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25C
26C
27C
28C

25C]
30(23)41.29.17.21.1(14A)40(19)7.44(16)49(24B)38(30)

43(35)49+.  A(39)7.6+.  B(23)38(28)27(33)43+.

26C]
261(17 A)3(20 B)25.8(13)22.29(33)38+.  A (20)3  - VP  - +.  B (40)138.22.4+.
L : 1.2.12.25.35.38.42.43 = 9.11.13.19.22.24.26.27.29.30.31.32.

33.34  ...(6)20(37)294(23) ...

27C]
16.19.3.27.22.27+.

28C]
33.24.5.11.37.47+.
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29C
30C
31C
32C

29C]
41.18.1.29.35(39)49+.
30C]
21.1(38)20.7(47)2(24)42.24.14+.

31C]
428.21.40.23.1.50+.

32C]
39.23.11.2.25(38 )48+.

The policy of the CPI is that participating compositions can only be eliminated (0 points) based upon objective criteria. These objective criteria are mentioned in the RI (second solution, not winning, already published, etc.). The jury members are in principle free to give any score they prefer, but not free to eliminate participating compositions for not objective reasons. When a composition is accepted, the minimum to be given is 10 points.

As a result of this policy the CPI insists that the jury members reach unanimity about eliminations. When the reasons given are objective and referring to the RI it should not be difficult to complete the list of eliminations in an early stage of the competition. 

Another reason for this approach is that it stimulates the jury members to apply the RI in a consistent way. 

The third and even more important reason is that the CPI wants to protect the interest of the participants and wants to avoid the unsatisfactory situations concerning eliminations at many former contests. Also to avoid ridiculous differences e.g. where one jury member gave 0 points, without explanation, for the composition that later was declared to be the winner as a result of the high scores of the other jury members. It also happened that compositions are eliminated though they are correct and more original than compositions that are accepted.   

When the jury members reach full unanimity about the eliminations, the CPI will assume that the jury members have applied the rules correctly and those participating compositions will be eliminated for the provisional result.

When the jury members do not reach unanimity about elimination of one or more of the participating compositions they first get the opportunity from the contact to convince the other jury members based upon specific articles of the RI. It should be unlikely that he jury members do not reach a common opinion, but if it happens the contact will ask the CPI for a decision and the CPI will instruct the jury members.

The CPI will first check if the acceptance is not against the RI, the Instruction, and the Regulations. Is this not the case then the principle of the CPI FMJD mentioned above applies. The participant has the benefit of the doubt. In other words the participant cannot be
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