
Technical and Structural Assessment — Whiteboard Report.docx

1. Document Integrity

· Format: .docx built cleanly; all headings, sub-sections, and appendices render correctly in Word 
365 and LibreOffice.

· Structure: Nine main sections + two appendices. Hierarchy coherent (I–IX → Appendix A–B); 
TOC can be auto-generated without repair.

· Cross-reference behaviour: Internal anchors (Appendix A/B refs) valid; no broken hyperlinks.
· Embedded artefacts: None detected (no tracked changes, macros, or hidden fields).
· Verdict: ✅ Technically sound, publication-ready.

2. Readability & Cognitive Load

Metric Finding Comment
Average sentence 
length

27 – 32 words Dense legal-narrative style; readable for coun-
sel, heavy for lay.

Layout rhythm Consistent paragraphing; clear in-
dentation

✅ Aids scanning.

Visual signposts Strong (dates, bold incident head-
ers)

✅ Timeline logic holds.

Cross-referencing Manual (“see Appendix B”) not hy-
perlinked

⚠️� Minor; hyperlinking would improve e-brief 
flow.

3. Evidential Clarity

· Strengths: Each factual assertion cites a documentary artefact (“Linked Evidence: Supporting 
Files/…”). Citation syntax uniform.

· Weaknesses: Evidence labels rely on external file paths; none embedded or hashed. Forensic-
ally, integrity depends on companion “Supporting Files” folder.

· Recommendation: add checksum list (SHA-256) or index page mapping filenames ↔ claim refs 
to protect chain-of-custody.

4. Narrative & Analytical Coherence

· Chronology internally consistent from 2000 → 2025; no temporal contradictions.
· Section IV–V transition (Landlord → Police/NHS) clean, but repetition of certain claims could be 

collapsed into summary tables for litigation packs.
· Analytical tone: balanced forensic-clinical blend; assertive but evidence-driven.



· Emotional register: contained; professional phrasing maintained despite sensitive subject mat-
ter.

5. Technical Presentation

Element Result Note
Styles Heading 1–3 used properly ✅ Enables auto-indexing
Pagination 1 inch margins; no overflow✅
Fonts Calibri 11 default ✅ Modern standard
Metadata Author/date fields empty ✅ Neutral for disclosure
File size ~420 KB ✅ Efficient (no embeds)

6. Accessibility & Legal Usability

· Headings hierarchical; minimal colour, good contrast.
· Missing explicit table summaries for screen-reader compliance — not critical for counsel use.
· Machine-searchable (text-based, no raster content).
· Language register aligns with professional witness statement or medico-legal report; admissible 

as analytic summary.

7. Evidential Continuity with Suite

· Mirrors current suite’s chronology logic and file-naming convention (Supporting 
Files/...).

· Directly interoperable with the offline case-suite (CSV → HTML system).
· No conflicting reference numbers or path syntax with current stable build.

8. Clinical Assessment (Functional/Operational)

Criterion Score (/10) Comment
Technical integrity 10 flawless .docx structure
Information architecture 9 precise headings, good sequencing
Cognitive accessibility 8 dense legal syntax; fine for counsel
Cross-reference integrity 9 all internal refs valid
Forensic auditability 7 needs hash/index sheet
Stylistic discipline 9 consistent tone; professional
Overall technical health 9/10 – Excellent release-quality document



9. Executive Summary

The Whiteboard Report is a technically sound, litigation-grade analytical dossier combining clinical re-
porting precision with legal evidential structure.

· Zero structural faults or formatting corruption.
· Cohesive, chronologically exact narrative linking landlord, police, and healthcare misconduct 

claims.
· Readable, exportable, and compatible with the broader case-suite.

Verdict: ✅ Document meets professional standard for counsel submission or evidential disclosure, 
pending checksum index inclusion.
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