
Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee 

Trustees Board Room, British Museum, Wednesday 6
th

 August 2008, 11am 

 

Present: 

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 
Norman Palmer (chair)  Caroline Barton (BM)   John Cherry 

Ian Carradice   Roger Bland (BM) Trevor Austin (expert adviser)  

Peter Clayton   Caroline Lyons (BM)  

Jack Ogden   Ian Richardson (BM) 

Tim Pestell   May Sinclair (expert adviser)  

     

A representative for the DCMS was not present, no apologies were sent.   

      

    

 

Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Friday 27
th

 June 2008 

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

 

Item 2: Objects 

 

 

Prehistoric artefacts 

 

1 *Bronze Age gold ribbon fragment from Ansley, Warwickshire (2007 T672) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee felt this was to low when compared to fragments of 

other objects, although this ribbon fragment is not a discernible object in its own right.  The Committee 

recommended £60. 

 

2 Bronze Age gold pennanular ring from Kettering area, Northamptonshire (2007 T74) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and this and 

commented that the ring is in very good condition, though it does not demonstrate banding.  The Committee 

took the Finder and Landowner’s comments into account but stated that there have been a lot of examples 

such as this on the market in the last 4/5 years and the Treasure Hunting article does not state the weight, 

size or gold content of the ring.  The Committee recommended £450. 

 

3 Late Bronze Age gold pennanular bracelet from West Wight, Isle of Wight (2007 T490)- 3
rd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £7,000; the Committee previously recommended £7,000 (14/05/08); 

following comments from the Museum the Committee requested a second valuation, the second provisional 

valuer suggested £6,000.  The Committee felt that based on the second valuation their initial 

recommendation was too high.  The Committee took into account the Museum’s comments and stated that 

there is marginal relevance to the Museum’s comments concerning single finds of this type as compared to 

hoards, their ‘ascribed value’ being lower as a single item instead of part of a hoard.  The Committee 

recommended £6,500. 

 

Roman Artefacts 

 

4 *Roman silver pin head from Stanwix Rural, Cumbria (2007 T258) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and commented that 

the pin head is quite worn; though it does have an iron spike which is quite unusual.  The Committee, 

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £50. 

 

 

 

5 *Roman silver finger-ring from Fountains Abbey area, North, Yorkshire (2007 T368) 



The provisional valuer suggested £80; the Committee felt this was to high as the finger-ring is quite small 

and extremely fragile, having multiple cracks in the silver.  The Committee recommended £60. 

 

6 *Roman silver finger-ring from Quarrendon, Buckinghamshire (2007 T717) 

has valued this item at Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 

The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee felt this was slightly too high and recommended £50. 

 

7 Roman silver finger-ring fragment from Hockliffe, Bedfordshire (2007 T357) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75-£100; the Committee took in to account the Finder’s comments 

concerning comparative TOT rings but the finger-rings cited by the Finder are complete, wearable rings, 

which their valuations reflected, this finger-ring is a fragment only, with part of the inscription missing.  

The Committee recognises the historical importance of the ring, as it does with all items it values, but feels 

that a ring fragment with incomplete inscription can not be valued at the same level as a complete wearable 

finger-ring of this type as the finder suggests when he recommends a value of “3 to 4 times that listed in the 

provisional valuation”.  The Committee recommended £80. 

 

8 Roman silver finger-ring with intaglio from Lacock, Wiltshire (2007 T112)-2nd viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £60- £70; the Committee previously recommended £65.  The Committee 

took into account the Finder’s challenge and replied that repair would not add much value to the finger ring 

as it would require a double repair, with the ring in three pieces, which would be difficult and would not add 

much value considering the amount of soldering the ring would have undertaken.  The gem stone is not a 

particularly good stone when compared with other complete rings of this type but the Committee felt their 

initial valuation was too low when compared to complete finger-rings of this type. The Committee increased 

its recommendation to £100.  

 

 

Anglo-Saxon Artefacts 

 

9 *Anglo-Saxon silver hooked tag from Milborne Port, Somerset (2007 T528) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 

the valuer, recommended £150. 

 

10 *Anglo-Saxon silver hooked tag from St Albans, Hertfordshire (2007 T439) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 

the valuer, recommended £10. 

 

11 *Anglo-Saxon silver mount from Diss area, Suffolk (2007 T477) 
The provisional valuer suggested £450; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and commented 

that a number mounts of this type have come to light.  This is a nice example with gold framing of the 

garnet.  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £450. 

 

12 *Anglo-Saxon silver and glass setting from Tuxford area, Nottinghamshire (2007 T78) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 

the valuer, recommended £100  

 

13 *Anglo-Saxon silver sword pommel from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2007 T292) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee felt this was slightly too high for a pommel 

fragment, the scratches on the pommel do not appear to be runic.  The Committee recommended £130. 

 

14 Anglo-Saxon gold finger-ring from Kirk Deighton, North Yorkshire (2007 T334)- 2
nd

 Viewing 

The first provisional valuer recommended £350; the second provisional valuer suggested £2,000.  The 

Committee took the Finder’s recent and earlier comments in to account.  The ring is not in a ‘reinstatable’ 

condition as there is a lot of cracking in the gold, commercial parallels for this ring are not easy to find as 

this is not a common type of ring but examples of Anglo Saxon rings have been taken into account, 

including an early Anglo-Saxon complete wearable gold ring sold by Bonham’s for £1,440, lot 178, and a 



recent ring seen on Timelines, sold through Bonham’s, for £800.  The Committee agree that the ring is rare 

and take this and collectability into account.  The Finder’s comments that the ring is “made for a particular 

individual of standing, wealth and power in the community…” are true, it is self evident in the ring that it is 

a status ring but as there is no direct lick to a specific person the high status of the original owner does not 

affect the valuation significantly, the ‘status ring’ factor was taken into account by the Committee. The 

Committee recommended £2,000. 

 

 

Medieval Artefacts 

 

15 *Medieval silver earscoop/ toothpick from Aston Abbotts, Buckinghamshire (2008 T240) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee felt this was slightly too low when compared to a 

similar object from Middlethorpe, Yorkshire (2002 T268; £120).  This earscoop is collectable and complete, 

the Committee recommended £120. 

 

16 *Medieval silver annular brooch from Barmby Moor, East Riding of Yorkshire (2008 T24) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee felt this was too low, there is substance to the brooch, 

it is complete and there is a good weight to the silver.  The Committee recommended £70. 

 

17 *Medieval silver finger-ring from Kirklington, Nottinghamshire (2007 T459) 
The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee felt this was slightly too low, the Committee did 

comment that there is oxidisation in the silver.  The Committee recommended £70. 

 

18 Medieval gold finger-ring from Winwick, Cheshire (2007 T606)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested (a) £18, 000- £20, 000 if the stone is a sapphire; (b) £8, 000- £10, 000 

if the stone is not a sapphire; the second provisional valuer suggested £4,500 - £4,800. The Finder submitted 

a private valuation from at Sotheby’s lacing an estimate of £15,000-££20,000 stating “This 

figure could possibly be as much as £18,000-£22,000”.  Analysis confirmed that the stone is a sapphire. The 

Committee took all the valuations into account and felt that this is a beautiful ring with a nice inscription.  

The Committee recommended £18,000. 

 

19 Medieval silver pendant from Stapleton, North Yorkshire (2007 T70)- 4
th

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £1, 500; the provisional valuer suggested £800; The Committee 

previously recommended £1,500.  The Finder submitted two private valuations from  £33, 

000 and Timeline Originals, £35, 000.  The Committee requested two more valuations, one of which should 

be from a spoon expert asked to value the pendant figurine, asking: If it was a complete apostle spoon with 

this figure as a top what would the valuation be?  The Committee also requested that the DCMS supply the 

original minutes for the Buntingford valuation. 

 

Post-Medieval artefacts 

 

20 *Post-Medieval silver medal from Medmenham, Buckinghamshire (2008 T78) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200; The Committee took the Landowner’s comments into account and 

replied that the provisional valuer already was taking into account the similar medal when valuing this 

medal.  The Committee recommended £200.  

 

21 *Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fitting from Farndon, Nottinghamshire (2007 T613) 

The provisional valuer suggested £25; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing with 

the valuer, recommended £25. 

 

22 *Post-Medieval silver-gilt hooked tag from Kelsale, Suffolk (2007 T713) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and felt it was too 

high as hooked tags of this type are quite common. The Committee recommended £80. 

 

23 *Post-Medieval silver dress fitting from Pocklington, East Riding of Yorkshire (2008 T8) 



The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and felt it was too 

low, the Committee recommended £80. 

 

24 *Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook from Paignton, Devon (2006 T617) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and felt it was 

slightly too high.  The hook is missing and the dress-hook is not in the best condition, especially considering 

it originally was an ornate object.  The Committee recommended £55. 

 

25 *Post-Medieval silver locket/ seal pendant from Newark, Nottinghamshire (2008 T9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and commented 

that it is a nice and slightly unusual object.  The Committee, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £250. 

 

26 *Post-Medieval gold mourning ring from Hawton, Nottinghamshire (2007 T375) 

The provisional valuer suggested £280; the Committee felt this was too low as this is a nicely inscribed ring.  

The Committee took the Finder’s comments into account and replied that 2004 T32 is similar to this ring 

but has an engraved skull on the front of the ring giving it more detail and interest.  The Committee 

recommended £320. 

 

27 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Whitchurch area, Cheshire (2007 T156)- 2
nd

 Viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £200; the Committee previously recommended £300.  The Finder’s 

challenge was addressed and the Committee commented that the Preston ring is a larger, adult sized ring 

which was reflected in the valuation this ring; as a small sized ring it is unwearable and this affects the 

market value.  The Preston ring is larger and wearable and this ring is similar in design but unwearable, the 

Committee confirmed its previous recommendation of £300. 

 

 

 

 

Item 3: Norfolk Cases 

 

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

 

28 *Early Medieval silver knob from Martham, Norfolk (2007 T552) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100-£200; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, felt the 

higher range was too high.  Agreeing with the lower range of the valuation the Committee recommended 

£120. 

 

29 *Medieval silver annular brooch from Holme Hale, Norfolk (2008 T47) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee felt this was too low as this is a nice example of 

brooch with granulation and beaded wire.  Though small the brooch is very pretty.  The Committee 

recommended £75. 

 

30 *Medieval silver pendant from Norfolk Area (2007 T520) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee requested a second valuation. 

 

Tim Pestell rejoined the meeting. 

 

Item 4: Coins 

 

 

Iron Age coins 

 

31 Iron age coins (2) from Climping, West Sussex (2006 T107)- 3
rd

 Viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £850-£1, 200; the Committee previously recommended £1, 200.  The 

Committee took into account the Landowner’s challenge and replied that the coins cannot be put before a 



public auction as it is contrary to the legal practice for valuing Treasure cases.  The Treasure Act 1996 Code 

of Practice clearly specifies the method of valuation for Treasure cases.  The coins are property of the 

Crown and as such are valued and acquired as laid out in the Code of Practice. That being so, the Finder’s 

offer to buy the coins can not be accepted and the coins are not sold at auction because as Crown property 

the coins can be acquired only by an accredited museum, not the general public and the Treasure Valuation 

Committee is appointed to recommend appropriate valuations to the Secretary of State.  The Committee 

confirmed its previous recommendation of £1,200. 

 

Roman coins 

 

32 Roman silver denarius (1) from North Dalton, East Riding of Yorkshire (2008 T153)- addenda to 

2007 T185 

The provisional valuer suggested £15-£20; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the higher range of the valuation, recommended £20. 

 

33 Roman silver denarii (3) from North Dalton, East Riding of Yorkshire (2007 T185)- addenda to 2007 

T153 

The provisional valuer suggested £80-£100; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and 

commented that these coins are slightly better that the 2008 T153 addendum.  The Committee 

recommended £90. 

 

34 Roman silver denarii (22) from Mansfield Woodhouse area, Nottinghamshire (2007 T260) 

The provisional valuer suggested £700-£800; the Committee commented that the two denarii of Julius 

Ceasar are in poor condition but legible.  The Committee recommended £840 with the following separate 

valuations: (catalogue numbers) 1: £15; 2: £10; 3: £20; 4: £20; 5: £15; 6: £10; 7: £30; 8: £20; 9: £15; 10: 

£25; 11: £15; 12: £20; 13: £30 (for 3.54g coin) & £20 (for 3.58g coin); 14: £15; 15: £10; 16: £10; 17: £150 

(for 3.43g coin) & £70 (for 3.53g coin); 18: £160; 19: £40 (for 3.32g coin) & £120 (for 3.65g coin). 

 

35 Roman gold & silver coin hoard (61) from Saxmundham area, Suffolk (2007 T514) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 450- £1, 900; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, 

agreeing with the lower range of the valuation recommended £1,500.  The Committee clarified that when 

the provisional valuer stated “book prices” this refers to over the counter prices at coin dealers, such as 

Spink. 

 

36 Roman gold coins (2) from Ashbourne area, Derbyshire (2007 T709)- 3
rd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested  £130, 000- £150, 000 & £70, 000- £90, 000; the second provisional 

valuer suggested  £100, 000 & £45, 000; the Finder/Landowner submitted a private valuation from : 

£150, 000 & £70, 000; the Committee previously recommended £145, 000 & £55, 000.  The Committee 

took the Finder/Landowner’s challenge into account commenting that the person who has placed an offer to 

the Finder is likely to be offering a retail price not a hammer price. The Committee do not know the terms 

of the offer but conclude it is likely retail value.  The Committee confirmed its previous recommendation of 

£145, 000 & £55, 000. 

 

Medieval coins 

 

37 Long Cross silver coins (131) from Corley, Warwickshire (2007 T325)- addenda to 2007 T569 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 250; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £1,250. 

 

38 Henry II silver coins (39) from Corley, Warwickshire (2007 T569)- addenda to 2007 T325 

The provisional valuer suggested £225; the Committee felt this was too low, being based on the coins when 

viewed in person, instead of purely from the catalogue, they are in nice condition, though not rare.  The 

Committee recommended £300. 

 

39 Medieval coin hoard (16) from Wellow, Bath & North East Somerset (2007 T530) 



The provisional valuer suggested £705; the Committee felt this was too low and took the the Finder’s 

submission into account but are inclined to believe that the website are quoting retail 

value rather than hammer price.   The Committee recommended £750. 

 

 

Post-Medieval coins 

 

40 Post-Medieval gold touch piece of James II from Overton, Wrexham (07.11) 

The provisional valuer suggested £260- £280; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, agreeing 

with the valuer, recommended £280. 

 

Item 5: Manx Treasure Cases 

 

41 German coin hoard (23) from near Peal, Isle of Man (2007-0166/1-23) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,100- £1,400.  This case was deferred on request of Manx National 

Heritage. 

 

Item 6: Cases with Finder Issues 

 

42 Medieval coin hoard from Skipton, North Yorkshire (2006 T354) – 5th  viewing 
The valuation for the find (£2,200) has not been challenged.  However, the case returned to the 

Committee in September at the end of the three month period in which it was hoped that outstanding 

issues of the potential extra finder, Mr  would be resolved privately. These were not 

resolved.  Messrs and  were requested to provide a detailed summary of the find 

circumstances and comments regarding whether Mr was involved in any of the discovery. 

Who found which coins? Any further evidence concerning the discovery of the coins was also requested.  

Both parties provided comments.  The Committee sought Tsol advice concerning the issues of the 

potential extra finder, Mr : 

 

 Mr Reynoldson can potentially appeal the coroner’s findings but via the Attorney General. 

 The Committee is limited in its considerations: it cannot rule on the identity of any extra finder or 

any person interested in the find, though Secretary of State has discretion to consider the latter.  The 

Committee can advise the Secretary of State generally on the circumstances of the find and the 

allocation of a reward between joint finders/persons interested. 

 The matter of Huxley hoard is not relevant to this case and cannot be taken into account. 

 

The Committee asked of both Mr and Mr (04/04/2008): 

  

“Was there, at the time of discovery, an agreement between you both concerning the sharing of a 

reward for items found over the value of £1,000, in which this Treasure case is included?  A succinct, 

yes or no answer is required from both parties…”.   

 

Mr and Mr have supplied responses; the Committee requested a more detailed 

response from Mr , as his statement ‘if Colin and I did have an agreement, it was 

broken when he took it upon himself to declare the above hoard in his sole name’ was deemed overly 

speculative (other business, 14/05/2008); Mr has submitted a further response, which says 

‘there was no verbal agreement made with Mr  at the time of the find’ (24/06/08).  Craven 

Museum, Skipton hopes to acquire. 

 

The Committee took into account the submissions of both Mr  and   As Mr  was 

named the finder by the coroner he is entitled to a reward. Mr , as he was not named Finder by 

the coroner, can participate in the reward only if he had an agreement with Mr .  Mr has stated 

that there was an agreement to share the reward but Mr  has denied this. Since Mr  is 

adamant that there is no agreement then the Committee can not give him a share of the reward on that basis.  



If Mr  is sure there was no agreement between Mr and himself then the Committee cannot 

do any more as it is not in their remit.  The only other options open to Mr  are to either take the 

matter up with the coroner concerning the naming of the Finder in the Treasure verdict, or to appeal to the 

Minister. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Item 7:    Any Other Business 

 

 Roman silver-gilt brooch from Doncaster, South Yorkshire (2007 T66) 

The Committee valued this item at £50.  Doncaster Museum has acquired the find.  The Committee 

replied to the Finder’s comments: 

 

We note your correspondence and it may affect our impression of your character for any future 

Treasure finds.  A letter of this type is unacceptable and your change of evidence casts doubts on your 

credibility for the future 

. 

 Norman Palmer has written to William McMyn regarding the potential reappointment of Trevor 

Austin.  A separate letter concerning the potential reappointment of May Sinclair has been sent and 

acknowledged. 

 

 

 

 

Item 8:    Date of next meeting:  Friday 19
th

 September 2008, Hartwell Room, 11 am with all 

finds available from 10.15. 

 

 




