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r1me and public health issues are inextricably linked. Every crime

clalms a victim, who suffers physical or emotional harm, and exacts a
cost to the community. The costs of treating crime victims are enormous, as
are the costs of investigation, arrest, prosecution, and sentencing of the per-
petrator.

A number of factors can influence crime, including age of the population,
population density, modes of transportation and highway systems, eco-
nomic conditions, cultural factors and educational, recreational and religious
characteristics, and effective strength of law enforcement agencies. The fre-
quency of family violence presented here is most likely underestimated.
Many cases of abuse and neglect are not reported to authorities because of
victims” embarrassment or fear and cannot be included in this report.

Highlights of this chapter include:
¢ While the rate of violent crimes in Sonoma County was lower than
the California rate from 1999 to 2003, the rate increased signifi-
cantly over this five-year period.
¢ The 2000-2002 Sonoma County homicide rate was significantly

lower than the California rate and met the Healthy People 2010
goal.
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Crime

Crime in the United States is related

to a number of factors, including
poverty, social exclusion, wage and
income inequality, level of educa-
tion and other social factors that
may affect an individuals propen-
sity to commit criminal acts.!

The U.S. Department of Justice pro-
vides two measures of the level and
composition of crime in the United
States. The Uniform Crime Report
(UCR) summarizes the number of
selected crimes reported to (and
recorded by) police.

Property crimes are burglary, lar-
ceny, and auto theft.

Violent crimes are murder, rape,
robbery, and aggravated assault.
Aggravated assault is an attack or
threatened attack with a weapon
regardless of whether or not an in-
jury occurred, or an attack without
a weapon when serious injury re-
sults.

The data on reported crimes are
based on reports by local law en-
forcement agencies.2

Crime rates reflect the "tip of the
iceberg" in terms of total criminal
activity in a community. Victimiza-
tion surveys show there is a signifi-
cant amount of crime committed
each year that is not counted in offi-
cial statistics because it is not re-
ported to law enforcement. Addi-
tionally, for multiple crimes com-
mitted by an offender at the same
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Figure 13.1

Crime Rates* by Type of Crime**, Sonoma County 1999-2003
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**Property crimes include burglary, motor vehicle theft, and larceny theft over $400.
Violent crimes include homicide, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault.
Source: California Department of Justice, Crime and Crime Rates, Sonoma County

1999-2003.

time, only the most severe is
counted in the data.?

Property Crime

During the four-year period 1999-
2002, Sonoma County property
crime rates (Figure 13.1) were con-
sistently lower than California
rates. This rate, however, increased
significantly during this time. It is
interesting to note that during this
time the unemployment rate rose
significantly from 2.7% in 1999 to
5.1% in 2002.% Property crime rates
through 2002 are not comparable to
rates for 2003 due to variations in
data reporting.’

During 2003, Cloverdale, Petaluma,
Windsor and the unincorporated
area of Sonoma County had signifi-

cantly lower property crime rates
than the overall county rate of
1247.2/100,000.6

Violent Crime

From 1999 to 2003, violent crime
rate in Sonoma County increased
significantly (from 291.5/100,000 to
381.6/100,000). The California vio-
lent crime rate for the same time
period experienced a significant
decrease. Still, the Sonoma County
violent crime rate is significantly
lower than the California rate
(381.6/100,000 compared to
569.4/100,000, respectively).”

During 2000-2003, Santa Rosa and
Cotati were the only two jurisdic-
tions to have violent crime rates
significantly higher than the So-
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Table 13.1
Violent Crime Rates* by Jurisdiction,
Sonoma County 2000-2003

Violent
City crime rate
Cloverdale 3585.6
Coftati 408.3
Healdsburg 283.7
Petaluma 164.5
Rohnert Park 287.2
Santa Rosa 444.5
Sebastopol 369.8
Sonoma 177.5
Windsor 230.2
Unincorporated area 267.4
Entire County 3184

*Rates are per 100,000 population
Source: California Department of Justice
crime statistics, Sonoma County 2003.

noma County rate (Table 13.1).
Petaluma, Sonoma, and Windsor
had significantly lower violent
crime rates than the county rate.8

Aggravated assault was the pri-
mary contributor to the violent
crime rate in Sonoma County from
1999 to 2003 accounting for almost
half of all violent crimes. Robbery
and forcible rape accounted for 20%
and 12.8% of these violent crimes.
During this time there were 59
homicides in Sonoma County, total-
ing less than 2% of all violent
crimes (Figure 13.2).9

The 2000-2002 Sonoma County
homicide rate of 2.9/100,000 was
similar to the county rate for 1999-
2001 and was significantly lower

Figure 13.2
Violent Crimes by Type, Sonoma County
1999-2003
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than the California rate. Sonoma
County met the Healthy People
2010 goal of fewer than 3 homi-
cides /100,000 (Figure 13.3).10

Gangs

Gang violence is a serious public
health problem most widely associ-
ated with young men.!! Youth vio-
lence has spread from major urban
areas to the suburbs and even the
rural communities of California.
Today, gangs attract young people
from all walks of life, socio-
economic backgrounds, races and
ethnic groups. The California De-
partment of Justice estimates that
there could be as many as 300,000
gang members in the state.’2

According to the Sonoma County
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Figure 13.3

Homicide Rate*, Three-year Average,
Sonoma County and California 2000-
2002
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Source: California Department of Health
Services, vital statistics death records
2000-2002.

Figure 13.4
Types of Gangs, Sonoma County 2005
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Sheriff’s Department, there are four
main gang affiliations with an esti-
mated 3,200 gang members in So-
noma County (Figure 13.4).13
“Nortefios” refers to the largely ru-
ral northern California gangs affili-
ated with Nuestra Familia. Their
traditional rivals are “Surefios,”
who are affiliated with the southern
California-based Mexican mafia.
The term “Asian gang” refers to
both East and Southeast Asian
populations. These two broad cate-
gories include as many cultural dis-
similarities as similarities between
populations. White-power gangs
maintain a power base derived
from racism and bigotry, and they
often resort to violence in support
of their beliefs.14

According to the 2004 California
Healthy Kids Survey, about 8% of
Sonoma County 7th, 9th, and 11th
grade students reported ever hav-
ing belonged to a gang, compared
to almost 11% statewide (Figure
13.5). California rates of reported
gang affiliation are significantly
higher than Sonoma County rates
for every grade level.’5

Juvenile Delinquency

Juvenile delinquency, incarceration,
and institutional treatment result in
significant human and monetary
costs in Sonoma County. Youth at
risk of becoming criminal offenders
generally exhibit the following
characteristics: failure in school,
family problems, substance abuse
and/or mental health problems.
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Figure 13.5

Percent of Students in 7th, 9th and 11th
Grades who Reported Ever Having Been
in a Gang, Sonoma County and
California 2004
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2004.

Improving medical, mental health
and substance-abuse treatment in
the community and the juvenile
justice system can help to address
some of the risk factors that often
contribute to delinquency.1¢

Numerous factors can influence
crime data. For example, among
states, the definition of juvenile
crime versus adult crime can vary
significantly, as well as the defini-
tion of who is a juvenile. In addi-
tion, different economic and social
conditions can affect crime. Among
California counties there are factors
that affect juvenile arrest rates, such
as the availability of law enforce-
ment resources, diversion pro-
grams, or other intervention ser-
vices. For this reason, caution
should be used when comparing

Figure 13.6
Juvenile Arrest Rates* by Arrest Type,
Sonoma County 1999-2003
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*Rates are per 1,000 children age 10-17.
Source: California Department of Justice
crime statistics, juvenile felony and
misdemeanor arrests, Sonoma County
1999-2003.

rates.1”

Despite the public’s heightened
awareness of juvenile delinquency,
resulting from media coverage sur-
rounding school shootings and
other violent but rare incidents,
youth crime has declined signifi-
cantly over the past decade.®

The Sonoma County juvenile arrest
rates for both felony and misde-
meanor crimes decreased signifi-
cantly each year from 1999 to 2003
(Figure 13.6).1

Compared to California, Sonoma
County had a significantly higher
juvenile arrests rate for misde-
meanor crimes from 1999 to 2003.
The juvenile arrest rate for felony
crimes in Sonoma County was sig-
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Figure 13.7

Juvenile Arrest Rates* by Arrest Type,
Sonoma County and California 1999-
2003
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*Rates are per 1,000 children age 10-17.
Source: California Department of Justice
crime statistics, juvenile felony and
misdemeanor arrests, Sonoma County
and California 1999-2003.

nificantly lower than the California
rate (Figure 13.7).20

Indicators of Crime and Safety
(1999), a report issued by the U.S.
Departments of Education and Jus-
tice, found a strong correlation be-
tween gangs and both guns and
drugs in schools. In 2004, 8% of So-
noma County 7th, 9th and 11th
grade students reported carrying a
gun to school. The percent of So-
noma County students attending
non-traditional schools (alternative
schools) who reported carrying a
gun to school was 29%.21

Domestic Violence

Domestic violence, including aggra-

vated assault and rape, is a public
health problem of epidemic propor-
tions. In addition to the immediate
trauma caused by the abuse, do-
mestic violence contributes to a
number of chronic health problems
including depression, alcohol and
substance abuse, sexually transmit-
ted diseases such as HIV/AIDS,
and often limits the ability of indi-
viduals to provide a safe environ-
ment in which to raise children.22

The prevalence of domestic vio-
lence in a community is difficult to
measure due to factors, such as fear
of renewed violence or the percep-
tion of social stigma, that inhibit
victims from disclosing their abuse.

While victims of domestic violence
are typically women, abuse to men
also occurs. In 2001 in the United
States, about 85% of reported vic-
timizations by intimate partners
were against women (588,490) and
15% of reported victimizations
were against men (103,220).2 An
estimated one in every four chil-
dren in California is directly ex-
posed to violence as a victim or wit-
ness of domestic violence.2*

In 2001-2003, there were approxi-
mately 10,000 calls to the Sonoma
County YWCA Domestic Violence
Hot Line. The number of calls in-
creased from 2,751 in 2001 to 3,499
in 2003.25

Data from domestic violence calls
for assistance are collected by re-
sponding law enforcement agen-
cies. They include all cases which
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resulted in a report being written
and include both cases where an
arrest was made and those where
circumstances did not warrant an
arrest.26

From 2000 to 2003, Sonoma County
rates for domestic violence-related
calls for assistance were signifi-
cantly lower than the California
rates, and the rate for domestic vio-
lence-related calls for assistance for
adults age 18-69 in Sonoma County
decreased significantly from
7.6/1,000 to 5.6/1,000.2

Domestic violence-related calls for
assistance occur in all cities in So-
noma County. Although 33% of the
Sonoma County population lives in
Santa Rosa, nearly 53% of domestic
violence-related calls for assistance
originated from this jurisdiction
during 2003.28 In 2003, over 85% of
domestic violence-related calls for
assistance in Sonoma County in-
volved a weapon of some kind
(Table 13.2).

In 2003, the rate of arrests for se-
lected domestic violence offenses in
Sonoma County was 1.7/1,000
adults age 18-69. This is signifi-
cantly less than the comparable
California rate (2.0/1,000). In So-
noma County, approximately 73%
of these arrests were to men and
27% of arrests were to women.?°

In 2003, 383 emergency protective
orders were issued and 1,750 do-
mestic violence/sexual assaults
were reported in Sonoma County.
This is down considerably from
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2002 (445 emergency protective or- Table 13.2
ders and 2,884 reports).30 Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance by Jurisdiction, Sonoma County 2003
' .
No weapon Weapon
City involved involved Total
Child Abuse and Neglect Cloverdale 17 41 58
The consequences of child abuse Cotati 2 34 36
and neglect are both immediate and Healdsburg 28 50 78
long-term. Research indicates that Sotalom 2 208 38
children who are victims of child erauma
abuse are at high risk of becoming Rohnert Park 7 154 161
perpetrators of abuse later in life. Santa Rosa 148 794 942
Child abuse victims are also more
. . . . Sebastopol 9 22 31
likely to commit crimes as juve-
niles. Most abusers are members of Sonoma 3 11 14
the victim’s family. Males and fe- Windsor 2 3] 33
males perpetrate abuse against their
p. P .. & Unincorporated area 11 171 182
own children at similar rates.3!
Total 264 1,517 1,781

All forms of child abuse are under-
estimated due to problems with
determining the prevalence of child
abuse from under-recognition, un-
der-reporting, and a lack of a stan-
dardized definition of what consti-

Source: California Department of Justice crime statistics, domestic violence related

calls for assistance, Sonoma County 2003.

Figure 13.8

Child Abuse Rates*, Sonoma County and California 2000-2003

tutes child abuse.? —e— Sonoma County California
. . 14 4 123 123 123
Child abuse and neglect is reported 1.7
as “substantiated” when confirmed 12 1
by child protection agencies, and as 10 |
“referred” when reported by an 5 — - — -
individual or organization but not B = X
yet confirmed by child protective 6 -
services.33 4|
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children age 0-17 had one or more 0
referrals for child abuse in Sonoma 2000 2001 2002 2003

Country, about 30% of which were

*Rates are per 1,000 children age 0-17 years.

Source: University of California Berkeley, Center for Social Services Research, children
with maltreatment substantiations referrals and entries, Sonoma County and California
From 2000 to 2003, the Sonoma 2000-2003.

County rate of substantiated child

abuse did not change significantly

substantiated.
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Figure 13.9

Substantiated Child Abuse Referrals by
Allegation, Sonoma County July 2003 to
June 2004
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Source: University of California Berkeley,
Center for Social Services Research,
children with maltreatment
substantiations referrals and entries,
Sonoma County July 2003- June 2004.

(Figure 13.8). This rate was consis-
tently lower than the California rate
during this time and met the
Healthy People 2010 goal of
10.3/1,000 children age 0-17.34

In 2003, child abuse rates
(substantiated reports) varied sig-
nificantly by race/ethnicity. Native
American and African American
children age 0-17 had rates about
three times higher than White or
Hispanic children.35

Children at-risk for child abuse
made up about 27% of the substan-
tiated referrals to Child Protective
Services. Sexual abuse and neglect
(both general and severe) each
made up about one in five of the
referrals (Figure 13.9).3¢6

Table 13.3
Types of Elder Maltreatment Substanti-
ated by Adult Protective Services, 2000

Malireatment Percent

Self-neglect 41.9%
Physical abuse 20.1%
Caregiver neglect 13.2%

Financial exploitation 9.8%

Emotional abuse 8.1%
Sexual abuse 0.8%
Other 6.1%

Source: National Center on Elder Abuse,
adult protective services survey 2000.

Elder Abuse

Elder abuse can include physical,
sexual, emotional, verbal and finan-
cial abuse, as well as cases of ne-
glect. Research suggests that elder
abuse contributes to psychological
and psychiatric conditions, such as
depression, post-traumatic stress,
learned helplessness and alien-
ation.%”

The exact prevalence of elder abuse
is difficult to determine because this
crime is largely unreported. Many
experts agree that 4% of elders age
65+ in this country have been
abused or neglected at any given
time. Depending on the study, only
1in 5 to 1in 14 cases are reported to
authorities. The majority of abusers
are family members.3

Data from Sonoma County Adult
Protective Services show the five-
year average rate of elder abuse for
1999-2004 was 19.9/1,000 seniors
age 65+.39 The National Center of
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Elder Abuse reported a steady in-
crease in elder abuse nationwide,
doubling in the past 10 years. With
an expected growth of the senior
population of more than 100% by
2018, the incidence of elderly and
dependent abuse can be expected to
increase.40

Self-neglect, characterized as the
behavior of an elderly person that
threatens his/her health or safety,
is a controversial category in rela-
tion to elder abuse. For instance, is
abuse occurring if an individual
who is competent chooses to ne-
glect their personal health or
safety?

There are many factors which may
lead one to self-neglect, including
dementia, illness and depression.
The subsequent intervention neces-
sary for each factor is unique. Self-
neglect, if included statistically as a
form of elder abuse, represents the
highest percentage of cases of elder
abuse.#! A 2000 survey of state
Adult Protective Services found
that the majority of substantiated
elder abuse allegations were for
self-neglect (Table 13.3).42

125



Chapter 13 References

1. IanIrvine & Kuan Xu, 2002. "Crime, Punishment and Poverty in the
United States," Department of Economics at Dalhousie University
working papers archive uspov, Dalhousie, Department of Econom-
ics.

2. State of California Department of Justice, Crime Statistics, 1999-

2003.

3. California Legislative Analyst Office, Juvenile Crime--Outlook for
California, May 1995.

4. State of California, Labor Market Information, Sonoma County
1999-2002.

5. State of California Department of Justice, Crime Statistics, 1999-
2003.

6. Safe State: Preventing Crime and Violence in California. Domestic
Violence, 2003.

7. Ibid.

8. Ibid.

9. California Department of Health Services, Vital Statistics, Death
Records, Sonoma County 1999-2003.

10. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Healthy People
2010. 2nd ed. Injury and Violence Prevention. Washington, DC:
U.S. Government Printing Office, November 2000.

11. Egley, A. (2002). National Youth Gang Survey Trends From 1996 to
2000. OJJDP Fact Sheet. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Jus-
tice, Office of Justice Programs, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delin-
quency Prevention.

12. California Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention. Annual Report 2003-2004.

13. Sonoma County Sheriff Department, Intelligence Files, April 2005.

14. National Alliance of Gang Investigators Associations, Gang-related
Articles. (http://www .nagia.org/Gang-Related %20Articles.htm)

15. California Healthy Kids Survey. Sonoma County, 2004.

16. Safe State: Preventing Crime and Violence in California. Gang Vio-
lence, 2003.

17. California Legislative Analyst Office, Juvenile Crime--Outlook for

126 Sonoma County Health Profile



18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.
28.
29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

California, May 1995.

National Youth Violence Prevention Resource Center. Gang Fact
Sheet.

California Department of Justice, Crime Statistics, 1999-2003.
Ibid.
California Healthy Kids Survey. Sonoma County, 2004.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Healthy People
2010. 2nd ed. Injury and Violence Prevention. Washington, DC:
U.S. Government Printing Office, November 2000.

U.S. Department of Justice. National Crime Victimization Survey,
2001.

Perry, Bruce (1999). Helping Traumatized Children: A Brief Over-
view for Caregivers. ChildTrauma Academy, August 1999.

Sonoma County YWCA Calls to Domestic Violence Hotline 2001-
2003.

California Department of Justice, Crime Statistics, Domestic Vio-
lence Related Calls for Assistance, 2003.

Ibid.
Ibid.

California Department of Justice, Arrests for Selected Domestic Vio-
lence Offenses, 2003.

County of Sonoma Criminal Justice Services, Office of the District
Attorney. Sonoma County Domestic Violence/Sexual Assault Re-
ports, 2000-2003.

Sedlak, A., and D. Broadhurst. Executive Summary Of The Third
National Incidence Study Of Child Abuse And Neglect. U.S. De-
partment of Health and Human Services, Administration for Chil-
dren and Families, Administration on Children, Youth and Fami-
lies, National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect. September 1996.

Hwang, M. JAMA Patient Page: Protecting Our Children From
Child Abuse. JAMA. 1999; 282:500.

Safe State: Preventing Crime and Violence in California. Child
Abuse and Neglect, 2002.

University of California Berkeley Center for Social Services Re-
search. Children with Maltreatment Substantiations, Referrals, and
Entries, Sonoma County, 2000-2003.

Chapter 13: Crime, Violence and Abuse

127



128

35.
36.
37.

38.
39.
40.

41.

42.

Ibid.
Ibid.

Safe State: Preventing Crime and Violence in California. Elder and
Dependent Adult Abuse, 2002.

Sonoma County Area Agency on Aging.
Ibid.

National Center on Elder Abuse, Adult Protective Services Survey,
2000.

Quinn, Mary, and Tomita, Susan. (1986). Elder Abuse and Neglect:
Causes, Diagnosis, and Intervention Strategies. New York: Springer
Publishing.

National Center on Elder Abuse, Adult Protective Services Survey,
2000.

Sonoma County Health Profile




<<
  /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
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts 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
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -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
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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 ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (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.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


