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Abstract

One of the most challenging tasks face by bureaucrats in city council, particularly in an urban area, is to make
decisions on recreational parks. With high competition demand in land for projects such as housing areas, industrial
and infrastructure purposes, an investment in recreational parks always seems not to be viable. This is compounded
with the cost in establishing and maintains the parks. In the mean time, the parks also do not provide any monetary
return to the council because, usually, no or minimal charges are imposed on visitors. Even though these arguments
are not favourable to the investment in recreational parks, different conclusion could be drawn if sustainable
development factor is included in the discussion. The factor explains that the environments need to be preserved
without compromising its availability for future generation to use it. One way to do it is through the establishment
of recreational parks. Therefore, this study is to investigate public preferences and their willingness to pay (WTP)
for attributes provided at recreational parks in Kuala Lumpur (KL). Qualitative method is applied to determine the
attributes and their levels, whilst the quantitative method which is Choice Experiments (CEs) is employed to
investigate respondents’ preferences for these attributes. The results from the choice data indicates that respondents
in KL has the highest preference for recreational facilities, followed by visitor amenities, natural attractions and
information. The CEs results also show that the samples in KL are willing to pay for improvement in these
attributes.

Keywords: Choice Experiments (CEs); Willingness to Pay (WTP); Attributes.

Introduction

Outdoor recreation, or specifically recreational parks, offers a range of active and passive pursuits in
which the public can engage. The activities available in parks have many benefits. These include
improving social interaction, promoting a healthy lifestyle, and enhancing knowledge (Manning, 1989).
The parks also play a vital role for issue such as sustainable development. Such issue explains that that
the environments need to be preserved without compromising its availability for future generation to use
it.

Issues relate to sustainable development is one of the most challenging tasks face by bureaucrats in city
council, particularly in an urban area like city centre of Kuala Lumpur. One of them is to finding open
spaces suitable for recreational purposes. Technically, the amount of land required for an open space is
determined by the open space ratio. In this ratio, the total population is divided into the area of open
space. With high competition demand in land for projects such as housing areas, industrial and
infrastructure purposes, an investment in recreational parks always seems not to be viable. This is

1


https://core.ac.uk/display/12119642?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1

compounded with the cost in establishing and maintains the parks. In the mean time, the parks also do
not provide any monetary return to the council because, usually, no or minimal charges are imposed on
visitors.

In Kuala Lumpur for example, even though the ratio of open space per 1000 increased from 0.6 hectare in
1984 to 1.11 hectares in 2000, this ratio however, is considered low in comparison to other western cities
which ranging between two to three hectares per 1000 (City Hall of Kuala Lumpur, 2003). Land in Kuala
Lumpur concentrates on the residential areas (23%), infrastructure uses (21%), as opposed to open spaces
and recreational purposes (7%) (City Hall of Kuala Lumpur, 2003).

The amount of land required for parks depends upon the attributes available in them. Parks with
recreational facilities, such as jogging trails or bicycle tracks, may require large spaces, as compared to
parks that provide basic amenities (such as park benches). The choice of attributes provided at parks not
only affects the amount of land, but it is also one of the most important factors in attracting the public.

People visit a park depends on several factors and one of them is the attractions or characteristics that are
available at the park. However, in reality, some parks have been designed and built without taking into
account public preferences. Some of these parks may have facilities that are of no interest to the public
and, this is likely to have an adverse impact on visitor numbers. Understanding public preferences could
help to mitigate these problems and, for this reason, such information would be useful to parks’
management.

The objectives of this article is to investigate how the stated preference (SP) choice experiments (CEs) can
be used to (1) inform park’s management on what attributes the public preferred to use at parks in the
city centre of Kuala Lumpur; and (2) to calculate the value of attributes at parks.

The organization of this article is structured as follows. The following section provides a theory on the CE
technique. This is followed with the study design including selection the attributes and generating the
choice cards. This is followed with the CEs results and visitor’s willingness to pay (WTP) to visit parks in
Kuala Lumpur. Finally, some conclusions are drawn.

Choice Experiments

CE is a technique where respondents are required to choose the most preferred alternative from a series
of alternatives presented to them (Bateman et al., 2002). These alternatives refer to various hypothetical
scenarios that might be used to portray attributes provided at parks. These alternatives usually consist of
possible combinations of various attributes and in order to portray a wide range of scenarios different
levels of attributes are employed. An underpinning theory in CEs explains that the utility to consumer by
using any good can be derived from the characteristics or attributes of the good (Lancaster, 1966).

Traditionally, the analysis of CEs data uses the multinomial logit (MNL) model (McFadden, 1974). MNL
is the most frequently applied model for parameter estimation in CEs (Adamowicz, Swait, Boxall,
Louviere, & Williams, 1997; Boxall & Adamowicz, 2002; Hanley, Mourato, & Wright, 2001).

In this model, an individual faces a choice among ] alternative parks in a choice set. The utility that visitor
n derives from choosing a park can be expressed as:



U, =V, +a, )

Assuming an individual choice is based on the random utility model (RUM) framework, the indirect
utility function of &, can be decomposed into two components, ¥, the part that is a function of factors
observed by analysts which is known as deterministic element, and €,, the stochastic component (Hanley,
et al., 2001). The MNL model assumes that individuals have homogenous taste preferences (i.e. where
individuals have identical yardsticks when choosing alternatives in the choice cards).

A measure of economic value for each attribute available at parks can be calculated after the parameter
estimates have been obtained. This economic value, always referred as implicit price, can be calculated by
using equation 2.

Implicit Price (IF) = B
@ @)

where k refers to parameter of a non-monetary k attribute while ¢ is parameter for the price or cost.

Study Design

To investigate the application of CEs on individuals preferences on attributes at urban parks in Kuala
Lumpur, a sample was taken from people who living at Kuala Lumpur area. A total of 242 people were
interviewed face-to-face where the sample was randomly stratified by gender, age and ethnicities groups.
The selection of attributes and their levels in the study were undertaken from several steps. It was started
with the reviews from the specific attributes that have been used in the economic studies of outdoor
recreation parks. Since the objective of this study to examine individuals” preferences on urban parks at
Kuala Lumpur area in general, the study uses generic attribute rather than specific attributes.

Levels in generic attributes are described according to the number of specific attributes available for
them. Attributes with higher levels contain more specific attributes, as compared to those with medium
and basic levels. After conducting three focus group meetings and several stakeholder interviews, four
three-level attributes and one two-level attribute have been chosen for this study. The attributes with
three levels include recreational facilities, informational attributes, activities related to nature
appreciation, and package price. The levels are basic, medium and higher. The amenity attribute is
described in two levels: basic; and higher. The value for an adult price was RM5, RM20, and RM35. The
price for children (i.e. 7-12 years old) is half from the adult price. The list of attributes and their levels
together with its description used in this study is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Attribute card

To assist respondents answering the CEs questions, these attributes were presented in a pictograph
format. This may avoid respondents become bored and such a strategy (i.e. using symbols, graphics, or
pictures) has been employed by analysts such as Rolfe and Bennett (2008), Alvarez-Farizo and Hanley
(2002), and Campbell (2007). This study employs the orthogonal main effects design. A total of 18 choice
cards were generated where the card were paired by using a cyclical or foldover approach (Louviere,
Hensher, & Swait, 2000).

Asking respondents to answer all eighteen choice cards may be too much of a burden for them. The
number of choice cards, therefore, was reduced to six. This number was seen as a manageable amount for
respondents. The example of choice card is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Choice card

Results and Discussion

After taking into account ill-informed responses the total numbers of usable respondents, included the
pilot surveys, were 188. These possible ill-informed responses were determined from some screening
questions where respondents were required to state the level of frequency for attributes used in the
study, when they were answering the CEs questions. The frequency was measured as: always; seldom;
and never. The respondents who stated “never” to all of these attributes were removed from the analysis,
because their answers to the CE questions might be ill-informed. These 188 respondents provide 1128
choice responses.

An econometric analysis of CE data in this study is used to estimate the economic value of recreational
parks. The variables used in the random utility models are presented in Table 1. The variables can be
divided into two types. The first type encompasses the variables that are linked to parks and the second
comprises variables that relate to respondents’ socio-demographic characteristics.



Table 1

Variables for Random Utility Models

Variable Type Definitions
Amen Qualitative Amenities and services available at parks. It has two levels- basic and higher levels.
Fac Qualitative Facilities available at parks. It has three levels- basic, medium and higher levels.
Info Qualitative Information available at parks. It has three levels- basic, medium and higher levels.
NALtt Qualitative Natural attractions available at parks. It has three levels- basic, medium and higher levels.
Pri Quantitative Park entrance fee. The levels for package price were RM0, RM5.00, RM20.00 and RM35.00.
AgePri Qualitative The interaction between age of respondent and package price. It has three levels- 18 to 24 yrs
old, 25 to34 yrs old and 35 yrs old and above.
EduPri Qualitative The interaction between education level attained by respondent and package price. It has two
levels- Non-university degree and university degree
EthPri Qualitative The interaction between ethnic group of respondent and package price. It consists of three

groups- Malays, Chinese, and Indians and others.

*The bold denotes base level

Multinomial Logit (MNL) Model

The indirect utility function (V) for Kuala Lumpur is shown in equation 3.

V = . Amen+f;. Facl + #3.Fac2 + §;.Infol + f;. Info + fc. NAtL + &> NAR2 + SgPri+ 8,.. 2,

)

where Z_ refers to interactions between socio-demographic characteristics and the package price. In

general, the results reported in Table 2 show that the significance of variables estimated from the basic
MNL and the MNL with interactions models are similar.



Table 2

Coefficients of MNL Model for Kuala Lumpur

Variable Basic MNL MNL with interactions
Amen 0.52%** 0.57***
(0.09) (0.09)
Facl- medium 1.05%** 1.15%**
0.12) (0.11)
Fac2- higher 1.62%** 1.74%%*
(0.12) (0.13)
Infol- medium 0.20** 0.30%**
(0.10) 0.11)
Info2- higher 0.23* 0.34**
(0.14) (0.15)
NAttl- medium 0.34*** 0.40%**
(0.11) 0.12)
NALtt2- higher 0.35%** 0.43%**
0.12) 0.12)
Pri -0.08*** -0.06***
(0.00) (0.01)
AgePril: 25 to 34 yrs old B L0.02**
(Agel x Price) (0.01)
AgePri2: 35 yrs old and above B 0.01
(Age2 x Price) (0.01)
EduPri: University Degree B 0.02#%
(Edu x Price) (0.01)
EthPril: Chinese B L0107
(Ethnicl x Price) (0.01)
EthPri2: Indian and others B 0,06+
(Ethnic2 x Price) (0.01)
Summary Statistics
Log-likelihood function: L{&} -970.50 -873.56
Log-likelihood: L(0) -1239.23 -1239.23
Psuedo-R? 0.22 0.30
Adjusted Psuedo-R? 0.21 0.29
Number of observations 1128 1128

okt

In each model, the coefficients for Amen, Facl, Fac2, Info at both levels, and Price are significant at least
at the 10% level and have the a priori expected signs. It is noteworthy that the coefficient values for the
higher level were greater than the coefficient values for the lower level. This indicates that the marginal
utility received by respondents for higher levels of an attribute are greater than the utility received at the

significant at 1%, ** significant at 5%, and *significant at 10%; std. errors are in brackets
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lower level. The attribute of natural attractions (NAtt) is also significant (at the 1% level) in the basic and
interactions models. This indicates that the respondents in KL appreciate natural attractions and this is
expected, because by living in an urban area, such as KL, opportunities to participate in activities such as
“hands-on training on planting” are limited. Most of the estimated interactions variables were significant
at 5% or a higher level. The only insignificant variable is AgePri2.

The results for interactions with the prices attribute also show that the estimated coefficient for
respondents who have a university degree is greater than the estimated coefficient for those who do not.
This indicates that a respondent who has attained higher education is willing to pay more, compared to a
respondent with a lower level of education. In terms of ethnic groups, the interaction coefficients for price
for Chinese, Indians and others show a negative sign. This suggests that these ethnic groups were not
willing to pay as much as Malays.

The explanatory power for the basic MNL model is considered higher with the adjusted psuedo-R? is
21%. The percentage, however, increased to 29% for the MNL with interactions model which indicates
that the inclusion of socio-demographic characteristics improves model fit. Results from a Likelihood
Ratio (LR) test also show that the coefficients in both models are not jointly zero.

In terms of implicit price, the respondents” willingness to pay, the results show that the respondents are
willing to pay more on attribute facilities, follow with amenities, natural attractions and information. The
results for the MNL with interactions model provide some illustrations of implicit price that take into
account the respondents’ socio-demographic characteristics. For instance, the average implicit price for a
young Chinese respondent (i.e. 18 to 24 years old) who has attained higher education (i.e. having a
University degree) is 71% less compared to the Malay respondents with similar characteristics.

Table 3

Implicit Price (in RM) of MNL Model

Attribute MNL MNL with interactions
Amen- basic to higher 6.20%** 5.54%**
(1.03) (0.85)
Facl- basic to medium 12.58%** 11.19%**
(1.34) (1.11)
Fac2- basic to higher 19.41%** 16.86™**
(1.38) (1.16)
Infol- basic to medium 2.42%* 2.94%**
(1.21) (1.02)
Info2- basic to higher 2.81* 3.29**
(1.63) (1.39)
NAttl-basic to medium 4.02%%* 3.86%**
(1.28) (1.08)
NAtt2- basic to higher 427 4.22%%%
(1.33) (1.12)

***significant at 1%, ** significant at 5%, and *significant at 10%; std. errors are in brackets



Conclusions and Policy Implications

Having discussed the results of the study, some conclusions could be drawn and be proposed to
bureaucrats in the city centre of Kuala Lumpur. First, the study provides useful information to
bureaucrats to plan public expenditure in terms of sustainable development purpose. The sustainable
development can be done in various forms but the one that is highlighted in the study is through an
investment on recreational parks. The potential benefits that could be generated from recreational parks
can be used as one of the factors to justify why such investment is appropriate. For example, the
calculated implicit prices allow the potential benefits be measured in monetary value. This is important
because by having the values, it can be used to compare to the monetary costs of providing the parks.
Such information could inform bureaucrats to make a decision whether or not to invest on recreational
parks.

Second, the results of the study also could inform bureaucrats to identify attributes preferred by the
public. Such information gives some useful hints as to how funding can be optimally invested. Usually, it
is argued that funds should be invested in the attributes that were valued most highly by the
respondents. The decision, however, might be inaccurate without taking into account the cost of
providing it. For example, even though respondents mostly valued the attributes relating to facilities and
amenities this does not necessarily indicate that the funding should be invested in the attributes.
Attributes such as information which attract lower costs might need to be considered on benefit-cost
grounds even though they offer smaller benefits. At the same time, the required quality of the chosen
attributes must also be affordable.

Lastly, the results could inform bureaucrats about pricing strategy if they are going to impose an entry
charge to recreational parks in future. In competition with the planning of other sectors, an allocation for
an investment in recreational parks is not guaranteed. Therefore, bureaucrats in the council should
consider charging visitors if available funds are not enough to cover the operation costs. The results such
as the implicit prices (i.e. WTP) for attributes could be used as a basis to determine an appropriate charge.



References

Adamowicz, W., Swait, J., Boxall, P., Louviere, J. and Williams, M. (1997) Perceptions versus objective
measures of environmental quality in combined revealed and stated preference models of
environmental valuation', Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 32, (1), pp. 65-84.

Alvarez-Farizo, B. and Hanley, N. (2002) 'Using conjoint analysis to quantify public preferences over the
environmental impacts of wind farms. An example from Spain', Energy Policy, 30, (2), pp. 107-116.

Bateman, I, Carson, R. T., Day, B.,, Hanemann, M., Hanley, N., Hett, T., Jones-Lee, M., Loomes, G.,
Mourato, S., Ozdemiroglu, E., Pearce, D. W., Sugden, R. and Swanson, J. (2002) Economic Valuation
with Stated Preference Techniques. Edward Elgar: Cheltenham, UK.

Boxall, P. C. and Adamowicz, W. L. (2002) 'Understanding heterogenous preferences in random utility
models: A latent class approach’, Environmental and Resource Economics, 23, (4), pp. 421-446.

Campbell, D. (2007) 'Willingness to pay for rural landscape improvements: Combining mixed logit and
random-effects model', Journal of Agricultural Economics, 58, (3), pp. 467-483.

City Hall of Kuala Lumpur. (2003) Kuala Lumpur Structure Plan 2020. Kuala Lumpur: City Hall of Kuala
Lumpur.

Hanley, N., Mourato, S. and Wright, R. E. (2001) 'Choice modelling approaches: A superior alternatives
for environmental valuation?' Journal of Economic Surveys, 15, (3), pp. 435-462.

Lancaster, K. ]. (1966) 'A new approach to consumer theory ', The Journal of Political Economy, 74, (2), pp.
132-157.

Louviere, J. J., Hensher, D. A. and Swait, J. D. (2000) Stated Choice Methods Analysis and Application.
Cambridge University Press: Cambridge.

Manning, R. E. (1989) 'The nature of America: Visions and revisions of wilderness', Natural Resources
Journal, 29, (1), pp. 25-40.

Rolfe, J. and Bennett, J. (2008) 'The impact of offering two versus three alternatives in choice modelling
experiments', Ecological Economics, 68, (4), pp. 1140-1148.

10




<<
  /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


