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NBA MATCHUPS
Brd Teams SF OF GL Key Game InformationOL FL Final

BOSTON is 6-1 ATS (7-1 SU) vs. NEW YORK. (3-1 ATS, 3-1 SU away) OVER is 5-3 (2-2 @NY) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

503
504 NY

BOS
99
112

BOSTON (8-3, 5-6 ats, 5-6 ou) at NEW YORK (1-9, 2-8 ats, 6-4 ou) - 1:00 PM EST
-13.9 -9 on Road: (4-1, 2-3 ats) - as RF: (3-1, 1-3 ats) - vs Division: (2-0, 1-1 ats)

at Home: (1-6, 2-5 ats) - as HD: (1-4, 2-3 ats) - vs Division: (0-1, 0-1 ats)

CHARLOTTE is 6-2 ATS (5-3 SU) vs. INDIANA. (3-1 ATS, 3-1 SU at home). UNDER is 6-2 (3-1 @CHA) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

505
506 CHA

IND
89
93

INDIANA (4-3, 4-3 ats, 2-5 ou) at CHARLOTTE (3-6, 5-4 ats, 4-5 ou) - 5:00 PM EST
-2.6 -2 on Road: (1-1, 1-1 ats) - as RF: (0-0, 0-0 ats) - vs Conference: (3-2, 3-2 ats)

at Home: (3-2, 3-2 ats) - as HD: (1-2, 1-2 ats) - vs Conference: (3-5, 5-3 ats)

NEW ORLEANS is 4-0 ATS (4-0 SU) vs. MIAMI. (2-0 ATS, 2-0 SU away) UNDER is 3-1 (2-0 @MIA) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

507
508 MIA

NO
97
84

NEW ORLEANS (3-8, 3-8 ats, 6-5 ou) at MIAMI (7-2, 6-3 ats, 2-7 ou) - 6:00 PM EST

-11.7 -12
on Road: (1-6, 2-5 ats) - as RD: (0-5, 1-4 ats) - vs NonConf: (0-4, 1-3 ats)
at Home: (5-2, 4-3 ats) - as HF: (4-2, 3-3 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-1, 1-1 ats)

DETROIT is 2-2 ATS (2-2 SU) vs. PHOENIX. (1-1 ATS, 1-1 SU away) OVER is 3-1 (1-1 @PHO) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

509
510 PHO

DET
106
96

DETROIT (5-5, 6-4 ats, 5-5 ou) at PHOENIX (9-2, 6-5 ats, 6-5 ou) - 8:00 PM EST

-5.0 -7
on Road: (2-3, 3-2 ats) - as RD: (1-3, 2-2 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-2, 1-2 ats)
at Home: (4-0, 2-2 ats) - as HF: (4-0, 2-2 ats) - vs NonConf: (5-1, 4-2 ats)

LA LAKERS are 4-4 ATS (8-0 SU) vs. OKLAHOMA CITY. (1-2 ATS, 3-0 SU at home). UNDER is 5-3 (2-1 @LAL) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

511
512 LAL

OKC
99
90

OKLAHOMA CITY (5-5, 6-4 ats, 4-6 ou) at LA LAKERS (7-3, 3-7 ats, 4-5 ou) - 9:30 PM EST

-1.7 -11
on Road: (3-2, 3-2 ats) - as RD: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - vs Conference: (3-5, 4-4 ats)
at Home: (5-2, 3-4 ats) - as HF: (5-2, 3-4 ats) - vs Conference: (6-3, 3-6 ats)

Monday, November 23, 2009

MEMPHIS is 6-3 ATS (4-5 SU) vs. SACRAMENTO. (3-1 ATS, 3-1 SU at home). OVER is 6-3 (3-1 @MEM) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

701
702 MEM

SAC
107
110

SACRAMENTO (5-4, 6-3 ats, 5-4 ou) at MEMPHIS (2-8, 4-6 ats, 4-5 ou) - 8:00 PM EST
-6.2

-1
on Road: (1-3, 2-2 ats) - as RD: (1-3, 2-2 ats) - vs Conference: (5-3, 6-2 ats)
at Home: (2-2, 2-2 ats) - as HF: (1-0, 1-0 ats) - vs Conference: (1-7, 3-5 ats)

MILWAUKEE is 3-1 ATS (2-2 SU) vs. SAN ANTONIO. (1-1 ATS, 1-1 SU away) OVER is 2-2 (2-0 @SAN) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

703
704 SAN

MIL
97
92

MILWAUKEE (5-2, 5-2 ats, 2-5 ou) at SAN ANTONIO (4-4, 4-4 ats, 5-3 ou) - 8:30 PM EST

-5.4 -2
on Road: (1-2, 2-1 ats) - as RD: (1-2, 2-1 ats) - vs NonConf: (3-0, 2-1 ats)
at Home: (4-1, 4-1 ats) - as HF: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-1, 1-1 ats)

PORTLAND is 3-1 ATS (4-0 SU) vs. CHICAGO. (1-1 ATS, 2-0 SU at home). OVER is 3-1 (1-1 @POR) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

705
706 POR

CHI
99
87

CHICAGO (5-4, 3-6 ats, 2-7 ou) at PORTLAND (8-3, 8-3 ats, 3-8 ou) - 10:00 PM EST

-10.4 -15
on Road: (1-3, 1-3 ats) - as RD: (1-3, 1-3 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-1, 2-0 ats)
at Home: (3-2, 3-2 ats) - as HF: (3-2, 3-2 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-1, 1-1 ats)

MINNESOTA is 6-2 ATS (5-3 SU) vs. LA CLIPPERS. (4-1 ATS, 3-2 SU away) UNDER is 7-1 (4-1 @LAC) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

707
708 LAC

MIN
98
92

MINNESOTA (1-10, 4-7 ats, 4-7 ou) at LA CLIPPERS (4-7, 4-7 ats, 4-7 ou) - 10:30 PM EST

-9.1 -4
on Road: (0-5, 2-3 ats) - as RD: (0-5, 2-3 ats) - vs Conference: (0-7, 2-5 ats)
at Home: (2-5, 1-6 ats) - as HF: (2-1, 0-3 ats) - vs Conference: (4-6, 4-6 ats)

Tuesday, November 24, 2009

TORONTO is 5-3 ATS (5-3 SU) vs. INDIANA. (3-1 ATS, 3-1 SU at home). OVER is 4-4 (2-2 @TOR) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

501
502 TOR

IND
114
106

INDIANA (4-3, 4-3 ats, 2-5 ou) at TORONTO (5-5, 6-4 ats, 5-5 ou) - 7:00 PM EST

-3.0 -3
on Road: (1-1, 1-1 ats) - as RD: (1-1, 1-1 ats) - vs Conference: (3-2, 3-2 ats)
at Home: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - as HF: (2-0, 2-0 ats) - vs Conference: (3-1, 3-1 ats)

PHILADELPHIA is 4-3 ATS (6-2 SU) vs. WASHINGTON. (2-2 ATS, 2-2 SU away) OVER is 6-2 (4-0 @WAS) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

503
504 WAS

PHI
101
96

PHILADELPHIA (4-6, 3-7 ats, 4-6 ou) at WASHINGTON (2-7, 2-7 ats, 2-7 ou) - 7:00 PM EST

-7.6 -4
on Road: (2-3, 2-3 ats) - as RD: (0-3, 1-2 ats) - vs Conference: (4-4, 3-5 ats)
at Home: (1-3, 1-3 ats) - as HF: (1-2, 1-2 ats) - vs Conference: (1-6, 1-6 ats)

DALLAS is 4-3 ATS (5-2 SU) vs. GOLDEN STATE. (4-0 ATS, 4-0 SU at home). OVER is 5-2 (2-2 @DAL) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

505
506 DAL

GS
116
101

GOLDEN STATE (3-6, 4-5 ats, 5-4 ou) at DALLAS (7-3, 7-3 ats, 4-6 ou) - 8:30 PM EST

-12.6 -11
on Road: (1-4, 2-3 ats) - as RD: (1-3, 2-2 ats) - vs Conference: (2-4, 2-4 ats)
at Home: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - as HF: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - vs Conference: (5-2, 5-2 ats)

DENVER is 4-1 ATS (4-1 SU) vs. NEW JERSEY. (2-0 ATS, 2-0 SU at home). OVER is 3-2 (1-1 @DEN) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

507
508 DEN

NJ
108
83

NEW JERSEY (0-10, 4-6 ats, 2-8 ou) at DENVER (7-3, 5-5 ats, 5-5 ou) - 9:00 PM EST

-21.9 -17
on Road: (0-6, 2-4 ats) - as RD: (0-5, 2-3 ats) - vs NonConf: (0-2, 0-2 ats)
at Home: (3-0, 2-1 ats) - as HF: (3-0, 2-1 ats) - vs NonConf: (3-3, 2-4 ats)

UTAH is 4-4 ATS (7-1 SU) vs. OKLAHOMA CITY. (2-2 ATS, 4-0 SU at home). UNDER is 6-2 (3-1 @UTA) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

509
510 UTA

OKC
99
97

OKLAHOMA CITY (5-5, 6-4 ats, 4-6 ou) at UTAH (4-6, 4-6 ats, 7-3 ou) - 9:00 PM EST

-1.4 -8
on Road: (3-2, 3-2 ats) - as RD: (3-1, 3-1 ats) - vs Division: (0-1, 0-1 ats)
at Home: (2-2, 2-2 ats) - as HF: (2-2, 2-2 ats) - vs Division: (0-1, 0-1 ats)

LA LAKERS are 2-2 ATS (4-0 SU) vs. NEW YORK. (1-1 ATS, 2-0 SU at home). OVER is 3-1 (2-0 @LAL) in this series.Series History - Last 3 seasons:

511
512 LAL

NY
116
94

NEW YORK (1-9, 2-8 ats, 6-4 ou) at LA LAKERS (7-3, 3-7 ats, 4-5 ou) - 10:30 PM EST

-14.7 -17
on Road: (0-3, 0-3 ats) - as RD: (0-3, 0-3 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-2, 2-1 ats)
at Home: (5-2, 3-4 ats) - as HF: (5-2, 3-4 ats) - vs NonConf: (1-0, 0-1 ats)
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NBA TEAM BACK-TO-BACK TENDENCIES
BY STEVE MAKINEN

One of the most trying factors for handicappers when considering
NBA basketball is the back-to-back scenario. Schedules aren’t as
routine in the NBA as they are in baseball and football, so naturally,
fatigue is a more prominent variable that the bettor has to con-
sider. For that reason, I’m going to be dedicating the next two Plat-
inum Sheet feature articles to studying back-to-back performance
angles. In this first part, I will be looking at each individual team,
while next week I will be focusing on league-wide systems. Hope-
fully, we’ll uncover some nuggets you can employ the rest of this
NBA season and beyond.

The important thing to recognize when you study each team’s per-
formance in back-to-back games is that they are all built differently.
Some teams are in rebuilding mode and youth is prominent, while
others boast more seasoned veterans used to the rigors of the NBA
schedule. Many of the clubs play an uptempo style, while others
rely on winning games on the defensive end. For some reason,
teams will fare much differently on each end of the back-to-back, or
in standalone games. Think off actors such as these as I go through
each of the teams and reveal angles that have defined their recent
performance in back-to-back games.

The chart at the bottom of the next page shows the records in back-
to-back and standalone games for the last three-plus seasons. I
have highlighted the teams whose performance levels have been
well above or below league standards. For each team, I have come
up with a summary of their performance along with a trend or two
you can use going forward.

Atlanta: Since the beginning of the 2008 season, Atlanta has really
excelled on the road in the second night of a back-to-back scenario,
going 11-4 ATS. Going back to ‘06 however, the Hawks have been
best in the standalone scenario, covering 53 percent of their games
as opposed to 46 percent in back-to-back spots.

Boston: The Celtics have been alarmingly better in back-to-back sit-
uations (77-39 ATS) than in standalone games (84-89 ATS). They
have been particularly strong on the road when having played at
home the night prior, going 17-5 ATS since ’06, and on the road in
the front end of a back-to-back, going 28-8 ATS.

Charlotte: Like the Celtics, the Bobcats have also fared much better
in back-to-back situations than in standalone games. In front and
back end games combined since 2006, they are 76-56 ATS. In single
games, they are just 52-64 ATS. Charlotte’s best spot has been on
the front end of a b2b spot, 14-5 ATS in its last 19, including 5-0 ATS
in divisional games.

Chicago: The Bulls have struggled the most in the front end of back-
to-back games ofl ate, covering the spread at only a 40 percent rate
in such situations over the last three-plus seasons. Under Vinny Del
Negro, Chicago is just 8-18 ATS in front end games on the road.
They’ve gone OVER the total in 25 of their last 37 back end games.

Cleveland: The Cavaliers have been the single best standalone
game team in the league over the last three years. The combination
of not having to battle fatigue issues and being able to concentrate
fully on a single opponent has helped them thrive. They are 99-69
ATS in such games, and 101-67 UNDER the total, meaning they are
winning with defense. They are 5-1 ATS at home on the back end of
a b2b since the beginning ofl ast season but 4-11 ATS in their last
15 front end games.

Dallas: If any one angle has stood out for Dallas in back-to-back
games ofl ate, it has been the performance on totals, 62-38 UNDER
combined in front and back end games. In fact, the Mavericks are
12-2 UNDER in their last 20 back end games on the road. They have
been a decent front end team, going 11-5 ATS in their last 16 over-
all, including 8-0 ATS versus Pacific and Northwest Division teams.

Denver: Here’s the verdict for Denver ofl ate̶back the Nuggets in
standalone games or in the front end of back-to-back scenarios.
Fade them on the back end. In other words, George Karl’s team has
only done well when rested. Denver is 9-14 ATS when playing its
second straight road game in two nights, but 15-8 ATS in the first
road encounter.

Detroit: Prior to last season, the Pistons had been a solid wager in
almost every scheduling spot available in the NBA. However, in
their one year under Michael Curry, and into 2009-10, they’ve man-
aged to go just 15-21 ATS in back-to-back spots, with similar marks
in both front end and back end games.

Golden State: A pair of significant trends have developed when
Golden State comes home after playing the prior night on the road.
In that spot, the Warriors are 8-3 ATS in their last 11, as well as 10-1
OVER the total. In front end games at home, Golden State has gone
7-4 ATS. In essence, look for the Warriors in any back-to-back spot
in the game they play at home.

Houston: With a 61-50 ATS record in combined back-to-back spots
compared to 79-81 ATS in standalone games, it’s clear that the
Rockets are successful in dealing with scheduling challenges. Their
defensive focused style of play is a good fit for back-to-back games.
The most significant trend finds Houston as 20-10-1 ATS in its last
31 back end games, including 9-2 ATS versus Eastern Conference
foes.

Indiana: Indiana is one of the few teams in the NBA whose perform-
ance hasn’t wavered a great deal regardless of the scheduling cir-
cumstances. One trend that has developed though has been the
Pacers going over the total versus Western Conference teams in
back-to-back spots. In combined front-end and back-end games,
they are 22-9 OVER, while allowing 110.4 points per game.

L.A. Clippers: The logic is pretty simple when it comes to the Clip-
pers and back-to-back scheduling in the NBA. They stink when
rested, with a record of 73-114 ATS (39 percent) combined in stand-
alone games or on front ends of a b2b. On back ends, they are al-
most a 50/50 proposition against the spread. If this team has time
to prepare for an opponent, fade them.

L.A. Lakers: Considering that the teams have won the last two NBA
titles, it shouldn’t be a surprise that the Celtics and Lakers are Nos. 1
and 2 in the NBA in back end success in back-to-back scenarios.
Championship-level clubs deal with scheduling challenges and
adapt. Los Angeles has covered 62 percent ofi ts back end games
over the last three-plus seasons, doing particularly well in the sec-
ond of road games in consecutive nights, going 21-8-1 ATS in its
last 30. The Lakers have proven to be a high-scoring team in back
end games as well.

Memphis: The Grizzlies’ performance in back end games of back-to-
back scenarios has been, well, downright grizzly. They have won
outright in just 10 of their last 67 when playing their second game
in two days, and are just 28-39 ATS for 42 percent in that span.
When Memphis plays at home after a road game the night prior, it
has lost seven straight games both SU and ATS, with a point margin
of at least eight points each time. That said, head coach Marc Iava-
roni’s team had covered eight ofi ts last 11 front end games as of
presstime.

Miami: Miami has not done well in either the front end or the back
end of back-to-back situations ofl ate. In fact, over the last three-
plus seasons, the Heat are covering the spread at a 44 percent clip,
compared to 51 percent in standalone games. When playing at
home on the back end after playing on the road the night prior,
they are just 2-10 ATS in their last 12. In the front end of those
games they are just 3-9 ATS. So look for spots when Miami plays a
road-to-home back-to-back and fade it in both.

Milwaukee: Most of Milwaukee’s scheduling trends deal with totals,
as the Bucks have been a reliable OVER team ofl ate. However, in no
circumstance are they more likely to go OVER than against a divi-
sional or non-conference foe in the front end of a back-to-back set.
In such games the Bucks are 26-12 OVER since the start of the 2006
season. Interesting, in those 26 OVER’s, they are 13-12-1 ATS. In the
12 UNDER’s, they are 10-2 ATS.

Minnesota: As reliable as the Timberwolves have become as a road
dog, they’ve been especially good on the road in back end games
of b2b spots, going 11-4 ATS in their last15. On the opposite front
end, Minnesota has really struggled against Eastern Conference
foes, going 8-16 ATS.
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New Jersey: The Nets have been a reliable bet on totals in the sec-
ond of back-to-back games, going 16-8 OVER since the start ofl ast
season. They’ve also been strong coming home after playing on the
road the night before, with a 12-3 ATS record in their last 15. The
front end has been a struggle though, 27-38 ATS overall since 2006.

New Orleans: Having a point guard like Chris Paul able to control
the tempo has helped the Hornets to a 60 percent ATS rate in the
back end of back-to-back games over the last three-plus seasons.
When playing on this second consecutive night in its home arena,
New Orleans is a sterling 14-3 ATS in that span. On top of that, head
coach Byron Scott’s team has also gone 13-7 ATS during that same
time period at home in the front end of b2b’s.

New York: Overall, New York hasn’t done particularly well or poorly
in either end of the back-to-back scenarios, but when digging
deeper, there have been some specific spots where the Knicks have
thrived or floundered. When playing their second road game in as
many nights, they have won six straight games ATS, and have gone
OVER the total in eight of the last nine games. At home on a back
end, New York has been an ugly 5-13 ATS in its last 18. Front end
games have been low scoring for the Knicks, with the UNDER going
15-6.

Oklahoma City: When playing on the back end of consecutive game
nights, it’s a good bet that Oklahoma City will be going OVER the
total, after all, it has in 13 ofi ts last 17 chances. When playing on
the road after a home game the previous night, the Thunder are on
a 10-4 ATS run. Still, the most opportune time to wager this club is
simply in front end games of back-to-backs as they are 17-6-1 ATS
dating back to February 2008.

Orlando: The Magic have been a fantastic pointspread covering
team for the last three-plus seasons, but they have been at their
best when playing on the second of back-to-back nights. They are
23-13-1 ATS since 2007 in such games, including 11-4 ATS when
playing their second straight road game. It’s not exactly like Or-
lando has struggled on the front end either, having converted nine
ofi ts last 10 ATS in the first of those two road games. Head coach
Stan Van Gundy’s team will play back-to-back road games on seven
different occasions this year. Mark those dates down.

Philadelphia: Something happened in March 2008 that changed the
way Philadelphia performed on the second night of back-to-back
games. Be it something ACTUALLY occurring or pure coincidence,
the 76ers are 8-18 ATS in such contests where before they had gone
29-11 ATS. Ironically, it was about that same time that they got bet-
ter on the front end, going 16-11 ATS in their last 27 games since
that month.

Phoenix: At one point having won 11 straight front end games of
b2b’s in a row ATS, the Suns have proven an overall solid bet in
such games. They are 23-9-1 ATS in front end spots since December

2007, including 6-1 ATS at home, and 4-1 ATS versus divisional op-
ponents.

Portland: Portland ranks third in the NBA in ATS success in the sec-
ond of back-to-back games over the last three-plus seasons at 61
percent. The teams the Blazers are behind: the Celtics and the Lak-
ers. That in itselfi s not too shabby, but when you dig further, you’ll
see that they really excel at home (12-5 ATS) and in the second of
consecutive road contests (14-6 ATS). On the front end, Portland
isn’t nearly as strong and has actually gone just 9-14 ATS in its last
23 in that scenario overall.

Sacramento: With as bad as Sacramento has been in the back end
of consecutive games (2-19 SU, 9-12 ATS in last 21), the perform-
ance is front end games is simply remarkable. In fact, over the last
three-plus seasons, the Kings are actually the NBA’s third-best
wager in such contests, having gone 38-27 ATS for 58 percent. Ap-
parently they use it all up the first night and have little left for the
second. In any case, look for them on the road as an underdog of 5-
1/2 points or more in the first of b2b’s, they are 21-10 ATS.

San Antonio: A rested Spurs’ team is a reliable wager. Backing a fa-
tigued Spurs’ team is a bankroll-burning endeavor. Since 2006, San
Antonio is just 22-34 ATS for 39 percent in the second of back-to-
back games. The Spurs are particularly bad at home, 4-12 ATS in
that span. They are also poor on the front end of consecutive road
games, with a record of 3-11-1 ATS in their last 14. Where you want
to back San Antonio is on the front end of b2b’s at home, 10-5 ATS
over the last three-plus seasons.

Toronto: Back end games for the Raptors have not been particularly
kind ofl ate, as they are just 2-12 SU and 4-8-2 ATS in their last 14 in
that spot. Compare that to the 8-4-1 ATS record in their last 13 front
end games and its easy to see that Toronto is a better team when
not facing fatigue.

Utah: Utah’s struggles in the second of back-to-back games were
well documented by yours truly in the Platinum Sheet all last sea-
son. In fact, going back to March 2008, Utah has gone just 5-20 SU
and 6-19 ATS in such games. For a team that wins 65 percent ofi ts
games otherwise, head coach Jerry Sloan has a glaring problem.
With a 3-14 ATS mark in the second of consecutive road games, bet-
ting the Jazz in that spot is like betting suicide.

Washington: If you’re one of those bettors who loves to fade or fol-
low teams in certain situations regardless of the matchup or an-
other other external factor, than I’d have to say that betting against
Washington on the road in the second of back-to-back games
should be on your must-do list. The Wizards rarely win in such a sit-
uation, having gone 7-31 SU and 14-22-2 ATS over the last three-
plus seasons. It’s not a secret that bad teams struggle in
back-to-back games. Washington has been a bad team.

Team SU W-L ATS W-L O-U SU W-L ATS W-L O-U SU W-L ATS W-L O-U
ATLANTA 27-41 (40%) 30-37 (45%) 32-35 (48%) 29-39 (43%) 31-36 (46%) 37-29 (56%) 70-65 (52%) 71-62 (53%) 66-68 (49%)
BOSTON 33-26 (56%) 40-19 (68%) 29-29 (50%) 42-16 (72%) 37-20 (65%) 26-33 (44%) 107-70 (60%) 84-89 (49%) 86-89 (49%)
CHARLOTTE 32-35 (48%) 38-27 (58%) 35-30 (54%) 27-40 (40%) 38-29 (57%) 34-33 (51%) 44-74 (37%) 52-64 (45%) 54-61 (47%)
CHICAGO 26-38 (41%) 25-37 (40%) 31-32 (49%) 34-30 (53%) 31-33 (48%) 36-28 (56%) 76-65 (54%) 71-69 (51%) 70-68 (51%)
CLEVELAND 39-26 (60%) 32-33 (49%) 31-33 (48%) 36-29 (55%) 30-33 (48%) 36-29 (55%) 119-51 (70%) 99-69 (59%) 67-101 (40%)
DALLAS 29-22 (57%) 27-24 (53%) 19-30 (39%) 34-17 (67%) 24-26 (48%) 19-32 (37%) 117-54 (68%) 77-88 (47%) 90-78 (54%)
DENVER 42-23 (65%) 37-27 (58%) 37-28 (57%) 26-39 (40%) 29-35 (45%) 36-28 (56%) 97-51 (66%) 87-61 (59%) 71-73 (49%)
DETROIT 39-21 (65%) 31-29 (52%) 28-31 (47%) 34-26 (57%) 32-28 (53%) 28-31 (47%) 101-69 (59%) 81-87 (48%) 74-93 (44%)
GOLDEN STATE 26-32 (45%) 29-27 (52%) 26-32 (45%) 23-35 (40%) 28-30 (48%) 31-25 (55%) 77-70 (52%) 68-77 (47%) 86-60 (59%)
HOUSTON 35-22 (61%) 30-26 (54%) 31-26 (54%) 31-26 (54%) 31-24 (56%) 25-32 (44%) 110-54 (67%) 79-81 (49%) 76-86 (47%)
INDIANA 24-42 (36%) 33-31 (52%) 33-31 (52%) 26-40 (39%) 29-33 (47%) 34-32 (52%) 59-60 (50%) 57-61 (48%) 65-50 (57%)
LA CLIPPERS 17-48 (26%) 25-40 (38%) 29-34 (46%) 22-43 (34%) 31-34 (48%) 34-31 (52%) 46-78 (37%) 48-74 (39%) 56-65 (46%)
LA LAKERS 35-19 (65%) 28-25 (53%) 24-29 (45%) 35-19 (65%) 33-20 (62%) 31-23 (57%) 131-63 (68%) 92-98 (48%) 92-99 (48%)
MEMPHIS 21-46 (31%) 32-33 (49%) 30-35 (46%) 10-57 (15%) 28-39 (42%) 33-32 (51%) 38-81 (32%) 55-62 (47%) 62-55 (53%)
MIAMI 20-37 (35%) 24-31 (44%) 26-29 (47%) 21-36 (37%) 25-31 (45%) 30-26 (54%) 69-80 (46%) 76-72 (51%) 67-81 (45%)
MILWAUKEE 22-45 (33%) 35-31 (53%) 38-29 (57%) 26-41 (39%) 30-35 (46%) 36-31 (54%) 43-74 (37%) 51-65 (44%) 63-52 (55%)
MINNESOTA 21-43 (33%) 28-36 (44%) 35-29 (55%) 17-47 (27%) 32-32 (50%) 34-29 (54%) 41-85 (33%) 51-70 (42%) 60-64 (48%)
NEW JERSEY 26-41 (39%) 27-38 (42%) 35-32 (52%) 30-37 (45%) 34-32 (52%) 39-28 (58%) 59-72 (45%) 64-63 (50%) 56-71 (44%)
NEW ORLEANS 36-27 (57%) 34-28 (55%) 29-32 (48%) 35-28 (56%) 36-24 (60%) 30-29 (51%) 84-61 (58%) 73-72 (50%) 68-75 (48%)
NEW YORK 14-46 (23%) 31-29 (52%) 30-30 (50%) 18-42 (30%) 27-32 (46%) 32-28 (53%) 57-77 (43%) 67-65 (51%) 69-65 (51%)
OKLAHOMA CITY 9-44 (17%) 29-23 (56%) 23-30 (43%) 14-39 (26%) 16-25 (39%) 26-27 (49%) 54-92 (37%) 79-71 (53%) 68-77 (47%)
ORLANDO 32-26 (55%) 32-26 (55%) 26-31 (46%) 34-24 (59%) 33-23 (59%) 31-27 (53%) 108-67 (62%) 96-76 (56%) 70-102 (41%)
PHILADELPHIA 31-36 (46%) 32-34 (48%) 33-32 (51%) 29-38 (43%) 37-29 (56%) 36-30 (55%) 63-68 (48%) 60-64 (48%) 54-70 (44%)
PHOENIX 41-17 (71%) 34-23 (60%) 26-32 (45%) 32-26 (55%) 28-29 (49%) 35-23 (60%) 103-51 (67%) 69-79 (47%) 85-69 (55%)
PORTLAND 25-32 (44%) 27-30 (47%) 24-33 (42%) 30-27 (53%) 35-22 (61%) 25-32 (44%) 78-67 (54%) 74-70 (51%) 70-74 (49%)
SACRAMENTO 24-42 (36%) 38-27 (58%) 32-32 (50%) 16-50 (24%) 30-36 (45%) 33-32 (51%) 51-70 (42%) 52-65 (44%) 70-50 (58%)
SAN ANTONIO 37-19 (66%) 29-26 (53%) 25-31 (45%) 37-19 (66%) 22-34 (39%) 25-31 (45%) 123-59 (68%) 96-82 (54%) 80-98 (45%)
TORONTO 26-31 (46%) 26-28 (48%) 27-29 (48%) 25-32 (44%) 28-27 (51%) 26-31 (46%) 76-74 (51%) 72-77 (48%) 79-71 (53%)
UTAH 35-26 (57%) 30-31 (49%) 32-29 (52%) 24-37 (39%) 21-40 (34%) 34-26 (57%) 113-52 (68%) 89-71 (56%) 85-79 (52%)
WASHINGTON 23-39 (37%) 32-29 (52%) 32-30 (52%) 18-44 (29%) 25-35 (42%) 34-27 (56%) 66-73 (47%) 61-72 (46%) 65-72 (47%)

Front End B2b Back End B2b Stand Alone
NBA Team Records in Back-to-back (B2b) and Stand Alone Game Situations (since 10/31/06)
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Tuesday, 11/03/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
DENVER -4.0 -4.5 111 85% W 52% L
INDIANA 223.0 224.0 93 15% 48%

Wednesday, 11/04/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
LA LAKERS -2.0 -1.5 103 83% L 62% W
HOUSTON 203.0 202.5 102 17% 38%

Wednesday, 11/04/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
BOSTON -10.0 -12.0 92 89% L 29%
MINNESOTA 187.5 187.0 90 11% 71% W

Friday, 11/06/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
TORONTO 204.0 207.0 107 88% W 22%
NEW ORLEANS -5.0 -4.5 90 12% 78% W

Friday, 11/06/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
CLEVELAND -8.5 -7.5 100 87% W 70% L
NEW YORK 205.0 201.5 91 13% 30%

Saturday, 11/07/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
DENVER 217.0 210.5 100 84% L 49%
ATLANTA -2.0 -3.0 125 16% 51% L

Saturday, 11/07/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L Monday, 11/09/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
BOSTON -13.0 -14.0 86 84% L 70% L UTAH -5.0 -5.5 95 88% L 75% L
NEW JERSEY 184.0 179.0 76 16% 30% NEW YORK 210.0 210.5 93 12% 25%

Monday, 11/09/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L Tuesday, 11/10/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
PHOENIX PK -2.0 119 83% W 43% ORLANDO -3.5 -4.0 93 86% W 66% L
PHILADELPHIA 215.0 213.0 115 17% 57% L CHARLOTTE 185.5 181.5 81 14% 34%

Friday, 11/13/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L Saturday, 11/14/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
TORONTO -2.5 -3.0 104 89% W 54% L BOSTON -6.0 -7.5 104 91% L 47%
LA CLIPPERS 209.0 203.0 89 11% 46% INDIANA 191.0 188.5 113 9% 53% L

Saturday, 11/14/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L Saturday, 11/14/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
OKLAHOMA CITY 184.0 186.0 101 91% W 47% PORTLAND -3.0 -3.0 80 85% W 80% L
SAN ANTONIO -8.0 -8.5 98 9% 53% L CHARLOTTE 172.0 171.0 74 15% 20%

Sunday, 11/15/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L Sunday, 11/15/09 OL FL Score Side W/L Total W/L
DALLAS -4.0 -4.5 95 83% W 78% W HOUSTON 204.5 201.5 101 18% 70% L
DETROIT 184.5 184.0 90 17% 22% LA LAKERS -8.5 -9.0 91 82% L 30%

Public Records
Situation W L % W L %
All Sides 45 56 45% 65 81 45%
All Totals 44 56 44% 64 81 44%
All Sides >80% 15 15 22% 17 22 44%
All Totals >80% 4 4 50% 4 8 33%
Top 10 Sides 5 5 50% 13 17 43%
Top 10 Totals** 5 5 50% 12 18 40%

Public Records
Situation W L % W L %
All Sides 56 51 52% 56 51 52%
All Totals 2 3 40% 2 3 40%
All Sides >80% 30 19 61% 30 19 61%
All Totals >80% 1 0 0% 1 0 100%
Top 20 Sides 10 10 50% 10 10 50%
Top 20 Totals 2 3 40% 2 3 40%

TOP NBA PUBLIC BET SIDES 11/2-11/15

11/2-11/15

Week 1 Recap: Interest in college basketball betting typically starts slow, and
that was the case this week at Sportsbook.com, as only five of 115 games
qualified for the mininum number of plays required for totals analysis. Many
games didn't have final total numbers posted. On sides, players did well, with a
56-51 ATS record overall, 30-19 ATS on those with 80%-plus support. The early
trend, not suprisingly, finds bettors backing big name teams. While there hasn't
been a big upset yet, covering the spread has been a different matter.

11/9-11/15 Season Total

NBA SUMMARY, RECAP, & LOOKAHEAD

COLLEGE BASKETBALL SUMMARY, RECAP, & LOOKAHEAD

Week 2-3 Recap: The Weeks 2 & 3 results in the NBA for bettors at
Sportsbook.com nearly mirrored Week 1. Unfortunately, that means players
continue to struggle, winning just 45% of their plays on sides, and 44% on totals.
For the season, they are already33-games below .500. It's obvious that bettors
are not investing enough time into handicapping the NBA yet, instead choosing
to simply back the big name favorites upon command. With Boston, Cleveland,
and the Lakers all .500 or worse ATS so far, that strategy has backfired.

Season Total

Visit www.sportsbook.com/sportsbook/betting-

trends.php?bt=bbcodds for the latest figures

http://www.sportsbook.com/sportsbook/trends.ph

p?sportName=nba for current figures
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