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Chairman Massie, Chairman Bucshon, Ranking Member Wilson, Ranking Member Lipinski, 

Members of the Committees, thank you for the opportunity to testify before you in today’s 

hearing on the topic of Cyber R&D Challenges and Solutions.  My name is Frederick R. Chang 

and I am currently the President and COO of 21CT, Inc. in Austin, Texas.  In prior positions, I 

have served at the National Security Agency (as Director of Research); in academia (at The 

University of Texas at San Antonio and at The University of Texas at Austin); and in the 

telecommunications industry (at SBC Communications, Pacific Bell, and Bell Laboratories).  I 

would also mention that I have served as a member of the CSIS Commission on Cybersecurity 

for the 44th Presidency and I am currently a member of the Texas Cybersecurity, Education, and 

Economic Development Council. 

 You may not have heard of my company 21CT, Inc. before, but briefly we are a small, 

technology company headquartered in Austin, Texas.  We have a 12-year history of maturing 



new technologies, starting with early research and going all the way through operational military 

and commercial use.  Our products are focused on the areas of intelligence analytics, computer 

network defense analytics, and fraud detection. 

The Cybersecurity Challenge 

Not too long ago, we were anxiously awaiting the arrival of the “Information Superhighway”.  It 

promised to improve our productivity, enrich our lives, educate our children and so much more, 

via e-commerce, e-banking, e-learning, e-government, and the like. The Internet and the world-

wide-web are among the most successful technological and commercial advances in human 

history.  Yet with all the progress and success, there is a dark cloud hanging over cyberspace, 

and that dark cloud is security.  Cyber infrastructure is tightly woven into the very fabric of our 

lives and it would be very hard to imagine going back to an earlier time -- but we are paying a 

heavy price for our technological dependence and the problem is worsening with the passage of 

time. Our trust in cyberspace has been taken from us by hackers, cybercriminals and 

sophisticated cyber attackers who intend to do us harm.  We deserve better.  We expect our 

information to be confidential from prying eyes.  We expect system resources to be available to 

us if we are legitimate users of those resources.  We expect that our information will not be 

altered in a way that we do not intend.  We expect that it should not be impossibly difficult to 

protect ourselves in cyberspace if/when the need arises.   These expectations are simply not 

being met today.  Attacks on both the public sector and the private sector are rampant.  Denial 

of service, identity theft, and cyber extortion are now all too common.  As you are all abundantly 

aware, financial systems, national critical infrastructure systems, defense systems, and much 

more are all targets of sophisticated cyber attacks.   

Science of Cybersecurity 

The discipline of cybersecurity today is too reactive and after-the-fact.  In general, something 

bad has to happen and then action is taken.  There is certainly some ability to stop things that 

have been seen before, but unfortunately new attacks, that haven’t been seen before, are all too 

common.  Cybersecurity is not based on a firm science and engineering foundation and I 

believe it is critically important that such a foundation be created.  Some important activity has 

started along these lines [e.g., 1, 2], but much more is needed.  In our school science classes 

we learned that water at sea level changes from a liquid into a gas at 100 degrees Celsius and 

into a solid at 0 degrees Celsius.  Similarly we learned about gravity and that a freely falling 

object near the earth’s surface will increase by approximately 9.81 meters per second every 



second.  In science, the notions of laws, principles, experiments, metrics, repeatability, and 

predictability (among others) are commonly used.  These words and ideas are not common in 

discussions of cybersecurity today, unfortunately.  Indeed it has been noted [3] that when it 

comes to predictability, about the only thing we can predict confidently in cybersecurity is that a 

sufficiently motivated attacker will be able to compromise the targeted system. 

There are at least three different ways to think about the role of science in cybersecurity [4, see 

also 5]: 

1) Universal laws that enable strong quantitative predictions; 

2) Systematic generalizations of knowledge; 

3) Conduct of research through hypothesis formation and experimentation. 

While progress is being made, we have much more work to do in all three areas. 

Cybersecurity metrics 

"If you can not measure it, you can not improve it." 

“I often say that when you can measure what you are speaking about, and express it in 

numbers, you know something about it; but when you cannot measure it, when you cannot 

express it in numbers, your knowledge is of a meagre and unsatisfactory kind; it may be the 

beginning of knowledge, but you have scarcely in your thoughts advanced to the state of 

Science, whatever the matter may be."  

These quotes are from the influential 19th century mathematical physicist and engineer Lord 

Kelvin, and are appropriate in a discussion of cybersecurity metrics. While important work is 

taking place [e.g., 4], we need improvements in hard, objective metrics and measures of 

security.  Metrics are needed at many very practical levels.  At a very tactical level, how do you 

know if computer system A is more or less secure than computer system B?  Is computer 

system A more secure than it was last month?  Last year?  At a corporate level, how you do 

measure the security of your corporate information technology infrastructure?  Is it more secure 

now than it was last year?  Do the measures allow a pinpoint assessment of where corporate 

improvements are necessary?  At a much more macro level, what metrics are best used to 

determine if the industry as a whole is making progress toward improving its cybersecurity 

posture?  How would you measure the effect of an important government policy change in 



cybersecurity?  Is it making the difference that was intended?  It is relatively straightforward to 

determine the effects of changing the speed limit on traffic accidents.  It won’t be so clear for 

cybersecurity.  Developing a disciplined, agreed-upon, and readily implementable set of metrics 

for cybersecurity remains a hard problem.  Perhaps we can look for some assistance from other 

fields -- medical research has successfully employed metrics to improve the science of human 

health.  Measures of human health and cyber health share an important common ingredient:  in 

both cases we are attempting to measure the absence of something bad (human disease or 

system compromise). 

Cybersecurity Research and Development 

In the December 2008 report from the CSIS Commission on Cybersecurity for the 44th 

Presidency [6], we estimated that in 2009 about 0.2% of federal R&D funding would go into 

cybersecurity.  That was several years ago, and no doubt the picture is different today, but at 

least as of that time, we start from a very small base.  Let me highlight just a few areas that I 

think are important in addition to the science of cybersecurity thrust mentioned previously. 

Psychology and security 

While travelling in London some years ago, I was nearly pulverized by one of those large red 

double-decker buses.  Being from the United States, before crossing a street, I am accustomed 

to looking to my left before crossing.  In this case, this instinct did not serve me well.  I believe 

that something similar is occurring for many people as we make decisions and operate our 

computers in cyberspace.  The instincts and tendencies that serve us well, the vast majority of 

the time in the physical world actually betray us in the complex, abstract, virtual world of 

cyberspace.   

Security is very often about the weakest link.  Hackers need just one way in.  As technical 

security measures improve (e.g., greater use of encryption), then people increasingly become 

the weakest link.  Hackers often employ a tactic known as “social engineering” to trick computer 

operators to divulge sensitive information that can be used to compromise a system (e.g., a 

password).  These tactics can be extremely effective and much easier to accomplish than a 

technical compromise.  Indeed the well-known hacker Kevin Mitnick reported in testimony to 

Congress that he was so successful in social engineering that he rarely had to resort to a 

technical attack [7].  More generally, there are a well-known set of cognitive biases that people 

use to assess risk and make decisions [8].  These biases often cloud our reasoning and cause 



us to improperly assess risk, in many domains, including in cyberspace.  We must take steps to 

strengthen the weakest link. Gaining a much richer understanding of the cognitive biases at 

work in the context of decision-making in cyberspace would be just one of many important 

issues that need research at the intersection of psychology and cybersecurity.  

Software assurance  

Software is vulnerable – and that is a key reason why cyber compromise is so prevalent today.  

Modern software systems are exceedingly complex and not only must work correctly in the face 

of error or mischance, but must also work correctly when an adversary is trying to attack them – 

and this is exactly the sort of hostile environment that cyberspace creates for software.  

Software today too often treats security as an after-the-fact problem.  The software is 

developed, tested and released and then a security incident occurs and the software must be 

patched, after-the-fact.  We must move to a model where security is built in to software from the 

very beginning.  How can we make dramatic breakthroughs in methods, procedures, metrics 

and the like that incorporate building security into software, such that software is built to be 

inherently resistant and resilient to attack?  Can we introduce these new techniques in ways that 

are cost-effective, that speed time to delivery and that are convenient to use for developers?  

Can we compose new secure software from component pieces that are not secure?  There 

have certainly been important contributions made in this area of research, but I believe it is time 

to accelerate and reinforce innovation and progress. 

Trustworthy systems 

Apparently we don’t trust the software on our computers.  We have millions and millions lines of 

software code on our machines in the form of operating systems, device drivers, applications, 

etc.  We know that code may not be secure, so we purchase additional security software in the 

form of firewalls, anti-virus software, anti-spyware software and the like.  Well, security software 

may be vulnerable as well, so now what?  Do we buy a firewall for our firewall?  You get the 

idea.  Related to the software assurance topic above is the notion of the need to build systems 

that are inherently trustworthy.  The problem expands in scope rather dramatically when you 

now must consider building scalable trustworthy systems; systems of systems connected by 

networks that must all be inherently trustworthy.  You want these systems and networks to be 

highly available, highly reliable, highly resilient, etc.  These are very hard problems that will defy 

easy solution as systems and networks continue to grow in size, scope and complexity. 

 



Economics and cybersecurity 

Would you spend $50 on software to help protect my computer?  When you purchase anti-virus 

software for your computer, one of the things that it is supposed to do is help ensure that your 

computer does not become part of something called a botnet.  If your computer becomes a bot, 

this would mean that unwanted, malicious software has been installed on your computer that 

allows a hacker (also called the botmaster) to take control of your computer.  Once the 

botmaster has seized control of your computer he/she can command it, for example, to do 

malicious things to other computers – perhaps mine.  So in a very real way, the security of my 

computer depends on whether or not you have purchased software to protect your computer.  It 

is important to note that this has nothing to do with technology per se but rather with whether 

economic incentives are in alignment.  That is to say, the security of a system may have more to 

do with economic incentives than with technical capability.  Similarly, software companies are 

capable of making their software more secure but so far they haven’t been economically 

incented to do so.  Business factors such as speed to market, enhanced features, improved 

system performance, and the like, often take priority over security.   How much should a firm 

spend to secure its cyber infrastructure?  Does increased spending on cybersecurity result in 

improved cybersecurity?  How should the money be spent?  On hardware or software or more 

staff?  What about a cybersecurity insurance policy?  Research here will be related to work on 

metrics.   An active field of research has been started in this area – the results are most 

illuminating -- and much more is needed. 

Cybersecurity as a “wicked problem” 

 

In May of 1961 President Kennedy announced a bold national goal, "before this decade is out, 

of landing a man on the Moon and returning him safely to the Earth."  As we all know, that 

historic mission was successfully accomplished in July of 1969.  Early computer security work 

was starting at around the time Apollo 11 was splashing down in the Pacific Ocean, and now – 

well over 40 years later – computer security is far from a solved problem.  Why has this been so 

hard?  There are many reasons, but recently people have talked about cybersecurity as a 

“wicked problem” [9].  Wicked in this context does not refer to evil, but rather resistance to 

solution.  Wicked problems are extremely difficult and perhaps impossible to solve and include 

these properties, among others [10]: 

 

1. The problem is not understood until after the formulation of a solution. 



2. Wicked problems have no stopping rule. 

3. Solutions to wicked problems are not true-or-false, but rather better-or-worse. 

4. Every wicked problem is essentially unique. 

5. Every solution to a wicked problem is a 'one shot operation' 

6. Wicked problems have no given alternative solutions. 

 

To the extent that cybersecurity is indeed a wicked problem, then I believe that an 

interdisciplinary research approach is needed.  In addition to the disciplines of psychology, 

computer science and economics described above, what can we learn from the fields of biology, 

medicine, physics, anthropology, political science and more?  I believe these other disciplines 

will add much to the research dialogue. 

 

There are other important research topics that are not described here, that are worthy of 

mention including:  secure cloud computing, secure mobile computing, secure hardware, secure 

hypervisors, secure coding, insider threat, data science, and many more. 

The Cybersecurity Skills Gap 

“The cyber threat to the United States affects all aspects of society, business and government, 

but there is neither a broad cadre of cyber experts nor an established cyber career field to build 

upon, particularly within the federal government.” 
(Source:  Securing Cyberspace for the 44th Presidency, CSIS Commission on Cybersecurity for the 44th Presidency, Dec. 2008.) 
 

The cybersecurity skills gap has been discussed extensively over the last few years [e.g., 11] 

and indeed the continuing shortage of qualified cyber professionals remains a major obstacle in 

making significant progress in cybersecurity.  Representing a small company with on-going 

demands for highly technical cyber hires, it is a constant challenge for us to identify and recruit 

the necessary expertise – and this is a consistent theme.   

In our work on the Texas Cybersecurity, Education and Economic Development Council [12], 

the skills gap issue came up time and time again.  It was clear to us that the workforce gap 

would be a long-term problem and we advocated a “pipeline” approach to ensure a long-term 

supply of well-trained, motivated cybersecurity professionals in the state.  This K-through-PhD 

approach is represented in the figure below and incorporates both professional training and 

awareness training. 



 

                                   Proposed Texas Cybersecurity Education Pipeline  
(Source: Texas Cybersecurity, Education, and Economic Development Council, Dec. 2012) 

 

In addition to a broad-based “pipeline” approach, I believe it is extremely important to take a 

depth-based view as well.  “There are about 1,000 security people in the US who have the 

specialized security skills to operate at world-class levels in cyberspace.  We need 10,000 to 

30,000” [11].  This quote is reflective of the fact that while there is a broad and long-term skills 

gap, the gap is especially large when it comes to the exceedingly deep technical knowledge 

needed to operate at the highest level.  For example, in compromising a system, a sophisticated 

cyber adversary will do so in a way that avoids detection.  Thus to detect the compromise 

requires a very high level of skill.  A national discussion of the cybersecurity skills gap must 

include innovative ideas as to how to increase substantially the number of cyber professionals 

with exceedingly deep technical skill.   

Comments on H.R. 2096, The Cybersecurity Enhancement Act of 2012 

I was asked to comment on H.R. 2096, The Cybersecurity Enhancement Act of 2012, and would 

offer these brief comments: 



1. There is considerable mention of cybersecurity workforce issues in this legislation:  

training, education, awareness programs, scholarships, and the like.  As mentioned 

previously, the cybersecurity skills gap today is large and represents a major obstacle to 

significant progress in improving the nation’s cybersecurity posture.  Initiatives that lead 

to breakthrough progress in the skills gap are to be applauded.  I would note the point I 

mentioned previously in my testimony regarding the especially large skills gap when it 

comes to the numbers of people possessing exceedingly deep technical skill and would 

encourage particular attention in this area.  Let me also say that while in academia I had 

the opportunity to witness the benefits to students of programs like the NSF Scholarship 

for Service Program and the Department of Defense Information Assurance Scholarship 

Program.  These scholarships are making a difference and I believe they are an 

important tool in helping to close the nation’s cybersecurity skills gap. 

2. In section 109 of the legislation there is discussion of the need for security automation 

and continuous monitoring.  These are both important concepts and critical at this time 

as cyber adversaries will continually adapt their attack vectors, in an effort to thwart the 

current defensive posture that is in place.  I believe it is important to automate what you 

can, but hasten to point out that, as we all know, automation can never be perfect – 

something will get through.  That leads us to continuous monitoring, which is similarly 

important, but I would add that there needs to be some consideration given to requiring 

continuous improvement along with continuous monitoring.  We should have the 

expectation that the networks that are being continuously monitored, become 

increasingly more resilient over time, as well. 

3. Finally, a centerpiece of this legislation is cybersecurity research and development.  I 

mentioned earlier in my testimony the estimate of 0.2% of federal R&D spending going 

to cybersecurity R&D in 2009.  I believe that older estimate is worth repeating here 

because to the extent that this legislation can raise the trajectory of cybersecurity R&D 

spending from its historical levels, that would create long-term benefit in our effort to 

improve the nation’s cybersecurity posture. In my testimony I also highlighted the 

importance of social science research (in psychology and economics, in particular) and 

indeed social science research and cybersecurity are specifically identified in Section 

104.  In Section 108 there is a discussion of a cybersecurity university-industry task 

force to explore opportunities for collaboration in research, development, education and 

training.  As part of those task force deliberations, I believe it would be valuable to have 

some discussion about the task force potentially creating and then issuing some 



cybersecurity research grand challenges – that meet the needs of industry, government 

and academia.  Solutions to such grand challenges could help advance the field and at 

the same time help solve some enduring hard problems facing practioners in the future.  

Finally, and more generally, in my testimony I stressed the importance I place in 

developing a science of cybersecurity.  I would mention here that not all cybersecurity 

research produces a benefit to cybersecurity science.  It’s a subtle but important point.  

Among other things, cybersecurity science should tell us something about the limits of 

what is possible in a particular security domain, and have broad applicability beyond a 

specific platform, a particular attack or a certain defensive implementation.  To be sure, 

increasing the amount of very high-quality cybersecurity research will produce a tangible 

benefit, but it would be my hope that some of that high-quality research be directed 

toward advancing the science of cybersecurity. 

Let me close by saying that I’ve suggested some items in my testimony that will take a long time 

to implement.  For example, producing a long-term, robust and deeply technical cybersecurity 

workforce or creating a science of cybersecurity, could take decades.  I’m reminded of an old 

proverb:  The best time to plant a tree was 20 years ago – the second best time is now. Thank 

you again for giving me the opportunity to speak to you today. 

References 

1. JASON Program Office. Science of cyber-security.  Report No.:JSR-10-102. The Mitre Corporation, 
McLean, VA, November 2010. 

2. Developing a blueprint for a science of cybersecurity, The Next Wave, Vol. 19, No. 2, 2012, National 
Security Agency, Ft. Meade, MD. 

3. Evans, D. & Stolfo, S.  The science of security.  IEEE Security & Privacy, 9, 16-17, 2011. 
4. Stolfo, S., Bellovin, S.M. & Evans, D.  Measuring security.  IEEE Security & Privacy, 9, 60-65, 2011. 
5. Schneider, F.B. Blueprint for a science of cybersecurity, The Next Wave, Vol. 19, No. 2,  47-57, 2012, 

National Security Agency, Ft. Meade, MD. 
6. CSIS Commission on Cybersecurity for the 44th Presidency, Securing Cyberspace for the 44th 

Presidency, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Washington, DC, December 2008. 
7. Mitnick, K.  Kevin Mitnick in a hearing before the Committee on Governmental Affairs, U.S. Senate, 

“Cyber Attack: Is the Government Safe?”  March 2, 2000. 
8. Kahneman, D., Thinking, fast and slow.  Farrar, Straus and Giroux, New York, 2011. 
9. Lucky, R.W.  Cyber Armageddon.  IEEE Spectrum, vol. 47, no. 9, pp. 25-25, 2010. 
10. Rittel, H. & Webber, M.  Dilemmas in a General Theory of Planning, Policy Sciences, 4, 155–169, 

1973. 
11. A Human Capital Crisis in Cybersecurity:  Technical Proficiency Matters. CSIS Commission on 

Cybersecurity for the 44th Presidency, Center for Strategic and International Studies, Washington, 
DC, July 2010. 

12. Building a More Secure and Prosperous Texas:  A Report from the Texas Cybersecurity, Education, 
and Economic Development Council, Austin, TX, December 2012. 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/RecentIssue.jsp?punumber=8013
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/RecentIssue.jsp?punumber=8013
http://libra.msra.cn/Journal/5331/ieee-spectrum


<<
  /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


