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The Idaho Geological Survey has had success over the past few years in requesting nontraditional 
funding partners to support geologic mapping in the state. Funding partners have included Idaho 
Transportation Department, Idaho Department of Emergency Management, UI Biology 
Department/EPSCOR grants, and private mining companies.  Our keys to success are knowing the states 
economy, mineral resources, counties, knowing funding sources, university/social/professional 
networking, and watching the market. Open a discussion: I would like to hear from other surveys and/or 
geologists about their successes in leveraging external support for geologic mapping. 
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Idaho Geological 
Survey Mapping
u Priority areas determined by 

population, transportation 
corridors, hazards, minerals, oil 
and gas, and scientific. 

u Goal cover state with modern 
digital geologic mapping 

u 100k quadrangles (30’x60’) at 
a scale of 1:24,000k
u 7.5’ quadrangles

u Compile where possible
u As of 2019 ~39% complete



Public funding for 
mapping

u STATEMAP/EDMAP/FEDMAP

u 1 time funds Earth MRI/Earthscope/etc…

u Department of transportation ($$$)

u 5-7.5’ quads in recent years

u Landslide maps

u Water resources ($$$) 

u Department of Emergency Management ($$$)

u 5 liquifaction and susceptibility maps

u University research- ($-$$$)

u Snail maps- 1 7.5’ quad (potentially 2 more)

u Environmental quality ($$)

u Department of Natural Resources- Forestry ($$)

u National Parks ($$)

u State Parks ($)



Private funding for 
mapping

u Museums/Endowments ($-$$$)

u Oil and gas companies ($$$)
u Mining companies ($-$$$) 

u Aggregate companies ($$)

GOOD AND THE BADS
u GOOD

u No match

u No restrictions

u Agreements can be tricky

u Often willing to share proprietary data

u BAD
u Scale or spatial limitation

u Can get mired in details only they may be 
interested.

u Ensuring all data produce is public



Private funding
for mapping 

u 4 maps in recent years
u Geologic networking

u Friends from college

u Local grads working for companies

u GSA

u Know your state’s economic geology
u Watch the market 

u last year Cobalt ~$50/lb

u Today ~$15/lb

u Monitor mining claims
u Mining

u Outside of Nevada know the Canadian majors 
and juniors

u Lament the recent drought of Stanley Cup 
victories in Canada.

Canadian 
Juniors



Discussion

u How has your survey leveraged private 
industry or other resources to benefit your 
states geologic mapping needs.
u well data

u Drilling data

u Geophysical

u 3-D/2-D Seismic

u Aeromag

u gravity
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