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Should College Athletes Be Paid?
There has been a substantial amount of debate regarding whether college sportsmen should be paid or not. It is essential to note that college sports are played under the National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA), a league that has continued to generate large sums of money off college athletes (Cooper Pg. 12). Currently, the bone of contention has been that the student-athletes generate a significant amount of revenues for their colleges and the NCAA without any single form of remuneration. Observably, there have been arguments with some stating that it is unfair not to give the student-athletes anything in return for their work and efforts in the league. On the other hand, opponents of the idea of paying student-athletes have argued that paying them would present significant impacts on their education. 
Notably, college athletes undergo strenuous exercises and workouts to ensure that they give their respective colleges the best results in the league. Arguably, this is indicative of the extra efforts the students have to put in despite having to be present in class when required. To be physically fit enough to play a league game, the athletes may at times require up to 40 hours each week for training (Zema Pg. 198). 
Proponents of the idea of paying the student-athletes have argued that is unbelievable that despite devoting insanely towards the league, they still remain unpaid except for the little money spent on their cost of living stipends and tuitions. Admittedly, due to the huge time requirement by both the league and the classes, student-athletes may not find enough time to engage in gainful employment, hence the need for compensation by the league. 
Proponents have argued that the idea to compensate is not only premised on the efforts and time of the students but also on the risks of injuries associated with extreme sporting practices. Even though the college health programs provide the athletes with sufficient healthcare services, there is no additional compensation in case of injuries (Compensation for College Athletes, Par. 7). In some instances, the athletes are forced to pay for their medical bills. Ideally, this indicates how corrupt the league is. There have been instances where student-athletes are injured and the league has shunned away from helping them pay the medical bills. The NCAA insists that student-athletes should have health insurance plans that cover their bills in case of an injury. Essentially, this doesn’t make much sense because it means that players who are not able to afford health insurance plans should not be allowed on the field lest they get injured. 
The NCAA generates over 8 billion in revenue annually. Top coaches are some of the most paid participants in the league. Patrick Hruby argues that failing to pay the participating athletes as well from such a breathtaking sum does nothing than to moralize street mugger. The NCAA argues that the amateurism rules limit the amount the players can get to only tuition, room and small cost of living stipends. Even though there is no relation between the players having substantial cash in their hands and their ability to learn and perform effectively, the NCAA states that limiting the amount of money the players can access protects and enhances their education (Patrick, Par. 2). 
The NCAA has not only made these claims in the court of the public domain but also in federal court arguing that paying the players substantially would present what they described as staggering and destructive implications on their educations.
Such sentiments have been made in support of the idea that maintaining amateurism is significantly essential in preserving an academic environment in which acquiring knowledge is the first priority. According to the league body, paying the players would make them study less to concentrate more on playing sports rather than focusing on their classwork. Oliver Luck argued that giving the students any opportunity beyond amateur sports such as endorsing commercial products and signing autographs would cause a distraction from the educational component of their stay in college (Majerol, Par. 5). The NCAA president argued that paying the student-athletes would make them change their lifestyles asserting that this would make them less integrated into their campus communities. 
There have been two opposing views regarding the issue of whether or not college athletes should be paid or not. Proponents of the idea have particularly focused on the need for compensation for the time and efforts of the athletes. The National Labor Relations Board previously ruled that the student-athletes also deserve payments just like the other federal employees considering the amount of time they spend on the field (Zema Pg. 200). The NCAA is growing annually so are their profits, arguably, this is enough justification for them to pay the student-athletes. But come to think of it, engaging actively in league sports through the week may as well deprive the students of time to study effectively due to exhaustion. Should the sporting activities be abandoned altogether? 
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