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NFL Draft 2016 Scouting Report: TE Hunter Henry, Arkansas 

*Our TE 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. 

**Our TE formulas had some slight changes in the offseason—an adjustment to better identify and value 

TE prospects that are smaller physically and are primed for the era ahead...the era of Jordan Reed and 

Delanie Walker-type TEs. Our historical grades will have changed some on various prospects as well, to 

show their grades by comparison.  

 

The more I watch tape and look over data of this 2016 tight end class, the worse I feel about it. Most 

people have come to the same conclusion—that this is a pretty rough year for TE prospects. Another 

thing everyone seems to agree upon is that Hunter Henry is the most superior TE prospect in this weak 

class, and that some NFL team should pinch its nose and select Henry if they’re in desperate need of a 

tight end. 

After looking over the Hunter Henry tape, and looking over his performance data at Arkansas, and the 

limited information we have from his NFL Combine and his Pro Day—I stare at it all, and ask myself the 

question “How would I defend Hunter Henry at the top tight end prospect in this class?” I’m not sure I 

have a great case. 

This tight end class is so weak, it’s possible that Henry is the best among them...I guess the better 

question might be, “How would I defend making this selection with one of my top 100 draft picks?” The 

answer of, “If a team needs a tight end badly, they’ll have to reach for Henry,” for me doesn’t hold any 

water. Why should an NFL team draft a backup kind of talent with a top 100 draft pick? With all the 

great opportunities the draft presents at other positions in the second and third round, guys that could 

go on to be Pro Bowl fixtures…and yet some team is going to take Hunter Henry, fringe starter/backup 

tight end-to-be, because they have a need to fill? What the hell was free agency for? There were a 

number of respectable tight end options in free agency…and teams should have known this draft class 

has little to offer in terms of solutions at tight end. All that logic aside, I guarantee some team is going to 

reach for Henry in the top 50. 

I don’t get what’s so exciting about Hunter Henry. I mean, he’s not a physical beast who is an excellent 

blocker for a team (13 reps on the bench at the Combine, 17 reps at his Pro Day)…if you wanted an old-

school, physically bigger blocking tight end, a grinder…draft Ohio State’s Nick Vannett (among others). 

It’s not like Henry is a sensational athlete either. He ran a solid/OK high 4.6/low 4.7 40-time at his Pro 

Day…after conveniently skipping most every drill at the NFL Combine—I think he skipped out on most of 

the Combine because he knew he would be exposed as a semi-fraud. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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Putting together the things that Hunter Henry did do at workouts, combined with what we see on 

tape—I don’t know that Henry is any different than 5–10 other mediocre tight end prospects in this 

draft. The one thing I would give Henry is that he has pretty secure hands and is a more fluid receiver on 

the move than most of the stiffer tight ends in this class. However, ‘good hands’ will take you only so far 

if you are an average athlete with below-average strength for the NFL at tight end. UCLA’s Thomas 

Duarte has better/comparable hands—if we’re just celebrating tight ends for being receiving threats. 

Henry is physically bigger than Duarte, but they benched the same—benched like wide receivers. 

I don’t get why Hunter Henry is lauded as such a great receiver at tight end, when he really looks and 

plays more like a big, stiff wide receiver in the passing game. But Thomas Duarte was a tight end who 

almost literally lined up as a wide receiver every pass play and was more dynamic and aggressive than 

Henry as a receiver—but ‘Duarte’s ‘hands’ are a knock against him because he was too much like a wide 

receiver. Hell, Stanford wide receiver Devon Cajuste (6’3”+/230+) could add 10 pounds and be just like 

Henry as a receiver, but only a better, more fluid athlete (as a TE) perhaps. 

If the case was made that Henry is the superior tight end in this class because of his ‘hands’, and then I 

went out and watched him on tape him blowing away defenses in the pass game in the SEC…then I 

would be impressed. However, Henry was really not a major weapon in the Arkansas passing game. 

Sure, Henry had decent numbers for a tight end in college but watch the tape…consider how good a 

2015 passing game Arkansas had, but Henry scored only three touchdowns in 13 games working with an 

NFL-caliber quarterback. Watching the tape, Henry wasn’t really among Brandon Allen’s top three 

options in the passing game. One step further, Hunter Henry wasn’t even the best-looking tight end on 

his team—Jeremy Sprinkle was. 

The second-best tight end on the Arkansas Razorbacks in 2015 is the number one overall tight end 

prospect in the 2016 NFL Draft, and a top 50-75 projected pick. Say that out loud and realize how 

ridiculous that sounds. 

I watch Henry on tape, and he’s obviously competent, but he’s never showing you any radical or exciting 

moments. You don’t see him physically manhandling anyone as a blocker, or as a receiver. He slips out 

of his tight end position for normal tight end pass routes, and when he was thrown the ball he would 

usually catch it. It’s not like Henry’s athleticism was creating pass-game openings, he was running 

routine pass patterns and getting the ball thrown to him at times. Defenses didn’t seem overly burdened 

about covering him. He wasn’t dominating his coverage—most defenders had no issue keeping up with 

him. Henry was savvy enough to run crisp routes and find gaps in a zone and could make catches. He 

was really a nice little college tight end. Was he a great college tight end? No. Is he the best tight end 

prospect in this draft? Maybe, but that more comments on how awful this tight end class really is. 

I guess the best way I could sum up my feelings on studying Henry would be as follows…if you told me to 

check out this tight end at Arkansas named Hunter Henry who (pretending) most people didn’t have in 

their top 10 TE prospects, but you thought that he should be…you believed he might be an NFL-worthy, 

developmental guy to take in the sixth or seventh round—I would’ve watched, and marked him down as 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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a capable, sleeper tight end. But when people tell me that he’s the hands-down best tight end in this 

class, and the guy you’ll have to force yourself to take higher than normal because of this weak class—

I’m not buying it. I don’t see the hands-down top guy here. There are so many other options between 

this draft, or converting wide receivers, or just simply cherry-picking tight ends in free agency…it didn’t 

have to come to this. However, some team is going to push harder than they should on Henry, and 

they’ll regret it years from now. Not that Henry will be a total disaster for an NFL team—he’s just not 

worth what could’ve been taken at the round Hunter will be taken. 

  

Hunter Henry, Through the Lens of Our TE Scouting Algorithm: 
 

Here are the career TD tallies from the #1 tight end prospect in the land, by season, over three years…4-

2-3. Hunter posted 9 TDs in 35 career games at Arkansas—that’s pretty sad; it’s also a red flag. Arkansas 

had a quality NFL QB in Brandon Allen, and Henry scored his three TDs in two games last year…11 

games without a score. Arkansas TE Jeremy Sprinkle scored 6 TDs last year…competing with Henry for 

‘air time’. 

In 8 of 13 games last year, ‘Mr. Hands’ had four or fewer catches in each game. Again, this while playing 

in a pro-style offense with an NFL talent at quarterback. In my mind, Henry should have been so much 

better. 

Henry skipped most of the NFL Combine, and smartly so for him…but it should be an evaluator’s red flag 

here. Laquon Treadwell had everything to lose being exposed as a slow at the NFL Combine, so he 

skipped running. Henry had an opportunity—if Henry ran the speed-agility drills well above-average, he 

could have secured a top 40-50 status. He passed. He’s going to try to slide in by being the only option in 

an awful grouping. He may pay for that—he may fall to pick50-75+ if he’s not careful. 

I believe Henry would have average, or below average in speed-agility-athleticism with the TE group at 

the Combine, and he choose to skip. His doing nothing in Indy spoke volumes to me—confirmed my 

hunch that he’s average. 

 

The Historical TE Prospects to Whom Hunter Henry Most Compares Within Our System: 

 

I couldn’t quite place Hunter Henry in my mind when I was watching him on tape, and then when I 

looked at our computer scouting model comparisons and saw Jack Doyle—I said ‘Bingo’. That’s who he 

reminded me of. Tight end prospects who had a decent size, but were not muscular and imposing, nor 

were they too small, too thin-framed…they landed somewhere in-between. Legit NFL bodies, but not 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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ideal ones. Almost like they were overgrown wide receivers but were way too stiff and slow to be NFL 

wide receivers, so they became reasonable TE prospects who ran smart routes and had good 

hands…and were not built to star in the NFL, but can exist playing roles.   

The comparison list to Hunter Henry in our system is mostly comprised of nice backup, emergency 

starting tight ends in the NFL. Some guys who have had decent NFL careers because they’re very 

capable, reliable as backups and special team guys. That’s probably Hunter Henry’s upside—capable and 

reliable. 

 

TE 
Grade 

TE-
Reed 

Last First Yr College H H W Spd-
Agil 

Metric 

Strgth 
Blxing 
Metric 

Hands 
Metric 

6.668 5.49 Henry Hunter 2016 Arkansas 6 4.7 250 5.44 5.71 8.32 

6.641 3.05 Doyle Jack 2013 W. Kentucky 6 5.0 254 5.32 7.04 8.15 

5.875 2.02 Carlson John 2008 Notre Dame 6 5.1 251 4.37 6.29 7.62 

5.102 2.46 Kelce Travis 2013 Cincinnati 6 5.2 255 5.83 7.67 9.50 

6.089 3.15 Fasano Anthony 2006 Notre Dame 6 4.1 259 6.32 9.42 6.32 

5.320 3.59 Hill Josh 2013 Idaho St 6 5.0 246 5.17 5.20 6.75 

5.276 -0.19 Overbay Nathan 2010 E. Wash 6 4.6 259 3.25 8.59 7.15 

3.730 2.28 Hardy Daniel 2011 Idaho 6 3.6 249 2.87 6.24 6.13 

 

*A score of 7.0+ is where we start to take a TE prospect more seriously. A score of 8.50+ is where we see 

a stronger correlation of TEs 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 TE. 

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

certain instances. 

**The ‘TE-Reed’ score is in honor of Jordan Reed’s 2015 season…looking at TEs in a different 

manner—the smaller, speedy receiving threats. 

“Speed-Agility Metric” = 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. 

“Power-Strength Metric” = 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. 

“Hands Metric” = 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 

project the combination of data for receiving success at the next level. 

https://www.fantasyfootballmetrics.net/college-football-metrics/cfm-home
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2016 NFL Draft Outlook: 

I mostly see Hunter with second-round mock draft grades, because a tight end has to go at some point 

in the draft...and he’s everyone’s first guy at TE. I’m sure that’s exactly what will happen—somewhere 

around pick number 50. 

If I were an NFL GM, no way am I picking Hunter Henry in the top 150 picks. Looks likely I wouldn’t pick 

him at all. There are too many quality, higher-ceiling prospects at other positions to take way before I 

would consider taking a guy I know is no better than a backup. Just like Coby Fleener, I’m happy to move 

out of the way and let you chase what is supposedly the best tight end prospect in a given draft. I’d 

rather go sign a low-level free agent with upside or convert a big wide receiver before I wasted a high 

pick on Henry. 

 

NFL Outlook:    

It’s likely Henry goes on to have an up-and-down early pro career—probably getting an unfair push 

because of his draft status, and having a few decent box scores here and there, but over time another 

tight end emerges off the same roster, one without all the fanfare, and just pushes past the mediocre 

Henry. The NFL is starved for tight ends, so Henry can probably go find his way to a nice little career, but 

he’ll never be remembered as a star…never worthy of being the first tight end taken in the draft.).   
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