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- E /. 38 98 22 #119 ass Def 8 21 - 5 3 / at Memphis 3321 W | 54 55 113 26
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Texas Tech 23-41 29 0 0 31 31-102 33 41-62 388 5 | 31 27-48 18 43-60 413 4 at Purdue 42-7 1 8 1 7-221 4.7 7-25 204 12 22-65 18-35 161
Montana St 31-30 83 -3 -2 22 26-144 5.5 3548 317 4 | 25 44-160 3.6 1727 218 2 Tllinois 17-45 - -3 1 2-148 4.6 3-42 308 27 39210 26-37 312
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at TCU 17-48 -a3 1 -3 15 31-16 0.5 2344 276 7 | 16 36-107 3.0 1526 228 2 © Bye
Rutgers 52-55 84 1 1 23 2874 2.6 45-71 484 4 | 22 52191 37 1933 283 3 = at USF 20-26 109 E) 3 | 21 33110 33 2436240 1 | 12 37112 3.0 1118 129 2
Bye [ "y Temple 38-20 99 10 1 27 42-205 4.9 3137 270 1 | 17 31176 57 1225 200 3
at Memphis 34-29 140 2 T 23 33-139 4.2 2743 321 1 | 21 40-122 31 2636 198 4 > - Connecticut 41-16 168 1 0 23 36137 3.8 2130 388 0 | 22 3236 1.1 2442 3210
Temple 59-49 135 11 2 34 29-190 6.6 3753 538 0 | 23 36-217 6.0 2738 376 4 ) < ] Bye
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Average 33-42 20111 T3] 25 28-108 39 64.2% 381 _57%| 24 30-150 39 65.1% 290 _7.8% = = g Average 34-18 1858 80 01| 24 4i-181 44 70.7 282 2.6%| 15 32100 3.7 56.3% 178 7.0%
Conference 48-44 1197 47 0.7] 27 _30-134 4.5 65.3% 448 3.0%| 22 43-177 41 67.3% 286 __10.3% =) (] c Conferent 3321 1453 7.5 03] 24 38140 3.7 75.0 307 2.0%| 17 32104 3.3 54.2% 198 5.1%
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By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing ivi 7] 0 %] By Game Yardage Leaders Passing ushing ivi
Texas Ted Garrett Gilbert 41-62-388-0-0| Garrett Gilbert 14-53-3.8-1| Jeremy Johnson 12-131-10.9-0 - c at Purdue unchie Legaux 3-20-145-1-2| Hosey Williams 15-70-4.7-1| Max Morrison
Montana St Garrett Gilbert 35-48-317-1-0[KC Nlemchi 8-54-6.8-1] Darius Joseph 12-113-9.4°1 - 5] Tllinois unchie Legaux 7-31-237-1-1 | Munchie Legaux 11-52-4.7-0[ Anthon McClung
Bye = St rendon Kay 2-14-277-4-0] Hosey Williams 11-117-10.6-2| Max Morrison
at Texas ARGM Garrett Gilbert 37-62-310-1-1| Prescott Line 9-20-4.4-0|Keenan Holman 10-133-13.3-1 X at Miami, OH rendon Kay 3-37-171-0-2|RD Abernath 24-90-3.8-0| Shag Washi
at TCU Garrett Gilbert 23-44-276-2-4[KC Nlemchi 10-46-4.6-0| Jeremy Johnson 11-150-14.5-1 [ Bye
Rutgers Garrett Gilbert 45-70-484-5-0[ Traylon Shead 15-69-4.6-0| Jeremy Johnson! 18-217-12.1-3 Q9 at USF Brendon Kay 24-36-240-3-2RD Abernath 4-38-9.5-0[ Anthon McClung 8-00-11.3-0
Bye s Temple Brendon Kay 31-37-270-2-0[Tion Green 18-01-5.1-2| Anthon McClung 7-86-12.3-2
at Memphis Garrett Gilbert 27-43-321-2-1| Traylon Shead 22-83-3.8-2 Keenan Holman 6126-21.01 Connecticut Brendon Kay 17-34-300-4-0| Jordan Luallen 12-51-4.3-0 Mekale McKa 2-93-46.5-0
Temple Garrett Gilbert 37-53-538-4-0| Garrett Gilbert 8-97-12.1-2 Keenan Holman 10-209-20.9-3 Bye
Bye at Memphis Brendon Kay 27-35-321-1-1[RD Abernath 12-46-3.8-1 Anthon McClung 9-98-10.9-1
at Cincinnati SMU
Connecticut Position by Position Edges at Rutgers
USF SMU Cincinnati_|at Houston
at Houston Bye
UCF 127 RBARNEIRE) Louisville
RB vs LB 0.93
Garrett Gilbert 245-382-2634-15-6 | Garrett Gilbert 68-224-3.3-5| Jeremy Johnson 64-752-11.8-4 < Season | |Brendon Kay 144-209-1709-14-5|RD Abernathy 93-387-4.2-3| Anthon McClung 37-462-12.5-5
SMU Season Leaders  [Neal Burcham 4-5-31-0-0] Traylon Shead 51-197-3.9-3| Keenan Holman 42-665-15.8-6 ol vabl 0.66 Grrri Munchie Legaux 30-51-382-2-3 | Hosey Williams 64-362-5.7-4| Shag Washi 49-432-8.8-0
Prescott Line 40-152-3.8-2 | Darius Joseph 64-561-8.8-3 | Bennie Coney 6-7-84-1-1]Tion Green 64-278-4.3-6] Chris Moore 23-323-14.0-4
Last Five Years Meetings (Last 16 years at PhilSteele.com) A Category Team Margin Phil's Forecast:
i : ) Projected Box Score DL vs OL 0.99
2012 Rank Line  Score FD  Rush  Att-Comp-Yds To's 2 Las Vegas Line First meeting, however Tuberville faced SMU in his first ssn at TT (Red
[ . . LB vs RB 0.65 Cincylbyi9:5) Raiders won 35-27). The Bearcats have looked impressive in their L/3
_ _ t Projected Rushing Las Vegas Total _ wins incl having 25-15 FD and 437-232 yd edges in the 34-21 win over
2011 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds To's S 75 ] Cincinnati 192 DB vs QB/WR 142 63.5 Points phis LW. After a tough opening sked (#50), SMU has avg'd 48 ppg
- Projected Passing +/- Ratings T PR and 582 ypg in AAC play thanks to possibly the nation’s most improved
- : ° 330 Shu Cincinnati 301 0.16 STvs ST incy by 12. QB in Gilbert who is avg 448 ypg (66%) w/an 11-1 ratio the L/3 gms and
2010 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds TO's o Projected Yardage Total
= 205 Cincinnati 493 me Grade Cincy by 10.05 vs Temple, he had 635 total yds, 7th most by a QB in NCAA hist. While
£ Projected Final Score 3.35 Kvs K Cincy is 6-2 this year, their 5 wins over FBS opp have been over tms w/a
2009 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds To's o 28 SMU Cincinnati 40 ) omputer Yards Cincy 493-405 combined 3-36 record (#124 sked) and they have not faced an offense
- Experience Rankings 1.25 Coaching Staff anywhere near the level of SMU. Look for a lot of pts here as this gets my
£ 112 SMU Cincinnati 62 omputer Points Cincy 40-29 call for high scoring game of the week.
2008 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds TO's 2 Team Schedule Strength 6.03 ) 466 [— oR o0
k3 50 sMu Cincinnati 124 Positional Edge To: Phil Steele Cincinnati by 3
SMU By 1.37 A 40



