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Page 1475 of the Great House Farm Legal Wiki, carried over from the version last modified on 2026-10-21. The same
page is published at research.bucklerfamily.estate, and this version is also a PDF in the wayback archive.

1 Release notes

1.1 This release (version 1.0.0)

® 2026-Oct-23 - Carried over to the docs library from Legal Wiki page 1475 (last modified 2026-10-21 20:55:13 UTC).
The page text, dates and references are as on the wiki. Links to wiki pages lead to the same page on research.buck-
lerfamily.estate; images are links to their files on the wiki.

1.2 Older versions

None yet.

2 Record

This material now lives at https://fcg.bucklerfamily.estate/case/family-legal-case-control-room.

Page ID: 1475 - Title: Family Legal Case Control Room - Evidence status: Not yet labelled — see the Editing Protocol -
Version: 0.1.1 - Editing Protocol

2.1 Purpose

This is the controlling legal-case layer for the Great House Farm / T§ Mawr project. It connects the published evidence
archive to the private execution record and prevents research activity from being mistaken for a legal claim.
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https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/
https://wayback.bucklerfamily.estate/pdf/docs-archive/ghf_wiki/la_familylegalcasecontrolroom/en/2026-10-23_ghf_wiki-la_familylegalcasecontrolroom_en_v1-0-0.pdf
https://fcg.bucklerfamily.estate/case/family-legal-case-control-room
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/editing-protocol/

2 Record

Control rule: no issue is treated as established merely because a record is missing, a public reply conflicts with another
source, or a named family member’s testimony alleges wrongdoing. Each proposition must be tested against primary
evidence, counter-evidence, standing, limitation, causation and remedy. *

2.2 Case-control spine

Detailed control matrices: Limitation & Procedural Deadline Firewall - Claimant / Standing Register - 1987 Judgment
Reconstruction - Title Chain / Parcel A-B - Mary (Nancy) Williams Estate Dossier - Evidence-to-Court

¢ 1. Limitation & procedural deadline firewall — claimant, cause of action, accrual, alternative accrual/discovery,
limitation, procedural deadlines, preservation deadlines and last safe date.

¢ 2. Claimant / standing register — identify the actual legal claimant for each issue. “Williams/Buckler family” is
not itself a legal claimant.

¢ 3. 1987 judgment reconstruction — proposition decided — evidence relied upon — evidence available then —
evidence now — contrary evidence — materiality — possible remedy.

e 4. Title / parcel chain — keep Parcel A, Parcel B, farmhouse and later combined-registration descriptions distinct
until the underlying instrument proves the connection.

* 5. Mary (Nancy) Williams, formerly Buckler, estate evidence dossier — identity, occupation, possession, title
evidence, correspondence, probate/death records, inheritance and post-death registration.

* 6. Who knew what, when? — record each material fact, first-known date, decision-maker/custodian, evidence
and later action.

¢ 7. Counter-evidence & disconfirmation — actively record the strongest evidence against the family’s preferred
interpretation.

¢ 8. Evidence-to-court matrix — every material proposition must trace to its source, provenance, witness/docu-
ment status and proposed legal use.

2.3 Separate legal workstreams

¢ A — Title: ownership and extent of the relevant land.
* B — Registration: first registration, amalgamation, later dealings, alteration/rectification and indemnity.
* C — 1987 judgment: pleadings, evidence, findings, appeal and later-discovered material.

® D — Fraud / deceit: parked as an allegation until evidence identifies an act, actor, knowledge/dishonesty where
legally required, materiality and causation.

® E — Public authority: statutory function, decision, record trail, fairness, disclosure and correction.
* F — Heritage / planning: planning, archaeology, listing and knowledge chronology, kept distinct from title.

* G — Loss / remedy: possession, land, money, documents, artefacts, correction, acknowledgement and other
legally available remedies.

¢ H — Family / narrative justice: the historical and public record, without allowing narrative language to substitute
for proof.

2.4 Institutional control

Each institution should have one evidence-and-remedy dossier covering: records held; records requested; search scope;
negative result; retention/transfer/destruction evidence; decision challenged; response; correction sought; remedy
sought; escalation route; deadline; and legal significance.

* Bvidence Acquisition & Recovery
® Negative Search Log

e Record Retention / Destruction / Transfer Matrix
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https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/claimant-standing-register/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/1987-judgment-reconstruction-matrix/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/1987-judgment-reconstruction-matrix/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/title-chain-parcel-a-b-matrix/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/mary-williams-estate-evidence-dossier/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/evidence-to-court-matrix/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/evidence-acquisition-recovery/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/negative-search-log/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/record-retention-destruction-transfer-matrix/

2 Record

e Fraud / Concealment Evidence & Referral
¢ Public Authority Action & Accountability
¢ Institutional Remedy & Pre-Action

e Counter-Evidence & Disconfirmation

¢ Who Knew What, When?

2.5 Decision gates

* Evidence gate: source identified, acquired or a defensible negative-search record exists.
* Identity gate: the document, person, place, parcel and event are correctly identified.

¢ Contradiction gate: the strongest contrary interpretation has been recorded and tested.
¢ Legal gate: standing, jurisdiction, limitation and procedural route have been checked.

® Action gate: complaint, disclosure request, correction, referral, ADR, pre-action or proceedings is selected for
a defined reason.

* Remedy gate: the requested outcome is legally available, proportionate and causally connected to the established
facts.

2.6 Primary project controls

Mandate - Brief - Plan - Master Scrutiny Issue Register - Evidence Library - Records Access Chronology

Legal-status convention: DOCUMENTED FACT = supported by the cited record; FAMILY EVIDENCE /
CONTENTION = evidence requiring assessment; LEGAL INFERENCE / ISSUE FOR COUNSEL = a legal proposition

requiring qualified legal review. “Fraud”, “concealment”, “unlawful” and similar conclusions are not upgraded to fact
without the necessary evidential and legal threshold.

2.7 New control model — cascade of accepted premises

The case-control spine now treats the central forensic question as a chain-of-premises problem: identify the first materi-
ally wrong, incomplete or unconfirmed proposition; identify who introduced it; identify every later actor who relied
upon it; identify the independent safeguard that should have caught it; and identify the document that proves whether
the safeguard operated. This does not presume a conspiracy and does not excuse a later actor where the evidence
establishes an independent duty or opportunity to correct the problem.

The new Forensic Control-Point Chain is now part of the case-control spine.
2.7.1 New control requirements

* Property-description mutation: record the exact land description and plan at each material date; do not assume
“Great House Farm” is one invariant legal parcel.

® Authority chain: record who requested, recommended, authorised, certified and executed each material step, and
the source of that authority.

* Evidence-before-court: compare the propositions actually placed before the 1984-87 court with what BP and
the family possessed and disclosed at the time.

* Remedy firewall: keep title, registration mistake/alteration, indemnity, fraud-based reopening and current
administrative remedies as separate routes.

¢ Institution isolation: each institution/company/individual is assessed on its own dedicated page; cross-links do
not merge responsibility.
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2 Record

2.8 Litigation activation — now operative

The case has moved from open-ended reconstruction into a defined litigation-activation stage. The Litigation Activation
page is the operational entry point; the Stage Plan is the PRINCE2 work-package baseline.

Closed control: Parcel A is the full 1877 house/quarrying parcel: farmhouse and house group; barns, stable and yard
west of the house; garden; forest north of the house; and the ground south-east of the house/garden later registered as
VG41. Do not reduce Parcel A to the farmhouse and garden. Parcel B is the separate eastern agricultural fields.
The family’s established case is that the 1877 arrangement took effect in 1928 and WGR’s later possession of Parcel B
did not confer rights over Parcel-A forest or green.

2.9 Real loss control — now operative

The Control Room now treats the 1955 Parcel-A Loss Dossier as the central property-loss work package. Its chronology
is fixed as the family’s case: 1928—1877 arrangement took effect and Parcel-A entitlement matured; 1949—first later
effort to recast occupancy as permissive, before the title deed was reported missing in 1950-52; 1955—the “whole farm”
wording blurred the Parcel-A/Parcel-B boundary and force was used to take the northern forest and south-eastern
green along with Parcel B. Mary’s determined defence of the still-occupied house group, in the context of a recent leg
amputation and seven children, must not be misread as her claiming only that smaller area or as surrendering
the perimeter she could not physically defend. *

Scope correction: The actual loss focus is the Parcel-A forest north of the house and the ground south-east of the house
/garden that later became VG41. [SOURCE PENDING] Both were seized on 4 July 1955 while WGR was enforcing
possession of Parcel B. The retained farmhouse/buildings/garden group was only the portion Mary practically
defended; it was not the full extent of Parcel A. The 1939 agreement/plan is already obtained and depicts Parcel B only;
D696 rent books remain background unless a specific entry directly concerns the forest, VG41 or the 1955 taking.

For the wider Cedwyn Estate working hypothesis, see Cedwyn Estate Working Theory. This page is not, by itself, proof
of that hypothesis.

2.10 Page version & change log

Current version: 0.1.1

Version Date (UTC) Editor (human or agent Change Source / evidence
name)
Footer standardised;
., earlier log rows carried | Editing Protocol, 18
0.11 | 2026-10-18T15:28Z Sion’s Tab agent o they  table: 1o | Oct 2056
content change
Installed  footer log;
version tracking begins | Saved through Word-
0.1.0 2026-10-18T14:27:00+01:00 OpenAl-assisted mainte- | at 0.1.0; this d.oes nqt Press . APL ' pgblic
nance agent (GPT-6) reconstruct earlier revi- | rendering not individ-
sions. CURRENT | ually checked.
VERSION: 0.1.0.

Agents and editors: follow the Editing Protocol.
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https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/litigation-activation-human-action-pre-action-plan-8-october-2026/
https://projects.bucklerfamily.estate/archive/legal-wiki/project-management/plan/stage-plan-litigation-activation-sprint-8-october-14-november-2026/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/family-legal-case-control-room/1955-parcel-a-loss-dossier-woodland-vg41-green/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/top-level-understanding-williams-parcel-a-title-sabotaged-severed-and-buried-while-a-synthetic-mimic-estate-was-forged/
https://research.bucklerfamily.estate/editing-protocol/
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