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Watershed Health Scores compare and rank various aspects of ecological health 
across Minnesota.  Index values are based on a variety of data sources, calculations 
and scientific approaches.  Each index is scored on a scale from 0 to 100, with 0 being 
the least desirable result or condtion to 100 being the best existing condition or most 
desirable result.  Major watershed scale rankings may mask the range of conditions 
that occur at more local scales.  A high score may indicate the least impacted condition 
in Minnesota, not necessarily a healthy condition.

November, 2011

Watershed Assessment Tool
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/watershed_tool

Mean Watershed 
Health Scores

*

 *These index values are influenced by very low scores associated with dense urban use of resources.  This gives comparatively 
high scores for outstate Minnesota.  Viewing input data is necessary to evaluate possible watershed scale concerns.  

**




