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06 Editorial Cartooning
INSTRUCTIONS:
• Complete your hand
drawn cartoon on plain
8 1/2-by-11-inch white
paper.

• Scan your design
and save as a PDF.

• Entries MUST be
uploaded between
Sept. 14 and Oct.
19, 2020, by 7 p.m.
Eastern, 6 p.m.
Central, 5 p.m.
Mountain, 4 p.m.
Pacific, 3 p.m. Alaska
and 1 p.m. Hawaii
time.

DO NOT 
INCLUDE YOUR 
NAME OR 
SCHOOL NAME 
ON YOUR ENTRY. 

Assignment:
Carefully read the prompt and supporting material on this topic. You will hand draw an editorial 
cartoon that would be used for publication in a high school newspaper or newsmagazine. Do not 
make any reference to your school or publication. Complete your cartoon on plain 8 1/2-by-11-inch 
white paper in ink. Your final draft may be in ink or pencil, color or black and white, but it must be 
clean and legible. You may use the information provided to support your ideas, but do not make up 
additional facts or quotes or use any material other than information provided to you for this contest. 

Topic:  Paying Collegiate Athletes
by Tiffany Patterson, May 29, 2019 

Elite professional athletes regularly draw salaries reaching into the millions. The minimum annual 
salary for players in the four major sports leagues is well into the six-figure range, and it’s not 
uncommon for star players to receive multi-year contracts worth more than $100 million.

If you’re a college athlete, though, you don’t make a dime.

The debate over whether college athletes should be paid for their services has existed for decades. 
It’s only intensified as the National Collegiate Athletics Association has seen revenues soar in recent 
years. Critics of the idea insist that college athletes are students first, with athletics merely an 
extracurricular. To them, introducing pay would be a logistical nightmare, hurting college sports more 
than helping it.

Proponents of paying athletes contend that many of these students spend almost a conventional 
work week participating in athletic activities. They also bring in mountains of revenue for their 
universities. These advocates contend that any logistical complications are the problems of the 
NCAA, not the players. Clearly, the conversation surrounding the issue is complex, and there are 
various pros and cons.

Pro #1: College athletes put their bodies on the line each game they play.
In the 2013 NCAA basketball tournament, Louisville player Kevin Ware suffered a horrific injury to 
his lower right leg while attempting to block an opposing player’s shot. Six months later, Ware was 
healed and back to practicing. He was one of the lucky ones.

There have been numerous instances of players becoming paralyzed by hits or tackles on football 
fields or suffering career-ending ligament injuries on the basketball court. While professional athletes 
who suffer such injuries may have already made millions over the course of their careers, it’s a 
very different story for unpaid college athletes. Elite college athletes on the cusp of an eventual 
professional career may be faced with the prospect of never realizing their professional dreams – 
and never earning a dollar for their skills.

These athletes are risking their bodies and physical health at a chance to play a game they love. 
That attack surely merits compensation.

Pro #2: Student-athletes generate serious revenue.
In 2017, the NCAA reached a financial milestone when it reported $1.1 billion in revenue. The lion’s 
share of that money is from a gargantuan TV contract with CBS and Turner, the company that owns 
TNT and TBS. These companies are paying a combined $800 million a year to broadcast March 
Madness, and the players that make the tournament possible don’t see any money. Advocates of 
paying college athletes frequently point to this imbalance as one of their core talking points.
The revenue generating doesn’t stop there, though. College athletes, especially those who excel 
in football or basketball, help their schools generate revenue through ticket sales, appearances at 
alumni fundraising events and, more abstractly, through promotion of the school’s brand.
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Pro #3: Playing college sports is time-consuming and expensive.
According to a 2017 NCAA survey, Division I student athletes spend an average of 35.4 hours per week on athletic activities 
during the season. That leaves little to no time to have a job on campus. According to that same NCAA survey, Division I 
athletes spent 2% of their time each week at a job. This is equivalent to 3.4 hours and roughly $25 at a minimum wage job. 
Suffice it to say that the opportunity cost of participating in college athletics is immense. If a college athlete were to spend 
those 35.4 hours working at the federal minimum wage, they’d have an extra $1,000 a month. That’s not insignificant to a 
college student.

Pro #4: Paying college athletes would help to begin creating a sense of financial awareness.
Another benefit of paying college athletes is that it could help teach the basics of personal finances to athletes, many of whom 
have dealt with very public financial struggles after retirement. The ESPN documentary “Broke” gave an inside view of the 
financial woes of many professional athletes, noting that around 60% of NBA players are broke within five years of retirement.

Many of these players blamed poor investments, trusting unethical financial advisers and lavish spending habits as the reason 
for their money troubles. If schools were to begin paying players, they could also help these students build a foundation of 
financial literacy. This would allow them to introduce these students to financial advisers who had their best interests in mind. 
Whether or not these college athletes went on to play professionally, they would at least have some type of financial literacy to 
carry with them into whatever career they choose.

Pro #5: Paying college athletes will provide incentives for the top talent to participate.
Marquee college sports like football and basketball are undeniably star-studded. However, recent years have seen more 
and more athletes seek alternative paths on their way to the pros. This is particularly true in men’s basketball. Players like 
Emmanuel Mudiay, Brandon Jennings, Josh Huestis and Anfernee Simons have all made headlines for their decisions to skip 
a perfunctory year of college and instead either train exclusively for the NBA draft or play professionally abroad.

None of these players on their own are costing the NCAA revenue with their decisions to abstain. However, as the alternatives 
to Division I sports become more and more attractive, particularly for those players who view the pros as more of inevitability 
than a long shot, the NCAA’s hand may be forced.

Con #1: Many student-athletes already receive scholarships and other benefits.
While not all student-athletes are on scholarship, many are. This is especially true for those who are playing for athletic 
programs that are competing for national championships. In addition to free tuition and room and board, these college 
athletes also often receive stipends to help towards books and other basic needs. This money does not have to be paid back. 
Most other students are not receiving these benefits. They’ll come out of school with a great deal of student loan debt like 
most of their classmates. Thus, in comparison, student-athletes already have it easier, financially, than most of the students at 
their school.

Con #2: Paying college athletes would be a logistical quagmire.
The logistics governing any sort of pay structure for college athletes is unavoidably complicated. Questions about the details 
are plentiful, and answers are scarce. Should only college athletes in the most popular and profitable sports (football and 
basketball) be paid? If not, what money should be used to pay the baseball players, soccer players and fencers? Is it the 
responsibility of the school or the NCAA? How much should students-athletes earn? How often would they get a check?

Con #3: Few college sports programs are profitable.
According to economist Jeffrey Dorfman, only a few collegiate sports actually bring in money for their schools. College 
football, as well as men’s and women’s basketball, are big moneymakers, but most other programs actually lose money. Many 
athletic departments across the country use some of the proceeds from the football and basketball programs to subsidize the 
other athletics programs on campus. If the schools also had to pay their athletes, it’s unclear whether institutions beyond the 
top athletics programs in the country could actually foot the bill.


