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Language discrimination in Europe

I. Introduction

Although studies involving anti-discrimination law have focused at many sorts of discrimination, much less at-
tention has been given to special discrimination fi eld such as language discrimination. This paper highlights a 
number of legal declarations and covenants in connection with language discrimination in Europe. (Because of 
the limits of this paper, we do not have the opportunity to present the treaties and conventions throughly, but to 
fl ash some exciting points and cases of the issue.) It does this by analysing the law and a case of European Court 
of Human Rights from the perspective of language discrminination. This article tries to examine a case before 
the European Court of Human Rights which show many memorable lessons to learn with regard to language 
discrimination. The case will be discussed in detail, and according to the topic some other related issue will be 
mentioned. The implications of the language related parts of the case raise some very fundamental questions on 
legal aspects of the linguistic discrimination issues which will be studied slightly.

II. Overview: the prohibition of language discrimination under european human rights law

Issues like discrimination and language related assaults make headlines on an almost daily basis. It calls for more 
attention to matters of equality. Equal treatment and equality are one of the most widely respected human rights 
in the Western world. It is recognised in the European, American and international conventions as well. Already 
in the middle of the twentieth century we can read the followings in the 1st and 2st Articles of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights: ’All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights…’’Everyone is 
entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, without distinction of any kind, such as race, 
colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status.’

As there are listed in the above cited part of the declaration, there are many sort of rights connected to discrim-
ination. Among them there can be found the discrimination against the language rights. Language discrimination 
exists if there is prejudicial treatment against a person or a group of people who speak a particular language or 
dialect. However, people are sometimes subjected to different treatment because their preferred language is as-
sociated with a particular group, class or category.

Nevertheless, the negative side of equality is discrimination. According to Sloat, there are two kind of discrimi-
nations: direct and indirect discrimination. Direct discrimination occurs when a person is treated less favourably 
than another actual person in a comparable situation is being treated or has been treated in the past, or a hypotheti-
cal person would be treated, on the grounds of racial origin, religion or belief, disability, age or sexual orientation. 
Besides, indirect discrimination shall be taken to occur where an apparently neutral provision, criterion or practice 
would put persons of a racial or ethnic origin at a particular disadvantage compared with other persons, unless that 
provision, criterion or practice is objectively justifi ed by a legitimate aim and the means of achieving that aim are 
appropriate and necessary. We may apply these terminus technicus in the fi eld of language discrimination as well.

Diversity of language is protected and respected by most nations and international organizations who value 
cultural diversity. Relevant international documents are adopted in Europe which has been taken by the reason of 
protect language. These are the Declaration on the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or Ethnic, Religious and 
Linguistic Minorities; International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights;  International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights. The listed treaties will be introduced below.

The Declaration on the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or Ethnic, Religious and Linguistic Minorities 
was adopted by the General Assembly resolution 47/135 of 18 December 1992. This declaration requires states to 
protect the existence and identities of minorities. It also calls upon states to encourage the promotion of national 
or ethnic,cultural, religious and linguistic identities. Under Article 2(1) of this declaration, minorities shall have 
the right to practice their religion, enjoy their culture and use their own language in both public and private set-
tings without any kind of discrimination. Article 3 of this declaration guarantees persons belonging to minorities 
the right to exercise their rights individually and in community with others without discrimination. 

The International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights was adopted and opened for signature, 
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ratifi cation and accession by General Assembly resolution 2200A (XXI) of 16 December 1966. This treaty is part of 
the international bill of human rights. It guarantees several rights, including the right to work, the right to social 
security and the right to education. Under Article 2(2), the rights provided for in the Covenant should be avail-
able to all without discrimination on the ground of „race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, 
national or social origin, property, birth or other status.” 

The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights was adopted and opened for signature, ratifi cation 
and accession by General Assembly resolution 2200A (XXI) of 16 December 1966. This treaty (similarly to the 
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights) is part of the international bill of human rights 
and guarantees a range of civil and political rights including the freedom of expression, the right to a fair trial, 
the freedom of belief and the right to privacy. Article 2 provides that the rights enshrined in the Covenant shall 
be available to all persons without distinction on the grounds of „race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or 
other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status”. Article 26 of the Covenant guarantees a 
general right to equality and non-discrimination. 

The most powerful tool in the fi eld of discrimination at European level  is the Convention for the Protection 
of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (also called the „European Convention on Human Rights” 
and „ECHR”) It is an international treaty which only member States of the Council of Europe may sign. The 
Convention, which establishes the Court and lays down how it is to function, contains a list of the rights and 
guarantees which the States have undertaken to respect. is the  The Convention for the Protection of Human 
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms was adopted under the auspices of the Council of Europe in 1950. All Council 
of Europe member states are party to the Convention and new members are expected to ratify the convention at 
the earliest opportunity. 

Article 14 of ECHR contains a prohibition of discrimination, both direct and indirect discrimination. This pro-
hibition is broad in some ways, and narrow in others. On the one hand, the article protects against discrimination 
based on any of a wide range of grounds. The article provides a list of such grounds, including sex, race, color, 
language, religion and several other criteria, and most signifi cantly providing that this list is non-exhaustive. On 
the other hand, the article’s scope is limited only to discrimination with respect to rights under the Convention. 
Thus, an applicant must prove discrimination in the enjoyment of a specifi c right that is guaranteed elsewhere in 
the Convention..

Article 14 of the European Convention on Human Rights does not create an independent protection from dis-
crimination. It may only be invoked in combination with another substantive provision of the European Convention 
on Human Rights or of one of its additional Protocols. It is only when discrimination is found to exist in the enjoy-
ment of the rights and freedoms set forth in the Convention that it will come into play. This is not to say that Article 
14 of ECHR has no autonomous function to fulfi l in the system of the Convention. On the contrary, it supplements 
all the other substantive provisions by adding the requirement that they be applied and implemented without dis-
crimination. So the Protocol 12 extends this prohibition to cover discrimination in any legal right, even when that 
legal right is not protected under the Convention, so long as it is provided for in national law.

Some guidance may be sought in the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights (hereinafter Court) in 
order to interpret the language discrimination clause of ECHR and the Protocol mentioned above. The European 
Court of Human Rights is an international court based in Strasbourg and set up by the member States of the 
Council of Europe. It consists of a number of judges equal to the number of the members of the Council who have 
ratifi ed the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (currently forty-fi ve). 
The case-law derived from the ECHR is made even more relevant to the interpretation of the discrimination cases 
appered before the Court. Therefore we examine a relevant case  of the European Court of Human Rights below.

III. Language discrimination in the European case law – The Belgian Linguistics case

One of the language discrimination-related and most widely examined cases of the European Court of Human 
Rights is the so-called Belgian Linguistics case. In the case “relating to certain aspects of the laws on the use of 
languages in education in Belgium” v. Belgium, the Court famously noted that, „although the right to obtain from 
the public authorities the creation of a particular kind of educational establishment could not be inferred from 
Article 2 of Protocol No. 1, nevertheless, a State which had set up such an establishment could not, in laying down 
entrance requirements, take discriminatory measures within the meaning of Article 14”.

Between 1962 and 1964, the Applicants, inhabitants of Alsemberg, Beersel, Kraainem, Antwerp, Ghent, 
Louvain and Vilvorde, submitted six applications, both on their own behalf and on behalf of their children under 
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age, against the Kingdom of Belgium. They argued that provisions of the Belgian linguistic legislation relating to 
education violated the requirements of Articles 8 and 14 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights 
and Fundamental Freedoms („Convention”) and Article 2 of the Protocol 1 (P1-2) of March 1952 („Protocol”). 

The Applicants are French-speaking and they want their children to be educated in French. Alsemberg, Beersel, 
Antwerp, Ghent, Louvain and Vilvorde belong to the region considered by law as Dutch-speaking, whereas 
Kraainem has since 1963 formed part of a separate administrative district with a „special status.” They complain 
that the Belgian State: 

–  does not provide or subsidize any French-language education in the municipalities where the Applicants 
live or, in the case of Kraainem, that the provision made for such education is, in their opinion, inadequate; 

–  withholds grants from any institutions in these municipalities which may fail to comply with the linguistic 
provisions of the legislation for schools; 

–  refuses to acknowledge the validity of  certifi cates issued by such institutions; 
–  does not allow the Applicants’ children to attend the French classes which exist in certain places. 

The Applicants challenged (among other legislative acts) the Act of 30th July 1963 „relating to the use of languages 
in education”. Section 4 of the Act lays down that the language of education shall be Dutch in the Dutch-speaking 
region, French in the French-speaking region and German in the German-speaking region. In six communes on 
the outskirts of Brussels, including Kraainem, the normal language is Dutch. However, children may receive 
nursery and primary education -but not secondary education- in French if this is the child’s maternal or usual 
language and provided the head of the family is resident in one of these communes. 

The Court observed that Article 2 of the Protocol does not guarantee a right to ensure that public authorities cre-
ate a particular kind of educational establishment. But, a State, which had set up an establishment, is prohibited from 
laying down entrance requirements that are discriminatory within the meaning of Art.14. Art. 14 of the Convention 
does not prohibit all kinds of differences in treatment in the exercise of the rights and freedoms. However, where the 
difference in treatment has no objective and reasonable justifi cation the principle of equality of treatment is violated. 
A justifi cation has to be examined in relation to the aim and effects of the measure under consideration and there 
must be a reasonable relationship of proportionality between the means employed and the aim sought to be realized. 

In the present case, the Court noted that „Art. 14 cannot be interpreted as guaranteeing children or parents a 
right to obtain instruction in a language of his choice”. The Court took into account that Belgium is a multilingual 
State comprising several linguistic areas and that in the unilingual regions, both French-speaking and Dutch-
speaking children have access to public or subsidized education in the language of the region. The Court found 
that the purpose of laws on the use of languages is „to achieve linguistic unity” within the two large regions of 
Belgium. It observed that the challenged provisions concern only offi cial or subsidized education. They in no 
way prevent, in the Dutch-unilingual region, the organization of independent French-language education. The 
Court did not consider that the measures adopted in this matter are so disproportionate to the requirements of the 
public interest which is being pursued as to constitute discrimination contrary to Art. 14 of the Convention, read 
in conjunction with the fi rst sentence of Art. 2 of the Protocol or with Art. 8 of the Convention. Nor is there any 
derogation from the right to respect for private and family life enshrined in Article 8 of the Convention. 

The Court applied the same reasoning to the prohibition on providing instruction in the second language in 
subsidized schools in unilingual regions. In the opinion of the Court, the measure serves a legitimate function, 
namely, „the protection of the linguistic homogeneity of the region”. On the issue of validation of certifi cates, the 
Court noted that „the legislature intended to promote among pupils in unilingual regions an in-depth knowl-
edge of the local language”. This objective related to public interest, and, in itself, did not involve any element of 
discrimination. The Court, however, did not exclude the possibility that the application of the legal provisions in 
issue might lead, in individual cases, to a lack of proportionality between the means employed and the objective 
aimed at, to such an extent as to constitute discrimination. 

The next question was whether certain children are prevented, solely on the basis of their parents’ place of res-
idence, from attending French-language schools at Louvain and in the six communes on the outskirts of Brussels 
which enjoy a „special status,” including Kraainem. The city of Louvain is situated in the „Dutch-language re-
gion.” The Catholic University at Louvain includes both a Flemish and a French section. The Court emphasized 
that the maintenance of French-language education there continues a centuries-long tradition, and that it serves 
the needs of the University. Consequently, the exclusion of French-speaking children living in the Dutch unilin-
gual region whose parents are not members of the teaching staff, students or employees of the University, does 
not amount to a discriminatory measure. 

The Court noted that the situation, however, „is completely different in the case of the six communes” with 
special facilities, „which belong to the agglomeration surrounding Brussels.” The language of instruction there 
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is Dutch, but the law requires the organization of offi cial or subsidized education in French at the nursery and 
primary levels for the benefi t of children whose maternal or usual language is French, on condition that it is asked 
for by sixteen heads of family. This education, however, is not available to children whose parents live outside 
the six communes. The Dutch classes in the same communes, on the other hand, in principle accept all children, 
whatever their maternal or usual language and place of residence of their parents. The Court found that such a 
measure is not justifi ed in the light of the requirements of the Convention. In the view of the Court, the residence 
condition is not imposed in the interest of schools, for administrative or fi nancial reasons: it proceeds solely from 
considerations relating to language. The Court did not consider it necessary to examine whether this measure 
respects Article 8 of the Convention, read in conjunction with Article 14. 

In its decision the Court held that only one provision of the Act of 1963, concerning access to the French-
language schools existing in the six communes on the periphery of Brussels, including Kraainem, does not com-
ply with the requirements of Article 14 of the Convention read in conjunction with the fi rst sentence of Article 
2 of the Protocol. It reserves for the Applicants concerned the right, should the occasion arise, to apply for just 
satisfaction in regard to this particular point. 

A joint dissenting opinion noted that „access to French language schools existing in the six communes was not 
discriminatory”. A partly dissenting individual opinion found that the provisions were introduced for the pur-
pose of linguistic unity and though inconvenient, they do not amount to discrimination. Another partly dissenting 
individual opinion found that P1-2 did not entail a positive obligation on the part of States to provide education 
and that Article 14 was not applicable to the case. According to the topic of the application we can state that there 
can be a relation between educational and language discrimination issues. Law should keep pace and design the 
catalog of language rights which has not been worked out yet. We have only several cases which refl ects the need 
to establish the legal framework of language disrimination and the elaborated list of other language rights.

IV. Conclusion

Although the measures and scopes of the issue examined in this paper is not laid down exactly, I have pointed out 
that language discrimination and equality in language rights is one of the most important human rights in mul-
tilingual countries and in international organizations as well. In my view, it must be no longer held as a marginal 
question: equal treatment in language rights is a very essence of the core of democracy. So more must be done to 
turn out more sophisticated law in the fi eld of language discrimination, to establish the catalog of language rights, 
to put a language perspective in policy. A more integrated approach opens up new avenues for resolving social, 
political and cultural problems related to language disputes, so would benefi t society as a whole. In my view, on 
this way isocial attitudes and cultural stereotypes can be changed, and ensured that people speaking different 
languages could have a word with each other. 

Bibliography

European Commission The Prohibition of Discrimination under European Human Rights Law Luxembourg: 
Offi ce for Offi cial Publications of the European Communities 2005

The case relating to certain aspects of the laws on the use of languages in education in Belgium v. Belgium 
Application numbers 1474/62; 1677/62; 1691/62; 1769/63; 1994/63; 2126/64 Judgment of 23 July 1968

Howard, Erica: Anti-Race Discrimination Measures in Europe: An Attack on Two Fronts, in: European Law 
Journal, 2005, p. 468–486

Sloat, Amanda: Legislating for Equality: The Implementation of the EU Equality Acquis in Central and Eastern 
Europe, Jean Monnet Working Paper 08/2004, New York

Horvath, Zoltan: Handbook on the European Union, Budapest, 2002
Andrassy, Gyorgy: Langugages and language rights in the millenium Jogtudomanyi Kozlony 2001. jul-aug p. 

265–278. Budapest, Hungary
Gyulavari –Konczei: European Social Law Budapest, Osiris, 1999
www.echr.coe.int
http://www.echrblog.blogspot.com by Antoine Buyse Netherlands Institute of Human Rights (SIM), Utrecht 

University
http://equality2007.europa.eu



<<
  /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 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /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 false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

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

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


