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Abstract

Background: A number of alcohol guidelines worldwide suggest that pregnant women should abstain from
alcohol. However, high prevalence rates of alcohol consumption during pregnancy still exist. It is unknown whether
there are problems with the dissemination of guideline information that is potentially contributing to such
consumption. This qualitative study aimed to explore women’s perceptions of information they received about
alcohol use during pregnancy after the introduction of abstinence guidelines.

Methods: Nineteen women from the Australian Longitudinal Study on Women’s Health (ALSWH) 1973–78 cohort that
reported a pregnancy in 2009 were recruited for semi-structured telephone interviews. The interviews were conducted
until data saturation was reached. Interviews were transcribed, then thematically analysed. ALSWH survey data was used
to augment the findings. The main outcome measure was women’s perceptions of information received about alcohol
use during pregnancy after the introduction of the 2009 Australian guidelines promoting abstinence during pregnancy.

Results: Women reported a number of problems with the information about alcohol use during pregnancy and with
its dissemination. There were inconsistencies in the information about alcohol use during pregnancy and in the advice
provided. Mixed messages and confusion about identifying a safe level of consumption had implications on women’s
decisions to drink or abstain during pregnancy. Women expressed a need for a clear, consistent message to be
provided to women as early as possible. They preferred that the message come from healthcare professionals or
another reputable source.

Conclusions: To make an informed decision about alcohol use during pregnancy, women must first be provided with
the latest evidence-based information. As this study found a number of limitations with information provision, it is
suggested that a systematic approach be adopted by healthcare professionals, in line with best-practice
guidelines, to ensure all women are made aware of the alcohol recommendations for pregnancy.
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Background
Alcohol guidelines for pregnancy vary across countries
ranging from abstinence to light consumption [1]. Within
Australia, these guidelines [2-4] have changed over the
past few decades as shown in Table 1. In accordance with
other international guidelines, [5-7] the current recommen-
dation is alcohol should be avoided [4]. A similar change
occurred in Denmark, when in 2007 guidelines changed
from condoning low levels of alcohol use to abstinence [8].
Abstinence is promoted as alcohol is a known teratogen
* Correspondence: Amy.Anderson@newcastle.edu.au
†Equal contributors
1Priority Research Centre for Gender, Health and Ageing, HMRI Building,
University Drive, University of Newcastle, Newcastle, NSW 2308, Australia
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

© 2014 Anderson et al.; licensee BioMed Cent
Commons Attribution License (http://creativec
reproduction in any medium, provided the or
Dedication waiver (http://creativecommons.or
unless otherwise stated.
with detrimental effects such as Fetal Alcohol Spectrum
Disorders [9,10]. A safe level of consumption cannot be de-
termined due to inconsistent evidence on the effects of low
to moderate alcohol use during pregnancy [11-13].
Despite recommendations of abstinence, a high propor-

tion of pregnant Australian women still consume alcohol
[14]. Previous research found women who drank alcohol
prior to pregnancy were more likely to consume alcohol
when pregnant during low alcohol guidelines compared to
those pregnant during abstinence guidelines [15]. The
change in drinking behaviour could be attributable to a
change in information pregnant women received, as a
Danish study found that after a change from low to no
alcohol guidelines, there was an increased proportion
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Table 1 Australian National Health and Medical Research
Council alcohol guidelines for pregnancy (1992, 2001,
and 2009)

Year Guideline

1992 “that abstinence be promoted as desirable in pregnancy” (p. x) [2]

2001 “Women who are pregnant or who may soon become pregnant:

1. may consider not drinking at all;

2. most importantly should never become intoxicated;

3. if they choose to drink, over a week, should have less than
seven standard drinks, AND, on any one day, no more than
two standard drinks (spread over at least two hours);

4. should note that the risk is highest in the earlier stages
of pregnancy, including the times from conception to the
first missed period.” (p. 16)[3]

2009 “For women who are pregnant or planning a pregnancy,
not drinking is the safest option.” (p. 5)[4]
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(68% to 91%) of general practitioners (GPs) that re-
ported advising all pregnant women about alcohol [8].
It is not clear whether this is the case in Australia.
Little research has examined the information about al-

cohol use provided to pregnant women. A UK study
found that interviewed participants (N = 20) described a
lack of clear information and conflicting messages about
alcohol use during pregnancy, despite views that a clear
recommendation was needed to make informed deci-
sions [16]. They reported that minimal advice about al-
cohol was provided by their healthcare providers [16].
Limited and inconsistent information about alcohol dur-
ing pregnancy provided by healthcare providers was also
reported by 149 women from 20 focus groups in the US
[17]. Australian studies found women were exposed to
mixed messages and not always provided with information
about the recommendations or potential risks of alcohol
use during pregnancy [18-20]. Those studies were con-
ducted prior to the 2009 Australian alcohol guidelines
promoting abstinence, so there is a need to explore the in-
formation women have received since the introduction of
the abstinence recommendation. This can assist in identi-
fying any potential issues with the dissemination of infor-
mation about the alcohol guidelines for pregnancy. It is
worth noting that although the guidelines were released in
2009, a draft version was available in 2007 for public con-
sultation and was advertised by the media and the
National Health and Medical Research Council’s website
[4]. The purpose of this study was to qualitatively explore
Australian women’s perceptions of the information they
received about alcohol use during pregnancy after the re-
lease of the 2009 abstinence guidelines.

Methods
Selection of participants
Participants were sampled from the Australian Longitu-
dinal Study on Women’s Health (ALSWH), which began
in 1996 with the recruitment of three age cohorts (i.e.
1973–78, 1946–51 and 1921–26). Women were randomly
sampled for the ALSWH from the national health insur-
ance database, Medicare Australia, except women in rural
areas were sampled at twice the rate of the representative
population in the area. The initial sample for the ALSWH
was broadly representative of similarly aged Australian
women [21,22]. Detailed ALSWH recruitment procedures
were published previously [21,22].
For this study, a subsample from the 1973–78

ALSWH cohort was recruited. Women were eligible if
they reported being pregnant and had also completed
alcohol items in the 2009 survey when the women were
aged 31–36 years, or at the 2012 survey when the women
were aged 34–39 years. These surveys coincided with the
period that the 2009 alcohol recommendations for abstin-
ence during pregnancy were in place. The 2009 survey
was sent out on the 31st March 2009, after the abstinence
guidelines had been introduced in February 2009. A total
of 860 women were eligible for this substudy.
A blinded data manager randomly sampled groups of

10–30 women at a time using a random numbers gener-
ator. Five staggered mailouts, which included an invitation
letter, information statement and consent form, were sent
to 100 women between September 2012 and January
2013. Interested women either mailed back a signed con-
sent form or contacted the researchers by telephone or
email expressing a willingness to participate. Telephone
calls to participants were made to schedule a date and
time for the interview. Interviews were conducted inter-
mittently between October 2012 and May 2013.
After the first 10 interviews had been conducted, sam-

ple characteristics were run to assess the sampling tech-
nique, which was found to be sufficient in achieving
variability amongst participants (e.g. drinkers and ab-
stainers). The random sampling of participants resulted
in a sample with diverse characteristics, which allows
for representativeness of a topic to be achieved within
qualitative studies [23]. Only women who contacted the
researchers and consented to participate were included
in this substudy. Non-responders were considered to be
non-consenters. All consenters had reported pregnan-
cies in the 2009 survey only.

Data collection and instruments
Women were invited to participate in semi-structured,
audio-recorded, telephone interviews. Telephone inter-
views allowed the researchers to interview women from
across Australia, which would not have been possible if
face-to-face interviews were chosen due to limited fund-
ing. Additionally, telephone interviews have been found to
provide a comfortable environment to build rapport and
facilitate the disclosure of personal information, resulting
in high quality data [24]. Interviews were conducted until
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data saturation was reached [25]. As the interviews were
semi-structured, a list of questions (see the ‘List of ques-
tions used to guide the interviews’ section) was used to
guide the interviews but was not strictly followed as par-
ticipants’ experiences varied, which required a flexible ap-
proach to be taken during data collection. The length and
time of interviews were adapted to accommodate the par-
ticipants’ schedules.

List of questions used to guide the interviews

� Can you tell me about your last pregnancy? How
was your last pregnancy?

� How did you feel? How was your health?
� What sort of advice or information were you given

the last time you were pregnant?
� For example, what was the advice/info you were

given about food or exercise?
� Who gave you the advice/info?
� Can you tell me about how that conversation

started?
� During your most recent pregnancy what were you

told about alcohol use during pregnancy?
� Can you tell me about conversations you might have

had with different people about drinking alcohol
during pregnancy?

� (if no mention of health care providers) What
information did you receive from: your GP? your
midwife? your obstetrician?

� How else did you get information about
recommended alcohol use for pregnant women?

� Where did you get information? (books, websites etc.?)
� (If they didn’t get any information), Where do you

think pregnant women find out about the
recommendations for alcohol use during pregnancy?

� What sort of information/advice did you get/
receive/find? What did you think about the
information?

� How did the information affect your decision about
what you would do during pregnancy?

� What sorts of other information or advice have you
heard of other pregnant women receiving?

� And what do you think about that? How did they
get that information?

� What other things would you like to say about
drinking alcohol during pregnancy?

� Could you please tell me more about that? Or could
you please elaborate on that?

To ensure consistency in data collection, only one re-
searcher [AA] conducted all interviews, which were car-
ried out in a specified telephone interview room. Notes
were taken during the interviews, and a logbook was used
after the interview to allow the interviewer to reflect on
what was said. The female interviewer was a PhD student,
who had been trained in qualitative techniques during her
Bachelor of Psychology degree and through additional
qualitative courses offered by the Australian Consortium
for Social and Political Research.
Participant characteristics during their 2009 pregnancies

were derived from the ALSWH 2009 survey. The items
from the ALSWH survey that were used to describe par-
ticipants included sociodemographic characteristics and
health behaviours as seen in Table 2. To reduce the poten-
tial for bias, the interviewer was blinded to participants’
survey data until after each interview. Interview data were
linked with the survey data, which allowed the researcher
to avoid asking about participants’ alcohol consumption
during pregnancy or questions that were repetitive.

Ethical considerations
The ALSWH was granted ethical clearance by the Univer-
sities of Newcastle and Queensland (Ethics approvals
H0760795 and 2004000224) on the 26th July 1995. Ethics
clearance for this substudy including ALSWH participants
was provided on the 2nd May 2012 by the ALSWH Publica-
tions, Substudies and Analyses Committee (project #W085)
and on the 4th July 2012 by the University of Newcastle
(Ethics approval H-2012-0153). Participants provided writ-
ten or verbal informed consent, and were given an oppor-
tunity to ask questions at the beginning and end of the
interview. They were informed that they could stop the
interview or withdraw from the study at any time. It was
made clear to participants that all data would be reported in
a de-identified manner. Although it was not expected that
the interviews would cause any distress, there were proce-
dures in place to refer women to support services if they be-
came distraught during the interviews.

Data analysis
Descriptive statistics were conducted in SPSS (version 19)
using the 2009 survey reporting participant characteristics
and alcohol intake during pregnancy. Data measuring the
usual frequency and quantity of alcohol use from 2006
and 2009 were used to examine changes in drinking be-
haviour from before pregnancy to during pregnancy.
Coming from a realist perspective, the interviewer de-

cided to take a pragmatic approach to analysing the data
[26,27]. Interviews were transcribed primarily by a tran-
scription company and checked by the interviewer [AA].
Data were managed using NVivo 10 [28]. Transcripts
were thematically analysed by one coder [AA]. The-
matic analysis was chosen as it has been described as a
flexible and pragmatic analytic technique, rather than
being strictly defined by a particular theory or epistem-
ology [29]. A semantic level thematic analysis, focussing
on the surface meanings of the data, was utilised to answer
the research question [29]. Due to the variability in



Table 2 Interview participants’ socio-demographic and
health behaviour characteristics during pregnancy (N = 19)

Characteristics at time of pregnancy (2009) n (%)

Marital status

Married 17 (89.5)

De facto 2 (10.5)

Number of children

0 8 (42.1)

1 8 (42.1)

2 3 (15.8)

Rurality

Major cities 10 (52.6)

Inner regional 4 (21.1)

Outer regional 3 (15.8)

Remote 2 (10.5)

Employment

No paid work 2 (10.5)

Part-time work (1–24 hours/week) 8 (42.1)

Full-time work (35-49+ hours/week) 9 (47.4)

Highest level of education

Year 12 or equivalent 2 (10.5)

Certificate/diploma 5 (26.3)

University degree 9 (47.4)

Higher university degree 3 (15.8)

Household annual income

No income 1 (5.3)

$36,400 - $51,999 2 (10.5)

$78,000 - $103,999 5 (26.3)

$104,000 - $129,999 1 (5.3)

$130,000 - $155,999 3 (15.8)

$156,000 or more 7 (36.8)

Health Care Card (covers healthcare costs
for government concession recipients)

No 17 (89.5)

Yes 2 (10.5)

Private health insurance

No 4 (21.1)

Yes 15 (78.9)

Smoking status

Never smoker 12 (63.2)

Ex-smoker 6 (31.6)

Smoker > =20 per day 1 (5.3)

Illicit drug use (ever)

Never used illicit drugs 8 (42.1)

Used illicit drugs 11 (57.9)

Table 2 Interview participants’ socio-demographic and
health behaviour characteristics during pregnancy (N = 19)
(Continued)

Change in alcohol intake from before
pregnancy to during pregnancy

Non drinker 3 (15.8)

Drinker to abstainer 4 (21.1)

Drinker decreased intake (i.e. decreased
usual frequency and/or quantity)

10 (52.6)

Drinker same intake 1 (5.3)

Unknown due to missing data 1 (5.3)

Frequency of alcohol use during pregnancy

Did not drink alcohol 7 (36.8)

Less than once a month 6 (31.6)

Less than once a week 2 (10.5)

1 or 2 days per week 3 (15.8)

3 or 4 days per week 1 (5.3)

Quantity of alcohol use during pregnancy

Did not drink alcohol 7 (36.8)

1 or 2 drinks per day 12 (63.2)
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participant characteristics, particularly with respect to
drinking behaviour during pregnancy, a wide range of views
was gathered and led to data saturation. Data saturation
was reached when the information from interviews became
repetitive and no new relevant information emerged [25].
The coder used Braun and Clarke’s guide for thematic

analysis, involving: familiarisation with the data; initial
code generation; developing potential themes; reviewing
themes with extracted data; clearly defining themes; and
extracting data to utilise as thematic examples in the
manuscript [29]. The coder familiarised herself with the
data by having conducted the interviews, reviewing the
transcripts after transcription, and reading the transcripts
multiple times before and during coding. The coder read
through transcripts sequentially and assigned codes to se-
lections of text. The coder kept a logbook during the cod-
ing process to describe the creation of themes from
grouping of the codes. Themes were generated inductively.
As the analysis continued, potential themes were refined.
A thematic skeleton was created to assess the themes in
relation to the relevant codes and quotes from the tran-
scripts. Themes were defined, and quotes that reflected
the varying experiences and meanings from the data were
chosen for the manuscript. Throughout the analysis, the
coder was supervised by the senior investigator [DL], which
involved meeting multiple times to review and discuss the
coding and thematic structures throughout the analytic
process. Data were constantly reviewed to ensure themes
reflected participants’ narratives. The RATS guidelines were
used to make sure the manuscript adhered to quality
reporting of a qualitative study [30].
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Results
Nineteen women (19% of those approached) were
interviewed. An additional two women mailed back
signed consent forms, but were unable to be contacted
for interviews after multiple attempts. None of the 81
non-participants (81% of those approached) explicitly
opted out of the study by actively declining participa-
tion. Interviews lasted an average of 46 minutes, ran-
ging from 20 to 78 minutes.
Socio-demographic and health behaviour characteris-

tics for participants are included in Table 2. Participants
were aged 31–36 years (M = 33.73, SD = 1.77) when
pregnant in 2009. At the 2009 survey, around half of the
women were from major cities, worked full time and
had a university degree. During their 2009 pregnancies,
42% of the women were pregnant with their first child,
whereas the remaining 58% already had at least one
child. Most women altered their drinking behaviour
from before pregnancy to during pregnancy. Twelve
women reported drinking alcohol during pregnancy
(63%) and seven abstained (37%). Of the twelve women
who consumed alcohol during pregnancy, the majority
(67%) drank less than once a week and none of them
usually drank more than 1 or 2 drinks on a drinking day.

Themes
A faulty information delivery system
It was apparent from the outset of the analysis that no
consistent message about alcohol use was systematically
provided to pregnant women. On the contrary, there
were multiple messages from a number of different in-
formation sources. This overarching theme encompassed
a number of subthemes describing faults in the informa-
tion pool and pathways. Differences were seen between
the amount of information obtained, the recommenda-
tions about alcohol use during pregnancy, and the inter-
pretation of the recommendations.

Information overload versus no information
Most of the women described the amount of overall infor-
mation provided during pregnancy as overwhelming, par-
ticularly with their first child. Being overwhelmed had
consequences for women’s ability to process the informa-
tion, as one woman mentioned, ‘I disregarded a lot of the
advice because I felt overwhelmed’ (Participant 11). The
women were given a range of information (e.g. healthcare
choices, healthy lifestyle factors) by a number of sources,
such as books, media, formal education, healthcare pro-
viders, family, friends, websites, and antenatal classes.
Those who found conflicting information between sources,
would sometimes create a hierarchy, often relying on
healthcare providers to explain the discrepancies and as
one woman mentioned, to ‘just steer me in the right direc-
tion’ (Participant 15).
Not all women were overwhelmed, with one woman
feeling more comfortable with the more information she
got. Other women described a lack of information, par-
ticularly on lifestyle factors such as alcohol use. Self-
sourcing information in the absence of it being provided
was common, as one woman put it, ‘GP gave me nothing,
obstetrician gave me nothing… it's all about the pregnant
me sourcing it’ (Participant 5).
Women differed in the amount of information they re-

ceived about alcohol use during pregnancy, with some
getting recommendations from a number of sources and
others not getting told anything. Some women were pro-
vided with information by healthcare providers, but gen-
erally not prior to or at pregnancy confirmation, but
rather weeks later at their first antenatal appointment
closer to their second trimester. Those who were not ad-
vised by a healthcare provider believed it was because
they were non-drinkers or did not ‘look like someone
that would be swigging away at some alcohol every night’
(Participant 6). Many women did not receive as much
information in subsequent pregnancies compared with
their first. Not receiving information had implications
for how they then made their decisions about whether
or not to drink during pregnancy:

I don't remember getting any formal information, but
I think I just had in my head that, you know, healthy
lifestyle is important, so I sort of ate well and sort of
didn't have three or four drinks if I went out for
dinner or something. I'd only have one or two, sort of
take a bit more care of my health. I couldn't say
where I got the reasoning for that. I think that's just a
build-up of information over my lifetime sort of thing.
(Participant 9)

It’s [alcohol advice for pregnancy] not promoted
anywhere. To me, that’s a bit of a concern for me, that
women perhaps just aren’t getting the advice. At least,
if… you’ve got the advice and you’ve got the information,
you can make the decision. (Participant 10)

What is the recommendation anyways? Depends who
you ask
It was common knowledge that heavy alcohol use was not
recommended during pregnancy, and that alcohol should
be avoided during the first trimester. However, there were
discrepancies in the recommendation that women re-
ceived about a safe level of consumption, varying from ab-
stinence to light consumption:

I have this really vivid image of, during my first
pregnancy,… [the GP] saying that it’s now recommended
that you don’t have any alcohol… in the second one I’m
sure that was reiterated. (Participant 16)
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He [my obstetrician] did say that it's not ideal, but the
odd glass here and there wouldn't hurt. (Participant 17)

Some women were aware that recommendations had
changed over time, believing this reduced the strength
of the message. When faced with this inconsistency,
women sometimes relied on personal experience or the
experience of others to determine which message they
chose to believe:

They'll say small amounts of alcohol are okay. Then
we go back to saying no alcohol during the pregnancy.
Women kind of think well hang on, I've got lots of
friends that did drink small amounts of alcohol during
their pregnancy and their kids seem fine. So they don't
place as much importance on that. (Participant 4)

Other messages regarding alcohol in general or other
pregnancy issues often clouded the message about alcohol
use in pregnancy. Some women heard alcohol, particularly
wine, was beneficial because it contained antioxidants,
promoted better sleep, and reduced stress. One participant
believed stress was more hazardous during pregnancy
than drinking alcohol, so she thought it was fine to have a
glass of wine occasionally. Alternatively, another woman
could not see any benefits in consuming alcohol during
pregnancy.

Interpreting a grey area: ‘no safe level’ versus ‘no
harm shown’
A number of women discussed how information defin-
ing a safe level of alcohol use was mixed. Some women
expressed confusion or frustration about this, with one
woman stating, ‘I just can’t see why there is that grey
area’ (Participant 3). She could not understand why the
information was unclear because there was no reported
benefit of drinking during pregnancy. Another woman
believed a grey area meant the evidence was not strong
enough to support a recommendation of abstinence:

If it was that it was absolutely detrimental and more
than one glass could kill the baby… and you had
scientific evidence to back that up, well then that's the
message that should be communicated… But I think
it's such a grey area. (Participant 17)

Some of the women with science or health back-
grounds understood the evidence for a safe level of con-
sumption is inconclusive. This grey area led to two main
interpretations. A number of women believed in a better
safe than sorry approach, such as ‘If you don't know what
the result is, don't do it. It's as simple as that’ (Participant
2). Whereas, other women had a relaxed approach,
reflected by one woman saying, ‘There is no research to
suggest that a couple of drinks is okay or not… to me
that means that it's okay to have one or two now and
then’ (Participant 7).

Improving the information delivery system
It became apparent during interviews that women had
opinions on how to address faults in the information deliv-
ery system. This second overarching theme was therefore
derived through further exploration of the first theme.
Women believed a clear, consistent message needed to be
delivered early on by a reliable source, as described in the
three following subthemes.

Clear, consistent, and strong recommendation
Women believed the recommendation needed to remain
consistent over time and be clearly delivered. Women who
thought the recommendation should be abstinence and
those thinking it should be low alcohol intake both believed
that one message should be chosen and continued:

Stick with that message and keep that message going for
years, not just, okay, this week it's that message and next
week it's another. I think that's where people lose face… I
think being consistent is really the only way to
continually get a message across. (Participant 8)

One woman did not think a single message was possible,
believing recommendations should be based on the indi-
vidual. Although other women believed individual differ-
ences were relevant, they still thought a clear message was
needed. One reason for this was to avoid individual inter-
pretations, such as if the message was abstinence then
some women might decide one drink was safe, but if it
was one drink was okay then they may decide two drinks
was alright. A straightforward message of abstinence was
suggested as a way of dealing with individual differences.
A number of women believed the message needed to be

strong, with some suggesting scare tactics to make it more
tangible. Women educated about Fetal Alcohol Spectrum
Disorders thought visual depictions of children affected
with these disorders could shock women into abstaining.
Other women believed scaring pregnant women could
cause undue stress, which could be harmful for the woman
and fetus. Generally women thought the message would
have more impact if reasons for the message were included:

People need to be made aware of the effects of drinking
alcohol during pregnancy… People aren't just going to
take it on face value. They need to know, well what's
going to happen if I do have it. (Participant 4)

A reliable source with a vast reach
The strength of the message was also thought to be in-
fluenced by the source of information. Women viewed
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healthcare providers as reliable sources with expert
knowledge. A hierarchy among healthcare providers was
described, but this varied depending on the type of care
received. A number of women thought doctors, primar-
ily obstetricians, were more knowledgeable then nurses
and midwives, but other women thought midwives knew
more than doctors. Despite these discrepancies, most
women believed the alcohol message should be provided
by healthcare providers:

The only cohesive factor in all that is the person
that's giving you the [health]care while you're
pregnant. Because not all women will read books, not
all women have access to the internet… or use the
internet. (Participant 5)

Additionally, women mentioned a need to utilise
sources such as television, printed media, social media
and websites to raise awareness of the current recom-
mendations, since they have changed over time. Such an
approach was said to help ‘get rid of that old thinking’
(Participant 9) from previous pregnancies, which may be
outdated. Some women expressed a need to target certain
groups to ensure all women within Australian society are
aware of the alcohol recommendations for pregnant
women. One woman said information needed to be pro-
vided ‘in a lot of different locations that people of all clas-
ses can access’ (Participant 15). Regardless of how they
thought the message should be delivered, women believed
it should come from a reputable source to have an impact.
In addition to healthcare providers and healthcare bodies,
the government and universities were considered valid
sources for passing on alcohol recommendations to preg-
nant women.

Early information provision
Women believed advice about alcohol recommendations
should be provided before the first antenatal appoint-
ment, which was often late in the first trimester or the
beginning of the second trimester. They were aware that
the first trimester is a crucial time for development, so
information was wanted early:

Your first 12 weeks, as you know, it's the most
critical… so you want to get it[information]… before
that time. It's a bit late when you go to your doctor for
your eight week, 10 week scan. (Participant 2)

Women suggested information be provided when
planning a pregnancy or at the GP when getting a
pregnancy confirmed. The women acknowledged that
not all pregnancies are planned, so they considered the
GP visit for pregnancy confirmation a critical teachable
moment:
That's [the GP visit for pregnancy confirmation] when
you're taking in the most information… You're trying to
learn everything. I think that's where you need to really
nail it and get the message across. (Participant 6)

Some women thought information about alcohol use
in pregnancy should be part of education in schools.
The women thought it may deter students from having
unprotected sex while drinking alcohol, as well as mak-
ing it common knowledge from a young age.

Discussion
Main findings
This is the first study to investigate women’s perceptions
of information they received about alcohol use during
pregnancy after the Australian alcohol guidelines were
changed from low drinking to abstinence in 2009. This
bottom-up approach provided an understanding of how
alcohol guidelines have filtered down to pregnant women.
Gaps within the information pathways were identified, as
were potential solutions to address these gaps. It was ap-
parent that for these women a number of inconsistencies
existed within the information delivery system in relation
to alcohol use during pregnancy. There was a lack of clar-
ity in the available evidence and the advice provided,
which in turn impacted the ways in which women inter-
preted the recommendations about alcohol use during
pregnancy. Women expressed that a clear message about
alcohol use and pregnancy needed to be maintained over
time and delivered early in pregnancy from a reputable
source.

Interpretation
Healthcare providers were believed to be an ideal source
of information. This finding coincides with an Australian
survey that found over 90% of women believed healthcare
providers should assess alcohol use in pregnancy, pro-
vide information about the harms of antenatal alcohol
consumption and advise abstinence [31]. Internation-
ally, studies have found most women want a clear mes-
sage about alcohol use in pregnancy from healthcare
providers [16,17,32]. Women in this study believed
doctors should know the latest research and would ad-
vise accordingly. This is worrisome considering varia-
tions that have been reported in the levels of knowledge
and behaviours of healthcare providers with regards to
recommendations for alcohol consumption during preg-
nancy [8,33-36]. For example, within Australia less than
half of healthcare providers routinely assessed alcohol use
during pregnancy, and less than a third routinely provided
information about the harms of antenatal alcohol use
[36,37]. It is not surprising than to find variation among
the women in this study with regards to the information
or advice they received from healthcare providers.
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Improved translational efforts between policy makers, re-
searchers and healthcare providers need to occur, along
with clarification about when alcohol use screening and
recommendations should be provided and by whom.
Women in this study believed information about alco-

hol and pregnancy was needed early, however this did
not occur for many of them. Early information provision
is important because, although the teratogenic effects of
alcohol can occur at any time, there is an increased risk
during the first trimester [38,39]. Even guidelines that
condone light drinking in later pregnancy recommend
abstinence in the first trimester [40]. To provide infor-
mation early, the primary care sector needs to be in-
volved. GPs are usually the first healthcare providers that
pregnant women have contact with, either to discuss plan-
ning a pregnancy or confirming a pregnancy. However,
around half of pregnancies are unplanned, potentially in-
creasing the risk of alcohol exposure during a critical
phase of development [41,42]. Clinical guidelines recom-
mend that GPs assess alcohol use and advise about poten-
tial adverse effects during pregnancy not only when
treating pregnant women or those planning a pregnancy,
but also when talking with women of child-bearing age
who may become pregnant [43,44]. Multifaceted strategies
aimed at increasing GPs’ adherence to these guidelines
should be considered, as strategies targeting multiple
levels (e.g. individuals, organisations, and society) are likely
to be more effective than a single approach [45].
To assist healthcare providers in advising women, and

to satisfy women’s requests for consistency expressed in
this study and others, [16,17] the recommendations about
alcohol use in pregnancy should be maintained over time.
Variations in recommendations caused confusion among
women and were seen as lacking credibility. These find-
ings coupled with previous research that found women
were less likely to consume alcohol under abstinence
guidelines [15] suggests that the current recommendations
should be upheld. Mass media campaigns could help raise
awareness of the official recommendations. These alterna-
tive strategies, particularly that target the broader popula-
tion, are critical given that in the face of conflicting
messages about alcohol, women in this study and others
[16] relied on their previous pregnancy experiences or that
of others to determine a safe level of consumption during
pregnancy. This is problematic considering recommenda-
tions can change between pregnancies and a number of
women received little or no information during subse-
quent pregnancies. Consistent information provision re-
gardless of prior pregnancy experience is needed to ensure
equal access to the latest evidence-based information.

Strengths and limitations
This study contained a small sample which may be con-
sidered as a limitation by some readers. However, not
only was data saturation reached, but the random sam-
pling technique ensured that a variety of women were rep-
resented in the study, particularly both drinkers and
abstainers during pregnancy. Such variability ensured that
a variety of perceptions was achieved. Consenters were
not compared to non-consenters, as the latter did not pro-
vide consent for their survey data to be included in this
substudy. Although the qualitative design of this study
means that findings are not meant to be generalisable, a
number of results from this study were consist with those
of international qualitative [16-20] and quantitative studies
[31,32]. Consistencies with previous research combined
with the diversity among study participants suggest con-
ceptual generalisability was most likely achieved. In
addition, trustworthiness was also demonstrated by creat-
ing transparency throughout each stage of the research
process and keeping an ‘audit trail’ so that the study could
be subject to external scrutiny. Women who frequently
consume heavy amounts of alcohol during pregnancy were
not represented in this study, as participants reported hav-
ing no more than two drinks on a drinking day. Although
no formal inter-rater reliability measure was applied, the
coder discussed and reviewed the coding process and
structure with the senior investigator. Additionally, the
existing qualitative and quantitative literature on this topic
was used to provide additional context when interpreting
results. There was a short timeframe between the 2009
alcohol guidelines being introduced (February 2009) and
the measurement of women’s pregnancies through the
ALSWH survey (mailed out 31st March 2009). However,
the draft guidelines were available as early as 2007 and a
media release promoting the new guidelines was sent out
before the ALSWH survey had been mailed out. Regardless
of how the guidelines were disseminated, they were the
current guidelines at the time of the women’s pregnancies.

Conclusion
The discord between women’s expectations to receive
information about alcohol use early in pregnancy from
their healthcare providers and the lack of consistent in-
formation actually being provided could be addressed
by introducing a multifaceted, systematic approach to in-
formation delivery. Such an approach, particularly within
the primary care setting, could help ensure a clear and
consistent message is sent through this information chan-
nel which women believe to be a reliable source. Alcohol
recommendations should be maintained over time to pro-
vide a stable platform for this information provision to
occur. Providing women with evidence-based information
will enable them to make informed decisions about drink-
ing during pregnancy.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.



Anderson et al. BMC Public Health 2014, 14:1048 Page 9 of 10
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/1048
Authors’ contributions
All authors made substantial contributions to the conception and design of
the study. AA conducted the interviews and thematic analysis under guided
supervision by AH and DL. AA and DL reviewed and discussed the coding
structure and themes throughout analysis. All authors made substantial
contributions to the interpretation of the data. AA drafted the manuscript.
All authors contributed to the revision of the manuscript. All authors read
and have given approval for the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The research on which this paper is based was conducted as part of the
Australian Longitudinal Study on Women’s Health, the University of
Newcastle and the University of Queensland. We are grateful to the
Australian Government Department of Health for funding and to the women
who provided the survey and interview data. Researchers at the Priority
Research Centre for Gender, Health and Ageing at the University of
Newcastle are members of the Hunter Medical Research Institute (HMRI).

Author details
1Priority Research Centre for Gender, Health and Ageing, HMRI Building,
University Drive, University of Newcastle, Newcastle, NSW 2308, Australia.
2Priority Research Centre for Translational Neuroscience and Mental Health
Research, University Drive, University of Newcastle, Newcastle, NSW 2308,
Australia. 3National Drug and Alcohol Research Centre, University of New
South Wales, Randwick, NSW 2032, Australia.

Received: 6 June 2014 Accepted: 29 September 2014
Published: 8 October 2014

References
1. O'Leary CM, Heuzenroeder L, Elliott EJ, Bower C: A review of policies on

alcohol use during pregnancy in Australia and other English-speaking
countries, 2006. Med J Aust 2007, 186:466–471.

2. National Health and Medical Research Council: Is There a Safe Level of Daily
Consumption of Alcohol for Men and Women? [prepared by Pols R and Hawks
D]. 2nd edition. Canberra: Commonwealth of Australia; 1992.

3. National Health and Medical Research Council: Australian Alcohol Guidelines:
Health Risks and Benefits. Canberra: Commonwealth of Australia; 2001.

4. National Health and Medical Research Council: Australian Guidelines to
Reduce Health Risks from Drinking Alcohol. Canberra: Commonwealth of
Australia; 2009.

5. Carson G, Cox LV, Crane J, Croteau P, Graves L, Kluka S, Koren G, Martel MJ,
Midmer D, Nulman I, Poole N, Senikas V, Wood R, Society of Obstetricians
and Gynaecologists of Canada: Alcohol use and pregnancy consensus
clinical guidelines. J Obstet Gynaecol Can 2010, 32:S1–S31.

6. The Danish National Board of Health: Healthy Habits – Before, During and
After Pregnancy, 1st English edition (translated from the 2nd Danish edition).
Copenhagen South: The Danish National Board of Health and The Danish
Committee for Health Education; 2010.

7. U.S. Surgeon General: U.S. Surgeon General Releases Advisory on Alcohol Use
in Pregnancy [press release]. Washington, D.C.: United States Department of
Health and Human Services; 2005.

8. Kesmodel US, Kesmodel PS, Iversen LL: Lack of consensus between
general practitioners and official guidelines on alcohol abstinence
during pregnancy. Dan Med Bull 2011, 58:A4327.

9. Jones K, Smith D: Recognition of the Fetal Alcohol Syndrome in early
infancy. Lancet 1973, 302:999–1001.

10. Sokol RJ, Delaney-Black V, Nordstrom B: Fetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder.
JAMA 2003, 290:2996–2999.

11. Gray R, Henderson J: Review of the Fetal Effects of Prenatal Alcohol Exposure:
Report to the Department of Health. Oxford: National Perinatal Epidemiology
Unit, University of Oxford; 2006.

12. Henderson J, Gray R, Brocklehurst P: Systematic review of effects of
low–moderate prenatal alcohol exposure on pregnancy outcome.
BJOG 2007, 114:243–252.

13. O'Leary CM, Bower C: Guidelines for pregnancy: What's an acceptable
risk, and how is the evidence (finally) shaping up? Drug Alcohol Rev 2012,
31:170–183.

14. Anderson A, Hure A, Powers J, Kay-Lambkin F, Loxton D: Determinants of
pregnant women's compliance with alcohol guidelines: a prospective
cohort study. BMC Public Health 2012, 12:777.
15. Anderson A, Hure A, Forder P, Powers J, Kay-Lambkin F, Loxton D: Predictors
of antenatal alcohol use among Australian women: a prospective cohort
study. BJOG 2013, 120:1366–1374.

16. Raymond N, Beer C, Glazebrook C, Sayal K: Pregnant women's attitudes
towards alcohol consumption. BMC Public Health 2009, 9:175.

17. Elek E, Harris SL, Squire CM, Margolis M, Weber MK, Dang EP, Mitchell B:
Women's knowledge, views, and experiences regarding alcohol use and
pregnancy: opportunities to improve health messages. Am J Health Educ
2013, 44:177–190.

18. Jones SC, Eval M, Telenta J, Cert G, Shorten A, Johnson K: Midwives and
pregnant women talk about alcohol: what advice do we give and what
do they receive? Midwifery 2011, 27:489–496.

19. Jones SC, Telenta J: What influences Australian women to not drink
alcohol during pregnancy? Aust J Prim Health 2012, 18:68–73.

20. Loxton D, Chojenta C, Anderson A, Powers J, Shakeshaft A, Burns L:
Acquisition and utilization of information about alcohol use in
pregnancy among Australian pregnant women and service providers.
J Midwifery Womens Health 2013, 58:523–530.

21. Brown WJ, Bryson L, Byles JE, Dobson AJ, Lee C, Mishra G, Schofield M:
Women's Health Australia: recruitment for a national longitudinal cohort
study. Women Health 1998, 28:23–40.

22. Australian Longitudinal Study on Women's Health website; [www.alswh.org.au]
23. Kitto SC, Chesters J, Grbich C: Quality in qualitative research. Med J Aust

2008, 188:243–246.
24. Novick G: Is there a bias against telephone interviews in qualitative

research? Res Nurs Health 2008, 31:391–398.
25. Guest G, Bunce A, Johnson L: How many interviews are enough?: An

experiment with data saturation and variability. Field Methods 2006,
18:59–82.

26. Creswell JW: Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative & Mixed Methods
Approaches. 4th edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage; 2014.

27. Patton MQ: Qualitative Research & Evaluation Methods. 3rd edition. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage; 2002.

28. NVivo qualitative data analysis software. 10th edition. Melbourne: QSR
International Pty Ltd; 2012.

29. Braun V, Clarke V: Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual Res Psychol
2006, 3:77–101.

30. Clark J: How to peer review a qualitative manuscript. In Peer Review in
Health Sciences. 2nd edition. Edited by Godlee F, Jefferson T. London: BMJ
Books; 2003:219–235.

31. Telethon Institute for Child Health Research: Comments on the draft
Australian alcohol guidelines for low risk drinking; 2007 [http://www.nhmrc.
gov.au/your-health/alcohol-guidelines/alcohol-guidelines-public-
consultation-and-submissions]

32. Kesmodel U, Schiøler Kesmodel P: Drinking during pregnancy: attitudes
and knowledge among pregnant Danish women, 1998. Alcohol Clin Exper
Res 2002, 26:1553–1560.

33. Davis PM, Carr TL, La CB: Needs assessment and current practice of
alcohol risk assessment of pregnant women and women of childbearing
age by primary health care professionals. Can J Clin Pharmacol 2008,
15:e214–e222.

34. France K, Henley N, Payne J, D'Antoine H, Bartu A, O'Leary C, Elliott E, Bower C:
Health professionals addressing alcohol use with pregnant women in
Western Australia: Barriers and strategies for communication. Subst Use
Misuse 2010, 45:1474–1490.

35. Kesmodel US, Kesmodel PS: Alcohol in pregnancy: attitudes, knowledge,
and information practice among midwives in Denmark 2000 to 2009.
Alcohol Clin Exper Res 2011, 35:2226–2230.

36. Payne J, Elliott E, D'Antoine H, O'Leary C, Mahony A, Haan E, Bower C:
Health professionals' knowledge, practice and opinions about fetal
alcohol syndrome and alcohol consumption in pregnancy. Aust N Z J
Public Health 2005, 29:558–564.

37. Payne JM, France KE, Henley N, D'Antoine HA, Bartu AE, O'Leary CM, Elliott
EJ, Bower C, Geelhoed E: RE-AIM evaluation of the Alcohol and Pregnancy
Project: educational resources to inform health professionals about
prenatal alcohol exposure and fetal alcohol spectrum disorder.
Eval Health Prof 2011, 34:57–80.

38. Feldman H, Jones KL, Lindsay S, Slymen D, Klonoff-Cohen H, Kao K, Rao S,
Chambers C: Prenatal alcohol exposure patterns and alcohol-related birth
defects and growth deficiencies: a prospective study. Alcohol Clin Exper
Res 2012, 36:670–676.

http://www.alswh.org.au
http://www.nhmrc.gov.au/your-health/alcohol-guidelines/alcohol-guidelines-public-consultation-and-submissions
http://www.nhmrc.gov.au/your-health/alcohol-guidelines/alcohol-guidelines-public-consultation-and-submissions
http://www.nhmrc.gov.au/your-health/alcohol-guidelines/alcohol-guidelines-public-consultation-and-submissions


Anderson et al. BMC Public Health 2014, 14:1048 Page 10 of 10
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/1048
39. O'Leary CM, Nassar N, Zubrick SR, Kurinczuk JJ, Stanley F, Bower C: Evidence of
a complex association between dose, pattern and timing of prenatal
alcohol exposure and child behaviour problems. Addiction 2010, 105:74–86.

40. National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE): CG62 Antenatal
Care: NICE Guideline. London: NICE; 2010.

41. Colvin L, Payne J, Parsons D, Kurinczuk JJ, Bower C: Alcohol consumption
during pregnancy in nonindigenous West Australian women. Alcohol Clin
Exper Res 2007, 31:276–284.

42. Singh S, Sedgh G, Hussain R: Unintended pregnancy: worldwide levels,
trends, and outcomes. Stud Fam Plann 2010, 41:241–250.

43. Australian Health Ministers’ Advisory Council: Clinical Practice Guidelines:
Antenatal Care – Module 1. Canberra: Australian Government Department of
Health and Ageing; 2012.

44. Royal Australian College of General Practitioners (RACGP): Guidelines for Preventive
Activities in General Practice. 8th edition. East Melbourne: RACGP; 2012.

45. Grol R, Grimshaw J: From best evidence to best practice: effective
implementation of change in patients' care. Lancet 2003, 362:1225–1230.

doi:10.1186/1471-2458-14-1048
Cite this article as: Anderson et al.: Women’s perceptions of information
about alcohol use during pregnancy: a qualitative study. BMC Public
Health 2014 14:1048.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Selection of participants
	Data collection and instruments
	List of questions used to guide the interviews
	Ethical considerations
	Data analysis

	Results
	Themes
	A faulty information delivery system

	Information overload versus no information
	What is the recommendation anyways? Depends who you ask
	Interpreting a grey area: ‘no safe level’ versus ‘no harm shown’
	Improving the information delivery system

	Clear, consistent, and strong recommendation
	A reliable source with a vast reach
	Early information provision

	Discussion
	Main findings
	Interpretation
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /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 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /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 /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


