
Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting –26
th

 November 2010  

 
 

The meeting was held in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum on Friday 26
th

 November 2010 at 11am.  

 

Present 

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 

Norman Palmer (Chair)                    Roger Bland (BM)                          

Trevor Austin                                    Caroline Barton (BM) 

Ian Carradice                                     Caroline Lyons (BM)  

John Cherry                                       Hilary Orange (BM) 

Peter Clayton                             Helen Loughlin (DCMS)   

David Dykes 

Jack Ogden 

Tim Pestell 

  
    

 
Item 1: Welcome to newest Committee Member, Dr David Dykes 
Dr David Dykes has been appointed to his role as Committee member for a four-year term.  The Committee 

welcomed Dr Dykes. 

 

Item 2:  Congratulations on John Cherry’s re-appointment 

John Cherry has been re-appointed in his role as Committee Member for a four-year term. The Committee 

welcomed John back. 

 

Item 3: Minutes of the meeting of Friday 1
st
 October 2010 

 

The minutes were passed as a true record of the meeting; Norman Palmer submitted minor amendments. 

 

Item 4: Objects 

 

Bronze Age artefacts 

 

1.  Bronze Age hoard (6) from ‘Woodbridge area’, Suffolk (2010 T391) 

The provisional valuer suggested £170; the Committee inspected the hoard in light of this, noting that the axe, 

though small, is a nice example.  The Committee, in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended 

£170.  Colchester and Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire.   

 

2. Bronze Age palstaves (2) from Wadebridge, Cornwall (2007 T630) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200; the Committee inspected the palstaves in light of this, noting that the 

first palstave is in fair condition with a few nicks, though the second palstave appears miscast. The Committee, 

in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £200.  Royal Cornwall Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

3. Bronze Age gold penannular ring from Edlesborough, Buckinghamshire (2009 T513) 
The provisional valuer suggested £900 - £1,000; the Committee inspected the penannular ring in light of this.  

It compared this ring to a similar penannular ring from West Wight (2006 T95, valued at £250), and in light of 

this comparison it felt that the suggested valuation was too high, and were not convinced by the relevance of 

the parallels submitted by the valuer. The Committee recommended £500.  Buckinghamshire County Museum 

hopes to acquire. 

 

4. Bronze Age gold composite ring from ‘Tendring area’, Essex (2009 T524) 
The provisional valuer suggested £650 - £700; the finder and landowner have stated a wish to donate this 

composite ring to Colchester and Ipswich Museum Service. In   these circumstances the Committee did not 

recommend a valuation.  The Committee was pleased to hear that the finder and landowner have donated their 

shares of the ex gratia reward and thank them for their generosity. 



  

5. Bronze Age gold wire ornament from ‘Windsor area’, Berkshire (2009 T755) 
The provisional valuer suggested two valuations for this gold wire ornament.  The first valuation is for the item 

in its current condition (£6,000 - £7,000), the second valuation is based on the condition of the item when 

initially found (£6,200 - £7,200).  The finder sent in a submission that included comments by  in 

addition to which both the museum and the landowner submitted comments.  The Committee examined all the 

submissions regarding this object and the find circumstances.  With regard to the damage that occurred whilst 

the object was being analysed at the British Museum, the Committee felt that the burden of proof lay on to the 

British Museum but that on a balance of probability the museum would be able to discharge this, in that the 

fragility of the object, even in its found state, was sufficient to rebut any initial presumption that the damages 

resulted from the Museum’s failure to take reasonable care.  The valuation recommended by the Committee 

therefore reflects the vulnerable state of the object at the time of its discovery.  The Committee recommended 

£6,500, being of the opinion that (in accordance with the provisional valuer’s view) the difference in value 

between the discovery condition and current condition of the object is effectively insubstantial.   

 

Concerning the find circumstances, the Committee reviewed the submissions by 

(archaeologist), the coroner, the finder, (Reading Museum) and the landowner.  The Committee 

noted the apparent vagueness of the conditions of PPG16  on the question of permitted metal detecting, and 

considered that both the finder and landowner might  reasonably, and in good faith, have failed to appreciate 

the possibility that a search for objects using a metal detector would violate the terms of the relevant planning 

consent.  The landowner’s statement indicated that the finder did have permission to detect, and the Committee 

felt that, even if an innocent trespass had occurred, the finder could not be visited with responsibility for any 

breach of planning consent.  The Committee further observed that the finder promptly reported the object to 

the coroner.  The Committee felt that the difficulties occasioned in this case might have stemmed from a lack 

of communication between the archaeologists and the landowner regarding the  scheme of archaeological 

work..  The Committee concluded that any trespass on the finder’s behalf was an honest error.   

 

The Committee further concluded that if the archaeological authorities harboured significant concerns about 

the landowner’s grant of permission to detect, they should address such concerns to the planning committee.   

 

The Committee noted that drew attention to the Reading museum’s acquisition policy.   The 

Committee felt that these comments were irrelevant as the Committee’s decisions are not to be influenced by 

the particular museum’s acquisition policy (or for that matter by positions adopted by landowners or finders), 

except in so far as this is required by the Committee’s terms of reference, which are paramount.  It is for the 

Committee to decide the amount of the award and whether there are any grounds for abatement. It is for the 

Museum to decide whether any acquisition is appropriate or not. It is not for the Committee to ensure that the 

result of the case fits the Museum’s acquisition policy. Reading Museum and Town Hall hopes to acquire 

 

The Committee noted the terms of the Treasure Act Code of Practice concerning abatement, observing that the 

express language of the Code appears to contemplate only an abatement resulting from misconduct by a finder 

and not to allow for an abatement resulting from misconduct by a landowner.  Had the Committee wished to  

abate the reward payable to the landowner, the current wording of the Code might have precluded such 

abatement.  (DCMS) confirmed that there had been a proposal to consider rewording this 

section of the Code when it is reviewed in the near future. 

 

Iron Age artefacts 
 

6. Iron Age gold finger-ring from ‘Biggleswade area’, Bedfordshire (2009 T671) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200 - £250; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this but are 

not convinced by the relevance of the parallels submitted by the valuer.  The Committee recommended £200.  

The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

Roman artefacts 

 

7. Roman gold finger-ring from Stanford Dingley, Berkshire (2009 T306) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120 - £150; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this, 

concluding that the valuation was slightly too high as the ring is small, thin and rather damaged.  The 



Committee recommended £100. West Berkshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

8. Roman gold earring from Stagsden , Bedfordshire (2010 T267) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800-£900; the Committee inspected the earring in light of this, concluding 

that the valuation was too high.  It questioned whether this was in fact an earring rather that a pendant, which is 

more common.  The Committee took into account the valuer’s comparisons from the Timeline auctions 

(September 2010 lot 651, which had with an estimate of £500 - £600 selling for £900; September 2010 lot 670, 

with an estimate of £200 -£300 selling for £150; March 2010 lot 518, with an estimate of £800 - £1,200 selling 

for £1,000).   This object is not as elaborately decorated or in as good a condition as lot 518, and is of a 

different design from lot 651, with a less impressive attachment.  The Committee recommended £750.  

Bedford Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

9. Roman gold finger-ring from ‘Market Weighton area’, East Riding of Yorkshire (2009 T743)- 2
nd

 

viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £280-£300; the Committee recommended £200 at the August 2010 meeting 

and the landowner submitted a challenge.  The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of these comments 

and noted that its previous recommended value took sufficient account of the ‘positive factors’ relating to the 

ring, including the substantial bezel.  The Committee feels that a finger-ring such as this would rarely be sold 

as a single lot at auction and would more likely be part of a bulk lot.  The Committee confirmed its 

recommendation of £200.  Hull & East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

Early Medieval artefacts 

 

10. Anglo-Saxon grave goods (7) from Freshwater, Isle of Wight (2009 T264) 

 The provisional valuer suggested £2,235-£2,587; the Committee inspected the grave goods in light of this and 

felt that £2,100 for the bracteate is reasonable, though a lot of bracteates recently have failed to reach estimates 

in sales.  The rest of the grave goods are fragments with low commercial value, but association with the 

bracteate increases their value slightly.  The Committee felt that the provisional valuer’s valuation was too high 

for some of the fragments and recommended a total value of £2,200 for the bracteate and the fragments.  The 

British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

11. Anglo-Saxon gold bracteate from Scalford, Leicestershire (2010 T414) 

The provisional valuer suggested £6,000-£7,000; the Committee commented that the design on the bracteate is 

quite faint and worn on one side but there is good detail despite the wear.  The Committee compared this to an 

example from Binham (2004 T297, valued at £6000) which was a clearer example and twice as large as this 

bracteate.  The Committee recommended that a second valuation be commissioned, from a valuer focussing on 

numismatic value.  Leicestershire County Council Heritage Service hopes to acquire.  

 

12. Viking Weight set with Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt pendant from Tadcaster, North Yorkshire (2009 T206)- 

3
rd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £700-£800; the second provisional valuer suggested £500; the 

Committee inspected the weight/pendant  in light of this, the representations previously made and  the 

landowner’s and finder’s further submissions. The Committee noted that online prices of Viking weights are 

around £200 but most of these are gilded copper-alloy not silver, and lack the face design of the of the 

Tadcaster weight. The Committee Recommended £500. The Secretariat is to write to the finder explaining that 

the Committee needs responses on the following points: 

 

Does she accept  there was almost a 10 year delay between finding and  reporting the weight/pendant? If so, 

can she explain this delay? When did she report the find and when did she become aware that it was potential 
treasure? 

 
How did she report the find (to whom and under what circumstances)? 

 

Does she now accept that there was an agreement that the reward be split  50/50 between the finder and the 
landowner, as the landowner states? She originally implied that the metal detecting club were allowed to keep 

all they found, but the reward for  treasure finds is usually split  50/50 between the finder and landowner  

unless there is an alternative prior agreement, which the landowner says is not the case. 



 

Are we correct in assuming that her  communications with the Treasure Valuation Committee’s secretariat do  
not mean she wishes to relinquish her reward?  

As the landowner states that the agreement was 50/50 with whole club the Secretariat is also to ask the metal 

detecting club:  

 

What were the  terms and conditions of the agreement between the landowner and the club about detecting on 
this site?  Is it correct, as the landowner has stated, that the agreement was to share any reward for treasure 

finds equally between finder and landowner?  

 

The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

13. Anglo-Saxon gold finger-ring from ‘Uttlesford district’, Essex (2008 T548) - 4
th

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £5,000; the Finder submitted comments.  The Committee saw the object and 

the commments in April 2010 and the Committee recommended £5,000.  The Finder submitted a private valuation by 

at £8,000.  Tthe Committee examined this valuation at the June 2010 meeting but declined, after due 

consideration, to change its recommendation.  The finder submitted a further challenge, with both comments and a 

further suggested value from   At the October 2010 meeting the Committee requested a second 

provisional valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £7,000.  The Committee now inspected the finger-

ring again in light of this.  Having regard to the fact that the second provisional valuation conformed closely with the 

finder’s submitted valuation rather than to the first provisional valuation, the Commitee was minded to increase its 

recommendation in  agreement with the second provisional valuer.  The Committee recommended an increase to 

£7,000.  Saffron Walden Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

Medieval artefacts 
 

14. Medieval silver annular brooch from North Petherton, Somerset (2010 T291) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80; the Committee inspected the brooch in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £80.  Somerset County Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

15. Medieval silver-gilt brooch from Bacton, Suffolk (210 T212) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50 - £60; the Committee inspected the brooch in light of this and felt the 

valuation was too low, as an almost identical example is shown in Benet's Artefacts of England and the United 
Kingdom: Current Values at c.£90 -£110, though the Benet’s example is larger at 18mm diameter.  The 

Committee recommended £80.  Moyses Hall Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

16. Late Medieval/ Early Post-Medieval gold posy ring from Pitton with Farley, Wiltshire (2008 T592) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee inspected the posy ring in light of this and felt it was an 

attractive example with outside enamelling and a clear inscription.  The Committee recommended £450.  

Salisbury & South Wiltshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

17. Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from ‘Buntingford area’, Hertfordshire (2009 T595) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80 - £100; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this, 

commenting that although this object is merely a fragment it shows a nice clear design which would interest a 

collector.  The Committee recommended £100.  Hertford Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

18. Medieval silver finger-ring from Princes Risborough, Buckinghamshire (2009 T594) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee noted that the valuer gives no reasoning for the 

valuation.  The Committee has valued similar silver-gilt finger-rings before for less than the suggested 

valuation, and in the light of that  this valuation seemed to the Committee unduly high, especially 

considering that the ring is worn and there is no figure on design. The Committee requested a second 

valuation.  Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

19. Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Fawley Priors, Hampshire (2007 T167) 
The provisional valuer suggested £500; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this and felt that the 

provisional valuer gives no reasoning for the valuation, the Committee has valued similar silver-gilt finger-

rings before and this example is worn with no figure on the bezel design.  The Committee was minded to 



recommend a lower valuation than that proposed by the provisional valuer, and alighted on the figure of £400.  

Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

20. Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from ‘Woodford area’, Wiltshire (2010 T23) 
The provisional valuer suggested £500; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this and felt that the 

provisional valuer gives no reasoning for the valuation, the Christies example quoted is sharper and in more 

complete condition than this finger-ring.  The Committee has valued similar silver-gilt finger-rings before and 

this example is worn, damaged, with no figure on the bezel design.  The Committee was minded to recommend 

a lower valuation  than that proposed by the provisional valuer, and alighted on the figure of £400.  Salisbury 

& South Wiltshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

21. Medieval silver-gilt crucifix from North Weald Barrett, Essex (2009 T212) 
The provisional valuer suggested £700; the Committee inspected the crucifix in light of this and noted that 

despite the poor engraving of Christ the tubular work is interesting and that this is a curious object. The 

Committee was minded to recommend a higher valuation than that proposed by the provisional valuer, and 

alighted on the figure of £800. Epping Forest District Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

22. Medieval gold badge/ mount fragment from Malton, North Yorkshire (2009 T199) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600-£800; the Committee noted that there was no information concerning 

the object provided by the provisional valuer and felt that this valuation seemed high.  The Committee 

instructed the Secretariat to write to the provisional valuer requesting a more informative rationale for the 

valuation, such as parallels from sales  The Committee requested a 

second valuation.   Malton Museum Foundation hopes to acquire. 

 

23. Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Kingston Deverill, Wiltshire (2010 T153) 
The provisional valuer suggested £800 - £1,200; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this and 

noted the good weight and wearability of the finger-ring.  Overall it concluded that this is a large example, in 

fair condition.  The Committee recommended £1,200.  Salisbury & South Wiltshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

24. Medieval gold finger-ring from Kinnersley, Herefordshire (2009 T674) 
The provisional valuer suggested £700; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this.  This is a 

attractive example but has limited wearing potential due to its tiny size, there is a good clear inscription,  The 

Committee recommended £750.  Hereford Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

25. Medieval gold finger-ring from Wootton Wawen, Warwickshire (2010 T231) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,000; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this.  The finger-

ring has a attractive, clear inscription but is slightly damaged.  The Committee notes the Timeline Auction 

parallel quoted by the valuer but feels that the ring sold for an unusually high amount on the day.  The 

Committee was minded to recommend a higher valuation than that proposed by the provisional valuer, and 

alighted on the figure of £1,250.  Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

26. Medieval gold finger-ring from ‘Tendring area’, Essex (2009 T579) 

The provisional valuer suggested at £1,200; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this.   It noted 

the Timeline Auction parallel quoted by the valuer  but i felt that the ring sold for an unusually high amount 

on the day, having  been estimated at £400- £500.   The ring has a crisp, legible internal inscription, though 

the external inscription is quite worn.  The Committee was minded to recommend a lower valuation than that 

proposed by the provisional valuer, and alighted on the figure of £1,000.  Colchester & Ipswich Museum 

Service hopes to acquire. 

 

27. Medieval gold finger-ring from ‘Tendring area’, Essex (2009 T501) 

The provisional valuer suggested £3,200; the Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this and 

commented that this is a solid finger-ring of some weight with an attractive stone.  The Committee examined 

the finger-ring and agreed with the identification of the stone as a sapphire.  In agreement with the provisional 

valuer, the Committee recommended £3,200.  Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

28. Medieval gold brooch from ‘North Hertfordshire’ (2009 T692) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150; the finder submitted comments and a private valuation by 



of £850.  The Committee thanked the finder for his submission and took careful note of 

s comments and valuation, which it considered worthy of respect.  This brooch is minute but 

beautifully formed, a lovely example, with an attractive combination of two colours of gold; the Committee 

were impressed by its quality, considering that it would be very highly prized by collectors.  The Committee 

recommended £850.  North Hertfordshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

Post-Medieval artefacts 

 

29. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress pin from ‘Beccles area’, Suffolk (2010 T347) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee inspected the dress pin in light of this.  The Committee 

noted that this is becoming a very common type of object.  Dress pins currently sell at a retail price of up to 

£120.   The Committee was minded to recommend a higher valuation than that proposed by the provisional 

valuer, and alighted on the figure of £85.  Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

30. Post-Medieval silver-gilt pin from Redgrave, Suffolk (2010 T64) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120; the Committee inspected the pin in light of this.     Pins of this type 

are a  common object regularly reported as Treasure, examples such as this are sold at a retail price of up to 

£120.  The Committee was minded to recommend a lower valuation than that proposed by the provisional 

valuer, and alighted on the figure of £100.  Colchester and Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

31. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress pin from Oswestry, Shropshire (2009 T519) 
The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee inspected the pin in light of this.  Pins of this type are a 

common object, regularly reported as Treasure, examples such as this are sold at a retail price of up to £120. 

The Committee was minded to recommend a higher valuation than that proposed by the provisional valuer, and 

alighted on the figure of £85.  Shropshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

32. Post-Medieval gold pin head from Tower Hamlets, greater London (2009 T229) 

The provisional valuer suggested £140; the Committee inspected the pin head in the light of this, observing 

that it is a crushed fragment, while notable as a gold version of the commoner silver examples.  In agreement 

with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £140.  Museum of London hopes to acquire. 

 

33. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fitting from Much Hadham, Hertfordshire (2009 T691) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40-£60; the Committee inspected the dress fitting in light of this and 

recommended £50.  Much Hadham Forge Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

34. Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Hayton, East Riding of Yorkshire (2010 T252) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the cufflink in light of this and felt that this 

was too high considering the large number of these objects that the Committee has seen.  Benet's Artefacts of 

England and the United Kingdom: Current Values at has examples on sale for £15-£20.  The Committee was 

minded to recommend a lower figure than suggested, and recommended £75.  Hull & East Riding Museum 

Service hopes to acquire. 

 

35. Post-Medieval silver sword chape from ‘Chichester District’, West Sussex (2009 T744) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60; the Committee inspected the chape in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £60.  Chichester District Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

36. Post-Medieval silver whistle from Thwing, East Riding of Yorkshire (2010 T127) 
The provisional valuer suggested £200; The Committee compared this to a complete example from Shalfleet, 

Isle of Wight (2005 T96; Treasure Annual Report 2005/6, item 857) which was reported to have been valued at 

£350.  On that basis the Committee was minded to agree with the provisional valuer; however subsequent to 

the meeting it was revealed that the actual value of the Shalfleet example was £700, and the Committee felt 

that it needed to reconsider its recommendation in light of this.  The case was deferred until the next meeting.  

East Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

 

37. Post-Medieval gold mourning ring from Wandsworth, Greater London (2007 T616) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800; the Committee inspected the ring in light of this and, in agreement with 



the provisional valuer, recommended £800.  Wandsworth Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

38. Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Llanmaes, Vale of Glamorgan (09.05)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £800.  The Committee requested a second provisional valuation at the 

August 2010 meeting.  The second provisional valuer suggested £100-£120; the Committee inspected the ring 

in light of this and noted the difference between the two valuations, further observing that this ring is not in as 

good a condition as the first valuer states.  The Committee recommended £300.  National Museum Wales 

hopes to acquire. 

 

39. Late Medieval gold finger-ring from North Petherton, Somerset (2009 T416)- 2
nd

 viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £4,000.  At the August 2010 meeting the Committee requested a second 

provisional valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £500. In view of the large discrepancy 

between the two valuations, the Committee now  requested a third valuation.  The British Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

40. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Rowington, Warwickshire (2009 T375)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £8,000; the Finder submitted comments that the Committee examined at 

the August 2010 meeting.  At that meeting the Committee requested a second provisional valuation.  The 

second provisional valuer suggested £1,500-£2,000.  The Finder submitted further comments.  The Committee 

commented that the thin rock crystal design of the bezel is not ideal for a seal.  The Committee resolved that, in 

the light of the significant discrepancy between the two existing valuations, it should commission a third 

valuation. Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 

 
 

41. Post-Medieval silver bodkin from Thornbury, Gloucestershire (2009 T495)- 2
nd

 viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £210; The Finder submitted comments.  The Committee recommended 

£280 at the October 2010 meeting.   The Finder submitted a challenge.  On the strength of the finder’s 

comparisons the Committee was minded to recommend a higher valuation, but noted that bodkins are now a 

commonly reported object type, as such both the auction and retail prices  have decreased to reflect this.. The 

Committee increased its recommendation to £350. Bristol City Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

Item 5: Coins 

 

Iron Age coins: 

 

42. Iron Age coins (18) from Westerham, Kent (2009 T182)- 3
rd

 viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £11,120; the Finder submitted comments.  At the August 2010 meeting  

the Committee requested a second valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £13,000-£13,500; the 

Finder submitted further comments.  The Committee requested further information from the valuers before 

making a recommendation at the October 2010 meeting.    Both valuers have submitted additional information; 

in addition, the Finder has submitted further comments.  The Committee appreciated the valuers’ further 

comments and noted that the previous coins from this hoard, sold in the Morton & Eden sale of June 2008, 

were of better condition, a fact that appears to have driven the prices higher.  The Committee recommended a 

total of £13,500, with £3,500 of this valuation for the Diras quarter stater alone as it is unique and 

unprecedented. Maidstone Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

43. Iron Age coins (2) & Roman coins (2) from ‘West Sussex’ (2009 T451) 

The provisional valuer suggested £370; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and felt that the 

valuer’s report was well argued, quoted useful comparisons and implemented a good breakdown.  In agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £370.  Worthing Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

 

 

Roman coins: 

 

44. Roman coin hoard (16) from Oakhanger, Hampshire (2009 T600) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and was minded to 



recommend a higher figure than suggested, as the Lucilla sestertius is of better quality than quoted and the 

Britannia of Hadrian, though worn, is perfectly legible.  The Committee recommended £75. Hampshire 

Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

45. Roman silver coins (7) from ‘Mildenhall area’, Suffolk (2010 T73) 

The provisional valuer suggested £145; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £145. The Committee referred to the minutes of the 19
th
 September 

2007 Committee meeting and reviewed the minutes of the original hoard (2007 T165), concluding that the 

current valuation of the addenda coins is in line with the original hoard valuation.  Mildenhall Museum hopes 

to acquire. 

 

46. Roman coin hoard from ‘North Suffolk’ (2009 T243) (The British Museum hope to acquire nine 

coins) – 3
rd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £7,200 for the hoard in its entirety; the Committee recommended £8,000 for 

the whole hoard at the June 2010 meeting.  Colchester and Ipswich Museum Service withdrew interest in the 

acquisition of this hoard and the British Museum has expressed interest in nine coins. The provisional valuer 

suggested £875 for the nine coins; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and agreed to recommend 

a higher figure than suggested by the provisional valuer for the Vitellius coins. The Committee recommended 

£1,100 for the nine coins, with the following breakdown: 

 

Barbarous imitation of Roman Republican Denarius- £50 

Hybrid Vitellius/Domitian denarius- £125 

Augustus RIC 187b- £15 

Augustus RIC 36a- £30 

Lepidus/Octavian- £400 

Roman republic RRC 409a- £70 

Roman republic RRC 297/1a- £10 

Vitellius denarius- £200 

Vitellius denarius- £200 

 

The British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Medieval coins: 

 

47. Medieval silver coin brooch from High Wych, Hertfordshire (2009 T475) 
The provisional valuer suggested £165; the Committee inspected the coin brooch in light of this and was 

minded to recommend a higher figure than suggested because this is a scarce specimen of coin.  Having 

regard to that and other matters, the Committee recommended £185.  Bishop Stortford Museum hopes to 

acquire. 

 

48. Richard II gilded silver coin from Magdelen Laver, Essex (2009 T15) 

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

the provisional valuer, recommended £25.  Epping Forest District Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

49. Medieval silver groats (2) from Warpsgrove, Oxfordshire (2008 T88) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,425; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer’s breakdown and valuation, recommended £1,425.  Oxfordshire Museum Service 

hopes to acquire. 

 

50. Late Medieval silver pennies (2) from Warpsgrove, Oxfordshire (2008 T89) 
The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and, in agreement with 

the provisional valuer, recommended £50.  Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 

 

Peter Clayton left the room for this item since he is Vice-Chairman of Dacorum Heritage Trust 
 

51. Medieval silver coins (16) from ‘Kings Langley area’, Hertfordshire (2009 T125) 



The provisional valuer suggested £775; the Landowner has submitted comments. The Committee resolved that 

the Secretariat should write first to Dr Barrie Cook asking his opinion on the matter of cleaning, as raised by 

the provisional valuer.  The Committee further resolved that the Secretariat should thereafter write to the finder 

and landowner inquiring as follows: 

 

Landowner: 

 

How large, prominent, legible and weather-beaten was the notice? 

 

Finder:  
 

Whether he has attempted any cleaning of the coins and if so by what means?  

 

Whether he sought the permission of the Council to metal-detect and with what result, whether he was aware 

of the need to seek permission and if not whether anything in particular caused him to believe that permission 

was unnecessary, and whether he saw the notice that the Council posted at one of the entrances to the common. 

 

Valuation is to be deferred until Barrie Cook has replied concerning the matter of whether the coins were 

cleaned.  Dacorum Heritage Trust hopes to acquire. 

 

Peter Clayton returned to the meeting. 

 

Tim Pestell left the room for the duration of the Norfolk cases. 
 

Item 6: Norfolk Cases 

 

OBJECTS:  

 

52. Bronze Age hoard (3) from Sparham, Norfolk (2009 T653) 

The provisional valuer suggested £275; the Committee inspected the hoard in light of this and commented that 

the hoard is not in the best condition; there are a few decent pieces but the rest have no real commercial value.  

In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £275.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes 

to acquire. 

 

53. Late Bronze Age hoard (5) from Brampton, Norfolk (2009 T738)  

The provisional valuer suggested £350; the Committee inspected the hoard in light of this but felt it was a bit 

too high in view of commercial value.  The Committee disagreed that the chisel is uncommon, considering that 

this example is a little bit longer than usual but not significantly so and that is the only uncommon element.  

The Committee Recommended £250.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

54. Late Bronze Age/ Early Iron Age hoard (3) from Wendling, Norfolk (2009 T754) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20; the Committee inspected the hoard in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £20.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

55. Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt pendant from Scole, Norfolk (2010 T160) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800 - £900; the Committee felt the provisional valuation is unexpectedly 

high for a fragment and requested a second provisional valuation.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

56. Medieval silver earscoop/ toothpick from Swannington, Norfolk (2009 T477) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee inspected the toothpick in light of this and was minded 

to recommend a higher figure than suggested since, while the object is not an attractive piece, there are 

commercial comparisons: see for example Benet's Artefacts of England and the United Kingdom: Current 

Values, where examples are valued at a retail price of £80-£125.  The Committee recommended £70.  Norwich 

Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

57. Post-Medieval silver eye plate from Wendling, Norfolk (2009 T703) 

The provisional valuer suggested £110; the Committee inspected the eye plate in the light of this and, in 



agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £110.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

58. Post-Medieval silver dress fastener from Runton, Norfolk (2010 T187) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120; the Committee inspected the dress fastener in light of this and, in 

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

  

COINS: 
 

59. Early Medieval pendant formed from a Roman gold solidus from Holme, Norfolk (2010 T118) 

The provisional valuer suggested £350; the Committee inspected the coin pendant in light of this and, in 

agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £350.  In response to the finder’s submission the 

Committee observed that Benet's Artefacts of England and the United Kingdom: Current Values quotes retail 

price and the Benet’s example is in a far better condition and a rarer tremissis.  This pendant is worn and a non-

rare coin; the value lies in its attributes as a piece of jewellery.  The offer of £1,100 that the finder quoted was 

an uncorroborated statement, which cannot be given weight.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

60. Early Medieval silver pierced coin from ‘Northwold area’, Norfolk (2010 T363) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400; the Committee inspected the coin in light of this and, in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £400.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

61. Medieval silver pennies (24) from ‘Dareham area’, Norfolk (2009 T704) 

The provisional valuer suggested £640.  The Committee inspected the coins in light of this and agreed with the 

provisional valuer that condition is the most important factor when valuing coins such as these and that the 

condition of this hoard is not very good.  The Committee recommended £640.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes 

to acquire. 

 

Tim Pestell re-entered the meeting. 

 

 

Item 7: Manx National Heritage Valuations 
 

62. Medieval coin hoard (82) from Kilkenny, Isle of Man (2010-1) 

The provisional valuer suggested £970; the Committee inspected the coins in light of this and ,in agreement 

with the provisional valuer, recommended £970.  A sample of the coins was taken and compared with the 

provisional valuation, and the Committee agreed with the valuer’s breakdown.  The Valuation was carried out 

on behalf of Manx National Heritage. 

 

 

Item 8: Late Cases 

 

63. Roman Coin Hoard (2896 + 2 fragments), pottery fragment and copper alloy ring from Bridgnorth, 

Shropshire (2007 T664) 

The provisional valuer suggested £44,442; The Committee viewed the hoard at their meeting in June 2010 

and recommended £44,500.  Shropshire County Museum withdrew from the purchase of the entire hoard, 

they now intend to acquire a selection of the coins.  The British Museum also hopes to acquire a selection of 

coins.  The provisional valuer provided 3 provisional valuations based on the 3 different coin selections.  He 

valued the selection which the British Museum wishes to acquire at £508 (16 coins).  Shropshire County 

Museum requested valuations on two distinct groupings. The valuer valued Group 1 (96 coins) at £2,734 

(plus £10 nominal value on pottery and rings), and valued Group 2 at £5,060 (700 coins).  The finder and 

landowner submitted comments.  The Committee took the finder’s and landowner’s comments into account 

and resolved that the landowners must be advised that the Committee cannot and will not guarantee the 

‘sale’ price of the coins that are to be  returned to the finder and/or landowner.  Such a function is 

demonstrably beyond the Committee’s terms of reference, and the Committee is constitutionally incapable of 

providing any guarantee in this matter when recommending a reward.  The Committee asked DCMS to seek 

confirmation from the valuer whether he had valued the Group 2 of the coins which Shropshire County 

Museum wishes to acquire at £6,000 or £5,060 as his break down and summary figures did not correspond. 

After speaking with the provisional valuer , DCMS confirmed that £6,000 had been written in error and the  



valuer intended the valuation for the third selection to be £5,060. The Committee found the valuation to be 

well supported and recommended as follows: 

 

British Museum group (16 coins): £508 

Shropshire group 1 (96): £2,734 

Pot and rings, part of Shropshire group 1: £10 

Shropshire group 2: £5,500  

Owing to the large number of coins in this batch there is a margin of doubt considering that the Committee 

and valuer are averaging;, to take account of all contingencies the Committee recommended a higher value 

consisting of £30 each for the two ‘Censeris’ coins, £5.50 per coin for the remainder 198 irregular coins of 
Constantius II and Constans and £8.60 per coin for the 500 Magnentius and Decentius coins)  

 

The British Museum and Shropshire County Museum hope to acquire. 

 

64. Early Medieval Grave Assemblages (16) from ‘West Wight’, Isle of Wight (2009 T177) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee inspected the assemblages in light of this and felt there 

was no real commercial value for these fragments.  However, in agreement with the provisional valuer the 

Committee recommended £100.  British Museum hopes to acquire. 

 

 

Item 9: Any Other Business 

 

 Identities of Provisional Valuers – In the interests of full disclosure and clarity in administration of 

the valuation of Treasure cases, it has been proposed to discontinue the practice of keeping the 

identities of provisional valuers secret from interested parties.  This should reduce confusion when 

the Committee or interested parties need to refer to the valuation provided by an individual and 

should also help to fulfil the requirement of ‘being seen to be fair’.  It should also help avoid time-

wasting incidents, for example by enabling an interested party to know from the start whom not to 

approach for a private valuation independent from one already commissioned by the Committee.   

 

The current methodology was initiated because some valuers considered that they were being, or 

had reason to apprehend that they might be, inappropriately accosted by interested parties in treasure 

cases.  Under the current system, the identities of valuers identities are released to interested parties 

on request by such parties but are not spontaneously disclosed from the outset.   

 

The Committee have instructed the Secretariat to write to the provisional valuers stating that the 

Committee are minded to disclose the names of valuers to the interested parties in all cases, and 

enquiring whether the provisional valuers would be happy to continue to value for the Committee 

under these circumstances. 

 

 

 Norman Palmer updated the committee concerning the Dallinghoo case (2008 T226), confirming that 

the Committee’s letter was reviewed by and sent out to Mr on Friday 19
th

 November 2010. 

 

 The Secretariat was instructed to distribute to the Committee the final copy of letter sent to Mr  

concerning the Dallinghoo case (2008 T226). 

 

 Norman Palmer enquired whether the finder of Treasure case 2007 T311, Mr , had 

replied to the Committee’s letter.  The Secretariat confirmed that there had been no reply; the 

Committee will give him until the next meeting to reply. 

 

 Norman Palmer and Trevor Austin’s letters to the minister in support of the coroner for treasure 

were circulated to the Committee members along with Ian Richardson’s proposal breakdown. 

 

Roger Bland explained the British Museum Treasure coroner proposal. 

 



The Committee will write to the Minister in support of Norman Palmer’s letter and the proposal 

concerning the extension of administrative assistance by the British Museum to the Coroner for 

Treasure . 

 

 Roger Bland provided an update on PAS budget allocation. 

 

 The Committee instructed the Secretariat to write to  concerning his valuations and ask 

him to provide further details in his subsequent valuations. 

 

 Norman Palmer congratulated the Secretariat on the quality of the Minutes of the last meeting. 

 

 

 

Item 10: Date of next meeting  - Thursday, 13
th

 January 2011, Hartwell Room, British Museum. 

 

 




