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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Oklahoma addresses cross-motions for

summary judgment in Oscar Brownfield’s action against Tahlequah Public Schools and individual

defendants. The court grants defendants’ motion on all claims except Brownfield’s Title IX retaliation

claim against the school district, based on factual disputes concerning his coaching position and

substitute-teacher status, and denies Brownfield’s motion. The court holds his Rule 11 sanctions

motion in abeyance pending a show-cause hearing.
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The parties filed cross-motions for summary judgment concerning
Title IX retaliation, Title VII retaliation, and First Amendment claims
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

Summary judgment is appropriate when the record shows no genuine
dispute as to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment
as a matter of law. The court viewed evidence in the light most
favorable to the nonmoving party and applied the McDonnell Douglas
burden-shifting framework to the Title IX and Title VII retaliation
claims. First Amendment retaliation claims were evaluated under the
constitutional elements requiring protected activity, an injury that

would chill a person of ordinary firmness, and retaliatory motivation.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether genuine disputes of material fact precluded summary judgment on Brownfield's Title IX
retaliation claim based on his alleged removal from the youth wrestling coaching position and the TPS

substitute-teacher list.

. Whether the October 2019 letter, standing alone, constituted a materially adverse action for purposes of

Title IX retaliation.

. Whether TPS was entitled to summary judgment on Brownfield's Title VII retaliation claim arising from

his nonselection for a 2021 teaching and coaching position.

. Whether Brownfield established the elements of First Amendment retaliation under 42 U.S.C. § 1983
against TPS and the individual defendants.

. Whether the individual defendants were entitled to qualified immunity.

OLDINGS

. Summary judgment was denied because genuine disputes of material fact remained regarding whether
TPS influenced or controlled Brownfield's removal from the youth wrestling coaching position and
whether and why TPS personnel removed him from the substitute-teacher list after his protected Title IX

activity.

. The October 2019 letter, which addressed Brownfield's requested board meeting and warned him about
conduct toward school staff, was not a materially adverse action because it would not dissuade a
reasonable person from engaging in protected activity.

. TPS was entitled to summary judgment on the Title VII retaliation claim because Brownfield failed to
show that TPS's legitimate, nondiscriminatory reasons for not interviewing or hiring him were

pretextual.

. TPS and the individual defendants were entitled to summary judgment on Brownfield's First
Amendment claims because the undisputed facts did not show an injury that would chill a person of

ordinary firmness from continuing to engage in protected activity.



5. Ashlock, Cloud, and Mashburn were entitled to qualified immunity because Brownfield failed to

establish that they violated a constitutional or statutory right.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“While not unrelated to the Title IX claim, as the requested Title IX hearing with the School Board is

discussed in the letter, the letter does not constitute an action that would dissuade a reasonable person from
engaging in protected activity.” (at 13)

“As such, “this circuit has held that ‘McDonnell Douglas has no useful role to play in First Amendment

retaliation cases.’”” (at 19)

“The undisputed facts, as interpreted in favor of Plaintiff as the nonmoving party, do not meet the rigorous
objective standard of actions that would chill a person of ordinary firmness.” (at 22)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Brownfield served as a volunteer youth wrestling coach affiliated with the Boys and Girls Club of Tahlequah and
worked intermittently as a TPS substitute teacher. In September 2019, he published a Facebook post criticizing
disparate treatment of female student athletes and made a Title IX complaint to TPS officials. He later
complained to the Office for Civil Rights and entered a resolution agreement with TPS. Brownfield alleged that
TPS influenced his removal from the youth wrestling coaching position and the substitute-teacher list and

retaliated against him by not interviewing or hiring him for a 2021 teaching and coaching position.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Brownfield filed the action in Oklahoma state court on September 10, 2021. Defendants removed it to the
Eastern District of Oklahoma on October 18, 2021. After amendment and partial dismissal, the remaining claims
were Title IX retaliation against TPS, First Amendment claims against TPS and individual defendants, Title VII
retaliation against TPS, and First Amendment retaliation claims against TPS and Mat Cloud. The court granted
Defendants' motion for summary judgment on all claims except the Title IX retaliation claim concerning
Brownfield's removal from the youth wrestling coach position and the substitute-teacher list, denied
Brownfield's cross-motion, and held his Rule 11 sanctions motion in abeyance.
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