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POWER PLAYS 4.9 x's 29-14 THIS YEAR!
LATE PHONE 45«'s 14-2 LAST 4 WEEKS!!!
9 NFL GAME OF YEAR DENVER -4 WINS!!!
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RENEW POWER SWEEP/POWER PLAYS FOR 2025 JUST $89 (reg $129) ENDS SATURDAY!

Right now the price to renew Power Sweep is just $89. About a month ago it was $69 and it keeps going up every two weeks. We have delivered nothing
but WINNERS for you this year. The College Keys are 39-26 on the year, the NFL selections are 21-12 the last 11 weeks and the new addition of the GREEN
BOX below which gave out our Private Play Hotline Plays (8 per week) for FREE hit 48-26 65% the last 10 weeks. As a Power Sweep subscriber you also
got our September 5% for FREE and it won with Kansas St -5 over Okla St 42-20 (led 42-13). You also get a one time 50% weekend which you can use any
week off the prices on the back of Power Sweep. By the way if you have not used your yet, why not use it this week, our Late Phones are on Fire! You see
the results of us putting Power Sweep out on Wednesday and that will be the case next year as well. You can wait til the summer to renew and pay $129
but right now until Saturday the price is just $89 and you get all the bonuses - so why wait? Price goes up again on Sunday!.

LATE PHONE 4 's 14-2 88% LAST 4 WEEKS!!! GAMES OF MONTH 8-2 80%!!
9'S 8-1LAST 2 YEARS - NFL GAME OF YEAR 5+ Denver -4 WINS 31-13!!
GAMES OF THE YEAR NOW 3-0 WITH TWO LEFT IN 2024-25!!!

Sept 28 we released our FIRST 5% and it is our the Most Important Play we put out all year as we give it out FREE to all Power Sweep Sub-
scribers. We had a super easy winner on the September 5% as Kansas St (-5) led Okla St 35-13 after 3Q and 42-13! Many services would
have already had four or five 5%, 10%, 20%, 100% plays but we are different here at Northcoast. Our highest rated release is a 5% and they are
rare! Six weeks ago we released a RARE 5% and it won with Indiana -5 over Washington, another WINNER. Four weeks ago we released our 5%
COLLEGE GAME OF THE YEAR which is the STRONGEST play as we have over 800 games to choose from during the year. That play lived
up to its billing as Tulane -7 shutout Navy 35-0 with a 358-113 yard edge! We have had a total of EIGHT 5%’s in basically 57 weeks of football.
Those 5%’s have hit a super 7-1 86%! Four weeks ago we released our 4.5% Totals Game of the Year and it won! Each month we have a Col-
lege, NFL and Totals Game of the Month and those plays have gone 7-2 77% and are a half point away from 8-1. Our Late Phone selections
CONTINUE to be RED HOT with a super 72% on the star basis for Thanksgiving and our 4 x selections are on an incredible 14-1 93% run
the last three weeks!! The College Totals are now 16-7 the last 6 weeks. Last week we released our NFL GAME OF THE YEAR!! There are 18
weeks of the NFL regular season and this is the STRONGEST NFL play of the year and the ONLY 5 % that we will release all year in the NFL!!!
Denver was -4 and beat Indianapolis 31-13!! Check out the 5% record below which is now 8-1 over the last two years and our Games of the year are a
perfect 3-0 100%! and you have been winning with our Games of the Month all year (8-2) and our Games of the Year are a perfect 3-0 this year There
are still two Games of the year left this year with our Bowl Game of the Year and Playoff Game of the year. We have 43 bowl sides and totals to choose
from and the Bowl game of the year will be going in the next few weeks. We have four weeks of Playoffs to choose from as well. We have great deals on
the back page for Exec for the rest of the year which both plays will be part of!

THANKSGIVING EXEC THE TRADITION CONTINUED: 47-18 72% > BASIS THIS YEAR!
COLLEGE, NFL, TOTALS LATE PHONES NOW 112'-62-3 64% on » BASIS LAST 4 WEEKS!!

Way back in 1996 we had our first Thanksgiving Weekend Executive club special. That weekend we hit 34-3 92% on the % basis including NFL, College
and something that was new in College Totals. Being superstitious we kept the price the same the next year and hit 21’-9 on the % basis! The next year more of
the same at 29'-10 on the % basis. We have had many great Thanksgiving weekends thru the years and even though in the first year there were just 35 college
games and we are now up to 65 college games and 8 FCS games and our Executive Club weekend price has gone from $250 to $450 we keep the same $125
price we charged back in 1996! The tradition continued again this year (see page 5) going 47-18 72% on the star basis!!! That $125 for a week of Executive
Club service is the LOWEST price we offer all year. The Late Phones have been on a roll all year and the last 4 weeks the College Late Phone, College Totals
and NFL Late Phones have combined to go 112’-62-3 64% on the % basis . There are 8 weeks of Football left and including our NFL, Bowl and Playoff Games

of the year. Our NFL Playoff selections are 31-14-1 69% over the last 8 years. There are still 3 weeks of NFL regular season . We will have 46 Bowl Sides
and 46 bowl totals. Two months of Exec is normally $1800 but you get it thru Super Bow! for just $849 this week!

MARQUEES ARE ON FIRE NOW 25-10 LAST 3 WEEKS- GET MARQUEE PACKAGE TODAY !

Every night there is football we release a Marquee Private play hotline play. The Hotline has been on FIRE all year and we have been giving you 8 Hotline
plays each week in the Green Box below and you cannot argue with a super 48-26 65% record!! The Marquees are on a roll as well hitting 25-10 over the last
three weeks. The Marquees sell for $15 each but you can get discount on 7, 14 and 21 packs. We will have a Marquee on EVERY (46) bowl game!!

NORTHCOAST SPORTS PLUS OR MINUS POWER RATINGS

The Power Ratings listed below are not based on the Power Plays, they are based on last year’s final computer power rating numbers with the pluses and minuses from the off season
changes factored in. They are then adjusted during the course of the season based on the final score of the games that are played on a weekly basis. The Power Ratings listed below can
be used for you as a base ﬁower ratings to forecast up coming lines and strenq_th of opponents, etc. Once again, they are not based on Power Plays and they differ from what we have
shown in recent years, which has been our actual computer Power Ratings. These are Northcoast Sports Plus or Minus Power Ratings.
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BOWL TEAMS WHERE THEY RANK

A breakdown of each Bowl team’s yards per game, where it ranks vs other FBS
teams, the TO’s, average score and schedule rank.

Alabama is 75.5 ypg #18 -1 TO's wla 22.7-28.8 avg score vs #29 sked.
Arizona Stis 40.1 ypg #41 1 TO's w/a 25-42.5 avg score vs #116 sked.
Arkansas is 85.7 ypg #14 8 TO's w/a 26.2-34.3 avg score vs #94 sked.
Arkansas Stis -8.4 ypg #82 -8 TO's w/a 33.5-38 avg score vs #38 sked.
Army is 9.5 ypg #63 -3 TO’s w/a 15.8-39.9 avg score vs #13 sked.

Baylor is 64.5 ypg #22 7 TO's w/a 26-28.4 avg score vs #107 sked.

Boise Stis 69.8 ypg #19 17 TO's w/a 21-28.8 avg score vs #72 sked.

Boston College is -16.9 ypg #91 2 TO’s w/a 33.4-26.4 avg score vs #50 sked.
Bowling Green is -20.7 ypg #100 11 TO's w/a 28.5-31.1 avg score vs #15 sked.
Buffalo is -29.9 ypg #106 1 TO's w/a 23.8-35.1 avg score vs #73 sked.

BYU is 9.9 ypg #6110 TO's w/a 17.8-26.3 avg score vs #48 sked.

California is 15 ypg #58 -19 TO’s w/a 29.8-23.5 avg score vs #4 sked.
Clemson is 76.8 ypg #17 -16 TO's w/a 44.2-23.9 avg score vs #61 sked.
Coastal Carolina is -18 ypg #92 1 TO's w/a 34.4-25.2 avg score vs #112 sked.
Colorado is 2 ypg #70 -4 TO's w/a 30.2-21.5 avg score vs #28 sked.
Colorado Stis -8.4 ypg #83 6 TO's w/a 28-28 avg score vs #67 sked.
Connecticut is -10.6 ypg #84 2 TO's w/a 25.5-24.5 avg score vs #111 sked.
Duke is -35.5 ypg #112 -2 TO's w/a 26.3-25.8 avg score vs #124 sked.

East Carolina is 33.9 ypg #48 -2 TO's w/a 31.4-29 avg score vs #91 sked.
Florida is 12.5 ypg #59 4 TO's wla 29.2-17.5 avg score vs #129 sked.

Fresno Stis -66 ypg #121-13 TO’s w/a 29.7-22.8 avg score vs #27 sked.
Georgia is 77.1 ypg #16 -2 TO's w/a 31.6-17.8 avg score vs #38 sked.
Georgia Southern is -16.6 ypg #90 -10 TO’s w/a 26.8-20.3 avg score vs #113 sked.
Georgia Tech is 59 ypg #31 3 TO’s w/a 22.3-26 avg score vs #114 sked.
Illinois is 11.5 ypg #60 0 TO’s w/a 22.6-23.1 avg score vs #22 sked.

Indiana is 69.7 ypg #20 -6 TO's w/a 23.6-20.7 avg score vs #24 sked.

lowa is -14.9 ypg #87 -9 TO's wla 24.3-21.6 avg score vs #8 sked.

lowa St is 54.1 ypg #33 -8 TO's w/a 32.3-28.2 avg score vs #68 sked.
Jacksonville Stis 61.7 ypg #25 1 TO's w/a 37.1-24.3 avg score vs #112 sked.
James Madison is 7 ypg #65 -3 TO's w/a 30.3-24.9 avg score vs #33 sked.
Kansas Stis 47.2 ypg #37 7 TO's w/a 18.9-23.3 avg score vs #100 sked.
Liberty is 33 ypg #49 1 TO's w/a 22.5-35.5 avg score vs #112 sked.
Louisiana is 34.2 ypg #47 -7 TO’s w/a 13.9-44.1 avg score vs #85 sked.
Louisiana Tech is -68.3 ypg #124 -7 TO’s w/a 29.7-26 avg score vs #12 sked.
Louisville is 94.7 ypg #9 8 TO’s w/a 18.4-25.3 avg score vs #1 sked.

LSU is 91.7 ypg #11 -6 TO’s w/a 25.2-24.6 avg score vs #18 sked.

Memphis is 60.3 ypg #30 12 TO's w/a 27.5-26.4 avg score vs #105 sked.
Miami (Fl) is 169.8 ypg #1 3 TO's w/a 34.7-25.3 avg score vs #43 sked.
Miami (Oh) is -13.3 ypg #86 -6 TO's w/a 25.9-27.9 avg score vs #131 sked.
Michigan is -34.3 ypg #110 9 TO's w/a 35.5-22.3 avg score vs #47 sked.
Minnesota is -29.5 ypg #105 5 TO's w/a 22.2-20.5 avg score vs #128 sked.
Mississippi is 126.8 ypg #2 -3 TO's w/a 29.1-20.1 avg score vs #62 sked.
Missouri is 20.3 ypg #55 3 TO's w/a 26.3-17.5 avg score vs #44 sked.

Navy is -1.6 ypg #75 -5 TO's w/a 22.2-25.4 avg score vs #83 sked.

NC State is 9.9 ypg #62 2 TO's w/a 37.5-13.9 avg score vs #63 sked.
Nebraska is 5.1 ypg #66 -6 TO's w/a 35.9-17.8 avg score vs #39 sked.

North Carolina is 47.9 ypg #36 6 TO's w/a 27.2-35.6 avg score vs #9 sked.
North Texas is 102.2 ypg #6 9 TO's w/a 22.6-18.9 avg score vs #89 sked.
Northern lllinais is -20.6 ypg #99 -3 TO's w/a 26.7-21.3 avg score vs #125 sked.
Notre Dame is 61.1 ypg #28 16 TO's w/a 27.8-21.3 avg score vs #54 sked.
Ohio is 19.4 ypg #56 14 TO’s w/a 26.6-24.6 avg score vs #86 sked.

Ohio Stis 88 ypg #12 4 TO's w/a 35.5-10.9 avg score vs #41 sked.
Oklahoma is -33.2 ypg #109 -2 TO's w/a 24.8-32.3 avg score vs #97 sked.
Oregon is 111 ypg #3 -14 TO's w/a 22.6-29.7 avg score vs #121 sked.

Penn Stis 97 ypg #8 1 TO's w/a 29.3-23.8 avg score vs #7 sked.

Pittsburgh is 0.7 ypg #73 -7 TO's w/a 39.1-21.9 avg score vs #84 sked.
Rutgers is 25.2 ypg #51 -4 TO's w/a 31.8-26.8 avg score vs #56 sked.

Sam Houston Stis -19.2 ypg #95 1 TO's w/a 32.3-31.3 avg score vs #112 sked.
San Jose Stis 22.7 ypg #52 14 TO's w/a 28.2-27.3 avg score vs #74 sked.
SMU is 67.9 ypg #21 -2 TO’s w/a 29.8-21.9 avg score vs #32 sked.

South Alabama is 26.7 ypg #50 11 TO's w/a 22.5-35.5 avg score vs #109 sked.
South Carolina is 38.9 ypg #45 -4 TO’s w/a 21.3-29.6 avg score vs #90 sked.
Syracuse is 101.5 ypg #7 7 TO's w/a 34.4-16.4 avg score vs #42 sked.

TCU is 49 ypg #34 -10 TO's w/a 31.4-16.2 avg score vs #98 sked.
Tennessee is 61.3 ypg #27 13 TO's w/a 25.3-40.1 avg score vs #87 sked.
Texas is 85.8 ypg #13 -5 TO's w/a 35.2-22.8 avg score vs #104 sked.

Texas A&M is 44.9 ypg #38 -2 TO's w/a 30.4-26.9 avg score vs #37 sked.
Texas Stis 93.6 ypg #10 3 TO's w/a 23.7-30.4 avg score vs #26 sked.

Texas Tech is 61.5 ypg #26 0 TO's w/a 37.2-19.7 avg score vs #69 sked.
Toledo is -7.1 ypg #81 -12 TO's w/a 29.8-30.6 avg score vs #103 sked.
Tulane is 44.6 ypg #39 3 TO's w/a 33.1-23.4 avg score vs #118 sked.

UNLV is 20.3 ypg #54 -17 TO's w/a 33.1-21.3 avg score vs #21 sked.

USC is 108.7 ypg #4 16 TO's w/a 19.3-26.1 avg score vs #40 sked.

Usfis 39 ypg #44 5 TO's w/a 32.5-27.8 avg score vs #122 sked.

UTSAs 64.5 ypg #23 -9 TO's w/a 27.9-23.8 avg score vs #64 sked.
Vanderbilt is -13.1 ypg #85 -4 TO’s w/a 28.9-31.3 avg score vs #119 sked.
Virginia Tech is 7.8 ypg #64 1 TO's w/a 29.1-28 avg score vs #130 sked.
Washington is 39.7 ypg #42 9 TO's w/a 15.3-37.8 avg score vs #79 sked.
Washington Stis 19.1 ypg #57 6 TO's w/a 37.3-13.9 avg score vs #66 sked.
West Virginia is -2.2 ypg #76 5 TO's w/a 30.3-21.2 avg score vs #20 sked.
Western Michigan is -29.4 ypg #104 -2 TO's w/a 34-34.5 avg score vs #92 sked.
WKU is -4 ypg #79 -4 TO’s wla 37.1-24.3 avg score vs #117 sked.

2024 COLLEGE POWER PLAYS RANKINGS

Listed below are Northcoast Sports’ Power Play Rankings. These Power Play Rankings are unique. Our rankings are unlike any computer ranking, as we take
into account all the following: Strength of Opponents, Individual Units (Rushing Offense, Rushing Defense, Passing Offense, and Passing Defense) Garbage Yards,
Weather, Injuries, Home Field Edges, and successful Unbalanced Attacks. Regular rankings based solely on numbers DO NOT take into account these factors.

RUSH PASS SCORING RUSH PASS SCORING
OFFENSE OFFENSE OFFENSE DEFENSE DEFENSE DEFENSE
1 Amy West Point | 1 Syracuse 1 Notre Dame 1 Indiana 1 Texas 1 Texas
2 New Mexico 2 Miami, Fl 2 Indiana 2 Michigan 2 Ohio St 2 Ohio St
3 Jacksonville St 3 Colorado 3 Oregon 3 Nebraska 3 lowa 3 Michigan
4 Notre Dame 4 USC 4 Miami, FI 4 Oklahoma 4 PennSt 4 Mississippi
5 Tennessee 5 LSU 5 Baylor 5 Minnesota 5 lowaSt 5 Alabama
6 UCF 6 Mississippi 6 Texas Tech 6 Mississippi 6  Colorado 6 Arizona St
7 UNLV 7 TCU 7 Colorado 7 UCLA 7 Oregon 7 lowa
8 Navy 8 Texas Tech 8  Louisville 8 SMU 8 Indiana 8 Indiana
9 Liberty 9 San Jose St 9 Arizona St 9 Texas 9 Washington 9 Notre Dame
10 Kansas 10 SMU 10 Penn St 10 Boston College |10 Michigan 10 Georgia
11 Air Force 11 Oregon 11 Tennessee 11 Memphis 11 Kentucky 11 Minnesota
12 Baylor 12 Georgia 12 SMU 12 Ohio St 12 Tulane 12 Penn St
13 South Carolina | 13 Texas 13 Georgia 13 Pittsburgh 13 Houston 13 Florida
14 Penn St 14 Auburn 14 Texas St 14 Penn St 14 Alabama 14 Tennessee
15 Louisville 15 UCLA 15 Alabama 15 South Carolina | 15  Sam Houston St | 15 South Carolina
16 Cincinnati 16 Baylor 16 USC 16 Arizona St 16 UCF 16 Nebraska
17 Old Dominion 17 Hawai 17 LSU 17 Michigan St 17 Minnesota 17 Texas A&M
18 Boise St 18 Arizona St 18 Ohio St 18 Georgia 18 Kansas St 18 Colorado
19 Utah St 19 lowa St 19 Utah St 19 Auburn 19 Cincinnati 19 Army West Point
20 lowa 20 UAB 20 _Clemson 20 _Missouri 20  Tennessee 20 _Georgia Tech
RUSH PASS SCORING RUSH PASS SCORING
OFFENSE OFFENSE OFFENSE DEFENSE DEFENSE DEFENSE
115 Arizona 115 UTEP 115 Houston 115 Mississippi St | 115 Akron 115 FAU
116 Rice 116 UMass 116 Miami, Oh 116 UAB 116 Utah St 116 Buffalo
117 Kennesaw St 117 Ohio 117 LouisianaTech | 117 New Mexico St | 117 Troy 117 USF
118 Toledo 118 Northern lllinois | 118 UTEP 118 New Mexico | 118 Arkansas St 118 Western Michigan
119 Syracuse 119 New Mexico St | 119 San Diego St 119 Utah St 119 New Mexico St | 119 UAB
120 Southern Miss  [120 UNLV 120 ULM 120 SanDiego St | 120 Texas Tech 120 Purdue
121 UTEP 121 Southern Miss | 121 Rice 121 UM 121 San Jose St 121 Kennesaw St
122 Louisiana Tech  [122 Liberty 122 WKU 122 North Texas 122 Georgia Southern | 122 Charlotte
123 Duke 123 Western Michigan| 123  Toledo 123 Kennesaw St | 123 Oklahoma St 123 Arkansas St
124 Fresno St 124 Michigan 124 Tulsa 124 Temple 124 East Carolina 124 Utah St
125 FIU 125 Jacksonville St | 125 Wyoming 125 Georgia St 125 North Texas 125 Georgia St
126 Ball St 126 Sam Houston St | 126 Akron 126 Middle Tenn | 126 Middle Tenn 126 UTEP
127 WKU 127 lowa 127 Eastern Michigan | 127  Charlotte 127 Memphis 127 Middle Tenn
128 Akron 128 ULM 128 Middle Tenn 128 Tulsa 128 Ball St 128 New Mexico
129 Temple 129 Central Michigan | 129 Kennesaw St | 129 UMass 129 FAU 129 New Mexico St
130 San Jose St 130 Kennesaw St 130 Temple 130 Nevada 130 Buffalo 130 Ball St
131 Kent St 131 Kent St 131 Sam Houston St | 131 Southern Miss | 131 UTSA 131 UMass
132 Hawaii 132 Navy 132 Central Michigan| 132 Arkansas St | 132 USF 132 Southern Miss
133 Middle Tenn 133 Air Force 133 Southern Miss | 133 WKU 133 New Mexico 133 Kent St
134 Colorado 134 _Army West Point | 134 Kent St 134 Kent St 134 Tulsa 134 Tulsa

2024 TOUGHEST OPPONENT UNITS FACED

These rankings go far beyond the NCAA's straight statistical ranking of each team. For example in ‘12 Notre Dame
ranked #89 in the NCAA in rush defense allowing 170 ypg, but ranked #40 in our rush defense rankings because they
faced the toughest schedule of rush offenses in the NCAA in ‘13. As you can see, the NCAA'’s statistical rankings
can be misleading. In the upcoming weeks we’ll provide examples of this year’s statistical disparities. These are
the current rankings for this year. Here are the teams that have took on the toughest & easiest schedules last year.

RUSH PASS SCORING RUSH PASS SCORING
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES DEFENSES DEFENSES DEFENSES
1 Colorado 1 Michigan 1 Florida St 1 Ohio St 1 Michigan 1 Michigan
2 Temple 2 Texas Tech 2 Oklahoma St 2 LU 2 Purdue 2 LSU
3 lowa St 3 Utah 3 Florida 3 South Carolina | 3 Georgia 3 Purdue
4 LSU 4 Florida 4 Michigan 4 Purdue 4 UCLA 4 Georgia
5 Pittsburgh 5 Stanford 5 Virginia 5 USC 5 Wisconsin 5 USC
6 Kentucky 6 UCF 6 West Virginia 6 Vanderbilt 6 Houston 6 Florida
7 Arizona St 7 Houston 7 LSU 7 Alabama 7 USC 7 Wisconsin
8 Texas A&GM 8 UCLA 8 Houston 8  Washington 8 PennSt 8 Mississippi St
9 Florida St 9 Boston College | 9 Kansas 9  Michigan 9 Florida 9 UCLA
10 BYU 10 NC State 10 Georgia Tech 10 lowa 10 lowa 10 lowa
11 Georgia 11 California 11 Arizona St 11 Florida 11 Oregon 11 Ohio St
12 Houston 12 Mississippi St 12 Louisville 12 Texas 12 Arizona St 12 Washington
13 TCU 13 West Virginia 13 UCLA 13 VirginiaTech | 13 BYU 13 Oklahoma
14 Louisville 14 Nebraska 14 Texas Tech 14 Kentucky 14 Oklahoma 14 Kentucky
15 Oklahoma 15 Cincinnati 15 Georgia 15 UCLA 15 Ohio St 15 Texas
16 Missouri 16 Oklahoma 16 Arkansas 16 Virginia 16 Vanderbilt 16 Maryland
17 USC 17 Kansas St 17  Pittsburgh 17 Mississippi St | 17 Maryland 17 Vanderbilt
18 Michigan St 18 Penn St 18 Stanford 18 Houston 18 Utah 18 South Carolina
19 Florida 19 Arkansas 19 Alabama 19 Oregon 19 Texas ASM 19 Alabama
20 Vanderbilt 120 _Kansas 20 Utah 20 Arizona 20 Kansas 20 Houston
RUSH PASS SCORING RUSH PASS SCORING
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES DEFENSES DEFENSES DEFENSES
120 Buffalo 120 W Michigan 120 East Carolina 120 Middle Tenn | 120 WKU 120 Louisiana
121 South Alabama  [121 Florida Atlantic | 121 Kennesaw St 121 James Madison| 121 Kent St 121 East Carolina
122 Troy 122 Cent Michigan | 122 Texas St 122 Toledo 122 Charlotte 122 South Alabama
123 Kennesaw St 123 Miami, Oh 123 N lllinois 123 Louisiana 123 Fresno St 123 Louisiana Tech
124 E Michigan 124 FIU 124 FIU 124 Jacksonville St | 124 UTSA 124 Colorado St
125 N lllinois 125 San Jose St 125 Ohio 125  EMichigan 125 Temple 125 James Madison
126 W Michigan 126 Akron 126 Cent Michigan | 126 Florida Atlantic | 126 E Michigan 126 Liberty
127 Toledo 127 East Carolina 127 E Michigan 127 South Alabama | 127 Buffalo 127 FIU
128 Liberty 128 WKU 128 W Michigan 128 Colorado St | 128 East Carolina 128 Buffalo
129 Jacksonville St 129 Liberty 129 Toledo 129 Louisiana Tech | 129 Hawaii 129 Tulsa
130 Ohio 130 UAB 130 Jacksonville St | 130 FIU 130 Tulsa 130 E Michigan
131 Notre Dame 131 Air Force 131 Liberty 131 Liberty 131 Florida Atlantic | 131 Florida Atlantic
132 Massachusetts 132 Notre Dame 132 Notre Dame 132 NotreDame | 132 Notre Dame 132 Notre Dame
133 Connecticut 133 Massachusetts | 133 Massachusetts | 133 Massachusetts | 133 Massachusetts | 133 Massachusetts
134 West Virginia 134 Connecticut 134 Connecticut 134 Connecticut | 134 Connecticut 134 Connecticut




Below is a list of statistical averages for all of this season’s
bowl teams when they faced other bowl caliber teams. They
are ranked in order of net yard differential.

Texas
Mississippi
Ohio St

Miami, Fl
Liberty

Texas St

Penn St
Oregon

Ohio
Louisiana
Tennessee
lowa St

N lllinois

LSU

Alabama
Syracuse
Notre Dame
Boise St
Memphis
Tulane
Kansas St
South Carolina
usc

Georgia Tech
Texas Tech
Louisville
SMU

TCU

UNLV
Connecticut
Indiana
Arizona St
Colorado
Missouri
Arkansas

BYU
Washington
South Alabama
Texas A&M
Nebraska
Minnesota
Washington St
Toledo

Navy

Clemson
Jacksonville St
Sam Houston St
Baylor

Fresno St
Virginia Tech
Duke
Oklahoma
Army

Bowling Green
Bowling Green
Pittsburgh
Michigan
Boston College
East Carolina
North Carolina
NC State
North Texas
Illinois
Louisiana Tech
California

San Jose St
James Madison
West Virginia
Colorado St
lowa
Vanderbilt
WKU

Florida

USF

Coastal Carolina
Buffalo
Arkansas St
W Michigan
Georgia Southern
UTSA

Rutgers
Georgia

PPG
OFF
320
34.1
30.1
418
365
36.0
29.1
39.8
29.7
333
271
30.4
18.1
274
338
325
345
37.8
374
313
25.7
274
28,0
25.7
35.4
326
37.3
37.0
316
30.7
305
30.0
29.0
241
204
283
188
258
249
171
211
328
18.7
27.2
256
318
210
375
204
275
256
174
250
230
230
25.9
193
28.8
295
283
248
30.3
205
153
214
246
420
27
155
220
2.6
133
203
102
123
188
142
224

YPG YPC YPG COMP
RUSH RUSH PASS PCT

145.0 287.9 66.1%
1450 3.9 3451 64.8%
149.9 246.3 75.0%
152.8 373.1 66.3%
3050 56 180.0 59.1%
2114 269.2 71.9%
2010 55 2268 65.6%
179.0 2825 70.9%
216.7 51 1935 63.3%
190.3 59 2668 64.3%
195.1 1926 61.1%
166.7 2453 57.6%
1727 3.9 1627 54.0%
1231 41 3118 37.8%
179.6 231.7 63.9%
965 3.0 3602 66.5%
2090 6.1 1784 66.7%
2397 65 2108 59.9%
1832 54 3168 65.7%
176.8 2209 65.2%
1733 52 2223 58.0%
184.5 2173 63.3%
1509 58 287.6 61.9%
181.8 231.3 61.5%
161.8 2916 61.0%
139.6 283.6 62.3%
165.8 254.8 63.2%
957 32 366.0 69.0%
1982 50 169.0 63.4%
186.7 56 2143 54.5%
1315 34 1695 63.2%
1434 3.7 2538 62.1%
494 19 3148 69.5%
169.3 1949 61.6%
1236 3.6 2541 63.4%
173 39 2288 58.7%
115.0 36 250.6 70.6%
149.6 2789 63.6%
1936 172.0 57.6%
1069 3.1 2019 654%
969 33 2073 62.9%
1772 249.8 55.6%
838 26 2558 61.4%
260.7 57 106.0 53.8%
1379 41 2377 59.5%
234.0 158.8 53.8%
189.3 164.3 61.0%
1672 50 2625 60.0%
89.0 29 2454 66.7%
1763 50 1940 56.8%
96.3 33 2683 57.8%
1316 3.2 1543 61.7%
243.3 76.7 55.2%
135.7 195.8 59.6%
135.7 195.8 59.6%
904 31 2685 61.1%
160.8 126.2 58.4%
166.3 191.6 59.8%
130.0 35 2733 57.9%
145.9 2524 55.3%
1227 3.9 211.8 62.5%
144.6 325.6 64.0%
1378 186.0 57.6%
970 29 179.0 60.6%
1028 3.3 247.0 64.0%
772 36 3066 56.1%
1450 4.1 287.0 58.7%
1655 4.1 2037 55.7%
138.8 2135 57.3%
1722 50 988 56.1%
1350 3.8 1949 624%
748 25 1823 63.0%
1311 3.9 1779 51.6%
756 26 2194 552%
1500 58 137.0 41.9%
144.0 163.0 53.6%
1136 35 2180 63.2%
1328 3.8 1846 61.0%
542 20 1398 48.0%
542 20 1398 48.0%
542 20 1398 48.0%
542 20 139.8 48.0%

PPG
DEF
13.2
17.7
13.9
313
22.5
22.2
215
24.8
19.0
25.3
18.9
217
18.4
24.7
19.6
304
16.5
26.3
342
271
27.3
213
274
28.7
315
27.6
25.9
45.7
24.8
20.0
19.3
22.8
25.2
251
21.7
20.0
29.8
32.9
21.8
23.7
23.3
29.8
245
28.3
26.3
29.3
24.3
36.5
29.2
273
27.6
26.1
24.8
24.0
24.0
28.6
22.3
291
31.8
37.0
314
43.3
24.3
24.0
30.2
374
39.0
41.0
33.0
19.0
29.6
29.3
304
372
33.0
358
38.4
40.0
41.8
41.8
41.8
41.8

YPG

RUSH RUSH PASS

116.9
110.0
113.6
129.5
116.5
131.0
121.0
155.7
98.7
181.5
913
144.7
116.1
159.7
152.0
166.2
158.4
129.8
150.2
168.1
123
120.5
165.6
131.3
156.6
153.6
108.9
225.0
119.6
95.0
92.5
128.0
148.8
149.4
138.7
140.5
194.5
156.6
1321
110.0
157.0
156.8
164.8
177.2
158.7
142.5
108.7
170.2
148.8
140.4
170.1
1.5
155.3
158.8
158.8
1204
93.8
129.3
233.8
206.4
1354
248.0
165.2
149.0
1148
185.2
165.5
156.0
140.5
1284
159.0
194.8
174.9
207.6
151.7
198.3
249.6
252.4
214.5
214.5
214.5
214.5

YPC YPG COMP
PCT
61.6%
61.3%
60.6%
60.9%
57.1%
60.5%
63.0%
57.7%
61.7%
69.2%
59.7%
51.2%
56.1%
60.4%
58.9%
66.9%
49.8%
60.5%
57.9%
62.3%
60.9%
59.8%
33.8%
63.0%
62.6%
62.4%
60.3%
61.5%
56.8%
64.3%
64.9%
59.3%
61.8%
61.4%
63.1%
55.1%
59.5%
73.2%
53.8%
64.5%
60.4%
64.1%
55.6%
57.8%
59.5%
62.8%
67.0%
61.9%
51.7%
57.0%
54.0%
59.1%
64.5%
65.9%
65.9%
60.5%
62.2%
64.9%
59.4%
58.9%
62.8%
63.9%
63.0%
62.5%
64.6%
66.5%
64.2%
68.5%
72.1%
67.4%
69.8%
63.3%
62.8%
69.6%
66.7%
64.5%
68.1%
68.7%
60.2%
60.2%
60.2%
60.2%

34 1451
29 2241
34 1363
257.0
39 2330
39 2386
36 1974
204.5
35 2192
190.3
26 2143
193.9
36 1491
204.2
39 1902
55 2220
178.0
38 2712
52 3016
182.3
33 2390
33 2383
231.6
246.0
261.0
238.1
32 2810
50 2123
36 2238
29 2867
30 1935
257.4
38 2110
211.3
35 2367
37 2135
53 1818
284.5
41 2486
36 2171
166.1
55 2896
41 1985
215.0
50 2424
39 2763
30 27113
286.3
2154
36 2613
41 2297
30 2099
55 2013
209.5
209.5
33 2765
32 2314
269.6
51 216.0
244.4
258.3
55 2817
220.8
194.3
36 3054
270.2
345.0
297.8
50 2983
229.2
281.9
175.0
282.6
239.8
38 2887
51 2700
6.3 260.0
6.7 2644
50 1933
50 1933
50 1933
50 1933

NET

YDS
171.9
156.0
146.3
139.4
135.5
11.0
109.4
101.3
92.3
85.3
82.1
73.4
7.1
71.0
69.0
68.5
51.0
49.5
48.2
47.3
443
43.0
4.3
35.8
35.8
314
30.6
24.3
23.8
19.3
15.0
1.8

BOWL VS BﬂWl TEAM STATS

PPG YPG YPC
OFF RUSH RUSH

South Alabama 258 1496 4.7
W Michigan 224 1328 38
Memphis 374 1832 54
West Virginia ~ 21.7 1655 4.1
WKU 133 748 25
James Madison 42.0 1450 4.1
California 214 1028 33
UNLV 316 1982 50
Georgia Southern 7.8 542 2.0
Sam Houston St 21.0 1893 45
Ohio 297 2167 5.1
Jacksonville St 31.8 2340 49
Tulane 313 1768 46
Florida 203 1311 39
Indiana 305 1315 34
Notre Dame 345 2090 6.1
SMU 373 1658 45
Penn St 291 2010 55
Clemson 256 1379 441
Texas 320 1450 42
Tennessee 271 1951 45
Ohio St 301 1499 44
Coastal Carolina 12.3 1500 538
UTSA 78 542 20
N lllinois 181 1727 39
Fresno St 204 890 29
USF 102 756 26
SanJoseSt 246 772 36
Pittsburgh 259 904 341
Toledo 187 838 26
Rutgers 78 542 20
Kansas St 257 1733 52
Arkansas St 142 1136 35
Bowling Green  23.0 1357 46
GeorgiaTech 257 1818 47
Vanderbilt 246 1350 38
Oklahoma 174 1316 32
Navy 212 2607 57
Texas Tech 354 1618 43
Arkansas 204 1236 36
Syracuse 325 %5 30
Washington St 32.8 1772 45
Texas ASM 249 1936 46
usc 280 1509 58
Connecticut 307 1867 56
North Carolina  28.3 1459 44
Boston College 288 1663 4.0
Nebraska 171 1069 31
Louisiana 333 1903 59
TCU 370 97 32
lowa St 304 1667 42
Miami, FI 418 1528 48
Bowling Green  23.0 1357 46
Colorado St~ 155 1388 4.2
EastCarolina 295 1300 35
NC State 248 1227 39
BYU 283 1173 39
Colorado 290 494 19
LouisianaTech 153 97.0 29
Army 250 2433 44
lowa 220 1722 50
Missouri 241 1693 42
Alabama 338 1796 49
Michigan 193 1608 44
Louisville 326 1396 44
Washington 188 1150 3.6
South Carolina 274 1845 45
Illinois 205 1378 40
Baylor 375 1672 50
LSu 214 1231 44
TBD

Boise St 378 2397 65
TBD

Arizona St 300 1434 37
TBD

Oregon 398 1790 48
TBD

Georgia 78 542 20
Duke 256 93 33
Mississippi 341 1450 39
North Texas 303 1446 49
Texas St 360 2114 49
Minnesota 211 9%9 33
VirginiaTech 275 1763 5.0
Buffalo 188 1440 40
Liberty 365 3050 56

YPG  COMP
PASS  PCT
2189  63.6%
1846  61.0%
3168  65.7%
2037 55.7%
1823 63.0%
287.0  58.7%
2470  64.0%
169.0  63.4%
1398 48.0%
1643 61.0%
1935  63.3%
1588  53.8%
2209 65.2%
51.6%
63.2%
66.7%
63.2%
65.6%
59.5%
66.1%
61.1%
75.0%
41.9%
48.0%
54.0%
66.7%
55.2%
56.1%
61.1%
61.4%
48.0%
58.0%
63.2%
59.6%
61.5%
62.4%
61.7%
53.8%
61.0%
63.4%
66.5%
55.6%
57.6%
61.9%
54.5%
55.3%
59.8%
65.4%
64.3%
69.0%
57.6%
66.3%
59.6%
2135 57.3%
57.9%
62.5%
58.7%
69.5%
60.6%
55.2%
56.1%
61.6%
63.9%
58.4%
62.3%
70.6%
63.3%
57.6%
60.0%
37.8%

59.9%

2538  62.1%

2825 70.9%
139.8
268.3
3451
3256
269.2
2073
1940
163.0
180.0

48.0%
57.8%
64.8%
64.0%
71.9%
62.9%
56.8%
536%
59.1%

PPG
DEF
29
400
%2
410
23
30
302
2%8
438
%3
190
23
271
304
193
165
29
215
23
132
189
139
30
418
184
22
372
374
2856
%5
48
273
384
20
287
26
2.1
283
315
77
304
28
218
274
200
370
21

YPG YPC YPG COMP
RUSH RUSH PASS PCT
1566 43 2845 732%
2524 67 2644 68.7%
1502 52 3016 57.9%
1560 45 2978 68.5%
1948 45 1750 633%
1655 47 3450 64.2%
1148 36 3054 64.6%
196 36 2238 56.8%
2145 50 1933 60.2%
1087 30 2713 67.0%
87 35 2192 61.7%
1425 39 2163 628%
1681 45 1823 62.3%
1749 45 2826 62.8%
925 30 1935 64.9%
1584 42 1780 49.8%
1089 32 2810 60.3%
1210 36 1974  63.0%
1587 50 2424 595%
159 34 1451  616%
913 26 2143 59.7%
136 34 1363 60.6%
1517 38 2887 66.7%
2145 50 1933 60.2%
151 36 1491 56.1%
1488 48 2154 517%
2076 49 2398 69.6%
1852 40 2702 66.5%
1204 33 2765 605%
1648 41 1985 55.6%
2145 50 1933 60.2%
123 33 2390 60.9%
2496 63 2600 68.1%
1588 43 2095 659%
1313 45 2460 63.0%
1590 45 2819 69.8%
M5 30 2099 59.1%
1772 47 2150 57.8%
1566 47 2610 626%
1387 35 2367 63.1%
1662 55 2220 669%
1568 55 2896 64.1%
1321 41 2486 538%
1656 48 2316 338%
%0 29 2867 64.3%
2064 49 2444 58.9%
1293 40 2696 64.9%
100 36 2171 645%
1815 47 1903 69.2%
2250 50 2123 61.5%
1447 44 1939 512%
1295 42 25710 60.9%
1588 43 2095 659%
1405 50 2983 721%
2338 51 2160 594%
1354 42 2583 628%
1405 37 2135 55.1%
1488 38 2110 61.8%
1490 46 1943 62.5%
1553 55 2013 64.5%
284 40 2292 674%
1494 44 M3 614%
1520 39 1902 58.9%
938 32 2314 622%
1536 42 2381 624%
1945 53 1818 59.5%
1205 33 2383 59.8%
1652 43 2208 63.0%
1702 43 2863 61.9%
159.7 48 2042  604%
1298 38 2712 60.5%
1280 43 2574 59.3%
155.7 47 2045 57.7%
2145 50 1933 60.2%
1701 41 2297 540%
100 29 2241 61.3%
2480 55 2817 63.9%
1310 39 2386 60.5%
1570 43 1661 604%
1404 36 2613 57.0%
1983 51 2700 64.5%
165 39 2330 57.1%

ATS

Below are the same statistical averages as listed to the
left, but they are in matchup order for your convenience.

NET
YDS
-126

-199.4

482
-84.7

1128

-78.5
104
238

2138



Wednesday, December 18th, 2024 + 5:30 pm
ESPN ¢ FAU Stadium ¢ Boca Raton, FL

WKU (8-5) JAMES MADISON (8-4)
ATS: 7-6 O/U: 6-7 ATS: 5-6-1 O/U: 4-8

OFFENSE (NC #118« NCAA #77) DEFENSE (NC #109 - NCAA #96)  OFFENSE (NC #88 » NCAA #49) DEFENSE (NC #68  NCAA #25)

RUSHING GAIN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING ATT GAIN LOST NET TD AVG
TOTAL 13 420 1773 259 1514 14 36 TOTAL 12 474 2633 355 2278 19 48
Elijah Young 13190 868 22 846 3 45 George Pettaway 12 148 8% 15 880 5 5
George Hart lll 13 41 209 9 200 2 49  AlonzaBamett il 12135 711 269 442 7 3
Caden Veltkamp 12109 326 164 162 7 15 Wayne Knight 12 66 438 11 421 2 65
LT Sanders 9 21 103 0 103 1 49  JobiMalary 12 40 257 0 257 2 64
Jalen Hampton 7 1 58 1 57 0 52 TylerPurdy 8 % 162 1 161 2 X
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT
TOTAL 13 284 431 65 9% 3403 26 122 TOTAL 12 215 358 60.1% 2627 26 4
Caden Veltkamp 12 233 350 66.6% 2806 23 10  Alonza Bamett III* 12 213 355 60.0% 2598 26 4
TJ Finley 3 48 75 640% 490 1 2 TajiHudson 0 1 1 1000% 23 0 0
RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
TOTAL 13 284 3403 1198 26 74 TOTAL 12 215 2627 1222 26 73
Kisean Johnson 13 66 855 1295 7 51 Yamir Knight 1249 567 1157 4 68
Easton Messer 13 52 725 1394 4 64 Omarion Dollison 23 551 1777 6 73
Eljiah Young 13 43 363 844 2 29 Cam Ross 1237 43 197 3 43

KD Hutchinson 13 22 37 1623 3 74 Taylor Thompson 1232 4271 133 5 36
Dalvin Smith 1329 330 1138 3 38 George Pettaway 2 24 200 833 2 33
OFFYPG 3782 DEFYPG 3975 OFF DEF DEFYPG 322.1

OFF PPG  25.5 DEFPPG 245 KR 194 21.1||OFF PPG 3338 DEFPPG 208 KR 246 233

Y 7V’s

JAMES MADISON| (oo s moster 158 | R oy a0

OFF RUSH 1165 DEFRUSH 2219 | (PR 31 341

OFF RUSH 1916 DEFRUSH 1237 |[PR__ 101 105

OFF PASS 2188  PassDEF 1984 |[STIDA 0

SKSVS 33 SKSBY 38 £ 1619 (o)
60

FG's 17-18 (long 54)
OLAVG 63”257 DLAVG 62"270 | [STRank

ST Rank

OLAVG ~ 6%5"305 DLAVG 64 275

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS l n BnWl
L

+1.1 ppg +13.1 ppg
HILITO -19.2ypg | [ILTS 1883

The Boca Raton Bowl is played at FAU Stadium. WKU is 2-0 SU/
ATS in this bowl, winning in “16 and ‘21. Tyson Helton is 4-1 SU/3-2
ATS in bowls and they've won 3 straight bowl trips. JMU made their
firstbowl last year but lost to Air Force 31-21 in the Armed Forces Bowl.
Bob Chesney took over this year as HC and is coaching his first bowl.

WKU won their last 3 games on '23 and 14 starters back from
an 8 win team. They opened with an expected loss to Bama then
won 7 of their next 8 games with the loss coming at BC where they
led by 10 at half. They were held to 7 points and 215 yds in a loss
to LA Tech, allowed 419 rush in a loss to Liberty then had a great
situation against Jax St, who had CUSATitle game clinched already
yet WKU only won 19-17 at home. They rematched last week and
WKU was dominated 52-12, outgained 562-229 and allowed 386
rush. The ‘Toppers have allowed 310 rush ypg in their L/5.

JMU entered ‘24 with a new HC and they returned just 7 start-
ers. JMU opened 4-0 with 3 wins by 20+ pts including a 70-50 win
at UNC. JMU lost their first 2 SBC road games but won their F/3
SBC home gams and with a win at ODU they were 4-2 in SBC play.
However JMU lost at App St by 14 then fell to Marshall 35-33 in OT
to finish 8-4. Alonza Barnett was the starting QB and hit 60% with
a 26-4 ratio but it will be Billy Akins starting. Barnett was also the
#2 rusher (458, 3.4). JMU’s rush attack finished the season strong,
avg'g 214 ypg (4.9) the L/4 games. JMU’s D did hold foes to 41
ypg under their avg (#36) but they did face the #123 schedule. JMU
does have the #10 pass D (54%, 13-17) and they led the FBS with
a +17 TO margin.

PP calls for JMU to win by 11 but they are missing their QB and
WKU has potential opt outs as well. PP calls for 47 points which
is just under the Total but Helton's Bowl games have all been high
scoring with the last 4 going Over the Total. This will be a no play.

FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY

Wednesday, December 18th, 2024  9:00 pm
ESPN « SoFi Stadium ¢ Inglewood, CA

CALIFORNIA (6-6) UNLV (10-3)
ATS 6-6 O/U: 5 ATS: 7-6 O/U: 6-7

OFFENSE (NC #82 NCAA #69) DEFENSE (NC#30 NCAA #41) OFFENSE (NC #53 « NCAA #35) DEFENSE (NC #47 « NCAA #50)
N AVG

RUSHING GAIN LOST NET TD RUSHING ATT GAIN LOST NET TD
TOTAL 12 401 1784 386 1398 16 3.5 TOTAL 13 582 3608 342 3266 28 5.6
Javian Thomas 11 91 612 14 598 7 66 JaiDen Thomas 13 146 867 21 846 7 5
Jaydn Ott 9 105 360 59 301 4 29 Haji-Malik Williams 12 151 1010 186 824 9 55
Kadarius Calloway 10 26 130 6 124 1 48 KylinJames 13 82 63 18 616 4 75
Fermando Mendoza* 1187 341 23 105 2 12 GregBurrell 11 65 375 9 366 3
Chandler Rogers 8 29 18 32 8 1 30 Matthew Sluka 3 39 286 33 253 1 .
PASSING GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT
TOTAL 12 283 425 66.6% 3196 16 7  TOTAL 13172 290 59 3% 2269 23 6
Fernando Mendoza* 11265 386 68.7% 3004 16 6  Haji-Malk Wiliams 12 145 234 62.0% 1845 17 5
Chandler Rogers 8 1225 480% 17 0 0  Matthew Sluka 3 21 48 438% 318 6 1
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
TOTAL 12 283 3196 113 16 60 TOTAL 13 172 2269 132 23 55
Nyziah Hunter* 12 40 578 145 5 60 Ricky White Il 1379 1041 132 11 55
Jack Endries 12 49 562 115 2 57 Jacob DeJesus 12 34 414 139 2 43
Trond Grizzell 1227 401 149 1 51 Jaden Bradley 13 9 173 192 1 42
Jonathan Brady 12 3% 386 107 3 30 Kaleo Ballungay 13 15 143 95 6 29
Mikey Matthews 230 259 86 1 46 Casey Cain 13 7 13 194 2 50
OFFYPG 3828 DEFYPG 3413 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 4258 DEFYPG 352.0 OFF DEF

OFF PPG  26.1 DEFPPG 222 KR 220 184[|OFFPPG 36.2 DEFPPG 219 KR 198 17.1

OFF RUSH 1165 DEF RUSH 107.1 | |PR 47 65 ||OFFRUSH 251.2 DEFRUSH 1108 |[PR 1.0 36

OFF PASS 2663 PassDEF 2043 |[STIDA *6 = o lloFF paSS 1745  PassDEF 2412 |[STIDOT 46—
SKSVS 45  SKSBY 32 |[i 23'34(,0“954) SKSVS 30  SKSBY 36 ||rgs I
OLAVG 65298 DLAVG 64’306 | |sTRank OLAVG 65312 DLAVG 64210 | |sTRan

n +3-9 ppg +14.3

Both teams make their first trip here. This is Cal’s 4th bowl under
HC Wilcox & they've gone 1-2 SU/ATS. UNLV is playing in a bowl
in B2B years for the first time ever & haven't won a bowl since ‘00.
UNLV will be coached by Interim Del Alexander after Barry Odom
left for Purdue.

Cal opened 3-0 including an upset win at Auburn then lost four
straight by just 9 total points including blowing a 25 ptlead vs Miami.
Cal won 3 of their next 4 to reach a bowl but the flu wiped out a
bunch of players for the finale incl QB Mendoza and they lost 38-6
at SMU. Mendoza entered the portal and backup QB Rogers was
injured late vs SMU. Soph QB CJ Harris and true frosh EJ Caminong
have been taking the majority of the reps. Starting LT Morrow and
#1WR Hunter are also out. Cal RB's Thomas and Ott have both
missed time but will benefit from extra rest. Cal's pass D is #5 and
CB N. Williams was 1st Tm ACC with 7 int's. Cal allows 341 ypg &
holds foes 48 ypg below their avg.

UNLV started 3-0, winning at Houston and Kansas. QB Sluka
shockingly went in the portal after game 3 and Williams took over.
They blew out Fresno 59-14 then lost to ‘Cuse 44-41. After 2 road
wins to get to 6-1, they hosted Boise and nearly pulled the upset,
losing 29-24. UNLV closed the season strong, winning 4 in a row
to set up a rematch with Boise. They were on the blue turf and fell
behind 21-0 and only scored 7 pts in a 14 pt loss in the MW title
game. UNLV'’s offense avg'd 257 rush ypg over the L/4 games and
they only allowed 279 ypg on defense over their L/4 games. UNLV
was +14 TO’s on the season & their pass D ranked #26 (58%, 20-17).

PP calls for Cal by 1 point and they are the underdog here now
with all the opt outs on their team, UNLV did lose their HC ond OC
but have the majority of their team intact for this game so our lean
is on the Rebels, so we disagree with PP and this will be a no play.

FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY

NEW ORLEANS BOWL

Thursday, December 19th, 2024 « 7:00 pm
ESPN2 + Caesars Superdome ¢ New Orleans, LA

GA SOUTHERN (8-4)  SAM HOUSTON (9-3)
ATS: 9-3 O/U: 5-7 ATS: 6-6 O/U: 3-9

OFFENSE (NC #99 « NCAA #92) DEFENSE (NC #38 « NCAA #x) OFFENSE (NC #129 NCAA #96) DEFENSE (NC #41 « NCAA #19)

RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD AVG
TOTAL 12 405 1746 278 1478 22 36 TOTAL 12 525 2517 234 2283 19 43

Jalen White 12 147 683 29 654 12 44  JayDucker 12 148 734 15 719 7
0J Arnold 1 63 331 15 316 4 50 Hunter Watson 1 152 762 139 623 7

4.1
JC French 12101 338 133 205 1 20 DJMcKinney 1M 9% 481 2 479 3 50
David Mbadinga 12 51 216 18 198 3 39 JaseBauer 7 45 225 30 195 0 4

Dexter Williams I 5 13 63 28 45 1 35 lfeAdeyi 2.9 76 0 7% 1 8
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP  COMP ATT YOS TD INT
TOTAL 12269 41 655% 2879 20 7 TOTAL 12 195 323 604% 1973 14 9
JC French 12 249 377 66.0% 2619 16 7  Hunter Watson 11 153 254 60.2% 1598 11

Dexter Williams Il 5 19 30 633% 248 3 0  JaseBauer 7 40 65 61.5% 310 2

GP  REC YDS AVG LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG

+0.8 ppg y . +3.2
EAGLES Frxx 3 [BEARKATS 4391 ypy

Sam Houston is playing in their first ever Bowl game. These two
meet for the first time. This is GS’s 3rd straight year in a bow! but they
are 0-2 SU/ATS under Clay Helton and Helton is 2-5 SU/1-6 ATS in
bowls. SH is only in their 2nd year in the FBS. HC KC Keeler left to
take the job at Temple so OC Brad Cornelsen is the Interim HC.

GS had 13 starters back in Helton’s 3rd year here. They led
Boise St 42-37 4Q in the opener but lost by 11. GS was fortunate
inawin at Nevada and unimpressive against FCS SCar St. After an
expected loss at Ole Miss they got rolling in Sun Belt play, starting
3-0 including wins over Marshall and JMU. They trailed ODU 44-7
on the road then won 3 of their last 4 to finish 8-4 with wins over 4
bowl teams. GS is -79 ypg on the season and their defense allows
442 ypg and 38 ypg more than their foes avg (#111 in FBS).

SHlost 9 games in their first year in the FBS but did win 3 of their
last 4 and four of their losses were by 7 points or less. They had 12
starters back this year and opened 5-1 including upset wins over
Rice and Texas St. QB Watson was banged up vs WKU and they
lost by 17 then the offense struggled in their next four games (13
ppg) but they won 3. They held Liberty to 262 yds and QB Salter
was held to 83 pass yds as SH pulled the upset to finish 9-3 and
+39 ypg. Their D allows 316 ypg and holds foes 64 ypg below their

m
BOTA'LB ; g 25639 2680739 NZ 230 gg g_OTAL . 1% 1‘&5 1497{43 }gg 154 gz avg. DC Skyler Cassity took the DC job at North Texas but is staying
erwin burgess Jr K imeon Evans X o
Josh Dallas 12 41 58 139 5 59 QuaVezHumphreys 2 18 32 201 4 67 mthpths[ I?earkat; thlr °“|9?ttge tbor‘tNL S'; rt]ats had 17 pllayerts ﬁ”ter
Dalen Cobb 12 50 557 11 4 55 Noah Smith 0 35 285 81 0 2 e Portal since Keeler left (8 starters) but it appears almost all are
LV Bunkley-Shelton 12 28 306 109 0 34 Ife Adeyi ) 12 26 238 92 1 32 playmg this game.
Tyler Fromm 12 24252 105 2 30 Michael Phoenix I 11 13 205 158 3 50 PP has this game flnIShlng rlght attheline, pICklng GASouthern
OFFYPG 3631 DEFYPG 4421 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 3547 DEFYPG 3161 OFF DEF| to win 20-14. The Bearkats do have a stout defense and they held
(4173 SKED OFFPPG 282  DEFPPG 27.3 KR 21.7 16.6||OFFPPG 232  DEFPPG 20.3 KR 219 234| |\ 1ov Stand Liberty under 100 dsin their last 2
OVERALL OFFRUSH 1232 DEFRUSH 1797 |[PR_ 33 32 ||oFFRUSH1902 DEFRUSH 1420 |[PR__ 59 7.1 | DOtnvaxstandLIbemy under 19, pass yaras intneir ast 2 games,
STTDdf 0 STTDGff 0 The Vegas Total is 49 so that is a significant lean to the Under and
G A SOUTHERN OFF PASS 239.9  PassDEF 2644 ||3 08" 499 50 ||OFFPASS 1644  PassDEF 1741 |[8 oSt .20 0 o
SKSVS 26  SKSBY 17 Fes 157 (ong53)| [SKSVS 26 SKSBY 25 FGs 22 (mgzy)| WVE Bdree.
BY 3.5 v’s OLAVG  6%5°208 DLAVG  64"270 |[STRank 73 OLAVG  64'307 DLAVG 63278 |[STRank 114 FORECAST UNDER 49 RATING: 3x




COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

BOBCATS

OFFENSE (NC #65+
RUSHING

TOTAL

Anthony Tyus Il
Parker Navarro

Rickey Hunt Jr
Nick Poulos

Duncan Brune
PASSING

TOTAL
Parker Navarro

Nick Poulos
RECEIVING

TOTAL

Coleman Owen
Chase Hendricks

Rodney Harris I
Mason Williams

Caleb Gossett
OFF YPG 399.8

OFF PPG  29.2

OVERALL

BY 6 v’s

OFF RUSH 212.2
OFF PASS 187.7
SKSVS 18
OLAVG 63”306

Friday, December 20th, 2024 « 12:00 pm
ESPN ¢ Camping World Stadlum . Orlando FL

OHIO (10-3)
ATS: 8-4-1 O/U: 6-7

+11.7 ppg
+103.1 ypg

NCAA#55) DEFENSE(NC#34 NCAA #3)
ATT AIN

13 528 3003
12211 1148
12145 1041
12 74 381

8 28 27
13 26 87

GP  COMP ATT
13 198 317
12176 267
8§ 2 4

GP REC YDS AVG TD

13 198 2440 123 14

13 67 105 165 8 75
1339 458 116 1

13 2 213 124 0
1318 193 107 2

13 15 144 96 0

DEFYPG 296.8
DEFPPG 175
DEF RUSH 95.8
Pass DEF  200.9
SKSBY 31
DLAVG 63" 265

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

OVERALL

FLORIDA

BY 5.5 v’s

LOST NET TD AVG
245 2758 32 52
37 11 9 53
9% 943 15 65
19 362 2 49
58 149 1 53
3 8 1 32
YDS TD INT

62 5% 2440 14 1
65.9% 2169 12 10
449% 211 2 1

First Meeting. Ohio has won and covered their last 5 bowl games
since 2017. Last year Ohio was in the Myrtle Beach Bowl and they
won 41-21 over GSthrn. Jax Stis in a bowl for the 2nd straight year
& LY won the NOLA Bowl vs Louisiana 34-31 in OT. Both teams
will be with an interim HC as Ohio’s HC Albin left for Charlotte and
JSU's HC Rodriguez left for WVU.

Ohio entered 24 as one of the least exp’d teams in the FBS with

JAX STATE (9 4) just 6 starters back. Ohio spilt their non-conf gms with their 2 losses
ATS: 7-6 O/U: 8-5

(GAMECOCKS]

RUSHING
TOTAL

Tre Stewart
Tyler Huff
Logan Smothers
Andrew Paul
Anwar Lewis

coming at ‘Cuse and Kentucky. Ohio started MAC play 2-0 then lost
to rival Miami. From that point Ohio won/covered their final 5 MAC

:gg'g ppg games. They won those games by an avg of 27 ppg and were +164
ypg. Ohio’s offense was built on their run game and they avg'd 212
Rl NCH < NOAR #19) APTEFE':%E ‘[‘ocsfmns'ic"?n””lve rush ypg (5.2) led by RB Tyus (1111, 5.3) and QB Navarro (936, 6.5).
]g 2(151 %gi 23600 3353 gg gi On defense Ohio held foes to 55 ypg under their season avg (#31)
13 215 1478 135 1343 14 62 andonly allowed 260 ypg in MAC play. Their run D also allowed
7 2 185 10 175 3 80 just95(3.1)and their pass D ranks #63 (61%, 15-10).
no% 162 6 156 4 43 JSU returned just 9 starters heading into ‘24 and they dropped
G7P C%SMP 1;\3747 : 127 TZD |3N$ their F/3 games of the season. JSU went on to win their next 8

PASSING
TOTAL

Tyler Huff
Logan Smothers
RECEIVING
TOTAL

Cam Vaughn
Michael Pettway
Brock Rechsteiner
Tre Stewart
Sean Brown

13 148 280 52/9% 202 13 6 games, 6 by atleast 10 points incl a 10-point win at Liberty. With a
13137259 529% 2179 13 6 trip to the CUSA title game locked up they lost at WKU but then the

7 1M1 19

579% 123 0 0

GP REC YDS AVG
13 168 2302 137
1339 620 159
13 26 454 182
13 13 206 158
1316 200 133
13 1 181 165

DEFYPG 385.7
DEFPPG 259

DEF RUSH 170.2
Pass DEF  215.5

SKSBY 22
DLAVG 62" 279

Friday, December 20th, 2024 « 3:30 pm
ESPN ¢« Raymond James Stadium  Tampa, FL

TULANE 9

FLORIDA (7-5)

we  following week they hosted WKU for the CUSA title and won 52-12
92 (562-229). JSU was led by QB Huff (2179 pass, 1343 rush) and
39 RB Stewart (1601, 6.1, 21 td). Top WR Vaughn went in the portal.
85 On defense JSU is losing several defensive starters incl 1st Tm DB
50 Perry and their top sack man Reginlad Hughes (4.5 sk). JSU did
56 allow 170 rush ypg (4.2) and their pass D ranks #84 (60%, 20-11).

As of presstime Ohio has not had any players enter the portal
or opt out while JSU has had several. PP calls for Ohio by 4 points
but that is right near the current Vegas line and we lean with the

FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY

This is the 22nd meeting but the first since 1984. Tulane has
reached a bowl in six of the last 7 years and had won 4 straight
bowls before last year when they were shorthanded vs VTech and
lost 41-20 (+10’). Florida has lost their last 3 bowls but were wiped
out by Opt Outs in two of those and are mostly full strength this
time. Billy Napier is 2-2 in bowls.

Tulane had 15 starters back from an 11 win team buthad a new HC
in Jon Sumrall. The Green Wave played two P4 teams in September.

ATS: 8-4-1 0 ATS: 8-4 O/U: 6-6 They outplayed Kansas St but lost by 7 then trailed OK 24-19 4Q but
+ lost by 15. Tulane won their next 8 games including our 5% GOY over
17 5 ppg +3.6 7
(GREEN|WAVE +113.5 ypg (GATORS] TSI Navy (35-0, -7) but had the AAC Title game on deck and were upset
OFFENSE (NC #51+ NCAA#41) DEFENSE (NC 32 NCAAH1S) OFFENSE (NC 435+ NCA#61) DEFENSE (NC 125 NCAA$92) by Memphis then lost the AAC Title game to Army 35-14. HC Sumrall
RUsHiNG S AT AN LOST M TD AV %STIXEG 12 a 2132 L206 T ﬁvg is staying put but starting QB Darian Mensah (66%, 22-6) transferred
X oy ;
Makhi Hughes 13 257 1394 22 1372 15 53 Jordan Baugh 12 19 639 36 603 7 51 E’D “me' Tulane ItSSOg 3ypg b;thh?é’e fonly gl(?yed g“: #7?h5k.ed' Their
Amold Barnes Il 13 84 403 3 400 6 48 Monirell Johnson Jr 9 100 62 29 593 6 59 IS allowing Jus Ypg and holds Toes dU ypg below their avg.
Ty Thompson 40 243 0 243 6 61 JaKobiJackson 12 83 459 7 452 T 54 Florida went 5-7 last year and Napier started the season on the
Shaadie Clayton-Johnson 11~ 29 213 4 209 1 72 DL M 46 184 87 97 0 21 Y p
aadie Clayton-Johnson . agway ) 9 wi
Darian Mensah* 13 60 258 126 132 1 22 Treyaun Webb $oa w5 @ 1o |h°t seatt. "I\'Ahey had da Atgt,\JAtal_l_?]chedu{eland ds_trarted|1 dzu"gtz 28”1‘2
PASSING GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT PASSING GP  COMP ATT yos T T 10SSes to Miami an . Iney outplayed lenn, le -
Don ersah B mmom m oo D " o2 T T2 when QB Lagway was hurtand los by 14 and sarted a wlo QB at
arian Mensah* 1 7 65. 7. agway b N
Ty Thompson 1 6 11 545% 74 2 0  GrahamMertz 5 72 o4 766% 191 6 2 Teﬁaglan'\(jlllosthby 3b2‘ -I;hl?l Qgtorsstvger§04t6 fthf’”hUYpSEt bgth LSL3J
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG and Ole Miss then beat Florida y o finish 7-5 and on a
&WAM B 1§6 29510: m 254 gg E?Tﬁlé ’ 112 13876 2753299 ;?g 147 gg game winning streak. The Gators are -17 ypg. QB Lagway has an
ario Williams K ljah badger R _ i H H H H
Dontae Fleming 13 30 55 195 1 5  ChimereDike 2 % 67 191 2 4 | r71 rartzlg. Their .defe"nse. aIIo1ws 392hypg. Their Dline 'hs thilargest
Yulkeith Brown 13 34 470 138 4 42 EugeneWisonll 4 19 26 140 1 e inthe FBS and is allowing 156 rush ypg (3.9) and they have 39
Alex Bauman 12 18 195 108 7 36 Hayden Hanson 12 13 8 68 1 40 sacks |nc|ud|ng 19 dunng their 3 game win streak.
Makhi Hughes 13 19 176 93 2 29 AudanMizel L Florida ended the season as one of the hottest teams in the
8£E lﬁ‘é 2312‘2 BEE ;gg ?377-7 @ o DEF 8§E :E’g %591 BEE :Eg 2223-2 @ vt DEF] country. PP has the Gators winning by 12 but they are laying nearly
OFFRUSH2052 DEFRUSH 1398 |[R_ 24 93 ||oFFRUSH 1560 DEFRUSH 1s62 |[PR_ 134 55 | 2!d'sandthe yardsare only 363-335. The Green Wave played both
STTDdif  +2 STTD G -1 Kan Stand OK tough earlier this year so they won't be intimidated.
OFF PASS 2169  PassDEF 167.9 |[n o' 2% 4 1|[OFF PASS 219.1  PassDEF 2360 |Symt' 421 agg
SKSVS 17 SKSBY 34 o 13- 7o |[SKS VS 19 SKSBY 38 e 1 4 k) The forecast isn't a big lean but we will upgrade based on the yards.
OLAVG 64306 DLAVG  63'2%2 | |sTRank OLAVG ~ 65°320 DLAVG  6%5'330 ||STRank FORECAST: TULANE (+) RATING: 2%

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

OVERALL

NOTRE DAME

PLAYOFFS 1ST ROUND

Friday, December 20th, 2024 « 8:00 pm
ABC/ESPN ¢ Notre Dame Stadium ¢ South Bend, IN

INDIANA 511 1)

30th meeting with all but 1 coming before 1960. Last met in ‘91
with ND winning 49-27 at home. This is the first major postseason
8ame for IND since reaching the Peach Bowl in ‘90. HC Cignetti is

1 SUJATS in postseason gms at the FBS level, but did reach the
FCS playoffs 5 times incl ma |n8 itto the title game in “19 at JMU. ND
is in the CFP for the 3rd time (0-2 SU/ATS) with losses to Clemson
in“19 & Bamain 21. HC Freeman is 2-1 SU/ATS in postseaon gms

NOTRE DAME (1 1-1 ) but this is their first trip to the playoffs under him.

IND brought in HC Cignetti, who added a ton of exp'd transfers
ATS: 10-2 O/U: 9- 28 . ATS: 9-3 O/U: 7 26 . to this roster. IU exceeded all expectation as they started out 10-0
+ pPPg + el il SU/9-1 ATS and won their F/9 games by an avg of 33 pts. IU didn't
HOOSIERS] +193.9 ypg |IHIIIAMIE ll VRSNV oTe M trail until their 9th game at Mich St. After a 20- %5 win vs Mich they
OFFENSE (NC#11+ NCAA#25) DEFENSE (NC #4+ NCAA #2) OFFENSE (NC #2+ NCAA#4°) DEFENSE (NC #14+ NCAA #9) went to OSU off a bye and a couple of key ST’s mistake cost them
RUSHING GAIN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING AIN LOST NET TD AVG and lost 38-15. U r()e/bo nded with a 66 Oy in vs Purdue. IU is led
-15. u Wi -0'win vs Purdue. IU i
TOTAL o NS m oaw T 4 T Love }% ‘1‘§2 29"75; % o8 %% bytransfer QB Rourke, whahit 70% (27-4 ato)and [Usfop 4 RB'
Justice Ellison 12 148 80 19 811 10 55 y
TySon Lawton 12 131 646 12 634 12 48 RieyLeonard 2 124 792 71 720 14 58 comb'd for 1,897 rush (15.9, 29 td). IU’s top 4 receivers had 2,274
Kae‘OHGB‘ack 2 46 22 1 251 2 85 iadafiaﬂv\';{li.ce ﬁ gg ?;g 213 ?31 ; ég yds (15.9, 21 td) & the OL al'd 18 sks. IU's defense held foes to 96
Elijah Green 729 203 2 201 5 69 Aneyas Wiliams : derthelrav (#6) and their pass D ranked #15 (62%, 10-14).
Tayven Jack 7 15 8 7 73 3 49 KedenYoun o2 e 0 fe 1ss ypgun p 0
Pié\g?r?s s GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT PASSING ¢ GP  COMP ATT YOS D INT ND entered * ZZ? returning 15 st'rs and add exp'd QB Rlley from
TOTAL 12 226 327 69.4% 3182 31 5 TOTAL 12 215 324 664% 251 19 5  Duke. ND upset Tex A&M in the opener but then lost to NIU the
Kurtis Rourke 11202 287 704% 2827 27 4  RileyLeonard 12 194 293 66.2% 2092 16 5 next gm. ND responded by W|nn|ng their L/10 games by an avg of
Tayven Jackson T, B 0T S M9 4 1 el el S, 18 B hs 3 0 31 pts. Their only win by single-digits was vs LVille. erey hit 66%
TOTAL 12 26 382 141 31 8  TOTAL 1 25 257 10 19 5 (2092, 16-5) and was also the #2 rusher (721, 5.8-, 14 td). ND's top
Eljah Sarratt 1249 890 182 8 84 Beaux Collins 12 34 47 126 2 53 4 RB'’s totaled 1,890 yds (7.0, 25 td) but the top 4 receivers had just
Omar Cooper I 22 so2t 6 69 laden Grahose 2 2% M @3 1 & 1255yds(118). ND's OL did allow just 14 sks. ND did hold tms to
Myles Pri 12 3 410 124 2 4 itchell Evans k :
K& Shaun Wiliams 12 34 403 M9 5 52 JaydenHarison 217 2 124 1 & 86 ypg un erthelravg% ) and their pass D ranks #3 (49%, 9-17).
Mies Cross 2 26 323 124 4 34  Jeremyahlowe 1 2 206 94 2 32 P calls for this {0 be a high scoring game (71 pts) but both
OFFYPG 4388 DEFYPG 2448 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 4213 DEFYPG 2968 oFF per) defenses are playing well & the weather is going to be in the 20's
OFFPPG 433 DEFPPG 147 ||KR 218 189||OFFPPG 404 DEFPPG 136 ||KR 169 156 With some wind and possible snow. The PP projection also has this
OFF RUSH 173.6  DEF RUSH 70.8 PR_ 128 124||oFFRUSH 2248 DEFRUSH 1388 ||PR._ 53 47 | game right arounq the Vegas line as well. With us disagreeing with
OFF PASS 2652 PassDEF 1740 |[STIDA C1 o |lOFF PASS 1964 PassDEF 1579 |[STIDA 0.~ . | PP on the total, this will be a no play.
SKSVS 18  SKSBY 33 ; Dioms |[SKSVS 14 SKSBY 30 : o . .
o B S B ;cT;sR o ) BV e DAl s |[hy 24 FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY

BY 4.5 v’s




COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

PLAYOFF 1ST ROUND

Saturday, December 21st, 2024 * 12:00 pm
TNT « Beaver Stadium ¢ Unlversny Park, PA

SMU (11-2) PENN ST (11

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

PLAYOFF 1ST ROUND

Saturday, December 21st, 2024 « 4:00 pm
TNT ¢ Darrell K Royal - Memorial Stadium ¢ Austin, TX

CLEMSON (10-3)

-2)

ATS: 8-5 O/U: 8 ATS: 6-7 O/U: 7-6
+18.0 ppg +18.0 ppg

MUSTANGS] LAY INITTANY/LIONS; +166.5 ypg
OFFENSE (NC #13 < NCAA #20) DEFENSE (NC #19 « NCAA #28) OFFENSE (NC #9+ NCAA#15) DEFENSE (NC #7 « NCAA #6)
RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING ATT GAIN LOST NET TD AVG
TOTAL 13 506 2557 268 2289 29 45 TOTAL 13 487 2808 161 2647 28 5.
Brashard Smith 13217 1301 31 1270 14 59  Nicholas Singleton 13131 86 8 838 7 64
Kevin Jennings 13 93 464 8 379 5 41  KaytonAllen 13 173 854 32 82 6 48
LJ Johnson Jr 1268 304 27 277 5 441  DrewAllar 13 72 363 8 2719 6 39
Roderick Daniels Jr 13 43 176 13 163 3 38  BeauPribula* 13 38 260 18 242 4 64
Derrick McFall 4 24 109 3 106 2 44  TylerWarren 1928 191 0 191 4 83
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT
TOTAL 13 258 399 64 7% 471 21 9 TOTAL 13 253 364 69.5% 3204 27 8
Kevin Jennings 13 227 344 66.0% 3050 22 Drew Allar 13 224 324 69.1% 2894 21 7
Preston Stone 7 30 51 588% 421 5 1 BeauPribula® 13 26 35 743% 275 5
RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
TOTAL 13 258 34711 135 21 87 TOTAL 13 253 3208 127 21 59
Roderick Daniels Jr 1338 599 158 3 81 Tyler Warren 1388 1062 121 6 38
Key'Shawn Smith 133 512 165 5 45 Harrison Wallace Ill 1339 638 164 4 50
Jordan Hudson 13 3% 382 109 5 42 Omari Evans 1319 360 189 4 59
Moochie Dixon 220 3718 189 1 87 Nicholas Singleton 237 33 91 5 2
RJ Maryland 7 24 359 150 4 49 Liam Clifford 1317 219 164 1 57
OFFYPG 4431 DEFYPG 326.1 OFFYPG 4486 DEFYPG 282.1

OFFPPG 385 DEFPPG 209 OFFPPG 336  DEFPPG 164 221

OVERALL OFF RUSH 176.1  DEF RUSH 934 OFF RUSH 202.2  DEF RUSH 103.6 B
OFF PASS 267.0 PassDEF 232.7 OFF PASS 246.5 Pass DEF 178.5
SKSVS 15 SKSBY 40 12 SKSBY 33
BY 8.5 v’s OLAVG ~ 64"315 DLAVG 6'4" 292 65322 DLAVG 63" 278

3rd meeting & last met in 1978. This is Penn St's first trip to
the CFP and are 4-5 SU/5-4 ATS in postseason games under HC
Franklin. This is the biggest game in SMU history as th&y are in
the CFP in their first year as a P4 team. SMU is 0-2 SU/ATS in
postseason gms under HC Lashlee.

SMU moved to the ACC in 24 and started off the season with
a close win at Nev but lost to BYU at home and were 2-1. From
that point on SMU won their final 9 regular season games, with 7
of those wins coming by 10+ points. SMU did lose in the ACC title
game to Clemson 34-31 on a last sec FG. QB Jennings took over
as the starter vs BYU and went on to have a stellar season (3050,
66%, 22-8) with 379 rush (4.1). RB Smith was the feature RB &
finished with 1267 (5.9, 14 td). On defense SMU held teams to
40 ypg under their avg (#38) and only allowed 93 rush (2.7), plus
recorded 40 sacks! Their pass D ranks #30 (56%, 24-15).

Expectations were high for Penn St this season & they started
off the season winning their first 7 games by an avg of 20 points.
They played close with Ohio St, losing 20-13 at home, but won their
L/4 reg ssn games (3 wins by 4+ td's) to reach the B10 title game.
In the title game both teams offenses were on full display %518-466
yd edge Penn St) but PSU was -2 TO’s and they lost 45-37. Penn
St finished the ssn +167 yp: /+18£p? and their defense held foes
to 91 ypg under their avg (#6 Allar hit 69% (2894, 21-7) and
RB’s Singleton & Allen were a stron 1-2 punch. TE Warren (1062,
12.1, 6 td) won the Mackey. PSU finished with 33 sks led by DE
Carter (10 sks). Penn St's pass D finished #24 (59%, 15-12).

This is a noon kickoff and the temps will be in the 20’s with

OFF DEF snow/wind possible PP has PSU winning by 10 points and the

RATING: 1%

TEXAS (11-2)

These two meet for the first time. Clemson is in the playoffs for the
6th time and first time since 2020. Dabo is 7-2 ATS in playoff games
and 5-2 SU/4-3 ATS as a playoff dog. Texas reached the playoffs for
the firsttime last year but were upset by Washington 37-31(-3'). Sark
is 15-10 ATS as a HF at Texas. Clemson hasn't been a double-digit
dog since 2014 and Dabo is 20-12 ATS as a dog.

Clemson opened 24 with a “neutral” site loss to UGA in Atlanta
by 31 pts though it was only 6-0 at half. The Tigers won their next
6 games with the closest coming at FSUt when Clemson settled
for 7 fg attempts. They trailed early against L'ville and lost 33-21
but did have a 450-366 yd edge. Clemson was 9-2 and led SCar
late but lost by 3. In the ACC Title game they led 31-14 4Q before
getting conservative on D and won on a 56 yd fg. Despite winning
the ACC, Clemson was slotted behind the other conf champs and
giventhe #12 seed and a trip to Texas. Clemson is +90 ypg and their
offense puts up 71 ypg more than their foes allow. Their defense is
better than their numbers suggest as they allowed garbage yards
in a few lopsided wins. QB Klubnik has a 33-5 ratio.

Texas brought back 15 starters from LY's playoff team. They won
their 4 non-conf games by 42 ppg including 31-12 at Mich. They
opened their first ever SEC slate with 2 wins. They trailed 23-0 and
held to 38 yds in the 1H of a 15 pt home loss to UGA. Texas won
their last 5 SEC games to clinch a spot in the SEC Title game. In
the rematch vs UGA they had a 260-54 yd edge at half but it was
only 6-0. The Longhorns settled for 4 fg's and lost 22-19 in OT.
Texas' D allows just 250 ypg and they are #1 in FBS, holding foes
134 ypg below their avg. Quinn Ewers has a 25-9 ratio

Texas has one of the best defenses in the country and Clemson’s D
is better than their statsindicate. PP has Texas by 13. We think Clemson
keeps it closer but the total points has a solid lean to the Under.

FORECAST: UNDER 51.5 RATING: 4%

ATS: 6-7 O/U: 6-7 ATS: 7-6 O/U: 4-9
m +13.2 ppg +21.2 ppg
+89.6 ypg D[UI[HI@]IB +195.5 ypg
OFFENSE (NC #23 « NCAA #12) DEFENSE (NC #51 + NCAA #66) OFFENSE (NC #21 + NCAA #18) DEFENSE (NC #1+ NCAA #3)
RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD RUSHING AIN LOST NET TD AVG
TOTAL 13 449 2591 250 2351 23 5.2 TOTAL 13 479 2454 37 2137 20 45
Phil Mafah 13 214 1155 49 1106 8 5.2  Quintrevion Wisner 12 176 912 49 863 3 A
Cade Klubnik 13 106 604 156 458 7 4.3  JaydonBlue 12 12 591 27 564 6 50
Jay Haynes 13 43 300 5 295 3 69 Jerrick Gibson 12 68 350 8 342 4 50
Keith Adams Jr 11 27 18 7 1M1 1 41  ArchManning 8 21 146 46 100 4 48
Antonio Williams 13 7101 0 101 1 144 Colin Page 5 18 99 0 9 0 i
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT
TOTAL 13305 490 62 2% 3563 34 6 TOTAL 13297 448 66 3% 3653 34 11
Cade Klubnik 13 282 443 637% 3303 33 5  QuinnEwers 11 233 352 66.2% 2665 25 9
Christopher Vizzina 7 19 34 559% 190 0 0  ArchManning 8 61 90 678% 939 9 2
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
TOTAL 13 305 353 117 32 76 TOTAL 13 297 3653 123 34 75
Antonio Williams 13 71 838 118 10 &7 Matthew Golden 13 47 738 157 8 50
Jake Briningstool 12 45 461 102 6 41 Gunnar Helm 13 49 611 125 5 49
Bryant Wasco Jr 1 38 678 178 4 76 Isaiah Bond 12 33 532 161 5 56
T.J. Moore 13 3% 53% 149 4 4 Ryan Wingo 13 24 39 164 2 75
Troy Stellato 9 25 264 106 1 34 DeAndre Moore Jr 13 31 387 125 6 50
OFF YPG 4549 DEFYPG 364.9 OFF DEF||OFF YPG 4454 DEFYPG 2498 OFF DEF
OFF PPG  35.5 DEFPPG 223 EE 18991 24051 OFF PPG  33.6 DEFPPG 125 EE 28087 16.6
TEXAS OFFPASS 2141 PassOEF 2144 |[SID8 0 lIGEEEASS! opt0  pesser 1401 [T 0
SKSVS 22 SKSBY 33 FGs ﬂ 24 long 56) SKSVS 28 SKSBY 39 FG's 14 21 long 49)
BY 7.5 V’s OLAVG 6'5"315 DLAVG 6'4" 285 | ST Rank OLAVG 647330 DLAVG 6'5" 282 | [ST Rank
COMPUTER PROJECTIONS
osu
163
226 Saturday, December 21st, 2024 « 8:00 pm
ABC/ESPN ¢ Ohio Stadium ¢ Columbus, OH
28
+4
TENNESSEE (10-2) OHIO ST (10-2)
ATS: 7-5 O/U: 7-5 ATS: 6-6 O/U:
+23.3 ppg +24.6 ppg
VOLUNTEERS; NTYERy [BUCKEVES +182.4ypg
OFFENSE (NC #12 « NCAA #B) DEFENSE (NC #12  NCAA #4) OFFENSE (NC #27 « NCAA #36) DEFENSE (NC #2 + NCAA #1)
RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING AIN LOST NET TD AVG
TOTAL 12 545 2988 198 2790 32 51 TOTAL 12 395 2218 173 2045 24 52
Dylan Sampson 1225 1509 24 1485 22 58  Quinshon Judkins 12 147 86 21 805 8 5.
DeSean Bishop 9 67 441 8 433 3 65 TreVeyon Henderson 12 108 770 19 751 6 70
Nico lamals 1289 434 17 317 1 36  JamesPeoples 7 42 19 8 191 2 45
Peyton Lewis 12 54 25 3 262 3 49  WilHoward 12 72 240 109 131 7
Cameron Seldon 6 23 118 0 18 1 51  Sam Wiliams-Dixon 3 7 53 0 53 0 |
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT
TOTAL 12 222 343 64 7% 2 21 7 TOTAL 12 242 344 70 3% 3052 29 8
Nico | 12199 303 657% 2512 19 5  Will Howard 12227 314 723% 2860 27 8
Gaston Moore 6 16 27 593% 201 2 2 DevinBrown 8 10 19 526% 108 1 0
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
/2| TOTAL 12 222 211 125 21 86 TOTAL 12 242 3052 126 29 70
Don'te Thomton Jr 12 25 647 259 6 86 Jeremiah Smith 12 57 93 164 10 70
Bru McCoy 12 3% 432 123 2 42 Emeka Egbuka 12 60 743 124 9 68
Squirrel White 12 33 34 10 2 45 Carnell Tate 1" 41 583 142 4 40
Chris Brazzell Il 12 28 325 16 2 53 Brandon Inniss 12 12 151 126 1 27
Miles Kitselman 12 21 2% 141 4 3 Gee Scott Jr 12 16 150 94 2 3%
OFF YPG 4634 DEFYPG 2783 OFF DEF||OFFYPG 4235 DEFYPG 241.1 OFF DEF
OFF PPG  37.3 DEFPPG 139 EE %gg 27551 OFF PPG  35.5 DEFPPG 109 EE 1%2 15562
SueRAT (TR S T e ) (CTRR AR | b
OHIO ST 9 Pass | |NetPut 405 364 ® S 3| [NetPut 398 36,9
SKSVS 26 SKSBY 29 FGs 1625 (ong52)| [SKS VS~ 12 SKSBY 35 FGs 912 (org &)
BY 6.5 v’s OLAVG 6'5"320 DLAVG 64288 ||STRank 28 OLAVG 6'5"317 DLAVG 6'4"289 [[STRank 6

These two last met in the 1995 Citrus Bowl when Tenn, led by
Peyton Manning beat Eddie George and OSU 20-14. Josh Heupel
is 3-2 SU/ATS in bowls. Ryan Day has OSU in the playoffs for the
6th time. Day is 2-5 ATS in Bowls and 2-2 ATS in Playoffs.

Tenn only had 9 starters back this year. QB Nico lamaleava was
one of the most hyped QB's in college football. The Vols dominated
their first 3 non-conf foes by 59 ppg. They won at Oklahoma then
were plauged by slow starts, scoring 0 1H points in 3 straight games
yet beat Florida in OT then upset Bama (both at home). They were
8-1 when they traveled to UGA and led 10-0 1Q but lost by 2 td’s.
The Vols were favored in their last 2 and finished 10-2, +185 ypg
and +70 vs the SEC. The Vols D allows just 278 ypg and they hold
foes 84 ypg below their avg (#9 in FBS). DE James Pearce and CB
Jermod McCoy were both All-SEC.

OSU made a big splash in the Portal last offseason, adding QB
Will Howard, RB Quinshon Judkins and Bama’s Caleb Downs. The
Buckeyes started 5-0, winning by 38 ppg. They were favored at
Oregon but lost by 1 when Howard didn't slide in time. OSU’s best
win came 2 weeks later at Penn St, 20-13. They had a 316-151
yd edge vs Indiana and won 38-15. The Buckeyes were 10-1 and
nearly 3 td chalk at home vs Michigan but lost 13-10, which cost
them a trip to the Big 10 Title game. OSU is +182 ypg. Their offense
avg 424 ypg. OSU is allowing just 241 ypg and holds foes 130 ypg
below their avg (#2 in FBS). They have 5 players who were 1st
Team All-Big 10.

PP picks OSU to win by 11 but it's hard to trust the Buckeyes
against a stout defensive front. The Under was 7-2 in OSU’s Big
10 games and 5-3 in Tenn’s SEC games but the projected final is
barely under the Total. We will sit back and watch this one.

FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY




UTSA
132 183
271 272
33 36
+1 +1
#103 #99
CHECKLIST

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

RUSHING

TOTAL

Braydon Bennett
Christian Washington*

Ethan Vasko
Simeon Price

Darren Lloyd
PASSING

TOTAL
Ethan Vasko*

Noah Kim*
RECEIVING

TOTAL

Jameson Tucker
Cameron Wright

Senika McKee
Bryson Graves

Tray Taylor

OFF YPG 382.3
OFF PPG  29.8

OVERALL

BY 10.5 v’s

OFF RUSH 178.7
OFF PASS 203.6
SKSVS 11
OLAVG 63”300

COMPUTER PROJECTIONS

OVERALL

N. ILLINOIS

(CHANTICLEERS;

OFFENSE (NC #91 ¢ NCAA#71) DEFENSE(NC#SS NCAA#101)

12
10
1

DEFYPG 405.6

Monday, December 23rd, 2024 « 11:00 am
ESPN ¢ Brooks Stadium * Conway, SC

-0.8 ppg
-23.3 ypg
GAIN LOST NET TD
443 2333 189 2144 21 4.8
12 745 18 721 11 65
102 564 17 537 5 53
107 513 66 447 5 42
4 143 7 136 0 34
21 137 5 132 0 63
COMP ATT % YDS TD INT
178 331 53.8% 2443 18 10
148 271 54.6% 2110 14 8
30 56 536% 333 4 1
REC YDS AVG TD LNG
178 2453 138 18 65
31 540 174 6 47
19 314 165 2 58
20 2% 148 3 41
25 214 10 1 43
18 262 146 1 59

DEFPPG 30.6
DEF RUSH 180.2
Pass DEF  225.4

SKS BY

DLAVG

18
64" 278

COASTAL CAROLINA (6-6)
ATS: 5-7 O/U: 7-5

MYRTLE BEAGH BOWL

UTSA (6-6)

ATS: 6-6 O/U: 8-3-1

0FFENSE(NC#104 NCAA#17) DEFENSE (NC #105+ NCAA#83)

RUSHING
TOTAL

Robert Henry
Brandon High
Owen McCown
Kevorian Bamnes
Bryson Donnell
PASSING
TOTAL

Owen McCown

Eddie Lee Marburger*

RECEIVING
TOTAL

Willie McCoy
Chris Carpenter
Houston Thomas
Devin McCuin
Patrick Overmyer

GAIN

LOST

+0.9 ppg
+62.2

NET

™

AVG

12 447 2212 275 1937 18 43
" 130 747 41 706 7 54
n 8 43 4 49 7 51
12 8 489 186 303 2 37
1278 22 210 21 2 28
" 28 140 3 137 0 49
GP  COMP ATT % YDS TD INT
12293 476 61.6% 3429 26 12
12211 437 620% 3170 24 9
6 21 38 553% 232 2 3
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG
12293 3429 17 26 69
10 28 536 191 4 66
1 37 463 125 1 69
12 32 443 138 3 44
7 40 361 90 5 54
1221 2710 100 2 42

DEFYPG 383.8
DEFPPG 313
DEF RUSH 110.3
Pass DEF  273.6
SKSBY 38
DLAVG 63" 289

Monday, December 23rd, 2024 « 2:30 pm
ESPN ¢ Albertsons Stadium ¢ Boise, ID

N. ILLINOIS (7 5)

IDAHO POTATO BOWL

395 412
21 29 (ong 54)

Coastal gets to play in their home stadium in their first Myrtle
Beach Bowl. Coastalis 3-1 SU/1-3 ATS in Bowls and won last year’s
Hawaii Bowl over San Jose St. UTSAis in a Bowl for the 5th straight
season. Traylor was 0-3 SU in Bowls until last year when they beat
Marshall 35-17 (-12") in the Frisco Bowl.

Coastal started 24 3-0 including a 55-27 win at eventual CUSA
Champs Jax St in the opener. The Chanticleers lost 4 of their next
5 games as the run D struggled. They beat App St by 14 then lost
to both Marshall 31-19 despite a 391-254 yd edge. CC only put up
280 yds and 6 points on Senior Day vs GA Southern to fall to 5-6 but
beat Georgia St 48-27 in the reg season finale to get bowl eligible.
QB's Vasko and Kim combined for 18-9 ratio but both went in the
Portal. RFr Tad Hudson will (0 snaps) will likely start. Hudson was
highly recruited and started his career at North Carolina. They will
also be w/o their #2 rusher, top pass rusher Lubin (9.5 sk) and best
CB McDoom (3int, 10 pub). Coastal’s strength is their Oline as they
rushed for 179 (4.8) and allowed just 11 sacks all year.

UTSA had 14 starters back from a team that won 9 games last
year and they were the picked 2nd by the Media in the preseason.
The Roadrunners started 1-2 with blowout losses at Texas St and at
Texas. They won an FCS game then lost two more road games at EC
and Rice. They beat FAU by 2 td's then blew a 42-17 late 3Q lead and
lost at Tulsa by 1. UTSA rebounded by winning 3 straight at home then
lost at Army. They finished 6-0 SU/5-1 ATS +190 ypg at home but 0-6
SU/1-5 ATS and -62 ypg on the road. QB McCown has a 24-9 ratio
and UTSA's offense avg 65 ypg more than their foes allow on avg.

This is a home game for Coastal and UTSAis 0-6 SU/1-5 ATS
on the road. PP calls for UTSA to win by 3 and they are laying
over a td. Normally we’d jump all over that but Coastal is missing
several key players including their top 2 QB'’s. We'll pass.

FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY

FRESNO ST (6-6)

BY 4 v’s
COMPUTER PROJECTIONS
USF SJST
177 103
280 373
31 30
+7 +1
#91 #105
CHECKLIST
USF SJST
EDGE EDGE

OVERALL

SAN JOSE ST

BY 2.5 v’s

6th meeting. Last met in the 2010 Humantarian Bowl where NIU
won 40-17. Fresno hired Matt Entz to be their next HC but the interim
HC Tim Skipper will coach the bowl. This is the 3rd bowl for NIU
under HC Hammock and they are 1-1 SU/2-0 ATS and last season
they beat Ark St 21-19 in the Camellia Bowl.

NIU brought back 16 starters for ‘24 and were one of the favorites
for the MAC. After a win vs an FCS team NIU went to Notre Dame
and pulled the upset 16-14. Off a bye NIU lost at home vs Buffalo

ATS: 5-7 O/U: 5 ATS: 6-5-1 O/U: 5-7 then at NCSt lost by a td. NIU then won their next 2 games before
ry losing 2 straight to Toledo and at Ball St. They ended the ssn win-
HUSKIES} +18'28 3o [BUIIDOGS, Wy LBl ring 3 of their Li4 games but were just 4-4 in MAC play. NIU QB
ypPg - - ) E x
OFFENSE (NC #106 :NCAA #68) DEFENSE (NC #57-NCAAHS) OFFENSE (NC #10f -NCAA 106) DEFENSE (NC 78~ NCAA#54) Hampton (1600 pass, 58%, 12-6, 129 rush) went in the portal so it
RUsHiNG S AT GAN LOST T D AV ?%ST’X’EG 12 A 14;; IfOSOT A gvg will be Josh Holst and they will be w/o their #1 WR. NIU's defense
Gavin Willams 2 135 78 4 74 4 55 EijahGraham T 11 a0 14 46 8 39 held te?n:srtto 89 yﬁg “”? de{thelrlset%son a"gl ('#GI) g“éw'” be W'g’%‘i}
Antario Brown 8 115 609 42 567 4 49  BrysonDonelson # 6 381 1 380 2 e1 severalstarters who optdtogoin the portal incl S Banneran
¥el\y Johp{szn IJrh 150 ?3 ?gg 133 ‘1‘% g 15208 ﬁﬂa/lkt hSheKod' 1% gg fgg 700 1182 3 zg Gill-Howard. NIU does have the #20 pass D (53%, 14-8).
rayvon Rudol . onathan Arceneaux . 4 i
Joonkost § 33 1% 11 165 1 50 JoshuaWood A I Fresgo brougrét_lgacggls strs bUttg'd. Ictxsg HQI_r;I'ed{or(tj ttr)]efore the
PASSING GP COMP ATT % YDS TD INT PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT seas_on eganan IIT_1 Ipperwas the Interim. 1hey lost the opener
thw% 112 1% gjo 5;3:5 2;}3 g g WAI;( g gg} ggg ggg‘;//o ggg; 13 11? at Mich then won their next 3 games. Fresno lost at UNLV then at
than Hampton* 1 7 58.3% 1 ey Keene® g home vs Wash St then won at Nev then vs SJSt. Fresno lost 3 of
% Raylen Sh M1 1 1000% 26 1 : e ¢
Pl GGP 4ZeEc 81103 % %G 41170 OLNG ! RSXSCISGarpe GP  REC YDS Ofv/tos 6Tl) NG 0 .th?" L/4 games to flnls_h 6-6. Fre_sno QB Ke?”e (2892, 79%1 18-11)
PTAL oo 15 13977 231;23 }gg 113 Zg &OTIBL‘ 1% 2;81 29%;%71 }gg 189 ;g is in the portal along with 2 of their top 3 WR's. The QB will either be
ac Dalena .
Cam Thompson M 28 391 140 3 54 JalenMoss' 2 4 3 17 4 4  JoshuaWoodorJayden Mandel. Frenso held foes to 34 ypg under
Grayson Bames 12 25 281 12 2 60 Raylen Sharpe” 51 523 103 3 38 their avg and their pass D ranks #16 (54%, 18-14). However Fresno
Andrew McElroy 12 24 243 101 0 42 Elijah Gilliam 229 189 65 0 71 alsoloses afew st'rs on D to the portal including CB Hamiltonand DT
Antario Brown 8 8 204 265 1 83 Richie Anderson 12 17 142 84 0 18 LIghthOt Over their L/4 gms Fresno Only an’d 271 ypgon offense.
OFF YPG 3834 DEFYPG 2810 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 2451 DEFYPG 2170 OFF DEF|  Both teams are affected here by the portal as both QB's are not
orcees 2o pere e |l Z Szlorcere me perrre a1l 188 23 paing bulNUS QB s gelingsarer o, PP o ke o
i ) STTDdif 0 ; ‘o ||STTDdif -1 account Fresno’s situation with so many players out and leans with
OFF PASS 1760 PassDEF 1693 ||\pyy’ 344 352 |{OFF PASS 2451 PassDEF 270 |lyapin' 565 g6 g hil | ith NIU h
SKSVS 17 SKSBY 34 FGs 1523 (ong )| [SKS VS~ 26 SKSBY 22 FGs 317 (ong )| S WhilE we fean wi ere.
OLAVG  64'309 DLAVG  64'278 ||STRank 121 OLAVG  6'3'304 DLAVG 63278 |[STRank 103 FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY
“ SJStreturns To the Hawail BowT for the 2nd sfraight season. Last
Hnwnl I B WI year they were -9'vs Coastal Carolina but lost 24-14. USF won their
bowl last year under Alex Golesh, 45-0 against Syracuse but that
Tuesday, December 24th, 2024 + 8:00 pm was nearly a home game in Boca Raton. Ken Niumatalolo was 6-4
ESPN e Clarence T. C. Ching Athletics Complex ¢ Honolulu, HI SU/7-3 ATS in bowls and covered the last 6 at Navy.
Alex Golesh built momentum at USF last year by reaching 7 wins
SOUTH FLORIDA (6 6) SAN JOSE ST (7 5) and had 18 starters return this year. They startered 2-4 but their
losses were to Bama, Miami, Tulane and Memphis. The schedule
AT / softened and they won 4 of their next 5 (all over non-bowl teams)
ATS: 6-6 O/U: 6-5- 2 4 ppg S: 6-6 O/U: 5-6 +1 1 but fell flat in the finale, losing at Rice 35-28 and they were actually
BULLS] VP3¢ [SPARTANS IPPYSGSINl down 35-14 and scored 2 tds in the last 3 minutes for a mislead-
OFFENSE (NC #40 + NCAA#44) DEFENSE (NC #122+ NCAA#118) OFFENSE (NC #93 NCAA#SD) DEFENSE(NC #86+NCAA#89)  Ing final. QB Bryce Archie only has a 9-9 ratio and their defense
RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD RUSHING AN LosT Ner 1o Ave s allowing 437 ypg and 69 ypg more than their foes avg (#121 in
TOTAL % 4 B0 7 2% A 50 ;FTQIén K g ?gg 1721934 25723 1606211 191 38  FBS). The offense put up the most yards each of their last 3 foes
Ney o Wi 208 55 10 o4 7 45 labariBs 2 s 28 3 29 1 45 allowed butnone of those teams made a bowl. In fact, USF went
Ta'Ron Keith 12 72 45 1 414 7 58 LamarRadiffe 6 18 16 0 76 0 42 6-1SU/5-2ATSagainstnon-bowlteamsbut0-5SU/1-4ATS against
Byrum Brown 5 68 360 91 260 3 40 JWa(Ijker Egﬁl ) g 215 131 304 697 8 27 bowl teams.
Bryce Archi 1M1 57 246 109 137 2 24 Jordan Pollar I : . . .
PASSNG GP COMP ATT YOS TD INT  PASSING P COMP ATT YOS D INT SJSthad low expectations this year after losing their HC and only
TOTAL 12 238 407 5s 5% 2722 16 9 TOTAL 12 283 492 57 5% 3003 20 15 had7 starters back. They opened 3-0 before only losing by 2 at Wash
gryrﬁfn Aéfgﬁn 151 17488 %gg gg ?:je 1863769 g 8 \EV;mngotwn, 191 1122 gg g; g:f %g‘; }16 9 St The Spartans were 6-3 when they had a misleading 21 point loss
: G REC YOS MG TD NG RECENNG e rec ws wec Tt we  toBoise(483-456 ydedge) andonly lost27-16 vs UNLV. They played
TOTAL 12 238 27122 M4 16 67 TOTAL 12283 3903 138 29 58 their best game in the finale, upsetting Stanford 34-31 with a 443-379
L, G R GOED D@ MMM R WO E 8 ydoe SISlstOypg OB WakerEgelhastoun or2 224 (19
Mcwoel BownSophens 12 25 74 134 4 32 TreyshunHumy 22 2 49 175 2 3 ratioyand has Justin Lockhart (973, 18.7) but Biletnikoff finalist Nick
Abdur-RahmaanYaseen 7 19 244 128 0 51 Jackson Canaan 12 23 288 125 1 58 Nash (1382, 16 td’s) opted out. They face a weak USF pass D (#93
Payten Singletary 2 17 192 13 2 4 Mathew Coleman 2 2 282 128 1 33 pass D eff) that is missing their top Safety. SJSt's 2 starting CB's are
OFF YPG 4169 DEFYPG 4263 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 3253 DEFYPG 388.1 OFF DEF| in the Portal but they still have the edge on defense.
ORERRCINO I TARDERRRG 2GS (KR & o273 |OGRR O 27 SR ERRRC 26 L 178 1911 PP has USF by 1 but our checklist has SJSt by 2.5 and we think
8,’;:; gkjss‘: ;?gi E::S%LésFH ;ggi ST 0 8Ei ?Xi’é‘ 22543 EE;%UESEH ;gg‘; i 0 the Spartans win for Coach Nuimatalolo in his home state. The
SKSVS 31 SKSBY 30 ggts Punt 4% (Ioﬁg75§) SKSVS 11 SKSBY 23 t 383“0”3?5? forecast has this going under but we think it could be high scoring.
OLAVG 65314 DLAVG  64°278 ||sTRak 38 OLAVG  63'299 DLAVG 61 274 124 FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY




This bowl was formerly the Quick Lane Bowl. Pitt won here in ‘19

co 0JECTIONS

PT#TER _— 11'.:){l GAM EAB 0“E B 0w1 over EMich 34-30. MAC teams are 1-5 SU in this bow!. Pitt is 2-1
139 64 !

against Toledo. Pitt won in ‘02 and ‘06 while Toledo won in ‘03 and

243 253 Thursday, December 26th, 2024 + 2:00 PM the home team won all 3 meetings. Pat Narduzzi has Pitt back in a
27 16 ESPN ¢ Ford Field ¢ Detroit, Mi bowl after missing out last year. Narduzzi is 2-5 SU/ATS in bowls
-1 +0 here while Jason Candle is just 1-5 SU/ATS in bowls.

#56 #125 Pat Narduzzi promised a faster paced Pitt offense this year with

CHECKLIST PITTSBURGH (7-5) TOLEDO 67-5) the addition of OC Kade Bell and several transfer additions like RB
« B . Desmond Reid who played for Bell at WCarolina. Pitt opened 7-0

ATS: 7-5 O/U: 5- +5 1 pp ATS: 5-7 0/ +5.3 and reached #18 but two of their wins were DD comebacks and they

ROCKETS +12. 3ppg hung on against Cal by 2. The month of November was a disaster as
OFFENSE G 5+ NCAAF51) DEFENSE (NC 3. NCAA#73)  OFFENSE NC#i15+ NGAA#S1) DEFENSE (N #64: NCAA 51 Pittlost all 5 games including blow outlosses to SMU and Louisville

RUSHING ATT GAIN LOST NET TD AVG RUSHING GAN LOST NET a6 and close losses to Virginia and Clemson. The Panthers finished
BOTA'- §Reid ]g %o o5 ;s o1z 43 (T:OTA'-W ez ]g 166 244 14t 12 35 7-5and +33 ypg but-42 vs the ACC. RB Desmond Reid rushed for
. onnor Vvalendza . . . N .
i 10 81 46 18 B8 3 40 TuckerGleason I w7 137 3 6 38 [97(5.3)and was their #2 receiver with 564 (12.0). Their top WR
Daniel Carter 0 2 210 2 208 4 95 JacquezStuart 1 245 15 230 2 38 Konata Mumpfield (813, 15.6) has opted out. Pitt's D allows 374
U, p SR L RLIWRA T EAE TR madakdumibiiloisi i
. lllie Sha ) P’ .
P:Sn;ICNG B GP  COMP ATT YOS TD T PASSNG GP COMP ATT % YDS TO INT Toledo won 11 games in ‘23 but only had 8 starters back this
TOTAL 12 285 468 60 9% 3333 27 13 TOTAL 12 250 403 620% 2954 26 7  Yyear. They started 3-0 including a 45-17 upset at Miss St but were
Ei Hostein 19 180 201 Grow 2 AT T Tucke Gieason 0o Ar 3 GiS e 2 1 flat the next week and lost to WKU. They beat Miami, OH in their
ale Yamell g e e o MAC opener but lost to Buffalo the following week. They upset NIU
TOTAL %o wn e 2 & "Fgﬁ‘fm % 250 2% tis 2 18 ontheroadbutlostathome to BG. Toledo beat EMichand CMich to
Dosmond b8 & B0 57 meeimwsn 1 75 7 05 ¢ 75 oachTwinsbutlostio Ohio then were upsetat Akron o finish 7:5
Kenny Johnson 12 44 50 118 3 46 AnthonyTores 1 27 3 134 8 78  and+14ypg. QB Gleason has a 22-7 ratio. The Rockets D allows
Raphael Williams 12 34 38 M7 5 3 Jacquez Stuart Mo15 170 M3 0 34 353 ypg and holds foes 7 ypg below their avg.
Gavin Bartholomew 1237 308 82 4 2 Thomas Zsiros 12 12 148 123 1 25 PP has Pitt winning by 11 but the yards are only 382-317. Pitt
WI2%T SKED OFFYPG 4063 DEFYPG 3738 DEFYPG 3525 OFF DEF] is Iaylng 7 points but Toledo should have the crowd edge and we
8EE ;‘L’JgH ?;885 BEE ;‘L’JgH ffésﬁ E RS C BEE ;‘L’EH %37 (R 242 184 cantlay a touchdown on a team that has lost 5 straight. The Total
: : o2 ; o |lsTTodft +1 sits at 51.5 but PP only calls for 43 points and we do like both
OFF PASS 277.8  Pass DEF 258.3 OFF PASS 246.2 Pass DEF 213.8 ; '
PITTSBURGH SKSVS 38 SKSBY 40 ; 2 19 SKSBY 28 ygls Punt 3%_11900%351) defenses so this could be low scoring.
BY 5 v’s OLAVG ~ 65'314 DLAVG 647265 65302 DLAVG 64282 |[STRank 8 FORECAST: UNDER 51.5 RATING: 2%
COMPUTER PROJECTIONS Only prior meeting came in 2006 in the Texas Bowl with Rutgers
RUT KST winning 37-10. KSt is in a bowl for a 4th straight season and are
163 208 2-2 SU/ATS in bowls under Klieman. Rutgers is in a bow! for the
162 238 Thursday, December 26th, 2024 + 5:30 PM 3rd time in 4 years and LY won vs Miami,Fl in the Pinstripe Bow.
25 31 ESPN « Chase Field « Phoenix, AZ Rutgers is 6-2 SUJATS in bowls under HC Schiano.
;;t‘ #-;2 Rutgers entered ‘24 with 16 st'rs back and they opened the
season 4-0 with wins over VA Tech and Washington. They then lost
CHECKLIST RUTGERS 7 5) KANSAS ST (8 4) their next 4 games but 2 of them were close losses to Nebraska (7
RUT EK[’S‘é'IE' ATS: 6-5-1 O/ ATS: 4-8 O/U: 7 pts) and UCLA (3 pts). Rutgers closed out the season winning 3 of

+4_1 pPg +7 8 ppg their L/4 games and ended the year with a 41-14 win at Mich St.
SCARLET{KNIGHTS] -0.3 ypg Kaliakmanis was the QB and he hit just 54% with a 17-6 ratio and
OFFENSE (NC #39NCAA#73) DEFENSE (NC #57NCAA0) — OFFENSE (NC #28NCAA#45) DEFENSE (NC #22. NCAA#37) the offense was led by RB Monangai (1279, 5.0, 13 td). Rutgers OL

%srpxrﬂe 12 4s1 fﬁ'fé L10983T z’ﬁs ;3 44 TosTlere 12 419 ggg LzoosaT 2&5514 Ig gvg allowed just 15 sks incl 0 sacks the L/3 games. Rutgers defense
- ) battled inj's and did allow foes to gain 32 ypg above their season
Kyle M M 25 1309 30 1279 13 50 DJGidd 120205 1375 32 1343 7 66 .
Am/anopeaar;gnaénd 9 @ 3 18 4 5 42 Aeydommson 12 102 674 1% 58 6 54 avg(#106)and their pass D ranks #59 (61%, 15-7).
éthan aamars 152 % ggg 1]50 %g? g gg ?y\aJn ngards 191 gg ?gg 140 ?gg 115 gg KSt was one of the preason favorites to win the B12 and opened
amuel Brown V 0 Joe ackson = the season 3-0. They were +126 yds but -3 TO’s in a 38-9 loss at
g:ssgﬁllsemamm 63P cl;zmp %T . v6[>75 T[I)) fn? gf\gg?nénmh Gzp chP l?r . \,1[?5 TOD ﬁ# BYU but then won their next 4 games to get to 7-1. The Wildcats
LohTAli o g Bg ggg gjg"f. gjgg }; g LOTAIJ : g %g% gig gg?“;« ggf; g g struggled down the stretch and dropped 3 of their final 4 games,
an Kaliak % very Johnson % but all 3 losses were by 10 pts or less. KSt QB Johnson had his
_?gt_:r%uc (15; ?Sg 2v4°539 :ga Ig ng fz:%%?v}fnngth ZGP 2RE(: ZVDS100£V/(§ 1810 OLNGO moments, but hit just 59% (22-9 ratio) and ran for 548 (5.4). Their
V112 Pynéetre Miller E g; ;g} }gg g gg ]OTAI-B 1% ?23 2756533 }gg 252 gg offense was also led by a strong rushing attack & RB Giddens ran
an strong ayce Brown - for 1343 (6.6, 7 td) and was also the #3 receiver. KSt does have #2
gmesu[fong 182 ﬁ ?gg }ig } gg Eiagmgﬁgnson 1; %? 222 ]33 1 22 WR Johnson and their RT opting out for this game. Their defense
Ben Black 12 M 147 134 1 43 Garrett Oakley 20 20 10 4 28 held teams to 38 ypg under their season avg (#43) and only allowed
v/ | Christian Dremel 12 11 147 134 1 36 Jadon Jackson " 14 194 139 1 60 115 rush (3_5). Their pass D ranks #52 (60%, 19_9)‘
WZT7, OFFYPG 3812 DEFYPG 3815 - %FSF 20155 OFFYPG 4173 DEFYPG 33856 - ?QFE 2155 PP calls for KSt to win this game by 6 pts but the Wildcats are
OFFPPG 279 DEFPPG 238 ! 4||OFFPPG 298  DEFPPG 219 6 219 5 : ; :
;R 136 153 R 129 127| 7-ptfavorites as of presstime. We lean slightly on KSt here as they
OVERALL 8,’;:; gkjss‘: ;ggg E::S%LésFH ;g‘: STTDG 0 8Ei E;\Jgg' g%g EE;%UESIQH ;12‘;3 STTDG +1 have the DEF edge and ST edge plus RUT has to travel cross
KANSAS ST SKSVS 17 SKSBY 20 e 3%717 (|oﬁ96£) SKSVS 11 SKSBY 31 gD 317ng (|029754 country for this game. Another game where we disagree w/ PP.
BY 8.5 v’s OLAVG 64317 DLAVG  64"283 | [STRank OLAVG ~ 64'202 DLAVG 64280 |[STRank FORECAST: NO PLAY RATING: NO PLAY
COMPUTER PROJECTIONS Only prior meeting came back in 1974 with BG winning at home
AST BG 17-0. BG is in a bowl for the 3rd straight year under HC Loeffler,
141 202 but they are looking for their first bowl win since the 2014 Camellia
213 255 Thursday, December 26th, 2024 + 9:00 PM Bowl. Ark St is in a bowl for a 2nd straight year under HC Jones,
21 30 ESPN « Hancock Whitney Stadium « Mobile, AL but they lost last year's Camellia Bowl and have not won a bow
;329 #:-?2 game since 2019. HC Jones is 4-3 SU in bowls as a HC overall.
Ark St returned 16 st'rs heading into "24. They started non-conf
CHECKLIST ARKANSAS ST (7 5) BOWLING GREEN (7 5) play 2-2 then won 3 of their F/4 Sun Belt games incl beating South

AST ATS: 5-7 O/U: 6-6 ATS: 6-5-1 O/U: 4-8 Alabama 18-16. They fell to LA 55-19 and then after 7 pt wins vs

-7.4 ppg +6.5 ppg GSt and ULM, they lost 40-32 vs ODU. QB Raynor threw for 2562
OFFENSE (NC #66 + NCAA#65) DEFENSE (NC #123- "NCAA #29 OFFENSE (NC #102 NCA #67) DEFENSE (NC #53- NCAA #29) play and their top 2 RB's each ran for 600+ yards. Ark St struggled

RUSHING GAN LOST NET TD RUSHING ATT GAN LOST NeT T0 av6 on defense as they allowed foes to gain 80 ypg above their season
T Wl L ER TN B i3 S5 8 44 aug (126) They alowed 461 ypo overall 1 483 ypg34 b
JaQuez Cross 2107 12 12 600 2 56 Jaison Patterson 12 o 40 29 411 5 44 theirl/4games.The runD allowed 226 (5.9)incl 251 (6.5) the L/4
Jay\ensRaynor 12130 578 186 392 2 30 g{argsl Johgso?h g %g gg g %73 :15 ég games. The pass D also ranks just #106 (62%, 19-14).
Devin Spencer 8 40 214 8 26 0 52 ahkeem Smi I H H
Melik Hornsby 25w 6 & 1 2 Luenindesonll B & & 2 35 Et;G g'd re_lt_lrj]m 1? ita&t?rs?) g”? vlvere dk;Okted at a'sthp'lqssffMMA(cj
PASSING GP  COMP ATT YDS TD INT  PASSING GP  COMP ATT yos T Wr Contenders. Iney started 1-5 but played 7 ptgms with fex an
IOTALR g %3? ggé g% g:ﬁ« ggg H g EOTALB o g ggg ggg g;%« gggi }g g Penn St. They split their F/2 MAC games then won 5 straight, all by
aylen Raynor onnor Bazelal o f H H H
Timmy McClain 4 4 21 667% 163 3 0  LucianAnderson § 5 2 MR 1 i $tEIe€st 10 rfo:jnts:t:]'hfgoclose]g th1e ;g?scén wgréaslgss t(r)t MéSQ"OE'
GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG RECEIVING GP REC YDS AVG TD LNG E Fannin led wi  rec for 1,59/ yas. ewart (890, 5.6)
EOTALR ) g 26555 292265 }% 157 gg LOTII\dLF , 1% fgg %ggg m 196 gg will miss this game as will their starting RT. BG’s defense held foes
0rey Rucker | arola Fannin Jr X H I H
Courtey Jackson 1 38 45 7 2 44 Malcom Johnson Jr 12 47 500 106 2 50 tfl’ 40 _¥ﬁg undﬁzr their avg (#ﬁg) & ?” d JEl'St 299 yng{ 1h7 ppg in MAC
Adam Jones 1221 25 121 3 46 Rahkeem Smith 12 18 252 140 2 66 play. They wi be missing their #1 tackler, but still have a strong
Reagan Ealy 1220 239 120 0 22 Jamal Johnson 12 28 220 79 1 36 unit overall. BG’s pass D ranks #49 (58%’ 15-11).
2 Quez Cross 2% 1% 66 1 20 Fmrogn Mmoo ar 0 % While the checklist leans with Ark St, we think this is a mismatch
OFFYPG 3864 DEFYPG 460.7 OFF DEF|[OFFYPG 3690 DEFYPG 3311 OFF DEF| in BG's favor and PP agrees as it has BG by 9 pts and the line
8,EE ;EEH ?2.983 gEE ;EEH 35‘633 KR %2? m 8EE ;ESH ﬁf“ BEE ;ESH %256 EE 24291 148"39 is around a td. Ark St lacks an impressive win all season and BG
OVERALL OFFPASS 2571 PassDEF 2344 STTDdlff +1 OFFPASS 2046 PassDEF. 1815 | (STTDdf +1 was more competitive, so we'll put a small play on the Falcons.
: | |NetPut 39.4 366 : 2 ||NetPunt 39.7 383

BOWLING GREEN|[scsvs™ 51 sisev 1 [P %4 %8/ious™ 26 scosy 20 |lRet %7 383 FORECAST: BOWLING GREEN  RATING: 2%

OLAVG  63'323 DLAVG 62270 ||sTRank 22 OLAVG 66317 DLAVG 63278 ||sTRak 50




NOTE: Power Plays - PP

Power Plays is based upon statistical numbers and rankings that are used to develop the projections you see here.
As with all types statistical information the more numbers that one inputs ordinarily the stronger the accuracy of the
results. Therefore, one would expect the projections to be more reliable after a number of weeks worth of stats are input.

THURSDAY_ December 19th
Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
DENVER 330 117 213 22 +5 #5
LA CHARGERS 316 87 229 20 +11 #14

DEN forecasted to beat LAC by 2 points and have a slight yards edge. DEN is the dog
here but have covered 7 of their L/8 games while LAC is off a 40-17 loss.
NO PLAY: DENVER 22 LA CHARGERS 20

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 21st
Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
HOUSTON 275 93 182 17 +13 #6
KANSAS CITY 315 93 222 23 +2 #8

KC proj'd to win by 6 pts and be +40 yards, but as of presstime it is unknown if QB Mahomes
will play. Colder weather could make this a lower-scoring, close game.
NO PLAY: KANSAS CITY 23 HOUSTON 17

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
PITTSBURGH 299 78 221 21 +18 #23
BALTIMORE 409 150 259 29 +2 #10

BAL proj'd to be +110 yds and win the game by 8 pts, but PIT is 6-1 SU/ATS since 2021
and already pulled an upset of the Ravens this season.
NO PLAY: BALTIMORE 29 PITTSBURGH 21

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 22nd
Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
CLEVELAND 343 105 238 22 -16 #26
CINCINNATI 413 110 303 34 +2 #28

PP calls for Cincy to be +70 yds and win by 12 pts. CLE has failed to cover 5 of their L/6
gms and are switching QB'’s while Cincy has a potent offense & will put up some points.
3% CINCINNATI 34 CLEVELAND 22

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
DETROIT 424 140 284 30 +5 #2
CHICAGO 309 101 208 20 +10 #13

DET proj'd to win by 10 pts and be +115 yds over CHI. However they have taken even
more inj’s to both sides of the ball so we will pass on this game with so many ?
NO PLAY: DETROIT 30 CHICAGO 20

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
ARIZONA 402 200 202 25 -2 #32
CAROLINA 286 102 184 19 -8 #15

PP likes the Carindals here to go on the road and come away with an 6-pt win and to
be +116 yds. ARZ has covered 6 of the L/8 gms and are still fighting for a playoff spot.
1% ARIZONA 25 CAROLINA 19

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
NEW ENGLAND 307 107 200 17 -7 #22
BUFFALO 427 163 264 37 +19 #18

BUF proj'd to beat NE by 20 pts and outgain them by 120 yds. The Bills are rolling right
now led by QB Allen and are at home here where they win games by 17 ppg.
45 BUFFALO 37 NEW ENGLAND 17

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
PHILADELPHIA 342 177 165 27 +3 #27
WASHINGTON 303 128 175 24 +5 #16

PP likes the Eagles by a fg but the yards are fairly close. PHI won the first meeting and
are riding a 10 game win streak so our lean is with them while PP has this near the line.
NO PLAY: PHILADELPHIA 27 WASHINGTON 24

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
NY GIANTS 264 92 172 14 -8 #20
ATLANTA 370 155 215 23 -7 #9

ATL proj'd to win by 9 pts and outgain the Giants by 106 yds. ATL'’s offense has struggled
of late and they are moving to QB Penix & ATL has failed to cover 5 straight.
NO PLAY: ATLANTA 23 NY GIANTS 14

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
TENNESSEE 298 112 186 18 -13 #25
INDIANAPOLIS 295 135 160 23 -4 #11

IND proj'd to win by 7 pts but the yds actually favor TEN. IND has failed to cover 5 of their
L/6 games but TEN is just 2-11-1 ATS on the season. Not strong enough lean for a play
NO PLAY: INDIANAPOLIS 23 TENNESSEE 18

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
LA RAMS 352 122 230 27 +4 #24
NY JETS 298 88 210 23 -1 #19

PP calls for the Rams to by +54 yds and beat the Jets by 4 pts. That is right near the line
though and we lean with the stronger Rams squad fighting for a DIV title.
NO PLAY: LA RAMS 27 NY JETS 23

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
MINNESOTA 387 109 278 28 +8 #31
SEATTLE 302 81 221 20 -6 #1

PP has MIN here winning by 8 pts and being +85 yds. SEA could be w/o QB Smith and
MIN has won 7 games in row & their strong pass attack should have a big game here.
3.5% MINNESOTA 28 SEATTLE 20

PRO FOOTBALL DEC 19th- DEC 23rd I

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
SAN FRANCISCO 313 105 208 23 -4 #30
MIAMI 298 94 204 22 -5 #12

PP has SF by 1 and the yards are close. This game is near PK and so is the projection.
NO PLAY: SAN FRANCISCO 23 MIAMI 22

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
JACKSONVILLE 314 98 216 20 -13 #7
LAS VEGAS 375 109 266 22 -19 #3

PP has Vegas by 2 pts but they have dropped 10 straight & JAX has looked better of late
NO PLAY: LAS VEGAS 22 JACKSONVILLE 20

Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
TAMPA BAY 409 146 263 28 -2 #29
DALLAS 319 82 237 20 -3 #4

TB proj'd to win by 8 pts and outgain DAL by 90 yds. TB has won 4 straight games and
DAL is down their top CB, so the TB pass offense should have a big game here.
2% TAMPA BAY 28 DALLAS 20

MONDAY, DECEMBER 23rd
Ttl Yds Rush Pass Points TO’s ST’s
NEW ORLEANS 285 82 203 15 +1 #21
GREEN BAY 418 162 256 29 +10 #17

GB proj'd to win by 14 pts & be +133 yds but that is right near the line so we’'ll pass.
NO PLAY: GREEN BAY 29 NEW ORLEANS 15
Monday Night Magic releases are available on gameday for a Money Back
PLUS Guarantee! Simply get the MNM Play through our office for $30 after
noon EST on Monday and if the release fails to win, you will be credited back
$40 on your Winning is easy - and Guaranteed on Monday Night!

Barolina ATS WINS 2 NFL'STREAKERS
La Rams 4 OVERS
Seattle 4 Buffalo 5
Green Bay 3 New England 3
NY Jets 3

ATS LOSSES San Fran 3
Kansas City 7 UNDERS
Atlanta 4 None
Arizona St ATS WINS COLLEGE STREAKERS
Ohio OVERS

Air force
Boston College

Buffalo
Boston College

North Carolina

Mississippi
Uonhern llinois

Nevada

6
6
5 9
5 6
Louisiana Tech 5 Syaracuse 5
Marshall 5 Tulsa 5
Missouri 4 FIU 4
UTSA 4 Mass 4
Akron 3 Penn St 4
Ba{lor 3 Texas St 4
Duke 3 Arizona St 3
Florida 3 Hawaii 3
lllinois g lllinois 3
ass Old Dominion 3
Michigan 3 Tennessee 3
Tcu 3 Texas Tech 3
ATS LOSSES USF 3
Cincinnati 5
Michigan St 5 UNDERS
Oklahoma St 5 Sam Houston
North Texas 4 Appalachian St
ULM 4 Navy
California 3 Texas
Eastern Mich 3 Boise St
Houston 3 Eastern Mich
Maryland 3 Florida
Middle Tenn g Georgia Southern
3
3
3
3

WWWWWWWWWWWADDD

CF Toledo
UCLA UNLV
Wash St Wake Forest
Western Mich
Wyoming
We grade each team position by position and list the 2024 Power Ratings. Each
week we update these Power Ratings in our weekly Power Sweep editions.
TEAM 2024 (TEAM 2024
1 DETROIT 100.68 |17 ATLANTA 93.14
2 KANSAS CITY 100.45 |18 CHICAGO 92.97
3 BALTIMORE 100.14 |19 WASHINGTON 92.60
4 BUFFALO 99.68 |20 NY JETS 92.54
5 SAN FRANCISCO 99.05 |21 LA CHARGERS 92.04
6 PHILADELPHIA 98.78 |22 SEATTLE 91.81
7 GREEN BAY 98.24 |23 INDIANAPOLIS 91.24
8 HOUSTON 98.21 |24 DENVER 91.14
9 LARAMS 97.50 |25 CLEVELAND 90.99
10 CINCINNATI 97.21 |26 NEW ORLEANS 90.09
11 DALLAS 96.91 |27 JACKSONVILLE 90.07
12 PITTSBURGH 96.21 |28 LAS VEGAS 87.47
13 TAMPA BAY 95.41 |29 NY GIANTS 86.92
14 MINNESOTA 94.70 |30 TENNESSEE 86.14
15 MIAMI 94.51 31 NEW ENGLAND 85.08
16 ARIZONA 93.22 |32 CAROLINA 85.00
POWER RATING PLAY IIF THE WEEK: None
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[ — w Total Total  Total Off Total Def Total DEF

B | Rank Team RushATT PassAtt Yards  YPP Rank Team Rush ATT  Pass Att
Bl | | Miami, FI 394 456 6490 7.6 1 Texas 445 365
Bullem | 2 Mississippi 467 397 6258 7.2 2 Ohio St 408 298
& | 3 Louisvile 393 402 5469 6.9 3 Indiana 346 365
mell | 4 New Mexico 456 390 5812 6.9 4 Tennessee 422 350
== | 5  Boise St 515 380 6112 6.8 5  Mississippi 433 402
B |5 penn St 492 364 5832 6.8 6  Notre Dame 445 341
E 7  Ohio St 405 344 5082 6.8 7  LouisianaTech 428 357
B | 8 |Louisiana 450 386 5611 6.7 8  Northern lllinois 385 343
== | 9 Notre Dame 428 326 5055 6.7 9 SMU 443 468
Bullem | 10 South Alabama 411 366 5206 6.7 10  Penn St 416 372
Ballall | 11 Aubumn 404 369 5153 6.7 11 Duke 485 388
=2 | 12 North Texas 360 520 5864 6.7 12 South Carolina 419 375
E 13 Indiana 464 327 5265 6.7 13 Miami, Oh 461 419
- 14 Washington St 439 356 5285 6.6 14 Sam Houston 433 364
— 15 Oregon 471 418 5848 6.6 15 Minnesota 377 356
i 16 Kansas 460 311 5050 6.5 16 James Madison 410 390
Ballem | 17 Tulane 540 299 5476 6.5 17 Ohio 395 400
S| 18 Alabama 458 322 5073 65 18  Alabama 436 380
P 19 UCF 516 311 5373 65 19 Oklahoma 436 348
— 20 Kansas St 419 353 5007 6.5 20 Auburn 459 354

BOTTOM 20 BOTTOM 20
Ballem | 115 Ball St 373 441 4174 541 115 Arizona 430 355
CFfD | 116 UMass 483 327 4143 51 116 Mississippi St 523 341
== | 117 Eastern Michigan 477 417 4534 51 117 West Virginia 414 360
= | 118 San Diego St 424 375 4015 5.0 118  Texas Tech 399 455
=X | 119 Sam Houston 525 322 4256 5.0 119 New Mexico St~ 458 382
&&= | 120 LouisianaTech 461 388 4126 4.9 120  Stanford 379 398
= | 121 Michigan 435 293 3531 49 121 Utah St 478 403
&~ | 122 Wyoming 460 348 3917 438 122 Georgia Southern 415 411
123 Stanford 436 370 3882 48 123 Wyoming 420 342
E 124 UTEP 438 365 3849 4.8 124 Oregon St 419 317
& | 125 Oklahoma 481 329 3870 438 125 Appalachian St 412 281
== | 126 Houston 429 300 3462 47 126  Middle Tennessee 466 343
B 127 NewMexicoSt 496 320 3868 47 127 Purdue 472 330
—4 128 Southern Miss 412 318 3406 47 128 Southern Miss 474 321
88| 129 AirForce 673 138 3765 46 129  New Mexico 471 396
& | 130 Temple 386 407 3681 46 130 Oklahoma St 477 405
&~ | 131 Northwestern 354 392 3412 46 131 Arkansas St 460 338
B | 132 Florida St 378 355 3223 44 132 Kent St 539 346
= 133 Kent St 391 294 2788 4.1 133 Ball St 404 376
134 Kennesaw 452 297 3010 134 Tulsa 447 396

waoer o | PACE o | 2024 LATE PHONE RATES
Yards YPP [Rank Team PPG i
3247 40 | 1 Toxas Tech 783 NorThcoosT Sports was fggnded in
2893 41 | 2 UTSA 779 1982. It is now 2024 and this is our 42nd
2938 41 | 3 Syracuse 763 ear in business. Below are the regular
3339 43 | 4 Eastern Michigan 74.5 ¥ ) ) 9
3766 45 | 5 Tulsa 74.1 prices for Late Phone Service. We offer
3561 45 | 6 Tennessee 739 lweekly packages that deeply discount
3623 46 7 North Texas 73.3
3377 46 | 7 UtahSt 733 these rates for our Power Sweep sub-
4238 47 | 9 Texas St 732 scribers and even bigger discounts for
3667 47 | 10 Memphis 72.8 .
430 47 |11 Arkansas St 723 future year subscribers.
3759 47 |12 Clemson 72.2 ide '
ser 47 |13 UsF 791 Weekly (qul Side *'s & Pro) Sat, Sun, Mon $150
3787 48 |14 Mississippi 72.0 Saturday Side 's (non-5% College).......... $ 100
3491 48 |14 Maryland 72.0
3865 48 |16 Missouri 713 Sunday (NoN-5% Pro) ... $75
3851 48 [ 17 Texas 73 College Totals Plays (excludes GOM wks)....$ 75
3971 49 | 18 Northern lllinois 71.2 o
3819 49 |19 lowasSt 710 | 9% Play (individually)....
3969 49 |20 AppaIac‘r;‘l%rzwszt‘7 70.9 Month (College)
4973 6.3 | 112 Kennesaw 62.4 ; ;
5476 63 |16 Ilinois 623 Month (Pro, includes Monday Night).............. $400
4925 64 |117 Michigan St 62.3 Top Play Club (Season)..........ccccoevereriene. $1,100
5441 6.4 | 117 Western Michigan 62.3
5362 6.4 [119 Northwestern 62.2 COLLEGE EXECUTIVE - (Season) ----------- $2,900
4962 64 |120 Charlotte 61.9 PRO EXECUTIVE - (Season).........ccccecen... $2,500
5641 64 |121 UCLA 61.3
5305 64 |122 FIU 61.3
4927 6.5 |123 Florida St 61.1 lnslllz Mn“T“s Ex[c cl“B 3849
4799 65 |[124 Southern Miss 60.8 Service from Preseason thru Super Bowl includes:
4538 6.5 |125 Houston 60.8
5390 67 |126 Michigan 607 « Every College & Pro Late Phone Play
5419 6.8 |127 Vanderbilt 60.5 « All Opinions On Games Not Released
5390 6.8 |128 Florida 60.4 .
5005 68 |129 Navy 60.2 College Totals
6010 6.8 |130 lowa 58.8 « All Marquee Plays
5528 6.9 (131 ULM 58.5 . Pri :
6192 70 [132 Miami, O 579 Private Play Hotline P.Ia)'/s .
5475 7.0 |133 KentSt 57.1 - Power Sweep Subscription (email)
5061 7.1 [134 Purdue 83 |.NoExtraChargesEver

COLLEGE & NFL LATE PHONES 60

COLLEGE * RATED TOTALS 16-8 67% LAST 7 WEEKS!!

112.5-62-364% * BASIS LAWY

45 SELEGTIONS ARE NOW 14-2 88°% LAST 4 WEEKS!!
REG SEASON 9% SELEGTIONS ARE 8-189% LAST 2 YEARS!!

MARQUEE SELEGTIONS

ON A 25-10 (71%) RUN!!

NFLx RATED WEEKEND

Package Includes: Get all the NFL * Rated Selec-
tions from Thursday thru Wednesday X-Mas Day!!

Non Subs: $99 '24 Subs: $75 '25 Sub: $69

COLLEGE & NFL «'s 112.9-62-3 (64%]) LAW

Package Includes: Every Game from Wed to Wed
8 Straight Days with Bowl and NFL Football Action.

All 13 Bowl Sides ($240 Value)

All 13 Bowl Totals ($195 Value)

2 FCS Playoff Games

All 18 NFL Games (*x Rated and Marquees)

Non Subs: $399 '24 Subs: $199 '25 Sub: $149

'BOWL & NFL EXEC CLUB WEEKEND

NFL PLAYOFF EXEG
NFL PLAYOFF EXEC 31-14-1 (69%) st 8 veans

Package Includes: EVERY Playoff Side & EVERY
Playoff Total. Willinclude the NFL PLAYOFF GAME
OF THE YEAR as well as the Super Bowl Props.

Non Subs: $349 '24Subs: $299 '25Sub: $249

COLLEGE BOWL EXEC (A Sioes & Torais)

Package Includes: All 43 Bowl Sides ($860 value
individually), All 43 Bowl! Totals ($645 value indi-
vidually) and of course the BOWL GAME OF THE
YEAR (will be $100 on ncsports.com)

Reg Price: $699 This Week: $599
2024 Subs: $549 2025 Subs: $499

2025 POWER SWEEP JUST 89
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