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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
1.1 This report provides a forensic evaluation of the 321-year dispossession of the Williams 
family from Great House Farm (Ty Mawr), Llandough. Based on an analysis of 
contemporaneous news archives (1988–1989), current market indices for the Vale of 
Glamorgan, and established UK legal principles, this assessment identifies a total 
restitutionary target of £101,200,000.1 

1.2 The claim is predicated on the doctrine that "fraud unravels all," as established in Takhar v 
Gracefield Developments Ltd UKSC 13. It is contended that the 1987 judgment in BP Properties 
Ltd v Buckler was obtained through a fundamental narrative fraud—the imposition of a false 
legal identity ("Mrs. Buckler") upon the family matriarch, Mrs. Mary Williams.2 

2. THE IDENTITY FRAUD: ERASURE OF THE WILLIAMS TITLE 
2.1 ** lineage Documentation:** The Williams family asserts continuous possessory title from 
at least 1667.1 Contemporaneous media evidence from the South Wales Echo (Image 3) 
identifies the occupant correctly as Mrs. Mary Williams, 60, a widow. 

2.2 Manufacture of the "Mrs. Buckler" Persona: The name "Mrs. Buckler" appears to be a 
legal misnomer consistently applied by the defendant and adopted by the court.2 Mrs. 
Williams never adopted her late husband’s surname for legal or personal use. Frederick 
Buckler was a newcomer to the land with no independent ancestral ties to the 300-year 



Williams "Living Title".1 

2.3 Operative Mechanism of Deceit: By addressing 1974 "unilateral license" notices to the 
non-existent legal entity "Mrs. Buckler," corporate actors arguably bypassed the ancestral 
rights of the Williams widow. Her subsequent silence was interpreted by the court as 
acceptance of a license, a finding that effectively halted the limitation clock for adverse 
possession.2 

2.4 Grounds for Set-Aside: Under Takhar, a judgment obtained via conscious dishonesty or 
material concealment must be set aside. The use of a manufactured name to facilitate 
"constructive consent" constitutes a material misrepresentation that can bypass the 
requirement of "reasonable diligence" in discovering the fraud at the original trial.3 

3. ESTATE LOSS AND THE "HOPE VALUE" PRINCIPLE 
3.1 Development potential: Contemporaneous reporting in the Western Mail (Image 7) 
confirms that the 70-acre estate was recognized at the time of dispossession as prime 
development land worth a "fortune" for "luxury houses" overlooking Cardiff Bay.1 

3.2 The Valuation Basis: UK property law requires compensation to reflect the "Hope 
Value"—the realistic potential for residential development—rather than merely the agricultural 
use at the point of seizure.6 

3.3 Calculation: Applying a Prime Regional Development rate of £750,000 per acre to the 
70-acre total loss: 

 
. 

4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPROPRIATION AND HERITAGE FRAUD 
4.1 Bypassing Statutory Protections: The 1988 demolition of Ty Mawr was allegedly 
facilitated by misrepresenting an 800-year-old monastic grange as a "dilapidated utility 
building" in planning documents (Image 4). This misclassification allowed the defendant to 
bypass the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979.1 

4.2 Notice of Significance: The family’s 1870 discovery of a Roman soldier in armor (Image 3) 
provided the defendant and local authorities with "actual notice" of the site's high-status 
significance a century before its demolition.1 



4.3 Restitutionary Disgorgement: Under the principle of "account of profits" (clarified in 
Rukhadze v Recovery Partners UKSC 62), a court may order a defendant to surrender gains 
realized through the concealment of a claimant's rights.8 

5. SCHEDULE OF LOSS AND MULTI-GENERATIONAL DEMAND 
 

Head of Damage Forensic Justification Amount 

Estate & Hope Value Loss 70 acres at Prime Regional 
rates (£750k/acre) 
reflecting the "fortune" 
described in 1988 press.1 

£52,500,000 

Restitutionary 
Disgorgement 

Unjustly realized developer 
profit on 23 units + 35 years 
compound interest (4.5%).8 

£10,200,000 

Historical Asset 
Restoration 

Cultural and replacement 
value of the 13th-century 
monastic grange and 
primary 1-acre plot.1 

£5,000,000 

Archaeological 
Expropriation 

Penalty for the intentional 
destruction of the site and 
monastic cemetery.11 

£5,000,000 

Multi-Gen Collective 
Trauma 

35 years of "bus living" and 
displacement for 25 
descendants (including 
those in the Caribbean).1 

£10,000,000 

Enhanced Lawfare 
Damages 

Sanction for 60 years of 
coordinated institutional 
narrative fraud and identity 
erasure. 

£7,500,000 

Wrongful Death Estate 
Claims 

Stress-induced mortality of 
Mrs. Williams and Billy 
Buckler. 

£3,000,000 



Exemplary & Aggravated Marker of court disapproval 
for the 4am poleaxe 
eviction with children 
present.14 

£8,000,000 

TOTAL QUANTUM  £101,200,000 

6. CAUSES OF ACTION AND COLLECTIVE REMEDY 
6.1 Standing of Descendants: The trauma claim includes the 25 descendants of the Williams 
lineage, including the three siblings present at the 1988 axe-eviction (aged 2–5). Under the 
Judicial College Guidelines (17th Ed), they are eligible for damages for the "loss of life 
chances" caused by decades of cycle-of-deprivation homelessness.17 

6.2 Wrongful Death: Claims under the Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1934 link 
the premature deaths of Billy Buckler and Mrs. Williams to the foreseeable physical and 
psychological toll of multi-decade institutional "lawfare". 

6.3 Article 8 ECHR: The systematic erasure of the "Williams" name and the forced 
displacement of the family constitute prima facie breaches of the right to private and family 
life. 

7. CONCLUSION 
The dispossession of the Williams family was achieved through a sustained campaign of 
narrative fraud. The imposition of the name "Mrs. Buckler" was the mechanism used to strip 
Mrs. Williams of her 321-year ancestral Welsh title. This revised demand of £101.2 million is 
realistic, justified by contemporaneous archives, and serves as the professional baseline for 
restorative justice. 
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