
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD OF THE 
GRAND FORKS/EAST GRAND FORKS 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
Wednesday, September 15th, 2010 – 12:00 Noon 
Grand Forks County Commissioners Chambers 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Gary Malm, Chairman, called the September 15th, 2010, meeting of the MPO Executive Policy 
Board to order at 12:05 p.m. 
 
SUSPEND AGENDA 
 
Haugen suggested that, because a quorum was not yet present, the agenda be suspended in order 
to discuss those agenda items that do not require action be taken.   
 
MATTER OF RAILROAD CROSSING STUDY 
 
Haugen reported that this is just an update on the status of the three Railroad Crossing Studies.   
 

1) Bacon Road Closure Study: 
 

Haugen stated that BNSF and the State Mill requested the City of Grand Forks consider 
closure of Bacon Road, which is located north of the State Mill property.  He explained 
that one of the primary impetus for the request was due to BNSF instigating a 250-foot 
site clearance on either side of the crossing.  He stated that because of this requirement, 
the State Mill is unable to stack as many cars, about 16 total, when filling or emptying 
them.   
 
Haugen reported that the 250-foot site clearance regulation has become a sticking point 
for the study, as we are unsure whether or not it is an actual regulation under federal law, 
or something entirely of BNSF’s making.  He stated that what they have been able to 
determine at this time is, from the Federal Railroad’s perspective, that it is a federal 
highway guideline that they are utilizing, a copy of which he distributed at the last MPO 
Executive Policy Board meeting, however when you look at the train and vehicle speeds 
at this crossing, it would seem more appropriate that a 100-foot site clearance be set 
instead.   
 
Haugen stated that they are continuing to request that BNSF share a copy of their 
regulation with us, however, since this has not yet occurred, we will give BNSF a couple 
more weeks to do so, and identify to them that we will address this in the report by noting 
that they may have a regulation that requires there be a 250-foot site clearance, but that 
from what we have been able to decipher, via Federal Railroad, by utilizing the federal 
guidelines a 100-foot site clearance would be sufficient. 
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Haugen reported that they will also schedule another meeting with the property owners, 
the State Mill, BNSF, and city staff to further discuss this issue.  He commented that at 
the last meeting they were challenged to identify either a variance process or an appeal 
process to deal with the 250-foot site clearance regulation.    
 
Haugen stated that they were still able to identify four different alternatives for this: 
 

a) Closure of Bacon Road without any other mitigation;  
b) Convert it to a private crossing, which from the Federal Railroad and 

Federal Highway guideline perspective, the 250-foot site clearance 
requirement would be eliminated, although the issue of safety could still 
be a good argument for keeping it in place; 

c) Do nothing. 
d) Rebuild 27th Avenue North as an alternative route.    

 
Grassel asked if the issue of allowing a unit train was still being looked at.  Haugen 
responded that although the possibility of allowing a unit train was explored, the experts 
were unable to determine a way in which such a train would be able to land at the Mill 
property, thus it has been put on hold until such time as the Mill would be able to 
purchase additional property, or agreements could be reached that would allow for a unit 
train to be landed.   

 
Malm asked what the City of Grand Forks says about this as it is all in their jurisdiction, 
and, although the MPO is doing the study for them, have they come up with any solutions 
of their own.  Haugen responded that they have not, but that that is why they asked us to 
do the study.  Malm said he understands that, but have they looked at the alternatives, 
have they said anything.  Haugen responded that we are still providing them the 
alternatives for their review, but until we have all the answers we aren’t in a position to 
make a recommendation to them.  He added that the most expensive alternative would be 
to rebuild 27th Avenue North, and although the main structure at 27th is outside of city 
limits it isn’t on the county system, so we would have to get into similar discussions as 
those currently being held on 62nd Avenue, as well as others where infrastructure is 
outside the city limits.  Malm suggested that they could just take on the neighbors and say 
we are closing Bacon Road.  Haugen agreed, but added that they have identified the 
alternatives to the traffic operations, or the impacts to the traffic operations, so they aren’t 
quite to the point where they can determine what the recommended outcome should be. 
 
Grassel commented that there doesn’t appear to be much distance between Bacon Road 
and 27th Avenue.  Haugen responded that there is about a quarter to half mile between the 
two roadways.  He reported that, again, there is a huge cost involved in rebuilding 27th 
Avenue, particularly the bridge, or whatever structure would be built across the coulee, 
which is why it was closed in the first place.  He added that this is also complicated by 
the fact that city limits dissects 27th, with the east portion being in the city limits and the  
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west portion being outside the city limits, and it is the west portion where the bridge 
would be located, so there are some jurisdictional issues involved.  Malm said that it 
would be in the jurisdiction of Falconer Township, and asked if they would be putting in 
the bridge.  Haugen responded that so far they have identified that the program that could 
be used to replace that bridge is the same program that had that bridge scheduled for 
replacement back in 1999 or 2000, called the Off-System Bridge Program.   
 
Haugen explained that in the federal highway program they set aside funds for bridges, 
and then further separate those funds for on-system bridges and off-system bridges, with 
off-system bridges consisting of bridges in the townships that need replacement.  He 
added that in North Dakota there is a specific amount of funds available to be used on 
off-system bridges, and, as he mentioned, that funding source did have that bridge 
scheduled for replacement, and we did have it included in our T.I.P. in 1998, 1999, and 
2000, then it was dropped and the funds used elsewhere, and ultimately the bridge was 
closed in 2002 or 2003.   

 
2) State Mill Spur Study: 

 
Haugen reported that for the State Mill Spur and the Quiet Zone Assessment reports they 
did present final drafts to the Grand Forks Service Safety Committee for approval.   

 
Haugen pointed out that in the packet, the only thing identified that has not been 
presented to this body is Figure 9.  He explained that this figure deals with the necessary 
improvements discussed on Page 13 of the packet.  He referred to Figure 9, and went 
over the changes shown. 

 
Haugen stated that the draft Mill Spur Study report is on the MPO website, and we have 
received approval from the Neighborhood Committee, allowing us to work out these final 
details with staff.   

 
Haugen referred to a slide of the funding chart, commenting that, although a copy of this 
chart was not included in the packets, it is something that this body has seen in the past.  
He stated that they have tried to identify all the different type of improvements they are 
recommending, specific to each crossing.  He said that the reason for this is because there 
are different funding sources that the City could apply for to help assist them in the costs 
involved in implementing these changes.   

 
Haugen pointed out that of the ten vehicle crossings on the spur, only one has flashing 
lights, and none have the minimum equipment necessary to be eligible for quiet zone 
stature, so as they have gone through the process, engaging the neighborhood and the 
committee, they did look at some possible closures at: 
 

a) Alley between University Avenue and 4th Avenue 
b) 6th Avenue 
c) 7th Avenue 
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Haugen reported that the traffic impact would not be detrimental to those areas to the 
west of those crossings, and added that the cost of closure versus installation of the 
required equipment is considerably less.  He stated that there is a funding program 
available that is specific to closures of crossings, which could result in very little local 
funds being needed at all.  He added that Federal Highway will match up to $7,500 
towards any monies BNSF puts toward the closure costs, and BNSF is very interested in 
the closure of crossings along the spur line, so we could expect that the closure costs 
would be almost 100% paid for between BNSF’s match and Federal Highway’s Closure 
Incentive Fund. 

 
Haugen pointed out that the big cost, as you see in this table, is that the remaining seven 
crossings will need to have active warning devices installed.  He added that they have 
identified the various funding sources that could be applied for for these devices, and 
have decided to pursue closures first as they have the lowest costs, and public support.  
He stated that they also have an identified a priority order for the installation of the 
remaining crossings active warning devices. 

 
Haugen reported that we have submitted the State Mill Spur Report to the Safety Service 
Committee, and will submit it to the City Council on Monday evening for their approval, 
then will bring it back for approval at your October meeting. 

 
3) Quiet Zone Study: 

 
Haugen stated that since this body last discussed this we received a letter from Federal 
Railroad as to what their requirements are for the DeMers Avenue crossings, out by the 
Amtrak Station, in order for them to be eligible for quiet zone status.  He said that none 
of them have constant warning time installed, and when they initially approached BNSF 
about what it would cost to install constant warning time, we were given an extremely 
high figure, and, in addition, they also wanted us to pay for an upgrade of all the 
equipment out there, so we asked Federal Railroad to come and take a look at these three 
crossings to determine whether or not all these upgrades are really necessary.     
 
Haugen referred to Page 5 of the packet, and pointed out that the letter states that two of 
the three crossings do not require constant warning time be installed, and because they 
already have the minimum equipment necessary for quiet zone status, they are eligible as 
they are.  He commented that the City has already processed the notice of intent to get 
them quieted.  He added that the 55th Street crossing does need constant warning time 
installed, but does not need any additional equipment installed, however we are still 
waiting for a cost estimate from BNSF as to whether or not they feel that additional 
equipment is still necessary at this location. 
 
Haugen reported that staff is proceeding with the report by identifying that we have given 
BNSF ample time to comment on this issue, and it appears that only constant warning 
time needs to be installed at 55th Street, at an estimated cost is $35,000, however BNSF is 
still reviewing the issue, and we are still waiting for a cost estimate from them as to 
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whether or not any additional equipment is necessary to make this crossing quiet zone 
eligible. 
 
Haugen reported that the downtown crossings, and the ones along 42nd Street, were 
approved to be quieted at your meeting last month, and the City approved the notice of 
intent to have them quieted as well.  He stated he would suspect that we are close to the 
end of the required 60-day comment period, and hopes that within 30 to 45 days those 
crossings will be quieted.  He added that within an additional 30 to 45 days the two 
crossings on DeMers will also be quieted, and maybe we will have received BNSF’s 
response concerning 55th Street by then so that we know what needs to be done to make it 
quiet zone eligible as well.   
 
Haugen commented that the last thing this study does, in terms of the remaining 
crossings, is to identify that a median could be installed at some crossings, which would 
lower the risk index further as there would be additional safety measures built-in.  H 
added giving us additional safety measures, and would lower the risk index further in the 
event that either train or traffic volumes should increase, or the national index would 
change thus putting tting that quiet zone outside the national risk index. 
 
Haugen concluded by summarizing that, of the ten crossings we were aggressively 
pursuing for quieting on the Grand Forks side, nine of them should be quieted without 
any further investment needed, and the last one, 55th Street, needs a minimum of $30,000 
invested in order to get it to quiet zone status.  He added, however, that they have also 
identified another $250,000 of improvements that could be done at the rest of the 
crossings to lower their risk index to ensure they remain quieted for a longer period of 
time. 
 
Information only. 

 
MATTER OF TRIENNIAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Haugen reported that last May the MPO went through a Triennial Review, and this report is the 
result of that review.  He stated that Federal Highway submitted the final report in August, and 
there weren’t any major concerns.  He added, however that he would have liked to have had a 
little more time to respond to the comments that were made in order for this body to be able to 
look at them prior to our making a formal response, but they wanted a response prior to this 
meeting. 
 
Haugen referred to Page 35 of the packet, and pointed out that it lists the nine observations made 
by FHWA, as well as the responses from staff.  He stated that some have already been 
completed; such as the MOU, the copier printer issue, etc.; and that the others will be taken care 
of soon; such as inclusion of our self-certification document in our work program as well as the 
T.I.P..   
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Haugen stated that the bigger things identified in May included such issues as including 
regionally significant projects in our T.I.P.; and identifying specific preservation type projects  in 
our Long Range Transportation Plan.   
 
Haugen commented that in our current Long Range Transportation Plan we basically identify 
two types of projects; 1) expansion type projects, whereby we identify projects and the dollar 
amounts assigned to them; and 2) maintenance type projects whereby we don’t identify specific 
projects, but instead have a lump sum of monies available to address them all.  He stated that 
they are now asking us to further refine the maintenance lump sum into projects that are 
$1,000,000 or more.   
 
Haugen stated that the Regionally Significant projects, for the most part, are federally funded in 
Grand Forks and East Grand Forks, however there are still a few out there that are funded with 
local dollars, or other dollars that we don’t identify, however they are now asking that we include 
them as well.  He stated that they have worked up definitions of these in the T.I.P. Selection 
Process Manual. 
 
Information only. 
  
MATTER OF SOLICITATION OF PROJECTS FOR 2011-2012 UPWP 
 
Haugen referred to Page 151 of the packet, and explained that we need to prepare a two-year 
work program for 2011 and 2010.  He stated that we have released this to staff , and ask that 
projects or work studies that you would like us to complete during that two-year period be 
sponsored by a local governing agency, city, county, or state.   
 
Haugen reported that the four studies we just amended into our current work program will be 
identified in the next two-year work program as well.  He said that he also identified in the staff 
report that, as discussed during the Triennial Review, the Long Range Transportation Plan 
Update is due in the middle of 2013, so in 2011 and 2012 we will be doing a lot of work on our 
Long Range Transportation Plan up-to-date, which is to be done by 2013, thus a considerable 
amount of our funds will be programmed for that, although we will still have some available for 
smaller studies and are asking that all possible projects be submitted.  He stated that we will then 
go through the process of prioritizing those projects and providing a recommendation as to which 
projects we should include in 2011 and 2010. 
 
Haugen reiterated that if anyone has activities or studies you want us to do, start working with 
the MPO, and your respective staff to make sure it is eligible so that when it does come before 
this body you know you have the backing of the government agency requesting the study. 
 
Malm asked if the Merrifield Interchange falls under this.  Haugen responded that he would defer 
to our updated Long Range Transportation Plan, and that process.  Malm stated that we need to 
have all the paperwork in place so that we can move forward someday as something needs to be  
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done, and we need to get everybody on board.  Haugen responded that because of the financial 
condition that is in place at the National level down to the local level, he would defer the 
Merrifield Interchange and Merrifield Bridge to our Long Range Transportation Plan outcome to 
see where it shakes out.  Malm asked if this can be done without a formal proposal.  Haugen 
responded that it will just be a natural outcome of our Long Range Transportation Update 
process, to analyze bridge crossings, future bridge crossings, future interchanges, to prioritize 
them and come up with a recommended list of projects.  
 
Information only.  
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 

1. Response To Fargo Diversion Letter 
 
Haugen distributed copies of a response letter from Senator Conrad concerning the Fargo 
Diversion project. 
  
RESUME AGENDA 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Gary Malm, Warren Strandell, Mike 
Powers, Dick Grassel, and Greg Leigh (Via Conference Call).   
 
Absent were:  Doug Christensen, Steve Adams, and Tyrone Grandstrand. 
 
Guest(s) present were:  Dean Rau, Assistant Grand Forks City Engineer. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Nancy Ellis, GF/EGF MPO 
Senior Planner; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO Planner; Matt Leal, GF/EGF MPO Planning 
Technician; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF Office Manager. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
Chairman Malm declared a quorum was present.   
 
APPROVAL OF THE AUGUST 18TH, 2010, MINUTES OF THE MPO EXECUTIVE 
POLICY BOARD 
 
MOVED BY STRANDELL, SECONDED BY POWERS, TO APPROVE THE AUGUST 18TH, 
2010, MINUTES OF THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye: Powers, Grassel, Strandell, Malm, and Leigh. 
Voting Nay: None. 
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MATTER OF T.I.P. PROCESS MANUAL 
 
Haugen reported that in order for us to become compliant with federal regulations, staff has 
prepared a Transportation Improvement Program Policies And Procedures Manual to identify 
how we process T.I.P. projects.   
 
Haugen referred to the manual and pointed out that it:  1) identifies those roadways that are 
defined as being regionally significant; 2) explains how we are going to score projects based on 
how they implement our Long Range Transportation Plan; 3) identifies the different funding 
programs as they relate to each side of the river as well as what type of projects they fund; and 4) 
identifies the basic T.I.P. schedule. 
 
Haugen stated that this document was approved by the Technical Advisory Committee at its 
meeting last week, and staff is now seeking the MPO Executive Policy Board’s approval as well. 
 
MOVED BY POWERS, SECONDED BY GRASSEL, TO APPROVE THE 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 
MANUAL, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye: Powers, Grassel, Strandell, Malm, and Leigh. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF DRAFT RFP FOR SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET CORRIDOR 
STUDY 
 
Ellis reported that the MPO was asked by the City of Grand Forks to conduct a study for traffic 
operations, if and when the new Wellness Center were built out on South Washington between 
40th and 47th.  She explained that the study itself needs to address the differences between its 
current zoning of residential, and its becoming more of a destination area, and how it affects the 
traffic conditions in and around the center.  She stated that some of the things to be looked at 
include street improvements, turning lanes, the amount of average daily traffic through the area, 
transit, etc., so they are asking the consultant, should this project be approved, to look at these 
issues using a three phase process.   
 
Ellis referred to Page 146, pointing out that it illustrates a basic concept plan for the proposed 
facility, and explained that the first phase would entail looking at how the area would be 
impacted with only the Wellness Center being built on the property, and extending South 11th 
Street to 44th Avenue South.  She stated that the second, or intermediate phase, would require the 
consultant consider traffic improvements, as well as multi-modal and transit, if the property were 
to build out to the south or north with additional buildings, and the extension of South 11th Street 
to 40th Avenue South.  She said that the third, or long-term phase would entail a full build-out of 
the property.   
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She concluded by explaining that this is simply a transportation study that will show 
recommendations for future transportation enhancements to the South Washington Street 
Corridor, and will give recommendations as to how to make the corridor safe for all modes of 
transportation. 
  
MOVED BY STRANDELL, SECONDED BY GRASSEL, TO APPROVE THE DRAFT RFP 
FOR THE SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET CORRIDOR STUDY, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye: Powers, Grassel, Strandell, Malm, and Leigh. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY GRASSEL, SECONDED BY STRANDELL, TO ADJOURN THE SEPTEMBER 
15TH, 2010, MEETING OF THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD AT 12:47 P.M. 
 
Voting Aye: Powers, Grassel, Strandell, Malm, and Leigh. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
 


	GRAND FORKS/EAST GRAND FORKS
	METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
	Wednesday, September 15th, 2010 – 12:00 Noon
	Grand Forks County Commissioners Chambers
	CALL TO ORDER
	SUSPEND AGENDA
	MATTER OF RAILROAD CROSSING STUDY
	MATTER OF TRIENNIAL REVIEW REPORT
	RESUME AGENDA
	CALL OF ROLL
	DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM



<<
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /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 <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


