2020 UCF Fo

Team Profile . # 2019 Stats
2020 Team Power Rating 81.2 17 |Rushing UCF Rk Opp Rk
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year 0.9 58 |YPC 52 17 35 20
2020 Strength of Schedule 662 75 EPG, %203;3 113( (1)466 153(
2020 Season Win Projection ~ 10.0 6 cﬁfﬂ}"«i 503% 77 524% 8
Head Coach (Yr) Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 16 (8/8) 20 |ypa 90 11 59 4
Josh Heupel (S) Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES YPG 316.7 8 1995 26
OQffensive Coord. | Returning Production % 71% 38 JID-INT 36-8 17-13
Arﬁ’ﬁon§ S (1) |[Returning Offense Production  67% 61 2};‘1 I6J(9:F l;k ?gp ?k
gefgﬂsé‘}’le COOI’%-) Returning Defense Production  75% 35 |vyrg 5405 2 346.1 32
RQandy Shannon (3) 12020 Recruiting (Signees) 20 71 |Scoring UCF Rk Opp Rk
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 63 g PdG]) ;‘fc-‘; 15U( é3-0 ;g(
= rd Down pp
2020 Offense/Defense Analysis % 40.5% 60 29.3% 5
There’s no doubt that UCF has been the top Group of 5 program in the country| Red Zone UCF Rk Opp Rk
the last three years. While UCF “sllgged” to 10-3 last season, statistically they| TD 9, 57.9% 80 55.8% 40
were just as good as their 2017 and 2018 teams ranking No. 5 in yards per play Scoring % 78.9% 90  83.7% 65
margin (+2.4), No. 4 in yards per game margin (+194.4) and No. 5 in scoring KORet UCF Rk Op Rk
margin (+20.4). The difference was the inability to win close games (1-3 last PP
ear vs 5-0 combined in *17-’18) and the Knights were “only” ¥6 in TO’s after| AVE 17.8 110 22.5 99
Keing +17in 2017 and +14 in 2018. PuntRet UCF Rk Opp Rk
This year’s team could be their best edition yet. UCF returns 16 starters Avg 10933 13.7 122
and we’ve never had a Grouf) of 5 team ranked higher (No. 17) coming into| Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
a season! The Knights have plenty of experience at éB as Dillon Gabriel threw | # 33 36 24 53
for 3,653 gards (29-7 ratio) as a freshman last year. Otis Anderson (also plays| TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
WR) and Bentavious Thompson return after combining for 1,330 yards and 13} # 117 3 76 77
TD’s. UCF loses top receiver Gabriel Davis (1,241 yards, 12 TD’s, 4th round| Net Punt UCF Rk
1;1>ick). However, Tre Nixon and Marlon Williams are back after combining for| Avg 36.8 100
,547 yards and 13 TD’s. The offensive line returns three starters as UCF could 4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
top last year’s 540.5 total 1g(No. 2). Last year’s defense ranked No. 5 in yards ow Twitter:
per play and th%y notchedy{) 7 TFL’s (No. 3y This year’s unit brings back eight AttP/Gm 2.5 13 onTwitter:
starters led by Eric Mitchell (11 TFL’s) and Kenny Turnier (13.5 TFL’s) while| Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
the secondary is the best in the AAC with Richie Grant and Aaron Robinson. | Margin +6 27
Currently we have UCF projected to be a favorite in all 12 games this season. | Penalties Rk
The home opener vs a Top 20 North Carolina team and a road trip to defending| Per Game 8.5 126

way in determining whether or not UCI%

AAC Champ Memphis will
ur years!

FO a lontg
makes their third major bowl[ bid in fo

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Florida A&M 64.5 65.5 Under: 3.5
UCF -45.5 45 62 Cover: 17

-UCF dominated just as the final would indicate with 42-8 first
down and 694-96 yard edges including 338-4 on the ground.
-UCF QB Brandon Wimbush was 12 of 23 for 168 yards & 2
TD’s & backup Dillon Gabriel threw for 127 yards and 3 TD’s.
UCF -7.5 -12.5 48 Cover: 21.5
Florida Atlantic 69 68 14 Under: 6

-UCF had a 574-314 yard edge including 312-137 rushing.
-Dillon Gabriel got the start for UCF and while he was only 7 of
19, he threw for 245 yards and 2 TD’s.

-Florida Atlantic disappointed a home crowd of 30,811, largest
in the program’s history.
Stanford 55.5 59.5
UCF -9.5
-UCF had a 545-349 yard edge.
-UCF led 38-7 at HT and Stanford got a late fumble return TD
that made the final look better than what it actually was.

-UCF frosh QB Dillon Gabriel threw for 347 yards and 4 TD’s.
UCF -10 -105 34 Over: 8
Pittsburgh 59.5 61 35 Cover: 11.5

-It was a back and forth game as Pitt led 21-0 in the second quar-
ter only to see UCF score the game’s next 31 points.

-Pitt had a 196-85 rushing yard edge.

-Pitt ended UCF’s 27-game regular season win streak.

-UCF true frosh QB Dillon Gabriel passed for 338 yards and
two TD’s but also threw his first two interceptions of the season.

Connecticut 62 65 21 Cover: 8

UCF -40 -43 56 Over: 12

-UCF had a 607-426 yard edge but were also +3 in TO’s (Con-
verted 4 Uconn TO’s in to 4 TD’s).

-Uconn did get a 15-yard TD run on 4th&8 with :19 left for the
backdoor cover.

-UCF QB Dillon Gabriel was 11 of 16 for 281 yards and 3 TD’s.

UCF -3 -3.5 24 Under: 11.5
Cincinnati 60 62.5 27 Cover: 6.5
-Misleading Final: UCF had 28-18 first down and 423-341
yard edges but were -3 in TO’s.

-UCF true frosh QB Dillon Gabriel had 4 crucial TO’s. He threw
an interception on 2nd&Goal at the Cincy 9-yard line in the 1Q,
fumbled at his own 19-yard line that set up Cincy for a TD in
the 2Q. He also threw a “Pick 6” in the 3Q and threw another
interception at the Cincy 11-yard line in the 4Q.

-The Knights had scored at least 30 points in each of their

27
45

Over: 12.5
Cover: 8.5

3 i i UCF 191 168 15550 0 564 last 31 games, the longest such FBS streak since 1936. The
2020 scheu“l.e w“.h BP Prolecteu I'Ines Opp 45 80 85 89 0 299 |lossalso broke their 19-game AAC win streak.
Date | Opponent |Line|Win %]| Line|Total|Score[W/L|O/U| 2019 slat M al‘!lin S East Carolina 62 64 28  Cover:2l5
3 ) UCF -31.5 0 <345 41 Over: 5
9/4 N. Carolina |-5.0 |64 Yo . -First downs were even but UCF was more explosive with a
9/12 FIU -28.3196% Margins +/- Rk 611-483 yard edge.
. -The final was a bit misleading as UCF led 35-3 late in the 2Q.
0 g
9/19 |at Georgla Tech|-9.0 [72% Rush YPC +1 .7 1 3 -UCF QB Dillon Gabriel threw for 365 yards and 2 TD’s.
1 0, .
9123 jat k. Carolina_18.692% Pass YPA +3.1 9 |ur,  ps o6 gy
uisa —<l. 0 YPP +24 5 -UCF had 24-12 first down and 614-266 yard edges including
10/10 . 385-45 on the ground.

. -UCF led 28-21 at halftime before they outscored the Owls 35-0
10/16/at Memphis _|-2.4 [57% ;(PG +;(9)444 ‘5‘ i the second it e Ou
10/24 Tulane -20.0(93% Corlng =+ . -UCF RB Otis Anderson ran for 205 yards on just 17 carries.

Houston 70 72.5 29 Cover: 6.5
0 —
10/31|at Houston -9.0 173% 2019 In[l“"[l“al stats UCF 235 215 44 Over:05
11/7 Florida A&M]|-45.0 100% o -Houston had a 20-16 FD edge but UCF a 468-419 yard edge.
orida . 0 Bold = Ret
o . 0 eturning . |-Houston had a 41:31-18:29 TOP edge.
11/14 Temole -21.7194% Passing Att Yds %  Ratio|-Houston led 23-21 at HT before UCF scored 3 straight TD’s.
11/21 Cincinnati  |-11.4|78% Dillon Gabriel 398 365359.3 29-7|ucF -125 0 -17 31 Under: 3.5
12 14 0 Darriel Mack 31 219 61.3 4-1 |Tulsa 69.5 68.5 34 Cover: 20
7lat USF -14.9185% Rushin Att Yds YPCTD |-UCF hada 457-353 yard edge.
Pro'ected Wins 9 97 . g -UCF was -3 in TO’s and UCF blew a 28-17 halftime lead.
] L] Otls Andf!r?Oﬂ 113726 6.4 5 -UCF QB Dillon Gabriel threw for 290 yards but was picked off
last 5 vear necords nTs stat Adrian Killins 87 629 72 7 twice and sacked six times for a loss of 36 yards.
_ Ben. Thompson 87 604 6.9 8 |UCF 45 -7 34 Under: 7
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total |EXCIUding bowl games, UCF has| Receiving RecYds YPCTD |Tulane 725 72 31 Cover: 4
Straight Up 0-12 6-7 13-0 12-1 10-3 41-23 |Dbeen a favorite in 34 Swaight] Gapricl Davis 72 124117.2 12 |Gk had 23-21 first down and 484-402 yard edges.
2 p ames. Currently, we project that " . -UCF did lead 34-17 with 10 minutes left.
Home 0-6 33 7-0 80 6-0 249 [ - b y, ll_ ) Tre Nixon 49 830 16.9 7 -Bad Beat: UCF led by 10 with under 2 minutes left and were
Away 0-6 33 5-0 4-0 3-3 15-12 Sll'ﬂakEll“ rﬂai:'lsﬂﬁ this season! | Marlon Williams51 717 14.1 6 attenggting ?j ];G, I}F \lz;rasG abad &r]lap and "liglane{:?ok 3ver at thir
w o ~ _ ~ _ own -yard line. € Green Wave would go yards, convert-
Neutral 00 0-1 10 0-1 1.0 222 nd of Season Defense Tkl Sks TEL Int |0 G cluding the final plas which was o 7-vard
Conference 0-8 4-4 9-0 9-0 6-2 28-14 Pﬂwer na“ng 2015-19 N_ate .Evans 1121 12 0 TD pass on 4th & Goal with :26 left for the backdoor.
Non-Conf 0-4 2-3 40 3-1 4-1 13-9 105 Richie Grant 78 0 4 1 South Florida 625 62 7 Under: 21
ATS 2-10 8-5 7-4-1 9-4 6-7 32-30-1| Eric Mitchell 77 3 8 0 UCF 245 24 34 Cover: 3
Home Fav 0-3 3-2 3-3-1 6-2 3-3 15-13-1|| s ~—— Eriq Gilyard 77 0 5 1 :88; lx}va:g i?s-(:ililgsigtm%gn;i 539-250 yard edges.
Home Dog 0-3 1-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 1-3 7s 7 Antwan Collier 74 1 25 4 Marshall 59 05 25 Over: 12.5
AwayFav 00 2-0 2-1 3-1 24 96 5 7 Aaron Robinson 54 0 55 3 [f&™ 775 155 48 Cover1s
Away Dog 2-4 2-2 1-0 0-0 0-0 5-6 4 Kicking FG LG XP -UCF had 25-19 first down and 587-361 yard edges including
Conference 26 5-3 4-3-172 2-6 20-20-1|| Dylan Barnas ~ 15-17 50 69-70 |3 &(&167 on lthe Ezopngb,
Non-Conf 0-4 3-2 3-1 22 4-1 12-10 Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK|" was aiso T4 1D's.
o/U 5-6-14-9 7-5 5-8 7-6 28-34-1 ® 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Andrew Osteen 42.2 12 12 1
—_—
2015 (SU: 0-12, ATS: 2-10, 0/U: 5-6-1) 2016 [SU: 6-1, ATS: 8-5, 0/0:4-9) 2017 (SU: 13-0, ATS: 7-4-1,0/U: 7-5) 2018 (SU: 12-1, ATS: 9-4, 0/U: 5-8) 2019 (SU: 10-3, ATS: 6-1, 0/U:7-6)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Oﬂgonent Line Score W/LO/U [Date  Opponent Line Score. W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/3  FIU 213’ 14-15 L u44’l9/3  S.Carolina St. -26 38-0 W u49(92 F . -17 61-17 W 056°(8/30 at Connecticut -24 56-17 W 070 |8/29 Florida A&M  -45 62-0 W u65’
9/12  at Stanford 19 731 L u4579/10 at Michigan +36 14-51 L 054 (99 Memphis Postponed 9/8  South Carolina St-52 38-0 L u65’(9/7 atFlorida Atl  -12” 48-14 W u68
919 F 24" 15-16 L u5279/17 Maryland-20t ~ +10°24-30 W u57’ 9/16  Georgia Tech  Cancelled 9/15  at North Carolina Cancelled 9/14  Stanford -9’ 45-27 W 059’
urman - -24" 15- uS2h 4 atFiU 8 5314 W 033923 atMaryland  +4” 38-10 W u62(9/21 Florida Atlantic -14 56-36 W 075 [9/2] at Pittsburgh ~ -10° 34-35 L 061
9/26 atSo. Carolina +14”14-31 L od&’ b o o % 3700 W 0617930 Memphis  -5> 40-13 W u68(9/29 Pittsburgh -13°45-14 W 165|928 Connecticut ~ -43 56-21 L 065
10;3 at Tulane +1 31-45L o044 10/8 {8%4 el{:tCchmnlz_itl -ég gé-g% %A 5%;} }8;?3 SI\{I\/I[J W -gS 3&%13%8 LW ugg' %8;‘1&2 at Cincinnati -3’ 24-27L w62’
10/10 Connecticut -17 1340 L 038 s ast Carolina ~ -35” 63- 0 at Memphis -5 - u80”
10/17 at Temple 201630 W pae 13 Temple 30 2326 L uS2110121 ai Navy 9> 3121 W u65 10120 at East Carolina -21° 37-10 W u65 [10/19 East Carolina 34 41-28 L~ 064
10/24 Houston 21 1059 L 054 at Connecticut 4" 24- u4/7110/28 Austin Peay ~ -43’ 73-33 L 0557(10/27 10/26 at Temple -11 63221 W 062
1031 at Cincinnati~ +26'7-52 L. ue] |10/29 at Houston +9° 2431 W uS8111/4  at SMU <14 3124 L u74|11/1  Temple 10" 52-40 W 060 [11/2 Houston 2174429 L 072
11/5  Tulane -16737-6 ' W ud8’|11/11 Connecticut -39749-24 L 064’|11/10 Navy -24 3524 L u68 [11/8 atTulsa -17 31-34 L u68’
11/7 ~at Tulsa +17 30-45 W 063 [11/12 Cincinnati 11 24-3 W u52|11/18 at Temple -13245-19 W 058 |11/17 Cincinnati -7 38-13 W w60’ [11/16
11/14 . 11/19 Tulsa -1 20-35 L u65’|11/24 South Florida ~ -10" 49-42 L 064°|11/23 at USF -14” 38-10 W u69°[11/23 at Tulane -7 34-31L u72
11/19 East Carolina ~ +15°7-44 L u53’[11/26 at USF +12 31-48 L 066°(12/2 Memphis-ot -7 62-55P 081(12/1 Memphis -2’ 56-41 W 064 |11/29 USF -24 34-7 W u62
11/26 South Florida  +24°3-44 L u53°[12/17 + Arkansas St -4 13-31 L u51 [I/1  { Auburn +10 34-27 W u67|1/1 TLS +7° 32-40 L 0577|12/23  Marshall -15 48-25 W 060°
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Team Profile

Head Coach (Yr)

Offensive Coord.
Kevin Johns (2)
Defensive Coord.

Conference/Div
American

2020 Team Power Rating
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-2.0 89
2020 Strength of Schedule
2020 Season Win Projection
Returning Starters (OFF/DEF)
Ryan Silverfield (1) |Return Starting QB (YES/NO)
Returning Production %
Returning Offense Production

: Returning Defense Production
ke MacTuyes (1) 2020 Recruiting (Signees)
2020 Roster Talent Rank

750 36
666 73
87 19
14 (6/8) 45
YES
73% 29
69% 54
77% 29
18 67
70

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

After a going just 12-48 from 2009-2013, the Tigers are now 57-23 in their last
i Group of 5 programs. Last year,
ool history winning 12 games
and also their first outright leatfvue title since 1969. Like many Group of

six seasons, which is the third best record amon;
the Tigers had arguably their best season in sc

grams, an historic season usua

away and that was the case with Mike Norvell off to Florida State.

Ryan Silverfield takes over after serving as the offensive line coach the last four
ears. He inherits a good situation as the Ti(gers return 14 starters led by QB
%) with a 33-11 ratio. The

also bring back Ist-team All-AAC RB Kenneth Gainwell who ran for 1,459
wrds and 13 TD’s while adding 610 receiving ();

rady White who threw for 4,014 yards (64

R after leading the Ti%srs with 1,276 yards
phis does lose stud RB/

them matching last year’s historic win total.

ards. Damonte Coxie returns at
6.8 ypc and 9 TD’s) but Mem-
R Antonio Gibson who combined for 1,104 rush/rec
yards and 12 TD’s. Gibson was a 3rd round draft pick. Three starters are back
on the offensive line and they also get back TE Sean Dykes and WR John Wil-
liams back from injury. The defense loses their leading tackler Austin Hall and
DE Bryce Huff (15.5 TFL’s) Keep an eye on DE Joseph Dorceus (14.5 TFL’s)
and CB TJ Carter. Note that Silverfield hired former San Jose St/Colorado
coach Mike Maclntyre as his D.C. and kept special teams coach Pete Lembo.

The schedule could see the Tigers favored in as many as nine or ten games with
road trips to Purdue and Cincinnati along with a home game vs UCF being their
toughest. Memphis could flirt with double-digit wins again but we don’t see

Ly 1 pro-
ly means a Power 5 school will hire your coach

igers

2020 Schedule with BP Projected Lines
Date Opponent |Line|Win %| Line| T ScorelW/L|O/Ul
9/5 Arkansas St [-18.0[92%

9/12 |at Purdue -04 [51%

9/19 Houston -10.4|75%
9/26 |at UTSA -22.5194%
10/1 |at SMU -4.6 164%
10/10

10/16| UCF 2.4 145%
10/24| Temple -15.5[88%
10/31|at Cincinnati  |1.7 [47%
11/7 USF -15.8[88%
11/14|at Navy -2.5 157%
11/21|  UT-Martin |-31.1197%
11/28| at Tulane -7.6 170%

Projected Wins  8.68

Last 5 Year Records

mphis Fo

YPC
YPG
Passing

Comp %

YPA
YPG
TD-INT
Total
YPP
YPG

Scoring UM

PPG

3rd Down UM

%

Red Zone UM

TD %

Scoring % 82.0%

KO Ret
Avg

Punt Ret UM

Avg
Sacks
-
TFL’s
#

Net Punt UM

Avg

4th Down Off
Att P/Gm 1.7
Turnovers

Margin

Penalties
Per Game 7.4

Rk Opp Rk
45 45 84
39 187.6 93
Rk Opp Rk
31 53.0% 10
9 66 27
17 1959 20
15-11
Rk Opp Rk
9 54 45
10 3835 61
Rk Opp Rk
8 264 57
Rk Opp Rk
19 39.5% 70
Rk Opp Rk
66  60.0% 66
77 92.0% 124
Rk Opp Rk
9 186 27
Rk Opp Rk
71 6.7 50
Rk Vs Rk
21 27 67
Rk Vs Rk
20 99 124
Rk
40
Rk Follow Brad
60  on Twitter:
16% @BradPowers7
Rk
116

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

UM 133 181 140 1120 566

Opp 90 12757 96 0 370
2019 Stat Marglns

Margins +/- k

Rush YPC +0.3
Pass YPA +2.8
+1.5
+101.6 17
+14.0 18
2019 Individual Stats

Bold = Returning
Att Yds %

420 4014 64.0 33-11
15 109 66.7 0-0
Att Yds YPCTD

YPP
YPG

Scoring

Passing

Brady White
Connor Adair
Rushing

Ratio

Kenneth Gainwell 231 14596.3 13
Antonio Gibson 33 369 11.2 4

Receiving

Rec Yds YPCTD

othall Preview

2019 Stats

Rushing UM

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Mississippi 68.5 65 10 Under: 40
Memphis -6.5 -5 15 Push

-Memphis controlled the game much more than the ﬁnal indicated
as the Tigers had 22-13 first down and 364-173 yard edges.

Southern 68.5 68.5 24 Cover: 9.5
Memphis -39.5  -405 55 Over: 10.5
-Memphis had a 23-14 first down and 575-258 yard edge.

-The Tigers, leading 27-17 at halftime, scored 21 third-quarter
points and held the Jags to only 15 yards total offense in the 2H.
Memphis -20 -20 42 Cover: 16
South Alabama 61 555 6 Under: 7.5
-Memphis had a 530-248 yard edge including 312-101 rushing.
-The Jaguars’ six points was the fewest Memphis has allowed
since shutting out Arkansas 6-0 in 1993.

Navy 545 54 23 Over: 4
Memphis -14 -11 35 Cover: 1

-Navy actually had 20-12 first down and 373-301 yard edges in-
cluding 291-105 on the ground.

-After trailing 20-7 midway through the second quarter, Memphis
got a 99-yard kick return TD as Memphis outscored Navy 28-3 to
close the game. Navy’s offense only managed 71 yards in 2H.
-Things were so bad, the Memphis fans were booing quarter-
back Brady White. “That is a program-defining game,”
Memphis coach Mike Norvell said.

Memphis -145  -15 52 Cover: 4
UL-Monroe 62.5 64 33 Over: 21
Misleading Final: ULM had 30-25 first down and 575-535 yard
edges. Memphis only led 39-33 with around 6 minutes left.
-Memphis RB Gainwell ran for 209 yards on only 14 carries.
Memphis -4 -4 28 Over: 8

Temple 51.5 50 30 Cover: 6
-Memphis had a 491-456 yard edge but were -2 in TO’s.
-Memphis had 3 TO’s on 3 straight possessions in the first half that
all led to Temple FG’s.

-The final decisive play came with some debate. Joey Magnifico
seemed to make diving catch to convert a fourth-and-10 with 1:50
left in the 4Q, but it was ruled incomplete after video review.

Tulane 60.5 60 17 Over: 4
Memphis -5.5 -3 47 Cover: 27
-Memphis had a 470-333 yard edge and easily won despite all
the money coming in on Tulane all week.

-Memphis QB Brady White threw for 358 yards and 5 TD’s.
-Memphis RB Kenneth Gainwell ran for 104 yards and a TD and
also added 9 receptions for 203 yards and 2 TD’s. Gainwell is the
first player for Memphis and the first in the FBS to have 200
yards receiving and 100 yards rushing in a game since Troy
Edwards of Louisiana Tech in 1997.

Memphis -8.5 -10 42 Over: 24.5
Tulsa 57 585 41 Cover: 9

-Tulsa had 33-21 first down and 584-498 yard edges.

-Tulsa missed a 29-yard FG on the final play that would’ve
gave them the upset.

-Memphis led 28-17 at halftime but Tulsa rallied in the second
half, scoring three touchdowns and a field goal to take a 41-35 lead
late in the fourth quarter.

SMU 68.5 71.5 48 Cover: 0.5
Memphis -3 -6.5 54 Over: 30.5
-SMU had 27-26 first down and 553-514 yard edges but Mem-
phis led 54-32 mid-4Q.

-Memphis started the day on display thanks to ESPN’s “Col-
lege GameDay” and then filled the Liberty Bowl with 59,506
for the biggest crowd for an American conference game.
-Antonio Gibson had a school-record 386 all-purpose yards.

Memphis -10 -10 45 Cover: 8
Houston 65.5 71.5 27 Over: 0.5
-Memphis had 29-14 first down and 531-256 yard edges.
-Houston got a blocked TD late in the game.

-QB Brady White was 22 of 33 for 341 yards and 5 TD’s.
Memphis -14 -15 49 Cover: 24
South Florida 59.5 59.5 10 Under: 0.5
-Memphis had 31-5 first down and 560-170 yard edges including
325-126 on the ground.

-Memphis scored the last 42 points of the game.

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total |THE OVER is on a 34-18 run (67%.| pamonte Coxie 76 127616.8 9 |Cincinnati 575 59 24 Cover:35

. +5.6 nng] in Memphis games . Memphis -12 -13.5 34 Under: 1
Straight Up 9-4 8-5 10-3 8-6 12-2 47-20 iy y Kenne_th Galnwell 51 610 12.0 3 -Memphis had 21-20 first down and 432-407 yard edges but were
Home 51 52 71 61 7-0 30-5 |Since early 2016. That's the best] Anionio Gibson 38 735 19.3 8 also +2 in TO’s. . )
Away 42 32 32 24 5.1 17-11 |markinthe country! K. Jones 39 609 15.6 4 IMemphls got a 94-yard kick return TD on the opening play and

ed 17-3 after the first quarter.
Neutral ~ 0-1 0-1 00 0-1 0-1 0-4 End of Season Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int [5 =& e s o Covend
Conference 5-3 53 7-2 54 81 30-13 | Power Rating 2015-19 | Austin Hall 75 2.5 2 | Memphis 0 9 29 Under- 6
Non-Conf 4-1 3-2 3-1 32 4-1 17-7 Xavier Cullens 69 1 1 -Memphis had a 25-21 first down edge but Cincy a 454-447 yard
ATS 6-6-15-8 7-5-18-6 6-7-1 32-32-3 SanchezBlake 69 0 0 2 [cdge MemphisgotaTD with 1:14 left.
Home Fav 2-3 2-3 3-4 5-1 2-4-1 14-15-1 La’Andre Thomas63 1 1 1 |Memphis 615 60 39 Quen32
e ——— e Penn State <15 -7 53 Cover: 7

Home Dog 1-0 1-1 1-0 1-0 0-0 4-1 JJ Russell 58 1 4 0 -Memphis had 27-25 first down and 542-529 yard edges. Penn St
Away Fav  2-2-12-2 2-0 2-2 42 12-8-1 Quindell Johnson 58 0 35 2 did dominate the line of scrimmage with a 396-63 rushing edge.
Away Do 1-0 0-1 1-1-1 0-2 0-0 2-4-1 Kicking FG LG XP -Memphis played its first game under coach Ryan Silverfield. The

y Dog o OL coach was promoted when Mike Norvell left after four seasons
Conference 3-5 3-5 6-2-1 6-3 4-5 22-20-1 Riley Patterson 23-25 52 65-66 | become Florida State’s coach earlier this month.
Non-Conf 3-1-12-3 1-3 2-3 2-2-1 10-12-2 Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK |-The announced attendance of 54,828 was the lowest for the
o/U 5-7-185 94 86 9-5 39-27-1 2017 2018 2019 Adam Williams 44.8 13 10 1 Cotton Bowl since New Year’s Day 1948.

—_— - !
2015 (SU: 9-4, ATS: 6-6-1,0/U: 5-1-1) 2016 (SU: 8-5, ATS: 5-8, 0/U: 8-5) 2017 (SU: 10-3, ATS: 7-5-1,0/U:9-4) 2018 (SU: 8-6, ATS: 8-6, 0/U: 8-6) 2019 (SU: 12-2, ATS: 6-1-1,0/U: 9-5)
Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date O]lrpongnl Line Score  W/LO/U
9/5  Missouri St -24°63-7 W 0549/3  SE Missouri St w6831 U?ﬁlé/[]?nme 27 37129 L 062 |91 Mercer 3Ueelaw oos 31 Qe Miss S0 2497 o,
9/12  at K -13 55-23 W 063 9/10 at ostpone at Nav - - u outhern e - 068’
9/19 21 BS&Sfé,een 3 44-41 P 875» /17 Kansas w60 [9/16 UCLA +3 48-45 W 072[9/14 Georgl% St 229°59-22 W 063 |9/14 atS.Alabama  -20 42-6 W u55

O p, : ) ) X +(9/23  Southern Illinois -30 44-31 L 073°(9/22 South Alabama -31’ 52-35 L 067 [2/21
9/24  Cincinnati 8 53-46 L 070°9/24 Bowling Green W 066 3 N 926 Na _11 3523 W o054
R - ) : -(9/30 at UCF +5 L u68(9/28 at Tulane -14°24-40 L u66 v
10/2 at USF 8 24-17L u58[10/1 at Ole Miss 48 L 070 . e s ,[10/5 at UL-Monroe -15 52-33 W 064
10/10 10/6 Temple 3427 L 057 10/6 at Connecticut  -15 70-31 W 074/10/6  Connecticut =357 55-14 W u76’ 10/12 at Temple 40 2830L 030
10/17 Ole Miss +10°37-24 W u71[10/14 at Tulane a1 w2l Ay L u O U i o aves IV U80110/19 Tulane 347 W 080,
10/23 at Tulsa -10 66-42 W 076°[10/22 at Navy 2842 L 057(10/27 Tulane 1 5626 W o6ll1027 10/26 at Tulsa -10 4241 L 038
10/31 Tulane =317 41-13 L u63 |10/29 Tulsa 30-59 L 074 111/3  at Tulsa -14” 41-14 W u79’(11/3  at East Carolina -11° 59-41 W 067 H% MU 07 3448 L o7l
11/7  Navy -10 20-45 L p65 [11/5 at SMU 51-7 W u65 [11/11 11/10 Tulsa -16” 47-21 W 065 (11/16 at Houston 210 4527 W o071’
11/14 at Houston +5” 34-35 W u70 |11/12 USF *42-49 L 075°|11/18 SMU -12 66-45 W 069°|11/16 at SMU -8 28-18 W u75 [11/23 at South Florida -15 49-10 W u59’
11/20 at Temple -3 12-31 L u57°|11/18 at Cincinnati 34-7 W u59°[11/25 East Carolina  -30 70-13 W 081 (11/23 Houston -9 52-31 W 076’[11/29 Cincinnati -13° 34-24 L u59
11/28 SMU -20 63-0 W u71 |11/25 Houston 48-44 W 061 |12/2 at UCF: +7 55-62 P 08112/1 at UCF +2’ 41-56 L 064 [12/7 Cincinnati -9 2924 L us®’
12/30 1 Auburn +3 10-31 L u63°[12/20 1 W. Kentucky 31-51 L 079°[12/30 Iowa St -3 L u66’|12/22 ¥ Wake Forest -2° 34-37 L u71°|12/28 1 Penn St +7 39-53L 060
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' Team Profile

2020 Team Power Rating 73.5 39
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-1.0 77
2020 Strength of Schedule 68.0 70
e 2020 Season Win Projection 8.1 28
Head Coach (Yr) Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 14 (6/8) 45

Luke Fickell (4) Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES
Offensive Coord. [Returning Production % 73% 31
Mike Denbrock (4) [Returning Offense Production  69% 53
ﬁiﬁiﬁ:‘;ﬁegg;’;%) Returning Defense Production 76% 33
Conference/Div.  |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 22 40
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 64

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

Luke Fickell is doing a great job here with back-to-back 11-win seasons and
the Bearcats also just signed the best Group of 5 recruiting class. With that
being said, we thought the Bearcats were extremely fortunate last season to win
11 games. They beat UCF, Houston, Tulsa, ECU, USF and Temple despite
being out-gained in all those games by an average of 101 ypg! They were 4-1
in one-score games and were just a couple plays away from a 4 or 5-1oss season.

This year’s team will be just as good. Desmond Ridder is back at QB after
throwing for 2,164 yards (18-9 ratio) while also adding 650 rushing yards. Rid-
der dealt with a shoulder iﬁ'urﬁr last season and should put up improved passin;
numbers. Leading rusher Michael Warren departs after running for 1,265 yards
84 TD’s) last year as does TE Josiah Deguara (7 TD’s, 3rd round pick). Gerrid|
0aks (526 yards) and Alabama transfer Jerome Ford will replace Warren and
leading receiver Alec Pierce is back after avera%m%1 17.6 ypc. Keep an eye on
Michigan transfer James Hudson on the OL. The defense loses a pair of All-
AAC LB’s in Bryan Wriﬁht and Perry Young who combined for 181 tackles and
22 TFL’s. Cincinnati will have one of the better secondaries in the Group of 5
led by safeties Darrick Forrest (106 tackles) and Ja’Von Hicks (5 INT’s) along
with CB Ahmad Gardner (3 INT’s). All three are All-AAC caliber and they also
get back star safety James Wiggins who sat out last year due to injury.
The schedule could see Cincy favored is as many as 10 Véames this fall with
their two toughest games coming at Nebraska and UCF. We do project five of]
their favorite roles to be in the single-digits and we’re not sure if they’ll be as
fortunate in one-score games. Cincinnati won’t match last year’s 11 wins.

# Rk

Rushing Cincy Rk Opp Rk
YPC 47 46 3.6 28
YPG 208 25 138.6 44
Passing Cincy Rk Opp Rk
Comp % 55.2% 106 51.5% 5
YPA 6.8 99 6.9 40
YPG 1823 107 222.8 60
TD-INT 19-11 17-16
Total Cincy Rk Opp Rk
YPP 5.5 87 5.1 31
YPG 3903 80 3614 40
Scoring Cincy Rk Opp Rk
PPG 29.6 60 206 24
3rd Down Cincy Rk Opp Rk
% 43.4% 30 38.2% 55
Red Zone Cincy Rk Opp Rk
TD % 66.2% 42 43.1% 6
Scoring % 83.1% 69  72.5% 12
KORet Cincy Rk Opp Rk
Avg 219 43 204 60
Punt Ret Cincy Rk Opp Rk
Avg 8.3 56 49 24
Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
# 31 46 35 108
TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
# 96 22 89 111
Net Punt Cincy Rk

Avg 409 20

4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
AttP/Gm 1.2 99  on Twitter:
Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
Margin 6 27

Penalties Rk

Per Game 8.8 127

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter

oothall Preview

2019 Stats

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
UCLA 545 56 14 Under: 18
Cincinnati -4.5 -2.5 24 Cover: 7.5
-Cincy had 23-12 first down and 417-218 yard edges.
Cincinnati 55 52 0 Under: 10
Ohio State -16.5  -16 Cover: 26

42
-The Buckeyes destroyed Cincy with 31-13 first down and 508-
273 yard edges including 270-107 on the ground.
-“We got our absolute butts whipped,” said Fickell, the third-
year Bearcats coach who played and coached for years at Ohio
State. “They just ruined any sentimental thought you had,” he
said. “I’m disappointed we couldn’t give them a real game.”
Miami (OH) 49.5 13 Under: 1.5
Cincinnati -16.5  -17 35 Cover: 5
-Cincinnati had 23-14 first down and 420-207 yard edges includ-
ing 234-64 on the ground.
-Miami, Oh actually led the game 10-0 after the first quarter but
Cincy dominated from that point forward.
-It was the Bearcats’ 14th straight win over the RedHawks, whose
campus is roughly 30 miles from Cincinnati.

Cincinnati -2.5 -4 52 Cover: 34
Marshall 6 47.5 14 Over: 18.5
-Cincy had 29-14 first down and 525-256 yard edges and led 45-0
entering the 4Q.

-Cincinnati coach Luke Fickell said it was “probably the complete
game we’ve been looking for. We’ve been in a little bit of a rut. We
were 2-1, but it just didn’t feel the same, the energy. And then after
tonight you walk in that locker room, there’s a different energy.”

Central Florida -3 -3.5 24 Under: 11.5
Cincinnati 60 62.5 27 Cover: 6.5
Misleading Final: UCF had 28-18 first down and 423-341 yard
edges but were -3 in TO’s.

-UCF true frosh QB Dillon Gabriel had 4 crucial TO’s. He threw
an interception on 2nd&Goal at the Cincy 9-yard line in the 1Q,
fumbled at his own 19-yard line that set up Cincy for a TD in the
2Q. He also threw a “Pick 6” in the 3Q and threw another intercep-
tion at the Cincy 11-yard line in the 4Q.

-The Bearcats had lost their past 13 games against ranked
teams since 2009.

Cincinnati -8.5 Cover: 6.5
Houston 55 51 23 Over: 10
Misleading Final: Houston had a 424-394 yard edge including
190-131 on the ground but were -4 in TO’s.

-Houston played 3 different QB’s but they only combined to go 10
of 30 for 234 yards with a 3-4 ratio.

-5 38

1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total |Tuisa 505 475 13 Cover:s
i H H Cincy 97 109 103 106 0 415 [Cincinnati -13 -16 24 Under: 10.5
2020 scned“le w‘tn BP P""ecteu I.“Ies O Y 71 78 59 80 0 288 |Misleading Final: Tulsa had 23-18 first down and 377-317 yard
Date | Opponent |Line|Win %] Line| Total|Score]W/L|O/UH"% edges but also had 3 TO'.
——L— (U 2019 slat Mar ins -Cincinnati RB Michael Warren limped off for a series in the first
9/3 Aust]n PeaV -194 92% g half and had to be helped off in the third quarter, putting little
. . s weight on his left leg. He finished with 35 yards on 13 carries.
9/11 W. Michigan|-14.8[85% Margins +/- Rk Cincinnati s ah e Overal
9/19 |at Miami (OH) -10.8|76% Rush YPC —|—1 . 1 24 East Carolina 495 48 43 Cover: 21
Kk ) Misleading Final: ECU had 35-19 first down and 638-462 yard
9/26 |at Nebraska 6.2 134% Pass YPA _0. 1 74 edges. Cincy did have a 301-103 rushing yard edge.
10/3 USF -1 3 7 83% -Cincy got a 32-yard FG on the final play for the win.
10/ 1 0 YPP +0,4 5 6 Connecticut 52.5 53.5 3 Under: 2.5
Cincinnati =345 2345 48 Cover: 10.5
10/17 t T 1 _7 0 680/ YPG +28,9 60 -Cincy had 27-13 first down and 507-218 yard edges including
a ulsa * 0 . 307-148 on the ground.
10/24|at SMU -3.0 [61% Scoring  +9.0 30 “Cincy led 38-0 at halftime.
10/3 1 MemDhiS _1 7 55% - s Cincinnati_ -9.5 -135 20 Underf 9.5
z 2019 Individual Stats SouthFloida 49 465 17 Cover 105
11/7 Houston -8.4 |71% Bold = Returning Misleading Final: USF had 18-13 first down and 438-278 yard
. . - . | edges. USF missed 4 FG’s.
11/12| E. Carolina |-16.9/90% Passing Att Yds % Ratio Tci,plc 460 445 13 Cover: 75
11/21|at UCF 11.4 |124% Desmond Ridder 325 2164 55.1 18-9| Cincinnati 95 95 15 Under: 16.5
11/28 at Temt)le 7 2 690/ Ben Bryant 51 388 56.9 1-2 |Misleading Final: Temple had 20-14 first down and 310-210 yard
-/ 0 B dges. Temple missed a field goal attempt and was stopped on
Rushing Att Yds YPCTD |[¢98 P t ield g pt an PD!
Projected Wins 8.08 . fourth-and-1 from the Cincinnati 18-yard line in the second half.
‘I Michael Wal:ren 261126548 14 Cincinnati 575 59 24 Cover: 3.5
Last 5 Year Records ATS Stat o onks 100530 3 5 [ o1 200 v 2 ek
Gerrid Doaks 100526 5.3 5 -Memphis had 21-20 first down and 432-407 yard edges but were
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total The l“!nin i na's g‘!'ne A2-16-2 ReceiVing RecYds YPCTD ?Il\fl(;lzzﬁgggt)sa 94-yard kick return TD on the opening play and
Straight Up 7-6 4-8 4-8 11-3 11-3 3727 |[12%) in Cincinnati's last 60 Ajec Pierce 37 652 17.6 2 [ied 173 afior the first quarter,
Home 5-1 34 24 60 6-0 229 games- the best m_a'k of ﬂllvlealllll Josiah Deguara 39 504 129 7 -Cincinnati started redshirt freshman Ben Bryant for the first
Away 24 14 24 42 43 1317 |INhecountry Mg Watsnan! | Rashad Medaris 25 354 1422 (e snapnivg s Besamne sreak ol for Desmond Sier
Neutral 0-1 0-0 00 1-0 1-0 2-1 Ellll 0' _season Defel}se Tkl Sks TFEL Int |qver his past two games. Bryant finished with 229 for Cincinnati’s
Conference 4-4 1-7 26 62 72 2021 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Darrick Forrest 1060 3.5 3 | fourth-highest passing gamé this season. “He did a great job.” Fic-
H kell said of Bryant. “No one wants turnovers. Again, we had obvi-
Non-Conf 3-2 3-1 22 5-0 41 17-6 105 Bryan Wright 1003.5 10 0 ryant. N rs. Again,
ously a few too many of those. He had poise, he had confidence.
ATS 6-7 39 4-6-17-6 9-5 29-33-1{| o Perry Yout}g 81 1 75 2 He didn’t’ seem rattled at any time in the game.”
Home Fav 2-3 12 03 4-2 32 10-12 85 Jarell White 66 1 65 1 Cincinnati 585 585 24 Cover: 4
Home Dog 1-0 0-4 1-1 0-0 1-0 3-5 s Coby Bryant 54 0 2.5 1 I\ﬁmphkils had 2 25 2-11% L -9 g §9t . Ungza: 2.457 |
Away Fav 1-2 1-1 0-1 1-1 22 5-7 61 ~— / Ja’Von Hicks 50 0 05 5 éd;emﬁd;;piisagot;iTDr\?vithoYYxllflegf? ut incy a 858-447 ya
Away Dog 2-1 12 3-1-12-2 2-1 10-7-1 || ® Kicking FG LG XP ) ) ’
Boston Coll 555 54 6 Under: 10
Conference 53 2-6 2-4-14-4 54 18-21-1/ & Sam Crosa 14-19 44 51-51 |Cincimmati o0 %5 75 38 Cover 245
Non-Conf 1-4 1-3 2-2 32 4-1 11-12 Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK |-Cincinnati had 33-8 first down and 459-164 yard edges including
o 67 110-147-1 67 3-11 20-422| = s s v s oo | James Smith  42.4 27 10 0 |343-77onthe ground.
—_— !
2015 (SU: 7-6, ATS: 6-7,0/0: 6-1 2016 (SU: 4-8, ATS: 3-9, 0/U: 1-10-1) 2017(SU: 4-8, ATS: 4-6-1,0/U:4-1 2018 (SU: 11-2, ATS: 7-6,0/U: 6-7 2019 (SU: 11-3, ATS: 9-5, 0/U: 3-11)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Oé)onenl Line Score W/LO/U
9/5  Alabama A&M -45° 52-10 L 059(9/3  UT-Martin 37287 L u7l8/31 AustinPeay — -42°26-14L u58'|9/1 atUCLA F14726-17 W u63 (8729 UCLA " Pl §aid WV g
9/12 Temple -6’ '26-34 L 05519/10 at Purdue -4 3820 W u59[9/9  at Michigan +33 14-36 W us50°(9/8_ atMiami, Oh — +1" 21-0 W ud7 |51, VoD Qy _17 3513 W udd’
9/19 at Miami, Oh 20" 37-33 L~ 060 l9/15  Houston +7° 16-40 L u64(9/16 at Miami,Oh  +4 21-17 W u4g’[9/15 Alabama A&M -43* 63-7 W 051 |97 ’
9/24 atMemphis  +8 46-33 W 070°l9/54  Miami, Oh <14 27-20 L u56[9/23 at Navy +10 3242 P 0527222 Ohio = -7’ 34-30L 053 (9/58 atMarshall -4 52-14 W 047’
101 Miami, FL  +7 34-23 W u70[;5); Usp 7 2045 T pes [9/30 Marshal 53138 L 032|929 at Connecticut -17 49-7 W u62 [10/4 UCF +3° 2724 W u62’
10/10 . > [10/6  Tulane -7 3721 W 048 |10/12 at Houston -8 38-23 W o051
> 10/8 at Connecticut -3 9-20 L u48(10/7 UCF +16 23-51 NA 53 < R - >
10/16 at BYU +57 24-38 L u68 . ,[10/13 10/19 Tulsa 16 24-13 L u47
10/24 Connecticut -2 37-13 W u57710/15 10/14 at South Florida +24 3-33 'L u64’)100 ot Temple-ot  +3 17-24 L 47 [10/26
1031 OoE 26 327 W ugl [10/22 East Carolina -1’ 31-19 W u63’[10/21 SMU-ot +6 2831 W 661027 e SMU-or . -9 2620 L uso (13" at East Carolina 24 4643 L o4
> 13- K B 5 onnecticut -347 48- ud3’
11/7 atHouston  +8 3033 W u70‘i(1)g9 aBtJample ALk i?ﬁiﬂ Tul w6 1706w usa |13 Navy -12242:0 W ud®|{1/16 ar USK 3350171 uie
11/14 Tulsa -21 49-38 L 076 u at Tulane A w4 11/10 USF -14”35-23 L 053’|11/23 Temple 9" T15-13L udd’
11/20 at USF -2 27-65L o064 [11/12 at UCF | +11 3-24 L u52[11/10 Temple . 127 2435L 048111/17 at UCF +7° 13-38 L u60’|11/29 at Memphis +13°24-34 W 159
11/28 at East Carolina -1 19-16 W u69’[11/18 Memphis +7° 7-34 L u59’|11/18 at East Carolina -3’ 20-48 L 067 |11/23 East Carolina  -17 56-6 W 050 [12/7 at Memphis +9 2429 W us®’
12/24 + San Diego St +2 7-42 L u56°’[11/25 at Tulsa-ot +23’37-40 W 063 |11/25 Connecticut -5 2221 L u58’12/31 1 Virginia Tech -5’ 35-31 L 053 [1/2 1 Boston College-7" 38-6 W u54
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NAVY

Head Coach (Yr)
Ken Niumatalolo (13)
Offensive Coord.
Tvin Jasper (13)
Defensive Coord.
Brian Newberry (2)
Conference/Div

American

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

After going 3-10 in 2018 (their worst season since 2002), expectations weren’t
high for Navy last year. However, the Midshipmen matched the second-big-
%est improvement in win-loss record of any team in FBS history! Navy won
1 wins for only the second time and their only losses came against Memphis
and Notre Dame on the road. We upgraded Navy 17 points in our power ratings
from the start of the season, which was more than any team in the country.

This year we expect Navy to take a step back. The number one reason is the
loss of QB Malcolm Perry who ran for a QB FBS record 2,017 rush yards last
gear (21 TD’s) while also throwing for 1,084 yards (7-3 ratio). Perry
e the likely replacement. Navy does return FB’s Jamale Carothers and Nelson | #
Smith who ran for a combined 1,305 yards and 21 TD’s last year. Top slot back
%508 rush/rec yardsf)
ygc). The oft

0

CJ Williams
chal Cooper (21.1
Higgins. Niumatol
al
6). This year they

Springer (8 sacks, 16

The schedule sets up well as Navy avoids UCF and Cincinnati and also gets
Memphis at home in conference action. The Notre Dame game has been moved
from Ireland as the Irish will visit Annapolis for the very first time! Currently,
we prOfect 10 of their 12 games to be decided by single-digits. If Olsen works
out well at QB, Navy could contend for the AA

dividends. Nav% went from allowing 426 ypg
ri

2020 Nav

Team Profile
2020 Team Power Rating

Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year -6.4

2020 Strength of Schedule
2020 Season Win Projection
Returning Starters (OFF/DEF)
Return Starting QB (YES/NO)
Returning Production %
Returning Offense Production
Returning Defense Production
2020 Recruiting (Signees)
2020 Roster Talent Rank

rought in a new D.C. last year in Brian
ng back seven starters led by LB

TFL’s) entered the transfer portal.

also returns along with leading receiver My-
ensive line loses their top guy in center Ford

(No. 86) to only 314 ypg (No.
iego
100 tackles and 12 TFL’s. The team suffered a big loss in spring when DE Jacob

#
688 56
126
653 78
71 44
13 (6/7) 45
NO
58% 87
50% 100
66% 58
40 126
112

Isen will
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Rushing Navy Rk Opp Rk
YPC 6.1 4 32 10
YPG 360.5 1 105.8 10
Passing Navy Rk Opp Rk
Comp % 52.9% 117 56.6% 28
YPA 119 2 79 94
YPG 952 128 208.3 38
TD-INT 10-4 19-12
Total Navy Rk Opp Rk
YPP 6.8 10 53 36
YPG 4558 19 3142 16
Scoring Navy Rk Opp Rk
PPG 372 12 223 34
3rd Down Navy Rk Opp Rk
% 46.2% 18 32.7% 20
Red Zone Navy Rk Opp Rk
TD % 79.6% 2 57.9% 55
Scoring % 95.9% 3 78.9% 30
KO Ret Navy Rk Opp Rk
Avg 169 115 22.1 93
Punt Ret Navy Rk Opp Rk
Avg 6.2 8 8.7 80
Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
30 52 17 13
TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
# 80 47 69 44
Net Punt Navy Rk
Avg 39.1 47
4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
AttP/Gm 2.6 9  onTwiller:
Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
Margin ~ +6 27
Penalties Rk
Per Game 4.2 4

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Holy Cross 545 535 7 Under: 1.5

avy =205 24 45 Cover: 14
-Navy dominated as the final would indicate including a 428-64
rushing yard edge.
East Carolina 55 54 10 Under: 2
Navy -9 -7.5 42 Cover: 24.5

-Navy dominated with 27-10 first down and 468-222 yard edges
including 315-84 on the ground.

-Navy QB Malcolm Perry threw for 151 yards and 2 TD’s and also
added 156 rushing yards and 4 TD’s.

Navy 545 54 23 Over: 4
Memphis -14 -11 35 Cover: 1

-Navy actually had 20-12 first down and 373-301 yard edges in-
cluding 291-105 on the ground.

-After trailing 20-7 midway through the second quarter, Memphis
got a 99-yard kick return TD. The Tigers defense controlled the
second half as Memphis outscored Navy 28-3 to close the game.
-Navy’s offense only managed 71 yards in the second half.

Air Force -3 -3 25 Over: 12.5
Navy 52 46.5 34 Cover: 12
-Navy only had a 376-354 yard edge but did out-rush Air Force
214-108 and had a 6.5-5.0 yards per play advantage.

-The game had an announced attendance of 37,957 -- the 4th-larg-
est crowd in the history of Navy-Marine Corps Stadium.

-Navy did score on a fumble return TD on the final play.

Navy 525 -1 45 Cover: 27
Tulsa -2 53 17 Over: 9

-Navy had a 423-323 yard edge including 388-69 on the ground.
-Navy QB Malcolm Perry ran for 218 yards and 3 TD’s.

South Florida 50.5 51.5 3 Under: 13.5
Navy -13 -15.5 35 Cover: 16.5
-Navy had 23-13 first down and 457-264 yard edges including
434-150 on the ground and won despite being -2 in TO’s.

-Navy QB Malcolm Perry ran for 188 yards and 2 TD’s.

-It was the first time the Midshipmen did not allow a touch-
down since 2013. “I’ve been in this stadium for 22 years, man,
and that was as dominant as a defensive performance against

areally good team that I’ve seen in a really long time,” Niuma-
talolo said.

Tulane 56 58 38 Cover: 1

Navy -4 Over: 21

-3 1
-Tulane had 24-21 first down and 477-453 yard edges.
-Navy led 24-0 in the 1H and 31-14 at halftime but needed a 48-
yard FG on the final play of the game for the win.

crown. lQ 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total Nav, -26.5  -26.5 56 Cover: 19.5
2020 Schedule with BP Projected LINeS |02 (57 1575 712°0 250 |Smssiert s o iun sisman sard Sier i
. o . Opp 62 101 52 75 0 290 [-Navy had 24-21 first down and 573-311 yard edges including
Date | Opponent |Line|Win %| Line| Total|Score[W/L|O/Ul = 408-106 on the ground. )
] 29 Notre Dame 12.8 20()/ 201 stal Marglns -Navy was +3 in TO’s and outscored Uconn 28-0 in the 2H.
> 0 A -Navy QB Malcolm Perry became the second player in Navy his-
9/5 Marglns +/_ Rk tory to rush for at least 1,000 yards in three straight seasons, join-
9/ 2 1 € 1 -40.6 99Cy ing Keenan Reynolds who accomplished the feat in 2013-2015.
~alayette i oA Rush YPC +29 2 Navy 54 555 20  Over 165
9/19 |at Tulane -1.4 153% ’ Notre Dame d1 775 52 Cover: 245
9/26 "emole -9.3 [73% PaSS YPA +4.0 4 -Navy had a 20-18 first down edge but ND was more explosive
0/3 at Air Force 04 50% YPP + 1 . 5 14 1);]\lIIDh 3/3513;‘3&0%81"3:&%:“ 4 of Navy’s TO’s turned into ND TD’s.
0/ 0 “We got our butts whipped and it started with me,” Navy
0/ 7 9 C 1 _6 3 67()/ YPG +14 1 ,6 9 coach Ken Niumatalolo said. “They had a great plan on both
at b. Carolina - o 0 . sides of the ball and we just got a total butt-whipping.”
0/24 Houston -4.2 163% Scormg +14.9 15 SMU 69 685 28 Under: 5.5
/31]at SMU 1.6 [47% BRI I O | Navy 45 35 35 Cover: 3.5
/7 T 8 8 72(‘y 2019 Indl“l““al stats -Navy dominated more than the final indicated with 28-15 first
ulsa -0. 0 ¢ . . ; .
- ) Bold = Ret down and 540-344 yard edges including 378-93 on the ground.
/14 Memphls 2.5 145% . olil = hewurning o . |-SMU did lead 21-10 at halftime and was stopped on downs on
211at USF 2.6 159% Passing Att Yds %  Ratio|4th&4 at the Navy 12-yard line with 2:36 Ieft.
- Malcolm Perry 86 1084 55.8 7-3 |-Navy QB Malcolm Perry threw for 162 yards and ran for 195
128 5 Perry Olsen 8 45 250 1-] [vadsand2TD’s
2/1 2 ';' ArmV -89 72 A) Rushing Att Yds YPC TD Navy -7.5 -9 56 Cover: 6
Proiected Wins 7.20 Houston 55 57.5 41 Over: 39.5
J : Malcolm Perry  29520176.8 21 | _UH had a 21-20 first down edge but Navy a 554-527 yard edge.
Jamale Carothers 111 734 6.6 14 |-Navy was +5in TO’s and scored 3 TD’s off those 5 UH TO’s.
last 5 vear necords Ial Nelson Smith 116 571 49 7 -Navy FB Jamale Carothers ran for 188 yards and 5 TD’s.
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total | SINCE 2003, Navy is 32-14-1 KIS} Cj Williams 56 298 53 3 |Amv 8o T Unden2
Straight Up 11-2 9-5 7-6 3-10 11-2 41-25 (70%) as a,loall underdog [+6 ATS Receiving RecYds YPCTD -Navy had 17-9 first down and 396-148 yard edges including 395-
Home 70 51 51 32 60 264 |D0g).Thats the hestmark of any Mychal Cooper 18 380 21.1 2 123 on the ground.
Away 32 32 24 06 32 11-1¢ |teamin the country! CJ Williams 7 210 30.0 2 -Navy QB Malcolm Perry ran for 304 yards and 2 TD’s. Perry be-
End n' season came the fourth quarterback in FBS history to rush for 300 yards.
Neutral 1-0 12 0-1 02 2-0 45 A Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int | ‘Niumatalolo became the winningest coach in the history of the
Conference 7-1 72 44 2-6 7-1 27-14 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Diego Fagot 10055 6.5 1  |Amy-Navy series with nine wins. .
Non-Conf 4-1 2-3 3-2 14 4-1 14-11 105 Kevin Brennan 81 0 25 2 ~Perry passed l\vfapoleon McCallum to set Navy’s smglcv—s‘cas_on
ATS 0-4 842562 5.7-110-3 37-24-5 Jacob Springer 69 8 3 0 rushing mark with 1,804 yards. Perry also became Navy’s sin-
- -4-2 5-6- -7- . -24- 95 : 3 .
gle-season record-holder in total offense (2,831 yards).
Home Fav 6-1 1-1-21-2-2 1-1 4-1 13-6-4 || & Paul Carothers 61 4 45 0 Kansas State 2 52,5 17 Under: 15.5
Home Dog 0-0 2-0 0-1 12 1-0 4-3 7 E Evan Fochtman 53 1 1.5 2 Navy _ SL5 25 20 Cover: 0.5
AwayFav 2-1 30 2-1 03 30 105 || ] Michael McMorris47 0 2.5 1 [j fad 1510 first down and 421-170 yard edges including 323-
Away Dog 1-1 02 2-1 2-1 02 57 5 K_l_Cklng_ FG LG XP -Navy QB Malcolm Perry ran for 213 yards. Perry ran for
Conference 6-2 5-2-22-4-2 4-4 62 23-14-4|| Bijan Nichols  12-17 49 61-62 |2.017 yards this year to set a FBS record by a QB. .
Non-Conf 32 32 32 13-14-1 14-10-1| | Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK [-After going 3-10 last year, Navy matched the second-biggest
o/u 6-6-19-5 58 7-6 7-6 34-31-1 20152016 2017 2098 2019 Owen White 428 156 0 issa}?DBg_hn{siﬁ?n fmprovement i win-loss record of any team
—_
2015 (SU: 11-2, ATS: 9-4,0/U: 6-6-10 | 2016 (SU: 9-5, ATS: 8-4-2,0/U:9-5) | 2017 [SU: 7-6, ATS: 5-6-2, 0/U: 5-8) 2018 (SU: 3-10, ATS: 5-1-1,0/U:7-6] 2019 (SU: 11-2, ATS: 10-3, 0/U: 7-6)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score  W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/5  Colgate -26° 48-10 W 050°(9/3  Fordham -18°52-16 W 067 [9/1 atFlorida Atl -9 42-19 W u65(9/1 at Hawaii -12 41-59 L 061°(8/31 Hr«lylfy Cross =24 45-7 W us3’
9/12 9/10  Connecticut -4 28-24 P 044 19/9  Tulane -9 23-21'L u49’l9/8  Memphis +7 2221 W u67 |97
9/19 East Carolina -5 4521 W 058 %Z at Tulane -6° 21-14 W u43’ ggg Cincinnat 0 92327 o052 9/15 Lehigh 33 5121 L 057 9/1411 East Carolina -7 42-10 W u54
i - - t! - - ’ - -
9/26  at Connecticut _7, 28_18 w 1148,10/1 at Air Force 47 1428 L ud9(9/30 atl%ﬂlggal R 3T W 370,9/22 at SMU 6 30-31 L 060 9/56  at Memphis 11 2335 L 054
10/3  Air Force 5’ 33-11 W u49 N B X s 9/29 s
10/10 at Notre Dame +14 24-41 L 058 |10/8_ Houston +17°46-40 W 051°[10/7  Air Force . -7 48-45 L 053 (10/6 at Air Force 2 735 L u47 |10/5_ Air Force +3 34-25 W 046
10117 10715 ) 10/14 at Memphis ~ +3° 27-30 W u72|10/13 Templo Yo 1724 4o 10712 at Tulsa 13517 W 033
»[10/22 Memphis +17 42-28 W 057°|10/21 UCF 9> 21-31 L u65 % 5 >110/19 USF -15735-3 W usl’
10/24 Tulane -24 31-14 L u56 s 4% 10/20 Houston +11°36-49 L 059
10/31 USF 7 2917W usl 10/28 at +6’ 45-52 L 066 (10/ 10/27 + Notre D: 123 2244 W 054’ 10/26 Tulane -4 41-38 L 058
117 at Memphis 110 4520 W “65 11/5 1 Notre Dame  +7 28-27 W u64 |11/2 " at Temple 7 2634L osl|i7)3 'IC‘? re artlpe 0 42 N 048’ 11/1 at Connecticut -26> 56-10 W 054’
114 SMUTT 20" 53.14 W 561 [11/13 Tulsa o 30 AR, ol0|ITl SMU 34340 06T 1710 a UCE T 424 24 ues [
- - 061 [11/19 at East Carolina -8* 66-31 W 065 |[1/18 at Notre Dame +19° 1724 W u59°|11/10 at UCF 124 24-35 W u68 111/16 at Notre Dame +7" 20-52 L 055’
11/21 at Tulsa -13 44-21 W u66 [11/26 at SMU -7 7531 W 065°|11/24 at Houston 1+4° 14241 w55 |!11/17 Tulsa -5 3729 W 051°(11/23 S 3> 3528 W u6l’
11/27 at Houston -1 31-52 L 058°112/3  Temple <27 1034 L u60 (129" % Army 3 13-14 L u45|11/24 at Tulane +6  28-29 W 052°|11/30 at Houston -9 56-41 W 057’
12712 1 Army 22 21-17 L u30[12/10 § Army. 5 1721 L w7135 12/1 12/14 T Army 11 317 W ud0’
12/28 Pittsburgh -3 44-28W 053'[12/23 { Louisiana Tech+7 45-48 W 067'[12/38 Virginia -1 497 W 055(12/8 fAmmy +7 10-17 P u39 |12/31 IKansas St 27 20-17W w52




" B A | Team Profile
SM 2020 Team Power Rating 68.0 63
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-2.3 94
2020 Strength of Schedule 64.5 81
2020 Season Win Projection 7.1 46
Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 13 (7/6) 69
?&?&%"?ﬁé‘s X7 [Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES
82&’;?&‘1’150?{)‘1 Returning Production % 64% 70
AJ Ricker (f') Returning Offense Production  75% 35
22&2511(‘; eC&O)rd- Returning Defense Production  53% 97
Conference/Div  |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 15 81
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 75

2019 was a breakout year for the Mustangs. They were ranked for the first time
since 1986, had double-digit wins for the first time since 1984, were 8-0 for the
first time since 1982 and set a slew of school records -- including points (544),
points per game (41.8) and sacks (51). However, they did lose three of their,
last five including a “no-show” in the bowl game against a depleted FAU team.

This year’s team welcomes back 13 starters led by QB Shane Buechele who
threw for 3,929 yards with a 34-to-10 TD-to-INT ratio. Leading rusher Xavier,
Jones departs after running for 1,276 yards and 23 TD’s. The Mustangs also
lose leading receiver James Proche who had 1,225 yards and 15 TD’s and was
a 6th round draft pick. It should be noted that Reggie Roberson (803 yards,
18.7 ypc) was their top guy until he missed the final five games due to injury.
All-AAC TE Kylen Granson (721 yards, 9 TD’s) is also back. The offensive
line returns four starters led by All-AAC LT Jaylon Thomas. While last year’s
defense allowed 445 ypg and 33 ppg, they were one of the best at creating
pressure. However, SMU loses their top two pass rushers in LB Patrick Nelson
and DE Delontae Scott who combined for 22 sacks and 36 TFL’s! SMU does
bring back their leading tackler in Richard McBryde (98 tackles, 9.5 TFL’s).

As far as the schedule we currently project nine of their games to be decided
by a TD or less. SMU should start the season 3-0 and then they host TCU and
Memphis, arguably their two toughest games. We certainly think the Mustangs

2020 SMU Foothall Preview

2019 Stats

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

will be back in a bowl but it will be tough matching last year’s 10 wins.

Rushing SMU Rk Opp Rk
YPC 44 67 39 48
YPG 180.8 43 1564 63
Passing SMU Rk Opp Rk
Comp % 62.2% 46  60.0% 60
YPA 8.0 35 78 &9
YPG 309 13 288.6 125
TD-INT  35-11 34-9

Total SMU Rk Opp Rk
YPP 6.1 42 58 81
YPG 489.8 9 4450 107
Scoring SMU Rk Opp Rk
PPG 418 7 334 109
3rd Down SMU Rk Opp Rk
% 43.9% 29 37.6% 48
Red Zone SMU Rk Opp Rk
TD % 61.1% 64 56.3% 42
Scoring % 76.4% 107 85.4% 86
KORet SMU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 26.1 10 18.0 20
Punt Ret SMU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 8.1 62 48 21
Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
# 51 2 17 17
TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
# 117 3 69 44
Net Punt SMU Rk

Avg 36.5 106

4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
Att P/Gm 2.3 22 onTwitter:
Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
Margin ~ +4 38

Penalties Rk

Per Game 6.4 82

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
SMU 58.5 57.5 37 Cover: 9.5
Arkansas State -3 -2.5 30 Over: 9.5

-SMU had 29-25 first down and 508-414 yard edges.
-Biggest play was a 98-yard kick return TD for SMU after Arkan-
sas St took a 23-16 lead mid-way through the 3Q.

North Texas 68 73.5 27 Over: 2.5
SMU -4.5 -3.5 49 Cover: 18.5
-SMU had a 503-396 yard edge.

-SMU QB Shane Buechele threw for 292 yards and 3 TD’s.

Texas State 60 5 62 17 Over: 2

SMU -17.5 47 Cover: 12.5
-SMU had 23-15 ﬁrst down and 639-241 yard edges including
390-16 on the ground.

-SMU won and covered despite being -2 in TO’s.

-The game was only 13-3 at halftime with a SMU TD with :38 left
putting the game OVER the total.

-SMU started the season 3-0 for the first time since 1984.
SMU 54.5 41 Cover: 11

TCU -135 -8 38 Over: 24.5
-TCU had 23-16 first down and 424-406 yard edges including
236-118 on the ground but were -2 in TO’s.

-SMU ended a seven-game losing streak in the 99th meeting be-
tween the schools.

SMU -8 -7.5 Cover: 19.5
South Florida 59.5 62 Over: 7

-SMU had 31-22 first down and 497- 342 yard cdgcs including
245-54 on the ground.

-SMU led 34-0 at halftime and cruised in the second half.

-SMU QB Shane Buechele was 21 of 25 for 226 yards and 3 TD’s
while RB Xavier Jones ran for 155 yards and 2 TD’s.

-The Mustangs now are 5-0 for the first time since 1983.

Tulsa 59.5 63.5 37 Cover: 6.5
SMU -15 -125 43 Over: 16.5
-Tulsa had a 500-400 yard edge but were -2 in TO’s.

-Ranked for the first time in 33 years, the No. 24 Mustangs
overcame a 3-TD deficit in the 4Q, converted six fourth downs
and finally won in the third overtime.

-This matched the 2nd-largest comeback in school history, the
largest being a win at Baylor in 1975 after being down 25.
Temple 59 60 21 Over: 6

SMU -7 -9 45 Cover: 15
-SMU dominated much more than the final as they had 33-15 first
down and 655-273 yard edges including 198-69 on the ground.
-SMU QB Shane Buechele threw for 457 yards and 6 TD’s.
-SMU WR Reggie Roberson had 250 receiving yards on just 8

#

SMU 128 149 97 157 13 544 |receptions (31.3 ypc) and 3 TD’s.
2020 scned“le WIIII BP P""ected I.“les -The Mustangs have opened the season with seven straight
Opp 55 1221271237 434 |71 s have 0 ;
Date onent Llne lIl 0 nel otal Score /U wins for the ﬁr§1 time since 1982, w he'n tl}ey were IQ-O en route
—L 2019 slat Mar Ins to an 11-0-1 finish. The seven-game winning streak is their lon-
9/5 at Texas State [-17.4/91% g gesdt sintcehv»iltllrllipg e'iglt“t“lmti'gt'l:t during thte 1984-85 seasons
- and matches their win total of the previous two years.
9/12 | St F. Austin |-32.2(97% Margins +/- o T
9/19 |at North Texas |-8.9 [72% Rush YPC +0.5 51 Houston 665 655 31 Cover 10
Misleading Final: Houston had a 510-385 yard edge but were -2
9/26 | TCU 6.7 133% Pass YPA +02 63  [wtos e
10/1 Mem‘phis 4 6 37(y ‘ -The Mustangs took advantage of Houston’s three turnovers, con-
10/10 - 0 YPP —|—O 3 61 verting them into 14 points. SMU had seven sacks for 51 yards
* and 13 tackles for loss.
10/17]at Tulane ___-0.6 [52% YPG +44.8 49 Jow 695 TS 48 Covenos
10/24 Cincinnati 3 0 41 % SCOI‘lng +8 .4 32 —i{MU Td l27d 252 f;rzst d(‘)jv&::loand 553-514 yard edges.
== emphis le mi
10/31 Navy -1.6 [55% 2019 Indl“ld“al stats SMU QB Shane Buechele threw for 456 yards and 3 TD’s.
1 1/5 at Temt)le -1 7 550/ A -SMU came in having forced a turnover in 19 straight games, but
- u Bold = Ilelllrnlnu .| the second-longest active streak in the nation ended.
11/14|at Tulsa -1.5 [53% Passing tt Yds % Ratio -SI:\/IU pla)ll(e((i] Witﬂo}l},\! th;ir leading ;e};:gia/}er indReggig Roberson
who is ranked eighth in the nation witl ards receiving.
11211 Houston 2.1 157% Shane Buechele 490 3929627 34-10] vho i ranked cig y ving
— Rushin: Att Yds YPCTD East Carolina 67.5 74.5 51 Cover: 14.5
11/28|at E. Carolina |-5.4 [65% g SMU 245 225 59 Over:355
. . Xavier Jones 244 12765.2 23 |-SMU had a 33-27 first down edge but ECU a 644-636 yard edge.
Projected Wins 7.08 Ke’Mon Freeman 122 517 4.2 5 |-SMU QB Shane Buechele threw for 414 yards and 5 TD's.
Receiving Rec Yds YPCTD -RB Xavier Jones ran for 157 yards and 3 TD’s.
Last 9 Year Records AJ S smg 3 James Proche 111 122511.0 15 {SMY O, %2 2% Undends
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total |LaSt year SMU was 10-3 1o the} Reggie Robersond3 803 18.7 6 | -Navy dominated more than the final indicated with 28.15 first
Straight Up 2-10 57 7-6 57 10-3 29-33 |OVER With their games g0ing| Kylen Granson 43 721 16.8 9  |down and 540-344 yard edges including 378-93 on the ground.
Home 25 24 61 33 60 1013 (OVERINGlotalby9.5png, e Best] Rashee Rice 25 403 16.1 1 | ;SMU did lead 21-10 at alftime and was sopped on downs on
Away 0-5 3-3 1-4 2-4 43 10-19 |markinthe country. Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int | s 0T Under: 145
Neutral 00 00 0-1 00 0-0 O0-1 End of Season Richard McBryde98 3.5 6 0 |svu 335 57 Coveriss
Conference 1-7 3-5 4-4 44 6-2 1822 iner nali“g 2015-19 Patrick Nelson 80 12 1 Misleading Final. Tulane had 26-18 first down and 465-377 yard
Non-Conf 1-3 22 32 13 4-1 11-11 105 Rodney Clemons 78 0 3 4 edges. Tulane was stopped on downs 4 times and also missed a FG.
ATS 57 84 6-6-157 85 3229-1| s Delano Robinson76 2.5 3.5 0 |SMU .o 30 o130 28 Ower 165
Home Fav 2-1 1-0 42 0-1 4-2 11-6 85 Trevor Denbow 64 0.5 1.5 0 _FAU had 30-24 first down and 521-425 yard edges. T
Home Dog 1-3 2-3 1-0 3-2 00 7-8 7 — Turner Coxe 50 35 5 0 -A bunch of key FAU starters, including the school’s only ﬁrst;
AvayFav 00 20 01 02 13 35 |5 Brandon Stephens49 0 2.5 0 [t Al A vere g nd AU b n e co)
Away Dog 2-3 3-1 1-2-12-2° 3-1 11-9-1 " - Kld.“ng FG LG XP for the first time since 1986, had (iouble-dig.it wins for the first
Conference 2-6 5-3  2-5-1 4-4 4-4 17-22-1{| ,, Kevin Robledo  10-13 34 42-45 |time since 1984, were 8-0 for the first time since 1982 and set a
Non-Conf 3-1 3-1 4-1 13 41 157 | 0 |Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK |0 0000 ey (51) and rushisg touchdonns (15 <"
O/U 84 57 7-6 5-7 10-3 35-27 015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Trevor Denbow 38.7 8 6 0 o i ’
—_—
2015 (SU: 2-10, ATS: 5-7,0/U: 8-4) 2016 (SU: 5-1,ATS: 8-4,0/0:5-1 2017 (SU: 7-6, ATS: 6-6-1,0/U: 7-6) 2018 (SU: 5-1,ATS: 5-1,0/U:5-1 2019 (SU: 10-3 ATS: 8-5, 0/U:10-3)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent . Line Score W/LO/U [Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Op onent Lin’e Score W/LO/U!
9/4  Baylor +36°21-56 W 07119/3  at North Texas -8 34-21 W u67°9/2  Stephen F. Austin -30 58-14 W 070°[9/]  at North Texas +3° 23-46 L u71 |8/31 rkansas St 42’ 3730 W 057’
9/12 NorthTexas -6 31-13 W u61°9/10 at Baylor +32°13-40 W u73 (99 NorthTexas  -13 5432 W 064 lo/7  TCU +23 1242 L w59’ [o)7, ¥;$l:;cxas SLeEW o
9/19 at TCU +37°37-56 W 067°9/17 Liberty -14° 29-14 W u64’[9/16 at TCU 223650 W 064l9/15 at Michigan  +36'20-45 W 034 [95] a TCU 18 4138 W o34’
9/26 James Madison -7’ 45-48 L 076’9/24 TCU 21333 L ued |23 Arkansas SU -3 4421 W U925 Navy-ot 46 3130 W 060 [9/28 at USF 74821 W o062
10/3 East Carolina  +5° 23-49 L 066 [10/1 at Temple +12°20-45 L 052° onnecticut  -16 - 49- 072 19/29  Houston Baptist -44> 63-27 L 069°[10/5 Tulsa-30t 212243371 063
108 atHousion ~ +25°28-49 W o72[10/7 atTulsa-ot  +16 40-43 W o6 [10)7, atHouston — #97 22-35 L w6066 o ycF 252048 L (02 o 45l W o6
10/17 10/15 g 10/13 emple E - 060
10/24 at USF +12°14-38 L 62 [10/22 Houston 1223816 W w6103 ot Cincinnati-ot -6 3128 L U8 |00 at Tulane +7° 2723 W us6 10724 atFouston o -13 3431 L ubt
10/31 Tulsa +2° 31-40 L u75 [10/29 at Tulane -1 3531 W 0507114 UCF 114°2431 W u74°[1027 Cincinnati-ot ~ +9  20-26 W u50 “ /9 Bt o e 2 50311 o
11/6  Temple +13 40-60 L 051 [11/5 Memphis +3 7-51 L u65(11/11 atNavy +3 40-43 P 067’|11/3 Houston +14 4531 W 0707 [
11/14 at Navy +20°14-55 L 061 |11/12 at East Carolina +7 55-31 W 063 |11/18 at Memphis +12 45-66 L 069°|11/10 at Connecticut  -18” 62-50 L = 066 11/23 at Navy +3° 28-35L  u68’
11/21 Tulane -3 49-21 W 056 [11/19 USF +12°27-35 W u73 [11/25 Tulane -7 41-38 L 068 [11/16 Memphis +8 18-28 L u75 [11/30 Tulane =37 3720 W w71’
11/28 at Memphis +20 0-63 L u71 [11/26 Navy +7 31-75 L 065°|12/20  Louisiana Tech-4’ 10-51 L u70’[11/24 at Tulsa 22> 24-27 L u53’[12/21 atFlorida At -7° 28-52 L 063’
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2020 Houston Foothall Preview

Team Profile
2020 Team Power Rating
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year 6.3
2020 Strength of Schedule
2020 Season Win Projection
Returning Starters (OFF/DEF)
Return Starting QB (YES/NO)
Returning Production %
Returning Offense Production
Returning Defense Production
2020 Recruiting (Signees)
2020 Roster Talent Rank

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

Dana Holgorsen’s first season in Houston made headlines for all the wrong
reasons. It started with star QB D’Eriq King and leading receiver Keith Corbin
deciding to take a redshirt after four games to preserve eligibility. It was a bold
strategy by Holgorsen but the Cougars would stumble to 4-8, their worst record
since 2004. Houston’s lack of depth showed as they outscored their opponents
by 29 in the first half and were outscored by 69 points in the second half. While
the season seemed like a big disappointment, note that Cougars were only fa-

vored in two games as they went 0-6 against ranked teams.

This season, Houston looks poised for a big bounce back thanks to the return
of 18 starters. QB Clayton Tune got plenty of experience last year (1,533 yards,
11-9 ratio) with King out and leading rusher Kyle Porter (615 yards) also re-
turns. The receiving corps returns their top three guys led by All-AAC Marquez
Stevenson (907 yards and 9 TD’s) and Corbin is also back. The offensive line
brings back four starters and eight with starting experience. The defense strug-
gled mightily last year as the Cougars allowed 6.8 yards per play (No. 127 in
the country). For better or worse, most of their players return led by NB Grant
Stuard (97 tackles, 9.5 TFL’s) and there are many incoming transfers.

The Cougars have arguably the toughest schedule in the AAC as they play the
top 5 teams in the league and four of those games are on the road. Mix in a
couple of long road trips to BYU and Washington St in non-conference action
and despite the much improved roster, Houston might struggle to get past 6-6.

68.4 62
10
692 62
63 67
19 (10/9) 1
YES
83% 3
73% 42
93% 3
17 82
71

2019 Stats

Rushing UH Rk Opp Rk
YPC 4.9 34 52 117
YPG 1882 37 179.1 85
Passing UH Rk Opp Rk
Comp % 56.1% 99 61.2% 80
YPA 7.8 52 84 118
YPG 2033 91 2884 124
TD-INT 19-12 29-8

Total UH Rk Opp Rk
YPP 6.0 53 6.8 127
YPG 391.5 78 4675 118
Scoring UH Rk Opp Rk
PPG 307 51 34.0 113
3rd Down UH Rk Opp Rk
% 34.8% 108 39.9% 72
Red Zone UH Rk Opp Rk
TD % 51.2% 109 75.6% 127
Scoring % 88.4% 35 88.9% 110
KORet UH Rk Opp Rk
Avg 217 47 176 14
PuntRet UH Rk Opp Rk
Avg 114 28 72 62
Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
# 21 96 35 108
TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
# 67 92 95 120
Net Punt UH Rk

Avg 436 2

4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
AttP/Gm 1.4 82  onTwitter:
Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
Margin -7 109

Penalties Rk

Per Game 4.8 18

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Houston 80 80.5 31 Cover: 4.5
Oklahoma -26 -22.5 49 Under: 0.5

-OU had a 686-408 yard edge including 354-241 rushing.
-The Sooners were -2 in TO’s and mlssed 2FG’s.

-“Four years ago, they were good,” Holgorsen said. “A year
later, theli, were the best offense in college football. A year
later with a new QB, they’re the best offense in college foot-
ball. A year later, with a new quarterback, they looked the
same to me.”

Prairie View AM  77.5  77.5 17 Cover: 16
Houston -37 -36 37 Under: 23.5
-Houston only had 20-16 first down and 380-318 yard edges.
-The Cougars did lead 34-10 at halftime and they put the of-
fense away in the second half.

Washington State -10 -9.5 Under: 19
Houston 74 74 24 Cover: 2.5
-Washington St had a 489-367 yard edge and rallied from a
14-7 halftime deficit.

Houston 635 575 31 Over: 11.5

Tulane -1 -4.5 38 Cover: 2.5

Bad Beat: UH backers were covering every second of the

game until Tulane hit a 53-yard TD pass with :03 left.

-The Cougars blew a 28-7 lead and also missed two FG’s.

-Houston finished with a 533-511 yard edge.

-Houston QB D’Eriq King broke former Florida quarterback

Tim Tebow’s FBS record for the most consecutive games

(15) with at least one passing and rushing touchdown.

-It was the 21st stralgﬁt game the Houston defense recorded

a turnover, the longest active streak in the country.

Houston -3 59 46 Cover: 28.5

North Texas 675 -71.5 25 Over: 12

-NT had a 456-359 yard edge but did get out-rushed 235-96.

-Houston QB Clayton Tune (Houston QB D’Eriq now

taking a RS this year) was 16 of 20 for 124 yards and TD.

Cincinnati -5 -8.5 38 Cover: 6.5

Houston 55 51 23 Over: 10

Misleading Final: Houston had a 424-394 yard edge includ-

ing 190-131 on the ground but were -4 in TO’s

-Houston played 3 different QB’s but they only combined to
0 10 of 30 for 234 yards and while they threw 3 TD’s, they
ad 4 INT’s.

Houston -21 -215 24 Under: 16

Connecticut 585 57 17 Cover: 14.5

Misleading Final: UConn had 23-16 first down and 438-284

yard edges. UConn had a TO in Houston territory (returned

31

UH 106 114 55 93 0 368 |38 yards), was stopped on downs at the Houston 2-yard line
D 2020 scned“l!e W‘I‘!n BP Prolecltsell llnes /U Opp 87 104 116 101 0 408 ?rlc(l)lllnsltsossd(;BF[Gogan Holgorsen got the start over Clayton
ate onent ine |Win %o| Line| Total|Score/W. 2019 stat Mar “Is Tune, who suffered a hamstring injury that limited his
9/3 RICC - 1 6.2|189% g practice during the week.
9/12 lat WashSt___16.7 133% Margins /- Houston 665 55 31 Cowrld
9/19 at Memphls 104 26% Rush YPC _03 89 ;}v/leiféezdiirlllgfg’isnal: Houston had a 510-385 yard edge but
9/26 North Texas |-16.3|89% Pass YPA -0.7 86 'HOUStO}?-IQB Clayton Tunse was 18 0{133 2for 407 yards anddZ
1 TD’s w ile WR Marquez Stevenson had 211 receiving yards
13@ Tulane -7 2 69% YPP -0 : 8 1 07 Z-1"}1;11eZI\EEstsar(:rglsj ?SLE gg:/cahnet:ge of Houston’s three turnovers.
p - converting them into 14 points. SMU had seven sacks for 51
10/16lat BYU 4.1 |38% YPG 760 1 10 yards and 13 tackles for loss.
10/24|at Navy 4.2 [38% Scoring -33 91 Houston 70 725 29 Cover:65
0/3 C 90 |28 == Central Florida  -23.5 -21.5 44 Over: 0.5
1 1 UCF . % 2019 Inﬂl“ld“al stats -Houston had a 20-16 first down edge but UCF had a468-419
11/7 |at Cincinnati 8.4 130% h yard edge. Houston had a 41:31-18:29 TOP edge.
- . Bold = Returning . |Houston led 23-21 at HT before UCF scored 3 stralght TD’s.
11/14] USF -9.1 [73% Passing tt Yds % Ratio| Memphis 20 -10 45 Cover:8
0 Clayton Tune 179 153359.2 11-9Houston 655 715 27 Over: 0.5
11/21]at SMU 2.1 45% D’E);i Kin 110 663 52.7 6-2 |-Memphis had 29-14 first down and 531-256 yard edges.
11/28 Tulsa -8.4 71% Rushglg g Att Yds Yf;C TD -Houston got a blocked TD late in the game.
Projected Wins _ 6.29 Kyle Porter 130615 4.7 3  |foa IO W el
l t 5 v n u A'I's sl I Patrick Carr 67 380 5.7 4 Misleading Final: Tulsa had 18-12 first down and 380-231
as ear ecor s i a‘ Mulbah Car 59 375 6.4 3 Yl?lr(?u:g)gnes (t))tu; \é«;_re;dlir;;l;;)ces. tion return TD and a 94-yard
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Tota |After being favored in 33 of 37} Receiving Rec Yds YPCTD |fichanfm 8ot a7y P v
Straight Up 13-1 9-4 75 85 4.8 4123 |9ames from 2016-18, Houston| i Stevenson 52 907 17.4 9  |-Houston did have a 131-(-1) rushing yard edge.
Home 80 6-0 42 51 1.4 247 |Was only favored in 2 last year] jeremy Singleton 26 381 14.73  [Navy 75 9 56 Cover6
Away  4-1 23 32 3-3 33 1512 |iheirfewestsince 2001! Tre’von Bradley 16 326 20.4 1  [Houson - 55° 575 41 = Over398
Neutral  1-0 1-1 01 0-1 01 24 End of Season Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int [Jardedge. o o8 DUl RavY @ 3%
Conference 8-1 53 53 53 26 25-16 | Power Rating 2019-19 | GrantStuard 97 1 85 0  [Navywas +5 in TO's and scored 3 TD's off those TO's.
Non-Conf 50 4-1 22 32 22 167 | D. Williams 73 0 55 2 |-UH QB Clayton Tune threw for 393 yards and 4 TD's but
ATS 9-5 4-8-16-6 6-7 6-6 31-32-1{| o Donava_n Mutin 61 0 45 1 -Houston finished 4-8, the worst record for the Cougars
Home Fav 3-4 0-4-14-2 42 0-1 11-13-1|| s Gervarrius Owens54 0.5 0 1 since finishing 3-8 in 2004. Coach Dana Holgorsen finished
HomeDog 1-0 10 00 00 13 3-3 75 % Deontay Anderson48 0 15 0 xl{{l]e};s\zerg:g career losing record after going 4-8 in 2013
Away Fav  3-1 2-3 1-3 23 0-1 8-l e D D?re!( Parish 38 2 35 0 -The Cougars went 0-6 against ranked teams this season.
Away Dog 1-0 0-0 1-0 0-1 41 62 jz Kicking FG LG XP -“We didn’t give up on the season,” Holgorsen said. “We
Conference 5-4 1-6-14-4 4-4 3-5 17-23-1|| © D. Witherspoon 20-24 46 40-40 (didn’t quit coaching. We didn't quit practicing. We didn’t
Non-Conf 4-1 32 22 23 31 149 | Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK [gamerr & quit playing. Lver
O/U 6-7-149 3-9 94 6-6 28-35-1 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Dane Roy 469 30 22 0
————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2015 (SU: 13-1, ATS: 8-5, 0/U: 6-1-1 2016 (SU: 9-4, ATS: 4-8-1,0/0:4-9) 2017 (SU: 7-5, ATS: 6-6, 0/U: 3-9) 2018 (SU: 8-5, ATS: 6-1,0/U:9-4) 2019 (SU: 4-8 ATS: 6-6, 0/U: 6-6]
Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/5 Tennessee Tech -37 52-24 L 054°/9/3 1 Oklahoma +13 33-23 W u669/2 at UTSA Cancelled 0/1  at Rice 225" 4527 L 056 |9/1  at Oklahoma  +22°31-49 W u80’
912 atLouisville  +13°34-31 W 055%0/10 Lamar 42> 42-0 L u681(9/9 atArizona -1 19-16 W u68 |9/8  Arizona -3’ 45-18 W u7l [9/7  Prairic View A&M-36 37-17 L 77’
9/19 s /15 at Cincinnati -7 40-16 W u64 [9/16 Rice -22° 38-3 W u53’|9/15 atTexas Tech  -1° 49-63 L 068’(9/13  Washington St +9° 24-31 W u74
738 TexasSt 167314 W PT3 0124 at Texas St 31643 W 064923 TexasTech -6’ 24-27L u68(9/22 Texas Southern -35° 70-14 W 065 [9/19 at Tulane +4 3138 L 057’
108 g‘Mﬁsa 55 4098 1. “72 9/29  Connecticut -28 42-14 P 050 [9/30 at Temple -12°20-13 L ud4’(9/29 9/28 at North Texas +7° 46-25 W 059
Tose S e B 30 W O3 108 atNavy -17:40-46 L 051'10/7 SMU 9" 3522 W u60’|10/4_ Tulsa -18 4126 L u70’[10/5
10729 A UCH 31 %o w o34 [10/15 Tulsa 21° 3831 L u70 [10/14 at Tulsa -13° 17-45 L u63°|10/13 at East Carolina -16 42-20 W u69’|10/12 Cincinnati +8° 2338 L o5l
10/31 Vanderbilt 11320 W 0491022 at SMU 22221638 L u61°[10/19 Memphis 2 3842 L o6l [10/20 at Navy -11" 4936 W 059'|10/19 at Connecticut 21 24-17 L u57
1177 Cincinnati & 33301 u70[10/20 UCF 9" 3124 L u58'|10/28 at South Florida +10°28-24 W u55/10/27 USF 9" 5736 W 075|10/24 SMU 13 3134 W u65
11/14 Memphis 5 35341 w7011/ 11/4 East Carolina  -23” 5227 W 062’|11/3 at SMU 14 31-45L 070°|11/2 at UCF 21°29-44 W 072’
11/21 at Connectlcut -8 1720 L u49’[11/12 Tulane =257 30-18 L u50 |11/11 11/10 Temple <37 49-59 L 070 [11/9
11/27 Navy +1 52-31 W 058’[11/17 Louisville +16 36-10 W u68 |11/18 at Tulane -9 17-20 L u48 [11/15 Tulane -8” 48-17 W u68 [11/16 Memphis +10 27-45 L o71’
12/5  Templ: -5’ 24-13 W u53’[11/25 at Memphis -5 44-48 L o061 [11/24 Navy -4’ 24-14 W u55 [11/23 at Memphis +9 31-52 L 076°|11/23 at Tulsa +4> 24-14 W us57’
1231 FFlorida St 77 3824 W 036712/17 1 San Diego St -4 10-34 L 51 [12/24 f Fresno St -2° 27-33 L 050°[12/22 + Army 467 1470 L 058°|11/30 Navy 49 41-56L 057’




Team Profile

2020 Team Power Rating 64.9 76

Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-6.0 125

2020 Strength of Schedule 68.8 66

2020 Season Win Projection 5.4 93

Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 12 (5/7) 87
Witte s (o' |Return Starting QB (YES/NO) NO
Offensive Coord. [Returning Production % 44% 122
Will Hall (2) Returning Offense Production  31% 126
}:‘é{fgﬁ?ﬁg;’ rd- |Returning Defense Production 58% 87
Conference/Div. |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 21 66
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 86

Tulane head coach Willie Fritz is one of the more underrated coaches in the
(see ATS stat below). He is slowly building this Green Wave program
t way and the Green Wave just finished consecutive seasons with bowl
wins for the first time in school history. While they didn’t have a gaudy record
last season (7-6), we think it was their best team since 1998. Tulane was No. 37

count
the ri

2020 Tulane Foothall Preview

2019 Stats

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

in ypp, No. 26 in ypg, and No. 41 in ppg margins.

This year Fritz will have his work cut out for him in getting Tulane to a 3rd
straight bowl game. The Green Wave lose QB Justin McMillan who threw for
2,444 yards (17-10 ratio) and also led Tulane with 745 rushing yards and 12
TDs. Keon Howard (formerly of Southern Miss and 18 pass attempts here
last year) is the likely replacement. Corey Dauphine (575 yards, 8.0 ypc!) is
back at RB but the Green Wave lose their top two receivers in Darnell Mooney
and Jalen McCleskey who combined for 1,294 yards (15.2 ypc). The versatile
Amare Jones could see more touches after notching 1,611 all-purpose yards
last year and they also bring in Oklahoma transfer Mykel Jones. The offensive
line brings back three starters led by LG Corey Dublin. The defense will be
the strength of the team especially up front where everyone returns (98 career
starts). Keep an eye on Patrick Johnson (4 sacks) who plays the Joker position.
The opener against SE Louisiana appears to be the only eas
schedule. Currently, we project Tulane as a favorite in only four games this
season. Fritz probably gets them to five and then it will come down to the final

weeks on whether they can get to bowl eligibility or not.

game on the

Rushing TU Rk Opp Rk
YPC 52 19 43 71
YPG 2432 11 1563 62
Passing TU Rk Opp Rk
Comp % 58.6% 82 54.0% 16
YPA 8.0 41 6.8 39
YPG 206.1 89 220.7 54
TD-INT 19-10 23-12
Total TU Rk Opp Rk
YPP 6.2 37 55 53
YPG 4493 22 377 51
Scoring TU Rk Opp Rk
PPG 331 30 263 56
3rd Down TU Rk Opp Rk
% 38.9% 76  39.0% 60
Red Zone TU Rk Opp Rk
TD % 71.4% 16 51.0% 22
Scoring % 89.8% 24  81.6% 53
KORet TU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 233 23 203 58
PuntRet TU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 9.9 39 122 113
Sacks By Rk Vs Rk
# 21 9 28 76
TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk
# 72 73 80 89
Net Punt TU Rk

Avg 362 113

4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
Att P/Gm 2.6 9  onTwitter:
Turnovers Rk @BradPowers?
Margin =~ -2 78

Penalties Rk

Per Game 7.9 122

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Florida Intl 555 585 14 Under: 2.5
Tulane -3 -3 42 Cover: 25

-Tulane in a surprising blowout.
-Tulane had 28-16 first down and 545-267 yard edges.

Tulane 515 515 6 Under: 21.5
Auburn =215 -17 24 Cover: 1
-Auburn had 20-12 first down and 379-223 yard edges.
-Auburn took a knee at the Tulane 11-yard line at end
of the game.

-The teams combined for 86 yards of offense across the
first9 drives. After Tulane’s first scoring drive, Auburn’s
defense allowed minus-3 yards over the next four drives.

Missouri State 55 55 6 Over: 9
Tulane -31.5 S8 Cover: 20.5
-Tulane had 26-11 first down and 540-182 yard edges
including 298-54 on the ground.

Houston 635 575 31 Over: 11.5
Tulane -1 -4.5 38 Cover: 2.5
Bad Beat: UH backers were covering every second of
the game until Tulane hit a 53-yard TD pass with :03 left.
-The Cougars blew a 28-7 lead and also missed 2 FG’s.
-Houston finished with a 533-511 yard edge.

- Tulane QB Justin McMillan was 7 of 20 for 186 yards
but threw 3 TD’s.

Tulane -3 -2 42 Cover: 7
Army 455 425 33 Over: 32.5
-Tulane had a 525-363 yard edge including 324-193 on
the ground.

-TU led 42-21 as Army scored the game’s final 12 points.
-The Green Wave are 4-1 for only the second time
since 1980.

Connecticut 59 58 7 Under: 2
Tulane -33 -34 49 Cover: 8
-Tulane dominated with 31-14 first down and 634-234
yard edges including 311-100 on the ground.

Tulane 60.5 60 17 Over: 4

Memphis =55 -3 47 Cover: 27
-Mempbhis had a 470-333 yard edge and easily won de-

TU 75 138 117 100 0 430 : S
2020 scneu“le WIIII BP Pro‘ected l.“lﬂs Opp 95 11950 78 0 342 spite all the money coming in on Tulane all week.
Date | Opponent |Line|Win %] Line| Total|Score]W/L|O/U 2019 sl at ] argln S Elulane 536 55 2?13 goveyrz {
9/3 | SE Louisianal-14.8[85% oy } : e
- -Tulane had 24-21 first down and 477-453 yard edges.
9/12 |at Northwestern|11.4 [24% Marglns +/- -Navy led 24-0 in the 1H and 31-14 at halftime but need-
9/19 Navy 1.4 [48% Rush YPC +09 3 1 ?rdf 48-yard FG onét}he ﬁnz;19p;ay ogtéhe gan(l)e for ;h: win.
] 0, ulsa . VET: 4.
9/26 |at Miss St 10.1 26% Pass YPA +1.2 34 Tulane 15 -105 38  Cover: 15
10/3 YPP +0 7 37 -Tulane had a 474-398 yard edge including 290-128 on
10/8 |at Houston 7.2 132% ; the ground.
10/17] SMU 0.6 149% YPG +72.3 26 Tulane 45 -6 21  Under:3
p : Temple 57 53 29 Cover: 14
10/24|at UCF 20.0 7% Scorlng +68 41 -First downs were even at 22-22 but Temple had a 402-
10/31 Temple -4.2 163% i 333 yard edge and were +2 in TO’s.
ple_ % 2019 Individual Stats e .
11/7 |at E. Carolina [-2.3 |57% Bold=R h Central Florida -4.5 -7 34 Under: 7
11/14 A 7.4 169% Passi 0! e'g"\'[lgg % Rai Tulane 725 72 31 Cover: 4
Iy =/ 0 assing S 7o ROl (jCF had 23-21 first down and 484-402 yard edges.
11/21]at Tulsa 1.6 147% Justin McMillan 314 2444 58.3 17-10|_UCF did lead 34-17 with 10 minutes left.
11/28] Memphis 7.6 131% Keon Howard 18 208 72.2 2-0 |-Bad Beat: UCF led by 10 with under two minutes left
. -~ b Rushing Att Yds YPCTD |and were attempting a FG. It was a bad snap and Tulane
PI'OJ ected Wins 5.38 Justin McMillan 169 745 4.4 12 took1 é)ver%t theér pvxén 125—yard line: The Gze}elnDWave
C()rey Dauphine 72 575 8_0 7 YVOU 'gO yards in ¥ p Ely'S, convemng two 4t owns
last 5 vear necords ATS stal | Darius Bradwell 111 484 4.4 2 including the final play which was a 7-yard TD pass on
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total |Tulane head coach Willie Fritz iS| Amare Jones 61 371 6.1 4 |4 & Goalwith:26 left for the back door.
Straight Up 3-9 4-8 57 7-6 7-6 26-36 really underrated. Fritz is 44-30 Receiving Rec Yds YPCTD |Tulane 72 72 20 Under: 15
. . - ~ - _ ATS [39.5%) as an FBS coach the] p 11 M 48 713 149 5 SMU 35 3 37 Cover: 14
Home 24 24 42 42 511713 last si arne ooney : Misleading Final. Tulane had 26-18 first down and 465-
Away 1-5 24 15 24 15 723 |lastsityears. Jalen McCleskey 37 581 15.74  [357 0 cdocs
Neutral 0-0 00 00 1-0 10 2-0 End of _season Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int [ ryjane was stopped on downs 4 times and also missed
Conference 1-7 1-7 3-5 53 3-5 1327 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Chase Kuerschen76 0 1.5 2 [aFG.
Non-Conf 22 3-1 22 23 41 139 ||ums PJ Hall 68 0 45 2 |1uane 95 730 Cover 10
ATS 6-6 6-6 84 6-7 94 3527 95 Lawrence G'ra'ham 67 1.5 6 0 Southern Miss 53 575 13 Undcr.: 13.5
Home Fav 2-0 1-1 3-1 13 5-0 12-5 85 DeAndre Williams 59 1.5 2.5 0 -Tulane had 19-15 first down and 379-359 yard edges but
Home Dog 1-3 13 2-0 2-0 1-0 125 I — Marvin Moody 56 2 3.5 0 [werealso+2inTO’s.
Away Fav  0-0 2-0 1-1 0-1 1-1 4-3 :: ] — Thakarius Keyes 47 0 0 1 -Tulane t<railed<13-0 after the first quarter then scored 30
AwayDog 3-3 22 22 23 13 10-13 Kicking FG LG XP [consccutivepoints. .
Conference 44 3-5 62 35 53 2119 || o Merek Glover 1317 44 51-51 [-Tulanc OB Justin McMillan threw 3 TD's.
Non-Conf 2-2 3-1 2-2 32 4-1 14-8 . . . . . | Puntin; Avg 120 50+ BLK | PR : ,
o/ 75 66 66 49 67 2033 | ws ws wv s s |Ryan V%’right 414 15 11 o | for the first time in school history.

2015 (SU: 3-9, ATS: 6-6, 0/U: 7-5) 2016 (SU: 4-8, ATS: 6-6, 0/U: 6-6) 2017 (SU: 5-1, ATS: 8-4, 0/U: 6-6) 2018 (SU: 7-6, ATS: 6-7,0/U: 4-9) 2019 (SU:7-6, ATS: 9-4, 0/U: 6-7
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Oflgmlem Line Score W/LO/U
9/3  Duke +7 7-37 L uSI9/1  at Wake Forest +15°3-7 W u43[9/2  Grambling St  -17° 43-14 W 054 [8/30 Wake Forest ~ +7 17-23 W u55’(8/29 F -3 42-14 W usg
9/12  at Georgia Tech +31 10-65 L 057 [9/10 Southern 32 6621 W 065°|9/9  at Navy +9 2123 W w998 NichollsSt  -16"42-17 W o937 = atAubumm -~ +17 624 L u3l
9/19 Maine -11 387 W 038 9/17 Navy +6° 1421 L u4379/16 at Oklahoma  +33’14-56 L 053|915 at UAB 3 243LL ST poton T O3RAIW 3
9126 /24 UL-Lafayette-dot -3° 41-39 L 0467(9/23 Army 3 21-17 W 45 %22 at Ohio St +37°6-49 L u67 1g7¢
103 UCF -l 4531 W 044 [10/1 at Massachusetts -2’ 31-24 W 042 [9/30 28 Memphis - 1474024 W u66 1105 at Arm 2 4233 W 04
10/10 at Temple +15 10-49 L 044’(10/8 10/7 Tulsa -5 6228 W o054 50 at Cincinnati - o %8% Ctohr/l[nectlﬁut -334 ﬁ-zﬂxﬁv ugg
10/16 Houston 420 7-42 L u58’[10/14 Memphis +11 1424 W u52°[10/14 at FIU 413 1023 L uSl’ . at Memphis - o
10/24 at Navy +24 14-31 W u56°(10/22 at Tulsa 4102750 L 054 |1021 South Florida  +11 28-34 W o054 [10/20 SMU, LT ue 10726 at Navy T aeAl W 08,
10/31 at Memphis ~ +31°13-41 W 63 [10/29 SMU +1 3135 L 050°(10/27 at Memphis ~ +11 26-56 L 061°(11/3" 4 USF 16 A1-15W w60’ |15 on - - °
11/7  Connecticut +5: 3-7 W u47‘11/5 at UCF +16:6—37 L u48(11/4 Cincinnati -6 16-17L 1154’|1/|0 East Carolina  -11 24-18 L u53 |11/16 at Temple 6 21-29L u53
11/14 at Army +27 34-31 W 043°|11/12 at Houston +25718-30 W u50 [11/11 at E Carolina-ot -6  31-24 W u62’|11/15 at Houston +8” 17-48 L u68 [11/23 UCF +7 31-34 W u72
1121 at SMU 43 21-49L 056 [11/19 Temple +15 0-31 L ud4 [11/18 Houston +9° 20-17 W ud8 |11/24 Navy -6 2928 L 052°[11/30 at SMU . 4372037L uil’
11/27 Tulsa +7° 34-45L o061 [11/26 at Connecticut -1" 38-13 W 036°|11/25 at SMU +7 38-41 W 068 |12/15 f UL-Lafayette -3° 41-24 W 060’ [1/4 Southern Miss -7 30-13 W u57’




2020 Tulsa Foothall Preview

Team Profile 2019 Stats 2019 Game-By-Game Recap
2020 Team POWC'I' Ratlng 638 80 Rushing Tulsa Rk Opp Rk |Teams Open Close Score ATS
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-0.3 68 |JYPC 33 125 45 84 (e 4TS T Coweri2s
1chigan State -zl =Z3. nder: .
2020 Strength O.f SChedule 67.2 71 lzifl’s(:in %ﬁig 19{1 (1)85'1 19{?( -MSU had a 303-80 yard edge but were +3 in TO’s.
2020 Season Win Projectlon 54 95 c (g/ 5729 91 561320/ 2% -MSU held Tulsa to minus-73 yards rushing.
Returning Start OFF/DEF) 13 (9/4) 69 omp 7o £70 570 -MSU recovered a fumble in the end zone for a TD, got a
Head Coach (Yr) clurning starters ( ) ( ) YPA 7.6 60 74 71 safety off a bad snap, and scored 3 FG’s off a combined
Philip Montgomery (6)| Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES YPG 281.3 30 209.7 42 [ZERO yards of offense.
Offensive Coord. |Returning Production % 61% 75 }Dt-IINT %0-19 Ri 3)4-5 Rl |Ruse 4 65 34 Coverlls
Philip Monteomery (6 : : 0 ota ulsa PP San Jose State  56.5 53.5 16 Under: 3.5
Definsive Conrg."|Returning Offense Production 88 % 4 lypp 53 97 57 68 |Tulsahad 27-18 first down and 539-348 yard edges in-
ST Returning Defense Production 34% 124)vpG 4197 53 3948 70 |cluding 256-115 on the ground.
Joseph Gillespie (2) - . : : : Tulsa QB Zach Smith was 21 of 28 for 283 yards whil
Conference/Div  |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 19 113 |Scoring Tulsa Rk Opp Rk o ng L v popo0> yards while
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 92 |PPG ~ 264 84 313 o |BIemat Brooks Ao vards thing:
= 3rd Down Tulsa Rk O Rk ahoma sState - - over:
2020 Offense/Defense Analysis % £2.9% 37 3%y (T o 66 e 21 Unden3
After three straight losing seasons with a combined mark of just 9-27, it was| Red Zone Tulsa Rk Opp Rk 158 on the ground. Y ¢ ¢
surprising that Tulsa decided to keep head coach Philip Montgomery for 2020.] TD % 53.1% 98 53.5% 28 ~The Cowboys won despite being -2 in TO’s although
It was also refreshing because the Golden Hurricane clearly showed progressiScoring % 81.6% 80  76.7% 22 |Tulsa did have 17 penalties for 156 yards.
on the field last year mcludmg an upset win over UCF and near upsets of SMUl kO Ret  Tulsa Rk Opp Rk |-It was a back and forth game. OSU led 17-0 only to
and Memphis (missed FG’s did them in). Tulsa has been better than their record Ave 190 98 201 54 see Tulsa lead 21-20 at halftime. Then the Cowboys out-
the last three years but they are just 3-11 straight up in one possession games. PuntRet Tulsa Rk Opp Rk scored Golden Hurricane 20-0 in the second half.
This year’s team will likely continue the upward trend thanks to what could be a Avg 4.1 114 9.0 36 Wyoming 45 455 21 Cover: 1.5
much improved offense. QB Zach Smith returns after throwing for 3,279 yards Sacks B Rk Vs Rk |Tulsa -4 45 24 Under: 0.5
(19-9 ratio) last year. All-AAC RB Shamari Brooks is also back after running| ., 13’ 123 39 118 |-Tulsa dominated more than the final indicated with 27-
for 1,046 yards. Tulsa’s top two receivers return in All-AAC Keylon Stookes , 16 first down and 437-357 yard edges.
(1,040 gfards 16.8 ypc) and Sam Crawford (777 yards). The Golden Hurricane TFL’s By Rk Vs RK | The Golden Hurricane led 17-7 entering the 4Q but Wy-
return four starters on the OL led by LG Chris Paul but the unit must improve # 61 109 88 108 | oming actually fumbled the ball at the Tulsa 3-yard line
protecting the QB (No. 118 in sacks allowed) and also running effectively (No.| Net Punt Tulsa Rk in the final minute.
125 in ypc). The defense is the maf'or question mark coming into the season| Avg 36.6 102 -Tulsa QB Zach Smith threw for 354 yards and 2 TD’s.
with Just four returning starters. Tulsa loses their top CB in Reggie Robinson|4th Down Off Rk FollowBrad |[Tulsa 595 635 37 Cover: 6.5
(4 INT’s) and also their best pass rusher in Trevis Gipson (8 sacks, 15 TFL’s).J Att P/Gm 1.9 42  onTwitter: |SMU -15 -12.5 43 Over: 16.5
Both were drafted. Keep an eye on LB Zaven Collins (97 tackles, 3 TFLs). Turnovers Rk @BrafPowers]|-Tuisa had a 500-400 yard edge but were -2 in TO’s.
The schedule features a probable win (Northwestern St) and two probable loss-| Margin -1 69 -Ranked for the first time in 33 years, the No. 24 Mus-
es (at Oklahoma St and at UCF). Currently, we project their other nine games| Penalties Rk tangs overcame a 3-TD deficit in the 4Q, converted six
to be decided by single digits. If Tulsa’s fortunes in close games reverses, they| per Game 9.1 129 %f{: t?q‘;“;'r‘g ‘6“151 finally won when they got a 25-yard
f)%?tlglﬂlgu‘lzghob\eglletl;l% t(l)ltlzl}l]'ilotilagisr pzllz:r}l]g stlllligteetal:fere could be value in Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter -Tulsa QB Zach Smith threw for 346 yards and 4 TD’s
g g Y 1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total |but also 3 INT’s and Tulsa missed 3 FG’s in the game.
2020 Schedule with BP Projected Lines [ris & 23 2 [ 17 by 5ty w g
pp Tulsa -2 53 17 Over: 9
Date | Opponent [Line|Win %]| Line| Total|Score/W/L|O/U| 2019 slal Mar |||s -Navy had a 423-323 yard edge including 388-69 rushing.
9/5 | Toledo -7.2 169% g Tulsa 505 475 13 Cover:s
9/12 |at Oklahoma St|20.3 [7% Margins +/- Cincinnati 13 ple L 2 Onder 105
Isleading kFinal: lulsa ha - st down an -
9;19 N\Zestem St|-29.5197% Rush YPC -1.2 1 16 317 yard edges but also had 5 TO’s.
9/26 |at Arkansas St [0.7 [49% -It was a rough day for Tulsa QB Zach Smith, who lost
10/3 |at UCF 21.2 [7% . Pass YPA +02 64 3 fumbles & threw 2 interceptions, one in the end zone.
- YPP -04 89 Memphis 85 -10 42 Over: 245
10/10 . Tulsa 57 585 41 Cover:9
10/17] Cincinnati |7.0 [33% YPG +24.9 64 —E_ullsa had 33(—121 ﬁzr;t dov‘vjnlf_\gd 584;;4198ﬁyar;i e(ligesih
0 1 _ -Tulsa missed a 29-yar on the final play that
%8;%8 at gsg i 2657 2%0?0 W would’ve gave them the upset.
. Carolina |-0. () n i“i “a tats -Memphis led 28-17 at halftime but Tulsa rallied in the
0, b second half, scoring three touchdowns and a field goal to
11/7 |at Navy 8.8 129% X Bold = Returning . |take a 41-35 lead late in the fourth quarter.
11/14| SMU 1.5 148% Passing tt Yds % Ratiofrq, 63 595 26  Over:4s5
11/21] Tulane -1.6 [55% gatcthSmlth ‘1%9 3379 g;g }969 Tulane -115 <105 38 Cover: 1.5
11/28| at Houston 8.4 [30% Re bi oomer At Yd Yf;C T-D -Tulane hade'1474—398 yd edge including 290-128 rushing.
P ted Wins _ 5.35 ushing S Central Florida -12.5 -17 31 Under: 3.5
rojecte 1ns . Shamari Brooks 227 10464.6 6 [Tulsa 69.5 685 34 Cover: 20
I. 5 v n II ATS s Corey Taylor 119 461 3.9 6 -First downs were even at 21-21 but UCF had a 457-353
ast ear ecor s B tal Receiving Rec Yds YPCTD |yard edge. UCF was -3 in TO’s.
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total | TUISA IS ON @ 18-9-1 ATS run as a] Keylon Stokes 62 104016.8 6  |-UCF blew a 28-17 hafltime lead.
Straight Up 6-7 10-3 2-10 3-9 4-8 25.37 |foail underdog with an average| sam Crawford 59 777 132 5 'Uff ng Dillon Gdab“i‘ éhf,ew,for 290 yards but was
Home  3-3 60 24 33 24 le-14 |COVer of 3 ppg. Tulsa could be a) Kecnen Johnson 46 568 123 3 |Pioked off twiceand sacked six times.
Away 33 33 06 06 2-4 s |roaddoginall6gamesthisyear.| josh Johnson 44 495 11.2 1 |Houston 575 5715 24 Cover: 145
E d 's Tulsa -3 -4.5 14 Under: 19.5
Neutral ~ 0-1 10 00 00 0-0 1-1 N o1 season Defense Tkl Sks  TEL Int | Vi, ding Final, Tulsa had 18-12 first down and 380-
Conference 3-5 62 17 26 26 1426 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Cooper Edmiston 106 1 2.5 0 [231 yard edges but were -3 in TO’s.
Non-Conf 3-2 4-1 1-3 -3 22 11-11 105 Zaven Collins 97 2 6 0 -Houston got a 25-yard interception return TD and a 94-
ATS 85 84-157 57 75 33-28-1| s Brandon Johnson 67 0 2.5 0 [yard kickoff return TD. )
Home Fav 12 4-2 1-1 13 02 7-10 8 Manny Bunch 57 0 2 0 |-Houstondid have a 131-(-1) rushing yard edge.
Home Dog 0-3 0-0 13 2-0 22 5-8 75 Cristian Williams57 0 1.5 1 Tulsa ] -6 -6.5 49 Cover: 18.5
Away Fav 2-0 0-1 0-1 0-0 2-0 4-2 zz 1 N— Trevis Gipson 49 8 7 0 |EastCarolina 62 63 24 Over: 10
AwayDog 4-0 3-1-13-2 24 3-1 1581 & Kicking FG LG XP -First downs \;/er@ even at 24—24]5)ut Tulsa had a 669-383
Conference 4-4 52135 44 53 21-18-1|| o Jacob Rainey ~ 15-23 41 37-38 |Yard edge including 33875 on the %‘E)()Zu;gl: i
Non-Conf 4-1 3-2 2-2 13 22 12-10 . . . . . | Puntin, Avg 120 50+ BLK|_ B . 5
o 76 76 57 48 57 234 | © ws e o e oo | ThomasBennett 430 I8 14 1 | 15 QB Zach Smith threw for 331 yards and STD's
2015 (SU: 6-7, ATS: 8-5, 0/U:7-6) 2016 (SU: 10-3, ATS: 8-4-1, 0/U:7-6) 2017 (SU: 2-10, ATS: 5-1,0/U: 5-11 2018 (SU: 3-9, ATS: 5-1,0/U: 4-8) 2019 (SU: 4-8, ATS: 7-5, 0/U: 5-1)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score  W/LO/U |Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/5  Florida Atl-ot -4 47-44 L 067°9/3  SanJose St -4> 45-10 W u6719/2  at Oklahoma St +19 24-59 L 071/9/1  Central Arkansas-11> 38-27 L 062 [8/30 at Michigan St +23°7-28 W u47’
9/12 atNew Mexico +5 40-21 W u73 [9/10 at Ohio St +28°3-48 L u7319/9 UL-Lafayette -14 66-42 W 059°(9/8  at Texas +22°21-28 W u60°|9/7 atSanlJose St -6" 34-16 W u53’
9/19 at Oklahoma ~ +32 38-52 W 071’0/17 NCA&T 31° 5821 W 075°|9/16  at Toledo V7 51-54 W 074 |9/15 Arkansas St -1° 2029 L u71°|9/14 OklahomaSt — +14 2140 L u64
9/26 9/24  at Fresno St-2ot -14" 48-41 L 066’ 9/23 New Mexico 410 13-16 L u68[9/20 at Temple +6° 1731 L us4’ 9/21 Wyoming 4> 2421 L w45
103 Houston +7 2438 L u80 [10/1 930 Nav 18 2131 L w1099 9/28
10/10 UL-Monroe ~ -9° 34-24 W u66 [10/7 SMU-ot -16 4340 L 066 {5 o Tojane 1S 2862 L o54|10/4 at Houston 118 2641 W u70’|10/5 atSMU-30t  +12°37-43 W 063’
10/17 at East Carolina +13°17-30 W u77°[10/15 at Houston #21°31-38 W u70 |00ty B Y4517 W w6102 DSE 19° 2495 W w6l |10/12 Navy +1 17-45L 053
i e el om0 BN Sl e 4D W e 7 535 1 U0 Rk e Y B
af ’ - u at Memphis ’ 59- o - - - i + - ?
11/7 UCF 17 4530 L 063 [11/5 EastCatolina -0 4524 W w76 10727 at SMU. +1134-38 W u76 |10/27 Tulane AU17-24 L ud8 T yn g Tulane 1102638 1 039"
11/14 atCincinnati ~ +21 38-49 W 076°[11/12 at Navy 42 40-42 P 070 |11/3  Memphis +14714-41 L u79°|11/3 Connecticut ~ -18 49-19 W 058’(11/8 UCF +17 3431 W u68’
11/21 Navy +13 21-44 L u66 [11/19 at UCF +1 3520 W u65’|11/11 11/10 at Memphis ~ +16°21-47 L 065’ |11/16
11/27 at Tulane -7 45-34 W o061 [11/25 Cmcmnatl ot -23°40-37 L 063 |11/18 at South Florida +23 20-27 W u65°[11/17 at Navy +5% 29-37 L 051”|11/23 Houston -4 1424 L us7
12/26 1 Virginia Tech +13752-55 W 062 [12/19 + Central Mich -12” 55-10 W u68 |11/25 Temple +4 22-43 L 05811/24 SMU +2° 27-24 W u53”|11/30 at East Carolina -6" 49-24 W 063




2020 Temple Foothall Preview

gg‘z‘{)“TP"’ﬁif 2019 SIats 2019 Game-By-Game Recap
eam OWG'I' Ratlng 632 84 Rushing TU Opp Rk |[Teams Open Close Score ATS
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year-2.8 101 jypC 3.7 105 38 42 ?;;l;qgﬂ 53(-)55 532»5 ;g 8332} ,13»5
2020 Strength of Schedule 66.1 77 lzifl)scs}ing F}?gz 193( (1)5pSp9 163( -Temple dominatedjus.t like the final would indicate.
: 1 : -Owls had a 32-16 first down and 695-211 yard edge.
— 12{020 S_eason Win PrOJeCthIl 5.6 87 Comp % 59.7% 72 53.2% 11 -Temple QB Anthony Russo threw for 409 yards & 4 TD’s.
Head Coach (vr) |Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 11 (7/4) 105}ypa 70 90 63 16 |Maryland 4 55 17 Under:29.5
Rod Carey (2) Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES YPG 2548 45 2189 50 T;mpkl: hada 427 353.05 66.5 20  Cover:8.5
Offensive Coord. |Returning Production % 56% 95 |TD-INT = 26-13 21-8 et 'fepslfit:beaing 2in T%afs(_i edge and pulled the outright up-
Mike U.remOVlCh (2) Returning Offense Production 73% 40 Total TU Rk Opp Rk -MD was stopped on downs on two different possessions in-
Defensive Coord. R, ine Def P R o YPP 5.4 96 4.9 22 side the Temple 10-yard line with under 5:00 minutes left.
Jeff Knowles (2) cturning € ense ; roduction  38% 123 YPG 392.0 77 3778 54 -Temple QB Russo threw for 277 yards & 3 TD’s.
Conference/Div. |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 19 97 |Scoring TU Rk Opp Rk Ter;}fple -105 -14 22 Over:9.5
: PPG 263 85 259 49 Buffalo 575 505 38 Cover: 30
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank - 95 3rd Down TU Rk O Rk -Temple had a 289-279 total yard edge but Buffalo controlled
2020 n“enselne'ense nnaIVSIs o o ppo the line of scrimmage with a 217-31 rushing edge.
> h % 37.8% 91 37.9% 50 -The Owls had 4 TO’s that led to 28 Buffalo points includ-
For much of the 1990’s and early 2000’s, Temple was arguably the worst FBS|Red Zone TU Rk Opp Rk [inga 46-yard interception return TD. The Bulls got those 28
program. The Owls had 17 consecutive seasons of four wins or less and they| TD ¢ 58.0% 79 56.0% 41 |points onjust 49 yards of total offense.
were booted from the Big East conference. Now, the Owls are coming off argu- Scoring % 74.0% 116 70.0% 7 Georgia Tech 535 475 2 Under: 21.5
ably their best 10-year stretch in school history despite having five differentl kg Ret TU Rk Opp Rk [Temple -8 85 24 Cover: 13.5
head coaches. Last year under first-year head coach Rod Carey, the Owls con- Av 200 78 185 26 |Misleading Final: Temple only had a 322-305 yard edge but
tinued their winning ways including a pair of wins over Power 5 teams for the g : : were +2 in TO’s including a 74-yard fumble return TD.
first time since 1991. g“nt Ret TU Rk Opp Rk [-all three turnovers came when Georgia Tech was driving for
However, we think Temple will be taking a step back in 2020 as Temple lost Sz‘l]cgks 153'2 ll{(l)(2 z,s 165( f%?lrsSwlv?;lgzvt?eT-erfnn;ﬁleisssﬁrst pair of nonconference vic-
four players to the NFL Draft (school record). Temple will have to rely more Y tories against power five teams since the Owls joined the
i 39 16 21 32
on its offense this year. QB Anthony Russo returns after throwing for 2,861 s Big East Conference for football in 1991.
yards (59%) and a 21-12 ratio. Leading rusher Re’Mahn Davis returns (936 TFL’s By Rk Vs Rk Temple 13 12 27 Under: 2.5
yards and 8 TD’s) and the Owls also bnn«% back their top two receivers in Jaden | # 98 1765 29 | East Carolina 495 475 17 Cover: 2
Blue and Branden Mack who combined for 1,971 yards and 11 TD’s. Blue had| Net Punt TU Rk -Temple had 29-21 first down and 490-327 yard edges in-
a school-record 95 catches. Temple must replace center Matt Hennessy (3rd| Avg 358 117 cluding 237-98 on the ground.
round pick) on the offensive line but they do return three starters. The defensive|4th Down Off Rk  Follow Brad |-ECU got a back-door cover TD with :29 left.
losses are heavy as the Owls lose their top six tacklers including LB’s Shaun| Att P/Gm 2.8 2 on Twitter: 'fHO‘};’le‘(’fr’ ‘a“ the ﬁ?al play...there was some drama as ECU
Bradley and Chapelle Russell who were both drafted. AAC Defensive POY, DE] Tyrnovers Rk @BradPowers7 l:\?e fhe %‘Wgegllg Zorveet;lr:gg 1tmfotrh: T;?n;hzi,:;ot'}g t}:i;lle
Quincy Roche (13 sacks) also transferred to Miami. Keep an eye on DT Ifeanyi Margin =~ 0 61 B ever. the ECU player was Ded doeny ’
Maijeh (10 TFL’s) who is by far their best defender. Penalties Rk -The game was delayed for about 10 minutes after some of
The schedule isn’t easy as Temple might be favored in only five or six games.| per Game 7.1 108 the lights went out with about 3%z minutes remaining.
After five straight bowl appearances, Temple might struggle to get to bowl Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter Memphis -4 -4 28 Over: 8
eligibility this year. With that being said, check out the ATS Stat box below! 1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total Temple 515 50 30 Cover: 6
0 -Mempbhis had a 491-456 yard edge but were -2 in TO’s.
2020 scned“le WIIII BP PrOlected llnes TU 65 10691 80 0 342 -Mempbhis had 3 TO’s on 3 straight possessions in the first
(@) 54 107 102 74 0 337 |halfthatall led to Temple FG’s.
PP
Date pponent Lme Win % ne| Total|ScorelW/L]O/U| -The final decisive play came with some debate. Joey Mag-
9/5 at Miami (FL) 156 13% 2019 stat Marglns nifico seemed to make diving catch to convert a 4th-and-10
with 1:50 left in the 4Q, but it was ruled incomplete after
9/12 Idaho -16.8190% Marglns +/' video review.
9/19 Ruteers 7.1 169% - Temple 59 60 21 Over: 6
0726 Tat Navgv 93 280/0 II’{uShY%)PAC +00- 18 47‘9 SMU 79 45 Coverls
. (0] -SMU dominated much more than the final as they had 33-15
10/3 ass : 5 FD & 655-273 yard edges including 198-69 rushing.
10/10 2t UMass 55.4195% YPP +0.4 51 CommalFlarids 105 A 63 Cover3l
o Temple 62.5 62 21 Over: 22
10/17| USF 3.2 161% YPG +14.2 68 —UCF had 24-12 first down and 614-266 yard edges including
10/24| at Memphis 15.5 |13% Scorlng +04 64 ?ETSC? 5leo(;1 2ﬂ81?2g1r(:tn}1$lﬁime before they outscored the Owls
10/31|at Tulane 4.2 138% 2019 Individual Stats 35-0 in the second half.
11/5 SMU 1 7 47% h Temple -1.5 -1 17 Cover: 9
: Bold = Returning South Florida 53 495 7 Under: 25.5
11/14|at UCF 21.7 7% Passing tt Yds %  Ratio|-USF had a 20-16 first down edge but were outgained 320-
dg g
11/21 E. Carolina |-6.4 |67% Anthony Russo 419 286158.7 21-12|286. Temple had a 153-61 rushing yard edge.
11/28 Cincinnati 75 1309 Todd Centeio 51 444 66.7 5-1 |-Templehada 39-yard fumble return TD.
1 5 s : ver:
] Re’Mahn Davis 193 936 4.8 8 -First downs were even at 22-22 but Temple had a 402-333
Last 5 Year Records ATS Stat dager Gardner 1413985 &1, 3, [pieoeandvne o ™
- yard edge and were +2 in TO’s.
B Receivin RecYds YPCTD
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Totat | Vouhave beton Temniein every| yagen Blve 05 106711.2 4 |Cintonmati 95 55 13 Uniwres
Straight Up 10-4 10-4 7-6 8-5 8-5 43-24 |0ame for the last 13 Vears, Youl Branden Mack 59 904 153 7 |Misleading Final: Temple had 20-14 first down and 310-210
Home 51 61 33 42 61 248 |are100-60-3ATS,62.5%!ThatShy| 1saiah Wright 47 442 9.4 5 |yardedges.
Away 52 42 33 42 23 1s-12 (farthebestmarkinthe country. f pefense TKI Sks TFL Int | ,nd¥ from the Cincinnati 1yard line i thersecond halt s
Neutral 0-1 0-1 1-0 0-1 0-1 1-4 End oi _season Shaun Bradley 87 0 8 0 the Owls were eliminated frorg the division race.
Conference 72 8-1 44 7-1 53 31-11 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Chapelle Russell 72 0 9 0 |Connecticut 505 475 17 Over: 185
Non-Conf 32 23 32 14 32 12-13 |1 SamFranklin 68 1 6.5 1 [Temple 295 275 49 Cover: 4.5
ATS 95 122 7-6 85 85 4423 | o HarrisonHand 59 0 4 3 -Temple had 20-15 first down and 574-326 yard edges in-
Home Fav 2-1 5-1 03 33 3-0 138 & Benny Walls 570 0.5 2 -C{}]cdéﬁﬁ igtzuZI? Oilefiheﬁg-r;ng?e 2Q before Temple scored th
Home Dog 3-0 10 2-1 00 3-1 92 7 ~__——— |AyonMonroe 54 0 1 1 |gmesfinal 42 points. P ¢
AwayFav 22 2-0 3-0 2:0 12 104 | = Amir Tyler 54 0 3 0 |NorthCarolina -6 55 55  Cover36.5
Away Dog 2-1 4-0 12 3-1 1-1 115 > Kicking FG LG XP |Temple 54 565 13 Over 115
Conference 6-3 9-0 53 6-2 5-3 31-11 Will Moble 11-14 44 38-41 |-NC had 33-16 first down and 534-272 yard edges including
35 y
Non-Conf 32 32 23 23 32 13-12 || ,. Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK |238-78 on the ground.
O/U 4-9-16-8 6-7 6-7 7-6 29-37-1 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Adam Barry 37817 4 0
2015 (SU:10-4, ATS: 9-5, 0/U:4-9-1) | 2016 (SU: 10-4, ATS: 12-2, 0/U: 6-8) 2017 (SU: 7-6, ATS: 7-6, 0/U: 6-1 2018 (SU: 8-5, ATS: 8-5,0/0:6-1 2019 (SU: 8-5, ATS: 8-5, 0/U:7-6)
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponem Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/5  PennSt 67 27-10 W u43’/9/2 -14° 13-28 u469/2  at Notre Dame +18°16-49 L 056 [9/1  Villanova .14’ 17-19 L u39’|8/31 Bucknell -42 56-12 W 053’
9/12  at Cincinnati +6> 34-26 W 055 9/10 Stony Brook -23’38-0 W u44(9/9  Villanova -16 16-13 L u42(9/8 Buffalo 4 2936 L 052 |97
9/19  at Massachusetts -13 25-23 L u54’9/17 at Penn St +8° 27-34 W 050 19/15 Massachusetts -14° 29-21 L u52°]9/15 at Maryland +15°35- 9/14  Maryland +5° 20-17 W u66’
, ry 15°35-14 W u56
926 /24 Charlotte 2674820 W 053’1921 at South Florida +19 7-43 L u62 [9/20 Tuls 6" 3117 W u34’|9721 atBuffalo -14 2238 L 050°
1072 atCharlotte  -21°37-3 W u43’[10/I SMU 1274520 W 032950 1 © , it e y 034|928 GeorgiaTech  -§' 242 W ud7’
10/10 Tulane 15 4910 W 044°(10/6 at Memphis ~ +10 2734 W 057 ouston 1271320 W u44’19/29  at Boston College +13 35-45 W' 054 |7/3 3 Eagt Carolina -12 27-17 L ud7’
10/17 UCF 20" 30-16 L p46 [10/15 at UCF +3° 2625 W u52|10/7 atEast Carolina -3 ~ 34-10 W u59110/6 East Carolina ~ -10"49-6_ W 052°|(/7> Memphi +4 3028 W 050
10/22 at East Carolina 3 24-14 W has’li021 USF s {10/14 Connecticut ~ -10 24-28 L u57°[10/13 at Navy 67 24-17 W ud9 SR ; o
SF. 6’ 46-30 W 05 . Navy ,10/19atS U 49 21-45L 060
10/31 Notre Dame ~ +11 20-24 W u51°[10/29 Cincinnati -7 34-13 W u53°(10/21 at Army-ot +7 2831 W 0471020 Cincinnati-ot -3 24-17 W u47" {1026 UCF +11 21-63 L 062
11/6  at SMU -13 60-40 W 051 |11/4_ at Connecticut -1021-0° W u44°[10/28 10727 11/2
11/14 at USF 2’ 2344 L 044|112 11/3 Navy +7 3426 W o51'[11/1 at UCF +10°40-52 L 060 |11/7 at USF 1177 Woudy
11/21 Memphis 43 31-12 W u57°[11/19 at Tulane .15 310 W u44 [11/10 at Cincinnati -2’ 35-24 W 048 [11/10 at Houston +3° 59-49 W 070 |11/16 Tulane +6 2921 W u53
11/28 Connecticut ~ -12 27-3° W u39’[11/26 East Carolina  -22 37-10 W u59 |11/18 UCF +13°19-45 L 058 [11/17 USF -13°27-17 L u62’|11/23 at Cincinnati ~ +9° 13-15 W ud4’
12/5  at Houston +57 13-24 L u53’[12/3_ at Navy +2° 34-10 W u60 (11/25 at Tulsa -4 43-22 W 058 [11/24 at Connecticut -31 57-7 W u67’[11/30 Connecticut 27 49-17 W o047
12/22 + Toledo -2 17-32 L u50|12/27 | Wake Forest  -11° 26-34 L 041 |12/21 f FIU -7 283 W u56|12/27 + Duke -3’ 27-56 L 054°|12/27 1 North Carolina+5" 13-55 L 056’




2020 USF Foothall Preview

2019 Stats

Team Profile

2020 Team Power Rating 63.0 85 Rushing USF Rk Opp Rk
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year +3.8 25 JYpC 44 67 45 8l
2020 Strength of Schedule 68.1 69 |YPG 161.3 66 208.6 114
2020 Season Win Projection 4.9 105 gz;sl‘p“% 2435% 11{11‘1 221"5’% 19{}‘
Head Coach (vr) |Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 14 (7/7) 45 |ypa 62 113 70 47
Jeff Scott (1) Return Starting QB (YES/NO) YES YPG 169.6 116 189.5 15
Offensive Coord. |Returning Production % 71% 36 |TD-INT 18-10 15-12

Charlie Weis, Jr (1)
Defensive Coord.

YPP

Returning Offense Production 68% 57 [letal  USF

5.1

Glenn Spencer (1) Returning Defense Production  74% 38 |ypG 3308 112 398.1

Conference/Div  |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 15 101 |Scoring USF Rk Opp

American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 72 |PPG 20.8 115 28.9
3rd Down USF Rk O

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis %
Let’s flashback to the middle of the 2018 season. USF is oft back-to-back dou-
ble-digit win seasons and the Bulls started 2018 a perfect 7-0. USF was ranked
in the Top 25 for the third year in a row. Since that point, it’s been all downhill
for the program as the Bulls are on a pitiful 4-18 SU run and fired head coach
Charlie Strong after last season. USF brings in Clemson co-offensive coordina-
tor Jeff Scott who surrounded himself with the youngest coaching staff in the

country. There’s a lot of new energy in Tampa.

In a conference filled with

ypg las

t season. Scott and

&

pp
39.0% 75 46.3%

Red Zone USF
61.5% 61 51.2%
79.5% 88 67.4%

TD %

Scoring %

KO Ret USF
Avg 20.3

Punt Ret USF

otent offenses, USF averaged an AAC-worst 330.8 /S\;cgks 183 3

ompany do have some pieces to work with starting # 29y
with QB Jordan McCloud who threw for 1,429 yards (12-8 ratio) last season. s
However, keep an eye on North Carolina transfer Cade Fortin and Alcorn St| TFL’s 1939}’

transfer Noah Johnson who might be better fits for the new offense. The Bulls|#

do lose leading rusher Jordan Cronkite (687 yards) but Johnny Ford (787 rush-| Net Punt  USF

ing yards in 2018) and backup Kelley Joiner (364 yards) return. USF loses their| Avg

top receiver in TE Mitch Wilcox but he only had 350 yards and everyone is
back at WR. USF does bring back three starters on the offensive line. On the
defensive side, USF loses their top defender in DE Greg Reaves (10 TFL’s) but
bring back leading tackler Dwayne Boyles (75 tackles, 12.5 TFL’s) at LB and

also All-AAC CB KJ Sails (3 INT’s).
The schedule isn’t easy as we currently groj ect

games. Even with an improved roster an
see the Bulls getting to a bowl in year one under Scott.

2020 Schedule with BP Projected Lines  |i7

more energy in the building, we don’t

4th Down Off
AttP/Gm 1.3
Turnovers
Margin ~ +5
Penalties

USF to be favored in only four| per Game 8.4

z
o
ZSRUESRESEIRREE

Rk Opp
72203

Rk Opp

56 93

Rk Vs

57 45 124
Rk Vs Rk
15 85 101
Rk

78

Rk Follow Brad
88  onTwitter:
13{; @BradPowers7
Rk

124

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter

1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total
62 69 0 250

48 71

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
Wisconsin -11 -11 49 Cover: 38
South Florida 585 0 Under: 9.5

-Wisconsin dominated just as the final would indicate
with a 433-157 yard edge including 234-26 rushing.
-Blake Barnett was awful for USF completing just 13 of
30 passes for 109 yards and 2 INT’s.

-The 49-point setback was the worst in the 23-year
history of USF’s program, surpassing a 42-3 loss to
Arkansas in 2002.

South Florida 61 60 10 Cover: 2
Georgia Tech -4 -6 14 Under: 36
-GT had a 21-11 first down edge but it was USF with a
262-257 total yard edge.

-The Yellow Jackets did win the line of scrimmage with
a 181-93 yard edge.

-GT led 14-3 at halftime. USF, down 14-10 fumbled on
the GT 1-yard line in the 4Q.

SC St 495 495 16 Over: 21.5
South Florida -28 55 Cover: 11
Misleading Final. USF only had a 459-378 yard edge
but were incredibly +8 in TO’s!

-The Bulls scored 6 TD’s off those 8 TO’s!

-USF QB Jordan McCloud got his first start (Blake
Barnett struggling) and threw for 216 yards and 3 TD’s.
-USF broke their 8-game losing streak dating back to
last year.

SMU -8 -7.5 48 Cover: 19.5
South Florida 59.5 62 21 Over: 69
-SMU had 31-22 first down and 497-342 yard edges in-
cluding 245-54 on the ground.

-SMU led 34-0 at halftime and cruised in the second half.
South Florida -15.5  -11 48 Cover: 15
Connecticut 53.5 485 22 Over: 21.5
-USF had a 503-293 yard edge including 313-84 rushing.
-USF QB Jordan McCloud was 11 of 21 for 157 yards
and a 3-2 ratio.

BYU -6.5 45 23 Over: 0.5
South Florida 51 495 27 Cover: 8.5
Misleading Final: BYU had 26-17 first down and 439-
315 yard edges.

Opp 55 14472 76 0 347 [-BYU led 13-0 in the second quarter and also 16-7 at HT.
Date onent |Line Me Total|ScorelW. 2019 s M -BYU was stopped on downs inside the USF 20-yard
9/5 at Texas 25.6 |5% Iat arglns line on each of their final 2 possessions.
9/12 | Beth.-Cook. |-31.897% Margins +/- -USF RB Jordan Cronkie ran for |38 yards and 2 TD's
9;19 Nlevaéla l -7.4 169% Rush YPC -0.1 80 Navy 13 C155 35 Cover 165
9/26 |at Florida Atl [5.8 [35% -Navy had 23-13 FD and 457-264 yard edges including
10/3 t Cinci 1 13.7 1 8‘; PaSS YPA '0' 8 94 434-150 rushing and won despite being -2 in TO’s.
a 1ncmng 1 - 0 YPP -03 83 -It was the first time the Midshipmen did not allow a
10/10] E. Carolina |-6.5 [67% . touchdown since 2013.
10/17|at Temple 32 141% YPG -67.3 105  |southFlorida -1 -1 45 Cover: 24
0 1 _ East Carolina 50.5 51 20 Over: 14
%8;%? Tulsa -2.5 |59% Scorlng 8 1 106 -USF had 27-22 first down and 525-324 yard edges in-
nn cluding 347-102 on the ground.
11/7 |at Memphis 15.8 [13% 2019 Il!:lll!lvnlligr“niaﬂl Stats -USF averaged 8.7 yards per carry.
- = -USF led 35-7 late 2Q.
11/14]at Houston __[9.1 |28% Passing € Yds % Ratiof jeprie L ceens
11/21 Navy 2.6 143% Jordan McCloud224 1429 55.4 12-8|s,uth Florida 53 495 7 Under: 25.5
11/27| UCF 14.9 [16% Blake Barnett 77 434 51.9 4-2 |-USF had a 20-16 first down edge but were outgained
A e 0 Rushing Att Yds YPCTD [320-286.
PI'OJ ected Wins  4.91 Jordan Cronkrite 136 687 5.1 4 -Temple had a 153-61 rushing yard edge.
l 5 v n [I A.I.s s Kelley Joiner 71 364 5.1 0 -Temple had a 39-yard fumble return TD.
ast v Year Records USF went on a 28-5%!! run from| e, McCloud W08 283 2T b [Souh Florida 4 465 17 Cover: 105
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total b ' 1 Receiving Rec Yds YPCTD |South Florida . over: 10.
Straight Up 8-5 11-2 10-2 7-6 4-8 4023 |2016 t0 mid-2018. Since then hef nficch Wilcox 28 350 12.5 5 | Misleading Final: USF had 18-13 first down and 438-
Home  5-1 61 51 43 2.5 22-11 |Bulls are just 4-14 SU 118 ppgl| Randall St. Felix22 261 11.9 2  [3/yard dees,
Away 33 41 41 33 23 1611 |andare-5.8ATS png! Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int |\ =0 s 49 Coverd
Neutral 01 1-0 10 0-0 0-0 2-1 End of Season Dwayne Boyles 75 3 9.5 0 P :
= 5 . South Florida 59.5 595 10 Under: 0.5
Conference 62 7-1 6-2 35 2-6 24-16 | Power Rating 2019-19 | Devin Studstill 74 0 4 1 | Memphis had 31-5 first down and 560-170 yard edges
Non-Conf 2-3 4-1 4-0 4-1 22 16-7 105 Patrick Macon 67 2 6 0 |including 325-126 on the ground.
ATS 10-3 7-5-16-6 4-9 6-6 33-29-1|| s Greg Reaves 63 4 6 1 -Memphis scored the last 42 points of the game.
Home Fav 3-0 4-1-13-3 0-4 1-0 11-8-1 || & Nick Roberts 63 2 3 2 |SouthFlorida 62.5 62 7 Under: 21
Home Dog 3-0 0-1 0-0 12 24 6-7 S N Antonio Grier 58 4 45 0 Central Florida -24.5 -24 34 Cover: 3
Away Fav  1-0 32 13 12 20 87 ® ~~— | Mike Hampton 50 0 2 0 |-UCF had28-15 first down and 539-250 yard edges.
AwayDog 32 0-0 1-0 2-1 12 7-5 i Kicking FG LG XP [-UCFwas a;lso was +3 in _T}?’fs{ | e il s
Conference 7-1 4-3-14-4 26 3-5 20-19-1| o Coby Weiss ~ 3-5 37 19-21 [-USF concluded 2019 with five losscs in its final six
Non-Conf 32 3-2 22 23 31 13-10 || 5 | Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK |0 € £
O/U 6-6-19-3-15-7 5-7-15-7 30-30-3 015 016 2017 2018 2019 Trent Schneider 46.0 15 25 1

——————————————————————
2015 (SU: 8-5, ATS: 10-3, 0/U: 6-6-11
Line Score W/LO/U
-28°51-3 W 039’9,
9/12  at Florida St +28714-34 W u54 9,
9/19  at Maryland +6’ 17-35L p52

Date  Opponent
9/5  Florida A&M

9/26 9
10/2  Memphis +8 17-24 W us8’1
10/10 Syracuse 1 4524 W o46’[l

10/24 SMU -127 38-14 W 162 [10/21 at Temple

10/31 at Navy +7 17-29 L u51 |10/28 Navy

11/7 at East Carolina +5 22-17 W u55 [11/5

11/14 Temple +27 44-23 W 044°[11/12 at Memphis

11/20 Cincinnati +2 6527 W 064 [11/19 at SMU

11/26 at UCF -24> 443 W u53’[11/26 UCF

12/21 1 W. Kentucky 42 35-45 L  067°[12/27 + S. Carolina-ot -10" 46-39

2016 (SU: 11-2

[Date Opponent

/3 Towson

/10 Northern Illinois -14" 48-1

/17  at Syracuse
/24 Florida St

7

0

5

0/1 at Cincinnati -7 45-20

- 0/8 East Carolina  -16 38-22
10/17 at Connecticut  +2° 28-20 W 044°[10/15 Connecticut -20 42-27
6

5

2

7

1

Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent

-27 56-20 W 050 [8/26 at San Jose St
057°19/2  Stony Brook
u74’(9/9  at Connecticut
064°(9/15  Illinois
p65(9/21  Temple

u68 [9/30 at East Carolina
053°|10/7

w
3 4520 W
L
w
P
L
L 059°[10/14 Cincinnati
w
w
L
w
L

+4> 35-5

-6’ 30-4
-6’ 52-4 066 [10/21 at Tulane
10/28 Houston
075’|11/4  at Connecticut
u73 |11/16 Tulsa
066°[11/24 at UCF
061°[12/23 1 Texas Tech

3494
-137 352
12 48-3

,ATS:7-5-1,0/U:9-3-1) | 2017 (SU: 10-2, ATS: 6-6, 0/U: 5-1)

Line Score W/L
-21742-22 L
-35"31-17 L
Postponed
-16"47-23 W
-19 43-7 W
21 1

o
T
&

-24 33-
-11 34-

ggk“l“l“t“g g

O/U |Date  Opponent
u70’19/1  Elon
u58’19/8  Georgia Tech

9/15  at Illinois

2018 (SU: 7-6, ATS: 4-9,0/U: 5-1-1) 2019 (SU: 4-8, ATS: 6-6, 0/U:5-1)

Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
-27° 34-14 L u567(8/31 Wisconsin +11 0-49 L u58’
+37 49-38 W 060(9/7  at Georgia Tech +6 10-14 W u60
-14 25-19 L  u5879/14 So. Carolina St -28 55-16 W 049’

05519/22 East Carolina  -21 20-13 L  u67(9/21
u62 (9/29 9/28 SMU +7’ 21-48 L 062
074 [10/6  at Massachusetts -15 58-42 W 071 [10/5 at Connecticut -11 48-22 W 048’
10/12 at Tulsa -9 2524 L w6l (10/12 BYU +4> 27-23 W 049’
u64’110/20 Connecticut -31738-30 L p68[10/19 at Navy +153-35 L usI”
054 [10/27 at Houston +9” 36-57 L 075(10/26 at East Carolina -1 45-20 W o051
u55°(11/3  Tulane -6 15441 L w60’ (112
u64’|11/10 at Cincinnati +14°23-35 W 053°[11/7  Temple +1 7-17 L ud®’
u65°’(11/17 at Temple +13717-27 W u62’|11/16 Cincinnati +13717-20 W ud6’
064°(11/23 UCF +14°10-38 L u69’|11/23 Memphis +15 10-49 L u59’
066 [12/20 Marshall +3 20-38 L 051°[11/29 at UCF +24 7-34 L u62



2020 East Garolina Foothall Preview

Team Profile
2020 Team Power Rating 59 8 99
Power Ratings Diff vs Last Year+5.9 11
2020 Strength of Schedule 66.2 74
2020 Season Win Projection 4.4 109
Returning Starters (OFF/DEF) 13 (8/5) 30
Mite fomeh ) [Return Starting QB (YES/NO)  YES
Offensive Coord. [Returning Production % 83%
DDOI;me g<1rk(1;atr1c(kl (| Returning Offense Production  87%
Bfal?er:l%‘;?rel(l)(()lr) * |Returning Defense Production 79% 26
Conference/Div.  |2020 Recruiting (Signees) 28 70
American 2020 Roster Talent Rank 79

2020 Offense/Defense Analysis

It’s been nearly five years and we still don’t understand why East Carolina fired
Ruffin McNeill. After 11 straight seasons of at least five wins, the Pirates are
just 13-35 SU and 16-31-1 ATS since. Last year new head coach Mike Houston
did stop the regression as ECU “improved” to 4-8. However note that the Pi-
rates beat a pair of FCS teams. The highlight of the season might have been the
back-to-back close losses to Cincinnati and SMU where ECU’s offense put up
93 points. The problem is the defense allowed 105.

This year’s offense should be exciting thanks to the return of QB Holton Ahlers
who threw for 3,387 yards (21-10 ratio). The Pirates also return their top two
RB’s in Demetrius Mauney and Darius Pinnix. The receiving corps is a team
strength with their top three targets back in All-AAC CJ Johnson, Tyler Snead

0

and Blake Proehl who combined for 2,337 yards and 13 TD’s lasf year. The|#

offensive line returns three starters led by LT D’ Ante Smith. The defense needs
improvement after allowing 469 y]i)g (No. 119). ECU has a new D.C. in Blake
Harrell and lost a pair of starters late in the spring in DE Chance Purvis (12
TFL’s, legal issues) and safety Daniel Charles 8ransfer portal). ECU also loses
NT Alex Turner (11 TFL’s) and Ist-team All-AAC Kendal Futrell (11 sacks).
The good news is their top three tacklers return led by LB Xavier Smith.

Right now we’re projecting East Carolina to be a clear favorite in one game (vs
FCS Norfolk St). Seven ogthelr underdogs roles are by a TD or less so we do
think they’re capable of pulling a few upsets. However, bowl eligibility doesn’t
look like a good bet in 2020.

2020 Schedule WIIII BI’ I’I'OIGI:IEII lmes -

Date| Opponent |Line|W Line| Total|Score/W,

9/5 | Marshall 1.6 47%

9/12 |at S. Carolina [19.2 (8%

9/19 | Norfolk St |-29.3|197%

9/24 | UCF 18.6 18%

10/3 |at Georgia St |-0.9 [52%

10/10{at USF 6.5 [34%
10/17]  Navy 6.3 [34%
10/24

10/30]at Tulsa 6.7 133%
11/7 Tulane 2.3 145%
11/12|at Cincinnati  |16.9 [11%

11/21]at Temple 6.4 [34%

11/28]  SMU 54 [36%

Projected Wins 4.39

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total |SiNCE firing Ruffin McNeill, ECU
Straight Up 57 39 3-9 39 4.8 1842 |ISjust 16-31-1 nTs_[34%], whichis
Home 33 33 2.5 3-4 2.4 13-19 |ledfordthworstinthe country!

Away 24 06 1-4 05 24 523

Neutral ~ 0-0 00 00 0-0 0-0 00 End of Season
Conference 3-5 17 2-6 17 17 832 | Power Rating 2015-19
Non-Conf 22 22 13 22 3-1 10-10 ||uws

ATS 57 3-8-13-9 48 66 21-38-1 o

HomeFav 04 22 00 13 11 49 5

Home Dog 1-1 1-1 1-5 1-3 22 6-12 7
Away Fav 2-1 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-1 2-2 T S ——
Away Dog 2-1 0-5-12-4 2-3 3-2 9-15-1

Conference 2-6 1-6-12-6 3-5 4-4 12-27-1

Rushing ECU Opp Rk
YPC 3.8 101 114
YPG 141.3 91 207.8 113

Passing ECU Rk Opp

Rk

Comp % 59.9% 71 62.3% 89

YPA 7.7 56 8.5
YPG 288.8 22 261
TD-INT 22-10 24-

119
.6 108
11

Total ECU Rk Opp Rk

YPP 5.7 73 65

114

YPG 430.2 46 4693 119
Scoring ECU Rk Opp Rk
PPG 268 78 337 111

3rd Down ECU Rk Opp Rk
% 39.3% 71 42.4% 99
Red Zone ECU Rk Opp Rk
TD % 46.2% 123 68.1% 107

Scoring % 82.7% 72 87.2% 100
KORet ECU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 163 121 243 117
Punt Ret ECU Rk Opp Rk
Avg 53 101 10.8 102

Sacks By Rk Vs

23 88 17
TFL’s By Rk Vs
70 81 86
Net Punt ECU Rk
Avg 36.3 108

Rk
13
Rk
103

4th Down Off Rk Follow Brad
Att P/Gm 0.6 130 on Twitter:

Turnovers g( @BradPowers]?

Margin =~ +1
Penalties Rk
Per Game 5.9 56

Scoring Quarter-By-Quarter
1Q 2Q 3Q 4Q OT Total

ECU 85 76 66 94 0 321
Opp 108 118 94 84 0 404

2019 Stat Marglns

Margins +/-
Rush YPC -1.3

Pass YPA -0.8
YPP -0.8
YPG -39.1

Scoring  -6.9

Bold = Returning
Passing Att Yds

Holton Ahlers 442 3387

119
92
106
94
101

2019 Individual

Stats

%  Ratio
59.7 21-10

Reid Herring 8 74 6250-0
Rushing Att Yds YPCTD
Demetrius Mauney 125 446 3.6 1
Holton Ahlers 108359 3.3 6
Darius Pinnix 73 289 4.0 4
Receiving RecYds YPCTD
CJ Johnson 54 908 16.8 4
Tyler Snead 66 759 1155
Blake Proehl 54 670 124 4
Defense Tkl Sks TFL Int

Xavier Smith 81 0 25 0

Davondre Robinson71 0 2 3
Gerard Stringer 63 1 2.5 2
Kendal Futrell 63 11 5 0
Bruce Bivens 61 1 05 0
Daniel Charles 57 0 4 2
Kicking FG LG XP

Jake Verity 24-29 51 33-33

2019 Game-By-Game Recap

Teams Open Close Score ATS
East Carolina 58 515 6 Under: 11.5
NC State -20.5 -17.5 34 Cover: 10.5

-NC State controlled the game with a 505-269 yard edge
including 191-41 on the ground.

Gardner Webb 585 9 Under: 1.5
East Carolina -30.5 48 Cover: 8.5
-ECU had 31-13 first down and 574-186 yard edges in-
cluding 365-39 on the ground.

East Carolina 55 54 10 Under: 2
Navy -9 <750 42 Cover: 24.5
-Navy dominated with 27-10 first down and 468-222
yard edges including 315-84 on the ground.

-Navy QB Malcolm Perry threw for 151 yards and 2
TD’s and also added 156 rushing yards and 4 TD’s.

William Mary 47 47 7 Cover: 2

East Carolina -12 -14 19 Under: 19
-ECU had 25-16 first down and 480-260 yard edges in-
cluding 270-122 on the ground.

-ECU had to settle for 3 short FG’s.

East Carolina -1.5 465 24 Cover: 6

Old Dominion 49 -3 21 Under: 1.5
-ECU had a 309-293 yard edge as both teams committed
3 TO’s. ECU did get a blocked punt TD.

-ECU snapped a 10-game road losing streak that began
in the 2017 season.

ECU led 17-3 at halftime. The 14-point lead is ECU’s
largest after a half against an FBS team since the
2015 season.

Temple -13 -12 27 Under: 3.5
East Carolina 49.5 475 17 Cover: 2
-Temple had 29-21 first down and 490-327 yard edges
including 237-98 on the ground.

-ECU got a back-door cover TD with :29 left.
-However, on the final play...there was some drama as
ECU fumbled and Temple returned it for a TD that would
have gave the Owls the cover and put the game over the
total. However, the ECU player was ruled down.

-The game was delayed for about 10 minutes after some
of the lights went out with about 3’2 minutes remaining.

East Carolina 62 64 28 Cover: 21.5
Central Florida -31.5 -34.5 41 Over: 5

-First downs were even but UCF was more explosive
with a 611-483 yard edge.

-The final was a bit misleading as UCF led 35-3 late in
the 2Q.

South Florida -1 -1 45 Cover: 24
East Carolina 505 51 20 Over: 14
-USF had 27-22 first down and 525-324 yard edges in-
cluding 347-102 on the ground. USF averaged 8.7 ypc.
-USF led 35-7 late 2Q.

Cincinnati -20.5 24 46 Over: 41

East Carolina 49.5 48 43 Cover: 21
Misleading Final: ECU had 35-19 FD and 638-462 yard
edges. Cincy did have a 301-103 rushing yard edge.
-Cincy got a 32-yard FG on the final play for the win.
-ECU QB Holton Ahlers was 32 of 52 for 535 yards and
4 TD’s. -Ahlers shattered the old school record of 480
yards passing, set six years ago by Shane Carden
against Tulane.

-ECU WR ClJ Johnson had 283 receiving yards. Johnson
set the school and conference records with 283 yards
receiving, breaking the ECU record of 270 yards set
two years ago by Trevon Brown against Cincinnati.

East Carolina 67.5 745 51 Cover: 14.5

SMU -245 225 59 Over: 35.5
-SMU had a 33-27 first down edge but ECU a 644-636
yard edge.

-ECU QB Holton Ahlers threw for 498 yards and 6 TD’s
while WR Tyler Snead had 240 yards receiving.

East Carolina -145 -15 31 Under: 9.5
Connecticut 625 645 24 Cover: 8
-ECU had a 32-20 first down edge but Uconn a 527-509

yard edge.
-ECU QB Ahlers threw for 374 yards.
Tulsa -6 -6.5 49 Cover: 18.5

East Carolina 62 63 24 Over: 10
-First downs were even at 24-24 but Tulsa had a 669-383
yard edge including 338-75 on the ground.

Non-Conf 3-1 22 13 13 22 911 » Punting Avg 120 50+ BLK | gy QB Holton Ahlers threw for 308 yards and 3 TD’s.
o/u 57 66 84 75 57 3129 ws a6 2w ams 215 | Jonn Young 406156 0
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2015 (SU: 5-1,ATS: 5-7,0/U:5-1 2016 (SU: 3-9, ATS: 3-8-1, 0/U: 6-6) 2017 (SU: 3-9, ATS: 3-9,0/U: 8-4) 2018 (SU: 3-9, ATS: 4-8, 0/U:7-5) 2019 (SU: 4-8, ATS: 6-6, 0/U:5-1
Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date  Opponent Line Score W/LO/U |Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U (Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U [Date Opponent Line Score W/LO/U
9/5  Towson -30 28-20 L u581(9/3  W. Carolina -18 52-7 W 057(9/2 James Madison +2 14-34 L u68 (91 NCA&T | -12*23-28 L u62’(8/31 at NC State +17°6-34 'L uSl’
9/12  at Florida +20724-31 W 053’9/10 NC State +5% 33-30 W 059 [9/9  at West Virginia +25°20-56 L 068’3;2135 T\io\-;h _Ca,r0¥nah Elé 4111-Id9 W 059’ 3%4 (ia]{Idner-Webb f70’ 4113-22 \LN ugi’
9/19 at Navy +5 21-45L 0581(9/17 atSo.Carolina +3 15-20 L u51(9/16 VirginiaTech ~ +25 17-64 L 060’ at virginia lech Cancelle at Navy u
0126 VirginiaTech  19° 3528 W 030'0/24 at Virginia Tech +14 17-54 L 057'9/23 at Comnectiont +4 4138 W o64(9/22 atUSF " 21 1320 W u67 [9/21 William & Mary -14 197 L ud7
103 at SMU 5" 4923 W 066 [10/1 UCF -3 29-47L 0611930 SouthFlorida +21°31-61 L o074 [}/22 Old Dominion -7 '37:35 L 06071928 at Old Dominion 3 24-21 W ud6’
10/10 at BYU +9° 38-45 W 059 [10/8 at USF +16 22-38 P u68 [10/7 Temple +3 1034 L uS9 (1073 Hovaten® 116 5042 L weo|lorin oee v
10/17 Tulsa -13°30-17 L u77’[10/15 10/14 at UCF +35°21-63 L 07010120 UCE U037 ues |10/16 at UCF 342841 W o064
10/22 Temple -3 14-24 L u48’[10/22 at Cincinnati +17 19-31 L u63’[10/21 BYU +5° 33-17 W u55|10/27 10/26 USF +1 20-45L o051
10/30 at Connecticut -6" 13-31 L u50°[10/29 Connecticut -7 413 W u53°[10/28 11/3 Memphis +11°41-59 L 067 |11/2 Cincinnati +24 43-46 W 048
11/7 USF 5 17-22L w55 |11/5 at Tulsa +9° 24-45 L u76[11/4 at Houston +23°27-52 L 062'|11/10 at Tulane +11 1824 W u53 [119 at SMU 422°51-59 W 074’
11/14 11/12 SMU -7 31-55L 063 |11/11 Tulane-ot +6 2431 L u62’|11/17 Connecticut ~ -17° 5521 W o71°|11/16
11/19 at UCF -15” 44-7 W u53’|11/19 Navy +8” 31-66 L 065 [11/18 Cincinnati +3’ 48-20 W 067 |11/23 at Cincinnati +17 6-56 L 050 |11/23 at Connecticut -15 31-24 L u64’
11/28 Cincinnati +17 16-19 L u69’[11/26 at Temple +22 10-37 L u59 [11/25 at Memphis +30 13-70 L 081 112/1 at NC State +25 3-58 L 060°|11/30 Tulsa +6” 24-49 L 063




