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Hon. CR DICK (Greenslopes—ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Industrial Relations)

(2.30 pm), in reply: At the outset, I wish to thank all honourable members for their contributions to the
debate on the Telecommunications Interception Bill. In particular, I would like to thank my colleagues on
the government side of the House for their thoughtful and reflective comments on the legislation. I would
also like to thank the member for Gregory for his kind and generous words on my appointment as the
Attorney-General and Minister for Industrial Relations. The office of Attorney-General is one of the four
high offices of state that have continued uninterrupted in Queensland since statehood in 1859, and it is an
office that I am extraordinarily honoured and greatly privileged to hold.

The bill sees an end to five years of lobbying, advocacy and persistence by this and previous Labor
governments to seek the Commonwealth government’s recognition of the important role of the Public
Interest Monitor in Queensland. It establishes the requisite recording, reporting and inspection regime
required under the Commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act to enable the
Queensland Police Service and the Crime and Misconduct Commission to apply for telecommunications
interception warrants. As members have heard during the debate, the bill increases the tools available to
officers investigating serious crimes, such as drug trafficking, criminal paedophile networks, organised
crime, serious premeditated violent crimes and corruption.

Importantly, the bill recognises the intrusive nature of telecommunications interception. Before
applying to the court for a telecommunications interception warrant, the investigating officer must advise
the PIM of the application and provide all relevant material to the PIM. The PIM may appear before the
court at the warrant application and may make submissions to the court.

I will now address some of the matters raised by honourable members during the debate. The
current Leader of the Opposition made some entirely incorrect comments that the Bligh government was
keeping these powers from the police. In nearly the same breath, he expressed support for the role of the
Public Interest Monitor. He wanted to support the front-end and back-end protections. As with the debate
on Tuesday about the new parliamentary committee system, he wants to, as one honourable member
described it during that debate, walk both sides of the street, forwards and backwards at the same time. As
usual, the opposition cannot decide whether they are coming or going on the issue.

The Leader of the Opposition said that these powers have only been held up by ‘some argument
between Queensland and Canberra over which was the better approach’. I think he called it a squabble at
one stage. Let all members be very clear: when the Leader of the Opposition says ‘some argument’, he
means this: should we have checks and balances that lead the nation, or should we not? His Canberra
coalition colleagues said, ‘No, Queensland should not be able to institute these safeguards,’ yet here is the
Leader of the Opposition stating that the PIM is an important part of the architecture of the protection of
rights and liberties in Queensland. If LNP members were consistent with their Canberra colleagues they
would oppose this bill, but they do not. If they wanted the PIM involved they would have included it in their
previous bill, but they did not. If LNP members want to be relevant, it appears they have a long way to go.
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The members for Moggill and Mermaid Beach both claimed that the government was ‘hiding behind
the PIM’. The member for Southern Downs, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, went so far as to call the
PIM a ‘trick’, while the member for Mudgeeraba called the PIM an unnecessary layer of ‘bureaucratic red
tape’. Then the member for Warrego topped it off by saying the PIM was a ‘flimsy excuse’ and that it ‘won’t
make a damn’—excuse my language, Mr Deputy Speaker—’bit of difference whether the PIM is there or
not’. LNP members may claim to be the parents of the PIM, but they are abandoning parentage in this
debate. If the PIM is an orphan, I can assure all honourable members that the ALP is happy to support the
PIM and take up that parentage. They have hastily abandoned the PIM for reasons they cannot explain in
a debate they do not understand.

On the importance of the role of the PIM, and at the risk of censure from my own party, I will quote
from the explanatory notes of the 1997 bill introduced by Russell Cooper, who, as all members know, is a
former National Party member of this House, a former Leader of the Opposition and a former Premier of
this state. What did Mr Cooper say? He said—
The authority to install a listening or visual surveillance device for the investigation of serious indictable offences, or the conduct of a
covert search of a place for evidence relating to organised crime, are extraordinary but necessary powers. As the level of
intrusiveness may be extensive, the community expects respective safeguards also to be extensive to ensure the proper use of such
powers. The Bill introduces the new concept of a public interest monitor. The monitor will perform an independent role ...

But their own words, their own history and their own legislation are obviously not good enough for the
opposition today.

The member for Warrego questioned the very utility of the PIM. The lack of opposition to warrants is
not indicative of the Public Interest Monitor failing to play a significant role in testing warrant applications.
Rather, it may demonstrate the importance of the PIM. The fact that the PIM must be consulted will help
ensure that applications are well prepared and that proper consideration is given as to whether covert
action is in fact necessary.

To date, the courts have refused each of the covert investigation warrants that the Public Interest
Monitor has opposed, and that was alluded to and commented upon by some members in this House.
Therefore, the Public Interest Monitor has an important role in ensuring covert investigative techniques are
used appropriately. This debate is not about whether the police should have these powers; we all agree
they should. The core of the debate is the vital question of getting the balance right.

It was the former Howard government which adopted a philosophical opposition to checks and
balances of this type. Why was that? It was pride. It was the pride of the former Liberal Prime Minister,
John Howard, and the pride of the former Liberal Attorney-General, Philip Ruddock, who stubbornly and,
as some members have commented, unreasonably and unnecessarily opposed this application by the
state for inclusion.

It was, however, the Fitzgerald report, necessary after years of National Party corruption and
maladministration in this state, that formed the genesis of the PIM as part of a package of reforms focused
on reforming police powers and ensuring that appropriate safeguards exist upon their operation. The
reason the opposition has not been successful in pushing its bills on this issue is that it was not willing to
allow the public interest to be represented in telecommunications interception applications and hearings—
plain and simple. There is no dark conspiracy against the ill-considered ideas of the deposed leader of the
opposition, now the deputy leader; just a simple desire on the part of the members on this side of the
parliament to protect Queenslanders from the potential for the excessive use of police powers, to ensure
we have a system of justice that balances the interests of operational policing with the liberties and rights
of individuals. This is not to frustrate our police but rather to ensure that both law enforcement agencies
and the community have the full and robust protections they both need and deserve.

Telecommunications interception, as I have said, is extremely intrusive on an individual’s privacy.
The technology allows investigative officers to listen to phone conversations, including conversations that
are private and unrelated to any possible criminal activity. This investigative tool is used without the
knowledge of the targeted person or people with whom they are likely to be speaking.

The government is concerned to ensure that the Public Interest Monitor is involved in testing the
validity of telecommunications warrant applications. This is consistent with the Public Interest Monitor’s
role in testing the validity of applications for other covert warrant applications. The Queensland
government had lobbied for years to obtain approval from the Commonwealth to have amendments made
to the Commonwealth Telecommunications (Interceptions and Access) Act to allow the involvement of the
Public Interest Monitor. Since receiving notification from Prime Minister Rudd in August 2008 that the
Commonwealth would amend its legislation, this government has acted quickly to introduce these bills. 

I took time to search the Commonwealth parliamentary Hansard record in respect of parliamentary
debates about the Commonwealth legislation that authorises the introduction of a Public Interest Monitor.
I am happy to be corrected if I am incorrect, but I could not find one Liberal or National member of the
House of Representatives or the Senate who was willing to speak on the Commonwealth bill let alone
File name: dicc2009_05_21_44.fm Page : 2 of 5



Speech by Hon. Cameron Dick extracted from Hansard of Thursday, 21 May 2009
speak against the introduction of the PIM. No-one in the Commonwealth parliament who claims to
represent the Liberal and National Party from Queensland spoke about the false and incorrect allegations
and assertions made by the members opposite that the lack of these powers led to ‘an increase in crime’—
the allegations made by the opposition. The opposition has no influence on their Canberra colleagues. It
has had no influence in the five years that we have been waiting for this measure to come forward and it
has no influence today.

The Leader of the Opposition had the gall to suggest that organised crime had increased in
Queensland because of this Labor government. This is like blaming the former Howard government for the
rise in global terrorism, and fundamentally misunderstands crime, policing and the responsibility that the
government owes to its people, which is not a surprise from the opposition. 

The member for Mudgeeraba seemed confused as to the role of the PIM in Queensland, and her
confusion was indicative of the lack of understanding by others on that side of the House. The member
claimed that the PIM was unnecessary because the Ombudsman was used in other states and that that is
sufficient. That of course completely misses the point that the role of the Ombudsman in other jurisdictions
is at the back end of the process and is not involved in the application process itself. The PIM, on the other
hand, has a completely different role at the front end—a role that the opposition is happy to include for
surveillance warrants and covert search warrants, but for reasons which it is unable to articulate this is an
identical role that it does not want here and, even worse, it does not seem to understand it. This has been
and remains the fundamental flaw with the opposition’s approach. 

The member for Southern Downs, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, claims that billions of
dollars could be saved, lives protected and the problem of crime solved if this legislation had been passed.
What was his proof? His proof was that these powers exist in New South Wales and other states, which is
an interesting observation of fact but completely ignores the fact that organised criminal activity continues
to be a significant problem in those jurisdictions. Where was the other evidence? Where was the data
analysis? Where were the crime statistics? They are nowhere to be seen. 

These TI laws are not the fix-all solution to every organised crime activity. They augment a suite of
police powers that this and the previous government have introduced—powers to seize the proceeds of
crime, powers to detect criminal activity and strong criminal penalties to deter criminals and protect our
police and our citizens. The honourable Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s suggestion that Labor has
somehow failed the Queensland people is frankly offensive, naive, shamelessly self-aggrandising and is
simply and fundamentally wrong. 

I take up the comments made by the member for Gladstone in her sensible and reasoned speech on
the bill. She made it clear that in joint operations with other law enforcement agencies the state has been
using the evidence gained from telecommunications interceptions for years. These powers are important.
They provide an important tool for police, and the government is adamant and always has been adamant
about giving Queensland police access to them, but we would not do so without the checks and balances
that are appropriate to such extraordinary and invasive powers. With that balance now achieved, the
government has moved quickly to ensure that our police can continue to investigate criminal activity and
protect our community. 

I also want to comment on the other sensible speeches on the bill made by the Independents in this
parliament and their sensible contributions, particularly by the members for Gladstone and Nanango. The
member for Nanango asked what requirements there were on the destruction of restricted records. I advise
the House that the bill specifically provides that, once an investigation or prosecution is completed that
involved the use of telecommunications interception material, the restricted record—namely, the transcript
and recording of the phone tap—must be destroyed immediately. It is important to note that, if the chief
officer of an investigating agency determines that a restricted record is no longer required, the chief officer
must notify the inspecting agency that the record will be destroyed. The record may not be destroyed until
the inspecting entity has been given an opportunity to inspect it and the Commonwealth minister has
inspected the register relating to the warrant under which the record was obtained. This provision is a
requirement under the Commonwealth Telecommunications (Interceptions and Access) Act 1979. The
provision provides for accountability and ensures that records are kept about the destruction of records
obtained through telecommunications interception.

I want to make a few comments on the contribution—broadly described—made by the member for
Burnett. The member for Burnett asserted that politicians would have access to the information contained
in telephone intercept warrants. The details of a warrant are recorded by the CMC and the Queensland
Police Service, and will also be known to the PIM and the judge making the order. No politician is involved
in this part of the process. Each year the PIM and the Parliamentary Crime and Misconduct Commissioner
will then provide reports of inspections of the applications made and warrants executed by their respective
agencies, and a copy of these reports is provided to the minister. Where applications have been deficient
or otherwise required remedial action, the report will contain details of the material deficiency and any
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remedial action taken. Technically, such reports may contain interception information, but such information
will only be provided in the report to the extent that it shines light upon the nature of the noncompliance
with the legislation. 

To apply the opposition’s reasoning, in respect of applications that are appropriate we all have
nothing to fear. In all their dealings, the QPS, the CMC and their inspecting authorities must fundamentally
adhere to the legislative prohibitions on the communication of interception warrant information. All reports
given to the minister are for the purpose of forwarding them to the Commonwealth in accordance with the
requirements of the Commonwealth act.

A further question was asked as to whether there were offence provisions for the release of
information under the scheme. I can assure the House that there are offence provisions in the Queensland
bill at clause 34 and that they mirror the Commonwealth offence provisions at section 175 of the
Commonwealth act. A person releasing information gained pursuant to the act in both pieces of legislation
may be punished by up to two years imprisonment. 

A number of the members opposite, including the member for Burnett, wanted to make this a debate
about police resourcing. With your indulgence, Mr Deputy Speaker, I would like to make some comments
on that given the free-wheeling nature of the debate before the House and I will do it as quickly as
possible. Increasing police numbers across Queensland continues to be a high priority for the Bligh
government. The Bligh government has committed a minimum of 600 additional officers over the next
three years and will continue to ensure that police strength reflects the needs of communities across
Queensland, including on the Gold Coast. In the last four years, an additional 90 police officers have been
allocated for the Gold Coast, with a total of 752 police now allocated to that district. Twelve additional new
police recruits have recently arrived on the Gold Coast following induction ceremonies at the Oxley and
Townsville police academies. 

Over the last five years the net growth of police officers has been around 280 officers in each
financial year. I am pleased to inform the House that, in the time the Labor government has been in power,
police numbers have increased by over 3,300—from 6,800 officers in June 1998 to an estimated 10,157
officers as at 19 May 2009, an increase of 49 per cent over the period. 

The saddest moment in the opposition’s contribution to the bill was by the member for Burnett. His
declaration was that the PIM was a ‘Labor PIM’. As was noted by some members observing the debate, if
only he had spoken with the member of parliament sitting next to him, the member for Toowoomba South,
who quite rightly and appropriately set out the history of the PIM in his contribution on the debate, and I
thank him for that. The PIM was introduced by the member for Burnett’s own party. It was lauded by them
and, most of all, it was brought in because his party was involved in the most grave betrayals of the trust
and respect the Queensland people placed in their police and their elected officials during the 1970s and
1980s.

Another disappointing aspect of the member for Burnett’s contribution was his entirely, what I would
regard as, despicable rant against civil liberties. He described those who believe in civil liberties as a
‘contemptuous breed of human’. I reject the member for Burnett’s statement entirely. Every member of this
House should have at the heart of what they do in this place concern for securing the safety and protecting
the rights and liberties of Queenslanders. 

In a state based on the concept of democratic freedoms and the principle of individual liberty, the
150th anniversary of which we celebrate this year, it staggers me to think that any member of this place
would so blithely disregard the rights and liberties of Queenslanders and those who advocate for rights and
liberties. This House is charged with serious responsibilities—to protect Queenslanders who may be
unable to protect themselves. Doing that lies at the core of what we do. 

It is the most vulnerable members of our community who are most exposed to abuses of power, who
are at risk of marginalisation and who need the protection of each and every member of this place through
every law we make. Strong policing may be the sword by which we strike at the heart of criminal activity,
but civil liberties are a shield we owe to every Queenslander to ensure their rights, their livelihoods and
their communities are protected. 

The Scottish philosopher David Hume most tellingly said, ‘It is seldom that any liberty is lost all at
once.’ What Hume meant is that it is an incremental process, giving away those things that we cherish inch
by inch, act by act. Unless there is good and proper reason for such action, we must guard against that. 

Those on this side of the House have been and always will be interested in engaging in the debate
about police power and the rights and liberties of individuals—an argument that appears to be too deep
and too complex for those opposite to engage in. This side of the House has held the straightforward view
that, where police exercise extraordinary powers, these powers should be subjected to appropriate checks
and balances, both at the front and back end of the exercise of those powers. 

Some members of the LNP have been in agreement with this side of the House that matters of
privacy are particularly important to the people of Queensland. More accurately, members of the former
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Liberal Party have been concerned about these important issues. Perhaps unsurprisingly, members of the
National Party seem not to have the same level of concern. The members for Moggill, Mermaid Beach and
Currumbin all noted that the issue of privacy for citizens of our state is important and needs to be
considered. The member for Moggill went so far as to say, ‘There is a legitimate argument in relation to
protecting people if there is political or other misuse of such powers.’ I could not agree more. Unfortunately,
he seems unable to influence his leadership. 

This is important legislation. It is important because it gives police powers they can use to assist
criminal investigations. But more than that, it is important because it places appropriate checks and
balances upon these powers in the interests of all Queenslanders. This debate strikes at the heart of what
a responsible Queensland government and what a responsible parliament must do: strike a careful
balance between important principles of state power, justice, safety and freedom. To do anything less
would be to short-change the people of Queensland. 

In conclusion, I again thank all honourable members for their contributions during the debate on this
bill. I also thank the Prime Minister and those members of the Commonwealth parliament, in particular the
Queensland members of the parliamentary Labor Party, for the courage that escaped their predecessors in
government and allowed for the role of the PIM in Queensland. 

I also want to thank a number of officers within the Public Service who have assisted in the
preparation of the legislation—Mr David Thannhauser, Mr Phil Hall and Mr Tony Keyes from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet; Jo Hughes and Andrew Gills from the Department of Justice and
Attorney-General; Paxton Booth of the Queensland Police Service; Jan Speirs of the Crime and
Misconduct Commission; and the staff of my office, in particular Mark Biddulph and Derran Moss. With
those words I commend the bill to the House. 
File name: dicc2009_05_21_44.fm Page : 5 of 5


	Telecommunications Interception Bill
	Hon. CR DICK (Greenslopes-ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Industrial Relations) (2.30 pm), in reply: At the outset, I wi...
	The bill sees an end to five years of lobbying, advocacy and persistence by this and previous Labor governments to seek the Comm...
	Importantly, the bill recognises the intrusive nature of telecommunications interception. Before applying to the court for a tel...
	I will now address some of the matters raised by honourable members during the debate. The current Leader of the Opposition made...
	The Leader of the Opposition said that these powers have only been held up by ‘some argument between Queensland and Canberra ove...
	The members for Moggill and Mermaid Beach both claimed that the government was ‘hiding behind the PIM’. The member for Southern ...
	On the importance of the role of the PIM, and at the risk of censure from my own party, I will quote from the explanatory notes ...
	The authority to install a listening or visual surveillance device for the investigation of serious indictable offences, or the ...

	The member for Warrego questioned the very utility of the PIM. The lack of opposition to warrants is not indicative of the Publi...
	To date, the courts have refused each of the covert investigation warrants that the Public Interest Monitor has opposed, and tha...
	It was the former Howard government which adopted a philosophical opposition to checks and balances of this type. Why was that? ...
	It was, however, the Fitzgerald report, necessary after years of National Party corruption and maladministration in this state, ...
	Telecommunications interception, as I have said, is extremely intrusive on an individual’s privacy. The technology allows invest...
	The government is concerned to ensure that the Public Interest Monitor is involved in testing the validity of telecommunications...
	I took time to search the Commonwealth parliamentary Hansard record in respect of parliamentary debates about the Commonwealth l...
	The Leader of the Opposition had the gall to suggest that organised crime had increased in Queensland because of this Labor gove...
	The member for Mudgeeraba seemed confused as to the role of the PIM in Queensland, and her confusion was indicative of the lack ...
	The member for Southern Downs, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, claims that billions of dollars could be saved, lives protec...
	These TI laws are not the fix-all solution to every organised crime activity. They augment a suite of police powers that this an...
	I take up the comments made by the member for Gladstone in her sensible and reasoned speech on the bill. She made it clear that ...
	I also want to comment on the other sensible speeches on the bill made by the Independents in this parliament and their sensible...
	I want to make a few comments on the contribution-broadly described-made by the member for Burnett. The member for Burnett asser...
	To apply the opposition’s reasoning, in respect of applications that are appropriate we all have nothing to fear. In all their d...
	A further question was asked as to whether there were offence provisions for the release of information under the scheme. I can ...
	A number of the members opposite, including the member for Burnett, wanted to make this a debate about police resourcing. With y...
	Over the last five years the net growth of police officers has been around 280 officers in each financial year. I am pleased to ...
	The saddest moment in the opposition’s contribution to the bill was by the member for Burnett. His declaration was that the PIM ...
	Another disappointing aspect of the member for Burnett’s contribution was his entirely, what I would regard as, despicable rant ...
	In a state based on the concept of democratic freedoms and the principle of individual liberty, the 150th anniversary of which w...
	It is the most vulnerable members of our community who are most exposed to abuses of power, who are at risk of marginalisation a...
	The Scottish philosopher David Hume most tellingly said, ‘It is seldom that any liberty is lost all at once.’ What Hume meant is...
	Those on this side of the House have been and always will be interested in engaging in the debate about police power and the rig...
	Some members of the LNP have been in agreement with this side of the House that matters of privacy are particularly important to...
	This is important legislation. It is important because it gives police powers they can use to assist criminal investigations. Bu...
	In conclusion, I again thank all honourable members for their contributions during the debate on this bill. I also thank the Pri...
	I also want to thank a number of officers within the Public Service who have assisted in the preparation of the legislation-Mr D...



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


