4.0 Environmental Consequences

42 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

4.2.1 ALTERNATIVE A — PREFERRED CASINO-RESORT PROJECT

TOPOGRAPHY

The topography of the La Center Interchange Site consists of gentle slopes in the southeast quadrant
transitioning to gentle to steep slopes in the remaining three quadrants. The site has 40 to 50 feet of
fall between the east and west property boundaries and from NW 319" Street to the north property
boundary (Olson Engineering, 2006a). The main entrance to the casino complex would be located on
the high point of the site along the north side of NW 319" Street, with the bulk of the building
extending to the north. The finished floor height of the main entrance has been set at 276 feet above
mean sea level (amsl); however, the lower level floor elevations would range from 250 feet amsl for
the casino complex to 234 feet amsl for the parking garages. The layout of buildings and roads has
been designed to take advantage of the topographic features and minimize effects where possible.
The main topographic features of the site would be modified, but on the whole preserved; however,
due to the steep topography of the site in the northwest, cutting and filling would be necessary.

Alternative A would involve substantial clearing and grading. Topographic features of the site would
be altered by earthwork. The preliminary grading plan for Alternative A is included in DEIS Vol. |,
Appendix F (Sheet A5.0 and A5.1). Grading would consist primarily of excavating soil for project
components and filling would occur where cut slopes necessitate additional leveling. On-site grading
would result in the excavation of approximately 510,000 cubic yards of soil and the fill of
approximately 570,000 cubic yards of soil. This would result in the need to import a total of
approximately 60,000 cubic yards of soil. To minimize wetland and wetland buffer impacts, retaining
walls would be used where needed.

While some cut-and-fill slopes would be noticeable on the La Center Interchange Site, the project
design ensures that the major topographic features (i.e., hills and slopes) would be preserved.
Development of Alternative A would result in a less than significant effect on topography. No
mitigation is required.

SOILS/GEOLOGY

Alternative A could impact soils due to erosion during construction, operation, and maintenance
activities. Such activities include clearing, grading, trenching, and backfilling. The majority of the
soils on the La Center Interchange Site have a moderate erosion potential based on soil type and slope
gradients. Table 3.2-1 in Section 3.2, Geology and Soils describes the soil types, erosion potential,
and general gradients for each of the soil units on the site.
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An Erosion Control Plan has been prepared for Alternative A. The Erosion Control Plan, which is
included in DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F (Sheets A2.0 and A2.1), identifies the locations of erosion
control features recommended to direct and filter stormwater runoff. The features to be used during
construction include, but are not limited to, silt fences, fiber rolls, and rock bag dams. The locations
of permanent erosion control features such as sediment/grease traps, vegetated drainage swales, and
riprap are also identified.

The Erosion Control Plan would be implemented during project construction and operation, thus
assuring that adverse effects resulting from erosion are minimized. Landscaping of the cut-and-fill
slopes and other disturbed areas would also mitigate long-term effects of erosion by covering and
stabilizing the soil surface with plants and mulch. Additionally, the Tribe has committed in the
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Clark County and the Tribe’s Environment, Public
Health and Safety (EPHS) Ordinance to develop the property consistent with Clark County Code
(CCC) Chapter 40.380, Stormwater and Erosion Control, and Chapter 14.04, Building Code. With
incorporation of the Erosion Control Plan and the Preliminary Grading Plan, effects from
implementation of Alternative A on soils and geology would be minimal and, therefore, less than
significant. Mitigation measures are presented in Section 5.2.1 to ensure impacts remain less than
significant.

Sediment and erosion discharge into navigable (surface) waters of the U.S. is prohibited by the
Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) (1972, with modifications in 1977, 1981, and 1987), which
establishes water quality goals for sediment control and erosion prevention. One of the mechanisms
for achieving the goals of the CWA is the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit program, administered by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). As
part of the NPDES General Construction permit, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
must be developed. The SWPPP must make provisions for (1) erosion prevention and sediment
control; and (2) control of other potential pollutants. Alternative A would require a NPDES permit
from the USEPA and a SWPPP.

SEISMICITY

Construction of the casino and associated facilities would not be significantly affected by seismicity,
as the area has low liquefaction and acceleration characteristics (WSDNR, 2003). Since no known
fault traces are mapped as crossing the area, the potential for surface rupturing along an on-site fault
trace is considered low and should not be considered a constraint for Alternative A. Additionally, the
Tribe has committed in the MOU with Clark County and EPHS Ordinance, to develop the property
consistent with CCC Chapter 40.430, Geologic Hazard Areas and Chapter 14.04, Building Code.
Impacts from seismicity under Alternative A are considered less than significant. No mitigation is
required.
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MINERAL RESOURCES

The proposed grading and landform alteration associated with Alternative A would not adversely
affect known or recorded mineral resources. Alteration in the land use would not result in a loss of
economically viable aggregate rock or diminish the extraction of important ores or minerals. Because
there are no known or mapped mineral resources within the La Center Interchange Site, development
and use of the land would not affect such resources. There are no abandoned mines, shafts, or tailings
that would affect development. Project-related impacts to mineral resources under Alternative A are
considered less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.2.2 ALTERNATIVE B — PREFERRED PROJECT WITHOUT REROUTING NW 319™
STREET

TOPOGRAPHY

Alternative B would involve substantial clearing and grading. Topographic features of the site would
be altered by earthwork. The main entrance to the casino complex would be located on the high point
of the site along the north side of NW 319" Street, with the building extending to the north. Grading
would consist primarily of excavating for project components and filling where cut slopes necessitate
additional leveling. On-site grading would result in the excavation of approximately 430,000 cubic
yards of soil and the fill of approximately 740,000 cubic yards of soil. This would result in the need
to import a total of approximately 310,000 cubic yards of soil. The Preliminary Grading Plan for
Alternative B is included in DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F (Sheet B3.0 and B3.1).

While some cut-and-fill slopes would be noticeable on the La Center Interchange Site, the major
topographic features (i.e., hills and slopes) would be preserved. Development of Alternative B would
result in a less than significant impact on topography. No mitigation is required.

SOILS/GEOLOGY

Alternative B could adversely affect soils due to erosion during construction, operation, and
maintenance activities. Such activities include clearing, grading, trenching, and backfilling. The
majority of the soils at the La Center Interchange Site have a moderate erosion potential based on soil
type and slope gradients. Table 3.2-1 in Section 3.2, Geology and Soils describes the soil types,
erosion potential, and general gradients for each of the soil units on the site.

An Erosion Control Plan has been prepared for Alternative B (DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F, Sheets B2.0
and B2.1). The Erosion Control Plan would be implemented during project construction and
operation, thus assuring that adverse effects resulting from erosion are minimized. Additionally, the
Tribe has committed in the MOU with Clark County and EPHS Ordinance to develop the property
consistent with CCC Chapter 40.380, Stormwater and Erosion Control, and Chapter 14.04, Building
Code. With incorporation of the Erosion Control Plan and Preliminary Grading Plan, effects from
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implementation of Alternative B on soils and geology would be minimal and, therefore, less than
significant. Mitigation measures are presented in Section 5.2.1 to ensure impacts remain less than
significant.

As with Alternative A, Alternative B would also require a NPDES permit from the USEPA for
sediment control and erosion prevention into navigable (surface) waters of the U.S. As part of the
General Construction NPDES permit, a SWPPP must be developed and include provisions for (1)
erosion prevention and sediment control; and (2) control of other potential pollutants.

SEISMICITY

The on-site geological conditions for Alternative B are the same as for Alternative A. Therefore,
project-related impacts from seismicity with implementation of Alternative B would also be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Mineral resources associated with Alternative B are the same as for Alternative A. Therefore,
project-related impacts to mineral resources with implementation of Alternative B will be less than
significant.

4.2.3 ALTERNATIVE C — REDUCED INTENSITY

TOPOGRAPHY

Alternative C would involve clearing and grading as part of the construction of project components.
Topographic features of the site would be altered by earthwork. The main entrance to the casino
complex would be located on the high point of the site along the north side of NW 319" Street, with
the building extending to the north. Grading would consist primarily of excavating for project
components and filling where cut slopes necessitate additional leveling. On-site grading would result
in the excavation of approximately 430,000 cubic yards of soil and the fill of approximately 450,000
cubic yards of soil. This would result in the need to import a total of approximately 20,000 cubic
yards of soil. The preliminary grading plan for Alternative C is included in DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F
(Sheet C3.0 and C3.1).

While some cut-and-fill slopes would be noticeable on the La Center Interchange Site, the major
topographic features (i.e., hills and slopes) would be preserved. Development of Alternative C would
result in a less than significant effect on topography.

SOILS/GEOLOGY

Alternative C could adversely affect soils due to erosion during construction, operation, and
maintenance activities. Such activities include clearing, grading, trenching, and backfilling. The
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majority of the soils at the La Center Interchange Site have a moderate erosion potential based on soil
type and slope gradients. Table 3.2-1 in Section 3.2, Geology and Soils describes the soil types,
erosion potential, and general gradients for each of the soil units on the site.

An Erosion Control Plan has been prepared for Alternative C (DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F, Sheets C2.0
and C2.1). The Erosion Control Plan would be implemented during project construction and
operation, thus assuring that adverse effects resulting from erosion are minimized. Additionally, the
Tribe has committed in the MOU with Clark County and EPHS Ordinance to develop the property
consistent with CCC Chapter 40.380, Stormwater and Erosion Control, and Chapter 14.04, Building
Code. With incorporation of the Erosion Control Plan and Preliminary Grading Plan, effects from
implementation of Alternative C to soils and geology would be minimal and, therefore, less than
significant. Mitigation measures are presented in Section 5.2.1 to ensure impacts remain less than
significant.

As with Alternatives A and B, Alternative C would also require an NPDES permit from the USEPA
for sediment control and erosion prevention into navigable (surface) waters of the U.S. As part of the
General Construction NPDES permit, a SWPPP must be developed and include provisions for (1)
erosion prevention and sediment control; and (2) control of other potential pollutants.

SEISMICITY

The on-site geological conditions for Alternative C are the same as for Alternatives A and B.
Therefore, project-related impacts from seismicity with implementation of Alternative C would also
be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Mineral resources associated with Alternative C are the same as for Alternatives A and B. Therefore,
project-related impacts to mineral resources with implementation of Alternative C would be less than
significant.

4.2.4 ALTERNATIVE D — BUSINESS PARK

TOPOGRAPHY

Under this Alternative, multiple pad areas would be graded, which would require retaining walls for
structural support. Grading would consist primarily of excavating for project components and filling
where cut slopes necessitate additional leveling. On-site grading would result in the excavation of
approximately 385,000 cubic yards of soil and the fill of approximately 220,000 cubic yards of soil.
This would result in the need to export a total of approximately 165,000 cubic yards of soil. The
preliminary grading plan for Alternative D is included in DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F (Sheet D3.0 and
D3.1). Significant impacts to topography would result from development of Alternative D as key
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topographic features of the site would be substantially altered or eliminated by the cutting and filling
of topographic features. Due to the necessity for grading for building pads and parking areas, and to
provide adequate drainage to the facilities proposed under this Alternative, the significant impacts
identified to topography would be unavoidable. No mitigation is available to reduce this impact to
less than significant.

SOILS/GEOLOGY

Alternative D could adversely affect soils due to erosion during construction, operation, and
maintenance activities. Such activities include clearing, grading, trenching, and backfilling. The
majority of the soils at the La Center Interchange Site have a moderate erosion potential based on soil
type and slope gradients. Table 3.2-1 in Section 3.2, Geology and Soils describes the soil types,
erosion potential, and general gradients for each of the soil units on the site.

An Erosion Control Plan has been prepared for Alternative D (DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F, Sheets D2.0
and D2.1). The Erosion Control Plan would be implemented during project construction and
operation, thus assuring that adverse effects resulting from erosion are minimized. Additionally, the
Tribe has committed in the MOU with Clark County and EPHS Ordinance to develop the property
consistent with CCC Chapter 40.380, Stormwater and Erosion Control, and Chapter 14.04, Building
Code. With incorporation of the Erosion Control Plan and Preliminary Grading Plan, effects from
implementation of Alternative D to soils and geology would be minimal and, therefore, less than
significant. Mitigation measures are presented in Section 5.2.1 to ensure impacts remain less than
significant.

As with Alternatives A, B and C, Alternative D would also require a NPDES permit from the USEPA
for sediment control and erosion prevention into navigable (surface) waters of the U.S. As part of the
General Construction NPDES permit, a SWPPP must be developed and include provisions for (1)
erosion prevention and sediment control; and (2) control of other potential pollutants.

SEISMICITY

The on-site geological conditions for Alternative D are the same as for Alternatives A, B and C.
Therefore, project-related impacts from seismicity with implementation of Alternative D would also
be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Mineral resources associated with Alternative D are the same as for Alternatives A, B and C.
Therefore, project-related impacts to mineral resources with implementation of Alternative D would
be less than significant. No mitigation is required.
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4.2.5 ALTERNATIVE E — RIDGEFIELD INTERCHANGE SITE

TOPOGRAPHY

The Ridgefield Interchange Site contains Quaternary periglacial deposits of sand, silt and clay
resulting from outbursts from the Great Missoula Floods (USGS, 2004). Near-surface soils are Gee
Silt Loam with Odne Silt loam mapped along drainages (USGS, 2004).

Alternative E would entail substantial clearing and grading to accommodate the construction of
project components. The layout of buildings and roads has been designed to take advantage of the
topographic features and minimize effects where possible. The main topographic features of the
Ridgefield Interchange Site would be modified but on the whole preserved; however, due to the steep
topography of the site, cutting and filling would be necessary.

Grading would consist primarily of excavating for project components and filling would occur where
cut slopes necessitate additional leveling. On-site grading would result in the excavation of
approximately 880,000 cubic yards of soil and the fill of approximately 1,200,000 cubic yards of soil.
This would result in the need to import a total of approximately 320,000 cubic yards of soil. The
preliminary grading plan for Alternative E is included as DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F (Sheets E3.0 and
E3.1).

Due to the necessity for grading and excavation for project components, and to provide adequate
drainage to the facilities proposed under this Alternative, the significant impacts identified to
topography would be unavoidable. No mitigation is available to reduce this impact to less than
significant.

SOILS/GEOLOGY

Alternative E could adversely affect soils due to erosion during construction, operation, and
maintenance activities. Such activities include clearing, grading, trenching, and backfilling. The
majority of the soils at the Ridgefield Interchange Site have a moderate erosion potential based on
soil type and slope gradients. Table 3.2-3 in Section 3.2, Geology and Soils describes the soil types,
erosion potential, and general gradients for each of the soil units on the site.

An Erosion Control Plan has been prepared for Alternative E (DEIS Vol. I, Appendix F, Sheets E2.0
and E2.1). The Erosion Control Plan would be implemented during project construction and
operation, thus assuring that adverse effects resulting from erosion are minimized. With
incorporation of the Erosion Control Plan and Preliminary Grading Plan, effects from implementation
of Alternative E to soils and geology would be minimal and, therefore, less than significant.
Mitigation measures are presented in Section 5.2.1 to ensure impacts remain less than significant.
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Alternative E would require an NPDES permit from the USEPA for sediment control and erosion
prevention into navigable (surface) waters of the U.S. As part of the General Construction NPDES
permit, a SWPPP must be developed and include provisions for (1) erosion prevention and sediment
control; and (2) control of other potential pollutants.

SEISMICITY

Construction of the casino and associated facilities would not be significantly affected by seismicity,
as the area has low liquefaction and acceleration characteristics (WSDNR, 2003). Since no known
fault traces are mapped as crossing the area, the potential for surface rupturing along an on-site fault
trace is considered low. Impacts from seismicity under Alternative E are considered less than
significant. No mitigation is necessary.

MINERAL RESOURCES

The proposed grading and landform alteration associated with Alternative E would not adversely
affect known or recorded mineral resources. Alteration in the land use would not result in a loss of
economically viable aggregate rock or diminish the extraction of important ores or minerals. Because
there are no known or mapped mineral resources within the Ridgefield Interchange Site, development
and use of the land would not affect such resources. There are no abandoned mines, shafts, or tailings
that would affect development. Project-related impacts to mineral resources under Alternative E are
considered less than significant. No mitigation is required.

426 ALTERNATIVE F—-NOACTION

Under the No Action Alternative, development would not be constructed on either of the alternative
project sites. The existing sites would remain in their current use, which includes agricultural uses.
The topography and soils would remain undisturbed. No landform, soil, or seismic effects would
occur as a result of Alternative F.

May 2008 4.2-8  Cowlitz Indian Tribe Trust Acquisition and Casino Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /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 <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /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


