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NANOTECHNOLOGY: RESULTS OF A SURVEY OF THE PUBLIC PERCEPTION OF SAFETY
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The outcome from the EPSRC public consultation report on nanotechnology is presented in this
paper to stimulate further discussion and feedback. The summary output of public consultation
on EPSRC investment in nanotechnology suggested that nanotechnology was seen as having a sig-
nificant potential to improve human heath and quality of life, but the speed at which the technology
was developing and the lack of necessary checks and balances were concerns. This resonates to
some extent with the gaps identified previously by a HSE report.

INTRODUCTION

Scientists and engineers spend thousands of man-hours each
year developing and innovating new products. Increasingly
this research work is under the microscope and the person
peering through the microscope may be a member of the
public. A lot of very carefully planned research and develop-
ment work can be undermined by a pithy remark in the press
that may be misinterpreted by the public especially where
new technology can be caricatured in an unhelpful
manner. A social science vision recognises that, due to the
complexity of the world within which nanotechnology func-
tions, the solutions developed with scientific excitement and
enthusiasm need to come with a health warning. Two further
social science issues are ensuring privacy of information and
technology fixes instead of better life style health choices. A
public consultation project [3] was developed to enable the
EPSRC to take account of a wide set of societal views and
inform nanotechnology research trajectories for healthcare —
creating a space through which citizens, scientists and
stakeholders can engage in an informed debate on the
public value, ethics and applications at an early stage. A
further warning on the necessity of this approach is a
recent press release concerning nanomaterials from the
European Commission [4] that recognises the benefits of
nanomaterials, however, for consumer protection has
called for urgent development of adequate testing protocols
and metrology standards to assess the hazard of exposure to
workers, consumers and the environment. Also included
should be entire life cycle with accident cases and labelling
(probably to REACH standards) using a multi-disciplinary
approach.

NANOTECHNOLOGY SAFETY, HEALTH AND
ENVIRONMENT

In recent years there has been an increasing level of research
and interest to exploit the properties and effects that might
be accessed by the use of nanotechnology. Some areas of
nanotechnology are currently exploited commercially such
as those applications principally in the materials area. In
the area of nanotechnology a very accessible and readable
paper has been produced by Horenstein [5] that highlights
some of the application and likely pitfalls from a safety
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health and environment point of view written from the view-
point of an electro-statistician.

In 2004 the HSE [2] commissioned a report on the
hygiene issues associated with the production and use of
nanoparticles. Broadly it was concluded in the report that
there were knowledge gaps in the following areas of nano-
particle technology:

Nomenclature

Measurement, assessment and knowledge of exposure
Effectiveness of control measures

Risks and risk assessment.

The HSE report also recognises that the number of
people in the university and research sectors and in new
nanoparticle companies could double over the next five
years with a consequential increase in exposure to nanopar-
ticles likely. Also published in 2004, the Royal Society/
Royal Academy of Engineering report on ‘Nanoscience
and Nanotechnologies: opportunities and uncertainties’ [7]
highlighted the need for research to address uncertainties
about the health and environmental effects of nanoparticles
and the importance for public debate on the development of
nanotechnology.

Internationally it is estimated that in 2009 the
National Nanotechnology Initiative (NNI) in the USA will
invest $254 million in research that is primarily aimed at
understanding the risk posed by nanomaterials [1]. This
research will be coordinated by the Nanotechnology
Environmental and Health Implications (NEHI) Working
Group.

Main activity areas:

— societal benefit

— economic growth

— protect public health

— accelerate growth in research
— carry out a gap analysis

— understand and manage risks
— protect the environment.

Research areas include:

— Instrumentation, Metrology and Analytical Methods
(cross cutting) — NIST
— Nanomaterials and Human Health — NIH
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— Nanomaterials and the Environment — EPA

— Human and Environmental Exposure Assessment —
NIOSH

— Risk Assessment Methods. — FDA and EPA.

More tangible evidence of a potential hazard problem
can be found in a paper by Wu et al. [6] that demonstrates
that the MIE of metal nanoparticles (iron and titanium) is
less than 1 mJ whereas for particles >8 microns the MIE
is >19 mJ (for Ti powders). The Wu data [6] suggests
that ignition of metal nanoparticles by collision, friction
and attrition is possible.

THE EPSRC GRAND CHALLENGE IN
NANOTECHNOLOGY FOR HEALTHCARE

The EPSRC call in ‘Nanotechnology for Healthcare’ is part
of a series of grand challenge calls for proposals and forms
part of its nanotechnology strategy which is intended to
provide a focus for UK nanotechnology research. Research
proposals will address societal and/or economic issues
where nanotechnology can make a unique and significant
contribution. From the outset, each grand challenge will
be an integrated, interdisciplinary activity encompassing
basic research through to the scaling up of the technology
to the point where it can start to be deployed.

Each of the grand challenges is defined through a
scoping exercise, seeking to identify initially a broad
topic (such as energy), and then to focus down onto an
area where nanotechnology has the potential to make a
distinctive contribution taking account of the funds avail-
able (thus for energy the focus became solar energy
capture).

For the second grand challenge ‘healthcare’ was
identified by the EPSRC Nanotechnology Strategic Advi-
sory Team as the high level topic. In addition to the usual
scoping consultation with scientists, engineers and users, a
parallel scoping activity involving the public was conducted
by EPSRC. The aims of this exercise were

i.  Toidentify public concerns and priorities in relation to

the development of nanotechnology for healthcare;

ii. To identify public priorities for nanotechnology for
healthcare research given (i);

iii. To inform researchers undertaking projects sub-
sequent to the call;

iv.  To inform decisions in the call;

v. Touse as an example for EPSRC to learn about public
dialogue and how to use it.

A specialist independent firm, British Market
Research Bureau (BMRB), was appointed to carry out the
exercise. The approach involved two reconvened workshops
at four locations in the UK (London, Swansea, Sheffield and
Glasgow). A group of 20 members of the public in each
location were recruited, reflecting the socio-economic
profile of their region. In addition a scientist or engineer
together with an ethicist or social scientist was involved in
each workshop. Their role was to aid the deliberation of
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the public and reflect on public views from their own pro-
fessional standpoint.
At the first workshop the aims were to:

e ecnable participants to frame nanotechnology from their
own perspective;

e learn from experts in the field about nanotechnology;

e consider some of the wider issues for governance around
nanotechnology;

e consider ethical, health and safety issues;

e consider potential uses for healthcare;

e consider different visions of nanotechnology for health-
care.

The second workshops were held a month later, by
which point the parallel consultation with scientists, engin-
eers and users had produced six possible options, which are
listed in Table 1. This enabled the workshops to take an in
depth look at these six potential options. For each option,
workshop participants were asked to consider their aspira-
tions and concerns for the technology; and think about the
application in relation to wider principles governing what
they wanted out of medical technologies and healthcare
more generally.

To prompt discussion, each option was provided as a
case study handout. Handouts sought to present both the
potential costs and expected benefits whilst highlighting
any relevant commercial or ethical concerns that the appli-
cation might raise. The outcomes of these deliberations are
also listed in Table 1. All of the potential healthcare uses
of nanotechnologies have promise though the risks involved
in certain applications outweighed the gains. Technologies
were preferred where they empowered people to take
control of their health, where they tackled major diseases
for which their were ineffective current treatments, where
they reduced side effects, made cost savings and build on
existing UK strengths. They were less favoured where they
had potential for misuse, had negative health or environ-
mental impacts, and, in particular, when they were invasive
applications that were very intelligent. This work is
described in detail in the BMRB report [3] which is available
on the EPSRC website; there is also an evaluation report on
the exercise carried out by People, Science and Policy Ltd
(PSP), which is available from EPSRC on request [9].

The report from the public workshops were considered
by the Strategic Advisory Team alongside the advice from
the consultations with scientists, engineers and users, and
helped to inform the choice of areas for the call:

e Nanotechnologies for the targeted delivery of thera-
peutic agents;
e Nanotechnologies for healthcare diagnostics.

Whilst this decision was based on a number of con-
siderations, this choice is in accord with that identified by
the public consultation. The outcome is the first occasion
on which a UK Research Council has used public dialogue
to help inform its funding priorities; is also possibly a first
internationally.
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Table 1. Summary of findings in six application areas

Rank Application Aspirations Concerns Funded
1 Diagnosing Early diagnosis Misdiagnosis Detecting infectious organisms: A
Illness Preventative Medicine Reliability concerted approach using genomics,
The need for professional Diagnosis without molecular engineering and nano-
advice treatment enabled bio-MEMS technologies
Information that enabled Worried well (AptaMEMS-ID)
people to make change Privacy C McNeil (Newcastle)

Engineering Virus-like Nanoparticles for
Targeting the Central Nervous System
G Battaglia (Sheffield)

Point of care nanotechnology for early
blood clot detection and
characterisation in disease screening,
theranostic and self monitoring
applications
P R Williams and K Kostarelos
(Swansea University)

2 Drug Delivery Treating serious diseases like Safety Bio-functional Magnetic Nanoparticles:
cancers Reliability Novel High-Efficiency Targeting
Target specific and reduce side Control Agents for Localised Treatment of
effects Persistence and fate Metastatic Cancers
Build on existing strengths Misuse Q A Pankhurst (UCL)

3 Infection
control

Tackles an important issue
from public perspective

Treats illness contracted
through no fault of
their own

4 Regenerative
medicine

Near term applications

Improve quality of life

Longer term benefits in treating
range of tissues/organs

Builds on existing UK
strengths

Could reduce side effects

Efficient

Saves money

5 Drug discovery

Nanoparticles for the Targeted Delivery
of Therapeutic Agents to the Brain for
the Treatment of Dementias.

S L Hart (UCL), M J Lawrence
(King’s College), S Gill (North Bristol
NHS Trust) and S Love (Bristol)

Non-Attrition HAART nanoparticle
therapies for HIV/AIDS Drug
Delivery
S Rannard (Liverpool)

Technologies for the Treatment of Brain
Diseases
I Uchegbu (School of Pharmacy), D J
Begley (King’s College) and J Moger
(Exeter)

Low technology solution
may be more effective

Could create superbugs

Living in sterile
environment

Kills good bugs too

Wide environmental impact

Toxicity

Fate

Human enhancement

Who benefits

Which disesases treated

Appropriate use for public
purse

(continued)
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Table 1. Continued

Rank Application Aspirations Concerns Funded
6 Theranostics Helpful to certain groups in Disempowering
society — young, elderly and Devices ‘too intelligent’

infirm
Could treat some serious diseases

Misuse
Safety

Not retrievable
Persistence and fate

Theranostics — nano-enabled devices that combine both diagnosis of a disease and the delivery of a therapeutic agent in a single system.

DISCUSSION OF EPSRC PUBLIC CONSULTATION
OUTPUT
There were a wide range of issues discussed in the groups
which provide insight into the public’s priorities and con-
cerns for potential applications of nanotechnology for
healthcare. Some of these issues are specific to nanotechnol-
ogies — others relate to the governance of science and tech-
nology in more general terms. Addressing them will not
only require thought by researchers working on the develop-
ment of these technologies, it will also require wider insti-
tutional action and co-ordination.

Key conclusions from the public dialogue include:

e Healthcare applications of nanotechnology are greatly
valued

e Equity, empowerment and empathy are important

e Safety and reliability remain major concerns

e ‘Tipping points’ (that is the advantages and disadvan-
tages of particular technologies) are a major concern
for investment in technology

e Whose agenda is being served?

e Regulation is necessary, and should be rigorous but fair.

As strongly expressed by participants — nanotechnol-
ogy does have the potential to make a significant impact on
healthcare. Its success will in part depend on how well it can
account for these public aspirations and concerns.

Quoting directly from the report.

‘Participants were surprised given the novel
nature of the technology that greater resources
had not been placed into understanding its
effects on humans and the environment; and
more specifically that a single regulatory
body had not been set up to govern its use. Par-
ticipants realised that commercial forces shape
technologies and, though concerned about the
ends to which potential applications could be
directed, felt that an overly risk adverse
culture could stifle both
prevent us from to realising the many benefits
of the research. Taking account of the wider
public value of nanotechnologies is thus essen-
tial. Overall, healthcare applications should
focus on the serious medical conditions facing
society; whilst mindful of how advances in

innovation and
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one field can be applied to less noble appli-
cations.’

INFLUENCING RESEARCHERS

Having used public dialogue to help in the choice of
research areas, the next stage was to ask researchers to con-
sider addressing the issues raised by the dialogue. Research-
ers were therefore made aware of the BMRB report and
asked to factor this into their proposals, both at the initial
outline stage and in full proposals.

Table 1 lists the successfully funded projects and
Principal Investigators. An independent report by PSP [8]
identified that ~50% of these research projects had made
greater efforts to include public engagement considerations
at the initial proposal stage. Further examination of the data
demonstrated that those projects addressing the criterion
related to public perspective did not guarantee success,
however, increased public awareness slightly improved the
funding success rate (~60% funded).

The quality and competitiveness of the science
remains the main driving force for research project success,
however, many Principal Investigators have responded
positively to the message concerning public awareness and
engagement.

CONCLUSIONS

The EPSRC Nanotechnology Grand Challenge is part of a
research programme directed at maintaining and improving
the UK’s globally competitive position. Following the
development of the overall grand challenge guidelines a rig-
orous selection process was developed to scope the research
area. An extensive public consultation was undertaken on
nanotechnology and healthcare and this was used to
inform the EPSRC Strategic Advisory Team and sub-
sequently to help investigators to develop proposals whilst
addressing societal concerns. The outcome of the exercise
is to fund ten excellent multifunctional research projects
that involve: physical scientists, chemists, chemical engin-
eers, clinicians and social scientists.

ACRONYMS
EPA:

EPSRC:

FDA:

Environmental Protection Agency
Engineering and Physical Research Council
Food and Drugs Administration
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HSE: Health and Safety Executive

MIE: Minimum Ignition Energy

NGCH: Nanotechnology Grand Challenge for
Healthcare

NIH: National Institutes for Health

NIOSH: National Institute for Occupational Safety
and Health

NIST: National Institute for Standards and Tech-
nology

REACH: Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and
Restriction of Chemicals.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The help, advice and work of the following is acknowledged
in helping to ensure this paper could be written: Professor
Jeremy Baumberg (Cambridge University), Professor
David Clarke (University of Manchester), Dr Nicola Gold-
berg (EPSRC), Dr Matthew Kearnes (Durham University),
Professor Klaus Jandt (Friedrich-Schiller-Universtat Jena),
Dr David Tapolczay (MRC Technology), Linda Sayers
(EPSRC), Professor Mehdi Tavakoli (TWI Technology
Ltd), Mark Dyball (People, Science and Policy Ltd) and
Mark Hoyle (AstraZeneca).

94

Hazards XXI © 2009 EPSRC

REFERENCES

1. National Nanotechnology Initiative ‘Strategy for Nano-
technology related Environmental, Health and Safety
Research’ (13th February 2008), Washington USA.

2. Nanoparticles: An Occupational Hygiene Review,
Research Report 274 HSE (2004).

3. Nanotechnology for Healthcare, EPSRC Report (July
2008) prepared by BMRB Ltd BMRB/08/4510-7290.

4. Nanomaterials: MEP call for more prudence, European
Parliament Press Release (2009) 20090422IPR54260.

5. Horenstein M J (2009) ‘Electrostatics and nanoparticles:
What’s the same, what’s different?” J Electrostatics 67
384-393.

6. Wu H-C, Chang R-C and Hsiao H-C (2009) ‘Research of
minimum ignition energy for nano Titanium powder and
nano Iron powder’ J of Loss Prevention in the Process
Industries 22 21-24.

7. ‘Nanoscience and nanotechnologies: opportunities and
uncertainties” Royal Society /Royal Academy of Engineer-
ing (2004).

8. ‘Evaluation of the Nanotechnology for Healthcare Dialo-
gue Project; Phase II’ (May 2009) PSP/07/050, People
Science and Policy (UK).

9. ‘Evaluation of the Nanotechnology for Healthcare Dialo-
gue Project” (August 2008) PSP/07,/050, People Science
and Policy (UK).



	INTRODUCTION

	THE EPSRC GRAND CHALLENGE IN NANOTECHNOLOGY FOR HEALTHCARE

	CONCLUSIONS

	ACRONYMS

	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

	REFERENCES
	Table 1


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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


