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Page 2616 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 2616 (last modified 2026-10-21 20:02:52 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
/top-level-understanding-williams-parcel-a-title-sabotaged-severed-and-buried-while-a-synthetic-mimic-estate-was-forged.

Page ID: 2616 - Title: Cedwyn Estate Working Theory — Repeated Parcel Capture, Parcel A and the Llandough-Leck-
with Land Question - Evidence status: Not yet labelled — see the Editing Protocol - Version: 1.0.0 - Editing Protocol
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2.1 High-level working theory: Cedwyn Estate, repeated parcel capture and
the Llandough-Leckwith land question (18 October 2026)

Attribution and status. This section records the family’s high-level working theory, expanded at the user’s direction. It
is an investigative hypothesis and advocacy framework, not a finding of title, a judicial determination, or a proved alle-
gation against any person or institution. The theory should be tested and made more precise as original documents and
mapped boundaries are obtained. Do not turn its strongest propositions into facts merely by repeating them elsewhere
on the Wiki.

2.1.1 The family’s theory

The family’s hypothesis is that Great House Farm / Ty Mawr was part of a much older estate associated with the name
Cedwyn / Cydfin / Cedfin (spellings and identity still require documentary control), and that the family’s ancestral
connection to the manorial house may reflect an underlying estate interest rather than merely long residential occupa-
tion. The family further proposes that this historic holding may once have comprised or related to approximately forty
parcels across Llandough and Leckwith, and that later landownership, tenancy, conveyancing, possession proceedings,
village-green registration and title registration fragmented or obscured that earlier estate.

On this theory, what the family describes as “synthetic parcels” or a “corporate concentration” of land may have over-
laid, subdivided or re-described earlier interests. The proposed mechanism is not necessarily one single transaction: it
may be a repeated sequence in which a broad estate description, a tenancy or permissive-occupation characterisation,
possession of a defined area, conveyance of selected land, and later registration or transfer caused distinct historical
parcels to be treated as one holding—or parts of an older holding to disappear into separate title chains. Each proposed
step must be shown against an identified parcel and instrument.

The theory also asks whether such mechanisms should be studied in the wider context of Welsh land concentration,
displacement and the relationship between local property administration and broader structures of political and
economic power. The stronger claim—that this was a deliberate methodology for annexing Wales as part of British
imperialism and colonisation—is a separate macro-hypothesis. The Great House Farm chronology alone cannot estab-
lish a centrally coordinated national strategy. That argument would require independent evidence of policy, actors,
repeated comparable cases, and a documented link between the local transactions and the wider mechanism.

2.1.2 Why the 1949-1970 and later sequence is a lead

The dates raise a legitimate pattern question: a family-reported attempt to characterise Mary (Nancy) Williams’s occu-
pation as permissive around 1949; a deed dated 29 March 1961 involving Western Ground Rents Ltd, South Western
Brick & Tile and Cardiff City and catalogued as affecting land now associated with the woodland title; a later tenancy
offer to Mary recorded in the Court of Appeal’s history in 1959; VG41 recorded as registered on 16 June 1970;
the reported 1969 conveyance to BP Pension Trust; first registrations in 1982-83; and the 1987 amalgamation [PEND-
ING: EV-0039; PENDING: EV-0040; PENDING: EV-0044; PENDING: EV-0043]. These events justify one coordinated
parcel-by-parcel inquiry. They do not yet prove that all events involved the same land or that one caused another.

Arithmetic and scope control: 1949 to 1961 is twelve years by calendar-year subtraction. The currently catalogued 1959
offer to 16 June 1970 is about eleven years, not twelve; a proposed 1958 trigger must be supported by a dated record
before it is used. The 1969 conveyance to the 1982-83 registrations is not an exact twelve-year interval. The 1971 abstract
mentioned in HMLR correspondence is a title-history document, not itself an act of possession. The historic twelve-year
limitation period concerned actions to recover land and depended on the right of action and facts; it was not a general
rule requiring registration after twelve years. See Limitation Act 1980, section 15, while noting that the applicable
statute and legal rules must be checked for each historical event.

2.1.3 What would make each part of the theory stronger—or weaker?

* Cedwyn / Cydfin and the posited forty-parcel estate: an original estate map, terrier, manor court roll, rent roll,
schedule of parcels, conveyance, probate or other primary record that identifies the property and connects
the name to the Llandough-Leckwith land would materially strengthen the proposition. Similar place-names,
family residence and an approximate parcel count are leads, not proof of common ownership or title succession.

* Repeated permissive-occupation characterisation: original offers, replies, protests, court pleadings and contem-
poraneous notes showing that Mary rejected tenancy or licence and asserted ownership would be evidence that
there was a live dispute over the land actually identified in those documents. The 1949 and 1959 records must be
separated from Frederick Buckler’s agricultural tenancy, which the Court of Appeal accepted existed, and from
the 1974 licence letters, which the Court of Appeal treated as creating a licence over the farmhouse and garden
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[EV-0080].

* The 1961 forest strand: the complete deed, schedules, recitals and plan must show exactly what land was affected,
what interest WGR purported to convey or deal with, and how that polygon relates to the reported 1877/1928
Parcel A boundary and the 1955 execution. Until then, the deed is a material research lead; its existence does not
prove an unlawful taking from Mary or a planned connection to 1949.

® The 1970 green strand: the full VG41 file and original map must identify the applicant, exact registered area,
ownership claims, notices, objections, evidence and decision. The date is a documented chronological point, but
the register alone does not establish that the Council obtained the freehold, that the registered ground belonged
to the family, or that the 1959 offer concerned the same polygon.

* 1982-87 registrations and amalgamation: the first-registration files, operative deeds, filed plans, notices/service
records, requisitions and amalgamation application must establish whether the title contained all, some or none of
the three proposed Parcel-A components. A discrepancy between instruments and registered extent could be
significant evidence of a title or process problem; motive and deliberate concealment require separate proof.

* Wales-wide annexation/colonisation theory: look for independent evidence of repeated mechanisms across iden-
tified Welsh parcels—matching instruments, comparable occupation recharacterisations, common actors or
instructions, land schedules, institutional records and credible historical scholarship. One local chronology or
a cluster of coincident dates cannot establish a national policy or coordinated plot.

2.1.4 “More evidence” must mean evidence of a defined proposition

On this Wiki, say a new item is “more evidence for the Cedwyn Estate theory” only after naming the proposition it
supports and explaining how the item supports it. A document may be direct evidence that a deed existed or an appli-
cation was made; it may be circumstantial evidence of a dispute or of inconsistent parcel descriptions; or it may merely
be consistent with a broader theory. Those are different evidential weights. A source that contradicts the theory,
describes Parcel B only, shows proper notice, or places a deed outside the claimed boundary must be recorded just as
clearly.

2.1.5 Title, inheritance and the force of registration

The family’s asserted status as heirs and successors is central to the theory, but descent and historical occupation do not
by themselves establish current legal ownership. The evidence must identify the owner of each defined parcel at each
stage, the operative transfers or devolution on death, the chain connecting the family to the relevant right, and any
intervening legal consequences. “Possessor”, “proprietor”, registered title, beneficial interest and historical root of title
are not interchangeable labels. Nor is there a general rule that an asserted ancestral title automatically outranks a regis-
tered proprietor. The applicable historical registration law, the quality and extent of each title, any overriding interest
and the available remedies must be assessed for the date and parcel in question. Section 58 of the Land Registration Act
2002 gives registration a statutory effect; because this Act came later than the 1982-87 events, it must not be applied

retrospectively as if it governed those original decisions.

The hypothesis predicts that a better original root of title or a mismatch between historic instruments and later regis-
tered extents may be found. That is testable, but the conclusion that the family still owns all Llandough and Leckwith
remains unproved. Any claim to a particular area needs a mapped land description and a demonstrable chain of rights
to that area.

2.1.6 Core research route

¢ Llandough (Penarth) — Cydfin / Ty Mawr and pre-1877 manorial evidence and GHF-E173 — Cedwyn / Cwm
Cedwyn place-name notes: test identity and naming, not assume it.

® Parcel A / Parcel B distinct-history claim, three-part Parcel A assessment, and parcel-map decision rule: compare
exact polygons across each instrument.

® Repeated occupation-characterisation claim, 1955 Parcel-A Loss Dossier, and 1983 first-registration assessment:
test possession, title, registration and notice separately.

® Case Analysis — Connections, Patterns and Questions, Forensic Master Chronology, and Institutional Involve-
ment Roadmap: cross-check timing, actors and alternative explanations.

Change record / guest book — 18 October 2026. Expanded the existing top-level Parcel-A working theory to include
the proposed Cedwyn/Cydfin Estate connection, possible approximately forty-parcel Llandough-Leckwith hypothe-
sis, the 1949/1959/1961/1970 and 1969 /1982-87 chronology, the wider Welsh land-concentration/colonisation hypoth-
esis, and the required parcel-map and title tests. Clarified that this is a theory under test, not a finding that the family
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currently owns all the land or that a coordinated racket has been proved. No new primary deeds or cadastral plans
were obtained by this editorial update.

2.2 Evidence groups

e Parcel A / Parcel B documents and the 1987 amalgamation: 1877-1939 agreements and plans, the 1969 transfer,
registration files and title plans.

* Possession and occupation descriptions: the 1955 and 1962 proceedings, 1959/1965 offers, 1974 pleadings and
licence letters, and the 1987 appeal [PENDING: EV-0032; PENDING: EV-0041].

* 1983 notice allegation: a letter said to have arrived (SOURCE PENDING: no named speaker or document yet) after
Mary (Nancy) Williams’s death; original pending as GHF-E180.

e Possible concealment and institutional handling: a separate hypothesis, not a finding.

® Cedwyn / Cydfin / T§ Mawr name and manorial research: an associated research branch; name similarity alone
does not establish title continuity.

2.3 Overall working theory

The family’s case is that Parcel A—the farmhouse, buildings, garden and yard—had a distinct ownership history from
Parcel B, the eastern agricultural land. The later WGR/BP conveyances and the 1982-87 registration/amalgamation
records may have treated land with different histories as one named farm or title.

2.4 Interpretation

The linked sources document transactions, tenancy and possession proceedings, registration events, a 1987 amalgama-
tion, and the later eviction and demolition. The central question is what land each original instrument and plan actu-
ally describes, and how those descriptions relate to the registered titles.

The documents linked here do not, by themselves, establish that Parcel A was unlawfully included, that the 1983 notice
was late, or that fraud, forgery, deliberate concealment or coordination occurred. Those propositions depend on
the original deeds, filed plans, service records, the amalgamation instrument and evidence of the acts and decisions
concerned.

Evidence hierarchy - Evidence Library - Land Registry Titles - Missing Records Register

2.5 Page version & change log

Current version: 1.0.0

Editor (human or agent

Version Date (UTC)
name)

Change Source / evidence

Footer standardised; no | Editing Protocol, 18 Oct

1.0.0 2026-10-18T15:48Z | Sion’s Tab agent content change 2026

Agents and editors: follow the Editing Protocol.
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