- Las Vegas Total became 12th player in history to reach 1,000 yards in 5 games despite not playing 2H. Buffalo led 35-0
2019 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's g 232 yards Buffalo Akron 128 yards 1.90 vs. 57 Points at half and Patterson had 105 yds and Marks (wore #41) had 182 rush yds and won 56-7. Last time
. . here UB's offense was held to just 7 pts as the defense outscored them with 2 strip sack FR TD's in a 24
Buffalo Coos 2 16 a2sy 142368 2 Projected Passing Akron K +/- Ratings 6 7oad win (-11). Buffalo opened 2-4'5U but the losses were to Nebraska, Coastal Car, WMich and Kent
Akron - 47.5 0 1 21-3 22-39-193 3 S 197 yards Buffalo Akron 256 yards Buffalo Coaches Buffalo By 10.5 St. Last week they were home vs Ohio and tough loss for Ohio which led 21-0 after 1Q including a 99
- yd run by QB Rogers and led 21-10 H and 26-10 after 3Q never trailed until Buffalo got a FG at :00
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 3 Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.95 after missing a FG but Ohio was offsides on previous play. Ohio led 26-18 but fumbled at own 35 and
2 Game Grade Buff got a TD mid 4Q off that. Akron also opened 2-4 losing to that same Ohio team but did notch a
Buffalo - -1 24 20 46-223 16-30-212 ] 429 yards Buffalo Akron 384 yards Akron Coaches | Buffalo By 9.1 MAC win when they upset (+14) Bowling Green at home 35-20. Last week Miami first two drives 64/10
. . & 77/5 TD's. Akron 38/3 (after fum) TD 14-7. Miamin 75/9 TD 21-7 H with 275-138 yd edge. Miami first
Akron - 53.5 6 13 32-120  12-29-115 0 ] Projected Final Score Buffalo Pts Computer Yards 3 ZH/drives TD, TD, FG/ 3‘(1-7 12:20 3eft. Akron 80/11 TD/9:34, punt then 50/1 50 vdyTD pagss :31 left 34-
2017 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's £ 37 points Buffalo Akron 25 points 13.43 vs. 0.95 Buffalo 429-384 21 back door cover (was a push prior +20). Buffalo QB Kyle Vantrease is hitting just 59% with a 5-4
2 ratio. Akron lost QB Irons and Nelson to injury, but Zach Gibson has thrown for 506 yards hitting 73%
Buffalo - 50.5 20 28 34-141 34-50-313 g Experience Rankings Akron Pts with a 6-0 ratio playing the last two games (both covers). Look for Anthony Williams (PS#57) and Blake|
omputer Points Hester to do some damage on the ground vs a Bulls defense that is allowing 225 ypg rugh (4.9) in MAC
Akron - -1 21 18 25-76  21-29-286 0 114 Buffalo Akron 57 O /TS0 Buffalo 37-25 play. Buffalo has covered just once all year in an FBS game.
2016 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength
Buffalo Phil Steele
Buffalo - 57 41 19 42-378 7-21-140 112 Buffalo Akron 100 | Buffalo by 4
Buffalo 31 Akron 27
Akron - -17.5 20 18 42128 18-42-178 0

By 12.48 Points




Illinois Fighting Illini oV o Penn St Nittany Lions
Fighting Illini Logs vs. BIG 10 vs. BIG 10 Nittany Lions Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-3 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC conp cone ™ /T FOEH/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE ~ W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  coNF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE ~ W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0 0-0_| 00 00 124 130 8/28 1 Nebraska 3022 W | 66 94 49 65 54 99 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0000 | 00 00 142 142 | 19 12 [9/4 __at Wisconsin 1610w | 18 12 9 23 16 83
10 00| 10 00 127 124 9/4 UTSA 3037 L 75 95 44 70 50 34 1010 | 10 00 144 126 | 11 9/11 Ball St 4413 W | 22 11 25 90 94 52
11 10 | 10 00 124 133 9/11__at Virginia 1442 L 8 9 64 84 80 22 penn St 2020 | 10 00 146 135 | 10 22 [9/18 Auburn 2820w _| 34 8 24 6 21 27
12 20 | 10 00 121 124 9/18 Maryland 1720 L 89 02 57 20 4437 | #75 Rush Off #91 | 3-0 10 145 6 9/25 Villanova 38617 W _| 33 10 20
13 21 | 11 00 120 129 9/25 _at Purdue 913 L 9% 73 57 49 390 74 | #121 Pass Off #35 | 40 22 | 10 01 143 131 _ 4 10/2 Indiana 240w | 29 9 20 82 37 28
14 31 | 12 10 121111 10/2 Charlotte 2414 _wW_| 8 70 53 57 118 97 | #116 Total OFf #67 | 50 50 | 20 20 145 148 _ & 3 [10/9 atlowa 2023 L 26 3 16 102 2 3
2-4 13 | 12 02 121 132 10/9 Wisconsin 024 L 93 76 63 68 12 96 | #119 Score Off #68 | 5-1 2-1 145 7 10/16__ Bye 33 3 19
25 13 118 10/16__ Bye 9% 77 69 #78 Sks Allowed #27 | 51 25 | 21 13 145 118 7 10/23___Tllinois 45 4 18 9% 7769
25 51 | 13 21 118 145 7 [10/23_atPenn st 0 0 0 45 4 18 | #86 Rush Def #24 5-1 3-0 149 10/30_at Ohio St 1 11 31
34 04 122 10/30___ Rutgers 100 56 5 | #107 Pass Def #30 42 12 119 11/6__at Maryland 31 36 71
42 2-1 133 11/6__at Minnesota 76 18 68 | #100 Total Def #21 6-0 3-0 143 11/13__ Michigan 8 14 3
11/13__ Bye #64 Score Def #4 34 04 122 11/20 __ Rutgers 100 56 5
6-1 31 143 11/20_at lowa 104 2 7 | #s51 Sks By #94 7-0 4-0 136 11/27_at Michigan St 22 34 st
33 12 123 11/27___ Northwestern 58 94 102 | #119 Ypg Diff #34
+6 Total TO's +3
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
+ Nebraska 30-22| -66 -1 0 18 48-167 3.5 1519 159 3 19 39-160 4.1 1632 232 5 at Wisconsin 16-10] -62  -18 3 11 1850 2.8 1833 247 2 29 58-174 3.0 22-37 185 2
UTSA 3037 85 2 0 24 35-146__ 4.2 22432660 26__50-217 4.3 2032280 1 Ball St 44-13| 198 12 2 3248240 5.0 22312533 20 2669 2.7 30-45 226 1
at Virginia 1442 219 11 0 20 27-116 4.3 2445 2213 31 33-133__4.0 2840 423 0 ‘s ] Auburn 2820 20 2 0 22 3394 28 2933302 0 24__40-182__4.6 2139185 0
Maryland 17-20] -146___5 1 19 45150 33 1026185 6 24__27-131_4.9 3243350 3 = H Villanova 38-17] 229 5 0 20 3480 24 2231429 3 15 2658 2.2 20342223
at Purdue 913 40 o0 2 1742175 42 1427 100 2 17 263815 24-40 277 3 = @ 5 Indiana 240] 1448 1 20 42200 5.0 1834 199 0 12 2469 29 1634 195 2
Charlotte 24-14] 151 5 1 2250336 6.7 10-19 78 0 17277227 17231913 o & - at lowa 2023 18 0 3 18 33107 32 2246 180 1 18 45110 2.4 1731195 3
Wisconsin 024 -398 21 2 9 1326 2.0 1134 67 1 30 61-391_ 6.4 10-19 100 0 £ < c Bye
Bye E [ E Illntwls
at Penn St ) > = at Ohio St
Rutgers i < 2 at Maryland
at Minnesota Z ™ Michigan
(] < [
Bye '6 E Rutgers
at Towa c E at Michigan St
Northwestern = ]
- o
Average 18-25]-114.7 50 00 | 18 37-159 43 49.8% 154 7.0% | 23 38-163_ 4.3 64.2% 265 6.6% Average 28-14] 867 08 05 | 21 35130 38 63.0% 268 4.3% | 20 37-110 3.0 57.3% 201 5.0%
Conference 14-20] 1625 6.8 13 | 16 37-130 3.5 47.2% 128 _11.3%| 23 38-180 4.7 61.2% 240 8.2% Conference 20-11] 21333 03 | 16 31122 3.9 513% 209 2.7% | 20 42-118 2.8 53.9% 192 6.9%
Away 18-26[-108.3__-4.0 07 | 18 39-153__ 3.9 58.2% 160 8.8% | 22 33-110 3.4 60.7% 311 7.1% Home 34-13] 150.0 5.8 0.8 | 24 39-156__ 4.0 70.5% 296 4.7% | 18 29-95 3.3 57.2% 207 _3.9%
Position by Position Edges
Tlinois Penn st
Tilinois QB/WR
vs. 3.17
Penn St DB's
Tilinois RB's
vs. 2.54
Penn St LB's
Tilinois OL
vs. 0.23
Penn St DL
Tilinois DL
0.20 vs.
Penn St OL
Tilinois LB'S
0.83 vs.
Penn St RB's
Tilinois DB's
vs. 1.05
Penn St QB/WR
Tllinois ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score vs. 2.23
. Las Vegas Line Illinois hasn't won in Happy Valley since ‘10 having dropped the last 4 here by 21 ppg. Last time here
Hlinois - s 1238153 8221120 Penn St ST's Penn St By 63.5 (20), 1 used Penn St as an Inside the Pressbox Best Bet but Illinois led 21-14 late 1Q. Penn St scored
. ' — TD's on next 4 poss to lead 42-21 at half with WR Dotson having 239 all purp yds in the latest game
Penn st - s %6 28 53253 19-27-327 t Projected Rushing Eilncil Las Vegas Total ever played in Bever Stadium. Illinois did not cross midfield atar the 15 oy 3621 win (+15).gPenn st
10 e tme s 0 mem  compamvar  1om 118 yards Hinois penn st 10 yards " 00 20,5 Pt has won 6 of the last 7 in the series (incl the L/4 at home) and has won the last 3 by 37.7 ppg. Both
2 e macerine e Liayed ke it openng up 5.0 SU it an upaet win 2t Wiscansin and i on these
Illinois - 605 24 26 45245 18-31-166 § Projected Passing [REn T3 . pages vs Auburn. They were headed to 5-0 ATS vs FBS teams with another upset road when leading
Penn St 10 28 63 31 51-387  13-20-204 0 5 102 yards Tllinois Penn St 295 yards Tllinois Coaches +/- Ratings Penn St By 32.5 Tawa 17-7 on the road when Sean Clifford was injured. Bkp QB Raberson in his first real action had 6 of|
3 his 7 series start inside their own 11 thanks to P Tory Taylor. His first 4 drives went for -20 yds and
- . Towa closed to 17-10 H and down 20-16 got a 44 yd TD pas with 6:26 left for first lead and won 23-20.
° Projected Yardage Total R 170 Game Grade Clifford is questionable for this and DT MSst\'pher 4Oy Tlinois upset Nebraska in the opener for a
s . reat start to the Bielema era but has been 1-5 SU and 2-4 ATS since. They did have a 4-point loss to
E 220 yards Tllinois Penn St 484 yards (T 5 (e ) (R 2D urdus and 3-point loss to Maryland. In their last game it looked like Wisconsin of old with two 100 yard
. ! — rushers and a 30-9 FD and 491-93 yd edge. Brandon Peters was 3-7-30 when injured and Sitkowski hit
‘2 Projected Final Score HE S Vards 8-27-55. UW had 18 & 14 play scor\i/ng drees and lod 10-0 H in & 24.0 logs, Tinots s ~163 ypg in Big
£ . . . Ten play and Penn St shut out a stronger Indiana here at home 24-0 three weeks back. The biggest
2 3 points Tliinois Penn St 32 points | 1.03 = 11.93 | (EIMESE P gue:ﬁiol\% are a8 Clifford and thehLiong have Ohio State on deck fbutloff ah\olsshPenn St should bounce
& ] ! ack with a solid win vs a team that is putting jup 257 ypg in conf p:lay while hitting just 47%
Experience Rankings (R A points completions. Bielema came out this woek sasii\gpbasic:ﬁ\? that he was not happy ot the talent he
is Hinois penn st % | oot 323 inherited and even if Clifford does not play, Roberson will have had two weeks of practice with the #1's
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: and will be much improved.
Team Schedule Strength
Penn St Phil Steele
11 Illinois Penn St 16 | Penn St by 28

By 10.89 Points

Penn St 34 Illinois 6




Georgia Tech Yellow Jackets i e Virginia Cavaliers
Yellow Jackets Logs vs. ACC vs. ACC Cavaliers Logs
™ FOE ap TEAM -PS RANK~— FOE 2-2 3-2 FOE M FOE ap TEAM -PS RANK~— FOE
TMREC FOEREC conr cone T™M*/T PO oy e | pate FOE SCORE  W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC mec  conr conr M/ FOEH/ L op | pare FOE SCORE  W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 124 112 9/4 Northern Illinois 21-22 L 62 43 96 114 119 88 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 129 9/4 William & Mary 43-0 w 96 79 119
01 0-0 120 o/11 Kennesaw St 4517 W | 57 47 123 10 11 00 10 133 12 o/11 Tilinois 4214 W | 84 80 22 8 9% 64
1-1 1-1 0-0 0-0 120 142 6 9/18 at Clemson 8-14 L 53 64 81 16 2 89 2-0 1-1 0-0 0-1 136 136 21 [9/18 at North Carolina 39-59 L 71 77 85 8 38 88
1-2 2-1 0-1 1-1 123 139 21 |9/25 North Carolina 45-22 w 68 83 111 6 47 89 #61 Rush Off #100 2-1 3-0 0-1 1-0 133 130 9/25 Wake Forest 17-37 L 47 95 92 54 62 15
2-2 3-1 1-1 0-0 128 127 10/2 Pittsburgh 21-52 L 58 66 112 21 33 56 #66 Pass Off #2 2-2 2-2 0-2 0-0 128 130 10/2 at Miami, FI 30-25 w 49 100 96 24 36 46
2-3 3-2 1-2 0-1 124 115 10/9 at Duke 31-27 w 62 71 109 18 90 35 #64 Total Off #6 3-2 3-2 1-2 1-1 130 129 10/9 at Louisville 34-33 w 45 91 94 61 83 48
3-3 2-2 124 10/16 Bye 63 79 104 #63 Score Off #22 4-2 3-3 2-2 0-2 131 115 10/16 Duke 48-0 w 53 98 103 20 89 49
33 52 22 32 124 135 10/23_at Virginia 70 81 103 41 o1 99 | #78 Sks Allowed #115] 52 33 | 32 22 135 124 10/23__ Georgia Tech 41 o1 6 70 81 103
3-3 1-1 122 10/30 Virginia Tech 110 20 10 #76 Rush Def #99 5-2 0-0 126 10/30 at BYU 53 87 54
2-4 0-2 128 11/6 at Miami, FI 40 27 62 #70 Pass Def #66 11/6 Bye
4-2 0-2 124 11/13 Boston College 61 83 33 #71 Total Def #94 5-1 0-0 137 11/13 Notre Dame 85 10 37
5-1 0-0 137 11/20 at Notre Dame 85 10 37 #70 Score Def #63 5-1 2-0 132 11/20 at Pittsburgh 14 28 78
7-0 5-0 156 11/27 Georgia 11 1 46 #84 Sks By #101 3-3 1-1 122 11/27 Virginia Tech 110 20 10
#70 Ypg Diff #23
+3 Total TO's -2
Net Offense Comp  vds Defense Comp  vas Net Offense Comp  vds Defense Comp  vas
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Northern Illinois 21-22| 128 10 0 25 52-273 5.3 15-26 156 4 15  42-165 3.9 11-17 136 0 ﬂ William & Mary 43-0| 362 11 0 22 32-206 6.4 21-32 339 1 11 37-94 2.5 10-16 89 1
Kennesaw St 45-17| 140 7 20 36-158 4.4 17-23 254 3 13 43-161 3.7 8-20 111 2 v Illinois 42-14 219 11 0 31 33-133 4.0 28-40 423 0 20 27-116 4.3 24-45 221 3
at Clemson 8-14| 25 2 1 21 39-106 2.7 20-33 203 4 19 41-158 3.9 18-25 126 0 ﬁ at North Carolina 39-59| -125 -8 -1 27 22-21 1.0 40-57 553 3 35 47-392 8.3 14-21 307 1
North Carolina 45-22| 25 1 3 19 43-261 6.1 13-19 133 1 18 35-63 1.8 25-39 306 8 © w Wake Forest 17-37 33 7 -2 31 27-99 3.7 33-59 407 6 24  45-203 4.5 17-29 270 0
Pittsburgh 21-52( -148 -6 -2 21 31-73 2.4 24-33 359 2 27 41-181 4.4 24-37 399 1 n n a at Miami, FI 30-28| 77 5 -1 23 35-181 5.2 25-44 268 3 18 40-169 4.2 15-29 203 4
at Duke 31-27| -49 -10 -1 17 39-143 3.7 12-25 297 1 27 62-197 3.2 22-29 292 1 g w = at Louisville 34-33 19 6 -1 26 25-35 1.4 40-61 487 6 20 34-233 6.9 17-28 270 0
Bye g g g Duke 48-0| 203 11 3 29 33-164 5.0 25-46 364 3 18 35-110 3.1 28-46 215 1
at Virginia Q I ] Georgia Tech
Virginia Tech > > Q at BYU
at Miami, FI 4 < 0 Bye
Boston College 9 =2 € Notre Dame
at Notre Dame ™ w o at Pittsburgh
Georgia © L = Virginia Tech
o s
..
-]
[}
Average 29-26/ 20.2 0.7 0.5 21 40-169 4.2 63.5% 234 9.4% 20  44-154 3.5 64.7% 228 7.2% () Average 36-24| 112.6 6.1 -0.3 27 30-120 4.1 62.5% 406 6.5% 21 38-188 5.0 58.4% 225 4.7%
Conference 26-29 -36.8 -3.3 0.3 20 38-146 3.8 62.7% 248 7.3% 23 45-150 3.3 68.5% 281 7.7% Conference 34-31| 414 4.2 -0.4 27 28-100 3.5 61.0% 416 7.9% 23 40-221 5.5 59.5% 253 3.9%
Away 20-21f -12.0 -4.0 0.0 19 39-125 3.2 55.2% 250 8.6% 23 52-178 3.4 74.1% 209 1.9% Home 38-13] 204.3 10.0 0.3 28 31-151 4.8 60.5% 383 5.6% 18 36-131 3.6 58.1% 199 3.7%
Position by Position Edges
Georgia Tech
Georgia Tech QB/WR
0.06 vs.
Virginia DB's.
Georgia Tech RB's
vs. 0.21
Virginia LB's
Georgia Tech OL
0.42
Virginia DL
Georgia Tech DL
0.87 vs.
Virginia OL
Georgia Tech LB'S
1.97 vs.
Virginia RB's.
Georgia Tech DB's
2.24
Virginia QB/WR
" Georgia Tech ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-AttYds  TO's Projected Box Score 0.65 vs.
Las Vegas Line Last time here GT was 2-6 and more than 2 TD underdogs. The Jackets led 21-17 2Q when UVA
Georgia Tech - 46 28 19 32143 15-22:229 VGRS e Vi went 50/4 & took 24-21 lead w/:11 left in 1H. GT got within 5 pts 4Q, but UVA ran out last 5:30,
Virginia . ass 33 25 37155 24-35258 i Projected Rushing Georgia Tech K 33-28 (-15"). These 2 two met every year from 1982-2019 but didn't meet last year. Home team
Las Vegas Total is 20-4 SU/18-5-1 ATS. Cavaliers have only won 4 of last 11 meetings. Georgia Tech has had an up|
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's 2 172yards  Georgia Tech Virginia 115 yards vs. 1.50 63 Points and down season. They were upset by Northern Tllinois in the opener then nearly upset Clemson
Georgia Tech C ss w1 13 sraes 1837 5 Projected Passing D on the road losing by 6. They were a 2 TD dog to North Carolina and pulled the upset 45-22 but
£ /- Ratings then back at home lost to Pitt 52-21. In their last game HC Collins said GT was decimated at
Virginia - s 27 24 33 2228273 -1 S 194yards  Georgia Tech  Virginia 396 yards Georgia Tech Coaches Virginia By 15.0 certain positions. GT led 14-0 after 2 poss. Duke missed 2 FG and was SOD at the 20. GT led 17-14
: " 5 . H. Duke took its first lead with 5:06 left 1H settling for a 22 yd FG. Duke had a 27-17 FD edge but
2017 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Atyds 1O’ H Projected Yardage Total Ve 115 | Game crade down 27-24 GT got ball 1:42 and no timeouts at their own 12 and got a 36 yd TD pass :51 et to
Georgia Tech - 75 36 16 52220  6-22-179 2 367 yards  Georgia Tech Virginia 512 yards Virginia Coaches Virginia By 12.6 pull out a 31-27 road win. Virginia opened 2-0 but lost to that same NCarolina team and then to
[ ) . WForest by 20 each. Both Miami and Louisville missed GW FG's at the end and Virginia which could
Virginia - S5 40 15 2597 2143260 0 2 Projected Final Score CTD D computer Yards easily been 2-4 was 4-2. Last week they rolled over Duke 48-0. QB Brennan Armstong has thrown
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-AttYds  TO's £ 22points  Georgia Tech  Virginia 35 points | 4.17 vs. 5.10 for 2824 (65%, 19-6). GT QB Jeff Sims is dynamic and after missing 2 early games has thrown for
2 i i 789 (62%, 6-4) and rushed for 255 (6.7). GT rates a solid edge on defense holding foes to 53 ypg
Georgia Tech coocles 3t 8 319 51012 3 Experience Rankings iRt Points below their season avg and Virginia is allowing foes 24 ypg above. The last 3 meetings were decided
46 5 by 12 total points. GTech should be in a lot better physical shape than their last game as they are
Virginia - 54.5 17 25  42-189  27-46-220 -3 37 Georgia Tech Virginia 84 o . | Virginia 35-22 F\;Sh o b’;e vt coud pulh off an et phy: P g Yy
Team Schedule Strength
Phil Steele
67 Georgia Tech Virginia 50 | Virginia by 1

Virginia 31 Georgia Tech 30




Boston College Eagles o i Louisville Cardinals
Eagles Logs vs. ACC vs. ACC Cardinals Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE 0-2 1-2 FOE  TM  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 129 9/4 Colgate 51-0 w 24 64 45 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 130 138 9/6 + Mississippi 24-43 L 63 70 80 7 60 103
10 01 | 00 00 128 93 /11 at UMass 4528 W 2473 37 127 130 121 e 0-1 0-0 129 9/11 Eastern Kentucky _ 30-3 W 64 77 67
2-0 11 00 00 125 110 9/18 _at Temple 283 W 37 86 11 112 102 129 1120 | 00 00 128 128 9/18 UCF 4235 W 79 82 a1 7 61 100
3-0 21 | 00 01 127 124 9/25 Missouri 4134 W 36 75 13 20 80 16 | #54 Rush Off #45 | 2-1 03 00 01 128 120 9/25 _at Florida St 3123 W 72 89 71 50 51 73
20 22 | 00 11 127 136 25 [10/2__atClemson 1319 L 3 75 27 69 6 93 | #87 Pass Off #29 | 31 40 | 1-0 20 128 135 24 [10/2__at Wake Forest 3437 L 71 84 58 48 42 19
a1 01 128 10/9 Bye a6 73 19 #74 Total Off #25 | 32 32 11 12 129 130 10/9 Virginia 3334 L 61 83 48 45 o1 %4
4-1 41 | 01 10 128 123 22 [10/16 _ NCState 733 L 49 77 15 34 17 90 | #50 Score Off #38 | 3-3 1-2 128 10/16_ Bye 45 75 43
a2 33 | 02 12 124 128 10/23_at Louisville 61 83 33 49 75 35 | #21 Sks Allowed #13 | 33 42 | 12 02 128 124 10/23___ Boston College a9 75 35 61 83 33
34 0-3 126 10/30 _at Syracuse 63 73 82 | #38 Rush Def #70 5-1 20 136 10/30_at NC State 32 13 77
33 1-1 122 11/6 Virginia Tech 110 20 10 | #37 Pass Def #124 42 31 135 11/6 Clemson 66 6 90
33 22 124 11/13_at Georgia Tech 70 81 103 | #34 Total Def #114 34 0-3 126 11/13 __ Syracuse 63 73 82
2-4 22 127 11/20 _ Florida St a3 53 64 | #27 Score Def #89 34 0-3 11 11/20 _at Duke 26 86 56
6-0 4-0 134 11/27 _ Wake Forest 42 74 6 | #115 Sks By #25 6-1 4-1 136 11/27 _ Kentucky 35 35 92
#49 Ypg Diff #80
-2 Total TO's +1
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
Colgate 51-0[ 336 13 2 25 35-178 5.1 21-30 347 0 12 35-105 3.0 10-19 84 2 T Mississippi 24-43] 214 -9 -2 22 39-155 4.0 23-38 200 2 31 41-188 4.6 22-32 381 2
at UMass 45-28] 136 4 1 24 43-250 538 14-18 221 0 20 30-121 40 1429 214 0 Eastern Kentucky 303 206 4 2 18 38-158 4.2 1626 283 1 14 2286 3.9 2334 149 1
at Temple 283 -18 0 -1 13 35187 53 5-13 34 0 13 3678 2.2 1724 161 4 3 w UCF 42-35] 81 2 0 24_37-191 52 2439 310 1 22 34212 62 23-30_ 208 2
Missouri 41-34] 59 1 1 23 49275 5.6 1820 175 1 22 23-88 38 30-42 303 0 = = at Florida St 31-23] 58 -2 1 21 41-131 32 2540 264 1 23 36205 57 24-39 248 6
at Clemson 13-19 -81 1 3 19 3446 14 2340 311 1 18 40-231 58  13-28 207 1 g @ g at Wake Forest 3a-37] 21 1 -1 25 43-213 5.0 1927 309 2 26 44-177 4.0 23-40 324 2
Bye w < 5 Virginia 3334 19 6 1 20 34233 69 17-28 270 0 26 2535 14 40-61 487 5
NC State 7-33]_-90 1 -2 173097 32 2139 194 3 16 34-130 3.8 1624 251 1 ] g = Bye
at Louisville g = 8 Boston College
at Syracuse = > at NC State
Virginia Tech ] < g Clemson
at Georgia Tech o E 'S Syracuse
Florida St s w K] at Duke
Wake Forest o = F] Kentucky
° o
=] -
]
Average 31-20] 57.0 33 03 | 20 38172 46 60.4% 214 4.7% | 17 33126 3.8 60.2% 203 4.8% Average 3229] 28 20 02 | 22 39180 4.7 62.6% 273 3.5% | 24 34151 45 65.7% 300 7.6%
Conference 10-26] 855 1.0 25 | 18 3272 2.2 557% 253 8.9% | 17 37181 49 55.8% 229 3.8% Conference 33-31] 187 3.0 03 | 22 39-192 49 64.2% 281 3.2% | 25 35139 40 62.1% 353 9.3%
Away 29-17{ 12.3 1.7 -1.0 19 37-161 4.3 59.2% 189 5.6% 17 35-143 4.1 54.3% 194 6.2% Home 35-24| 89.3 0.0 1.0 21 36-194 5.3 61.3% 288 2.2% 21 27-111 4.1 68.8% 281 6.4%
Position by Position Edges
Boston College QB/WR
vs. 0.26
Louisville DB's
Boston College RB's.
vs. 0.30
Louisville LB's
Boston College OL
0.59 vs.
Louisville DL
Boston College DL
vs. 0.44
Louisville OL
Boston College LB'S
0.52 vs.
Louisville RB's
Boston College DB's
vs. 0.30
Louisville QB/WR
. Boston College ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
wank  Ume  Sow D Run  Compawvas oW Projected Box Score = 02
Las Vegas Line
Boston College - 1 34 21 37188 19-26-247 L OErD ST E7O Louisville is 7-6 all-time vs BC but they've lost 3 of the last 4 meetings. The home team is 4-3 SU but 2-
Louisville - 55 27 23 35199 19-31-29% 2 Projected Rushing Boston College K 5 ATS in ACC mtgs. Last year BC entered avg just 104 rush ypg, but ran for 188 against Louisville,
Las Vegas Total which was without both starting NT’s. The Eagles scored the last 10 pts of the 1H to take 20-10 lead.
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's P 103 yards  Boston College  Louisville 186 yards vs. 2.00 57 Points They led 34-20 when UL got a 69 yd td pass but QB Cunningham was int'd on UL's final possession. UL
2 fresh off a bye but BC's bye was only 2 weeks ago. BC opened the year 4-0 SU but then had to take
Boston College - 60.5 39 24 45-259 15-33-304 3 Projected Passing Louisville K on Clemson in Death Valley off a loss and still nearly won outright with a bobbled snap deep in Clemson
H /- Ratings territory costing them in a 19-13 road loss but cover. Last week the 1H yds were 172-172 but BC had a
Louisville - -5 a1 2% 44-236  23-34-428 2 S 240 yards  Boston College  Louisville 266 yards Boston College Coaches Louisville By 8.0 7D pass knocked loose in £ and then missed a FG and NCST went 70/16. WR Emezie was hit and
m e s 1o e comeneres1oe [ Projected Yardage Total - [umoiegclary b ey e ply Sond os n ampletan e NCST gt 0 27y e s o7
Boston College - -125 38 20 61-251  16-22-179 4 343yards  Boston College  Louisville 452 yards Louisville Coaches Louisville By 10.6 went 61/7 for TD. A pass intended for TE was snagged by WR Thomas on broken play and he went 79
2 yds for TD 31-7 in 33-7 misleading Wolfpack road win. Louisville looked poor in the opener trailing Ole
Louisville - 61 20 15 3247 17-35-170 1 K] Projected Final Score Boston College Pts Miss 26-0 at half but then beat an FCS team got a last second TD to upset UCF at home and went into
€ Yards ida St and was outgained 453-395 but won 31-23. They had a 3-point loss to undefeated Wake
2017 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 5 22 points  Boston College Louisville 33 points 111 vs. 4.67 | Louisville 452-343 Forest with a 522-501 yd edge and missed a GW FG at :00 vs Virginia to fall to 3-3. They had a bye last
° . li
Boston College - 57 45 27 59364 12:28-191 & Experience Rankings D points 1576 (gz/xas;)c and reshed for 312878?4%:?.$xye‘gaargsogf: il;".i;’ff!ng AGG o Lo0. the aet 4 weee
Louisville ois a 3% 36203 10-30-332 " 5 Boston College  Louisville 100 SOSrTIONAL EDGE AWARDED T0: | e ES and BC is at just 95.6. BC has pulled 14 outright upsets in the last 5 years and is 17-6-1 as an AD.
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Team Schedule Strength
Louisville Phil Steele
Boston College - 54 7 9 3757 14-25-150 123 Boston College  Louisville 31 | Louisville by 3 ..
Louisville 30 Boston College 27
Louisville 5 -25.5 52 22 36-210 19-29-305 0

By 6 Points




Syracuse Orangemen i i Virginia Tech Hokies
[ Logs vs. ACC vs. ACC Hokies Logs
™ FOE TEAM --PS RANK— 0-3 1-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 121 123 9/4___atohio 299 W | 84 68 18 8 110 54 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0000 [ 00 00 125 136 10 [9/4 North Carolina 1710w | 76 23 77 9 35 43
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 126 132 9/11 Rutgers 7-17 L 81 75 12 106 46 10 N 1-0 1-0 1-0 0-0 128 121 9/11 Middle Tennessee  35-14 w 79 21 48 94 109 51
1-1 0-0 125 9/18 Albany 62-24 w 95 73 110 2-0 1-1 1-0 0-0 130 129 9/18 at West Virginia 21-27 L 90 13 15 66 33 6
21 30 | 00 00 127 131 9/25 Liberty 2421 W | 60 78 45 69 49 109 Rush Off #90 | 2.1 10 130 9/25 Richmond 2110w | 95 17 a1
3-1 0-4 0-0 0-2 128 120 10/2 at Florida St 30-33 L 60 83 55 50 49 82 Pass Off #105 3-1 1-0 127 10/2 Bye 99 21 32
3-2 5-0 0-1 3-0 126 134 10/9 Wake Forest 37-40 L 59 81 52 36 64 21 Total Off #117 3-1 4-1 1-0 0-0 127 137 14 |10/9 Notre Dame 29-32 L 104 22 22 73 7 30
33 32 | 02 21 12 135 10/16__ Clemson 1417 L 5278 66 58 6 97 Score OFf #110 | 32 41 10 10 127 127 10/16 __Pittsburgh 728 L | 104 23 10 15 43 61
3-4 3-3 0-3 1-1 126 122 10/23 at Virginia Tech 63 73 82 110 20 10 Sks Allowed #72 3-3 3-4 1-1 0-3 122 126 10/23 Syracuse 110 20 10 63 73 82
4-2 0-2 124 10/30 Boston College 61 83 33 Rush Def #80 3-3 2-2 124 10/30 at Georgia Tech 70 81 103
11/6 Bye Pass Def #27 4-2 0-2 124 11/6 at Boston College 61 83 33
3-3 1-2 128 11/13  at Louisville 49 75 35 Total Def #50 3-4 0-3 111 11/13 Duke 26 86 56
5-1 2-0 136 11/20 at NC State 32 13 77 Score Def #35 2-4 0-2 128 11/20 at Miami, FI 40 27 62
5-1 2-0 132 11/27 Pittsburgh 14 28 78 Sks By #42 5-2 3-2 135 11/27 at Virginia 41 91 99
Ypg Diff #101
Total TO's +1
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
at Ohio 29-9| 37 1 44-283 6.4 12-18 100 1 20 32-134 4.2 23-31 212 0 North Carolina 17-10| -58 -1 17 43-127 3.0 12-19 169 1 18 30-146 4.9 17-33 208 6
Rutgers 7-17| 63 -2 30-67 2.2 19-32 191 5 16 43-50 1.2 22-28 145 4 Middle Tennessee 35-14| 34 4 24 39-224 5.7 17-28 159 1 20 36-66 1.8 26-40 283 3
Albany 62-24| 488 13 42-286 6.8 17-24 337 0 11 32-7 0.2 14-22 128 8 c ) at West Virginia 21-27 -40 1 19 41-106 2.6 19-31 223 6 18 33-176 5.3 15-26 193 2
Liberty 24-21| -64 2 53-228 4.3 6-15 77 1 20  41-150 3.7 16-21 219 6 o .g Richmond 21-10f 81 4 19 33-106 3.2 17-29 212 2 15 36-160 4.4 15-23 77 2
at Florida St 30-33 11 -4 40-239 6.0 13-23 150 1 22 37-247 6.7 22-32 131 2 s w < Bye
Wake Forest 37-40 88 12 58-354 6.1 15-27 160 2 21 37-96 2.6 19-32 330 2 o 3 g Notre Dame 29-32 -80 0 21 37-134 3.6 17-34 187 1 21  43-180 4.2 15-26 221 2
Clemson 14-17| 42 -2 30-165 5.5 17-37 191 2 20 37-116 3.1 22-36 198 2 c é = Pittsburgh 7-28| -187 -9 13 28-90 3.2 11-32 134 3 22 44-208 4.7 22-37 203 1
at Virginia Tech [ w [%] Syracuse
Boston College () > Q at Georgia Tech
Bye P < L at Boston College
at Louisville 7] E i) Duke
at NC State a w £ at Miami, FI
Pittsburgh [ o at Virginia
N =
a 5
Average 29-23 95.0 2.9 42-232 5.5 56.3% 172 6.8% 19 37-114 3.1 68.3% 195 11.9% Average 22-20| -41.7 -0.2 19 37-131 3.6 53.8% 181 8.1% 19 37-156 4.2 59.5% 198 8.6%
Conference 27-30( 47.0 2.0 43-253 5.9 51.7% 167 5.7% 21 37-153 4.1 63.0% 220 6.0% Conference 12-19(-122.5 -5.0 15 36-109 3.1 45.1% 152 7.8% 20 37-177 4.8 55.7% 206  10.0%
Away 30-21{ 24.0 -1.5 42-261 6.2 61.0% 125 4.9% 21 35-191 5.5 71.4% 172 3.2% Home 22-19| -42.0 -0.4 19 36-136 3.8 52.1% 172 5.6% 19 38-152 4.0 59.7% 198 8.8%
Position by Position Edges
Virginia Tech
Syracuse QB/WR
vs. 2.20
Virginia Tech DB's
Syracuse RB's
vs. 0.49
Virginia Tech LB's
Syracuse OL
vs.
Virginia Tech DL
Syracuse DL
vs.
Virginia Tech OL
Syracuse LB'S
vs.
Virginia Tech RB's
Syracuse DB's
vs. 0.24
Virginia Tech QB/WR
N Syracuse ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD Comp-att-vds  TO's Projected Box Score vs. 365
Las Vegas Line
Syracuse - 685 31 32 30-55-405 VETAICED B e Syracuse leads all-time series 10-8 but they've only met once as ACC members, with most of their
Virginia Tech v 20 17 m 20-33-307 o Projected Rushing e — meetings coming in the Big East. Last time here was back in 2003 when Syracuse lost to #4 VT 51
Las Vegas Total 7. In their last meeting in 2015 the Hokies were nearly 3 TD favorites in Fuente’s first year but lost
a 217 yards Syracuse Virginia Tech 138 yards vs. 0.35 ki) by 2 td’s against 2-4 Orange. The Orange are playing an 8th straight week while VT had a bye two
5 Projected Passing Virginia Tech K weeks ago. Syracuse opened 3-3 but 5-1 ATS with their 3 losses by 7, 3 & 3 and they were +104
£ /- Ratings yPg. Last Friday they hosted Clemson which was playing its first game as unranked team since
S 98 yards Syracuse  Virginia Tech 178 yards Syracuse Coaches Virginia Tech By 0.3 2014 and looked like it. At one point Clemson had run 23 plays for 95 yds and Syr RB Tucker had 9
5 . 126 rush. Clemson did lead 17-7 4Q thanks in part to a fake punt but Syracuse got a 62 yd TD
H Projected Yardage Total ve 020 | came Grade pass then missed a 48 yd FG with ga left and had a 356-31‘{Jyd edge. \‘;\rgmia Toeh cpenyed with a
2 315 yards Syracuse Virginia Tech 315 yards Virginia Tech Coaches Syracuse By 0.6 big upset of North Carolina at home. They were 3-2 and their losses were by 6 at WVirg and by 3 to|
[ ) . ND in a game they led by 8 in the 4Q. VT was -13 ypg. Last week at home vs Pitt VT QB
8 Projected Final Score BT D vards Burmeister playing with hurt shoulder. Pitt led 21-0 at half with 254-74 yd edge and open 3Q with
£ 20 points Syracuse  Virginia Tech 23 points ve. 7.14 | 52/10 TD 28-0. VT 75/7 TD 6:33 left 3Q 287 and SOD at 37. Pitt 78/16/11:28 drive SOD at 16
8 : . o 200 left 28-7 win with 411-224 yd edge. VT has 4 road games left in their final 5 so this game is
[ Experience Rankings VRS WS Points very important. Sean Tucker is by far the best RB on the field (948, 6.1). Taking away last week,
Syracuse Virginia Tech P OSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Virginia Tech 23-20 VT has been impressive at home and get a must win vs a beatable foe.
Team Schedule Strength
Virginia Tech Phil Steele

Syracuse  Virginia Tech

By 0 Points

| Virginia Tech by 10

Virgi

ia Tech 27 Syracuse 17




Clemson Tigers o oV Pittsburgh Panthers
Tigers Logs vs. ACC vs. ACC Panthers Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK— FOE 31 2-0 FOE ™M FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK— FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- b FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 146 145 | 3 5 [9/4  * Georgia 310 L 6 2 67 3 4 2 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0000 | 00 00 126 9 5/a UMass 517w | 43 21 35 128 129 84
0-1 0-0 143 6 o/11 South Carolina St__49-3 W 10 2 93 ] 10 10 | 00 00 127 119 9/11__at Tennessee 4134w 38 14 21 73 65 19
11 11 | 00 00 142 120 6 5/18 Georgia Tech 148w 16 2 89 53 64 81 pittsbursh 20 11 | 00 00 127 114 5/18 Western Michigan _ 41-44 L 39 12 8 83 104 130
21 21 10 00 139 131 | 9 9/25__at NC State 2127 L 48 4 94 35 11 82 | #82 Rush Off #53 | 2-1 0-0 123 9/25 New Hampshire 777 W 39 30 53
22 40 11 00 136 127 _ 25 102 Boston College 1913 W | 69 6 93 34 75 27 | #106 Pass Off #5 | 31 22 |00 11 127 128 10/2__at Georgia Tech 5221 W 21 33 56 58 66 112
32 2-1 135 10/9 Bye 55 6 %2 #113 Total Off #5 | a1 10 127 10/9 Bye 1443 55
32 33 21 02 135 12 10/16_at Syracuse 1714w 58 6 97 52 78 66 | #112 Score Off #3 | 41 32 | 10 10 127 127 10/16 _at Virginia Tech 287 W 15 43 61 104 23 10
42 51 | 31 20 135 132 3 [10/23_at Pittsburgh 66 6 90 14 28 78 | #55 Sks Allowed #27 | 51 42 | 20 31 132 135 | 23 10/23___ Clemson 14 28 78 66 6 %0
2-4 2-2 127 10/30___ Florida St 43 53 64 | %27 Rush Def #17 2-4 0-2 128 10/30__ Miami, Al W0 27 62
33 12 128 11/6 Louisville 49 75 35 | #31 Pass Def #57 3-4 0-3 111 11/6 _at Duke 26 8 56
17 02 95 11/13___ Connecticut 129 122 93 | #24 Total Def #25 43 33 131 11/13___ North Carolina 215772
6-0 4-0 134 11/20 __ Wake Forest a2 74 6 #2 Score Def #33 5-2 32 135 11/20 __ Virginia 41 91 99
43 13 113 11/27 _at South Carolina 82 40 21 | #51 Sks By #9 3-4 0-3 126 11/27 _at Syracuse 63 73 82
#79 Ypg Diff #3
+2 Total TO's +6
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
t Georgia 3-10| -76 -1 1 14 23-2 0.1 19-37 178 7 15 31-121 3.9 22-30 135 1 UMass 51-7| 389 24 -1 35 41-223 5.4 34-45 375 1 11 27-42 1.6 14-31 167 5
South Carolina St 493 260 17 2 26 36242 6.7 2339 2620 9 34103 3.0 1027 132 1 at Tennessee 41-34] 23 4 3 24459 2.1 2537301 2 20 33136 4.1 2233 238 5
Georgia Tech 148 25 -2 1 19 41158 3.9 1825 126 0 21 39106 27 2033203 4 " Western Michigan __ 41-44| -27 -3 1 25 2475 3.1 2534 415 2 28 48160 3.3 2638 357 3
at NC State 21-27] ;17221 [ 10 23-103 45 12-26 1112 31 51148 29 3245 238 3 b New Hampshire 77-7] 547 27 2 35 49252 5.1 2933 455 2 8 29100 3.4 1024 60 3
Boston College 19-13] 81 1 3 18 40231 5.8 1328 207 1 19 3446 14 2340 311 4 1 @ g at Georgia Tech 5221 148 6 2 27 41181 a4 2437 399 1 21 3173 2.4 2433 359 2
Bye [} 3 ‘;:' Bye
at Syracuse 17-14] -42 2 1 20 37116 3.1 2236 198 2 18 30-165 55 17-37 191 2 2 S © at Virginia Tech 267 187 9 1 22 44208 4.7 2237 203 1 13 28-90 32 1132 134 3
at Pittsburgh L e o Clemson
Florida St c > £ Miami, FI
Louisville 8 < o at Duke
Connecticut E E 3 North Carolina
Wake Forest. ] w K-} Virginia
at South Carolina o e g at Syracuse
[
Average 2113 58 1.0 03 | 18 33-142 43 56.0% 180 6.3% | 19 37-115 3.1 58.5% 202 7.1% Average 4820] 2112112 1.0 | 28 41-173 42 71.3% _ 358 4.0% | 17 33-100 3.1 56.0% 219 11.0%
Conference 18-16 -39.5 55 0.8 | 17 35152 4.3 56.5% 161 4.3% | 22 39-116 3.0 59.4% 236 8.4% Conference 40-14] 1675 75 1.5 | 25 43-195 4.6 62.2% 301 2.7% | 17 30-82 2.8 53.8% 247 7.7%
Away 14-17] 967 67 07 | 15 2874 2.7 535% 162 11.1%| 21 37-145 39 63.4% 188  5.4% Home 56-19| 303.0 160 00 | 32 38-183 48 786% 415 45% | 16 35-101 29 53.8% 195 11.8%
Position by Position Edges
Clemson i
Clemson QB/WR
vs. 0.37
Pittsburgh DB's
Clemson RB's
vs. 1.53
Pittsburgh LB's
Clemson OL
vs. 0.93
Pittsburgh DL
Clemson DL
119 vs.
Pittsburgh OL
Clemson LB'S
2.06 vs.
Pittsburgh RE's
Clemson DB's
vs. 0.12
Pittsburgh QB/WR
N Clemson ST's. Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's (P REE L e 0.94 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Clemson 4 24 s 27 38145 3552436 Pittsburgh ST's Pittsburgh By 3.5
pittsburgh . . 17 12 2416 2443230 4 Projected Rushing Clemson K Last year Pitt's OLine was decimated, and Clemson was on their annual late season romp through
Las Vegas Total the ACC. QB Pickett threw 3 int’s and Pitt punted 3 times on their first 6 possessions and Clemson
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's a 91 yards Clemson Pittsburgh 109 yards 110 vs. as/Pointsy led 31-0. Pitt got within 38-17 3Q but the Tigers went 89/10 for a TD then after an int went
Clemson 2 s a 3 a0 1224118 § Projected Passing PRtsburgh K 41/10, winning 52-17. The Tigers were on a 20-7-1 ATS run vs ACC foes but this year opened up 3
£ /- Ratings 2 SU and 0-5 ATS including 0-3 ATS in ACC play. Clemson lost at NCSt and last week Clemson off a
Pittsburgh - 52.5 10 11 48-191 4-16-8 -3 8 201 yards Clemson Pittsburgh 336 yards Clemson Coaches Pittsburgh By 1.0 bye played its first game as unranked team since 2014 and looked like it. At one point Clemson had:
5 . run 23 plays for 95 yds and Syr RB Tucker had 9-126 rush. They did lead 17-7 4Q thanks in part to)
2018 Rank  tine . Score  FD . Rush  ComprAtyds  TO's H Projected Yardage Total 12 v Game Grade - Take punt DUt Syracuse got a 62 ydl T pase then missed a 46 vd FG with 138 ok and e & 358
Clemson 3 -21 42 33 25-50 52-70-580 2 291 yards Clemson Pittsburgh 445 yards Pittsburgh Coaches Pittsburgh By 15.9 314 yd edge. Pitt opened 4-1 SU and ATS and beat GTech 52-21 the same team Clemson just beat
= ) i GT 14-8. Last week Pitt led 28-0 in Blacksburg winning 28-7 with a 411-224 yd edge. My AGG
Pittsburgh - 645 43 23 33156  22-38-308 2 8 Projected Final Score Eiemactits vards grades have Pitt at 115.4 and Clemson at just 103.3 AGG (Pitt by 16.7!). Clemson has taken on
£ 18 points Clemson Pittsburgh 31 points 6.55 vs. 2.94 | Pittsburgh 445-291 the much tougher schedule (#45 vs #102). Clemson has not been an underdog in ACC play since
2 ; . . 2014 but they deserve to be here. Kenny Pickett is hitting 70% with a super 21-1 ratio and Israel
3 Experience Rankings Pittsburgh Pts Points Abanikanda rushed for 140 vs Vtech and is finally emerging.
115 Clemson Pittsburgh 65 P OSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Pittsburgh 31-18
Team Schedule Strength
Clemson Phil Steele
46 Clemson Pittsburgh 105 | Pittsburgh by 6

By 1 Points

Pittsburgh 23 Clemson 17




Maryland Terrapins o o Minnesota Golden Gophers
Terrapins Logs vs. BIG 10 vs. BIG 10 Golden Gophers Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK— FOE 1-2 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK— FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0000 [ 00 00 i1 i3 5/4 West Virginia 3024 W [ 61 77 8 60 30 68 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 [ 00 00 134 145 7 o Ohio St Sias L [37 98 e 4 15 50
1-0 0-0 124 9/11 Howard 62-0 w 50 60 82 " 0-1 0-1 0-1 0-0 133 117 9/11 Miami, OH 31-26 w 47 97 104 115 108 108
Maryland Minnesota
2-0 1-2 0-0 1-0 124 121 9/18 at Illinois 20-17 w 29 44 37 89 92 57 1-1 1-1 0-1 0-0 131 122 9/18 at Colorado 30-0 w 51 94 72 78 39 92
30 12 |10 00 14 124 5/25  Kentst 5716w | 18 21 34 65 107 120 | #86 Rush Off #39 | 2112 01 00 135 % 5/25  BowingGreen _ 10-14 L | 59 60 75 1235 101 19
4-0 4-0 1-0 1-0 127 144 5 10/2 Iowa 14-51 L 13 16 35 104 2 5 #16 Pass Off #120 2-2 3-1 0-1 1-0 130 128 10/2 at Purdue 20-13 w 79 39 78 61 30 67
4-1 4-1 1-1 2-0 123 145 7 10/9 at Ohio St 17-66 L 22 23 49 1 15 37 #31 Total Off #105 3-2 1-1 132 10/9 Bye 79 29 62
a2 2 119 10/16_ Bye 29 35 64 #54 Score OFf #89 | 32 34 11 i3 13 i3 10/16 Nebraska 3023 82 20 62 19 32 12
4-2 4-2 1-2 2-1 119 133 10/23 at Minnesota 31 36 71 76 18 68 #55 Sks Allowed #27 4-2 4-2 2-1 1-2 133 119 10/23 Maryland 76 18 68 31 36 71
2-4 0-3 130 10/30 Indiana 95 23 48 #34 Rush Def #6 3-3 1-2 123 10/30 at Northwestern 58 94 102
5-1 2-1 145 11/6 Penn St 45 4 18 #104 Pass Def #77 2-5 1-3 118 11/6 Illinois 96 77 69
7-0 4-0 136 11/13 at Michigan St 22 34 51 #68 Total Def #25 6-1 3-1 143 11/13 atlowa 104 2 7
6-0 3-0 143 11/20 Michigan 8 14 3 #87 Score Def #35 2-4 0-3 130 11/20 at Indiana 95 23 48
34 04 122 11/27 atRutgers 100 56 5 | #18 Sks By #59 33 2 133 11/27 _ Wisconsin 6 5 100
#45 Ypg Diff #66
-6 Total TO's +2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
West Virginia 30-24 171 4 4 22 44-164 3.7 26-36 332 2 18 21-48 2.3 24-40 277 3 7 Ohio St 31-45| -87 7 -1 24 50-203 4.1 14-25 205 2 17 26-201 7.7 13-22 294 0
Howard 62-0| 428 24 1 32 49-227 4.6 27-32 347 1 8 20-66 3.3 12-31 80 2 a Miami, OH 31-26| -54 -1 2 19 46-175 3.8 8-17 112 1 20 30-104 3.5 16-31 237 0
at Illinois 20-17| 146 5 -1 24 27-131 4.9 32-43 350 3 19 45-150 3.3 10-26 185 6 " = at Colorado 30-0| 378 16 2 22 53-277 5.2 11-17 164 1 6 21--19  -0.9 12-24 82 4
Kent St 37-16 68 -4 -1 23 28-142 5.1 31-41 384 1 27 47-150 3.2 19-33 308 5 c [-% Bowling Green 10-14 49 0 -1 12 45-182 4.0 5-13 59 4 12 25-22 0.9 19-36 170 4
Iowa 14-51| -157 -10 -7 14 17-97 5.7 21-37 174 0 24  42-145 3.5 23-38 283 2 'a w 8 at Purdue 20-13| -154 -16 2 12 35-125 3.6 9-18 169 0 28 34-77 2.3 34-52 371 4
at Ohio St 17-66| -263 -7 -2 22 36-56 1.6 28-39 279 5 29 33-166 5.0 26-38 432 1 [} w Bye
Bye t g 5 Nebraska 30-23 19 3 -2 22 43-182 4.2 21-25 214 1 19 31-136 4.4 18-33 241 2
at Minnesota ﬂ = - Maryland
Indiana > ° at Northwestern
Penn St ] ; [C] Tilinois
at Michigan St © < © at Towa
Michigan = w ‘6' at Indiana
at Rutgers H = I} Wisconsin
]
= c
£
Average 30-29| 65.5 2.0 -1.0 23 34-136 4.1 72.4% 311 5.3% 21 35-121 3.5 55.3% 261 9.2% z Average 25-20| 25.2 1.5 0.3 19 45-191 4.2 59.1% 154 7.8% 17 28-87 3.1 56.6% 233 7.1%
Conference 17-45| -91.3 -4.0 -3.3 20 27-95 3.6 68.1% 268 6.7% 24 40-154 3.8 57.8% 300 8.8% Conference 27-27| -74.0 -2.0 -0.3 19 43-170 4.0 64.7% 196 4.4% 21 30-138 4.5 60.7% 302 5.6%
Away 19-42| -58.5 -1.0 -1.5 23 32-94 3.0 73.2% 315 9.8% 24 39-158 4.1 56.3% 309  10.9% Home 26-27| -18.3 2.3 -0.5 19 46-186 4.0 60.0% 148  10.0% 17 28-116 4.1 54.1% 236 4.9%
Position by Position Edges
Maryland
Maryland QB/WR
vs. 0.22
Minnesota DB's
Maryland RB's
vs. 1.39
Minnesota LB's
Maryland OL
vs. 0.66
Minnesota DL
Maryland DL
0.15 vs.
Minnesota OL
Maryland LB'S
112 vs.
Minnesota RB's
Maryland DB's
1.14 vs.
Minnesota QB/WR
Maryland ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Ramk  tine  Score  FD  Rush  CompAtvds  TO's AL D e ve: 055 [ vegas Lin Maryland leads the series 4-2. Last year these two combined for 1,126 yds, 89 pts and 12 TD's as
varyland . 6 45 28 3 2635304 a— ' Vegas Line R Es the Terrapins (+20"pt dog!) won for the 1st time when trailing by 17 in the 4Q when Minny
missed a PAT in OT, 45-44! The last time here (‘19), the Terps were outgained 498-210 (321-79
Minnesota - 2205 44 24 50262 10-15-189 2 Projected Rushing Maryland K rush), out-FD'd (30-10) and had the ball for just over 17 min (42:53-17:07) in their 1st loss in
Las Vegas Total The Twin Cities. Maryland is fresh off a bye and Minny is off Nebraska. Maryland is 9-24 SU on the
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-Att-Yds  TO's 67 yards Maryland Minnesota 187 yards vs. 175 54.5 Points road the last 7 years and PJ Fleck is 18-10 SU at home. Minny looked good at home vs Ohio St, got
2 i ! ast Miami Ohio but then had a 441-63 yd edge vs Colorado. They were -31 and were shocked at
Maryland - 58 o100 2379 1023151 8 Projected Passing Lt /- Ratings 20"7& by Bowling Green. Purdue had a 2812 gFD edge, but the G;phers won 20-13 on the road.
Minnesota 17 -16 52 30 54-321 13-22-177 1 g 258 yards Maryland Minnesota 208 yards Maryland Coaches Minnesota By 18.0 Last week Martinez was high on many of his passes in 1H and Minny led 21-9 (Neb miss xp) with
S 247-134 yd edge. Down 21-16 Neb was SOD at the 1, then missed a chip shot 27 yd FG. Neb was
2018 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush Comp-AtYds  TO's s Projected Yardage Total vs. 115 SOD at UM 34 then Martinez was called for intentional grounding in own EZ with 4:45 left. UM
2 Game Grade went 72/5 for TD 2:12 and Neb went 75-6 for TD in 30-23 loss. Maryland opened 4-0 SU & 3-1
Maryland - 25 4 15 37-315  10-14-117 s 326 yards Maryland Minnesota 396 yards Minnesota Coaches Minnesota By 11.7 ATS and were a trendy upset pick vs Iowa, but I used Towa as a Best Bet and they beat the Terps
imesote w1 2 aves  1asmmee B 2 Projected Final Score po— 51-14. T used Ohio St as a Best Bet vs MD and the Buckeyes won at home 66-17. Maryland had a
p ards bye last week to recover. The Terps run D is improved this year and is allowing just 121 (3.5) and
2017 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 5 21 points Maryland Minnesota 34 points 2.41 vs. 5.71 | Minnesota 396-326 Minny is down their top 2 RB's. Minny has taken on the tougher schedule (#13 vs #69). MInny
5 has a much improved defense as last year they allowed foes 51 ypg above their season avg and
Maryland Sas o3 23 aae 18281sd L Experience Rankings Minnesota Pts this year are holding foes to 100 ypg below their season avg. MInny is playing to an AGG of 104.5
Points and Maryland is at 100.0 (Minny by 8.5). 1 like the fresh Terps team here as Minny is 0-2 ATS as a
Minnesota - (13 18 3180 13-26-229 -2 67 Maryland Minnesota 1 T, S AT | Minnesota 34-21 HF with an outright upset loss to BG and they are off a big underdog win while MD is fresh off a
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-AttYds  To's Team Schedule Strength bye.
Minnesota Phil Steele
Maryland - -6.5 10 16 36-130 18-37-161 69 Maryland Minnesota 13 | Minnesota by 3 .
Minnesota 27 Maryland 24
Minnesota - 49 31 16 48-229 7-15-82 4 it

By 0 Points




Northwestern Wildcats i o Michigan Wolverines
Wildcats Logs vs. BIG 10 vs. BIG 10 Wolverines Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 3-0 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 132 124 5/4 Michigan St 2138 L | 89 53 74 78 90 116 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 [ 00 00 132 14 G/4 ot Western Michigan _47-14_W__ | 41 5040 | 49 93 100
0-1 0-1 127 9/11 Indiana St 24-6 w 89 58 118 . 1-0 0-1 0-0 0-0 134 128 9/11 Washington 31-10 w 31 37 2 27 28 111
1-1 1-1 0-1 0-0 124 114 9/18 at Duke 23-30 L 92 72 48 55 100 21 2-0 1-1 0-0 0-0 136 115 25 9/18 Northern Illinois 63-10 w 26 30 5 117 122 104
12 03 01 00 121 109 9/25 Ohio 356 W | 79 8 84 105 123 72 | #57 Rush Off %7 | 30 30 | 00 00 140 134 | 19 9/25 Rutgers 2013w 5 16 6 102 2 9
2-2 2-3 0-1 0-2 123 131 10/2 at Nebraska 7-56 L 53 86 76 17 25 127 #94 Pass Off #102 4-0 1-2 1-0 0-1 140 135 14 10/2 at Wisconsin 38-17 w 8 19 3 46 4 91
2-3 0-2 119 10/9 Bye 57 101 90 #84 Total Off #40 5-0 3-3 2-0 1-2 143 135 9 10/9 at Nebraska 32-29 w 10 8 2 19 24 129
23 33 | 02 03 119 12 10/16_ Rutgers 217w | S6 104 92 97 50 3 | #109 Score OFf #14 | 60 30 143 B 10/16_ Bye i1 13 2
3-3 6-0 1-2 3-0 123 143 6 10/23  at Michigan 58 94 102 8 14 3 #47 Sks Allowed #2 6-0 3-3 3-0 1-2 143 123 6 10/23 Northwestern 8 14 3 58 94 102
4-2 2-1 133 10/30 Minnesota 76 18 68 #116 Rush Def #30 7-0 4-0 136 10/30 at Michigan St 22 34 51
6-1 3-1 143 11/6 Towa 104 2 7 #41 Pass Def #21 2-4 0-3 130 11/6 Indiana 95 23 48
3-3 1-2 133 11/13  at Wisconsin 64 9 100 #92 Total Def #19 5-1 2-1 145 11/13  at Penn St 45 4 18
4-2 2-1 131 11/20 Purdue 62 21 106 #61 Score Def #9 4-2 1-2 119 11/20 at Maryland 31 36 71
2-5 1-3 118 11/27 at Illinois 96 77 69 #59 Sks By #71 5-1 3-0 149 11/27 Ohio St 1 11 31
#98 Ypg Diff #12
o Total TO's +6
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Michigan St 21-38( -111 -3 1 20 38-117 3.1 30-43 283 3 23 37-326 8.8 15-26 185 2 at Western Michigan 47-14 241 5 0 22 43-335 7.8 13-17 216 1 17 32-119 3.7 20-37 191 1
Indiana St 24-6| 106 6 -1 18 46-209 4.5 9-16 66 2 12 22-31 1.4 22-35 138 3 " Washington 31-10| 44 1 1 20 56-343 6.1 7-15 44 0 19 32-50 1.6 20-37 293 4
at Duke 23-30f -151 -4 -2 22 32-147 4.6 19-39 260 2 26 53-208 3.9 32-45 350 1 - "] Northern Illinois 63-10 398 17 1 28  48-373 7.8 12-17 233 0 11 36-162 4.5 9-17 46 0
Ohio 35-6| 113 5 2 22 51-373 7.3 12-20 88 0 17 31-179 5.8 21-32 169 4 s g Rutgers 20-13 -77 -6 1 15 38-112 2.9 9-16 163 0 21 42-196 4.7 18-31 156 1
at Nebraska 7-56| -364 -11 -1 17 26-37 1.4 25-40 256 4 28 53-427 8.1 15-21 230 0 °© w = at Wisconsin 38-17| 155 3 2 15 44-112 2.5 18-30 253 0 12 32-43 1.3 11-23 167 6
Bye 3 [] at Nebraska 32-29 28 7 1 26 42-204 4.9 22-39 255 1 19 32-140 4.4 18-28 291 1
Rutgers 21-7| 180 8 1 21 48-135 2.8 18-33 267 0 13 34-63 1.9 19-32 159 4 ; é 2 Bye
at Michigan c i o Northwestern
Minnesota a', > ; at Michigan St
Towa - < c Indiana
at Wisconsin Q E ] at Penn St
Purdue H W k=] at Maryland
at Tlinois -é e S Ohio st
(]
2 =
Average 22-24 -37.8 0.2 0.0 20 40-170 4.2 59.2% 203 5.8% 20 38-206 5.4  64.9% 205 7.3% Average 39-16| 131.5 4.5 1.0 21 45-247 5.5 60.4% 194 1.5% 17 34-118 3.4 55.5% 191 7.5%
Conference 16-34| -98.3 -2.0 0.3 19 37-96 2.6 62.9% 269 6.0% 21 41-272 6.6  62.0% 191 7.6% Conference 30-20f 35.3 1.3 1.3 19 41-143 3.5 57.6% 224 1.2% 17 35-126 3.6 57.3% 205 9.8%
Away 15-43| -257.5 -7.5 -1.5 20 29-92 3.2 55.7% 258 7.6% 27 53-318 6.0 71.2% 290 1.5% Home 40-12{ 151.5 4.3 0.8 21 46-291 6.3 63.1% 164 1.5% 17 36-132 3.7 54.9% 172 4.9%
Position by Position Edges
Northwestern QB/WR
vs. 1.36
Michigan DB's
Northwestern RB's
vs. 1.42
Michigan LB's
Northwestern OL
vs. 0.64
Michigan DL
Northwestern DL
vs. 2.70
Michigan OL
Northwestern LB'S
vs. 1.93
Michigan RB's
Northwestern DB's
vs. 0.24
Michigan QB/WR
N Northwestern ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  CompAtt-Yds  TO's Projected Box Score vs. 2.95
Las Vegas Line Michigan has won 11 of the last 12 including the last 6. In their last meeting ('18), UM went on
Northwestern - 465 17 15 3428 16-29-174 Michigan ST's | LIET Ly i) the road and held NW to 97 yds of total off in the last 3 Q’s and had 6 sacks for the game and got a
Michigan 44 155 20 18 42180  15-24-196 o Projected Rushing Northwestern K TD W/4:06 left to grind out a 20-17 win (-15’). NW has only beaten UM once in the last 20 years
Las Vegas Total ('08), but 4 of their last 6 losses have been by just 1 score. Last time here ('15), NW was held to
8 87yards  Northwestern  Michigan 286 yards [ 0.30 vs. 51 Points just 168 yds (38 rush) and was 2-13 on 3rd down in a 38-0 shutout loss (+10). Michigan s fresh
§ Projected Passing Michigan K off a bye and Jim Harbaugh is 34-8 SU at home. Northwestern is 15-4 ATS as an AD the last 7
£ /- Ratings years but were in that role once this year and lost to Nebraska 56-7! NW opened 2-3 with ugly
S 146 yards Northwestern Michigan 253 yards Northwestern Coaches Michigan By 25.0 losses to Mich St, Duke and Nebraska and last week Ryan Hilinski threw for 267 yds and capped a
5 . 98 yd drive with a 64 yd TD pass & Rutgers punted on 5 of first 6 poss and NW led 14-7 at half
H Projected Yardage Total 00 ve Game Grade with 288-153 yd edge as NW missed a 44 yd FG and was SOD at 37. NW was SOD at 36 but
ﬁ 233 yards Northwestern Michigan 539 yards Michigan Coaches Michigan By 33.9 Rutgers miss 33 yd FG in 3Q. NW 71/9 TD 7:33 left and had 21-13 FD edge. Michigan had modest
= ) i expectations this year but opened a perfect 6-0 and 4-1-1 ATS. Northwestern had one of the
8 Projected Final Score RoEtinusste it vards nation’s best defenses last year but lost DC Hankwitz and some key players and have gone from
£ 10 points Northwestern Michigan 42 points, 0.80 vs. 11.24 | jan 539-233 holding foes to 56 ypg below their season avg to allowing teams 48 ypg above their season avg and
2 : . - allowing 206 ypg rush (5.4) which plays into the strength of Michigan. NW is -98 ypg in Big Ten
[ Experience Rankings LTS . play. The Wolverines have won their Big Ten games by just 10 ppg and are just +35 ypg in those.
130 M § Points - Michigan does have rival Mich St on deck and Fitzgerald’s teams usually start slow and then get
lorthwestern Michigan 120 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Michigan 42-10 better each week
Team Schedule Strength
Michigan Phil Steele
93 Northwestern Michigan 8 | Michigan by 17

By 10.44 Points

Michigan 34 Northwestern 17




N Hlinois Huskies oV iy C Michigan Chippewas
Huskies Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Chi Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 3-0 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 112 124 9/4___at Georgia Tech 2221 W | 114 119 88 62 43 9 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0000 | 00 00 16 124 5/ at Missouri 2434 L 77 89 42 75 7430
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 116 121 9/11 Wyoming 43-50 L 118 120 110 95 59 38 . L 0-1 0-0 116 9/11 Robert Morris 45-0 w 69 92 80
1-1 2-0 0-0 0-0 115 136 25 |9/18 at Michigan 10-63 L 117 122 104 26 30 5 1-1 1-1 0-0 0-0 117 138 9/18 at Lsu 21-49 L 69 110 65 46 14 34
1-2 0-0 111 9/25 Maine 41-14 w 108 125 107 #11 Rush Off #70 1-2 1-2 0-0 0-0 117 106 9/25 FIU 31-27 w 70 106 54 81 93 18
2-2 3-1 0-0 0-0 114 122 10/2 Eastern Michigan 27-20 w 81 122 109 97 110 103 #123 Pass Off #24 2-2 1-3 0-0 0-0 115 116 10/2 at Miami, OH 17-28 L 54 105 71 110 116 66
3-2 3-2 1-0 1-0 117 123 10/9 at Toledo 22-20 w 91 117 103 94 40 65 #81 Total Off #36 2-3 1-4 0-1 1-0 114 108 10/9 at Ohio 30-27 w 48 108 72 100 123 86
42 24 | 20 02 120 9 10/16___ Bowling Green 3428 W | 90 116 106 127 84 11 | #65 Score Off #73 | 33 33 14 11 114 120 10/16__ Toledo 2623 W | 46 109 65 89 41 67
5-2 4-3 3-0 2-1 117 116 10/23 _at Central Michigan 89 110 87 54 105 73 #4 Sks Allowed #117 4-3 5-2 2-1 3-0 116 117 10/23 Northern Illinois 54 105 73 89 110 87
10/30 Bye #97 Rush Def #44 10/30 Bye
3-4 2-1 114 11/3 at Kent St 56 112 122 #64 Pass Def #103 5-2 2-1 122 11/3 at Western Michigan 60 76 119
4-3 2-1 125 11/10 Ball St 113 92 22 #89 Total Def #76 3-4 2-1 114 11/10 Kent St 56 112 122
3-4 1-2 113 11/17 at Buffalo 93 78 98 #96 Score Def #76 4-3 2-1 125 11/17 atBall St 113 92 22
5-2 2-1 122 11/23 Western Michigan 60 76 119 #94 Sks By #25 4-3 1-2 119 11/26 Eastern Michigan 108 107 1
#95 Ypg Diff #53
-4 Total TO's -2
Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
at Georgia Tech 22-21| -128 0 15 42-165 3.9 11-17 136 0 25 52-273 5.3 15-26 156 4 at Missouri 24-34 7 1 -2 27 39-174 4.5 24-47 301 9 26 36-211 5.9 21-32 257 2
Wyoming 43-50 82 -2 22 38-244 6.4 19-36 233 2 24 45-191 4.2 13-23 204 1 Robert Morris 45-0| 406 25 1 28 56-310 5.5 17-25 205 2 3 30-96 3.2 5-8 13 0
at Michigan 10-63| -398 -1 11 36-162 4.5 9-17 46 0 28 48-373 7.8 12-17 233 0 g at LSU 21-49( -200 -6 -1 17 31-56 1.8 25-39 228 5 23 24-84 3.5 27-39 400 1
Maine 41-14| 284 -1 29  45-292 6.5 17-24 282 0 13 30-125 4.2 14-26 165 0 ("} ; FIU 31-27 162 11 0 29  40-202 5.1 30-49 397 2 18 32-42 1.3 20-38 395 5
Eastern Michigan 27-20 -50 4 1 24 55-242 4.4 9-21 84 0 20 24-38 1.6 27-40 338 5 .9 w (] at Miami, OH 17-28| -84 -1 1 25 27-52 1.9 29-49 378 3 26 38-164 4.3 25-38 350 1
at Toledo 22-20 25 8 -1 23 55-242 4.4 14-24 154 1 15 22-135 6.1 16-31 236 0 ﬁ 3 & at Ohio 30-27( 92 1 -1 23 41-204 5.0 16-30 257 1 22 46-179 3.9 13-19 190 2
Bowling Green 34-26 -39 6 0 23 59-319 5.4 4-8 38 0 17 28-161 5.8 16-41 235 1 3 é - Toledo 26-23| -18 -7 0 13 35-128 3.7 21-35 204 1 20  44-142 3.2 15-32 208 7
at Central Michigan T e ﬁ Northern Illinois
Bye ) > Bye
at Kent St ‘e < 5 at Western Michigan
Ball St E E o Kent St
at Buffalo = w = at Ball St
Western Michigan = e 9 Eastern Michigan
z =
o
Average 28-31| -32.0 0.7 -0.6 21 47-238 5.0 56.5% 139 2.0% 20 36-185 5.2 55.4% 224 5.4% Average 28-27| 52.1 3.4 -0.3 23 38-161 4.2 59.1% 281 8.4% 20 36-131 3.7 61.2% 259 8.7%
Conference 28-22| -21.3 6.0 0.0 23 56-268 4.8 50.9% 92 1.9% 17 25-111 4.5 52.7% 270 5.4% Conference 24-26 -3.3 -2.3 0.0 20 34-128 3.7 57.9% 280 4.4% 23  43-162 3.8 59.6% 249 11.2%
Away 18-35| -167.0 -6.3 -0.7 16 44-190 4.3 58.6% 112 1.7% 23 41-260 6.4 58.1% 208 5.4% Home 34-17| 183.3 9.7 0.3 23 44-213 4.9 62.4% 269 4.6% 14 35-93 2.6 51.3% 205 15.4%
Position by Position Edges
Nllinois C Michigan
N 0is QB/WR
0.21 vs.
C Michigan DB's
N 0is RB's.
0.53 vs.
C Michigan LB's
N Illinois OL
0.45 vs.
C Michigan DL
N Illinois DL
vs. 111
C Michigan OL
N Illinois LB'S
vs. 0.63
C Michigan RB's
N Illinois DB's.
vs. 0.85
C Michigan QB/WR
. N Tllinois ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
Rk Une  Soe D Rwh  compawvas 0% Projected Box Score v, o
Las Vegas Line
Northern Illinois - 57.5 10 13 33-74 17-34-170 C Michigan ST's C Michigan By 5
Central Michigan - 75 40 16 42-237  13-201% 1 Projected Rushing N1Iilinois K Las Vegas Total Chippewas lead all-time series 31-24-1. Central Michigan is on a 6-1 SU & 7-0 ATS run vs NIU. Last}
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-AttYds  TO's 9 195 yards N Tilinois C Michigan 182 yards vs. 1.65 9 57.5 Points year CM was a 7'pt AF. CM only led 9-0 at half with a 134-96 yd edge but NIU was just 2 of 15 on
H 3rd down and two plays into the 4Q. CM was up 33-0 in a 40-10 road win with a 433-244 yd edge
Northern Tilinois - 1.5 10 13 2522 19-31-229 ;E Projected Passing C Michigan K /- Ratings and NIU got a late TD with :11 left. Huskies are just 1-6 SU & ATS in Mt Pleasant with their last
: ) - liwm in *13. Last time here NIU was a 1’ pt AF but never led & trailed 38-10 at HT & lost 48-10 (-4
Central Michigan - 51 a8 24 50-327 18-25-288 4 § 176 yards N Illinois C Michigan 290 yards N Iilinois Coaches C Michigan By 2.0 7). Dog has won outright 4 of the last ? (4-3 ATS), Central Michigan opened 3-3 with losses u()
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-AttYds  TO's H Projected Yardage Total vs. 1.50 Missouri, LSU and Miami Ohio all on the road. Last week CM open 80/14 TD then 21/5 (after 19 yd
= . Game Grade = punt) TD while Toledo settled 2 FG's (41 & 48) and miss one. Toledo SOD 25 CM 63/10 46 yd FG
Northern Tllinois - -14 24 15 48-180 12-20-104 E 371 yards N Illinois C Michigan 472 yards C Michigan Coaches C Michigan By 4.4 :00 17-3 11-7 FD edge. UT 76 yd KR but settle 32 yd FG open 3Q. CM 51 yd FG. Toledo TD 23 &
Central Michigan - 46 16 21 46164 18-33-158 1 8 Projected Final Score N llinois Pts 50 yd FG's pull to 23-16 then 71/7 QB Finn 18 yd TD run :35 force OT. CM FG and Toledo 3rd
c Yards down sack miss 51 yd FG. Northern Illinois opened a surprising 4-2 SU with a loss to Michigan and
2017 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 5 31 points N Illinois C Michigan 34 points 119 vs. 5.9 | Gl e upsets of Toledo and Georgia Tech on the road. NIU is playing to an AGG of 89.8 and CMich is at
Northern Tllinois - -3 24 19 40-137  20-36-128 & Experience Rankings C Michigan Pts 91.5 (CM by 4.6). This game is a toss up so take the points.
Central Michigan - 51 31 16 33-139 20-39-247 1 104 N Illinois C Michigan 18 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: points | C Michigan 34-31
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-AttYds  TO's Team Schedule Strength
C Michigan Phil Steele
Northern Tllinois - 64 28 16 37174 18-30-165 87 N Tllinois C Michigan 115 | C Michigan by 1 . ..
Central Michigan 31 Northern Illinois 30
Central Michigan - -2.5 34 24 50-230 19-35-254 -1

By 6 Points




Kent St Golden Flashes i o Ohio Bobcats
Golden Flashes Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Bobcats Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-1 1-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 121 143 6 [9/4  atTexas AtM 1041 L 54 123 127 14 6 36 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 00 00 123 i3 o4 Syracuse 920 L | 88 1054 84 68 18
0-1 0-0 120 9/11 VML 60-10 w 63 124 112 ohio. 0-1 0-0 118 9/11 Duguesne 26-28 L 91 113 102
1-1 2-0 0-0 1-0 124 148 5 9/18 at Towa 7-30 L 64 123 111 103 7 10 0-2 1-1 0-0 0-0 113 125 9/18 at Louisiana 14-49 L 102 120 79 74 49 2
12 30 00 10 124 124 9/25__at Maryland 1637 L | 65 107 120 18 21 34 | #16 Rush Off #30 | 03 12 |00 01 109 121 9/25__at Northwestern 635 L [ 105 123 72 79 82 84
1-3 2-2 0-0 0-0 121 97 10/2 Bowling Green 27-20 w 66 107 120 127 85 24 #75 Pass Off #122 0-4 1-3 0-0 0-0 107 95 10/2 at Akron 34-17 w 106 125 84 123 129 129
2-3 2-3 1-0 0-1 117 115 10/9 Buffalo 48-38 w 75 103 123 101 106 105 #27 Total Off #104 1-4 2-3 1-0 0-1 108 114 10/9 Central Michigan 27-30 L 100 123 86 48 108 72
33 42 | 20 11 118 118 10/16_at Western Michigan _ 31-64 L 57 103 124 87 87 127 | #65 Score OFf #113| 15 24 14 02 108 114 10/16 _at Buffalo 2627 L | 95 121 83 88 115 101
3-4 1-6 2-1 1-2 114 109 10/23 _at Ohio 56 112 122 98 120 84 #121 Sks Allowed #47 1-6 3-4 1-2 2-1 109 114 10/23 Kent St 98 120 84 56 112 122
10/30 Bye #120 Rush Def #123 3-4 2-1 116 11/2 Miami, OH 92 102 88
5-2 3-0 117 11/6 Northern Illinois 89 110 87 #106 Pass Def #25 4-3 1-2 119 11/9 at Eastern Michigan 108 107 1
4-3 2-1 116 11/13  at Central Michigan 54 105 73 #122 Total Def #97 3-4 1-2 118 11/16 Toledo 91 42 53
2-5 1-2 100 11/20 at Akron 120 125 130 #112 Score Def #97 11/20 Bye
3-4 2-1 116 11/27 Miami, OH 92 102 88 #84 Sks By #84 2-5 0-3 99 11/26 at Bowling Green 126 90 12
#92 Ypg Diff #110
+11 Total TO's -2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
at Texas A&M 10-41| -259 -10 3 19 45-226 5.0 14-30 110 5 29  42-303 7.2 21-34 292 2 Syracuse 9-29| -37 -1 -1 20 32-134 4.2 23-31 212 0 21 44-283 6.4 12-18 100 1
VMI 60-10( 414 12 4 31 62-494 8.0 14-19 204 1 19 37-138 3.7 17-36 146 2 " Duguesne 26-28| -55 -11 0 15 24-139 5.8 14-22 168 1 26 45-168 3.7 23-34 194 1
at Towa 7-30| -154 -4 0 17 41-79 1.9 16-23 185 7 21 38-206 5.4 26-37 212 0 (] at Louisiana 14-49( -312 -17 0 16 28-112 4.0 14-27 138 1 33 49-310 6.3 25-34 252 1
at Maryland 16-37| -68 4 1 27 47-150 3.2 19-33 308 5 23 28-142 5.1 31-41 384 1 - at Northwestern 6-35| -113 -5 -2 17 31-179 5.8 21-32 169 4 22 51-373 7.3 12-20 88 0
Bowling Green 27-20f 78 7 2 25 56-262 4.7 15-28 134 0 18 26-55 2.1 29-46 263 5 % w ") at Akron 34-17| 131 6 0 25 47-398 8.5 8-15 60 2 19 38-112 2.9 18-25 215 7
Buffalo 48-38 87 -3 2 33  45-226 5.0 22-36 407 1 36 54-312 5.8 24-45 234 2 E 3 Tﬂ' Central Michigan 27-30( -92 -1 1 22 46-179 3.9 13-19 190 2 23 41-204 5.0 16-30 257 1
at Western Michigan 31-64| -286 -12 -1 20 34-124 3.6 19-34 238 5 32 51-341 6.7 15-22 307 0 c é o at Buffalo 26-27| -27 -9 0 16 43-271 6.3 6-10 75 1 25 40-112 2.8 22-30 261 1
at Ohio o [ -g Kent St
Bye S > o Miami, OH
Northern Tllinois 2] < at Eastern Michigan
at Central Michigan o = ° Toledo
at Akron & w ] Bye
Miami, OH ) at Bowling Green
c
9
X
Average 28-34 -26.9 -0.9 1.6 25 47-223 4.7 58.6% 227  11.8% 25 39-214 5.4  62.5% 263 4.6% Average 20-31f -72.1 -5.4 -0.3 19 36-202 5.6 63.5% 145 7.1% 24  44-223 5.1 67.0% 195 6.3%
Conference 35-41| -40.3 -2.7 1.0 26 45-204 4.5 57.1% 260 6.1% 29 44-236 5.4 60.2% 268 6.2% Conference 29-25[ 4.0 -1.3 0.3 21 45-283 6.2 61.4% 108 11.4% 22 40-143 3.6  65.9% 244 10.6%
Away 16-43| -191.8  -5.5 0.8 21 42-145 3.5 56.7% 210  18.3% 26 40-248 6.2 69.4% 299 2.2% Home 21-29| -61.3 -4.3 0.0 19 34-151 4.4 69.4% 190 4.2% 23 43-218 5.0 62.2% 184 3.7%
Position by Position Edges
Ohio
Kent St QB/WR
0.82 vs.
Ohio DB's
Kent St RB's.
1.15 vs.
Ohio LB's
Kent St OL
1.78 vs.
Ohio DL
Kent St DL
vs. 1.69
Ohio OL
Kent St LB'S
vs. 0.02
Ohio RB's
Kent St DB's.
0.69 vs.
Ohio QB/WR
N Kent St ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2019 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  CompAtt-Yds  TO's Projected Box Score vs. 2.08
Las Vegas Line
Kent St - 64 38 27 39-214  24-35-262 Ohio ST's Kent StBy 5.5 Last time here the game had 10 lead changes & was tied 3 times including at 31 early 4Q. The
ohio C 25 a5 31 as220  19-28-342 ' Projected Rushing Kent StK Flashes fell behind 45-31. Kent St scored a TD w/:31 left but could not recover the onside & lost 45
Las Vegas Total 38 (+7'). The Bobcats lead the all-time series 45-25-2 including 16-8 SU since 1996. Played every
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's a 264 yards Kent St Ohio 270 yards vs. 130 6 Sikalnts) season since 1949 until last year’s game was cancelled (Covid). Ohio has won 6 straight vs Kent St
et st L eos 26 25 3201 2735271 5 Projected Passing s (4-2 ATS). Frank Solich was 65-25 SU at home, but Ohio is 0-3 under Tim Albin. Sean Lewis is 4-
£ /- Ratings 16 SU on the road. Kent had losses to Texas A&M, Iowa and Maryland and was 3-0 vs their level of
ohio - 2 27 25 38130 18-20-284 -1 S 226 yards Kent St Ohio 175 yards Kent St Coaches Kent St By 1.0 teams. Last week WM scored on their first 5 poss's but 3 were FG's and they led 23-17 at half with
5 . Kent settling for 20 yd FG at :00. Kent fumble 2nd play 3Q WM score TD's first 5 poss of 2H with
2017 Rank  tine . Score  FD . Rush  ComprAtyds  TO's H Projected Yardage Total v 0% | came Grade Kent punting 4 times, 57.23. Each team late TD 64.31 Wt 645365 ¥d edge. Ofto opened 04 in
Kent St - 47 3 7 37-102 7-17-64 ﬁ 490 yards Kent St Ohio 445 yards Ohio Coaches Kent St By 6.7 non conf play but then beat Akron 34-17 and almost upset CMich in 3-point home loss but were 2-
[ . . 0 ATS in MAC play with Armani Rogers taking over at QB. Last week it was a tough loss for Ohio
Ohio - (18 48 23 43-3% 920138 1 8 Projected Final Score LEmE D vards which led 21-0 after 1Q including a 99 yd run by QB Rogers and led 21-10 H and 26-10 after 3Q
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-vds To's g 34 points Kent St Ohio 29 points 4.44 h 6.00 | Kent St 490-245 never trailed until Buffalo got a FG at :00 after missing a FG but Ohio was offsides on previous play.
8 : . . Ohio led 26-18 but fumbled at own 35 and Buffalo got a TD mid 4Q off that. The Bobcats have not
Kent St - 445 10 18 49-163  12-29-101 & Experience Rankings Ohio Pts Points lost a MAC game by more than 7 since 2015. In MAC play Ohio is playing at an AGG of 90.7 and
Ohio - -3 14 13 36208 11-19-127 -3 68 Kent St Ohio 42 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Kent St 35-30 Kent is at just 85.7 in MAC play (Ohio by 8.5).
Team Schedule Strength
Ohio Phil Steele
56 Kent St Ohio 111 | Kent St by 3

Kent St 37 Ohio 34




Cincinnati Bearcats o oV Navy Midshipmen
Bearcats Logs vs. AAC vs. AAC Midshi; Logs
™  FoE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE 2-0 1-3 FOE M FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 137 120 8 9/4 Miami, OH 49-14 w 46 5 48 113 103 91 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 121 114 9/4 Marshall 7-49 L 117 92 120 93 61 39
-0 0-0 139 7 o/11 Murray St 27 W | 37 6 59 I vy 01 10 | 00 00 116 121 o/11 Air Force 323 L | 117 88 130 74 103 101
20 11 | 00 01 139 137 | 8 9/18__atIndiana 3824w | 32 6 107 68 11 13 Cincinnati 02 0-0 113 9/18 Bye 122 88 127
30 0-0 142 s /25 Bye 5 5 81 #32 Rush Off #19 | 02 21 00 00 113 123 /25 Houston 2028 L | 128 94 130 9% 45 11
30 40 | 00 00 142 140 | 7 9 [10/2__at Notre Dame 2413w _| 52 7 80 68 5 23 | #58 Pass OFf #120| 03 21 04 00 114 128 10/2 UCF 3430w | 128 96 127 7 70 107
40 32 |00 10 145 111 5 10/9 Temple 523w | 52 4 80 92 75 112 | #34 Total Off #125| 13 50 14 10 117 128 24 [10/9 sMU 2431 L | 128 92 126 4 91 91
50 32 | 10 11 147 124 _ 3 10/16 __UCF Se21 W | 37 4 44 22 83 81 | #6 Score Off #120 | 14 33 12 02 117 119 10/16_at Memphis 1735 L | 128 03 123 21 94 18
60 15 | 2.0 13 148 115 | 2 10/23_at Navy 24 3 23 128 101 126 | #21 Sks Allowed #121| 15 60 | 13 20 115 148 2 [10/23__ Cincinnati 128 101 126 24 3 23
15 02 117 10/30_at Tulane 80 114 o1 | #35 Rush Def #55 34 21 119 10/30_atTulsa 39 68 128
34 21 119 11/6  Tulsa 35 68 128 | #12 Pass Def #72 51 0-0 137 11/6__at Notre Dame 85 10 37
15 02 112 11/13_atUSF 112 124 85 | #11 Total Def #58 11/13__ Bye
6-0 2-0 128 11/20__smu 129 60 | #3 Score Def #108 33 11 125 11/20__ East Carolina 55 84 a7
33 11 125 11/27_at East Carolina 55 84 47 | #71 Sks By #124 33 11 109 11/27_at Temple 97 100 111
#9 Ypg Diff #114 12/4 Bye
+9 Total TO's +2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Miami, OH 49-14] 264 10 -3 | 27 31247 8.0 2026 205 2 1745169 3.8 928 109 2 Marshall 749 66 1 1 24 76337 44 516 61 9 | 23 30101 34 2133 363 1
Murray St 27| 149 2 4 17 32130 41 1525 261 2 15 3793 25 1720 149 1 Air Force 323 157 8 1 6 3436 11 3-10 32 5 14 59176 3.0 3-10 49 1
at Indiana 3824] 48 0 2 20 36118 33 2036 210 1 20 37152 41 17-40 224 1 " I Bye
Bye - 9 c Houston 2028 8 5 1 | 15 52150 37 48 58 2 | 20 34120 35 2231 257 2
at Notre Dame 24-13] 49 3 1 16 3093 3.1 1932 297 1 19 2884 3.0 2346 257 2 ] = Q UCF 34-30]_80 B 0 | 26 76348 46 24 58 1 1720148 51 1627 178 0
Temple 523 308 o 3 | 23 33279 85 2331 263 1 14 29084 29 1832 150 6 = g £ SMu 2431] 163 10 2 1253177 33 47 64 3 | 22 2980 28 3040 324 1
UCF 56-21| 180 9 2 23 42-336 8.0 13-23 140 1 14 37-155 4.2 16-27 141 1 ] < .E' at Memphis 17-35| -174 2 1 17 65-198 3.0 4-6 43 4 15 34-200 5.9 8-12 215 0
at Navy o0 = ﬁ Cincinnati
at Tulane = i o at Tulsa
Tulsa © Lot E at Notre Dame
at USF c ] Bye
c >
SMU 5 2 g East Carolina
at East Carolina c w g at Temple
S Bye
(8] E il
Average 4414 1503 45 15 | 21 34201 59 63.6% 244 4.6% | 17 36-123 35  495% 172 6.4% Average 18-33] 948 1.8 03 | 17 59214 _ 356 43.1% 50 47.1%] 19 36-138_ 3.8  654% 231 3.3%
Conference 54-12[ 2440 9.0 25 | 23 38308 8.2 66.7% 202 3.7% | 14 33-120 36 57.6% 146 11.9% Conference 2431 865 1.0 05 | 18 62228 3.7 56.0% 66  40.0%| 19 32137 43  69.1% 244 2.7%
Away 3149 05 15 15 | 18 33106 3.2 574% 254 29% | 20 33118 36 46.5% 241  3.5% Home 1733] 765 20 05 | 17 60225 38 37.8% 54 48.6%| 19 37126 3.4 63.6% 229 2.7%
Position by Position Edges
Cincinnati QB/WR
1.14 vs.
Navy DB's
Cincinnati RB's
0.43 vs.
Navy LB's
Cincinnati OL
111 vs.
Navy DL
Cincinnati DL
2.75 vs.
Nawy oL
Cincinnati LB'S
2.44 vs.
Nawy RB's
Cincinnati DB's
4.83 vs.
Navy QB/WR
Cincinnati ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2018 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's Projected Box Score 218 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Cincinnati L 35 a2 22 41262 1420189 Navy ST's Cincinnati By 28 Will be their 3rd meeting as AAC foes. First met as conference foes in ‘17 when Navy won 42-32 at
home & then the next year in ‘18 Cincy held Navy to 171 yds and shut them out 42-0 (451-171)
Navy - aes o 13 52124 3447 1 Projected Rushing Cincinnati K at home. "We played Navy a few times,” Fickell said. “Obviously, they're still different. They do
Las Vegas Total some uniquely different things. But, all in all, you've at least played it a few times. You've seen
2017 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush CompAtt-Yds  TO's 156 yards Cincinnati Navy 213 yards vs. 0.70 49 Points what not to do and what did work.” Last year Cincy held Army to 276 total yards and 10 points at
Cncinnat C ms  m m amss  asasas 2 Projected Passing Navy K home. Navy is 12-8-1 ATS as a HD. Cincy opened the year 5-0 SU and 4-0 ATS vs FBS foes with
8 /- Ratings road wins over Indy and Notre Dame. Last week for the first time in school history Cincy scored
Navy - a1 a2 31 72-569 2353 0 s 197 yards Cincinnati Navy 9 yards Cincinnati Coaches Cincinnati By 28.5 50+ in consecutive games. A partially blocked punt led to a 38 yd TD drive to lead 7-0 and RB Ford
S had a 79 yd TD run to make it 28-0 and it was 35-7 at half with 314-99 yd edge. UCF without QB
] Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.05 Gabriel, RB Harvey and Bowser and WR Robinson. Cincy got a 74 yd IR D to lead 42-7 and rolled
g ) Game Grade — 56-21 at home. Navy got off to a slow start with two blowout losses and fired their long time OC.
s 353 yards Cincinnati Navy 223 yards Navy Coaches Cincinnati By 19.6 They c:vered vs Houston/ an/d sMuU an u?set UCF. Last week Memphis openeudwmh : 75/7 TD and
. . —— Navy then went on a 75/21/11:50 drive for a TD to tie it 7-7. Mem got a 69 yd run by Austin on
‘E Projected Final Score Cibcinnati Bt vards next play. Navy had two TD call back on pen’s and settle for FG 14-10 then Memphis 74 yd TD pass|
3 39 points Cincinnati Navy 9 points 19.88 vs. 075 | Cincinnati 353-223 and 63/12 TD led 28-10 H. Navy open 2H with 75/14/6:51 TD 28-17. Mem 72/5 TD Navy punt
2 then 42/15/8:31 miss 55 yd FG in 35-17 Memphis win with 415-241 yd edge but Navy 17-16 FD.
& Experience Rankings Navy Pts Navy is holding foes to 105 ypg below their season average but Cincy is gaining 117 ypg above
Points hat opp's allow. Cincy is avg 44 ppg and Navy is allowing 33 ppg. Cincy has a soft schedule down
95 Cincinnati Navy 102 T, S AT | Cincinnati 39-9 the stretch and needs impressive wins and have the defense and the knowledge to stuff the option.|
Team Schedule Strength
Cincinnati Phil Steele
82 Cincinnati Navy 15 | Cincinnati by 39

By 19.13 Points

Cincinnati 45 Navy 6




NC State Wolfpack oV i Miami, FI Hurricanes
Wolfpack Logs vs. ACC vs. ACC Hurricanes Logs
™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK— FOE 2-0 0-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK— FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 12 116 /4 USF 450w [ 38 13 26 108 108 85 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 [ 00 00 133 158 | 14 1 o4  +Alabama 344 L 5 17 31 s 1 1
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 133 128 9/11 at Miss St 10-24 L 30 12 40 46 30 96 _ 0-1 1-0 0-0 0-0 131 128 22 9/11 ian St 25-23 w 8 27 27 26 22 29
1-1 0-0 129 9/18 Furman 45-7 w 41 9 105 1-1 2-0 0-0 1-0 131 128 24 9/18 Michigan St 17-38 L 13 31 49 35 84 113
21 21 00 10 131 13 9 [9/25  Clemson 2721 W | 35 11 82 48 4 94 | #66 Rush Off #73 | 12 0-0 126 9/25  CentralConnSt 690 W | 57 50 43
3-1 2-2 1-0 1-0 134 113 23 10/2 Louisiana Tech 34-27 w 44 10 92 101 98 108 #42 Pass Off #26 2-2 2-2 0-0 0-2 130 128 10/2 Virginia 28-30 L 24 36 46 49 100 96
4-1 1-0 123 23 10/9 Bye 35 17 83 #51 Total Off #45 2-3 0-1 128 10/9 Bye 32 30 50
41 41 10 04 123 128 | 22 10/16 _at Boston College 337 W | 3% 17 60 a9 77 15 | #38 Score Off #38 | 23 33 01 23 128 131 10/16 _at North Carolina 4245 L | 31 28 55 18 65 100
5-1 2-4 2-0 0-2 136 128 18 10/23 _at Miami, FI 32 13 77 40 27 62 #38 Sks Allowed #105 2-4 5-1 0-2 2-0 128 136 18 [10/23 NC State 40 27 62 32 13 77
3-3 1-2 128 10/30 Louisville 49 75 35 #11 Rush Def #71 5-1 2-0 132 10/30 at Pittsburgh 14 28 78
2-4 2-2 127 11/6 at Florida St 43 53 64 #34 Pass Def #79 3-3 2-2 124 11/6 Georgia Tech 70 81 103
6-0 4-0 134 11/13  at Wake Forest 42 74 6 #12 Total Def #73 2-4 2-2 127 11/13  at Florida St 43 53 64
3-4 0-3 126 11/20 Syracuse 63 73 82 #6 Score Def #92 3-3 1-1 122 11/20 Virginia Tech 110 20 10
4-3 3-3 131 11/27 North Carolina 21 57 72 #101 Sks By #51 3-4 0-3 111 11/27 at Duke 26 86 56
#14 Ypg Diff #55
+3 Total TO's -5
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
USF 45-0| 254 12 2 27 40-293 7.3 17-26 232 1 15 32-104 3.3 14-33 167 0 1 Alabama 13-44| -235 -10 -2 18 31-87 2.8 23-31 179 4 28 38-147 3.9 28-39 354 1
at Miss St 10-24| 19 1 -3 16 25-32 1.3 30-51 303 4 15 15-22 1.5 33-49 294 1 ian St 25-23| 49 6 1 25  43-175 4.1 20-33 200 2 19 39-127 3.3 21-34 199 1
Furman 45-7| 309 16 0 25 31-218 7.0 28-37 287 0 9 32-92 2.9 10-21 104 1 (") Michigan St 17-38| -14 6 0 29 24-52 2.2 38-60 388 3 23 41-193 4.7 18-31 261 3
Clemson 27-21| 172 21 0 31 51-148 2.9 32-45 238 3 10 23-103 4.5 12-26 111 2 = (] Central Conn St 69-0| 541 20 1 31 45-322 7.2 21-25 417 3 11 26-29 1.1 19-37 169 3
Louisiana Tech 34-27| -62 -3 2 23 31-167 5.4 22-36 251 1 26 35-139 4.0 26-44 341 3 g w g Virginia 28-30 -77 -5 1 18  40-169 4.2 15-29 203 4 23 35-181 5.2 25-44 268 3
Bye E. g 9 Bye
at Boston College 33-7] 90 -1 2 16 34-130 3.8 16-24 251 1 17 30-97 3.2 21-39 194 3 3 é t at North Carolina 42-45[ 39 7 -2 30 34-157 4.6 20-45 264 3 23  48-228 4.8 17-26 154 4
at Miami, FI ; w =3 NC State
Louisville > I at Pittsburgh
at Florida St 9 < T Georgia Tech
at Wake Forest ] E N at Florida St
Syracuse [ E E Virginia Tech
North Carolina Q © at Duke
z s
Average 32-14| 130.3 7.7 0.5 23 35-165 4.7 66.2% 260 4.6% 15 28-93 3.3 54.7% 202 4.7% Average 32-30| 50.5 4.0 -0.8 25 36-160 4.4 61.4% 275 8.5% 21 38-151 4.0 60.7% 234 7.1%
Conference 30-14 131.0 10.0 1.0 24 43-139 3.3 69.6% 245 5.8% 14 27-100 3.8 50.8% 153 7.7% Conference 35-38] -19.0 1.0 -0.5 24 37-163 4.4 47.3% 234 9.5% 23 42-205 4.9 60.0% 211  10.0%
Away 22-16| 54.5 0.0 -0.5 16 30-81 2.7 61.3% 277 6.7% 16 23-60 2.6 61.4% 244 4.5% Home 35-23| 124.8 6.8 -0.3 26 38-180 4.7 63.9% 302 8.2% 19 35-133 3.8 56.8% 224 6.8%
Position by P n Edges
NC State QB/WR
vs. 0.96
Miami, FIDB's
NC State RB's
vs. 0.62
Miami, FILB's
NC State OL
0.02 vs.
Mial FIDL
NC State DL
0.68 vs.
Miami, FlOL
NC State LB'S
1.34 vs.
Miami, FIRB's
NC State DB's
1.15 vs.
Miami, FIQB/WR
NC State ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's Pro]eded Box score 0.74 vs.
Las Vegas Line Miami is 22-7 SU the L5Y at home including 13-5 vs ACC foes. Miami leads al-time series 10-5 and
NC State S s8s 4t 24 34131 2029279 Miami, FIST's | NcarstBy3 \Canes have won 3 straight meetings. Last time here was in 2012, Miami led 23-7 1Q. Canes got
. . 62 yd TD pass with :19 left & won 44-37. The teams combined for 1,315 yds. Last year tied at 31,
Miami, Fl o -0 44 30 418y 3242-431 : Projected Rushing pCEtatell Las Vegas Total Neet got oo yd KR TD by Knight and after a 53 yd FG led 41-31 early 4YQ. M\aml‘}down 11
2019 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's 141 yards NC State Miami, FI 149 yards 1.00 vs. 51.5 Points players incl LT and TE) got 38 & 22 yd FG’s then QB King (31-41-430) hit a 54 yd pass to Harley
8 ith 2:34 left. Miami end game at NCSt 10 in 44-41 win (-10). Miami opened on a poor note going
NC State - 51 13 18 20-119  20-44-210 H Projected Passing Miami, FIK 2-3 with upset losses to Mich St and Virginia at home. They did miss a chip shot game winning FG
‘é‘ /- Ratings at the end vs Virginia. Last week with QB King OFY Miami moved to 2-4 for the first time s/1997.
Miami, FI - 25 27 24 32129 22-38-286 2 s 206 yards NC State Miami, FI 261 yards NC State Coaches NCar St By 3.5 [Tyler Van Dyke in his first road start hit 5-15 in 1H and 20-45-264 in 2H NC led 31-17 at half with
5 Projected Yardage Total o0 " 18-10 FD edge as Miami had a 33 yd IR TD. Miami first 3 2H drives TD, FG, TD 38-34 then SOD 42
° came Grade 4&3 and NC 58/8 TD. Miami punt then 97/12 TD 3:08 left force punt 56/9 to 16 384 pass hit at
H 347 yards NC State Miami, FI 409 yards Miami, FI Coaches Miami, FiBy 1.1 line and intercept. Miami 30-23 FD edge game. NCS lost at Miss St in a game they trailed 24-3 last]
e 4Q but did upset Clemson with a 386-214 yd edge at home. They got an int in the EZ to stop Louis|
2 Projected Final Score NC State Pts Tech in a 7-point home win. Last week the 1H yds were 172-172 but BC had a TD pass knocked
£ Yards loose in EZ and then missed a FG and NCST went 70/16. WR Emezie was hit and fumbled clearly
2 28 points NC State Miami, FI 27 points 5.73 vs. 1.58 | Miami, Fl 409-347 but they let the play stand as an incompletion so NCST got a 27 yd FG to lead 10-7 H. BC's P
& Experience Rankings Miami, Fipte dropped the ball and NCST returned it for a TD then after a pass off the WR's hand was int NCST
2 points went 61/7 for TD. A pass intended for TE was snagged by WR Thomas on broken play and he went
44 NC State Miami, FI s | OCDoEeD 79 yds for TD 31-7 in 33-7 Wolfpack road win. Miami has taken on the tougher schedule (#33 vs
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: #90). My computer has Miami winning outright with a 408-346 yd edge and I agree.
Team Schedule Strength
NC State Phil Steele
90 NC State Miami, FI 32 | Miami, Flby 3

Miami, FL 30 NC State 27




Wake Forest Demon Deacons

OVERALL: OVERALL:

Army Black Knights

6-0 42
Demon Deacons Logs vs. ACC vs. IND Black Knights Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE a-0 1-0 FOE  TM  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 | 00 00 132 101 9/4 0Old Dominion 42-10 W 39 63 65 125 124 93 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 | 00 00 120 122 9/4___at Georgia St 43-10 W | 109 82 55 59 101 114
10 0-0 132 9/11 Norfolk St 41-16 W 48 62 65 Ay 1010 00 00 125 16 9/11 3835 W | 104 79 14 103 68 32
20 02 00 00 128 122 9/18 Florida St 35-14 W 60 56 4 27 35 73 20 03 00 00 124 91 9/18 Connecticut 5221 W | 100 79 22 129 129 125
3-0 21 | 10 0 130 133 9/25 _at Virginia 37-17 W 54 62 15 47 95 92 | #55 Rush Off #2 | 30 12 | 1-0 00 123 116 9/25 Miami, OH 2310 W 42 71 44 106 110 36
40 31 | 20 10 135 128 | 24 10/2 Louisville E I 48 a2 19 71 84 58 | #31 Pass Off #128| 40 13 | 1-0 01 123 116 10/2__atBall St 1628 L 40 53 29 122 109 45
50 32 30 01 134 126 | 19 10/9 _at Syracuse 4037 W 36 64 21 59 81 52 | #38 Total Off #88 | a1 10 119 10/9 Bye 7448 51
6-0 40 134 16 10/16 Bye 39 73 9 #12 Score Off #46 | 4-1 23 10 1-2 119 135 10/16 _at Wisconsin 1420 L 73 40 57 65 5 95
60 42 40 1-0 134 121 | 16 10/23_at Army West Point 2 74 6 86 48 70 | #27 Sks Allowed #2 | 42 60 10 40 121 134 _ 16 10/23__ Wake Forest 86 48 70 42 74 6
34 0-3 11 10/30 _ Duke 26 8 56 | #o1 Rush Def #4 10/30 _ Bye
43 33 131 11/6 _at North Carolina 21 5772 | #88 Pass Def #38 6-1 31 129 11/6 T Air Force 71 65 125
5-1 2-0 136 11/13__ NC State 32 13 77 | #93 Total Def #6 11/13 __ Bucknell
42 31 135 11/20_at Clemson 66 6 90 | #43 Score Def #39 15 1-0 95 11/20 _ UMass 124 129 123
42 0-2 124 11/27 _at Boston College 61 83 33 | #25 Sks By #71 5-2 0-0 131 11/27 _at Liberty 78 39 105
#64 Ypg Diff #35 12/4 Bye
+8 Total TO's +2 15 13 115 12/11_T Navy 128 101126
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
0ld Dominion 42-10]_80 3 1 20 41-164 4.0 1829 188 2 17 39-145 3.7 1838 127 2 g at Georgia St 43-10[ 179 6 2 20 67258 3.9 3-4 98 [ 14 2848 17 12-20 129 3
Norfolk St 41-16] 77 3 0 22 31-161 52 1829 252 0 19 39-141 3.6 1931 195 3 ) 38-35] -61 1 0 23 67339 5.1 56 77 1 22 1942 22 28-40__ 435 3
Florida St 35-14] 167 11 4 27 58225 3.9 2231 259 3 16 2991 3.1 1622 226 3 g @« Connecticut 5221] 279 15 1 24 67-397 59 33 107 0 9 19116 61 11-26 109 2
at Virginia 37-17] 337 2 2445203 45 1729 270 0 31 2799 37 3359 407 6 O - Miami, OH 23-10] 152 3 1 16 63-384__ 6.1 05 0 ) 13 2028 1.4  12:27 204 2
Louisville 3734 -21 1 1 26 44-177 4.0 2340 324 2 25 43-213 50 1927 309 2 =] @ 'g, at Ball St 16-28] 10 6 2 18 61213 35 5-15 66 0 12263614 17-28 233 2
at Syracuse 40-37] 88 -12 0 21 379 2.6 1932 330 2 33 58354 6.1 1527 160 2 c < ‘e Bye
Bye ] S ¥ at Wisconsin 1420 44 5 [ 13 50-179 36 56 87 1 18 43-198 4.6 815 112 1
at Army West Point £ = ~ Wake Forest
Duke o > 3] Bye
a < ]
at North Carolina - ol + Air Force
NC State I} E oQ Bucknell
at Clemson 4 w > UMass
at Boston College o = £ at Liberty
w ; Bye
g * Navy
[
Average 39-21] 303 02 13 | 23 43171 4.0 61.6% 271 4.7% | 24 39174 4.4 58.8% 237 8.8% s Average 31-21] 858 43 03 | 19 63-295 4.7 53.8% 73 5.1% | 15 2678 3.0 56.4% 204 8.3%
Conference 37-26] 63 18 18 | 25 46-175 338 614% 296  53% | 26 39189 4.8 61.5% 276  9.6% Conference 1420 440 50 00 | 13 50179 3.6 833% 87 167%| 18 43198 46 53.3% 112  6.7%
Away 39-27] 605 95 10 | 23 41-150 36 59.0% 300 3.3% | 32 43227 53 558% 284 9.3% Home 38-22| 1233 63 07 | 21 66373 57 571% 61 7.1% | 15 19-62 3.2 54.8% 249 7.5%
Position by Position Edges
Wake Forest Army
Wake Forest QB/WR
0.17 vs.
Army DB's
Wake Forest RB's.
vs. 0.94
Army LB's
Wake Forest OL
vs. 0.48
Army DL
Wake Forest DL
vs. 0.24
Army OL
‘Wake Forest LB'S
0.15 vs.
Army RB's
Wake Forest DB's.
0.86 vs.
Army QB/WR
Wake Forest ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's Projected Box Score 3.5 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Wake Forest - -6.5 13 17 23-123 23-43-220 Army ST's Wake Forest By 3
Army West Point - 41.5 21 21 64-238 6-9-145 1 Projected Rushing ‘Wake Forest K The last meeting was i_n 2015 when WF won 17-14. WF is 19-5 against non-conf foes and have
Las vegas Total won their last 4 traveling to G5 foes. WF has a big edge on offense, but Army has the edge on
85yards  Wake Forest Army 322 yards ve. 0.80 e e defense & ST's. The Demon Deacons have had plenty of time to prep for the option coming off a
2 bye and Army comes off a physical game at Wisconsin. Wake opened the year 6-0 SU and 3-3 ATS
|5 Projected Passing Army K only beating Louisville and Syracuse by 3 each. They are allowing 174 (4.4) on the ground and the
£ /- Ratings D is allowing foes 1 ypg above their season average. WF has a balanced offense and QB Sam
S 229 yards Wake Forest Army 80 yards Wake Forest Coaches Wake Forest By 9.5 Hartman is hitting 63% with a 14-3 ratio. Army opened up a perfect 4-0 SU but lost at Ball St 28-
5 Projected Yardage Total v 050 16 to fall to 2-3 ATS. Last week Wisconsin took its 3rd drive 95/12/6:04 for TD then went
o Game Grade 81/10/6:14 on next and led 13-0 H with 12-2 FD and 230-48 yd edge. Army miss 43 yd FG then
3 314yards  Wake Forest Army 401 yards YD Army By 5.7 took 3rd 2H drive 54/8 TD 13-7. Army sack and fumble and UW 1/1 QB sneak TD 2:43 left 20-7
[ but Howard great catch on 36 yd pass and Army 77/7 TD :38 left back door cover. Army is playing
2 Projected Final Score Wake Forest Pts to an AGG of 104.2 and Wake is at 102.0. Army is 27-2 SU at home the last 5 years but have
£ Yards hosted just one PS5 team (beat Duke by 5) in that span. I like the Demon Deacons to stay
2 31points  Wake Forest Army 25 points [ 4.44 vs. 3.26 | Army 401-314 undefeated. Army played last weeks game in a phone booth vs a similar run oriented offense and
& . . this week take on a much more explosive offense with a defense that has extra time to prep for
Experience Rankings Army Pts _ the option.
Points.
27 Wake Forest Army 54 | Wake Forest 31-25
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO:
Team Schedule Strength
Wake Forest Phil Steele
o1 Wake Forest Army 80 Wake Forest by 7

By 1.18 Points




Temple Owls i oV USF Bulls
Owls Logs vs. AAC vs. AAC Bulls Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK— FOE 1-1 0-2 FOE ™M FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK— FOE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 112 128 9/4___at Rutgers 1461 L | 106 111 118 99 49 5 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 00 00 |00 00 1i6 129 /4 atNC State 045 L | 108 108 8 38 13 26
01 01 00 00 108 9% 9/11__at Akron 4524 W | 110 111 122 128 125 64 - 01 10 _00 00 112 135 13 |o/11 Florida 2042 L | 109 110 128 33 24 61
11 20 00 00 110 125 5/18 Boston College 328 L 112 102 129 37 8 i1 Temale 0-2 0-0 111 5/18 Florida A&M 3817 W | 116 113 116
12 0-0 108 9/25 Wagner 417 W | 110 77 128 #99 Rush Off #83 | 12 30 00 00 109 134 15 [9/25 atBYU 2735 L | 116 120 116 76 88 25
22 31 | 00 00 107 125 102 Memphis 3431w | 103 78 115 19 76 7 | #82 Pass Off #106 | 13 40 00 00 113 127 10/2__atSMU 1741 L | 112 123 117 6 92 105
32 40 | 10 00 111 145 5 [10/9 at Cincinnati 352 L 92 75 112 52 4 80 | #106 Total Off #114| 14 0-1 112 10/9 Bye 113 121 120
33 i1 109 10/16 _ Bye 102 o1 113 #100 Score Off #107 | 1-4 2.4 | 04 11 112 119 10/16 _ Tulsa 3132 L | 112 123 115 47 71 126
33 15 | 11 02 109 112 10/23_at USF 97 100 111 112 124 85 | #78 Sks Allowed #27 | 15 33 02 11 112 _ 109 10/23___ Temple 112 124 85 97 100 111
33 12 123 10/30__ UCF 29 95 114 | #101 Rush Def #126 33 11 125 10/30_at East Carolina 55 84 47
33 11 125 11/6 _at East Carolina 55 84 47 | #9 Pass Def #112 5-1 3-0 129 11/6 Houston 7225 13
5-1 3-0 129 11/13___ Houston 7225 13 | #48 Total Def #128 6-0 2-0 148 11/13___ Cincinnati 24 3 23
3-4 2-1 119 11/20_atTulsa 39 68 128 | #109 Score Def #119 15 0-2 117 11/20 _at Tulane 80 114 91
15 13 115 11/27 __ Navy 128 101 126 | #110 Sks By #128 33 12 123 11/26 _at UCF 29 95 114
#85 Ypg Diff #127
3 Total TO's +1
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
at Rutgers 14-61] -104 -9 -5 12 36113 3.1 827 148 3 21 51220 43 1629 145 0 at NC State 0-45] 254 12 -2 15 32-104 3.3 14-33 167 0 27 40293 7.3 17-26 232 1
at Akron 45-24] 60 7 2 19 34177 52 1923 245 0 26 43171 4.0 1934 191 3 Florida 2042] 383 6 1 20 4195 23 17-30 188 1 26 44363 8.3 1725 303 1
Boston College 3-28] 18 0 1 13 3678 22 1724161 4 13 35187 53 513 34 [ Florida A&M 38-17] 24 2 [ 18 46241 5.2 1226 163 2 20 29132 4.6 2549 248 1
Wagner 41-7] 248 14 ) 22 29-115__ 4.0 2233292 2 8 48123 26 49 36 2 at BYU 2735 76 2 ) 23 48181 38 17-24 186 1 21 25138 55 2025 305 0
Memphis 3431 19 2 2 2333157 48 3650 322 0 25 38155 4.1 2440 305 3 w @ at SMU 17-41] 127 11 [ 19 37-113 3.1 1422 223 2 30 40162 4.1 2942 301 0
at Cincinnati 3-52] 308 -9 3 142984 29 1832 150 6 23 33279 85 2331 263 1 3 = w Bye
Bye 3 S = Tulsa 31-32] 267 -8 2 1331113 36 1126 155 3 31 49269 55 2239 266 0
at USF i 3 Temple
UCF K > ] at East Carolina
at East Carolina [3 < w Houston
Houston £ = o Cincinnati
5 ] >
at Tulsa 2 ui at Tulane
Navy at UCF
Average 2334] 112 22 05 | 17 33121 3.7 63.5% 220 7.9% | 19 41-189 4.6  58.3% 162 5.8% Average 2235)-180.5_-7.8 0.2 | 18 39-141__ 356 528% _ 180 5.6% | 26 38226 6.0 63.1% 276 1.5%
Conference 19-42-144.5 55 05 | 19 31121 3.9 65.9% 236 7.3% | 24 36217 6. 66.2% 284 5.6% Conference 24-37]-197.0 -145 1.0 | 16 34-113 3.3 52.1% 189 10.4%| 31 45216 4.8 63.0% 284 0.0%
Away 2146[-117.3 83 20 | 15 33125 38 54.9% 181 11.0%]| 23 42223 53 61.7% 200 4.3% Home 30-30]-208.7 87 1.0 | 17 39-150 3.8 488% 169 7.3% | 26 41255 63 56.6% 272 18%
Position by Position Edges
Temple USE
Temple QB/WR
0.27 vs.
USF DB's
Temple RB's
vs. 0.01
USF LB's
Temple OL
1.45 vs.
USF DL
Temple DL
vs. 0.10
usF oL
Temple LB'S
vs. 0.05
USF RB's
Temple DB's
1.48 vs.
USF QB/WR
N Temple ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush Comp-AttYds  TO's Projected Box Score vs. 110
Las Vegas Line
Temple - 13 3 32 43-146  30-42-270 USF ST's UsfBy 2.5 Temple has won 5 of the last 7 meetings against USF dating back to 2012. Last year's meeting was just
2nd game of the season for Temple while USF already had 4 games under their belt. Temple
South Florida - 54 37 21 44-143 16-29-181 -1 Projected Rushing Temple K jumped out to a 10-0 lead 1Q but then USF scored TD's on 3 of their next 5 drives to go up 21-17 late
Las Vegas Total " 1H. USF recovered an onside kick but then fumbled on the 1st play and then Temple drove 50/6 but
2019 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 8 153 yards Temple UsF 210 yards 0.70 vs. e te then had a FG blocked to end the half (212-182 Temple). To start the 2H Temple got a FG, then USF
. . r -20.
remple TS v s s e 2 Projected Passing UerK — 7o (3.9t NG) and then in the 46 Termpie took tn 1228 3531 it 5 FR. T (151, Tempie movld oxtend
South Florida - 66 7 20 3761 22-38-225 1 S 221 yards Temple USF 145 yards Temple Coaches UsfBy 6.5 their lead 39-31 after an 81/11 drive, but USF 72/12 TD drive but missed a 2-pt try that would have tied|
o the game and USF fell 39-37 (416-424 yd edge for Temple). The Owls are off a bye while USF is at
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-AttYds  TO's ] Projected Yardage Total 0.80 vs. home again after facing Tulsa here last week. Rod Carey is 15-9 ATS as an AD. Temple is 3-3 including
K] Game Grade an upset win vs Memphis. Georgia transfer D'Wan Mathis (PS#12) led that win and has thrown for 882
Temple - a3s 27 18 4073 20-35-264 E 373 yards Temple UsF 355 yards USF Coaches UsfBy 2.1 (61%, 5-2) but the Owls avg 48 ypg below what their opp’s allow. USF opened 1-4 SU and 2-3 ATS and
s @ v s ww wse o projectedFini Score oo e otk Tk 1003 106 10 edge e 1t > 1031 gove .0 100 Y0 K8 100 573 1t
2017 mank  Lna  Sora D Rmh  CompAmvds 10 £ 28 points Temple usF 35 points | 470 e 126 | Temple 373-355 USF was SOD on 4&1 at own 42 with 4:20 left and Tulsa went 42/9 conv on 483 and got a 3 yd TD run
3 ith :47 to win 32-31 with 31-13 FD and 535-268 yd edges. USF has a weak defensive front 7 and is
Temple - 63 7 6 334 7-25-89 & Experience Rankings USF Pts allowing 226 ypg & 6.0 ypc rush but Temple’s top RB is Edward Saydee (191, 3.9). Temple has the
Points edge and is playing to an AGG of 84.6 while USF is at just 81.7. USF did almost beat Tulsa
South Florida 21 -19.5 43 22 63-312 8-20-96 4 108 Temple USF 78 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: | Usf 35-28 here at home last week and finally snag their first FBS win in nearly two years.
2016 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Attyds  TO's Team Schedule Strength
Temple Phil Steele
Temple - 60 46 26 51-319  14-21-209 107 Temple USF 53 | Usfby 6
South Florida - -6.5 30 18 33-165 11-20-187 -1 USF 34 Temple 28




E M- h- E I OVERALL: OVERALL: B I- G F I
Ichigan Eagles a3 2.5 owling Green Falcons
Eagles Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Falcons Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE 1-2 0-3 FOE  TM  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 117 9/4 St Francis Pa 35-15 w 107 118 29 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 84 120 9/4 at Tennessee 6-38 L 126 128 115 79 65 33
10 01 00 01 120 139 18 [9/11 _at Wisconsin 73 L | 105 114 8 29 20 106 . . 01 10 00 00 8 111 9/11 South Alabama 1922 L | 125 127 55 121 9 _ 72
11 02 | 00 00 119 9 9/18 _at UMass 4228 W | 113 116 101 127 130 128 i 0-0 87 9/18 Murray St 27-10 W | 123 124 28
2-1 i2 | 00 00 118 108 9/25 Texas St 5921 W | 112 116 100 114 108 62 | #109 Rush Off #128 | 12 21 00 04 92 135 9/25__at Minnesota 14-10 W | 123 101 19 59 60 75
3-1 22 | 00 00 122 114 10/2__atNorthern lllinois 2027 L 97 110 103 81 122 109 | #55 Pass Off #65 | 22 13 | 00 00 97 121 10/2__atKent St 2027 L | 127 85 24 66 107 120
32 23 01 10 119 117 10/9 Miami, OH 13-12 W | 103 105 98 106 109 63 | #92 Total Off #121] 23 14 01 01 101 94 10/9 Akron 2035 L 127 78 18 125 127 129
42 33 i1 14 119 125 10/16__ Ball St 3138 L | 111 101 86 124 95 21 | #57 Score Off #117 | 2-4 42 | 02 20 9 120 10/16 _at Northern Ilinois __ 26-3¢ L | 127 _ 84 i1 o0 116 106
43 25 | 12 03 119 99 10/23_at Bowling Green 108 107 1 126 90 12| #111 Sks Allowed #111| 25 43 03 12 99 119 10/23___Eastern Michigan 126 90 12 108 107 1
34 12 118 11/2__atToledo 91 42 53 | #104 Rush Def #108 34 12 113 10/30 _at Buffalo 93 78 98
16 1-2 109 11/9 Ohio 98 120 84 | #39 Pass Def #2 11/6 Bye
52 2-1 122 11/16 __ Western Michigan 60 76 119 | #81 Total Def #40 34 12 118 11/13__ Toledo 91 42 53
11/20 _ Bye #67 Score Def #68 34 2-1 116 11/20_at Miami, OH 92 102 88
43 2-1 116 11/27 _at Central Michigan 54 105 73 | #50 Sks By #42 16 12 109 11/27__ Ohio 98 120 84
#97 Ypg Diff #99
-1 Total TO's -2
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
St Francis Pa 35-15] 120 15 [ 27 58221 3.8 1522 189 2 12 34-105 3.1 14-30 185 4 at Tennessee 6-38] 256 -20 2 112332 14 2538 187 2 31 64-331 52 12-24 144 3
at Wisconsin 7-34] 426 -23 0 3 1816 09 1020 76 2 26 55352 6.4 1620 166 1 @« South Alabama 19-22] 54 11 -1 10 199 0.5 2333 308 3 21 37-114 31 2946 257 2
at UMass 42-28] 12 -4 1 26 42-184 44 1624 323 1 30 34206 6.1 23-39 313 1 c Murray St 27-10] 138 2 1 22 43-118 2.7 2228 221 2 20 3369 21 1328 132 3
Texas St 59-21] 200 15 1 33 44242 55 2235 257 2 18 37-112_3.0 1625 187 4 ") o at Minnesota 14-10] -49 0 1 122522 09 1936170 4 12 4518240 513 59 4
at Northern Illinois 20-27]_50 4 -1 20 2438 16 27-40__ 338 5 245524244 921 84 1 9 @ L at Kent St 2027] 78 7 2 18 26-55 2.1 29-46 263 5 25 56262 47 1528 134 0
Miami, OH 13-12[ -128 3 0 16 3351 15 2131 206 6 19 29-126 43 1639 259 3 g < fid Akron 20-35] -21 0 3 18 34-107 3.1 2135 257 4 18 39-117 3.0 2025 268 4
Ball St 31-38] 48 -1 2 28 2646 18 3649 339 3 29 40200 50 2836 233 0 w S c at Northern Tllinois 26-34] 39 % [ 17_28-161 538 16-41 235 1 23 59319 54 48 38 [
at Bowling Green c = Q Eastern Michigan
at Toledo © > [ at Buffalo
Ohio 2 < [C] Bye
Western Michigan £ = Toledo
[¥] < =]
Bye = w c at Miami, OH
at Central Michigan = = = Ohio
w 3
=]
]
Average 30-25| 349 0.7 01 | 22 35114 33 66.5% 247 9.5% | 23 41-192 47 58.1% 204 6.7% Average 19-25| -40.1 6.0 03 | 15 2872 25 60.3% 234 8.2% | 21 48199 42 57.0% 147 9.3%
Conference 21-26| -42.0 27 1.0 | 21 2845 16 70.0% 294 11.7%| 24 41-189 46 552% 192 4.2% Conference 22-32| 200 43 -17 | 18 29-108 3.7 54.1% 252 8.2% | 22 51-233 45 63.9% 147 6.6%
Away 23-30[-1203 -103 00 | 16 2879 238 631% 246 05% | 27 48-267 56 60.0% 188  3.8% Home 22-22] 210 30 1.0 | 17 3278 24 68.8% 262 9.4% | 20 36-100 2.8  62.6% 219 9.1%
Position by Position Edges
E Michigan
E Michigan QB/WR
vs. 1.02
Bowling Green DB's
E Michigan RB's
vs. 1.50
Bowling Green LB's
E Michigan OL
0.54 vs.
Bowling Green DL
E Michigan DL
0.27 vs.
Bowling Green OL
E Michigan LB'S
2.08 vs.
Bowling Green RB's
E Michigan DB's
0.27 vs.
Bowling Green QB/WR
N E Michigan ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2017 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score 6.26 vs. .
Las Vegas Line BG leads series 25-13-1 including 11-3 SU & 8-6 ATS since 1990 but have lost 2 straight including 34-
Eastern Michigan - 13 34 2 536 13-27-124 BoWling Green/STie Y 31 in their last meeting in ‘17 as a 13 pt AD (the first time BG was dog in series 5/1990). Last time here
Bowling Green . 59 31 2 31200 21-34-256 n Projected Rushing E Michigan K (16) EM (+3) trailed 10-7 mid-3Q but took a 21-10 lead & held on for a 28-25 outright upset. EMich is 4
P Las Vegas Total 4 ATS as an AF and BG was just 2-13 ATS as a dog under Loeffler coming into the year but things have
2016 Rank  Line  Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's T 138 yards E Michigan  Bowling Green 136 yards 1.80 vs. 49 Points been different this year. BG opened 2-4 SU but was 5-0 ATS as a dog and lost outright as a favorite vs
Eastern Michigan i 6 2 24 45212 21-30-262 £ Projected Passing R Akron. They upset Minnesota and only lost at home to South Alabama by 3 and on the road to Kent by
5 /- Ratings 7. Last week Jay Ducker (PS#74) had 33-210 rush for NIU. BG went 36/6 (after fum) for 7-0 lead, NIU
Bowling Green - 3 25 29 42206 23-47-250 1 o 173 yards E Michigan  Bowling Green 220 yards E Michigan Coaches E Michigan By 17.5 went 63/13 & 73/6 for TD's 14-7. BG settl;d 23 yd FG and NIU 1ozogdmkk . B;A;sy: s :E?G7 gg:)z&-
° Projected Yardage Total 130 ve- Game Grade bl 50 It 2 v di have 323355{2 E{j(;:.GE'a’\‘s‘l‘;r:?)Dpeiiftt/—Z SU%s a soft schedule and are 0.3
3 310 yards E Michigan ~ Bowling Green 356 yards Bowling Green Coaches Bowling Green By 1.0 ATS on the road this year. Last week Ball St open 75/9 & 68/13 TD's first two drives 14-0. EM 75/13 TD,
[ N N Ball 18/7 FG (after int). EM 75/15 TD 1:31 Ball miss 39 yd FG 17-14 H. Ball score TD's first 3 2H poss
K] Projected Final Score E Michigan Pts vards with EM FG & TD 31-17. EM 75/9 TD 38-31 2:39. Ball miss 36 yd FG 2:06 but EM int at Ball 47 :57 left.
£ 29 points E Michigan  Bowling Green 20 points [ 12.51 vs. 2.52 [ Bowling Green356-310 _|BG QB Matt McDonald was the worst FBS QB last year but has improved to 61% with a 6-6 ratio and
H ) _ hat BG defense which allowed 6.3 ypc rush last year is allowing just 4.2 ypc this year. BG is playing to
E Experience Rankings Bowling Green Pts Points aCEASGéS uftBr‘S.A mdMABCGpd\ay agd EM \ssit le.a. iflws a\iusg\al;/irtvg to an Acf of 77.3H at r;um;Ma{m EM E
— X road.
s emen oot 126 [ o o [ o 250 e o 06 soes v s STt (¢ v 260 ity ot s clir o 4 v
Team Schedule Strength
E Michigan Phil Steele
119 E Michigan ~ Bowling Green 104 [ E Michigan by 10

By 9 Points

Eastern Michigan 30 Bowling Green 20




East Carolina Pirates i oV Houston Cougars
Pirates Logs vs. AAC vs. AAC Cougars Logs
™  FoE ap TeAm ~PS RANK— Foe 11 3-0 FoE M FoE ap TeAm ~PS RANK— Foe
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 00 [ 00 00 12 12 /4 Appalachianst 1933 L | 86 95 44 | 37 25 28 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0000 [ 00 00 121 1% 54 Texas Tech 2138 L | 73 48 3 31 45 53
01 10 00 00 12 119 o/11 South Carolina 1720 _L | 60 100 36 40 78 56 ) 01 01 00 00 118 16 5/i1__atRice 47 W | 8 53 58 122 102 103
East Carolina Houston
02 20 00 00 125 116 5/18__at Marshall 4238 W | 85 97 67 44 68 66 11 0-0 123 5/18___ Grambling St 450 W | %4 46 20
) 0-0 125 9/25  Charleston Souther 3128 W | 88 102 70 #67 Rush Off #89 | 21 02 00 00 123 113 /25 Navy 2620 W | 9 45 11 128 94 130
22 13 00 00 121123 10/2___ Tulane 5220w | 8 94 42 72 106 40 | #36 Pass OFf #54 | 31 13 | 1-0 00 122 122 10/2__atTusa 4510 W | 89 56 18 35 50 124
52 22 10 01 125 124 10/9_atUcF 1620 L | 54 8 47 13 87 100 | #as Total Off #80 | 41 14 20 04 127 119 10/5 _atTulane 4022 W | 8 3 10 76 110 79
33 11 125 10/16_ Bye 61 81 50 #58 Score Off #17 | 51 30 129 10/16_ Bye 78 27 14
33 51 11 30 125 129 10/23_at Houston 55 84 47 72 25 13 | #i1 Sks Allowed #72 | 51 33 | 30 14 129 125 10/23___East Carolina 72 25 13 55 84 47
s 02 12 10/30__ UsF 112 124 85 | #82 Rush Def #21 60 2-0 128 10/30___SMU 2 9% 60
33 11 109 11/6 _ Temple 57 100 111 | #123 Pass Def #6 s 02 112 11/6 _ atUSF 112 12485
a3 12 121 11/13_at Memphis 15 97 20 [#118 Total Def #a 33 11 109 11/13_at Temple 57 100 111
s 13 115 11/20_at Navy 128 101 126 | #80 Score Def #11 a3 12 121 11/19__ Memphis 1597 20
60 20 148 11/27 __Cincinnati 24 3 23 | #%9 Sks By #6 17 02 %5 11/27_at Connecticut 125 122 93
#91 Ypg Diff #19
+3 Total TO's +a
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Appalachian St 1933 99 5 1 | 20 248 36 2241 300 4 | 25 36226 63 2027 259 1 Texas Tech 2138 1251 3 | 16 3577 22 2738174 4 | 15 28-145 52 1724 231 3
South Carolina 1720 45 3 1 12 38116 3.1 1225 152 5 | 15 3999 2.5 1324 214 3 at Rice 447 1818 3 | 23 35144 a1 2333 249 3 | 15 36126 35 919 8 4
at Marshall 4238 86 3 2 | 27 39166 43 3150 395 5 | 24 36214 59 2440 433 1 “» Grambling St 450] 320 21 0 | 24 45164 36 1829 258 3 3 3453 16 512 49 3
Charleston Southern __ 31-28] 133 20 1 | 14 33165 5.0 1726 238 1 | 34 39131 34 3861 405 5 9 » Navy 2820] 89 5 T | 20 34120 35 2231257 2 | 15 5219 37 48 98 2
Tulane 52-29] 208 6 4 | 25 44310 7.0 2234302 2 | 19 31124 40 2338280 2 © @ 5 ot Tulsa 45-10] 1168 2 | 22 33134 44 1929 261 0 | 14 2831 11 2039 258 4
atUck 1620 1 5 2 | 21 39141 36 2032 219 4 | 16 31165 53 2335 194 2 i w o at Tulane 4022 127 1 1 18 36147 41 2336 288 2 | 17 3894 25 2031 214 8
Bye © é g Bye
at Houston o 3 S East Carolina
USF = > pe smMu
Temple ° < ° at USF
at Memphis I E ‘6" at Temple
at Navy Q w 3 Memphis
Cincinnati a = =] at Connecticut
I
[
w
Average 3028] 257 2305 | 20 36164 45 59.6% 268 101%| 22 35160 45 62.7% 298 6.2% Average 37-16] 118.0 73 07 | 21 36133 37 67.3% 248 7.1% | 13 36107 3.0  564% 156 18.0%
Conference 3425) 1045 55 10 | 23 42226 5.4 63.6% 261 9.1% | 18 31145 47 63.0% 237 5.5% Conference 38-17] 1107 47 13 | 20 34137 4.0 66.7% 269 4.2% | 15 39105 27 564% 190 17.9%
Away 2929] 425 40 00 | 24 39454 3.9 62.2% 307 11.0%| 20 34190 57 627% 314 4.0% Home 3119] 047 90 07 | 20 38120 3.2 68.4% 230 92% | 11 38120 34 59.1% 126 18.2%
Position by Position Edges
East Carolina QB/WR
vs. 0.19
Houston DB's
East Carolina RB's
vs. 0.93
Houston LB's
East Carolina OL
vs. 1.43
Houston DL
East Carolina DL
vs. 0.25
Houston OL
East Carolina LB'S
1.06 vs.
Houston RB's
East Carolina DB's
vs. 0.07
Houston QB/WR
N East Carolina ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2018 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's Projected Box Score vs. 1.71 .
Las Vegas Line
East Carolina - 69.5 20 27 31-41 38-63-374 Houston ST's Houston By 13.5
. . Houston has won B2B meetings and have won 6 of the last 9 meetings dating back to 2003, but
Houston - 16 42 18 4315 1628-249 4 ” Projected Rushing ErEmEhml Las Vagas Total keams have not met since 16, 1n their last meeting in ‘18 Houston (-916) led 426 early 4Q before
2017 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's € 101 yards East Carolina Houston 136 yards vs. 0.25 | 58 Points ECU went on B2B scoring drives & the game ended 42-20 despite ECU having the 415-406 yd
East Carolina ) 6 27 3 2436 saradss 2 Projected Passing TR edge (HOU +4 TO's). Both teams come into this game off a bye. Houston is 3-1 ATS the last 3Y as
H /- Ratings a home favorite while E.Carolina is 6-2 ATS the L3Y as a road underdog vs AAC foes. The previous
Houston - 24 52 16 26142 1522330 3 S 211yards  EastCarolina  Houston 297 yards East Carolina Coaches Houston By 8.0 games have featured a lot of scoring (6 of the L/8 have gone OVER). Houston led Trech 21-7 at
H Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.30 the half but lost 38-21 then went on 5 mostly dominating wins as they are +118 ypg and have a
5 312yards  EsstCarolina  Houston 433 yards Houston Coaches Game Grade [ Wewtonsyizs | |defense that s holding foes to 111 ypg below thelr season avg (#121). EC opened 3-3 with an
s pset win over Marshall and UCF got a TD in the final seconds to avoid a home upset loss to EC 20~
) Projected Final Score East Carolina Pts vards 16. The Pirates RB Keaton Mitchell has rushed for 639 (8.4!) and QB Holton Ahlers has thrown for
£ 18 points East Carolina Houston 32 points 1.06 vs. 5.13 | Houston 433-312 1485 (60%, 8-6). UH QB Clayton Tune has thrown for 1258 (70%, 10-6). EC has faced the
] . . tougher schedule (#76 vs #121). EC has delivered for me in their last two games as Best Bets and
£ Experience Rankings Houston Pts h 2 ;
g Points are a solid road dog and are getting 2 TD's here.
25 EastCarolina  Houston 31 P OSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: [ Houston 32-18
Team Schedule Strength
Houston Phil Steele
77 East Carolina  Houston 121 Houston by 6

By 4.08 Points




OVERALL: OVERALL:
Oklahoma Sooners 70 s Kansas Jayhawks
Sooners Logs vs. BIG 12 vs. BIG 12 Logs
™  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE a-0 0-3 FOE  TM  FOE ap TEAM ~PS RANK-- FoE
TMREC FOEREC (Ol (one TM+/- FOE+/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC 20 come cone MY/ FOEY/- FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
00 0-0 | 00 00 149 127 | 2 9/4 Tulane 40-35 W 1 3 22 e 72 73 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 108 9/4 South Dakota 17-14 W | 127 121 117
10 0-0 145 ) 9/11 Western Carolina__ 760 W 1 4 63 -0 10 |00 00 108 129 17 |9/11 atCoastal Carolina 2249 L | 124 116 41 17 50 o7
20 21 | 00 01 147 129 3 9/18 Nebraska 2316 W 2 4 25 31 42 124 Kansas 1120 | 00 00 108 128 9/18 Baylor 745 L 125 114 76 70 28 60
30 21 | 00 ©0-0 145 129 4 9/25 West Virginia 1613 W 4 6 22 73 38 12 | #38 Rush Off #81 | 1-2 21 04 0-0 105 117 9/25 _at Duke 33-52 L | 127 120 85 25 86 17
40 22 | 1-0 01 142 130 _ 6 10/2__ at Kansas St 3731w 14 8 14 77 51 17 | #20 Pass Off #109| 13 22 04 01 105 140 10/2__ at lowa St 759 L | 121 127 81 42 25 118
50 41 20 20 142 140 _ 6 21 [10/9 + Texas 5548 W 11 16 27 4 85 27 | #14 Total Off #115| 14 0-2 103 10/9 Bye 121 129 87
60 32 | 30 11 144 135 _ 4 10/16 __TCU 5231 W 5 19 46 9 61 47 | #7 Score Off #122| 14 42 02 12 103 125 10/16 _ Texas Tech 1441 L | 120 128 87 36 88 58
7-0 15 40 03 145 101 3 10/23_at Kansas 5 37 55 121 128 101 | #63 Sks Allowed #21 | 15 70 03 40 101 145 3 [10/23__ Oklahoma 121 128 101 5 37 55
52 22 125 10/30 _ Texas Tech 36 8 58 | #18 Rush Def #127 6-0 30 138 10/30_at Oklahoma St 79 779
11/6 Bye #115 Pass Def #80 2-4 0-3 131 11/6 Kansas St 7472 34
6-1 3-1 135 11/13_at Baylor 10 38 16 | #64 Total Def #125 23 22 136 11/13_at Texas 7 79 19
42 2-1 141 11/20 _ Towa St 18 24 115 | #66 Score Def #128 33 12 134 11/20_atTcy 3 85 66
6-0 3-0 138 11/27 _at Oklahoma St 79 1779 | #25 Sks By #128 2-4 0-3 125 11/27 __ West Virginia 9 52 15
#29 Ypg Diff #126
+4 Total TO's +1
Net. Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks. FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks.
Tulane 40-35] 34 0 1 24 35-116 3.3 3140 314 1 24 32100 3.1 2745 296 4 South Dakota 17-14] -18 2 0 12 4182 20 17-26 163 1 14 41-165 4.0 10-22 98 1
Western Carolina 76-0] 446 20 3 31 38277 73 2738347 2 11 27-55 2.0 2136 123 4 at Coastal Carolina 22-49] 50 -11 1 16 38172 45 1530 238 6 27 __40-215 54  17-21 245 1
Nebraska 23-16] 24 3 1 21 35194 55 2434 214 0 18 38-95 2.5 19-25 289 5 Baylor 7-45] -a10 21 1 8 33109 33 8-18 57 0 29 45307 68 1924 269 0
West Virginia 16-13] 87 1 [ 19 2857 2.0 2636 256 4 18 2047 16 23-3¢ 179 1 o ) at Duke 3352 77 6 [ 21 40207 52 1932 323 1 27 52279 54 2229 328 0
at Kansas St 3731 -28 0 0 22 32-131 41 2328 261 2 22 7100 143 29-41 320 1 ) @ -; at Towa St 759 262 -7 2 18 44-175 4.0 1122 127 0 25 33200 88 19-27 274 1
T Texas 5548 146 7 -1 26 41-339 83 2440 323 2 19 27-128 47 2034 388 3 g < H Bye
Tcu 5231 -4 4 0 25 35230 6.6 1823 205 2 21 37-183 4.9 20-30 346 0 -] g < Texas Tech 14-41] -165 -6 1 17 33-145 44 1528 128 0 23 4224458 1825 194 0
at Kansas (] = > Oklahoma
Texas Tech ] > = at Oklahoma st
Bye £ < @ Kansas St
at Baylor o E © at Texas
Towa St ﬁ w 2 at TCU
at Oklahoma St = L] West Virginia
<) X
Average 43-25[ 1007 5.0 06 | 24 35192 55 72.4% 287 5.4% | 19 28101 3.6 64.9% 277 7.3% Average 17-43|-163.7 88 0.2 | 15 38148 3.9 54.5% 173 5.1% | 24 42:250 59 70.9% 235 2.0%
Conference 40-31] 503 3.0 -03 | 23 34-189 56 717% 284 7.9% | 20 25115 4.6 66.2% 308 3.6% Conference 9-48[-279.0 -113 00 | 14 37143 39 50.0% 104 0.0% | 26 40-280 7.0 73.7% 246 1.3%
Away 46-40 59.0 3.5 -0.5 24 37-235 6.4 69.1% 292 5.9% 21 17-114 6.7 65.3% 354 5.3% Home 13-33]|-197.7  -9.7. 0.7 12 36-112 3.1 55.6% 116 1.4% 22 43-239 5.6 66.2% 187 1.4%
Position by Position Edges
Oklahoma QB/WR
2.83 vs.
Kansas DB's
Oklahoma RB's
2.19 vs.
Kansas LB's
Oklahoma OL
3.14 vs.
Kansas DL
Oklahoma DL
245 vs.
Kansas OL
Oklahoma LB'S
2.74 vs.
Kansas RB's
Oklahoma DB's
0.32 vs.
Kansas QB/WR
. Oklahoma ST's. Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
wak Lne o P Run  CompAtves 1O Projected Box Score = 038
Las Vegas Line These teams have met 111 times! OU has won 16 straight against the Jayhawks SU (10-6 ATS) and
Oklahoma 19 -85 62 31 31200 22-36-340 Kansas ST's Oklahoma By 38.5 have not lost to Kansas since 1997 (20-17 in Lawrence). OU has scored a minimum of 34 points in
game during their 16-game win streak and have won every game by double digits. More recently’
Kansas - 63.5 9 16 42-95 14-35-151 0 Projected Rushing ©Oklahoma K OU has held KU to 9 pts or less in 5 of their past 7 games. Last year the Sooners were a huge favorite (
e som o mm compmrae woe [P 2syoce Odaroma  kowss  siyars | 1 = lseVessTONl 06 and scoredth st 31 bt bfore KU got 3 S ot theend of te 20 (268-1123 O sored 1
£ ) . 5563, Kaneas got past South Dakota n e opener 1714 and the fans charged the reld. They were
Oklahoma 6 Bs 45 2 3728 2029277 H Projected Passing KansasK /- Ratings mostly at half in their first 4 FBS games but lost all 4 ATS losing SU by 34 ppg. Last week
Kansas - 67 20 18 32-130 18-28-230 1 8 273 yards Oklahoma Kansas 227 yards Oklahoma Coaches | Oklahoma By 41.5 TTech had a 15-4 FD edge at half and led 24-0 at Kansas. TT was 9-11 on 3rd down. TT open 2H with 2
- D and FG and led 41-0 with 6:29 left then Kansas went 75/10 and 35/5 (after fum) for a pair of
2018 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's S Projected Yardage Total 2.80 vs. garbage TD's 41-14. Kansas QB Jason Bean has thrown for 852 (56%, 5-3) and is the Hawks #1 rusher
2 Game Grade (289, 4.8). Oklahoma opened 5-0 SU but just 1-4 ATS and trailed Oklahoma 38-20 at half. OU
Oklahoma 6 -345 55 31 40-204  21-32-272 E 518 yards Oklahoma Kansas 308 yards Kansas Coaches Oklahoma By 26.0 rebounded to win that 55-48 behind bkp QB Caleb Williams and last Oklahoma opened an unimpressive
Kansas - 70 40 25  36-348  20-28-176 2 8 Projected Final Score Oklahoma Pts Yards i:eih?::\:r: ‘\‘Zi‘:li:?:sa \SHBr?\;zf‘jirztt :tz‘:ta(rfvi‘is‘: fﬁ:eia?? ocj I:/igvg‘g‘)a:zs 123”—% aaf‘r:dr;?vrftuhf 6”5“3'arLjsstavr:§e'rkcu
2017 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-vds To's £ 55 points Oklahoma Kansas 12 points | 17.76 e, 0.34 | ‘Oklahoma 518-308 WR Quentin Johnston had 185 yds and 3 TD's. TCU RB Evans was out and OU was without S Turner-Yell
2 and CB OU led 24-14 at half with 309-218 yd edge. OU scored TD's all 3 3Q poss 45-24.
Oklahoma 3 s a4 24 36157 2335312 & Experience Rankings Kansas Pts TCU TD 11:16 left then punt and OU 68/9 for TD with 1;09 left 52-31. The Sooners can name the score
Points . The Sooners only have Texas Tech on deck and cannot travel a full roster on the road and get
Kansas - 68.5 3 10 27-32 19-34-123 -2 74 Oklahoma Kansas 97 P T ITO AN IR AR e O] | Oklahoma 55-12 the big win you would expect. Kansas is a perfect 0-7 ATS and have to play on that streak (going vs
2016 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-AttYds  TO's Team Schedule Strength Kansas) until it ends.
Oklahoma Phil Steele
Oklahoma 16 40 56 24 38267 2033271 63 Oklahoma Kansas 30 | Oklahoma by 48
Kansas - 65.5 3 11 28-49  21-37-121 -1 Oklahoma 58 Kansas 10

By 17.43 Points




. . OVERALL: OVERALL: -
Miami, OH Redhawks 24 a3 Ball St Cardinals
Logs vs. MAC vs. MAC Cardinals Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-1 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
T™ REC T™ +/- FOE +/- T™ REC T™ +/- FOE +/-
. * Mm FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L | OFF DEF sT OFF DEF st NCAA RANKINGS . * Mm FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L | OFF DEF sT OFF DEF st
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 120 137 8 9/4 at Cincinnati 14-49 L 113 103 91 46 5 48 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 130 9/4 Western Illinois 31-21 w 87 88 97
0-1 0-1 0-0 0-1 117 133 9/11 at Minnesota 26-31 L 115 108 108 47 97 104 - 1-0 1-0 0-0 1-0 126 144 11 [9/11 at Penn St 13-44 L 90 94 52 22 11 25
0-2 0-0 119 9/18 Long Island 42-7 w 119 112 77 1-1 2-0 0-0 0-0 124 122 9/18  at Wyoming 12-45 L 107 98 43 93 54 52
1-2 3-0 0-0 1-0 116 123 9/25 at Army West Point 10-23 L 106 110 36 42 71 44 #78 Rush Off #102 1-2 1-2 0-0 0-0 120 117 9/25 Toledo 12-22 L 118 104 55 103 61 46
1-3 2-2 0-0 0-0 116 115 10/2 Central Michigan 28-17 w 110 116 66 54 105 71 #59 Pass Off #84 1-3 4-0 0-1 1-0 116 123 10/2 Army West Point 28-16 w 122 109 45 40 53 29
2-3 3-2 1-0 0-1 117 119 10/9 at Eastern Michigan 12-13 L 106 109 63 103 105 98 #69 Total Off #109 2-3 4-1 0-1 1-0 120 123 10/9 at Western Michigan  45-20 w 124 107 29 82 77 122
2-4 2-4 1-1 1-1 117 99 10/16 Akron 34-21 w 100 102 69 122 124 130 #96 Score Off #87 3-3 4-2 1-1 1-1 125 119 10/16 _at Eastern Michigan 38-31 w 124 95 21 111 101 86
3-4 4-3 2-1 2-1 116 125 10/23 at Ball St 92 102 88 113 92 22 #38 Sks Allowed #72 4-3 3-4 2-1 2-1 125 116 10/23 Miami, OH 113 92 22 92 102 88
1-6 1-2 109 10/30 _at Ohio 98 120 84 #64 Rush Def #85 2-5 1-2 100 10/30 at Akron 120 125 130
3-4 1-2 113 11/6 Buffalo 93 78 98 #47 Pass Def #85 11/6 Bye
2-5 0-3 99 11/13 Bowling Green 126 90 12 #49 Total Def #82 5-2 3-0 117 11/10 _at Northern Illinois 89 110 87
11/20 Bye #53 Score Def #82 4-3 2-1 116 11/17 Central Michigan 54 105 73
3-4 2-1 114 11/27 at Kent St 56 112 122 #18 Sks By #42 3-4 1-2 113 11/23 Buffalo 93 78 98
#61 Ypg Diff #108
-2 Total TO's +3
Net Offense Comp vds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp vds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD  TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  sks FD_ RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds FD  TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  sks FD_ RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
at Cincinnati 14-49| -264 -10 3 17 45-169 3.8 9-28 109 2 27 31-247 8.0 20-26 295 2 Western Illinois 31-21| -33 1 0 18  40-216 5.4 17-28 188 0 17 24-70 2.9 30-43 367 2
at Minnesota 26-31| 54 1 -2 20 30-104 3.5 16-31 237 0 19 46-175 3.8 8-17 112 1 at Penn St 13-44| -198 -12 -2 20 26-69 2.7 30-45 226 1 32 48-240 5.0 22-31 253 3
Long Island 42-7| 307 14 -1 27 36-229 6.4 18-25 294 1 13 38-38 1.0 15-21 178 4 (] at Wyoming 12-45| -118 0 -3 19 41-118 2.9 21-34 142 6 19  39-177 4.5 14-23 201 1
at Army West Point 10-23| -152 -3 -1 13 20-28 1.4 12-27 204 2 16  63-384 6.1 0-5 0 0 ; ) Toledo 12-22| -132 -2 0 17 35-122 3.5 21-36 190 4 19 44-272 6.2 12-20 172 3
Central Michigan 28-17| 84 1 -1 26 38-164 4.3 25-38 350 1 25 27-52 1.9 29-49 378 3 © n E Army West Point 28-16| -10 -6 2 12 26-36 1.4 17-28 233 2 18  61-213 3.5 5-15 66 0
at Eastern Michigan 12-13| 128 3 0 19 29-126 4.3 16-39 259 3 16 33-51 1.5 21-31 206 6 = g c at Western Michigan 45-20 -1 -5 4 18 28-65 2.3 15-26 310 1 23 49-119 2.4 19-35 257 4
Akron 34-21| 118 1 0 22 39-245 6.3 19-27 229 1 21 24-65 2.7 25-39 291 3 b=l § :E at Eastern Michigan 38-31| 48 1 2 29 40-200 5.0 28-36 233 0 28 26-46 1.8 36-49 339 3
at Ball St &’ W E Miami, OH
at Ohio > [8] at Akron
Buffalo g < - Bye
Bowling Green - E [/)] at Northern Illinois
Bye - w = Central Michigan
3 - [
at Kent St .E o0 Buffalo
=
Average 24-23| 39.3 1.0 -0.3 21 34-152 4.5 53.5% 240 4.7% 20 37-145 3.9 62.8% 209 10.1% Average 26-28| -63.4  -3.3 0.4 19  34-118 3.5 63.9% 217 6.0% 22 42-162 3.9 63.9% 236 7.4%
Conference 25-17] 110.0 1.7 -0.3 22 35-178 5.0 57.7% 279 4.8% 21 28-56 2.0 63.0% 292  10.1% Conference 32-24| -28.3 -2.0 2.0 21 34-129 3.8 65.3% 244 5.1% 23  40-146 3.7 64.4% 256 9.6%
Away 16-29| -58.5 -2.3 0.0 17 31-107 3.4 42.4% 202 5.6% 20 43-214 5.0 62.0% 153 11.4% Home 24-20| -58.3  -2.3 0.7 16 34-125 3.7 59.8% 204 6.5% 18 43-185 4.3 60.3% 202  6.4%
Position by Position Edges
Miami, OH Ball st
Miami, OH QB/WR
0.31 vs.
Ball St DB's
Miami, OHRB's
vs. 1.39
Ball St LB's
Miami, OH OL
0.28 vs.
Ball St DL
Miami, OH DL
1.18 vs.
Ball St OL
Miami, OH LB'S
1.53 vs.
Ball St RB's
Miami, OH DB's
vs. 0.76
Ball St QB/WR
Miami, OH ST's Category. Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score vs. 3.94
Las Vegas Line Home team is 5-1 SU & 4-2 ATS since 2013. Last year Ball St led 14-10 half and 21-10 3Q. Miami
Miami, OH - -1 38 26 42-134 21-32-288 Ball St ST's | Ball St By 5.5 scored 3 straight TD's to lead 31-21 with 9:38 left. Ball got a TD then a 47 yd FG with 1:07 left to
. . tie and forced a Miami punt. Ball was int'd and ret’d 18 yds to 6. Miami lined up on 3&G in protect
Ball St - 55.5 31 26 38169  19-32-309 0 Projected Rushing Miami, OHK . N P :
Las Vegas Total like setting up for FG but ran it in for TD and 38-31 win (-1) at home. Teams have played for the
2019 Rank  Line Score FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds T0's 121 yards Miami, OH Ball St 112yards | 1.05 vs. 51.5 Points Red Bird Rivalry Trophy since ‘17 with Miami going 3-1 SU & ATS in those games. Last time here
a Miami (+3’) lost 41-27 despite blocking 2 punts (1 TD) as they were out FD 30-10 & outgained
Miami, Oh - 55.5 27 10 29-107 10-19-168 £ Projected Passin Ball St K 578-275. Miami usually mails it in for non conf games and it appeared Ball took that same tact as
£ j g y g pp
] +/- Ratings the defending MAC champs opened 0-3 ATS missing the spread by 19 ppg. They lost their MAC
Ball St - -3.5 a1 30 54-261  26-40-317 1 s 249 yards Miami, OH Ball St 261 yards Miami, OH Coaches | Ball St By 11.5 opener to Toledo by 10 at home but then upset Army and thanks to +4 in TO's upset a powerful
2018 Rank W s 0 Rush  Comp-Att-Yds o 5 Projected Yardage Total ve. WMich team. Last week Ball St open 75/9 & 68/13 TD’s first two drives 14-0. EM 75/13 TD, Ball
an fne  Score vt P * ° ) 9 g Game Grade 18/7 FG (after int). EM 75/15 TD 1:31 Ball miss 39 yd FG 17-14 H. Ball score TD's first 3 2H poss
Miami, Oh - 17 2 22 53364 11-17-159 a 369 yards Miami, OH Ball St 373 yards Ball St Coaches Miami, Oh By 0.1 with EM FG & TD 31-17. EM 75/9 TD 38-31 2:39. Ball miss 36 yd FG 2:06 but EM int at Ball 47
L :57 left. Miami lost to that same Army team 23-10 to open 1-3 but I used them as a Phil Steele
Ball St - 54.5 21 22 34-143 23-36-239 -1 S Projected Final Score Miami, OH Pts Plus play in their MAC opener and they beat Central Michigan at home then had a 385-257 yd edge
13 . o . Computer Yards EMich but lost 13-12 on the road. Last week Miami first two drives 64/10 & 77/5 TD’s. Akron
2017 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's 3 20 points Miami, OH Ball St 25 points 4.34 vs. 6.09 | Ball St 373-369 38/3 (after fum) TD 14-7. Miami 75/9 TD 21-7 H with 275-138 yd edge. Miami first 3 2H drives
& . . TD, TD, FG 34-7 12:20 left. 34-7 Akron 80/11 TD 9:34, punt then 50/1 50 yd TD pass :31 left 34-
Miami, OH - -18 28 14 29-125 15-27-148 Experience Rankings Ball St Pts : :
omputer Points 21 back door cover (was a push prior +20). QB Gabbert missed the last 3 games. On the season
Ball St R 56.5 7 23 56-203 13-29-98 -3 32 Miami, OH Ball St 14 Ball St 26-21 Miami has a higher AGG 94.7 to 92.0 but the L4W Ball is playing at a 100.0 AGG and Miami is at
el e A LT e 96.6. Miami is 17-6 SU in MAC play the last 4 years.
2016 Rank Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's Team Schedule Strength
Ball St Phil Steele
Miami, Oh - 7.5 21 20 2562 26-35-380 85 Miami, OH Ball St 52 | BallSt by 3 5 5
Ball St 24 Miami, Oh 21
Ball St - 53.5 20 26 40-247  22-34-188 -1 By 1.75 Points




. OVERALL: OVERALL: .
New Mexico Lobos 25 a2 Wyoming Cowboys
Lobos Logs vs. MTW vs. MTW Cowboys Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-—- FOE 0-3 0-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
T™ REC T™ +/- FOE +/- T™ REC T™ +/- FOE +/-
REC  CONF  CONF * m FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS REC  CONF  CONF * M m FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 116 9/4 Houston Baptist 27-17 W 95 120 122 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 125 9/4 Montana St 19-16 W 83 46 63
1-0 0-2 0-0 0-0 112 93 9/11 New Mexico St 34-25 w 97 121 100 126 129 68 N " 1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 121 116 9/11  at Northern Illinois 50-43 w 95 59 38 118 120 110
2-0 2-0 0-0 0-0 110 140 7 9/18 at Texas A&M 0-34 L 76 109 96 21 5 42 2-0 1-1 0-0 0-0 122 124 9/18 Ball St 45-12 w 93 54 52 107 98 43
2-1 2-1 0-0 0-0 110 101 9/25  at UTEP 13-20 L 99 67 101 75 72 88 #116 Rush Off #71 3-0 0-4 0-0 0-1 124 92 9/25  at Connecticut 24-22 w 92 63 66 129 128 113
2-2 3-1 0-0 0-1 107 124 10/2 Air Force 10-38 L 107 57 86 56 82 128 #119 Pass Off #109 4-0 0-0 120 10/2 Bye 93 62 73
2-3 4-0 0-1 0-0 105 126 25 |10/9  at San Diego St 7-31 L 115 80 81 71 18 11 #129 Total Off #111| 4-0 4-1 0-0 1-1 120 126 10/9  at Air Force 14-24 L 89 63 78 51 67 128
2-4 2-3 0-2 1-0 105 123 10/16 Colorado St 7-36 L 119 80 91 107 107 70 #128 Score Off #89 4-1 4-2 0-1 1-1 120 124 10/16 Fresno St 0-17 L 98 64 79 27 44 80
2-5 4-2 (058 0-2 103 117 10/23 at Wyoming 125 82 76 105 58 104 | #117 Sks Allowed #38 4-2 2-5 0-2 0-3 117 103 10/23 New Mexico 105 58 104 125 82 76
10/30 Bye #75 Rush Def #83 3-4 1-2 113 10/30 at San Jose St 114 64 67
0-6 0-2 109 11/6 UNLV 123 123 120 #43 Pass Def #7 3-3 2-0 125 11/6 Colorado St 102 45 81
5-2 2-1 127 11/13 at Fresno St 27 44 80 #55 Total Def #28 3-4 1-2 127 11/13 at Boise St 99 69 9
3-4 1-2 127 11/20 at Boise St 99 69 9 #85 Score Def #47 4-2 2-1 116 11/20 at Utah St 52 104 30
4-2 2-1 116 11/27 Utah St 52 104 30 #51 Sks By #51 3-4 1-2 117 11/27 Hawaii 81 55 94
#118 Ypg Diff #74
-4 Total TO's -2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD_ RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
Houston Baptist 27-17| 121 1 2 16 40-129 3.2 21-27 179 2 15 23--9 -0.4  27-47 196 5 Montana St 19-16| 26 0 0 17 43-151 3.5 15-26 196 2 17 30-121 4.0 19-29 200 2
New Mexico St 34-25| 214 10 2 29  46-178 3.9 26-38 381 2 19  23-109 4.7 18-45 236 0 at Northern Illinois 50-43| -82 2 2 24 45-191 4.2 13-23 204 1 22 38-244 6.4 19-36 233 2
at Texas A&M 0-34| -307 -13 0 9 36-89 2.5 10-23 33 4 22 34-154 4.5 19-33 275 3 Ball St 45-12| 118 0 3 19 39-177 4.5 14-23 201 1 19 41-118 2.9 21-34 142 6
at UTEP 13-20| -56 5 -1 17 35-123 3.5 17-39 165 1 12 33-51 1.5 15-29 293 2 g g at Connecticut 24-22| 71 3 -1 22 45-203 4.5 15-26 149 0 19 28-110 3.9 19-39 171 3
Air Force 10-38| -215 -10 -3 13 20-47 2.4 14-22 179 4 23 73-408 5.6 1-2 33 1 a 7)) =] Bye
at San Diego St 7-31| -143 -7 -1 12 34-66 1.9 13-27 127 4 19  43-203 4.7 12-25 133 0 3 g 2 at Air Force 14-24| -64 -5 -1 15 27-114 4.2 11-28 143 3 20  64-211 3.3 7-10 110 1
Colorado St 7-36| -373 -10 -3 11 36-63 1.8 4-20 16 6 21 54-163 3.0 16-26 289 4 ° § g Fresno St 0-17| 12 1 -5 16  33-128 3.9 9-30 143 15 43-163 3.8 15-28 96
at Wyoming 5] w Qo New Mexico
Bye ] > o at San Jose St
UNLV ) < c Colorado St
at Fresno St = E E at Boise St
at Boise St ; w o at Utah st
Utah St (] = > Hawaii
z S
Average 14-29/-108.4 -3.4 -0.6 15 35-99 2.8 53.6% 154  11.7% 19  40-154 3.8 52.2% 208 7.2% Average 25-22| 13.5 0.2 -0.3 19 39-161 4.2 49.4% 173 6.4% 19 41-161 4.0 56.8% 159 8.5%
Conference 8-35/-243.7 -9.0 .3 12 30-59 2.0 44.9% 107  20.3%| 21 57-258 4.6 54.7% 152 9.4% Conference 7-21| -26.0  -2.0 -3.0 16 30-121 4.0 34.5% 143 10.3% 18 54-187 3.5 57.9% 103 5.3%
Away 7-28]| -168.7 -5.0 -0.7 13 35-93 2.6 44.9% 108  10.1% 18 37-136 3.7 52.9% 234 5.7% Home 21-15| 52.0 0.3 -0.7 17 38-152 4.0 48.1% 180 7.6% 17 38-134 3.5 60.4% 146 9.9%
Position by Position Edges
New Mexico
New Mexico QB/WR
vs. 1.69
Wyoming DB's
New Mexico RB's
vs. 2.20
Wyoming LB's
New Mexico OL
vs. 1.04
Wyoming DL
New Mexico DL
vs. 0.53
Wyoming OL
New Mexico LB'S
0.66 vs.
Wyoming RB's
New Mexico DB's
1.26 vs.
Wyoming QB/WR
New Mexico ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
M Projected Box Score
one 135 vs.
Las Vegas Line
Wyoming ST's Wyoming By 20 Last year was the first time s/’14 the game was decided by less than 10 pts. In last year’s game New
Mexico snapped a 20 game MW losing streak. Fifth-string QB Isaiah Chavez took over after fellow walk
Projected Rushing New Mexico K on QB Connor Genal left in 2Q with wrist injury. Wyoming RB Valladay DNP and QB Williams was
Las Vegas Total injured 4Q. The Cowboys top tackler LB Chad Muma was eject 1H. Wyoming led 13-10 at half but NMex
98 yards New Mexico Wyoming 173 yards vs. 2.75 | 40.5 Points went on a 72/10 3Q drive but were SOD at the 6. Down 16-10 Chavez on a fake fly sweep hit a wide
g pen Bobby Cole for a 44 yd TD pass to take a 17-16 lead. Wyoming had TO’s on last two drives and
5 Projected Passing ‘Wyoming K they lost by 1 point as an 18-point favorite. Since 2007 WY is just 4-10 ATS against the Lobos. The
H +/- Ratings Lobos are on the road for the 2nd time in 3 weeks. Dating back to 16 Wyoming is 11-5 ATS as a home
o 87 yards New Mexico Wyoming 182 yards New Mexico Coaches Wyoming By 17.8 favorite and NMex was 4-1 ATS as a DD underdog vs MW foes under HC Gonzales in year one. After
o LY’s upset Wyoming will not be looking past the Lobos. New Mexico opened 2-4 but a perfect 0-6 ATS
o Projected Yardage Total vs. 175 and last week I used Colo St on the Phil Steele Plus Tour and Colo St allowed just 76 yds to New Mexico
@ Game Grade he 2nd lowest total in school history. Cayden Camper had 5 FG’s (also 5 vs Toledo, 6 vs San Jose) but
ﬁ 185 yards New Mexico Wyoming 354 yards ‘Wyoming Coaches | Wyoming By 15.8 did miss one. Lobo frosh QB CJ Montes was just 3-19-11 but NM only trailed 13-7 at half thanks to a
= Wysong 63 yd PR. Colo St open 3Q 75/6 TD and rolled 36-7 on the road with 452-79 yd edge. The
8 Projected Final Score New Mexico Pts Lobos offense had been avg just 207 ypg the previous 4 games. The elevation does not bother New
£ Computer Yards Mexico which is 4-1 ATS their last 5 trips here and Wyoming is only playing to an AGG of 92.9 and New
2 9 points New Mexico Wyoming 29 points 3.27 vs. 9.97 | Wyoming 354-185 Mexico is at 79.7 (Wyom by 15.8). Wyoming is 10-2 ATS at home and last week were a home dog to
g Fresno. Wyoming had 271-259 yd edge but 5 TO’s and Fresno’s 3 scoring drives were all off TO’s and
Experience Rankings Wyoming Pts covered a combined 50 yards! Wyoming was int'd at 29, missed a 53 yd FG and int at FSU 11 in 17-0
Points home loss. Lobos are a perfect 0-7 ATS this year with an offense that had just 197 ypg the L4W and
53 New Mexico Wyoming 3 | ‘Wyoming 29-9 going vs a defense that has held foes to 114 ypg below their season avg the last 4 weeks!
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO:
Team Schedule Strength
Wyoming Phil Steele
89 New Mexico Wyoming 103 | Wyoming by 27 . .
Wyoming 30 New Mexico 3
By 6.70 Points




Colorado Buffalos oL ovERa California Golden Bears
Buffalos Logs vs. PAC 12 vs. PAC12 Golden Bears Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM =-PS RANK-- FOE 1-2 0-3 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC mec  conr cone TMH/TFOEM o op | pare FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  conr cone TMHTFOEM L op | pare FOE SCORE W/L | OFF  DEF ST OFF  DEF st
0-0 0-0 122 9/4 Northern Colorado  35-7 w 55 47 95 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 129 126 9/4 Nevada 17-22 L 81 56 107 25 62 14
10 1-0 00 00 118 144 5 9/11  t Texas A&M 7-10 L 58 45 66 7 5 33 - 0-1  1-0 00 00 126 139 9/11 _atTCU 32-34 L 87 43 126 16 9 6
1-1 1-1 0-0 0-1 122 131 9/18 Minnesota 0-30 L 78 39 92 51 94 72 0-2 0-0 131 9/18 Sacramento St 42-30 w 75 41 120
12 21 | 0-0 00 118 131 9/25 _at Arizona St 13-35 L 113 43 113 24 29 10 | #88 Rush Off #76 | 1-2  1-2 | 00 0-0 128 130 9/25 _at Washington 24-31 L 37 55 118 51 13 103
1-3 2-2 0-1 1-2 117 129 10/2 usc 14-37 L 117 60 101 37 41 33 #126 Pass Off #53 1-3 1-3 0-1 0-2 128 121 10/2 i St 6-21 L 28 54 119 92 68 64
1-4 0-2 115 10/9 Bye 120 72 97 #126 Total Off #59 | 1-4 0-2 123 10/9 Bye 42 52 113
1-4 0-5 0-2 0-2 115 111 10/16 Arizona 34-0 w 121 70 94 103 92 120 | #121 Score Off #103 1-4 4-1 0-2 1-1 123 134 9 10/16 at Oregon 17-24 L 41 48 105 32 21 39
2.4 1-5  1-2  0-3 119 124 10/23 _at California 117 63 40 47 60 95 | #87 Sks Allowed #63 | 1-5 24 | 0-3  1-2 124 119 10/23 Colorado 47 60 95 117 63 40
5-1 2-1 133 10/30 at Oregon 28 19 44 #72 Rush Def #48 4-2 2-1 130 10/30 Oregon St 37 46 43
4-2 2-1 130 11/6 Oregon St 37 46 43 | #s3 Pass Def #110 0-6 0-3 107 11/6 _ at Arizona 109 99 129
5-2 3-1 134 11/13 at UCLA 30 26 29 #56 Total Def #88 3-3 2-3 127 11/13 usc 23 66 36
2-4 1-2 128 11/20 i 68 16 107 | #32 Score Def #77 3-4 2-3 131 11/20 _at Stanford 51 50 59
4-2 3-0 137 11/27 atUtah 34 15 108 | #120 Sks By #115 5-2 3-1 134 11/27 at UCLA 30 26 29
#116 Ypg Diff #83
o Total TO's +2
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD_ TO's | FD RARY  YPC Att Pass  sks FD  RA-RY YPC At  Pass  Sks Score Yds FD TO's | FD RARY  YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY YPC At  Pass  Sks
Northern Colorado 35-7| 127 6 1 22 49-281 5.7 10-15 102 2 16 18-20 1.1 24-42 236 3 Nevada 17-22| -43 -2 0 17 27-153 5.7 25-38 177 2 19 26-61 2.3 22-39 312 2
 Texas A&M 7-10] -28 0 0 14 38-171 4.5 13-25 89 1 14 2997 3.3 19-40 191 1 " at TCU 32-34| -56  -15 1 16 27-133 4.9 16-27 309 2 31  50-264 5.3 17-31 234 3
Minnesota 0-30| -378 -16 -2 6 21--19 -0.9 12-24 82 4 22 53-277 5.2 11-17 164 1 :E Sacramento St 42-30| 67 5 0 29  33-246 7.5 22-34 288 0 24 22-59 2.7 29-55 408 0
at Arizona St 13-35] -189 -7 0 18 44-183 4.2 7-17 67 3 25  32-167 5.2 20-27 272 [ ) o at i 24-31 131 3 -2 21 37138 3.7 30-42 319 3 18 30-92 3.1 19-32 234 1
usc 14-37| -252 -9 -1 11 39-80 2.1 10-17 162 5 20 35-218 6.2 19-29 276 0 2 0 1] St 6-21| -59 -7 1 14 24-121 5.0 14-30 152 4 21 34-113 3.3 25-42 219 1
Bye ,E g c Bye
Arizona 34-0| 85 -1 2 18 39-117 3.0 12-19 248 1 19 31-127 4.1 20-39 153 2 "5 § g at Oregon 17-24| -52 0 2 24 36-155 4.3 25-45 247 2 24 35-210 6.0 20-28 244 1
at California o0 e s Colorado
at Oregon o : ® Oregon St
Oregon St -] at Arizona
at UCLA I 2 8 UsC
Washington ° w € at Stanford
at Utah ° [ o at UCLA
o b
[}
(8]
Average 17-20/-105.8 -4.5 0.0 15  38-136 3.5 54.7% 125  13.7% 19 33-151 4.6  58.2% 215 3.6% Average 23-27| -2.0 -2.7 0.3 20 31-158 5.1 61.1% 249 6.0% 23 33-133 4.1 58.1% 275 3.5%
Conference 20-24[-118.7 -57 0.3 16 41-127 3.1 54.7% 159 17.0%| 21 33-171 52 62.1% 234 2.1% Conference 16-25| 6.7  -1.3 0.3 20 32-138 4.3 59.0% 239  7.7% | 21 33-138 4.2 62.7% 232 2.9%
Away 10-23/-108.5 -3.5 0.0 16 41-177 4.3 47.6% 78 9.5% 20 31-132 4.3 58.2% 232 1.5% Home 22-24| -11.7  -1.3 0.3 20 28-173 6.2 59.8% 206 5.9% 21 27-78 2.8 55.9% 313 2.2%
Position by Position Edges
Colorado California
Colorado QB/WR
vs. 1.83
California DB's
Colorado RB's
vs. 1.59
California LB's
Colorado OL
vs. 0.12
California DL
Colorado DL
vs. 0.79
California OL
Colorado LB'S
1.06 vs.
California RB's
Colorado DB's
0.34 vs.
California QB/WR
R Colorado ST's. Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2018 Rank Line Score FD Rush Comp-Att-Yds TO's Pro]eCted Box score 2.55 vs. N
Colorado - 44 21 19 43-148 16-33-170 California ST's Las Vegas Line California By 9 [These two have split the last 4 meetings with the home team winning all 4 SU (2-1-1 ATS). Last
. N time here ('18), Cal jumped out to a 21-0 1Q lead thanks to 2 int returns for TD’s (forced 5 TO’s fo
California - 12 3 12 389 14-26°116 5 P Projected Rushing Colorado K Las Vegas Total the game) in a 33-21 win (-12). Colorado beat a weak FCS team then opened up 0-4 SU and 1-3
2017 Rank  Line  Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's c 114 yards Colorado California 148 yards vs. 1.30 43.5 Points ATS with their lone cover a 3 pt loss to Texas A&M. Last week they hosted Arizona and Colorado got|
Colorado R .35 44 27 53-200 21-27-353 % Projected Passing California K their first conference shutout since 2005. Colorado had got two 1H FG and led 6-0 with AZ SOD at
o . . +/- Ratings 1 late in 1H. Colo then got a 36 yd scoop and score on a blocked punt and 50 yd IR TD and a 62 yd
California - 52 28 26 2561 30-53-374 0 M 147 yards Colorado California 258 yards Colorado Coaches California By 8.5 7D pass to Rice to lead 27-0 after 3Q. Arizona lost starting QB McCloud last week and lost Cruz in
; Projected Yardage Total vs. 0.30 Game Grade 2Q a_nd Plummer hit 7-17-71. Colo we‘nt 70/9 for TD 4:08 left 34-0. AZ did throw into EZ inc at
ﬁ 261 yards Colorado California 407 yards California Coaches. me Gr: ’Wend in 34-0 Ios_s, Cal opened 1-4 SU with upset losses to Nevada and Wash St as a HF. Last week
[ Oregon open with FG and Cal 75/13 TD led 7-3. Each team was SOD and Ducks fumbled at Cal 21
8 Projected Final Score Colorado Pts Computer Yard then 67/7 TD 10-7. UO fmbl Cal 35 :16 left H. Cal 45 yd FG then 80/11/5:46 TD lead 17-10 13:37
€ 16 points Colorado California 21 points | 3.5 vs. 504 |COMPUtErYaras California 407-261 UO 62/5 TD then 70/7 TD 4:50 left lead 24-17. Cal 73/18 4&G 2 INC SOD :02 left. Colorado is
2 N . » . playing to an AGG of 91.7 as they are -106 ypg while Cal is playing to an AGG of 96.6 and is -2 ypg
k] Experience Rankings California Pts omputer Polnts (AGG Cal 7.9). My computer has Cal by 5 with a 407-261 yd edge. Seems east to pick Cal here but
94 Colorado California 35 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: California 21-16 Karl Dorrell is 10-7 ATS as an AD and Justin Wilcox is 1-11-1 ATS as a HF!
Team Schedule Strength
California Phil Steele
54 Colorado California 51 | California by 4

By 1.99 Points

California 20 Colorado 16




Utah Utes v ovE Oregon St Beavers
Utes Logs vs. PAC 12 vs. PAC 12 Beavers Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 3-0 2-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 0-0 135 24 9/4 Weber St 40-17 W 21 9 38 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 124 127 9/4 at Purdue 21-30 L 71 83 69 48 71 101
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 137 130 21 9/11  atBYU 17-26 L 20 10 107 45 74 30 utah 0-1 1-1 0-0 0-0 124 115 9/11 Hawaii 45-27 w 82 83 94 99 74 69
1-1 2-0 0-0 0-0 134 123 9/18 at San Diego St 31-33 L 24 47 106 88 34 32 1-1 0-0 125 9/18 Idaho 42-0 w 63 80 56
1-2 1-2 0-0 0-1 131 121 9/25 i St 24-13 w 53 H5] 102 77 66 52 #49 Rush Off #9 2-1 2-1 0-0 1-1 128 134 9/25 atUscC 45-27 w 46 53 64 29 19 39
2-2 1-0 131 10/2 at Bye 51 22 110 #76 Pass Off #95 3-1 2-2 1-0 1-0 133 130 10/2 i 27-24 w 25 45 60 59 15 98
2-2 3-2 1-0 2-2 131 131 10/9 atusc 42-26 w 47 19 116 27 45 32 #65 Total Off #37 4-1 2-3 2-0 1-2 133 126 10/9  at i St 24-31 L 33 46 45 96 50 69
3-2 5-1 2-0 3-0 135 138 18 |10/16 Arizona St 35-21 w 35 15 107 23 26 28 #43 Score Off #31 4-2 2-1 130 10/16 Bye 36 46 48
4-2 4-2 3-0 2-1 137 130 10/23 at Oregon St 34 15 108 37 46 43 #27 Sks Allowed #9 4-2 4-2 2-1 3-0 130 137 10/23 Utah 37 46 43 34 15 108
5-2 3-1 134 10/30 UCLA 30 26 29 #47 Rush Def #20 1-5 0-3 124 10/30 _at California 47 60 95
3-4 2-3 131 11/6  at Stanford 51 50 59 #53 Pass Def #113 2-4 1-2 119 11/6  at Colorado 117 63 40
0-6 0-3 107 11/13  at Arizona 109 99 129 #41 Total Def #66 3-4 2-3 131 11/13 Stanford 51 50 59
5-1 2-1 133 11/20 Oregon 28 19 44 #51 Score Def #58 5-2 3-1 135 11/20 Arizona St 20 31 39
2-4 1-2 119 11/27 Colorado 117 63 40 #25 Sks By #71 5-1 2-1 133 11/27 at Oregon 28 19 44
#51 Ypg Diff #48
-2 Total TO's +3
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD_ RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
Weber St 40-17| 180 14 0 28  31-188 6.1 21-29 262 1 14 30-57 1.9 21-33 213 3 at Purdue 21-30| -38 -9 0 15 25-78 3.1 21-38 285 1 24 33-88 2.7 29-42 313 1
at BYU 17-26| -28 -6 -2 15  25-193 7.7 15-26 147 2 21 46-219 4.8 18-30 149 0 Hawaii 45-27| 104 2 1 28 42-256 6.1 21-29 302 1 26 29-88 3.0 24-49 366 4
at San Diego St 31-33] 79 9 0 21 31-70 2.3 33-58 257 3 12 45-204 4.5 10-19 44 1 Idaho 42-0| 246 1 23 39-248 6.4 17-25 190 1 14 35-108 3.1 13-25 84 2
i St 24-13| 31 -3 0 19 33-212 6.4 13-23 137 1 22 37-70 1.9 25-38 248 8 ﬂ at Usc 45-27| 104 -1 2 31 51-322 6.3 15-19 213 0 32 22-76 3.5 31-49 355 2
at Bye ") [ Washington 27-24| -28 3 0 18  50-242 4.8 7-15 48 2 15 35-176 5.0 17-26 142 3
at Usc 42-26| -7 -4 1 23 35-180 5.1 22-28 306 2 27 25-92 3.7 33-53 401 2 7)) g ; at i St 24-31| -24 3 -1 26 45-309 6.9 11-26 158 1 23 24-92 3.8 32-46 399 1
Arizona St 35-21| 70 7 -1 29 36-208 5.8 21-33 247 0 22 35-148 4.2 20-31 237 4 3 § Q Bye
at Oregon St o w -] Utah
UCLA > - at California
at Stanford ":u < n at Colorado
at Arizona 5 E g Stanford
Oregon w ) Arizona St
Colorado = o 2t Oregon
o
Average 32-23| 54.2 2.8 -0.3 23 32-175 5.5 63.5% 226 4.6% 20 36-132 3.6  62.3% 215 8.8% Average 34-23| 60.7 1.2 0.5 24 42-243 5.8 60.5% 199 3.9% 22 30-105 3.5 61.6% 277 5.5%
Conference 34-20| 31.3 0.0 0.0 24 35-200 5.8 66.7% 230 3.6% 24 32-103 3.2  63.9% 295 11.5% Conference 32-27| 17.3 1.7 0.3 25  49-291 6.0 55.0% 140  5.0% 23  27-115 4.2 66.1% 299 5.0%
Away 30-28| 14.7 -0.3 -0.3 20 30-148 4.9 62.5% 237 6.3% 20 39-172 4.4 59.8% 198 2.9% Home 38-17] 107.3 4.7 0.7 23 44-249 5.7 65.2% 180 5.8% 18 33-124 3.8 54.0% 197 9.0%
Position by Position Edges
Utah Oregon St
Utah QB/WR
vs. 0.73
Oregon St DB's
Utah RB's
vs. 1.08
Oregon St LB's
Utah OL
1.35 vs.
Oregon St DL
Utah DL
vs. 0.10
Oregon St OL
Utah LB'S
0.78 vs.
Oregon St RB's
Utah DB's
131 vs.
Oregon St QB/WR
B Utah ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att-Yds To's Projected Box Score vs. 1.98
Las Vegas Line eries is tied 11-11-1 but the Beavers have lost the last 5 (3-2 ATS). Last year Chance Nolan in his|
Utah - -its 30 21 44229 18-27-174 LT ERETS | L By first start threw for 202 yds and OSU was without RB Jefferson. Utah scored on 5 of first 6 drives
Oregon St R 51.5 24 2 31-133 20-38-202 o1 Projected Rushing Utah K with 1 punt in 1st 3Q’s and led 30-10 after a 54 yd PR TD. Utah had just 21 yds in 4Q and OSU
Las Vegas Total nt 65/8 and 61/9 for TD's (5:07) then were SOD at 31 (2:47) and 4&8 SOD at 36 :34 left, 30-
2019 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Comp-Att-Yds TO's ) 174 yards Utah Oregon St 209 yards 1.85 vs. | 56.5 Points 24 and the cover (+11°). Last time here ('19), OSU suffered its worst home loss S/'91 in a 52-7
Utah 15 145 52 24 42-256 14-18-247 é Projected Passing Oregon St K blowout (+14’). Utes have won the last 3 in an/all\s (2-1 ATS) and Utahv is 11-7-1 ATS as an AF
t +/- Ratings the last 6 years. Oregon St opened the year with a loss at Purdue but switched to Nolan at QB and
Oregon St - 59 7 16 22-48 22-42-169 0 8 216 yards Utah Oregon St 186 yards Utah Coaches Utah By 4.3 he led them to a 4-0 record including wins over USC and Washington. In their last game OSU on
B . s . 4&19 pass got 18 yds and was SOD at 5 with :33 in a road loss to Wash St 31-24. Utah opened
2018 Rank  Line  Score D Rush  CompAtwyds  TO's H Projected Yardage Total 130 v Game Grade slow ot 1.2 with losses to SDSE and BYU and traed Wash St 13-7 in the 3Q. The next 6 Qr?s Utah
Utah 21 -7 19 17 60-275 4-13-42 ﬁ 390 yards Utah Oregon St 395 yards Oregon St Coaches Oregon St By 2.2 was dominant with a 17-1 FD edge to finish off the Cougars and then dominated USC on the road.
L . N Last week I used them as a Best Bet and ASU open 75/12 TD Utah open 75/11 TD 7-7 but ASU led
Oregon St © o ds w15 iy 9300 ° 2 Projected Final Score utah Pts Computer Yards 21-7 at half. Utah had 4 2H drives and went 75/9, 68/6 67/11 and 82/12 all for TD's with ASU
£ 30 points Utah Oregon St 28 points 6.79 vs. 3.90 P Oregon St 395-390 punting twice and having a 51 yd FG blocked in 35-21 Utah home win. The situation really favors
% ) . the Beavers fresh off a bye and at home with Utah off B2B huge games vs Pac 12 South foes. The
13 Experience Rankings Oregon St Pts . talent edge favors Utah as they look like the best team in the Pac 12 and they are playing their
72 Utah Oregon St 43 POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED T0: omputer Points Utah 30-28 E:sst :;!(::I;)"\e year and Whittingham is 9-2 ATS on the Pac 12 road and Jonathan Smith is 2-9-1
Team Schedule Strength
Utah Phil Steele
35 Utah Oregon St 57 | Utah by 7

By 2.90 Points

Utah 30 Oregon St 23




BYU Cougars °VE5'2LL' °vi'f;“' Wash St Cougars
Cougars Logs vs. IND vs. PAC 12 Cougars Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 0-0 3-2 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC Rec  coNF conp M/t FOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec  coNF conp TM*/TFOER/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF ST OFF DEF ST
0-0  0-0 00 00 132 116 9/4 __ t Arizona 24-16 W 57 78 8 103 106 102 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0  0-0 00 00 133 110 9/4 Utah St 23-26 L 42 91 128 101 100 24
1-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 130 137 21 |9/11 Utah 26-17 w 45 74 30 20 10 107 BYY 0-1 0-0 128 9/11 Portland St 44-24 w 43 89 73
20 2-0 00 00 133 132 23 19 |9/18 Arizona St 27-17 W 54 75 40 17 27 9 1-1 1-1 | 00 0-1 125 130 9/18 usc 1445 L 58 91 30 14 19 45
3-0 1-2 0-0 0-0 134 109 15 9/25 USF 35-27 w 76 88 25 116 120 116 #79 Rush Off #111 1-2 1-2 0-1 0-0 121 131 9/25 atUtah 13-24 L 77 66 52 53 33 102
4-0  3-1 00 11 130 116 13 10/2 _ atUtah St 34-20 W 63 101 31 38 103 34 #47 Pass Off #41 | 1-3 1-3 | 02 01 121 128 10/2__at California 216 W 92 68 64 28 54 119
5-0 2-3 0-0 1-1 130 127 10 10/9 Boise St 17-26 L 49 82 34 95 60 4 #62 Total Off #82 2-3 4-1 1-2 2-0 126 133 10/9 Oregon St 31-24 w 96 50 69 33 46 45
51 51 00 31 126 135 19 10/16 _at Baylor 24-38 L 54 72 41 14 33 26 #79 Score Off #86 | 3-3 33 | 22 22 129 131 10/16 Stanford 34-31 W 86 47 60 55 45 80
5-2 4-3 0-0 3-2 126 129 10/23 at i St 53 87 54 83 49 83 #47 Sks Allowed #101 4-3 5-2 3-2 0-0 129 126 10/23 BYU 83 49 83 53 87 54
5-2 3-2 135 10/30 Virginia 41 91 99 #77 Rush Def #79 5-2 3-1 135 10/30 _at Arizona St 20 31 39
11/6 Idaho St #87 Pass Def #86 11/6 Bye
11/13 Bye #78 Total Def #79 5-1 2-1 133 11/13 _at Oregon 28 19 44
2-5 1-3 110 11/20 at GA Southern 107 115 41 #53 Score Def #72 0-6 0-3 107 11/20 Arizona 109 99 129
3-3 2-3 127 11/27 usC 23 66 36 #71 Sks By #71 2-4 1-2 128 11/27 _at Washington 68 16 107
#75 Ypg Diff #88
+3 Total TO's +3
Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  vds Net Offense Comp. Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks Score Yds FD TO's FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
+ Arizona 24-16] -58 -9 1 18 34-161 4.7 19-29 207 1 27 35-81 2.3 3648 345 4 Utah St 23-26] -81 -5 1 20 26-149 5.7 20-35 211 2 25  46-222 4.8 23-36 219 0
Utah 26-17| 28 6 2 21 46-219 4.8 18-30 149 0 15 25-193 7.7 15-26 147 2 Portland St 44-24| 42 3 1 27 33-159 4.8 21-32 303 2 24 27-102 3.8 28-50 318 2
Arizona St 27-17| -65 4 2 23 39-144 3.7 16-28 217 2 19 33-161 4.9 21-29 265 2 usc 14-45] -168 -9 -1 15 30-99 3.3 20-34 180 3 24 25-48 1.9 2148 399 1
USF 35-27| 76 -2 0 21 25-138 5.5 20-25 305 0 23 8-181 22.6 17-24 186 1 ") at Utah 13-24| -31 3 0 22 37-70 1.9 25-38 248 8 19  33-212 64 13-23 137 1
at Utah St 34-20[ 130 -1 2 22 36-221 6.1 22-30 245 2 23 35-22 0.6 2648 314 3 @ " “E at California 21-6] 59 7 -1 21 34-113 33 25-42 219 1 14 34-121 3.6 14-30 152 4
Boise St 17-26/ 101 0 -4 24 27-111 4.1 22-37 302 1 24 45-140 3.1 18-29 172 1 ) w o Oregon St 31-24| 24 -3 1 23 24-92 3.8 32-46 399 1 26 45-309 6.9 11-26 158 1
at Baylor 24-38] -125 -7 0 15 24-67 2.8 22-31 342 5 22 47-303 6.4 18-28 231 0 g g g Stanford 34-31] 40 0 2 20 27-100 3.7 17-30 289 1 20  35-76 2.2 23-32 273 4
at i 3 w (] BYU
Virginia <] > - at Arizona St
Tdaho St o < [7) Bye
Bye =] E c at Oregon
at GA Southern ; E g Arizona
usc ; at i
Average 27-23| 124  -13 0.4 21 33-152 4.6 66.2% 252 5.2% | 22 33-154 4.7 65.1% 237 5.6% Average 26-26| -16.4  -0.6 0.4 21 30-112 3.7 62.3% 264 7.0% | 22 35-156 4.4 54.3% 237 5.3%
Conference 25-22| -55.0 -1.5 1.3 19 36-148 4.1 63.6% 229  6.8% 21 35-185 53 68.7% 247 6.1% Conference 23-26| -15.2  -0.4 0.2 20 30-95 3.1 62.6% 267 7.4% 21  34-153 4.5 51.6% 224 6.9%
Away 27-25 -17.7__-57 1.0 18 31-150 4.8 70.0% 265 8.9% | 24 39-135 3.5 64.5% 297 5.6% Home 29-30[ -28.6 _-28 0.8 21 28-120 4.3 62.1% 276 5.1% | 24 36-151 4.3 55.2% 273 4.2%
Position by Position Edges
BYU Wash st
BYU QB/WR
vs. 1.04
Wash St DB's
BYURB's
vs. 1.61
Wash St LB's
BYUOL
0.64 vs.
Wash St DL
BYUDL
vs. 0.05
Wash st oL
BYULB'S
1.38 vs.
Wash St RB's
BYU DB's
vs. 0.21
Wash St QB/WR
BYUST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
None Projected Box Score v
0.46 2
Las Vegas Line The last time Wash St played a non-conf game after September was in 2009, when Paul Wulff's
Wash St ST's ByuBy 4.5 Cougars lost to Notre Dame 40-14 in a Halloween matchup at the Alamo-dome. The Cougars
Projected Rushing e ha\{en't hosted a nonleague game _\’n‘the month of Octob_er since 2001. First meF in the 1981
Las Vegas Total Holiday Bowl! (BYU won 38-36). This is BYU's first ever trip to Pullman. Last met in ‘12 when BYU
126 yards BYU Wash St 113 yards = 0.70 55.5 Points won 30-6 as an 11’ pt HF. Wazzou is 1-3 in the series (2-2 ATS) and has lost the last 2. Rolovich
) faced Sitake twice while at Hawaii and lost at home 30-20 (+3) and on the road 49-23 (+10).
5 Projected Passing Wash St K Wash St led Utah St 23-11 in the 4Q but lost and led USC 14-7 3Q but lost QB delLaura to injury.
] +/- Ratings They led Utah 13-7 3Q but lost but then rebounded to upset both Cal (21-6) and Oregon St (31-
S 237 yards BYU Wash St 295 yards DL EEED U B Yy 24). Last week at home Stanford got a TD and two FG on first 3 drives to lead 13-0 WST 70/3,
5 Projected Yardage Total 075 vs. 70/6 TD's tie 13-13 then 67/10 SOD 9 but Stanf fmbl and WST 10/1 TD. Stanf 62/8 FG :39 left 20
o Game Grade 16 H. WST SOD 23 then 66/7 TD lead 27-16. Stanf next 2 drives 74/9 and 85/11 TD's lead 31-27
2 363 yards BYU Wash St 408 yards Wash St Coaches Byu By 0.5 7:32. WST punt then 70/6 Borghi TD run 1:30 left 34-31 home win. BYU was thinking playoffs
- after a 5-0 start and are a perfect 3-0 vs the Pac 12 this year including home upsets of Utah and
8 Projected Final Score BYU Pts Ariz St. Last week Baylor had a 305-135 yd edge at half but on 4&4 from 6 was int in EZ and SOD
13 Computer Yards at 24 and only led 17-7. BYU open 3Q 75/6 TD then Baylor went 78/6 TD and after a fumble 67/4
2 24 points YU Wash St 25 points | 3.23 = 3.61 | e for TD 31-14. Bay went 82/12 for TD to lead 38-17 3:55 left then BYU went 75/7 for gbg TD 1:51
g Experience Rankings ST left. BYU is playing to an AGG of 103.4 and Wash St is at 97.5 but the L4W Wash St is at a 108.0
Points AGG and BYU at just 101.3! The big news is Rolovich and 4 assistants were fired by Wash St this
119 BYU Wash St 20 Wash St 25-24. week so they are short-handed but many times that leads to a first game bounce (like with the
POSITIONAL EDGE AWARDED TO: Raiders over Denver last week).
Team Schedule Strength
Wash st Phil Steele
BYU Wash St 36 | Wash St by 1

By 0.38 Points

Washington St 24 BYU 23




Oregon Ducks °VE5':LL' °VE;:LL' UCLA Bruins
Ducks Logs vs. PAC 12 vs. PAC 12 Bruins Logs
FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-1 3-1 FOE ™ FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT NCAA RANKINGS TMREC Rec conr cone M/t FOEM/ o FOE | DATE FOE SCORE  W/L OFF DEF sT OFF DEF sT
0-0 1-0 0-0 0-0 135 125 11 9/4 Fresno St 31-24 W 11 14 78 34 69 125 2021 TEAM RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 131 122 8/28 Hawaii 44-10 w 28 32 82 90 57 86
1-0 1-0 0-0 1-0 134 146 12 3 9/11  at Ohio St 35-28 w 18 17 20 2 15 49 ucia 1-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 135 144 16 [9/4 Lsu 38-27 w 21 29 15 16 10 16
2-0 0-0 139 4 9/18 Stony Brook 48-7 w 23 22 74 2-0 0-0 139 16 9/11 Bye 12 23 16
3-0 0-3 0-0 0-0 139 109 g 9/25 Arizona 41-19 w 26 26 38 100 99 126 #24 Rush Off #17 2-0 2-1 0-0 0-0 139 127 13 9/18 Fresno St 37-40 L 23 9 24 21 56 104
4-0 2-2 1-0 1-1 137 129 3 10/2 at Stanford 24-31 L 26 28 39 45 55 90 #83 Pass Off #93 2-1 2-1 0-0 1-0 135 131 24 9/25 at Stanford 35-24 w 30 13 36 43 57 95
4-1 1-1 134 8 10/9 Bye 31 26 41 #50 Total Off #52 3-1 3-1 1-0 1-0 137 132 20 10/2 Arizona St 23-42 L 34 35 31 23 27 12
4-1 1-4 1-1 0-2 134 123 9 10/16 California 24-17 w 32 21 39 41 48 105 #32 Score Off #34 3-2 0-4 1-1 0-1 132 111 10/9 at Arizona 34-16 w 30 30 25 105 95 124
5-1 5-2 2-1 3-1 133 134 10 10/23 at UCLA 28 19 44 30 26 29 #47 Sks Allowed #78 4-2 2-3 2-1 1-1 132 130 10/16 at i 24-17 w 30 26 29 62 10 114
2-4 1-2 119 10/30 Colorado 117 63 40 #54 Rush Def #8 5-2 5-1 3-1 2-1 134 133 10 |10/23 Oregon 0 0 0 28 19 44
2-4 1-2 128 11/6  at i 68 16 107 | #109 Pass Def #121 4-2 3-0 137 10/30 _at Utah 34 15 108
4-3 3-2 129 11/13 St 83 49 83 #87 Total Def #67 11/6 Bye
4-2 3-0 137 11/20 at Utah 34 15 108 #40 Score Def #68 2-4 1-2 119 11/13 Colorado 117 63 40
4-2 2-1 130 11/27 Oregon St 37 46 43 #84 Sks By #59 3-3 2-3 127 11/20 atuscC 23 66 36
#71 Ypg Diff #60 1-5 0-3 124 11/27 California 47 60 95
+9 Total TO's +5
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp  Yds
Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD_ RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds D TO's FD  RA-RY YPC Att Pass  Sks FD  RA-RY  YPC At Pass  Sks
Fresno St 31-24| -15 -3 2 20  49-186 3.8 15-24 172 3 23 30-75 2.5 30-43 298 4 Hawaii 44-10| 123 4 2 20  43-244 5.7 12-22 148 2 16 21-26 1.2 28-53 243 2
at Ohio St 35-28| -107 -5 1 27 38-269 7.1 17-35 236 0 32 31-128 4.1 35-54 484 2 LSU 38-27| 91 -5 0 19 47-210 4.5 9-16 260 4 24 25-49 2.0 26-46 330 2
Stony Brook 48-7| 165 12 4 26 39-173 4.4 22-30 263 3 14  39-140 3.6 10-23 131 1 Bye
Arizona 41-19| -42 -14 5 17 31-187 6.0 10-24 206 2 31 53-202 3.8 21-35 233 1 Fresno St 37-40| -174 -15 1 17 29-117 4.0 14-24 278 0 32 37-114 3.1 29-54 455 3
at Stanford 24-31| 60 -2 -1 21 54-228 4.2 14-26 186 2 23 35-124 3.5 20-36 230 2 7] ") at Stanford 35-24| 95 13 0 24 51-204 4.0 18-29 251 2 11 22-67 3.0 19-32 293 2
Bye i g 2 Arizona St 23-42| -40 5 0 22 52-190 3.7 21-32 235 4 17 33-178 54 13-19 287 0
California 24-17| 52 0 -2 24 35-210 6.0 20-28 244 1 24  36-155 4.3 25-45 247 2 =1 § '5 at Arizona 34-16| 49 -5 0 22 47-329 7.0 8-19 82 3 27  42-122 29 26-38 240 3
at UCLA a w I at i 24-17| 153 3 2 22 40-237 5.9 21-27 183 0 19 31-83 2.7 20-30 184 2
Colorado c > <] Oregon
at Washi o < 5 at Utah
Washington St g E o Bye
at Utah 1 w =] Colorado
Oregon St ° = at USC
California
Average 34-21| 18.8 -2.0 1.5 23 41-209 5.1 58.7% 218 6.6% 25 37-137 3.7 59.7% 271 5.1% Average 34-25| 42.4 0.0 0.7 21 44-219 5.0 60.9% 205 8.9% 21 30-91 3.0 59.2% 290 5.1%
Conference 30-22| 23.3 -5.3 0.7 21 40-208 5.2 56.4% 212 6.4% 26 41-160 3.9 56.9% 237 4.3% Conference 29-25| 64.3 4.0 0.5 23 48-240 5.1 63.6% 188  8.4% 19 32-113 3.5 65.5% 251 5.9%
Away 30-30| -23.5 -3.5 0.0 24 46-249 5.4 50.8% 211 3.3% 28 33-126 3.8  61.1% 357 4.4% Home 36-30] 0.0 -2.8 0.8 20 43-190 4.5 59.6% 230 10.6% 22 29-92 3.2 55.8% 329 4.1%
Position by Position Edges
Oregon ucLA
Oregon QB/WR
vs. 0.11
UCLA DB's
Oregon RB's
vs. 1.57
UCLA LB's
Oregon OL
0.60 vs.
UCLA DL
Oregon DL
vs. 0.12
UCLA OL
Oregon LB'S
0.77 vs.
UCLA RB's
Oregon DB's
0.86 vs.
UCLA QB/WR
B Oregon ST's Category Team & Margin Phil's Forecast:
2020 Rank  Line Score  FD  Rush  Comp-Att