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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court addressed an emergency-stay motion and request for an expedited

alternative writ of prohibition concerning a trial court's temporary restraining order against

enforcement of the Ohio High School Athletic Association's Competitive Balance Rules. The majority

granted the motion and stayed enforcement of the restraining order pending resolution, while

dissenting opinions would have denied or limited the stay and, in one instance, granted a peremptory

writ.
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1. Whether the Supreme Court of Ohio should grant an emergency stay of the trial court's temporary

restraining order.



2. Whether the Supreme Court of Ohio should issue an expedited alternative writ of prohibition when the

trial court had already found that the arbitrariness exception to deference toward the Ohio High School
Athletic Association applied.

HOLDINGS

1. In the dissent's view, the alternative writ should be denied because the trial court's finding that the

arbitrariness exception applied established jurisdiction in the circumstances of the case.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This court previously held that OHSAA is "an unincorporated association, and the decisions of the tribunals
of such association with respect to its internal affairs will, in the absence of mistake, fraud, collusion or
arbitrariness, be accepted by the courts as conclusive."” (64, 9 2)

“Because the trial court has already found that the exception applies, the court has jurisdiction in this

instance. Accordingly, I would deny the writ.” (64, 9 4)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Ohio High School Athletic Association used Competitive Balance Rules to determine the divisions in which
schools' teams would compete in tournaments. The trial judge found that the rules were arbitrary because they
did not consider whether an individual school's team was competitive or account for the effect on Catholic

schools whose students came from multiple feeder schools, and issued a temporary restraining order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court issued a temporary restraining order barring enforcement or implementation of the Competitive
Balance Rules and found that the Ohio High School Athletic Association had acted arbitrarily. The Supreme
Court of Ohio's majority granted the motion for an emergency stay and expedited alternative writ and established
a briefing schedule. Justice O'Donnell dissented, concluding that the stay and alternative writ should be denied

because the trial court had already found that the arbitrariness exception applied.
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