
MINUTES 
 

Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting – 10th September 2014  
 
The meeting was held in the Board Room at the British Museum on Wednesday, 10th September 
2014 at 11:15 am. 
 
 
PRESENT 
 
Committee           British Museum  DCMS           Apologies 
Ian Carradice (Acting Chair)    Lucy Ellis   Mark Caldon         Colin Renfrew 
John Cherry           Janina Parol         (comments supplied) 
Peter Clayton           Ian Richardson 
David Dykes 
Hetty Gleave 
Tim Pestell 
 
   
 
Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday, 16th July 2014 
 
The minutes were accepted as a true record of the meeting. 
 
Item 2: Objects 
 
Iron Age 
 
1. Iron Age copper-alloy cauldrons from Chiseldon, Wiltshire (2005 T178) 
The Committee had, in 2005 and 2006, valued these items in their soil blocks.  At the time, it was 
believed there were 11 cauldrons. The Committee had confirmed in 2006 that its recommendation 
would only be for those objects which were known to be present in the soil blocks, and that if in 
the course of conservation anything else should be discovered, the Committee felt it would be 
appropriate to place a new valuation on those additional items.  Subsequent conservation work at 
the British Museum, now concluded, revealed a total of 17 cauldrons, but no other artefacts.   The 
Committee was therefore asked to examine the six previously unaccounted for cauldrons and to 
recommend a value for them.  
 
The Committee viewed the six cauldrons in the department of Britain, Europe and Prehistory at the 
British Museum.  Two of the cauldrons remain in soil blocks, but CT scans of the blocks, showing 
the outlines of the cauldrons, were shown to the Committee.  Aside from the Treasure Secretariat, 
Ms Alexandra Baldwin, from the Department of Conservation and Scientific Research, and Dr 
Julia Farley, from the Department of Britain, Europe and Prehistory, were the British Museum staff 
members on hand to show the cauldrons to the Committee and to answer technical questions about 
the cauldrons.  The question of value was not discussed in their presence. 
 
The Committee left Ms Baldwin and Dr Farley and retired to the Board Room to discuss the 
valuation of the cauldrons.  The Committee acknowledged that this represented an archaeologically 
significant find, and that the finder should be commended for cooperating with archaeologists to 
ensure that all of the cauldrons were excavated.  The Committee pointed out that in recommending 
a value, it was constrained by its terms of reference, as listed in paragraph 65 of the Treasure Act 
1996 Code of Practice, specifically, ‘to recommend to the Secretary of State valuations for items 
brought before it which correspond as closely as possible, taking account of all relevant factors, to 
what may be paid for the object(s) in a sale on the open market between a willing seller and a 
willing buyer…’ and that, with respect to paragraph 66 of the Code of Practice, the ‘valuation will 
be as at the time of finding of the object, and in the condition in which it was found (see also 
paragraph 47). It is expected that the Committee will be aware of the potential value of the object 
in its conserved state, after the deduction of notional cleaning and conservation costs.’ 
 
In this instance, the Committee had the advantage of having seen four of the cauldrons in their 
conserved state.  It also viewed the decoration found on the most attractive of the previously 
valued cauldrons, in the event that the two cauldrons still remaining in the soil block happen to 



have similar decoration.  It was observed that the fragmentary and incomplete nature of the 
cauldrons, and their extreme state of corrosion, makes them incredibly difficult to display or even 
to transport any distance. The Committee felt that even in their current state, after having over 
£96,000 and hundreds of hours spent on their conservation, there would be little demand for the 
cauldrons from a willing buyer on the open market. 
 
It was noted that the previous 11 cauldrons had been valued at £800, and that this decision had 
been informed by provisional valuations from two valuers ( and .  The 
Committee felt that the earlier valuation represented an accurate figure and served as a helpful 
guide to the valuation of the six new cauldrons.  The Committee observed that the four newly 
excavated cauldrons, though incomplete, had a slightly more recognisable figure than the original 
11, probably because, having been buried inside the previously valued cauldrons, these were 
protected from some of the stresses of being in the soil.  Accounting for this, and allowing for the 
possibility that the two unearthed cauldrons, though clearly very damaged and fragmentary, may 
display similar decoration to the most attractive piece from the conserved cauldrons, the 
Committee recommended a value of £500 for the six new cauldrons.  It was further observed that 
since the CT scan of the remaining soil block did not reveal any further artefacts apart from the two 
cauldrons, it was expected that there would be no need for later valuations in this case.  
 
 
Bronze Age artefacts 
 
2. Bronze Age copper alloy fragments from Kelsall area, Cheshire West & Chester (2014 
T95, LVPL-34E545) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee examined the fragments in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £20.  Grosvenor Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
3. Bronze Age bracelet/ ring fragment from Freshwater, Isle of Wight (2014 T15, IOW-
0195D2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £500.  The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation.  The Committee took account of these as it viewed the item, and assured the finder that 
its recommendation would take account of historic interest, age and rarity in so far as these had a 
bearing on the market value of the piece.  It was noted that the Committee had valued a similar, but 
smaller and less complete bracelet fragment from Northfleet, Kent (2004 T326; KENT-AAA333) 
at £75.  The Freshwater bracelet fragment was observed to be larger and more attractive.  Taking 
all of this into consideration, the Committee, in agreement with the provisional valuer, 
recommended £500.  Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 
 
4. Bronze Age gold lunula (in two parts) from Thwing, East Riding of Yorkshire (2012 T811, 
DUR-A24C08) - 4th viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £4,500-£5,000; the finder had provided a private valuation 
from  of £14,000-£18,000.  The Committee had previously recommended a valuation 
of £5,000, but at its most recent meeting, of 16th July 2014, had felt that the discrepancy between 
the first provisional valuation and the private valuation was sufficient reason to seek a second 
provisional valuation.  The second provisional valuer suggested £10,000. 
 
The Committee viewed the lunula again and considered the valuations before it.  The Committee 
recognised that on the private market the lunula would likely be straightened and an attempt made to 
join the two sections and that this would enhance its value, but the Committee felt that the private 
valuation was overly optimistic of the potential appeal of the resulting product.  The Committee felt 
that the addition of the second provisional valuation assisted in confirming that the first provisional 
valuation had been too low.  The Committee recommended £8,000.  The British Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
 
Roman artefacts 
 
5. Roman silver spoon fragment from Ferriby area, East Riding of Yorkshire (2013 T546, 
SWYOR-9B8561) 



The provisional valuer suggested £40-£50.  The Committee inspected the spoon fragment in light 
of this, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £40.  East 
Riding Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
6. Roman silver finger-rings (2) from Faversham, Kent (2012 T372, KENT-B50850) 
The provisional valuer suggested £180-£200.  The Committee viewed the finger-rings in light of 
this. The Committee found the fact that the rings were nested inside one another to be interesting, 
but also noticed that they were fairly plain in design.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the 
Committee recommended £180.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
7. Roman gold finger-ring (incomplete) from Shipstone-on-Stour area, Warwickshire (2014 
T313, DENO-37EC61) 
The provisional valuer suggested £70-£90.  The Committee examined the ring in light of this and, 
noting its poor condition, in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £70. 
Warwickshire Museum Service hopes to acquire.  
 
8. Roman gold finger-ring from Tangley, Hampshire (2014 T12, HAMP-EC91E2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £450.  The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this 
and noted its broken condition, which it was felt would hinder the ring in achieving the suggested 
value.  The Committee recommended £400.  Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire.   
 
9. Roman gold finger-ring from Scaftworth area, Nottinghamshire (2013 T65, SWYOR-
BACDB6) - 2nd viewing 
The finder submitted a challenge to the Committee’s recommendation.  The provisional valuer had 
suggested £250.  The Committee had viewed the finger-ring at its meeting of 16th July 2014 and 
recommended £250.   
 
The Committee thanked the finder for his letter and examined the ring again.  It noted the finder’s 
disagreement but found no new information contained in the finder’s letter which would cause it to 
depart from its earlier recommendation.  The Committee pointed out that the ring from Cawston, 
Norfolk, which it had cited as a comparison, was more appealing because it had suffered less 
damage and featured a garnet.  The Committee confirmed a recommendation for the Scaftworth 
ring of £250.   Bassetlaw Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
Early Medieval artefacts 
 
10. Early Medieval hacksilver from Spofforth, North Yorkshire (2014 T16, SWYOR-
55BBB2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee viewed the item in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £20.  The British Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
11. Early Medieval silver coin brooch from Nether Wallop, Hampshire (2013 T786, WILT-
C94353) 
The provisional valuer suggested £240.  The Committee examined the coin brooch in light of this 
and commented that the valuation was well argued and justified.  In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, the Committee recommended £240.  Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
12. Early Medieval gold ingot from Garff, Isle of Man (MANX 14.02) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,400.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the 
ingot.  The Committee has over the years valued a number of Early Medieval gold ingots of similar 
shape and various sizes, and, as with silver ingots from the same period, has striven to ensure that 
its recommendations are consistent and proportional to the size of the items and the purity of the 
precious metal content.  In doing so for this piece, the Committee observed that a consistent value 
based on its size and the purity of the gold contained therein would equate to a figure in the low 
£900s, but felt that the rippling effect featured on the surface of the ingot was particularly 
attractive, and recommended £975.  Isle of Man Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 
 
13. Early Medieval silver disc from Hinckley, Leicestershire (2012 T656, WMID-B1C4E3) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,350.  The finder and landowner submitted comments 
regarding the provisional valuation.  The Committee took account of these as it viewed the silver 
disc.  It noted that the disc itself was quite ordinary, and that it was the presence of the inscription 
which made it an appealing piece.  The Committee felt that the suggested value was thoughtful and 



correctly accounted for the interest in the object.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the 
Committee recommended £1,350.  Leicestershire County Council Heritage Service 
 
14. Early Medieval gold finger-ring from Long Newton, Gloucestershire (2013 T581, GLO-
37A922) 
The provisional valuer suggested £6,000-£7,000.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed 
the finger-ring.  The Committee felt that the parallels suggested by the valuer did not in fact 
reinforce the suggested range of £6,000 - £7,000, but rather pointed to a lower figure.  The 
Committee was reinforced in this view by its knowledge of even more recent auction results from 
Timeline Auctions, where on 4 September 2014, lot 368 sold for £2,310 and lot 369 sold for 
£2,100.  The Committee accepted that many of the comparanda provided did not have the precise 
provenance of the Long Newton ring, which would make it slightly more appealing, and having 
regard to all of the above, the Committee recommended £4,000.  Corinium Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
15. Early Medieval gold finger-ring from Stockley area, Wiltshire (2013 T787, WILT-
C90DD5) 
The provisional valuer suggested £9,000-£10,000. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light 
of this.  It felt that the parallels suggested by the valuer did not in fact reinforce the suggested range 
of £9,000 - £10,000, but rather pointed to a lower figure.  The Committee was reinforced in this 
view by its knowledge of even more recent auction results from Timeline Auctions, where on 4 
September 2014, lot 368 sold for £2,310 and lot 369 sold for £2,100.  The Committee accepted that 
many of the comparanda provided did not have the precise provenance of the Stockley ring, which 
would make it slightly more appealing, and having regard to all of the above, the Committee 
recommended £5,500.  Wiltshire Heritage Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
16. Anglo-Saxon pyramidal mount from Gainford area, County Durham (2013 T750, DUR-
BA5975) - 2nd viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £5,000.  The Committee had seen the mount at its meeting of 
16th July 2014 and requested a second provisional valuation.  The second provisional valuer 
suggested £365.  The Committee examined the mount again in light of this and remarked on the 
extreme variance in the two suggested values.  The gilded fish-scale decoration of the mount and 
the presence of a garnet at its apex were felt to contribute to its attraction.  It was observed that the 
first valuation had suggested reasonable comparisons in the first few sentences, but that the attempt 
to relate the Gainford mount to several gold mounts (one of which, that from Woodbridge, is yet to 
be officially valued) led to an overestimation of the market value of the Gainford piece.  The 
Committee referred to two further similar examples seen previously offered for sale by Timeline 
Originals, for £550 in 2004 and £475 in 2007.  Taking all of this into consideration,  the 
Committee recommended £750.  Bowes Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
 
Medieval artefacts 
 
17. Medieval silver-gilt brooch (incomplete) from Wantage, Oxfordshire (2013 T329, NMS-
CCB647) 
The provisional valuer suggested £10.  This item was withdrawn from the agenda as the museum 
withdrew its interest in acquiring. 
 
18. Medieval silver brooch (incomplete) from Wadworth, Doncaster (2013 T806, SWYOR-
73BF46) 
Provisional valuer suggested £60.  The Committee inspected the brooch in light of this and, noting 
its lack of pin, felt that the suggested figure was slightly too high.  The Committee recommended 
£50. Doncaster Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
19. Medieval silver brooch from Chester area, Cheshire (2013 T81, LVPL-A176B6) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee viewed the brooch in light of this and 
commented that it was small but well-formed and as its pin survived, the Committee felt a higher 
figure was warranted.  It recommended £30.  Grosvenor Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
 
20. Medieval silver brooch from Scarborough area, North Yorkshire (2014 T228, YORYM-
4055F2)  



The provisional valuer suggested £300.  The Committee examined the brooch in light of this, 
noting that it was a common design but of large size and substance.  In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £300.  Scarborough Museum Trust hopes to 
acquire. 
 
21. Medieval silver coin converted into a button from York area, North Yorkshire (2012 
T877, SWYOR-087F03) 
The provisional valuer suggested £25.  The Committee inspected the button in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £25.  York Museum Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
22. Medieval to Post-Medieval silver strap fitting from East Orchard, Dorset (2013 T283, 
DOR-A1EE51) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20.  The Committee viewed the strap fitting in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £20. Dorset County Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
23. Late Medieval to Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Longcot, Oxfordshire (2013 
T446, WILT-D4C477) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100.  This item was removed from the agenda as the museum 
which had hoped to acquire withdrew its interest. 
 
24. Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Longcot, Oxfordshire (2013 T538, WILT-DF2794) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150.  The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this 
and observed that the suggested value was within the range of other fede rings that the Committee 
had valued in the past.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended 
£150.  Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
25. Medieval gold finger-ring from Tollerton area, Nottinghamshire (2013 T91, DENO-
FB27A1) 
The provisional valuer suggested £2,200.  The Committee examined the ring in light of this and 
felt that the parallel cited, from the Bonhams’ “Jewellery” auction of 11 June 2014, provided a 
useful comparison.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended 
£2,200. Nottingham Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
26. Medieval gold finger-ring & Medieval silver seal matrix from Michael, Isle of Man 
(MANX 14.03) 
The provisional valuer suggested £9,500 for the seal matrix, and £1,100 for the finger-ring.  The 
Committee examined the two objects in light of this.  It observed that the seal matrix was in good 
condition and featured a fine, interesting engraving.  The Committee felt that a slight increase in 
the suggested value of the seal matrix was warranted, and recommended £10,000.  
 
The Committee noticed that the finger-ring was large but had suffered some damage.  For the ring, 
the Committee recommended £1,000. 
 
In total, the Committee recommended £11,000.  Isle of Man Heritage Service intends to acquire. 
 
27. Medieval gold pendant from Fressingfield, Suffolk (2013 T778, SF-C86BF6) 
The provisional valuer suggested £12,000.  The Committee inspected the pendant in light of this, 
and found it to be of an attractive appearance, commenting on its well-executed engraving.  The 
survival of the back-plate was further felt to contribute to the pendant’s appeal.  In agreement with 
the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £12,000. The British Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
28. Medieval silver pendant with Roman intaglio from South Derbyshire area (2013 T357, 
DENO-5D69B7) 
The provisional valuer suggested £400.  The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation, including market examples and private valuations from of TimeLine 
Originals for £800 - £1200 and of Hanson’s Auctioneers & Valuers Ltd. for 
£1,000. 
 
The Committee took account of these as it viewed the pendant.  It noted the presence of the Roman 
intaglio, now broken and chipped, and the interesting inscription, as well as the damaged loop.  



The Committee observed that the finder had drawn comparison to a previously valued silver 
medieval pendant, from Osmington, Dorset (2007 T126, DOR-B80705) but the Committee felt that 
the Osmington pendant possessed more appeal than the object under discussion, as it featured 
gilded silver, a complete attachment loop, an undamaged intaglio and was ‘two-sided’ with a 
scallop-edged open back allowing the stone to touch the wearer’s skin.  The Committee felt that a 
closer comparison, though slightly more appealing, was a medieval silver signet ring featuring a 
Roman intaglio from Langley with Hardley, Norfolk (2007 T483, NMS-1DEFA8), valued at £800.  
Though missing most of its hoop, the intaglio on the Langley with Hardley ring was complete, and 
in the Committee’s view the quality of the intaglio and its state of preservation is a major factor in 
the potential for these items on the market. 
 
Having regard to all of the above, the Committee recommended £600 for the pendant from South 
Derbyshire.  Derby Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
29. Medieval gold mount from Thurleigh, Bedfordshire (2013 T876, BH-313738) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,500.  The finder and landowner submitted comments 
regarding the provisional valuation.  The Committee examined the mount in light of this and found 
the rationale of the provisional valuation difficult to follow, and commented that it would be 
difficult to rely solely on that as a basis for a recommendation.  The Committee requested a second 
provisional valuation before making its recommendation.  Higgins Art Gallery & Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
30. Medieval silver finger-ring from Ansley, Warwickshire (2013 T827, LEIC-F01DF8) 
The provisional valuer suggested £400. The finder supplied comments, expressing dissatisfaction 
with the provisional valuation.  The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this and 
recognised that the ring was complete and wearable but that the inscription was difficult to read.  It 
felt that the suggested value was reasonable and noted that the finder had not provided any 
information or evidence to demonstrate why the value should be higher.  In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £400. Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
31. Medieval silver pendant from Kirton, North Lincolnshire (2013 T623, YORYM-662485) - 
2nd viewing 
The finder submitted a challenge to the recommended valuation.  The provisional valuer had 
suggested £80, and the Committee has recommended £100 at its meeting of 21st May 2014.  The 
Committee examined the pendant again and upon further reflection considered that the valuation 
should be increased to reflect the values set on several pendants of this type that it had seen 
previously.  A close parallel was felt to be one from the Norfolk area (2007 T520, NMS-4180B3) 
which had been valued at £250.  The Kirton pendant was deemed to be slightly more appealing, 
and the Committee recommended £300.  North Lincolnshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
32. Medieval silver pendant from Temple Guiting, Gloucestershire (2013 T140, GLO-
75A2B8) - 3rd viewing 
The finder submitted a challenge to the recommended valuation.  The first provisional valuer had 
suggested £3,500 and the second provisional valuer had suggested £800.  The Committee saw the 
pendant at its meeting of 21st May 2014 and recommended £1,500.   
 
The Committee examined the item again in light of the finder’s submission.  It explained that the 
object was not an aestel (objects only known from the Early Medieval period) and that it was also 
not a reliquary, although the Committee acknowledged that the presence of the inscribed names of 
the three Magi indicated that it may have had amuletic properties.  The Committee had valued a 
much simpler and damaged version of a similar artefact from Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk (2004 
T101; SF-E18D52) at £100 and felt that the recommended value for the Temple Guiting pendant 
reflected an appropriate figure in relation to this.  The comments from  which sought to 
parallel this pendant with a posy ring, were not thought to be convincing.  The Committee 
recommended £1,500.  Corinium Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
Post-Medieval artefacts 
 
33. Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Rugby area, Warwickshire (2013 T836, WMID-
0765F7) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30.  The Committee viewed the cufflink in light of this and 
noted that it had previously valued many cufflinks of the same period and design.  It commented 



that the suggested figure was more consistent with values recommended for single cufflink 
elements and that for a complete unit of two discs and a link, a higher figure was standard.  The 
Committee recommended £50.  Warwickshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
34. Post-Medieval silver cufflink element from Norton, Doncaster (2013 T803, SWYOR-
7271B1) 
The provisional valuer suggested £15.  The Committee examined the element in light of this and 
felt that the suggested value was slightly low.  Having valued many similar items in the past, and 
comparing it with those, the Committee recommended £25.  Doncaster Museum hopes to acquire. 
   
35. Post-Medieval silver-gilt clothes fastener from Brickendon Liberty, Hertfordshire (2013 
T890, SUR-5C99D6) 
The provisional valuer suggested £175.  The Committee examined the clothes fastener in light of 
this and noted that it had an appealing design, but felt that the provisional valuer had slightly over-
estimated its appeal on the market. It was commented that there have been many similar objects 
seen on the auction website Timeline Auctions. The Committee recommended £140.  Hertford 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
36. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress-hook from Natland, Cumbria (2013 T598, LANCUM-
D86A02) 
The provisional valuer suggested £45. The Committee inspected the dress-hook in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, suggested £45.  Kendal Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
37. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fastener from Baulking, Oxfordshire (2012 T752, SUR-
E69BA2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30.  The Committee examined the dress fastener in light of this 
and in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £30. Oxfordshire Museum Service 
hopes to acquire. 
 
38. Post-Medieval silver pin from Wistow area, North Yorkshire (2013 T245, SWYOR-
C08232) 
The provisional valuer suggested £200.  The Committee viewed the pin in light of this and gave the 
opinion that it was likely to date to the 15th Century, and that its strong design would appeal to 
collectors of such items.  The Committee recommended £300. York Museum Trust hopes to 
acquire.  
 
39. Post-Medieval gold pin from Southwark, Greater London (2012 T936, LON-EEF248) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75.  The Committee examined the pin in light of this and 
remarked at its very small size, but pleasing design.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the 
Committee recommended £75.  The Museum of London hopes to acquire. 
 
40. Post-Medieval silver-gilt pendant from Rotherwick, Hampshire (2013 T402, HAMP-
9BAA07) 
The provisional valuer suggested £300.  The Committee viewed the pendant in light of this.  It was 
unable to see much similarity between this piece and the comparison cited by the provisional 
valuer (lot 601 of the TimeLine Auctions sale of 19 March 2010).  The Committee did however 
mention a parallel item which was sold by TimeLine Originals for £140.  That item weighed 4g 
and the pendant under consideration weighed 6.82g.  Taking all of this into consideration, the 
Committee recommended £250.  Hampshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
41. Post-Medieval silver dress fitting from Ashwell, Hertfordshire (2013 T660, BH-A7D411) 
The provisional valuer suggested £120.  The Committee inspected the dress fitting in light of this 
and commented that its thin size and light weight would limit its appeal on the market.  The 
Committee recommended £100. Ashwell Village Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
42. Post-Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Rock, Worcestershire (2013 T540, WAW-
D34874) 
The provisional valuer suggested £300.  The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this 
and in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £300. Museums Worcestershire hopes 
to acquire. 
 
43. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Birmingham area (2014 T233, WMID-6ABC41) 



The provisional valuer suggested £350.  The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this, 
noting that mourning rings usually achieved slightly lower prices than posy rings from the same 
period, given their subject matter.  This ring’s inscription, however, was felt to be fairly positive.  
The Committee noted that many rings of this type are sold regularly at TimeLine Auctions, and felt 
that the suggested value was too low compared to other examples it had seen.  The Committee 
recommended £450. Birmingham Museum & Art Gallery hopes to acquire. 
 
44. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from St Michael, Hertfordshire (2013 T661, BH-A8FDC8) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,000. The Committee viewed the ring in light of this and 
acknowledged that its two-line inscription made for an attractive example.  The Committee noticed 
that there were signs of damage on the ring which it felt would bring the market value down from 
the suggested figure, and recommended £2,500. St Albans Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
45. Post-Medieval gold locket from Golborne David, Cheshire (2012 T512, LVPL-53C9B4) 
The provisional valuer suggested £4,000.  The Committee examined the pendant in light of this 
and remarked at the intricacy of its design and decoration.  The Committee felt that the provisional 
valuation was based mostly on the valuer’s experience and under the circumstances it judged that it 
would be prudent to have more information on which to frame its recommendation.  It requested 
that the Secretariat commission a second provisional valuation, and agreed to consider the case 
again when that valuation was available.  Grosvenor Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
46. Post-Medieval gold seal matrix from Oxford, Oxfordshire (2013 T74, BERK-8D66C3) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,500.  The finder submitted comments expressing his 
dissatisfaction with the provisional valuation, and the museum submitted comments responding to 
the finder.  Both provided information they felt relevant to the valuation.  The Committee took all 
of this into account as it viewed the seal matrix.  It acknowledged the difficulty of finding a close 
parallel on the open market for such an item, and commented that many of the comparisons 
provided were not of the same order; for instance, the finder referred to a fob seal of Queen Anne, 
which the Committee felt was clearly much more significant than this seal matrix.  The closest 
parallels cited by the finder or the museum were felt to be the pendant seal matrices quoted by the 
museum.   
 
The Committee commented on the good condition of the seal matrix and felt that the fact that the 
arms were likely traceable to known individual would increase its appeal.  The Committee 
recommended £1,750. The Ashmolean Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
47. Post-Medieval silver seal matrix from Gussage All Saints, Dorset (2013 T137, DOR-
0D2272) - 2nd viewing  
The finder and landowner submitted a challenge to the recommended valuation.  The provisional 
valuer had suggested £100.  The Committee had seen the object at its meeting of 16th July 2014 
and recommended £100.  The Committee viewed the item again as it considered the finder and 
landowner’s submission.  It took account of the comparanda provided by the parties, but noted that 
the bronze seal matrices listed on TimeLine Originals were medieval in date, and thus more 
attractive to collectors, whilst the Post Medieval Georgian Silver Shipping Merchant’s Seal Matrix 
was judged to be of higher quality than the piece under discussion.  The Committee mentioned a 
whole series of similar seals sold by auctioneers Woolly and Wallis, and they all achieved figures 
around the £100 mark.  The Committee thanked the parties for their submission, but confirmed a 
recommendation of £100. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
Item 3: Coins 
 
Roman coins:  
 
48. Roman copper alloy coins (16) from Churchstow, Devon (2013 T96, DEV-269707) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20-£25.  The Committee viewed the coins in light of this and 
noted the poor condition of the coins.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £25. Plymouth City Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Ian Carradice left the room] 
 
49. Roman silver denarii (153) & copper alloy sestertius from Maryport area, Cumbria (2012 
T529, LANCUM-E88322) 



The provisional valuer suggested £2,000-£2,500.  The Committee examined the coins in light of 
this and found the provisional valuation to be accurate, including for the individual coins not in the 
collection of the British Museum, although the Committee felt that there was no reason to increase 
the value for the interest of the findspot.  The Committee recommended £2,200.  Senhouse Roman 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Ian Carradice re-entered the room] 
 
50. Roman coins (103) and associated material from Knutsford area, Cheshire (2012 T406, 
LVPL-B44185) - 3rd viewing 
The finder, landowner and museum submitted a challenge to the Committee’s valuation.  The first 
provisional valuer had suggested £1,500-£1,700 (coins); and the second provisional valuer had 
suggested £1,500 (objects).  The Committee had viewed the coins and objects at its meeting of 21st 
May 2014 and recommended £3,200.  
 
The Committee understood that there was no disagreement regarding the valuation of the coins, so 
it turned its attention to the objects.  It appreciated the point made by the parties that it was difficult 
to be certain of the nature of the brooch still contained in the soil block, and so therefore asked the 
Secretariat to liaise with the British Museum’s Department of Conservation and Scientific 
Research to request that the brooch be removed from the soil block or for the block to be x-rayed, 
and the item examined again when this had been carried out. National Museums Liverpool hopes 
to acquire. 
 
51. Roman gold coins from Sandridge, Hertfordshire (2012 T674, BH-D67AF4) - 5th viewing 
The Committee had previously recommended a value of £98,850, and that the landowner should 
receive £54,367.50 and the finder £44,482.50, representing an abatement of the finder’s reward of 
10% of the share he would normally receive, to account for his failure to seek permission to detect 
on the land. 
 
The Secretary of State has received a submission from the landowner which is being treated as a 
representation to the Secretary of State under paragraph 70 of the Code of Practice.   
 
The landowner questioned the Committee’s recommendation on the abatement of the reward to the 
finder.  Section 10(2) of the Treasure Act provides that the Secretary of State must determine 
whether a reward is to be paid and, if so, Section 10(3) requires him also to determine, if a reward 
is to be paid to more than one person, how much each is to receive.  In a determination under this 
section, the Secretary of State must also take into account anything relevant in the Code of 
Practice.  Under Paragraph 69 of the Code, the Secretary of State may ask the Committee to 
investigate the circumstances where there may be any grounds for the abatement of the reward 
under the terms of paragraphs 84 and 85 and to make a recommendation.  This is reinforced in 
paragraph 76 which allows the Secretary of State to have regard to any representations made by the 
parties regarding disagreements on abatement and to seek advice from the Committee. 
 
The Committee was therefore invited to consider the landowner’s representations and to consider 

whether there is anything therein which might lead it to change their recommendation on the 
abatement of the reward.  
 
The Committee read the landowner’s representations and considered the matter. It acknowledged 
firstly that it was mindful of paragraph 84 of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice and of the 
requirement for it to “seek to find a balance between the objective of rewards to encourage the 
prompt and proper reporting of finds, and the need for rewards not in themselves to provide an 
incentive for illegal or improper behaviour” and of paragraph 71 of the Code of Practice, which 
provides that “The paramount objective in the payment of ex gratia rewards for finds of treasure is 
to encourage the reporting of finds and to ensure that there are adequate incentives to finders while 
at the same time discouraging wrong behaviour”. 
 
The Committee observed that, in accordance with paragraph 72 of the Code of Practice, it was 
normal practice to divide the reward on a 50:50 basis between the finder and landowner, and that 
this was followed in the vast majority of cases.  The Committee therefore begins discussions of 
abatement for potential wrong behaviour on the basis of the finder receiving 50% of the value of 
the find, and works down from that figure if wrong behaviour is judged to have taken place. 
 



Such wrong behaviour is judged in the context of paragraph 79 of the Code of Practice, which lists 
the circumstances under which an abatement of the finder’s normal share of the reward may be 
expected.  It was noted that in this case, the only relevant circumstance was paragraph 79.(vii) 
‘where there are reasonable grounds for believing that the finder was trespassing.’  The Committee 
considered all of the information available to it in discussing the nature of this trespass.  It pointed 
out that the find was made on common land, where access was made available to the public, and 
that simply being on the land did not constitute trespass.  It acknowledged however that the finder 
may have committed trespass when he interfered with the land by seeking to excavate artefacts 
without the permission of the landowner.   
 
The Committee observed that the finder was new to the hobby of metal detecting and unfamiliar 
with the need to seek permission of the landowner before searching, that the find was made on land 
called  and that he had observed others detecting on land and so assumed 
that it was permitted.  Following his discovery the finder appeared to cooperate fully with the legal 
process and did not seek to hide or obfuscate any of the facts in the case.  This was reinforced by 
comments received from the museum and the Coroner, which reflected on the good impression the 
finder had made on them.  From the evidence presented to it, there was nothing to suggest that the 
finder had deliberately ignored or neglected his duty to seek permission and the Committee 
therefore took the view that the finder’s trespass was unintentional and the result of an innocent 
mistake.  As the finder had failed to seek permission prior to searching, the Committee felt that it 
was necessary to abate the finder’s share of the reward, but that the unintentional nature of his 
wrongdoing warranted an abatement of 10% of the reward he would normally expect to receive.  It 
was noted that this amounted to a penalty of £4,942.50.  The Committee felt that this was a fair 
abatement and demonstrated that failure to follow proper practice and seek permission to detect 
prior to undertaking the exercise would result in a penalty, but that it would was not so steep as to 
deter those who in the future might fail to seek necessary permission from reporting any 
subsequent discoveries. 
 
The Committee was asked to address several of the points raised in the landowner’s email of 16th 
July 2014.  In respect of these, the Committee remarked as follows: 
  

Point 1: It agreed that the finder should have sought permission prior to detecting, in 
accordance with the Code of Conduct for Responsible Detecting. 
 
Point 2: The Committee pointed out (as explained above) that in the absence of any of the 
circumstances listed in paragraph 79 of the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice, a finder would 
normally be entitled to receive 50% of the value of a find.  Herein lies an important point; the 
reward paid to a finder could not ‘easily be less’ than 50%, as the landowner implies, unless 
there is sufficient reason to reduce that figure in accordance with paragraph 79.  In practice, 
the number of finders who receive less than 50% of the value of a Treasure find as a reward 
represents a tiny percentage of all finds. 
 
Point 3: The landowner’s argument deals with matters on which it is the role of the Committee 
to advise the Secretary of State, as it has done above.  It should be noted that in an e-mail not 
previously seen by the Committee, of c. 1st October 2013 to the landowner, the Agent, 

 reached premature conclusions on issues (‘it is likely that…that entire value will 
belong to the landowner’) which fall within the area on which the Committee is asked to 
advise.  Secondly it should also be noted that the Committee considered the helpful submission 
of the CLA at the earliest opportunity and concluded that its views, while relevant, did not 
raise any issues of which the Committee was not already aware.  
 
The landowner had made reference to a case from Norfolk which he felt the Committee may 
have cited as a precedent to this one.  The Committee could not identify the case to which he 
referred, but mentioned that the closest parallel, in terms of find circumstances, was one from 
King’s Langley, Hertfordshire (2009 T125) where a finder used a metal detector on common 
land that was signposted against such activity (the signs, however, were obscured) and had his 
reward abated by 10%.  In the case under discussion, the Committee had not seen any evidence 
that suggested there were/are any signposts on the land, obscured or not, warning against any 
such activity.  The Committee noted that the level of abatement was the same in both cases, 
but also confirmed that each case before it is judged on its individual circumstances and a 
recommendation made to the best of the ability of the Committee members, in accordance with 
the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice. The Committee acknowledged that the landowner 



disagreed with its recommendation but felt that this alone was not cause for it to depart from 
its view.  
 

The Committee confirmed its recommendation of £98,850, and that the landowner should receive 
£54,367.50 and the finder £44,482.50 

 
Post-Medieval coins:  
 
52. Post-Medieval silver coins (3) from Aldermaston, West Berkshire (2013 T662, SUR-
8FE890) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40.  The Committee viewed the coins in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £40. West Berkshire Museum hopes to 
acquire.  
 
53. Post-Medieval silver coins (8) from Middlewich area, Cheshire (2013 T559, WMID-
07A8C3) 
The provisional valuer suggested £85. The Committee inspected the coins in light of this and found 
the valuation to be well-supported with recent auction examples.  In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £85. Grosvenor Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
54. Post-Medieval silver coins (163) from Staveley area, North Yorkshire (2013 T635, 
YORYM-E77B55) 
The provisional valuer suggested £5,540. The landowner submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation.  The Committee thanked the landowner for his letter and examined the coins in light of 
this.  It commented that the provisional valuation was well-supported by recent auction estimates, 
and agreed with the valuer’s comment regarding the relationship between condition and price, and 
that most of the coins in this hoard were only in Fine or Fair condition.  The Committee also 
considered the manner in which the valuer had grouped the coins in lots as if for sale at auction, 
and found this to be a rational method of assessing their value.  In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, the Committee recommended £5,540.  York Museum Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 
 
Norfolk Cases: 
 
55. Early Medieval gold & garnet object from Kings Lynn area, Norfolk (2014 T35, NMS-
274C44)  
The provisional valuer suggested £850-£950.  The finder supplied comments on this.  The 
Committee thanked the finder for his letter and examined the object in light of this.  It noted that 
the finder drew attention to a similar object from Mildenhall, Suffolk (2005 T510, SF-CB7620) 
which had been valued at £1800.  The Committee observed that the Mildenhall example was 
slightly heavier and more decorative than the object from King’s Lynn, and it also felt that the 
earlier valuation had been overly generous.  Nonetheless the Committee agreed that the provisional 
valuation for the King’s Lynn piece was too low, and recommended £1,050. Norwich Castle 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
56. Post-Medieval silver pendant from Burnham Norton, Norfolk (2013 T759, NMS-33C6F1) 
The provisional valuer suggested £75.  The Committee viewed the pendant in light of this, and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £75. Lynn Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
57. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Carleton Rode, Norfolk (2014 T5, NMS-6AA818) - 
2nd viewing 
The finder submitted a challenge to the recommended valuation.  The provisional valuer had 
suggested £3,000. The Committee had seen the finger-ring at its meeting of 16th July 2014, and 
recommended £2,200.  The Committee viewed the item again in light of the finder’s submission.  
The Committee explained that its previous decision had been informed by the number of mourning 
rings that it had previously valued and the results of auctions in the open market, and that the 
Committee was had observed that mourning rings did not achieve as high a price on the market 
compared to posy rings of the same period, because their message of death and commemoration 
was less appealing to modern buyers than messages of love.  However, on this occasion the 
Committee accepted that the connection of this mourning ring to a well-known historical figure 



made it more attractive than most.  In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £3,000. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
 
58. Iron Age gold staters (44) from South Norfolk area (2012 T863, NMS-397D42) 
Provisional valuer suggested £7,000-£10,000. The finder submitted a private valuation by  

for £19,550.  The Committee examined the hoard in light of this.  It inspected all of the 
individual coins and came to the view that the provisional valuer’s report represented a fair and 
accurate appreciation of the condition of the coins.  It was observed that there were several coins in 
VF condition, but not as many as suggested by   The Committee further noted that 

figures were equivalent to retail prices and not auction hammer prices, as he himself points 
out, and the Committee disagreed that the retail price is a more accurate guide to the willing 
buyer/willing seller model than an auction precedent.  In agreement with the higher figure 
suggested by the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £10,000. Norwich Castle 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
59. Roman copper alloy coins (39) from Scottow, Norfolk (2012 T217, NMS-A64323) 
The provisional valuer suggested £250-£300.  The Committee viewed the coins in light of this and 
found the suggested range to be accurate.  In particular it pointed to one of the coins of Lucius 
Verus which featured an attractive bust.  For this reason, the Committee agreed with the higher 
figure suggested by the valuer, and recommended £300. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 
 
Item 4: Late addition:   
 
 
60. Post-Medieval gold bracelet slide from Kingsclere, Hampshire (2013 T918, HAMP-
841BC0) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1800.  The Committee examined the item in light of this and 
noticed the damage to the stone.  It was believed doubtful that the stone could be a diamond, as 
suggested by the valuer, but the Committee felt that prudence required it to request an analysis of 
the stone to determine its composition.  The Committee also requested a second provisional 
valuation, once analysis on the stone is complete.  The Committee will reconsider the case when 
that information is available. Hampshire Museums Service hopes to acquire. 
 
Item 5: Any Other Business:   
 
Dennis Jordan 
The Committee was informed that Dennis Jordan, former Finder’s Representative to the TVC, has 
passed away. The Committee observed this sad news and expressed its condolence.  
 
Chairman’s cycling accident 
The Committee and Secretariat passed on their best wishes to the Chairman for a speedy recovery 
from his broken leg. 
 
John Cherry’s last meeting 
This was the final meeting for John Cherry, who joined the Committee in 2006.  The Committee 
and the Secretariat thanked John for all his hard work and diligent service over eight years.    
 
Next Meeting:  The next meeting will be held on Wednesday, 29th October 2014 in the Hartwell 
Room at the British Museum, at 11:00am. 
 
 
 



Index of Provisional Valuations: 
 
1.  
2.  £20 
3.   £500 
4.   £4,500-£5,000; 
£10,000 
5.   £40-£50 
6.   £180-£200 
7.   £70-£90 
8.   £450 
9.   £250 
10.   £20 
11.   £240 
12.   £1,400 
13.   £1,350  
14.   £6,000-£7,000 
15.   £9,000-£10,000 
16.   £5,000;  
£365 
17.   £10 
18.   £60 
19.   £20 
20.   £300 
21.   £25 
22.   £20 
23.   £100 
24.   £150 
25.   £2,200 
26.   £10,600 
27.   £12,000 
28.   £400 
29.   £3,500 
30.   £400 

31.   £80 
32.   £3,500;  
£800 
33.   £30 
34.   £15 
35.   £175 
36.  , £45 
37.   £30 
38.   £200 
39.   £75 
40.   £300 
41.  , £120 
42.   £300 
43.   £350 
44.   £3,000 
45.   £4,000 
46.   £1,500 
47.   £100 
48.   £20-£25 
49.   £2,000-£2,500 
50.   £1,500-£1,700 (coins); 

 £1,500 (objects) 
51.   £75,900 
52.  £40 
53.  , £85 
54.  , £5,540 
55.   £850-£950 
56.  , £75 
57.   £3,000 
58.   £7,000-£10,000 
59.   £250-£300 
60.   £1800 

 
 
 




