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 I have in my collection approximately 200 manuscripts relating to the 

Protectorate period. One of them, obtained from a manuscript dealer as an individual 

item and not as part of a group, has a particular interest for students of the politics of 

the period. It is an original election return of the County of Norfolk, for the 

Protectorate Parliament of 1654. This election return gives the precise number of votes 

obtained by every candidate, and was obviously written down at the ‘count’ by the 

Sheriff, who was the seventeenth century equivalent of what is today called ‘the 

returning officer’. A close study of the document yields many fascinating conclusions 

about the unpopularity of the Protectorate with the voters, while at the same time 

indicating that the voters were essentially of Parliamentary or republican sympathies, 

despite electing one prominent royalist as an obvious act of protest. Humiliation was 

heaped by the voters upon various leading pillars of the Protectorate who were not 

Norfolk men, in a manner most embarrassing to the Government.  

 

 The reasons why this document is so important are that it gives the names of all 

the candidates including the defeated ones, and additionally it gives the numbers of 

votes cast for each candidate. Even Secretary of State John Thurloe, the Protectorate’s 

spymaster, apparently did not receive or keep such documents. Amongst the Thurloe 

Papers there is a list reporting the election of Irish Members of the 1654 Parliament, but 

it only gives the names of those elected, not of those defeated, and no vote totals are 

recorded.
1
 Furthermore, this list states of ‘the Precinct of Londonderry’ (in the 

Province of Ulster): ‘No return come’,
2
 indicating that lists such as his were compiled on 

the basis of the victorious candidates appearing in the returns, whereas the document 

under our consideration here is an actual sheriff’s return rather than a list merely 

summarizing such returns. The summary of returns for Ireland was evidently supplied 

to Thurloe by Lieutenant-General Charles Fleetwood,
3
 who perhaps did not wish to 

report to London any embarrassing voting figures. This is hardly surprising, as 

Fleetwood was prominently rejected by the voters of Norfolk, as we shall see below, and 

calling attention to any figures might raise the question of his own results elsewhere!  

 

 In the document transcribed below, the first ten names on the list were selected 

to sit in the 1654 Protectorate Parliament for the County of Norfolk, and a line is drawn 

under the vote total for the tenth name on the list, indicating that those below that list 

were rejected. For purposes of clarification, I should explain that a ‘Knight of the Shire’ 

was a type of M.P.; in earlier Parliaments, each county (‘shire’) elected two ‘Knights of 

the Shire’ to sit in Parliament as representatives of the shire at large, whereas the 

remainder of M.P.s represented borough seats. This system was changed by Cromwell’s 

regime, so that in the 1654 Parliament there were many more ‘Knights of the Shire’ and 

fewer borough M.P.s. The distinguished historian Samuel Gardiner
4
 explained the 

process and the intention behind it very well, and I can do no better than to quote his 

account: 

 

 ‘So far as the elections were concerned the framers of the Instrument [i.e., The 

Instrument of Government, sworn to by Oliver Cromwell in Westminster Hall on 



December 16, 1653, by which his Protectorate Government was established] had done 

their best to secure a favourable verdict. Resting, as they did, their hopes on the middle 

class, they had dealt roughly with the small boroughs, which fell naturally under the 

influence of the neighbouring gentry. Whereas the Long Parliament [elected in 1640] 

had contained 398 borough members, there were but 133 in the Parliament of 1654. The 

University representation [i.e., the Members for Cambridge and Oxford] sank at the 

same time from 4 to 2, whilst the number of county members [i.e., ‘Knights of the 

Shire’] was raised from 90 to 265. If the small boroughs were to be disenfranchised, it 

was impossible to divide the representation in any other way. … Partly, perhaps, with a 

view to the avoidance of opposition, but still more, it may safely be conjectured, in order 

to favour the middle class, the right of voting, so far as the boroughs were concerned, 

was left untouched. … In the counties more drastic measures had been taken. The time-

honoured forty-shilling freeholder disappeared from political life, giving way to a new 

class of voters possessed of personal or real property valued at 200 pounds – equivalent 

to at least 800 pounds at the present day [1903].’
5
  

 

 Hence it was that in this Parliament, the County of Norfolk ceased to be 

represented by only two county M.P.s, and instead came to be represented by ten. The 

text of the document follows: 

 

 

 
[Official Election Return for the County of Norfolk:] 

 

 
1654 [July] 

 

By the Lord Protector Cromwells Writ Ten Persons were chosen out of the following 

Number that stood to be Knights of the Shire. 

 

Sir W
m

 Doyley
6
    2501 

Sir John Hobart
7
   2152 

Sir Ralph Hare
8
   1539 

Robert Wilton
9
   1555 

Thomas Sotherton
10

   1513 

Robert Wood
11

   1369 

Philip Wodehouse
12

   1439 

Philip Bedingfield
13

   1378 

Thomas Weld
14

   1753 

Tobias Frere
15

   1167 

     ____ 

L
d
 Fleetwood Deputy Ireland

16
 1054 

Brampton Gurdon
17

     857 

Colonel Rob. Jeremy 
18

    647 

Major Haynes
19

     501 

Henry King
20

      601 

S
r
 John Palgrave

21
     549 



M
r
 Buller of Geyst

22
     578 

Philip Skippon
23

     586 

Charles Geo. Cock
24

   1040 

 

 
An engraved portrait of Lieutenant General Charles Fleetwood, done from an oil portrait of him which is now 

believed to be lost (From my collection).  

 

It is interesting that in the above list, a major stalwart of the Protectorate, 

Lieutenant General Charles Fleetwood, who had been appointed by Cromwell as Lord 

Deputy [equivalent to Viceroy] of Ireland, and who was Cromwell’s own son-in-law (he 

was second husband of Cromwell’s oldest daughter, Bridget), was unable to attract 

sufficient support from the voters to make it into the top ten. The following year, in 

1655, Fleetwood would be appointed as ‘Major General’ (i.e. military governor) for the 

Eastern District of England, and Norfolk was part of this district, hence would come 

directly under his official command. His rejection by the voters there only a year earlier 

would have been a serious embarrassment, as he could only manage to come eleventh in 

a county which he was shortly to rule.  

 

Also unable to obtain sufficient voter support was Major General Philip 

Skippon, an older man who had served with considerable distinction as one of the more 

successful generals on the Parliament side during the Civil War. The fact that these two 

pillars of Cromwell’s government were rejected by the voters indicates serious lack of 

public support for the military government of the Protectorate. However, Fleetwood 

was elected three times over anyway, as Knight of the Shire for Oxfordshire, as M.P. for 

the Wiltshire borough seat of Marlborough, and simultaneously for the Oxfordshire 

borough seat of Woodstock).
25

 Cromwell was obviously taking no chances, and put him 

up as a simultaneous candidate in four different places (though his standing for the 

County of Norfolk has apparently not previously been known or recorded), so he got 

into the Parliament despite his rejection by the voters of Norfolk. 



 

 
A contemporary engraved portrait of Major General Philip Skippon, published in 1649. This appeared as an 

illustration in John Leycester, The Civill Warres of England, London, 1649, and is from a copy of the book in 

my personal collection. 

 

Philip Skippon was also nevertheless elected for Norfolk in a roundabout way, 

having stood also to be a borough M.P. at Kings Lynn, called then Lyn Regis (and mis-

named ‘Lyme’ in the Dictionary of National Biography entry for Skippon), one of only 

three borough seats permitted to hold elections in that county in 1654. In this borough 

seat, where it was easier to exert influence over the election result, Skippon was 

returned, despite being rejected by the voters of the county at large.
26

 In the list as 

recorded by Browne Willis from official documents in London, Skippon is further 

described as ‘one of his Highness’s Council’. ‘His Highness’ is of course Oliver 

Cromwell at this period. The ‘Council’ is the governing body, the Council of State. 

Skippon was named a peer by Cromwell in 1657 and died in 1660. 

 

Two men elected as Knights of the Shire in the above list are further 

distinguished in Browne Willis’s list (Ibid., pp. 263-4) as being ‘Senior’, i.e. to 

distinguish them from their sons of the same name: these were Robert Wood and Philip 

Bedingfield.  

 

In the succeeding Protectorate Parliament of 1656, where tighter control was 

exercised over the election process, Charles Fleetwood heads the list of elected Knights 

of the Shire for Norfolk, so Cromwell’s regime was successful at getting him in on the 

second attempt, presumably by intimidation. (Fleetwood was also simultaneously 

elected as the leading Knight of the Shire for Oxfordshire, just to be on the safe side.) In 

Willis’s list for 1656, both Hobart and Hare are described as baronets. In 1656, Charles 

George Cock, who had been unsuccessful as a knight of the shire in 1654, managed to 

get in at Great Yarmouth. In 1656, the following 1654 knights of the shire did not 

manage to get elected: Philip Bedingfield, Thomas Weld, and Tobias Frere. Their places 



were taken by Fleetwood, John Buxton, and Sir Horatio Townshend, Bart. Of these, Sir 

Horatio Townshend (born circa 1630, died 1687) became a member of the Council of 

State in 1659, was active in the restoration of Charles II in 1660, and was ennobled by 

Charles II as First Baron Townshend in 1661, and raised higher as Viscount 

Townshend in 1682. 

 

As can be seen, eight of the nineteen men who stood for election as Knights of the 

Shire for Norfolk had for years been members of the Norfolk Committee, the committee 

established by Parliament at the commencement of the Civil war to run the county. It 

was natural for them to attempt to continue their control of the county and to wish to 

represent Norfolk in Parliament, as they had been running its affairs for years. Many of 

them were not of true gentry status, but were of what was then called ‘the middling 

sort’, which is why so little information is available concerning them and their family 

backgrounds. Three others of the nineteen men, as has been seen, were clearly attempts 

by the Cromwell regime to impose its own men on the county, and at the county level, 

all three were soundly rejected. This fact, together with the triumph of an overt royalist, 

Sir William Doyley, indicates the level of opposition to the Protectorate in Norfolk in 

1654. However, of the ten men elected as knights of the shire, no less than seven had 

been Parliament’s commissioners on the Norfolk Committee. The fact that they were 

still so popular after years of rule indicates more than familiarity with local 

personalities, it appears to show that Norfolk was not hostile to the Parliamentary 

cause, but merely to the Protectorate. 

 

                                                
1
 ‘A List of the Persons Elected to Sit in Parliament for Ireland’, in Birch, Thomas, ed., A Collection of the State 

Papers of John Thurloe, 7 vols., London, 1742, Vol. II, pp. 445-6. I might point out that the ‘Colonel Hawson’ 

mentioned on the list should be Colonel [John] Hewson, and the ‘Colonel Axtle’ should be Colonel [Daniel] 

Axtell. 
2
 Ibid., p. 446. 

3
 The previous document appearing in The Thurloe Papers is a letter from Fleetwood to Thurloe dated July 12, 

1654, saying ‘We have received the writs for elections, which will suddenly be sent unto the respective sheriffs.’ 
4
 It is an interesting fact that Samuel Gardiner was a direct descendant of General Henry Ireton, Oliver 

Cromwell’s son-in-law. 
5
 Gardiner, Samuel Rawson, History of the Commonwealth and Protectorate 1649-1659, 4 vols., London, 1903, 

Vol. III, p. 172. 
6
 Sir William Doyley, or D’Oyley, had been knighted by Charles I on July 9, 1642 (William A. Shaw, The 

Knights of England, London, 1906, Vol. II, p. 209). He was a royalist supporter during the Civil War and fled to 

Holland. After the end of the war, he returned home and came to terms with the Cromwellian regime. The fact 

that he topped the poll in Norfolk in such dramatic fashion shows a distinct royalist tinge to popular opinion in 

Norfolk in 1654. 
7
 Sir John Hobart, Baronet, of Chapel Field and of Blickling, was one of the two knights of the shire for Norfolk 

in the Long Parliament of 1640, elected as a recruiter M.P. to fill a vacancy. Hobart was a member of the 

Norfolk Committee appointed by the Parliament at the commencement of the Civil War to run the county. 
8
 Sir Ralph Hare of Stow Bardolph was an elderly man in 1654. He had been created a Knight of the Bath at the 

coronation of King James I on July 25, 1603 (Ibid., Vol. I, p. 156). He must therefore have been in his seventies 

by the time of his election in 1654.  
9
 Robert Wilton of Wilby was a member of the Norfolk Committee. 

10
 Thomas Sotherton of Taverham was a member of the Norfolk Committee. His family in earlier generations 

had been a Norwich family, which had provided many civil dignitaries to that town. 
11

 Robert Wood, Senior, was a member of the Norfolk Committee. 
12

 Philip Wodehouse, or Woodhouse, was probably son of Sir Thomas Wodehouse, Baronet (1585-1658), who 

had been M.P. for Thetford (in Norfolk) in the Long Parliament of 1640. His father, Sir Philip, the first baronet, 

who died in 1623, had also been an M.P. The borough seat of Thetford was abolished in the Protectorate and 

returned no M.P.s. The Wodehouses, seated at Thetford, had been prominent in the county for centuries. Unable 



                                                                                                                                                  
to stand in the family borough seat, Philip Wodehouse came seventh in the election for the county-wide seats. 

Wodehouse was a member of the Norfolk Committee. 
13

 Philip Bedingfield, Senior, was of an old Norfolk family, seated at Ditchingham. Anthony Bedingfield, 

doubtless a near relation, was M.P. for Dunwich in Suffolk in both the Short and Long Parliaments of 1640; 

Thomas Bedingfield, probably Anthony’s father, had been M.P. for Dunwich in 1621. Bedingfield was a 

member of the Norfolk Committee. 
14

 Thomas Weld was a member of the Norfolk Committee. 
15

 Tobias Frere of Roydon. 
16

 Lord Deputy Lieutenant-General Charles Fleetwood, Lord Deputy of Ireland, and from 1655 ‘Major-General’ 

for the Eastern District of England including Norfolk. 
17

 Brampton Gurdon was a member of the Rump Parliament, elected as a recruiter M.P. for Sudbury in Suffolk 

in 1645. He was undoubtedly the son of the radical M.P. John Gurdon of Great Wenham, Suffolk, who was 

M.P. for Ipswich in the Long Parliament of 1640, and whose own father had been named Brampton Gurdon, and 

who died 1649, having been Sheriff of Suffolk and M.P. for Sudbury in Suffolk in 1621. Sudbury was obviously 

a borough seat traditionally under the control of the Gurdon family. But Sudbury was in Suffolk, not in Norfolk, 

where Gurdon stood unsuccessfully in 1654. The Brampton Gurdon of the 1654 list was known as ‘Brampton 

Gurdon Junior’ until 1649 when his grandfather died (Ibid., p. 250, where he is entered as ‘Junior’).  
18

 Colonel Robert Jeremy or Jermy of Bayfield was a member of the Norfolk Committee. During the Second 

Civil War in 1648, Jeremy had served as a Major in the Norfolk Militia, and was specially praised by General 

Fairfax as being ‘a faithful and stout commander’ in the struggle against the renascent royalists (R. W. Ketton-

Cremer, Norfolk in the Civil War, London, 1969, p. 352). 
19

 Major Hezekiah Haynes was a New Model Army officer who had served as Major under Charles Fleetwood 

when he was Colonel of the Fourth Regiment of Horse. In the New Model Army, horse regiments did not have 

lieutenant-colonels, so that directly under the colonel was the major. (Lieutenant-colonels only existed in the 

foot regiments.) Haynes was not Fleetwood’s original Major, - that had been Thomas Harrison the regicide, nor 

was he even one of Fleetwood’s original captains. Harrison was promoted to Colonel in June, 1647, and was 

first replaced as Major by Captain William Coleman (Robert K. G. Temple, ‘The Original Officer List of the 

New Model Army’, Bulletin of the Institute of Historical Research, Volume LIX, No. 139, May, 1986, p. 64). 

Coleman was in turn succeeded by Haynes in 1649. Coming from Fleetwood’s old regiment, Haynes was very 

much a protégé of Fleetwood, which is why he stood with him for Knight of the Shire of Norfolk. Both, of 

course, were rejected by the voters. Later Haynes had served in Scotland in the early 1650s and in 1657 was 

serving under Colonel Henry Lillingston. Haynes became a Lieutenant-Colonel by 1658. He was denounced to 

Parliament by an anonymous informer in 1658 for being an irreligious drunkard who was ‘against all profession 

of godlynesse’ (Sir Charles Firth and Godfrey Davies, The Regimental History of Cromwell’s Army, Oxford, 

1940, pp. 689-91, and 679, and 95).  
20

 Henry King is unfortunately apparently unknown, and I can find no trace of him. 
21

 Sir John Palgrave, Baronet, of North Barningham, was one of the two Knights of the Shire for Norfolk in the 

Long Parliament of 1640, elected as a recruiter M.P. to fill a vacancy in 1647. 
22

 Roger Bulwer or Buller of Guestwick  
23

 Major General Philip Skippon was not a Norfolk man, but was a Londoner, and became ‘Major General’ for 

the London District under the Cromwellian regime. He had been M.P. for Barnstaple in Devon in the Long 

Parliament, having been elected as a recruiter M.P. in 1646. 
24

 Charles George Cock, who is listed as Cock by Browne Willis in the returns of the Parliament of 1656, is later 

listed by Willis as Cook for the Parliament of 1658/9 (Ibid., p. 290), and thus may have been of the family of  

the royalist Henry Coke (1591-1661) of Thorington, Suffolk, who was M.P. for Dunwich in the Long 

Parliament of 1640, and was fourth son of the famous Chief Justice Sir Edward Coke (died 1634). Henry Coke’s 

brother John Coke was based at Holkham, and was thus a Norfolk man rather than a Suffolk man; furthermore, 

he was a Parliamentarian sympathiser. It is highly possible that Charles George Cock was therefore the son of 

John Coke of Holkham in Norfolk. The spellings of Cock/Coke/Cook at that time were often interchangeable.  
25

 Willis, Browne, Notitia Parliamentaria, London, 1750, pp. 264, 267. 
26

 Ibid., p. 264. 



<<
  /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 false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /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 (None)
  /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 [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


