
 2018 NFL DRAFT SCOUTING REPORT 

MARCH 3, 2018 

 

 
 

College Football Metrics| 1  
 

NFL Draft 2018 Scouting Report: RB Nick Chubb, 

Georgia 

*Our RB grades can and will change as more information comes in from Pro Day workouts, leaked 

Wonderlic test results, etc. We will update ratings as new info becomes available. 

*We use the term “Power RB” to separate physically bigger, more between-the-tackles–capable RBs 

from our “speed RBs” group. “Speed RBs” are physically smaller but much faster/quicker, and less likely 

to flourish between the tackles. 

 

It’s a difficult draft era for the Nick Chubbs of the world. 

Chubb is a very good running back – successful in college and a legit pro prospect. A few years ago, 
someone with his size and ability (and even with his flaws) would have been a 1st-round pick…so, big at 
227-pounds and running a 4.52 with 29 bench presses and 38.5” vertical – that would have 
been phenomenal…a few years ago. Now, two issues keep you from getting too excited about this 
profile… 

1: Saquon Barkley exists. You watch Barkley tape and Chubb tape…Chubb is boring. You look at Barkley 
Combine numbers and then Chubb’s…Chubb is even more boring. Nothing compares to Barkley’s tape + 
measurables. It makes all other RB options seem pretty dull. So, there is a weird, subconscious ‘mood’ 
swing against Chubb for the draft – caused by Barkley. 

2: Looking for a 220+ pound, NFL-fast RB? There’s Derrius Guice, Kalen Ballage, Royce Freeman, Bo 
Scarborough…and Jaylen Samuels could be in that conversation as well. There will probably be 1 or 
2additional off-the-grid prospects rise up for consideration after great Pro Days put them on the map. 

It’s not Chubb’s fault…he’s good, but there are so many RBs with his size, athleticism, skillset. 

Chubb’s super-power, his calling card if you will, is his power and balance as a runner. He’s arguably the 
strongest human/RB in this draft class…he and Saquon Barkley are muscle ‘freaks’. Both benched a 
superior 29 reps. Chubb can also squat 600+ pounds. 

The markers are there to tell us Chubb is ‘strong’, but what really jumps out with him is his ability to 
keep his balance/stay running while taking on hits. He’s as lower body gifted as anyone you’ll find in this 
RB class or any other. Barkley is strong too, but goes down on contract pretty easily for his 
frame…Chubb is a much tougher ‘out’. 

But there’s a minor problem with Chubb, and it’s why you cannot grade him with Barkley or other high-
end/elite RB prospects…it’s what makes Chubb more ‘really good’ rather than ‘special’ – he doesn’t 
have the east-west elusiveness that Barkley and other similar top RB prospects in this draft have. Chubb 
isn’t poor/bad in agility…it’s just not a strength and it’s more a liability for the next level. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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Watching Chubb versus Oklahoma and Alabama in the college playoffs this past season -- you love 
Chubb running between the tackles, but you get a bit nervous when he stops in front of traffic and 
tries pop it outside. He can get away with it against a lot of college teams because he’s such a superior 
athlete, but when he faces the higher-end teams, Chubb looks almost painfully slow when he tries to 
stop-start and change direction quickly. Alabama ate him alive when he tried to go outside in the title 
game. 

I would also note that Chubb looked a lot more elusive and powerful before his knee injury in 2015. Back 
in 2014-2015, Chubb looked more like Kareem Hunt. He looked a little more human in 2016-2017…still 
good but not as good. 

As far as the receiving skills go, Georgia barely threw to their RBs -- so Chubb doesn’t have much tape 
catching the ball in college. Watching what he did do and watching him work the drills at the NFL 
Combine…he looks capable. Not great, but not awful. 

Besides the knee injury, which isn’t as big a deal as it used to be, Chubb has a pretty clean prospect 
resume. No arrests, suspensions, etc. He’s not the most charming person to talk to – he comes off 
super-serious and/or annoyed when addressing the media. He’s not going to be a TV commercial star 
anytime soon. 

Nick Chubb is a really good, powerful RB…the kind NFL run-first coaches love – and there are more head 
coaches looking for Nick Chubbs than Saquon Barkleys, which is odd but true. Old school NFL head 
coaches know exactly what to do with Chubb. Their playbook was built with Chubb in mind. So, 
assuming he joins one of those types of head coaches in the NFL…he should have a nice start to his NFL 
career. 

 

Nick Chubb, Through the Lens of Our RB Scouting Algorithm: 
 

Here’s what scares me a touch on Chubb… 

I’m going to use a basket of SEC teams for a comparison in performance – Alabama, Auburn, Missouri, 

Florida. All teams he faced some in 2014-2015 (pre-knee injury) and in 2016-2017 (post-knee injury): 

Pre-knee injury: 5 games, 5 of them 100+ yard rushing efforts, 6 TDs 

Post-knee injury: 8 games, 1 of them 100+ yard rushing efforts, 2 TDs 

There’s definitely a drop-off with Chubb’s performances pre and post-knee injury. 

Chubb has 44 career rushing TDs…18 of those TDs vs. La-Monroe, La-Lafayette, Southern, Kentucky, 

Charleston Southern, Vandy, Nicholls State, Samford, Appalachian State (13 games). 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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In 2017, 8 of his 15 rushing TDs came in 4 games against Appalachian State, Samford, Vandy, Kentucky. 

Racking up a lot of numbers against inferior opponents. 

  

Considering his good-not-great Combine numbers (for this era) and his good-not-great college 

performances (considering beating up on weaker opponents) – I’m a little nervous about going all-in on 

Chubb. He will be fine for the NFL, but I don’t think ‘special’ is as much on the table as I thought it would 

be. Since his knee-injury, I see cracks in this foundation. There are plenty of other guys with similar size, 

more speed, less strength who were more dominant in college of late. 

Chubb might be the 2nd-best RB talent in this draft…or the 5th or 7th – and that’s not even trying to 

denigrate Chubb. It’s just showing Chubb’s prospect resume isn’t as special as it was a few years ago and 

that there are a lot of talented RBs in this draft class (as there were last year). Plus, we have some 

reasons to worry post-knee injury. 

I’m a Chubb fan…and his great lower body might push him to more ‘great’ than ‘good’ but I’m not as 

confident as I was before the knee injury. The upside being if Chubb fully recovers and reverts back to 

2015-2016 Chubb…you might have more of an ‘A’ NFL RB on your hands. 

  

NFL Combine measurables… 

5’10.7”/227, 32.0” arms, 9 5/8” hands 

4.52 40-time, 4.25 shuttle, 7.09 three-cone 

29 reps bench, 38.5” vertical, 10’8” broad jump 

 

 

The Historical RB Prospects to Whom Nick Chubb Most Compares Within Our System: 

 

I want to latch onto the JStew comp, but Toby Gerhart for a spell was a pretty tough NFL 

runner…though a bit limited. Chubb seems like a better prospect than Gerhart but Toby destroyed 

college football back in his time – should’ve been a Heisman winner…he was no slouch and went on to 

be a 2nd-round draft pick and a coveted free agent…then was hurt and out of the league quickly.   

I basically said (above) that Gerhart was very good, but a bit limited…powerful but not a pure game 

changer. I think I could say the same about Chubb…thus the comp kinda makes some sense. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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RB 
Score 

RB-Re RB-ru Last First College Yr H H W Speed 
Metric 

Agility 
Metric 

Power 
Metric 

7.941 5.63 8.89 Chubb  Nick Georgia 2018 5 10.7 227 6.76 6.59 10.63 

10.679 6.82 10.42 Gerhart  Toby Stanford 2010 6 0.0 231 7.63 8.36 10.31 

11.216 7.40 11.01 Stewart  Jonathan Oregon 2008 5 10.2 235 11.23 7.73 11.54 

7.250 5.60 5.98 Houston  Stephen Indiana    2014 5 10.2 230 3.00 3.97 9.11 

7.149 2.01 6.98 Williams Andre Boston Coll 2014 5 11.3 230 4.45 5.06 9.12 

6.193 2.15 5.33 McCants Ryan Oregon St 2012 6 1.4 234 4.15 4.85 9.89 

5.152 3.77 4.13 Harper Jamie Clemson 2011 5 11.3 233 1.84 -0.52 9.69 

 

*A score of 8.50+ is where we see a stronger correlation of RBs going on to become NFL 

good/great/elite. A score of 10.00+ is more rarefied air in our system and indicates a greater probability 

of becoming an elite NFL RB. 

All of the RB ratings are based on a 0-10 scale, but a player can score negative, or above a 10.0 in 

certain instances. 

Overall rating/score = A combination of several on-field performance measures, including refinement for 

strength of opponents faced, mixed with all the physical measurement metrics—then compared/rated 

historically within our database and formulas. More of a traditional three-down search—runner, blocker, 

and receiver. 

*RB-Re score = New/testing starting in 2015. Our new formula/rating that attempts to identify and 

quantify a prospect’s receiving skills even deeper than in our original formulas. RB prospects can now 

make it/thrive in the NFL strictly based on their receiving skills—it is an individual attribute sought out 

for the NFL and no longer dismissed or overlooked. Our rating combines a study of their receiving 

numbers in college in relation to their offense and opponents, as well as profiling size-speed-agility along 

with hand-size measurables, etc. 

*RB-Ru score = New/testing starting in 2015. Our new formula/rating that attempts to classify and 

quantify an RB prospect’s ability strictly as a runner of the ball. Our rating combines a study of their 

rushing numbers in college in relation to their offense and strength of opponents, as well as profiling 

size-speed-agility along with various size measurables, etc. 

Raw Speed Metric = A combination of several speed and size measurements from the NFL Combine, 

judged along with physical size profile, and then compared/rated historically within our database and 

scouting formulas. This is a rating strictly for RBs of a similar/bigger size profile. 

Agility Metric = A combination of several speed and agility measurements from the NFL Combine, 

judged along with physical size profile, and then compared/rated historically within our database and 

scouting formulas. This is a rating strictly for RBs of a similar/bigger size profile. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home


 2018 NFL DRAFT SCOUTING REPORT 

MARCH 3, 2018 

 

 
 

College Football Metrics| 5  
 

2018 NFL Draft Outlook: 

It’s going to be an interesting draft time for Chubb. He could go late 1st-round or fall to the 3rd-round. 

Teams could covet him as a consolation prize to Barkley…or start to worry a bit about his drop-off over 

the past two seasons. In the end, given his favored running style and his SEC status…I think he goes top 

50, but more back-end of that due to his past injury red flag. 

If I were an NFL GM, I would like to have Chubb on my team but I don’t think I’d pay top 100 draft 

money for it. Chubb is fine, but I see several other intriguing RBs I’d like to have…many of whom come 

cheaper. There are also a plethora of solid free agents to pick from. Top 100 pick Chubb…likely going to 

happen but I ‘pass’. 

 

NFL Outlook:    

If he went to the Dolphins and worked in their all off-tackle run game…he’d be a 1,000+ yard rusher and 

everyone would delight. On the Rams, he might not be so hot. He doesn’t look like a great screen pass, 

side-to-side get out in space worker. He needs to be meat and potatoes up the middle and bring in a 

complimentary RB to do the passing game – like Chubb is the new Jonathan Stewart for Carolina. That’s 

the ticket…paired with Christian McCaffrey. 
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