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MUSC5 ADVICE ON WRITING A REVIEW 

 
MUSC5 compositions for all Briefs should be accompanied by a review with a maximum 
length of five hundred words. The review is considered with the composition in the mark 
scheme. It should help the examiner to understand the work submitted and include an 
assessment of how the composition has achieved its aims. The review may be written 
after the controlled time is completed but it must be the candidate’s unaided work. 
 
Examples of reviews for all three Briefs are given below, with some explanatory 
comment. They are given as examples of actual work submitted and may not be 
accurate in every detail. Reviews may be written in paragraphs or as bullet points. 
 
BRIEF A 
 
In Brief A the review may be relatively short. It should include any observations which 
arise during the composing process (e.g. about the style of the set string quartet extract) 
and discuss any important features of the solution. It is helpful to mention any passages 
where different possibilities were tried (e.g. alternative cadences in a chorale) giving 
reasons for the final choice. 
 
Review 1 
 
The writer picks out points of Bach’s style which are felt to be important. The intended 
modulations are made clear and difficulties mentioned. 
 
In the string quartet, the review describes the use of given or developed material in the 
added parts and discusses the section of the setting where pre-existing material must be 
used (in this case, bars 24-28). There is no mention of keys, modulations or possible 
chromatic chords, which would have been illuminating.  
 
In both questions there is welcome reference to the material studied before the 
questions were attempted.  
 
     

Analysis of MUSC5 
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Review 2 
 
There is a lot of information in this review but much of the detail is obvious from the 
score. It seems that the possibility of beginning the chorale in G minor was not 
considered – perhaps surprising as the chorale ends in that key. The frequent 
references to a ‘stock progression’ might imply a rather mechanical approach to the 
harmonisation, but the detail given shows considerable experience of the style. The 
reference to an exciting passage using many passing notes in the bass prior to the calm 
cadence suggests a real awareness of the aural effect of the music. 
 
The quartet review makes the intentions clear, but does not say much which could not 
be deduced from the score. It would be helpful here to know more of the possible 
alternatives which were considered. 
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BRIEF B 
 
Review 3 
 
This is a thorough review, giving information about the genesis of the piece, its 
intentions, its structure and the resulting recording. The writer has considered the 
finished piece thoughtfully and uses precise and evocative language. 
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Review 4 
 
The review gives an excellent introduction to the music, explaining well the intentions 
and the process of composition. It is particularly helpful in Brief B to explain the intended 
structure of the piece and to comment on any unavoidable shortcomings in the score or 
the recording. 
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BRIEF C 
 
The two reviews which follow are of high quality. 

 
• Technical language is used well. 
• The jazz/pop/rock style adopted is discussed, with detail about the features to be 

used. 
• The structure of the resulting piece is outlined. 
• Some of the difficulties in adapting the given material are mentioned. 
• The overall impression is of an informative, considered and helpful introduction to 

the music. 
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Review 5 
 

 
 



Teacher Resource Bank / GCE Music / MUSC5 Advice on writing a review / Version 1.0 
 
 
 
 

klm Copyright © 2010 AQA and its licensors.  All rights reserved. 9 
 

Review 6 
 
 

 




