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Managing systemic risks in the Croatian economy 

Boris Vujčić1 and Mirna Dumičić2 

1. Introduction 

The recent world financial and economic crisis revealed the need for a 
macroprudential approach to financial system analysis, since it has become obvious 
that a significant share of risks arises from the system itself, independently of the risks 
related to individual financial institutions. The previous regulatory framework has 
shown to be pro-cyclical, which, combined with liberalised financial systems and 
technological advancement, increased the speed and the intensity of shock 
propagation. Real output costs of extreme financial crises amount from 3% to 5% of 
world GDP (Kapp and Vega (2012)), while the social costs considerably exceed those 
amounts. All of this emphasises the necessity of identifying and monitoring systemic 
risks in order to better understand the processes of their accumulation and enable 
the preventive reaction of policy makers, which was partly missing in the “standard” 
supervision framework.  

Up to the escalation of the recent financial crisis, macroprudential policy has 
been conducted primarily by emerging market countries, while developed countries 
intensified its use after 2008. Croatia stands out as one of the countries with the most 
intensive use of macroprudential measures and instruments in the pre-crisis period 
(Lim et al (2011), Lim et al (2013)). This makes Croatia one of the rare countries with 
relevant experience in conducting macroprudential policy both in the boom and the 
bust stages of the cycle. The main goal of this paper is to describe Croatian experience 
in managing systemic risks from early 2000s to the recent period, with the focus on 
the post-crisis period when the new regulatory landscape aimed at enhancing 
systemic risk prevention and building up the resilience of the financial system has 
been created.  

The paper is divided into four sections. After the introduction, the main factors 
that encouraged the use of macroprudential policy in the pre-crisis period and the 
most important macroprudential measures are described, while the third section 
presents the main institutional and regulatory changes introduced since the onset of 
the crisis. The paper ends with the main conclusions based on the Croatian experience 
in managing systemic risk. 

2. Croatian pre-crisis experience in macroprudential policy 

The active use of macroprudential policy in Croatia in the pre-crisis period has been 
encouraged by inherent characteristics of domestic economy such as size, openness, 
extremely high and persistent deposit and credit euroisation and the insufficient level 
of domestic deposits for financing credit growth; as well as by global developments 
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such as financial liberalisation, convergence process, high global liquidity, low risk 
aversion and yield hunt in low yield environment, which stimulated strong capital 
inflows in emerging market countries (Dumičić and Šošić (2014)). 

Strong credit growth in some periods prior to the onset of the crisis has been 
several times faster than the GDP growth, and a non-negligible share of it was 
financed by foreign borrowing, mainly from parent institutions of domestic banks 
(Figures 1 and 4). The flipside of strong capital inflows were widening current account 
deficit and rapidly growing external debt, as increased aggregated demand exceeded 
short-term domestic supply and encouraged imports (Figure 3). Growing imports at 
the same time kept inflation relatively stable, but strong pressures on the prices of 
financial assets such as shares and currencies, as well as of the non-tradable goods, 
resulted in bubbles in the real estate and stock markets and put significant 
appreciation pressures on domestic currency (Rohatinski (2009); Figures 5−8).  

In addition to high euroisation (Figure 2), manoeuvring space for monetary policy 
has also been limited by the “Tošovský dilemma”, according to which in situations of 
strong capital inflows an increase in interest rates would just stimulate them 
additionally. These limitations combined with the described macroeconomic and 
financial developments encouraged the Croatian National Bank (CNB) to combine 
classical monetary policy with measures of the macroprudential characteristics. These 
measures were targeted at slowing down the accumulation of external imbalances 
and reducing credit growth rates, as well as on creating buffers against potential 
shocks. 

CNB has started using countercyclical macroprudential policy already in 20033 
(Figures 11 and 12). The most important pre-crisis measures included: 

• a high level of the general reserve requirement ratio which increased overall 
resilience of the banking sector (23.5% in early 2000 and 12.0% at the end of 
2015); 

• foreign currency interventions primarily aimed at alleviating strong appreciation 
pressures; 

• quantitative restrictions on lending (annual credit growth ceiling set at 16% in 
2003 and at 12% from 2007 to 2009) which obliged banks whose annual 
placement growth exceeded the limit to purchase compulsory CNB bills; 

• the minimum required foreign currency claims which served as the foreign 
exchange liquidity buffer (introduced in 2003 with the initial rate of 32%, 
afterwards gradually reduced to 17%); 

• the marginal reserve requirement ratio (from August 2004 to July 2006, it has 
been gradually increasing from 24% to 55%) aimed at slowing down the 
accumulation of external imbalances and strong loan growth by making foreign 
borrowing more costly;  

• the special reserve requirement ratio (set at 55% in March 2006) that served as 
additional reserve requirements on banks' liabilities arising from issued 
securities;  

 
3  For more details about the macroprudential policy of the CNB in the pre-crisis and crisis period please 
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•  increased risk weights for foreign currency and foreign currency-indexed loans 
to unhedged borrowers from 50% to 75% and from 100% to 125% in June 2006, 
respectively, and from 75% to 100% and from 125% to 150% in March 2008, 
respectively4; and  

• increased capital adequacy requirement from 10% to 12% in March 2010, which 
partially substituted the removal of higher risk weights for currency-induced 
credit risk due to harmonisation of domestic legislation with Basel II. 

The main results of these measures were slower accumulation of systemic risk 
and strengthened resilience of the financial system through more prudent risk 
management and increased liquidity and capital buffers of the banking sector as they 
encouraged banks' recapitalisation (Figure 9) and ensured the adequate level of both 
domestic and foreign currency reserves against potential shocks. Nevertheless, it 
should be noted that the efficiency of macroprudential measures was partially 
reduced due to their circumvention through the less regulated parts of financial 
system or by transferring operations from daughter banks to parent banks.  

After the onset of the crisis and a significant deterioration in financing conditions 
in international markets, CNB started gradually releasing the system reserves 
accumulated in the preceding period by removing the marginal and special reserve 
requirements, lowering the general reserve requirement ratio, reducing the minimum 
required foreign currency claims and abolishing credit growth limit (Rohatinski 
(2010)). By the end of 2012, CNB released EUR 6.1 billion, or more than 14% of GDP. 
Such measures significantly improved the liquidity of the banking system, ensured 
smooth servicing of the government’s liabilities to foreign creditors and preserved 
the stability of domestic currency against euro, which has been the key prerequisite 
for maintaining the overall financial stability (Dumičić (2015)). 

3. New institutional and regulatory changes in the 
macroprudential landscape 

The post-crisis period has been marked by several important changes on the national 
and global levels that have created a new landscape for approaching and managing 
systemic risks. The most important ones were the introduction of the Basel III and the 
establishment of the European Systemic Risk Board (ESRB) responsible for the 
macroprudential oversight of the EU financial system. With its recommendations the 
ESRB supports the development of institutions and instruments for the 
implementation of macroprudential policy. Most important recommendations from 
the Croatian perspective refer to establishing the national macroprudential mandate, 
mitigating systemic risks related to foreign currency lending and intermediate 
macroprudential objectives. Apart from these global developments, in July 2013 
Croatia entered the EU, which also induced some regulatory modifications. 

 
4  The direct impact of this measure was the decrease of the capital adequacy ratio by more than 

3.0 percentage points, which spurred capital raising by the banks and made it more costly to the 
banks, in terms of the needed capital, to extend loans denominated in the foreign currency and 
helped to modestly reduce the euroisation level of the banking system. 
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3.1 Institutional changes 

Despite the fact that the CNB has continuously focused on preserving financial 
stability, this task has not been formally allocated to the central bank. This 
encouraged the amendment of the Act on the Croatian National Bank in 2013 with 
an explicit task of contributing to the stability of the financial system.  

Apart from that, the recent financial crisis clearly pointed to the negative effects 
caused by the lack of coordination among the regulatory institutions. The ESRB 
therefore initiated the formation of macroprudential bodies whose primary task is to 
coordinate macroprudential supervision among different regulators within the 
country and on the EU level. Stimulated by this, but also by practical experience with 
problems arising from the insufficient coordination between institutions that might 
affect financial stability in the pre-crisis period, in January 2014 the Financial Stability 
Council (FSC) has been established. This inter-institutional body comprises 
representatives of the CNB, the Croatian Financial Services Supervisory Agency, the 
Ministry of Finance and the State Agency for Deposit Insurance and Bank 
Rehabilitation. Its main tasks are to identify, assess and address systemic risks, and to 
ensure cooperation and exchange of information between the competent authorities.  

This Act also defines the main and intermediate goals of macroprudential policy, 
which are in line with the ESRB Recommendation on intermediate objectives and 
instruments of macroprudential policy. Concurrent examination of the relation 
between systemic risks, intermediate objectives and the appropriate response of 
macroprudential instruments in practice has been ensured by newly developed 
framework for monitoring financial stability which supplements the regular CNB 
analysis. This macro-level approach is based on a simplified standardisation of 
systemic risk indicators and the relation between structural vulnerabilities and 
short-term developments in the financial and non-financial sectors (CNB (2015)). The 
chosen indicators are in line with the identified main and intermediate objectives of 
macroprudential policy, but they also include the specific indicators, vulnerabilities 
and measures based on monetary, macroeconomic and financial characteristics of 
domestic economy. 

3.2 New policies and measures 

New capital requirements 

The introduction of Basel III presented new and stricter international standards for 
capital and liquidity risk management. Until then, regulators have used measures of 
macroprudential characteristics in discretionary ways without specifically defined 
rules or frameworks, while the new regulation harmonises and to a certain degree 
pre-defines the use and the calibration of some instruments.  

For most of the EU countries, Basel III implied policy tightening and an increase 
in the required capital ratio, but Croatia and some other CEE countries have used 
them mostly to preserve the existing capital buffers and substitute previously used 
comparable measures. The main change was the definition of the obligation to 
maintain the required capital buffers. Up to 2014, the minimum required capital 
adequacy ratio in Croatia was set at 12%, which was higher than in other EU countries. 
At the end of 2015, the minimum capital adequacy ratio for small banks was set at 
12.0%, while for banks designated as systemically important, it amounted to 13.5% 
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According to the new regulation, the minimum proscribed capital adequacy ratio 
is 8% and comprises common equity Tier 1 capital (4.5%), additional Tier 1 capital 
(1.5%) and Tier 2 capital (2%), while capital conservation buffer was set at 2.5% of the 
total amount of risk exposure in the form of the common equity Tier 1.  

As of April 2014, credit institutions are obliged to maintain structural systemic 
risk buffer in the amount of 1.5% of the total amount of risk exposure in the form of 
the common equity Tier 1 for all banks, and additional 1.5% for large banks, 
depending on the size and complexity of their operations. Decision on the application 
of this buffer was based on the following systemic risk indicators: 

• elevated structural macroeconomic imbalances that define the probability and 
intensity of a potential shock to the financial system; 

• a high level of market concentration that increases the vulnerability of the 
financial system; 

• low liquidity of real estate markets, complicating a fast and efficient exercise of 
collateral; and  

• the operation of domestic systemically important financial institutions. 

Structural systemic risk buffer of additional 1.5% for large banks was used as a 
temporal substitute for the buffer for other systemically important institutions (O-SII).  

As of 2015, the CNB also formally traces cyclical risk related to credit activity. Due 
to the ongoing deleveraging of the households and corporate sector, the buffer rate 
is currently set at 0%. 

Measures aimed at risks related to lending in foreign currencies 

Beside many actions taken in order to mitigate risks related to high credit euroisation 
and aimed at informing and warning bank clients about potential risks, as well as at 
enhancing the management of these risks in banks by defining specific procedures 
and by increasing the costs of such lending for banks, in 2015 the CNB expanded the 
existing toolkit for dealing with these risks in the area of consumer information and 
obliged banks to illustrate the impact of potential currency and interest rate shocks 
to monthly annuity or instalments. For loans denominated in foreign currency, banks 
should also provide the comparable offer for domestic currency loans or refer the 
customer to an informative list of banks offering such loans.  

Tightened provisioning standards 

In order to deal with seizure of collateral and procedures which present obstacles to 
efficient unwinding of non-performing loans, in 2013 the CNB tightened provisioning 
standards (Figure 10). According to the new rules, if a bank does not adequately tackle 
the loan resolution process, regardless of collateral it has to increase the provisioning 
level progressively over time. They should account provisions, even if the loan is fully 
collateralised for at least 30% of loan value two years after delinquency, and then 5% 
subsequently every six months (Vujčić (2015)). This should work as an incentive to 
clean up the balance sheet in order to dispose of non-performing loans.  

Special rules for risk weights for residential real estate 

In 2014, the CNB extended the use of stricter criteria for application of risk weight of 
35% to the exposures fully and completely secured by mortgages on residential 
property.  
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Recommendation related to the risk weights for commercial real estate 

Considering the fact that the commercial real estate market in Croatia has been rather 
illiquid, the CNB recommended in 2014 that credit institutions should not apply a 
50% risk weight to exposures secured by commercial real estate, until the market 
becomes more liquid and the effectiveness of the process of forced collection is 
satisfactorily improved.  

4. Conclusion 

The recognised need for establishing an effective framework for managing 
macroprudential policy that will enable the prevention, mitigation and avoidance of 
systemic risks and the strengthening of system resilience to financial shocks has 
resulted in many regulatory and institutional changes on the global level. Prior to 
these reforms, the CNB was in the forefront even in global terms in the timely creation 
of adequate systemic risk buffers and the countercyclical conduct of macroprudential 
policy. The new regulation has provided a new set of instruments at its disposal, which 
should enable a more effective implementation of macroprudential policy. 
Nevertheless, despite the efforts to make handbooks for managing different types of 
systemic risks, Croatian experience shows that the policymakers should not focus only 
on “prescribed” tools and policy options but should also keep their eyes and minds 
open, as it is the only way to increase the chances of successfully managing systemic 
risks. 
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Figures 

  
 

Sources: Croatian National Bank; Zagreb Stock Exchange. 
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Source: Croatian National Bank; European Central Bank. 

 

Figure 11 Credit-to-GDP gap and the countercyclical implementation of CNB’s 
macroprudential policy 

 
Source: Croatian National Bank. 
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Figure 12 Selected macroprudential measures and credit growth 

 
Source: Croatian National Bank.  

 

Figure 13 Members of the Financial Stability Council 

 
Note: The line around a circle denotes a voting right.  

Source: Financial Stability Council. 

  

-5

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

12
/0

1
3/

02
6/

02
9/

02
12

/0
2

3/
04

6/
03

9/
03

12
/0

3
3/

04
6/

04
9/

04
12

/0
4

3/
05

6/
05

9/
05

12
/0

5
3/

06
6/

06
9/

06
12

/0
6

3/
07

6/
07

9/
07

12
/0

7
3/

08
6/

08
9/

08
12

/0
8

3/
09

6/
09

9/
09

12
/0

9
3/

10
6/

10
9/

10
12

/1
0

3/
11

6/
11

9/
11

12
/1

1
3/

12

%

Credit growth (year on year)
Marginal Reserve Requirement

New Decision on the Capital Adequacy  

Compulsory  CNB Bills

Compulsory CNB Bills



  

 

84 BIS Papers No 86 
 

References 

Croatian National Bank (2014): Financial Stability Report, no 12, February. 

______ (2015): Financial Stability Report, no 15, July. 

Dumičić, M (2015): “Financial stability indicators ‒ the case of Croatia”, Journal of 
Central Banking Theory and Practice, vol 5(1), pp 113–140. 

Dumičić, M and V Šošić (2014): “Credit cycles and central bank policy in Croatia: 
lessons from the 2000s”, chapter 7 in Nowotny, E, D Ritzberger-Grünwald and P Backé 
(eds) “Financial Cycles and the Real Economy: Lessons for CESEE Countries”, 
pp 96−113, Edward Elgar, Cheltenham, UK, Northampton, MA, October. 

Kapp, D and M Vega (2012): “Real output costs of financial crises: a loss distribution 
approach”, MPRA Paper, no 38988. 

Lim, C H, F Columba, A Costa, P Kongsamut, A Otani, M Saiyid, T Wezel and X Wu 
(2011): “Macroprudential policy: what instruments and how to use them? Lessons 
from country experiences”, IMF Working Paper, 11/238. 

Lim, C H, I Krznar, F Lipinsky, A Otani and X Wu (2013): “The macroprudential 
framework: policy responsiveness and institutional arrangements”, IMF Working 
Paper 13/166, July. 

Rohatinski, Ž (2009): “Economic crisis and monetary policy”, speech prepared for the 
Roundtable at the Croatian Academy of Sciences and Arts Department of Social 
Sciences, “Crisis and Economic Policy Frameworks”, Zagreb, 7 July 2009. 

______ (2010): “Monetarna politika u vrijeme krize”, speech prepared for the 
conference “Hrvatsko novčano tržište”, Opatija, 12 April 2010. 

Vujčić, B (2015): “Repairing balance sheets and other challenges ‒ case of Croatia and 
other CEE countries”, chapter in Bostjan J, C Towe, M Pinon and B Banerjee (eds), 
“Reinvigorating Credit Growth”, pp 46−52, conference proceedings, International 
Monetary Fund and Bank of Slovenia. 


	Managing systemic risks in the Croatian economy
	1. Introduction
	2. Croatian pre-crisis experience in macroprudential policy
	3. New institutional and regulatory changes in the macroprudential landscape
	3.1 Institutional changes
	3.2 New policies and measures

	4. Conclusion
	Figures
	References


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages false

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.1000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams true

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false

  /PreserveCopyPage false

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo false

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments false

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

    /SymbolMT

    /Wingdings-Regular

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 150

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 150

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.76

    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.76

    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 15

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 15

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 150

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 150

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.76

    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.76

    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 15

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 15

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 600

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000

  /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 (None)

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<





    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>







    /HUN <>

    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)

    /JPN <>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>





    /SKY <>



    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>



    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 6.0 and later.)

  >>

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [600 600]

  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]

>> setpagedevice



