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Abstract 
The issue surrounding payment for collegiate athletes has been the center of debate for many years. College athletes, professional athletes and students all have a strong opinion about if college athletes should be paid. This paper explores both the advantages and disadvantages of paying college athletes. Proponents of the issue believe that athletes deserve payment due to their dedication, the fact colleges have more than enough money to pay athletes a salary and the idea that payment would serve as a motivation to continue working hard in their sport and in school. However, opponents of the issue believe that scholarships offered to college athletes are sufficient for payment. Opponents also mention the fact that not every college has the funds to pay their athletes along with the fact that giving college athletes a salary can shift their focus from academics to athletics and create jealousy among team members. Both sides of the issue produce valid arguments that will be discussed in length in this paper. 





















	Thousands of high school athletes work hard in their sport in hopes of receiving an athletic scholarship to attend college. With that being said there are serval advantages and disadvantages of paying college athletes. College athletes spend a significant amount of time at practice and an even larger amount of their time traveling to compete. With such of their time going into practicing and competing the question remains: should college athletes be paid? Proponents and opponents hold strong opinions on the issue. Proponents believe college athletes’ dedication deserve compensation. Proponents also believe that colleges have sufficient funds to pay athletes and payment would increase their motivation in their sport and school. However, opponents of the issue believe that an academic scholarship is more than enough compensation, colleges do not have enough money to pay athletes and a salary would shift the focus from academics to athletics. The debate around payment of college athletes has been discussed for years. Both sides have strong arguments that can sway the decision of the National Collegiate Athletic Association. 
	College athletics brings in a significant amount of revenue for schools. The National Collegiate Athletic Association, also known as the NCAA, is responsible for regulating student athletes in colleges across the United States. The NCAA brought in 1 billion dollars in revenue during the 2016-2017 school year (Cameron, 2019). The majority of the revenue came from a college basketball tournament called March Madness. Individual colleges also get a huge portion of the revenue as well. Texas A&M earned 192.6 million dollars in revenue just from athletics (Dosh, 2011). College athletes are putting a significant amount effort and time into their sport and bringing in revenue for their school all without a paycheck. On average, college athletes spend around 50 hours a week with practicing and competing with their sport (Cameron, 2019). With the significant amount of time athletes are dedicating to athletics in addition to the amount of money athletes are bringing into their school, it is only fair that they receive compensation for their hard work. 
	On the other hand, the belief that colleges are able to afford to pay their athletes is a misconception. In 2011, the NCAA released a report that showed only 14 colleges had any profit in their athletic program (Dosh, 2011). Many other colleges have to help from their institution to be able to operate their athletic teams. In 2011, the University of Virginia received 12 million dollars from student activity fees in order to operate their athletic program (Dosh, 2011). Another reason that colleges cannot afford to pay their athletes is because there are not enough sports that generate a revenue. Football and basketball are the two sports in almost all Division I colleges that brings in a huge audience. If college athletes were to get paid, according to Title IX, athletes of all sports, men and women, would be paid (Gaines, 2011). This means that a small women’s division I fencing team would be paid, even if the sport was not generating an audience or any profit from fan gear. Paying every single sport would drain the college athletics team’s money quickly. 
Many people on the opposing side of the athletic payment debate believe that the stipends that college athletes receive should be sufficient enough for a payment. Division I athletes receive a monthly payment called the cost of attendance. The cost of attendance stipend is given in addition to the scholarships that athletes receive. The money is mostly used to buy food and fund athletes trips back home during breaks and holidays. The amount of money given depends on the college. For example, the Penn State football players has a $4,700 a year stipend, which is one of the highest stipends in the NCAA (Synder, 2015). Athletes that attend the University of Pittsburgh receive $3,296 a year. Athletes should be thankful that they not only receive a stipend, but an academic scholarship, often times a full-ride, a type of scholarship that covers all four years of college. The average cost of a student to attend a public university for four years during the 2016-2017 was around $56,840 (Lobosco, 2017). The price gets even steeper if a student is attending a private college or if they are not a resident in the state where they attend college. In addition to the high tuition cost, many parents are not paying for their kids to go to college. According to a survey done by Fidelity investments, only 29% of parents planned on completely paying for their children’s college education (Hill, 2018). This leaves college students the stress of taking out loans or trying to receive scholarships. The steep cost of tuition and the lack of financial support from parents should make collegiate athletes feel thankful that they are receiving scholarships and a stipend. 
The people that believe college athletes should get paid argue that the cost of attendance stipend is simply not enough compensation for college athletes. The stipend is not paying college athletes for the talent they possess or the number of fans they bring to games, it is only covering enough to for athletes to buy food and occasional trips back home. Most athletes use the stipend money to cover their utility bills or send money back home to help family members (Associated Press, 2018). The stipend is only giving athletes enough to survive with food and have occasional fun when they can find the free time from school or practice. In addition, not every Division I school gives college athletes stipends. The idea was first adopted by the power five conference schools, which are schools that are included in the top five athletic conferences in the Division I program. Schools that are not included in the power five either could not give their athletes money or could only give athletes of certain sports stipends. The stipend that varies greatly depending on the school, is a such a small amount compared to the hours and hard work that college athletes put into their sport. 
Student athletes getting paid to play would shift the focus of college from academics to athletics. Even without being paid by their college, 80% of college students said in a survey that they have missed one of their classes to be at an athletic competition and 54% of student athletes said that they do not have the proper amount of time to study for their tests (Cameron, 2019). Student athletes can easily get into the mindset that they are in college to play their sport and not to get an education. In 2015, the University of North Carolina and Syracuse University were under scrutiny due to academic scandals with their athletes. The University of North Carolina offered their athletes “no show” classes. These classes gave student athletes grades for classes that they did not attend (Oppenheimer, 2015). Instead of “no show” classes, Syracuse University allowed athletes that were not academically eligible to compete in games. These colleges are not isolated incidents. The NCAA investigated 20 other colleges that were accused of academic misconduct with their athletes (Oppenheimer, 2015).  Adding money into the situation would have college athletes only focused on their sport to ensure that they are performing well enough to stay on the team and continue to make money. Only 2 percent of college athletes make it to play on the professional level (NCAA Recruiting Facts, 2019). Having student athletes continue to put focus on the school work and major will help prepare them to enter into the workforce post-graduation.
Paying college athletes would provide an incentive for them not only to play well in their sport, but to do well in the academic classes. Each college has an individual grade point average that coaches like their athletes to maintain. If a student falls below that, they either sit out a game or are kicked off the team if grade is not fixed. With athletes knowing that poor grades can lead to being kicked off the team, they are more likely to take their classes seriously. The money they would get paid would serve as an incentive to continue to do well overall in college.   
A big downside to pay college athletes is the potential that payment could cause jealousy among players. Like professional sports, players on the same team would not all receive the same amount of money. The star of the team would receive the most amount of money while the player that does consistently play would receive the least amount of money. Jealousy would be rampant especially if players that are receiving the least amount of money believe they should receive more because they work hard. Feelings of jealousy by players leads to a breakdown in the team relationship. This can potentially lead to unhappy team members trying to sabotage the team out of anger. The unfair payment can also cause players to leave the team in search of another college that will pay them fairly. 
	 Just like people playing professional sports, paying college athletes would not lead to jealously, but act as motivation for players to get better in hopes of getting paid more money. College athletes getting paid different salaries is extremely similar to coworkers getting paid differently at a job. Coworkers at a job can experience jealously if they figure out their coworkers’ salary, but they usually work harder to get a raise so they can increase their pay. Having another incentive to work harder on a sports team can be beneficial to the team as a whole.   
Monetary compensation for college athletes has been the center of debate for many years. Athletes, students and parents all have a strong opinion on the matter. Advantages of paying college athletes include righteous compensating athletes for their hard work and giving athletes another incentive to work hard. But the disadvantages include using all the athletic department funds, shifting athletes focus to athletics instead of academics and creating jealousy among team members. Both sides of the argument produce valid points that can change the decision of the National Collegiate Athletic Association.
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