Ehe New Pork Times
Final College Top 20

Final computer ranking based on games through Jan. 1

OPPONENTS'
PERFORMANCES
Previous Avg. Margin Avg. Margin
Rark Towm Rank Record of Victory Rating *Record of Victory
1 Clamson 2 1200 194 1.000 P 25
2 Pen St 4 1020 174 H80 83-39-2 62
3 Pittsburgh 6 1110 188 956 76-46-1 1.8
4 Nebraska 1 30 199 59 18-47-2 2.7
S SWmu s 1010° 207 K 14 57.51-8 -1.2
6 Texas 8 1011 ar e 28
7 Georgla 3 1020 208 mnr . T -03
8 Michigan 12 %30 181 895 66-59-1 -05
9 Miami, Florida 10 20 L B 875 71422 40
10 Arizona State ® 520 183 862 58-53-4 10
11 Asbama 7 2a 21 858 68-554-3 0.7
12 Washington 18 1020 82 BO9 56-65-3 -1.5
12 N.Carclina 15 10-20 188 809 62-50-2 -1.5
4 usc 1 &30 103 807 68-50-3 1.4
15 Ohio State 18 30 "2 803 8200 -18
10 - TN 123 Jre 73-82-2 03
177 LWC LA 13 7449 8s J70 73820 43
18 lows 14 8490 88 T35 69-514-2 o7
19 Miss. SL - B840 e T34 63-565-4 08
20 Missour! - B40 o8 T2 67-56-3 -0.3
The New York Times's computer football rankings are based on an analysis of
sach team's SCOMES with emphasis on 1hree faciors: who won & game. by what margn
and against what quality of opposition. DIstinctions are a/s0 Mace a3 1o the success
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these opponents’ other foes. The Times's uter mooe! colap TUNEwWaYy SCOTes
10 recduce the effect of any one game on the total rankung .
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