
On March 1, 2013, procedural rules governing dis-
missals and expedited actions took effect in Texas.1 Those
updates were made in response to the passage of House
Bill 2741 during the 82nd Session in 2011 and were
meant to reduce the expense and delay of litigation while
maintaining fairness to litigants.2 Among other changes,
the rules modified the pleading requirements for alleging
damages (Rule 47), modified the discovery control plan
levels (Rule 190), and set out expedited action proced-
ural rules (Rule 169).3 While the effect of these changes
on the efficiency and cost of litigation remains to be seen,
these rules have the potential to impact the ability of
defendants to seek removal of cases to federal court on
the basis of diversity jurisdiction.

BASICS OF DIVERSITY JURISDICTION
Federal district courts have original jurisdiction of

civil actions in which the parties are citizens of different
states and the amount in controversy exceeds $75,000.4

Although establishing diversity between the parties is rela-
tively easy, determining whether the amount in contro-
versy requirement is satisfied is often tricky. The burden5

to show proper diversity jurisdiction is always placed on
the party seeking removal.6 A party seeking removal can
establish the amount in controversy requirement in one
of three ways: (1) when the initial pleading seeks recov-
ery of an explicitly stated amount of damages more than
$75,000; (2) by showing, under a preponderance of the
evidence standard, that it is facially apparent from the
pleading that the claims are likely to exceed $75,000;
or (3) by presenting summary judgment-type evidence
showing, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the
amount in controversy is likely to exceed $75,000.7

A critical factor to diversity jurisdiction removal,
however, is the timing.8 Under 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b)(1), a
case must be removed within 30 days of service of an ini-
tial pleading “when that pleading affirmatively reveals on
its face that the plaintiff is seeking damages in excess of
the minimum jurisdictional amount of the federal court.”9

The petition must be read carefully, because all four fed-
eral districts in Texas have issued opinions holding that
the removal period can be triggered by receipt of an ini-
tial pleading even when that pleading does not identify a
specific amount of damages.10 A plaintiff’s pleading can be
found facially apparent to exceed $75,000 even if the

pleading describes only the general nature of the plaintiff’s
injuries and identifies the desired categories of damages.11

In cases where the amount in controversy cannot be
immediately determined, a notice of removal is timely
filed within 30 days after receipt by the removing party of
an amended pleading, motion, order, or other paper from
which it may first be ascertainable that the case is one
that is or has become removable.12 The 5th Circuit fol-
lows the rule set forth by the 10th Circuit in DeBry v.
Transamerica Corp. that the information allegedly start-
ing the time limit for a notice of removal under §1446(b)
must be “unequivocally clear and certain.”13 The obvious
issue, however, is that the determination of what consti-
tutes “unequivocally clear and certain” information is left
solely to the discretion of the district court,14 and the
court’s decision to remand a case based upon a defect in
removal procedure or lack of subject matter jurisdiction is
not reviewable on appeal.15

THE NEW RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE
Two of these rule changes are important to the issue of

removal and diversity jurisdiction.
First, Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 47 was modified

to require an original petition to contain a statement that
the party seeks:

(1) only monetary relief of $100,000 or less, including
damages of any kind, penalties, costs, expenses,
pre-judgment interest, and attorney fees; or

(2) monetary relief of $100,000 or less and non-mon-
etary relief; or 

(3) monetary relief of more than $100,000 but not
more than $200,000; or 

(4) monetary relief of more than $200,000 but not
more than $1,000,000; or 

(5) monetary relief of more than $1,000,000.16

The current Rule 47 is a significant departure from its
predecessor, which permitted “only the statement that
the damages sought are within the jurisdiction limits of
the court.”17

Second, the discovery control plan levels were modi-
fied in a significant manner. Prior to the 2013 revisions, a
level one discovery control plan applied to suits involv-
ing $50,000 or less; a level two discovery plan therefore
applied to those suits involving $50,000 or more.18 Now,
a level one discovery control plan applies only to those
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cases governed by the Rule 169 expedited action
process.19 Under Rule 169(a), the expedited action process
applies to cases in which the claimant affirmatively
pleads that they seek only monetary relief aggregating
$100,000 or less, including damages of any kind, penal-
ties, costs, expenses, pre-judgment interest, and attorney
fees. A level two discovery control plan applies to all
other cases, except those in which a level three discovery
control plan is sought and ordered by the court.20

PLEADINGS AND THE AMOUNT IN CONTROVERSY
Given that Rule 47’s pleading requirements now obli-

gate plaintiffs to allege, at minimum, that they seek mon-
etary relief of $100,000, one issue that has arisen is
whether Rule 47 has the practical effect of making every
case automatically removable. Although the 5th Circuit
has yet to address this issue, several district courts have
concluded that a Rule 47(c)(1) pleading, by itself, does
not automatically support removal.21

For example, Chief U.S. District Judge Ron Clark of
the Eastern District of Texas found that the language of
Rule 47(c)(1) did not establish that a plaintiff ’s damages
were more than $75,000; merely that the damages were
less than $100,000.01.22 According to Clark, because a
claim for $100,000 or less was not an assertion of an
explicitly stated amount of damages, the defendant had
the burden to show that damages were likely to exceed
$75,000 under either the facially apparent or the sum-
mary judgment-type evidence standard.23 Similarly, Judge
John McBryde of the Northern District of Texas found
that a plaintiff ’s allegation that they were seeking mone-
tary relief of $100,000 or less “is not tantamount to a
claim that the party is seeking ‘at least $75,000’ ... as
required to establish diversity jurisdiction.24,25

The takeaway from Rule 47(c)’s current pleading
requirements is that if a plaintiff asserts recovery by
pleading the language of Rule 47(c)(3)-(5), the amount
in controversy requirement would be satisfied under the
“facially apparent” removal standard, and the 30-day
removal deadline begins to run from the date of service.
Claims pled under Rule 47(c)(1)-(2), however, are most
likely not automatically removable; the defendant should
be able to do more than just point to a Rule 47(c)(1) or
(2) pleading to show that damages are likely to exceed
$75,000. Further, a plaintiff ’s act of pleading for damages
of $100,000 or less should not bar a defendant from seek-
ing removal beyond 30 days from service, so long as it
becomes ascertainable that the amount in controversy is
likely to exceed $75,000.

THE EFFECT OF LEVEL TWO DISCOVERY CONTROL PLANS
Under Rule 47(c), there are only two instances when

a petition can properly contain a plea for damages of

$100,000 or less: when the claim is simply for monetary
damages of no more than $100,000 or when the claim
seeks up to $100,000 and non-monetary relief.26 The first
instance is governed by a level one discovery control plan.
The second instance is governed by a level two discovery
control plan or, upon court order, a level three plan.

To this author’s knowledge, one issue yet to be
addressed by district courts is whether the act of pleading
for a level two discovery control plan, without a claim for
non-monetary relief and without alleging any informa-
tion about damages, makes the claim removable. In those
circumstances, a defendant could argue that the plain-
tiff ’s petition could only be seeking damages in excess of
$100,000, and therefore, by virtue of a plea for a level two
discovery control plan alone, it is facially apparent that
the petition seeks damages in excess of $75,000. The
above position finds support within the revised rules of
procedure; a claim simply for monetary relief of less than
$100,000 cannot be governed by a level two plan, and a
level two plan seeking less than $100,000 requires the
inclusion of non-monetary damages.27 Furthermore, at
least one district court, albeit under the old pleading
rules, seems to support such an interpretation.28

Given that federal courts have yet to weigh in on this
scenario, defendants contemplating removal should be
aware of the issues present in this situation. If a defendant
declines to remove a case, there is the possibility that fed-
eral courts could determine that the removal deadline for
this type of petition scenario began running immediately
upon service of the lawsuit. While it may be harsh to penal-
ize a defendant for not removing a case when the plaintiff
failed to comply with the pleading rules, the federal court’s
inquiry is not whether the plaintiff complied with the
pleading rules, but rather whether it was ascertainable from
the petition that the amount in controversy was likely to
exceed $75,000 at the time the petition was served.29

Even though the removing party in this scenario may
risk having the case remanded back to state court, there
may be several benefits to seeking removal: (1) the defen-
dant may obtain clarification regarding the amount in
controversy without waiving their right to seek removal;
(2) if the case is remanded, the defendant obtains a court
order that the amount in controversy was not established
by the plaintiff’s pleading, therefore preserving the defen-
dant’s right to later seek removal if additional information
is obtained regarding damages; or (3) the district court
may find that removal was proper under the facially appar-
ent removal standard.

RULES OF THUMB FOR PARTIES REGARDING REMOVAL
When contemplating the allegations in a petition,

plaintiffs and defendants should also remember four addi-
tional things:
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1) At least according to the Southern District of
Texas, Rule 47(c)’s damage ranges seeking
$100,000 or less do not prevent a case from being
removed to federal court.30 Simply complying with
Rule 47(c), without more, is likely insufficient to
guarantee a case remains in state court. Counsel
need to be aware of the proper, legally binding
methods to prevent a defendant from removing a
case if the plaintiff wishes to avoid federal court. 

2) Specifying an amount of money in an ad damnum
clause, even one that states the claimant seeks dam-
ages for less than $75,000, may not bar a case from
being properly removed to federal court.31 Texas law
has never permitted a plaintiff to plead that he or she
seeks damages not to exceed $75,000, and federal
courts have almost universally rejected or disregarded
those pleading provisions when evaluating whether
removal was proper or whether remand was required. 

3) Categories of damages can permit removal of a case
just as easily as allegations regarding the range of dam-
ages or the amount in controversy. Defendants must
pay attention to the general allegations regarding
injuries contained within a petition and the cate-
gories of damages sought. The 5th Circuit has already
sustained the removal of a case under the facially
apparent standard based solely on these factors.32

Plaintiffs seeking to remain in state court should avoid
pleading allegations describing the injuries, treatment,
or damages received and should stick to basic state-
ments about the claim. The plaintiff’s petition only
needs to provide the defendant with fair notice of the
basis for liability against the defendant under the
pled cause(s) of action. Plaintiffs should also be aware,
in advance, of the types of damages they will seek and
avoid pleading categories of damages, such as lost
earnings, if those damages aren’t applicable or desired.

4) The simplest way for a plaintiff to avoid removal of a
claim to federal court is to file a separate stipulation
document or affidavit along with her petition, or at
any time prior to removal, stating that she will not
seek or accept an award of more than $75,000.33 Any
plaintiff seeking to avoid removal should file such a
stipulation or affidavit because this will bar removal as
a matter of law. In contrast, one of the simplest ways
for a defendant to gather evidence that the amount in
controversy may exceed $75,000 is to send a timely
correspondence asking the plaintiff to stipulate that
he or she will not seek or accept an award of more
than $75,000. Federal courts evaluating amount-in-
controversy issues have taken a plaintiff’s refusal to
stipulate damages of $75,000 or less as some evidence
(although not dispositive by itself) that the amount in
controversy exceeds $75,000.34

TBJ

NOTES
1. See Misc. Docket No. 13-9022. 
2. See Misc. Docket No. 12-9191.  
3. See Misc. Docket No. 13-9022.  
4. 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a)(1). 
5. The initial notice of removal needs to include only a plausible allegation that the

amount in controversy exceeds the jurisdictional threshold; evidentiary submis-
sions are not necessary. See Dart Cherokee Basin Operating Co., LLC v. Owens, 135
S. Ct. 547, 549 (2014). The burden arises only when federal jurisdiction is chal-
lenged. See id. at 550.

6. Allen v. R & H Oil & Gas, Co., 63 F.3d 1326, 1335 (5th Cir. 1995). 
7. Gebbia v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 233 F.3d 880, 883 (5th Cir. 2000).
8. See 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b)(1); 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b)(2)(B).
9. Bosky v. Kroger Texas, LP, 288 F.3d 208, 210 (5th Cir. 2002) (referencing a stan-

dard articulated by Chapman v. Powermatic, Inc., 969 F.2d 160, 163 (5th Cir. 1992)).
10.  See, e.g., Napier v. Humana Marketpoint, Inc., 826 F.Supp.2d 984, 987-88 (N.D. Tex.

2011); Salomon v. Wells Fargo Bank, 2010 WL 2545593, at *3-4 (W.D. Tex. June 21,
2010); Century Assets Corp. v. Solow, 88 F.Supp.2d 659, 662-63 (E.D. Tex 2000);
Carleton v. CRC Indus., Inc., 49 F.Supp.2d 961, 963 (S.D. Tex. 1999).

11.  See, e.g., Gebbia, 233 F.3d at 881, 883.
12.  See 28 U.S.C. §1446(b)(3).
13.  Bosky, 288 F.3d at 211 (referencing 601 F.2d 480, 488-90 (10th Cir. 1979)).
14. See, e.g., Vielma v. ACC Holding, Inc., 2013 WL 3367494, at *1-4 (W.D. Texas

April 16, 2013) (in which the district court concluded that it was readily ascer-
tainable that a case was removable immediately after being filed, despite both
parties agreeing that the case was not removable at that time).

15. 28 U.S.C. § 1447(d); see Kircher v. Putnam Funds Trust, 547 U.S. 633, 640-41 (2006).
16. See TEX. R. CIV. P. 47(c) (2013).
17. See TEX. R. CIV. P. 47(b) (2012).
18. Compare, TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.2 (2012), with TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.3 (2012).
19. TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.2 (2013).
20. TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.3(a) (2013).
21. See, e.g., Nielson v. Communications Components, Inc., 2013 WL 6253647, at *1

(E.D. Tex. Dec. 3, 2013); Wilson v. JPMorgan Chase Bank Nat. Ass’n, 2013 WL
5952576, at *3 (N.D. Tex. Nov. 7, 2013).

22. Nielson, 2013 WL 6253647, at *1. 
23. Id.
24. Wilson, 2013 WL 5952576, at *3. 
25. To the author’s knowledge, the Southern and Western districts of Texas have not

yet addressed this issue.
26. TEX. R. CIV. P. 47(c)(1)-(2).
27. Compare, TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.2 and TEX. R. CIV. P. 169(a), with TEX. R. CIV. P. 190.3.
28.  See Dean v. Accenture Federal Services, LLC, 2011 WL 6355298, at *3 (W.D. Tex.

Dec. 19, 2011) (Rodriguez, J.) (level two discovery plan’s requirement of a minimum
of $50,000 in damages, along with other general allegations, supported removal).

29. See, e.g., Vielma, 2013 WL 3367494, at *5 (alleged $75,000 damage limitation
was improper, and defendant should have known the amount in controversy was
likely to exceed $75,000 based on the alleged damages).

30. See, e.g., Garcia v. Kellogg USA, Inc., 2013 WL 4735169, at *1 n.17 (S.D. Tex.
Sept. 3, 2013).

31. See, e.g., 28 U.S.C. § 1446(c)(2)(ii) (the sum demanded in good faith is deemed
the amount in controversy, unless state practice does not permit the demand for
the specific sum or permits recovery of damages in excess of the amount demanded);
De Aguilar v. Boeing Co., 47 F.3d 1404, 1410 (5th Cir. 1995); Penn v. Home Depot
U.S.A., Inc., 2013 WL 6859119, at *2 (S.D. Tex. Dec. 30, 2013); Wilson v. Hibu,
Inc., 2013 WL 5803816, at *5 (N.D. Tex. Oct. 28, 2013); Garcia, 2013 WL
4735169, at *1; Hernandez v. Sikorsky Support Services, Inc., 2013 WL 4479065, at
*1 (S.D. Tex. Aug. 19, 2013); Vielma, 2013 WL 3367494, at *6 n.4; Martin v.
Southwest PCS, LP, 2003 WL 22477692, at *3 (W.D. Tex. Nov. 3, 2003).

32. See, Gebbia, 233 F.3d at 881, 883.
33. See, e.g., De Aguilar, 47 F.3d at 1411-12; Wilson, 2013 WL 5803816, at *6 Her-

nandez, 2013 WL 4479065, at *2; Williams v. Companion Prop. & Casualty. Ins.
Co., 2013 WL 2338227, at *2-3 (S.D. Tex. May 27, 2013); Blanco v. Wal-Mart
Stores Tex., L.L.C., 2011 WL 3681560, at *1 n.2 (W.D. Tex. July 15, 2011).

34. Calloway v. BASF Corp., 810 F.supp. 191, 193 (S.D. Tex 1993); Johnson v. Dillard
Dept. Store, 836 F. Supp. 390, 394 (N.D. Tex. 1993); Noyola v. State Farm Lloyds,
2013 WL 3353963, at *4 (S.D. Tex. July 3, 2013); Rawlings v. Travelers Property
Casualty Ins. Co., 2008 WL 2115606, at *9 (N.D. Tex. 2008); Fredrichs v. Time
Ins. Co., 2007 WL 1624310, at *3 (E.D. Tex. 2007).

NEAL A. HOFFMAN
is an associate of Brown Sims in Houston. His practice is focused upon state and fed-
eral personal injury defense, insurance defense, and commercial litigation.



<<
  /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


