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Rules and Regulations of the Work of the Jury 

 

§ 1 

1. The task of the Jury is to assess the performances of the competitors (participants), 

and award main prizes and honourable mentions to the best of them. 

2. The Director of the Competition shall appoint the Chairman of the Jury, the Secretary 

of the Jury and members of the Competition Jury, and shall authorise the Rules and 

Regulations of the Work of the Jury. The duty of the Chairman of the Jury is to preside 

over the sessions of the Jury. The Secretary of the Jury shall count the votes of the Jury 

and draws up reports on the sessions after the end of each stage (round) of the 

Competition. 

3. The Jury shall act in accordance with the Rules and Regulations of the Competition and 

the provisions of these Rules and Regulations of the Work of the Jury, which have been 

drawn up in two equivalent versions: Polish and English. Should any doubts concerning 

the provisions of the Rules and Regulations of the Work of the Jury arise, they shall be 

resolved under the Polish version of the text. 

§ 2  

1. The proceedings of the Jury are confidential and minuted. Other than the Jurors, they 

may be attended, with no right to vote, by the Secretary of the Jury and the Director of 

the Competition and/or the Director’s delegate. 

2. Resolutions and decisions of the Jury may only be made at the plenary sessions of the 

Jury. Resolutions may not be made on matters already provided for in the Rules and 

Regulations of the Competition and in these Rules and Regulations of the Jury. 
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3. The presence, in each case, of at least two thirds of the members of the Jury, including 

the Chairman or Deputy Chairman, shall be needed for the resolutions to be valid. 

4. Resolutions are adopted by a simple majority of votes. In the event of a tie during 

voting, the Chairman shall have the casting vote. 

§ 3 

Each member of the Jury assesses the performances of the competitors by awarding them 

points, from 1 to 25. To standardise the criteria of such assessment, the following descriptive 

marks are recognised as equivalent to the particular numbers of points: 

1 to 9 points   — very poor 

10 to 16 points  — mediocre 

17 points   — satisfactory 

18 to 21 points  — good 

22 to 24 points  — very good 

25 points   — excellent 

§ 4 

The Jurors indicate the number of points they have awarded for each stage of the Competition 

in special sections of the evaluation sheets in the logbooks distributed by the Secretary of the 

Jury. Each sheet contains 4 (four) sections, of which the first, with space for notes, shall be kept 

by the Juror. The remaining three contain the evaluation of competitors in the successive 

stages/rounds. The Jurors fill the appropriate ranges in those in after each session. The Jurors 

place their handwritten signatures in the filled-in sections and hand them over, after each day 

of performances, to the Secretary of the Jury or the Director of the Competition. No Juror may 

abstain from judging a performance with the exception described in § 5 below. 

§ 5 

The Jurors do not assess the performances of their own students, indicating such cases by 

entering the letter “S” in the minutes. This applies to those participants of the Competition 
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who have been taught by a particular Juror in an educational institution of any level, with the 

exception of participation in interpretation courses. 

§ 6 

1. The assessment of each participant’s performance at a given stage/round of the 

Competition made by the entire Jury shall be presented in the form of the arithmetic 

mean calculated by dividing the total score obtained by that participant by the number 

of valid assessments, with the accuracy of 0.01. 

2. The following adjustments shall apply to the calculation of the score (arithmetic mean) 

awarded to each participant:  

a) should the lowest number of points awarded by a member of the Jury be lower 

from the second lowest value by three or more points, it will be calculated as 

exactly three points below such a second lowest value, and  

b) should the highest number of points awarded by a member of the Jury be 

greater from the second highest value by three or more points, it will be 

calculated as exactly three points above such a second highest value. 

3. The abovementioned adjustments shall be made by the Secretary of the Jury. 

§ 7 

1. Having handed their assessments of the last session of Stage I and, respectively, of the 

last session of Stage II to the Secretary, the Jurors shall be given a sheet with individual 

assessments to be filled in with the amended numbers of points they have assigned to 

all the participants in the earlier sessions of the relevant stage. 

2. Once all the members of the Jury have made the amendments , the Secretary of the 

Jury shall calculate the total scores (averages) awarded to the participants of that given 

stage. 

3. A draw is considered between the participants whose total scores (averages) differ by 

less than 0.05. The sentence above concerns the qualification to Stage II of the 

Competition and may be the basis for increasing the number of its participants to more 

than 18. The score span that allows to consider a draw can be increased by a decision 

of the jury. 
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4. The minutes from the proceedings of the Jury is the evaluation sheet with scores 

expressed in points drawn up at the conclusion of each stage and signed by the 

Chairman and the Secretary of the Jury. 

§ 8 

1. The participants shall qualify for the following stages awarded main prizes based on 

the following scoring criteria and votes of the Jurors: 

a) participants with the average score of no fewer than 17 points may qualify to 

Stage II 

b) it is assumed that 18 participants with the highest scores shall qualify for Stage 

II 

c) participants with the total average scores of no fewer than 40 points awarded 

in both Stage I and Stage II may qualify to Stage III 

d) 4 (four) participants shall qualify for Stage III. Should the number of qualifying 

participants exceed 4 (four) due to equal scores, the Chairman of the Jury shall 

conduct a secret ballot to determine the 4 (four) finalists. 

e) The order of the awarded prizes and honourable mentions shall be based on 

the average scores obtained in all the three stages. 

f) In the event of a score difference below 0.05 between two finalists, the Jury 

shall have the right to announce a draw and, as a result, award them with two 

identical prizes, each worth half of the value of the combined prizes for the two 

places they drew for. 

§ 9 

1. Special prizes for the Best Performances of Grave and Sacher Variation by Witold 

Lutosławski shall be awarded in accordance with the following principles: 

a) At a given stage, each Juror shall present the maximum of 3 (three) participants 

for the special prize by awarding each one of them a score from 1 to 3. The 

number of participants presented for such prize at a given stage ranges from 1 

to 3. 
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b) The Secretary of the Jury announces the total number of points scored by each 

indicated participant.  

c) The prize is awarded to the participant with the highest total score. 

d) Should two or more participants be awarded the same highest total number of 

points, the second round of voting is conducted: 

A. In the second round of voting, each Juror awards 1 point to the chosen 

participant. 

B. The prize is awarded to the participant with at least 6 points. 

2. Should it prove impossible to determine the winner in the manner described above, , 

the Chairman of the Jury consults the Director of the Competition about the method 

for determining such a winner. 

3. The Jury selects the winner of the Special Prize for the Best Performance of Grave by 

Witold Lutosławski at a session held directly after the end of Stage l. The decision shall 

be announced after the end of Stage III. 

4. The Jury selects the winner of the Special Prize for the Best Performance of the Sacher 

Variation by Witold Lutosławski at a session held directly after the end of Stage lI. The 

decision shall be announced after the end of Stage III. 

§ 10 

At the final session of the Jury after Stage III, the Chairman of the Jury shall ask the Jurors to 

indicate the finalists who, in their individual opinion, deserve to be awarded the special prize 

for the excellent performance of the Cello Concerto by Witold Lutosławski. Should one or 

multiple candidates be presented, the Chairman of the Jury shall order a discussion intended 

to name the winner of the prize. The prize shall be awarded if and only if the Jury have arrived 

at a unanimous decision. 

§ 11 

1. The participants not qualifying for a successive stage of the Competition are given an 

opportunity of a brief discussion of their performances with the members of the Jury 

after the end of the last round they qualified for.  
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2. In matters not provided for herein, the Jury makes decisions by a simple majority of 

votes in open voting.  

3. In the event of a draw, the vote from the Chairman of the Jury shall be deemed to be 

the casting vote. 

4. The decisions of the Jury are final and non-appealable. 

§ 12 

1. After the completion of the proceedings of the Jury and after the awarding of all main 

and special prizes, the Jurors have the right to become familiar with the table of all 

individual scores awarded by each of the Jurors at all Competition stages. 

2. The documents and information relating to the work of the Jury and the management 

of the Competition are strictly confidential and may not be made available to third 

parties. This shall apply to the members of the Jury, the Secretary as well as all the 

persons present during the proceedings of the Jury. 


