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NFL Draft 2016 Scouting Report: WR Sterling 

Shepard, Oklahoma 

*WR grades can and will change as more information comes in from Pro Day workouts, Wonderlic test 

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

*WR-B stands for "Big-WR," a classification we use to separate the more physical, downfield/over-the-

top, heavy-red-zone-threat-type WRs. Our WR-S/"Small-WRs" are profiled by our computer more as slot 

and/or possession-type WRs who are less typically physical and rely more on speed/agility to operate 

underneath the defense and/or use big speed to get open deep...they are not used as weapons in the red 

zone as much.  

  

Maybe it’s the mood I’m in. Maybe I’m getting jaded by the influx of all the talented college wide 

receivers entering the NFL as of late. I look at the numbers, and watch the tape of Sterling Shepard, and 

I can see that he is ‘good’, very good. I look at his NFL Combine data, and it’s ‘good’. I know he’ll do fine 

in the NFL. However… 

When I got into the Shepard studies, I was hoping to be ‘wowed’, to be ‘dazzled’…but I wasn’t. I just 

walked away from the study thinking “This guy is pretty good.” He’s going to make a nice addition to an 

NFL team. In the right offense, under the right circumstances, he’ll be considered a minor star…a Pro 

Bowl–level producer. I really have no complaints here. 

What I can’t say about Shepard is…“wow!” 

When I scouted the cream of the 2015 wide receiver crop, Amari Cooper and Tyler Lockett, I was 

like…“WOW!” Something special was there. With Sterling Shepard, I see that he is pretty good. He’s a 

nice quality NFL prospect. He’ll have a very nice career. He may even have moments where he is 

considered a high-level star, because of great numbers. He’ll be fine, but he’s not going to reinvent the 

wide receiver position. 

I hear a lot of chatter about Shepard as an Antonio Brown–like weapon. I could see that. You may think 

me agreeing with that comparison is contradictory. I’m just taking a moderate, centrist stance on the 

situation. He might be more Antonio Brown if he falls in with a Big Ben type QB, in a wide-open offense. 

He may be more Stefon Diggs, who is also Antonio Brown–like, but if the offense does not favor the 

receiver’s skills…what does it matter. There are probably 5–10+ really talented wide receivers in the NFL 

who are on an Antonio Brown level—guys who are solid-not-awesome athletes, but technically 

advanced, and they never find a QB and offense to display their wares with. Sterling Shepard is really 

good, but what NFL team he winds up with will dictate whether we think of him as a superstar, or kinda-

sorta forget about him as other new shiny things enter the league every year. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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Shepard is a really nice athlete, but not on the level that some of the recent elite speedsters are at. He’s 

nowhere near as fast and agile as Brandin Cooks. He’s not as technically sound as Tyler Lockett. 

Shepard’s probably more like T.Y. Hilton…put him with Andrew Luck, and you’ll make him a 

multimillionaire household name. Put him with Matt Hasselbeck, and…‘T.Y. who?’ 

Watching the tape on Shepard, I can see he’s a pretty savvy receiver. He glides effortlessly, quickly off 

the snap to find a lane to get open for his quarterback. He has big (9.8”), reliable hands. He’s nice after 

the catch. If you play him too tight at the line of scrimmage, he may make a move and leave you in the 

dust going deep. He’s a quality wide receiver prospect in an era where there are a lot of quality wide 

receiver prospects entering the NFL. You want him on your team, but he’s not a savior—he’s just a really 

nice option to have. 

 

  

Sterling Shepard, Through the Lens of Our WR Scouting Algorithm: 
 

Shepard’s college performance numbers don’t scream off the pages…13 games in 2015, and just four 

100+ yard games. 

Oklahoma threw a lot in 2015 as well, and Shepard had 11 TDs, which is solid, but was 29% of the team’s 

total…not crazy off the charts in TDs or yards…or catches in games. A few blip/spikes of numbers, but a 

lot of mediocrity in 2015 (in the context of elite prospects, and their college performances). 

In 2014, Shepard really was only able to play fully in seven games. He did post five 100+ yard efforts in 

those seven games, including three 170+ yard games. His 2014 pace screamed ‘STAR’, his 2015 season 

screamed ‘GOOD’. 

Shepard ran a nice 4.48 40-time at the NFL Combine, but had a moderate 7.00 three-cone time. His 

speed-agility numbers are more ‘very good’ than ‘great’. What he did excel at was the non-speed drills 

at the Combine: 21 bench reps for his size is terrific, and a 41” vertical is impressive. There are a lot of 

positives, but they are not ultra-positive. 
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The Historical WR Prospects to Whom Sterling Shepard Most Compares in Our System: 

 

There’s a fine line between being compared to Steve Smith (Utah/Carolina and Baltimore in the pros) 

or Robert Herron or Tyler Lockett. 

Steve Smith has a warrior spirit unlike most wide receivers who have played the game in the last couple 

of decades. Tyler Lockett is a master technician. Robert Herron was a really nice, talented, decent 

athletic wide receiver draft pick for Tampa Bay. I thought he’d be a very capable slot/possession receiver 

in the NFL. I think the Bucs cut him after his second season. There may have been things behind the 

scenes we weren’t privy to. 

Shepard has several gifts and measurements, and performance numbers that he has in common with 

former/current NFL good/great receivers. I know Shepard has skills. I just am not 100% sure if they are 

‘A’ skills or ‘B’ skills. My gut tells me more ‘B’ than ‘A’...that he’s a poor man’s Tyler Lockett, a poor 

man’s Steve Smith. There’s nothing wrong with being a poor man’s version of those guys. The NFL Draft 

conundrum is: How do you value Shepard—is he a first-rounder you can’t let get away, or is he a mid-to-

late second-rounder that you’d like to have if he fell in your lap, but are not going to move heaven and 

earth to acquire? That’s a big cost/value differential. 

In the end, you’re not getting a bust. You’re getting a really solid NFL WR with upside. 

 

  

WR 
Score 

Draft 
Yr 

Last First College H H W Power 
Strngth 
Metric 

Speed 
Agility 
Metric 

Hands' 
Metric 

8.189 2016 Shepard Sterling Oklahoma 5 10.2 194 11.26 6.61 9.46 

9.645 2006 Holmes Santonio Ohio St 5 10.6 188 7.37 9.80 10.05 

8.750 2001 Smith Steve Utah 5 9.0 184 8.45 4.18 9.24 

6.719 2014 Herron Robert Wyoming 5 9.1 193 9.69 8.34 8.83 

9.038 2015 Lockett Tyler Kansas State 5 9.7 182 6.12 11.41 10.23 

8.118 2012 Moore Kashif U Conn 5 9.1 180 8.97 10.81 9.47 

 

*A score of 7.0+ is where we start to take a Small-WR prospect more seriously. A score of 8.50+ is where 

we see a stronger correlation of a Small-WR 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 Small-

WR. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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All of the WR ratings are based on a 0–10 scale, but a player can score negative, or above a 10.0 in 

certain instances. 

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

strength of opponents faced. Mixed with all the physical measurement metrics, rated historically in our 

database. 

“Power-Strength” = A combination of unique metrics surrounding physical-size profiling, bench press 

strength, etc.  High scorers here project to be more physical, better blockers, and less injury-prone. 

“Speed-Agility” = A combination of unique metrics surrounding speed, agility, physical size, mixed with 

some on-field performance metrics. High scorers here project to have a better YAC, and show 

characteristics to be used as deep threats/create separation. 

“Hands” = A combination of unique metrics surrounding on-field performance in college, considering 

the strength of opponents played. Furthermore, this data considers some physical profiling for hand size, 

etc. High scorers here have a better track record of college statistical performance, and overall this 

projects the combination of performance and physical data for the next level. 

 

 

2016 NFL Draft Outlook: 

I see Shepard’s mock draft rankings projecting him as a late first-round or early-to-mid second-round 

guy. I think that’s fair value. You could do worse than Shepard. We can have a knockdown drag out 

about whether he’s a #20 or a #40 pick, but in the end he’s going to work. He’s not gonna leave you 

hanging. He’s a safe draft pick, and has upside. In the end, I think he’ll go between #25 and #40. 

If I were an NFL GM, I’d look at Shepard in the second round, if I needed a slot/#2 wide receiver. I’d 

likely pass on him just because I think of a Brandin Cooks being available later in the first round of his 

draft, or a Jordan Matthews in the mid–second round in 2014, or Tyler Lockett in the third round last 

year...WR prospects I like better than Shepard; nothing against Shepard. It’s about draft value as much 

as anything. 

 

 

NFL Outlook:    

Again, Sterling Shepard is a quality NFL wide receiver prospect. His career story will be defined/told by 

the company he keeps. He lands in the right offensive situation, and he’s going to put up nice numbers. 

He goes to work in a stuffy passing game with shaky QB play, and he’ll be just another solid wide 

receiver…one we may complain about for years as being underutilized.  
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