
 
SUMMARY OF EXISTING GUIDANCE THAT MAY BE RELEVANT FOR 

REVIEWING PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENTS SUPPORTING 
DISPOSAL OF UNIQUE WASTE STREAMS 

 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The framework for the analysis of the disposal of radioactive waste on land was developed in 
the 1980s for the draft (NUREG-0782) and final (NUREG-0945) environmental impact 
statements supporting the development of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
Part 61.  In the development of 10 CFR Part 61, the Commission recognized the importance of 
protecting public health and safety over the long term and placed emphasis on the long-term 
performance of land disposal facilities after operations cease.  
 
Part 61 established a waste classification scheme based on the role that the concentration and 
form of waste plays in the long-term performance of land disposal facilities.  The classification 
scheme involves consideration of the concentration of both long-lived and short-lived 
radionuclides.  The classification of short-lived radionuclides considers the impact of institutional 
controls, improved waste form, and deeper near-surface disposal.  The impact of long-lived 
radionuclides is mitigated by an improved waste form, deeper near-surface disposal, and 
limiting the quantity and concentration disposed without consideration of institutional controls.   
The potential hazard of long-lived radionuclides will persist long after the short-lived radionuclide 
precautions cease to be effective.  
 
The initial Part 61 analyses did not consider large quantities of depleted uranium waste because 
there were no commercial facilities producing large quantities of DU at that time.  The NRC’s 
initial analysis proposed concentration limits for uranium isotopes based on the waste streams 
that were being commercially produced at that time. But the agency’s final analysis concluded 
that those waste streams posed an insufficient hazard to warrant establishing a concentration 
limit for uranium in the waste classification scheme.  
 
In Order CLI-05-20, the Commission directed the NRC staff, “to consider whether the quantities 
of depleted uranium at issue in the waste stream from uranium enrichment facilities warrant 
amending Section 61.55(a)(6) or the Section 61.55(a) waste classification tables.”  In response, 
the staff performed an analysis and documented the results in SECY-08-0147.  In that analysis, 
the staff concluded that the near-surface disposal of large quantities of depleted uranium may 
be appropriate, but not under all site conditions, and recommended modifications to 10 CFR 
Part 61 to ensure the safe disposal of unique waste streams, including large quantities of 
depleted uranium.  Specifically, NRC staff noted in SECY-08-0147 that while performance of a 
site specific analysis is one way to satisfy the Part 61 performance objectives, licensees and 
applicants are free to propose alternative methods of complying with the performance objectives 
set out in Part 61. If this occurs, Agreement State regulators will have to confirm that the 
proposal complies with the requirements in Part 61.  In SRM-SECY-08-0147, the Commission 
instructed the staff to proceed with an amendment to 10 CFR Part 61 to specify a requirement 
for a site-specific analysis for the disposal of unique waste streams including large quantities of 
depleted uranium (“unique waste streams”).  Further, the Commission directed the staff to 
conduct a public workshop to discuss issues associated with the disposal of unique waste 
streams, identify potential issues to be considered in rulemaking, and identify technical 
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parameters of concern in the analysis so that informed decisions could be made while the 
rulemaking is ongoing. 
 
The staff conducted two public workshops in September 2009 to seek input from a variety of 
stakeholders.  A number of stakeholders expressed interest or concern with the review of 
performance assessments supporting disposal of unique waste streams prior to completion of 
the rulemaking process. This summary highlights existing guidance associated with the review 
of performance assessments with a focus on issues associated with the safe disposal of unique 
waste streams. 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUES 
 
The performance objectives in 10 CFR Part 61 Subpart C are key to ensuring the safe land 
disposal of unique waste streams.  Section 61.13 describes the specific technical analyses that 
must be included to demonstrate that the performance objectives of Subpart C will be met.  The 
objectives pertaining to the long-term performance of low-level radioactive waste disposal 
facilities following site closure include: (i) an analysis of exposures to humans from releases of 
radioactivity; (ii) an analysis of the protection of individuals from inadvertent intrusion; and (iii) an 
analysis of long-term stability of the disposal site.  The technical parameters of concern for 
these analyses are discussed in more detail below, and should assist Agreement States in 
evaluating whether a method proposed by a licensee or an applicant would meet the 
requirements of Part 61.    
 
Site-Specific Analyses 
 
Requirements for site-specific technical analyses for the disposal of low-level radioactive waste 
are found in 10 CFR 61.13.  When the regulation and its associated standard review plan, 
NUREG-1200, were developed, the regulatory approach was generally prescriptive.  Since then 
site-specific performance assessments have evolved to include more explicit representations of 
features, events, and processes and the associated uncertainty.  In addition, the Commission in 
a Final Policy Statement, Use of Probabilistic Risk Assessment Methods in Nuclear Regulatory 
Activities, (60 FR 42622) formalized its commitment to risk-informed regulation through the use 
of probabilistic risk assessment methods.  In SRM-SECY-98-144, the Commission advocated 
certain changes to the development and implementation of its regulations through the use of 
risk-informed and ultimately performance-based approaches. 
 
Section 4.2 of NUREG-1854 implements a risk-informed performance-based approach that 
identifies generic technical review procedures for the evaluation of site-specific performance 
assessments.  These generic technical review procedures are grouped into the following 
categories: system description, data sufficiency, data uncertainty, model uncertainty, and model 
support.  In addition, Section 3.5 of Volume 2 of NUREG-1757 provides guidance on the 
evaluation of engineered barriers used in site decommissioning.  If similar barriers are used in 
land disposal of low-level radioactive waste, then this guidance may be useful.  NUREG-1573 
may also be useful, as it provides guidance on:  (1) an acceptable approach for systematically 
integrating site characterization, facility design, and performance modeling into a single 
performance assessment process; (2) five principal regulatory issues regarding interpreting and 
implementing Part 61 performance objectives and technical requirements integral to a low-level 
radioactive waste disposal facility performance assessment, and (3) implementation of NRC’s 
performance assessment methodology.  The guidance in NUREG-1573 may help ensure the 
consistency of different reviews.  The underlying philosophy expressed throughout NRC 
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guidance is that the disposal system and site should consider the desired performance and the 
characteristics of the waste being disposed. 
 
Intruder analyses 
 
Section 61.13, Technical Analyses, requires analyses that demonstrate with reasonable 
assurance that the waste classification and segregation requirements will be met and that 
adequate barriers to inadvertent intrusion will be provided.  The need for an intruder dose 
assessment is not identified in the regulation because the NRC staff, in NUREG-0782 and 
NUREG-0945, performed an intruder dose assessment for the waste streams anticipated to be 
disposed of in commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facilities.  The analysis resulted 
in the radionuclide concentrations provided in the waste classification tables at 10 CFR 61.55.  
In developing the waste concentration limits, the NRC staff performed intruder analyses using 
an annual dose limit of 5 mSv (500 mrem). 
 
In NUREG-0782 and NUREG-0945, inadvertent intrusion was assumed to occur at some point 
following the closure of a low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.  The intruder was 
assumed to excavate and construct a residence on the disposal site (intruder–construction), or 
to occupy a dwelling located on the disposal site and ingest food grown in contaminated soil 
(intruder–agriculture).  The intruder–agriculture scenario was assumed to be possible only if the 
waste had degraded to an unrecognizable form.  The analysis also considered the exposure to 
radionuclides through inhalation of contaminated soil, dust and air, direct radiation, and 
ingestion of contaminated food and water.  Additional exposed waste scenarios were 
considered as well as other potential exposure pathways.  Additional details on the inadvertent 
intruder analyses are provided in Appendix G of NUREG-0782.   
 
Since protection of an inadvertent intruder was a primary consideration in the development of 
the waste classification system, it would be prudent for licensees considering the disposal of 
unique waste streams to perform a dose assessment for an individual inadvertent intruder. 
Although there could be other ways to perform this analysis, the NRC staff believes that a site-
specific analysis of the unique waste streams is the most effective way to do this.  An intruder 
dose assessment consistent with the NRC analyses supporting the development of 10 CFR Part 
61 would provide reasonable assurance that the 10 CFR 61.42 performance objective ensuring 
protection of individuals from inadvertent intrusion would be met.  Consistent with the analyses 
performed by NRC staff, the analyses should consider reasonably foreseeable activities by an 
intruder that may result in inadvertent disruption of the disposal facility and release of 
radioactivity to the environment.  For a site-specific intruder dose assessment, typical scenarios 
considered could include intruder–construction and intruder–agriculture, as well as other 
reasonably foreseeable scenarios.  As noted previously, consistent with the analyses performed 
by NRC staff in NUREG-0782 and NUREG-0945 and reaffirmed in the Denial of Petition for 
Rulemaking, PRM-61-2, the intruder annual dose limit should be 5 mSv (500 mrem). 
 
Climatic and environmental conditions would typically be considered in a site-specific 
assessment.  As discussed in NUREG-1573, performance assessments should consider 
variability in natural conditions, processes, and events.  Consideration of variability in natural 
conditions usually includes the selection of scenarios and pathways in the performance 
assessment.  However, for a typical commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility 
where the hazard from the inventory remaining at 500 years is expected to be low and inventory 
limits on long-lived radionuclides can be set, NUREG-1573 states that unnecessary speculation 
about major changes to future climate (such as glacier formation) or human behavior should be 
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avoided because the human population would be dramatically affected by the natural process 
itself.   
 
However, more gradual changes, such as climatic changes to nature, timing, and the magnitude 
of meteorological processes and events, should be considered in performance assessment 
modeling for long-lived radionuclides.  For long-lived unique waste streams, these gradual 
changes should also be considered when evaluating impacts to inadvertent intruders.  If current 
conditions are used to eliminate what would otherwise be considered credible disruptive land 
use scenarios and the waste is long-lived, the intruder dose assessment should consider 
expected changes to climate and environmental conditions as a result of natural cycling of the 
climate.  Changes to the climate may make the eliminated land use scenarios more or less likely 
to occur in the future.   
 
Dosimetry 
 
The performance objective at 10 CFR 61.41 requires that concentrations of radioactive material 
released to the general environment “not result in an annual dose exceeding an equivalent of 
25 millirems to the whole body, 75 millirems to the thyroid, and 25 millirems to any other organ 
of any member of the public.”  As a matter of policy, in the final rule for disposal of high-level 
waste at Yucca Mountain (66 FR 55752), the Commission considered 0.25 mSv (25 mrem) total 
effective dose equivalent (TEDE) as the appropriate dose limit within the range of potential 
doses represented by the older limits found in regulations, such as 10 CFR 61.41, that were 
published prior to the adoption of a dosimetry system that was able to account for the radio-
sensitivity of the different organs.   
 
Incidental waste determinations under the Ronald Reagan National Defense Authorization Act 
of Fiscal Year 2005 typically use the performance objectives specified at 10 CFR Part 61, 
Subpart C.  In SRM-SECY-05-0073, the Commission directed the staff, in its responsibilities 
related to these incidental waste determinations, to use the latest science based on radiological 
protection requirements in the International Commission on Radiological Protection (ICRP) 
Publication 26 methodology instead of the older requirements in ICRP Publication 2.  The  
ICRP-26 methodology basically uses a standard of 0.25 mSv (25 mrem) TEDE.   
 
Period of Performance 
 
The period of performance is not specified in 10 CFR Part 61, in part due to the site-specific and 
source-specific influence on the timing of projected risk from a low level radioactive waste 
disposal facility.  The NRC staff recognizes that the lack of a specified period of performance 
creates uncertainty for licensees and regulators as to how to implement a site-specific 
performance assessment for unique waste streams.  In NUREG-1573, Section 3.2.3, the staff 
considered a performance period of 10,000 years, which is believed to be sufficient to capture 
the risk from the short-lived radionuclides that comprise the bulk of the disposed activity.  In 
general, the analyses in NUREG-1573, NUREG-0782, and NUREG-0945 recognize the need 
for a performance period commensurate with the persistence of the hazard, but assumed that 
the amount of long-lived waste disposed of as low-level waste would be limited.  The Advisory 
Committee on Nuclear Waste expressed a similar concern in its letter to the Chairman, dated 
February 11, 1997.  The guidance in NUREG-1573 identified specific exemptions to the 
expectation of limited quantities of long-lived waste including in-growth of daughter products 
from large inventories of uranium.  For radionuclides for which projected doses are increasing at 
10,000 years, the staff recommended in NUREG-1573 that the calculation be continued, 
assuming the same set of conditions, processes, and events considered significant over the 
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initial 10,000 years until the peak dose is reached regardless of when that occurs. NRC staff 
recommended that assessments beyond 10,000 years not be used for determining regulatory 
compliance with the performance objective.  However, assessments beyond 10,000 years can 
be used as a basis for making judgments about the magnitude of the estimated dose relative to 
the performance objective and its time of occurrence beyond the regulatory compliance period, 
and may provide an important contribution to the site environmental evaluation.  If, after 
considering the magnitude and time of the dose, and associated uncertainty, the regulatory 
authority decides the dose is unacceptably high, either inventory limits would have to be 
imposed or the waste is not suitable for disposal as low-level radioactive waste at the site.   
  
In SECY-08-0147, NRC staff revisited the evaluation of the performance period completed in 
NUREG-1573 and recommended an approach for application to the assessment of depleted 
uranium disposal similar to that described in NUREG-1573 for typical commercial low-level 
radioactive waste disposal.  The staff recommendation considered and attempted to be 
consistent with other national policy on waste disposal such as for high-level and transuranic 
wastes.  To be consistent with SECY-08-0147 and NUREG-1573, for unique waste streams that 
are long-lived and where quantities are significant, the staff recommends that licensees 
consider the characteristics of the waste, the analysis framework (assumed scenarios, 
receptors, and pathways), societal uncertainties, and uncertainty in predicting the behavior of 
natural systems over time.  Commission policy on period of performance for unique waste 
streams will be established in the rulemaking process and may differ from this staff 
recommendation. 
 
Mitigation and Limitation 
 
As discussed in SECY-08-0147, near-surface disposal of large quantities of concentrated 
depleted uranium may be appropriate under certain conditions.  The staff evaluated the 
potential use of robust engineered covers and burying the waste at deeper near-surface depths 
as approaches that could meet the 10 CFR Part 61 performance objectives.  In addition to 
concentration limits, an important concept of the 10 CFR Part 61 regulatory framework that may 
be useful for unique waste streams, after considering appropriate design considerations (e.g., 
depth of waste and cover performance), is inventory limits.  Inventory limits are discussed in 
10 CFR 61.7, Concepts.  A regulatory agency may limit inventory for disposal or otherwise not 
permit disposal of any waste stream (including unique wastes) based on consideration of the 
timing and magnitude of doses and the associated uncertainty.  For any type of waste, a 
regulatory agency can limit or prohibit the disposal of the waste if the prospective licensee has 
not adequately addressed the uncertainty associated with the disposal of the waste.  Robust 
engineered barriers or other types of facility design, such as increased disposal depth, may 
reduce uncertainty and help mitigate impacts, such that inventory limits may be unnecessary or 
modified for a site.  For disposal of large quantities of long-lived waste, impacts of disposal 
actions may be more uncertain and require more robust technical evaluation of processes not 
likely to impact the disposal of short-lived waste (e.g., long-term degradation of engineered 
barriers). 
 
Radon 
 
Some unique waste streams, such as concentrated depleted uranium, may have the potential to 
generate significant concentrations of radon gas.  However, as noted above, the draft and final 
environmental impact statements for 10 CFR Part 61 did not envision that large quantities of 
material that could generate radon would be disposed of as low level radioactive waste.   
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NUREG-0782 assumed 17 Curies (Ci) of 238U and 3 Ci of 235U would be disposed of in 
1 million m3 of waste over a 20-year generic low-level radioactive waste disposal site operating 
life.  Therefore, the performance objectives in Subpart C of 10 CFR Part 61 do not provide 
explicit requirements for radon.  Different regulatory programs and different regulatory agencies 
have taken a variety of approaches to assess and ensure the impacts of radon are mitigated. 
 
The update of the 10 CFR Part 61 impacts analysis methodology in Volume 1 of NUREG/CR-
4370 explicitly addressed the effects of radon gas generation, which is important for near-
surface disposal of depleted uranium.  Radon was recognized as a daughter-product in some 
waste streams, in which case the in-growth of radon gas in buildings was expected to be 
included in the intruder-agriculture scenario.  NUREG/CR-4370 provided approaches to 
calculate radon doses, and stated that the doses should be added to other impacts calculated 
for the intruder-agriculture scenario.  Radon is also discussed in NUREG-1573, Section 3.3.5.7, 
as being included as part of the assessment of gaseous releases in low-level radioactive waste 
disposal.



 7

REFERENCES 
 
International Commission on Radiological Protection, “Recommendations of the International 
Commission on Radiological Protection,” ICRP Publication 2, Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1959. 
 
———, “Publication 26: Recommendations of the International Commission on Radiological 
Protection,” Annals of the ICRP, Vol. 1, Issue 3, 1977. 
 
U.S. Code of Federal Regulations, “Licensing Requirements for Land Disposal of Radioactive 
Waste,” Part 61, Chapter I, Title 10, “Energy.” 
 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, “Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 10 CFR Part 
61 ‘Licensing Requirements for Land Disposal of Radioactive Waste,’” NUREG-0782, Vols. 1 
through 4, September, 1981, Agencywide Document Access and Management System 
(ADAMS) Accession Nos. ML052590347, ML052590350, ML052590353, ML052590354. 
 
———, “Final Environmental Impact Statement on 10 CFR Part 61 ‘Licensing Requirements for 
Land Disposal of Radioactive Waste,’” NUREG-0945, Vols. 1 through 3, November, 1982, 
ADAMS Accession Nos. ML052590184, ML052920727, ML052590187. 
 
———, “Update of Part 61 Impacts Analysis Methodology,” NUREG/CR-4370, Vol.1,  
January, 1986, ADAMS Accession No. ML100251399. 
 
———, “New England Coalition on Nuclear Pollution, Inc.; Denial of Petition for Rulemaking,” 
PRM-61-2, March 29, 1994, ADAMS Accession No. ML093490607. 
 
———, “Standard Review Plan for the Review of a License Application for a Low-Level 
Radioactive Waste Disposal Facility,” NUREG-1200, Rev. 3, April, 1994, ADAMS  
Accession No. ML061370484. 
 
———, “Use of Probabilistic Risk Assessment Methods in Nuclear Regulatory Activities; Final 
Policy Statement,” Federal Register, Vol. 60, No. 158, August 16, 1995, pp. 42622-42629. 
 
———, “Regulatory Issues in Low-Level Radioactive Waste Performance Assessment,” 
Commission Paper SECY-96-103, May, 17, 1996, ADAMS Accession No. ML003711482. 
 
———, “Time of Compliance for Low-Level Nuclear Waste Disposal Facilities,” Advisory 
Committee on Nuclear Waste Letter Report, February, 11, 1997, ADAMS Accession No. 
ML091490047. 
 
———, “A Performance Assessment Methodology for Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal 
Facilities: Recommendations of NRC's Performance Assessment Working Group,” NUREG-
1573, October, 2000, ADAMS Accession No. ML003770778. 
 
———, “Disposal of High-Level Radioactive Wastes in a Proposed Geological Repository at 
Yucca Mountain, Nevada; Final Rule (10 CFR Parts 2, et al.),” Federal Register, Vol. 66, No. 
213, November 2, 2001, pp. 55732-55816. 
 
———, “Consolidated NMSS Decommissioning Guidance: Characterization, Survey, and 
Determination of Radiological Criteria,” NUREG-1757, Vol. 2, September, 2003, ADAMS 
Accession No. ML032530405. 



 8

 
———, Commission Memorandum and Order CLI-05-20, Docket No. 70-3103-ML, October, 19, 
2005, ADAMS Accession No. ML052930035. 
 
———, “Staff Requirements – SECY-05-0073 – Implementation of New USNRC 
Responsibilities under the National Defense Authorization Act of 2005 in Reviewing Waste 
Determinations for the USDOE,”  Commission Staff Requirements Memorandum SRM-SECY-
05-0073, June 30, 2005, ADAMS Accession No. ML051810375. 
 
———, “NRC Staff Guidance for Activities Related to U.S. Department of Energy Waste 
Determinations,” NUREG-1854 (Draft Final Report for Interim Use), August, 2007, ADAMS 
Accession No. ML072360184. 
 
———, “Response to Commission Order CLI-05-20 Regarding Depleted Uranium,” Commission 
Paper SECY-08-0147, October, 7, 2008, ADAMS Accession Nos. ML0818207623, 
ML081820800, ML081820846, ML082240643. 
 
———, “Staff Requirements – SECY-08-0147 – Response to Commission Order CLI-05-20 
Regarding Depleted Uranium,” Commission Staff Requirements Memorandum SRM-SECY-08-
0147, March 18, 2009, ADAMS Accession No. ML051810375. 

 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /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 true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor
  /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 /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages false
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. 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 suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


