
Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee 

The Hartwell Room, British Museum, Tuesday 6th
th

 January 2009, 11am 

 

Present: 

 

Committee   Other    Apologies 
Norman Palmer (chair)  Caroline Barton (BM)  Ian Carradice 

Peter Clayton   Andrew Basham (BM)               Jack Ogden 

John Cherry   Roger Bland (BM)   

Tim Pestell   Ralph Jackson (BM)  

May Sinclair   Hilary Orange (BM)  

Janina Parol (BM)  

     Ian Richardson (BM) 

     Nicki Fox (DCMS) 

 

 

Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday 29
th

 October 2008 

Tim Pestell and Norman Palmer submitted corrections to the minutes, specifically to agenda item 70, after the 

meeting.  These corrections are to be subsequently shown to the DCMS and  for their consideration. 

 

The mention of the case of the Viking silver hoard from the ‘Vale of York’ (2007 T2) generated a discussion 

about a policy for establishing a limitation on the number of times a case can be brought before the TVC before 

their recommendation is regarded as final.  Both the DCMS representative and the Committee anticipate that this 

issue will be addressed in the expected review of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice, due to occur later this 

year. 

 

Item 2: Objects 

 

Prehistoric artefacts 

 

1. Late Bronze Age spearhead fragment (2) from Kenilworth, Warkwickshire (2007 T615) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee viewed the fragments in light of this.  Having recalled 

seeing similar single examples of a slightly finer nature offered for £30, the Committee felt that the suggested 

value was reasonable and, agreeing with the provisional valuer, recommended £40. 

 

2. Bronze Age base metal group from Hambledon, Hampshire (2007 T662) 

The provisional valuer suggested £225; the Committee investigated the objects in light of this and noted that 

whilst there are in fact several hammers for various prices in Benet’s Artefacts of England and the United 

Kingdom, the comparison for the hammer cited by the provisional valuer, a socket gauge (BE99-0101), was quite 

reasonable.  The suggested value was therefore felt to be accurate and in concurrence with the provisional valuer, 

the Committee recommended £225. 

 

3. Bronze Age composite ring from Brighstone, Isle of Wight (2008 T76)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer had proposed £450-500; the finder submitted comments. The TVC recommended £500 

(29/10/08) and the finder submitted a challenge. The Committee took this into consideration when viewing the 

item again and noted that the comparison referred to in previous correspondence (from Benet’s Artefacts of 

England and the United Kingdom, 2
nd

 Edition, 2003, pg 52) has three rings, rather than the two of this item.  The 

Committee felt that this justified the previously recommended value, despite the age of the reference.  It also 

pointed out that this corresponded with the lower value suggested by  (in an e-mail from the finder 

of 9/9/08).  The Committee thanked the finder for his letter but remained firm in its recommendation of £500 for 

this item.   

 

 

Iron Age Artefacts 

 

4. Iron Age terret and rein-ring from Cowbridge, Vale of Glamorgan (07.06)- 2
nd

 viewing  

The first provisional valuer suggested £480-£540 for these items.  The museum submitted comments (29/10/08) 

and the TVC requested a 2
nd

 valuation (29/10/08).  The second provisional valuer suggested £225.  The 

Committee examined the artefacts in light of these, noting that the request for a second valuation arose because it 

was believed that the first was too high.  It felt that the second valuation proposed a more rational figure and was 

still generous when compared to the examples it cited.  In the Committee’s opinion the two items were however 

judged to be worth slightly more than the second valuation, and it recommended £250 for them.     

 



 

Roman Artefacts 

 

5. Roman silver spoon fragment from Alcester, Warkwickshire (2007 T352) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40; the Committee took this into account when examining the object.  Spoons 

of this type are fairly common and unfortunately this is only a small fragment, yet the Committee agreed with the 

provisional valuer that the archaeological interest would generate a modicum of demand.  It therefore 

recommended £40. 

 

6. Roman gold fitting from Snape with Thorpe, North Yorkshire (2007 T443) 

The provisional valuer suggested £15-£20 for this object.  In examining the fitting the Committee took this into 

consideration and observed that although it is small and only a component, a slightly higher figure would be a 

more accurate reflection of its value due to age and precious metal content.  Therefore the Committee 

recommended £30 for the fitting. 

 

7. Roman gold lamella from South Oxfordshire (2007 T1) 

The provisional valuer suggested £5, 000; the finder submitted comments.  The Committee took these into 

consideration when viewing the object, and also consulted Dr Ralph Jackson, the Romano-British curator at the 

British Museum.  Representing the party interested in acquiring the lamella, Dr Jackson did not comment on a 

suggested value, but rather assured the Committee that his report on the lamella had succinctly distilled the notes 

of the researcher working on the object (Dr ) into a coherent summary, and that it contained the 

intelligible message of the magical symbols and other characters inscribed therein.  The Committee was shown 

the notes of Dr and was satisfied that they do not contain anything that would affect the potential value of 

the item.  

 

The Committee noted the challenge of finding suitable comparanda for this item, a sentiment also expressed by 

the finder in his letter.  The natural comparison is the lamella from Billingford, Norfolk (Treasure Annual Report 

2003, item 67, Treasure case 2003 T93) but as this item was the ‘first of its kind’ to go through the Treasure 

Valuation Process, the Committee was concerned that its value (£10,000) was not a reliable benchmark, 

especially given that the valuations requested at the time varied wildly (£1,000 and £12,000-£18,000, 

respectively).  However, in relation to this example from Billingford, the Committee noted that the item under 

consideration was not in quite as fine a condition, nor as heavy. 

 

One similar case cited by the Committee was of two lamellae, of silver, being sold for £400 by Bonhams in 2005.  

However the difference in terms of rarity and significance of gold examples was acknowledged.    

 

It was felt that diligence required the Committee to seek a further provisional valuation for this item.  The 

Committee therefore requested a second valuation, and specifically asked for the valuer to provide comparanda 

from the market, rather than the known example of Billingford.  It was suggested that magical gems containing 

similar themes of good luck in childbirth are more common and their values may be more attainable.  

 

 

Viking Artefacts 

 

8. Viking gold finger-ring from Newark area, Nottinghamshire (2007 T254) 

The provisional valuer suggested £900; the Finder & Landowner have submitted separate comments and the same 

private valuation by   The Committee examined the item in light of these, expressing its belief that 

the suggested value was low.  It also noted that although Mr  offers £3000 as a suggested value for this 

ring based on a similar example in his 2003 book (Benet’s Artefacts of England and the United Kingdom, 2
nd

 

Edition), another ring resembling this one was listed on Mr ’s website in 2005 for £2,250, which had 

been straightened.  The ring under consideration would also require restoration work to present it in a similar 

condition.  The Committee felt that an accurate value was to be found somewhere between the suggested value 

and Mr ’s opined value, and therefore requested a 2
nd

 valuation be performed before making a 

recommendation. 

 

 

Anglo-Saxon Artefacts 

 

9. Late Saxon silver hooked tag from Brampton Abbotts, Herefordshire (2007 T511) 

The provisional valuer suggested £90-£100; the Committee considered the find in light of this and felt that the 

suggested value was reasonable for a tag of its size and condition.  In agreement with the valuer, it recommended 

£90. 

 



10. Anglo-Saxon silver hooked tag from Charminster, Dorset (2007 T531) 

The provisional valuer suggested £450 and the Committee examined this hooked tag in light of this.  It was noted 

that this is a lovely piece which, when seen in person, is better appreciated than in the photographs.  It expressed a 

belief that the suggested value was slightly on the low side, and therefore the Committee recommended £500. 

 

11. Anglo-Saxon grave assemblage from West Wight, Isle of Wight (2007 T203) 

The first provisional valuer suggested £350 for the objects; the second provisional valuer suggested £450-£500 for 

the coin.  The museum submitted comments on the provisional valuation of the objects.  The Committee took 

these into account when examining the items, commenting that the higher suggested value for the coin was 

accurate, given that it is a nice example.  The Committee agreed that one of the two glass beads mentioned in the 

museum’s comments (106, glass zigzag) was overpriced in the provisional valuation.  It felt that a more accurate 

price for this bead was £60.  It agreed with the provisional valuer on the suggested figures of the other objects.  

The recommended value for the objects, then, was £310 and the recommended value of the coin £500, or a total of 

£810. 

 

12. Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt brooch from Lyminge, Kent (2008 T100) 

The provisional valuer suggested £35 and the finder submitted comments.  The TVC took this into consideration 

when viewing the item.  The Committee thanked the finder for his submission, but in its opinion the value 

suggested (£135) was not as realistic as that of the provisional valuer, and it felt that the brooch was unlikely to 

demand a higher price on the open market.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 

recommended £35 for this brooch.  

 

13. Anglo-Saxon gold cross pendant from Newark area, Nottinghamshire (2007 T594) 

The first provisional valuer suggested £6, 000-£7, 000; a second provisional valuer suggested £12, 000.  The 

finder submitted comments and a private valuation by Mr  of Timeline Originals.  The Committee 

examined the cross in light of these, noting its attractiveness and virtually intact condition.   

 

There was a difficulty in finding suitable comparanda for this item; the natural comparison was the Holderness 

cross mentioned by finder in his submission, but it is a finer example with some garnets.  Of the comparisons 

offered by the first valuer, the disc pendants were thought to be less relevant than the Anglo-Saxon openwork 

gold pendant (£3,600).   

 

With respect to the comments of  the Committee emphasised that it also considered the factors he 

mentions of aesthetic beauty, desirability, and rarity and their affect on market value, but pointed out specifically 

that this is highly unlikely to be a reliquary cross.   

 

The Committee was inclined to be more sympathetic to the value proposed by the second valuer, noting that 

although this seemed to be an emotive suggestion, pieces such as this stood a possibility of invoking a higher 

demand than expected due to their intangible qualities.  The Committee therefore recommended £12000 for this 

piece. 

   

14. Anglo-Saxon gold pendant from Ramsgate, Kent (2007 T502)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £900; The TVC requested a second valuation (29/10/08).  The second 

provisional valuer suggested £600.  The British Museum withdrew their acquisition interest from this case, and 

therefore there was no need for the Committee to value the item. 

 

15. Anglo-Saxon gold coin pendant from Worth, Kent (2007 T673)- 2
nd

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

challenge, and the Committee took this into consideration when viewing the coin pendant again.  It thanked the 

finder for his submission, but found no new evidence contained therein which caused it to amend its original 

figure.  The Committee pointed out that the finder mentions an earlier independent valuation, but without a 

written copy of this, it is unable to allow this to influence its recommendation.  The Committee recommended 

£350.  

 

 

Medieval Artefacts 

 

16. Late-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Hursley, Hampshire (2007 T430) 

The provisional valuer suggested £135 and the Committee viewed the item in light of this.  It pointed out that the 

ring was a nice example when seen in person, and that the gilding on the hands was particularly attractive.  

Feeling that the actual value was slightly higher than the suggested value, the Committee recommended £150. 

 

17. Medieval gold finger-ring from Pamphill, Dorset (2008 T131) 



The provisional valuer suggested £300, and the Committee considered the object in light of this.  It noted that 

unfortunately the ring is quite worn, making the inscription difficult to interpret, and so the suggested value was 

quite reasonable.  The Committee therefore recommended £300. 

 

18. Medieval silver brooch from Hawton, Nottinghamshire (2008 T135) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120, and the Committee took this into consideration when viewing the object.  

It found the argument of the provisional valuer sound, particularly the comment about the brooch attracting a 

certain amount of attention due to its extremely diminutive size.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the 

Committee recommended £120. 

 

19. Medieval silver annular brooch from Souldrop, Bedfordshire (2008 T474) 

The provisional valuer suggested £75; the Committee examined the brooch in light of this, and expressed the view 

that it was a well-argued valuation.  It noted that in better condition the brooch would have demanded a higher 

figure, but unfortunately it is bent and misshapen.  Agreeing with the provisional valuer, the Committee 

recommended £75. 

 

20. Medieval silver buckle from Weston, Nottinghamshire (2008 T40) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30; the Committee took this under advice when inspecting the object. It 

commented that having seen examples similar to this before this was a reasonable figure,  and the Committee 

agreed with the provisional valuer and recommended £30.   

 

21. Medieval silver cosmetic instrument from Alcester, Warwickshire (2007 T372) 

The provisional valuer suggested £90 and the Committee viewed the instrument in light of this.  It noted that the 

distorted object could unfortunately not be straightened without compromising the integrity of the metal, and that 

the suggested value took this into consideration.  Agreeing with the provisional valuer, the Committee 

recommended £90. 

 

22. Early-Medieval silver & garnet pinhead from Otford, Kent (2007 T421) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200; the Committee took this into consideration when examining the pinhead, 

commenting that the pin was quite beautiful, with intact garnets and good niello on each side.  Unfortunately it 

was damaged in the past and is fragmentary, but nonetheless the Committee felt that it deserved slightly more 

than the suggested value, and recommended £225. 

 

23. Medieval silver buckle from Hawton, Nottinghamshire (2008 T134) 

The provisional valuer suggested £25; the Committee inspected the object in light of this and found itself agreeing 

with the arguments of the provisional valuer.  The buckle’s incomplete nature makes it difficult to value any 

higher, and so the Committee recommended £25. 

 

24. Early-Medieval gem setting from Hatton, Lincolnshire (2007 T505) 

The provisional valuer suggested £800; the British Museum had hoped to acquire but withdrew its acquisition 

interest.  Therefore there was no need for the Committee to value the item. 

 

25. Early-Medieval silver hooked tag from West Suffolk (2007 T527)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £75; the TVC recommended £40 (13/02/08).  The finder submitted a challenge, 

and the Committee viewed the hooked tag again in light of this.  It thanked the finder for his letter but in the 

absence of new information was not minded to change its recommended value.  The Committee made it clear that 

whilst it does accept independent advice on the value of objects, it is duty bound in all cases to exercise its own 

judgement based on the knowledge and experience of its members. 

 

 

Post-Medieval artefacts 

 

26. Post-Medieval silver-gilt hooked tag from Shorwell, Isle of Wight (2008 T328) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30; the Committee inspected the hooked tag in light of this and felt that it was 

slightly more interesting piece than the valuer had allowed.  The Committee recommended £40. 

 

27. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook loop from Llancarfan, Vale of Glamorgan (07.01) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20, and the Committee took this into consideration when viewing the object.  

Feeling that the suggested value was reasonable for this item, it found itself in agreement with the valuer and 

recommended £20. 

 

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

The provisional valuer suggested £50; the Committee viewed the dress pin in light of this.  It pointed out that 



whilst earlier pins have been valued at higher figures (for example, items 790 and 791 from the 2005/2006 

Treasure Annual Report) those were of a finer quality.  Also important in its deliberations is the fact that these 

pins are becoming increasingly common on the market.  Nonetheless it felt that the suggested value was slightly 

too low, and recommended £80 for this item. 

 

29. Post-Medieval silver seal matrix from Holmer area, Herefordshire (2007 T403) 

The provisional valuer suggested £130; the Committee inspected the object in light of this and found that this was 

a well-argued value, especially given the unfortunate absence of the top suspension loop.  In agreement with the 

provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £130. 

 

30. Post-Medieval silver finger-ring from Wooton Wawen, Warwickshire (2007 T207) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300; the Committee viewed the ring in light of this, noting that it was an 

interestingly unique item.  Acknowledging that such a piece may demand a slightly higher figure, especially 

amongst special interest collectors, the Committee recommended £350. 

 

31. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Winterbourne, Wiltshire (2007 T317)- 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £12, 000; the museum and landowner provided submissions.  The TVC 

requested a second provisional valuation (29/10/08).  The second provisional valuer suggested £7, 000.  The 

Committee viewed the ring again in light of these, noting that its remarkable individuality made it very difficult to 

find suitable comparanda on the market.  Unfortunately both submissions by the museum and landowner were not 

reinforced with copies of the valuations for their suggested figures.  Nevertheless, the Committee felt that in 

consulting with two provisional valuers it was minded to recommend a value in between the two which happened 

to agree with that first mentioned by the landowner.  Based on the completeness of the ring, the Committee 

recommended £10,000.    

 

32. Post-Medieval silver forger’s hoard from Stocksbridge, South Yorkshire (2006 T298)- 3
rd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £65; the TVC recommended £65 (13/02/08). The landowner submitted 

comments regarding the finder’s permission to detect on the land. The valuation was not challenged. The 

Committee (14/5/08) read the landowner’s submission regarding permission to detect on their land and instructed 

the Committee Secretariat to write to the finder, again sending him a copy of the landowner’s submission, and ask 

him the following questions: 

1. Did you know who the landowner was, when you were searching for, and subsequently discovered, these 

objects? 

2. Did you at any time seek permission from the Landowner to detect on the land? 

3. Do you have any further information on the land in question?  

 

The finder has submitted a reply.  The Committee apologised on behalf of the Secretariat for the delay in writing 

to the finder to request this information. The Committee read this reply in respect of the landowner’s submission, 

noting that the finder did not seek permission to use a metal detector on this property.  It emphasised that it 

maintains that it is the responsibility of the finder in all circumstances to seek permission prior to detecting.  

However the Committee also acknowledged the candid approach of the finder in answering its questions, and the 

responsible behaviour demonstrated in reporting the find and findspot accurately.  As such it saw fit to partially 

abate the finder’s share of the ex gratia reward for this find.  The Committee recommended £65 for the entire 

hoard, with the share to be split as follows: £27 to the finder, and £38 to the landowner. 

 
 

Item 3: Norfolk Cases  

           [Dr Pestell left the room]  

 

33. Bronze Age metalwork hoard from Broadland, Norfolk (2008 T273) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100; the Committee viewed the assemblage in light of this and agreed with 

valuer that objects of this type hold little commercial value in themselves, and that it is their known provenance 

which generates a demand.  The Committee concurred with the provisional valuer, and recommended £100. 

 

34. Iron Age coin blank from Fransham, Norfolk (2008 T272) 

The provisional valuer suggested £145; the Committee viewed the object in light of this, noting the interesting 

nature of this Treasure find.  It thought the provisional value to be correct, and recommended £145.   

 

35. Medieval silver signet ring from Langley with Hardley, Norfolk (2007 T483)  

The provisional valuer suggested £700 and the Committee took this into consideration when examining the 

object.  It noted that the text was not overly sharp, but was still legible, and that the attractiveness of the ring lay 

not in its ability to be repaired, but in its age and provenance.  The intaglio was felt to be a nice example, and the 



fact that the person represented there (Antoninus Pius) was a well-known individual would help fuel the demand 

for this piece.  Based on these factors, the Committee recommended £800. 

 

36. Post-Medieval hawking vervel from Foulsham, Norfolk (2007 T679) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2, 000; the Committee inspected the object in light of this, commenting that the 

vervel was a nice example.  It was concerned that although the provisional value was well-argued, it was a 

somewhat emotive response to this personalised item that would not translate as well on the market.  The 

Committee therefore recommended £1750.  

 

 

Item 4: AOB   

         [Dr Pestell returned to the room] 

 

37. Anglo-Saxon grave assemblages from Streethouse, Redcar & Cleveland (2005 T540, 2006 T473, 2007 

T498) 

The Committee will be asked to value all three cases together.  They are primarily composed of items of 

jewellery, which have been deposited in the British Museum and are available for inspection in person.    

 

Case 2006 T473 contains the iron components of what is believed to be an Anglo-Saxon bed.  The iron is in a 

fragile state and it would be risky to transport the material to London.  Would the TVC be content to have the 

provisional valuer base his/her suggestion on photographs of the iron, and to subsequently use photographs in its 

own recommendation?   

 

Case 2007 T498 contains an iron assemblage of a possible chatelaine or ladies key set, and a sherd of courseware 

pottery.  The items are also in a fragile state.  Would the TVC be content to have the provisional valuer base 

his/her suggestion on photographs of these items, and to subsequently use photographs in its own 

recommendation?  

 

The Committee responded positively to both suggestions, and is happy to have the valuations based on the images 

of the iron objects in both cases and the potsherd in the second, provided that the reasons for doing so are made 

clear to the landowner. 

 

 

38. Medieval coins from Wales 

The size of this hoard and the unstable condition of the pottery makes it risky to transport to London.  Tom Eden 

has gone to Wales and seen the entire hoard.  Would the TVC be content to base its valuation on the provisional 

valuer’s suggestion and by viewing a selection of the coins in person? 

 

The Committee responded that it is content with this approach. 

 

On another note, this case has highlighted the expense of commissioning provisional valuers to examine items in 

their current location (rather than at the British Museum).  With cases such as this, involving large hoards of 

similar items, would the Committee agree that it is more cost efficient to also have the provisional valuer base 

their valuation on photographs and a selection of the items? 

 

The Committee concurred with this sentiment and expressed its approval of such tactics in the future. 

 

 

Item 5: Date of next meeting:   

  

 

 

The Committee decided to keep the planned date of 27 February 2009 as the next meeting, given that the schedule 

for the appointment of a member to the post formally occupied by Mr Trevor Austin would make it unlikely that 

the Committee would be at full capacity until the end of March.  There will be a potentially large caseload to 

process by the end of February, and the Committee wishes to avoid delaying them any longer than necessary.  

 

The Committee took this opportunity to emphasis the impact that the failure to re-appoint Mr Austin to a second 

term has had on its working practices and its position in the detecting community.  Specifically, it pointed out that 

it considered that: 

- the absence of a member with an extensive background in Bronze Age artefacts made the actual 



task of deciding on a value for these objects more difficult.  This also opened up the possibility of 

interested parties challenging the recommendations for such cases. 

- the absence of a member of the detecting community on the Committee has the potential to sour 

relations between the detecting and museum communities.  Indeed the National Council of Metal 

Detectorists has already criticized the previous Minister’s refusal to extend Mr Austin’s term.   

 

The DCMS representative assured the Committee that they would work hard to ensure that other members of 

the Department and the Minister herself are fully informed as to the impact such appointments have on the 

operations, role and image of the TVC.   

 




