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- 0-0 - 0-0 9 127 /31 at Purdue 427 _W | 52 a5 59 98 67 74 2013 CURRENT RANKINGS - - 7 /31 Bye 9 68
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- 0-2 - 0-0 114 /2. at Miami, OH 140w | 33 53 37 126 124 82 4 ush Of #73 |_0- 2-1 - 1-0 132 /2. Arkansas St 317 W 40 95 111
- - 2 Bye 56 6 37 ass O #96 | 1- - 2 Bye
- 0-4 - 0-0 120 at USF 2026 L | 54 3 77 116 75 110 4 otal Of #99 | 1- 31 - 0-0 144 / UCF 1724 L a1 46 61
- 0-5 - 0-2 116 / Temple 3820 W | 55 7 77 119 109 103 Score Off #108 | 1- 4-0 - 1-0 136 / at Houston 1525 L 29 90 25
- 0-5 - 0-1 122 / 41-16 W | 55 43 59 116 67 94 #3 Sks Allowed #79 | 1- 1-4 - 0-1 128 / SMU 2934 L 75 85 50
- E /. Bye 51 a4 29 #10 ush Def #7 - - / Bye
1-5 - 0 / at Memphis 113 18 #10 ass Def 68 52 2-1 133 / Cincinnati 54 55 27
3-4 - 7] / SMU 38 o8 #6 otal Def’ 12 / Tenn Martin
4-3 - 1 /16 at Rutgers 93 65 #10 core Def 34 25 -1 2 /16 __at USF 121 67 89
6-1 - 6 /23 _at Houston 18 87 #6 Sks By 59 7-1 -1 4 /23 at Louisville 28 9 85
/30 Bye #56 Ypg Diff 48 17 -4 1 /30 Temple 100 106 125
7-1 3-1 149 / Louisville 28 9 85 ) Total TO's 6 0-7 -3 2 / at C 116 85 65
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at Purdue 42-7 1 8 1 7-221 4.7 7-25 4 12 22-65 18-35 161 1 Bye
Tllinois 17-45 E -3 -1 2-148 4.6 3-22 8 27 39-210 2637 312 0 0w 14-28 -233 -13 1 12 3389 2.7 1424 148 1 | 25 45-173 3.8 2537 297 3
Northwestern St 66-9 4 16 1 5-324 7.2 0-22 5 12 34-100 14-23 79 4 @ at Middle Tenn 15-17 66 -3 1 | 17 46180 3.9 19-30 170 4 | 20 28-60 21 2236 224 3
at Miami, OH 140 2 20 -1 2-198 3.8 3-37 1 4 29-7 7-16 80 5 o Arkansas St 317 250 6 0 23 45329 7.3 17-26 176 1 | 17 31-74 24 2239 181 7
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at USF 20-26 109 9 -3 21 33-110 33 2436240 1 | 12 37-112 3.0 11-18 129 2 - UCF 17-24 127 9 4 | 25 35118 34 2039 279 5 | 16 30-110 37 1736160 1
Temple 38-20 99 10 1 27 42-205 4.9 3137 270 1 | 17 31-176 5.7 12-25 200 3 ") g at Houston 15-25 102 5 3 | 20 40127 32 2141 222 2 | 15 29-38 13 1432 209 1
41-16 168 1 0 23 36-137 3.8 2130 388 0 | 22 32-36 11 2442 321 0 E < » SMU 29-34 -140 -2 1 21 40-122 3.1 2636198 4 | 23 33-139 4.2 27-43 321 1
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Average 34-18 183.0 8.7 03 24 21-192 2.7 69.4% 275 2.2%] 15 32-101 32 571% 183 7.7% c P [-% Average 20-23 287 03 1.0 | 20 40-161 4.0 59.7 199 8.7%] 19 33-99 0 57.0% 232 7.2%
Conference 33-21 125.3 6.7 0.7 24 37-151 4.1 73.8% 299 1.9%] 17 33-108 3.2 553% 217  5.9% c g £ Conference _ 20-28 29.7 4.0 2.0 22 38122 32 57.8 233 9.5%] 18 31-96 1 52.3% 230 2.7%
way 17-24 108.3 8.7 1.7 23 39-152 3.9 60.9% 240 2.6% 14 35-110 3.1 62.0% 174 9.9% — ome 23-23 1.0 0.0 -0.5| 20 38-165 4.3 61.6 200 8.8%]| 20 35-124 .6 58.7% 240 7.7%
By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing ivi Q S 9 By Game Yardage Leaders Passing ushing ivi
at Purdue unchie Legaux 3-20-145-1-2| Hosey Williams 15-70-4.7-1] Max Morrison c - = Bye
Tllinois unchie Legaux 7-31-237-1-1] Munchie Legaux 11-52-4.7-0[ Anthon McClung 5] Duke Paxton Lynch 14-24-148-0-1| Brandon Haynes 15-39-2.6-0[ Tevin Jones 2-49-24.5-0
Northwestern St Brendon Kay 2-14-277-4-0] Hosey Williams 11-117-10.6-2| Max Morrison > at Middle Tenn Paxton Lynch 18-26-164-1-2| Brandon Haynes 15-81-5.4-0[Joe Craig 4-65-16.3-0
at Miami, OH Brendon Kay 3-37-171-0-2| RD Abernathy 24-90-3.8-0[ Shag X Arkansas St Paxton Lynch 17-26-176-1-0| Marquis Warford 11-173-15.7-1] Mose Frazier 2-35-17.5-0
Bye [} Bye
at USF Brendon Kay' 24-36-240-3-2| RD Abernathy 4-38-9.5-0 Anthon McClung 8-90-11.3-0 (] UCF Paxton Lynch 20-38-279-0-2| Brandon Haynes 12-73-6.1-1| Tevin Jones 4-63-15.8-0
Temple Brendon Kay' 31-37-270-2-0 Tion Green 18-91-5.1-2[ Anthon McClung 7-86-12.3-2 3 at Houston Paxton Lynch 21-41-222-0-0| Brandon Haynes 12-72-6.0-0] Mose Frazier 5-81-16.2-0
Brendon Kay' 17-34-300-4-0Jordan Luallen 2-51-4.3-0| Mekale McKay 2-93-46.5-0 SMU Paxton Lynch 26-36-198-1-1| Brandon Haynes 16-65-4.1-1] Mose Frazier 4-46-11.5-1
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Brendon Kay 117-174-1388-13-4| Hosey Willams 64-362-5.7-4] Anthon McClung 28-364-13.0-4 Paxton Lynch 116-191-1187-3-6| Brandon Haynes 88-444-5.0-3| Mose Frazier 15-256-17.1-1
Cincinnati Season Leaders | Munchie Legaux 30-51-382-2-3 | RD Abernathy 81-341-4.2-2[ Shag 38-336-8.8-0( ¢ 3o —— Memphis Season Leaders| Brandon Hayes 0-1-0-0-1| Marquis Warford 47-297-6.3-1| Joe Craig 21-244-11.60
Bennie Coney 6-7-84-1-1| Tion Green 51-254-5.0-4| Max Morrison 19-314-16.5-3 Sam Craft 16-76-4.8-2| Tevin Jones 17-228-13.4-0
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Cincinnati
2 ) ) 1.25 LB vs RB ‘ by 2.5 These 2 were CUSA foes until ‘04 with Memphis dropping 4 of the L/5. In
2011 Rank Line  Score D Rush Att-Compvds  TO's 5 107 G P'°’et“e" R“s;""g i 126 Las Vegas Total ‘ PSS their last meeting in ‘04 Cincy at home won 49-10. While Cincy comes in at
P o incinnati emphis 0.11 DB vs QB/WR - 5-2, the combined record of the 4 FBS tms they have beaten is just 2-28.
w“ Projected Passing i
° 218 Cincinnati Memphis 183 +/- Ratings Cincinnati by 6.50 Here they face a Mem tm that while just 1-5 is only getting oqtscored by 3
— N ST vs ST 1.26 and are outgaining their opp’s by 29 . However, the Tigers are off a
2010 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds TO's 2 Projected Yardage Total pP9 9 g pp’s by 29 ypg g ge
a 325 Cincinnati Memphi 309 Game Grade | Cincinnati by 1.94 misleading gm vs SMU as they were down 34-3 but got 2 def td's and also
© phis Kvs K 3.08 - atd the last play. M h D is all'g 99 ivi
N - pass on the last play. Mem rusl| is all'g ypg (3.0) and are giving
L Projected Final Score < ter Yard 126 less th hat thei o while Ciney i +183 b
2009 Rank Line Score FD  Rush Att-Comp-Yds  TO's (] 20 Cincinnati Memphis 17 § omputer Yards [ Cincinnati 325-309 up 126 ypg less than what their opp are all'g while Cincy is +183 ypg TY.
- E N N 0.90 Coaching Staff This goes down to the wire.
c xperience Rankings Computer Points
5 62 Cincinnati Memphis 28 3.05 - 4.58 [ Cincinnati 20-17
2008 Rank Line Score FD  Rush Att-Comp-Yds  TO's 2 Team Schedule Strength . 7 L ohil steele
K3 125 Cincinnati Memphis 56 Positional Edae To: [ Cincinnati by 1 CINCINNATI 21 MEMPHIS 20
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