
MINUTES 

 

The meeting was held in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum on Wednesday 17
th
 June 2009 at 11am.  

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 
Norman Palmer (Chair)  Barry Ager (BM)  Ian Carradice 

Trevor Austin    Andrew Basham (BM)   

John Cherry   Roger Bland (BM) 

Peter Clayton   Janina Parol (BM) 

Jack Ogden   Ian Richardson (BM) 

Tim Pestell   Nicki Fox (DCMS)  

May Sinclair   Paul Maley (DCMS) 

    

    

Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Friday 24
th

 April 2009 

 

Corrections to the minutes were submitted by the members of the Committee, and the minutes were passed 

as a true record. 

 

Item 2: Objects 
 

Prehistoric artefacts 

 

1. Late Bronze Age base metal group from Newton Abbott, Devon (2008 T307) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee viewed the group in light of this and whilst agreeing 

that the suggested figure was about right for the group, decided that the objects were of equal worth and so 

recommended a value £8 each for them, making a total of £56..  The Royal Albert Memorial Museum hopes 

to acquire. 

 

2. Bronze Age gold bracelet fragment from Seagry, Wiltshire (2007 T510) 

The provisional valuer suggested £395; and the Finder submitted comments. The Committee examined the 

bracelet in light of this, noting its fragmentary nature.  The Committee considered the letter of the Finder, 

noting that the historic significance of the piece was factored into its decision and justified the suggested 

amount of twice bullion content.  Agreeing with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £395.  

Wiltshire Heritage Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

 

Iron Age Artefacts 

 

3. Iron Age gold/silver alloy torc from Telford area, Shropshire (2008 T557) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 350; the Committee viewed the torc fragments in light of this.   Noting 

from the report that the separation of the two strands occurred after the discovery of the torc it concluded 

that the fragile nature of the item made it predisposed to such an accident.  The Committee did not therefore 

consider that an abatement of the Finder’s portion of the reward was necessary.  

 

The Committee was impressed by the workmanship displayed by the torc and agreed that it was an 

interesting piece.  An example of a complete bracelet of similar type was cited as having been offered by 

Timeline Originals for £6000.  The distorted and separated state of this piece made it less desirable, 

nonetheless it was felt to be worth more than the suggested value.  The Committee recommended £1800.  

Shropshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Roman artefacts 

 

4. Roman silver ring from Gosford area, Nottinghamshire (2007 T387) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40-£50; the Committee viewed the object in light of this. Commenting 

that the suggested amount was fair given the fragmentary nature of the ring, it agreed with the provisional 

valuer and suggested £40.  Brewhouse Yard Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

5. Roman gold votive leaf from Barton-in-Fabis, Nottinghamshire (2008 T394) 

The provisional valuer suggested £110-£120; The Museum has submitted comments.  The Committee 

examined the votive leaf in light of this information and thanked the museum for its comments.  It took 

account of this submission but considered that whilst damaged enough of the leaf remained to retain some 



value.  To that end the Committee found the suggested comparanda of the provisional valuation useful.  In 

agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £120.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

6. Roman gold lamella from South Oxfordshire (2007 T1)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £5, 000; The Finder submitted comments which the TVC took into 

consideration.  The TVC requested a second valuation (6/01/09). The second provisional valuer suggested 

£10, 000; The Museum submitted comments and the Finder submitted further comments.   The Committee 

considered all of this information when viewing the lamella again.   

 

The Committee recognised that most of the commercial parallels are to be found on the continent and that this 

piece has a certain attraction given the rarity of British examples on the market.  After originally viewing the 

object and being informed by the first provisional valuation, the Committee was aware of the possibility that 

it may have been worth more, and sought to explore that possibility by commissioning the second.  The 

second provisional valuation confirmed this for the Committee, but the reasons cited in that valuation did not 

convince the Committee that the lamella was worth the suggested £10,000.  The comparanda cited by the 

second valuer, referred to as the ‘Billingford  example’ is of a finer quality than this piece from South 

Oxfordshire and contains more interesting text.  This, coupled with the Committee’s own research, expertise 

and experience led it to recommend a value of £6500 for the piece.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

   

 

Early Medieval artefacts 

 

7. Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt disc brooch fragment from Aldborough area, Norfolk (2008 T611) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee viewed the object in light of this.   It agreed with the 

provisional valuer and recommended £100.  Subsequent to the meeting, it was revealed that the 

complementary fragment of the brooch mentioned in the provisional valuation (2002 T31) was valued at £600 

by the Committee.  The Committee would like to see this object again and consider this new evidence, 

therefore the recommendation was deferred.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

8. Early Medieval assemblage (Items 1, 2 & 72) from North Yorks (2007 T186) 

This item was pulled from the agenda in order to allow the finder and landowner a chance to respond to the 

provisional valuation. 

 

9. Viking gold finger-ring from Weston Colville, Cambridgeshire (2008 T141)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £2, 000-£2, 200; The Finder submitted comments.  The TVC requested 

a second valuation (24/04/09).  The second provisional valuer suggested £4, 000.  The Committee took these 

factors under consideration when viewing the ring.    It examined this piece alongside another Viking gold-

ring from Sedbergh, Cumbria (2008 T147) in order to better judge the relative value of the two.  The 

Committee believed the second valuation to represent a closer estimation of the rings worth, and therefore 

recommended £3500.  The Fitzwilliam Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

10. Viking gold finger-ring from Sedbergh, Cumbria (2008 T147)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £6, 000-£7, 000; The Committee requested that a second provisional 

valuer suggest a price for the ring (27/2/09).  The second provisional valuer suggested £7, 000.  The 

Committee considered the ring in light of this, and viewed it alongside another Viking ring from Weston 

Colville, Cambridgeshire (2008 T141) in order to better judge the relative value of the two.  It agreed that the 

wearability of this ring added to its appeal.  Having regarded such matters it recommended a value of £6500.  

Kendal Museum & Dales Countryside Museum hope to acquire jointly. 

 

11. Anglo-Saxon gold coin pendant from Worth, Kent (2007 T673)- 3
rd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £350; The TVC recommended £350 (29/10/08).  The Finder submitted a 

challenge to the recommended valuation; The TVC did not change the recommendation of £350 (06/01/09).  

The Finder submitted a further challenge.  The Committee took this under advice when viewing the pendant 

again, noting the figure suggested by a third party in one of the Finder’s e-mails.  It pointed out that it is 

helpful if a valuer states whether he/she has seen the item in person, gives reasons for the valuation and 

mentions his/her qualifications and experience.  Without that information it is difficult for the Committee to 

determine the weight (if any) to be placed on a suggested valuation. (see paragraph 67 of the Code of 

Practice).    

 

In its examination the Committee did not see anything that would cause it to change its opinion on the value, 

nor to convince it that its original recommendation was incorrect.  The object from Benet’s Artefacts cited by 

the Finder in his letter is, in quality and condition, far superior to this pendant, and its value is a commercial 

price.  Based on this fact, and research by the Committee, it maintained its original recommendation of £350. 

 



The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

12. Anglo-Saxon grave assemblage from Ringlemere, Kent- 2
nd

 viewing: 

 

(2005 T395) Grave 34- The first provisional valuer suggested £2, 550; The Museum submitted comments 

regarding the valuation (27/02/09).  The TVC requested a second valuation (27/02/09).  The second 

provisional valuer suggested £1, 300; The Museum submitted comments regarding the second provisional 

valuation.  The Committee viewed the objects in light of this and was inclined to attach more weight to the 

suggestions of the second valuer, yet felt the suitable value was somewhere between the two.  It 

recommended £1, 500 for the cone beaker, and £200 for the silver buckle -  a total of £1, 700. 

 

(2005 T452) Grave 39- The provisional valuer suggested £50 for the items in this grave.  The Committee 

examined the objects in light of this and, agreeing with the provisional valuer, recommended £50.  

 

(2006 T30) Grave 40 (claw Beaker only)- The first provisional valuer suggested £400, 000- £500, 000; The 

second provisional valuer suggested £500, 000.  Both the Museum and Landowner submitted comments 

(27/02/09).  The TVC requested a third valuation (27/02/09); the third provisional valuer suggested £400, 

000.  The Museum submitted further comments.  

  

The Committee took note of all the foregoing evidence when reconsidering the beaker and the related 

submissions.   

  

During its deliberations on this matter, the Chairman drew the Committee’s attention to the penultimate 

paragraph of the third valuation, which states in part “Export restrictions would necessarily limit the pool of 

buyers and therefore reduce the achievable price expectation”, and to the final paragraph of that valuation, 

which also refers to export restrictions.  

  

The Committee recalled that in regard to the Treasure case from the Vale of York (2007 T2) the DCMS [IR 

amended 18/1/13] had at one point advised that TVC should not when reaching its recommended valuation 

take account of the fact that the object would be subject to the UK export regime.  The Committee agreed 

that in the light of this guidance it should now seek further guidance as to (i) the approach that it should take 

when presented with a provisional valuation that pays specific regard to the application of the export 

licensing regime as part of the rationale underpinning its valuation, and (ii) whether provisional valuers 

should in future be advised to pay no regard to such matters.  The Committee was concerned that by relying 

in its recommendation as to a reward on a valuation that paid regard to considerations related to the export 

regime, it might (on the DCMS’s [IR amended 18/1/13]  analysis of the position) expose the Secretary of 

State to legal redress following adoption of its recommendation.  It also considered that this was an 

important issue to clarify with valuers to ensure consistency in valuations in the future. The Committee 

accordingly resolved to ask the Secretariat to seek the advice of the DCMS [IR amended 18/1/13]  on the 

foregoing points before proceeding with this matter. 

  

The Committee anticipated that, in the event of its being advised that neither provisional valuers nor the 

Committee itself should take account of the export regime, it would invite the third valuer to reconsider her 

assessment. 

 

The Committee also observed that the multiple submissions by the Museum raised several questions with the 

provisional valuations that it wanted to have answered.  It drafted the pertinent points to be sent to the 

Secretariat, who will compile them into a letter and pass this to the DCMS to send on its behalf to all three 

provisional valuers.   

 

The valuation of the beaker was deferred until such time that the Committee has received guidance from the 

DCMS [IR amended 18/1/13] and a response from the provisional valuers.       

 

The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Medieval artefacts 

 

13. Medieval silver iconographic ring from Taunton, Somerset (2008 T119) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee inspected the ring in light of this and, agreeing that it 

was a nice example, though its suitable value was slightly more.  It recommended £175. Somerset County 

Museum hopes to acquire. 

 



14. Medieval silver annular brooch from Beverley, East Riding of Yorkshire (2008 T252) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee viewed the brooch in light of this and in agreement with 

the provisional valuer, recommended £40.  East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

15. Medieval silver-gilt brooch from Roxby-cum-Risby, North Lincolnshire (2008 T420) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30; the Committee examined the brooch in light of this and felt that it was 

slightly undervalued.  It therefore recommended £45. North Lincolnshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

16. Medieval silver strap fitting from Hatfield Woodhouse, South Yorkshire (2006 T419) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20; the Committee inspected the fitting in light of this and agreed that this 

was an adequate figure for a piece this size.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £20. 

Doncaster Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

17. Medieval silver-gilt pilgrim badge from Tong, Shropshire (2008 T71) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250; the Committee took this under advice when viewing the badge.  It 

also examined another silver-gilt pilgrim badge from this agenda (2008 T299, from Edwinstowe, 

Nottinghamshire) at the same time.  It found both to be unusual examples.  The abrasion on this piece makes 

it the slightly less dear than the other, which also sports a complete loop on the back.  Therefore the 

Committee was minded to recommend £200.  Shropshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

18. Medieval silver-gilt pilgrim badge from Edwinstowe, Nottinghamshire (2008 T299) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300; the Committee considered this when viewing the badge. It also 

examined another silver-gilt pilgrim badge from this agenda (2008 T71, from Tong, Shropshire) at the same 

time.  The Committee felt that the feature of a loop on the reverse reinforced its unique appeal.  In agreement 

with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £300.  Newark Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

19. Medieval silver-gilt brooch fragment from Burton, Cheshire (2008 T336) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee viewed the brooch fragment in light of this.  It agreed 

that this was a nice piece but  that as a fragment the suggested price was slightly high.  It therefore 

recommended £300. Grosvenor House Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

20. Medieval gold locket from Newark area, Nottinghamshire (2008 T506) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800-£1, 200; the Finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 

valuations.  The Committee inspected the locket in light of these, and decided it would like a second 

valuation. Newark Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Post-Medieval artefacts 

 

21. Post-Medieval silver annular buckle from Brading, Isle of Wight (2008 T586) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee viewed the buckle in light of this, and expressed the 

conviction that its small size prevented it from being worth the suggested value.  It therefore recommended 

£30.  Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 

 

22. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook from Bempton, East Rising of Yorkshire (2008 T734) 

The provisional valuer suggested £65; the Committee examined the dress-hook in light of this, and agreeing 

that it was a nice example, thought it to be slightly more valuable than suggested.  It recommended £80.  

East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

23. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook from Outwell, Norfolk (2008 T746) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300; the Committee took this into consideration when viewing the object 

and, feeling that it had been slightly undervalued, recommended £320.  The British Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

24. Post-Medieval silver mount from Hambledon, Buckinghamshire (2008 T694) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100 and the Committee viewed the mount in light of this.  Owing to its 

small size the Committee was minded to recommend £80.  Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

25. Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Horne, Surrey (2008 T504) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150; the Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this and found 

itself in agreement with the provisional valuers assessment.  It recommended £150.  East Surrey/ Guildford 

Museum hopes to acquire. 

 



26. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Mathern, Monmouthshire (08.01) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee took this into consideration when viewing the 

finger-ring, and concluded that this was an accurate estimation of the ring’s worth, given the scratched 

exterior.  It therefore recommended £400.  Chepstow Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

27.  Post-Medieval silver dress pin from Balderton, Nottinghamshire (2008 T500) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20;  the dress pin was examined by the Committee in light of this.  It 

noticed a mark not mentioned in the valuation and felt that whilst it was poorly struck, it increased the value 

slightly.  The Committee recommended £24. Newark Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

28. Post-Medieval silver annular brooch from Shorwell, Isle of Wight (2008 T366) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee viewed the brooch in light of this and thought that 

on the whole this was a fair price, given the clear maker’s mark on the reverse of the pin.   In agreement 

with the provisional valuer, it suggested £100.  Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 

 

29. Post-Medieval silver bodkin with earscoop from Potters Bar, Hertfordshire (2008 T106) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80; The Finder and Landowner submitted comments, which include 

comments from Peter Spencer. The Committee took these into consideration when viewing the object.  The 

Committee cited an example of a similar bodkin sold at auction in 2006 for £40 that was missing the top 

and bottom.  This example was complete (though twisted) and sported a clear maker’s mark, and the 

Committee commented on its appeal as a collectible.  It recommended £180.  Welwyn & Hatfield Museum 

hopes to acquire. 

 

30. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Cobham, Surrey (2008 T493) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 000; the Museum submitted comments.  The Committee viewed the 

finger-ring in light of this.  It felt that the suggested value was a slightly high, even allowing for the possible 

connection of the ring to Sir Francis Vincent.  It also commented that mourning rings, by the nature of their 

message, are less desirable as wearable pieces than posy rings bearing inscriptions related to love. It viewed 

another post-medieval finger ring seen at this same meeting (2008 T287 from Little Ribston, North 

Yorkshire – a posy ring) and the Committee concluded that the two were very close to the same value.  It 

therefore recommended £700. Elmbridge Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

31. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Little Ribston, North Yorkshire (2008 T287) 

The provisional valuer suggested £500; The Finder submitted comments.  The Committee examined the 

finger-ring in light of these.  Firstly it sought to draw the Finder’s attention to the Treasure Act 1996 Code 

of Practice, which advises that finds should be deposited and will be valued in the condition that they are 

discovered.  Finders should resist the temptation to tamper with objects no matter how well-intentioned 

their motives. 

 

The Committee viewed another post-medieval gold ring at this same meeting (2008 T493 from Cobham, 

Surrey) and felt that these examples were very close in value to one another.  This ring was felt to be 

slightly more attractive than suggested, and so the Committee recommended £650.  Harrogate Museum 

hopes to acquire. 

 

32. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress pin from Durnford, Wiltshire (2007 T89)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £50; The TVC recommended £80 (06/01/09).  The Finder submitted a 

challenge.  The Committee took this into consideration when viewing the dress-pin again.  It thanked the 

Finder for his submission, but did not see sufficient evidence to convince it that it had made a mistake in its 

initial recommendation nor to allow it to change its mind on this occasion.  Based on the research and 

expertise of its own members, it reaffirmed its recommendation of £80.  Salisbury & South Wiltshire 

Museum hopes to acquire.  

 

33. Post-Medieval silver pendant/ vervel from South Herefordshire area (2007 T544) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 200; The Finder and Landowner have submitted comments. The 

Committee considered the comments when viewing the object.  First the Committee sought to point out that 

by its very nature, the study of ancient artefacts is a perpetually evolving task.  New research methods, 

scientific techniques and historical sources are constantly shedding light on objects in museums’ 

collections, and it is impossible to draw a line at any point and definitively declare that everything that can 

be known about an object has been revealed.  The task of the TVC is to base its valuation on the 

information available at the present time.   

 

The Committee cited a range of commercial parallels for this vervel which sold for prices in the region of 

the suggested value.  While recognising that both Finder and Landowner feel that further research into the 



possible association of this vervel with the Duke of Norfolk may affect its value, the Committee regretfully 

observed that it does not have the resources to pursue such research itself.  It noted that the letter of the 

Finder and Landowner expressed the desire on behalf of its authors to take up further research should the 

Committee be unable to due so, and was sympathetic to this request.  The Committee therefore deferred 

making a recommendation at this meeting in order to allow the Finder and Landowner time to conduct such 

research.  It noted that it would be most helpful if these parties could produce the results of their research by 

28 July, at the latest, in order to enable this case to be put before the Committee again at its meeting of 12 

August.  If the research of the Finder and Landowner were to produce significant evidence the Committee 

anticipated that, as at present advised it would seek a second valuation.  Herefordshire Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

 

Item 3: Coins 

 

Roman coins 

 

34. Roman bronze coins (13) from Ellesmere, Shropshire (2007 T667) 

The provisional valuer suggested £70-£80; The coins were requested to be valued individually as there are 

multiple finders.  The Committee viewed the coins and commented that most of the value in the group was 

attributed to the sestertius of Lucilla.  It agreed with the provisional valuer in his total suggestion of £70-

£80, but as there was not an individual breakdown provided, requested the Secretariat contact the valuer for 

said breakdown.  The valuer provided the following breakdown: 

 

G. Bennett £40;  

R. Griffiths £10;  

T. Ransome £10;  

M. Punnett £10;  

G. Griffiths £2. 

  --------------- 

 Total            £72  

 

The Committee recommended these values.  Shropshire Museum Service hopes to acquire.   

   

35. Roman gold coins (2) from Fareham area, Hampshire (2007 T449) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600-£700; the Committee took this under advice when viewing the coins. 

It noted that Ravenna solidi of Honorius in EF condition currently retail between £600-£1000.  Taking into 

consideration the condition of the two coins, the provisional valuation seemed quite accurate.  The 

Committee recommended £650. Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

36. Roman coin hoard (48) from Aston Ingham, Herefordshire (2007 T563) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80-£120; the Committee viewed the coins in light of this and given the 

multiplicity of the coins decided that the higher end of this range was fitting.  It recommended £120.  

Herefordshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

37. Roman coin hoard from Oswestry area, Shropshire (2008 T356 & 2008 T526) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 100-£1, 300; The Finder has submitted comments.  The Committee 

took this under advice when viewing the coins.  It felt that the reference to 92 coins in the provisional 

valuation was merely a typographical error and requested the Secretariat confirm this with the valuer.  (The 

Secretariat has confirmed this with the valuer; he valued all 97 coins). Operating under that assumption, the 

Committee felt the range suggested to be quite reasonable, given the condition of the coins and the fact that 

they are very typical for the period.  The Committee recommended £1200. 

 

 

Early-Medieval coins 

 

38. Anglo-Saxon silver pennies (3) from Bradford Peverell, Dorset (2007 T350) 

The provisional valuer suggested £950-£1, 250; the Committee viewed the pennies in light of this.  An 

independent tally of the separate values of the coins by members of the Committee came in the middle of the 

suggested range, which was felt to be quite reasonable.  The Committee therefore recommended £1150.  

Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Medieval coins 

 



39. Medieval silver coins (3) from Ysceifiog, Flintshire (07.05) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60-£80; the Committee considered the coins in light of this, and 

concluding that the range was correct, recommended £70.  Flintshire County Museum Service hopes to 

acquire. 

 

40. Medieval silver-gilt piedfort of Philip IV of France from Drayton Bassett, Staffordshire (2008 

T388) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 000-£1, 500; the Committee inspected the piedfort in light of this and 

noted its fine preservation, which of course is to be expected as the piedfort would not have circulated as 

currency.  The suggested range was felt to be accurate, and the Committee recommended £1250.  The 

British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

41. Medieval silver coins (3) from Dunton, Norfolk (2007 T275) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1, 050-£1, 250; this case was deferred in order to allow the interested 

parties time to respond to the provisional valuations.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

42. Medieval silver pennies (190 plus fragments) from Baschurch Area, Shropshire (2007 T545) – 2
nd

 

viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £15, 000- £20, 000; the TVC previously recommended £17, 500 

(20/4/09).  The coins were found on land belonging to two separate people, therefore it was requested that 

the Committee value the 4 coins found on one parcel of land separately.  Unfortunately the coins are not 

labelled according to the patch of land they were found on, therefore the Committee was unable to make 

this recommendation.  It was suggested that the Finds Liaison Officer be asked to point out, with the 

assistance of the curator, the 4 coins which came from the separate piece of land.  Shropshire Museum 

Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Item 4: Norfolk Cases  

 

[Tim Pestell left the room] 

 

43. Roman silver miniature sword from Beacon Ash, Norfolk (2008 T515) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600; the Committee took this under advice when viewing the object, and 

agreed that it was an interesting piece.  In agreement with the provisional valuation, the Committee 

recommended £600.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

44. Anglo-Saxon silver disc brooch from Narborough area, Norfolk (2009 T32) 

The provisional valuer suggested at £10-£15; the Committee considered the brooch in light of this, agreeing 

that it had little commercial value.  It was felt to possess a technical interest, however, and therefore the 

Committee recommended £25.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

45. Anglo-Saxon silver disc brooch from Kings Lynn area, Norfolk (2009 T38) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800; the Committee examined the brooch in light of this, commenting on 

its interesting features.  Owing to the number of garnets and their cut, the Committee felt the suggested 

value was accurate, and in agreement with the provisional valuer recommended £800.  Norwich Castle 

Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

46.  Anglo-Saxon silver pin from Grimston area, Norfolk (2009 T37) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250-£280; The Finder has submitted comments.  The Committee 

inspected the pin in light of this, taking note of the Finder’s mention of the pin from Melton Rose, North 

Lincolnshire, listed in the 2003 Treasure Annual report and valued at £1500.  The Melton Rose pin was felt 

to be much more elaborate.  This example is nonetheless pleasant and complete, and the Committee was 

minded to recommend £380.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

47. Early-Medieval silver-gilt knob from Hunstanton area, Norfolk (2009 T53) 

The provisional valuer suggested £700-£800; the Committee viewed the knob in light of this and found it to 

be attractive and unusual, and agreeing with the provisional valuer, recommended £700.  Norwich Castle 

Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

48. Anglo-Saxon gold sword scabbard boss from Griston, Norfolk (2008 T634)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £2, 000; The Finder submitted comments.  The TVC requested a 

second valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £8, 000.  The Finder submitted further 

comments.  The Committee took all of this into consideration when viewing the object again, thanking the 

Finder for his submission.   It commented that the second valuation was well-argued and very persuasive, 



taking into account both the damage and the interest in the item.  The Committee recommended £8000.  

Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

49. Medieval silver pendant from Congham, Norfolk (2008 T688) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200; the Committee considered the pendant in light of this and conceded 

that, although it was damaged, that it did retain some interest.  However it felt that the suggested value was 

slightly too high, and it recommended £180.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

50. Medieval silver Italian Grosso coin brooch from Wymondham, Norfolk (2008 T196) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee inspected the brooch in light of this.  It noted that 

the numismatic value of the item did not justify such a high price, but that its modification required it to be 

considered as an object rather than as a coin.  The Committee felt the provenance and circumstances of the 

pieces migration from Italy did not contribute to its value and expressed the opinion that its incomplete state 

made it unattractive as a piece of jewellery.  It therefore recommended a slightly lower figure of £320.  

Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

51. Post-Medieval silver shield shaped object from Spixworth, Norfolk (2009 T44) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250; the Committee viewed the object in light of this.  It commented that 

the possible vervel was not as attractive as other examples and had portions missing.  Nevertheless the 

presence of a clearly inscribed date added interest to the find.  Judging it against the range in value of other 

objects of this type, the Committee saw fit to recommend £300.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

52. Gilded Louis IX coin from Gresham area, Norfolk (2008 T617) 

The provisional valuer suggested at £150-£200; the Committee viewed the coin in light of this and 

expressed agreement with the provisional valuer, noting that the coin’s condition was adequately taken into 

consideration.  The Committee recommended £175.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Item 5: AOB  

 

[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 

 

Upcoming Review of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice (for oral discussion) – Following the 

changes made to the Treasure Act as a result of the enactment of the Coroner’s and Justice Bill (currently 

being considered by Parliament) the DCMS will be conducting a review of the Treasure Act Code of 

Practice. The TVC will be asked for official comments during the consultation, planned for later this year, 

but beforehand the DCMS would welcome Committee members’ suggestions as to any issues they would 

like to see included in the consultation. 

 

The Committee mentioned two topics that it thinks worthy of consideration: 

 

1. Rewards to third-party acquirers of Treasure (as opposed to finders).  The Committee 

considered it necessary to take advice as to whether such parties are currently eligible, or if not 

whether they should be eligible, for a reward when they report and hand in items of potential 

treasure.  The Committee (i) was provisionally of the view that the recommendation of rewards 

to such persons was not within the Committee’s powers under the present wording of the Code, 

and (ii) was uncertain whether the necessary extension could be achieved through a revision to 

the Code of Practice, or whether an amendment to the Act itself would be required.   

 

2. The Extension of the Duty to Report items of potential treasure.  In January 2007 Chairman 

Palmer wrote to the minister with the support of the TVC to support the proposition of a duty to 

report treasure on the part of a third-party who comes into possession (by whatever means) of 

an item of potential treasure.  Chairman Palmer re-distributed his letter of 2007 to those present 

at the meeting and asked whether the Committee still maintained this position.   

 

The Committee noted that under existing law anyone who comes into possession of stolen 

archaeological objects knowing or suspecting that they have been obtained through criminal 

activity may be guilty of the crime of concealing, disguising, acquiring, transferring or being in 

possession of criminal property, which are forms of money laundering.  It noted the apparent 

anomaly that while current legislation (the Proceeds of Crime Act 2002 ss 327, 329) could 

make it an offence to possess such an item, that there was resistance to the introduction of 

legislation requiring the person in possession to report the item to the coroner.   

 



Consequently the Committee re-adopted a position of support for an amendment to the 

Coroner’s and Justice Bill, by which the duty to report items of potential treasure would be 

extended to those who come into possession of such items, by whatever means.   

 

In response to the perception that such an extension may expose unwitting citizens to 

prosecution, the Committee emphasised that under its current phrasing the duty to report would 

apply only to people who believe or have cause to believe that they are in possession of an item 

of potential treasure, as is the case now for finders of potential treasure.     

 

It was also explained to the Committee that one of the bodies representing metal detectorists, 

the National Council for Metal Detecting, supported such an extension in principle but took 

exception to the manner in which it was originally drafted, noting that there was not sufficient 

explanation as to how this legislation would be enforced.   

 

It was noted that this issue will be discussed on 23
rd 

 June in the Houses of Parliament.  

 

 

 

The Committee resolved to think about other topics which it might wish to see included within the 

consultation process, and to discuss them at the August meeting. 

 

 

Legal Advice on whether there can be a limit to the number of times a case is referred to TVC 

DCMS’s [IR amended 18/1/13] comments (included).  This was a response to the Secretariat’s despatch 

before the minutes were approved of a question based on non-approved minutes of the meeting of 24
th
 April, 

the Chairman’s corrections to which were received on the 30
th
 of April. The original question was not 

properly put and needs to be re-addressed.  The minutes for the meeting on the 24
th
 April are now corrected 

and the proper questions for the DCMS [IR amended 18/1/13] are as follows:  

 

a.) Should TVC always re-open its consideration of a find, for the purpose of considering later evidence, as 

long as that later evidence is both new and relevant, regardless of  

 

i. whether that evidence was available and could reasonably have been presented on an earlier 

occasion,  

 

ii. the length of time that has elapsed since TVC last considered the matter, and  

 

iii. whether another party has reasonably concluded that TVC has finally determined the 

matter?   

 

b.) If it is the case that DCMS’s [IR amended 18/1/13] advice is that TVC must always re-open a case 

when new and relevant evidence emerges, has DCMS [IR amended 18/1/13] considered the following 

potential consequences of that position: 

  

i. that a party might be less diligent in assembling its arguments than if some cut-off principle 

were known to operate,  

 

ii. that a party might even hold material ‘in reserve’ in order to retain some ground to contest an 

uncongenial recommendation and so prolong the process, and  

 

iii. that a party who was content with a recommendation might complain that TVC was allowing 

another party to protract the process and delay the distribution of the reward or the reception 

of the object into the public domain. 

 

 

The Committee, recalling the circumstances of the Vale of York find in this connection, resolved that any 

member of the Secretariat or the DCMS who intends to engage in correspondence on the strength of a draft 

and unapproved Minute, where there exists any possible doubt as to whether the Minute is accurate, should 

check with the Chairman and Committee members that the version is accurate and suitable to form the basis 

or correspondence.   

 

 

TVC’s procedure for valuing treasure cases from Northern Ireland 



The Department of the Environment, Northern Ireland (DOENI) currently has several cases of treasure that 

it needs the TVC to value.  As it has been several years since a Northern Ireland treasure case was valued, 

the normal valuation procedure was explained in full to the officials.  They took exception with the 

requirement for a case to be provisionally valued before it is seen by the TVC, despite this having been the 

practice with past cases from Northern Ireland.  It would be useful if the TVC could clarify its position with 

respect to the requirement for cases from Northern Ireland to be provisionally valued before the Committee 

makes an official recommendation.    

 

The Committee confirmed that it is happy to value finds from Northern Ireland provided they are 

provisionally valued.   

 

Roman silver coin hoard (62) from Stanton area, Derbyshire (2007 T570) 

The Committee recommended £550 for this hoard at the meeting of 28 October 2008.  All parties agreed to 

the valuation; Derby Museum has recently withdrawn.  The British Museum has since expressed interest in 

two of the coins (nos. 1 and 32).  Would the TVC be comfortable recommending a value for these two coins 

based on the information available?   

 

The Committee instructed the Secretariat to ask the provisional valuer to value the two coins (nos. 1 and 32) 

separately and it will consider this suggestion at the next meeting.    

  

 

Withdrawal of museums late in the acquisition process 

Derby Museum has withdrawn from the acquisition of the above Treasure case, after initially agreeing to 

the valuation and three months after being invoiced.  Trevor Austin wishes to discuss the perceived reasons 

behind this decision. 

 

The TVC agrees that it is about communication between museums and finders and that it would encourage 

that the museum contacts the finders, giving reasons for their withdrawal.   

 

Refusal of expert valuers to value finds for private individuals on the grounds they may be 

commissioned by the TVC to produce a provisional valuation 

Trevor Austin has been told by private individuals that expert valuers have told the private individuals that 

they cannot value an item of potential treasure because they may be asked to value the same item by the 

TVC at some point in the future.  Trevor Austin wishes to discuss this misconception.  

 

The Committee reaffirmed that it does not object to the expert valuers from its pool taking on valuations 

from finders, landowners or museums for objects that may qualify as Treasure.  It also pointed out that it 

can be helpful for these consultants to occasionally accept a commission from such parties, as it 

demonstrates that appointment as a TVC valuer carries no implication of partisan allegiance.  It asked 

simply that valuers do not act in both capacities (that is, do not take on a commission from such other 

parties and from the TVC) for the same find.  Chairman Norman Palmer will write a letter to this effect for 

the Secretariat to distribute. 

 

 

Date of Next Meeting: Wednesday, August 12, 11:00am. Hartwell Room, The British Museum 
 


