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The contribution of Sean Hier details for us the evolution of understanding with 
regard to moral panics, including highlighting its recent formulation into a pan-
ics-as-regulation research framework. Central to this emerging panics-as-regula-
tion framework are contemporary moral regulation and individual risk manage-
ment studies. Therefore, our contribution has demonstrated how this conceptual 
framework is capable of emphasising the contradictions of the contemporary 
British neo-liberal market. These contradictions, as we have argued, found their 
embodiment in anti-Polish migrant societal reactions in the UK. Given that, our 
argument can be seen as parallel with that of Hier’s intervention. Thus we will 
mainly concern ourselves with Slač álek’s call for a re-discovery of the concept 
of hegemony for the study of panics in complex contemporary societies. Before 
turning to this theoretical research agenda and its implications for the sociology 
of moral panics, it is worth detailing what we believe to be the key economic and 
political considerations underlying our contribution, which justifi ed using a ‘Ca-
nadian turn’ perspective.

First, we should of course re-emphasise the complexity of contemporary 
moral panics and the diffi culty this poses for instrumental control originating ei-
ther from above or below. So whilst we can detect three distinct patterns with re-
gard to UK state responses to Polish migration, these are of course underpinned 
by volatile market considerations that are ever more driven by the differing di-
mensions of global labour and capital markets. With regard to our three patterns, 
our fi rst one can be described as one of almost calm. This was evident following 
the May 2004 accession of Poland to the EU. Here governments were supportive 
of Polish migration and went to some lengths to identify that Central and Eastern 
European (CEE) migrants were positive for the UK economy (see the Home Of-
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fi ce [2007] for a summation of reports). Business leaders and employers were also 
supportive of the role that these new entrants to the UK labour market played 
[e.g. Dench et al. 2006]. At the community level, a response could be identifi ed 
with little reported job displacement [e.g. Gilpin et al. 2006] and with many re-
sources to assist in the integration of migrants into local neighbourhoods. Trade 
unions at local workplaces were also supportive of these entrants into the UK la-
bour market. It is important to add that this period witnessed the largest numbers 
of Polish workers entering the UK labour market up to the end of 2007.

In 2008 we see a second pattern emerging, one of disquiet and debate with 
regard to migration and driven by the global fi nancial crisis, as identifi ed by our 
data. Also relevant here for our subsequent third phase were the early signs of a 
change in state response. With reference to CEE workers this can be initially iden-
tifi ed at the government level with a House of Lords (2008) committee critically 
stating that the economic impact of migration had been in some places negative 
rather than positive. Whilst disquiet about new migration was now combined 
with a growing anti-European dialogue openly displayed through the media. 
This can very much be seen as a period when controlling infl uences such as busi-
ness and differing political elites were moving sometimes in opposite directions, 
as displayed by those who supplied evidence to the House of Lords committee 
above. At a community level, resources from the central government were not 
always targeted to locations in need of support for language translation or health 
care and housing needs. Trade unions were also coming under pressure from 
members whose wages were either reduced or frozen because of the fi nancial 
crisis. The general question was often, ‘what are you doing for us rather than 
migrants?’

Thus, coming into our third stage, we can identify a rudimentary coalition 
of political elites forming with regard to this anxiety over migration, driven by 
but certainly not originating in UKIP, as noted by Slač álek. We now have what 
could be described as an ‘auction’ with regard to who can be ‘hard-hitting’ on mi-
gration linked to an anti-EU nationalism, which is of course evident throughout 
the European Union. So whilst we recognise that there may appear to be some 
state coherence, this is not only opportunistic it is driven by idiosyncratic events 
as discussed below. We instead argue that what underpins these identifi able anti-
migration panics are the contradictions of the neo-liberal market. Of fundamen-
tal importance here is to remember that this neo-liberal emphasis is driven by 
laissez-faire economic liberalism, which glorifi es the individual, the work ethic, 
and the primacy of markets as opposed to collective combinations. Thus, as Hy-
man [2001] details, ‘collective’ regulation based on trade unions, and to some 
extent the law through workplace inspectorates, has been replaced by regulation 
that supports the expansion of markets from a national, through a European to 
a global level. Whilst the tenor of this change is clear, we do not fi nd any instru-
mental logic in these developments, in fact there is debate over the scope and ex-
tent of globalism, the extent and integration of European political, economic, and 
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employment relations systems, and even the nature of and term neo-liberalism. 
That is why a focus on the interplay between prudentialism and panics as regula-
tion allows us to reveal and gain important insights into these complex dynamics.

Now to narrow our response more specifi cally to Slač álek’s identifi cation of 
hegemony as a framework for the study of moral panics today. In doing this we 
need to take a closer look at the concept of hegemony itself. Whilst Slač álek calls 
for the re-discovery of hegemony, it is not clear what current of hegemony he has 
in mind. We can perhaps assume that he refers to the conventional Gramscian ap-
proach that was used by Hall et al. [1978] in their ‘policing the crisis’. If this is the 
case his call requires substantial updating, given the fact that our understanding 
of hegemony has been substantially revised since Hall et al. [1978] introduced the 
concept into social control studies. In a way, Slač álek in passim acknowledged 
certain defi ciencies of the concept of Hall et al., without, however, elaborating 
substantially possible forms of new conceptualisations. While considering a con-
ceptual revision, we should turn particularly to an approach elaborated by La-
clau and Mouffe [1985; see also Laclau 1990, 1996, 2005] and other Essex School 
scholars [e.g. Norval 1996; Howarth and Stavrakakis 2000] who applied semiotic 
insights to Gramscian essentialist assumptions [e.g. De Saussure 1966; Hjelmslev 
1975; Derrida 1967]. This led to the abolition of the privileged centre within the 
social fi eld (privilege embodied by class and economic relations in Gramscian 
scholarship but also referring to fi xed interest groups or social control agents 
in moral panic studies), who acted in conventional analysis as a stable instance 
underpinning social action. By emphasising the undecidability of the social 
fi eld a novel hegemonic approach revealed the contingency of social discours-
es, policies, strategies and actor’s positions that then—to paraphrase Nachman 
Ben Yehuda [2009: 2]—triggered the need to conceptualise the struggle between 
different moral, political, and cultural concepts that strive for attention and domi-
nation. Overall, then, it is improbable, if not impossible, from the analytic point 
of view, that a social control agent can assume a privileged agency (either acting 
at the grassroots or elite level).

Therefore, within such a revised conceptual terrain that places antagonism 
and contingency at its analytical core, the conventional analysis of hegemony 
focused on fi xed social control agents has lost its relevance. Instead, to trigger a 
moral panic occurrence we would expect to see actors’ contingent articulations 
as identifi ed by our published contribution. We thus refer to a multiplicity of dis-
courses that acted in essence as ‘ideological state apparatuses’ in interpellating 
Poles’ deviant subjectivity. In doing so we follow recent moral panic and social 
control literature, which emphasises the necessity to grasp dispersed ideological 
articulations that initiate panic occurrences. This is, for instance, evident in Hay’s 
seminal study on the ideological interpellation of moral panic participants [Hay 
1996]. His text identifi ed how the media were capable of recruiting individuals 
into panic through their ability to transcend the particularity of the given event 
onto the level of the universal social concern:
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Through the process of discursive amplifi cation, the ‘event’ is translated from a par-
ticular conjuncture that must be understood in its own terms, to an event which 
is seen as emblematic and symptomatic of broader processes—moral decay, social 
malaise and the destruction of the social fabric of the family and thus society itself. 
[ibid.: 204]

The outburst of societal reactions becomes relevant when particular idi-
osyncrasies are linked to the wider fi eld of ideological family resemblance. This 
mechanism is demonstrated in Hier and Greenberg’s text, which examined how 
the Canadian press mobilised the public to oppose illegal Chinese migration [Hier 
and Greenberg 2002]. According to Hier and Greenberg, the very possibility of 
achieving any success in spreading anti-migrant claims was conditioned by the 
connections this had with wider public anxieties over racism, fear of crime, and 
a crisis in health provision. Other authors have also highlighted that recurring 
panic events cannot be properly understood without placing them in the broader 
discursive framework of the anxieties that are embedded in contemporary media 
and society [e.g. Critcher 2006; Parnaby 2003; Hier 2002; Watney 1987]. For exam-
ple, anxieties over ‘the war on drugs’, ‘bogus asylum-seekers’, ‘sexual predators’, 
or, of course, one of the most powerful panic scripts which relates to threats to 
children by a myriad of dangers including paedophiles and kidnappers [Krinsky 
2008; Critcher 2003; deYoung 2004; Jenkins 1992].

Moral panic studies might benefi t from the ‘re-discovery’ of the concept of 
hegemony. It may after all crucially refi ne an analysis of panics taking place in 
the now multi-mediated social fi eld [McRobbie and Thornton 1995], directing as 
it does attention towards the articulations of various agents that construct contin-
gent discursive foundations for panic strategies. These discursive strategies are 
meant to suture social contingency through constructing ideological proposals 
offering universal interpretations of antagonistic situations. They also lay down a 
surface of inscription for collective identities of different ‘right-thinking’ people. 
Following Laclau [1996], who rejects the possibility of any ‘positive ground’ and 
argues that ‘a constitutive exclusion’ is the ground for all identities, folk devils 
must be something negating differential identities. Indeed we construct an ‘an-
tagonistic limit’ in our analysis identifying that an anti-Polish migrant panic in 
the UK led to Poles being nominated to function negativity, in essence blocking 
certain UK citizens from forming ‘prudent identities’ whilst ‘managing’ their em-
ployment security. Given this, a revised hegemonic approach has the potential to 
analyse the reaffi rmation of the collective moral boundaries of panic proponents.

Further, it may also help to examine the counter-hegemonic articulations of 
various categories of deviants, as we should not forget that folk devils do fi ght 
back [McRobbie 1994]. In fact, some studies have indicated that contingency em-
bedded in the social fi eld can be prone to be subverted by folk devils’ politi-
cal action. For example, Hier [2002] analysed how the moralising policy of local 
authorities aimed at closing down a rave in Toronto by linking the events to the 
image of the ecstasy drug panic was in fact subverted by the discourses of the 
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rave organisers. They countered the moral panic campaigners by employing dis-
courses that amplifi ed ‘the risks associated with banning raves from city spaces’ 
[ibid.: 51]. According to Hier, the rave organisers’ discursive strategies provide an 
example of Beck’s alternative sub-politics. Here, in a social environment where 
the politicisation of risks fl ourish and the sites of cultural antagonism proliferate, 
new social movements can successfully fi ght back against dominant social con-
trol policies. Another example comes from a recent analysis of the Polish Hare 
Krishna movement’s discursive fi ghting-back strategies [Smoczynski 2011]. The 
emergence of emancipatory discourses that offer an alternative to anti-cult moral 
panic relates to the advent of new emancipatory possibilities for social groups 
claiming their rights [see also Offe 1985; Melucci 1985]. Here Hare Krishnas suc-
cessfully infl uenced offi cial institutions and the public in order to rearticulate 
their stereotypical identities forged by moral panic agents.

To conclude, following Laclau we argue that understanding moral panics 
as an instance of the Gramscian hegemonic contest challenges not so much the 
mode of social control but the actual logic of the construction of the status of so-
cial control. In contrast, an anti-essentialist approach not only demonstrates the 
limits of the classic moral panic model but also involves a re-defi nition of its se-
lected categories. Panic occurrences might, however, be analysed as an instance of 
hegemonic struggle between competing socio-cultural projects aiming to provide 
a ‘common sense’ for a given group. Of course, such an approach does not advo-
cate a non-constrained fl ux of signifi ers that would be able to perform an unre-
strictive hegemonic function. As Laclau [2005] has noted, no position universally 
resonates in society equally with the public, the reason being the ‘unevenness of 
structural locations and power relations’; in other words, there are some signi-
fi ers that are able to do a better job than other signifi ers. This complex theoretical 
terrain calls for further systematic elaboration.

References

Ben-Yehuda, N. 2009. ‘Foreword: Moral Panics—36 Years On.’ The British Journal 
of Criminology 49 (1): 1–3, http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azn076.

Critcher, C. 2003. Moral Panics and the Media. Milton Keynes: Open University Press.
Critcher, C. (ed). 2006. Critical Readings: Moral Panics and the Media. Maidenhead: Open 

University Press.
Dench, S., J. Hurstfi eld, D. Hill and K. Akroyd. 2006. ‘Employers’ Use of Migrant Labour: 

Main Report.’ Home Offi ce Online Report 04/06. Retrieved 25 June 2015 
(http://www.researchonline.org.uk/sds/search/download.do;jsessionid=
481F596E551633B1F5CD960E9F8A8655?ref=B710). 

Derrida, J. 1967. De la grammatologie. Paris: Les Editions de Minuit.
deYoung, M. 2004. The Day Care Ritual Abuse Moral Panic. Jefferson: McFarland.
Gilpin, N., M. Henty, S. Lemos, J. Portes and C. Bullen. 2006. ‘The Impact of Free 

Movement of Workers from Central and Eastern Europe on the UK Labour Market.’ 
Working Paper No 29. London: Department for Work and Pensions.



I. Fitzgerald, R. Smoczynski: A Response: Anti-Polish Migrant Moral Panic in the UK

385

Hall, S., C. Critcher, T. Jefferson, J. Clarke and B. Roberts. 1978. Policing the Crisis. 
London: Macmillan.

Hay, C. 1996. ‘Mobilization through Interpellation: James Bulger, Juvenile Crime and 
the Construction of Moral Panic.’ Social and Legal Studies 4 (2): 197–223, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/096466399500400203.

Hier, S. P. 2002. ‘Raves, Risks and the Ecstasy Panic: A Case Study in the Subversive 
Nature of Moral Regulation.’ Canadian Journal of Sociology 27 (1): 33–57, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3341411.

Hier, S. P. and J. L. Greenberg. 2002. ‘Constructing a Discursive Crisis: Risk, 
Problematization and Illegal Chinese in Canada.’ Ethnic and Racial Studies 25 (3): 
490–513, http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01419870020036701.

Hjelmslev, L. 1975. Resume of a Theory of Language, edited and translated by F. Whitfi eld. 
Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Press. 

Home Offi ce. 2007. The Economic and Fiscal Impact of Immigration, a Cross-Departmental 
Submission to the House of Lords Select Committee on Economic Affairs. London: Home 
Offi ce. Retrieved 25 June 2015 (https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/
uploads/attachment_data/fi le/228936/7237.pdf).

House of Lords. 2008. The Economic Impact of Immigration. Select Committee on Economic 
Affairs: London: The Stationery Offi ce. Retrieved 25 June 2015 (http://www.
publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld200708/ldselect/ldeconaf/82/82.pdf).

Howarth, D. and Y. Stavrakakis. 2000. ‘Introducing Discourse Theory and Political 
Analysis.’ Pp. 1–23 in Discourse Theory and Political Analysis: Identities, Hegemonies 
and Social Change, edited by D. Howarth, A. Norval and Y. Stavrakakis. Manchester: 
Manchester University Press.

Hyman, R. 2001. ‘European Integration and Industrial Relations: A Case of Variable 
Geometry?’ Pp. 164–179 in Place, Space and the New Labour Internationalisms, edited 
by P. Waterman and J. Wills. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781444397529.ch9.

Jenkins, P. 1992. Intimate Enemies: Moral Panics in Contemporary Britain. New York: 
Aldine de Gruyter.

Krinsky, C. 2008. Moral Panics over Contemporary Children and Youth. Farnham: 
Ashgate. 

Laclau, E. 1990. New Refl ections on the Revolution of our Time. London: Verso.
Laclau, E. 1996. Emancipations. London: Verso.
Laclau, E. 2005. On Populist Reason. London: Verso.
Laclau, E. and C. Mouffe. 1985. Hegemony and Socialist Strategy: Towards a Radical 

Democratic Politics. London: Verso.
McRobbie, A. 1994. ‘Folk Devils Fight Back.’ New Left Review 203: 107–116.
McRobbie, A. and S. L. Thornton. 1995. ‘Rethinking Moral Panic for Multi-Mediated 

Social Worlds.’ British Journal of Sociology 46 (4): 559–574, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/591571.

Melucci, A. 1985. ‘The Symbolic Challenge of Contemporary Movements.’ Social Research 
52 (4): 789–816.

Norval, A. 1996. Deconstructing Apartheid Discourse. London: Verso.
Offe, C. 1985. ‘New Social Movements: Challenging the Boundaries of Institutional 

Politics.’ Social Research 52 (4): 817–868.
Parnaby, P. 2003. ‘Disaster through Dirty Windshields: Law, Order, and Toronto’s 

Squeegee Kids.’ Canadian Journal of Sociology 28 (3): 281–307, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3341925.

Saussure, F. de. 1966. Course in General Linguistics, edited by C. Bally. New York: 
McGraw-Hill.



Sociologický časopis/Czech Sociological Review, 2015, Vol. 51, No. 3

386

Smoczynski, R. 2011. ‘ISKCON Fights Back.’ Pp. 49–63 in Spaces and Borders. Current 
Research on Religion in Central and Eastern Europe, edited by A. Mate-Toth and 
C. Rughinis. Berlin: De Gruyter, http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/9783110228144.49. 

Watney, S. 1987. Policing Desire: Pornography, Aids, and the Media. London: Methuen.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

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

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


