
  

 Interstate Bridge Replacement Program | Page 1 

EQUITY ADVISORY GROUP (EAG) MEETING #8 
Subject: EAG Meeting #8 Summary 

Date and Time: Monday, July 19, 2021, 5:30pm to 7:30pm 

Location: Zoom Webinar and YouTube Livestream 

Number of concurrent live YouTube viewers: 9 

WELCOME 

Dr. Roberta Hunte, EAG Facilitator, welcomed EAG members to the meeting, explained how to view closed 
captions, gave public input instructions, and previewed the meeting agenda as follows: 

• Program Administrator update 
• IBR bridge stories 
• Community engagement update 
• Equity screening criteria development 
• Equity framework development 
• Public comment 
• Wrap up 

1. IBR BRIDGE STORY 

Jake Warr presented the IBR Bridge Story featuring Elvia Santos Dominguez. The full video series is available 
on the program website and on YouTube. 

2. PROGRAM ADMINISTRATOR UPDATE 

Greg Johnson, Program Administrator, shared updates from correspondence with the Bi-state Legislative 
Committee. The Committee is currently reviewing the schedule put forth by IBR. This schedule includes 
ongoing work by the program to review options for high-capacity transit and lane capacity. The program is 
also examining the Hayden Island interchange and the North Portland Harbor bridge. Greg explained that the 
Equity Advisory Group will be presented with design options that are developed. The EAG may join the 
program in addressing the Bi-State Legislature on the subject of equity. 
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Next he shared updates on the Executive Steering Group (ESG) meeting held on July 15 that went over the 
Climate Framework, Community Advisory Group (CAG) Community Values and Priorities, and the iterative 
progress on the IBR program that calls for the development of screening criteria and design options in 
conjunction with each other. Greg used the analogy of a “spinning circle” which takes input, cycles around, 
takes more input, and continues to cycle around until it outputs a design option which meets the equity, 
climate, and other goals of the IBR program. 

Greg also shared a summary of the  CAG meeting earlier in the month. The CAG was presented with an 
introduction to how design options will be developed and build off prior work and the unique conditions that 
have developed since previous planning efforts. The co-chairs of the group will also be speaking with each 
individual CAG member to hear about their experiences one-on-one. The next CAG meeting will be on August 
5th and it will introduce the Climate and Equity frameworks.  

Q&A 

• An EAG member asked if the performance measures discussed with the CAG will be shared for input 
with the EAG. Greg explained that the performance measures will be how the program will assess the 
success of the project. The EAG will have an opportunity to speak with IBR Environmental Lead Angela 
Findley about the performance measures. Johnell clarified that the EAG will have a central role in 
determining the performance measures in the late summer and fall. 

• One EAG member shared that the Bridge Stories video was great but requested that it be more 
accessible to vision-impaired individuals when later presented by including auditory descriptions of 
visual content. They also expressed their concern that the timeline for the EAG was too quick. Greg 
responded that since the program is building upon prior work, there is a lot that doesn’t need to be 
revisited in order to speed the process along. He assured the EAG that no steps will be skipped. He 
said that it’s also important to attract funding from the federal government, which is currently 
reviewing a number of serious infrastructure bills, by showing that the project will be complete in a 
reasonable timeframe. 

• Another EAG member followed up on the previous question and appreciated the importance of 
building off prior work. They underlined how critical it is for the EAG to be informed of that legislative 
context. 
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3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT UPDATE 

Lisa Schauer updated the EAG on the efforts within the CAG to reach consensus on the Community Values & 
Priorities. This document will inform the initial performance measures that are being developed within the 
IBR program now, and it will also shape the program outcomes and screening criteria.  

Six Community Listening Sessions have been held from April to June on specific topics that the community 
deems important. The results of those sessions are available on the program website. Nine more Listening 
Sessions will be held from July to August with often unheard communities. Lisa called upon the EAG to reach 
out if they have ideas for individuals to feature in Bridge Stories. 

Q&A 

• An EAG member asked Lisa if information about the Listening Sessions was available on the website, 
to which Lisa responded that they are. 

• Another member asked how community members are being brought into the Listening Sessions. Lisa 
explained that the team has been using social media and community organizations to reach out to the 
community and told the EAG to let the Lisa know if there are any other outreach opportunities that 
they think are important. Johnell underlined that point and detailed the incentives available to 
community members who contribute their time to the program’s outreach efforts. One EAG member 
offered the services of their community organization for outreach. 

4. EQUITY SCREENING CRITERIA DEVELOPMENT 

Jake explained the outcome of the meeting with an EAG subgroup involved in developing the Equity 
Screening Criteria. The subgroup informed the team that the EAG needed more detail on the design options 
currently available for the bridge, so Alex Prentiss, IBR Cross-Discipline Coordination Lead, came to share 
those details.  

First, Alex reviewed the IBR Program Timeline. The main IBR “North Star” targets include an integrated 
program which includes: 

• A replacement crossing over the Columbia River 

• High-capacity transit 

• Interchange improvements 
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• Active transportation improvements 

• To identify and advance a single IBR alternative by the end of 2021 

• To achieve path 2 or 3 in NEPA (a supplemental EIS) 

• To begin construction no later than 2025 

• To replace the North Portland Harbor Bridge 

In 2021 and 2022, the program will be developing and screening design options. Alex showed the EAG a map 
of the program area with a list of major decisions that the IBR team will be making and the process for making 
them equitable and climate-friendly. 

Ryan LeProwse, IBR Transportation Planning Manager, broke down the major transportation determinations 
that will be made by the program. 

• Transit options 

o Alignment and routing of high-capacity transit, particularly on Hayden Island 

o High-capacity transit mode 

o Integration of high-capacity transit into Downtown Vancouver 

o Park and ride locations and sizes 

• Roadway 

o Interchange locations and layout, particularly on Hayden Island 

o Limitations to local street improvements 

o Bridge configuration and height 

o Number of auxiliary lanes 

o Replacing the North Portland Harbor Bridge 

o Extending Main Street in Downtown Vancouver to the Vancouver Waterfront, which the City of 
Vancouver remains committed to from previous planning efforts 
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• Active Transportation 

o Connections to existing routes 

o Direct routes for regional users 

o A shared-use path connection to the Vancouver Waterfront, which the City of Vancouver 
remains committed to from previous planning efforts 

o A Community Connector or highway cap that would connect the east and west sides of 
Downtown Vancouver, which the City of Vancouver remains committed to from previous 
planning efforts 

Alex explained that these are not the only decisions that will be made in the program and the options 
presented to the EAG are the “high-level,” nonspecific choices being made. Alex concluded her presentation 
by inviting questions from the EAG. 

Q&A 

• An EAG member asked Alex if the presentation considered pedestrian traffic. Ryan explained that 
Active Transportation includes pedestrian traffic and other non-motor vehicle traffic. 

• Another EAG member asked if the screening criteria would be used to evaluate or develop design 
options. Alex explained that neither the screening criteria and design options will come first; rather, 
they will both iterate off of each other. Greg explained that there is a limit to the number of options for 
the bridge and that the screening criteria will refine that list of options. 

Jake explained that the EAG subgroup will meet again to discuss screening criteria for the project and bring 
them to the full EAG next month. 

5. EQUITY FRAMEWORK UPDATE 

Chris Lepe from the IBR Equity Panel provided the EAG a development schedule for the Equity Framework. 
Staff wants to confirm the Framework outline with the EAG and create a first draft, with a final draft brought 
to the EAG for consensus by October. An EAG member requested that the schedule include the iterative 
process described by Alex.  
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The outline currently includes context for the project, how the program is operationalizing equity, the 
framework products, equity glossary, and authors. Johnell explained that the project is integrating equity in a 
number of different ways and explained that the Equity Framework is a blueprint for the framework products: 
equity lens, screening criteria, equity index, performance measures, mitigation and equity enhancement 
commitments, and other products.  

Johnell then transitioned to explaining the role of the IBR Equity Lens, which seeks to inform the program’s 
approach to achieving equitable outcomes. The lens questions guide the IBR program and teams towards 
equitable processes and outcomes. It explicitly draws attention to the inclusion of historically marginalized 
communities and helps IBR team members discuss and reflect on whether the action and decision-making 
processes advance equity. An equity lens can be applied in both a formal and informal manner. The current 
draft of the Equity Lens pairs lens questions with Equity Objectives.  

Johnell explained that the EAG members will be asked to review the Equity Lens questions and stressed that 
the questions need not be perfect as long as they are effective in “socializing” an equity lens within the IBR 
teams.  

Equity Objective  DRAFT Equity Lens Question  

Mobility & Accessibility: Improve mobility, 
accessibility, and connectivity in the program 
area, with a particular focus on the needs of 
lower income travelers, people with 
disabilities, and communities who experience 
transportation barriers related to the location 
of affordable housing. 

What are the demographics and travel patterns of 
those living, working, or otherwise accessing the 
project area? Are all potentially impacted and 
vulnerable populations within the project area 
boundaries?  

Are key community destinations and critical 
services that are regularly used by Priority 
Communities being considered, and are any 
missing? Are these destinations and services 
informed by community input? 

Avoiding Further Harm: Avoid Are the standard regulatory requirements (e.g., 
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disproportionate impacts on communities of 
concern while implementing substantial 
mitigations for any unavoidable, but 
proportional, impacts. 

 

Title VI, Environmental Justice) enough to answer 
essential questions related to the equity 
implications of the project/action/decision? If not, 
what other tools/strategies can we use? 

Can all key equity issues/questions be analyzed? 
What are the limitations of available data? How 
might we fill information gaps? 

Are there any potential negative impacts or 
unintended consequences resulting from the 
action/decision? Have we asked the community 
what the potential impacts and side-effects might 
be and how such impacts might be avoided or 
reduced? 

Are there any equity issues or concerns raised for 
which the project/action/decision is unable to 
provide resolution? If so, how will such issues be 
communicated? 

Decision Making Processes: Prioritize access, 
participation, influence, and decision-making 
power for marginalized and underserved 
communities throughout the course of the 
program in establishing objectives, design, 
implementation, and evaluation of success. 

 

Who needs to be in the conversation? Who is 
missing? How are affected/impacted community 
members being actively engaged in the 
project/action/decision?  

Do we have everything we need to help advance 
equity through this phase/activity? For example, 
do we need capacity building? 
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How are Priority Communities being meaningfully 
involved and centered in the process? How will we 
ensure input is representative of Priority 
Communities in the project area? What can we do 
to avoid traditional actions/tactics that result in 
unequal input/voice? 

Is information being distributed to inform the 
public and Priority Communities of how to 
influence decision-making at each step in the 
process? 

Who are the right messengers to 
communicate/reach the Priority Communities in 
the project area? Are those conducting outreach 
culturally competent and connected to the Priority 
Communities? 

Are the comments and priorities of Priority 
Communities being actively catalogued? Are there 
plans to respond to and address this input in a 
clear and transparent way? 

Is the way in which decisions are being made 
creating greater transparency and trust with 
Priority Communities? What approaches might 
create a greater sense of ownership by Priority 
Communities? 
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How is the current issue, policy, or program 
shifting power dynamics to better integrate the 
voices of Priority Communities? 

How will we continue to partner and deepen 
relationships with Priority Communities over the 
long-term? 

What did Priority Communities tell us about their 
concerns, needs, and priorities? Does the 
project/action/decision directly meet their needs 
and expectations?  

Evaluating success: How did we do What could we 
do differently moving forward/next time? 

Physical Design: Integrate equity into the 
physical design elements of the program 

 

How do the existing conditions and historical 
context inform program design? 

Do we have everything we need to help advance 
equity through the design process? If not, how can 
we bridge those gaps? 

What can be achieved within the scope of the 
project/action/decision vs what will require 
partnerships and other strategies? 
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To what extent are design elements “human-
centered” (i.e. responding to the needs of 
individual users)? 

Community Benefits: Find opportunities for 
and implement local community 
improvements, in addition to required 
mitigations 

 

Do we have everything we need to help advance 
equity through this phase/activity? If not, how can 
we bridge those gaps? 

What can be achieved within the scope of the 
project/action/decision vs what will require 
partnerships and other strategies? 

What will be done, by who, and by when? Who is 
responsible for oversight and determining if the 
project meets its goals and commitments to 
Priority Communities and on which timeline? 

Are equity commitments and implementing 
actions reported publicly and transparently? 

How will the results of the project/action/decision 
be evaluated and communicated back to Priority 
Communities and other stakeholders? What were 
we able to accomplish for Priority Communities? 
Are communities that are affected by the 
project/action/decision better off? 

Economic Opportunity: Ensure that economic What are the existing/historical disparities in the 
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opportunities generated by the program, 
including contracting and workforce 
development, substantially benefit minority 
and women owned firms, workers of color, 
workers with disabilities, and young people.   

  

project area? Why do such disparities exist? What 
actions have the responsible agencies taken in the 
past that disproportionately harmed Priority 
Communities in the project area? 

Does the analysis show that the equity objectives 
for the project will be achieved? How will project 
benefits and impacts be distributed geographically 
and demographically? How will the 
project/action/decision improve conditions for 
Priority Communities, not just avoid/reduce harm?  

  

 

Small Group Discussions  

The EAG split into small groups to discuss the Equity Lens questions and answer these prompts: 

• What do you like about the questions? 

• What improvements would you like made to the questions? What’s missing? 

• How would you like to see the Equity Lens used? 

EAG members engaged in a Jamboard exercise, which depicts sticky notes posted onto a whiteboard. The 
images of the jamboard are included below followed by the comments as text directly in this document.  
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Question: What do you like about these questions? 

• Appreciate the product. Great start. 

• Likes that the questions attempt to clarify we aren’t looking for status quo 

• Questions capture we aren’t looking to check the box 

• The questions center the community – community-centric approach 

• Mobility & Accessibility: Creation of a demographic profile of users of the corridor. Good baseline to 
start with. 

• Mobility & Accessibility: First questions complements the 2nd questions. They go hand in hand. 

Question: What improvements would you like to see/what’s missing? 

• Mobility & Accessibility: Clarify potentially impacted/boundaries question, and who that’s referring to 

o Where are the key destinations for reference? 

• Mob & Access: Analysis, and then what? That information alone doesn't point us in the right direction. 
Are we looking for disparities? Access issues? And then what? 

• What is the clear problem we are trying to solve? Is it moving people through this area? 

• Mob & Access: Disaggregate different populations and their travel patterns. Ex. separate long-distance 
commuters/goods movement from people living next to the freeway. 

• The equity lens must tell me the technical  problem we are going to solve and how does this solve 
needs for people. 

• Physical Design - Second question is too broad. Is it intentional? Make it more specific. Need to flesh it 
out. 

• Physical Design - What does integration mean and put numbers behind it? Are there grading scales, 
for example in regards to universal access (compliance vs going above & beyond)? 

• Physical Design - What do we actually have now so we can ID the gaps. 
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• Physical Design - Make sure to articulate the elements of what physical design are 

• Physical Design - Future presenters should explain to the EAG how their design is human centered? 

• How are we taking into account intersectionality of identities with relation to mobility and 
accessibility - how are we going to have a robust lens that takes into account disability + 

• Can we articulate who is to benefit from each intervention. We need to think about the structure and I 
want you to think about how does the structure solve for the people. 

• When talking about mobility and accessibility we are solving this question for all kinds of disabilities 
including the neurodivergent 

Question: How would you like to see the Equity Lens used? 

• Open discussion w/in IBR teams 

• Would like to see the lens used on every critical decision 

• We need to be clear about who will be asking these questions/who is responsible for it. 

• Implemented in each of the programmatic areas "micro" levels 

• Having a clear path of how this tool will be used -- being transparent. 

• How does the Equity Lens connect to the decision making structure? 

Other miscellaneous comments and questions 

• With the equity lens what are the state min standards related to disability access? Does that get us to 
equity? Can we do more? 

• What problem do we want to solve with the bridge? Is it multiple destinations? Is it just the bridge? 
How do we drill down for intersectionality? 

• Who are we solving for? Are we thinking about multiple kids who have to use 3 buses to get 
somewhere? 

• What is access at interchanges? 
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• How do these options make transit most attractive to people? 

• What are the costs, and time that occur with that. Thinking about origins and destinations of 
populations of concern. 

• Demographics - do we know who lives in the area and where is the area headed? Is it an aging 
population? 

The group returned to the main Zoom room for a report out.  

• EAG member: We wanted to be clear about what problem this program is going to solve on the 
technical side. How does that technical side of the problem address the intersectional challenges 
faced by people such as those with disabilities? Currently, children with disabilities have to take 
multiple buses to cross the river. Does the technical problem-solving of the bridge solve those 
intersectional issues? How will the equity criteria be applied as an evaluation for thinking during 
technical problem-solving? Who will be at the table to help? 

• EAG member: The Equity Lens asks the right questions. We want to look closely at the demographics 
in areas affected by the program and the questions achieve that goal. 

• Roberta Hunte: A key takeaway from our group is the concern of: what is the technical problem that 
people are trying to solve and how does that address the needs of the bridge users, including animals? 
How are people, in their multiple identities, able to utilize the bridge? 

• Johnell Bell: Our group liked the questions and sought to clarify that as a program, we’re not just 
looking to “check the box,” but rather that the questions capture what we’re trying to achieve with 
our communities of priority. Room for improvement: how will the questions be operationalized? Who 
will be asking these questions and who is responsible? The group wanted to see the Equity Lens used 
in open discussions within the IBR teams, in critical decisions, and in each of the program areas at a 
micro-level. 

• Jake Warr: There needs to be some more specificity in the really broad questions that may be difficult 
to apply without some more “meat on those bones.” For example, as we’re talking about the 
vulnerable communities we want to address, we should define those communities using our Equity 
Definition. When we say “to destinations,” what are those destinations we’re trying to consider? There 
is a lack of clarity, particularly in these early stages, of what it looks like to integrate equity into the 
physical design of the bridge. There’s some work to be done, but there’s support for what has been 
started. 
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6. WRAP UP 

Dr. Roberta Hunte asked the EAG for the three takeaways from the meeting.  

• EAG member: Jake was right on, this is a great start. The program has done a ton of work and while 
there’s a lot that still needs to be done, there’s a lot of work to build on. 

• EAG member: I appreciated the discussion of how the screening criteria and performance measures 
will be moving hand-in-hand with the design elements and that they’ll be talking to each other rather 
than one coming before the other. It would be good to have that consistently checked up on to ensure 
that those questions are being asked and reported on. 

• EAG member: Thank you to Johnell and his team for the work that they’re doing and the questions 
they came up with. Thank you for leading this effort.  

o Jake Warr: We didn’t come up with this on our own! A lot of this was pulled from past 
meetings with the EAG and CAG, so thank you. 

ADJOURN 

Roberta and Greg closed out the meeting by explaining the agenda for the next meeting and thanking the EAG 
for their time and efforts. The next EAG meeting will be on August 16th from 5:30 to 7:30 pm and will discuss 
the first draft of the Equity Framework, more on the screening criteria, and the nexus of climate and equity.  

EAG members were asked to answer a Zoom poll: How would you rate tonight’s meeting on a scale of 1-5? 
Eleven votes were counted, with three members voting “5 – Great,” seven members voting “4 – Pretty Good,” 
and one member voting “2 – Needs some improvement.”  

The meeting was adjourned at 7:30 pm. 
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ATTENDEES 

Attendees Affiliation 

EAG Members 

Matt Serres Disability Rights Oregon 

Matthew Hines Community member 

Monica Tellez-Fowler C-TRAN 

John Gardner TriMet 

Jonathan Eder Port of Vancouver USA 

Sebrina Owens-Wilson Metro 

Steven Nakana Port of Portland 
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Attendees Affiliation 

Hai That Ho Ton Community member 

Megan Marie Johnson Community member 

Masha Egorenko IRCO Slavic & Eastern European Center 

Obie Ford III WSU-Vancouver 

Caitlin Francis Reff Portland Bureau of Transportation 

Pat Daniels Constructing Hope 

Nina Jones IBR Civil Rights Compliance Officer 

Alicia Sojourner City of  Vancouver 

IBR Staff and Consultants 

Greg Johnson Program Administrator 

Dr. Roberta Hunte Facilitator 

Brent Hamlin Tech Support 

Chris Lepe Equity Panel 

Jake Warr Equity Lead 

Timo Isreb Communications Intern 

Fabiola Casas Equity Associate 

Tanya Adams Equity Panel 

Johnell Bell Principal Equity Officer 

Alex Prentiss Cross-Discipline Coordination Lead 
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Attendees Affiliation 

Ryan LeProwse Transportation Planning Manager 

 


	EQUITY ADVISORY GROUP (EAG) MEETING #8 Subject: EAG Meeting #8 Summary
	WELCOME
	1. IBR BRIDGE STORY
	2. PROGRAM ADMINISTRATOR UPDATE
	Q&A

	3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT UPDATE
	Q&A

	4. EQUITY SCREENING CRITERIA DEVELOPMENT
	Q&A

	5. EQUITY FRAMEWORK UPDATE
	Small Group Discussions

	6. WRAP UP
	ADJOURN
	ATTENDEES



<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (None)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5

  /CompressObjects /Off

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor

  /DoThumbnails true

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize false

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness false

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments false

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages false

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages false

  /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 false

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages false

  /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 false

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages false

  /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 true

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Coated FOGRA27 \050ISO 12647-2:2004\051)

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (FOGRA27)

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <>

    /CHT <>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV <>

    /HUN <>

    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF che devono essere conformi o verificati in base a PDF/X-3:2002, uno standard ISO per lo scambio di contenuto grafico. Per ulteriori informazioni sulla creazione di documenti PDF compatibili con PDF/X-3, consultare la Guida dell'utente di Acrobat. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 4.0 e versioni successive.)

    /JPN <>

    /KOR <>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die moeten worden gecontroleerd of moeten voldoen aan PDF/X-3:2002, een ISO-standaard voor het uitwisselen van grafische gegevens. Raadpleeg de gebruikershandleiding van Acrobat voor meer informatie over het maken van PDF-documenten die compatibel zijn met PDF/X-3. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 4.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents that are to be checked or must conform to PDF/X-3:2002, an ISO standard for graphic content exchange.  For more information on creating PDF/X-3 compliant PDF documents, please refer to the Acrobat User Guide.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 4.0 and later.)

  >>

  /DisplayDocTitle true

  /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

      /BleedOffset [

        0

        0

        0

        0

      ]

      /ConvertColors /NoConversion

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /HighResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure true

      /IncludeBookmarks true

      /IncludeHyperlinks true

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles true

      /MarksOffset 6

      /MarksWeight 0.250000

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

    <<

      /AllowImageBreaks true

      /AllowTableBreaks true

      /ExpandPage false

      /HonorBaseURL true

      /HonorRolloverEffect false

      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false

      /IncludeHeaderFooter false

      /MarginOffset [

        0

        0

        0

        0

      ]

      /MetadataAuthor ()

      /MetadataKeywords ()

      /MetadataSubject ()

      /MetadataTitle ()

      /MetricPageSize [

        0

        0

      ]

      /MetricUnit /inch

      /MobileCompatible 0

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (GoLive)

        (8.0)

      ]

      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false

      /PageOrientation /Portrait

      /RemoveBackground false

      /ShrinkContent true

      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors

      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false

      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true

    >>

  ]

  /PageLayout /SinglePage

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



