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Janice Mueller
State Auditor

December 11, 2008

Mr. Michael L. Morgan, Secretary Mr. Stephen Censky, State Controller
Department of Administration Department of Administration

101 East Wilson Street, 10™ Floor 101 East Wilson Street, 5™ Floor
Madison, Wisconsin 53702 Madison, Wisconsin 53702

Dear Mr. Morgan and Mr. Censky:

We have completed a financial audit of the State of Wisconsin as of and for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 2008. The financial statements and related opinion are included in the State of Wisconsin’s
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report, which is published by the Department of Administration.

During the course of our audit, we identified a variety of internal control concerns at various state
agencies that are required to be reported under Government Auditing Standards. As provided for in
those standards, we are furnishing you with the Independent Auditor’s Report on Internal Control
over Financial Reporting and on Compliance and Other Matters. The state agencies’ responses to
our concerns and recommendations are included in the text of the report so that readers may see the
State’s intended resolution of the matters discussed. In future audits, we will determine the extent to
which findings in the report have been resolved.

We appreciate the courtesy and cooperation extended to us by the Department of Administration and
other state agencies during the audit.

Sincerely,

%/% /g«/t/w

Janice Mueller
State Auditor
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER
FINANCIAL REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS
BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS

We have audited the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type
activities, the aggregate discretely presented component units, each major fund, and the aggregate
remaining fund information of the State of Wisconsin as of and for the year ended June 30, 2008,
and have issued our report thereon dated December 11, 2008. The basic financial statements and
related auditor’s opinions have been included in the State of Wisconsin’s Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report for fiscal year 2007-08. Our report was modified to include a reference to other
auditors. In addition, our report was modified to qualify our opinion on the aggregate discretely
presented component units.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Other auditors

audited the financial statements of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation Revenue Bond
Program and Commercial Paper Program; the Badger Tobacco Asset Securitization Fund; the
Environmental Improvement Fund; the College Savings Program Trust; the Wisconsin Housing
and Economic Development Authority; the University of Wisconsin Hospitals and Clinics
Authority; and the balance sheet for the University of Wisconsin Foundation, as described in our
opinion on the State of Wisconsin’s financial statements. While the financial statements of the
Wisconsin Housing and Economic Development Authority were audited in accordance with
auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and Government Auditing
Standards, the financial statements of the other funds and component units audited by other
auditors were audited in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America, but not in accordance with Government Auditing Standards. This report does
not include the results of the other auditors’ testing of internal control over financial reporting or
compliance and other matters that may have been reported separately by those auditors.

Internal Control over Financial Reporting
In planning and performing our audit, we considered the State’s internal control over financial

reporting as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our
opinions on the State’s basic financial statements but not for the purpose of expressing an



opinion on the effectiveness of the State’s internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly,
we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the State’s internal control over financial
reporting.

Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose
described in the preceding paragraph and would not necessarily identify all deficiencies in
internal control over financial reporting that might be significant deficiencies and, accordingly,
would not necessarily disclose all significant deficiencies that are also considered material
weaknesses. However, as discussed below, we identified certain deficiencies in internal control
over financial reporting that we consider to be significant deficiencies.

A control deficiency exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management
or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent or detect
misstatements on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a control deficiency, or combination
of control deficiencies, that adversely affects the entity’s ability to initiate, authorize, record,
process, or report financial data reliably in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles such that there is more than a remote likelihood that a misstatement of the entity’s
financial statements that is more than inconsequential will not be prevented or detected by the
entity’s internal control. We consider the deficiencies described in the accompanying schedule of
findings and responses to be significant deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting.

A material weakness is a significant deficiency, or combination of significant deficiencies, that
results in more than a remote likelihood that a material misstatement of the financial statements
will not be prevented or detected by the entity’s internal control. We believe that none of the
significant deficiencies described in the accompanying Schedule of Findings and Responses is a
material weakness.

Compliance and Other Matters

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the State of Wisconsin’s basic financial
statements are free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain
provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which
could have a direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts.
However, providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our
audit and, accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no
instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government
Auditing Standards.

The State’s written responses to findings identified during our audit are described in the
accompanying schedule of findings and responses. We did not audit the responses and,
accordingly, express no opinion on them.

We noted certain additional matters, which we will report or have already reported to the
management of certain state agencies in separate communications.



This independent auditor’s report is intended for the information and use of the management of the
State of Wisconsin, the Wisconsin Legislature, federal awarding agencies, and pass-through
entities. This report, upon submission to the Joint Legislative Audit Committee, is a matter of
public record and its distribution is not limited. However, because we do not express an opinion on
the effectiveness of the State’s internal control or on compliance, this report is not intended to be
used by anyone other than these specified parties.

LEGISLATIVE AUDIT BUREAU

A

Bryan Naab
Deputy State Auditor for Financial Audit

December 11, 2008



SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND RESPONSES

This schedule includes all significant deficiencies related to internal control over financial
reporting and compliance and other matters that are required to be reported by auditing standards
generally accepted in the United States of America and Government Auditing Standards. Repeat
findings from the prior year are indicated with an asterisk (*).

Finding WI-08-01: Internal Control Weaknesses in Financial Reporting by State Agencies*

Criteria:

The Department of Administration’s (DOA’s) State Controller’s Office (SCO) is responsible for
preparing and maintaining the Uniform GAAP Conversion Policies and Procedures Manual,
which includes the State’s policies and procedures used to prepare financial statements in
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP). The management of each
state agency is responsible for maintaining effective internal controls to ensure agencies follow
the Uniform GAAP Conversion Policies and Procedures Manual and that the information
provided to SCO for inclusion in the State’s financial statements is fairly presented and that
misstatements are prevented or detected in a timely manner. SCO is responsible for performing
limited reviews of the reasonableness of information submitted by other state agencies.

Condition:

In some instances, state agencies do not have sufficient procedures and controls in place to
ensure compliance with the Uniform GAAP Conversion Policies and Procedures Manual. In
other instances, agency staff and management did not fully consider how to most appropriately
report the information. In addition, some agencies did not appropriately review financial
information for significant errors prior to submitting the information to SCO for inclusion in the
State’s financial statements.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:
The State’s financial statements present financial activity for the State as a whole, in accordance
with GAAP. Financial reporting for the State is complex, with many technical accounting issues.

Effect and Cause:

Some state agencies did not prevent or detect in a timely manner misstatements in the financial
information included in the State’s financial statements. Agencies and SCO agreed to make
corrections after the auditors brought the errors to their attention. Examples of significant errors
identified by auditors and the causes of these errors are presented in the following table:



Agency Fund Misstatement Cause
Department of General Fund Both Other Revenue and Staff did not appropriately and
Health Services Human Relations and consistently report some rebates
Resources Expenditures were received from drug companies.
overstated by $71.9 million in
the Statement of Revenues,
Expenditures, and Changes in
Fund Balances.
Department of General Fund Both Due From Other Agency staff review was not
Public Instruction Governments in the Balance sufficient to detect this error.
Sheet and Intergovernmental
Revenues in the Statement of
Revenues, Expenditures, and
Changes in Fund Balances
were both understated by
$57.7 million.
Department of General Fund Taxes Payable was understated DOR does not have well-
Revenue by $24.4 million, Taxes documented year-end procedures.
Receivable was understated Staff did not fully analyze
by $37.5 million, and Fund year-end transactions and
Balance, Unreserved, was assumptions used. Supervisory
understated by $13.1 million review of adjusting entries did
in the Balance Sheet. not detect these errors.
Recommendation:

We recommend agencies with identified control weaknesses improve their internal controls over
the financial reporting process.

Management’s Response:
Agencies’ management agreed to implement improvements to controls over the financial

reporting process.

Finding WI-08-02: Programmer Access to the State’s Central Accounting System and
Central Payroll System Data and Programs*

Criteria:

To provide proper internal control, computer programmers ideally should not have the ability to
access or update production data and programs. If this is not possible, proper oversight, review,
and documentation should be provided to minimize risk of unauthorized changes to computer

programs and data.



Condition:

Programmers for the State’s central accounting system and central payroll system have access to
production data and programs, which could allow them to make unauthorized changes to the
data. DOA has begun several projects that, when completed, may mitigate risks in some areas.
For example, in recent years DOA has taken steps to limit programmers’ ability to directly
access several payroll and accounting-related datasets. Changes to those datasets are now made
through the use of a new log-on identification, for which access is logged. However, DOA has
not established sufficient monitoring procedures to ensure that all logged changes to datasets are
reasonable. Further, DOA continues to allow programmers to directly access other payroll and
accounting-related datasets. Finally, some programmers continue to have the ability to modify
the production programs, which could allow them to change the programs or output in order to
avoid detection of unauthorized changes. Although DOA has taken limited steps to improve
controls, payroll and accounting data remained at risk during FY 2007-08.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:

The State’s central accounting system maintains the State’s official accounting records. The
system processes financial data for all state agencies and is the main source of information for
financial schedules and statements, including the State of Wisconsin’s financial statements. The
State’s central payroll system processes the biweekly payroll for most state employees. Both of
these systems generate checks.

Effect:

Programmers with access to and extensive knowledge of the computer programs in the systems
could make unauthorized changes to data and conceal those changes. This risk is increased
because these programmers also have access to the production programs for these systems.

Cause:

DOA requires computer programmers to perform production and data control duties and does not
believe the benefits of separating these duties outweigh the related costs. As of the end of

FY 2007-08, DOA has not fully implemented compensating controls in this area but believes it
would be difficult for a programmer to conceal unauthorized transactions without detection.

Recommendation:
We recommend DOA continue to implement compensating controls related to computer
programmer access to data and programs, to reduce the risk of unauthorized transactions.

Management’s Response:
DOA agrees with the recommendation to continue implementing compensating controls over
programmer access to data and programs.



Finding WI-08-03: Programmer Access to Critical Production Programs and Data at the
Department of Transportation*

Criteria:
To provide proper internal control, computer programmers should not have the ability to access
or update production data and programs.

Condition:

Computer programmers at DOT have access to programs in production, and some are allowed
to move programs from the test environment to production. In addition, some computer
programmers have access to production data through access to the Control-M job scheduling
program.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:

DOT maintains accounting and other systems critical to agency operations. These systems
enable DOT to collect and expend $2 billion annually; to issue driver licenses and vehicle titles
and registrations; to track drivers’ records and traffic violations; and to oversee the State’s
construction of roads and bridges.

Effect:

Programmers with extensive knowledge of the computer programs and data sets could make
unauthorized changes to the programs or data and conceal those changes, resulting in undetected
erroneous or fraudulent changes.

Cause:

DOT believes it can more efficiently complete program changes and job scheduling by allowing
programmers access to the production environment and to Control-M. To control production
system security, it uses a combination of Changeman staging controls, user verification
procedures, periodic access reviews, and supervisory oversight. DOT believes these factors
somewhat mitigate the risk of programmers having access to production data and programs, and
has decided to accept any remaining risk.

Recommendation:

In prior audits, we have expressed our concerns regarding programmers’ ability to access or
update production data and programs and have recommended removal of programmers’ access
to critical production programs and to the Control-M job scheduling program. We continue to
believe programmers should not have access to production data and programs. DOT is aware of
our concerns but accepts the risks in this area. Therefore, we do not repeat our recommendation.



Finding WI-08-04 Program Change Controls at the University of Wisconsin*

Criteria:

To provide proper internal control, procedures should be established to prevent computer
programs from being altered and/or put into production without proper oversight, review, and
documentation.

Condition:

Program change procedures for critical financial applications operating on the mainframe
computer have not changed. An independent review of program changes to assess the
reasonableness of the modifications is not performed. Further, for some applications,
programmers have the ability to move programs into production. Thus, even if such reviews
were performed, programmers could circumvent these procedures and make changes without
oversight, review, or documentation.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:

The University of Wisconsin (UW) -Madison maintains critical financial systems, including the
UW-Madison legacy accounting system and the UW System legacy payroll system, on the
mainframe computer.

Effect:

Programmers with extensive knowledge of the computer programs could make unauthorized
changes to the programs and conceal those changes, resulting in undetected erroneous or
fraudulent information.

Cause:

Controls were not originally developed to ensure proper oversight before programs are moved to
production. There are no plans to change the current procedures for the mainframe computer
programs because UW System is planning to move its critical financial applications from the
mainframe computer to computer servers.

Recommendation:

Given the lack of controls over the computer program change process, UW System remains at
increased risk that unauthorized or erroneous changes could be made to computer programs
operating in the mainframe computer environment. However, given plans to continue to move
applications from the mainframe computer, it is anticipated the program change process will not
change. UW System and UW-Madison are aware of our concerns but accept the risks in this
area. Therefore, we do not repeat our recommendation.



Management Response:

Management of UW System and UW-Madison acknowledges that there continues to be a risk
that unauthorized or erroneous changes could be made to the legacy accounting and payroll
processes on the mainframe computer; however, given the continued decline in usage of the
legacy accounting system and the long-term plans to replace the legacy payroll system,
management accepts the risk.

Finding WI-08-05: Integrity of the Injured Patients and Families Compensation Fund
Provider System*

Criteria:

The Injured Patients and Families Compensation Fund should ensure that its provider system,
which is used to bill health care providers who participate in the Fund and to maintain the Fund’s
medical malpractice claims history, is able to accurately and efficiently process information.
Further, this system should be properly secured to ensure data stored and processed by the
system are protected from accidental or intentional misuse or destruction.

Condition:

The provider system was developed in the early 1990s and has not been able to easily
accommodate changes that have occurred over time, which has resulted in errors occurring
within the system. Fund staff estimate approximately 15 to 20 hours per week have been needed
to address the problems that have developed. Further, these system issues have limited the
Fund’s ability to address system access control weaknesses.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:

During our prior audit, we provided a separate audit communication to the Office of the
Commissioner of Insurance identifying in detail our concerns related to the integrity of the
provider system and various system access control weaknesses that could compromise data
integrity. The Fund is focusing its efforts on developing a new system rather than making major
changes to the current system. Therefore, the conditions noted during the prior audit remained
concerns throughout FY 2007-08. Additional funding to complete work on the new provider
system was approved as part of the 2007-2009 Biennial Budget Act.

Effect:

The aging provider system presents an increased risk to the integrity of the Fund’s financial
operations. Access control weaknesses increase the risk that unauthorized or erroneous changes
could be made to provider system data without being detected. In addition, increased time spent
to correct processing problems that arise with the current provider system results in less time
available for more productive tasks for the Fund’s staff.



Cause:

The Fund was delayed in developing a new provider system because of past denials of its
requests for budget authority. As a result, additional time was needed to implement an increased
number of patches to fix problems that arose with the old system. Further, because of the
difficulties in making program changes in the old system, the Fund opted to not address access
control weaknesses with the old system, but to address them as part of the new system.

Recommendation:
We recommend the Fund continue its efforts to develop a new provider system that appropriately
processes and secures system data.

Management Response:

The Office of the Commissioner of Insurance (OCI) agrees that the provider billing system is in
need of updating. OCI continues its efforts to ensure that the new provider system will be
completed and implemented in as timely a manner as possible, and to ensure that all data
imported from the old system to the new are accurate. OCI expects the system to be operational
early in calendar year 2009. The new system will address the concerns identified.

Finding WI-08-06: Lack of Adequate Oversight of the Financial Reporting Process at the
Department of Employee Trust Funds*

Criteria:

Department of Employee Trust Funds (ETF) management is responsible for ensuring that it
accurately compiles and fairly presents financial information for benefit programs it administers
that are included in the State’s comprehensive annual financial report (CAFR). In addition, ETF
management is responsible for providing sufficient oversight over the compilation process to
ensure that misstatements are prevented or detected in a timely manner.

Condition:

During our audit, we have observed that ETF does not consistently provide timely financial
information; update all financial information from prior year amounts; ensure that information in
the financial statements, note disclosures, and elsewhere is consistently presented and without
misstatements; or include all required note disclosures.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:

ETF is responsible for compiling financial information for a number of the State’s fiduciary
funds, enterprise funds, and other fund types presented in the State’s CAFR. In addition, ETF is
responsible for providing information for the State’s note disclosures, including the State’s
pension plan, public entity risk pools, and other postemployment benefit plans.



Effect:

ETF fails to meet deadlines established by DOA in compiling financial information for the
State’s CAFR, and submitted information has increased risk of containing misstatements.

Cause:

ETF has not placed sufficient priority in compiling necessary financial information to meet DOA
time lines. In addition, ETF staff do not provide sufficient attention and oversight to ensure the
accuracy of the financial reporting process.

Recommendation:

We recommend ETF take steps to improve the attention and oversight given to its financial
reporting process, including reconciling key balances between financial statements, notes, and
other information and increasing the overall level of care applied to completing this information.

Management’s Response:

ETF agrees with the recommendations and will improve the attention and oversight given to the
financial reporting process. In the short term, ETF will use existing staff resources in the Office
of Internal Audit to provide additional quality assurance reviews to make sure that statistics and
financial information are consistently presented across sections of the CAFR. In addition, ETF is
exploring the possibility of reallocating existing staff within the Office of Trust Finance and
Data Analysis to assist with the development of financial statements and related schedules.
Finally, ETF’s 2009-2011 biennial budget request seeks additional staff positions for the
department. Depending on the resources received, ETF will consider adding an additional
accountant position.

Finding WI-08-07: Business Resumption Planning*

Criteria:
To minimize disruption that may occur in an emergency, Wisconsin state government should
have effective business resumption plans in place.

Condition:

DOA is coordinating a project to develop a statewide business resumption plan. Although state
agencies have made progress, some do not have complete and tested business resumption plans.
Therefore, a statewide plan is not available.

Questioned Costs:
None

Context:
The State provides a variety of critical services to citizens, local governments, and others in
Wisconsin.



Effect:

Without effective business resumption plans in place, an emergency could disrupt the State’s
ability to provide critical services.

Cause:

Because of budget and staffing restrictions, the State has not been able to devote sufficient
resources to complete development of its business resumption plans and to test its ability to use
the plans.

Recommendation:
We recommend the State continue to move forward to complete and test its business resumption
plan.

Management’s Response:

The Continuity of Government Project, led by DOA, has continued to make substantial progress
in developing and testing Continuity of Operations (COOP) plans for state agencies with time-
sensitive business services. Since October 15, 2007, four additional agency-level COOP plans
have been completed, and nine business-service COOP plans have been completed at UW-
Madison and UW-Milwaukee. All 34 agencies, including all UW campuses, have completed at
least one communications alert drill. Twenty agency command center exercises have been held,
and 184 business services have exercised their service COOP plans. In addition, COOP plan
development is underway at the other UW campuses.

In the past year, a major focus of the COOP program has been to enhance COOP plans to
prepare and enable agencies to maintain operations during an influenza pandemic. Seventeen
agencies have completed pandemic COOP plans, and all other agencies are in the process

of completing their plans. A state-level pandemic COOP operational plan has been completed
in coordination with the Department of Health Services. Three State Continuity Coordination
Center exercises and a multi-agency tabletop exercise have been held to test elements of that
plan. DOA has also developed a new tabletop pandemic exercise for agency command centers
and business services (Badger Flu I). Four agencies have already conducted this exercise, and
11 additional agencies are scheduled to do so in the near future. Scheduling for other agencies
is underway. A progressive series of four additional Badger Flu exercises (II-V) has been
developed, which includes individual agency and multi-agency exercises.

DOA will continue to work with agencies toward the goal of testing all state agency COOP plans
on an annual basis.

fkdk




<<
  /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
    /PalatinoLTStd-Bold
    /PalatinoLTStd-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLTStd-Italic
    /PalatinoLTStd-Roman
    /StoneSansStd-Bold
    /StoneSansStd-BoldItalic
    /StoneSansStd-Medium
    /StoneSansStd-MediumItalic
    /StoneSansStd-Semibold
    /StoneSansStd-SemiboldItalic
  ]
  /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




