
Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee 

Sackler Rooms, British Museum, Tuesday 7th August 2007, 11am 

 

Present: 
 

Committee   Other     Stephen Hodgson (DCMS) 

Norman Palmer (chair)  Caroline Barton (BM)    

John Cherry   Roger Bland (BM)  Apologies  

Trevor Austin   Caroline Lyons (BM)  Peter Clayton 

May Sinclair   Fi Hitchcock (BM) 

Jack Ogden   Janina Parol (BM) 

  

Item 1: 11am, Provisional Valuers meeting 

Minutes provided separately. 

 

Item 2: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday 27th June 2007 

The minutes were passed as a true record, with minor corrections. 

 

Item 3:   Returning cases  

 

1. Bronze Age gold biconical pendant from Chichester area, West Sussex (2006 T263) – 2nd 

viewing 

The TVC had recommended £400; the find was inspected again and the finder’s challenge and 

two private valuations were considered. The Committee requested that this find be deferred until 

a second provisional valuation could be commissioned. 

 

2.  Bronze Age base-metal group from Ramsgate area, Kent (2005 T261) – 2nd viewing 

The valuation of £1100 was not revisited. All the previous submissions were reconsidered 

alongside the newly received submission from the Kent FLO in answer to the Committee’s 

questions, and the lack of response from the finder was noted. The points against the finder were 

felt to be: 

 The objects were in the first instance only partially and also not voluntarily reported. 

 Permission to detect on the site was expressly refused, the finder then returning out of 

working hours to detect. 

 The lack of truthfulness on the finder’s part with Ms Boast of Thanet Archaeological Trust. 

 The objects were taken from an archaeological site, causing damage to both the site and the 

context of the objects. 

 The only reason why no prosecution was brought was that the case was out of time under the 

Statute of Limitations by the time the inquest had been held. 

 Despite the lack of a prosecution, the finder was formally cautioned by Kent Police for 

offences of obtaining the artefacts unlawfully. 

In addition, there were not felt to be any points in the finder’s favour, and no reasons to reward the 

actions of the finder could therefore be identified. It was determined that the finder’s share of the 

reward should be abated 100%, i.e. that he should receive no reward for the find.  

 
3.  Iron Age and Roman coins (36) with flint container from South Oxfordshire (2003 T37) – 2

nd
 

viewing. 

The valuation of £10, 350 was not revisited. The submission from  of the Henley 

Museum was considered. The points against the finder were felt to be: 

 The lack of clarity over the number of coins and their find spots at several stages. 

 The delay and lack of clarity surrounding the reporting in general. 

 The lack of truthfulness when visiting Henley Museum, for example in stating an inquest had 

been held and the reasons for his need to retain the objects (to show to schools). 

 The lack of truthfulness in stating that two of the 34 coins had already been sent to the British 

Museum, and this and the above compounded by a lack of paperwork produced in corroboration. 

 The fact that the finder had to be actively approached by the coroner’s officer to solicit reporting, 

and the fact he also had to be pressed to deliver the remaining coins. 

 The coroner’s opinion that the finder was not forthcoming at important points of the process. 



 The coroner’s opinion that should be believed in the two versions of events at the 

first meeting – i.e. that the finder appeared informed about the Treasure process, stating an 

inquest had been held etc, rather than the finder’s assertion he went to the museum to find out 

about the process. 

The points for the finder were felt to be: 

 He proved helpful in visiting and identifying the exact findspot. 

 It is believed that all the coins were in the end both reported and delivered. 

 The Committee felt that the assumption had to be made that, as the landowner has not come 

forward to object to or deny such an assertion, the finder did have permission, however informal, 

to detect on the land. 

 It seems the finder did have some good intentions, for example offering to leave the find at the 

museum for display. 

While the above was felt to exhibit a serious element of deliberate evasion and confusion, it could not 

be clearly argued that the finder’s actions were malicious or actively obstructive, or that any clear 

breach of the Act had been committed. The Committee therefore recommended an abatement of the 

finder’s share of the reward by 30%, to be awarded to the landowner. 

 

4. Anglo-Saxon silver sword pommel from Gresford, Wrexham (06.17) challenge - 3rd 

viewing 

The Committee had previously recommended £5,500 (June TVC); the Landowner and finder’s 

submissions were considered. However, as the landowner’s submission was brief, and neither 

submission contained any new evidence to support an increase in the valuation (the Committee 

confirming that the Wellingore pommel had been taken into consideration in the last valuation), 

the recommendation was confirmed at £5,500. 

 

5.  Post-medieval gold unites (59) from Chipping Norton, Oxon (2005 T65) - 2nd 

viewing 

The recommendation of £55,000 was not revisited. The DCMS legal advice was considered, and 

the Committee agreed fully with the advised course of action as follows. First, that the landowner 

was not eligible for a share of the reward, in line with Treasure Trove law. Secondly, it was 

confirmed that the reward should be payable to the beneficiaries of the estate of the deceased 

finder, rather than only to the grandson to whom they had been gifted, as under Treasure Trove 

law the coins were at that time not the finder’s to dispose of, being property of the Crown.  

Owing to the lack of reporting of the coins at the time of finding, the issue of abatement was 

discussed. It was first confirmed that although the finder’s grandson had acted responsibly and 

reported the find, it was the actions of the finder alone that should be under consideration.  

The Committee determined that, in light of the fact that nothing could be known at this distance 

of time about the finder’s motives for non-reporting, and that the circumstances implied a 

genuine ignorance of both Treasure Trove law and of the importance and value of what had been 

found rather than any deliberate intent at concealment or evasion, no abatement was to be 

recommended. 
 

Item 4: Main body of the agenda 

 

Prehistoric artefacts 

 

6.  Bronze Age base-metal group from Royston area, Cambs (2006 T10) 

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

alongside the finder’s private valuation. The Committee felt that the private valuation was more 

the level for a retail price rather than an auction price and so too high; however it was also felt 

that although the spearhead was a common type, it was decorated and there was interest value in 

the associated fragments. The Committee therefore recommended £450. 

 

Roman Artefacts 

 

7.  *Roman silver finger-ring from Cottered, Hert (2006 T418) 

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

agreeing that the find was worn but wearable, recommended £80. 



 

8.  *Roman gold finger-ring from Highnam, Gloucs (2006 T136) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £70. 

 

9.  *Roman gold intaglio finger-ring from South Warwickshire, Warks (2006 T487) 

The provisional valuer suggested £500; Committee inspected the find in light of this and, 

considering this to be an attractive if small example with a very fine intaglio, recommended 

£540. 

 

Early Medieval artefacts 

 

10.  *Anglo-Saxon silver strap-end from Udimore, East Sussex (2005 T453) 

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

broadly agreeing with the valuer but considering it to hold interest in being a complete mis-

casting rather than a broken fragment, recommended £25.  

 

11.  *Anglo-Saxon silver object from Aldborough area, Norfolk (2006 T504) 

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

agreed broadly with the valuer. Considering the faces and the cut edges (chiselled rather than 

broken, suggesting a fragment from a scrap or metal-working hoard) to hold interest, the 

Committee recommended £110. 

 

Medieval artefacts 

 

12.  *Medieval silver brooch from Llanfaes, Isle of Anglesey (03.6) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20-£30; the Committee inspected the find, and considering it 

to be an unusual and complete example with traces of niello remaining, recommended a higher 

valuation of £50. 

 

13.  *Medieval silver brooch from Llanfaes, Isle of Anglesey (03.8A) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £10. 

 

14.  *Medieval silver gilt annular brooch from Winterbourne Bassett, Wiltshire (2005 

T258) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30-£40; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, 

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £40. 

 

15.  *Medieval silver gilt finger-ring from Bexhill area, East Sussex (2005 T424) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £80. 

 

16.  *Medieval silver finger-ring from Highnam, Glos (2005 T511) 

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

agreeing broadly with the valuer, recommended £140. 

 

17.  *Medieval silver spoon fragment from East Dean & Friston, East Sussex (2005 T361) 

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

although feeling the find to be a nice example noted its bent condition, and that the fragment 

contained the stem only, making the item less commercial. The Committee therefore 

recommended £40. 

 

18.  *Medieval silver terminal from Ham Fallow, Glos (2006 T325) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250-£300; the Committee inspected the find in light of this. 

The valuer’s suggestion was felt to be low however, as this was an interesting and unusual 

example, possibly also being a little earlier in date than suggested in the curatorial report. 

Especially in light of the auction comparanda quoted, the Committee recommended £400. 



 

19.  Medieval gold finger-ring from Llanharry, Rhondda Cynon Taff (03.9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1000. The Committee inspected the find, but noted the tissue 

paper inserted into the bezel behind the stone, and the unusual shape and very regular nature of 

the stone for a ring of this period. The Committee deferred the find until the museum and the 

finder could be contacted to shed light on the insertion of the tissue paper. 

 

Post-medieval artefacts 
 

20.  *Post-medieval silver bodkin from Tickenham, North Somerset (2006 T200) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80-£120; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and, 

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £100. 
 

21.  *Post-medieval silver dress hook from Shillington, Bedfordshire (2006 T571) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £100. 
 

22.  *Post-medieval silver seal die from Highnam, Glos (2005 T512) 

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

and, agreeing with the valuer and noting the unusual size and delicacy of the piece, recommended 

£150. 
 

23.  *Post-medieval silver hawking vervel from Battle, East Sussex (2006 T60) 

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

and, agreeing with the valuer but noting the distressed condition of the piece, recommended 

£125. 
 

24.  *Post-medieval silver buckle from Corse, Glos (2006 T17) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £40. 
 

25.  *Post-medieval toothpick from Udimore, East Sussex (2006 T75) 

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

agreeing with the valuer, recommended £80. 
 

26.  Post-medieval silver gilt dress hook from Willington & Jevington, East Sussex (2006 T489) 

The provisional valuer suggested £130; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and 

considered the finder’s comments carefully. The Committee agreed that the suggestion was low, 

noting Titchbourne, Hampshire (2004 T199; £180) as a close comparandum in size, condition and 

completeness. The Committee therefore recommended £180. 
 

27.  Post-medieval gold finger-ring from Llanfaes, Isle of Anglesey (03.8B) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1000; the Committee inspected the find in light of this and 

broadly agreed, but noted the broken hoop and distortion, which would require financial outlay 

for conservation to render the ring wearable. In addition the small size of the ring was considered 

to be a factor that would limit commercial appeal. The Committee therefore recommended £800. 
 

28.  Post-medieval gold puzzle ring from Bletchingley, Surrey (2006 T630) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1000-£1200; the Committee inspected the find in light of this 

and, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £1100. 

 

COINS 

 

Medieval coins 

 

29.  Medieval coin hoard (398) from Llandona, Isle of Anglesey (05.13 & 06.3) 

The provisional valuer suggested £4,000-£5,000; the Committee inspected the hoard in light of 

this and, agreed that despite the large number of coins, they were mostly in very poor condition. 

The Committee therefore recommended £4,500. 



 

30.  Medieval coins (55) from Swindon area, Wilts (2006 T369) 

The provisional valuer suggested £8,000-£10,000; the Committee inspected the coins and agreed 

with the valuer, noting that some very nice examples were included in the group. The Committee 

therefore recommended £9,100. 

 

Post-medieval coins 

 

31.  Post-medieval coins (5) from Letcomb Regis, Oxon (2006 T513) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60-£80; the Committee inspected the coins and, agreeing with 

the valuer’s lower estimate owing to their worn and poor condition, recommended £60.  

 

32.  Post-medieval pennies (6) from Leiston area, Suffolk (2006 T334) 

The provisional valuer suggested £450-£600; the Committee inspected the coins, and noted that 

although the detail was much obscured, there were some collectable items within the group. The 

Committee therefore, agreeing with the valuer, recommended £500. 

 
Item 5:    Any Other Business 

 

Find updates 

The find updates on the Chiseldon Cauldrons (2005 T178) and the Harrogate hoard (2007 T2) 

were duly noted. 

 
Draft Coroners’ Bill 

Norman Palmer reported that he and Roger Bland had met DCMS officials and lawyers to discuss the 

proposal to extend the duty to report to acquirers of treasure in more detail. Norman and Roger had 

made a number of suggestions as to how the proposal might be made to work but DCMS, after careful 

analysis, had responded in writing to explain that none of these suggestions would overcome the 

difficulties identified in relation to the Coroners' duty to reach a determination and obligations under 

the Human Rights Act. DCMS, therefore, considered the matter closed for the present time.  

 

Treasure on the Isle of Man 

Roger Bland and Norman Palmer had received letters from Dr Andrew Foxton, Head of Professional 

Services at Manx National Heritage (Manx Museum & National Trust) to enquire about the 

possibility of the TVC undertaking to recommend values for Isle of Man finds, which also require this 

for reward payments as part of the Island’s existing Treasure Trove system.  

The Committee were in principle very supportive of this request. Stephen Hodgson stated that, in 

principle, he could see no problem with this but official DCMS approval would need to be obtained. 

It was agreed that Roger Bland would reply to Dr Foxton, asking for a formal statement of what the 

current system of valuation is and why a change was being considered, and also to ask for 

confirmation of the number of Treasure Trove cases reported and acquired each year on the Island. 

 

Item 6: Date of next meeting:  

 

Wednesday 19
th

 September (the Director’s Dining Room) was confirmed for the next meeting, the 

usual timings. Jack Ogden offered apologies for this occasion. 

 

The suggested dates for 2008 were discussed with general agreement to the timetable, but with a 

potential change back to Fridays raised. It was agreed that confirmation of the majority choice of day 

would be sought by the Treasure registrar by email. 

 

 




