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Issues and Conclusions 

Project Costs 

3.1 Defence has provided an estimated outturn cost for the redevelopment of 
the Defence Force School of Signals of $101.3 million including 
constructions costs with fit-out, professional fees furniture and fittings and 
a contingency sum.1 

3.2 While acknowledging comments made by Defence in terms of the 
justification of the project, the Committee noted during the course of the 
inquiry that in addition to the accommodation upgrade proposed, 
Simpson Barracks will also be the recipient of a major investment of 
Commonwealth funding associated with the 2nd phase of Project Single 
LEAP. 

3.3 The Committee expressed concerns that the proposed accommodation 
upgrades at Watsonia were being undertaken independently of Single 
LEAP that might rule out economies of scale. 

3.4 Defence has subsequently informed the Committee that the time-line for 
the delivery of the 2nd phase of single LEAP would not be completed until 
around 2011 – 12 whereas the current proposal would see an estimated 
completion date of 2009.  Given the identifiable demands for additional 

 

1  Appendix C, Submission No. 1, paragraph 18. 
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accommodation arising from the requirement to consolidate the various 
campuses of the DFSS, there was some degree of urgency to expedite 
work on the current project. 

3.5 That notwithstanding the Committee has learned that the estimated costs 
of providing a separate development as proposed for Simpson Barracks, 
independently of the works to be undertaken as part of Single LEAP, may 
be higher than what would be incurred under the delivery of a ‘bulk’ 
project. 

 

Recommendation 1 

 To take advantage of economies of scale the Committee recommends 
that where possible Defence consider coordinating future 
accommodation works with the phases of Single LEAP.  

Rationalisation of the DFSS 

3.6 In its Statement of Evidence, Defence explained that as a result of its 
historical single service origins, the DFSS is located across three campuses; 
two in southern Victoria (Simpson Barracks and the Maritime CIS Wing at 
HMAS CERBERUS) and one in Queensland (EW Wing at Borneo Barracks, 
Carbarlah).2   

3.7 Rationalisation of communications and information training conducted at 
the three campuses was identified as a priority in 1998 on the back of the 
Defence Efficiency Review undertaken at that time, with Simpson 
Barracks becoming the centre for the new DFSS. Arrangements to relocate 
the EW Wing at HMAS CERBERUS are in place.3   

3.8 Borneo Barracks at Carbarlah in Queensland may, subject to government 
agreement, also be relocated to Watsonia.4 

 

2  ibid, paragraph 3 
3  ibid, paragraph 4 
4  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Evidence, p. 3. 
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Recommendation 2 

 As there is some uncertainty over the relocation of the EW Wing at 
Carbarlah, the Committee recommends that Defence inform it as to the 
final decision on its future, and any savings that might be achieved if 
relocation does not proceed.  

 

Recommendation 3 

 The Committee recommends that if it is decided not to relocate 
Carbarlah to Watsonia, it be informed as to any consequential savings. 

 

3.9 The Committee drew the department’s attention to the submission from 
the Federal Member for Flinders expressing concerns that the relocation of 
the EW Wing at HMAS CERBERUS to Watsonia may have an impact on 
the economy of the town of Hastings and that the decision to relocate the 
EW Wing at HMAS CERBERUS to Watsonia should be reassessed.5  

3.10 Defence was also asked what advantages there were in the expenditure of 
significant funds to include the maritime wing at Cerberus in the current 
redevelopment when that facility was only about 2½ hours away from 
Watsonia.6 

3.11 The department replied that of nearly 800 Navy personnel located at 
HMAS CERBERUS only 50 would be relocated to Watsonia.7 

3.12 Further, Defence explained that the rationalisation of training was 
identified as a priority in 1998 and confirmed in 2002 with the 
establishment of the DFSS that would rationalise service specific training 
schools.  Since then and where possible there has been a program of 
rationalising training facilities into DFSS as a single entity.  In addressing 
the Committee’s question regarding the maritime Wing at HMAS 
CERBERUS, Defence informed the Committee that: 

…in the communications and information systems area…for the 
servicemen of …Army Navy and Air force…this business is 
largely common.  As [the services] deploy and operate in various 
parts of Australia and overseas, [we] use like equipment  and 
interoperate between ourselves…having an element dislocated by 

 

5  Submission No. 4, The Hon Greg Hunt MP, Federal Member for Flinders 
6  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Evidence, p.2 
7  ibid, p.4 
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a matter of a couple of hours does not maximise the training 
opportunity and does present …some difficulties with command 
and control direction and day-to-day management.8

3.13 Defence also informed the Committee that the relocation of the maritime 
wing was included in the total package for the works to be undertaken at 
Watsonia, and that they could not now be extracted from the overall 
project without redesign of the project, and that: 

…as difficult as those things are, in the medium to long term the 
best outcome is for the collocation of that capacity with the rest of 
it so [we] grow the capability together as a defence force.9

3.14 On the issue of the timing of the move from Cerberus to Watsonia, the 
Committee was informed that relocation would occur over the 
Christmas/New Year break 2009/10 depending on the ability of Navy to 
meet that timing.  However Defence informed the Committee that there 
were some personnel issues that Navy needed to resolve that might see 
the relocation being delayed by up to a year.10 

Efficiencies and Savings 

3.15 The Committee sought clarification on the matter of savings that Defence 
had indicated would be delivered as result of the rationalisation of DFSS 
to one campus.11 

3.16 According to the department, savings would be delivered from two 
sources; one through base operations arising from the closure of the EW 
Wing at HMAS CERBERUS, and the second from efficiencies in the 
provision of training.  Defence went on to say that while no dollar figure 
could be attached to those savings at this point in time, there: 

….may be efficiencies in the delivery of training…through the 
amalgamation of these capabilities through a reduced number of 
instructors and that type of thing.12

3.17 The Committee pointed to the last Defence Efficiency Review that was 
conducted in 1998, noting that it was some time ago, and asked whether 
Defence had any more recent experience of co-locations of Defence 

 

8  ibid, p.3 
9  ibid, p.4 
10  ibid, pps 8 and 9 
11  loc. cit. 
12  loc. cit. 
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establishments, and how successful these have been.  The Committee also 
noted that Defence had given an indication that in the case of Watsonia an 
estimated $600,000 saving would result from the present project.13 

3.18 Defence informed the Committee that the savings identified had been 
delivered by a mix of savings from lower facilities costs and efficiencies 
related to personnel.14 

3.19 The Committee was subsequently informed by Defence that from concept 
designs it was estimated that annual operating costs for the preferred 
method of delivery for the redevelopment of Watsonia will increase by 
$0.5 million annually based on scope of the development.  This is balanced 
by an estimated $1.1 million decrease in operating costs at HMAS 
CERBERUS producing the estimated savings in annual costs of $0.6 
million annually. 

Facility Occupancy 

3.20 In its Statement of Evidence, Defence proposes that the DFSS 
Redevelopment project will in part involve the construction of 216 new 
Live-in Accommodation (LIA Level 5) rooms for long-term trainees and 
the refurbishment of some existing LIA Level 3 rooms.15 

3.21 The Committee sought clarification of the occupancy levels for Watsonia, 
specifically the numbers of personnel participating on courses provided 
by the DFSS, and the number of personnel on base at any one time.16  The 
Committee also sought clarification on the effect on existing facilities at 
Watsonia should the EW Wing at Borneo Barracks Carbarlah, Queensland 
also be relocated.17 

3.22 Defence submitted that in addition to existing staff, there would be a 
further 50 personnel, and an additional 300 to 500 trainees, but that the 
possibility of the relocation of Borneo Barracks had been factored into the 
present project.18 

3.23 On the broader enquiry as to the throughput of the DFSS in its entirety, 
Defence informed the Committee that: 

13  ibid, p. 5 
14  loc. cit. 
15  Appendix C, Submission No. 1, paragraph 12 
16  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Evidence, p 5. 
17  loc. cit. 
18  loc. cit. 



  

 

14 

There are 5,000 [personnel] as an annual throughput for the school 
in its entirety….there are approximately 200, 250 to 300 for 
Cerberus, 300 to 500 for EW Wing, and the remainder are…at 
Simpson Barracks.  The longest courses that run include, firstly, in 
maritime wing at Cerberus, a nine-month initial entry training 
course for the junior sailors19. 

[Secondly]… initial entry training courses for Army’s radio and 
information systems operators run between seven and eight 
months….the longest training courses ….run are those for the 
electronic warfare operators out of Carbarlah….they are between 
nine and eleven months long.20

3.24 In response to the Committee’s request for clarification of the maximum 
capacity on base at any one time, Defence advised that: 

…on any given day the maximum capacity…is about 650 school-
wide.  Here at the base it is a bed limit, but the capacity is 650 
within the School of Signals on any given day.21

3.25 The department also submitted that maximum occupancy is 780 beds on 
base which is only achieved when there are three to four people to a room 
that translates to 450 rooms.  According to the consultant engaged by 
Defence all the courses conducted at Watsonia, including the relocation of 
the maritime wing, were analysed from the perspective of the provision of 
accommodation.  This analysis indicated the peak demand over a year, of 
which the figure of 80 percent was applied allowing for peaks and troughs 
in occupancy rates, but recognising that in times of peak demand there 
may be doubling up of four to a room.  Eighty percent currently 
represents 798 beds which can be increased by putting four to a room in 
certain blocks.22 

3.26 The Committee has subsequently received a satisfactory explanation as to 
how Defence arrived at the number of beds required for Watsonia. 

Integration of the DFSS 

3.27 As described in the Statement of Evidence submitted by Defence, the DFSS 
provides trained CIS operators and technicians on behalf of all three 
services, and the wider defence organisation.  The objective of the 

 

19  ibid, p. 6 
20  loc. cit. 
21  ibid, p.7 
22  loc. cit. 
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rationalisation of the CIS training conducted on three campuses is to 
remove the limitations on joint and networking training; to minimise 
operating expenses; to improve the effectiveness of command and control, 
knowledge and resource sharing, and develop greater interoperability 
between the services.23 

3.28 The Committee noted that in the floor plans supplied by Defence as 
attachments to its Statement of Evidence, the maritime wing appeared to 
be quarantined from other aspects of the development, and questioned the 
extent of integration that Defence indicated as important to the future of 
the DFSS.24 

3.29 Defence responded by acknowledging that some elements of the maritime 
wing would indeed move into refurbished buildings, while others, those 
engaged on top secret and secret training, would be located to specialist 
spaces in the new building.  Furthermore, according to Defence there were 
parts of the new building that would be especially adapted for use by the 
maritime wing in order to accommodate special equipment being 
transferred from CERBERUS.25 

3.30 The Committee also enquired as the status of ‘network-centric warfare’ 
noting that if there were disquiet between the arms of the services was this 
a reflection of a reluctance to embrace integration.26 

3.31 Defence explained that there was no issue surrounding communications 
per se, but in the context of the relocation of the maritime wing from 
Cerberus, there might be some issues more to do with Navy personnel 
moving from a Navy facility to one that aspires to be an integrated 
services facility.  It was further explained that in the context of ‘network-
centric warfare’ for it to be an effective network it was important that it be 
consistently applied throughout the services in terms of delivering a 
network-centric capability.27 

Decommissioning of Existing Buildings 

3.32 The Committee noted during the site inspection of Simpson Barracks that 
a number of buildings were to be decommissioned, including building 
160, but that the Master Plan for the estate contained no reference as to the 

 

23  Appendix C, Submission No. 1, paragraphs 3 and 4 
24  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Ecidence, p9 
25  loc. cit. 
26  loc. cit. 
27  ibid, pps 9 and 10 
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future of these.  The Committee queried the appropriateness of 
decommissioning structurally sound buildings that were assets, 
representing value to the taxpayer.28 

3.33 In responding, Defence informed the Committee that some of the 
buildings destined to be decommissioned were prefabricated living-in 
accommodation, while the future of others of more substantial 
construction was as yet undecided, but pending a decision they would be 
left vacant.29  

3.34 The Committee heard that the department was currently undertaking a 
regional accommodation review within the Melbourne area that would 
include consideration of the future of surplus buildings, following which 
decisions would be taken as to whether there was an opportunity to reuse 
or demolish them.30 

 

Recommendation 4 

 The Committee recommends that Defence consider the refurbishment 
of structurally sound buildings over demolition, including Building 160, 
and that this work be undertaken either as part of the current scope of 
works or when funds are available. 

Environmental Impacts 

Removal of an obsolete Fuel Depot 
3.35 In its Statement of Evidence, the scope of the proposed redevelopment of 

Simpson Barracks will also include the removal of an obsolete fuel depot.31 

3.36 The Committee was concerned as to how this would be achieved, 
particularly since in addition to removing the building, tanks and 
equipment the soil surrounding the site may also be contaminated 
through seepage and spillages.32 

 

28  ibid, p. 11 
29  ibid, p.12 
30  loc. cit. 
31  Appendix C, Submission No. 1, paragraph 12 
32  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Evidence, p. 12 
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3.37 Defence indicated that it had engaged specialist consultants to provide 
advice on the extent of the work required, and that a report had been 
prepared prescribing that the work to be undertaken should be in 
conformity with Victorian EPA-accepted guidelines, followed up by 
additional groundwater investigation if deemed necessary.33 

3.38 The Committee also heard from the specialist consultant engaged by 
Defence confirming that an investigation into the presence or otherwise of 
hydrocarbons in the soil both at the site and in the surrounding soil had 
been undertaken and that there was no evidence of any leakage of 
hydrocarbons.34 

3.39 On the basis of further information supplied by Defence the Committee 
was informed that an amount of $75,000 estimated as the cost of 
remediation works following the removal of the fuel depot was confirmed 
by specialist consultants engaged by the department to undertake the 
demolition and removal of the facility.   

3.40 The Committee was satisfied with the breakdown of estimated costs 
associated with works relating to the demolition and removal of the 
existing fuel tank depot, provided by Defence subsequent to the Inquiry. 

Energy Ratings 
3.41 The department’s Statement of Evidence states that:  

…For the new DFSS building, specific performance targets for 
energy savings, water reduction, waste reduction and construction 
management have been set, based on Defence’s Green Building 
Requirements policy and procedures.  The ESD target is to meet 
the requirements to achieve 4 star Green Star rating.35

3.42 The Committee sought confirmation that the proposed redevelopment of 
Watsonia would take into account the recommendations made by the 
Australian Greenhouse Office (AGO) with a view to ensuring that the 
highest possible energy ratings are achieved and that Defence will give 
consideration to the wattage of lighting and IT matters.36 

3.43 Defence informed the Committee that it could confirm earlier 
undertakings given in a letter to the Committee on 16th January 2007 that it 
could comply with AGO recommendations.  The department added that 
in addition to meeting the AGO’s energy requirements, the works would 

 

33  ibid, p. 13 
34  loc. cit. 
35  Appendix C, Submission No. 1, paragraphs 51 
36  Appendix D, Official Transcript of Evidence, p. 14 
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also incorporate a number of other initiatives ranging from waterless 
urinals to rainwater tanks on all of the new buildings to offset 
approximately 33 percent of toilet ablution and other amenities.37 

3.44 Defence also informed the Committee that the local water authority had 
awarded Simpson Barracks the 2005 Pathways to Sustainability Award in 
recognition of its water conservation efforts. 

 

Recommendation 5 

 The Committee recommends that the proposed Defence Force School of 
Signals redevelopment at Simpson Barracks, Watsonia, Victoria proceed 
at the estimated cost of $101.3 million excluding GST.  

 

 

 

 

 

The Hon Judi Moylan, MP 
Chair 
23 May 2007 

 

37  loc. cit. 


	Issues and Conclusions
	Project Costs
	Rationalisation of the DFSS
	Efficiencies and Savings
	Facility Occupancy
	Integration of the DFSS
	Decommissioning of Existing Buildings
	Environmental Impacts
	Removal of an obsolete Fuel Depot
	Energy Ratings




<<
  /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


