
Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee 

Trustees Board Room, British Museum, Wednesday 14
th

 May 2008, 11am 

 

Present: 

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 
Norman Palmer (chair)  Caroline Barton (BM)   Ian Carradice 

May Sinclair   Roger Bland (BM)   

Peter Clayton   Caroline Lyons (BM)  

Jack Ogden   Ian Richardson (BM) 

John Cherry   William McMyn (DCMS) 

Tim Pestell   Rachel Stratton (DCMS) 

     Trevor Austin (expert adviser) 

     Alison Fox (Manx National Heritage), for the first item 

    

 

Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Friday 4
th

 April 2008 

Norman Palmer submitted corrections to the minutes.  The minutes were passed as a true 

record. 

 

Item 2: Objects 

 

Isle of Man Find 

 

1. *Viking gold ring from Peel area, Isle of Man (2007-0146) 
The provisional valuer suggested £220; the Committee inspected the find and took into account the 

Finder’s submission. The Committee did not feel that the association with the two previous rings 

significantly affected the valuation of this ring.  The ring is not a remarkable piece of art; it has suffered, 

is crumpled, is a fragment of something bigger and cannot be straightened into a wearable condition.  

There are market parallels but for complete examples only.  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, 

recommended £220.   

 

Prehistoric artefacts 

 

2. *Bronze Age gold pennanular ring from Theydon Mount, Essex (2007 T259) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80-£100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £100. 

 

3. Bronze Age gold pennanular bracelet from West Wight, Isle of Wight (2007 T490) 
The provisional valuer suggested £7,000; the Committee inspected the find and it is slightly damaged and 

hence not wearable, but for Bronze Age material wearabilty is not really an applicable factor.  The 

Committee compared the bracelet to a hoard or seven similar bracelets from Bawdeswell area, Norfolk 

(£35,000; 2005 T347) which were not torn and twisted like this example but were lighter.  The 

Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £7,000. 

 

Roman Artefacts 

 

4. *Roman silver finger ring from Lacock, Wiltshire (2007 T112) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60-£70; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £65. 

 

5. *Roman silver finger-ring from Lacock, Wiltshire (2007 T54) 

The provisional valuer suggested £140-£160; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and on the 

whole agreed with the valuer, recommending £145. 

 



6. Roman gold ring from Bures Hamlet, Essex (2007 T386) 
The provisional valuer suggested £600-£650; the Committee inspected the find and took into account the 

Landowner’s submission.  The ring has a nice, clear inscription and is a beautiful example but it is of a 

small size.  The Committee noted Mr comments concerning restoration but the ring is very thin 

at the back and in all possibility would not be wearable even after repair.  The Committee took into 

account Mr valuation, but felt it is a very commercial valuation, implying a final retail price 

rather than hammer price.  The Committee recommended £750.  

 

Viking Artefacts 

 

7. *Viking silver ingot from Roxby Cum Risby, North Lincolnshire (2007 T682) 
The provisional valuer suggested £10- £12; the Committee noted that this is a half ingot of silver but felt 

this too low for the weight of silver.  The ingot was weighed (10.067g) and the Committee recommended 

£45. 

 

8. *Viking silver ingot from Stagsden, Bedfordshire (2007 T297) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and weighed the 

ingot (19.919g).  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £100. 

 

Medieval Artefacts 

 

9. *Medieval silver finger-ring from Wingfield, Wiltshire (2007 T110) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75; the Committee inspected the find and felt that the ring is not a good 

example technically being in an unfinished state, with non-symmetrical decoration but it is interesting and 

puzzling in its design.  Only a very specific collector would be interested in this piece, it is not a very 

collectable example.  The Committee also noted with concern evidence of recent cleaning on the ring, 

which may have detracted to the value.  The ring really only has archaeological interest and the 

Committee recommended £65. 

 

10. *Medieval silver finger-ring from Theydon Garnon, Essex (2007 T175) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and felt this was 

slightly high as the ring is in quite poor condition, with the inscription only just readable. The Committee 

recommended £90. 

 

11. *Medieval silver finger-ring from Thwing, East Riding of Yorkshire (2007 T390) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20-£30; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £30. 

 

12. *Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Coberley, Gloucestershire (2007 T512) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300; the Committee inspected the find and felt it is an interesting, well 

preserved example of the type and recommended £400. 

 

13. *Medieval silver-gilt pendant cross from Niton & Whitwell, Isle of Wight (2007 T650) 
The provisional valuer suggested £25; the Committee inspected the find and felt the valuation was slightly 

low.  Although the pendant cross is missing an arm there are remnants of yellow gilding.  The Committee 

recommended £35. 

 

14. *Medieval silver coin brooch from Covenham, Lincolnshire (2007 T434) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee inspected the find and felt this was too low.  It is a 

nice, interesting brooch, manufactured using quite a scarce coin from Durham mint, implying a specific 

selection of coin for use as jewellery, not a random selection of coin.  The Committee recommended 

£180. 

 

15. *Medieval silver brooch frame from Wembdon, Somerset (2007 T585) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 



the valuer, recommended £80. 

 

16. *Medieval silver mount from Pytchley, Northamptonshire (2006 T216) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and commented 

that finds of this nature are getting more common.  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, 

recommended £150. 

 

17. Medieval Gold Pendant with Intaglio from Osmington, Dorset (2007 T126) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,800- £2,000; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and felt 

that the higher scale of the provisional valuation was appropriate; the Medieval pendant with a classical, 

Roman intaglio is of interest and fits in with intaglio seals of this type, but is rarer than the seals. The 

Committee does not agree with the valuer’s comparisons with Roman Republican coins as the head on 

this intaglio is not in that standard.  The Committee recommended £2,000. 

 

18. Medieval gold finger-ring from Diss area, Suffolk (2007 T232) – 3rd viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,800; the Committee took into account the Finder’s reply to the 

British Museum analysis report and is content after close inspection of the ring that there is actually a 

feasible reason for the presence of the solder splash (as filings of gold could have fused during the 

enamelling process creating these ‘splashes’).  The Committee also took into account the Finder’s letter 

dated 3
rd

 February 2008, concerning the provisional valuation of this ring and felt that the provisional 

valuation was slightly low.  Comparisons to this ring are in the range of £1,000-£3,000 (£1,000; Wall, 

Staffordshire; 2003 T353) (£2,750; Scarborough, North Yorkshire; 2006 T65);  this ring is not a very fine 

example of the type, but does have a clear engraving and nice leafwork.  The Committee recommended 

£1,900. 

 

19. Medieval gold finger-ring from Diss area, Suffolk (2007 T233) – 3rd viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,000; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and took into 

account the Finder’s letter dated 3
rd

 February 2008.  Examples in Benet’s, similar to this ring are c. £1,000 

and so the Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £1,000. 

 

20. Medieval gold finger-ring from Diss area, Suffolk (2007 T234) – 3rd viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,000; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and took into 

account the Finder’s letter dated 3
rd

 February 2008.  This ring is less impressive than 2007 T233 (above) 

and compared it to a similar but more ornate and inscribed example from Wixford, Warwickshire (£1,500, 

2002 T257) and a decorated garnet ring from Houghton, West Sussex (£750; 2004 T121).  The 

Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £1,000. 

 

Post-medieval artefacts 

 

21. Post-Medieval gold finger ring from Whitchurch area, Cheshire (2007 T156) 
The provisional valuer suggested £200; the Committee felt this was too low.  It is a pretty finger-ring; 

worn but with a nice design and inscription.  The Committee took into account the Finder’s letter but felt 

that the statement of “CHEAP at £1,200” is not accurate in the Committee’s professional opinion and 

when compared examples such as from Driffield, East Riding of Yorkshire (£300, 2005 T379) or the 

enamelled example from Buttercrambe, North Yorkshire (£280; 2007 T116).   Also plain, uninscribed 

rings of this type currently on sale by Timeline Originals (eBay) for less than the provisional valuation of 

this ring.  The Committee recommended £300. 

 

22. *Post-Medieval gold mourning ring from Soulbury, Buckinghamshire (2007 T592) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £150. 

 

23. *Post-Medieval annular brooch from Hibaldstow, North Lincolnshire (2007 T635) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 

the valuer, recommended £75. 



 

24. *Post-Medieval silver pendant from Drayton Bassett, Staffordshire (2007 T324) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80-£90; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and 

commented that there are a lot of complete examples on the market and a broken example, such as this, 

would be difficult to sell.  The Committee recommended £80. 

 

25. *Post-Medieval silver thimble from West Crewkerne, Somerset (2007 T678) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80; the Committee inspected the find and felt that this was too high  

when compared to similar thimbles like the thimble from Kelvedon, Essex (£60, 2007 T80) which also 

has the split similar to this. Also examples of silver thimbles are being sold on Dei Gratia website (eBay) 

for £8-£12.  The Committee recommended £50. 

 

26. *Post-Medieval silver-gilt hooked fastener from Urchfont, Wiltshire (2007 T76) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40-£50; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer’s higher scale, recommended £50. 

 

27. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Boxgrove, West Sussex (2007 T29) 
The provisional valuer suggested £600; the Committee felt this was too high when compared to a similar 

ring from Dunkirk, Kent with a slightly distorted hoop (£500; 2004 T32) and Kensworth, Bedfordshire 

(£600; 2007 T16).  The ring has a good, interesting, clear inscription.  The Committee recommended 

£550. 

 

28. Post-Medieval silver finger-ring from Clapham, West Sussex (2007 T601) 
The provisional valuer suggested £600; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer and commenting that the ring is wearable, solid and a good weight, recommended £600. 

 

29. Post-Medieval silver reliquary pendant from Kilgetty, Pembrokeshire (07.07) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,200; the Committee deferred this case requesting a second valuation. 

 

30. Post-Medieval silver forger’s hoard from Stockbridge, South Yorkshire (2006 T298) 2
nd

 viewing 
The Committee previously recommended £65 (Feb 08 TVC), this valuation has not been challenged.   The 

Committee read the landowner’s submission regarding permission to detect on their land and instructed 

the Committee Secratariat to write to the Finder, again sending him a copy of the Landowner’s 

submission, and ask him the following questions: 

1. Did you know who the landowner was, when you were searching for, and subsequently discovered, 

these objects? 

2. Did you at any time seek permission from the Landowner to detect on the land? 

3. Do you have any further information on the land in question?  

The Committee will recommend any potential abatement upon receipt of the Finder’s reply. 

 

Norfolk Cases 

 

Tim Pestell excused himself from the meeting for the duration of the Norfolk cases. 

 

31. *Bronze Age base metal group from Attleborough area, Norfolk (2007 T555) 
The provisional valuer suggested £300; the Committee inspected the find and felt that the majority of the 

value for the group lies in the complete axe, which is over-valued by the provisional valuer; the rest of the 

group having nominal value.  The Committee recommended £220. 

 

32. *Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt brooch fragment from Snetterton, Norfolk (2008 T14) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80-£100; the Committee inspected the find and felt it was quite a nice 

example, despite being a fragment, with good gilding and recommended £90. 

 

33. Anglo-Saxon silver pin head from Fring, Norfolk (2008 T68) 
The provisional valuer suggested £25; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 



the valuer, recommended £25.  

 

34. Medieval silver seal matrix from Fransham, Norfolk (2008 T11) 
The provisional valuer suggested £250; the Committee felt this was too low, there is a nice rivet through 

the top of the matrix which is well done.  The matrix is small but interesting.  The Committee compared it 

to a similar seal matrix, that was larger and more personalised with a lamb, from Milton Keynes, 

Buckinghamshire (£600; 2003 T300).  The Committee took into account the Finder’s comments and his 

relaying of Mr valuation range (“approximately double that of the provisional valuation”) and 

did agree that the provisional valuation was too low, but without Mr actual valuation the 

Committee can not utilise it any further.  The Committee recommended £400. 

 

35. *Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook from Cley-Next-the-Sea, Norfolk (2008 T74) 
The provisional valuer suggested £70-£80; the Committee inspected the find commenting that finds of this 

type are very common but this is a nice example with an intact pin.  The Committee, agreeing with the 

valuer, recommended £80. 

 

36. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Edgefield, Norfolk (2007 T359) 
The provisional valuer suggested £800; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and commented 

that the ring is very nice, with enamel traces of various colours.  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, 

recommended £800. 

 

Tim Pestell rejoined the meeting. 

 

Item 3: Coins 

 

Iron Age Coins 

 

37. Iron Age coins (2) from Climping, West Sussex (2006 T107) – 2
nd

 Viewing 

The TVC previously recommended £1,200.  The Committee read the Landowner’s challenge and reply 

that they recommended a valuation for the two coins “at the lower end of the valuation scale”, of which 

the Landowner quotes, because the two coins are not flawless examples of the type; with one coin not 

struck up in part and the other being rather flat in design and not a nice example for a buyer.  The 

Committee confirmed its previous recommendation of £1,200. 

 

Roman coins 

 

38. Roman gold coins (2) from Ashbourne area, Derbyshire (2007 T709) 

The first provisional valuer recommended £130,000-£150,000 for one coin and £70,000-£90,000 for the 

second coin; the second provisional valuer recommended £100,000 for one coin and £45,000 for the 

second coin.  This case was deferred until the next meeting, as the finder/landowner has commissioned a 

private valuation from 

 

Item 4: Harrogate Hoard 

 

39. Viking hoard from Harrogate, North Yorkshire (2007 T2) – 4
th

 Viewing 
The Committee previously increased the cup’s recommendation to £310,000, bringing the total to 

£1,082,800 (at 13
th
 February 2008 TVC).  The Committee carefully read both of the Finders’ Solicitor’s 

submissions as well as the British Museum’s reply comments to the Finders’ Solicitor’s initial 

submission.  It is felt that the material offered by Mr is not applicable in this case: the market for 

Islamic material is very high, especially with Museums currently focussing on rebuilding their collections. 

The premium for such material is understandably high, as indeed Mr  commented in his 

submission. Limoges material has very distinct collectors, which is reflected in the selling prices; ivories 

are a totally different market place to the Harrogate cup and are not comparable.  It is felt that the only 

relevant comments in these new submissions are those from Barry Ager concerning Byzantine Silver Dish 

in Christie’s sale of 9th November 2006 (lot 390) and as this item was withdrawn for sale a comparable 



value is not possible to ascertain. The Committee feels that it has already taken into account the arguments 

submitted by the Finders’ Solicitors and they previously increased their recommended valuation in 

February accordingly.  The Committee confirm their previous valuation of £1,082,800, having given due 

consideration to the further submissions and to the accompanying arguments.  The Committee has 

concluded that it has not seen sufficient further evidence to enable it to reassess the recommended 

valuation. 

 

Regarding the landowner’s comments, the Committee Secretariat should disabuse the Landowner that the 

Committee is a part of the DCMS. 

 

Item 5: Cases with Finder Issues 

 

40. Medieval silver seal from Sealfield area, North Yorkshire (2007 T39) 
The provisional valuer suggested £4,200; the Committee inspected the find in light of this felt that that the 

provisional valuation was too high.  Thomas Beckett scenes were popular amongst senior civil servants 

and London merchants at the time and this could have been a counter seal, hence ecclesiastic. For these 

reasons the seal is very interesting but the most expensive seal matrix of this type valued by the 

Committee was valued at £2,750 (Swanley; Kent 2005 T75).  The Committee took into account Mr 

letter dated 25
th
 April 2008 but felt that the statement that a bronze seal matrix of this type 

would be sold for the provisional valuers suggested value is unjustified and not the case, in their 

experience.  The Committee recommended £3,800. 

 

Concerning the two claimant ‘Finders’: as both parties were named by the coroner at inquest as finder the 

Committee are obliged to treat both Mr  and Mr as Finders.  The TVC can and will 

discuss the issue of potential abatement of either Finder’s reward. To this end the Committee Secretariat 

will pose the following questions to both Mr and Mr  

1. Why was the seal matrix not reported to the coroner between October and January? 

2. When did you find the seal matrix? 

3. Where did you find the seal matrix? 

4. Why did it take three months to report the seal matrix? 

5. Did Mr Halliday instruct you to report the seal matrix when you visited him? 

6. If so, when did he tell you to do so? 

 

 

Item 6:    Any Other Business 

 

 Caroline Barton presented to the Committee the circumstances of Treasure case 2007 T677: an 

archaeological Treasure case, which the landowner wishes a valuation before deciding whether to 

claim/waive the reward.  The coins are in a soil block and Wiltshire Conservation Centre are 

concerned for its stability and condition of the hoard.  Conservation to get the coins into a state 

where they could be assessed and valued is estimated to greatly exceed the actual coin valuation.  

Caroline put forward as a course of action that the coins be valued in the unconserved state, like 

previously done for Chiseldon caldrons.  The Committee agreed, and recommended that one or 

two examples of the coins that are loose from the block be used as a guide for the rest of the 

hoard, recommending that the block be x-rayed for the purpose if valuation. 

 

 Caroline Barton, presented the finders’ replies to the Committee’s questions for Skipton Treasure 

case (2006 T354) case.  One, Mr , did not answer the questions posed by the 

Committee.  The Committee Secretariat is to write again to the finder specifically asking for a 

direct reply to the Committee’s questions. 

 

 Peter Clayton spoke of his role in the upcoming television programme, The Artful Codgers, to be 

aired on Thursday 15
th
 May 2008 on Channel 4. 

 



 Roger Bland, updated the Committee on the Coroners Bill; the draft legislative programme for 

next year will contain the proposed amendments to the Coroners Bill. 

 

 John Cherry, asked that provisional valuers be asked to avoid wordings such as “knock down 

figure” and refer to hammer price instead. 

 

 The Committee requested that in their TVC packs for cases with issues a short summary sentence 

be added to the beginning of that case, highlighting the issue which the Committee will be 

addressing so this is clear when they begin reading through the submissions. 

 

 

 

 

 

Item 5:    Date of next meeting:  27
th

 June 2008, Hartwell Room, 11 am with all finds 

available from 10.15. 

 




