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An $83 million  Public Utility underwrote legal fees against a private irrigation shareholder during active litigation Lower Canal, JLC v. State Engineer, SLC.  Using Public funds to underwrite litigation for market advantage, to maintain monopoly, etc., and keep agreement "confidential"  is simply wrong and unethical.

User
Callout
Again, in SLC v. Big Ditch, Salt Lake City Public Utility offered to underwrite directly or indirectly litigation costs against private parties to gain and maintain market advantage, to maintain monopoly of Big Cottonwood Creek waters-- unethical.
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How could an agreement between a City and a non-profit irrigation company be "confidential"?



Transaction Report

SELECT Person/Entity ID's: 08638

01/30/08

Person/Entity 10: Name: BIG COTTONWOOD LOWER CANAL CO

AG-CC-OBJ CD Invoice Number Inv Dt. Job No.
PRJ NBR-ACT Secondary Ref Due Dt. CK Job No
Batch 10 Stat RelTo PR Num Item Rft Rcv Dt. Misc Tht
PO Number P/F P Addr Units Terms SC Pst Dt. Div Post
Prep Seq# De sc r iption Ck. Dt. Ck. No.
========== ========== ::;::;::;::;:::::;::;::;:::::::::::;=::::::= ::;;======== ==:;;::;::;=:;::;;;::;

Dist. Amt
Disc. Amt
Ret!. Amt

Tax/Tax2 Cd
Chg/Duty Cd
::::::::;:::::;:::::;::;=:::=

Inv Amt
Tax Amt
Tax2 Amt
Chrg Amt
Duty Amt
==:::::====

5103200-2329

APMS426A
CP051320
MS 0001
Acct:

PO
P P

OTHER

001112

BU .0000
PROFESSIONAL & TECH

Bid:

04/26/05 1777101
04/26/05 1777101

NB
04/26/05 AP 01

SE04/26/05 B140031233
Contract:

7,000.00
0.00
0.00

7,000.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Hit RETURN for more, PRINT to print page, CONTinue, or STOP:




