Event Data Recorder Misinterpretation In Low-Speed Injury Claims

Why Low-Speed Crash Data Often Misleads Insurance Companies And Hurts
Injured Drivers

A low-speed crash can feel small from the outside, yet inside the vehicle the body often
experiences sharp motion that strains muscles, joints, tendons, and discs. Many people
describe the moment as a sudden jolt they never saw coming, like having the chair pulled out
from underneath them. There may be little visible damage, but pain continues long after the
cars are moved off the roadway.

For injured Georgians, the next challenge arrives when the insurance company points to Event
Data Recorder readings as if numbers alone can capture physical harm. That false confidence is
a major barrier in Atlanta car accident claims. The body doesn’t react in straight lines, and injury
doesn’t follow a simple formula. Real crashes are shaped by posture, tension, awareness,
rotation, seat position, restraint layout, and medical history. None of that shows up in a
spreadsheet.

At the Law Offices of Gary Martin Hays & Associates, P.C., our Georgia car accident lawyers see
insurance companies present black box information as if it were complete and definitive. We
know how dangerous that assumption can be, especially when a person is living with very real
pain and has medical records that support their injury.

Why Delta-V Alone Cannot Predict Injury

Delta-V numbers show how fast a vehicle changes speed during impact. They don’t measure
how fast the body moves inside the cabin or how the spine absorbs energy. For example, a low
delta-V reading might reflect only a small drop in vehicle speed, but the people inside may be
thrown forward or sideways with much greater force.

Many insurance companies treat low delta-V numbers as proof that a person should have
walked away unhurt. That approach ignores how human beings respond to sudden movement.
Even minor collisions can trigger muscle guarding, disc irritation, nerve inflammation,
headaches, and soft tissue strain.

e Delta-V Ignores Body Position: A turned head or slight rotation of the torso can increase
strain in the neck and back.

e Delta-V Misses Secondary Motion: Cars rebound, shift, and slide. The body responds to
all of it, not just the first hit.

e Delta-V Does Not Show Aggravation of Existing Issues: A mild crash can dramatically
worsen a pre-existing spinal or joint condition.

Numbers printed on a report can look calm, but injured people feel the reality in their bodies
long after the collision.
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Biomechanical Assumptions That Undermine Injury

Insurance companies sometimes rely on opinions rooted in lab studies or staged crash tests.
Those controlled environments don’t reflect how people sit, move, brace, or react in real life.
Humans aren’t crash test dummies. We turn to check traffic. We lean forward for visibility. We
tense before impact. We twist to reach for a bag or phone.

Those slight movements can change the way energy carries through the body. When insurers
overlook those factors, their conclusions become incomplete.

e Laboratory Conditions Don’t Match Real Crashes: Real collisions happen without
warning. The body is never perfectly aligned.

e Pain and Damage Are Internal: Sprains, strains, and disc damage often don’t show up in
staged simulations.

e Age, Health, and Body Type Matter: People react differently based on their medical
history, bone structure, and muscle tone.

Biomechanics can support a case only when it acknowledges the full picture, not just the clean
lines of a controlled experiment.

Metadata Gaps That Distort Black Box Information

Event Data Recorders capture short bursts of data. They focus on narrow time windows and
often require specific triggers to store information. Many low-speed crashes never meet those
thresholds. As a result, crucial details may never appear in a download.

If the device stores only fragments of movement or overwrites older entries, the insurance
company may try to argue that the missing information proves nothing significant took place.
That’s backwards. Missing data isn’t evidence of anything; it’s simply missing.

Some of the most common gaps involve:

e Pre-impact motion history

e Lateral and rotational forces

e Length of braking or steering response
e Time stamp accuracy and alignment

These gaps create uncertainty, not clarity. When adjusters claim the absence of data proves the
absence of injury, the argument becomes unreliable.

Limitations Hidden In Event Data Recorder Technology

Black boxes aren’t medical instruments. They don’t detect inflammation, ligament strain, nerve
damage, muscle tearing, or disc herniation. They’re built to record mechanical behavior, not
biological response. Even when the data appears complete, it doesn’t reveal how the human
body absorbed the force.



Different automakers also use different systems. Sensor placement, storage capacity,
calibration methods, and data formatting all vary. Two similar crashes in two different vehicles
can produce very different readings. Those variations matter when the data becomes part of an
injury claim.

When the black box is misunderstood or overstated, the numbers gain influence they don’t
deserve.

How Insurers Use Data To Pressure Injury Victims

Insurance companies know data carries weight. A small number printed in bold text can appear
more credible than a person explaining their pain. That imbalance gives adjusters leverage they
use to limit payouts, especially in low-speed cases.

Common tactics include:

e Treating estimated values as exact measurements

e Ignoring medical imaging and clinical documentation

e Focusing on property damage photographs instead of physical symptoms
e Suggesting pain equals exaggeration instead of injury

These strategies are designed to make injured people doubt their own experience. When that
happens, settlement offers shrink and the search for meaningful recovery becomes harder.

A Local Lens On Georgia Crash Claims

Busy roadways throughout Atlanta and the surrounding metro area create frequent stop-and-
go driving, lane merges, and rear-end hazards. Those conditions generate collisions that appear
minor from the outside yet push the body into sudden motion that causes lasting pain. A
person may be slightly turned, leaning forward, or sitting unevenly at the moment of impact.
That internal movement is far more important than a delta-V reading.

Insurance companies often overlook the realities of how Georgia drivers experience these
collisions. Instead, they focus on selective black box exports and assumptions about damage
visibility. When that narrow view becomes the foundation of a claim, injury victims often face
settlement proposals that fall short of their medical and financial needs.

e Traffic Density Increases Injury Exposure: Atlanta congestion leads to close following
distances, quick stops, and repetitive motion inside the vehicle. Even light impacts can
produce sharp spinal movement.

e Driver Posture Often Worsens Harm: Looking over a shoulder, reaching for controls, or
checking mirrors can magnify injury risk, especially in sudden impacts.

e Common Metro Crash Patterns Add Context: Rear-end events at intersections and
during heavy commute periods rarely register cleanly on black box downloads, yet they
are some of the most painful for victims.
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These patterns show how misleading black box readings can be without the full story.
How Our Attorneys Challenge Misused Data

At the Law Offices of Gary Martin Hays & Associates, P.C., our Atlanta car accident lawyers
challenge EDR interpretations by building the complete picture of what happened. That
includes medical records, imaging, physical therapy reports, symptom timelines, pain
progression, crash scene information, engineering analysis, and witness accounts.

When data appears incomplete or inaccurate, we consult with qualified experts who
understand the difference between mechanical readings and human injury. We combine
science, physical evidence, and client testimony to show how the numbers fit into the larger
story, not the other way around.

A collision may last only a moment, but the pain can last much longer. Injury victims deserve a
fair and accurate understanding of how they were hurt, not an oversimplified version built on
selective metrics.

Contact Georgia's Billion Dollar Car Wreck Lawyer Today

If an insurance company is using Event Data Recorder information to question your injuries, talk
to a legal team that knows how to push back. Our attorneys can evaluate the data, identify its
weaknesses, and help ensure your claim reflects the real impact on your life.

If a low-speed crash left you in pain, we can help you pursue justice, protect your rights, and
demand the compensation you deserve. To get started, contact us today for a free case

evaluation.
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