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Abstract
This article presents responses from a range of Australian scholars on communication research

and teaching in the context of a roundtable in celebration of the 40th anniversary of the

Australian Communication Association (ACA), the precursor organisation to the Australian and

New Zealand Communication Association (ANZCA). Emphasising the range and diversity of

approaches and epistemologies in this field, the roundtable invited a ‘situated’ response to ques-

tions considering scholarship, frameworks, and theoretical perspectives useful in thinking through

the near and mid-term challenges facing the area. Emerging from the exercise is a snapshot of dif-

ferent agendas for research and teaching, many of them future-oriented and reformist in their

emphasis on responsible practice and social change.
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Introduction1

The Australian Communication Association (ACA), the precursor to today’s Australian and New
Zealand Communication Association (ANZCA), recently reached a 40-year milestone. To mark
the occasion, the 2020 conference convened a group of scholars to discuss the history, present
and future of communication research and teaching. In doing so we purposely sought to make
room for a plurality of agendas, and value different perspectives on communication research and
teaching. We are not the first to put a premium on a plurality of views. As Robert Norton noted:

An advantage of the size of the ACA and the Australian Communication Community is we are forced to
confront a range of theories and epistemologies and their underlying world views. (Norton, 1992: 43)

This passage underlines the often taken for granted reality that, in forums such as ANZCA and
ACA, many different perspectives and traditions of thinking about, and working with, communi-
cation are brought together ‘in the same room’. The quotation stands within a long line of thinking
about ‘eclecticism’, and the generalist character of the Association, as one of its great strengths (see
Petelin, 2013: 7).2

Over the last 40 years, different views of communication and the problem of communication
have proliferated (see Peters, 1999; Waisbord, 2019). It is important to acknowledge a number
of developments which have recast the terrain in which communication scholars teach and research.
This includes the diverse range of scholarship covered by ANZCA and contestations around the
standing of the field in Australasia and beyond (see Maras, 2020). In addition, communication
research has been shaped by a shifting institutional terrain, with many scholars experiencing the
challenges of restructure and new forms of precarity. Of course, COVID-19 has also accelerated
challenges facing the sector as a whole, with simultaneous declines in revenues, additional work-
load, and the impacts of redundancies affecting many universities.

On the level of broader communication scholarship we can also highlight several key develop-
ments. These include (inter alia) the enormous challenges associated with changes in the media
landscape and incorporating digital convergence and globalization, the emergence of different
interest groups and internet, network and software studies; the emergence, growth and transform-
ation of journalism studies; the rapid emergence of research around platforms and data, and with it
transformations in research design and digital methods. We have also seen the rise and increased
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prominence of very significant areas of research in disability studies and Indigenous and environ-
mental communication, which inter-connects with critical race and gender studies.

This changing field set the scene for the roundtable. Participants were encouraged to adopt a
‘situated’ approach to the key challenges presently facing the area, and what this will mean for
the way in which we teach and research communication in the near to middle future. The group
were invited to discuss their own work and discipline area, and focus in on a recognised part of
the disciplinary landscape they inhabit, or to focus on the problems they were working with.
This article bears traces of its origins at a conference panel conceived originally in hybrid form
and across four time zones during the COVID-19 pandemic. Emerging from the exercise is a snap-
shot of different agendas for research and teaching, many of them future-oriented and reformist in
their emphasis on responsible practice and social change.

Gerard Goggin

Every national context has their own institutional or other configurations of communication. Look
across the world – and I do so through an International Association for Media and Communication
Research (IAMCR) lens – it is extraordinary to see how each country configures communication;
and also what’s normative; what gets centred as communication. The great thing I think over the
last 10 or 20 years is that what is communication has been so contested. I think you’ve seen the
strain at the level of the international scholarly associations such as ICA (International
Communication Association) and IAMCR levels with people asking: ‘Well, where’s your diversity,
where’s the equality, what about the languages of your scholarship? How do people get to your
conferences? How do they get to them now?’

Since the early 1990s I’ve worked on communication and media and social justice and rights
questions, and particularly interested in the social and cultural coordinates of communication.
Interestingly, colleagues were happy to see me arriving in Singapore because I was a ‘qualitative
scholar’. Perhaps in a more Australian context, we find it a bit weird to say that, but it really
made me think that, in some ways, my work has been very much shaped by an Australian conflu-
ence of the debates, but particularly the interaction between media and cultural studies has been
really formative for me, among other things.

My work has revolved around technology and communication: whether that’s the work on
mobile communication; interests in internet and digital histories; and then work on disability and
media, and various things have been showcased here as well. Since moving to Singapore in
2019, of course, I have become much more interested in Southeast Asian locations. It is a long-
standing interest because I went to high school in Singapore, and studied in the Indonesian depart-
ment at Melbourne University alongside doing English literature. Increasingly, I’m interested in
how questions of communication work through different Asian locations and context, and particu-
larly the Southeast Asian. I’m now taking on the directorship, with my colleague Vivian Chen, of
the re-launched Asian Communication Research Centre at Nanyang Technological University – so
we have a great opportunity to build on earlier efforts in Singapore to conceptualize Asian commu-
nications now and into the future.

Across the areas I’ve worked ANZCA has played a crucial role for me, often in tiny gatherings,
with people who might have wandered into the wrong room, which we’ve all done, but who have
really engaged with our ideas. I just wanted to mention disability and media as one area where
ANZCA has played an important role. The Association still has the Christopher Newell prize,3 a
key symbol of this. Giving papers over many years to small groups of people has been really influ-
ential, including the panels that Katie Ellis and I convened at this conference, to think about where
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things have gone. The number, the calibre, the different career stages, the contributions of scholars,
that have been nurtured through ANZCA, and have gone on to be internationally influential, have
been impressive. You see this role of ANZCA also in areas such as Internet studies as well as
mobile media and communication studies that now have significant formations internationally.

The future challenges are many. The role of national associations is challenging. What’s the rele-
vance of an ANZCA and other national organizations, particularly when people have been pulled
more into the international associations and conferences? This is a big issue, but also an opportunity
coming out of the pandemic. The relationship between the local and the global has been a trope of
the work of many of us (Goggin and McLelland, 2009, 2017) – because we didn’t quite fit. The
global circuits suited us in some ways, particularly given an Anglophone trajectory, but in other
ways, they didn’t. So many of us have been invested in rethinking the international, rethinking
the global and local, and working on that level. I think that at a scholarly association level that
is important––that ‘the national’ is critical, for its capacity to imaginatively rework the trans-local
and the International. Particularly for environmental and sustainability reasons, for reasons of diver-
sity and equality, but also for the reasons of strained resources. We are trying to do things more
creatively at different scales in different places bearing in mind what we have.

In closing, I wanted to mention a couple of imperatives. A key issue is about sustainable work
careers, research development and opportunity for researchers, particularly given academic life and
work is very much an international kind of undertaking although in very specific locales. These are
really difficult questions and I think it’s great to see the association taking the opportunity to find
ways to do that, and people in some ways gathering around associations: to replicate the experience
that you can have at a conference. The opportunity to just have that felicity and serendipity of
meeting people is invaluable to us.

During the pandemic especially, Singapore has been an extraordinary place to work. I’ve really felt
for colleagues dealingwith the devastating things that have happened inAustralian universities: a triple
whammy of loss of international students, fee changes, and not getting Job Seeker and Keeper [pay-
ments] in universities. The experience in Singapore has been different. The universities are really
valued for research and innovation. There’s a different set of politics and imperatives, and the govern-
ment has, to a large extent, ‘sandbagged’ the Singapore universities during the pandemic. Inside of the
two countries I’ve had the experience of, Singapore and Australia, the challenges in the pandemic are
massively different. So I wonderwhat theworld looks like in the coming years whenwe areworking in
the national context, working with our colleagues in a region like South America, as well as in other
parts of Asia, where it’s not clear when will they get to the next conference to travel. They’re going
to be engaged in a massive process of national and institutional restructuring to do things at all.

One of the things that we could be doing in our region and, from an ANZCA perspective, is
much more engagement with different locations in Asia. That’s been such a strength of Australia
in terms of its research. Such engagement, as we know, has often been funded fitfully:
Indonesian language and studies get funded in the 1970s and gets kind of forgotten about for the
next 20 years. Many other areas of Asian language, culture, and society research have suffered
similar fates. Yet there’s great research capabilities in Australia in which Asian media and commu-
nication have been crucial. So finally: what are our linkages with communication associations in the
region? What are the opportunities for collaboration?

Kate Fitch

I specialize in critical and socio-cultural approaches to public relations. My research has drawn on
historical and feminist perspectives to understand the broader social impact of communicative
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activity and promotional work. My main contributions are advocating critical feminist research to
address gender inequality, and promoting more evidenced histories that recognize the impact of the
professional project. More recently, I’ve focused on popular and promotional culture, considering
how public relations shapes meaning in everyday life.

For me, UK scholar Jacquie L’Etang’s body of work offered an important alternative to instru-
mentalist approaches and the dominant American paradigm that has proved remarkably persistent
in Australian public relations education and research. L’Etang’s training as a historian, interest in
propaganda and her forensic use of archives reconceptualized the historical development of public
relations in the United Kingdom and challenged the dominant paradigm.

ANZCA has played a key role in the scholarly development of public relations. Ros Petelin
commissioned a special issue of the Australian Journal of Communication, ‘Public Relations on
the Edge’ (Leitch and Walker, 1997). It remains a landmark in critical public relations history,
with a scholarship from Jacquie L’Etang, Magda Pieczka, David McKie, Shirley Leitch and
Judy Motion. More recently, the ANZCA 2015 conference led to the first Media International
Australia special issue (Fitch et al., 2016) dedicated to public relations.

History has been important for me in understanding both disciplinary history and the professional
narratives of public relations. The success of Communication Studies in tier-two universities was sig-
nificant for the development of public relations in Australia, offering public relations a disciplinary
home in the academy (Fitch, 2016). As Steve Mackey of Deakin said to me, it was a nice, sexy voca-
tional subject that the top universities were turning their noses up at. Public relations faced fierce resist-
ance from both more scholarly and co-emergent professional fields. One journalism educator likened
public relations to the manipulation and propaganda of Machiavelli and Goebbels and ‘any self-
respecting journalism school must resist the planting of PR and other forms of “persuasive communi-
cation” within their department’ (Henningham, 1999: 187). This resistance to public relations is an
important part of the history of Communication and Media Studies. Even now, public relations schol-
arship has a limited impact outside itsfield. Toomanypublic relations scholars don’t engagemuchwith
communication and media studies, cultural studies, or with broader societal and cultural concerns.

My current projects include work on gender and history and thinking about public relations as an
important site for understanding feminized labour and media work. I also find promotional culture
helpful for moving away from defending public relations and reinforcing its apparently unique
boundaries, towards thinking more broadly about how promotional industries such as public rela-
tions are institutionalized in business and government and this communicative activity has signifi-
cant societal impacts.

For me, public relations is a communicative activity, which both commodifies culture to promote
organizational self-interest and can also be used to challenge that organizational self-interest. How
do we teach communications and public relations to develop students as socially responsible com-
municators? My approach is not to teach public relations as a profession, or as a narrowly pre-
scribed set of industry practices founded on professional aspirations, but rather to open up
thinking about public relations and to situate it firmly within Communication and Media
Studies. Another challenge is whether public relations really enables meaningful engagement,
and can be harnessed to support progressive social change? That is precisely the question I fore-
ground, in my teaching and in my research.

Diana Bossio

I work mostly in journalism studies with a particular interest in how journalists use social media. I
look at the impacts on digital and social media on journalist’s labour, mental health, and profes-
sional norms and identity. I think right now we’re probably a pretty good example of what I do
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in my research, as we talk to each other from a distance, on our screens. The promise of social media
to connect and inform seems obvious. Yet, the reason we’re separated is a global pandemic that
hardly anyone in the country that I’m speaking from is fully vaccinated against yet. That’s due
mostly to government ineptitude, but slow take-up rates can also be seen to be part of increasing
misinformation circulating especially on social media, about which vaccine is best, whether
they’re safe, and even whether a pandemic exists at all.

In that context, the challenges in my discipline seem fairly obvious as well. Those problems
aren’t new in my discipline, but we are seeing its ramifications very clearly during the global pan-
demic. We’re also seeing the ramifications in journalism both in its production and consumption.
There’s no doubt that global shifts are occurring in news consumption towards social media. There
are growing trends for news consumption amongst young people towards image-based social media
like TikTok or Instagram. Journalism studies have spent a lot of time interrogating the professional
identity of the journalist as an authority over truth. But the journalist is not always the authority on
social media.

Recent work by Jacob Nelson and Seth Lewis, adds to a number of research studies showing that
increasingly how people approach the news, stems not only from how they perceive the trustworthi-
ness of individual news outlets but also from their own self-perceptions. They said news consumers
believe journalism generally suffers from issues of bias, but that they are savvy, and independent-
minded enough, to see through those biases to find the truth, even if that isn’t always true (Nelson
and Lewis, 2021).

This year’s wonderful keynote, Edson Tandoc Jr. shows us that people’s trust in the news is as
dependent on what perceptions they bring to the news, as it is on what the news brings to them
(Tandoc et al., 2020). Closer to home, our ANZCA ex-presidents Sora Park, Terry Flew, as well
as Uwe Dulleck and other colleagues (Flew et al., 2020) recently published a report saying
Australians are prepared to trust the news generally but they have expectations for greater account-
ability and transparency in news reporting that are not often being met. I think there’s a number of
good but complicated reasons for this. One of the things that I’ve been focusing on, and a number of
other studies have been focusing on, is how journalists have had to take on increased labour to try
and engage audiences on different social media platforms. My own work has shown the impact that
ever-increasing employment precarity and pressure to do the affective labour on social media, has
led to disconnection, mental fatigue, and burnout. My new book with Valérie Bélair-Gagnon,
Avery Holton and Logan Molyneux talks about the paradox of connection, especially for journalists
in online spaces showing some of the impacts of news organizations requiring journalists to really
live their work online. Really great new work that my colleague Logan did with Matt Coddington
took a longitudinal approach to measuring how journalists use of first, second and third-hand
sources has changed over time (Coddington and Molyneux, 2023). And surprisingly, they found
that journalists have become more distant from their sources since 2007. Specifically, they
showed non-mediated attributed speech – so things like interviews – showed a small but steady
decline as a source-type, replaced by mediated speech (mostly social media), and third-hand
accounts (usually other news media). So today’s journalism can be seen to be more intertextual
and less original. However, one interesting trend that they did find is that legacy news organizations
and digital native news organization seem to be learning from each other. Newspapers are incorp-
orating more mediated speech, and digital news are conducting more of their own interviews. So, it
shows that where legacy media are becoming less original, digital natives are increasingly creating
more original content.

So what does this all mean for research? More broadly, it means that we need to think through
new ways of improving public trust of news and information, and we do that at the grassroots, in the
way that we support journalists to do proper community engagement around the things that matter.
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My own view is that we don’t just have a massive resourcing problem in journalism, we have a
really bad, institutional culture problem. We’re under-supporting journalists, while asking them
to meet expectations that are unrealistic to begin with. We’re burning out the next generation
before they even have a chance to get started. And perhaps that’s something that we as academics
can relate to. The impact of that has been in overall journalistic quality, the number of ‘superstar’
media organizations with cutting edge investigation diminishes, and the rest start to show the
impact of ever-increasing cuts in the quality of what they produce. This increases the audience’s
mistrust of media organizations and journalists, and they increasingly go to information from
sources they trust. Communities they feel part of. Research has shown that this is often family
members, friends, and influential but non-expert individuals they engage with on social media
(Fletcher and Park, 2017; Neyazi et al., 2021; Valenzuela et al., 2021). This could be communities
of newsmakers who are trusted informants for their online and offline communities. One way I
think we could encourage this, is by improving the public’s trust of the process of journalism.
We could, and should, focus on improving people’s understanding of how journalists do their
work, how truth is arrived at, and transparency and accountability and diversity around the
version of truth being presented. This might serve to better demonstrate that good journalism is
found when the process is transparent, and modes of accuracy are there despite innate individual
biases, rather than in the service of larger organizational biases.

Jonathon Hutchinson

My background is in online communities, cultural production, and community management, and
this all stems from working at the Australian Broadcasting Corporation, where I also worked on
my PhD. That set me down the path of where I’m currently working, which is looking at digital
intermediation. We can break this down into a few different areas: one is around the impacts of tech-
nology (so platforms, databases, virtual reality and augmented reality spaces, drone sensors).
Similarly, we might think about the impacts of institutions within these technological spaces: adver-
tising agencies, digital agencies, regulations and policies. Finally, there is the question of to what
extent automation determines, if at all, the relationship between cultural production and consump-
tion. We increasingly see the role of algorithms, automatically driving media practices of produc-
tion and consumption. We need to be more aware of what’s happening in the digital intermediation
environment.

Leaving to one side the huge impact of COVID on our research environments, the challenges
that I see emerging in our continued scholarship, and where ANZCA can certainly lead, relate to
the interdisciplinary nature of this kind of research. From my personal perspective, this has
taken a long time to establish in the first instance, and also nurture. What I mean by ‘interdiscip-
linary nature’ is being able to collaborate with people that can work with technological devices.
So often we hear about the ‘black box’ associated with different technologies, and how we need
someone to ‘crack it open’ to understand and interpret them. From a media and communication per-
spective, this is incredibly difficult when we just don’t have that training and are asked to do that
kind of work.

Here I’d point to the work of Francesco Bailo (Bailo and Vromen, 2017; Vromen et al., 2016),
now situated at the University of Technology, Sydney, who does this amazingly well. He has a
history of working with many scholars in media and communications, bringing his expertise in
computer science to the table. I know scholars who are currently working with him, or who
have worked with him in the past. You can really see a lot of that work starting to emerge that
speaks to the importance of cross-discipline and multi-expertise research, especially within the
increasing automated spaces of media and communication.
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That’s something we need to do more work on. That is, having individuals with media and com-
munication training, who are also adapted towards coding and development for this kind of
research. These specific skill sets enable groups of researchers to use the connection devices that
are part of these contemporary communication technologies, talk about them from the perspective
of our specific research fields, then also enable interdisciplinary expert conversations to emerge and
new findings to shape what we know about large-scale and often automated platformed media
experiences.

There are theoretical areas that we need to address in digital and automated media. I draw a lot
from the work that is being done at the University of Amsterdam – Richard Rogers being one of the
key scholars (Rogers, 2013). Also, the pioneering work that Axel Bruns, and others, at QUT, have
done in social media research (Bruns et al., 2016).

It’s important to think about the critical approaches towards these sorts of technologies. So
recently we’ve seen fantastic work by Safiya Umoja Noble (2018), Tanya Bucher (2018), and
others, including Frank Pasquale (2015) and Ted Striphas (2015). Particularly work that’s
coming out of critical race studies (see especially Frazer and Carlson, 2017 for the Australian
context). When those kinds of bridges are built between critical media and communication technol-
ogy and critical race studies, we then begin to open up areas that need to be focused on a great deal
more. More recently, I think the emerging field of algorithmic visibility is also important (Bishop,
2019; Duffy and Hund, 2019). All of this work is crucial to incorporate into our contemporary
approaches towards media and communication.

To bring this back to the sorts of recommendations or insights into the middle to near future, I
want to highlight some specific areas:

- Firstly, the ‘environment’. That is, to be able to continue to be a world-leading group of
researchers within this arena. To do that, Australian and New Zealand humanities needs to
continue investment in the research and teaching of these specialist areas.

- We might also think about this from a research infrastructure perspective. Specifically,
national research infrastructures. For the most part, a lot of this remains clunky and
inaccessible to most researchers. So, making these existing infrastructures become more
familiar to communication scholars, to not just access, but to be able to use efficiently
and effectively.

- At an institutional level, the integration of computer science and communication in media
studies needs to be inherent in our undergraduate, postgraduate and HDR teaching and
research spaces. As scholars, I think we need to have that willingness to collaborate with com-
puter scientists and also develop a skill set that enables us to communicate with other disci-
plines to find common grounds of interest.

- Finally, in relation to ANZCA, I wonder if this is something that we need to start thinking about
or start initiating again, around digital methods within the specific ANZCA conference itself.

Stephanie Brookes

We come to our scholarship and our teaching grounded in the training, background, and experi-
ences that grant us insight in visible and less visible ways. The scholarly training I received was
interdisciplinary: media and journalism studies, political communication and cultural studies.
That mix informs the work I do. It’s a reason that ANZCA has been a welcome home for my schol-
arship. ANZCA is a place where multiple disciplinary and institutional perspectives, theoretical
foundations, and empirical approaches have collided, but in constructive and creative ways.
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We’re interested. And this is a key strength of our scholarship, something that has emerged so
strongly in the sessions I’ve attended in the last couple of days.

I’m interested in collective identity discourses. It’s through that lens that I work with and defines
communication and the ways that it’s implicated in identity and belonging. I was reminded during
the excellent panel on far-right discourses at this conference of how formative the work of anthro-
pologist and social theorist Ghassan Hage has been in my own scholarship. In particular, his notion
of ‘governmental belonging’ (1998) which highlights how those who claim privileged status within
a collective retain the power to define and to worry about that collective.

I’ve been drawn in research to questions about how constructions and understandings of identity
underpin certain kinds of claims about authority within journalism and political communication.
I find Matt Carlson’s (2017: 13) definition really useful: journalistic authority as ‘the contingent
relationship in which certain actors come to possess a right to create legitimate discursive knowl-
edge’. This guides questions in my research. For example, on what basis do actors in journalism and
politics construct their identity, and argue for their role in democracies? That might be members of
the press gallery in Canberra (Brookes, 2018a), campaigning political leaders, or the reporters who
cover those same campaigns. Under what conditions is collective identity work realized, and how is
this impacted by cycles of disruption and change? Much of my research has interrogated these ques-
tions. What I grapple with is how best to do so while taking into account political, economic,
technological, social, and cultural shifts that affect news media landscapes.

Tim Vos and Ryan Thomas (2018: 1) argued that the 21st century had seen ‘a crisis of journal-
istic authority’ in the US. They positioned journalistic authority as ‘a site of discursive struggle’,
where there was ‘ongoing contestation between those who wanted to maintain it and those who
wanted to reform or displace or challenge or erode it’. It’s a perspective that infuses the boundary-
work frameworks that have been influential in journalism studies in the past few years. I’ve used
these to identify ways in which political reporters in Australia and the US sought to reclaim the
core identity markers of professional journalism (Brookes, 2019), as a response to changes that
they understood as challenges. Things like: the emergence of new competitors; shifting, problem-
atic relationships with increasingly professionalized politics; or the reworking of power balances
with audiences. However, I’m increasingly less inclined to think in terms of crisis and boundary
struggle, shifting more recently to consider the basis on which authority is constituted by, and
for, actors within political news and information landscapes.

I’ve been paying attention to political fact checking in Australia since 2016 – a year marked by
elections in Australia and in the US. I thought, what an interesting moment, although I did not
anticipate just how interesting it would become. The political fact checking I pay attention to is
the kind undertaken by places like RMIT ABC Fact Check. In their own words, they determine
‘the accuracy of claims by politicians, public figures, advocacy groups, and institutions in the
public debate’ (RMIT ABC, 2021). I set out to map what I was hoping was going to be the rise
of fact checking in Australia – a rise that turned out to be modest and limited (Brookes, 2018b).
In doing so, I became interested in the relationship of fact checkers with legacy news organizations
seeking to maintain their own authoritative role in a digital news landscape characterized by ‘infor-
mation disorder’, in Claire Wardle and Hussein Derakhshan’s (2017) terms. They positioned them-
selves as ‘one stop shops’ for audience members (Brookes, 2018c): don’t worry about these
emerging players, visit the legacy news organization and we’ll give you everything you need.
In more recent projects with Lisa Waller, we’re now looking for new ways of understanding the
relationships and resources that underpin fact checking in Australia, and thinking through new
theoretical options for this: from ‘communities of practice’ to ‘media power’.

This shift away from crisis perspectives in my research has also led me to rethink my teaching. I
teach critical media theory and journalism studies in the journalism program at Monash. This
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semester I’ve taught our first-year cohort again after a long time. These are students who bring
unexpected and surprising digital and media literacies of their own to the classroom. They spent
last year in lockdown watching the world implode with bushfires, with pandemics and with pro-
tests. Their perspectives on authority, identity, and hierarchy have thrown so many of my own
assumptions into really sharp relief. They’ve watched the journalism industry grapple with the
way that newsroom cultures and the touchstone values that underpin professional journalistic iden-
tity (like ‘objectivity’) privilege certain kinds of identities over others; and the ongoing impacts of
the #metoo and Black Lives Matter movements have made that clear.

I want my own teaching and scholarship to pay closer critical attention to these kinds of ques-
tions. There is inspiration in the #CommunicationSoWhite and #JStudiesSoWhite movements, that
have called for a different approach to authority, expertise, hierarchy, and visibility within our own
disciplines. I found the work of Nikki Usher from the University of Illinois particularly useful as an
intervention. This is because of her willingness to publicly ask really uncomfortable questions of
herself, her own scholarship, and her own teaching beyond the paywall of the scholarly journal.
For example, in her 2019 keynote at the ‘Future of Journalism’ conference, where she asked that
we pay closer attention to things like the composition of the editorial boards of our journals
(Berry, 2019); or in her highlighting of the problematic philanthropic relationships that big tech
platforms like Google and Facebook have with news organizations (Usher, 2020a). And even
more recently in her work she thinks through privilege, newsroom culture, and journalistic
values in the aftermath of the 2020 US election (Usher, 2020b).

There is an opportunity for refocusing on the ways that we operate as tour guides, as gate-
keepers, and critical insiders for the disciplines in which we work, while also considering how
our scholarship can move forward in really situated and reflective ways. This has been some-
thing I’ve heard in sessions, in panels, across the last couple of days. Colleagues talking in
open, personal and reflective ways, about why it is we do the work we do, and why we ask
the questions that we ask.

Julie Freeman

My research focuses on exploring the lived experiences of rural and regional communities in
shifting communication environments, which includes interrelated areas of local and hyperlo-
cal news media, connectivity and digital inclusion, and local governments and civic participa-
tion. I’m a qualitative fieldwork researcher; I don’t naturally align with a specific discipline
within communications, but instead, cover a variety of issues and cases depending on what
challenges particular communities are experiencing. I publish on topics from how the
National Broadband Network (NBN) impacts farmers, to environmental activism, to local
news gaps, to the need for infrastructure development to help disaster resilience. My work is
therefore multidisciplinary in nature. Like everyone on this panel, I often rely on research
from other fields, particularly sociology, policy and political science, geography and regional
studies. As others have recognised, the value of communications in Australia is that this type of
approach is embraced, which speaks to the historical strength of ANZCA and journals like MIA
in supporting diverse research.

One of the conceptual problems that I grapple with is how to ensure that I consider ‘rurality’
through a communication and media studies lens. ‘Rurality’ is about recognising the diversity of
communities, their political, social and economic environments, and the place-based challenges
they experience. I’ve been working on how to theorise and reconceptualise why media and com-
munication technologies are fundamental to understanding rurality, and the meaning-making pro-
cesses involved. We have a wealth of research in Australia that broadly covers these areas, but we

10 Media International Australia 0(0)



haven’t taken that next step to rethink the rural from a communications perspective, and we don’t
yet have a well-established theory of rural communications.

That means I tend to gravitate to the work of communication scholars who cross similar concep-
tual boundaries through empirical work. This includes authors like Christopher Ali in the US, who
explores the intersections between media localism, broadband policy and rural communication
practices (Ali, 2017, 2018, 2021), and research on hyperlocal media environments by people
like David Harte and Andy Williams in the UK (Harte et al., 2018). It has also meant that I rely
on strong mentors and collaborators to help maintain my research track in communications. I’ve
been privileged to work with and have ongoing guidance from some of our leading Australian scho-
lars, which is invaluable to me. But not all developing academics have those opportunities, or that
type of support available. There’s space for ANZCA to potentially facilitate an informal mentorship
program, between our senior scholars and our emerging HDR and ECR members, which could gen-
erate further value for the field.

In terms of the challenges I can see arising for qualitative researchers, there are a few on the
horizon given decreased research funding available and ongoing government and university
travel restrictions. There’s a push towards digital research methods, which brings opportunities
to innovate and compliment more traditional approaches through activities like network
mapping. But we also need to acknowledge that these approaches are not necessarily going to
provide the same sort of ‘thick’ data and insights that many of us rely upon. For example, there
are problems for research when you have to use Zoom to talk to people in remote areas who are
experiencing challenges connecting to the internet. I’d like to see more cross-institutional and cross-
state collaborations to help address these types of challenges.

In terms of teaching-related challenges, there’s a disconnect between cross-disciplinary rural
communication research, and teaching rural communications at the undergraduate level, where
the rural is often only used as a fleeting example of the digital divide or as a case study of local
journalism. That creates concerns when undergraduate students enter the workforce. For
example, many of our journalism students receive cadetships in regional mastheads, which
brings risks that they don’t properly understand the complexity of issues that exist in rural and
regional Australia, the fact that politics extends beyond the metropolis, or the role that they play
in articulating nuanced issues to diverse communities.

It’s also important to remember that the changes we’ve experienced over the past couple of years
are heavily affecting us and our work environments. We’re working to different time structures.
We’re expected to continuously engage with students and we’re providing much more customised,
individualised support. We’re handling more mental health issues than any of us would have antici-
pated. Universities are recognising that more needs to be done to support students in the current
climate, but there’s also a need to address the increasing demands placed on us as educators and
the consequences for our workloads, our well-being, and our research time.

Conclusion

These accounts are products of a simple methodology deployed, in a non-exhaustive manner, to
reflect on the plurality of agendas, practices and methodologies that contribute to contemporary
approaches to communication. These are ‘situated’ within ANZCA, a relatively diverse and ‘gen-
eralist’ community of scholarship whose efforts to engage with a broad field of practices are shaped
by a collective history. In deploying this approach, we quite deliberately avoided a concern to
develop a shared research agenda, but rather provide a ‘snapshot’ of different agendas, in order
to consider both their overlaps and divergences. Nevertheless, it is notable that certain common
themes did emerge from this discussion.
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There was a powerful emphasis on contest, conflict and a reformist agenda, characterising a field
that places a strong normative emphasis on critical work. Panellists emphasised agendas that were
progressive, emphasising the role of communication research and teaching as not only the produc-
tion of knowledge, but of cultural and social change.

Being critical on this occasion did not, however, refer only to a critical perspective on external
communication actors and practices, although there was a strong emphasis on the importance of
industry engagement, and work addressing urgent public challenges. It also, significantly, referred
to the importance of applying a critical lens to communication teaching and research itself. Thus,
panellists both celebrated an increased recognition of significant new areas of work, and noted that
there remains considerable work to do. Panellists also emphasised how, in some respects, exacer-
bated by change within the university sector, inequalities may be worsening due to increased work
demands, financial pressures, and the adoption of policies that and entrench and produce divisions
and hierarchies rather than addressing them. There is a strong emphasis placed on the importance of
support for emerging scholars, who are often particularly vulnerable in precarious and hierarchic-
ally structured work environments.

Finally, in a notable departure from Norton’s earlier concern to develop a national communica-
tion agenda, panellists significantly eschewed a focus on creating boundaries around the field of
Australian and Aotearoa New Zealand scholarship. This emphasis is strongly centred on two
themes. Firstly, there was a strong emphasis on interdisciplinarity and cross-disciplinary collabor-
ation as both important characteristics of the contemporary field, and something that panellists
emphasised should be actively pursued. Secondly, panellists strongly emphasised the importance
of recognising the needs of different communities within local and national settings, and of devel-
oping international connections, collaborations and dialogue which to further enrich teaching and
research.
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Notes

1. This article originated as a panel celebrating the 40th Anniversary of the founding in 1980 of the Australian
Communication Association (ACA, now ANZCA), convened at the Australian and New Zealand
Communication (ANZCA) Annual Conference, ‘ANZCA 2021—Communication, Authority and
Power’, The University of Melbourne, Australia, 6–9 July 2021. http://anzca.org/conference/2021/ The con-
venors of the panel were Steven Maras and David Nolan, who have co-written the introduction and con-
clusion to this piece. Apologies were offered for not including a colleague from Aotearoa New Zealand
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on the panel. Despite the best efforts of the convenors, time differences and competing obligations made
this impossible.

2. For Lelia Green, a past president of the Association: ‘ANZCA is a rare thing in today’s scholarly world: a
generalist organisation…. Very few organisations are as diverse and as friendly’ (https://anzca.net/awards.
html, accessed 20 July 2021). The eclecticism of the association and its diversity (as a positive and a nega-
tive) has long been the subject of discussion (see Maras 2003, 2004: 36).

3. From 2009, ANZCA has awarded the Christopher Newell Prize for the Best Paper Dealing with Disability/
Equity/Social Justice and Communication at each annual conference. Newell had been an active contributor
to many ANZCA conferences, and in both his individual work and in collaboration with authors such as
Gerard Goggin, a pioneer in publishing on disability and communication.

References

Ali C (2017) Media Localism: The Policies of Place. Urbana, IL: University of Illinois Press.
Ali C (2018) Thoughts on a critical theory of rural communication. CARGC Papers 1. Available at: https://

repository.upenn.edu/cargc_papers/1
Ali C (2021) Farm Fresh Broadband: The Politics of Rural Connectivity. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.
Bailo F and Vromen A (2017) Hybrid social media and news media protests events: from #MarchinMarch to

#BusttheBudget in Australia. Information Communication & Society 20(11): 1660–1679.
Berry M (2019) Tackling representation in journalism studies. Cardiff University News, 18 September. https://

www.cardiff.ac.uk/news/view/1599836-tackling-representation-in-journalism-studies (accessed 2 May
2022).

Bishop S (2019) Managing visibility on YouTube through algorithmic gossip. New Media & Society 21(11):
2589–2606.

Brookes S (2019) ‘Up close and in person’: United States and Australian political reporters’ changing concep-
tions of the value of campaign coverage. Journalism 20(8): 1035–1051.

Brookes S (2018c) Checking the facts: Campaign coverage, online journalism and fact-checking in the 2016
Australian federal and US presidential elections. Journalism Education and Research Association of
Australia Report, April. Available at: https://jeraa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Stephanie-
Brookes-Checking-the-Facts.pdf (Accessed 2 May 2022).

Brookes S (2018a) ‘Join us for all the developments’: guardian Australia and the construction of journalistic
identity in press gallery reporting. Media International Australia 167(1): 105–120.

Brookes S (2018b) Political journalism and the one-stop shop: legacy news organisations’ online coverage of
the 2016 Australian federal and US presidential elections. Australian Journalism Review 40(1): 5–18.

Bruns A, Moon B, Paul A, et al. (2016) Towards a typology of hashtag publics: a large-scale comparative study
of user-engagement across trending topics. Communication Research & Practice 2(1): 20–46.

Bucher T (2018) If … Then: Algorithmic Power and Politics. New York: Oxford University Press.
Carlson M (2017) Journalistic Authority: Legitimating News in the Digital Era. New York: Columbia

University Press.
Coddington M and Molyneux L (2023) Making sources visible: Representation of evidence in news texts,

2007–2019. Journalism Practice 17(4): 664–682.
Duffy BE and Hund E (2019) Gendered visibility on social media: navigating Instagram’s authenticity bind.

International Journal of Communication 13: 4983–5002.
Fitch K (2016) Professionalizing Public Relations: History, Gender and Education. London, England:

Palgrave Macmillan.
Fitch K, Matheson D and BourkM (2016) Rethinking public relations in the Australian and New Zealand com-

munication landscape [Special issue]. Media International Australia, 160.
Fletcher R and Park S (2017) The impact of trust in the news media on online news consumption and partici-

pation. Digital Journalism 5(10): 1281–1299.
Flew T, Dulleck U, Fisher C, et al. (2020) Trust and mistrust in Australian news media. BEST Centre,

Queensland University of Technology. https://research.qut.edu.au/best/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/
2020/03/Trust-and-Mistrust-in-News-Media.pdf (accessed 2 May 2022).

Maras et al. 13

https://anzca.net/awards.html
https://anzca.net/awards.html
https://anzca.net/awards.html
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/news/view/1599836-tackling-representation-in-journalism-studies
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/news/view/1599836-tackling-representation-in-journalism-studies
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/news/view/1599836-tackling-representation-in-journalism-studies
https://jeraa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Stephanie-Brookes-Checking-the-Facts.pdf
https://jeraa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Stephanie-Brookes-Checking-the-Facts.pdf
https://jeraa.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/Stephanie-Brookes-Checking-the-Facts.pdf
https://research.qut.edu.au/best/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2020/03/Trust-and-Mistrust-in-News-Media.pdf
https://research.qut.edu.au/best/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2020/03/Trust-and-Mistrust-in-News-Media.pdf
https://research.qut.edu.au/best/wp-content/uploads/sites/244/2020/03/Trust-and-Mistrust-in-News-Media.pdf


Frazer R and Carlson B (2017). Indigenous memes and the invention of a people. Social Media+ Society 3(4):
1–12.

Goggin G and McLelland M (eds) (2009) Internationalizing Internet Studies: Beyond Anglophone Paradigms.
New York: Routledge.

Goggin G and McLelland M (eds) (2017) Routledge Companion to Global Internet Histories. New York:
Routledge.

Hage G (1998) White Nation: Fantasies of White Supremacy in a Multicultural Society. Annandale, NSW:
Pluto Press.

Harte D, Howells R and Williams A (2018) Hyperlocal Journalism: The Decline of Local Newspapers and the
RIse of Online Community News. London: Routledge.

Henningham J (1999) Proud to be a journalism educator. Australian Journalism Review 21: 181–196.
Leitch S and Walker G (eds) (1997). Public relations on the edge [Special issue]. Australian Journal of

Communication 24(2).
Maras S (2003) Presidents reflect on ANZCA: past and future. Australian Journal of Communication 30(1): 1–24.
Maras S (2004) Thinking about the history of ANZCA: an Australian perspective. Australian Journal of

Communication 31(2): 13–51.
Maras S (2020) ANZCA At 25: past presidents in conversation. Media International Australia, Incorporating

Culture & Policy 177(1): 176–189.
Nelson J and Lewis S (2021) Only ‘sheep’ trust journalists? How citizens’ self-perceptions shape their

approach to news. New Media & Society: 1–20. Epub ahead of print 28 June 2021. DOI: 10.1177/
14614448211018160.

Neyazi TA, Kalogeropoulos A and Nielsen RK (2021) Misinformation concerns and online news participation
among Internet users in India. Social Media+ Society 7(2): 1–10. DOI: 10.1177/20563051211009013.

Noble SU (2018) Algorithms of Oppression: How Search Engines Reinforce Racism. New York: NYU Press.
Norton R (1992) Towards an Australian communication research agenda. Australian Journal of

Communication 19(1): 22–45.
Pasquale F (2015) The Black Box Society: The Secret Algorithms that Control Money and Information.

Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Petelin R (2013) The Australian Journal of Communication (1976–2013): tracing the trajectory. Review of

Communication 13(4): 1–14.
Peters JD (1999) Speaking into the Air: A History of the Idea of Communication. Chicago: University of

Chicago Press.
RMIT ABC Fact Check (2021). ‘About Fact Check’. RMIT ABC Fact Check. https://www.abc.net.au/news/

factcheck/about/?nw=0. (Accessed 18 October 2021)
Rogers R (2013) Digital Methods. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press.
Striphas T (2015) Algorithmic culture. European Journal of Cultural Studies 18(4–5): 395–412.
Tandoc EC Jr, Lim D and Ling R (2020) Diffusion of disinformation: how social media users respond to fake

news and why. Journalism 21(3): 381–398.
Usher N (2020a) How Facebook and Google buy off the press. Washington Monthly, 25 October. https://

washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/november-december-2020/how-facebook-and-google-buy-off-the-
press/ (Accessed 2 May 2022)

Usher N (2020b) 2020 shows the need for institutional news media to make racial justice a core value of jour-
nalism. US Election Analysis 2020: Media, Voters and the Campaign: 68. http://eprints.bournemouth.ac.
uk/34838/1/USElectionAnalysis2020_Jackson-et_al_v1.pdf (Accessed 2 May 2022)

Valenzuela S, Bachmann I and Bargsted M (2021) The personal is the political? What doWhatsapp users share
and how it matters for news knowledge, polarization and participation in Chile. Digital Journalism 9(2):
155–175.

Vos TP and Thomas RJ (2018) The discursive construction of journalistic authority in a post-truth age.
Journalism Studies 19(13): 2001–2010.

Vromen A, Loader BD, Xenos M, et al. (2016) Everyday making through Facebook engagement: young citi-
zen’s political interactions in Australia, the United Kingdom and the United States. Political Studies
64(3): 513–533.

14 Media International Australia 0(0)

https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448211018160
https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448211018160
https://doi.org/10.1177/20563051211009013
https://www.abc.net.au/news/factcheck/about/?nw=0
https://www.abc.net.au/news/factcheck/about/?nw=0
https://www.abc.net.au/news/factcheck/about/?nw=0
https://washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/november-december-2020/how-facebook-and-google-buy-off-the-press/
https://washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/november-december-2020/how-facebook-and-google-buy-off-the-press/
https://washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/november-december-2020/how-facebook-and-google-buy-off-the-press/
https://washingtonmonthly.com/magazine/november-december-2020/how-facebook-and-google-buy-off-the-press/
http://eprints.bournemouth.ac.uk/34838/1/USElectionAnalysis2020_Jackson-et_al_v1.pdf
http://eprints.bournemouth.ac.uk/34838/1/USElectionAnalysis2020_Jackson-et_al_v1.pdf
http://eprints.bournemouth.ac.uk/34838/1/USElectionAnalysis2020_Jackson-et_al_v1.pdf


Waisbord S (2019) Communication: A Post-discipline. Cambridge, UK: Polity.
Wardle C and Derakhshan H (2017) Information disorder: Toward an interdisciplinary framework for

research and policymaking. Council of Europe Report DGI (2017)09.

Maras et al. 15


	 Introduction1
	 Gerard Goggin
	 Kate Fitch
	 Diana Bossio
	 Jonathon Hutchinson
	 Stephanie Brookes
	 Julie Freeman

	 Conclusion
	 Notes
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /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 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /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 false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /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 false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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 false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


