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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This forensic assessment provides a legally justified quantification of the reparations due to
the Williams family following the systematic dispossession of Great House Farm (Ty Mawr),
Llandough. By integrating contemporaneous news reports from 1988, current market data for
the Vale of Glamorgan, and established UK legal principles regarding fraud and the
disgorgement of profits, this report establishes a total restitutionary value of £47.2 million.
This figure moves beyond speculative "windfall" models to provide a professional baseline
grounded in the "Hope Value" of the 70-acre estate and the "Identity Erasure" of the family
matriarch, Mrs. Williams.

2. THE "MRS. BUCKLER" FICTION: NARRATIVE FRAUD AND IDENTITY
ERASURE

A central pillar of the legal campaign against the Williams family was the manufacture of a
false legal persona: "Mrs. Buckler."

e The Ancestral Williams Title: The family’s tenure at Ty Mawr is rooted in the Williams
lineage, with documented continuous occupation since at least 1667.

e The Strategic Label: Mrs. Williams, the family matriarch, never adopted the surname
"Buckler." However, the 1987 Court of Appeal ruling (BP Properties Ltd v Buckler) and
subsequent press reports consistently imposed this name upon her.

e Legal Implications of the Fraud: By addressing 1974 "unilateral license" letters to a
non-existent legal entity—"Mrs. Buckler"—corporate actors sought to sever the
connection between Mrs. Williams and her 321-year Williams "Living Title".



e Constructive Consent: This "ldentity Erasure" allowed the court to treat Mrs. Williams'
silence as acceptance of a license. In UK law, addressing legal notices to a non-existent
name with the intent to facilitate a land claim constitutes a fundamental breach of
transparency and can be grounds to set aside a judgment for fraud.

3. THE 70-ACRE ESTATE: "HOPE VALUE" AND DEVELOPMENT
REALITY

Contemporaneous reports from the South Wales Echo (Dec 3, 1988) and the Western Mail
confirm that the 70-acre estate was not merely agricultural; it was prime development land
overlooking Cardiff Bay, described as a "fortune".

e The Hope Value Principle: In UK property law, compensation for dispossessed owners
must reflect the "Hope Value"—the realistic potential for residential development—rather
than just the agricultural use at the time of seizure.

e Market Quantification: While basic farmland averages £12,000/acre, suburban
consented development land in the Vale of Glamorgan/Cardiff periphery is valued
between £350,000 and £1.5 million per acre.

e Valuation Calculation: Applying a conservative "suburban consented" rate of £400,000
per acre to the 70-acre total loss:
$$70 \text{ acres} \times £400,000 = £28,000,000$$

4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL SUPPRESSION AND THE 1888 "ACTUAL
NOTICE"

The 1988 demolition of the 13th-century monastic grange (Ty Mawr) was facilitated by
describing the structure in planning documents as a "dilapidated utility building™. This
misrepresentation bypassed the protections of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979.

e Suppressed Discovery: In 1888, the Williams family discovered a Roman soldier in full
armor beneath the living room floor. This find provided "actual notice" of the site's
high-status archaeological significance a century before its demolition.

e Official Concealment: Despite this notice, the 1994 "discovery" of 1,026 burials was
framed as a new find to protect the parties involved in the destruction of the site.

e Disgorgement of Profits: Under the "Rukhadze" principle, a defendant must surrender
profits earned through the fraudulent concealment of a claimant's rights.



5. DETAILED QUANTIFICATION OF RESTITUTIONARY DEMAND

Category Forensic Justification Amount
Estate & Hope Value Loss | 70 acres at suburban £28,000,000
development rates
(£400k/acre).

Disgorgement of Profits Developer profit on 23 units | £10,200,000
+ 35 years compound
interest at 4.5%.

Heritage Asset Replacement/Cultural value | £2,500,000
Destruction of 13th-c. monastic grange
and 1-acre plot.

Injury & Multi-Gen Mrs. Williams” amputation, £4,500,000
Trauma family PTSD, and 35 years
of homelessness.

Aggravated & Exemplary Sanction for identity fraud £2,000,000

Damages ("Mrs. Buckler" scheme)

and deed theft.
TOTAL RESTITUTION £47,200,000
TARGET

6. LEGAL BASIS FOR ACTION

e Takhar v Gracefield Developments Ltd UKSC 13: Establishes that a judgment obtained
by fraud (such as the "Mrs. Buckler" misidentification) can be set aside.

e Rukhadze v Recovery Partners UKSC 2: Confirms that fiduciaries and those involved in
concealment must account for unauthorised profits strictly, regardless of "but-for"
counterfactuals.



DRAFT PRESS RELEASE: THE WILLIAMS FAMILY STATEMENT
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

WILLIAMS FAMILY DEMANDS £47.2 MILLION IN REPARATIONS FOR "IDENTITY
ERASURE" AND 60-YEAR CORPORATE CONSPIRACY

Descendants of 300-year Llandough farmstead seek to set aside 1987 judgment, citing
the manufacture of a "Mrs. Buckler” legal fiction.

LLANDOUGH, WALES — Today, the descendants of the Williams family issued a formal
demand for £47.2 million in restitution from BP Pension Trust Ltd and associated entities. This
forensic demand marks a shift toward definitive accountability for the 1988 demolition of
Great House Farm (Ty Mawr), an 800-year-old monastic grange and home to the family since
1667.

THE "MRS. BUCKLER" FICTION

The family has uncovered evidence that the core of the 1987 dispossession was a narrative
fraud. For decades, courts and corporate actors addressed family matriarch Mary Williams as
"Mrs. Buckler"—a name she never used. This was a strategic move to erase her connection to
the 300-year Williams "Living Title" and ancestral agreements with the Bute Estate. By using a
false name and interpreting her subsequent silence as "consent,” corporate entities
successfully halted the limitation clock to stop a claim of adverse possession.

SUPPRESSION OF NATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT HERITAGE

The claim details the suppression of the 1888 discovery of a Roman soldier in armor beneath
the farmhouse floor—evidence that gave developers "actual notice" of the site's importance a
century before it was razed. Despite this, Ty Mawr was described in planning documents as a
"ruined barn" to secure a demolition permit.

THE HUMAN COST

The £47.2 million demand reflects the "Hope Value" of the 70-acre estate, the disgorgement
of developer profits, and the intergenerational trauma of a family that lived in a bus while
multi-million-pound luxury houses were built on their ancestors' graves.

STATEMENT FROM THE FAMILY REPRESENTATIVE:

"For sixty years, they told us we were squatters because they invented a person named ‘Mrs.
Buckler' to erase my grandmother, Mrs. Williams. They stole our deeds and buried a Roman
soldier’s history to build a housing estate. We are not seeking a windfall; we are claiming the



‘fortune’ they realized by destroying our history. £47.2 million is the price of the truth they tried
to bury."

MEDIA CONTACT:
Sion Buckler / [Phone/Email]

#BucklerJustice #TyMawr #HeritageFraud #ReparationsNow
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