BCLC Response Plan to GPEB
MNP Report

On September 22, 2016, the Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch released a 2016 MNP
report on anti-money laundering. BCLC developed and completed an action plan in response to
the report in 2016. The response plan follows.
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Response Plan

Status

Should consider implementing a policy
requirement that Service Providers

Subsections 9.6(1) and (2) of the Proceeds of Crime (Money Laundering) and Terrorist Financing Act, as
well as FinTRAC Guideline 4, section 6 and FinTRAC'’s Guidance on the Risk-Based Approach to
Combatting Money Laundering and Terriorist Financing, require BCLC to implement a risk-based

and service provider.

] compliance regime. A directive issued under the provincial Gaming Control Act to BCLC or service
] providers requiring a prescriptive compliance approach in the form recommended here may give rise to
4.2 I adirect conflict of laws as between federal and provincial requirements. A directive of this nature could
I (result in confusion for service provider staff as between provincial and federal requirements. g
I
I
L §
Define its accepted level of risk for
unsourced cash and then develop clear
roles and responsibilities for:
5.6 GPEB - Regulator, Enforcement As per 4.2 above GPEB to develop response.
BCLC — Manage gaming and reporting
entity
Service Provider — Risk identification
At the direction of the Minister
GPEB responsible for gaming, consider u—.
5.35 I\ o 4.2 above
.
I
L&
Source of funds can only be verified by
obtaining documentation for the
5.52 withdrawal of cash from a financial ~ |As per 4.2 above. GPEB to develop response.
institution or entity covered under the
PCMLTFA.
BCLC policy already exists directing Service Providers to stop and refuse transactions where a customer
A directive from GPEB may also support|does not provided required identification.
BCLC in creating a policy which would
574 mandate the Service Provider to decline
. a transaction when mandatory
occupation data is no provided by the
patron.
The review of proposed cash alternative |BCLC has completed work on permitting international electronic funds transfers and delimiting return of
solutions, including credit, and the funds cheques. These changes have been implemented. |
impact of these solutions should remain

43 a priority for both GPEB and BCLC. =

’ Cash alternatives allow Service
Providers to receive funds,
strengthening the overall compliance
regime with minimal impact on revenue

5.68 aeneration
Depending on GPEB / Minister’s risk
tolerance for large unsourced cash
transactions, revise policies regarding . . . . .

5.56 tolerance of high risk play and BCLC will await GPEB's analysis of this recommendation. On Hold
consequences of unacceptable high risk
activity
Consider whether its risk assessment - . . -

BCLC has reviewed its risk assessment. BCLC's risk assessment takes into account geographic risk

process adequately reflects current . N N L N 8 e
thinking around money laundering and elements. The risk assessment looks at both risk by region within the province and site specific risks
N P : witin each region, including risks such as local crime rates in and around gaming sites. In June 2016

4.8 terrorist financing risk. The risks e X ; - X X Complete
associated to specific facilities should BCLC's risk assessment was the subject of an indepth FinTRAC Compliance Review and was found to
be evaluated, rather than simply drawing be fully in compliance with the PC(ML)TFA. Moreover, during the exit interview phase of the Compliance
geographic boundaries for risk. Review, FInTRAC indicated that BCLC's risk assessment was one of the most robust in the industry.
Rather than base a facilities risk BCLC has reviewed its risk assessment. BCLC's risk assessment takes into account geographic risk
assessment by region, risk assessments |elements. The risk assessment looks at both risk by region within the province and site specific risks

5.48 should include factors specific to the witin each region, including risks such as local crime rates in and around gaming sites. In June 2016 ke

. facility. Consider if the risk register BCLC's risk assessment was the subject of an indepth FInTRAC Compliance Review and was found to P

BCLC reflects the current environment as itis |be fully in compliance with the PC(ML)TFA. Moreover, during the exit interview phase of the Compliance
not as granular as other jurisdictions Review, FINTRAC indicated that BCLC's risk assessment was one of the most robust in the industry.
reviewed by MNP.

5.49
Consider developing new cash BCLC has been dev_eloping and introduci}ng new cgsh alternative payment options sincg 2012. At the »

: time of the MNP review two cash alternatives sat with GPEB for approval. GPEB have since stated their
alternative programs and products that N . : . . . i Complete
include: approval is not required as these are operational gaming matters falling outside of their mandate. The

) two new cash alternative payment options have now been implemented.

The ability of non-Canadian players to . . . . . .

5.7 fund PGF accounts and repay credit if International EFT and wire transfers were in the process of development prior to the time of this review.
subject to cash restrictions in their home That work is complete and international EFTs have been implemented. | Complete
country (i.e. China), and e ______________________|
allocating how defaults on repayment Credit has b Juated and i i t d by GPEB and thus i t " db
will be determined (.. between BCLC redit has been evaluated and is presently not approved by and thus is not currently proposed by Complete

BCLC in the short term
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Section

Recommendation

If GPEB implements a policy regarding
the refusal of large or frequent
unsourced cash deposits, BCLC's
procedures to address the policy should

Response Plan

BCLC will await direction from GPEB/Minister. BCLC notes, subsections 9.6(1) and (2) of the Proceeds
of Crime (Money Laundering) and Terrorist Financing Act, as well as FinTRAC Guideline 4, section 6
and FinTRAC’s Guidance on the Risk-Based Approach to Combatting Money Laundering and Terriorist
Financing, require BCLC to implement a risk-based compliance regime. A directive issued under the

Status

4.5 include refresher training to Service provincial Gaming Control Act to BCLC or service providers requiring a prescriptive compliance On Hold
Providers pertaining to BCLC's reporting |approach in the form recommended here may give rise to a direct conflict of laws as between federal
requirements of attempted transactions |and provincial requirements. BCLC would need clarification from the federal regulator and provincial
to ensure reports are appropriately regulator as to which requirement was to be given paramouncy. ncial requirements are not aligned with
identified. or conflict with federal law.
Servie Provider staff receive intial AML training prior to commencing duties and also recieve periodic
411 Facility staff should be regularly trained [refresher training. In June 2016 FINTRAC completed a comprehensive review of BCLC UFT and STR Complete
on the completion of the forms used for |reporting processes including that of RRCR and found BCLC to be fully compliant with PCMLTFA. UFT
reporting, including UFT reporting. is an internal industry reporting process for SP's to report transactions to BCLC for review.
5.47
Anti-money laundering training programs BCLC reviews and updates it's AML training on a periodic basis and whenever requirements under the
412 should be evaluated for up-to- PC(ML)TFA are amended. In June 2016 FINTRAC completed a comprehensive review of BCLC's AML
. p-to-date : N S N Complete
content and effectiveness. regime. BCLC has undertaken a fu_II_rewew, takmgvmto gccoum guldance from FINTRAC.
Enhancements to BCLC's AML training program will be in place in 2017.
BCLC has reviewed this recommendation. Federal Anti-money laundering laws and FiInTRAC
Guideance and directives are provided only in Canada's official languages: French and English.
Compliance reviews and audits conducted by FInTRAC in B.C. are conducted in English only. Nationally|
recognized accounting firms, which reporting entities under the PC(ML)TFA reply upon to conduct
statutorily mandated bienial independent compliance reviews, offer services only in English or French.
Training should be provided in the Prescribed ‘reportirjg to FinTRAC under the} PC(ML)TFA and unde‘r the Crimjnal Code may only pe
412 primary language of the candidate, conducted in English or French. For security related reasons casino operations and _aII transacuons_ and Complete
particularly for its high risk exposed communications be}ween gaming staff and customers are required to be conducted in English only in
employees (those working in high-limit BC casinos. BCLC's service providers employee more than 5000 s¥aff reflectln.g a proad range of
rooms). nationalities and languages other then English or French. Conducting AML training in myriad languages
that are not used in either casino operations or AML compliance audits and reviews would introduce a
substantial risk of confusing and misunderstood communications potentially leading to compliance gaps
and errors. Given the risk of reporting errors and other compliance gaps implementing this
recommendation could introduce, BCLC will not pursue the recommendation further.
5.55
The KYP framework at RRCR is a task- |BCLC has reviewed its customer due diligence process in light of this recommendation, the
driven compliance activity rather than a |requirements under the PC(ML)TFA and FinTRAC Guidance on KYC requirements. In addition, BCLC
risk management activity. Provide has consulted with other casinos and reporting entites on appropriate KYC measures. BCLC's CDD and
4.14 further guidance as the manager and KYC measures meet all requirements. In addition, in June 2016 FinTRAC conducted a comprehensive Complete
responsible entity for AML regulatory review of BCLC's entire AML program. The FInTRAC review involved site visits to RRCR and a number
obligations to enhance and enforce of RRCR staff interviews to test its CDD and KYC processes. FInTRAC found BCLC's program to be
appropriate KYP measures. fully compliant.
Additional training for employees in the |BCLC reviews and updates its AML training on a periodic basis and whenever requirements under the
5.54 VIP area focused specifically on PC(ML)TFA are amended. In June 2016 FINTRAC completed a comprehensive review of BCLC's AML Complete
suspicious indicators and required regime. BCLC has undertaken a full review, taking into account guidance from FINTRAC.
actions to improve independent thinking. |Enhancements to BCLC's AML training program will be in place in 2017.
Enhance the CDD processes from both BCLC has reviewed its customer due diligence process in light of this recommendation, the
. requirements under the PC(ML)TFA and FinTRAC Guidance on KYC requirements. In addition, BCLC
a risk management and revenue 3 . . 8 ) .
. - - has consulted with other casinos and reporting entites on appropriate KYC measures. BCLC's CDD and
4.7 99”"7’.""“9” perspecnvg .th KYC measures meet all requirements. In addition, in June 2016 FinTRAC conducted a comprehensive Complete
modifications and additional resources N . . X R .
to meet EDD expectations for high risk review of BCL(? s er\‘tlre AML program. The FinTRAC review |nv.olved site visits to RI.?CR and a number
of RRCR staff interviews to test its CDD and KYC processes. FInTRAC found BCLC's program to be
patrons. fully compliant.
BCLC has reviewed its customer due diligence process in light of this recommendation, the
Review its EDD process to ensure the requirements unger the PC(ML)TFA and Fir\TRA(; Guidance on KYC requirements. In additivon, BCLC
data collected and information gleaned has consulted with other casinos and repornng ‘ennt‘es on appropngte KYC measures. BCLC's CDD‘and
4.9 . . : KYC measures meet all requirements. In addition, in June 2016 FinTRAC conducted a comprehensive Complete
provides a clear picture of the risks and N " a N i - . P P
profile of the patron for risk assessment review of BCLCs en‘tlre AML program. The FINTRAC review |nvp|ved site visits to RRCR and a number
and mitigation. of RRCR staff interviews to test its CDD and KYC processes. FInTRAC found BCLC's program to be
fully compliant.
5.83
BCLC has reviewed its customer due diligence process in light of this recommendation, the
requirements under the PC(ML)TFA and FinTRAC Guidance on KYC requirements. In addition, BCLC
EDD measures could be more has consulted with other casinos and reporting entites on appropriate KYC measures. BCLC's CDD and
5.15 qualitative, and a formal response to KYC measures meet all requirements. In addition, in June 2016 FinTRAC conducted a comprehensive Complete
specified risk ratings could be created. |review of BCLC's entire AML program. The FinTRAC review involved site visits to RRCR and a number
of RRCR staff interviews to test its CDD and KYC processes. FInTRAC found BCLC's program to be
fully compliant.
Any backlog observed by this review was a temporary circumstance arising from an underreporting
issue discovered by BCLC at the River Rock facility October 2015. Additional BCLC staff were
. . reassigned to assist the AML unit with the under reprorting issue so that normal transaction monitoring
Outsourcing the EDD process for higher N . . N
5.16 risk patrons should be considered to could continue to be carried out while the underreporting issue was addressed contemporaneously. The ke
p: p

4.1

524
528
5.29

clear the current backlog.

Prioritize and appropriately resource the
ongoing g implementation project
(schedule for roll out in fall of 2016) to
improve the quality of the data used for
ongoing risk assessment and
compliance monitoring and reporting.

reviewer was made aware of these circumstances at the time of its work. Any backlog that may have
been observed was transitory in nature. Moreover, the outsoursing of core AML processes would
unnecessarily introduce a higher level of risk into the AML program and increase the chance of error
resulting in non-compliance.

BCLC continues with the process to automate aspects of its AML program to provide greater efficiency
and enhanced transaction monitoring capabilities. BCLC pursues a "continuous improvement"
philosophy with respect to its AML program and continually seeks to improve and enhance its efforts and
performance.

Complete




Responsible
organization

Section

Recommendation

Ensure that reporting forms used by the
facilities are up to date and include
valuable information fields for
mandatory completion for unsourced or

Response Plan

BCLC reviewed its forms in light of this recommendation. In June FinTRAC conducted a comprehensive

Status

carried out by surveillance staff who only’
have limited info based on video
surveillance.

Establish a dedicated, cooperative inter-
agency AML investigations unit
comprised of GPEB and BCLC

information based solely on video surveillance. Surveillance operators are at all times in direct
communicaiton with floor staff via two way radio. FINTRAC conducted a comprehensive review of
BCLC's AML program in June 2016 including that of RRCR and found BCLC to be fully compliant with all
aspects of the PCMLTFA related to transaction reporting and record keeping.

GPEB on lead for response.

4.11 . N review of BCLC's entire AML program and found no issues with transaction reporting or record keeping Complete
high volume cash transactions such as .
requirements.
source of funds, source of wealth and
purpose and intended nature of
relationship information.
Itis BCLC's understanding that it is not possible to successfully submit an LCT into the BCLC -
FinTRAC linked systems with a designated mandatory field left blank. Such a report would be rejected
by the FinTRAC system and flagged for immediate follow-up and remediation. BCLC suspects that this
anomalous finding may be related to the reviewer’s unique methodology where it worked in a select data
. I extraction from BCLC's database rather than the actual production database. This a process that has
MNP identified instances where non- N - N . . N
N .. |[never been attempted before and deviates from standard audit practice where auditors work directly in
cash transactions processed to RRCR’s . h N .
the production database which removes the risk of these types of errors. BCLC has reviewed the data
PGFs were over-reported to FINTRAC, N P B N N
BCLC 413 ; X " |extraction as a result of this finding and compared it to the production data. It appears that during the
8 and instances where mandatory fields in N y . . N . o Complete
. extraction process some data fields did not populate into the extraction sample in some limited
LCTRs were left blank. Both issues are |, X N : N
. instances. In other words BCLC, when working directly in the production data as opposed to a select
contrary to the PCMLTFA and require 3 ) .
remediation and disclosure to FINTRAC ext(aotlon of the data, cannqt find the LCT errors referred to here, BCLC suggesled t‘he reviewer re-run
“|their analysis in the production database or provide the suspect reports to FinTRAC directly for
verification that mandatory fields were completed as required when the form was submitted. The
reviewer declined the opportunity to take either of these steps and correct what appear to erroneous
findings. Upon reviewing the actual production data BCLC is confident the exceptions reported here did
not in fact occur.
Due dlIl_genCe on large volumes of slot BCLC implemented processes in 2016 to review slot play based on CDR levels and it is currently built
Cash Disbursement Reports (CDR) - e - . N "
5.27 . S into the AML program. This is on top of current due diligence practices which FInTRAC found to be Complete
should be monitored for suspicious A
- compliant in June 2016.
activity.
Review all of the FINTRAC reporting As per 4.13 BCLC identified the PGF issue in Nov 2016 and engaged FinTRAC for guidance as this
5.36 (LCTR/CDR) for non-cash for all reporting practice had been in place since 2012. On written confirmation from FinTRAC BCLC ceased CoEE
: facilities which offer PGF accounts this practice in July 2016. BCLC have requested guidance from FinTRAC on all new Cash alternatives P
should be done immediately to stop and reporting obligations.
unnecessary and incorrect reports.
5.32
Create a template for Unusual Financial . . . Lo .
. N BCLC has reviewed its UFT process in the context of this recommendation. BCLC requires immediate
Transaction (UFT) reports for service
email notification from service providers of a UFT for timeliness. Any specific detail pertaining to the
providers to use to ensure that all 5 .
5.44 S I transaction are reported through the SN for consistency, completness, security and Complete
required information is included and to
protection of privacy requirements. Implementing a stand alone form outside of the existing database
create consistency in the quality of L . A N h N .
o . will introduce risk of reports or data being missed and a privacy breach risk that do not currently exist.
submissions between facilities.
VIP Hosts have the most significant
interaction and knowledge of the VIPs
and ability to flag instances of receipt BCLC has reviewed this recommendation. VIP hosts and all Table Game staff must complete anti-
and use of unsourced cash for money laundering training which includes training related to large cash transaction handling and the duty
suspicious transaction reporting. to report in regard to these transactions. Additionally, Surveillance live monitors all large cash
5.4 Consideration should be given to cross |transactions irrespective of the staff involved in the transaction be they VIP hosts, Table Games staff, Complete
functional reporting lines to the Director, |Cage staff or any other employee. FINTRAC reviewed BCLC's AML program in June 2016 including that
Table Games for a consistent approach |of RRCR and found BCLC to be compliant with PCMLTFA with no evidence of non reporting
to compliance across all table game . transaction |
Service Provid points of access susceptible to the
ervice Providers acceptance of unsourced cash.
BCLC has reviewed its UFT reporting process in the context of this recommendation. There appears to
Floor staff should have more active be some misapprehension expressed in the review in regard to BCLC's UFT reporting process. All floor
involvement in the UFT reporting staff recieve mandatory AML training and have a positive duty to bring forward and report any unsual
5.46 process. UFT reporting is currently financial transactions, irrespective of their specfic role. Further, Surviellance is not restricted to Complete

promote the sharing of information and
resources.

allowing for effective and efficient information flows and coordination. GPEB has investigators assigned
to JIGIT.

GPEB 5.19 investigators to delineate the roles
between operational and AML
investigations and regulatory
compliance investigations.
Any backlog or workload issues observed during this review were a temporary circumstance arising
. . from S DY BCLC at the River Rock facility October 2015. Additional
Operating levels for BCLC Investigators . . s
. BCLC staff were reassigned to assist the AML unit with s, SO that normal
may need to be reviewed as the current N L ) N
BCLC 51 N . transaction monitoring could continue to be carried out G, \'as addressed Complete
staffing levels assigned to RRCR do not . . . B
- contemporaneously. The reviewer was made aware of these circumstances at the time of its work. BCLC
appear to be sufficient s . N " N
closely monitors work demands on AML investigators on a weekly basis. Workloads remain managable
and no similar backlogs have developed since the one in November - December 2016.
Jointly evaluate the resourcing and BCLC and GEB executive have worked through roles and responsibilities. The GCA allows sharing of
functioning of existing investigative information in appropriate circumstances between GPEB and BCLC. Since the MNP review JIGIT was
All 4.4 units. Effective multi-agency units would|created as the primary agency to investigate ML and POC related activity. BCLC has MOU with JIGIT Complete





<<

  /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





