Metadata For Lawyers What It Can And
Cannot Prove

Metadata records specific technical events. Understanding these events, corroborating across
sources, and pleading exactly that is crucial. This guide explains metadata families, innocent
rewrites, manipulation signatures, and safe reading techniques for UK lawyers.
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Questions and answers

Can metadata prove when a document was really created?

Often, but never from one field: authorship dating rests on the lattice: embedded internals,
platform version ladders, first transmission, presence in period backups: agreeing. A
file-system created date alone dates a copy event; Example 2 shows what real dating evidence
looks like, and Example 1 shows why the single field misleads.

The author field names our opponent. Is that proof they wrote it?

It is proof a profile bearing that name was configured in the author in g application: templates,
shared machines and IT-imaged laptops write other people's names daily. Treat it as the
ladder's first rung and corroborate: platform saves under their account, drafting sessions on
their device, the document travelling from their mailbox: per 85's rung discipline.

A key document's dates look wrong. Manipulation?

Statistically, probably a copy or migration: 84's innocent rewrites explain most anomalies,
which is why the baseline and the IT history are read first: Example 1's sequence. What
survives that filter: internal contradictions, impossible sequences, lattice silence: is §6's
territory, and worth the full exam in at i on.

Does email in g or copying a document really destroy metadata?

It rewrites the file-system family (new dates, new paths) while embedded internals usually
survive: "destroy" overstates it, but every handling event overwrites part of the record and
adds noise the exam in at i on must later subtract. The practical rule stands: preserve first,
then investigate: and tell the client's helpful IT team today.

Our documents were produced as PDFs and the other side now questions their dates.
Are we stuck?

No: the natives still exist (production copies are derivatives), and the dating case runs from the
88 lattice regardless: DMS ladders, transmissions, backups: which no flattening touched.
Produce the natives with provenance under the protocol, and let the lattice answer: it is usually
stronger than the fields anyway.

Is metadata admissible, and how much weight does it get?

Routinely admissible as real evidence, with weight tracking exactly the disciplines in this guide:
preserved provenance, stated events, excluded innocents, corroborating lattice: the difference
between a finding a court adopts and a field an opposing expert re-explains. Weight is built at
collection time, which is the quiet moral of the whole guide. cflab. u k - e-disc ove ry. u k
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