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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF PULASKI COUNTY, ARKANSAS 
SIXTEENTH DIVISION 

 
 
MATTHEW CAMPBELL        PLAINTIFF 
 
v.     Case No. 60CV-22-6620 
 
CITY OF LITTLE ROCK                 DEFENDANT 
 

MOTION FOR SHOW CAUSE ORDER & FINDING OF CONTEMPT, 
WITH INCORPORATED BRIEF IN SUPPORT 

 
 COMES NOW the Plaintiff, and, for his Motion for Show Cause Order & Finding of 

Contempt, with Incorporated Brief in Support, he states: 

1. Plaintiff filed the original appeal from denial of rights in this matter on September 22, 2022, 

and an amended appeal from denial of rights on October 11, 2022. Both of these pleadings 

included “All monthly cell phone statements for any phone used by Frank Scott Jr. from 

1/1/2019 to present” as the first AFOIA request that Defendant had failed to provide. 

2. Defendant answered both the original and amended complaints. As it relates to the request 

for telephone records, Defendant admitted to every allegation in the amended complaint 

related to the requested telephone records. See Def.’s Answer Amend. Compl., at ¶¶ 7-12. 

3. Importantly, Defendant did not deny any allegations related to these records and did not 

reserve any objections to the production of same. See id. 

4. At a hearing on the amended complaint on October 25, 2022, Defendant again admitted to 

violating the AFOIA and stated that it would fully comply with the AFOIA and provide the 
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records on the timeline set by this Court. One of those provisions was that records would 

be produced at least every 48 hours. 

5. At that hearing, this Court stated that failure by Defendant to provide the records in 

accordance with the Court’s ruling would result in a show-cause order being issued to 

Mayor Frank Scott, Jr., as “the buck stops with the mayor” on these matters. 

6. On November 1, 2022, at a Little Rock Board of Directors meeting, Mayor Scott stated that 

he had attempted to call City Director Capi Peck to discuss allegations that the mayor had 

instructed a city employee not to provide requested records to a third party. 

7. City Director Peck confirmed to Plaintiff that Mayor Scott called her from his “personal” 

cell phone and that he always called her from that cell phone when discussing business 

related to the city. 

8. Mayor Scott had previously, repeatedly claimed that he did not use his personal cell phone 

for any city business. Because that assertion was now demonstrably false, Plaintiff 

contacted counsel for Defendant, asserting that this new information meant that Mayor 

Scott’s cell phone records for that “personal” phone were also subject to the AFOIA. See 

Exhibit A. 

9. Defendant’s attorneys acknowledged that the mayor’s own phone records were subject to 

the AFOIA based on this new information. See Exhibit B. 

10. The last records produced by Defendant related to the allegations in the amended 

complaint were received on November 2, 2022, at 12:51PM. Plaintiff previously agreed 

with Defendant’s request to stay this matter vis-à-vis two requests involving city records 
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held by Think Rubix. Thus, the Frank Scott telephone records are the only remaining 

records that are part of this action that have not been fully produced at this point. 

11. On Thursday, November 3, counsel for Defendant provided one set of records from Mayor 

Scott’s “personal” phone, to illustrate to Plaintiff what the records contained and what the 

redactions would look like. See Exhibit C. 

12. Plaintiff contacted Defendant’s attorneys shortly after receiving the example in Exhibit C, 

and he responded by pointing out that the redactions were improper and not in compliance 

with the AFOIA. See Exhibits D & E. 

13. Defendant’s attorney responded via email a short while later, laying out his position on the 

redactions. See Exhibit F. Plaintiff responded, noting, in pertinent part, 

the bottom half of page four has information about data used, total minutes 
on the phone, total text messages sent/received, etc. Included in those totals 
are the minutes used for calls made for city business, texts sent and received 
dealing with city business, etc.  That is the information that I object to being 
redacted on these records, and it is that information that I am 
unquestionably entitled to under the AFOIA. 

 
 Exhibit G. 
 

14. Despite the fact that (1) Defendant admitted to all of the allegations in the amended 

complaint related to these records; (2) Defendant conceded that the personal cell phone 

records were subject to the AFOIA; (3) nothing in the AFOIA allowing the city to redact 

any more information from those records than they would from city-owned-phone records 

that were subject to the AFOIA, Defendant’s proposed redactions to Mayor Scott’s 

personal phone records purport to redact every bit of information contained therein. 
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15. Specifically, and most importantly, Defendant intends to redact the total number of 

telephone calls, total number of minutes used, total number of text messages sent/received, 

and total amount of data used. 

16. These records do not contain a list of individual calls or texts, only the summary totals 

contained on page four of the sample production in Exhibit C. Defendant has already 

conceded that these records are subject to the AFOIA specifically because Scott uses that 

phone—i.e. makes telephone calls and sends texts—for city business. 

17. If there are no individual calls or texts in the records, the only part of the records that 

includes the very calls and texts that make the records subject to the AFOIA in the first 

place are the totals on page 4 of the sample in Exhibit C. 

18. Stated differently, any call or text that the mayor makes or received that is related to city 

business increases the number of calls or texts in those totals. Because the calls and texts 

are what make the records subject to the AFOIA in the first place, redaction of the total 

calls and texts, etc., is a clear violation of the AFOIA. 

19. It has now been more than 48 hours since Defendant produced any records related to this 

lawsuit that were produced in accordance with the AFOIA. 

20. Because Defendant refuses to provide these cell phone records without the improper 

redactions, because it has now been longer than this Court’s 48-hour deadline since 

responsive records have been provided, and because this Court specifically held that failure 

to comply with the Court’s ruling would result in a show-cause order for the Mayor, 

Plaintiff now requests such a show-cause order so that Mayor Scott can explain to this 
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Court why he does not believe that the information regarding total calls and texts should be 

provided to Plaintiff under the AFOIA. 

21. Concurrently with this motion, Plaintiff has submitted a proposed show-cause order. If it 

meets with this Court’s approval, Plaintiff asks that the Court set a date and time for a 

show-cause hearing and order that Mayor Scott show cause for why he should not be held 

in contempt for failing to provide properly redacted records in response to an AFOIA 

request that the city has already admitted must be provided. 

WHEREORE, based on the foregoing, Plaintiff prays that this Court will grant his motion 

and issue a show-cause order for Mayor Frank Scott Jr., that this Court will set a date and time at 

which Mayor Scott shall appear and show cause as to why he should not be held in contempt for 

failing to follow this Court’s order, that this Court will hold Mayor Scott in contempt for the failure 

to properly provide the records in accordance with this Court’s orders, that this Court impose any 

fines or fees upon Defendant as it deems appropriate for this contemptuous behavior, and that 

Plaintiff recover reasonable attorney’s fees related to the bringing of this motion and any hearing(s) 

related thereto. 

            

       Respectfully submitted, 

      /s/ Matthew D. Campbell  
      Ark. Bar No. 2009032 
      Pinnacle Law Firm, PLLC 
      104 Winnwood Rd. 
      Little Rock, AR 72207 
      (501) 396-9246 
      matt@pinnaclelawfirm.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I, Matthew D. Campbell, hereby certify that a true-and-correct copy of the foregoing has 

been served on all necessary persons via this Court’s eFlex system as of the date of filing by the 

Clerk of this Court. 

      /s/ Matthew D. Campbell  
 

 


