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Chairman Katko, Ranking Member Rice, and Members of the 
Subcommittee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to discuss the Transportation Security 
Administration’s (TSA) test and evaluation process for passenger and 
baggage screening technologies. TSA is responsible for overseeing 
security operations at the nation’s roughly 440 commercial airports as 
part of its mission to protect the nation’s civil aviation system. TSA 
screens individuals, their carry-on luggage, and their checked baggage to 
deter, detect, and prevent carriage of any prohibited items, such as 
explosives and contraband, on board commercial aircraft. To carry out 
these activities, the agency relies to a large extent on security-related 
screening technologies, such as explosives detection systems and 
advanced imaging technology devices. As of August 2015, TSA had 
deployed approximately 15,000 units of security-related technology to 
airports nationwide. In our past work, we have found that TSA 
encountered challenges in effectively acquiring and deploying passenger 
and baggage screening technologies and had not consistently 
implemented Department of Homeland Security (DHS) policy and best 
practices for procurement.1 

My statement today draws from our report on TSA’s test and evaluation of 
security-related technologies, which we issued last month.2 We examined 
the extent to which (1) TSA’s test and evaluation process helps meet 
mission needs through the acquisition of passenger and baggage 
screening technologies; and (2) TSA’s planned actions to improve the test 
and evaluation process address factors contributing to inefficiencies in 
acquiring those technologies. Based on our findings, we recommended 
that TSA (1) finalize certain aspects of its revised testing approach before 
implementing it; and (2) conduct and document a comprehensive 

                                                                                                                     
1In GAO, Advanced Imaging Technology: TSA Needs Additional Information before 
Procuring Next-Generation Systems, GAO-14-357 (Washington, D.C.: Mar. 31, 2014), we 
recommended that TSA establish protocols to facilitate capturing operational data on 
passenger screening at the checkpoint. TSA concurred with this recommendation and 
stated that it will monitor, update, and report the results of its efforts to capture such data 
and evaluate any cost impacts. In addition, in GAO, Aviation Security: TSA Has Enhanced 
Its Explosives Detection Requirements for Checked Baggage, but Additional Screening 
Actions Are Needed, GAO-11-740 (Washington, D.C.: July 11, 2011), we found that TSA’s 
explosives detection systems were not configured to meet the most current requirements. 
2GAO, TSA Acquisitions: Further Actions Needed to Improve Efficiency of Screening 
Technology Test and Evaluation, GAO-16-117 (Washington, D.C.: Dec. 17, 2015).  
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assessment of testing data to identify key factors contributing to any 
acquisition inefficiencies and potential areas for reform. 

To conduct this work, we reviewed DHS and TSA acquisition and testing 
documentation for passenger and baggage screening technologies tested 
since June 2010 and conducted our own analyses of the information. We 
also met with relevant TSA and DHS officials, which included site visits to 
the two primary testing facilities for TSA’s security-related technologies—
the TSA Systems Integration Facility in Arlington, Virginia and the DHS 
Transportation Security Laboratory in Atlantic City, New Jersey. 
Additionally, we met with industry representatives to obtain their views on 
the test and evaluation process. More detailed information on our scope 
and methodology can be found in our December 2015 report. 

In addition to our report on TSA’s test and evaluation process, we have 
other ongoing work for this subcommittee pertaining to TSA’s acquisitions 
of screening technologies. First, we are assessing TSA’s implementation 
of our prior recommendations related to the acquisition of security-related 
technologies. And secondly, we are assessing TSA’s progress in 
implementing key provisions of the Transportation Security Acquisition 
Reform Act, which was enacted in December 2014. We plan to issue both 
reports this winter. 

We conducted the work on which this statement is based in accordance 
with generally accepted government auditing standards. Those standards 
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate 
evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions 
based on our audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained 
provides a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on 
our audit objectives. 

 
Consistent with departmental guidance and acquisition best practices, 
TSA’s test and evaluation process supports its acquisition decisions by 
providing DHS and TSA officials with information regarding the ability of 
passenger and baggage screening technologies to meet mission needs 
prior to a decision to procure the technologies. Before DHS makes a 
procurement decision, vendors submit potential systems—vendors’ 
versions of a specific technology type—to TSA for consideration. If TSA 
accepts systems for testing, they undergo a three phase test and 
evaluation process. 

Test and Evaluation 
Critically Informs 
Acquisition Decisions, 
but Failures during 
Testing Have 
Decreased 
Acquisition Efficiency 
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• Systems undergo qualification and certification testing at the DHS 
Transportation Security Laboratory to qualify or certify that they meet 
explosives detection requirements. 
 

• If explosives detection requirements are met, the systems undergo 
additional qualification testing at the TSA Systems Integration Facility, 
where system performance is verified against additional requirements, 
such as system reliability, availability, and maintainability. 
 

• Systems that have successfully passed testing at the TSA Systems 
Integration Facility then undergo operational testing at selected 
airports, where TSA evaluates their operational effectiveness and 
suitability in a realistic environment. 
 

This phased test and evaluation process provides the agency with critical 
information regarding system capabilities, saving it from investing in 
potentially expensive yet ineffective equipment. Such validation of product 
knowledge early in the acquisition process—before key investments are 
made—is consistent with best practices used by commercial firms.3 We 
found in our December 2015 report that from June 2010 to July 2015, 
only half of the 22 systems that TSA and DHS tested successfully passed 
qualification and operational testing and were therefore deemed effective 
and suitable for deployment. TSA procured all but one of the 11 
successful systems. The system TSA did not procure was a portable 
explosives trace detector system that transportation security officers 
could use to randomly screen passengers’ hands and their accessible 
property for traces of explosives residue. TSA found the system to be 
operationally effective and operationally suitable with limitations, but a 
new threat emerged and TSA deferred the procurement, deciding to wait 
for a system that could meet TSA’s new detection requirements. 

An additional 8 systems were tested from June 2010 to July 2015 and 
testing remains ongoing. In addition, during this period one vendor 
withdrew its system from the testing process. These 9 systems are not 
depicted in figure 1 below, which shows the number of systems that 
progressed through each phase of TSA’s test and evaluation process 
during this period. 

                                                                                                                     
3GAO, Best Practices: A More Constructive Test Approach Is Key to Better Weapon 
System Outcomes, GAO/NSIAD-00-199 (Washington, D.C.: July 31, 2000). 

http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO/NSIAD-00-199
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Figure 1: Number of Passenger and Baggage Screening Systems Completing 
Transportation Security Administration Test and Evaluation Phases from June 2010 
to July 2015 

 
Note: The 22 systems include upgrades—previously deployed systems for which vendors have 
upgraded the software to meet, for example, heightened detection standards. Of the 12 systems that 
did not proceed to the procurement stage, TSA could decide to restart testing for 6 systems if vendors 
submit revised qualification data packages to reenter the testing process because the testing process 
has not yet been terminated. 
 
TSA officials emphasized that immature technologies submitted by 
vendors are a key driver of testing failures and therefore delays in TSA’s 
ability to buy screening systems for use in airports. Because immature 
technologies often experience multiple failures during testing and require 
retests, testing takes longer than originally anticipated and costs more. 
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TSA provided us with examples of three explosives detection systems 
that required multiple retests, which resulted in acquisition delays of 
several years. TSA ended up spending over $3 million in additional costs 
incurred in retesting to ensure the systems were effective and suitable. 

In addition, we found in our December 2015 report that 4 of the 11 
systems that successfully passed TSA’s testing process in the last five 
years required at least two formal rounds of qualification or operational 
testing before TSA qualified them for procurement. According to TSA 
leadership, the security-related technologies industry is still maturing—
since it primarily developed after the terrorist attacks of September 11, 
2001—and TSA has had to work extensively to help industry develop 
systems that will meet the agency’s mission needs. Industry 
representatives involved in testing these systems also told us that 
systems are not always mature when they enter TSA’s test and 
evaluation process and that they can require significant modifications and 
retesting before they are ready to be bought and deployed to airports. 

 
Acknowledging the need to better ensure technology maturity at the start 
of testing to improve the efficiency of its acquisition process, TSA has 
recently initiated reforms. For example, to increase transparency, TSA 
officials told us that they are sharing test plans with vendors to better 
prepare them for testing; however, to maintain the integrity of the test 
process, they do not intend to provide vendors with detailed information 
that could be used to “game” the tests. While industry officials agreed that 
TSA has become more transparent, they said that the number of test 
plans that TSA has shared thus far has been limited. Another key action 
TSA is taking is developing a third party testing strategy, which it has 
partially implemented for technologies that have already entered the test 
and evaluation process. Under TSA’s interim third party testing guidance, 
effective July 2014, a vendor experiencing a significant failure during 
testing is required to fund and undergo third party testing. The results 
must be provided to TSA demonstrating that the system has met the 
previously failed requirements before the system is allowed to resume 
TSA’s testing process. To further streamline the acquisition process, TSA 
is in the process of establishing additional third party testing requirements 
that will affect vendors proposing new systems to TSA. Under this part of 
the strategy, vendors will be required to obtain a third party verification 
that they meet various requirements before they ever enter the test and 
evaluation process. 

TSA’s Planned 
Actions to Improve 
Test and Evaluation 
May Not Reduce 
Acquisition 
Inefficiencies 
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TSA plans to implement this strategy in 2016, but it is too soon to tell 
whether the strategy will reduce acquisition inefficiencies because TSA 
has yet to finalize key aspects. For example, TSA has not identified 
whether there are a sufficient number of eligible third party testers or 
established a mechanism to oversee the testing they will perform. In 
addition, TSA officials are unsure whether the third party testing strategy 
will save overall acquisition costs, which they have highlighted as a 
potential benefit. Specifically, while vendors will be responsible for 
funding the third party testing, industry officials told us it is probable that 
they will reflect these additional costs in their pricing. TSA officials told us 
they had not assessed potential cost impacts or the possibility that third 
party testing costs could be a barrier to entering the market for new 
vendors. As we established in prior work, components of sound planning 
include, among other items, identifying: problems and causes; resources, 
investments, and risks; roles, responsibilities, and coordination; and 
integration among and with other entities.4 Without finalizing the strategy 
before implementation, it may not be as effective as envisioned and TSA 
risks unintended consequences, such as increasing acquisition costs. 

Further, at the time of our 2015 review, TSA had not conducted a 
comprehensive assessment of testing data—such as timeframes for 
completing testing and costs incurred—because it lacked a mechanism 
to track and consolidate testing data across all technologies. This 
information would include, for example, an overall assessment of testing 
delays, costs, timeframes, and results across all technologies that were 
tested. Thus, TSA does not have any documented assessment 
supporting the decision to implement the third party testing strategy; 
officials were also not able to provide us with testing timeframes for each 
of the 22 systems tested in the past five years.5 However, after we raised 
this point during the course of our review, TSA officials developed a 
master testing tracker to more comprehensively track testing data. While 
the master testing tracker TSA developed is a positive first step towards 
more informed decision-making, officials have not established a plan for 
assessing the information collected from the tracker. We previously found 

4GAO, Social Security Disability: Additional Performance Measures and Better Cost 
Estimates Could Help Improve SSA’s Efforts to Eliminate Its Hearings Backlog, 
GAO-09-398 (Washington, D.C.: Sept. 9, 2009).  
5While TSA was unable to provide us with testing timeframes for the 22 systems, we 
reviewed test and evaluation plans, test reports, and other documentation to determine 
the number of systems that passed each phase of TSA’s testing progress.  

http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-09-398
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that agencies can use performance information to identify problems in 
existing programs, to try to identify the causes of problems, and/or to 
develop corrective actions. The benefit of collecting performance 
information is only fully realized when this information is actually used by 
agencies to make decisions oriented toward improving results.6 

TSA’s actions to address acquisition inefficiencies—in large part through 
its third party testing strategy—focus on improving technological maturity 
and better ensuring readiness for testing. However, TSA and industry 
officials we spoke with identified additional issues that may be 
contributing to inefficiencies, which third party testing may not address. 
Specifically, TSA and industry officials highlighted issues pertaining to 
optimistic acquisition schedules and how requirements have been defined 
and interpreted in the past. Without conducting and documenting an 
assessment of testing data available to date across all technologies and 
sharing it with key stakeholders, such as TSA’s program management 
offices, DHS, industry, and end users, it is too soon to tell to what extent 
TSA’s actions will reduce acquisition inefficiencies. Specifically, TSA may 
be missing opportunities to identify other factors, in addition to technology 
immaturity, that are outside the purview of testing officials, but that also 
contribute to acquisition inefficiencies. 

 
Due to the significant challenge TSA faces in balancing security concerns 
with efficient passenger movement, it is important that the agency 
procures and deploys effective passenger and baggage screening 
technologies. TSA has acknowledged the need to improve the efficiency 
of its test and evaluation process and taken steps that could increase the 
maturity of technologies put forth by vendors and reduce the burden on 
TSA’s own testing resources. However, without further actions, these 
steps may not reduce acquisition inefficiencies. To help ensure that the 
actions TSA takes to improve the test and evaluation process address 
identified challenges and that they are informed by existing information, 
we recommended in our December 2015 report that TSA (1) finalize all 
aspects of the third party testing strategy before implementing further 
third party testing requirements for vendors to enter testing; and (2) 
conduct and document a comprehensive assessment of testing data 

                                                                                                                     
6GAO, Managing for Results: Enhancing Agency Use of Performance Information for 
Management Decision Making, GAO-05-927 (Washington, D.C.: Sept. 9, 2005).  

Concluding Remarks 
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available to date, such as timeframes for completing testing, costs 
incurred, and testing delays across all technology areas to identify key 
factors contributing to any acquisition inefficiencies and potential areas for 
reform. DHS concurred with our recommendations and estimated that it 
would complete both actions by the end of calendar year 2016. 

 
Chairman Katko, Ranking Member Rice, and Members of the 
Subcommittee, this completes my prepared statement. I would be 
pleased to respond to any questions. 

 
If you or your staff have any questions about this testimony, please 
contact Michele Mackin at (202) 512-4841 or mackinm@gao.gov. Contact 
points for our Offices of Congressional Relations and Public Affairs may 
be found on the last page of this statement. GAO staff who made key 
contributions to this testimony statement and the report on which it is 
based include Katherine Trimble, Assistant Director; Charlie Shivers III, 
Analyst-in-Charge; Peter W. Anderson; Molly Callaghan; William Carrigg; 
Kristine Hassinger; Mark Hoover; Michael Kaeser; Jean McSween; 
Lindsay Taylor; and Ozzy Trevino. 

 

GAO Contact and 
Staff 
Acknowledgments 

(100471) 

mailto:mackinm@gao.gov


 
 
 
 

 

 

This is a work of the U.S. government and is not subject to copyright protection in the 
United States. The published product may be reproduced and distributed in its entirety 
without further permission from GAO. However, because this work may contain 
copyrighted images or other material, permission from the copyright holder may be 
necessary if you wish to reproduce this material separately. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

The Government Accountability Office, the audit, evaluation, and 
investigative arm of Congress, exists to support Congress in meeting its 
constitutional responsibilities and to help improve the performance and 
accountability of the federal government for the American people. GAO 
examines the use of public funds; evaluates federal programs and 
policies; and provides analyses, recommendations, and other assistance 
to help Congress make informed oversight, policy, and funding decisions. 
GAO’s commitment to good government is reflected in its core values of 
accountability, integrity, and reliability. 

The fastest and easiest way to obtain copies of GAO documents at no 
cost is through GAO’s website (http://www.gao.gov). Each weekday 
afternoon, GAO posts on its website newly released reports, testimony, 
and correspondence. To have GAO e-mail you a list of newly posted 
products, go to http://www.gao.gov and select “E-mail Updates.” 

The price of each GAO publication reflects GAO’s actual cost of 
production and distribution and depends on the number of pages in the 
publication and whether the publication is printed in color or black and 
white. Pricing and ordering information is posted on GAO’s website, 
http://www.gao.gov/ordering.htm.  

Place orders by calling (202) 512-6000, toll free (866) 801-7077, or  
TDD (202) 512-2537. 

Orders may be paid for using American Express, Discover Card, 
MasterCard, Visa, check, or money order. Call for additional information. 

Connect with GAO on Facebook, Flickr, Twitter, and YouTube. 
Subscribe to our RSS Feeds or E-mail Updates.  
Listen to our Podcasts and read The Watchblog. 
Visit GAO on the web at www.gao.gov. 

Contact: 

Website: http://www.gao.gov/fraudnet/fraudnet.htm 
E-mail: fraudnet@gao.gov 
Automated answering system: (800) 424-5454 or (202) 512-7470 

Katherine Siggerud, Managing Director, siggerudk@gao.gov, (202) 512-
4400, U.S. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 
7125, Washington, DC 20548 

Chuck Young, Managing Director, youngc1@gao.gov, (202) 512-4800 
U.S. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 7149  
Washington, DC 20548 

GAO’s Mission 

Obtaining Copies of 
GAO Reports and 
Testimony 

Order by Phone 

Connect with GAO 

To Report Fraud, 
Waste, and Abuse in 
Federal Programs 

Congressional 
Relations 

Public Affairs 

Please Print on Recycled Paper.

http://www.gao.gov/
http://www.gao.gov/
http://www.gao.gov/ordering.htm
http://facebook.com/usgao
http://flickr.com/usgao
http://twitter.com/usgao
http://youtube.com/usgao
http://www.gao.gov/feeds.html
http://www.gao.gov/subscribe/index.php
http://www.gao.gov/podcast/watchdog.html
http://blog.gao.gov/
http://www.gao.gov/
http://www.gao.gov/fraudnet/fraudnet.htm
mailto:fraudnet@gao.gov
mailto:siggerudk@gao.gov
mailto:youngc1@gao.gov

	TSA Acquisitions
	Opportunities Exist to Enhance Efficiency of Screening Technology Test and Evaluation
	Statement of Michele Mackin, Director  Acquisition and Sourcing Management
	Letter
	Test and Evaluation Critically Informs Acquisition Decisions, but Failures during Testing Have Decreased Acquisition Efficiency
	TSA’s Planned Actions to Improve Test and Evaluation May Not Reduce Acquisition Inefficiencies
	Concluding Remarks
	GAO Contact and Staff Acknowledgments




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /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 1.7
  /CompressObjects /All
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /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 /Preserve
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /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.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


