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Minutes of the Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting – 27
th

 April 2016 

 
The meeting will be held in the East Residence Seminar Room at the British Museum on 
Wednesday, 27 April 2016 at 11:00am. 
 
Present 
 
Committee        British Museum        Apologies 
Colin Renfrew (Chair)       Michael Lewis   Jim Brown 
Harry Bain        Mafalda Raposo  Carla Piper (DCMS) 
Roger Bland         Ian Richardson 
Marian Campbell       Claudia Stedmond 
Hetty Gleave 
Chris Martin 
Tim Pestell 
 
 
Item 1: Topics for discussion: 

 

Review of the revised Key Criteria for Valuations – In light of discussion at the previous 
meeting regarding the quality of the provisional valuations provided to the Committee, the 
Secretariat revised the ‘Key Criteria’ for valuations in anticipation of issuing this to all of the 
valuers. The Committee examined the document and felt that the additions were accurate. It also 
asked the Secretariat to include in the document reference to the relevant paragraphs on valuations 
in the Treasure Act Code of Practice.  The Secretariat then distributed this to all of the provisional 
valuers whom the Committee currently consults with. The Committee further suggested that this 
document could be put on the website of the Portable Antiquities Scheme, under the Treasure 
section, to provide more information to interested parties. 

Assistant Treasure Registrar position – The Secretariat was asked to update the Committee on 
the current situation regarding its staffing levels. The historic staff compliment for the Treasure 
Section has since 2007 consisted of 1 Treasure Registrar and 3.4 Assistant Treasure Registrars. 
Since Janina Parol left in October 2015, the team has been down one Assistant Treasure Registrar 
while the Finance Office contemplates a re-arrangement of staff resources in order to ensure that 
reward payments, which involve the Finance Office, are processed in a timely manner consistent 
with financial regulations.   

The Committee understood that the Finance Office proposed replacing the vacant position with one 
which was split between duties in the Treasure Section and in the Finance Office. This was 
because the Finance Office proposed to take on some administrative duties related to the payment 
of rewards from the Treasure Section. The Treasure Section was concerned that until such 
arrangements had been put in place, it was not possible to determine whether this would save their 
section any work, as it would remain the central point of contact for all cases reported under the 
Treasure Act 1996 in England and all cases from England, Wales and Northern Ireland being 
valued. For that reason they were reluctant to agree to a scenario which would see some of their 
resource being reassigned. In the meantime, it was noted that being without one member of team 
since October 2015 had resulted in a situation where the Assistant Treasure Registrars were having 
to work overtime to stay abreast of new and ongoing cases.  

The Committee was concerned that until the vacant post was replaced there was the possibility that 
the administration of Treasure cases would not be as efficient as it should be and that further delays 
in processing, above and beyond those outside of the control of the Treasure Section, could result. 
It therefore agreed that the Chairman should, on behalf of the Committee, write to the Director of 
the British Museum and explain that it was important that the Treasure Section was properly 
resourced if it was to continue its support of the Treasure Valuation Committee in an efficient and 
effective manner.     



Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) funding – Michael Lewis was asked at the previous meeting 
to provide an update on the funding situation for the PAS in 2016/17 and beyond. 

As part of the 2015/16 Spending Review the British Museum’s grant-in-aid was cut by 6%, which 
was also passed on to the PAS, equating to a reduction of £53k. Roger Bland was able to find other 
sources of finding to help with the short-fall in 2015/16, but the gap remained when the British 
Museum’s grant-in-aid was flat-funded for the period 2016-20.  

In late 2015 the British Museum agreed local partner PAS grants for 2016/17 at the same level as 
2015/16. This inevitably has led to some difficult decisions being made in terms of delivering the 
PAS within the funds available. The primary objective was to maintain a nationwide network of 
Finds Liaison Officers (FLO). In order to find the necessary savings, the British Museum asked the 
Ashmolean Museum and University College London (UCL) to contribute a higher proportion to 
the costs of the Finds Adviser posts they host. The Ashmolean Museum was able to find a private 
benefactor to meet the additional costs for the period 2016-17, but UCL was unsuccessful and that 
post is being reduced by 50%. Elsewhere Devon Council and Exeter University were willing to 
contribute £5k each towards the local FLO.   

The good news was that, even against the backdrop of severe funding cuts to local government, all 
local partners had agreed contracts for the period 2016-17. 

Michael was hopeful, given the British Museum has confirmed flat-funding for the next three years 
beyond 31 March 2017, that flat-funding (at least) could be offered to local PAS partners; the 
British Museum is likely to confirm the level of funding for PAS in 2017-20 in October. This 
would allow for longer-term security, but it was important to recognise that in real-terms this 
would mean a cut, which the local partners are expected to meet. The greatest short-term risk is 
that some local partners might not renew PAS posts if they become vacant; Sussex Past for 
example has recently decided to appoint their new FLO on a part-time basis, to save costs. 

The Committee suggested that if it was thought that a small stream of funding could be helpful in 
ensuring the PAS remained as a nationwide Scheme, then the British Museum might approach 
organisations which understood the importance of the PAS; trade organisations like the BNTA as 
well as object specialist organisations like the BNS. Michael explained the British Museum could 
not raise money on behalf of other organisations, but could offer support and expertise.         

The Committee also felt that it would be an opportune time to write to the Director of the British 
Museum and explain to him the absolute importance of the PAS in supporting the Treasure Act, 
and to explain that it is maintained on a very small budget where small amounts of money can 
make a big difference. It felt it would suggest that the PAS be encouraged to pursue outside 
funding for its activities, in conjunction with other BM departments if possible but alone if 
necessary.  
 
 
 
Item 2: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday, 9th March 2016 

 
The minutes were passed as a true record of the meeting. 
 

Item 3: Objects 

 
Finds from the Woodbridge area – a general note 

This agenda contained a further 23 items all found by the same group of finders on a site in the 
Woodbridge area, and which spanned from the Roman period through to the Post-Medieval. 
Previous batches of material from this site had been valued by the Committee in 2012 and 2014. 
The finders and the acquiring museum submitted comments for some of the individual pieces, but 
an issue was raised which pertains to all of the cases. 
 
The finders felt that the artefacts would benefit from a Provenance Value by virtue of having been 
found at the site of an Anglo-Saxon royal palace.  The Committee pointed to its minutes of the 
meeting of 14th March 2014 where it had already addressed this issue, and felt that the situation had 
not changed. It said that everything that came before it benefited from having a secure provenance, 
and that it would be possible for an interested buyer on the market to speculate about the possible 
past associations of a piece, but that unless it was convincingly linked to a particular famous 



historical personality, this would not have much effect on the market value of the piece as 
compared to other artefacts from the wider area. 
 
The Committee confirmed that the provisional valuers of the Woodbridge material are given copies 
of the report for the Coroner so are privy to whatever information those reports contain. The 
Committee itself was very aware of the precise findspot of this material on the Anglo-Saxon royal 
site at  and confirmed that all of its recommended valuations were made with this in 
mind.  

Bronze Age artefacts 

 

1. Bronze Age gold ring from Thwing Area, East Riding of Yorkshire (2015 T76, YORYM-

0DD2F7)  
The provisional valuer suggested £250. The Committee examined the ring in light of this and noted 
the valuer’s comments, but felt that the small size of the ring would enhance its appeal to a 
collector. It found the ring attractive and interesting, and recommended £300. Hull and East Riding 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
2. Bronze Age gold lunula fragment from Tarrant Rushton, Dorset (2015 T870, DOR-

2198F8)  

The provisional valuer suggested £450. The finder supplied comments on the provisional valuation 
and the Committee took account of these as it viewed the lunula fragment. The Committee 
observed that the bullion value did not provide a useful indicator of the worth of the piece, which 
had the appeal of being the missing component to the almost complete lunula found the previous 
year (2014 T257). The Committee recommended £1,000. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
3. Bronze Age axe hoard from Legsby, Lincolnshire (2014 T588, LIN-4783D6)  

The provisional valuer suggested £535. The Committee examined the hoard in light of this and 
came to the view that the axes were all in reasonable condition and that the valuer had slightly 
underappreciated their worth. Taken together with the other elements of the hoard, the Committee 
recommended a total value of £600. The Collection, Lincoln hopes to acquire.  
 

4. Bronze Age gold pennanular ring from Wold Newton area, Lincolnshire (2014 T730, 

NLM-129434)  
The provisional valuer suggested £800. The Committee inspected the ring in light of this and took 
the view that the damage suffered, and the fact that the ring had a bronze core would prevent it 
from achieving the suggested figure. The Committee compared the ring to objects of similar type 
that it had valued in the past: an example from Steyning, West Sussex (2010 T148; SUSS-176E57) 
weighed only 3.4 grams and had suffered similar but more extensive damage and was valued at 
£100; another from Calbourne, Isle of Wight (2009 T682; IOW-4409D3) was in better condition 
but weighed only 6.9 grams and was valued at £400. Taking all of this into consideration, the 
Committee recommended £650 for the Wold Newton ring. The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to 
acquire. 
5. Bronze Age gold torc fragment from Grimsby, Lincolnshire (2015 T204, LIN-709481)  
The provisional valuer suggested £2000. The Committee viewed the torc fragment in light of this 
and admired the presence of the piece and the twisted decoration. However, it felt that it would 
struggle in the market to attract the same attention as the complete prehistoric jewellery items 
quoted by the valuer. The Grimsby fragment was observed to be incomplete and not wearable, 
whereas the examples quoted were both. The Committee felt that a more realistic figure for the 
Grimsby fragment was £1,500, and recommended this amount. The Collection, Lincoln hopes to 
acquire. 
 

6. Bronze Age hoard from Llantrisant Fawr, Monmouthshire (13.15) – 2
nd

 viewing  

The first provisional valuer suggested £2000. The Committee viewed the hoard at its meeting of 9th 
May 2016 and requested a second provisional valuation. The second provisional valuer suggested 
£500. 
 
The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this. It felt that the values suggested for individual 
pieces by the first valuer were the most accurate, however the Committee felt that his overall 
suggested price of £2000 contained too much uplift to account for the interest that might be 
attributed to this case because it was a hoard. 
 



It was observed that when valuing hoards, a relevant consideration was whether the hoard value 
was simply equal to the sum of its constituent parts, or whether it benefited from being a group of 
artefacts and, if sold on the market as one group, whether that group would fetch more than the 
value of its parts.  
 
The Committee’s view was that for most hoards, the overall value would be close if not equivalent 
to the sum of its parts. However, it was acknowledged that when a group of artefacts combined to 
make an interest assemblage, there could be a certain ‘hoard factor’ which would raise the value 
above and beyond the sum of the parts. 
 
In this case, the Committee agreed with the first valuer’s assessment of the value of the 
components as being £950, but also felt that the combination of these particular artefacts in one 
hoard made it more interesting than the more common Bronze Age weaponry hoards that had come 
before it in the past. The Committee therefore recommended an overall value of £1000 for the 
hoard. 
 
Roman Artefacts 

 

7. Roman silver fragment from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T768, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £5. One of the finders and the acquiring museum submitted 
comments on the provisional valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the 
fragment.  
 
The Committee observed that this fragment was small and the original piece to which it had been 
attached was unknown. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £5. 
Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
8. Roman to Medieval silver fragment from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T408, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £5-10. The Committee examined the fragment in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £5. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service 
hopes to acquire. 
 
9. Roman silver ring fragment from Crowle, North Lincolnshire (2015 T185, NLM-EB9911) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10. The Committee viewed the ring fragment in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £10. The Committee understood that the 
Coroner did not identify a landowner at inquest, and that after having made the find, the finder had 
been unable to trace the landowner, who lived in a caravan. The Committee felt that the finder 
should be apportioned the normal share of 50% of the value as a reward for the find, and that the 
acquiring museum should expect to pay the remaining portion of the value to the landowner, 
should he or she ever be identified. However, it was understood that the DCMS was considering a 
policy change (perhaps through the upcoming review of the Treasure Act Code of Practice) that 
after the passage of a certain length of time (yet to be decided) following the discovery, if, despite 
best efforts, the landowner could not be identified and had not come forward, then the remaining 
portion of the reward would not be payable. North Lincolnshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

10. Roman silver ring from Louth area, Lincolnshire (2013 T495, LIN-B9E1B2) 

Provisional valuer suggested £20. The Committee examined the ring in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £20. The Collection, Lincoln hopes to 
acquire. 
 

Early Medieval Artefacts 
 
11. Early Medieval silver ingot from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T412, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £5. The Committee viewed the ingot in light of this and 
commented that it had valued many ingots previously and that the suggested figure was accurate 
for the size and weight of this piece. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £5. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 



12. Early Medieval fragment of gilded silver from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T773, 

Finds from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10. The Committee inspected the fragment in light of this and 
commented that it had no more market appeal than another artefact fragment found in the same 
area, Treasure case 2014 T408, which it had valued at £5. The Committee therefore recommended 
£5 for the subject piece. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
  
13. Early Medieval gold disc from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T397, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £15. The acquiring museum submitted comments on the 
provisional valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the disc. It agreed with 
the museum’s observation that the valuer should not have added extra value to the piece ‘to thank 
the finder’ but felt nonetheless that £15 accurately reflected the commercial potential of the piece. 
The Committee recommended £15. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
14. Early Medieval silver ingot from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T405, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £18-20. The Committee examined the ingot in light of this and 
mentioned again that it had valued many Early Medieval ingots over the years. Taking into account 
the size and weight of this example compared to others, this piece was not felt to justify the 
suggested value, and the Committee recommended £5. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service 
hopes to acquire. 
 
15. Early Medieval silver-gilt fragment from Woodbridge area Suffolk (2013 T168, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20. The finder and the acquiring museum submitted comments 
on the provisional valuation. The Committee examined the fragment in light of this and felt that it 
possessed more interest than several of the other fragments from the Woodbridge group seen at the 
same meeting, which it had valued at £5. Nonetheless, the suggested value was felt to be too high, 
and the Committee recommended £10. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
16. Early Medieval silver-gilt fragment from Woodbridge area Suffolk (2014 T266, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20. The finder and the acquiring museum submitted comments 
on the provisional valuation. The Committee took account of these as it inspected the fragment. It 
felt that the workmanship was sharp and clear, but unfortunately the piece was so small that the 
suggested value was felt to be too high. The Committee recommended £10. Colchester & Ipswich 
Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
17. Early Medieval silver mount from Woodbridge area Suffolk (2014 T402, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20-£22. The Committee viewed the item in light of this and felt 
that its small size and the fact that it was only a tiny component of a larger item would prevent it 
from achieving the suggested value. The Committee recommended £10. Colchester & Ipswich 
Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
18. Early Medieval silver ingot from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T410, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20-25. The Committee inspected the ingot in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £20. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service 
hopes to acquire. 
 
19. Early Medieval gold droplet from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T770, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30. The Committee viewed the droplet in light of this, and 
commented that the suggested value accurately coincided with valuations for similar items that the 
Committee had valued in the past. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £30. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
20. Early Medieval silver-gilt fragment with garnet from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 

T169, Finds from Woodbridge group) 



The provisional valuer suggested £30-35. The Committee examined the piece in light of this and 
commented that most of the attraction was due to the presence of the garnet. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £30. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hope 
to acquire. 
 
21. Early Medieval silver wrist clasp fragment from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T409, 

Finds from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30-35. The Committee inspected the wrist clasp in light of this 
and observed that it was in poor condition, being fragmentary and worn. The Committee felt that 
the suggested value was too high, and recommended £20. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service 
hopes to acquire. 
 
22. Early Medieval gilded silver fragment from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T167, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40. The Committee viewed the fragment in light of this and 
commented that the swirl decoration was clear and appealing. In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, the Committee recommended £40. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to 
acquire. 
 
23. Early Medieval silver mount fragment from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T964, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 
The provisional valuer suggested £50. The Committee examined the item in light of this and 
noticed, as the valuer had, that the attribution of this piece to an Early Medieval helmet was 
speculative. The valuer’s suggested value was felt to be too high, and the Committee recommended 
£35. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
24. Early Medieval silver hooked-tag (incomplete) from Chettle, Dorset (2015 T99, DOR-

9E4B58) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80. The Committee viewed the hooked-tag in light of this and 
commented on the attractive decoration, while also taking account of its incomplete state. In 
agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £80. Dorset County Museum 
hopes to acquire. 
 

25. Early Medieval silver finger-ring from Brixton Deveril, Wiltshire (2015 T523, WILT-

9D4288) 

The provisional valuer suggested £300. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this and 
noted that it was of a known type and was complete and wearable. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £300. Salisbury and South Wiltshire Museum 
hopes to acquire. 
 

26. Early Medieval gold and garnet pendant from Woodbridge area Suffolk (2014 T411, 

Finds from Woodbridge group) 
The provisional valuer suggested £360. The finder and the acquiring museum submitted comments 
on the provisional valuation. The finder had also supplied a private valuation for the pendant from 
Timeline Auctions, of £800-£1200.   
 
The Committee took account of these as it viewed the pendant. It noted that Early Medieval 
pendants of similar style had been valued by the Committee previously, though they were larger 
(see for instance case 2009 T542, DENO-494555, from Hawton, Notts, which weighed 2.5 grams 
and was valued at £1,000). Although the Woodbridge pendant was observed to be very small and 
light, the Committee felt it was an attractive piece which would achieve more at auction than 
suggested by the provisional valuer. The private valuation from Timeline Auctions was however 
felt to be much too optimistic. The Committee recommended £450. Colchester & Ipswich Museum 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 
27. Early Medieval gold bracteate pendant from Woodbridge area Suffolk (2014 T404, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £450. The finder and the acquiring museum submitted comments 
on the provisional valuation, and the finder supplied a private valuation from Timeline Auctions 
for £1,000-£1,400.  
 



The Committee took account of this information as it viewed the bracteate. It felt that the parallel 
suggested by the provisional valuer (Timelines sale of 1st December 2011) was of lesser quality 
than the piece in question, and pointed to a different example, sold at Bonham’s on 21st April 2005, 
lot 289, for £1,500. The Bonham’s item was felt to be more similar to the Woodbridge pendant, but 
featured attractive applied edging. Taking account of the damage suffered by the Woodbridge 
piece, and the fact that it was missing its suspension loop, the Committee recommended £900. 
Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
28. Early Medieval gold coin/bracteate pendant from Holton-Le-Moor area, Lincolnshire 

(2013 T651; NLM-211E22) 

The provisional valuer suggested £750. The finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation and description of the object. The Committee took account of this as it viewed the item. 
Given the finder’s question of the report by the provisional valuer, the Secretariat had contacted Dr 
Behr who agreed (based on photographs) that the item was a bracteate. The Committee inspected 
the pendant closely and could understand why the valuer suspected it may have been executed 
from a rubbing, though accepted that this was unlikely. It was felt to be an interesting object as an 
effort had been made to imitate a solidus more closely than was typical for a bracteate. The 
Committee recommended £800. The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 

29. Early Medieval silver strap-end and finger-ring from Beoley, Worcestershire (2015 T172, 

WAW-CB4595) – 3
rd

 viewing 
The provisional valuer had originally suggested £800 for both a silver finger-ring and this strap-
end, however the finger-ring was not a Treasure item and so when the Committee first considered 
the case on 2nd December 2015, it requested that the valuer resubmit his report to cover the strap-
end only. The provisional valuer submitted a subsequent report suggesting £250 for the strap end 
alone. The Committee saw the strap-end at its meeting of 18th January 2016 and recommended 
£250. The finder challenged the recommended figure and the Committee considered the case again, 
taking account of the finder’s latest letter. 
 
The Committee commented that the Beoley strap-end featured an attractive Trewhiddle design, but 
that it was very worn. In reference to case 2011 T702, which it had valued at £350, the Committee 
felt that despite its damage, that piece was more impressive than the Beoley strap-end due to its 
clearer design, though it accepted in retrospect that £350 was high. It was noted that the finder 
cited two examples from Timeline Auctions which he felt were inferior to the piece he had found - 
without sale and lot numbers it was not possible for the Committee to check these, but it felt that 
the recommended figure was consistent with the material it had seen from Timelines. The 
Committee also thoroughly reviewed an assortment of previous valuations for similar strap-ends 
that had come before it, and commented that £250 was consistent with these. The Committee 
confirmed a valuation of £250.  
 

30. Early Medieval gold ring bezel from Scrayingham, North Yorkshire (2014 T747, LVPL-

8C0D79)- 3
rd

 viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £10,000. The Committee viewed the bezel at its meeting of 
2nd December 2015 and asked for a second provisional valuation. The second provisional valuer 
suggested £3,850. The Committee saw the bezel at its meeting of 9th March 2016 and 
recommended £3,500. The finder challenged the recommended valuation, and supplied a private 
valuation from and  at Sotheby’s for £8,000 - £12,000. 
 
The Committee took account of this as it viewed the bezel again. It first pointed out that it had 
previously considered comparisons to the Cynefrid ring (sold at Christie’s 9 June 2010, lot 123 for 
£37,250) and the Escrick ring (Treasure case 2009 T223; YORYM-715F42, valued at £35,000). It 
confirmed again that these rings, which were from the same period as the subject ring but were 
wearable and had suffered much less damage, were far superior in appeal to the Scrayingham 
bezel. 
 
With respect to the private valuation from Sotheby’s, the Committee felt that this was inhibited by 
their not having seen the item in person, though it accepted that they had seen detailed 
photographs. The parallels suggested by Sotheby’s were not felt to be close comparisons; the 
Escrick ring was already addressed, the cloisonné enamel ring sold by Bonhams (2nd October 2014, 
lot 141 for £22,500) was complete and much less damaged, and the pendant was a completely 
different object.  
 



Having considered the matter carefully, the Committee felt that the condition of the Scrayingham 
bezel did not merit an increase in its valuation, and it confirmed a recommended figure of £3,500. 
York Museum Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
Medieval Artefacts 

 

31. Medieval silver ring fragment from Dunton area, Buckinghamshire (2015 T832, BUC-

8947EA) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this and 
felt that its condition and fragmentary state would make it difficult to achieve the suggested value 
on the market. The Committee recommended £5. Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
32. Medieval silver bell from Highmoor, Oxfordshire (2015 T728, SUR-3C33F2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £20. The Committee inspected the bell in light of this and noting 
its poor condition and the wide range of its potential date of manufacture, felt that it would be of 
limited appeal on the market. It recommended £10. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

33. *Medieval silver badge (incomplete) from Ford, Northumberland (2015 T437, DUR-

E89C8F) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20. The Committee examined the item in light of this and 
commented that its identification as a badge was not certain, and felt that it could also have been a 
buckle or dress fastener. Whatever its intended function, the Committee agreed with the 
provisional valuer’s assessment, and recommended £20. The Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle 
hopes to acquire. 
 

34. Medieval silver strip (incomplete) from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T407, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40. The Committee examined the item in light of this and felt 
that it would have limited appeal on the market, and recommended £20. Colchester & Ipswich 
Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
35. Medieval silver annular coin brooch from Hartburn, Northumberland (2012 T948, NCL-

2F38F4) 
The provisional valuer suggested £60. The Committee inspected the brooch in light of this and 
agreed with the valuer’s comment that it was ‘battered but appealing’. The Committee felt it was 
an interesting piece which could possibly achieve more on the market, and recommended £80. The 
Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle hopes to acquire. 
 
36. Medieval silver-gilt spoon knop from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T413,  Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £120. The finder and the acquiring museum submitted comments 
on the provisional valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the spoon knop.  
 
It firstly pointed out that there was some confusion over the terminology used when referring to a 
Wodewose Spoon as the ‘Holy Grail for spoon collectors’. In fact, it was the Benson Collection of 
45 spoons and 1 fork, sold by Christie’s on 4 June 2013, which was described by Harry Williams-
Bulkeley of Christies as ‘the Holy Grail for spoon collectors’.  
 
In examining the spoon knop from the Woodbridge area, the Committee found it to be of good 
weight, attractive and the subject more interesting than a knop seen at the same meeting (2013 
T719, NLM-A04255, valued at £300). It felt that an increase in valuation over the suggested figure 
was warranted, and recommended £350. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
37. Medieval silver-gilt spoon knop from Uceby with Fordingham, Lincolnshire (2013 T719, 

NLM-A04255) 

The provisional valuer suggested £350. The Committee examined the item in light of this. At the 
same meeting, it also valued a silver-gilt spoon knop from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T413, 
valued at £350) which was designed in the form of a Wodewose man. The Committee felt that the 
Ulceby with Fordingham piece was slightly less appealing, and recommended £300. The 
Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 



38. Medieval silver scabbard chape from Owermoigne, Dorset (2015 T307, DOR-B431B2) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1000.  The finder submitted comments on the desirability of the 
find. The Committee viewed the chape in light of this and was impressed with its size and 
appealing decoration. The Committee recommended £1,200. Dorset County Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

39. Medieval gold finger-ring from Ord, Northumberland (2014 T628, DUR-6A98C8) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,400. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this. 
It noted that the ring was light and delicate but wearable and featured attractive decoration on the 
shoulders. The Committee recommended £1,450, which it felt was an accurate reflection of the 
ring’s worth compared to other Medieval examples it had valued in the past. The Society of 
Antiquaries of Newcastle hopes to acquire. 
 
40. Medieval silver-gilt pendant from Selby area, North Yorkshire (2015 T235, YORYM-

96F498) – 2
nd

 viewing  

The first provisional valuer suggested £2,000. The finder had supplied comments which the 
Committee took into consideration as it viewed the pendant at its meeting of 9th March 2016. The 
Committee requested a second provisional valuation and the second provisional valuer suggested 
£5,000-£7,000.  
 
The Committee viewed the pendant again in light of this.  It noted that the other examples known 
to it were made of gold and that this was the only silver one that it was aware of, which contributed 
to the item’s interest. The second valuer’s report was felt to be very informative and the Committee 
agreed for instance that the quality of engraving of the Selby piece was not as high as the 
Winteringham parallel. Taking account of all of the above, the Committee, in agreement with the 
second provisional valuer, recommended £6,000. York Museum Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
41. Medieval gold finger rings (2) from Rampisham, Dorset (2015 T855, DOR-46EFBD) 

The provisional valuer suggested £19,800. The finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took these into consideration as it viewed the rings. The Committee 
noted that the composite ring was impressive and accepted that it was of a rare type, but felt that 
the valuation of both it and the smaller ring would benefit from a more detailed justification than 
that offered by the provisional valuer. It requested that the Secretariat commission a second 
provisional valuation for both pieces, and agreed to consider the case again when that is received. 
Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
The Committee also requested that the Secretariat write to the first provisional valuer and inform 
him that his valuation was totally unsatisfactory in that it lacked any proper descriptive detail, 
reasoning or comparanda to support the values suggested that the Committee felt obliged to 
commission a second, but that it would also appreciate it if he could offer further rationale behind 
the values he suggests, and whether he could point to the specific examples in Timeline Auctions 
that have guided him. 
 
 
Post-Medieval Artefacts 

 

42. Post-Medieval incomplete silver bodkin from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T406, 

Finds from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10. The Committee inspected the bodkin in light of this and felt 
that it had very little commercial appeal. It recommended £5. Colchester & Ipswich Museum 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 

43. Post-Medieval silver button from Nuffield, Oxfordshire (2015 T730, SUR-3BC175) 
Provisional valuer suggested £40. The Committee examined the button in light of this and noticed 
its distorted state, which it felt would hinder the item’s appeal on the market. The Committee 
recommended £30. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire.  
 

44. Post-Medieval silver dress fitting from Rothley, Leicestershire (2015 T305, LEIC-B38396) 
The provisional valuer suggested £65. The Committee viewed the dress fitting in light of this and 
felt the valuation was well-supported by a recent auction parallel. At the same meeting, it also 
viewed another silver-gilt dress-fitting from Swyncombe, Oxfordshire (2015 T165, SUR-5A6A16, 
valued at £80) which it felt was slightly superior than the Rothley piece.  Therefore in agreement 



with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £65. Leicestershire Museums Service 
hopes to acquire.   
 
45. Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress-hook fastener from Swyncombe, Oxfordshire (2015 T165, 

SUR-5A6A16) 

The provisional valuer suggested £65. The Committee viewed the dress-hook in light of this. At 
the same meeting, it also viewed another silver-gilt dress-fitting from Rothley, Leicestershire (2015 
T305, LEIC-B38396, valued at £65), and the subject dress-hook was felt to be more appealing. The 
Committee recommended £80. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

46. Post-Medieval silver thimble from Stixwold and Woodhall, Lincolnshire (2014 T814, LIN-

09A589) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80. The Finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation and a private valuation from Paul Moore of £800 - £1000. The Committee examined the 
thimble in light of this, and noted that the parallels suggested by the provisional valuer did not have 
the same motif, which was felt to be of importance in judging the value of this piece. Three 
thimbles featuring Charles II and Catharine of Braganza had previously been submitted under the  
Treasure Act, but  two of these were disclaimed and the third donated.  
 
The Committee acknowledged that there may be a niche market for items such as this and felt it 
needed to conduct further research before recommending a value. It will consider the case again at 
the next possible meeting once it had conducted that research. The Collection, Lincoln, hopes to 
acquire. 
 
 

47. Post-Medieval silver seal-matrix from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T399, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100. The Committee examined the seal matrix in light of this. It 
noted that it had valued a similarly damaged and slightly less appealing matrix from Chiseldon, 
Wiltshire (2015 T66, WILT-0228F1) at £75. In comparison it felt that a fair value for the subject 
seal matrix was £10 more, and the Committee recommended £85. Colchester & Ipswich Museum 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 
48. Post-Medieval gold posy ring from Lewknor, Oxfordshire (2014 T626, BH-1BC17E) – 3

rd 

viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £200. The Committee had seen the ring at its meeting of 19th 
August 2015 and recommended £150. The Finder challenged this recommendation and the 
Committee considered the case again at its meeting of 2nd December 2015, where it confirmed a 
valuation of £150. The Finder supplied further comments on the 5th of December 2015 to support 
his challenge, these had not been seen by the Committee but were submitted as a new challenge for 
this meeting.  
 
The Committee took account of all of this as it viewed the ring again. The Committee explained 
that the examples provided from Berganza were much more appealing than the subject ring. 
However the Committee examined the piece carefully and accepted that the finder could have 
attempted to straighten it himself (and was grateful that he did not) which might have increased its 
attraction. The Committee had recently been joined by two new members who brought further 
expertise and knowledge of the market for such items, and so it felt that the previous recommended 
value was too low. The Committee recommended £250. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes.  
 

49. Post-Medieval gold puzzle ring from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2013 T771, Finds from 

Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested £350. The Committee examined the ring in light of this. It noted 
that it had in the past valued a puzzle ring from Bletchingley, Surrey (2006 T630; SUR-4C5F81) at 
£1,100 but that it had been much larger and heavier (8.3g) than the ring from the Woodbridge area. 
In comparison, the Committee felt that the suggested value was accurate, and in agreement with 
the provisional valuer, it recommended £350. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to 
acquire. 
 
50. Post-Medieval silver hawking vervel from Hallaton, Leicestershire (2015 T215, NARC-

C41B23) 



The provisional valuer suggested £550. The Finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation, and points out that the same valuer had suggested different value (£600-£800) for the 
vervel when asked in May 2015. The Secretariat contacted the valuer to point out this discrepancy, 
and the valuer apologised for the oversight, as he had not remembered providing the finder with 
this valuation when he was commissioned by the Committee to value the piece. The valuer also 
said that the latest figure of £550 reflected his having seen the item in person, whereas previously 
his valuation had been based on photographs.  
 
The Committee acknowledged the valuer’s apology and accepted that it had been an honest 
mistake, but nonetheless found itself in a difficult position, having two valuations from the same 
valuer to consider. The Committee’s own expertise and knowledge of the market guided it towards 
the lower end of the suggested figures. The Committee viewed two other vervels at the same 
meeting, one of which was of the same ‘ring’ type (2015 T629, NMS-2AE576) and which it valued 
at £425. This weighed the same as the subject piece and also featured an inscription naming a 
locale within a county, but was felt to be slightly less appealing than the Hallaton vervel.  Taking 
this into consideration, the Committee recommended £600. Leicestershire Heritage Services hopes 
to acquire.   
 
The Committee asked the Secretariat to write again to the valuer to point out that his mistake had 
put the Committee in a difficult position, as it gave the impression that valuer would suggest a 
lower figure for an item when commissioned by the Committee than if approached directly by the 
finder for the same item. It is expected of the group of provisional valuers consulted by the 
Committee that if they do provide a valuation for a private individual, when approached by the 
Committee for a valuation of the same item they declare the fact of their previous valuation and 
exempt themselves from providing one for the Committee. 
 
 

51. Post-Medieval silver vervel from Horncastle area, Lincolnshire (2013 T580, WMID-

16CD27) 
The provisional valuer suggested £675. The Committee viewed the vervel in light of this and 
commented on the attractive inscription, which named an individual. This added interest to the 
piece, as it might be possible for a local historian to more closely identify that named person (a Mr 
George Ashton). In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £675. The 
Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 

52. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Ridlington, Rutland (2015 T654, LEIC-153F3D) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,050. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this 
and noted that it had valued a similar, though lighter ring from Wales (13.17) at £1,800. It found 
the current example appealing and for someone with small finger, wearable. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, it recommended £2,050. Rutland County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

53. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Rampisham, Dorset (2015 T98, DOR-9E69F3) 
The provisional valuer suggested £2,050. The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the ring. It agreed that the ring was 
likely to be 15th century in date (Late Medieval) and that this contributed to its appeal. The 
Committee viewed another gold finger-ring with a sentimental message at the same meeting (2015 
T654, LEIC-153F3D, valued at £2,050) and felt that the subject ring was not as attractive. The 
Committee felt that the parallel suggested by the provisional valuer (TimeLine Auctions sale of 9th 
September 2015, lot 873) was a useful guide to the price. The Committee recommended £1,900. 
Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

54. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Tideham, Gloucestershire (2015 T947, GLO-0645B1) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,600. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this 
and noted the consistency of the hammer prices of the two parallels provided and the suggested 
price by the valuer. The Committee felt that the subject ring suffered slightly from an indistinct 
maker’s mark, and that it’s condition was excellent, but that its heft and presence made it an 
appealing example. The Committee recommended £2,500. Dean Heritage Centre hopes to acquire. 
 
55. Post-Medieval garnet and gold finger ring from Dorchester, Dorset (2013 T888, DOR-

5CF698) – 2
nd

 viewing  
The first provisional valuer suggested £3,000. The Committee viewed the ring at its meeting of 2nd 
December 2016 and requested a second provisional valuation, as the first gave little rationale 



behind the figure. The second provisional valuer suggested £2,500-£3,500. The Committee viewed 
the finger-ring again and took account of both of the valuations. The Committee was grateful for 
the parallels provided by the second valuer. It appreciated that the orange coloured stone was rare 
and but questioned whether it would have the impact on the value of the ring anticipated by the 
valuers. It was noted that the ring sold at Timeline on 25th February 2016, lot 1120, which had a 
hammer price of close to £2,000, was very similar except for the colour of the stone.  The 
Committee felt that the orange stone of the Dorchester ring would allow for a modest increase over 
this, and in agreement with the lower figure suggested by the second valuer, it recommended 
£2,500. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
56. Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Tarrant Launceston, Dorset (2014 T520, DOR-

2334D9) – 3
rd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £3,000. The Committee viewed the ring at its meeting of 18th 
January 2016 and recommended £3,000. The finder had submitted a challenge to this and a private 
valuation from at Timeline Auctions. The Committee examined the ring at its meeting 
of 9th March 2016 and requested a second provisional valuation. The second provisional valuer 
suggested £6,000. The Committee viewed the finger-ring again in light of this. It noted that the 
finder had earlier pointed to two recent sales of similar rings at Timeline Auctions, but the 
Committee felt that these were anomalies and out of proportion with most values for such rings. 
The Committee explained that its terms of reference required it to recommend a value for the ring 
‘as at the time of finding’ which in this case was 2014. While the Committee could take account of 
the recent sales quoted by the finder, it would have been unrealistic to expect such prices at the 
time of the ring’s discovery. 
 
The Committee found the second valuation to be balanced and well-argued, and in agreement with 
the second valuer, it recommended £6,000. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire.   
 
Item 4: Coins 

 

Iron Age Coins 

 

57. Iron Age silver coins (2) from Linwood, Lincolnshire (2015 T252, LIN-67DD94)
 

The provisional valuer suggested £100-120. The Committee examined the coins in light of this. It 
noted that they had come from South West France and were rare for the United Kingdom. The 
Committee pointed to evidence from a French coin dealer who sold examples in much better 
condition for £400 each. Given the condition of the subject coins, the Committee nonetheless felt 
that the valuation could be increased to £100 each, and recommended a total of £200. The 
Collection, Lincoln, hopes to acquire. 
 

58. Iron Age gold (2), silver (1) and Roman silver (1) coins from Owlesbury, Hampshire (2013 

T896, HAMP-5E00E8) – 3
rd

  viewing 
 

The first provisional valuer suggested £3,510. The Committee viewed the case at its meeting of 
18th January 2016, and requested further information from the provisional valuer. The valuer 
responded with comments and the Finder provided further comments of his own and a private 
valuation by for £6,870 - £8,680. The Committee considered the case again at its 
meeting of 9th March 2016 and requested a second provisional valuation. The second provisional 
valuer suggested £1,000-£2,000.  The Finder supplied further comments from  
supporting her earlier valuation and commenting on the valuations of the two provisional valuers. 
 
The Committee considered the case again, and in particular the issue of the two gold quarter staters 
of Tincomarus. The Committee agreed with the Finder that it was in fact the rarer of the two sub-
types, ‘C above B’ that was the coin in better condition. It also accepted that the rarity of the coin 
made it more appealing to collectors than the ‘C above A’ type. However, the Committee felt that 
the first provisional valuer’s suggested values accurately reflected the coin’s potential auction 
hammer price, whereas the values suggested by corresponded more closely with retail 
figures. The second provisional valuer’s suggestions were, on the other hand, felt to be much too 
low. Having given careful consideration to the matter, the Committee recommended, in agreement 
with the first provisional valuer, £3,510. Hampshire Cultural Trust (Winchester Collections) hopes 
to acquire. 
 
Roman Coins 

 



59. Roman silver fragmented pierced coin from Woodbridge area, Suffolk (2014 T399, Finds 

from Woodbridge group) 

The provisional valuer suggested that the coins had no commercial value. The finder submitted 
comments on this and the Committee took account of these as it viewed the item.  The Committee 
saw that the coin was in poor condition, but acknowledging that the museum had expressed an 
interest in acquiring it and therefore accepting that it must possess some financial value, the 
Committee recommended £5. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
60. Roman coin hoard (42) from Aveton Gifford, Devon (2014 T331, DEV-A0BD4A) 

The provisional valuer suggested £10-15. The Committee examined the hoard in light of this and 
took account of their poor condition. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £12.50. Plymouth Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
61. Roman coin hoard from Chalgrove, Oxfordshire (2014 T874, BH-74A105) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30-40. The Committee inspected the hoard in light of this and 
felt the suggested range was accurate, given the condition of the coins. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £35. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to 
acquire. 
 
62. Roman coin hoard (206) from Spilsby area, Lincolnshire (2014 T629, DENO-6F8801) 

The provisional valuer suggested £150-200. The Committee examined the coins in light of this and 
recognised the potential of these coins after cleaning. It felt that the suggested range was accurate 
and in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £175. The Collection, Lincoln, hopes 
to acquire 
 
Early Medieval Coins 

 

63. Early Medieval silver coin hoard (5,248) Lenborough area, Buckinghamshire (2014 T973, 

BUC-7FE6F2) 

This case was deferred to an extraordinary meeting to be held on 19th May 2016 at 11:00. 
 

Medieval Coins 

 

64. Medieval coin hoard (18) from Wymeswold, Leicestershire (2015 T179, LEIC-D9F14F) -

2
nd

 viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £150-200. The Committee had seen the coins at its meeting of 9th 
March 2016 and recommended £175. The Finder submitted a challenge and the Committee 
considered the case again, to take account of this. The Committee explained that the valuer’s 
suggested range for these coins was accurate, given their condition, which has a great effect on the 
potential value in the market. The Committee accepted that the previous valuation equated to an 
average value per coin which was slightly low, and it felt they were worth £10 each. Therefore it 
recommended £180. Leicestershire County Council Heritage Services hopes to acquire. 
 

65. Medieval coin hoard (66) from Dodderhill, Worcestershire (2013 T611,  WAW-2C8F92) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,052. The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took account of these as it examined the coins. It was glad to see that the 
Finder’s consultant found the valuation to be reasonable, as it too felt that the provisional valuation 
was well-supported and justified. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £1,052. Worcestershire Museums hopes to acquire.  
 
Post-Medieval Coins 

 

66. Post-Medieval gold (4) and silver (1) coins from Loggerheads, Staffordshire (2014 T562,  

WMID-E19714) – 2
nd

 viewing  

The provisional valuer suggested £3,500-4,000. The Committee viewed the coins at its meeting of 
9th March 2016 and recommended £3,750. One of the finders submitted a challenge to the 
recommended valuation. The Committee examined the coins in light of this and acknowledged the 
request to value the coins individually. It noted that the valuer had only supplied a suggested value 
for the group, and since there was a variety in the condition of the coins, it asked for the Secretariat 
to request from him an extrapolation of his valuation, listing the value for each coin.  The 
Committee agreed to reconsider the case when this information is received.  
 



[Tim Pestell left the room] 

 
Item 5: Norfolk Cases 
 
67. Post-Medieval silver hawking vervel from Wiveton, Norfolk (2015 T629, NMS-2AE576) 

The provisional valuer suggested £425. The Committee examined the vervel in light of this noting 
that it was lighter than the parallels suggested by the provisional valuer. The Committee had at the 
same meeting examined a vervel of similar ‘ring’ type from Hallaton, Leicestershire that also 
featured an inscription listing a locale within a county (2015 T215, NARC-C41B23) and which it 
had valued at £600. The Committee felt that the Hallaton example had more visual appeal than the 
Wiveton vervel and that this was accurately reflected in their respective valuations. In agreement 
with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £425. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 

 
Any Other Business 

Next Meeting: 

The Committee agreed to hold an extraordinary meeting to consider the Lenbourough Anglo-
Saxon coin hoard and the Yeovil Roman coin hoard, on Thursday, 19th May 2016 at 11:00 in the 
BEP Study Room.  

The next full meeting will be Wednesday, 15th June 2016 in the East Residence Seminar Room. 

 

 



Provisional valuations:  

1.  
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
  
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
   

   
   

   
 

 
 

 
 

 




