2015 Ohio Valley Conference
Team Statistics Through games of Jan 09, 2016

SCORING OFFENSE G TD FG XPT 2XP DXP Saf Pts Avg/G RUSHING DEFENSE G Att. VYards Avg/A  Long D AvglG
1. Jacksonville State 15 76 18 70 1 0 1 584 389 1. Eastern Kentucky 11 420 1230 29 62 16 1118
2. UT Martin 11 50 12 46 2 0 2 390 355 2. Jacksonville State 15 540 1814 34 45 15 1209
3. Murray State 11 43 13 37 0 1 0 33 305 3. Tennessee State 10 372 1591 43 80 17 159.1
4. Eastern Kentucky 11 43 11 42 0 0 0 333 303 4. Eastern lllinois 12 538 2097 39 74 18 17438
5. Southeast Missouri 11 36 9 32 2 0 0 279 254 5. UT Martin 11 392 1974 50 70 23 1795
6. Tennessee State 10 32 8 26 1 0 1 246 246 6. Southeast Missouri 11 454 2081 4.6 52 18 189.2
7. Eastern lllinois 12 36 10 31 1 1 1 283 236 7. Murray State 11 468 2174 46 65 23 1976
8. Tennessee Tech 11 32 9 31 1 1 0 254 231 8. Austin Peay 11 442 2348 53 75 34 2135
9. Austin Peay 11 18 5 10 0 0 0 133 121 9. Tennessee Tech 11 496 2624 53 83 26 2385
SCORING DEFENSE G TD FG XPT 2XP DXP Saf Pts Avg/G PASS OFFENSE G Comp-Att-Int Pct.  Yds Avgl/A TD Avg/G
1. Jacksonville State 15 36 16 35 0 0 0 299 199 1. Murray State 11 333-538-8 619 3820 7.1 23 3473
2. Eastern Kentucky 11 35 9 32 1 0 0 271 246 2. UT Martin 11 258-430-15 60.0 3228 7.5 31 2935
3. Eastern lllinois 12 38 19 32 0 0 1 319 266 3. Eastern Kentucky 11 262-436-15 60.1 2816 6.5 24 256.0
4. Southeast Missouri 11 39 10 33 1 0 0 299 272 4, Tennessee State 10 172-306-12 56.2 2092 6.8 19 209.2
5. Tennessee State 10 36 9 30 2 2 0 281 281 5. Jacksonville State 15 256-429-9 59.7 3102 7.2 21 206.8
6. UT Martin 11 51 4 48 1 0 1 370 336 6. Tennessee Tech 11 162-316-12 51.3 2126 6.7 13 193.3
7. Tennessee Tech 11 51 14 43 1 0 1 39 359 7. Southeast Missouri 11 196-325-8 60.3 1898 5.8 12 1725
8. Murray State 11 55 11 44 1 0 0 409 372 8. Eastern lllinois 12 178-350-16 50.9 1992 5.7 11 166.0
9. Austin Peay 11 55 16 51 0 0 0 429 390 9. Austin Peay 11 151-301-4 502 1325 44 9 1205
TOTAL OFFENSE G Rush Pass Plays Yards AvglP TD Avg/G PASS DEFENSE G Comp-Att-Int Pct.  Yds Avgl/A TD Avg/G
1. Jacksonville State 15 4511 3102 1154 7613 6.6 74 507.5 1. Jacksonville State 15 231-460-20 50.2 2691 5.8 17 179.4
2. Murray State 11 1307 3820 901 5127 5.7 39 466.1 2. Eastern lllinois 12 185-369-19 50.1 2265 6.1 13 188.8
3. UT Martin 11 1795 3228 829 5023 6.1 47 456.6 3. Tennessee State 10 185-316-6 585 2088 6.6 17 208.8
4. Eastern Kentucky 11 1452 2816 839 4268 5.1 40 388.0 4. UT Martin 11 172-335-11 51.3 2363 7.1 25 214.8
5. Southeast Missouri 11 2012 1898 756 3910 52 29 3555 5. Eastern Kentucky 11 241-403-12 59.8 2460 6.1 16 223.6
6. Eastern lllinois 12 2079 1992 850 4071 4.8 31 339.2 6. Austin Peay 11 232-369-5 629 2615 7.1 17 237.7
7. Tennessee State 10 1234 2092 658 3326 5.1 32 332.6 7. Southeast Missouri 11 206-339-11 60.8 2663 7.9 19 2421
8. Tennessee Tech 11 1440 2126 711 3566 5.0 31 324.2 8. Tennessee Tech 11 247-392-4 630 2772 7.1 22 252.0
9. Austin Peay 11 1402 1325 725 2727 3.8 18 2479 9. Murray State 11 262-404-8 649 3298 8.2 29 299.8
TOTAL DEFENSE G Rush Pass Plays Yards Avg/P TD Avg/G PASS EFFICIENCY G Comp-Att-Int Pct. Yds Avg/G TD Effic.
1. Jacksonville State 15 1814 2691 1000 4505 4.5 32 300.3 1. UT Martin 11 258-430-15 60.0 3228 2935 31 139.9
2. Eastern Kentucky 11 1230 2460 823 3690 4.5 32 3355 2. Murray State 11 333-538-8 61.9 3820 347.3 23 132.7
3. Eastern lllinois 12 2097 2265 907 4362 4.8 31 363.5 3. Jacksonville State 15 256-429-9 59.7 3102 206.8 21 132.4
4. Tennessee State 10 1591 2088 688 3679 5.3 34 367.9 4. Tennessee State 10 172-306-12 56.2 2092 209.2 19 126.3
5. UT Martin 11 1974 2363 727 4337 6.0 48 394.3 5. Eastern Kentucky 11 262-436-15 60.1 2816 256.0 24 125.6
6. Southeast Missouri 11 2081 2663 793 4744 6.0 37 431.3 6. Southeast Missouri 11 196-325-8 60.3 1898 1725 12 116.6
7. Austin Peay 11 2348 2615 811 4963 6.1 51 4512 7. Tennessee Tech 11 162-316-12 51.3 2126 193.3 13 113.8
8. Tennessee Tech 11 2624 2772 888 5396 6.1 48 490.5 8. Eastern lllinois 12 178-350-16 50.9 1992 166.0 11 99.9
9. Murray State 11 2174 3298 872 5472 6.3 52 4975 9. Austin Peay 11 151-301-4 50.2 1325 1205 9 944
RUSHING OFFENSE G Att.  Yards Avg/A  Long D Avg/G PASS DEFENSE EFFIC. G Comp-Att-Int Pct.  Yds Avg/G TD Effic.
1. Jacksonville State 15 725 4511 6.2 83 53 300.7 1. Jacksonville State 15 231-460-20 50.2 2691 179.4 17 102.9
2. Southeast Missouri 11 431 2012 47 81 17 1829 2. Eastern lllinois 12 185-369-19 50.1 2265 188.8 13 103.0
3. Eastern lllinois 12 500 2079 42 83 20 1732 3. Eastern Kentucky 11 241-403-12 59.8 2460 223.6 16 118.2
4. UT Martin 11 399 1795 45 52 16 1632 4. Tennessee State 10 185-316-6 585 2088 208.8 17 128.0
5. Eastern Kentucky 11 403 1452 36 80 16 1320 5. UT Martin 11 172-335-11 51.3 2363 214.8 25 128.7
6. Tennessee Tech 11 395 1440 36 79 18 1309 6. Austin Peay 11 232-369-5 629 2615 237.7 17 134.9
7. Austin Peay 11 424 1402 33 74 9 1275 7. Southeast Missouri 11 206-339-11 60.8 2663 242.1 19 138.8
8. Tennessee State 10 352 1234 35 62 13 123.4 8. Tennessee Tech 11 247-392-4 63.0 2772 252.0 22 138.9
9. Murray State 11 363 1307 36 49 16 1188 9. Murray State 11 262-404-8 649 3298 299.8 29 153.2
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KICKOFF RETURNS G No.  Yards D Long Avg. FIELD GOALS G Made Att Pct.
1. Murray State 11 50 1074 1 85 215 1. Tennessee Tech 11 9 11 .818
2. Southeast Missouri 11 44 908 1 99 20.6 2. Eastern Kentucky 11 11 14 .786
3. Tennessee Tech 11 43 866 0 55 20.1 3. Austin Peay 11 5 7 714
4. Eastern Kentucky 11 40 803 0 62 20.1 4. UT Martin 11 12 17 .706
5. Eastern lllinois 12 48 951 1 94 19.8 5. Jacksonville State 15 18 28 .643
6. Jacksonville State 15 48 946 0 44 19.7 6. Eastern lllinois 12 10 16 .625
7. UT Martin 11 46 874 0 40 19.0 7. Murray State 11 13 21 .619
8. Austin Peay 11 43 27 0 52 16.9 8. Tennessee State 10 8 14 571
9. Tennessee State 10 37 617 0 45 16.7 9. Southeast Missouri 11 9 16 562
PUNT RETURN AVG G No.  Yards D Long Avg. PAT KICKING G Made Att Pct.
1. Eastern lllinois 12 17 203 0 37 11.9 1. Tennessee Tech 11 31 31 1.000
2. Eastern Kentucky 11 24 249 1 38 104 2. UT Martin 11 46 47 979
3. Southeast Missouri 11 26 250 2 69 9.6 3. Eastern Kentucky 11 42 43 977
4. Jacksonville State 15 27 251 0 33 9.3 4. Southeast Missouri 11 32 33 970
5. Murray State 11 26 234 0 64 9.0 5. Murray State 11 37 39 .949
6. Tennessee State 10 17 148 0 28 8.7 6. Jacksonville State 15 70 74 .946
7. UT Martin 11 13 76 0 17 5.8 7. Eastern lllinois 12 31 33 .939
8. Austin Peay 11 15 68 0 18 45 8. Tennessee State 10 26 29 .897
9. Tennessee Tech 11 13 52 0 21 4.0 9. Austin Peay 11 10 14 714
INTERCEPTIONS G No.  Yards D Long Avg. SACKS BY G No. Yards Avg/G
1. Jacksonville State 15 20 323 2 54 16.1 1. Jacksonville State 15 40 206 2.67
2. Eastern lllinois 12 19 246 3 78 12.9 2. Southeast Missouri 11 31 185 2.82
3. Eastern Kentucky 11 12 131 2 56 10.9 3. Eastern lllinois 12 26 161 2.17
4. Southeast Missouri 11 11 69 2 28 6.3 4. Eastern Kentucky 11 25 175 2.27
5. UT Martin 11 11 196 1 62 17.8 5. Tennessee State 10 21 145 2.10
6. Murray State 11 8 84 1 26 10.5 UT Martin 11 21 126 191
7. Tennessee State 10 6 179 0 72 29.8 7. Murray State 11 19 107 1.73
8. Austin Peay 11 5 66 0 33 13.2 8. Tennessee Tech 11 13 94 1.18
9. Tennessee Tech 11 4 108 1 52 27.0 9. Austin Peay 11 9 59 0.82
PUNTING G No. Yards Avg/P  Ret. Ayg/R TB Net/lP SACKS AGAINST G No. Yards Avg/G
1. Southeast Missouri 11 66 2890 438 180 27 6 39.2 1. Eastern lllinois 12 9 65 0.75
2. Eastern Kentucky 11 62 2708 437 305 49 3 378 2. UT Martin 11 10 57 0.91
3. Murray State 11 63 2631 418 66 10 10 375 3. Eastern Kentucky 11 16 89 1.45
4. Jacksonville State 15 64 2617 409 143 22 7 365 4. Tennessee State 10 17 97 1.70
5. Tennessee Tech 11 76 3063 403 321 42 3 353 5. Jacksonville State 15 19 108 1.27
6. UT Martin 11 46 1852 403 220 48 1 350 6. Southeast Missouri 11 20 127 1.82
7. Austin Peay 11 90 3224 358 264 29 3 322 7. Austin Peay 11 25 170 2.27
8. Tennessee State 10 61 2279 374 209 34 7 316 8. Murray State 11 33 200 3.00
9. Eastern lllinois 12 78 2723 349 243 31 6 303 9. Tennessee Tech 11 39 291 3.55
KICKOFF COVERAGE G No.  Yards Avg. Ret. TB NetAvg FIRST DOWNS G Rush Pass Pen Total Avg/G
1. Murray State 11 62 3650 589 911 7 414 1. Jacksonville State 15 199 144 19 362 241
2. Southeast Missouri 11 54 3307 612 763 14 406 2. UT Martin 11 91 152 15 258 235
3. UT Martin 11 73 4029 552 835 13 393 3. Murray State 11 83 155 17 255 232
4. Eastern Kentucky 11 62 3608 58.2 402 31 392 4. Eastern Kentucky 11 78 129 18 225 205
5. Eastern lllinois 12 58 3206 55.3 767 8 386 5. Eastern lllinois 12 111 86 17 214 1738
6. Jacksonville State 15 108 6259 580 1683 20 377 6. Southeast Missouri 11 105 82 13 200 182
7. Tennessee State 10 47 2692 573 610 14 369 7. Tennessee Tech 11 7 86 18 181 165
8. Tennessee Tech 11 53 3109 587 908 11 363 8. Tennessee State 10 53 92 29 174 174
9. Austin Peay 11 31 1628 525 494 4 334 9. Austin Peay 11 68 60 18 146 133
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OPPONENT 1ST DOWNS G Rush Pass Pen Total Avg/G
1. Tennessee State 10 88 86 17 191 19.1
2. UT Martin 11 92 99 14 205 186
3. Eastern Kentucky 11 69 118 23 210 191
4. Eastern lllinois 12 109 93 22 224 187
5. Southeast Missouri 11 105 121 19 245 223
6. Jacksonville State 15 107 115 27 249 16.6
7. Austin Peay 11 120 114 20 254 231
8. Murray State 11 109 142 15 266 242
9. Tennessee Tech 11 130 130 12 272 247
3RD-DOWN CONVERSIONS G Conv. Att. Pct.
1. UT Martin 11 78 171 45.6
2. Jacksonville State 15 102 230 443
3. Eastern Kentucky 11 75 182 412
4, Tennessee State 10 58 150 38.7
5. Murray State 11 74 193 38.3
6. Southeast Missouri 11 61 163 374
7. Tennessee Tech 11 47 154 30.5
8. Eastern lllinois 12 54 178 30.3
9. Austin Peay 11 41 168 24.4
OPP 3RD-DN CONVERT G Conv. Att. Pct.
1. Jacksonville State 15 69 219 315
2. Eastern lllinois 12 68 206 33.0
3. UT Martin 11 52 154 33.8
4. Eastern Kentucky 11 67 183 36.6
5. Southeast Missouri 11 60 154 39.0
6. Tennessee State 10 57 145 39.3
7. Murray State 11 75 174 43.1
8. Tennessee Tech 11 78 172 453
9. Austin Peay 11 78 161 484
4TH-DOWN CONVERSIONS G Conv. Att. Pct.
1. Jacksonville State 15 22 30 73.3
2. Southeast Missouri 11 12 20 60.0
3. UT Martin 11 14 24 58.3
4. Tennessee Tech 11 6 11 54.5
5. Eastern Kentucky 11 10 20 50.0

Tennessee State 10 5 10 50.0
7. Murray State 11 12 26 46.2
8. Austin Peay 11 11 28 39.3
9. Eastern lllinois 12 8 24 33.3
OPP 4TH-DN CONVERT G Conv. Att. Pct.
1. Jacksonville State 15 7 27 25.9
2. Eastern lllinois 12 15 31 48.4
3. Tennessee Tech 11 16 30 53.3
4, UT Martin 11 11 20 55.0
5. Eastern Kentucky 11 10 18 55.6
6. Tennessee State 10 9 16 56.2
7. Southeast Missouri 11 12 21 57.1
8. Austin Peay 11 7 12 58.3
9. Murray State 11 8 12 66.7

PENALTIES G No. Yards Avg/G
1. Tennessee Tech 11 55 467 425
2. Austin Peay 11 63 493 44.8
3. UT Martin 11 71 581 52.8
4. Southeast Missouri 11 66 634 57.6
5. Murray State 11 63 639 58.1
6. Jacksonville State 15 101 919 61.3
7. Eastern Kentucky 11 70 691 62.8
8. Eastern lllinois 12 98 816 68.0
9. Tennessee State 10 86 723 72.3
OPPONENT PENALTIES G No. Yards Avg/G
1. Tennessee State 10 73 740 74.0
2. Austin Peay 11 75 652 59.3
3. Tennessee Tech 11 74 635 57.7
4. Southeast Missouri 11 71 625 56.8
5. Murray State 11 67 609 55.4
6. Eastern Kentucky 11 64 556 50.5
7. Jacksonville State 15 85 745 49.7
8. Eastern lllinois 12 73 594 49.5
9. UT Martin 11 56 540 49.1
TIME OF POSSESSION G Total pc ion Avg/G
1. UT Martin 11 368:10 33:28
2. Tennessee State 10 324:09 32:24
3. Jacksonville State 15 469:32 31:18
4. Austin Peay 11 329:50 29:59
5. Southeast Missouri 11 328:18 29:50
6. Eastern lllinois 12 340:47 28:23
7. Eastern Kentucky 11 307:40 27:58
8. Murray State 11 306:10 27:50
9. Tennessee Tech 11 299:06 27:11
Gained Lost
TURNOVER MARGIN Fum Int  Tot| Fum Int Tot| Margin Per/G
1. Southeast Missouri 111 10 11 21 3 8 11 +10 091
2. Eastern lllinois 12| 12 19 31 8 16 24 +7 058
3. Jacksonville State 15/ 8 20 28] 12 9 21| +7 047
4. Austin Peay 111 8 5 13] 7 4 11 +2 018
5. Tennessee State 100 9 6 151 3 12 15 +0 0.00
Tennessee Tech 111 15 4 19 7 12 19 +0 0.00
7. Murray State 111 11 8 19] 12 8 20 -1 -0.09
8. Eastern Kentucky 11 6 12 18 5 15 20 -2 -0.18
9. UT Martin 1) 3 11 14 8 15 23 -9 -0.82
RED ZONE OFFENSE G _Scores Pct.  TDs (R-P) FGs  TurnO
1. UT Martin 11 46-53  86.8 34 14-20 12-15 3
2. Jacksonville State 15 63-74  85.1 47 33-14 16-20 2
3. Eastern Kentucky 11 3947 830 31 1516 89 3
4. Southeast Missouri 11 27-34 794 22 14-8 59 2
5. Murray State 11 36-47 76.6 24 14-10 12-17 2
6. Eastern lllinois 12 29-39 744 22 175 7-10 3
7. Austin Peay 11 1723 739 12 66 57 0
8. Tennessee Tech 11 28-38 737 22 157 67 3
9. Tennessee State 10 20-28 714 17 89 3-6 3
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RED ZONE DEFENSE G _Scores Pct.  TDs (R-P) FGs  TurnO
1. Eastern lllinois 12 3552 673 20 155 15-17 5
2. Tennessee State 10 32-41  78.0 24 14-10 8-11 4
3. Eastern Kentucky 11 30-38 789 23 13-10 7-12 3
4, UT Martin 11 28-35 800 24 159 48 0
5. Tennessee Tech 11 4553 849 33 19-14 12-15 0
6. Jacksonville State 15 3541 854 22 14-8 1313 3
7. Southeast Missouri 11 3136 86.1 24 1311 79 2
8. Austin Peay 11 4854 889 38 30-8 10-13 0
9. Murray State 11 4044 909 32 16-16 8-8 1
ON-SIDE KICKS BY G Recovered Attempts Success%
1. UT Martin 11 1 1 100.0
Eastern Kentucky 11 1 1 100.0
3. Tennessee State 10 1 2 50.0
4. Murray State 11 0 3 0.0
Austin Peay 11 0 1 0.0
Tennessee Tech 11 0 0 0.0
Southeast Missouri 11 0 0 0.0
Jacksonville State 15 0 0 0.0
Eastern lllinois 12 0 0 0.0

ON-SIDE KICKS AGAINST G Recovered  Attempts Success%

1. Eastern lllinois 12 0 2 0.0
Murray State 11 0 1 0.0

UT Martin 11 0 1 0.0
Austin Peay 11 0 0 0.0
Eastern Kentucky 11 0 0 0.0
Southeast Missouri 11 0 0 0.0

7. Tennessee Tech 11 1 2 50.0
8. Jacksonville State 15 1 1 100.0
Tennessee State 10 1 1 100.0
ATTENDANCE Home Away Neutral Total
Austin Peay 5-4677 6-15324 0-0 11-10485
Eastern lllinois 5-5677 7-10389 0-0 12-8426
Eastern Kentucky 4-10350 6-25742 1-3700 11-18141
Jacksonville State 8-20598 6-20409 1-21836 15-20605
Murray State 5-6048 6-11882 0-0 11-9230
Southeast Missouri 6-4804 5-20962 0-0 11-12148
Tennessee State 4-14620 5-12376 1-48385 10-16875
Tennessee Tech 5-6556 5-11526 1-3700 11-8555
UT Martin 5-4748 6-23376 0-0 11-14909

Totals 47-9192 52-16874 4-19405  103-13467



