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Examples[edit]





Do we really need seven examples of the same simple thing? I propose all the articles on individual modes use at most three examples each. Hyacinth 00:21, 14 Sep 2004 (UTC)

The "ants go marching" example is not just unreliable, it's wrong.  You run into this kind of thing all the time with mode and interval mnemonics.  If you think the first note of the tune is the root of the scale, then it's Aeolian.  But it's clearly the 5th.  When viewed correctly, the tune doesn't even include the 6th scale tone, so we can't event tell if it's dorian or aeolian.  Mullr (talk) 18:14, 16 September 2009 (UTC)[reply]


Porgy & Bess[edit]





I assume that Porgy & Bess is in the natural minor, and that there are few 20th century or later popular songs which could accurately be called Aeolian. Hyacinth 16:38, 18 Feb 2005 (UTC)


	Maybe an explanation of the actual difference would be nice to have in the article itself. Ari 08:26, 12 November 2005 (UTC)[reply]


Summertime doesn't have a sixth in the melody, so it's not definitely Aeolian or Dorian. How about the Dr Who theme...?

OK, given it's a year and no-one's contradicted me, I'm going to go ahead and replace the Summertime example with Dr Who. A melody that omits a defining degree of the scale isn't a good one to use as an example. I can't think of any other tunes that are entirely Aeolian (as opposed to just using the descending melodic minor) Kisch 01:26, 25 December 2006 (UTC)[reply]

I see someone's ripped it it out without discussing it - it's not accurate to imply that every piece in the minor mode is Aeolian. They might use the descending melodic minor scale, but almost all will also use its ascending form or hybrids of the two - the Dr Who example was intended to demonstrate a tune that was entirely
in the Aeolian mode. Kisch 22:54, 3 February 2007 (UTC)[reply]

Also the claim that it's the most widely used diatonic mode in Western Music is rather dubious - I think the Ionian mode (or major scale) would give it a run for its money. Kisch 01:11, 4 February 2007 (UTC)[reply]


Modes[edit]


This section's title is unclear and the information very basic: it basically re-explains through a specific example that "It may be considered a major scale but starting from the sixth scale degree." Hyacinth 16:38, 18 Feb 2005 (UTC)


Project for Mode Articles: Standardization and Consolidation[edit]





The mode articles are a mess when taken together. The articles need to be standardized and some of the general information consolidated into the Musical mode article and removed from all the articles about specific modes. 

a few specific propositions:

corresponding information


	I think all the mode articles should have corresponding information in corresponding sections. For example, the intervals that define the mode should be given at say, somewhere near the top of the article in a section called "intervals" or something (whatever, as long as its standard for all articles and maximally descriptive). Also things like if the scale is "symmetric" or "asymmetiric" or whether its a "minor" or "major" scale should be all in one place (perhaps a table would be best for these things).


Information about modes in general


	All information that is about modes in general (i.e. applies to all modes) should be moved to the Musical mode article, and not mentioned in the articles about specific modes (all articles should of course be linked to the general Musical mode article).  Information about idiosyncratic properties of the modes then will be easier to find that way, and there will be no confused and redundant info (sorta like this paragraph).


Greek vs. modern terminology confusion'


	Information about the confusion between the greek and modern terminology should stay in the Musical mode article, with a note at the top of each article--out of the main body--highlighting the terminology confusion (to eschew obfuscation). Perhaps there should be serperate disambiguable articles for the greek modes e.g. a article for Ionian (Greek Mode) and Ionian (Gregorian Mode).


avoiding articl style divergence with later editors not privy to the standardization project


	As time passes, people who don't know about the effort to standardize the article no doubt will add information to the article in their own style, perhaps causing the articles to diverge in style over time. To avoid this, we can make a template to go at the top of each talk page that tells editors to keep in mind the style standardization (perhaps a project page--"metawiki pages" I think they are called--with a template and style explanation). Although this may not be that much of a problem, if the style is obvious and is suffieciently elegant to begin with.


Am I getting across the idea here? What do you guys think about such a project? I know there is a way to set up a wikiproject for this sort of thing, but I've never done it before. I'll look into how to do it. Any other ideas on how to make the articles fit better together? Any objections or improvements to the above suggestions? Brentt 09:24, 23 May 2006 (UTC)[reply]


	PS please respond and discuss at the Musical mode talk page






So many words...[edit]


So many words about this article and important thing is missing. I would like to see here a picture with notes. Or what ever. I read this, and I still don't know what is aeolian mode. I remembered that it originates from ancient Greece and that it hasn't been used in middle ages, and I don't care about that at all. If there was option for grading article, I would give it a very low grade. Martin 18:09, 22 October 2007 (UTC)


Tonic chord[edit]





The article currently states: The Aeolian mode is the sixth mode of the Major scale and has the formula 1, 2, b3, 4, 5, b6, b7. Its tonic chord is a m7.(Am7 in the Key of C).  ...but wouldn't the tonic in the Key of C be, well, C? In C Aeolian, wouldn't the tonic chord for Cm7? In A Aeolian the tonic chord would be Am7, unless I am quite confused. Am I? Pfly 03:31, 30 October 2007 (UTC)[reply]


	Hi, "Pfly" - I seem to be bumping into you in all sorts of places relating to modes and scales and chords and such things.


	I just saw this question of yours.  I think my most recent edit to this article answers the issue.  See here: [[1]].


	By the way, I've noticed that several of the mode articles seem to think that some modes have a 7th chord as a tonic chord.  While of course composers can have a 7th (or any other) chord based on the tonic, my understanding of music theory gives no backing to the idea that a 7th chord is the standard tonic chord for any mode.  I would have thought that, as usual, this status should be applied only to a triad (major, minor, diminished, depending on what the mode is).  I don't know if I'm setting myself up for disagreement; but I have modified the articles to reflect this. M.J.E. (talk) 15:26, 25 November 2007 (UTC)[reply]


Lack of Examples[edit]





I realize that since this mode is virtually synonymous with the minor scale, but shouldn't we at least have some examples of Aeolian mode? Perhaps not songs that use the melodic or harmonic minor, but I'm sure there are plenty examples of songs purely in Aeolian. Unless I'm mistaken, I believe That's All is an example.—Iggy Koopa (talk) 03:18, 6 January 2008 (UTC)[reply]


	you need a reliable source that supports inclusion in some list of examples to avoid original research.  —Chris Capoccia  T⁄C 11:07, 30 June 2009 (UTC)[reply]


CONTEMPORARY SONG in AEOLIAN mode: 
ARTISTS, members G-Dragon and Teayang of S. Korean band Bigbang; 
LANGUAGE: mixed English and Korean; 
STYLE: hip-hop/rap; 
POPULARITY, 149 million views; 
OFFICIAL M/V: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1ZRb1we80kM  
LIVE PERFORMANCE: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y01zFv8vz_Q  

-PaulEWagner-

PS: I'm not adding it myself because (a) I see struggles on the talk page
between those who have added examples and those who have removed them, and
(b) I'm not familiar enough with Wikipedia's notability guidelines to be accurate.
So add it if appropriate. 

PaulEWagner (talk) 08:39, 23 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]

PaulEWagner (talk) 08:34, 23 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


	Notability is not so much the issue as reliable sourced material. I see you offer two Youtube videos. I have not checked them, but I doubt very much if they include a verbal statement certifying the song is in Aeolian mode. Even if they do, the guideline I have linked specifically mentions Youtube as an example of an unreliable source.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 18:42, 23 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


Well, that's what we have ears and brains for - to be able to *discern* what modes pieces of music are in. Every one of the intros/breaks begins with an instrumental defining the minor third, every pre-chorus begins with a melody that shuttles back and forth between the perfect fifth and flat sixth, and 
every build toward the chorus contains flat sixth and seventh chords. And there are no variations in any of those thoughout. What else do you need? 

-PaulEWagner-


PaulEWagner (talk) 21:54, 26 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


	Just a single reliable source that confirms all this.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 22:04, 26 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


There is no academic analytic-level work on contemporary K-pop, Mr. Kohl - it's too new. If you want to take the handful of minutes to confirm what I've written above with the author of the "Aeolian mode" page, who obviously knows the modes well, do so. 

If not - if you'd prefer to limit yourself to an example list of two entire songs, a half-century and a quarter-century old respectively, rather than including one younger world listeners will recognize - and thus bring the article at least somewhat up to date - then do that. 

I came here excited to contribute something current to the article. If you want it, use it. If not, then don't. I'm done with this.

-PaulEWagner-

104.50.226.105 (talk) 01:04, 27 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


	I don't know where you got the idea that "academic analytic-level work" is required. I invite you once again to read the reliable source|relevant Wikipedia guideline. It's the way things are done here. If "contemporary K-pop" (whatever that is) is so new that it has not yet been reliably documented on the web, then we will just have to be patient and wait a few milliseconds. By the way, examples don't have to be hot off the press to be familiar, even to the very young.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 01:43, 27 April 2017 (UTC)[reply]


Well-known music in this key[edit]





I plan on deleting any unsourced entries from this in a few weeks. (Listening to a piece and trying to figure out the key is not a source, and is also WP:OR.) Torc2 (talk) 08:28, 11 January 2008 (UTC)[reply]


Improper Weasel notation?[edit]





In the first section, the sentence which begins "[a]lthough scholars for the past three centuries[weasel words] have regarded..." is marked as weasel wordy.  I understand that "although scholars have regarded..." can be used as weasel words but, in this particular case, I think the usage as appropriate, as it serves to offset the second part of the paragraph, where that thinking is countered (with references.)

I was going to remove the WP:Weasel mark, but I don't feel I'm an experienced enough editor to make the call, so wanted to raise the issue to others with more background.  Oliepedia (talk) 19:55, 6 April 2012 (UTC)[reply]


	As the editor who may have placed that tag, I should say that, personally, I have absolutely no problem with changing it to a {{Citation needed}}, which indeed may be more appropriate in the present case. One way or another, a source is needed for this claim, which is not quite substantiated by the Powers article cited at the end of the paragraph, although he does say something similar that could be misrepresented in this way.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 20:35, 6 April 2012 (UTC)[reply]


Too much bullshit in this article[edit]





I'm not a native english-speaker, so this is out of my range to fix. There are SEVEN modes, not eight like the article says in history section. What about twelve-mode-system, ninth mode discovery and all -- sounds crazy to me, and every other word in the article starts to stink. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Heinrich_Glarean can be it's own page, telling information about crazy music theorian from middle-age, but my opion is, that it should not be linked to this article, or let any disinformation flood to the history section with it.

I assume that there are lots of more mistakes like that, so maybe it would best to delete the whole shit. I was looking for some ethymological explanation for a word "aeolian", and finding this horrible example, why people can't really trust Wikipedia.


	I can assure you that there were eight church modes, not seven, and these were increased to twelve (not fourteen) by the arguments of Glareanus. The article is perfectly correct. I do not know what your native language might be, but I would suggest you begin by consulting the Wikipedia in that language, which may (or may not) make things clear to you. FWIW, the history of the church modes more or less ends with Glareanus, so to protest that this is "shit" and should be deleted is effectively suggesting the entire article be removed.
	As for the etymology of the word, you are correct: this article does not explain it, as the articles on some of the other modes do. I shall see what I can do to correct this problem.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 22:07, 6 July 2016 (UTC)[reply]
	I have now added the etymology you were looking for. Thanks for calling attention to this missing detail.—Jerome Kohl (talk) 22:55, 6 July 2016 (UTC)[reply]




The Beatles[edit]





One of the most famous examples in (pop) music history is that it can be heard in some early Beatles songs, at least. Each and every Beatles fan knows the joke that when John saw or heard about their famous "Aeolian cadences" and quipped in an interviews, "I thought that's some colorful exotic birds flying out of our bodies on the stage!"

I'd like to see three examples from their song catalogue on it: Early period, mid-period (either before or after Rubber Soul, which is the famous landmark, earth-shattering, groundbreaking album that's started their so-called studio years), and late period. As well as both the quote from the music critic (London Times? Time magazine? Evening Standard? Easter Supplement? Daily Mail?) and John's famous own quote, of course, if it can be sourced. --2003:DA:CF12:CD16:5C5C:AB95:4CF2:BBFE (talk) 05:44, 1 March 2023 (UTC)[reply]


	Knowing so little about muscioloy, but knowing what a cadence is, I'm starting to wonder if the music critic may have actually meant Aeolic verse instead. --2003:DA:CF09:1476:F8A3:E5A5:9602:11AC (talk) 17:26, 3 March 2023 (UTC)[reply]
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