
March 11, 2011 
Design Options Working Group (DOWG) 
NEPA and EDS/EDT Questions for Scott Susman  
 
Questions are based on the information presented to the Design Options Working Group on 
December 8, 2010 and January 26, 2011 
 

1. Overarching NEPA question: Where in the FEIS for the ACWA program does it 
mention that an EDS/EDT may be used at Pueblo? The FEIS discusses a total 
destruction program that will deal with all parts of the munition, including the 
energetics. We have been unable to locate any reference to an EDS/EDT in the 
FEIS. It wasn’t until the stop-work order was rescinded and the new Bechtel design 
was accepted by DOD that the program was no longer dealing with a complete 
solution and the EDS/EDT and potentially shipping energetics off-site was 
discussed. 
 
Answer: Neither the Assembled Chemical Weapons Alternatives (ACWA) programmatic 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS, nor the Site Specific EIS,entitled 
Destruction of Chemical Munitions at Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colorado, March 2002, 
providea specific reference to using EDT for leakers and rejects for ACWA.  
Nevertheless the use of a Supplemental EA is the appropriate approach because 
EDT use has become part of the overall destruction program and is not anticipated 
to be a significant environmental impact.  The NEPA documentation for this 
action is being undertaken now because it is part of a new proposed action. There 
were references in the site specific EIS as well as the response to comments 
concerning use of blast chamber for contaminated explosive compounds and 
energetics.  
 
 
 

2. Please describe in greater detail the process that will be used to determine whether 
or not there are significant impacts from the planned diversion of rounds from 
PCAPP to an EDS/EDT. In the January presentation, Dr. Zimmerman indicated 
that ORNL would identify the worst impacts from each of the candidate 
technologies and use that worst impact to arrive at conclusions about significance. 
How these judgments would be made, what data would be used, where would the 
data come from, to what extent would modeling be employed? What criteria would 
be used to determine what is significant and what is not. 
 
Answer:    We provided the vendors with our current estimate of overpacks/rejects for 
them to propose a system and provide their emissions and throughput. That emission rate 
will be used over the operating duration of the EDT. By using this full operating emission 
rate, based on the available throughput of the system, we can be assured that we have 
established the upper bounds for consideration of environmental impacts. The emissions 
for the anticipated number of munitions that would actually be treated in the EDT will 
therefore by well within those limits. 
 
Using vendor data on facility requirements, emissions and wastes generated, each 
technology will be analyzed to determine the impacts on the various environmental 
media, such as soil, water, air, species, and historic artifacts.  Modeling will be used to 



analyze the health effects of any impacts on the society as a whole, the affected region, 
and affected interests such as local organic farming and economic issues. Where data are 
missing or incomplete for any of the EDT systems (for example, incomplete information 
about certain atmospheric emissions), a worst-case analysis may be necessary to 
determine whether there would be any significant impacts. Such worst-case analyses may 
include extrapolation of available information, computer modeling, and/or the use of 
professional judgment in order to make a determination of finding. 
 
In regard to “significance,” we will adhere to guidance spelled out in 40 CFR 1508.27.  
Several criteria are used in determining whether an impact is significant.  We will 
determine whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or 
requirements imposed for the protection of the environment.  To help ensure that the 
ACWA’s analysis of significance is not arbitrary and capricious, there will be a parallel 
review of the EA document development by State and Federal oversight agencies.  

 
 

3. Will the emissions data provided by the vendors include data from the destruction 
of chemical weapons or be limited to conventional munitions? Will the data be 
comprehensive or address only selected pollutants?  If the emission data is based on 
different processing rates than that which will be used in Pueblo, how will the 
emission data be scaled up or down to reflect those rates?  
 
Answer:  A data call was sent to the vendors asking for a comprehensive list of emissions 
to establish air pollution impacts for use in analyzing impacts in this EA. Data from all 
sources included chemical warfare material testing except the Static Detonation Chamber 
(SDC) which provided data using simulants. All processing rates are represented in 
pounds per hour. A maximum processing time will be used to establish the cumulative 
and total amount of deposition projected by the Multi Pathway Health Risk Assessment 
(MPHRA) model.  

 
4. Will the EA fully describe the composition and fate of liquid and solid waste 

streams?  
 
Answer: All wastes resulting from chemical agent processing including brine liquids, 
salts, and ash would be listed hazardous wastes by the State of Colorado. Secondary  
waste profiles will be projected from past agent or surrogate testing and modeling and 
will be included in the EA.  In addition, construction of a chemical munitions destruction 
facility using any of the four technology alternatives addressed in this EA would generate 
both solid and liquid nonhazardous and hazardous wastes.  Nonhazardous wastes would 
be collected and disposed of in accordance with, state, and federal regulations. Hazardous 
wastes that would be sent to a permitted Treatment, Storage and Disposal facility  as 
prescribed by  applicable federal, state and local regulations. The type of facility 
(permitted vs nonpermitted) is known, but the exact facility is not known.   

 
5. The ORNL presentation seemed to suggest that the EA would not discuss in detail 

the potential sources of impacts from each of the technologies, but rather make 
judgment calls about which relevant data would be used to evaluate potential 
impacts. How does this meet the intent of the NEPA process?  
 
Answer: “…The NEPA process is intended to help public officials make decisions that 
are based on understanding of environmental consequences, and take actions that protect, 



restore, and enhance the environment…” 40 CFR1500.1 “Purpose”.  The EA will discuss 
in detail the potential environmental consequences of constructing and operating an EDT 
facility at the Pueblo depot; however, the purpose of the EA is not to select a single, 
“best” EDT system from among the four EDT candidates. Therefore, a head-to-head 
comparison will not be attempted in the EA. Instead, a “bounding analysis” will be 
employed in the EA to establish an envelope within which any of the four EDT systems 
would be able to operate. The attributes of this envelope would include such data items as 
atmospheric emissions, water consumption and utility requirements, waste by-products 
and generation rates, etc.  The objective of the analyses in the EA would be to determine 
whether any significant environmental impacts would be anticipated. If any significant 
impacts are identified, then the specific EDT system(s) that is associated with such 
impacts would be identified and excluded from further consideration.  

 
6. During the January DOWG meeting speakers seemed to suggest that the purpose of 

this EA was to justify a FONSI. Isn’t it pre-decisional to talk about a FONSI 
without completing the NEPA process?  
 
Answer: The purpose of the EA is to evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed 
action. . An EA is used to determine the extent of environmental impacts of a project and 
decide whether or not those impacts are significant. An EA is developed when there is a 
possibility of no significant impact from the proposed action.  An EA results in a Finding 
of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement.  The FONSI and the NOI were discussed only in terms 
of the forward schedule for planning purposes.  
 

 
7. During the January DOWG meeting it was suggested that even though this 

document will contain virtually all material that would be in a Supplemental EIS, 
internal procedures required for an approval of a SEIS would result in significant 
delays in moving this process forward. Please provide details on how the approval 
process differs for an EA and a SEIS.  

Answer: -  

Sample Time Line for an EIS: 
 
Milestone:    Calendar Days from Project Initiation 
 
Initiate Project      0  
Hold kick off meeting     10  
Complete Public Affairs Plan    25  
Complete Description of Proposed  
Action and Alternatives     35  
Notice of Intent Published    60  
Public Scoping Period  
(including meetings)     90  
Preparation and finalize Draft EIS (including  
Major Command, DA/DOD Review)    270  
Publish NOA and Distribute DEIS   300 
Public Comment Period     345  
Incorporation of Comments    390 



Prepare and finalize FEIS (including 
Major Command, DA/DOD Review)   490 
Publish NOA and Distribute FEIS   520  
30-Day Public Review Period     550 
Publish ROD      580 
 
Total Time: Approximately 580 Days (19 months)  
(Information taken from Figure 2, 32 CFR 651.14, augmented with Army standard practice) 
 
NOTE:  The EIS preparation time is dependent on the scope and scale of the document.  
Experience shows that the EIS process actually takes up to 24 months and sometimes longer.to 
complete. 
 
 
Sample Time Line for an EA: 
 
Milestone    Calendar Days from Project Initiation 
 
Initiate Project      0 
Hold Kick off meeting     10 
Complete Draft Description of Proposed  
Action and Alternatives     25 
Complete initial Coordination/Consultation  
w/stakeholders      40 
Prepare and finalize EA and Draft FONSI or NOI 
(including staffing)     115 
Publish and distribute EA and Draft FONSI or NOI 145 
30-Day Public Review Period    175 
Comment consideration and Finalize FONSI or NOI 189 
Total Time Approximately 189 days (6 months) 
 
NOTE: The EA preparation time is dependent on the scope and scale of the document. Although 
40 CFR 651.43 states EAs should be 1 to 25 pages in length, the EDT EA presently under 
development is expected to be more that 150 pages due to its depth of analysis. The schedule for 
this document is now expected to take approximately 305 days (10 months)  including: Content 
Coordination, Document Development, Government Review, Public Review, Consideration of 
Comments, Publish NOI or FONSI. 
 
 

8. It was suggested during the discussion that the use of an EA to supplement a FEIS is 
provided for in DOD NEPA regulations. Please provide a copy or link to these 
regulations.  
 
Answer:  
Army regulation (32 CFR 651.5(g)) requires that supplemental NEPA documentation is 
necessary when substantial changes in the proposed action are relevant to environmental 
concerns.  Supplementing an EA or EIS is referred to as tiering.  Potential environmental 
effects that could be associated with an action might not have been fully identified in the 
initial EA or EIS because the proposed action was not sufficiently developed to be clearly 
defined.  Tiering is the process of preparing multiple levels of environmental review and 
is encouraged by the Council on Environmental Quality.  Whether an existing NEPA 



document is supplemented with an EA or an EIS is determined by what you anticipate the 
significance of your potential impacts to be.  We anticipate a finding of no significant 
impact for our proposed action and therefore an EA is the appropriate NEPA document 
for this action.  We accept the risk that if the assessment indicates significant impact we 
will be required to conduct an EIS on this proposed action prior to decision. 
 
 

 
9. To what extent will worker health and safety be addressed in the EA?  

 
Answer:  
  The information in section 4.9 (Human Health and Safety) of the FEIS will be updated 
in the supplemental EA to include the hazards presented by the construction and 
operation of the EDT facility. On-post workers will be specifically included in the 
analyses, and the occupational hazards that could result in injury will be addressed.  

 
10. Chart #5, NEPA Process – Schedule, in the January presentation indicates that 

permitting will be done during the middle of 2014. Is this reasonable? Shouldn’t 
permitting begin as soon as legally allowed? It is unreasonable to expect CDPHE to 
complete this complicated permit in just a few months.  The diamond shape bullet in 
the schedule does not appear to reflect the time needed to get through the permitting 
process (i.e. permit application review and draft permit development), including the 
mandatory public comment periods and reviews.  
 
Answer: - The milestone identified as the Permit Schedule for EDT represents the current 
requirement, under the existing permit, to have an operational EDT at the PCAPP 180 
days prior to PCAPP operations. In contrast, given the NEPA process as well as the 
permitting, procurement, and construction (represented by the EDT implementation bar), 
we don’t anticipate being able to get an EDT system in place before start of PCAPP 
operations. So yes, we anticipate the permitting process would take place in the 
2012/2013 timeframe. 

 
11. On the same chart as previously cited, no information is presented about the public 

involvement process. This is a cornerstone of the ACWA program and should be 
specifically referenced. Please describe the public involvement process that will be 
used for the EA and the HRA.  
 
Answer: The planned public involvement process is outlined on slide #11, “NEPA 
Process – Public Involvement.” It is our intention to maintain our dialogue with the CAC 
and the DOWG as we have in our meetings with you on Dec.8, Jan. 26, and Mar. 30. We 
will continue to respond to your questions, as we are here, and will be discussing with 
you in detail the “Purpose and Need” for this NEPA action. As you know, this new 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will address the comments received on the earlier (Feb. 
2010) EA. In the fall, when the new EA and its Draft Finding of No Significant Impact or 
Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS is finished, we will notify key stakeholders directly by 
email. Additionally, we will publish a news release and a paid Chieftain advertisement, 
post both to our Web page and announce the information through our Facebook and 
Twitter sites, all of which will have electronic links to the EA itself. Hard copies of the 
EA will be available in the Pueblo Chemical Stockpile Outreach Office and in our three 
public information repositories. The news release and the other announcements will 
inform the community that there will be a 30-day public comment period to allow 



stakeholders to review the EA and provide feedback on its findings. Early in the public 
comment period, we will hold a public meeting, the date, time and place we will 
coordinate with you in advance and announce in the news release. The purpose of this 
meeting will be to review the NEPA process with the community, respond to questions 
and gather feedback. When the public comment period is closed, comments studied and a 
final determination is made, the finding will be announced by a process similar to that 
described above, but without a public meeting. Again, we have only an approximate 
timeline for these events, but we anticipate completing the EA in the fall of this year. We 
will keep you posted on our progress so you will be advised of all significant dates as we 
begin to firm them up. 
 
  

 
12. Chart #8, (Proposed Approach – continued) in the ORNL presentation reference is 

made to a scoping process. Is there going to be a formal scoping hearing or are you 
using the DOWG meetings as the scoping meetings? In either case, shouldn’t the 
public be notified of the opportunity to participate in the scoping at meetings that 
are to be used either wholly or in part for that purpose?  
 
Answer: While Army Regulations do not require a formal scoping for EAs, the CAC and 
DOWG meetings provide the opportunity for public input as well as the collaborative 
effort being used by involving the State of CO and EPA in developing this EA.  The CAC 
and DOWG can continue to make available any NEPA topic discussed at these meetings 
in their normal manner of public notification. The ACWA program will continue to 
respond to requests for information to present at those meetings.  
 

 
13. Chart #6, (NEPA Process – Basic Logistics) in the January presentation refers to 

“significant environmental effects.” Chart #7, as presented by ORNL, makes a 
similar reference to “significant impacts.” What are the criteria for determining 
“significant environmental effects?”  
 
Answer: See answer to #2. 

 
14. Chart #7 in the ORNL presentation makes the current EA approach sound like a 

complete update of the FEIS. Is this the case?  
 
Answer: All items will be updated concerning new treatment units and waste generation 
sources and how it will affect the area near the proposed action. The initial EIS 
components will be updated, as appropriate, with any affected change and any cumulative 
change including the PCAPP process. However, the PCAPP emission sources will not be 
updated as analyzed in the original MPHRA report until after all engineering proposed 
changes have taken place. A snapshot of the original estimated emissions from PCAPP 
sources will be combined with emissions from the EDT units to estimate a cumulative 
impact. This is due to ongoing Engineering Change Proposals that may continue until 
construction is completed. Another MPHRA report will be generated when the PCAPP is 
operational.  

 
15. Chart #10 (NEPA Process – ACWA Plan Forward) in the January presentation 

raises a number of questions:  



a. Please describe the parallel review process with EPA Region 8 and CDPHE. 
Is it appropriate for other agencies whose responsibilities include reviewing, 
commenting on the EA and ultimately permitting the facility to be a part of 
the drafting process?  

 
Answer:  
1. The parallel review process is comprised of ACWA, EPA Region 8, CDPHE, 
CMA, and Oak Ridge National Laboratory. Representatives from each group meet by 
phone to discuss parameters to be developed with the oversight agencies giving 
recommendations for the proper approach to the analysis for each section and chapter 
of the EA. The main goal of this group is to address comments from the previous EA 
on EDT at PCD, and to ensure the EA is developed to the satisfaction of the EPA 
who is charged by Congress with oversight responsibilities for NEPA. 
 
2. Not only is it appropriate, by Army regulation, 32 CFR 651.14(g), we are directed 
to “establish a continuing relationship with other agencies, including the staffs of 
adjacent local, state, regional and tribal governments and agencies.”  While this 
action does not rise to the level requiring the establishment of a formal cooperating 
agency status under 32 CFR 651.45(b), using the established relationship is a prudent 
course of action. 
 

b. Specifically, how will the concerns raised through comments on the previous 
EA be addressed?  

 
Answer: Comments will be assigned categories, in the same manner as the FEIS, then 
addressed and referenced in the new EA. The comments from EPA Region 8 will be 
addressed specifically as the EA is developed. 
 

c. Will the supplemental EA be a stand alone document (ACWA Slide #10) or 
will there be referrals back to the FEIS or other EAs? If not, what does 
ORNL mean when it refers to this EA as a “tier from the 2002 Site-Specific 
EIS for the Pueblo stockpile/inventory?” 

 
Answer: By stand alone, we mean the impact analysis will need no reference for 
completion. However, the EA document will make reference to the original 2002 site 
specific EIS to establish any new changes or processes that have any effect on the 
environment and to establish the up-date of the FEIS.  

 
16. Will a new Health Risk Assessment be developed for the EDS/EDT or will the 

current HRA merely be amended? If the HRA is an isolated document, i.e. 
addresses only the EDS/EDT, will the EDS/EDT HRA take into account the 
construction and operations of the PCAPP facility and that HRA? Will the HRA be 
completed prior to the selection of a preferred technology?  If not, how will the 
potential accumulative health impacts of PCAPP operations, including the potential 
additional impact of an EDT be considered in the NEPA analysis with regard to 
protection of human health.   
 
Answer: See answer to #14. 
 

 



17. In the presentations given to the DOWG in December 2010 and January 2011, no 
mention was made about the destruction of energetics in the EDS/EDT. Is this still 
under consideration and how will it be dealt with in the EA and HRA?  
 
Answer: - Destruction of energetic components separate from the munitions themselves is 
under consideration. The first consideration is associated with contaminated energetics 
that cannot be sent off-site for further treatment. These components would be processed 
in an EDT system. The next consideration would be energetic components that would 
require additional processing in order to treat off-site. This would include the 4.2 inch 
mortar fuze/burster combination. The burster in the 4.2” mortar is attached to the fuze 
and comes out as one component at the nose closure removal station. In order to transport 
this item off-site for disposal, the burster needs to be separated from the fuze (for 
transportation safety considerations). While this capability is being incorporated into the 
plant, it is another step and source of ignition that could be eliminated if processed in an 
EDT. The other component being considered is the 155mm projectile burster. This item 
is too large to be processed in currently identified commercial destruction facilities and 
would need to be size reduced. This is a capability that does not exist within the PCAPP 
and would introduce additional risks that could be eliminated through processing in an 
EDT. The balance of the energetic material, while anticipated to be shipped offsite, may 
also be processed in the EDT (for reasons of risk or economics) and will be considered as 
part of the EA. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


