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KEY CHALLENGE: DETERMINE IF THE CURRENT STATUTORY STRUCTURE FOR THE POST FINAL 
DECREE ADMINISTRATION AND REGULATION OF WATER RIGHTS IS ADEQUATE TO MEET FUTURE 
WATER POLICY OBJECTIVES 

WHY  

Over the past ten years, questions have arisen about the future roles of the judiciary, water commissioners, and 
the DNRC. As some basins in Montana near completion of the adjudication of pre-1973 “existing water rights,” 
there will be an increased focus and need for administration of all water rights on a source (i.e., existing rights, 
permits, certificates, water reservations, and compacted federal reserved water rights). Montana needs to clearly 
define the roles for administration of water rights to ensure a smooth transition to post-adjudication distribution, 
management, and enforcement roles. 

ACTION PLAN 

1. WRD will lead a facilitated stakeholder conversation on the roles and responsibilities of water 
administration and management after final decree issuance. Beginning in early 2022, stakeholders will 
begin discussion of these topics:   

o Current and post-adjudication roles and jurisdictions of district courts, water courts, and DNRC;  
o Role of final decrees;  
o Enforcement of final decrees; and  
o Water commissioner training and oversight.  

2. The recommendations from these efforts may lead to draft legislation for the 2023 legislative session.  

FRAMING QUESTIONS AND INFORMATION  

These initial framing questions are intended to provide a basis for the stakeholder working group to engage in a 
broad discussion, thoroughly analyze the issues, identify and bring forth additional information, and collectively 
develop recommendations to address the challenges. 

FRAMING QUESTION #1:  FINAL DECREES 

1. How should final decrees be incorporated into future water right administration and regulation?  
2. Are the current statutory provisions for corrections of mistakes and errors in final decrees adequate? 
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3. What notification process should be used?   

FRAMING QUESTION #2:  ROLE OF THE JUDICIARY  

1. Are there concerns with the current post-final decree system of judicial administration of water rights? If 
so:  

a. Identify concern(s); 
b. Identify the current statutory and regulatory frameworks and tools available to address those 

concern(s); 
c. Identify any additional tools or resources needed to address those concern(s);  
d. Identify potential statutory, regulatory, and policy solutions; and, 
e. Evaluate pros and cons of potential solutions. 

2. Additional considerations for any potential statutory, regulatory, and policy solutions developed (e.g., 
overlapping jurisdictions, appointment of judges)?  

FRAMING QUESTION #3: WATER DISTRIBUTION AND DISPUTES   

1. How should final decree and post-1973 appropriated water be distributed?  
a. Are additional rules, statutes and authority needed to better manage and distribute water?  

2. What is the role of water commissioners? Should every basin have a water commissioner?  
3. Who is responsible for water commissioner management and supervision?  

a. To whom should water commissioners report (District Court/Agency/Other)? 
b. How should Water commissioners be hired, trained, and managed? 
c. How are water commissioners represented in dissatisfied water user complaints? 

4. Is the current structure to train, support, and fund water commissioners adequate? 
5. What additional tools are needed to support water commissioners?  
6. How are water commissioners’ records maintained and standardized?  

a. Should water records be standardized? 
b. How should they be standardized?   
c. Who should be responsible for maintaining water commissioners’ records? 
d. Should yearly water commissioners’ records be maintained locally, centrally, or both?  
e. Should records be digitized and added to individual water right records? 

7. What is the relationship between water commissioners and the District Courts? Is there a need to 
improve consistency?  

FRAMING QUESTION #4: WATER COMPLAINTS AND ENFORCEMENT  

1. In what circumstances do stakeholders want water enforcement? Are there certain times of the year or 
locations where enforcement is more efficient and beneficial?  

2. Are there additional statutory or administrative remedies needed to enforce water rights?  
3. Are there additional judicial remedies needed to enforce water rights?  
4. Are there sufficient mechanisms to allow water users to enforce against other water users for “illegal” 

water use?   
5. What role, if any, should water measurement and reporting serve in enforcement?   

FRAMING QUESTION #5: LEGAL VULNERABILITIES 

1. Any policy recommendations that the Working Group develops, the Executive legal team will determine if 
any legal vulnerabilities exist and develop remedies to resolve them (including McCarran Amendment).  
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