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Level 2 Music, 2017
91276 Demonstrate knowledge of conventions  

in a range of music scores

9.30 a.m. Thursday 16 November 2017 
Credits: Four

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Demonstrate knowledge of conventions 
in a range of music scores.

Demonstrate in-depth knowledge of 
conventions in a range of music scores.

Demonstrate comprehensive knowledge 
of conventions in a range of music 
scores.

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 the questions 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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TOTAL

Merit

18

No part of the candidate evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining credits towards an NCEA qualification.

























  

Merit exemplar 2017 

Subject: Music Standard: 91276 Total score: 18 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

1 E7 

(a) Achieved – only three qualities are correct 
(b) Excellence – has identified the technique, described it, and attempted to 

describe the effect on the timbre 
(c) Excellence -all requirements met 
(d) Merit – too many inaccuracies (confusion over how to notate notes on an 

adjacent line and space, missing slurs and ties) for Excellence 
(e) Achieved –candidate has misidentified chordal movement without a 

melody as monophonic rather than homophonic, and bracketed it with the 
actual monophonic texture in the extract. The description of the 
homophony in bars 2 and 3 would be good qualitative evidence, but 
unfortunately the basic misidentification and understanding of texture 
means this answer is Achieved level overall 

The question achieved E7 overall due to two pieces of Excellence evidence, 
but individual marks are mixed across the question. 

2 M5 

This question is M5 because: the candidate has a reasonable basic 
understanding of jazz / rock notation, chord identification, and syncopation, is 
able to accurately transcribe guitar tab, and makes a good attempt at 
describing a similarity and a difference in the two extracts. 

The candidate has described the melisma but doesn’t know the terminology; 
there are also more convincing similarities other than the time signature, but 
overall there is enough evidence for a Merit mark on that part of the question. 

3 M6 

(a) Merit – the candidate has given a good description of “ostinato”, but 
needed to identify that the ostinato is actually a pedal in order to be able to 
give Excellence-level detail on the effect on the music. Ostinato alone is 
quite a difficult device to describe the effect of to Excellence level in this 
context 

(b) Excellence – the root notes of the notated cadence are correct, and all 
three notes of the chord are present; voicing and rhythm are not expected 
to be perfect for an Excellence mark in this question 

(c) Achieved – the candidate has made a consistent transcription but into the 
wrong key 

(d) Merit – the candidate has correctly identified the relative minor 
relationship, and has the correct accidentals for the piano part of the B-flat 
major section – the one in the trumpet part is missing but this is the 
allowed error for a Merit mark. NB: dominant alone would not be enough 
for credit here; candidates must include “major”. 

  




