(Slip Opinion)

NOTICE : This opinion is subject to formal revision before publication
in the preliminary print of the United States Reports. Readers are re-
quested to notify the Reporter of Decisions, Supreme Court of the
United States, Washington, D.C. 20543, of any typographical or other
formal errors, in order that corrections may be made before the pre-
liminary print goes to press.

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No. 31, Orig.
State of Utah, Plaintiff,

v,
United States.

On Exceptions to Report of
Special Master.

[February 19, 1975]

Per Curiam.

We heard oral argument upon the Exceptions to the
Report of the Special Master filed by the United States.
419 U. S. — (1974). We overrule the Exceptions and
adopt, and direct the entry of, the Decree proposed by
the Special Master except that, as agreed by the parties,
Paragraph No. 1 of the proposed Decree is modified in
form by revising the phrasing of the opening paragraph
to read as follows:

“1. Subject to any federal regulatory authority
that may extend to the Great Salt Lake or its shore-
lands, the United States of America, its departments
and agencies, are enjoined from asserting against the
State of Utah any claim of right, title and interest:”

Further, Finding of Fact No. 10 is adjusted, as agreed
by the parties, by inserting 4200.8 in lieu of 4200.2, and
by inserting 396,000 in lieu of 325,000.

For the purpose of giving effect to the above, the fol-
lowing decree is hereby entered.

Tt is ordered, adjudged and decreed that:

“1. Subject to any federal regulatory authority
that may extend to the Great Salt Lake or its shore-
lands, the United States of America, its departments
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and agencies, are enjoined from asserting against the
State of Utah any claim of right, title and interest:

(a) to any of the exposed shorelands situated be-
tween the edge of the waters of the Great Salt Lake
on June 15, 1967, and the bed of the Lake on Janu-
ary 4, 1896, when Utah became a State, with the
exception of any lands within the Bear River Migra-
tory Bird Refuge and the Weber Basin federal rec-
lamation project;

“(b) to the natural resources and living organisms
in or beneath any of the exposed shorelands of the
Great Salt Lake delineated in (a) above; and

“(c¢) to the natural resources and living organisms
either within the waters of the Great Salt Lake, or
extracted therefrom, as delineated in (a) above.

“2. The State of Utah is not required to pay the
United States, through the Secretary of the Interior,
for the exposed shorelands, including any minerals,
delineated in paragraph 1 above of this decree.

“3. There remains the question whether any lands
within the meander line of the Great Salt Lake (as
duly surveyed prior to or in accordance with section
1 of the Act of June 3, 1966, 80 Stat. 192), and con-
veyed by quitelaim deed to the State of Utah, in-
cluded any federally owned uplands above the bed
of the Lake on the date of statehood (January 4,
1896) which the United States still owned prior to
the conveyance to Utah.* In the absence of agree-
ment between the parties disposing of the above
question or of the necessity for further proceedings
with respect thereto, the Special Master is directed
to hold such hearings, take such evidence, and con-
duct such proceedings with respect to that question

*As appears from p. 4 of the Special Master’s Report the parties
have reserved their position with respect to this question.
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as he deems appropriate and, in due course, to report
his recommendations to the Court.

“4, The prayer of the United States of America
in its answer to the State of Utah’s Complaint that
this Court ‘confirm, declare and establish that the
United States is the owner of all right, title and
interest in all of the lands described in Section 2 of
the Act of June 3, 1966, 80 Stat. 192, as amended
by the Act of August 23, 1966, 80 Stat. 349, and that
the State of Utah is without any right, title or inter-
est in such lands, save for the right to have these
lands conveyed to it by the United States, and to
pay for them, In accordance with the provisions of
the Act of June 3, 1966, as amended,’ is denied.”

It is so ordered.

MER. JusTicE MARSHALL took no part in the considera-
tion or decision of this case.
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