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Level 2 Music, 2016
91277 Demonstrate understanding of  

two substantial and contrasting music works

2.00 p.m. Wednesday 30 November 2016 
Credits: Six

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Demonstrate understanding of two 
substantial and contrasting music works.

Demonstrate in-depth understanding of 
two substantial and contrasting music 
works.

Demonstrate comprehensive 
understanding of two substantial and 
contrasting music works.

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

You should attempt ALL parts of the task in this booklet.

If you need more room for any answer, use the extra space provided at the back of this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–12 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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Achievement

A4

















  

 Achievement exemplar 2016 

Subject: Music Standard: 91277 Total score: A4 

Q  Annotation 

(a)  

The candidate makes a simple comparison of the purpose / function of 
the two works. Some musical evidence is presented in the form of 
written description and one notated example, but the evidence is not 
particularly relevant. To move to Merit level the response needed some 
more detailed and specific comparisons between the two works. 

(b)  

The candidate presents a very simple diagram of the structure, then 
follows this with a clear but simple written description, with one 
supporting musical example notated. Further detail on the use of motifs 
and a more detailed diagram / description could have moved this to a 
Merit response. 

(c)  

The candidate describes the musical elements very simply, and gets 
diverted into a discussion of form instead of texture. The discussion of 
melody is simple, but paired with suitable (if slightly inaccurate) 
evidence is an adequate response. 

  


