
convicted with elimination of his composition, when it is not proven that his composition is against the rules.

Most of the cases of elimination mentioned in the RI are fully clear. This was insufficiently the case with what is called resemblance. 

The RI are extended with paragraph 2.1.1 with the following text: 

2.1.1. Resemblances (with a participating composition). 

A distinction is made between resemblances relevant for elimination (0 points) and resemblances only relevant for the score by the judges.

A resemblance is relevant for elimination when the initial position is fully identical or when the solution is nearly identical. The solution is considered nearly identical when the position at the first moment that Black is not forced to capture is fully identical and the notation of the majority of the Black and White moves before that moment is identical as well. In all other cases a jury member is not allowed to give 0 points.

A resemblance is relevant for scoring when the combination and /or the end game have important aspects in common with the participating composition. The jury member decides whether the resemblance has a negative influence on the score, or no influence, or even a positive influence when the participating composition is much better than all the resemblances found.

The CPI will give explanation to the jury members of these rules or other aspects of this instruction when required.

The PWCP-III is carried out in four categories. The new for the PWCP-III is that problems with predominance of Whites in two units which correspond to levels either “Règles de Maîtres” (RM), or "Règles Supérieures“(RS) are allowed. Some problemists think that it gives more compositional opportunities. The jury members are free to give more or less points for it. The member of jury can give fewer points if it will be obvious that participant could design problem with equal forces or Whites predominance in one unit.

The jury of the PWCP-III consists of five persons. The smallest and biggest scores are deleted and the problem receives score from the average of the sum of third scores (RI, article 2.3.)

Two other RI paragraphs were somewhat changed /extended with a short explanation. 

These extensions are given below:
[image: image1.png]


[image: image2.png]


[image: image3.png]


[image: image4.png]



17C
18C
19C
20C

17C]
19.8.40.3.5+.

18C]
31.37.40.2.47(34A)1(39B)44.6.50+.  A(35)1.6.39.39-33+.  B(40)6.39.39-33+.

19C]
15.17.42.14.4.16+.

20C]
182.39.24.1(28 )34(18 )7(32)16(327)27.31(17)27+.
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21C
22C
23C
24C

21C]
8.20.7.47+.

22C]
41.10.23.7.1.47+.

23C]
31.7.34.3.16+.

24C]
8.3.4.14.30.30+.

L :1.9.28.29.34.36.39.44 = 7.12.17.22.24.27.31.33.35.50 ...30(20) ...
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