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at 0.003 by Bonferroni correction.

Introduction: We hypothesized that a geriatric chief complaint—based didactic curriculum would
improve resident documentation of elderly patient care in the emergency department (ED).

Methods: A geriatric chief complaint curriculum addressing the 3 most common chief complaints—
abdominal pain, weakness, and falls—was developed and presented. A pre- and postcurriculum
implementation chart review assessed resident documentation of the 5 components of geriatric ED
care: 1) differential diagnosis/patient evaluation considering atypical presentations, 2) determination of
baseline function, 3) chronic care facility/caregiver communication, 4) cognitive assessment, and 5)
assessment of polypharmacy. A single reviewer assessed 5 pre- and 5 postimplementation charts for
each of 18 residents included in the study. We calculated 95% confidence and determined that
statistical significance was determined by a 2-tailed z test for 2 proportions, with statistical significance

Results: For falls, resident documentation improved significantly for 1 of 5 measures. For abdominal
pain, 2 of 5 components improved. For weakness, 3 of 5 components improved.

Conclusion: A geriatric chief complaint—based curriculum improved emergency medicine resident
documentation for the care of elderly patients in the ED compared with a non—age-specific chief
complaint—based curriculum. [West J Emerg Med. 2011;12(4):484—488.]

INTRODUCTION

Adult learning theory asserts that information presented in
the context in which it is used will enhance both the efficiency
of the learning process as well as the retention of new
knowledge.' Chief complaint includes curricular components
that not only provide contextual knowledge but also address
specific segments of the intellectual domain of emergency
medicine (EM) as outlined in the Model of Clinical Practice of
Emergency Medicine.?* The chief complaints included in the
model address some presentations specific to the pediatric
patient but neglect the age-related differences of geriatric
presentations, other than elder abuse. Geriatric chief complaints
may represent a high-yield curricular focus area, because
geriatric patients account for 12% to 21% of all emergency

department (ED) visits and 33% to 56% of hospital admission
from the ED.*”’

We hypothesized that a geriatric chief complaint—based
didactic curriculum derived from a practice-based curriculum
analysis would improve resident documentation of the medical
care provided for elderly patients in the ED while optimizing
the use of didactic time dedicated to geriatric EM.

METHODS

The study protocol was approved by the local institutional
review committee. Study subjects included 18 residents: 6
postgraduate year (PGY) 1, 6 PGY2, and 6 PGY3 residents in a
PGY1 to PGY3 EM program. Prior to the inception of the
geriatric chief complaint lecture series, a general chief

Western Journal of Emergency Medicine

484

Volume XII, No. 4 : November 2011



Wadman et al

Geriatric CC Curriculum

complaint lecture series addressing the non—age-specific
approach to abdominal pain and weakness as well as other chief
complaints related to falls (eg, dizziness, trauma topics) was
presented in the first month of the conference schedule. We
determined the chief complaints for the new geriatric lecture
series through a practice-based curriculum development
analysis. For patients 65 years of age or older, we determined
the most frequent chief complaints encountered in the ED over
a 6-month period by review of electronic records. We then
determined the higher acuity chief complaints by hospital
admission rates. We developed a geriatric chief complaint
curriculum consisting of 1-hour presentations addressing each
of the chief complaints determined to be high frequency and
high acuity. This was presented by geriatric and EM faculty
members as an additional component of the scheduled didactic
curriculum.

The 3 highest frequency chief complaints—falls,
abdominal pain, and weakness—were selected for chart
review. A pre- and postcurriculum implementation chart
review assessed each resident’s documentation of key
components derived from the model of care for elders in the
ED developed by the Society for Academic Emergency
Medicine Geriatric Task Force as follows: differential
diagnosis/patient evaluation considers atypical presentations
of common diseases, determination of baseline function,
chronic care facility/caregiver communication, cognitive
assessment, and assessment of polypharmacy.®® The criteria
for the chart review for each key component, developed prior
to the initiation of the study, are listed in Table 1. For atypical
presentation, charts were required to have 1 of the listed
atypical presentations. Charts with 2 or more of the listed
chief complaints were categorized according to the primary
diagnosis entry.

Each resident (n = 18) received 5 pre- and
postimplementation documentation reviews performed by a
single reviewer blinded to whether the documentation was
completed in the pre- or postimplementation time period,
within 6 months preceding and 6 months after implementation

of the geriatric chief complaint curriculum. Residents
documented patient encounters by using an electronic ED
information system (WellSoft Corporation, Somerset, New
Jersey). We calculated 95% confidence intervals for pre- and
postimplementation chart review measures and determined
statistical significance by 2-tailed z test for 2 proportions, with
statistical significance at 0.003 by Bonferroni correction.

RESULTS

All residents in the EM residency program participated in
the study. The participants included 6 residents per class for 3
residency classes currently in training (n= 18). All participants
attended the 3 faculty presentations that addressed the selected
chief complaints. The 3 most frequent chief complaints for
patients 65 years or older were weakness, abdominal pain, and
falls, and all 3 accounted for high hospital admission rates
(Tables 2 and 3). Each resident received 5 pre- and 5
postimplementation chart reviews (for a total of 90 pre-
implementation and 90 postimplementation charts) for each
chief complaint.

For the selected chief complaint of falls, 1 of 5 measures
demonstrated statistically significant improvement; only
cognitive assessment improved by a significant margin (Table
4). For the chief complaint of abdominal pain, cognitive
assessment and assessment of polypharmacy demonstrated
statistically significant improvement in documentation of the
measures, whereas differential diagnosis/patient evaluation,
which considers atypical presentations of common diseases,
determination of baseline function, and chronic care facility/
caregiver communication, were not significantly different. For
weakness, differential diagnosis/patient evaluation, which
considers atypical presentations of common diseases, chronic
care facility/caregiver communication, and cognitive
assessment, demonstrated statistically significant improvement.
Conversely, determination of baseline function and assessment
of polypharmacy were not significantly improved from the pre-
implementation measurements.

Table 1. Chart review criteria for key components of geriatric chief complaints.

Chart review criteria

Key component

Required documentation elements

Atypical presentation

DDX for most common three chief complaints includes

1. Abdominal pain: ACS/AMI
2. Weakness: ACS/AMI, medication-related
3. Falls: any medical etiology, medication-related, abuse

Determination of baseline function

Chronic care facility/caregiver communication
Cognitive assessment

Assessment for polypharmacy

Review of prior medical records, information from chronic care facility or caregiver
Review of transfer document, direct phone conversation, or caregiver at bedside
Mini-mental status examination or other cognitive assessment

DDX, medical decision making or request for pharmacy review of medications

DDX, differential diagnosis; ACS, acute coronary syndrome; AMI, acute myocardial infarction.
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Table 2. Most frequent chief complaints for patients 65 years of age
or older.”

Chief complaint n
Weakness 339
Abdominal pain 269
Fall, accidental 169
Dyspnea 107
Chest pain 85
Altered mental status 72
Syncope 54
Headache 48
Back pain 40
Fever 36
Other 1,519

* Patients age 65 years or older were in a 6-month monitoring period
in a single emergency department; total number of geriatric visits =
2,738.

Table 3. Most frequently admitted chief complaints for patients 65
years of age or older.

Chief complaint n Admission (%)
Chest pain 72 84.70
Altered mental status 60 83.30
Abdominal pain 219 81.40
Dyspnea 84 78.50
Weakness 259 76.40
Fall, accidental 84 49.70
DISCUSSION

Clinical presentation or chief complaint—based curricular
components may meet the curricular needs of many
postgraduate medical training programs. Didactic instruction in
EM is especially well suited to the clinical presentation
curriculum model. The clinical practice of EM requires the
recognition of patterns in a patient’s presentation suggestive of
a specific diagnosis. Patients rarely present to the ED with a
known diagnosis but rather with a chief complaint that
represents a set of clinical signs and symptoms. For the
specialty of EM, the evaluation of chief complaints comprises
an important segment of the intellectual domain for the
specialty, as defined in The Model of Clinical Practice of
Emergency Medicine.” The model refers to clinical pattern
recognition as “both the hallmark and cornerstone of the
clinical practice of EM, guiding the diagnostic tests and
therapeutic interventions during the entire patient
encounter.”*®7*® For most EM residency programs, didactic
curriculum follows the Model of the Clinical Practice of
Emergency Medicine—a framework that is based initially on

organ system pathology, with subsequent inclusion of general
chief complaints. Although the model includes a general
consideration of age as a component of physician tasks, no
specific chief complaints are identified as geriatric curricular
components. Geriatric EM curricula in the medical literature
recommend the inclusion of specific geriatric chief complaints,
such as abdominal pain, in residency curricula.' However, The
Model of the Clinical Practice of Emergency Medicine, as well
as current Residency Review Committee for Emergency
Medicine requirements, do not include geriatric-specific chief
complaints. They only address elder abuse and neglect as the
sole geriatric condition.’> Program directors and other decision
makers in graduate medical education must identify the chief
complaints worthy of specific geriatric focus in a residency
curriculum, if any.

Others have noted the lack of geriatric EM in residency
program curricula.'""'> One program designed to increase
geriatric education of EM residents, the Geriatrics Education
for Specialty Residents (GSR) Program, funded by the John A.
Hartford Foundation, supported our study. GSR provides
funding for specialty-specific initiatives from academic
training centers to develop, initiate, and evaluate programs
designed to increase geriatric education of residents in
anesthesiology, EM, general surgery and surgical
subspecialties, gynecology, physical medicine and
rehabilitation, and urology.'® Despite the efforts of programs
such as GSR to include geriatrics in the didactic curricula of
subspecialty training programs, Accreditation Council for
Graduate Medical Education (ACGME) mandated program
requirements addressing specific geriatric curricular
components are lacking.'* The Residency Review Committee
for Emergency Medicine requires evidence of teaching the
approach for the evaluation and management of general chief
complaints of patients presenting to the ED, such as abdominal
pain, but it does not require specific demographic
considerations, such as geriatric abdominal pain.'> Our
findings revealed that, prior to the current study, our EM
residency program included general chief complaint didactics
but lacked geriatric clinical presentations. Although our past
curriculum met ACGME program requirements, we
determined from our practice analysis that high-frequency,
high-acuity clinical presentations in the elderly—specifically
abdominal pain, weakness, and falls—were neglected. This
lack of geriatric EM training during residency was confirmed
by studies addressing the past residency training of practicing
emergency physicians, a majority of whom indicated that
inadequate time was spent on geriatric EM. '

The inclusion of general chief complaints in the
requirements for EM residency programs resulted from a
practice analysis performed by experts from the American
College of Emergency Physicians and the University
Association for Emergency Medicine (the current Society for
Academic Emergency Medicine). This initial practice-based
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Table 4. Chart review results, pre- and postimplementation of geriatric chief complaint curriculum.*

Atypical presentation Determination Chronic care Cognitive Assessment
of common disease of baseline function facility communication assessment for polypharmacy
Falls
Preimplementation, n = 90 36.67% 57.78% 45.56% 46.67% 73.33%
n =33 n=>52 n =41 n =42 n = 66
(26.71-46.63) (47.58-67.98) (35.27-55.85) (35.27-55.85)  (64.19-82.47)
Postimplementation, n = 90 50.00% 75.56% 65.56% 74.44% 90.00%
n =45 n =68 n =59 n==67 n =81
(39.67-60.33) (66.68-84.44) (55.74-75.38) (65.43-83.45)  (83.80-96.20)
P value 0.098 0.018 0.011 < 0.001 0.007
Abdominal pain
Preimplementation, n = 90 66.67% 50.00% 46.67% 43.33% 53.33%
n =60 n =45 n=42 n =239 n =48
(56.93-76.41) (39.67-60.33) (36.36-56.98) (33.09-53.57)  (43.02-63.64)
Postimplementation, n = 90 77.78% 46.67% 62.22% 73.33% 75.56%
n=70 n =42 n =56 n = 66 n =68
(69.19-86.37) (36.36-56.98) (52.20-72.24) (64.19-82.47)  (66.68-84.44)
P value 0.134 0.766 0.052 < 0.001 0.003
Weakness
Preimplementation, n = 90 72.22% 74.44% 62.22% 45.56% 80.00%
n =65 n =67 n = 56 n=41 n=72
(62.97-81.47) (65.43-83.45) (52.20-72.24) (35.27-55.85)  (71.74-88.26)
Postimplementation, n = 90 91.11% 77.78% 84.44% 78.89% 78.89%
n =382 n=70 n=76 n=71 n=71
(85.23-96.99) (69.19-86.37) (76.95-91.93) (70.46-87.32)  (70.46-87.32)
P value 0.002 0.726 0.001 < 0.001 1

*95% confidence interval in parentheses. Statistical significance at 0.003 by Bonferroni correction.

curriculum development model led to the publication of the
Core Content of EM, and subsequent revisions resulted in The
Model of Clinical Practice of Emergency Medicine.>* On a
local level, we performed a similar practice analysis to
optimize the use of increasingly limited didactic time, and our
selection of high-yield segments of the EM problem domain
addressing the geriatric chief complaints followed a practice-
based curriculum development model. Prior to the study, the
didactic curriculum for our training program lacked a
structured geriatric EM curriculum, with only 4 hours of
geriatric topics (1.4%) of a total of 286 hours. The 4 hours
included ACGME-mandated topics addressing the
identification and management of elder abuse and trauma
topics with special consideration of the geriatric patient.'* The
orientation month included a chief complaint lecture series
addressing abdominal pain, weakness, and the general
approach to the trauma patient, but it did not include geriatric-
specific topics. To optimize didactic time, the amount of time
devoted to a specific curricular component should reflect the

relative importance of the knowledge and/or skill to clinical
practice. The number of topics covered in the didactic
curriculum is additionally limited by duty-hour regulations,
making the selection of high-yield topics critical to the
effectiveness of the training program. Practice-based
curriculum development allows for a focus on curricular
components that meet the educational definition of high yield,
either high frequency or high acuity.

Finally, although we postulated that clinical presentation—
based learning would improve medical care of elders by
residents in the ED on the basis of theoretical grounds, little
objective data existed to support our hypothesis prior to our
study. One key measure of the efficacy of a curricular
component is retention of knowledge by the learners. Improved
learning and retention of knowledge are central to successful
instruction, and 1 prior study suggests that presentation-based
instruction results in improved retention of medical
knowledge.'” Our findings also suggest that the new medical
knowledge acquired through the geriatric chief complaint—
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based curriculum resulted in an improvement in patient care as
documented in the medical records for these patients.

LIMITATIONS

The study findings are limited by 2 major factors. The first
and most significant limitation is that the data from our study
were collected through a chart review rather than through direct
bedside observation of the residents’ clinical activities. Thus,
we may misinterpret documentation deficiencies as
deficiencies in patient care or medical knowledge. However,
because the described limitation impacts both the pre- and
postimplementation chart reviews, it is likely that deficiencies
in resident documentation would be evenly distributed between
pre- and postimplementation charts. Charts were also reviewed
by a single reviewer, limiting our ability to assess the
consistency of the chart review.

Second, progressive clinical experience and attending-
resident interactions are both highly variable and highly
influential. Clearly, as residents progress through training and
benefit from increased clinical experience, the patient care they
provide and their documentation of this care are likely to
improve. Another variable aspect of the resident’s clinical
experience during this study period is the input of the attending
physician for each case. Because different attending physicians
provided clinical supervision, their inputs on each case
presentation likely affected the patient care and documentation
of each encounter.

CONCLUSION

A geriatric chief complaint—based curriculum derived from
a practice-based curriculum analysis improved EM resident
documentation of the approach to the care of elderly patients in
the ED compared with a non—age-specific chief complaint—
based curriculum, as evidenced by improved documentation of
patient encounters.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The study was supported by the American Geriatric
Society’s Geriatrics Education for Specialty Residents
Program, funded by the John A. Hartford Foundation.

The study was previously presented at the Accreditation
Council for Graduate Medical Education Annual Education
Conference, March 2007, in Orlando, Florida.

Address for Correspondence: Michael C. Wadman, MD, University
of Nebraska College of Medicine, Department of Emergency
Medicine, 981150 Nebraska Medical Center, Omaha, NE 68198-
1150. E-mail: mwadman@unmc.edu.

Conflicts of Interest: By the WestJEM article submission
agreement, all authors are required to disclose all affiliations,
funding sources, and financial or management relationships that

could be perceived as potential sources of bias. The authors
disclosed none.

REFERENCES

1. Knowles MS. The Adult Learner: A Neglected Species. 4th ed. Houston,
TX: Gulf Publishing Company; 1990:35-44.

2. Hockberger RS, Binder LS, Graber MA, et al. The Model of the Clinical
Practice of Emergency Medicine. Ann Emerg Med. 2001;37:745-770.

3. 2007 EM Model Review Task Force, Thomas HA, Beeson MS, et al. The
2005 Model of the Clinical Practice of Emergency Medicine: the 2007
update. Ann Emerg Med. 2008;52:e1-e17.

4. Gerson LW, Skvarch L. Emergency medical service utilization by the
elderly. Ann Emerg Med. 1982;11:610-611.

5. Sanders AB. Care of the elderly in emergency departments: conclusions
and recommendations. Ann Emerg Med. 1992;21:830-834.

6. Sanders AB. Older persons in the emergency department. J Am Geriatr
Soc. 2001;49:1390-1392.

7. Aminzadeh, F, Dalziel WB. Older adults in the emergency department: a
systematic review of patterns of use, adverse outcomes, and
effectiveness of interventions. Ann Emerg Med. 2002;39:238-247.

8. Meldon SW, Ma OJ, Woolard R, eds. Geriatric Emergency Medicine.
New York, NY: McGraw-Hill; 2004:1-3.

9. Wilber ST, Gerson LW. A research agenda for geriatric emergency
medicine. Acad Emerg Med. 2003;10:251-260.

10. Jones J, Dougherty J, Cannon L, et al. A geriatrics curriculum for
emergency medicine training programs. Ann Emerg Med.
1986;15:1275-1281.

11. Wilber ST, Gerson LW, Terrell KM, et al. Geriatric emergency medicine
and the 2006 Institute of Medicine reports from the committee on the
future of emergency care in the U.S. Health System. Acad Emerg Med.
2006;13:1345-1351.

12. Berger E. Geriatrics and the IOM: did report forget the elderly? Ann
Emerg Med. 2006;48:723-725.

13. Eisner J. The Geriatrics Education for Specialty Residents (GSR)
program. The American Geriatrics Society Web site. Available at: http://
specialists.americangeriatrics.org/gsr_program.php#overview.
Accessed August 7, 2009.

14. Bragg EJ, Warshaw GA. ACGME requirements for geriatric medicine
curricula in medical specialties: progress made and progress needed.
Acad Med. 2005;80:279-285.

15. Accreditation Council for Graduate Medical Education (ACGME).
ACGME program requirements for graduate medical education in
emergency medicine. ACGME Web site. Available at: http://www.
acgme.org/acWebsite/downloads/RRC_progreq/
110emergencymed07012007.pdf. Accessed August 7, 2009.

16. McNamara RM, Rousseau E, Sanders AB. Geriatric emergency
medicine: a survey of practicing emergency physicians. Ann Emerg
Med. 1992;21:796-801.

17. Woloschuk W, Mandin H. Retention of basic science knowledge: a
comparison between body system-based and clinical presentation
curricula. Teach Learn Med. 2004;16:116—122.

Western Journal of Emergency Medicine

488

Volume XII, Nno. 4 : November 2011




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /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 false
  /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 false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 /Average
  /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 (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU ([Based on 'AP_Press'] Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
  >>
  /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
    >>
    <<
      /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
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




