
Minutes for Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting – 15
th

 November 2012  

 
The meeting was held in the Board Room at the British Museum on Thursday, 15th November 2012 from 12 
noon.  
 
Present: 

 
Committee   British Museum   DCMS 

Colin Renfrew (Chair)  Caroline Barton   Mark Caldon 
Trevor Austin   Ian Richardson   Anna Payne 
Ian Carradice   Emma Traherne 
John Cherry 
Peter Clayton 
David Dykes 
Hetty Gleave 
Tim Pestell 
 
Item 1: Matters arising from the meeting with the provisional valuers 

The Committee reflected that this had been a useful meeting for both itself and the valuers. 
It made two points: 

- The instruction of the Committee to value items in the condition in which they were found, but with 
consideration given to the potential of an item once cleaned (paragraph 66 of the Treasure Act Code 
of Practice) had proven a well-discussed topic and one which provisional valuers in the past had 
approached in different ways.  The Committee felt it important to be aware of the approach taken by 
the provisional valuers when considering the case themselves and referring to the valuers’ reports.   

- Hetty Gleave suggested to the Secretariat several additional clauses to the standard letter used to 
commission the services of the provisional valuers which would strengthen the legal arrangement.  
These were: 

o A statement asking the valuer to acknowledge that in providing this valuation service it was 
understood that the valuer had an overriding duty to assist the Treasure Valuation 
Committee in arriving at a valuation figure. 

o An instruction to the valuer to set out in their report any documents supporting their 
conclusion 

 
 
Item 2: Minutes of the meeting of Thursday, 20

th
 September 2012 

 
The minutes were passed as a true record of the meeting. 
 
Item 3: Objects 

 

Bronze Age artefacts 

 
1. Late Bronze Age hoard (3) from Treuddyn, Flintshire (11.27) 
The provisional valuer suggested £140.   The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this and remarked that 
the items were of a good weight, and that the suggested figure reasonably allowed for the likely interest on 
the market for this hoard. In agreement with the provisional valuation, the Committee recommended £140. 
Flintshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
2. Bronze Age ingot fragments (3) from Furneux Pelham, Hertfordshire (2011 T735) 

The provisional valuer suggested £0-£20.  The Committee viewed the fragments with this in mind and 
agreed with the sentiment that they possessed little commercial value.  In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, the Committee recommended £10. Hertford Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
3. Bronze Age hoard (37) from Bentley, Hampshire (2012 T203) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50.  It was noted that the provisional valuation covered a total of 39 
items; however, it was subsequently confirmed that items 1 and 3 in the curator’s catalogue had actually 



been found prior to the commencement of the Treasure Act 1996 and should not have been included with 
this case.  The acquiring museum agreed and these two items were withdrawn from consideration in the 
process.  The Committee viewed the remaining 37 pieces and felt that the suggested figure of £50 was 
accurate and it recommended £50.  Hampshire County Council Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
4. Bronze Age penannular ring from Tarrant Hinton, Dorset (2011 T229)  

The provisional valuer suggested £450-£500.  The Committee viewed the ring in light of this and noted that 
the suggested value accorded well with other penannular rings with base-metal cores previously valued.  The 
Committee found the striped effect to be appealing, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, 
recommended £500.  Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
5. Bronze Age gold rods (2) from Otterford, Somerset (2011 T449) 
The provisional valuer suggested £850-£900.  The Committee took account of the report as it viewed the 
items, and noted that the valuer’s rationale of basing the suggested figure on the bullion value of the gold 
multiplied by 1.5 (to account for its antiquity) was justified given that the two rods were not recognisable as 
items of a particular function.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £870.  
The Museum of Somerset hopes to acquire. 
 
6. Bronze Age hoard (18) from Tuxford, Nottinghamshire (2011 T429) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,010.  The Committee viewed the hoard with this in mind, and felt that 
the valuer had accurately accounted for the condition of the items in his report.  In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £1,010.  Bassetlaw Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
7. Bronze Age palstaves (5) from Nantmel, Powys (09.16) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600.  The Committee viewed a letter from the Coroner to the National 
Museum Wales which explained that the Coroner felt that items in this group may have been found in a 
location other than initially reported by the finder.  The finder also submitted a letter for the Committee’s 
attention explaining that the axes were found in the location reported.  The Committee viewed these 
documents and also the report provided by Adam Gwilt, as well as the provisional valuation report and the 
palstaves themselves.   
 
It was agreed that the suggested value of £600 was accurate.  The Committee also felt that although it was 
suggested that the findspot had been inaccurately reported by the finder, there was no conclusive evidence to 
demonstrate this, and therefore the Committee found no cause for an abatement of the finder’s reward.  It 
recommended a value of £600.  National Museum Wales hopes to acquire. 
 
8. Late Bronze Age hoard (16) from St Ismael, Carmarthenshire (11.10)- 2

nd
 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £450.  The Committee recommended £250 (15/11/12).  The landowner 
disagreed with the Committee’s recommendation and submitted a challenge, but failed to provide evidence 
to support his claim, as requested by the Secretariat.  The Committee reviewed the case again and noted that 
it had previously recommended £250 for the whole group as a combination of the value of the celt (£70) and 
the remaining items in the hoard (£180).  It was further noted that the report provided by the provisional 
valuer seemed to contain a typographical error, as the text implied that the suggested figure was a 
combination of the value of the celt (£200) and the rest of the items (little commercial value), and so should 
have equalled £250 rather than £450 as written in the ‘valuation’ box by the valuer.  The Committee 
therefore asked the Secretariat to clarify with the valuer whether he had intended to recommend a total of 
£250 or £450.  If the former, it was felt that there was no need for the Committee to reconsider the case at 
this point, and that it would confirm a valuation of £250.  If the latter, the Committee agreed to consider the 
case again at its next meeting. 
 
9. Middle Bronze Age hoard (79) from Lewes area, East Sussex (2011 T192)- 2

nd
 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £15,000-£18,000.  The Committee recommended £15,500 at its meeting 
of 20 April 2012.  The interested parties did not challenge the valuation figure, but there was a 
disagreement between the finder, occupier and landowner as to the proper distribution of the reward.  The 
occupier submitted a letter to the Secretariat on 22/6/12 advocating a three-way split of the reward.  The 
finder submitted an e-mail on 15/8/12 explaining that he felt the reward should only be split between 
himself and the owner of the land.  The landowner’s agent has said over the telephone (15/8/12) that the 



landowner’s position regarding the division of the reward is dependent on discussions being held between 
the landowner and the occupier.   
 
The Committee considered the submissions made by the interested parties.  It took the view that the finder 
had acted properly and secured permission to detect on the land from the person he felt authorised to grant 
it.  With respect to paragraph 72 of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice, the Committee therefore came 
to a provisional conclusion that the finder should be rewarded 50% of the value of the find. 
 
With respect to the remaining 50% of the reward, the Committee commented that paragraph 75 of the 
Code of Practice allocated to the Committee the task of advising the Secretary of State as to the 
appropriate apportionment between the landowner and occupier.  The Committee said that in order to give 
this advice, it needed to ascertain whether there was any further information in the occupier’s tenancy 
agreement regarding his authority to grant permission to search for artefacts by other parties.  It therefore 
asked the occupier and the landowner to supply evidence of any relevant clauses in the occupier’s tenancy 
agreement, so that the Committee could reconsider the case at its next meeting and make a formal 
recommendation as to the apportionment of the reward at that time.  Lewes Castle Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
10. Bronze Age- Early Iron Age hoard (114) from Wardour, Wiltshire (2011 T684)- 3

rd
 viewing. 

The first provisional valuer suggested £11,500; the Committee requested a second valuation (23/05/12).  The 
second provisional valuer suggested £4,655.  The finder submitted comments on the disparity of the two 
provisional valuations, and the Committee requested a third valuation (20/09/12).  The third provisional 
valuer suggested £1,700. 
 
The Committee considered all of this material as it viewed the hoard again.  The Committee pointed out 
again that the first valuation, in its reliance on parallels in the retail price Benet’s: Artefacts of England and 
the United Kingdom (2003), suggested a total figure well in excess of the market value.  Although the second 
valuation contained only one comparandum from the open market, the Committee acknowledged that the 
second valuer was particularly well placed to know the current value of such material, as he deals in it 
regularly.  The Committee felt that the third valuer took a realistic view of the condition of some of the 
material, although in the Committee’s view, while the surface condition of the items was poor, their 
structural integrity was good.   
 
Having regard to the potential value of the hoard after conservation, minus the expected costs of that 
conservation, the Committee recommended £4,155.  Salisbury & South Wiltshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

Roman artefacts 

 
11. Roman silver finger-ring from Alveston, Avon (2011 T463) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10.  The Committee viewed the finger-ring fragment in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £10. Bristol Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
12. Roman silver pierced coin and necklace fragments from Leatherhead, Surrey (2011 T296) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120.  The Committee examined the pierced coin and associated items 
from the grave and commented that while it felt the valuer had overestimated the worth of the pierced coin, 
his final figure adequately accounted for the likely interest in the beads and other associated grave goods.  
The Committee recommended £120.  Leatherhead Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
Early Medieval artefacts 
 
13. Early Medieval silver objects (3) from Brampton area, Lincolnshire (2012 T153) 
The provisional valuer suggested £10.  The Committee viewed the items with this in mind and in agreement 
with the provisional valuer, suggested £10.  The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 
14. Early Medieval silver-gilt strap fitting from Wick, South Gloucestershire (2011 T235) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the strap fitting.  
The Committee commented on the attractive garnet settings in the fitting and felt that it would be an 



appealing piece on the market.  The Committee recommended £200.  Bristol Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
15. Early Medieval silver strap end from Offley, Hertfordshire (2011 T400) 

The provisional valuer suggested £15; the Committee took this into consideration as it viewed the strap end.  
In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £15.  Hertfordshire Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
16. Anglo-Saxon silver-gilt tweezers (possible) from Barkstone, Lincolnshire (2012 T295) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200.  The Committee paid regard to this report as it inspected the tweezers.  
It was felt that the presence of a runic inscription on this otherwise more mundane piece must add 
considerably to the item’s attraction, and that the suggested figure had not fully reflected that.  The 
Committee therefore asked for a second provisional valuation to be carried out, and for the case to be 
reconsidered when that was received. The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 
17. Roman-Early Medieval silver key from Micheldever, Hampshire (2011 T100) 
The provisional valuer suggested £350. The Committee considered the key in light of this and remarked that 
lift keys made of silver were rarer than base metal examples, and that this item would benefit from that fact.  
It was felt the valuer’s suggestion adequately accounted for this rarity, and in agreement with him, the 
Committee recommended £350. Winchester City Council Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 

 

18. Early Medieval silver hooked tag from Narford, Norfolk (2012 T100) 
The provisional valuer suggested £65.  The Committee inspected the tag in light of this and felt that the 
provisional valuation was well supported.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £65.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 
  
[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 
 
19. Early Medieval silver pierced coin from Horncastle area, Lincolnshire (2011 T321) 
The provisional valuer suggested £25.  The finder submitted comments, disagreeing with the provisional 
valuation.  The Committee took account of the valuer’s report and of the finder’s letter, and noted that the 
finder was invited to provide evidence to support his views and failed to do so.  The Committee inspected the 
coin pendant and remarked that whilst every artefact is unique and therefore ‘rare’, there are known 
examples of coin pendants from this period, and that the valuer’s report adequately accounted for the 
potential interest of this item in the market.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £25.  The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 
Medieval artefacts 

 
20. Medieval silver mount from Harlow, Essex (2010 T794) 
The provisional valuer suggested £28.  The Committee viewed the mount in light of this and, noting its 
very small size, recommended £25. Epping Forest District Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

21. Medieval silver-gilt pendant from Market Lavington, Wiltshire (2011 T622) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50.  The Committee examined the pendant in light of this felt that, 
although incomplete, it was more attractive than the valuer had allowed for.  It recommended £70. Wiltshire 
Heritage Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
22. Medieval silver-gilt crucifix pendant from Ware area, Hertfordshire (2011 T736) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150.  The Committee viewed the pendant in light of this and felt that the 
suggested value was accurate.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £150.  
Ware Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
23. Medieval silver brooch from Cowfold, West Sussex (2011 T814) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80.  The Committee took account of this as it inspected the brooch.  It was 
felt to be an attractive but common example, and the Committee recommended £70.  Horsham Museum 



hopes to acquire. 
 
24. Medieval silver-gilt brooch from Ham & Stone, South Gloucestershire (2010 T155) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100-£150.  The Committee viewed the brooch in light of this.  It noted 
the large amount of corrosion but was impressed with the size of the brooch and its appealing design and 
remaining gilding.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £150. 
 
25. Medieval silver-gilt brooch from Tolpuddle, Dorset (2011 T724) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150.  The Committee paid regard to this as it viewed the brooch.  The 
suggested figure was felt to be in the correct range, but slightly high.  The Committee recommended £140.  
Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire.   
 
26. Medieval gold finger-ring from Thakeham, West Sussex (2011 T815) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,500.  The Committee viewed the ring in light of this and found it to be 
an attractive example, but felt that the suggested figure was high.  It noted that the ring was of a type 
regularly valued by the Committee – see for instance 2010 T40 (PAS ID: GLO-9A5577) from Bakewell, 
North Somerset, valued at £1,600 and 2007 T233 (PAS ID: SF-89B470) from the Diss area, Suffolk, 
valued at £1,000, both of which were gold stirrup rings with sapphire stones.  With respect to these items, 
and taking account of the expected interest on the market for the ring from Thakeham, the Committee 
recommended £1,750.  Horsham Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
NB: The ring considered had a mass of only 1.8g, whereas the two comparanda cited both weighed over 
4g.  
 
27. Medieval gold finger-ring from Wing, Buckinghamshire (2011 T852) 

The provisional valuer suggested £4,000.  The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this and felt 
that the inscription added to its attraction; however, it was felt that the suggested figure was high, 
especially in light of similar finds such as 2003 T353 (Treasure Annual Report 2003, p. 107) from Wall, 
Staffordshire, valued at £1,000.  The Committee felt that it would be useful to have sight of the parallel 
cited by the provisional valuer (Lot 6 from Bonham’s Fine Jewellery Sale of December 2011).  It also 
requested a second provisional valuation, and decided to consider the case again when that was received.  
Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
28. Medieval silver seal matrix from Kirkby Fleetham area, North Yorkshire (2010 T744) 
The provisional valuer suggested £800.  The finder submitted comments, disagreeing with the provisional 
valuation.  The Committee viewed the matrix in light of this material.  The Committee agreed that the 
shield shape was interesting but felt that the intaglio was not especially attractive.  It felt that the 
provisional valuation gave adequate consideration to these factors and was well balanced.   
 
The Committee was surprised at the strong reaction that the provisional valuation had generated from the 
finder and found it curious that that he had failed to supply any substantive evidence to support his views, 
as he had been invited to do so.  The Committee therefore deferred making a recommendation until the 
next meeting, and asked the finder to submit information or a private valuation in support of his argument 
that the seal should be valued higher, in time for the next meeting.  York Museums Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
Post-Medieval artefacts 

 
29. Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Ullenhall, Warwickshire (2011 T83) 
The provisional valuer suggested £60-£80.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the cufflink.  
It was noted that the suggested range coincided with past valuations performed by the Committee for 
similar items, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £70.  
Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
30. Post-Medieval silver button from Skerne & Wansford, East Riding of Yorkshire (2011 T881) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20-£30.  The Committee inspected the button in light of this and felt 
that the button was attractive underneath the adhering soil, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, 
recommended £30.  East Riding of Yorkshire Museum hopes to acquire. 



 
31. Post-Medieval silver ring from Blythe area, Nottinghamshire (2011 T265) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee inspected the fragmentary ring in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £20.  Bassetlaw Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
32. Post-Medieval silver hooked clasp from Highbridge area, Somerset (2012 T49)  
The provisional valuer suggested £100-£150.  The Committee viewed the clasp in light of this and found it 
to be an attractive piece despite the bend in one end, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, it 
recommended £130.  Museum of Somerset hopes to acquire. 
 
33. Post-Medieval silver-gilt ring from Long Newnton, Gloucestershire (2011 T906) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250.  The Committee viewed the ring in light of this.  The Committee 
compared this to other Post-Medieval silver-gilt posy rings it had previously valued, such as 2008 T504 
(PAS ID: SUR-22EB62) from Horne, Surrey, valued at £150, and 2003 T138 (Treasure Annual Report 
2003, pg. 126) from Chudleigh, Devon, valued at £220.  The Committee also commented on the relatively 
poor condition of the ring from Long Newnton, and taking account of all of the above, recommended £190.  
Corinium Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
34. Post-Medieval silver seal matrix from Harbury, Warwickshire (2011 T893)  
The provisional valuer suggested £70.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the seal matrix.  It 
compared the item to several other matrices it had valued in the past, such as 2004 T346 from Devauden, 
Monmouthshire valued at £180 and 2007 T549 (PAS ID: LEIC-CE9C04) from Brooke, Rutland valued at 
£100.  Having regard to all of the above, the Committee recommended £90.  Warwickshire Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 
35. Post-Medieval silver spoon from Much Marcle, Herefordshire (2011 T910) 

The provisional valuer suggested £500.  The Committee examined the spoon in light of this and felt that 
the survival of the silver marks made for some interest in the find, and in agreement with the provisional 
valuer, it recommended £500.  Herefordshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
36. Post-Medieval silver vervel from Micheldever, Hampshire (2012 T290) 

The provisional valuer suggested £600.  The Committee viewed the vervel with this in mind and 
commented that the suggested valuation was well argued.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the 
Committee recommended £600.  Winchester City Council Museum Service 
 
37. Post-Medieval gold ring from Nuneaton area, Warwickshire (2011 T710) 
The provisional valuer suggested £2,500.  The Committee inspected the ring in light of this, noting the 
clear inscription and vivid design.  It was noted that parallels in auction appeared to have achieved slightly 
lower figures than suggested for this example.  The Committee had also previously valued a similar style 
ring (2006 T497; PAS ID: SUSS-F84C07 from Thakeham, West Sussex) though in much worse condition 
and incomplete, at £75.  The Committee deferred making a recommendation at this meeting and requested 
a second provisional valuation.  Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
38. Post-Medieval gold ring from Middlewich, Cheshire (2011 T188) 
The provisional valuer suggested £2,000. The Committee viewed the ring in light of this and commented 
on the attractive enamelling.  The Committee agreed with the valuer’s thoughts about the impact of the 
inscription on the potential market for this ring.  It was felt that the suggested figure was close to the 
market value, but just slightly high, and the Committee recommended £1900.  Cheshire Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
39. Post-Medieval gold ring from Petham, Kent (2011 T445) 
The first provisional valuer suggested £5,000; the second provisional valuer suggested £2,500-£3,000.  The 
finder submitted comments and a private valuation from ‘in the region of £5000’.  The Committee 
paid regard to this as it viewed the ring.  The Committee commented that the white enamelling of the ring 
was well-preserved and that the diamond was well-cut and attractive.  The small size of the ring was 
noticed but it was felt to possess a romantic appeal.  The Committee agreed with the first valuer and the 



finder that the ring was likely to be 17th century in date.  Having regard to all of the above, the Committee 
recommended £4600.   Canterbury Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 
 
40. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fitting from Bawsey, Norfolk (2012 T63) 

The provisional valuer suggested £180.  The museum submitted comments.  The Committee examined the 
dress fitting and took account of these.  It felt that the suggested figure was well supported.  In agreement 
with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £180.  Kings Lynn Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell re-entered room] 
 
41. Post-Medieval gold ring from St Paul Malmesbury Without, Wiltshire (2011 T686)- 2

nd
 viewing  

The first provisional valuer suggested £3,000; the Committee viewed the ring at its meeting of 23 May 
2012, where it cited an example of an 18th Century gold mourning ring that was estimated at £300 - £500 at 
TimeLine Auctions (Lot 849, 18 March 2011) but went unsold.  The Committee felt that more information 
was required before a recommendation was made, and requested a second provisional valuation.  The 
second provisional valuer suggested £700.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the ring again, 
and also looked at several other gold mourning rings it had valued previously; 2007 T616 (PAS ID: LON-
0AEB16) from Wandsworth, Greater London, valued at £800 and 2009 T159 (PAS ID: WMID-3FA171) 
from Wolverton, Warwickshire, valued at £1,000.  Having regard to all of the above, the Committee 
recommended £1,000.  Athelstan Museum hopes to acquire.   
 
NB: The Committee felt that if this recommendation was strongly challenged, a third valuation would be 
necessary 
 
Item 4: Coins 

 

Iron Age coins: 

 
42. Iron Age lead-alloy coin from Brentford, Greater London (2011 T502) – addendum to 2008 T412 

The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee viewed the coin in light of this and felt that the 
suggested figure was accurate.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended 
£20.  Gunnersbury Park Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

43. Iron Age gold coins (3) from Bedworth, Warwickshire (2011 T189)- 2
nd

 viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,925.  The finder had submitted comments on the provisional valuation 
and the Committee sought clarification from the curator about the difference between coins recorded as 
VEP CORF and those recorded simply VEP.  The curator supplied clarification on the issue stating that 
coin 1 (inscribed simply VEP) was a different variety from coins 2 and 3 (inscribed VEP CORF) though 
both are referred to as VEP CORF.   The finder submitted comments on this, and the provisional valuer 
elaborated on his valuation report, but maintained the same suggested figure. 
 
The Committee took account of all of this as it inspected the coins again.  It agreed that the coin inscribed 
simply as VEP command more interest than a standard VEP CORF example (all things being equal) but 
observed that in this case the VEP coin was more worn and of inferior condition to the other complete coin.  
For that reason the Committee felt that the figure attached to the coins by the provisional valuer was 
reasonable, and it recommended £1,925.  Bedworth Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
 
Roman coins:  
 
44. Roman coin hoard (696) and ceramic vessel from Brighstone, Isle of Wight (2011 T74) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,055.  The Committee viewed the coins in light of this.  It noted that a 
hoard composed of similar coins from Montogomery, Powys (11.11), seen at the same meeting, had also 
been valued by the same provisional valuer, but that there were some discrepancies between the values 
allocated to the same emperors in different hoards.  The Committee expected that this was due to their 



relative condition, but could not be absolutely sure.  The Committee therefore asked for a second valuation 
to be carried out, and agreed to consider the case again when that valuation is received.  Brading Roman 
Villa hopes to acquire; the British Museum has a back-up interest in coin 104. 
 
45. Roman coin hoard (201) and two ceramic vessels from Selby area, East Riding of York (2010 

T119) 

The provisional valuer suggested £3,776.  The finder submitted comments expressing his dissatisfaction 
with the valuation.  The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this and sought to remind the finder that it 
had not yet made an official recommendation, and that the valuation he had received was the provisional 
valuation.  The Committee felt that the provisional valuer’s report was not specific enough as it did not 
attribute an individual value to each coin, which the Committee thought would be possible in a hoard of 
this size and for coins of this type.  The Committee requested a second provisional valuation from a 
different valuer, and agreed to consider the case again when that valuation is received.   
 
46. Roman coin hoard (4,854) and ceramic vessel from Montgomery, Powys (11.11)  
The provisional valuer suggested £18,097.  The finder submitted comments, expressing dissatisfaction 
with the provisional valuation.  The Committee took account of these as it viewed the hoard.  It felt that the 
valuation given by the finder (a member of the coin and antiquities trade) was reasonable and well-
supported, and noted that the major point of departure between the finder’s and the provisional valuer’s 
estimates were the individual coins noted by the finder.  The Committee felt that the finder’s suggestions 
for these individual coins were largely accurate and that it would be possible to increase the provisional 
valuation by £3,800.  Before confirming that, however, the Committee wished to have a second 
independent report, and asked the Secretariat to commission a further provisional valuation.  The 
Committee agreed to consider the case again when that valuation is received.       
 
NB: For logistical reasons, a selection of approximately 20% of the coins was brought to the British 
Museum by the National Museum Wales, and the finder supported this strategy.  Enclosed were relevant 
notes from Edward Besly at the National Museum Wales. 
 
Medieval coins  
 
47. Medieval silver coins (fused) from Wandsworth area, Greater London (2009 T437) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80.  The Committee viewed the coins in light of this and in agreement 
with the provisional valuation, it recommended £80. Wandsworth Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
48. Medieval silver coins (4) from Glynn Tarrell, Powys (11.15) 
The provisional valuer suggested £110.  The Committee considered this as it viewed the coins and said that 
the provisional valuation reported was well supported.  In agreement with the valuer, the Committee 
recommended £110. Brecknock Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
49. Medieval silver & gold coins (9) from Presteigne area, Powys (11.05) 
The provisional valuer suggested £23,529.  The Committee considered the coins in light of this and felt 
that the suggested figures for the silver coins and the quarter nobles were correct.  It felt that the half noble 
could benefit from a slight increase to £1200 and that the Richard II noble of Calais was worth £3000.  The 
remaining suggestions were seen to be accurate, and the Committee recommended £23,779.  National 
Museum Wales hopes to acquire. 
 
Post-Medieval coins  
 
50. Post-Medieval gold coin from Brompton by Sawdon, North Yorkshire (2011 T409) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,600.  The Committee inspected the gold coin in light of this and 
deemed the provisional valuation to be an accurate appreciation of the coin’s attraction on the market.  In 
agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £1,600.  The British Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 
[John Cherry left the room] 

 



51. Post-Medieval gold (1) and silver (137) coin hoard, leather pouch and pot from Bitterley, 

Shropshire (2011 T89) 
The provisional valuer suggested £9,959 for the coins, £60 for pot and leather interior.  The finder 
submitted comments regarding the find.  The Committee considered these as it viewed the hoard.  It found 
the provisional valuation report to be well-supported with recent auction parallels and a good appreciation 
of the condition of each of the coins.  It noted that the finder queried the critical view taken by the valuer 
of the condition of many of the coins, but explained that this was the correct approach as the Committee 
was tasked to recommend the market value of the coins and that their condition was important in arriving 
at this.  The Committee felt that the pot and leather were slightly more desirable than accounted for, and 
felt the valuation for those should be increased by £50.  The Committee recommended £10,019 for the 
entire hoard.  Shropshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[John Cherry re-entered the room] 

 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 
 
Item 5: Norfolk Cases 

 

52. Early Medieval (possibly) silver object with applied gold foil from Great Ellingham, Norfolk (2010 

T574) 
The provisional valuer suggested £35.  The Committee viewed the gold foil in light of this and in agreement 
with the provisional valuer, recommended £35.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
53. Medieval gold finger-ring from East Carleton, Norfolk (2011 T616) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,000-£3,000.  The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this 
noting that the parallel provided by the provisional valuer sold for £1700 and that it did not feature the 
decorative element of the lion as the object under discussion did.  The Committee found the East Carleton 
ring interesting because of its Flemish inscription and overall appearance, so agreed that it would be worth 
more than the suggested parallel.  The Committee recommended £2000, which it noted was in the range 
suggested by the valuer.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
54. Medieval silver pilgrim badge from Outwell, Norfolk (2012 T86)- 2

nd
 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £800 and the museum submitted comments.  These were considered 
by the Committee at its meeting of 20 September 2012, where it acknowledged the relative rarity of 
pilgrim badges in silver, as compared to the number of base-metal examples found, but additionally 
pointed out the very worn state of the badge from Outwell.  On that basis, £800 was felt to be too high, and 
the Committee asked for a second provisional valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £120.   
 
The Committee took account of all of this as it viewed the badge afresh.  It was noted that the second 
valuation was reinforced with auction parallels and was more consistent with the Committee’s own record 
in valuing medieval pilgrim badges.  As an example it pointed to 2001 T40 (Treasure Annual Report 2001, 
pg. 67) from Brison, Norfolk, which was gilded and much more complete, and valued at £450.  
Nonetheless the Committee felt that the second valuation was slightly low for an example in silver, and it 
recommended £150.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
55. Post-Medieval gold ring from Banningham area, Norfolk (2011 T929) 
The first provisional valuer suggested £8,000; the second provisional valuer suggested £6,000.  The 
Committee took account of these as it viewed the ring.  It also noted that the comparandum suggested by 
the second valuer included a premium cost, and that the actual auction hammer price would have been less.  
Having regard to all of this, the Committee recommended £7000.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
56. Post-Medieval silver vervel from Cley Next the Sea, Norfolk (2012 T88) 

The first provisional valuer suggested £6,000.  The museum submitted comments about the provisional 
valuation, and the finder submitted additional comments.  At its meeting of 20 September 2012, the 
Committee viewed the vervel, taking this information into account.  It noted the difficulty in measuring the 
effect on value of a royal association with such an item, and felt it prudent to seek two further provisional 



valuations before making a recommendation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £3000 and the third 
valuer suggested £6,000-£8,000. 
 
The Committee viewed the vervel again in light of this.  It considered that the suggested association with 
Henry Stuart (the first son of James I) was a key factor in determining the item’s market value.  The 
Committee was aware of the lower values than those suggested by the valuers that it had set on silver 
vervels of similar date and style which did not have such associations, and that examples in the market had 
followed a similar pattern.  It found the arguments of the valuers, particularly the third valuer, to be 
convincing and acknowledged that the current popularity of Henry Stuart would mean that this item would 
be likely to generate much interest on the market.  Therefore in agreement with the first and third valuers, 
the Committee recommended £6,000.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
57. Medieval silver coins (2) from Forncett, Norfolk (2011 T617) 

The provisional valuer suggested £95 and the finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation, and a private valuation from suggesting £175- £220.  The Committee inspected the 
coins in light of this.  It read the provisional valuer’s note regarding the excessive cleaning of the coins, 
and the finder’s denial of this action, and commented that if the coins were indeed simply cleaned in soap 
and water they had been harshly scrubbed and it was possible to see in person that they had been over-
cleaned.   The Committee noted that the private valuer had only seen images of the coins and had not 
viewed them in person, which is preferable.  Having regard to all of the above, the Committee, in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £95.  Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire.  
 

[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 
 

Item 6: Any Other Business:   

 

Confirmation of dates for 2013 meetings: 

The following dates have been circulated, and no objections received. Will the Committee confirm it is 
happy with this set of dates? 

 
23 January 2013 (Wednesday) – Hartwell Room  
 
27 March 2013 (Wednesday) – Board Room 
 
29 May 2013 (Wednesday) – Hartwell Room 
 
19 July 2013 (Friday) – Board Room 
 
25 September 2013 (Wednesday) – Board Room 
 
27 November 2013 (Wednesday) – Hartwell Room 

 

Review of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice: 

The Chairman asked the DCMS representatives whether any progress had been made in initiating the 
review of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice. 
 

 confirmed that the DCMS understood the necessity of carrying out the review.  She said that 
the department is actively undertaking to allocate resources to this task, reminding the Committee that 
there are a lot of pressures on the DCMS at the moment.  It is hoped that there will be an update on this in 
a month’s time.  Ms confirmed that once the review is underway it will of course involve 
consultation with the Committee, and she noted that the DCMS were already in possession of notes on 
some of the issues that the Committee recommended for review.  
 

Item 7: Date of Next Meeting – 23rd January 2013 in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum 
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