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Abstract
Introduction: Pennsylvania opened its first medical mari-
juana (MMJ) dispensary in 2018. Qualifying conditions in-
clude six conditions determined to have no or insufficient
evidence to support or refute MMJ effectiveness. We con-
ducted a study to describe MMJ dispensary access in
Pennsylvania and to determine whether dispensary prox-
imity was associated with MMJ certifications and community
demographics. Methods: Using data from the Pennsylvania
Department of Health, we geocoded MMJ dispensary lo-
cations and linked them to US Census Bureau data. We
created dispensary access measures from the population-
weighted centroid of Zip Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAs):
distance to nearest dispensary and density of dispensaries
within a 15-min drive. We evaluated associations between
dispensary access and the proportion of adults who received
MMJ certification and the proportion of certifications for low
evidence conditions (amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, epilepsy,
glaucoma, Huntington’s disease, opioid use disorder, and

Parkinson’s disease) using negative binomial modeling,
adjusting for community features. To evaluate associa-
tions racial and ethnic composition of communities and
distance to nearest dispensary, we used logistic re-
gression to estimate the odds ratios (OR) and 95%
confidence intervals (CI), adjusting for median income.
Results: Distance and density of MMJ dispensaries were
associated with the proportion of the ZCTA population
certified and the proportion of certifications for insuffi-
cient evidence conditions. Compared to ZCTAs with no
dispensary within 15 min, the proportion of adults cer-
tified increased by up to 31% and the proportion of
certifications for insufficient evidence decreased by up to
22% for ZCTAs with two dispensaries. From 2018 to 2021,
the odds of being within five miles of a dispensary was up
to 20 times higher in ZCTAs with the highest proportions
of individuals who were not White (2019: OR: 20.14, CI:
10.7–37.8) and more than double in ZCTAs with the
highest proportion of Hispanic individuals (2018: OR:
2.81, CI: 1.51–5.24), compared to ZCTAs with the lowest
proportions. Conclusions: Greater dispensary access was
associated with the proportions of certified residents and
certifications for low evidence conditions. Whether these
patterns are due to differences in accessibility or demand
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is unknown. Associations between community demo-
graphics and dispensary proximity may indicate MMJ
access differences. © 2024 The Author(s).

Published by S. Karger AG, Basel

Introduction

The legalization of medical marijuana (MMJ) is ex-
panding worldwide, including in some parts of the USA,
Europe, Asia, and Africa [1]. In the USA, as of January
2024, 38 states allow medical use of cannabis products [2].
States have a growing list of qualifying conditions for MMJ,
despite limited evidence of the effectiveness of MMJ for
many of these conditions [3]. The geographic location of
MMJ dispensaries has been associated with marijuana use
[4–6]; however, it is unknown whether the locations of
MMJ dispensaries are associated with the qualifying con-
ditions for which individuals are being certified. As MMJ
legalization and the number of certifying conditions in the
USA expand [2, 7], it is imperative to understand the
potential implications of the locations ofMMJ dispensaries.

Geographic locations of MMJ dispensaries have been
associated with marijuana use patterns. Living near a
higher number of MMJ dispensaries has been associated
with a greater number of days of marijuana use, greater
marijuana demand, and frequency of marijuana use
[4–6]. Studies to date have been cross-sectional and have
not been able to determine the causal direction of these
relationships (i.e., whether location is driving demand or
demand is driving location). Much of this research has
been conducted in California, the first state to legalize
MMJ in 1996. It is unknown whether these findings are
generalizable to states in other regions of the country.

Very little is known about whether geographic access
to MMJ dispensaries is associated with the types of
qualifying conditions for which people are certified.
However, prior studies have reported associations be-
tween geographic access to clinical care settings and
healthcare utilization for some qualifying conditions,
including anxiety and autism [8, 9]. In 2017, the National
Academies of Sciences, Engineering and Medicine
(NASEM) published a comprehensive review of the ev-
idence regarding the health effects of using cannabis and
cannabis-derived products [3]. In the report, NASEM
categorized conditions into one of five categories: con-
clusive evidence, substantial evidence, moderate evi-
dence, limited evidence, and no or insufficient evidence
to support the association [3]. A subsequent report
identified a mismatch between many of the qualifying
conditions allowed under state law and the evidence

supporting the use of MMJ. In 2019, a national report
estimated that 15.4% of patient-reported qualifying
conditions had less than substantial evidence of the ef-
fectiveness of MMJ treatment [10]. Since then, new states
and new qualifying conditions have been added to MMJ
regulations [7].

Different community characteristics have been associ-
ated with geographic access to MMJ dispensaries, but
results have differed across states. In New York State, for
example, MMJ services were least available in neighbor-
hoods with highly educated residents [11], while in
Oklahoma census tracts with at least one MMJ dispensary
had a higher proportion of uninsured individuals living
below the poverty level [12]. Unlike in these states, in
California and Colorado studies did not find an association
between socioeconomic status and MMJ dispensary lo-
cations [13, 14]. In New York State, MMJ services were
least available in neighborhoods with Black residents [11],
while in Los Angeles the presence ofMMJ dispensaries was
associated with a higher proportion of Hispanic residents
[13]. Differences in geographic proximity to MMJ dis-
pensaries may impact access to effective treatment options
for conditions such as chronic pain or multiple sclerosis
[3]. Conversely, there is some prior evidence that closer
proximity may have negative consequences, as proximity
has been associated with elevated rates of marijuana-
related hospitalizations and crime [15–17].

As the number of MMJ dispensaries grows, it is
important to understand the implications of where
states locate MMJ dispensaries and how to provide
equitable access. Pennsylvania legalized MMJ in 2016
and opened its first dispensary in 2018. As of 2024, there
are 24 conditions on the list of qualifying conditions in
Pennsylvania (online suppl. 1; for all online suppl.
material, see https://doi.org/10.1159/000537841). Indi-
viduals can be certified for one or more of these con-
ditions. Using data from the Pennsylvania Department
of Health, we conducted a study of the association
between proximity to MMJ dispensaries and both the
proportion of individuals certified and the proportion of
certifications for conditions that have no, insufficient, or
limited evidence. We then evaluated the association
between racial, ethnic, socioeconomic community fea-
tures and access to Pennsylvania dispensaries.

Methods

We conducted a cross-sectional study of MMJ dispensaries in
Pennsylvania zip code tabulation areas (ZCTAs) from 2018 to
2021 using data from the Pennsylvania Department of Health
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obtained in 2022, geographic spatial files from the Census Bureau,
and community sociodemographic data from the American
Community Survey. According to the Census Bureau, Pennsyl-
vania was the fifth most populous state in 2020 in the USA
(population = 13.0 million, 26.6% non-White). We evaluated
associations between geographic access, defined using distance and
density measures, to MMJ dispensaries and certifications. We then
measured associations between community sociodemographic
factors and MMJ dispensary access.

Measures of Geographic Access
The Pennsylvania Department of Health provided the ad-

dresses and opening dates of MMJ dispensaries in Pennsylvania.
Using ArcGIS V.10.8 (ESRI, Redlands, CA, USA), we geocoded
dispensary locations for each year between 2018 and 2021 and
created two dispensary access measures from the population-
weighted centroid of ZCTAs with at least 100 adult residents to
ensure the precision of our estimates: Geodesic distance (miles) to
nearest dispensary and a density measure of the count of dis-
pensaries within a 15-min driving buffer (0, 1, 2). Drive-time
buffers were created using ArcGIS with Network Analyst and
StreetMap Premium 2021. These are drive-times by road following
posted speed limits. We selected drive-time, rather than distance,
as drive-time is readily interpretable, better captures opportunity
cost of travel, and it better reflects the information that individuals
use to inform travel decisions [18].

Measures of MMJ Use
For each year between 2018 and 2021, the Pennsylvania

Department of Health provided certification data at the Zip
Code level to Pennsylvania Academic Clinical Research Centers
in February 2023. Data included 5-digit zip code for the cer-
tifying person, certification status (included: active, inactive,
pending, expired, cancelled), creation date of certification,
treatment period (by number of months up to 12), and up to 10
qualifying serious medical conditions approved by the De-
partment of Health. Zip Code to ZCTA crosswalk files from UDS
Mapper (HRSA, 2018–2021) were used to summarize MMJ
certifications at the ZCTA level. For each ZCTA, we calculated
the proportion of adults residing in a ZCTA who had a certi-
fication in each year and the proportion of certifications for
insufficient evidence conditions, per the NASEM report. To
calculate the proportion certified, we divided the number of
certifications in each year between 2018 and 2021 by the size of
the adult population in that ZCTA using data from the American
Community Survey data.

We identified six conditions on the Pennsylvania’s list of
qualifying conditions between 2019 and 2021 that the NASEM
categorized as having less than moderate evidence of MMJ ef-
fectiveness (i.e., conditions with no, insufficient, or limited evi-
dence of MMJ effectiveness [3]; hereinafter, low evidence con-
ditions): amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, epilepsy, glaucoma, Hun-
tington’s disease, opioid use disorder, and Parkinson’s disease
(online suppl. 1) [3]. Because Pennsylvania expanded their list of
qualifying conditions in 2019, we calculated the proportion of
certifications that were only for one or more of these conditions for
each year between 2019 and 2021 by dividing the number of
certifications for the six low evidence conditions by the total
number of certifications.

Community Measures
Using data from the American Community Survey, we created

measures of income and racial and ethnic composition for each of
the ZCTAs. For each year, we quartiled the median household
income, the proportion of residents who were not White, and the
proportion of residents who were Hispanic. We categorized
ZCTAs by the level of urbanicity using the Rural-Urban Com-
muting Area Codes from the US Department of Agriculture [19].
ZCTAs were categorized as metropolitan, micropolitan/small
town, and rural.

Analysis
The goals of these analyses were to describe MMJ location and

certification patterns in Pennsylvania; evaluate associations be-
tween geographic access to MMJ dispensaries (distance and
density) and two MMJ use outcomes: proportion of population
certified and proportion of certifications for low evidence con-
ditions; and evaluate associations between community features
and MMJ access. We evaluated associations between dispensary
access (distance: less than five miles [8.1 km], five to fewer than 10
miles [16.1 km], 10 and more miles; density: 0, 1, 2, or more within
a 15-min driving radius), the proportion of adults who received
MMJ certification (2018–2021), and the proportion of certifica-
tions for low evidence conditions (2019–2021), using negative
binomial modeling to estimate the incidence rate ratio and 95%
confidence intervals (CIs), separately, for each outcome in each
year. For these models, we used count variables (i.e., number of
certifications) as the outcomes and log-transformed denominators
(i.e., population and count of certifications, respectively) as offset
terms. We used an unadjusted model (model 1) and then we added
sociodemographic factors, separately, to that model, to avoid vi-
olations of nonpositivity: median income (model 2); proportion
not White and proportion Hispanic (model 3) [20]. In sensitivity
analyses, we re-ran these models using a drive-time of 30 min. To
evaluate associations between race and ethnic distributions
(proportion of the population that was not White and the pro-
portion that was Hispanic) and distance to nearest dispensary
(distance: <5 miles, 5 miles or more), we used logistic regression to
estimate the odds ratios and 95% CIs, adjusting for median in-
come. Urbanicity was not included in final models given that, as of
2021, no ZCTAs in Pennsylvania categorized as rural had a MMJ
dispensary.

Results

Of 1,831 ZCTAs, 1,608 were included in the analysis.
The remaining ZCTAs had fewer than 100 adult res-
idents and were excluded. From 2018 to 2021, the
median distance to the nearest dispensary decreased
from 14.7 miles to 9.3 miles (23.7 km to 15.0 km). The
percent of ZCTAs within five miles of a dispensary
nearly doubled, from 16.5% to 30.5%. The percent of
ZCTAs with at least two dispensaries within 15 min
more than tripled, from 9.2% to 27.8% (shown in Fig. 1;
Table 1). The median percent of population certified for
MMJ in Pennsylvania ZCTAs increased from 0.55% to
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3.54% (shown in Fig. 1) and the median percent of
certifications for low evidence conditions decreased
from 3.3% to 1.9%.

In unadjusted and adjusted models, the proportion of the
population certified increased with greater dispensary access
(i.e., shorter distance, higher density) (Table 2). This finding
was present in each year from 2018 to 2021. Compared to
ZCTAswith the nearest dispensarymore than 10miles away,
the proportion of adults certified increased by up to 42% for
ZCTAs within 5–10 miles of a dispensary and 48% for
ZCTAs within 5miles (2018, model 3). Compared to ZCTAs
with zero dispensaries within a 15-min drive, the proportion
of adults certified increased by up to 35% for ZCTAs with at
least 1 dispensary and 31% for ZCTAs with at least 2 dis-

pensaries (2018, model 1). These associations remained after
adjusting for community features (models 2 and 3).

In years 2019–2021, the proportion of certifications for
low evidence conditions decreased with greater dispen-
sary access (Table 3). Compared to ZCTAs with the
nearest dispensary more than 10 miles away, the pro-
portion of adults certified for low evidence conditions
decreased by up to 30% for ZCTAs within 5–10 miles of a
dispensary and 38% for ZCTAs within 5 miles (2021,
model 1). Compared to ZCTAs with zero dispensaries
within a 15-min drive, the proportion of adults certified
decreased by up to 34% for ZCTAs with at least 1 dis-
pensary and 22% for ZCTAs with at least 2 dispensaries
(2021, model 1). These associations remained after

Fig. 1. Pennsylvania maps of percent of adults with MMJ certification 2018–2021 in Zip Code Tabulation Areas
with at least 100 adult residents.
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adjusting for community features (models 2 and 3). The
direction of the results was similar when using a 30-min
drive-time (not shown).

ZCTAs with higher proportions of individuals who
were not White and ZCTAs with the higher proportion
of individuals who were Hispanic had higher odds of

Table 1. Descriptions of distance and density to MMJ dispensaries and MMJ certifications in Pennsylvania Zip Code Tabulation
Areas1 2018–2021

2018 2019 2020 2021

Distance to nearest
dispensary (miles)

≤5 >5
to ≤10

>10 ≤5 >5
to ≤10

>10 ≤5 >5
to ≤10

>10 ≤5 >5
to ≤10

>10

n (%) 266
(16)

287
(18)

1,055
(66)

356
(22)

323
(20)

928
(58)

418
(26)

371
(23)

819
(51)

491
(31)

357
(22)

760
(47)

Percent certified: mean (SD) 0.8
(0.5)

0.7
(0.5)

0.5
(0.3)

1.7
(0.7)

1.7
(0.8)

1.3
(0.8)

2.6
(1.0)

2.3
(1.0)

1.9
(1.1)

4.2
(1.5)

3.8
(1.6)

3.1
(16.4)

Percent certified for
insufficient evidence
conditions2: mean (SD)

4.1
(3.5)

4.3
(4.8)

6.2
(10.9)

2.9
(2.6)

3.2
(4.3)

4.2
(6.4)

2.2
(2.2)

2.7
(4.4)

3.3
(4.4)

2018 2019 2020 2021

Density within 15-min drive 0 1 ≥2 0 1 ≥2 0 1 ≥2 0 1 ≥2

n (%) 1,230
(76)

230
(14)

148 (9) 1,091
(68)

268
(17)

249
(15)

1,007
(63)

263
(16)

338
(21)

926
(58)

235
(15)

447
(28)

Percent certified: mean (SD) 0.5
(0.4)

0.8
(0.6)

0.8
(0.5)

1.3
(0.8)

1.7
(0.9)

1.7
(0.8)

1.9
(1.1)

2.5
(1.1)

2.6
(1.0)

3.2
(1.6)

4.1
(1.6)

4.1
(1.6)

Percent certified for
insufficient evidence
conditions2: mean (SD)

6.0
(10.2)

4.5
(4.4)

3.7
(2.8)

4.0
(6.1)

3.2
(4.0)

2.8
(2.4)

3.2
(4.5)

2.6
(3.5)

2.2
(2.4)

2018 2019 2020 2021

Distance to nearest MMJ
dispensary (miles)

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Percent non-White
Quartile 1 (lowest %) 22.8 (12.04) 17.6 (9.0) 16.5 (9.3) 15.6 (9.2)
Quartile 2 20.9 (12.0) 17.3 (10.3) 16.6 (10.4) 15.5 (10.3)
Quartile 3 16.1 (11.6) 13.1 (10.2) 11.6 (9.9) 10.7 (9.7)
Quartile 4 (highest %) 9.6 (10.2) 7.7 (8.5) 5.8 (6.6) 5.3 (6.5)

Percent Hispanic
Quartile 1 (lowest %) 21.3 (12.1) 17.1 (9.1) 16.1 (9.3) 15.4 (9.3)
Quartile 2 20.6 (12.3) 16.3 (10.4) 15.4 (10.7) 14.2 (10.3)
Quartile 3 15.2 (12.0) 12.2 (10.1) 11.4 (10.1) 10.5 (10.1)
Quartile 4 (highest %) 12.2 (11.4) 10.0 (9.9) 7.6 (8.0) 7.0 (7.9)

Median income
Quartile 1 (lowest %) 19.9 (13.9) 15.4 (11.4) 14.1 (11.4) 13.3 (11.3)
Quartile 2 21.7 (12.9) 17.0 (10.7) 16.1 (10.8) 15.0 (10.6)
Quartile 3 17.0 (10.9) 14.2 (9.7) 12.8 (9.4) 12.0 (9.2)
Quartile 4 (highest %) 10.8 (9.1) 9.0 (7.4) 7.4 (6.2) 6.7 (6.1)

SD, standard deviation. 11608 Zip Code Tabulation Areas with at least 100 adult residents in every year from 2018 to 2021.
2Qualifying conditions that the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine indicates that there is no or insufficient
evidence to support or refute treatment effectiveness of MMJ: amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, epilepsy, glaucoma, Huntington’s disease,
opioid use disorder, and Parkinson’s disease.
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having a dispensary within five miles (vs. greater than
five miles) in all years than ZCTAs with the lowest
proportion of individuals who were not White and
Hispanic individuals, respectively (Table 4). Adjusting
for median income and proportion Hispanic, in com-
munities with the highest proportion of individuals who
were not White (quartile 4), the odds of having a dis-
pensary within five miles was more than 12 times the
odds among communities with the lowest proportion of
individuals who were not White (quartile 1) in every
year. In these same models, in communities with the
highest proportion of Hispanic individuals (quartile 4),
the odds of having a dispensary within five miles was
more than double in all years. ZCTAs with higher

median incomes had lower odds of having a dispensary
within five miles, but all of the CIs included the null
value.

Discussion

As legalization of MMJ expands worldwide [1], un-
derstanding the implications of the availability of MMJ
in communities is essential. Geographic access to MMJ
dispensaries dramatically increased in Pennsylvania
from 2018 to 2021. We conducted the first study of the
association between MMJ dispensary locations in
Pennsylvania and MMJ certifications and the first study

Table 2. Associations between geographic access to MMJ dispensaries in Zip Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTA)1 and proportion of
certified adults in Pennsylvania2

2018 2019 2020 2021

Incident rate ratio (95% CI)

Model 1: unadjusted associations. Distance and density modeled separately2

Distance to nearest dispensary (miles)
≤5 1.45 (1.37, 1.55) 1.07 (0.99, 1.16) 1.13 (1.05, 1.22) 1.09 (1.02, 1.17)
>5 to ≤10 1.43 (1.36, 1.52) 1.23 (1.16, 1.30) 1.21 (1.16, 1.27) 1.17 (1.12, 1.23)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 1.35 (1.27, 1.44) 1.15 (1.08, 1.22) 1.16 (1.09, 1.24) 1.13 (1.06, 1.21)
≥2 1.31 (1.22, 1.41) 0.96 (0.88, 1.05) 1.06 (0.98, 1.14) 1.04 (0.97, 1.11)

Model 2: adjusted for median income (quartiled). Distance and density modeled separately2

Distance to nearest dispensary
≤5 1.39 (1.30, 1.48) 1.13 (1.07, 1.20) 1.15 (1.08, 1.23) 1.10 (1.03, 1.18)
>5 to ≤10 1.32 (1.25, 1.41) 1.16 (1.10, 1.22) 1.13 (1.07, 1.20) 1.12 (1.06, 1.18)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 1.29 (1.21, 1.37) 1.14 (1.08, 1.20) 1.16 (1.09, 1.23) 1.11 (1.04, 1.19)
≥2 1.24 (1.16, 1.33) 1.04 (0.98, 1.10) 1.09 (1.03, 1.15) 1.05 (0.99, 1.12)

Model 3: adjusted for race and ethnicity (quartiled). Distance and density modeled separately2,3

Distance to nearest dispensary
≤5 1.48 (1.38, 1.59) 1.21 (1.13, 1.29) 1.27 (1.20, 1.35) 1.24 (1.18, 1.31)
>5 to ≤10 1.42 (1.34, 1.50) 1.28 (1.21, 1.35) 1.26 (1.20, 1.31) 1.21 (1.16, 1.26)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 1.33 (1.25, 1.42) 1.20 (1.13, 1.27) 1.23 (1.16, 1.30) 1.19 (1.12, 1.26)
≥2 1.31 (1.21, 1.42) 1.07 (0.98, 1.16) 1.17 (1.10, 1.24) 1.17 (1.11, 1.23)

11608 ZCTAs with at least 100 adult residents in every year from 2018 to 2021. 2Negative binomial models separate for each
outcome and year that used count variables (i.e., number of certifications) as the outcomes and log-transformed denominators
(i.e., population) as offset terms. 3Adjusted for proportion non-White and proportion Hispanic.
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in the USA of the association between dispensary lo-
cations and qualifying conditions. We found that geo-
graphic access to MMJ dispensaries since the first dis-
pensary opened in 2018 has consistently differed by
the race and ethnic composition of Pennsylvania
communities.

As of January 2024, 38 states andWashington DC have
legalized MMJ, and within those states [2], certifications
have been rapidly growing [21]. In Pennsylvania, the
proportion of adults certified for MMJ increased more

than sixfold from 2018 to 2021. We observed that
greater access, measured by both distance and density,
was associated with MMJ certifications, independent of
demographic and socioeconomic composition of the
population, factors that have been associated with MMJ
use [22]. These findings are consistent with other states
with a longer history of MMJ legalization. Multiple
studies in California, for example, support the associ-
ation between MMJ proximity and demand and utili-
zation [4–6].

Table 3. Associations between geographic access to MMJ dispensaries in Zip Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTA)1

and proportion of certifications for insufficient evidence conditions in Pennsylvania2

2019 2020 2021

Incident rate ratio (95% CI)

Model 1: unadjusted associations. Distance and density modeled separately3

Distance to nearest dispensary (miles)
≤5 0.67 (0.61, 0.73) 0.62 (0.56, 0.67) 0.62 (0.57, 0.67)
>5 to ≤10 0.73 (0.66, 0.80) 0.67 (0.60, 0.74) 0.70 (0.63, 0.77)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 0.83 (0.75, 0.92) 0.76 (0.68, 0.85) 0.78 (0.70, 0.87)
≥2 0.67 (0.61, 0.72) 0.68 (0.62, 0.74) 0.66 (0.61, 0.72)

Model 2: adjusted for median income (quartiled). Distance and density modeled separately3

Distance to nearest dispensary
≤5 0.72 (0.66, 0.79) 0.71 (0.64, 0.78) 0.71 (0.65, 0.77)
>5 to ≤10 0.86 (0.78, 0.94) 0.83 (0.75, 0.91) 0.83 (0.75, 0.91)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 0.88 (0.80, 1.12) 0.80 (0.73, 0.88) 0.82 (0.75, 0.91)
≥2 0.69 (0.63, 0.75) 0.74 (0.68, 0.81) 0.72 (0.68, 0.79)

Model 3: adjusted for race and ethnicity (quartiled). Distance and density modeled separately3,4

Distance to nearest dispensary
≤5 0.87 (0.78, 0.97) 0.83 (0.75, 0.93) 0.78 (0.70, 0.87)
>5 to ≤10 0.82 (0.75, 0.90) 0.76 (0.68, 0.84) 0.75 (0.68, 0.83)
>10 (reference)

Density w/in 15 min
0 (reference)
1 0.96 (0.86, 1.06) 0.91 (0.83, 1.01) 0.86 (0.77, 0.96)
≥2 0.86 (0.78, 0.95) 0.90 (0.81, 0.99) 0.82 (0.75, 0.90)

11608 ZCTAs with at least 100 adult residents in every year from 2018 to 2021. 2Qualifying conditions that
the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine indicates that there is no or insufficient
evidence to support or refute treatment effectiveness of MMJ: amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, epilepsy,
glaucoma, Huntington’s disease, opioid use disorder, and Parkinson’s disease. 3Negative binomial models
separate for each outcome and year that used count variables (i.e., number of certifications) as the outcomes
and log-transformed denominators (i.e., total number of certifications) as offset terms. 4Adjusted for
proportion non-White and proportion Hispanic.
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In addition to the growth in the population certified,
Pennsylvania has increased the number of qualifying
conditions since legalization in 2016 [23]. Geographic
access to MMJ dispensaries was associated with the
qualifying conditions for which individuals were cer-
tified. Specifically, greater distances and a lower density
of MMJ dispensaries were associated with a higher
proportion of certifications for qualifying conditions
with low evidence [3] of the effectiveness of MMJ
treatment. Prior studies have demonstrated that access
to care for some of these qualifying conditions, in-
cluding opioid use disorder [24, 25] and epilepsy [26],
is more limited in minority racial and ethnic groups
and in low-income populations [27]. However, even
after adjusting for these factors, the association between
distance, density, and certifications for low evidence
conditions remained. It may be that those communities
with less access to MMJ dispensaries also have less
access to specialty care and treatment that was not
captured in our analyses. In Oklahoma, for example,
Cohn and colleagues [12] reported that census tracts
with at least one dispensary (vs. none) had a greater
number of hospitals and pharmacies. Limited access to
traditional health care for these conditions could
motivate people living in such communities to seek
MMJ as an alternative treatment option or could make
clinicians more likely to certify for conditions that lack

evidence supporting the use of MMJ (i.e., would be
better managed in a more traditional health care
setting).

Consistent with studies in California and Colorado,
we did not observe an association between median in-
come and geographic access to MMJ dispensaries [13,
14]. However, in Oklahoma, higher proportions of
residents living poverty and uninsured were associated
with geographic access to MMJ dispensaries [12]. In
New York State [11], census tracts with a higher pro-
portion of residents with bachelor’s degrees or higher
were more likely to have at last one certifying provider
than those with less education. Differences across states
could be due to how access was measured (e.g., in New
York, they measured proximity to a certifying provider
rather than a dispensary), differences in zoning laws,
financial barriers to certification (e.g., fees for required
medical exams, applications for certifications, renewals,
etc.) [28], or other unmeasured differences among the
states.

In Pennsylvania, we observed that ZCTAs with higher
proportions of residents who were not White and resi-
dents who were Hispanic were more likely to have a MMJ
dispensary within five miles. This association was inde-
pendent of median income. Studies in other states have
reported inconsistent findings for associations between
racial and ethnic composition and geographic access to

Table 4. Adjusted associations between community features and ≥1 MMJ dispensary within five miles of Zip Code Tabulation Areas
(ZCTA)1

2018 2019 2020 2021

Odds ratio (95% CI)

Proportion non-White
Quartile 1 (lowest) (ref)
Quartile 2 1.34 (0.56, 3.19) 1.55 (0.77, 3.11) 0.94 (0.52, 1.69) 0.99 (0.59, 1.64)
Quartile 3 3.16 (1.48, 6.72) 4.00 (2.11, 7.58) 2.80 (1.64, 4.78) 2.65 (1.64, 4.29)
Quartile 4 (highest) 18.35 (8.86, 38.02) 20.14 (10.7, 37.8) 15.2 (8.9, 25.7) 12.54 (7.72, 20,4)

Proportion Hispanic
Quartile 1 (lowest) (ref)
Quartile 2 1.40 (0.69, 2.84) 1.47 (0.81, 2.67) 1.65 (0.98, 2.80) 1.50 (0.94, 2.41)
Quartile 3 2.24 (1.18, 4.24) 2.78 (1.60, 4.84) 2.74 (1.62, 4.63) 2.92 (1.80, 4.72)
Quartile 4 (highest) 2.81 (1.51, 5.24) 2.63 (1.51, 4.57) 2.33 (1.38, 2.93) 2.47 (1.51, 4.02)

Median household income
Quartile 1 (lowest) (ref)
Quartile 2 0.64 (0.41, 1.00) 0.67 (0.44, 1.004) 0.63 (0.43, 0.94) 0.60 (0.42, 0.88)
Quartile 3 0.56 (0.35, 0.89) 0.65 (0.43, 0.98) 0.77 (0.51, 1.15) 0.75 (0.51, 1.09)
Quartile 4 (highest) 0.86 (0.59, 1.27) 0.89 (0.62, 1.29) 1.15 (0.80, 1.65) 1.38 (0.97, 1.97)

11608 ZCTAs with at least 100 adult residents in every year from 2018 to 2021.
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MMJ dispensaries [11, 13, 14]. Better geographic access
has been positively associated with higher proportions of
Hispanic residents in California [13], but not in Colorado
[14] or Oklahoma [12]. In Colorado, there was no as-
sociation between dispensary access and proportion of
Black residents [14]. Similarly, Thomas and Freisthler
reported no association with proportion of Black resi-
dents in California using data from 2012 [13]. However,
after zoning restrictions were changed in 2013, Thomas
and Freisthler found that in 2014, census tracts with more
dispensaries were positively associated with the pro-
portion of Black residents [29]. Differences in findings
across states may, in part, be due to the impact of local
and state zoning laws.

Pennsylvania zoning laws (2016 Act 16) for MMJ
dispensaries specify that a dispensary may not operate
on the same site as a facility used for growing and
processing marijuana and may not be located within
1,000 feet of the property line of a public, private, or
parochial school or a day care center [30]. Municipalities
within the state have adopted a variety of zoning or-
dinances regarding where MMJ dispensaries can be
located [31]. The potential benefits and harms of
proximity to MMJ dispensaries are still poorly under-
stood. For individuals with conditions for which there is
evidence of the effectiveness of MMJ, such as chronic
pain and chemotherapy-induced nausea, proximity may
improve access to effective treatment options [3].
However, some studies have reported that closer
proximity is also associated with an increase in the
number of marijuana hospitalizations [16], crime [15],
and rates of physical abuse [174]. Importantly, these
studies demonstrate correlations, not necessarily cau-
sation. Future research should explore the impact of
ordinances on geographic access to MMJ across pop-
ulation subgroups, and the potential benefits and harms
[32] of proximity in other states.

This study had some limitations. First, this was an
ecological study and is vulnerable to ecological fallacy.
Thus, the findings should not be interpreted as
individual-level risk factors for certifications. Second,
this is a cross-sectional study and it is unknown
whether the association between location and certifi-
cations is due to greater geographic access or the
placement of dispensaries in response to demand.
Third, in estimating the proportion of certifications for
low evidence conditions, we did not classify qualifying
conditions that were not assigned an evidence classi-
fication in the NASEM report (e.g., autism). Thus, we
may be underestimating the proportion of certifications
for conditions with low evidence [3]. Finally, our

measure of drive-time to the nearest dispensary did not
account for traffic congestion, potentially under-
estimating the time to the nearest dispensary in
communities with more traffic. There are multiple
strengths to this novel study. We used two measures of
geographic access to MMJ dispensaries, distance and
density. In analyzing associations between geographic
access and certifications, we adjusted for potential
community-level confounders. We evaluated these
associations using data from the first 4 years of MMJ in
Pennsylvania, a period of rapid acceleration in MMJ
dispensary growth and certifications.

Our study found differences in geographic access to
dispensaries by the racial and ethnic composition of
communities. There may be implications to where MMJ
dispensaries are located, including the proportion of
individuals certified for MMJ and the qualifying condi-
tions for which they are certified. As US states and
countries around the world continue to consider and
respond to the legalization of MMJ, it is critical to
evaluate the impact of MMJ locations in the use of and
access to MMJ.

Acknowledgments

We would like to express our gratitude to Latisha “Lolly”
Bentch for making these certification data used in this study
available.

Statement of Ethics

The Geisinger Institutional Review Board (GIRB) indicated
that the study proposal did not meet the definition of Research as
defined in 45 CFR 46.102(d): a systematic investigation, including
research development, testing, and evaluation, designed to develop
or contribute to generalizable knowledge. Therefore, this proposal
was deemed not subject to human subjects’ research regulations
and was exempt from oversight by GIRB and also exempt from
requiring written informed consent.

Conflict of Interest Statement

The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare.

Funding Sources

This study was funded by the Story of PA, Clinical Registrant
through the Geisinger Academic Clinical Research Center. The
funder had no role in the design, data collection, data analysis, and
reporting of this study.

42 Med Cannabis Cannabinoids 2024;7:34–43
DOI: 10.1159/000537841

Hirsch/Wright/Nordberg/DeWalle/Stains/
Kennalley/Zhang/Tusing/Piper

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://karger.com

/m
ca/article-pdf/7/1/34/4179369/000537841.pdf by guest on 09 July 2024

https://doi.org/10.1159/000537841


Author Contributions

A.G.H., E.A.W., B.P., and L.D.T. were involved in the conception
of the work; A.G.H., E.A.W., and B.P. were involved in the design of
the study; E.A.W., B.P., J.D., J.Z., E.L.S., and A.L.K. were involved in
the acquisition of the data; J.D. and C.M.N. were involved in the
analysis of the data; A.G.H., J.D., and CM.N. were involved in the
interpretation of the data; A.G.H. drafted the manuscript; and all
authors were involved in substantially revising the manuscript.

Data Availability Statement

The datasets generated and/or analyzed during the current study
are not publicly available as the data provided regarding MMJ
certifications were provided by a third-party source that requires
approval of data use by the IRB designated to the Academic Clinical
Research Center (Geisinger). However, data are available from the
corresponding author on reasonable request from A.G.H [aghirsch@
geisinger.edu] upon reasonable request and IRB approval.

References

1 Ransing R, de la Rosa PA, Pereira-Sanchez V,
Handuleh JIM, Jerotic S, Gupta AK, et al.
Current state of cannabis use, policies, and
research across sixteen countries: cross-
country comparisons and international per-
spectives. Trends Psychiatry Psychother.
2022;44(Suppl 1):e20210263.

2 National conference of state legislatures.
Medical uses of cannabis. 2023. Available
from: https://www.ncsl.org/health/state-
medical-cannabis-laws#:~:text=Medical%
2DUse%20Update,1%20below%20for%
20additional%20information [accessed
August 2023].

3 National Academies of Sciences, Engineering,
andmedicine. The health effects of cannabis and
cannabinoids: the current state of evidence and
recommendations for research. Washington,
DC: The National Academies Press; 2017.

4 Morrison C, Gruenewald PJ, Freisthler B, Po-
nicki WR, Remer LG. The economic geography
of medical cannabis dispensaries in California.
Int J Drug Policy. 2014;25(3):508–15.

5 Freisthler B, Gruenewald PJ. Examining the
relationship between the physical availability
of medical marijuana and marijuana use
across fifty California cities. Drug Alcohol
Depend. 2014;143:244–50.

6 Shih RA, Tucker JS, Pedersen ER, Seelam R,
Dunbar MS, Kofner A, et al. Density of
medical and recreational cannabis outlets:
racial/ethnic differences in the associations
with young adult intentions to use cannabis,
e-cigarettes, and cannabis mixed with tobacco/
nicotine. J Cannabis Res. 2021;3(1):28–9.

7 Stains EL, Kennalley AL, Bachir AS, Kraus
CK, Piper BJ. Is medical cannabis evidence-
based medicine? Concerns based on quali-
fying conditions and the national academy of
Sciences report. MedRxiv. [preprint].

8 Packness A, Waldorff FB, Christensen RD,
Hastrup LH, Simonsen E, Vestergaard M, et al.
Impact of socioeconomic position and distance
on mental health care utilization: a nationwide
Danish follow-up study. Soc Psychiatry Psy-
chiatr Epidemiol. 2017;52(11):1405–13.

9 Martinez M, Thomas KC, Williams CS,
Christian R, Crais E, Pretzel R, et al. Family
experiences with the diagnosis of autism
spectrum disorder: system barriers and fa-
cilitators of efficient diagnosis. J Autism Dev
Disord. 2018;48(7):2368–78.

10 Boehnke KF, Gangopadhyay S, Clauw DJ,
Haffajee RL. Qualifying conditions of medical
cannabis license holders in the United States.
Health Aff. 2019;38(2):295–302.

11 CunninghamCO, Zhang C, Hollins M,Wang
M, Singh-Tan S, Joudrey PJ. Availability of
medical cannabis services by racial, social,
and geographic characteristics of neighbor-
hoods in New York: a cross-sectional study.
BMC Public Health. 2022;22(1):671.

12 Cohn AM, Sedani A, Niznik T, Alexander A,
Lowery B, McQuoid J, et al. Population and
neighborhood correlates of cannabis dis-
pensary locations in Oklahoma. Cannabis.
2023;6(1):99–113.

13 Thomas C, Freisthler B. Examining the loca-
tions of medical marijuana dispensaries in Los
Angeles. Drug Alcohol Rev. 2016;35(3):334–7.

14 Boggess LN, Perez DM, Cope K, Root C,
Stretesky PB. Do medical marijuana centers
behave like locally undesirable land uses?
Implications for the geography of health and
environmental justice. Urban Geogr. 2014;
35(3):315–36.

15 Subica AM, Douglas JA, Kepple NJ, Villanueva
S, Grills CT. The geography of crime and
violence surrounding tobacco shops, medical
marijuana dispensaries, and off-sale alcohol
outlets in a large, urban low-income com-
munity of color. Prev Med. 2018;108:8–16.

16 Mair C, Freisthler B, Ponicki WR, Gaidus A.
The impacts of marijuana dispensary density
and neighborhood ecology on marijuana
abuse and dependence. Drug Alcohol De-
pend. 2015;154:111–6.

17 Freisthler B, Ponicki WR, Gaidus A, Grue-
newald PJ. A micro-temporal geospatial
analysis of medical marijuana dispensaries
and crime in Long Beach California. Ad-
diction. 2016;111(6):1027–35.

18 Weiss DJ, Nelson A, Gibson HS, Temperley W,
Peedell S, Lieber A, et al. A global map of travel
time to cities to assess inequalities in accessi-
bility in 2015. Nature. 2018;553(7688):333–6.

19 United States Department of Agriculture.
Rural-urban continuum codes. 2020. Avail-
able from: https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-
products/rural-urban-continuum-codes/ [ac-
cessed August 2023].

20 Westreich D, Cole SR. Invited commentary:
positivity in practice. Am J Epidemiol. 2010;
171(6):674–81.

21 Boehnke KF, Dean O, Haffajee R, Hosanagar
A. US trends in registration for medical
cannabis and reasons for use from 2016 to
2020: an observational study. Ann Intern
Med. 2022;175(7):945–51.

22 Valencia C, Asaolu IO, Ehiri JE, Rosales C.
Structural barriers in access to medical
marijuana in the USA: a systematic review
protocol. Syst Rev. 2017;6(1):154.

23 Mahon E. High anxiety. Spotlight PA. 2023.
Available from: https://www.spotlightpa.org/news/
2023/01/pa-medical-marijuana-certification-
card-anxiety/ [accessed August, 2023].

24 Rosenblatt RA, Andrilla CHA, Catlin M,
Larson EH. Geographic and specialty distri-
bution of US physicians trained to treat opioid
use disorder. Ann Fam Med. 2015;13(1):23–6.

25 Hollander MAG, Chang CH, Douaihy AB,
Hulsey E, Donohue JM. Racial inequity in
medication treatment for opioid use disorder:
exploring potential facilitators and barriers to
use. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2021;227:108927.

26 Sánchez Fernández I, Stephen C, Lod-
denkemper T. Disparities in epilepsy surgery
in the United States of America. J Neuro.
2017;264(8):1735–45.

27 Douthit N, Kiv S, Dwolatzky T, Biswas S.
Exposing some important barriers to health
care access in the rural USA. Public Health.
2015;129(6):611–20.

28 Howell K, Washington A, Williams PM,
Mathis AL, Luque JS. Medical marijuana
policy reform reaches Florida: a scoping re-
view. Fla Public Health Rev. 2019;16:128–36.

29 Thomas C, Freisthler B. Evaluating the change
in medical marijuana dispensary locations in
Los Angeles following the passage of local
legislation. J Prim Prev. 2017;38(3):265–77.

30 2016 Act 16. Chapter 8 Dispensaries. Penn-
sylvania General Assembly; 2016. Available
from: https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/
legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=
2016&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=016&chpt=
8 [accessed August 2023].

31 Careless R. Zoning hurdles for budding Penn-
sylvania cannabis businesses. Temple 10-Q. 2023.
Available from: https://www2.law.temple.edu/
10q/zoning-hurdles-budding-pennsylvania-
cannabis-businesses/ [accessed August, 2023].

32 Von Both I, Santos B. Death of a young
woman with cyclic vomiting: a case report.
Forensic Sci Med Pathol. 2021;17(4):715–22.

Geographic Connections to Medical
Marijuana Certifications

Med Cannabis Cannabinoids 2024;7:34–43
DOI: 10.1159/000537841

43

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://karger.com

/m
ca/article-pdf/7/1/34/4179369/000537841.pdf by guest on 09 July 2024

mailto:aghirsch@geisinger.edu
mailto:aghirsch@geisinger.edu
http://dx.doi.org/10.47626/2237-6089-2021-0263
https://www.ncsl.org/health/state-medical-cannabis-laws#:%7E:text=Medical%2DUse%20Update,1%20below%20for%20additional%20information
https://www.ncsl.org/health/state-medical-cannabis-laws#:%7E:text=Medical%2DUse%20Update,1%20below%20for%20additional%20information
https://www.ncsl.org/health/state-medical-cannabis-laws#:%7E:text=Medical%2DUse%20Update,1%20below%20for%20additional%20information
https://www.ncsl.org/health/state-medical-cannabis-laws#:%7E:text=Medical%2DUse%20Update,1%20below%20for%20additional%20information
https://doi.org/10.17226/24625
https://doi.org/10.17226/24625
https://doi.org/10.17226/24625
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2013.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2014.07.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2014.07.036
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42238-021-00084-y
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.01.23289286
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-017-1437-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-017-1437-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-018-3493-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-018-3493-1
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2018.05266
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-022-13076-1
https://doi.org/10.26828/cannabis/2023.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.12325
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2014.881018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2017.12.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.06.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.06.019
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.13301
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.13301
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25181
https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/rural-urban-continuum-codes/
https://www.ers.usda.gov/data-products/rural-urban-continuum-codes/
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwp436
https://doi.org/10.7326/M22-0217
https://doi.org/10.7326/M22-0217
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13643-017-0541-4
https://www.spotlightpa.org/news/2023/01/pa-medical-marijuana-certification-card-anxiety/
https://www.spotlightpa.org/news/2023/01/pa-medical-marijuana-certification-card-anxiety/
https://www.spotlightpa.org/news/2023/01/pa-medical-marijuana-certification-card-anxiety/
https://doi.org/10.1370/afm.1735
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2021.108927
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00415-017-8560-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.puhe.2015.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10935-017-0473-8
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=2016&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=016&chpt=8
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=2016&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=016&chpt=8
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=2016&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=016&chpt=8
https://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=2016&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=016&chpt=8
https://www2.law.temple.edu/10q/zoning-hurdles-budding-pennsylvania-cannabis-businesses/
https://www2.law.temple.edu/10q/zoning-hurdles-budding-pennsylvania-cannabis-businesses/
https://www2.law.temple.edu/10q/zoning-hurdles-budding-pennsylvania-cannabis-businesses/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12024-021-00410-z
https://doi.org/10.1159/000537841

	Dispensaries and Medical Marijuana Certifications and Indications: Unveiling the Geographic Connections in Pennsylvania, USA
	Introduction
	Methods
	Measures of Geographic Access
	Measures of MMJ Use
	Community Measures
	Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Statement of Ethics
	Conflict of Interest Statement
	Funding Sources
	Author Contributions
	Data Availability Statement
	References



<<
  /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 /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 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 150
  /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 150
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /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 [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


