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A dish may require context to be understood, but context confers no automatic advantage

or exemption. This article separates what the creator claims about identity, what can

substantiate that claim and what performance shows. It is a critical proposal, not authority

to define a single correct recipe or represent an entire cuisine through one sample.

1. Identity is more than ingredients

Identity may concern preparation, occasion, eating sequence or component relationships.

A familiar ingredient alone cannot establish conformity to a tradition, nor does its absence

necessarily negate identity when reinterpretation is permitted. Ask what the work

declares: a specified recipe, inspiration or personal interpretation. These promises have

different scopes and must not be treated as identical.
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2. Necessary context and additional information

Necessary information explains a function that cannot fairly be assessed without it: eating

sequence, intended texture or a task constraint. The creator's status or success story does

not establish execution quality. Provide appropriate information equivalently under

presentation rules and specify whether context itself is assessed. Stories need not all

disappear; identify how including explanation changes the task.

3. Three separate records

The claim record preserves the creator's declaration. The substantiation record identifies

suitable support and unresolved questions. The performance record describes tasting and

service within the brief. Substantiation may be limited despite excellent performance, or

attribution documented despite poor execution. One record should not compensate for

another unless the brief declares that relationship. Familiarity with a recipe cannot

become a comprehensive history of a cuisine.

4. Hypothetical case: reinterpreting a traditional dish

A cook declares an inspired version of a familiar dish, changing presentation and texture

while retaining a central flavour relationship. A judge rejects it for failing to match

remembered appearance. Review the task first: exact conformity or reinterpretation? In

the latter, examine retained relationships, changes and their functions. “Inspired” need

not prove undeclared exact conformity, but cannot conceal the absence of any explainable

relationship to the reference.

5. When conformity is legitimate

Where the task requires a specified reference version, define required features and

permitted variation beforehand. Do not invent boundaries after seeing an unfamiliar dish.

When relevant versions differ, identify the chosen reference rather than pronounce one

universally correct. Apply requirements equally regardless of status. Conformity remains

distinct from enjoyment, creativity and mastery.
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6. A record avoiding judgments about communities

Write about the dish: “This version does not achieve the declared feature,” rather than

generalise about a cuisine or community. Identify the task's reference when needed

without expanding its implications. Judges can acknowledge limited knowledge and refer

historical questions for suitable review while assessing performance within their

competence. This preserves rigour and prevents sensory judgments becoming

unsupported generalisations.

7. A training examination

Present differing claims with suitable cases and ask judges to identify conformity criteria

before tasting. Examine whether reports distinguish inspiration from reference

reproduction, address the work rather than communities and use information equivalently.

Success means a clear relationship between judgment and promise, not preference for

modern or traditional dishes. Findings need product, reference and testing-condition

boundaries.

8. Conclusion: respect without exemption

Evaluation respects identity by understanding the work's requirements and promises, then

examining its performance. It neither imposes familiar appearances universally nor grants

history immunity from criticism. Judgment becomes defensible when the cook understands

whether attribution, conformity or execution was assessed and why it affected the

outcome.

9. A concise working sheet

Field Review question What to record

Claim What does the version declare? Separate conformity, inspiration and
interpretation.

Context What information is necessary? Provide equivalently without making
status evidence.

Support What do available records
substantiate?

Identify reference, boundaries and
unresolved questions.

Performance Was the required function
achieved?

Attribution cannot replace execution
quality.
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Field Review question What to record

Language Work or community judgment? Restrict descriptions to the examined
case.
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