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Executive Summary

Introduction

To obtain public feedback on the preferences of Town residents and property owners
regarding agricultural land and open space preservation, Town officials partnered with
the Sheboygan County UW-Extension Office to create an opinion survey. The survey
includes 11 questions created in a series of open meetings between UW-Extension
educator Kevin Struck, the Town Plan Commission, and the Town Board. Audience
participation was also encouraged during these meetings.

Surveys were delivered by mail on or about October 22, 2011 to a current list of
property owner addresses supplied by Sheboygan County and a list of individuals on
the voting roll in an effort to reach renters. Two individuals who did not receive a
survey also picked up a copy of the survey in person at the Town Hall. The deadline
for the survey’s return was November 7, 2011; however, surveys were accepted until
November 30, by which time the daily returns had slowed to one or less per day.

Respondents

In total, 322 of 620 surveys were returned — a response rate of 52% — and entered
over a period of four weeks by UW-Extension staff into an Excel spreadsheet. To
protect the integrity of the survey results and to ensure a “one vote for each
property” tally, respondents were required to include their address, which was then
permanently removed from the survey after being received by the UWEX Office.

Three questions at the end of the survey asked for information about individuals filling
out the survey. Respondents’ ages were generally in their upper 40s and 50s; only
one individual was under the age of 25, which, unfortunately, is typical of community
surveys. The average respondent had lived in the Town for 28 years, and there was a
99% chance he or she owned their property rather than rented. Based on the
addresses that were included on the surveys, respondents were well distributed
geographically throughout the Town.

Results

The first three questions simply asked whether the preservation of various types of
land is important. At least two-thirds of respondents marked “Agree” to each of these
three questions, with the most support being shown for forested areas.

The fourth question examined how development should occur in the rural areas of
the Town of Sherman. By a significant margin, the top response favored concentrating
development in a few already developed areas, such as around Silver Creek, Adell,
and Random Lake.

Question 5 asked respondents how restrictive the newly revised Town of Sherman
zoning ordinance should be in comparison to the existing ordinance. The clear top
choice was a future ordinance that is less restrictive than the current one.



The maximum setback of 300 feet for new dwellings was the subject of Questions 6a
and 6b. Respondents overwhelmingly disapproved of the existing 300-foot setback
and, in fact, were not in favor of any maximum setback for new dwellings from the
road right-of-way.

Questions 7a and 7b sought input regarding site plan review. There were more
responses dismissing the importance of site plan review than in support of it, with one
exception — the principle of avoiding siting a home on prime agricultural soils, which
had more votes in favor than against. Even then, most respondents favored a
case-by-case determination of whether to apply this principle.

A solid majority of survey respondents indicated in Question 8 that they would prefer
wind towers be at least 1,800 feet from neighboring residences rather than only 1,250
feet.

The next three questions were addressed specifically to the owners of agricultural
land. When asked in Question 9 whether they currently receive farmland
preservation credits, 41 individuals said they do. Question 10 followed up by asking
whether the Town of Sherman should consider participating in the Working Lands
Initiative in order to allow agricultural landowners to be eligible for future tax credits.
A clear majority where in favor of this. Finally, Question 11 asked ag landowners
what their general plans were for the future of their land. The top four responses out
of a mix of eight options all included some form of continued agricultural activity, from
renting out land for farming to passing the farm on to the next generation.

Questions 12-14 were included to obtain some general demographic information.
Most respondents were in their upper 40s and 50s in age, they’ve lived in the Town of
Sherman almost 30 years, on average, and 99% owned rather than rented their
home.

On the back page of the survey, there was a large space in which to write Additional
Comments. About 30% of respondents (92 persons) took advantage of this option.
The most oft-repeated comments were those opposing the 300-foot maximum
setback, which was mentioned by 22 of the 92 commenters.



Purpose Statement

The primary purposes of the survey were:

1) Determine whether the preservation of agricultural land in the Town is important
to residents

1) Determine whether the preservation of open space in the Town is important to
residents

3) Obtain guidance for the upcoming revision of the Town zoning ordinance

Results Color Coding

To help readers of this report quickly identify key findings, the following color coding,
if applicable, has been used to highlight key data:

4 )

GREEN = Highest (or Best) Percentage or Number
GREEN = Close Second

RED = Lowest (or Worst) Percentage or Number
RED = Close Second )




Methodology and Response Rate

On four occasions in August and September of 2011, Kevin Struck met with either
the Town Plan Commission or Town Board to discuss potential questions for an
opinion survey, as well as the details of printing, distribution, and tabulation. To
promote a fair tally, the Board decided to limit survey distribution to one survey
per household. A line on the survey was included where respondents were asked
to write their address. The UW-Extension Office then kept a log of incoming
addresses in order to spot any duplicates. To ensure confidentiality, addresses
were detached from the rest of the survey after it was logged in.

Surveys were delivered by mail on or about October 22, 2011. The mailing list
included property owner addresses supplied by Sheboygan County. This is the
same tax parcel-based list the County uses to send out tax bills; therefore,
duplicate names for individuals owning more than one parcel had to be removed
in order to prevent a person from having more than one “vote.” This removal
was done by the County, but many duplicates remained. Additional removals
were performed by the Town Clerk and UW-Extension staff.

In an effort to reach renters, who do not show up on the County list, non-
property owning individuals on the Town’s voting roll were added to the survey
mailing. Two individuals who did not receive a survey even with these efforts
picked up a copy of the survey in person at the Town Hall. Ultimately, a total of
631 surveys were either mailed or personally handed out; 11 of these were
returned via the USPS as undeliverable, leaving a final total of 620. Of these,
322 surveys were returned — a response rate of 52% — and entered over a
period of four weeks by UW-Extension staff into an Excel spreadsheet specifically
designed for input of data from this survey. For comparison’s sake, the response
rate for the Town’s 2004 survey was 47%. (The response rates for the most
recent surveys in Lyndon, Scott, and Holland were 30%, 28%, and 26%,
respectively.)



Respondent Characteristics

What area of the community are they from?

Respondents came from throughout the community. Please see the map on page 6.

What was the most common age range of those filling out the survey?
(Q12)

Under 18 yrs: 0.0% (0)

18-24yrs: 0.3% (1)

25-34 yrs: 4.8% (15)

35-44 yrs: 10.8% (34)

45-54 yrs: 26.8% (84.5)

55-64 yrs: 29.2% (92)

65-74 yrs: 18.3% (57.5)

75+yrs: 9.8% (31)

How many years had the average respondent lived in the Town? (Q13)

28.3 years

What was the least amount of time living in the Town for any
respondent? The most? (Q13)

¢ Least: Less than 1 year
¢ Most: 82 years

What percentage of respondents owned their homes? Rented? (Q14)

¢ Owned: 99.0%
¢ Rented: 1.0%
(No response: 7.5%)




Geographical Distribution of Responses

ADELL

RANDOM LAKE
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Survey Results

QUESTION 1l: Preservation of agricultural land in the Town of
Sherman is important.

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Agree 68.0% 217
Neutral 21.0% 67
Disagree 11.0% 35

(No response) 3 (0.9%)

QUESTION 2:

Preservation of forested areas in the Town of
Sherman is important.

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Agree 73.2% 232
Neutral 18.3% 58
Disagree 8.5% 27
(No response) 5(1.6%)

QUESTION 3:

Preservation of natural areas in the Town of
Sherman is important.

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Agree 68.9% 219
Neutral 21.4% 68
Disagree 9.7% 31

(No response) 4 (1.3%)




QUESTION 4: How should residential and small business development

occur in our rural areas?

(check one)

(No response)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Scattered throughout the Town 33.4% 106
. Concentrat(.ed in a few already developed areas 51.7% 164
like around Silver Creek, Random Lake, and Adell
Residential and small business .development 7.3% 23
should not occur in rural areas
Not sure 7.6% 24
5 (1.6%)

QUESTION 5: A revised Town of Sherman zoning ordinance should ...

(check one)

(No response)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Be less restrictive 50.0% 157
Be more restrictive 12.4% 39
B .
e restrictive to the same degree as 37 6% 118
the current ordinance
8 (2.5%)




QUESTION 6a: Are you in favor of a maximum setback for new
dwellings from the road right-of-way?

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Yes 32.0% 102
No 68.0% 217
(No response) 3 (0.9%)

QUESTION 6b: To avoid a site plan review process, the
current maximum setback specified by the
Zoning Ordinance is 300 feet. What is your
opinion of the 300 foot 1limit? (check one)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Too long 12.1% 38
Too short 13.3% 41.5
Just right 27.2% 85
Don’t like it at all 47.4% 148.5
(No response) 9 (2.9%)




QUESTION 7a: On the 2004 opinion survey, 72% of respondents agreed
that a site plan showing the location of a home on a
parcel should be required of all new residential
development requests and used as one of the criteria
by the Town Board to approve or disapprove the request.
How do you feel about each of the following potential
“guiding principles” that might be part of a review

checklist?
IMPORTANT NOT IMPORTANT
IDING PRINCIPLE
Gu G ¢ Percentage / Number | Percentage / Number
Avoid siting a house or accessory bU{Idlng 16.0% / 50 84.0% / 263
on a hilltop
The view of a house or accessory building o o
from the road should be limited 9-6% /30 90.4% / 284
Avoid siting a house in the middle of 40.9% / 128 59.1% / 185
a large parcel (10+ acres)
Avoid siting a driveway that splits 0 0
a large parcel (10+ acres) in half 40.1% /126 59.9%/ 188
Avoid siting a house (?r acces.sory bU|Id|r_1g 57.3% / 181 42.7% / 135
on prime agricultural soils
Avoid siting a d.rlvewaY that cross.es 49.2% / 154 50.8% / 159
prime agricultural soils
Avoid forested and natural areas 49.4% / 154.5 50.6% / 158.5
(No response) +/- 8 (2.5%)

QUESTION 7b: How should a checklist be used by the
reviewers of site plans? (check one)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER

The guiding principles on a checklist should be

12.79 40
followed all of the time, with rare exceptions s

The guiding principles on a checklist
should be considered, but unique site 36.0% 113.5
characteristics should take precedence

There should not be a checklist—each site plan

1.39 161.
should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis 2 61.5

(No response) 7 (2.2%)

-10-



QUESTION 8:

Large wind farms with dozens of towers, such as some of
those in nearby counties, are regulated by the state’s
Public Service Commission (PSC). The much smaller wind
energy system recently erected at the Preder farm is
regulated by a Town of Sherman ordinance. Keeping in mind
that state statutes do not allow wind towers to be
restricted in a town except under narrowly defined
circumstances, how should the Town of Sherman respond to
proposals for “mini” wind farms (less than 10 towers)
that are too small in total wattage to be regulated by
the PSC but too large to be covered under the Town’s
current ordinance? (check one)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER

Towers should only be allowed if they are at least

1.39 11
1,250 feet from neighboring residences 41.3% 8
Towers should only be allowed if they are at least
.79 1
1,800 feet from neighboring residences o8.7% 68
(No response) 36 (11.2%)

If you own

QUESTION 9:

agricultural land, please respond to Questions #9-11.

Do you currently receive farmland preservation tax
credits as part of your WI income tax return?

P':I:JC“::;F;QIIE\ISF PERCENTAGE OF
RESPONSE OVERALL SURVEY
RESPONSES TO THIS RESPONDENTS
QUESTION
Yes 41 / 25.3% 12.7%
No 121/ 74.7% n/a

-11-



QUESTION 10: Would you like the Town of Sherman to consider
participating in the state’s new farmland preservation
program (known as the Working Lands Initiative) so you
might be eligible to receive tax credits ($7.50 per
acre) in the future for preserving your agricultural

land?
P':::g::iRAQEIBF PERCENTAGE OF
RESPONSE OVERALL SURVEY
RESPONSES TO THIS RESPONDENTS
QUESTION
Yes 92 / 60.5% 28.6%
No 60/ 39.5% n/a

QUESTION 11l: What, generally speaking, best describes your future
plans? (check all that apply)

RESPONSE PERCENTAGE NUMBER
Keep farming in the Toer of S.herman 26.2% 39
until retirement
Move elsewhere in order to k.eep .farmmg 2 7% 4
until retirement
Pass the farm or1 to children or othgrs 44.3% 66
in the next generation
Get out of farming as soon as practical 0.7% 1
Increase the size of the farm 12.8% 19
Decrease the size of the farm 0.7% 1
Split off part of your farmland for development 10.7% 16
Rent out all or part of your farmland 56.4% 84
(No response) 173 (53.7%)

-12-



ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

92 respondents took the time to write additional comments in the space provided on the back
page of the survey. Many of the comments touched on multiple subjects. The most common
subjects were the following:

e 300-foot maximum setback a bad idea (22 comments)

e Property rights should be a high priority (17)

e Rural atmosphere is an important part of the Town (17)

e Farmland should be preserved (15)

e Restrict wind turbines as much as possible (14)

e Plan for the Town’s future (13)

e Eliminate the 35-acre minimum lot size (12) [6 commenters wanted to keep it]

-13-



Technical Notes

I. Fractional results on Questions 6b, 7a, 7b

The “number of responses” to these Questions that contain fractions of whole
numbers are due to a tiny number of respondents checking more than one answer
even though the question instructed respondents to “check one” of the choices listed.

Since no assumption could be made as to which response was the primary response,
a decision was made to allocate the respondent’s answers in proportion to the number
of answers he/she gave. This was deemed to be more fair than eliminating the
response altogether or giving the respondent multiple “votes.”

I1. Calculating percentages for “"check one” questions

Percentages for these questions were calculated by dividing the number of responses
to each choice by the number of respondents to the particular question. An exception
to this is the percentage of "No response,” which was calculated by dividing the
number of no responses by 620, the total nhumber of surveys returned.

I1II. Calculating percentages for the “check all that apply” question

Percentages for Question 11 — where respondents were invited to check more than
one possible response — were calculated by dividing the number of responses for
each choice listed by the total number of responses to the question (149). Because
respondents were not limited to one choice, this naturally yields a total percentage
that exceeds 100% and is not an error.

IV. Quality control

One “unauthorized” copy of the survey was detected; it was set aside and was not
tabulated.

-14 -



Appendix A - Survey Instrument




AGRICULTURAL LAND & The TOWN of SHERMAN, in cooperation with

OPEN SPACE PRE SERVATIO UW-Extension, has developed this survey to obtain

SURVEY o i your opinions about agricultural land and open space
i : preservation. The results will help guide the Town as
it updates its 33-year-old zoning ordinance and
decides whether to participate in Wisconsin’s newly
revised farmland preservation program.

Please fill out and return the survey in the enclosed envelope by November 7, 2011. THANK YOU FOR YOUR

1. Preservation of agricultural land in the Town of Sherman is important.

__Agree ___Neutral __Disagree

2. Preservation of forested areas in the Town of Sherman is important.

___Agree ___Neutral __Disagree

3. Preservation of natural areas in the Town of Sherman is important.

_ Agree __ Neutral __ Disagree

4. How should residential and small business development occur in our rural areas? (check one)

_Scattered throughout the Town

___Concentrated in a few already developed areas like around Silver Creek, Random Lake, and Adell
___Residential and small business development should not occur in rural areas

_ Not sure

5. A revised Town of Sherman zoning ordinance should ... (check one)

___Be less restrictive
___ Be more restrictive
__Berestrictive to the same degree as the current ordinance

6a. Are you in favor of a maximum setback for new dwellings from the road right-of-way?

Yes No

6b. To avoid a site plan review process, the current maximum setback specified by the Zoning
Ordinance is 300 feet. What is your opinion of the 300 foot limit? (check one)

___Too long ___Too short __Justright __Don’t like it at all



7a. On the 2004 opinion survey, 72% of respondents agreed that a site plan showing the location of a
home on a parcel should be required of all new residential development requests and used as one
of the criteria by the Town Board to approve or disapprove the request. How do you feel about
each of the following potential “guiding principles” that might be part of a review checklist?

GUIDING PRINCIPLE Important | Not Important

Avoid siting a house or accessory building on a hilltop

The view of a house or accessory building from the road
should be limited

Avoid siting a house in the middle of a large parcel (10+ acres)

Avoid siting a driveway that splits a large parcel (10+ acres) in half

Avoid siting a house or accessory building on prime
agricultural soils

Avoid siting a driveway that crosses prime agricultural soils

Avoid forested and natural areas

7b. How should a checklist be used by the reviewers of site plans? (check one)

__ The guiding principles on a checklist should be followed all of the time, with rare exceptions

___The guiding principles on a checklist should be considered, but unique site characteristics
should take precedence

___There should not be a checklist—each site plan should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis

8. Large wind farms with dozens of towers, such as some of those in nearby counties, are regulated by
the state’s Public Service Commission (PSC). The much smaller wind energy system recently erected at
the Preder farm is regulated by a Town of Sherman ordinance. Keeping in mind that state statutes do
not allow wind towers to be restricted in a town except under narrowly defined circumstances, how
should the Town of Sherman respond to proposals for “mini” wind farms (less than 10 towers) that are
too small in total wattage to be regulated by the PSC but too large to be covered under the Town’s
current ordinance? (check one)

__ Towers should only be allowed if they are at least 1,250 feet from neighboring residences
__Towers should only be allowed if they are at least 1,800 feet from neighboring residences

If you own agricultural land, please respond to Questions #9-11. If you do not own ag land, you
may skip to Question #12 on the next page.

9. Do you currently receive farmland preservation tax credits as part of your WI income tax return?

Yes No



10. Would you like the Town of Sherman to consider participating in the state’s new farmland
preservation program (known as the Working Lands Initiative) so you might be eligible to receive
tax credits ($7.50 per acre) in the future for preserving your agricultural land?

Yes No

11. What, generally speaking, best describes your future plans? (check all that apply)

__ Keep farming in the Town of Sherman until retirement
__Move elsewhere in order to keep farming until retirement
__Pass the farm on to children or others in the next generation
__ Get out of farming as soon as practical

__Increase the size of the farm

__Decrease the size of the farm

___Split off part of your farmland for development

___Rent out all or part of your farmland

The following questions are for all residents and are intended for statistical purposes only. Responses
will remain confidential.

12. What is your age? 13. How many years have you lived in the Town of Sherman?
_Under 18 _ years ___Town property but don’t live in the
1824 Town of Sherman
_25-34
35-44
45-54 14. Do you rent or own your place of residence?

__55-64 __Rent __Own (If you own, approximately how
65-74 many acres? )

___75 or older

* Kk &

As the Town revises its zoning ordinance, it will rely on public input from citizen advisors to the
Plan Commission. If you would like to be considered for one of these advisor positions,
please contact Rhonda Klatt, the Town Clerk, by October 26, 2011.

Phone: 994-9421 (Business hours are Mon. - Wed., 2:00 - 4:00 pm)
Email: townofsherman@yahoo.com

IMPORTANT:

To protect the integrity of the survey results, only one survey will be accepted per
household. Please print your address number and road name on the line below.
When your survey arrives at the UW-Extension Office, your address will immediately
be detached from your survey to ensure the confidentiality of your responses.

(address number and road name)



Additional Comments:

After completing the survey, fold and insert into
enclosed envelope, and mail by

November 7, 2011



Appendix B - Cover Letter




October 20, 2011

Dear Town of Sherman Resident,

The Town of Sherman Plan Commission will soon begin a major revision to the Town of
Sherman Land Use and Zoning Ordinance. There are many reasons for a revision to occur at
this time.

1) The existing ordinance is over 30 years old, contains outdated terms and
concepts, and is lacking several modern land use types.

2) Because word processing software was not readily available in the early years of the
ordinance, various versions have evolved over the years—this needs to be corrected.

3) Sheboygan County is about to begin a revision of its Farmland Preservation Plan, and
this revision will likely require the Town to adjust the provisions of its Exclusive Ag
zoning district if farmland owners wish to continue to collect property tax credits.

4) The most recent citizen opinion survey, conducted in the Town seven years ago in
2004, indicated over 90% of respondents greatly valued the scenic views and open
space within the Town. However, since certain provisions within the existing Zoning
Ordinance that are intended to preserve scenic views and open space have been
guestioned by some Town residents, it will be helpful to gauge the current views of
residents and potentially consider alternatives.

5) Staff at the Sheboygan County UW-Extension Office is available at this time to assist
the Town in an ordinance revision, thus saving the Town the considerable cost of a
consultant.

The accompanying survey has been developed by the Plan Commission, Town Board, and UW-
Extension to gain input from Town residents like you prior to beginning work on the Zoning
Ordinance revision. Since the Town will also be asked by the County whether it wants to
participate in the new Farmland Preservation Program (also known as the Working Lands
Initiative), the enclosed FAQ sheet and questions #9-11 are specifically for agricultural
landowners. Agricultural landowners should respond to all of the survey questions, especially
#9-11. If you do not own agricultural and, you may ignore the FAQ sheet and questions #9-11.
In either case, please fill out and return the survey in the enclosed stamped envelope by
November 7, 2011. Results will be tabulated by UW-Extension and made public through the
Town's website (www.townofshermanwi.com) and The Sounder newspaper by year's end.

Best regards,

Town of Sherman Board and Plan Commission members




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




