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(i) 

QUESTION PRESENTED 

Whether the Ninth Circuit erroneously held, in 
conflict with decisions of other circuits and general an-
titrust principles, that the National Collegiate Athletic 
Association eligibility rules regarding compensation of 
student-athletes violate federal antitrust law. 
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(ii) 

PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDINGS 

Petitioner, defendant-appellant below, is the Na-
tional Collegiate Athletic Association. 

Respondents, plaintiffs-appellees below, are Shawne 
Alston; Don Banks; Duane Bennett; John Bohannon; 
Barry Brunetti; India Chaney; Chris Davenport; Dax 
Dellenbach; Sharrif Floyd; Kendall Gregory-McGhee; 
Justine Hartman; Nigel Hayes; Ashley Holliday; Da-
lenta Jameral Stephens; Alec James; Afure Jemerigbe; 
Martin Jenkins; Kenyata Johnson; Nicholas Kindler; 
Alex Lauricella; Johnathan Moore; Kevin Perry; An-
fornee Stewart; Chris Stone; Kyle Theret; Michel’le 
Thomas; Kendall Timmons; and William Tyndall. 

Other defendants-appellants below were the Ameri-
can Athletic Conference; the Atlantic Coast Confer-
ence; The Big Ten Conference, Inc.; The Big 12 Confer-
ence, Inc.; Conference USA; the Mid-American Confer-
ence; the Mountain West Conference; the Pac-12 Con-
ference; the Southeastern Conference; the Sun Belt 
Conference; and the Western Athletic Conference.  

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

The National Collegiate Athletic Association is an 
unincorporated, non-profit membership association 
composed of over 1,200 member schools and confer-
ences.  It has no corporate parent, and no publicly held 
corporation owns 10 percent or more of its stock. 

RELATED PROCEEDINGS 

United States District Court (N.D. Cal.): 

A. House et al. v. NCAA et al., No. 4:20-cv-3919. 

B. Jenkins et al. v. National Collegiate Athletic 
Association et al., No. 4:14-cv-2758 (dismissed). 
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