



Should College Student-Athletes Get Paid?
	College sports across the United States are growing exponentially. The amount of money made every year by the NCAA continues to grow. March Madness is a huge college basketball tournament that consumes the lives of Americans for almost a whole month. In the span of just twenty-two days, the NCAA will make over a billion dollars in revenue. It is so big, that the NCAA March Madness final game is played in a football stadium. To put this into perspective, NBA arenas usually hold around 20,000 people with newer arenas usually having around 18,000 seats (Kasler and Lillis). In contrast, the 2017 NCAA men’s basketball championship was played at the University of Phoenix Stadium which seats 63,400 players. The championship game sold out and was able to fill 3x the normal average for a basketball game. The NCAA is making more money every year, so many student-athletes think they should be compensated by getting paid. Only in the perfect world will students get paid to play a sport, get free education, free room and board, and free food. College student-athletes are asking for too much. College student-athletes should not be paid because the process would be too complicated and could even stunt the growth of the NCAA.
	College athletics is huge. There are 23 different college sports and more than 460,000 student-athletes across the United States (“Student-Athletes”). Many student-athletes keep pushing for the NCAA to pay them, but lack solutions to all the potential problems. One problem revolves around how student-athletes should be paid. Should every student-athlete be paid? On every college football team, there is 85 football players. Not every person on a team makes contributions. According to NCSA.com, on average only 55 out of 85 players will appear in each football game. Should every player on the football team get paid or is it only players who play? This figure often changes depending on the game plan for the week. A system would need to be implemented to make sure there is a correct way of paying players. One of the biggest issues with paying players is deciding who gets paid. Does everyone on every sport get paid, or is it only the sports that bring in revenue? If only certain sports were to be paid, then it would most likely result in an increase of players trying to switch over to those sports that are paid.  Another big issue would be how much players make. There are your obvious superstars on every team. Most superstars are usually heavily recruited out of high school. Most will be considered “five-star” recruits and have many offers of full-ride scholarships from different schools. When these recruits commit to a school, will they sign a contract with a signing bonus like the NFL? Will they also receive more money that “four star” recruits? This whole process would become too difficult. Five-star recruits do not always pan out and I am sure that Colleges do not want to lose money if the recruits do not perform. Colleges make more money when they win. They make more money because they sell out the whole stadium, make money on concessions and parking, and even a surge in the number of jerseys bought. Many colleges across the United States spend millions of dollars on improving their major sports programs, so much that it puts them in debt. 
	Many colleges cannot afford to pay their student-athletes because they are in debt. Football and basketball are the only profitable sports out of the 23 college sports recognized by the NCAA (Novy-Williams). For example, according to an article by Eben Novy-Williams, The University of California Berkeley created twenty-two million dollars in debt in the last fiscal year (Novy-Williams). Cal created all this debt because they spent money on a new stadium, paid high priced coaches, and lack of sales. Cal is just one of many colleges that are in debt because they are trying to better their major sports programs. According to an article by the Washington Post, “Athletic directors at money-losing departments defend their spending essential to keeping pace with the competition.” (Hobson and Rich).  If these programs are already in debt, they are even less likely to want to pay their players. Paying the student-athletes would also make the competition weaker. High school student-athletes getting recruited would most likely go to whatever college was paying the most, instead of going to colleges for academics and other personal reasons. High school recruiting would turn into the same thing as NFL free agency. Most of the time the highest bidder would “score” the player. The colleges with the most money would continue to dominate every year, like the NFL in 1970s and 1980s. The great thing about the NCAA is the competitiveness. For example, in the last 15 years there have been 9 different NCAA college football champions (Hobson and Rich). 
	One argument for student-athletes getting paid is that they work full time hours with their respective sports. NFL All-Pro Cornerback Richard Sherman has publicly stated his displeasure with the NCAA not paying their athletes. He has stated that student-athletes are over worked and it is a struggle having to work 40 hours a week on football, manage school work, study for test, and manage to eat/sleep in between that (Volk). Although this may be true, student-athletes are going to the school as students first and not paid professional athletes. Many colleges are giving student-athletes free tuition, free room and board, free food, and many other perks. These perks can add up to tens of thousands of dollars depending on the school. Ramogi Huma, the founder of the National College Players Association, stated in interview with PBS, “And the fact is college athletes are already paid. They are paid in the form of scholarships; they provide work, and it’s conditional.” (Solman). Having to manage football and all the other responsibilities involved with college will also teach students how to be responsible and multi-task. Student-athletes who go into the pros will also develop a work ethic by working all those hours every week. Those 40-hour weeks consist of weight-lifting, practice, film study, and even studying the playbook. 40-hour work weeks may turn into 60-70 hour work weeks when they transition to the pros. Student-athletes are already failing in their school work at an all-time high. If the students begin to get paid, then the chances of the numbers of students failing in school will most likely skyrocket. 
	Many college student-athletes want to be paid and treated like athletes, instead of students. NFL Quarterback Cardale Jones publicly stated in college that he went to Ohio State, his alma mater, for sports and the chance to go pro, but not for school (Why Student Athletes Continue to Fail).  He represents one of the many college athletes who support his opinion. However, all of these athletes do not realize all the perks they receive. Although they do spend 40 hour work weeks on their sport, school life is made a lot easier for them. Student-athletes have access to tutors, priority registration, and easier class schedules. Many majors at different schools are impacted, so having priority registration is a blessing. Most student athletes would graduate in four years if they actually took advantage of their situation and did well in all of their classes. They already receive plenty of benefits that are the equivalence of cash and do not need to get even more distracted by making money. Students have become less financially responsible over the years and the number continues to grow (Bidwell). Paying these student-athletes may stray them away from focusing on school and other priorities. There would most likely be a downwards surge in the amount of athletes who graduate in four years.
	In conclusion, the whole process of paying players would be very difficult. There are too many questions that would need to be filled. There are only two profitable sports in the whole NCAA, so it would be hard to pay every player. Student-athletes will have a good chance of being irresponsible with the money given to them and not focus on their schoolwork. Many student-athletes already receive benefits through scholarships and grants. The founder of the National College Players Association, who advocates for student-athletes, publicly stated that college athletes are already paid. Student-athletes will forever try to get the NCAA to pay them, but they should not receive any monetary compensation. 
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