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To: Ronald V. Dellums Federal Building & United States Courthouse
do Class Action Clerk

From: Christopher Lutzel NCAA ECID #1210014608
Date: January 31, 2025
Re: Objection to Approval of Settlement in In re: College Athlete NIL Litigation (House), Case
No. 4:20-cv-03919

To Whom It May Concern,

I am submitting this formal written objection to the above subject class action settlement
approval as it specifically relates to the class of the "Settlement Football and Men's Basketball
Class." My basis of this objection is simple in that in conferring with similarly situated individuals,
it is our contention that this specific class fails to represent the entirety of the purported subject
class and purpose for same given the blanket qualification of a full Grant-in-Aid ("GIA")
scholarship in order to be a member of this specific class.

It is my understanding that the purpose of this class is to make this specific class whole as
it relates to lost opportunity to profit off of name, image, and likeness ("NIL") between June 15,
2016, and September 15, 2024. While this Court and the class counsel may argue that there are
avenues for non-full GIA athletes to recover under this suit, that recovery would exclude any
potential recovery for broadcast distributions for competing at the Power Five level in a major
sport, such as football or basketball. Per the delineated website which has been set up to aid any
potential recipients of any distribution, it is clear that the majority of all funds being paid in this
matter will arise from the broadcast distributions that apply specifically to the "Setdement Football
and Men's Basketball Class." Furthermore, it is apparent that the logic in the class distinction is
that the recipients of the full GIA scholarships were likely the individuals who did not receive the
benefits of NIL distributions while the respective athletic conferences and universities profited off
their performance and the airing of same across the various broadcasting networks associated with
the Power Five Conferences. However, what this class distinction, between full GIA recipients
and non-GIA recipients, fails to address, is the potential for circumstances where certain athletes
were in fact major contributors and/or starters on their respective Power Five athletic teams, yet
did not receive a full GIA scholarship for their respective reasons. That being said, multiple
universities, Power Five conferences, and broadcast networks alike still did in fact profit off these
specific athlete's names, images, and likeness despite them not having received a full GIA
scholarship. Therefore, these specific individuals could not be made whole in this class action
matter as their contributions, as the classes are currently separated, are wholly ignored and not
accounted for.
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