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	· Proponents within the American populations who are for the idea that student-athletes should be paid.
· Former collegiate student-athletes, current college, and their families.
· Organizations and bodies that represent student college athletes.
	· Former collegiate student-athletes
· current college student-athletes and their families.
· Organizations and bodies that represent student college athletes, both in basketball and football.
	· Sports journalists in the popular press are advocating for the pay of student-athletes.
· Some college administrators. 
· Player organizations.
· The scholars in sports management.
· In the general public, the issue of paying student-athletes is divided on racial line. A more significant percentage of African Americans strongly somewhat support paying as compared to white Americans (Mondello et al., 2013).
	· The NCAA's position of not paying student-athletes is backed by their 100-year head start in shaping public opinion on what college athletics is – and not on the facts that are continuously shifting public opinion in favor of paying college student-athletes (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2018).
· The opinion of Americans towards the paying of college student-athletes is to a more considerable extent divided based on racial lines.  
· Public opinion is divided so because a significant proportion of college football and basketballer players are African Americans. As with debates in criminal justice reforms, healthcare, and welfare, discussions over NCAA compensation of athletes are implicitly debated about race. Most whites oppose the ‘pay for play' of college student-athletes while most African Americans support the idea. 
	· Students athletes should be allowed the same rights as all other students and profits off their talents and make some money off their employers.
· The NCAA can borrow a leaf from Ivy League schools that provide amateur environments promoting the notion of student athletes being students first before the commercialization of basketball and football. Such a move allows for the placement of students first before athlete in the student-athlete term, and never the other way around.
· However, no major university or thereof the NCAA seems to be in any hurry to let go of the profits in millions of dollars per year (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2018). Therefore, baby steps can be taken, firstly, by the implementation of some pay for pay propositions of Johnson and Acquaviva, (2012) which have been implemented through legislation in states such as Nebraska and California which allow colleges to compensate athletes. The NCAA has however proven adamant and is blocking institutions in these states to do so.  
	· That while athletic scholarships provide ‘free education’ this is far from realities on the ground. Today’s ‘full scholarships’ for college student-athletes only include tuition, rooms, fees, boards, and books. While these scholarships can be worth anywhere between $30,000-$200,000, the four-year period figures of $20,000-$100,000 accurately represent the cost of these scholarships; these colleges scholarships however, in any case, come $2000 short of the realist costs of attending a college (Mondello et al., 2013).
· The ‘plantation system’ analogy depicts athlete exploitation: that the coaches become overseers of the player’s works (the workers in this case) who enrich the universities (their masters) while they themselves receive less for their effort. athletes can not quite freely without a penalty. 
· While many student-athletes know that they get into scholarships to attend school and play their favorite sports, however, most are not aware of the ‘real deal' of these scholarships, as at the time of signing, they have little to no understanding of what they sign. Besides, these scholarships are never guaranteed (annual renewals) and can be terminated at any moment (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2015). They sometimes are also enticed by fringe benefits on the way to attainment of their degree.
· While universities rightfully offer more than education for the student-athletes, most of these athletes do not take advantage of these opportunities to enrich their college experiences (Johnson & Acquaviva, 2012). Exemplifying this is the fact that few, of the college student athletes with scholarships, are ever allowed to participate intramural contests for their coaches’ fear injuries. Besides, these students are overscheduled with sessions in weight training, field practices, study halls, individual workouts, film study, travel, competition, and film study as an attempt for the athletes to maintain a focus on their sports.
· While these athletes may be receiving education and attaining degrees, there exist numerous examples showing that the pockets of some of these athletes do not indeed receive a quality education. 
· The student-athletes are only as valuable to their colleges as they are healthy. Any career-ending injuries result in the revoke of their scholarships in the face of adding up medical bills (Johnson & Acquaviva, 2012).
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	· The NCAA does not support the pay for play, claiming that it will lead to college sports fans staying at home and tuning out.
· Learning institutions for which these student-athletes play for who do not wish to part ways with the millions of dollars raked in per year
· Sports journalists who oppose the idea of paying student-athletes. 
· The public whose opinion continues to be shaped over the years.
· Athletic administrators, athletic directors, and coaches who earn a lump sum of money from coaching student-athletes.  
· College sports advertising teams.
	· Various scholars in sport management
· Some popular media sport journalists.
· Members of the general public. 
· The NCAA.
· College administrators 
· Some college sport directors.
	· The NCAA through court cases, the shaping of public opinion and public comments against the issues of paying student-athletes (Mondello et al., 2013).
· Major universities and colleges who do not want to part with the millions that they rake in annually from student athletes participating in basketball and football games.
· Top coaches who are earning a lump sum amount of money from college coaching.
· Court judges whose decisions on significant cases on the compensation of student-athletes are based on personal experiences outside the courtroom.
	· The which NCAA defends amateurism, and in turn ends up being exploitative (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2018).
· The courts which are torn between the legal definition of the phenomena of amateurism and its implication in the payment of student-athletes, which to a more considerable extent is shaped by the judge’s biases based on their experiences outside the courtroom.
· There exist ambiguities on the importance of each sport, and the amount of compensation participant athletes are to receive.
	· Public opinion on the issue of college student-athletes has significantly been shaped by the NCAA which has had a 100-year head start. The issues of paying college student-athletes raise legitimate concerns which have to be addressed. However, the implementation of various propositions as postulated by Mondello et al., (2013) can address some of the concerns. In this sense then, I do not agree with the proposition that student-athletes should not be paid; a way can be found to compensate them for their talent.
	· Paying college student-athletes would exacerbate the corruption and other scandals that have been well documented in college athletics; this would also lead to exponential increments in the need for concerted efforts of NCAA oversight – an enormous task by all accounts. Other practical issues compounding this include on the amount to be paid; on whether these amounts are to be based on the importance of the sports played; what happens when athletes get a career ending injuries; and what is some of these athletes are not talented. The issue raises more questions than answers (Johnson & Acquaviva, 2012).
· The offering of salaries, and scrapping of student scholarships would imply that college student athletes would be legible to paying taxes. Depending on their incomes, some of these taxes would be so high as to significantly reduce their earnings to levels where they are barely enough to cover tuition (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2015).
· Universities offer more than education. Other facilities provided to student-athletes include finesses facilities, intramural sports and lecture series by prominent people (among others) which typify university experiences (Johnson & Acquaviva, 2012). Besides, colleges are self-contained acres of socializing and learning. College student-athletes only have to participate in college activities to receive these benefits.
· The scholarship is the best options; there are no questions on the use of scholarship monies. College and university student athletes on the other hand would potentially spend salaries earned on wants, in contrast to necessities. This is a recipe for debts which would otherwise have been avoided by a scholarship program.
· Paying student-athletes has the potential of changing the very nature of college athletics. College student-athletes are given a real opportunity to earn positions into college teams. This presents them with opportunities to move into bigger stages (although 7% of them get to bigger stages) (Sanderson & Siegfried, 2015). 
· Salaries may serve as one of the incentives for college student athletes’ commitments to universities or colleges with the highest paying offers (Johnson & Acquaviva, 2012). The next year, these athletes may transfer to other schools with even bigger offers. And before one knows it, college schools would become a business, and potential lead to the fall of other collegiate activities. Besides the monies spent in paying these athletes m must be sought from other sources, risking the cutting of other college programs.
· While some of the college student-athletes may play at some of the advanced levels, they are students who are not playing professionally. The students are not obligated to play sports as a jo; they are in school to learn. Being able to play on college sports is a privilege that comes with the pursuit of their academics.
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