ACHA College Club Hockey Rankings

Scores that ratings are based upon, sorted by team.
Last Updated October 26, 2009.

Previous Rankings

New ratings will be posted each week, time permitting.

Maxi mum Goal Differential =7
See Ranki ngs W thout Considering Goal Differential Bel ow

Division 1

RANK TEAM WL T GrPerf Sched Tot al Last 5
1, Li ndenwood, 14 , , , 13.94, 13.24
2, Liberty, 12 , , , 11.83, 12.43
3,11linois, , , , 11.31, 11.81
4,1 owa State, , , , 11.09, 10.34
5, Ari zona St at e, 1 , 10.84, 10.88

6, Rhode | sl and,
7, Central Ckl ahoma,
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8, Adri an, , , , 10. 05, 10.53
9, M not State, , , , 9. 99
10, &I ahorm, .- , 10.8, 97
11, Cakl and, . ) , 63, 10.28
12, M chi gan- Dear bor n, , , , 40
13, Chi o, 1 36, 9.24

14, Penn St at e,

15, Kent St at e, , , , 91, 8.99
16, St ony Br ook, , , 88
17, Del awar e, , , , 72
18, Robert Morris Illinois, - 66, 9.09

19, Robert Morris Pennsyl vani a,
20, Western M chi gan,
21, Eastern M chi gan,

22,1 ndi ana, 55, 8.20
23, Cant on, , , , 52
24, Ari zona, - 43

25, I ndi ana Pennsyl vani a,
26, West Chester,
27, st Virginia,
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28, Maryl and, , , , 33
29, Buf f al o, , , , 29
30, Cor nel |, , , , 09
31, Sli ppery Rock, , , , 98
32, Dr exel , , =-1.0, , 79
33, Mercyhur st 1 , =-2.6, , 49, 4.66
34, Navy, , -1.7, , 47, 4.73
35, Washi ngton & Jefferson, , -2.7, , 38
36, Rut ger s, , -1.5, , 33, 4.79
37, Pi ttsburgh, , -2.2, , 31
38, Duquesne, , -1.7, , 28
39, Towson, , -3.1, , 19, 5.81
40, Youngst own St at e, , -1.6, , 19, 5.50
41, Bi nghant on, , 2.1, , 01
42, Ni agar a, , 0.0, , 67, 4.28
43, Penn St ate Berks, -4, 38




44, Lehi gh, 3 6 0, -1.0, 4.8, 3.85

45, Scr ant on, 1 1 1, -1.0, 4.6, 3.56

46, Nort h Dakota State, 1 3 0, -3.2 6.7, 3.49

47, Vi | | anova, 2 4 1, -0.7, 4.2, 3.46

48, Gswego St at e, 5 2 0, 0. 3, 3.1, 3.34

49, Syr acuse, 3 7 0, -1.3, 4.4, 3.11, 3.92
50, John Carroll, 2 8 0, -3.6, 6. 3, 2.71, 2.55
51, Rochester, 2 4 0, -1. 3, 3. 3, 1.92

52, Rochester Inst of Tech, 210 0, -3.0, 4.5, 1.54, 1.25
53, It haca, 1 5 0, -3.3, 4.5, 1.19

Maxi mum Goal Differential = 1 (i.e. just considers W L, T and schedul e strength)
Division 1

RANK TEAM WL T GrPerf Sched Tot al Last 5
1, Li ndenwood, 14 0 O, 1.0, 7.6, 8.64, 8.48
2,Ari zona State, 10 0 O, 1.0, 7.1, 8.14, 8.24
3, Central Okl ahom, 9 2 0, 0.6, 7.4, 8.03, 7.98
4, Li berty, 12 0 O, 1.0, 6.9, 7.93, 7.97
5, Del awar e, 7 1 0, 0.8, 7.1, 7.88
6,111inois, 8 2 0, 0.6, 7.2, 7.85, 7.92
7, Maryl and, 3 1 0, 0.5, 7.3, 7.76
8, lowa State, 8 3 1, 0.4, 7.3, 7.72, 7.65
9, Gakl and, 8 2 0, 0.6, 7.1, 7.67, 7.92
10, M not State, 7 1 0, 0.8, 6.9, 7.65

11, Rhode | sl and, 9 2 0, 0.6, 7.0, 7.65, 7.67
12, Adri an, 9 3 1, 0.5, 7.2, 7.62, 7.61
13, Chi o, 11 2 O, 0.7, 6.9, 7.62, 7.52
14, Penn St at e, 6 1 1, 0.6, 7.0, 7.60

15, Gkl ahomm, 2 4 1, -0.3, 7.8, 7.54

16, M chi gan- Dear bor n, 5 3 1, 0.2, 7.3, 7.53

17, Robert Morris Illinois, 4 7 0, -0.3, 7.6, 7.36, 7.24
18, St ony Br ook, 4 3 0, 0.1, 7.1, 7.28

19, Kent St at e, 6 4 1, 0.2, 7.1, 7.27, 7.34
20, Eastern M chi gan, 5 4 0, 0.1, 7.1, 7.21

21, Ari zona, 2 5 0, -0.4, 7.6, 7.21

22, Wst Chest er, 2 5 2, -0.3, 7.5, 7.17

23, Robert Morris Pennsyl vani a, 4 4 0, 0.0, 7.1, 7.12
24,1 ndi ana Pennsyl vani a, 5 1 0, 0.7, 6. 4, 7.04

25, Cornel |, 6 1 O, 0.7, 6. 3, 7.00
26, st ern M chi gan, 3 5 0, -0.3, 7.2, 6. 98

27, Buffal o, 6 2 0, 0.5, 6.5, 6. 95

28, st Virginia, 4 2 1, 0. 3, 6.7, 6. 95

29, I ndi ana, 3 9 0, -0.5 7.4, 6.93, 7.13
30, Duquesne, 3 6 0, -0. 3, 7.2, 6. 82

31, Navy, 4 8 0, -0.3, 7.1, 6.78, 6.73
32, Cant on, 3 5 0, -0.3, 7.0, 6. 77

33, Towson, 2 9 0, -0.6, 7.4, 6.74, 6.90
34, Rut gers, 4 7 0, -0.3, 6.9, 6.67, 6.64
35, North Dakota State, 1 3 0, -0.5 7.2, 6. 65

36, Bi nghant on, 5 2 0, 0.4, 6. 2, 6. 63

37, Gswego Stat e, 5 2 0, 0.4, 6. 2, 6. 63

38, Penn St ate Berks, 0o 2 1, -0.7, 7.3, 6.59

39, Youngstown St at e, 3 7 0, -0. 4, 7.0, 6. 59, 6. 44
40, Sli ppery Rock, 6 2 1, 0.4, 6.1, 6. 58

41, Pi t t sbur gh, 2 7 0, -0.6, 7.1, 6. 57

42, Mer cyhur st , 211 0, -0.7, 7.2, 6.49, 6.45
43, Washi ngton & Jefferson, 0 5 1, -0.8, 7.3, 6. 43

44, Dr exel , 2 6 0, -0.5 6.9, 6. 37

45, Ni agar a, 4 6 0, -0.2, 6. 4, 6.22, 5.95
46, Scr ant on, 1 1 1, 0.0, 6. 2, 6. 20

47, John Carroll, 2 8 0, -0.6, 6. 8, 6.16, 6.21
48, Syr acuse, 3 7 0, -0.4, 6. 4, 6.01, 6.18
49, Lehi gh, 3 6 0, -0.3, 6. 3, 6.01

50, Vil I anova, 2 4 1, -0.3, 6. 2, 5.91

51, It haca, 1 5 0, -0.7 6.5 5.85




52, Rochester Inst of Tech,

210 0, -0.7,
53, Rochester, 2 4 0

6.3, 5.68, 5.65
, -0.3, 5.9

, 5.59

The program starts all teanms with an equal arbitrary val ue and then
adjusts themall recursively based on ganme scores until the |owest cumul ative
error between expected goal differentials and actual goal differentials is
reached (convergence). One effect often noticed is that a team s rating can
change slightly w thout playing due to previous opponents playing which affects
their rating and their opponent's rating, etc.

The Total colum is in goal units and the difference in this value between
any two teans is the predicted goal differential for a game played at a
neutral site between those two teans.

It should be noted that these rankings are an average performance val ue
for each teamfor the entire season, all ganes are equally weighted, so a teanm s
| atest gane nmay make up only 1/40th of a teans rating at the end of the season.

Ganes that go to shootouts for decision are considered ties for ratings purposes.

Actually, there are two different rankings listed below The first is as described
above with the maxi mum goal differential used per gane set at 7.

This ordering ends up simlar to CCHP, although differences do arise due to CCHP
consi dering hone ice advantage and CCHP not using a goal differential limt.

The second ranking sets maximum goal differential at 1, thereby just considering
whether the game was won, lost, or tied (and strength of opponent). Note that the Total column
in the 6D=1 ranking is therefore in win percentage units rather than goal units. A rated .01
ahead of B can be interpreted as saying that if these two teams played exclusively against
each other, A's predicted winning percentage is 1 percentage point higher than B's
(i.e. A's predicted winning percentage vs. B would be .495, B's against
A would be .505). However, since the teams do not play exclusively against the other it
is actually a little bit more complex than above as teams can be ranked as high as 1.0
above their average opponent (if they were undefeated and untied) and as low as 1.0
below their average opponent (if they lost all of their games). Note that the current
spread between #1 and #59 is about 1.9 .

Not surprisingly, the ordering ends up very similar o KRACH .

Currently, teams with as few as 3 scores are ranked. The more games that go
into a team's ranking, the more accurate their ranking will be.

Please send any missing scores or corrections to iascores@yahoo.com using the score submission spreadsheet.

Links to other ratings:
High School Rankings for 25 States High School National Rankings New England Prep
Midget Minor AAA Midget Major AAA Men's NCAA D1 USHL NAHL ACHA College Club

USHSHO.com High School Ice Hockey Forums

Over 4000 registered members, HS message boards for over 30 states + midget, junior, college, and pro hockey forums!
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