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Insight into the Geological Survey Priorities from USGS Budget

WANG Xue-ping, WANG Xiao-li, XU Jia-jia, LIU Yong-quan
( National Geological Library of China, Beijing 100083, China )

Abstract; Differences of USGS fiscal budget in recent years reflect the USGS administration priorities variation
among its mission areas. From which, can insight also USGS’ s strategy adjust to meet the national strategy needs.
Fiscal Year 2015 proposed budget of USGS highlights on areas of ecosystem programs, water resources manage-
ment, the impact of hydraulic fracturing related to development of natural gas resources, data innovation and map-
ping initiative etc. Based on the analysis of USGS budget since 1995, taken account China economic new situa-
tion, the article suggests that China geological survey works focus to clean energy, minerals and water resources to
service the national strategy of ecological civilization.

Key words: USGS; geological survey; ecosystem program; water resources management





