
Minutes 

  

The meeting was held in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum on Wednesday 14
th

 April 2010 at 11am.. 

 

Present 

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 

Norman Palmer (Chair)                 Roger Bland (BM)                         Tim Pestell (Comments sent) 

Jack Ogden  (Vice  Chair) Caroline Lyons (BM)   

Trevor Austin    Janina Parol (BM) 

Ian Carradice   Ian Richardson (BM) 

John Cherry   Nicki Fox (DCMS) 

Peter Clayton   Maria Mourin (DCMS) 

May Sinclair    

    
 

Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday 26
th

 February 2010 

 

The minutes of the meeting were passed as a true record. 

 

Item 2: Objects 
 

Bronze Age artefacts 
 

1. Bronze Age gold bracelet fragment from River Perry, Shropshire (2008 T670) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300-£350; the Committee inspected the fragment with this in mind. It was 

examined alongside another prehistoric gold fragment, 2009 T393 from Calbourne, Isle of Wight (PAS: IOW-

8BBE91), which was felt to be of similar nature, though heavier.  That item was valued at £500, and so for the 

bracelet fragment from River Perry, the Committee recommended £425.  Shropshire Museum Service hopes to 

acquire.   

 

2. Bronze Age gold penannular bracelet fragment from Calbourne, Isle of Wight (2009 T393) 

The provisional valuer suggested £500-£550; the Committee viewed the fragment in light of this. It was examined 

alongside another prehistoric gold fragment, 2008 T670 from River Perry, Shropshire (PAS: HESH-AFC074), which 

was felt to be of similar attraction, though lighter.  That item was valued at £425, so for the bracelet fragment from 

Calbourne, the Committee recommended £500. Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

3. Bronze Age base metal group (6) from Amport area, Hampshire (2007 T704)  
The provisional valuer suggested £1,500. Comments were supplied by one Finder, the Landowner and an 

Archaeologist involved in the case.  The TVC considered these as it viewed the axe heads.  In deciding the 

apportionment of any reward, the TVC stated that it needed to know who, as determined by the Coroner, found each 

of the six items.  It noted that the Coroner’s office had supplied inquest paperwork for only four of the six items under 

discussion and as a first course of action, instructed the Secretariat to ask the Coroner’s office for verdicts with respect 

to the remaining two items and for a copy of the inquest transcript, if one is available. 

 

Secondly, the Committee addressed the issue of the role played by Mr  The documents supplied indicate 

that the initial finds were made by Ms  and that at least one of the subsequent finds was made by Mr 

   

 

The Chairman pointed out that there are a number of reasons why, on investigation, it might be appropriate to 

discount Mr as a Finder eligible for a reward: 

 1.) The original find was made by Miss  and the normal approach would be to consider that interest as the 

 Finder is sustained in regard to the subsequent finds.   

 2.) Mr ’s participation might be considered to fall under the definition of an archaeological 

 investigation, as outlined in paragraph 81 of the Code of Practice.  

 3.) There may be evidence that Mr does not wish to be considered eligible to receive a reward as the 

 Finder of an object, or that he wishes to forgo any reward for which he might be eligible. 

 4.) There has been an indication that Mr  was searching as the agent of the Landowner, in which case it 

 might be appropriate to consider whether Mr found on behalf of the Landowner rather than as an 

independent ‘Finder’ in his own right, one consequence of which might be that the Landowner should be entitled to 

the Finder’s share of those objects found by Mr   

 

 

 

 



 

To further aid its deliberations, the Committee instructed the Secretariat to write to Ms , an 

Archaeologist involved in subsequent excavations at the site, and ask her whether those axes found by Mr 

were in her opinion found as part of an archaeological investigation.  After the Secretariat receives the subsequent 

paperwork from the coroner and Mr s finds are identified, it will write to Ms as well as to such 

other parties as then appear relevant. 

 

The Committee indicated that from the documents supplied, Mr has not made clear whether he wishes to 

claim a share for the reward for this Treasure case.  As such, it instructed the Secretariat to write to Mr 

and ask him to state clearly whether in fact he does wish to claim a reward in this case. 

 

The products of these communiqués will be used by the TVC at a subsequent meeting to arrive at a recommended 

value and apportionment of the reward.  The Committee anticipated needing to consider whether it might treat a 

Finder, named by the coroner, as being involved in an archaeological investigation and therefore exempt from 

receiving a reward. 

 

The Committee felt that the provisional valuation for the axes was accurate, and noted that it agreed both with the 

global figure suggested (£1,500) and the figures for the individual axes (£200 for the socketed axes, £300 for the 

palstaves). Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Roman artefacts 

 

4. Roman silver-finger-ring from South Cave, East Riding of Yorkshire (2009 T78)  
 The provisional valuer suggested £200, the Finder provided comments.  The Committee took these into consideration 

as it examined the finger-ring.  It noted the comparison cited by the Finder, Treasure case 2008 T716, also from South 

Cave, the East Riding of Yorkshire, and that the £320 was in fact the value recommended by the TVC itself.  It found 

2008 T716 to be a finer example than the ring under discussion, but nonetheless felt the provisional valuation was 

low.  The Committee therefore recommended £250. East Riding Museum service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

5. Roman gold ornament from Upton Grey, Hampshire (2009 T43) 
The provisional valuer suggested that £2000; the Finder submitted comments. The Committee viewed the ornament in 

light of this, taking into account the Finders views. It felt that the value of such an object hinged mostly on that of the 

intaglio.  This intaglio was seen as interesting, and though the Committee believed the provisional valuation could 

have been of more assistance if the object was not compared to a ring; it found the valuation was accurate and in 

agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £2000. Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire.  

 

 

Early Medieval artefacts 
 

6. Viking silver ingot from Shenstone, Staffordshire (2009 T194)   
The provisional valuer suggested £100; this case was deferred to the next meeting at the request of the finder.  

Potteries Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

7. Viking silver ingot from Breedon area, Leicestershire (2009 T337) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the TVC inspected the ingot with this in mind.  Many similar ingots have been 

reported as Treasure and have been valued by the Committee; on the basis of past valuations of those items, the 

Committee recommended £110. Leicestershire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

8. Late Anglo-Saxon silver hooked tag from Long Sutton, Somerset (2007 T431) 
The provisional valuer suggested £35-£40, the TVC inspected the hooked tag in light of this and alongside a similar 

item, case 2009 T169 from Swaffham, Norfolk (PAS: NMS-CC35D2; valued at £70).  It found the suggested value to 

be slightly low, and the Committee recommended £50. Somerset County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

9. Anglo-Saxon gold finger-ring from Uttlesford District, Essex (2008 T548) 
 The provisional valuer suggested £5000, the Finder submitted comments. The TVC considered the finger-ring in light 

of these.  It noted that the Finder was invited to send his valuation, but as he failed to do so, it assumed the Finder had 

no intention of providing said valuation, and so valued the finger-ring on the evidence before it.  In comparing this 

ring with the example from Warwick (2001 T11, Treasure Annual Report 2001, item 46), the Committee noted that 

the Warwick ring was much more desirable, having complete enamelling.  The ring from Uttlesford District is similar 

in style, but not in quality.  The Committee found the provisional valuation to be well-reasoned, and in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £5000.  Saffron Walden Museum hopes to acquire.  

 



 

10. Anglo-Saxon silver bow brooch fragment from Nene Vale area, Northamptonshire (2009 T152)  

The provisional valuer suggested £40-£50.  The Finder submitted comments and the Committee examined the bow 

brooch in light of these.  It compared the brooch to the item suggested by the Finder from Hollingborne, Kent (2003 

T65, Treasure Annual Report 2003, item 71) and felt that the Hollingborne brooch fragment did not resemble the 

fragment from the Nene Vale area.  The Committee also noted that the market for such items has changed since 2003.  

It thanked the Finder for his letter but, in agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £50.  The British 

Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

11.  Anglo-Saxon gold buckle from Stanstead Abbots, Hertfordshire (2009 T73) 

The provisional valuer suggested £5000-£5,500, the Finder submitted comments.  The TVC examined the buckle in 

light of this, thanking the Finder for his letter and pointing out that the buckle in the Staffordshire hoard to which he 

refers (reference 685) was valued at £2,815. It felt the presence of the stones with their pleasing settings added to the 

attraction of the buckle from Hertfordshire and made it more desirable.  In light of this the Committee found itself in 

agreement with the provisional valuation, and recommended £5000.  Ware Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Medieval artefacts 

 

12. Medieval silver annular brooch from Rampton area, Nottinghamshire (2009 T118) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30, the TVC considered the brooch in light of this and in agreement with the valuer 

the Committee recommended £30.  Bassetlaw Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

13. Medieval silver-gilt annular brooch from Boarhunt, Hampshire (2008 T452) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75; the TVC examined the brooch with this in mind.  It found the provisional 

valuers suggestion to be well argued, and in agreement with him recommended £75.  Winchester Museum Service 

hopes to acquire. 

 

14. Medieval silver annular brooch from Boxley, Kent (2008 T534) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100, the TVC inspected the brooch in light of this.  It agreed with the valuer that 

the niello was particularly nice, and as such felt that a slight uplift in value was warranted.  It recommended £110. 

Maidstone Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

15. Medieval silver scabbard chape from Walgrave, Northamptonshire (2007 T212) 
The provisional valuer suggested £50; the TVC took this under advice when viewing the chape and in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £50.  Northampton Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

16. Medieval silver-gilt link fragment from Harlaston, Staffordshire (2008 T735) 

The provisional valuer suggested £75; the TVC viewed the link fragment in light of this and in agreement with the 

provisional valuer, it recommended £75. Potteries Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

17. Medieval gold ring from Dyffryn Lane Henge, Powys (06.22) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the TVC examined the ring in light of this and felt that it commanded 

slightly more interest, and so recommended £110.  Powysland Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

18. Medieval gold annular brooch from Ashby St Ledges, Northamptonshire (2009 T139) 

The provisional valuer suggested £550; the TVC viewed the brooch and took this into consideration.  It found the 

parallels cited by the valuer to be useful, and it remarked on the clear, attractive inscription.  In light of this it 

recommended £600.  Northampton Museum/ Daventry Museum hope to acquire. 

 

19. Medieval silver pendant from Twyford, Hampshire (2008 T635) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600; the TVC took account of this as it inspected the pendant.  It is also found 

the example from Orford area, Suffolk (2006 T113, Treasure Annual Report 2005/6, item 528) to be a useful 

comparison, and it recommended £600.  Winchester Museums Service hopes to acquire. 

 

20. Medieval gold iconographic finger-ring from Beanham, Berkshire (2008 T269)   

The provisional valuer suggested £1,050, the Finder submitted comments including a valuation from Timeline 

Originals for £2000-£2500 and from for £2000.  The TVC took account of these when viewing the ring, 

stating that it drew a distinction between offers for purchase and a valuation of what an item might achieve at auction.  

It noted that the documentation received from the Finder did not provide any evidence as to why the ring is worth the 

amounts suggested, as the sources provided no relevant comparisons.  The TVC found the ring to have a clear 

engraving and agreed that it was an attractive piece.  Giving due weight to the ring’s positive qualities and to its 

limitations, such as its relative lightness of weight, the TVC recommended £1750.  West Berkshire Museum hopes to 

acquire.     

 

21. Medieval gold annular brooch from Stratford upon Avon area, Warwickshire (2009 T202) 



The first provisional valuer suggested £1500. The second provisional valuer suggested £2000.  The Committee 

viewed the brooch in light of this, finding that it had a nice feel and that the survival of its six stones added to its 

attraction.  It compared this to other brooches valued by the Committee in the past from Alby area, Norfolk (2006 

T507, Treasure Annual Report 2005/6, item 323, valued at £1500) and from Warwick (M&ME 446, Treasure 

Annual Report 2001, item 90, valued at £2500) which are of slightly different style and are more substantial but 

contain only two stones. The Committee therefore recommended £2800 for this piece.  Warwickshire Museum 

hopes to acquire. 

 

 

22. Medieval silver finger-ring from Alveston, South Gloucestershire (2009 T131)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £400-£600.  The TVC recommended £700.  TVC extract (10/12/09):  

 

‘The Finder has submitted comments and the Museum has submitted comments; the Finder has submitted further 

comments regarding the Museum’s comments, and the Museum has replied again to these.  The TVC considered the 
advice and all of the comments submitted as it inspected the ring.  It acknowledged that were it possible to prove 

conclusively that this ring belonged to a named individual, its desirability would be heightened.  However, it noted 
that under the circumstances it is impossible to say that this ring has a definite link to William Spencer.  The mark 

‘WS’ was not an uncommon one, and the TVC questioned whether the monogram read ‘WS’ or ‘WO’, or indeed 

whether the owner might have been a transient visitor to the area rather than a local notable.  The TVC furthermore 
admitted that the ring may indeed have been worn on the thumb, but in any case noted that the large size was more 

likely due to it having been worn over a pair of gloves. 

 

The TVC compared the ring in question to several other merchant’s rings it had valued in the past; 2003 T325 

from Malmesbury, Wiltshire (Treasure Annual Report 2003, fig. 197) valued at £580 was felt to be a similar but 
smaller example; 2004 T7 from Charlton Marshall, Dorset (Treasure Annual Report 2004, fig. 209) valued at 

£700 is closer in size. It pointed out that the prices of the examples supplied by the Finder are retail prices, and 

not market auction prices. The TVC recommended £700’.   
 

The Finder submitted further challenges and the Museum replied to these.  The TVC took all of these into 

consideration, pointing out that the submissions contained substantial information extraneous to the question of 

value.  It noted that the pivot upon which the discussion for a revision of value turned was the comparison to the 

ring from Charlton Marshall, Dorset (2004 T7, Treasure Annual Report 2004, item 209).  The Committee agreed 

that the bezel of the Charlton Marshall example is worn and less interesting than that from Alveston, which is 

crisper and better preserved.  On the basis of this reconsideration of the comparison, the Committee saw fit to revise 

its original figure and to recommend £800.  Bristol City Museum hopes to acquire.   

 

23. Medieval gold finger-ring from Tendring District, Essex (2008 T580)- 2
nd

 viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,200-£1,600.  The TVC recommended £1,700.  TVC extract (10/12/09): 

 

‘The Finder and the Museum submitted comments.   The Committee took these into consideration and thanked the 
parties for their letters.  It noted that the case cited by the Finder, 2005 T206 from Dunterton, Devon (Treasure 

Annual Report 2005-6, fig. 402) was much heavier, a factor which distinguished it among medieval finger-rings 
and justified its higher valuation.  Closer in terms of attraction was felt to be 2005 T214 from Bexhill, East Sussex 

(Treasure Annual Report 2005-6, fig. 407) valued at £2000. The TVC had earlier viewed two other more similar 

gold medieval finger rings, 2009 T47 from Acton, Cheshire, and 2008 T490 from Cherry Burton, East Riding of 
Yorkshire, valued at £1400 and £1150 respectively.  In relation to those rings, and drawing again on its own 

expertise, the TVC recommended £1700’.  
 

The Finder has submitted a challenge.  The TVC considered the finger-ring again in light of this, noting the 

disparity in mass between the Dunterton example (2005 T206, Treasure Annual Report 2005-6, item 402) (5.6g), 

and the piece being valued (2.48g).  It pointed out again that the heavier weight of the Dunterton ring made it much 

rarer, and thus more desirable.  On reflection, however, the Committee felt that it may be the case that the relative 

value of this ring in respect to the example from Bexhill, East Sussex (2005 T214, Treasure Annual Report 2005-6, 

item. 407, valued at £2000) deserved further thought.  The Committee agreed that it would benefit from further 

guidance from an independent valuer, and it decided to seek a second valuation (Emily Barber). Colchester and 

Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Post-Medieval artefacts 

 

24. Post-Medieval silver dress fitting from Crewkerne, Somerset (2008 T390) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee took this into consideration and acknowledged the fitting’s 

damage and condition.  However it noted that it had in the past valued more complete and less damaged examples at a 

higher amount (see for instance 2005 T172, £100; 2005 T525, £500; Treasure Annual Report 2005/6).  The TVC felt 

that a more realistic figure for the worth of this piece was £65.  Somerset County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 



25. Post-Medieval silver button from Witherley, Leicestershire (2009 T462) 
The provisional valuer suggested £120, the TVC viewed the button, taking this into consideration.  It felt that the 

figure was slightly high for this object and recommended £100.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

26. Post-Medieval silver-gilt button from Hambledon, Buckinghamshire (2008 T435) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30; the TVC took this into account when viewing the button and in agreement with 

the provisional valuer, it recommended £30.  Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

27. Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Coniston, North Yorkshire (2009 T240) 

The provisional valuer suggested £75, the Committee viewed the cufflinks in light of this and felt that the presence of 

a complete link contributed more to the case’s desirability, and it recommended £100.  Craven Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

28. Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Llanover, Monmouthshire (04.12) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30; the TVC inspected the finger-ring in light of this and in agreement with the 

provisional valuer, recommended £30. Abergavenny Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

29. Post-Medieval silver bodkin from Woodmansey, East Riding of Yorkshire (2009 T536) 
The provisional valuer suggested £250; the TVC took account of this as it viewed the bodkin.  It also viewed it 

alongside a similar post-medieval bodkin, 2009 T453 from Yarmouth, Isle of Wight (PAS: IOW-D3EB01; valued at 

£250).  The piece from Woodmansey, with its complete scoop, was felt to be more attractive and therefore the 

Committee recommended £320.  Hull and East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

30. Post-Medieval silver bodkin from Yarmouth, Isle of Wight (2009 T453) 

The provisional valuer suggested £350; the TVC examined the bodkin with this in mind and also considered it 

alongside a similar post-medieval bodkin, 2009 T536 from Woodmansey, East Riding of Yorkshire (PAS: YORYM-

222287; valued at £320).  The Woodmansey example is less damaged and more attractive, and in light of this the 

Committee recommended £250. Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 

 

31. Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Marldon, Devon (2008 T225) 
The provisional valuer suggested £300-£400, and the TVC took account of this when viewing the ring.  It found the 

object to be appealing; it took stock of the damage but also noted that the gilding appears to have been applied after its 

misfortune (though prior to deposition).  The Committee recommended £420. Royal Albert Memorial Museum hopes 

to acquire. 

 

32. Post-Medieval gold posy ring from Sarn, Powys (08.17)  

The provisional valuer suggested £600, the Finder submitted comments which the TVC considered as it viewed the 

object.  The Committee compared it to a posy ring, with much less distortion, which sold at Timeline Auctions’ 19
th

 

March 2010 auction (item 596) for £900.  In relation to that it found the provisional valuers suggestion to be 

reasonable, and it recommended £600. Powysland and Montgomery Canal Centre hopes to acquire.   

 

33. Post-Medieval gold mourning ring from Wolverton, Warwickshire (2009 T159) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1000.   The Committee compared it to a mourning ring, with much less distortion, 

which sold at Timeline Auctions’ 19
th
 March 2010 auction (item 598) for £1500.  Therefore, in agreement with the 

provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £1000.  Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

34. Post-Medieval incomplete gold signet ring from Clifton area, Nottinghamshire (2008 T671) 

The provisional valuer suggested £4,000; the TVC examined the ring and took this under advice.  It stated that the 

ring was of decent weight, and that the bezel sported an attractive armorial.  However it stressed that the ring’s 

incomplete state seemed not to justify a figure of this amount, given that in the past complete rings of this sort (see 

2006 T639 from Lavenham, Suffolk: Treasure Annual Report 2005/6, item 716, valued at £2800) have been valued at 

less.  Therefore it felt it would be best to seek a second provisional valuation.   Nottingham Castle Museum and Art 

Gallery hopes to acquire. 

 

35. Medieval/Post-Medieval silver-gilt bell from Framfield, East Sussex (2008 T738)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £350.  The TVC requested the valuer re-inspect the find.  TVC extract (26/02/10):  

 

‘Upon inspection the Committee noted that the lower engraved rim of the bell may have been fashioned from a 
finger-ring; it also pointed out that this rim appeared to be in gold rather than gilded metal and that this factor 

could weigh heavily on the item’s value. The TVC therefore requested that the provisional valuer reconsider the 

object with this information in mind and to submit another valuation’. 
 

The provisional valuer provided a second valuation at £450 and comments for the TVC.  The TVC viewed the ring 

again, taking account of the valuers comments and agreeing that the gold rim is indeed extremely thin and is unlikely 



to have been a functioning finger-ring.  On reflection it felt that the range between the valuer’s first and second report 

(£350-£450) was accurate, and the TVC recommended £400.  Barbican House Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

36. Post-Medieval silver whistle from Gladestry, Powys (07.21)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £100.  The TVC recommended £80.  TVC extract (26/02/10): 

 

(The TVC) ‘felt that the lower end of the suggested range was more appropriate for this piece.  It recommended 

£80’. 
 

The Finder submitted a challenge and paperwork from Timeline Originals.  The TVC examined the whistle again and 

drew a distinction an offer of purchase and a valuation; it commented that the paperwork provided containing the offer 

from Timeline Originals carries little weight, as it does not provide a justification for the figure of £200.  Upon 

reflection, however, the Committee felt that the median of the original suggested range by the first provisional valuer 

was more accurate, and recommended £100.  Radnorshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

 

37. Post-medieval gold crucifix from Tuxford area, Nottinghamshire (2008 T512)- 4
th

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £1,000-£1,200; the TVC originally recommended £1,200 (12/8/09). The TVC 

requested a second valuation following challenges and a private valuation from the Finder (26/02/10).  The second 

provisional valuer suggested £9,000.   

 

TVC extracts from meetings: 

 

12/08/2009: The TVC ‘noted the parallel suggested by the provisional valuer and cited a comparandum on an 

auction website listed at £1, 350, including the seller’s premium.  In concurrence with the provisional valuer, it 

recommended £1, 200’. 
30/09/2009: Case deferred at request of Finder 

26/02/2010: ‘The Finder and Landowner submitted a challenge. The Finder submitted a private valuation from 
Timeline Originals, suggesting £3000-£5000 on a UK market, and £4000-£6000 on an open market.  The TVC 

viewed the crucifix again in light of this and noted that the parallel cited in the provisional valuer’s report sold for 

£1350 including the auction premium, implying the value of that piece was slightly lower still.  That example was 
larger and less distorted than the piece from the Tuxford area, but it did not have an inscription, which adds to the 

appeal of this piece.  Given this evidence the Committee felt that diligence required it to seek a second provisional 
valuation’. 

 

The Committee took all this evidence into consideration, and viewed the crucifix again.  It felt that the modelling of 

the figure was perhaps not quite as fine as the second valuer suggests.  The distinction between a stand-alone figure 

and one on a cross was also felt to be less than suggested by the second valuer.  It pointed to the passage in the second 

valuation that proposed that such an item ‘could realise £4000+’and felt this was a much more accurate assessment.  

The Committee recommended £4000.  Bassetlaw Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Item 3: Coins 

 

Roman coins: 

 

38. Roman coin hoard from Oswestry area, Shropshire (2008 T526 & 2008 T356) - British Museum acquiring 2 

coins only. 
The provisional valuer suggested £35-£40 (coin no. 81) and £20-25 (coin no. 82); the Finder submitted comments.  

The TVC took account of these submissions as it viewed the coins.  It noted their current poor condition and pointed 

out to the Finder that the variant bust types did not make the coins more valuable than standard type coins.  

Nonetheless it agreed that coin number 81, in particular, had the potential for achieving more on the market when 

cleaned, and to account for that it recommended £60.  Coin 82 was felt to possess less attraction in comparison to the 

first coin, and the Committee recommended £25. The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

39. Roman coin hoard (85) and pot sherd from Filey area, North Yorkshire (2008 T531) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,600-£2,800; the TVC took this under advice when inspecting the hoard, and felt 

that the suggested range for these coins was accurate.  It also concurred with the assessment that the bronze coins and 

potsherd were of no commercial value.  Therefore, in agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 

recommended £2700.  East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

40. Roman silver coins (8) from Ashburnham, East Sussex (2008 T460) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30-£40; the TVC took this into consideration as it viewed the coins.  The current 

condition was noted as being poor; the Committee felt that were these coins cleaned they would be unlikely to be 

considered better than ‘Fair’ condition.  Nonetheless it proposed that the suggested range was low given that the coins 



are at least identifiable, and recommended £80.  Hastings Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

Early Medieval coins: 
 

41. Early Medieval silver coins (17) from Lewes, East Sussex (2006 T547) 

The provisional valuer suggested £4,805.  The TVC inspected the coins with this in mind and commented that the 

valuer had done very well in his report, concluding that the suggested value was precise and accurate. In agreement 

with the valuer, the TVC recommended £4,805.  Lewes Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

Post-Medieval coins: 

 

42. Post-Medieval coins (245) from Rutland area, Rutland (2007 T139)- 2
nd

 viewing 

Post Medieval coin (1) from Rutland area, Rutland (2007 T240) 

The first provisional valuer suggested 2007 T240 (1 coin) at £20-£25; the TVC recommended £20 (24/04/09). The 

second provisional valuer suggested 2007 T139 (245 coins) at £7,000-£7,500.  At the previous meeting (26/02/10) 

the TVC was requested to value 2007 T139.  TVC extract 26/02/10: 

 

‘The details for 2007 T240 were provided as this is related to case 2007 T139, which was declared Treasure at a 

later date.  The Finder submitted comments, and the TVC thanked him for his letter.  The Committee felt that the 
valuation may have been slightly high, but also mentioned that there are a number of milled coins present in the 

hoard and that diligence would require a specialist in that type to value.  The TVC therefore requested a second 

valuation of the coins by such an expert.   

 

A third provisional valuer suggested £4,000-£5,000.  The TVC examined the coins again and felt that the range 

suggested by the third valuer was more appropriate, agreeing with the rationale behind it.  It felt that this also 

reinforced the Committee’s belief that the suggestion of the second valuer had been high.  Taking account of the 

single coin, whose value of £20 it had previously accepted, the Committee recommended £5,020 for the hoard.   

Rutland County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

43. Post-Medieval William III silver sixpennies (3) from Westerleigh, South Gloucestershire (2009 T138) 

The provisional valuer suggested £125, the TVC examined the pennies in light of this and in agreement with the 

provisional valuer, recommended £125.  Bristol City Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

 

 

 

Item 4: Norfolk Cases 

 

44. Possible Iron Age gold wire from Swaffham area, Norfolk (2009 T170) 
The provisional valuer suggested £50; the TVC viewed the wire with this in mind and in agreement with the valuer, 

suggested £50.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

45. Roman silver finger-ring from Pulham Market, Norfolk (2009 T455) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150-£160; the TVC took this under advice when it inspected the ring.  It pointed 

out the attraction of the figure of Ganymede and felt that the suggested range was accurate.  In agreement with the 

provisional valuer, it recommended £160. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

46. Anglo-Saxon silver hooked tag from Swaffham area, Norfolk (2009 T169) 
The provisional valuer suggested £60-£70; the TVC took account of this as it inspected the hooked tag.  It was 

examined alongside a similar item 2007 T431 from Long Sutton, Somerset (PAS: SOM-D90C24, valued at £50).  The 

tag from Swaffham was felt to be more desirable and so in agreement with the provisional valuer, the TVC 

recommended £70. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

47. Anglo-Saxon gold spangle or pendant from Loddon area, Norfolk (2009 T440) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400-£450; the TVC viewed the spangle in light of this.  The item generated 

curiosity and the TVC took the view that the suggested range for this article was accurate. On account of this and 

factoring in the spangle’s delicate nature, the TVC recommended £400. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

48. Anglo-Saxon gold bracteate pendant fragment from Mid Norfolk, Norfolk (2008 T632) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200-£220; the TVC examined the bracteate fragment, taking account of this.  In 

agreement with the provisional valuer, the TVC recommended £200 for the fragment.  The Committee also noted that 

the circumstances under which this find was reported unfortunately made it impossible to attach a definite provenance 

to the pendant or to identify the owner of the land.  As the landowner is unknown, the TVC recommended that, 



following agreement on the value, the Museum pay half of that figure as a reward to the Finder.  It thanked the Finder 

for coming forth with this piece upon realising that it might be Treasure, and urged her to be mindful of similar items 

in the future, which it hopes she will recognize and report within 14 days of discovery.   Norwich Castle Museum 

hopes to acquire. 

 

49. Anglo-Saxon silver pyramidal mount from Happisburgh, Norfolk (2008 T103) 
The provisional valuer suggested £200. Letters written by the Finder and Landowner to the Coroner were before the 

TVC, as was a further submission from Landowner to the TVC. The TVC examined the mount in light of this, and 

also consulted the documents supplied by the Finder and Landowner.  The TVC acknowledged that is the 

owner of the land, as named by the coroner, and that the Finder did not ask for permission from the landowner to 

detect.  However the TVC questioned whether the Finder’s act of trespass was deliberate and knowing, or whether it 

was an honest mistake.  Before considering whether it might have cause for an abatement of the Finder’s reward in 

this case, the TVC felt that it needed more information from the Landowner as to whether there was any reason to 

conclude that the Finder should have known that the section of beach where the mount was found is private land.  The 

TVC accordingly instructed the Secretariat to draft a letter to the Landowner and to ask him whether the land is 

signposted, or whether there might be any other reason that the Finder should have realised he was trespassing on 

private land.  The TVC also asked the Secretariat to address in the same letter the threat raised by the Landowner to 

withdraw permission to excavate from the British Museum’s Nick Ashton.  The TVC explained that it is a body 

independent of the Museum and that it does not respond to threats.   

 

The TVC noted the submission of the Finder in which he said that he was a willing to donate the piece to the British 

Museum.  The TVC felt, however, that it was not entirely clear whether, (given that the piece is to be acquired by 

Norwich Castle Museum and the Finder would normally be entitled to a reward), the Finder was willing to forego 

such reward.  If the Landowner responds to the above with a letter that does not sufficiently detail why the Finder 

should have known the land was private (such as through the posting of signs) than the TVC instructed the Secretariat 

to write to the Finder and ask him to state clearly whether he: 

  a.) wished to claim his share of any reward. 

  b.) wished to waive his right to a reward in favour of the Landowner 

  c.) wished to waive his right to a reward in favour of the Museum   

 

The TVC was in agreement with the provisional valuer over the value of the mount.  It recommended £200, and 

instructed the Secretariat that should the Finder and Landowner come to an agreement over the distribution of the 

reward (e.g. if the Finder indicated he wished to have his share of a reward paid to the Landowner) it would 

recommend apportionment of the reward in such manner.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

50. Medieval silver buckle from Postwick, Norfolk (2009 T697) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250; the TVC examined the buckle in light of this and found it to be a nice, tidy 

object and felt that a slight uplift in price was warranted.  It recommended £260. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

51. Late Medieval/ early Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fitting from Stoke Ferry, Norfolk (2009 T732) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120; the TVC took account of this as it viewed the dress fitting and in agreement 

with the valuer, it recommended £120.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

52. Post-Medieval silver hawking vervel from Fransham, Norfolk (2009 T532) 
It agreed with the provisional valuer that many such objects have been submitted as Treasure and acquired by 

museums, and the Committee took comfort in the fact that this valuer had seen many of them himself. It found his 

arguments well reasoned and in agreement with the valuer, it recommended £500. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

 

Item 5: AOB 

 

 Potential applicants to join TVC panel of expert provisional valuers.  has written to the TVC 

offering his services for a range of periods and for objects and coins (see enclosed letter).  Peter Clayton has 

suggested as a valuer of Medieval and later coins  (see enclosed e-mail with justification). 
 

The Committee acknowledged the need, from time to time, to add to the list of expert provisional valuers upon 

whom it relies.  It expressed a desire to ensure that the most qualified candidates are chosen, and felt that it would 
be useful for a set procedure to be in place for this task.   

 

To that end the TVC was advised by the DCMS that there is a need to ensure that the appointment of valuers is 

done in a fair way and that the selections to the list can be justified for proper reasons.  The TVC is essentially 

procuring valuation services and so basic procurement principles need to be borne in mind.  In practical terms this 

means that the TVC just need to be aware of the process they are engaged in and to justify their reasoning along 

the way.  



 

The DCMS further advised that normal procurement practice would include some sort of competition to provide 

the services based on criteria that the TVC consider to be appropriate (eg. a combination of expertise and 

price).    As the price is a fixed rate it comes down mainly to expertise and where the TVC have good, justifiable 

reasons for saying that a particular person is the only person with the necessary skills to provide valuations in a 

particular area, then it would be justifiable to appoint that person without a competition.  Where there are a 

number of people who may be suitable to provide valuations in a particular area, the TVC should give proper 

thought to each one and give them each the opportunity to demonstrate their suitability (on criteria such as depth 

and range of expertise, availability and potential conflicts of interest).  The TVC may then select the one they 

consider most appropriate, based on the criteria and justified reasons. The process does not need to be onerous, 

but the overarching principle of ensuring fairness, openness and justified reasoning in the process, does need to be 

met.    
 

The TVC felt that when it needed to recruit an expert or experts to cover a particular range of artefacts or coins, an 

open Notice of Advertisement in the appropriate association newsletters would be satisfactory. As such it decided 

that it would draw up a list of basic criteria that it wished applicants to provide (including, but not limited to, 

substantial experience in the field, membership in a recognized trade association, and referees whom the Committee 

may consult), and that these criteria would be made known to everyone.  Upon receipt of applications, the 

Committee agreed that it would review the submissions and decide, based on the requested criteria and on its own 

knowledge of the field, whom it would invite to provide their services as necessary in the future. 

 

The Chairman resolved to write to Mr and explain this to him.  The TVC did not consider it necessary to 

write to Mr  who had not approached the Committee himself. 

 

In the immediate future, the Committee was made aware that its normal valuers of Roman and Iron Age coins will 

be unavailable to provide their services for several months.  As there are several hoards of coins of these periods 

awaiting provisional valuation, the Committee instructed the Secretariat to write to Mr Miller and ask whether, on 

this single occasion, he would be willing on an ad hoc basis, to provide his services in valuing the coins, at the 

agreed rates.  

 

  

 

 

 Group of Bronze Age and Iron Age cases (6) from North West Norfolk, to be valued at an upcoming meeting.  

The curator is happy that the gold fragments do not need analysis at this time, but would you like them 

analysed for valuation?           

The Committee felt that as long as it was certain the pieces were gold than it was not necessary at this time to 

          have them analysed by the scientists at the British Museum.  Should any questions arise at the meeting, the 

          Committee will seek to have the pieces analysed then. 

. 

 The TVC wished to have it noted that in official publications, Jack Ogden should be attributed with his proper 

title of Vice-Chairman. 

 

 

Item 6: Date of next meeting 
 

 Wednesday, 9
th

 June 2010, 11:00am. Hartwell Room, The British Museum 
 

 
 
 




