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Pittsburgh Panthers iy e Navy Midshipmen
Panthers Logs CONF: CONF: i i Logs
tmRec FOE TM  FOE ... FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE 2-2 0-0 TM FOE TM_ FOE . FOE AP TEAM --PS RANK-- FOE
REC CONF CONF +/- ™ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L| OFF DEF ST __OFF DEF ST NCAA RANKINGS REC REC CONF CONF +/- _TM__ FOE | DATE FOE SCORE W/L| OFF _DEF ST _OFF _DEF ST
0-0 00 | 00 00 137 150 11 |92 Florida St 13-41 L | 95 27 23 9 5 3 2013 CURRENT RANKINGS 0-0 0-0 128 8/31 _ atBye 77 122 98
0-1 0-1 134 9/7 Bye 95 23 23 Plttsburgh Nav 00 10 | 00 0-0 128 131 9/7 at Indiana 4135 W | 86 102 98 20 106 101
0-1 i1 01 0-0 134 117 9/14 New Mexico 49-27  w | 83 48 47 96 115 113 | Cittsburah Havy 1-0 0-0 131 9/14 Delaware 517 W | 63 117 95
1-1 221 | 01 01 134 131 9/21 __ atDuke 58-55 W | 53 40 91 75 68 9 #93 Rush Off #6 | 20 0-0 131 9/21 Bye 37 81 69
2-1 221 11 00 134 132 9/28 Virginia 143w [ 33 69 91 78 35 115 | #72 Pass Off #123| 20 22 00 01 131 118 9/28  at WKU 719 L 38 85 69 65 101 52
3-1 2-1 133 10/5 Bye 61 48 105 #94 Total Off #73 | 211 14 _ 0-0 04 126 114 10/5 Air Force 28-10 W | 77 80 24 94 122 75
3-1 51 [ 211 20 133 143 24 [10/12 _at Virginia Tech 919 L | 61 49 105 90 3 45 #65 Score Off #65 | 31 32 L 00 02 126 130 10/12 _ at Duke 735 L 91 77 24 46 98 5
3-2 42 | 22 00 133 111 10/19 Old Dominion _ 35-24 W | 64 46 106 34 125 124 | #120 Sks Allowed #49 | 32 33 L 00 21 122 130 10/19 _at Toledo 4445 L 94 77 60 63 75 3
4-2 33 [ 22 00 133 126 10/26 _at Navy 71 45 94 90 76 74 #33 Rush Def #100| 33 42 00 22 122 133 10/26 Pittsburgh 90 76 74 71 45 94
4-2 43 [ 22 32 131 143 11/2 _ at Georgia Tech 35 20 103 | #74 Pass Def #27 | 33 52 L 00 0-0 124 146 11/2 _ at Notre Dame 52 19 55
5-2 0-0 146 11/9 Notre Dame 52 19 55 #44 Total Def #70 0-6 0-4 120 11/9 Hawaii 107 80 20
1-5 0-3 133 11/16 N Carolina 46 67 44 #74 Score Def #52 3-3 1-1 119 11/16 S Alabama 73 90 118
3-4 1-2 139 11/23 _ at Syracuse 66 65 24 #79 Sks By #70 3-3 2-1 126 11/22 _ at San Jose St 70 73 46
6-0 2-0 149 11/29 Miami, FI 9 38 30 #53 Ypg Diff #123 11/30 Bye
-1 Total TO's +3 3-5 0-0 122 12/14 _t Arm: 94 104 111
Net Offense Comp Yds Defense Comp Yds Net Offense Comp  Yds Defense Comp Yds
Score Yds _ FD TO's FD__RA-RY _YPC Att  Pass Sks| FD RA-RY YPC At Pass  Sks Score Yds FD TO's| FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks | FD RA-RY YPC Att Pass Sks
Florida St 13-41] -236 -8 -2 16 27-96 3.6 15-28 201 3 | 24 34-156 4.6 27-29 377 2 at Bye
Bye at Indiana 41-35] 34 2 1 27 70-444 6.3 2-5 71 25 26-118 4.5 3143 363 0
New Mexico 49-27] 257 7 -3 23 34283 83 14-18 244 1 | 16 52-213 41 917 57 3 3 Delaware 51-7] 253 13 2 31 62352 57  11-15 237 0 18 34-157 46 1932 179 2
at Duke 58-55| 66 4 4 27 46-174 3.8  23-33 424 2 | 23 36-213 5.9 2233 319 1 o Bye
Virginia 14-3 11 0 -1 11 358 0.2 13-31 191 7 | 11 33-65 2.0 1537 123 3 © at WKU 7-19] -234  -13 0 10 33-107 3.2 7-17 76 1 23 43-219 51 2531 198 1
Bye T Air Force 28-10[ 14 -1 3 18 51273 5.4 6-10 54 2 19 57231 41  7-16 82 0
at Virginia Tech 9-19] -105 -6 0 11 26-23 0.9 13-29 187 8 | 17 38-76 2.0 1934 239 3 ") [4 at Duke 7-35] -116 -6 -3 18 50-230 4.6 6-14 89 2 24 37-134 3.6 3239 301 2
0ld Dominion 35-24] -35 -7 1 18 45266 5.9 11-18 104 2 | 25 20-93 47 31-53 312 2 a-’ z c at Toledo 44-45] 88 14 0 35 93419 45 513 95 6 21 46-321 7.0 11-20 105 0
at Navy Q Pittsburgh
at Georgia Tech K= £ £ at Notre Dame
Notre Dame + Hawaii
N Carolina c i Q S Alabama
ats © 9 ‘=
yracuse a [t K] at San Jose St
Miami, FI 7] Bye
= ] k-] + Arm:
[=)] [ -
Average 30-28] -7.0 _-1.7 0.2 18 36-142 4.0  56.7% 225 14.6% 19 36-136 3.8 60.6% 238  6.9% - = = Average
Conference 24-30] -66.0 -2.5 0.3 16 34-75 2.2 52.9% 251 16.5% 19 35-128 3.6 624% 265 6.8% 3 g > Conference
Awa 34-37] -195 -1.0 2.0 19 36-99 2.7 58.1% 306 16.1% 20 37-145 3.9 61.2% 279 6.0% =} 4 S Home
By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing ivi [} O © By Game Yardage Leaders Passing Rushing i
Florida St Tom Savage 15-28-201-1-2| Tyler Boyd 3-54-18.0-0| Devin Street 6-141-23.5-0 b= - at Bye
Bye o > z at Indiana Keenan Reynolds 2-4-71-0-0| Keenan Reynolds 32-127-4.0-3| Casey Bolena 1-47-47.0-0
New Mexico Tom Savage 13-17-236-2-2| James Conner 12-119-9.9-2 Tyler Boyd 6-134-22.3-1 = Delaware Keenan Reynolds 10-13-233-2-0| Keenan Reynolds 15-109-7.3-0| DeBrandon Sanders 3-86-28.7-1
at Duke Tom Savage 23-33-424-6-0| James Conner 26-173-6.7-1| Devin Street 6-166-27.7-2 f) Bye
Virginia Tom Savage 13-31-191-1-2|James Conner 15-27-1.8-1[Tyler Boyd 7-111-15.9-0 at WKU John Hendrick 5-13-56-0-2] Chris Swain 14-32-2.3-0| Matt Aiken 3-39-13.0-0
Bye 9 Air Force Keenan Reynolds 6-10-54-0-0| Keenan Reynolds 28-126-4.5-3| Matt Aiken 1-17-17.0-0
at Virginia Tech Tom Savage 13-28-187-0-0[ Isaac Bennett 7-31-4.4-0| Devin Street 5-104-20.8-0 ; at Duke Keenan Reynolds 6-13-89-0-1] Chris Swain 13-61-4.7-0| DeBrandon Sanders 3-55-18.3-0
0Old Dominion Tom Savage 11-18-104-1-0[ Isaac Bennett 30-240-8.0-3[ Tyler Boyd 6-46-7.7-0 at Toledo Keenan Reynolds 5-12-95-1-0| Noah Copeland 28-153-5.5-0| Demond Brown 1-31-31.0-0
at Navy Pittsburgh
at Georgia Tech at Notre Dame
Notre Dame Hawaii
N Carolina Position by Position Edges S Alabama
at Syracuse Pittsburgh Navy at San Jose St
Miami, I 2.00 | QB/WRvsDB e
0.80 RB vs LB
Tom Savage 88-155-1343-11-6 Isaac Bennett 77-450-5.8-5| Devin Street 26-549-21.1-3 Keenan Reynolds 31-56-562-3-1| Keenan Reynolds 126-453-3.6-10| DeBrandon Sanders 9-176-19.6-1
Pittsburgh Season Leaders | Chad Voytik 1-1-8-0-0| James Conner 64-354-5.5-4| Tyler Boyd 31-491-15.8:4| 4 5, OL vs DL Navy Season Leaders |John Hendrick 6-15-60-0-2] Chris Swain 71-263-3.7-3| Geoffrey Whiteside 3-89-29.7-0
Tyler Boyd 9-106-11.8-1[Kevin Weatherspoon 8-113-14.1-0| Team 0-3-0-0-0| Noah Copeland 49-219-4.5-1] Casey Bolena 6-81-13.5-0
L. Si N Category Team Margin Phil's Forecast:
2012 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds % Projected Box Score 021 D Las Vegas Line
[ [ Pitt by 6 Pitt will see the option offense for 2 str wks (here & GT next wk) and
- N . 0.03 LB vs RB : .
c Projected Rushing Las Vegas Total they already faced option NM earlier TY. LW they had pass-happy
2011 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds 8 137 Pittsburgh Navy 236 9 [ 51.5 Points ODU and won 35-24. After falling behind 10-0 in the 1Q, they scored
P Projected Passing 13 v QIR 028 " 28 unanswered pts to take control but were outFD’d 25-18. The Mids
) . +/- Ratings =
261 Pittsburgh Navy 112 STvs ST 0.52 [ Pitt by 3.25 come in off B2B losses as both tms have played Duke TY (Navy lost
2010 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds % Projected Yardage Total . Game Grade 35-7 while Pitt won 58-55). LW Navy piled up a 35-21 FD edge but a
© 398 Pittsburgh Navy 348 %B [& 0.01 [ Pitt by 2.46 key 68-yd FR td for Toledo and a missed xp in 20T proved to be the
Ly Projected Final Score . Computer Yards difference in their 45-44 loss. While Pitt has one of the best DT’s in
2009 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds e 24 Pittsburgh Navy 25 . P [ Pitt 398-348 the country in Donald (leads nation in sks and tfl per gm), Navy’s
S
- N Coaching Staff 1.50 . " "
AT Pittsburgh 0 -7.5 27 18 37-126 37-19-243 c Experience Rankings Computer Points backs are against the wall and I will agree with my computer.
Navy 0 51.5 14 17 46-129 22-6-89 5 106 Pittsburgh Navy 68 437 — 531 P [ Navy 25-24
2008 Rank Line Score FD Rush  Att-Comp-Yds ﬁ Team Schedule Strength ) ) Phil Steele
vs Pittsburgh 23 25 42 22 42-244 23-15-255 o 32 Pittsburgh Navy 97 Positional Edae To: | Navy by 1 NAVY 25 PITT 24
Navy 0 51 21 12 47-194 8-4-57 Pittchurah Bv 2.06




