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The National Atmospheric Deposition Program (NADP) was organized in 1978 by the
North Central Region of the State Agricultural Experiment Stations as Project NC-141 to
address the problem of atmospheric deposition and its effects on agriculture, forest, range-
lands, and fresh water streams and lakes. In 1982 the program was endorsed by all four
regions of the State Agricultural Experiment Stations and subsequently became Interregional
Project IR-7.

The assessment of the linkage between environmental effects and atmospheric deposition
requires a knowledge of geographical patterns of the chemical composition and flux of deposi-
tion on a national scale. To establish long term trends in composition and flux it is necessary
that these measurements be carried out for a period of ten years or longer. In response to
these needs, in 1978 the National Atmospheric Deposition Program established a regional
atmospheric deposition monitoring network with national coverage. In 1982, the federally-
supported National Acid Precipitation Assessment Program (NAPAP) was established to pro-
vide broadened support for research into the causes and eflects of acid deposition. This pro-
gram included research, monitoring, and assessment activities that emphasized the timely
development of a firm scientific basis for decision making.

As a result of its experience in designing, organizing, and operating a national scale
monitoring network, NADP was asked in 1982 to assume responsibility for coordinating the
operation of the National Trends Network (NTN) of NAPAP, Since NADP and NTN had com-
mon siting criteria and operational procedures as well as sharing a common analytical labora-
tory, the networks were merged with the designation NADP/NTN. As a result of NAPAP sup-
port, approximately 50 additional sites supported by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) were
added to the network for a total of 200 sites by 1986.

In addition to the State Agricultural Experiment Stations, NADFP research and monitor-
ing is supported under NAPAP by the USGS, the US. Department of Agriculture (USDA)
Cooperative States Research Service (CSRS) and U.S. Forest Service (USFS), the National Park
Service (NPS), Bureau of Land Management (BLM), National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Additional support
is provided by various state agencies, public utilities, and industry.

For further information, Please write or call:

J.H. Gibson

NADP/NTN Coordinator

Natural Resource Ecology Laboratory
Colorado State University

Fort Collins, CO 80523

(303) 491-1978
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