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The joy of wine is that it is such a deep and complex subject. Wine is Geography. It is Biology. Art. Agriculture. 

Business. You name it – wine has something to do with it. It’s marvellous. 

As such, qualifications, celebrity status, schools and simply people’s livelihoods have developed around the 

industry, which further develops our understanding of this elusive drink. We are forever learning more and more 

about a subject that seems to disappear even further down the rabbit hole every time we make progress. Again – 

how marvellous! 

As always though, there are the pretenders who wish to skip a few rungs on the ladder and appear an afficionado 

well before the time. Don’t get me wrong – wine should be available to all, and those without a qualification can 

understand wine more than we could believe. But pretenders are a different type altogether. They copy, and 

warp knowledge without real understanding. Facts become riddled with inconsistencies. Language loses its true 

sense of meaning. 

Precision becomes pretentiousness. 

The way my career has evolved has changed how I think and talk about wine. First as a passionate drinker, I’d say 

“smooth, rich, fruity, dry” with a sense of sarcasm, but also a longing to understand. 

Then, as a sales consultant in a wineshop without any qualifications, I suppose I was a pretender. I regurgitated 

words I knew had power and meaning, but used them incorrectly countless times (no doubt). “Oily, mineral, 

oaky”. 

Onto WSET3, where language was explained and formalised. Specificity and being highly (but correctly) 

descriptive was encouraged. “Blackcurrant, medium high acidity, developing”. 

And now as a winemaker, I have found myself moving back a few steps of descriptive precision, whilst looking for 

a simpler truth in my language. “Round, balanced, ripe stone fruits, fresh”. 

Now, I’m not here to argue that one way of describing wine is better than another. I do, however, want to call out 

anyone who has ever said “mineral” and “minerality” without one shred of truth or real belief. It is my most hated 

word in the wine industry. It is a plague that has infected the world of wine reviews and wine enthusiasts. It 

seems that 9 out of 10 wines are mineral these days as if you throw it on like a cherry on top to really solidify that 

this is a great wine. 

I would say that “minerality” obsession seems to primarily affect those in their early lives as a wine enthusiast. 

This word has power, and a mystique which makes it so alluring to use. Yet a vast library of comparisons and 

knowledge is needed to truly understand when minerality actually rears its head. 

This then extends to most other wine descriptions. The more words you use, the better. EVERY Cabernet 

Sauvignon must have black currant leaf. Every Riesling must be petroly. Every wine is mineral. Every wine must be 

more. 

And here language loses meaning. If everything is great, what is excellent? I see more and more wine writers 

comment on the upwards creep of review scores. 99 Parker points etc etc. And I would say the same is true of 

descriptors. Not every wine deserves five flavour descriptors or more. Not every wine is that interesting or 

complicated in all honesty! Let simple beauty be the desirable trait that I personally think it is. Complexity can be 

off-putting if you’re not in the mood, so why make every wine more complicated than it is? 

Honestly, I think I’ve had three ‘mineral’ wines in five years, ‘chalk’ in a handful, and ‘struck match’ in a similar 

handful. I’m probably a heathen to some of my peers now that I’ve admitted that… 



So, I would like to argue that by saying what you think you ought to say, you are in fact harming the wines that do 

deserve an essay written about them. Sometimes being vague is more correct. Sometimes personifying a wine in 

an unconventional way can reach into the soul of a bottle much more accurately than the Systematic Approach to 

Wine Analysis. 

Be true to your knowledge, and don’t let yourself be influenced by those who carry around a thesaurus in their 

pocket. Correct is correct, not matter how simple or flowery the language is.  

But make sure that you are being precise, not pretentious.  

 


