The case is still only at the preliminary-injunction stage. Even the Ohio Supreme Court's eventual ruling won't end it; it will mostly decide whether the players can keep playing while the case goes back to the trial court.
Where It Stands Now
The history so far. Hamilton County Common Pleas Judge Christopher Wagner granted the injunction on July 9. The First District Court of Appeals reversed it on October 2, and the players' lawyers appealed to the Ohio Supreme Court four days later. Governor DeWine signed Executive Order 2026-04D on October 13.
The Supreme Court's October 14 order. The day after the executive order, the Supreme Court stayed the appeals court's decision, which put the injunction back in force for all the plaintiffs. It ordered both sides to file simultaneous supplemental briefs on the effect of the order, no longer than 15 pages, due at 5 p.m. on October 19.
Remaining Steps
The Ohio Supreme Court steps below reflect my reading of the court's standard practice for discretionary appeals. The court can shorten or combine any of them.
In the Ohio Supreme Court
Supplemental briefs (October 19). Both sides argue what the executive order means for the case.
Deciding whether to take the appeal. The Ohio Supreme Court chooses which appeals it hears. The players argue the case is important enough to hear, the NCAA responds, and the justices vote to accept or decline. If the court declines, the appeals court's reversal stands and the stay presumably ends. The court could also rule on the executive order question alone, or decide the case without full briefing.
Full briefing and oral argument, if the appeal is accepted. On a normal schedule this takes months. Expediting would most likely happen here, since the issue is eligibility for a basketball season that ends in the spring.
The Supreme Court's decision. Even a win for the players only confirms the preliminary injunction, which keeps them eligible while the lawsuit continues. It doesn't decide the underlying contract claims.
Back in the Trial Court
The merits before Judge Wagner. The trial court still has to rule on the actual claims, through a hearing on a permanent injunction, a summary judgment, or a trial.
Appeals of the final judgment. Whoever loses can go back through the First District and the Ohio Supreme Court. These are state-law claims, so review by the U.S. Supreme Court is unlikely unless a federal issue arises.
Parallel Developments That Could Change the Outcome
A challenge to the executive order. Sportico notes the order could be challenged in court, likely under the Dormant Commerce Clause and the Contract Clause, on the theory that it lets member schools break contractual duties they owe the NCAA. The NCAA used commerce-clause arguments to defeat a Nevada state law in the 1990s. A ruling against the order would undercut whatever weight the Ohio Supreme Court gives it. The order also says it does not direct courts handling pending lawsuits.
The Protect College Sports Act. The House is preparing to consider the bill, which would write the NCAA's eligibility rule into federal law. If it passes in that form, it could override both the lawsuit and the executive order.
The calendar. This is my own analysis. The relief sought is eligibility for 2026-27 only, so once the season ends the core dispute may become moot. The fight would then shift to whether the NCAA can penalize schools afterward for having played these athletes. In practice, the "ultimate conclusion" may be whatever status the players hold when the season ends.
On the Speculation About the Timing
Why people are suspicious. On September 23 the court denied the players' emergency motion to restore the injunction. On September 28 it dismissed an earlier version of the appeal; the notice I found doesn't say why, though likely the appeals court hadn't decided the case yet, which is my inference. On October 14, one day after the executive order, it granted essentially the same relief.
The procedural explanation. The October 2 appellate decision put the case in a proper posture for review, and the executive order is a new legal development the court would have to address anyway. Both explanations fit the facts I found.
Justice Pat DeWine. In 2021 he declined to recuse himself from the redistricting litigation, in which his father was a named party. Here the governor isn't a party, but his order is now a direct subject of the briefing. I found no reporting on whether Justice DeWine is participating in this case. The court's daily case announcements would show it once he votes or steps aside.
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