
MINUTES                                                                                                             
 
 

Minutes of Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting – 14
th

 June 2017 

 
The meeting as held in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum on Wednesday, 14th June at 
11:15am.  
 
Present: 

 

Committee   British Museum  Apologies 
Hetty Gleave (Chair)  Ayla Karaman   Harry Bain 
Roger Bland   Amy Marsh   Marian Campbell 
Jim Brown   Mafalda Raposo   Colin Renfrew 
Chris Martin   Ian Richardson (Sec.)  Penelope Rafter (DCMS) 
Tim Pestell 
 
 
Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday, 3

rd
 May 

 

The Minutes were approved as a true record of the meeting. 
 

Item 2: ANY OTHER BUSINESS:  

 
Proposed Provisional Valuer – proposed that the TVC may wish to engage the 
services of a colleague of his, .  

The Committee considered this proposal but since none of the members at this meeting knew 
anything about  they asked that he provide a CV in order that they could make a more 
informed decision. 

 

Item 3: COINS 

 

Iron Age & Roman coins  

 

1. 2015 T256 Iron Age hoard (7 coins and 3 objects) from Checkendon, Oxfordshire (SUR-

CDC775) 
This case was deferred until the following meeting. 
 

2. 2015 T432 Roman coin hoard (20) and brooch from Whittington, Northumberland (DUR-

998D94) 

The provisional valuer suggested £455. The Committee examined the hoard in light of this and felt 
that the suggested value for the coins was correct, but that the trumpet brooch, although 
incomplete, was worth slightly more than the amount allocated to it. The Committee recommended 
a value of £10 for the brooch and £460 overall. The Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle upon 
Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 

3. 2015 T46 Roman coin hoard (6960) from Peover Superior, Cheshire (LVPL-E332C6) - 2
nd

 

viewing  

The first provisional valuer suggested £45,000-50,000. The Committee saw the hoard at its 
meeting of 9th November 2016 and requested a second valuation. The second provisional valuer 
suggested £30,000-32,500. The Committee inspected the coins again in light of this.  
 
It first pointed out an error of arithmetic in the second valuation: the valuer had placed a value of 
£4 on each of the 1653 coins of Victorinus in the hoard, however he mistakenly wrote this as 
£2612.00 for the group when in fact it should have head £6612 for this type. That meant that the 
total should have been £34,005.50 (rather than £30,005.50).  
 
Both provisional valuation were observed to use the sale of the South Petherton hoard (a 
disclaimed Treasure case) in May 2016 as a guide to inform their suggestions. As stated in the 
previous minutes, the Committee did not feel, as the first valuer did, that the Peover coins were in 



much better condition than those from South Petherton. Rather, having handled both groups of 
coins, it felt that their condition was largely the same. However, the Committee felt that the Peover 
hoard contained more individual coins that were desirable to collectors, such as the Victorinus 
Piavonius (#580 in catalogue) and the Postumus with reverse of bow, club and quiver (#551 in 
catalogue) which would fetch much more than the second valuer had allocated.  
 
Taking all of this into account, the Committee recommended an overall figure of £40,000 for the 
hoard.    
 
National Museum Liverpool and Congleton Museum hope to acquire.  
 
 
Early Medieval coins  

 

4. 2016 T766 Early Medieval silver pennies (3) from Radley, Oxfordshire (BERK-A52E7E) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,050. The Committee viewed the pennies in light of this and 
commented that they were attractive coins and felt that the valuation report was accurate and well-
supported. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £2,050. 
Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

5. 2015 T299 Early Medieval coin hoard (12) from Matfen, Northumberland (DUR-8AC3CB) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,460. The Committee inspected the coins in light of this and 
noted that the valuation was too high given the large number of broken and fragmentary coins in 
this group. The Committee agreed with the valuer’s assertion that coins of lower grades can 
struggle to attract a buyer but felt that he had still been too optimistic in his suggestions for some 
of the poorer coins in this group. The Committee assigned the following values to the individual 
coins: 
 

1. 60 

2. 300 

3. 200 

4. 60 

5. 60 

6. 500 

7. 40 

8. 20 

9. 600 

10. 40 

11. 600 

12. 20 

 
This led to a total recommended value of £2,500. The Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle upon 
Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 
 
Medieval coins  

 
6. 2016 T273 Medieval coin hoard (6) from Streethay, Staffordshire (WMID-B849DB) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60-80. The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this and felt 
that the valuation was accurate. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £70. The Potteries Museum & Art Gallery hopes to acquire. 
 
7. 2013 T464 Medieval coin hoard (4) from Stannington, Northumberland (NCL-540DC6) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150. The Committee examined the small hoard in light of this 
and commented that whilst not terribly appealing in photographs, the coins were observed to be 
robust and substantial in person. The Committee felt they had been slightly undervalued, and 
recommended £200. The Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle upon Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 
 
Post-Medieval coins  
 



8. 2015 T545 Post-Medieval coin hoard (12) with wooden sundial fragments from Buerton, 

Cheshire (LVPL-08F250) 

The provisional valuer suggested £287. The Committee examined the coins and sun dial in light of 
this. It felt that most of the coins had been valued correctly, with the exception of #11 in the 
catalogue, which had been overestimated at £100 – the Committee felt that a lower figure, £63, 
was appropriate. The sundial was observed to be of potential academic interest but of no 
commercial appeal, and the Committee felt that the most that would be paid for it in a sale on the 
open market was £5. Overall then the Committee recommended £215 for the group. Grosvenor 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
9. 2016 T795 Post-Medieval coin hoard (7) from Idridgehay, Derbyshire (DENO-BBE206) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,484. The Committee inspected the coin hoard in light of this 
and commented on the interesting nature of the countermarked coins. It felt that the valuation 
report was thorough and well-supported by recent sale evidence. In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, the Committee recommended £3,484. Derby Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
10. 2015 T935 Post-Medieval coin hoard (20) from South Ludlow, Shropshire (HESH-

F043F8) – 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £5,927. The Committee saw the coins at its meeting of 3rd 
May 2017 and asked for clarification from the valuer and a second valuation. Further comments 
were supplied by the first valuer and the second provisional valuer suggested £4,220-4,820.  
 
The Committee took account of all of this as it inspected the coins again. It appreciated the first 
valuer’s clarification and his comments on coin 8 in particular, which explained why this coin with 
no date was not more valuable than the others of similar type, as the finder had suggested. 
 
The Committee also observed that the surface of many of the coins appeared to have suffered some 
surface abrasion which was consistent with having been over-cleaned. This had a negative effect 
on the value of the coins, and the Committee reminded the interested parties that if it had been the 
case that the coins were cleaned after discovery, they should not have been. 
 
Overall the Committee felt that the first provisional valuation was closer in its estimate of the 
worth of the hoard. The following values were recommended for the individual coins: 

1. £10 
2. £100 
3. £50 
4. £100 
5. £100 
6. £100 
7. £50 
8. £650 
9. £1,100 
10. £700 

11. £800 
12. £400 
13. £100 
14. £200 
15. £500 
16. £200 
17. £200 
18. £100 
19. £100 
20. £40 

 
This led to a total valuation of £5,600. Shropshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 
 
Item 4: NORFOLK FINDS 

11. 2016 T1007 Roman silver finger-ring from Great Ryburgh, Norfolk (NMS-7F3190) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100-110. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of 
this and found it to be of substantial size, and attractive. It recommended £125. Norwich Castle 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
12. 2016 T720 Roman silver finger-ring from Loddon, Norfolk (DENO-D7631D) 

The provisional valuer suggested £125. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this 
and commented that it was a common type but complete and in decent condition, with the added 
appeal of an engraved intaglio. The Committee recommended £150. Norwich Castle Museum 
hopes to acquire. 
 



13. 2016 T1008 Early Medieval lead weight with silver-gilt plate from Great Ryburgh, 

Norfolk (NMS-7F2C31) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80. The Committee viewed the weight in light of this. It noted 
the valuer’s uncertainty in the identification of this item as a weight but explained that this was 
correct and that further, it would readily find buyers on the market. For that reason the Committee 
felt it had been undervalued, and recommended £150. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

14. 2016 T433 Medieval silver finger-ring with jasper intaglio from Horsham St Faith, 

Norfolk (NMS-C7921B) 

The provisional valuer suggested £250-350. The finder supplied comments and the Committee 
took account of these as it viewed the finger-ring. It asserted that the subject item, although a 
fragment of a finger-ring, had more in common with a Medieval seal matrix. It felt that the 
inscription was an interesting one and agreed that the comparison used by the valuer was not very 
relevant. The Committee asked the Secretariat to commission a second provisional valuation. The 
case will be reconsidered when that is received. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

15. 2016 T750 Early Medieval silver-gilt pin from Heacham, Norfolk (NMS-3C26D4) – 2
nd

 

viewing  

The provisional valuer suggested £800-1,000. The Committee saw the pin at its meeting of 22nd 
March 2017 and recommended £600. The finder submitted a challenge to the recommended 
valuation. The Committee took account of this as it viewed the pin again.  
 
It thanked the finder for his letter, and reassured him that it had access to the report by Steven 
Ashley, Julie Shoemark and Sue Brunning and understood the design on the pin head. The 
Committee’s remark about the difficulty in distinguishing the design was made from the point of a 
potential buyer on the open market. Though the decoration may be typical for that period and 
culture, the Committee’s view was that a buyer would only pay £600 for it, rather than the £800-
1,000 range suggested by the valuer. It is not part of the Committee’s remit to keep the cost down 
for the acquiring museum, as the finder suggested, but rather to recommend what it feels the find 
would be worth on the open market in a sale between a willing buyer and a willing seller. The 
Committee felt that £600 accurately reflected that amount for this pin. It confirmed its earlier 
valuation for that amount. 
 
The Committee further explained that acquisition of Treasure finds is subject to the archaeological 
collecting policies of museums around the country. The British Museum has a national remit, as 
does the National Museum Wales in that country, but for the most part museums elsewhere are 
focussed on collecting items from their geographical region. They may have a county-wide reach 
or they may be limited to collecting from their district or even the parish in which they are based. 
Museums are notified of finds reported under the Treasure Act that have come from the area that 
they collect in, and are given the opportunity to acquire them. On average, only about 40% of 
Treasure finds are acquired by museums, who decline to acquire the rest. 
 
The Committee was glad to see the enthusiasm of the finder in recovering an artefact intact before 
it could be damaged by chemicals and farm machinery, and agreed that it was a stroke of good luck 
that he had. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire the pin. 
 

16. 2015 T393 Early Medieval silver coin hoard (2) from Deopham, Norfolk (NMS-6FBC80) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,400. The Committee viewed the coins in light of this and it 
disagreed with his assessment of the condition of the coins.  The Committee felt that both coins 
had flaws that prevented them from reaching the ‘nearly’ VF grade that the valuer has assigned 
them, and that consequently they were overvalued. The scratches on coin number 1 took away 
from its appeal and the flatness of coin number 2 had the same effect. The Committee valued coin 
number 1 at £1,400 and coin number 2 at £1,000; the total recommended figure was £2,400. 
Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
17. 2015 T383 Iron Age and Roman coin hoard (12) from North West Norfolk (NMS-5C0121) 

– 2
nd

 viewing  

The provisional valuer suggested £5,220-6,297. The Committee saw the coins at its meeting of 3rd 
May 2017 and recommended a figure of £3,258.50. The finder submitted a challenge to the 
recommended valuation. The Committee examined the coins again in light of this. It accepted that 
the disagreement over the recommended valuation was focussed on a single coin, the Gallo-Belgic 
gold stater, and as there seemed to be no dispute over the recommended value of the remainder of 



the hoard, the Committee confirmed its previous valuation of £258.50 for those coins. As for the 
Gallo-Belgic stater, the Committee understood that the Norwich Castle Museum had withdrawn its 
interest in acquiring that coin. The Secretariat will need to check that the British Museum does not 
wish to acquire the stater before it can be returned to the finder or landowner. If the British 
Museum would like to acquire the stater, the Committee asked that for a second provisional 
valuation for that coin alone, and will reconsider the case once that is received.  
 
[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 

 

Item 5: OBJECTS 

 

Bronze Age 

 

18. 2013 T281 Bronze Age hoard from Stannington, Northumberland (NCL-8E8B52) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40. The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this and felt that 
the valuer correctly appreciated that the awl was the most valuable piece in the group. In agreement 
with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £40. The Society of Antiquaries of 
Newcastle upon Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 

19. 2016 T106 Bronze Age gold penannular ‘lock ring’ from Harting, West Sussex (BERK-

4A433E) 
The provisional valuer suggested £300. The Committee examined the lock ring in light of this. It 
took account of the small size and condition of the item and felt the provisional valuation 
adequately reflected that. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended 
£300. Chichester Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
20. 2015 T900 Bronze Age hoard from Bix and Assendon, Oxfordshire (BERK-456EE1) 
The provisional valuer suggested £385. The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation, which he felt was too low. The Committee considered this as it viewed the hoard.  
 
The Committee thanked the finder for his letter and explained that its primary objective was to 
establish what the objects might be worth in a sale on the open market between a willing buyer and 
a willing seller.  It assured the finder that all of his points were taken into account, but that they 
only factored in the valuation in so far as they had an effect on that theoretical sale on the open 
market. 
 
The rarity of the finds was considered, though the specific fact that they dated to the Middle 
Bronze Age and were found in Oxfordshire was something that was of academic interest but not 
commercial. The circumstances of discovery certainly allowed for the items to be recovered in the 
best possible condition, and the Committee was thankful for the finder’s actions in this regard, but 
that in itself did not influence the open market value of the material. The Committee reassured the 
finder that the provisional valuer had seen all of the components of the hoard, and that the nature of 
their use and deposition had been appreciated. However the Committee explained that of 
paramount concern to a buyer on the open market was the condition of the material on offer; the 
past usage of an item was of academic interest but was not as influential as the overall condition in 
which the piece survived. The comparisons provided by the finder were observed to be for items 
and groups of items in much better condition than those in the Bix and Assendon Hoard and 
furthermore, those cited in Benet’s Artefacts were retail prices, which are higher than the ‘willing 
buyer/willing seller’ open market price and the examples cited from Timeline Auctions included 
the premium, which is over and above the auction hammer price, something the Committee accepts 
as a better indicator of the worth of a piece.  
 
On balance the Committee felt that the provisional valuation accurately accounted for the rarity, 
provenance, content and condition of the hoard. It noted that the individual items with the highest 
values were the arm ring/bracelet and the decorated razor, and this was felt to be correct. In 
agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £385. Oxfordshire Museum 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 
 
 
 
Iron Age 



 

21. 2016 T537 Iron Age gold ring Chislet, Kent (KENT-5235BB) – 2
nd

 viewing 

The provisional valuer suggested £450. The Committee saw the ring at its meeting of 22nd March 
2017, where it recommended £500. The finder challenged the recommended valuation. 
 
The Committee took account of this as it viewed the ring again. It thanked the finder for his letter. 
It pointed to the observation that it had made at the previous meeting where this find was 
considered about the relevance of its gold content. The Committee generally only takes account of 
the melt value of the precious metal in an artefact in an effort to make sure that its recommendation 
is at least equivalent to that number. It is only for ingots or hacksilver or gold which are of a 
generic shape and do not feature any decoration where the Committee will base its valuation on a 
percentage uplift above the melt value of the previous metal. For diagnostic artefacts of 
recognisable form, it feels that factors of rarity, condition, and attraction are more important in 
determining the item’s worth on the open market. In this case, it felt that the previous 
recommendation of £500 accurately reflected the appeal of this ring. The British Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

Roman 

 

22. 2016 T456 Roman silver finger-ring from Eshton, North Yorkshire (SWYOR-038BE8) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100-110. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of 
this and, taking account of the absence of an intaglio, recommended, in agreement with the 
provisional valuer, £100. Craven Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

 

Early Medieval 

 

23. 2016 T215 Early Medieval silver pendant from Cumnor, Oxfordshire (SUR-2A2601) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30-40. The landowner submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the item. It felt that the valuer had 
slightly underappreciated the appeal for the item to a collector, which although damaged was 
complete. It pointed out to the landowner that unfortunately it was unable to allocate a value to the 
time, personal expense and effort that a metal detectorist might have invested in the pursuit of such 
a find. The Committee is bound by the Treasure Act Code of Practice to recommend what it feels 
would be the value for an item in a sale on the open market between a willing buyer and willing 
seller. It appreciated the landowner’s suggestion that he would have invested £150 in the item, but 
as he is a party with a personal interest in the case, the Committee was unable to allocate much 
weight to this proposal when arriving at a valuation. Bearing all of this in mind, the Committee 
recommended £50. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

24. 2016 T1058 Early Medieval silver strap-end from West Bagborough, Somerset (SOM-

2C8D86) 
The provisional valuer suggested £30-40. The Committee examined the strap end in light of this 
and, commenting on the small size of the fragment, felt that the valuer had slightly overestimated 
its appeal. The Committee recommended £25. Somerset County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
25. 2016 T859 Early Medieval gold ingot adapted from Roman coin from Shalfleet, Isle of 

Wight (IOW-46B238) 

The provisional valuer suggested £50. The Committee viewed the ingot in light of this and 
commented on its very small size. It felt the market for such an item would be very limited, and 
recommended £25. Isle of Wight Heritage Service hopes to acquire. 
 
26. 2013 T718 Early Medieval silver-gilt pyramid mount from Humshaugh, Northumberland 

(NCL-925284) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400-450. The Committee inspected the mount in light of this 
and noted the presence of some of the original garnets. It felt the valuation was well-supported 
with examples from the market, and in agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £400. The Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle upon Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 
27. 2016 T938 Early Medieval gold disc pendant from West Halton, North Lincolnshire 

(NLM-DD07EF) 



The provisional valuer suggested £2,500-3,500. The Committee viewed the pendant in light of this. 
In addition to the comparison cited by the valuer, the Committee mentioned that it had recently 
valued another Early Medieval gold pendant (2016 T637; LEIC-47932A) at £2,200. The West 
Halton example was observed to be larger though no less elaborately decorated. In agreement with 
the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £3,250. North Lincolnshire Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 
28. 2016 T448 Early Medieval grave assemblage from Stowting, Kent (KENT-71F749) – 2

nd
 

viewing 

The provisional valuer originally recommended £4,075-4,695. This case was seen at the 3rd May 
2017 meeting of the Treasure Valuation Committee, where it was observed that the valuer had 
assumed that the brooch was silver, when it fact it was copper-alloy. This matter was clarified with 
the valuer and he was asked to submit a new valuation. This he did and his revised total for the 
case was £2,425-2,895.  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the items again. It felt 
that the newly offered range was more appropriate for the group, and that the valuation was well-
argued. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £2,600. Maidstone 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
29. 2016 T636 Early Medieval gold grave assemblage from Burley, Rutland (LEIC-47843A -

LEIC-47AE03) – 2
nd

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £6,000-8,000. The Committee saw the assemblage at its 
meeting of 3rd May 2017 and requested another provisional valuation. Two further provisional 
valuations were provided; the second valuer suggested £15,090-20,100 and the third valuer 
suggested £16,100. The finder also submitted a letter from a dealer 

 with an offer to buy the material for £45,000, should it be disclaimed.  
 
The Committee took account of all of the above as it viewed the items again. The Committee 
discussed whether the letter from the private dealer should be treated as a fourth valuation, and so 
considered alongside the other three that the Committee had commissioned, or whether the offer to 
purchase the items (particularly the buckle), coming as it did from a known and reputable dealer, 
should carry more weight. The Committee did not wish to question the principles of this particular 
dealer, but the difficulty was that since the material was at that moment not for sale, it was 
impossible to know with certainty whether £45,000 would indeed by paid if the pieces did become 
available.  
 
The Committee explained that several of its members had given their apologies for the meeting and 
felt that the matter needed to be discussed when a larger number of members were present. The 
Committee therefore deferred making a recommendation at this time, and hopefully the case will 
be discussed at the following meeting, on 2nd August 2017. 
 
Rutland Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

 
 
There was a further suggestion that the Committee may wish to adopt a procedure whereby it will 
not consider submissions that contain ‘offers’ from dealers or valuers to purchase a piece because 
they cannot be substantiated and to allow one offer more weight than another would require the 
Committee to judge the sincerity of the offerer. Rather, that it will only consider ‘valuations’ which 
put forth an argument for the market value of a find.  
 
 

Medieval 

30. 2015 T902 Medieval finger-ring fragments (2) from Colyton, Devon & 2016 T692 

Medieval finger-ring fragment from Colyton, Devon (DEV-5BF90D; DEV-FECA6E)  
The provisional valuer suggested £70-80. The Committee examined the fragments together in light 
of this and was impressed that the various pieces had been found and reunited, but noted that they 
still did not form a complete ring. It was felt that these fragment would not attract much attention 
on the market. The Committee recommended £50. Royal Albert Memorial Museum hopes to 
acquire. 



 
 

31. 2015 T522 Medieval silver-gilt annular brooch from Latton, Wiltshire (WILT-1C0C1E)  
The provisional valuer suggested £100. The Committee inspected the brooch in light of this and 
found it to be an attractive piece. It recommended £150. Wiltshire Museum hopes to acquire.  
 

32. 2016 T358 Medieval silver brooch from Rylstone, North Yorkshire (YORYM-9B9F67)  

The provisional valuer suggested £100-120. The Committee viewed the brooch in light of this and 
commented that it was plain and would struggle to find a buyer on the market at the suggested 
price. The Committee had in the past valued similar brooches: an example from Brill, 
Buckinghamshire (2010 T204; BUC-B13926) was larger and more decorative than the Rylstone 
brooch, and the Committee had valued it at £80. Taking this into consideration, the Committee 
recommended £40. Craven Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
33. 15.37 Medieval silver spoon from Pembroke Community, Pembroke   

The provisional valuer suggested £100-150. The Committee examined the spoon in light of this, 
taking account of its poor state of preservation. In agreement with the provisional valuer, it 
recommended £100. The National Museum of Wales hopes to acquire. 
 
34. 2015 T815 Medieval silver-gilt zoomorphic brooch from High Roothing, Essex (ESS-

0DD4C8)  
The provisional valuer suggested £100-150. The Committee examined the brooch in light of this 
and was impressed with its intriguing design. In agreement with the higher end of the valuer’s 
suggested range, it recommended £150. Saffron Walden Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

35. 2016 T549 Medieval silver-gilt finger-ring from Tarrant Crawford, Dorset (ESS- 

FA43D6)  
The provisional valuer suggested £350-400. The Committee saw the ring at its meeting of 3rd May 
2017 and recommended £350. The finder challenged the recommended valuation, which he felt 
was too low. The Committee took account of this as it examined the finger-ring again. It thanked 
the finder for his letter.  
 
The Committee maintained that the comparison cited by the provisional valuer (Timeline Auctions 
sale of 14 March 2013, lot 0916) was a more attractive piece and it felt that the hammer price of 
that ring, £420, indicated that the £350 recommended for the Tarrant Crawford ring was 
appropriate. The Committee accepted that demand for certain types of ring may have increased in 
recent years but felt that this was for items that had clearly figurative motifs, such as the second 
example supplied by the finder (Timeline Auctions sale of 23rd June 2011, lot 532).  The other 
example submitted by the finder was for a ring being offered by Berganza, an online retailer. That 
ring was also completely gilded and so more appealing than the Tarrant Crawford piece, but the 
Committee also explained that the retail price listed did not correspond to a theoretical auction 
hammer price, which is the figure the Committee associated most closely with the market value of 
a find.  
 
Having given the matter further consideration, the Committee felt that there was nothing to cause it 
to depart from its previous recommendation, and it confirmed a valuation of £350. Dorset County 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

36. 2016 T516 Medieval gold finger-ring from North Leigh, Oxfordshire (NMS-26FEF9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,000-1,100. The Committee inspected the gold ring in light of 
this and commented that it was an appealing example, and wearable. It felt that the valuer’s 
suggestion was too low, and recommended £1,250. Oxfordshire Museums Service hopes to 
acquire. 
 

37. 2016 T593 Medieval gold brooch from Great Dunmow, Essex (ESS- 5EC918)  
The provisional valuer suggested £1,000. The Committee viewed the brooch in light of this, noting 
that brooches of this type and similar size had been seen and valued by the Committee before; for 
example, one from South Cave, East Riding of Yorkshire (2012 T642, LVPL-83D8B4, valued at 
£750). The Committee observed that the brooch had suffered some distortion and felt that the 
provisional valuation was slightly too high. It recommended £800. Saffron Walden Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 



 
38. 2016 T703 Medieval silver seal matrix from Wingfield, Derbyshire (DENO-29A9FD)  

The provisional valuer suggested £1,200. The finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took these into account as it viewed the seal matrix. It thanked the finder 
for his kind comments about the Derby Museum and British Museum, and it assured him that it 
had considered the points he raised about the condition of the piece and the proximity of the 
findspot to a known manor. The Committee noted that the seal matrix was an attractive item in 
good condition, and acknowledged that the inscription ‘FRANGE LEGE TEGE’ was fitting and 
would appeal to collectors, but it felt that the valuer had appreciated these characteristics and that 
his suggestion accurately reflected them. It explained that a personal inscription, one which 
identified a seal matrix to a particular individual, would command more attention on the market. In 
agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £1,200. Derby Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
  
 

39. 2015 T817 Medieval silver seal matrix Great Hallingbury, Essex (ESS-0DEEFE) – 3
rd

 

viewing  

The provisional valuer suggested £1,200. The Committee saw the ring at its meeting of 25th 
January 2017 and recommended £1,000. The finder supplied a private valuation of £1,500 - £1,800 
and the Committee considered the case again at its meeting of 22nd March 2017, where it 
recommended £1,350. The finder submitted a further challenge to the recommended valuation. 
 
The Committee examined the seal matrix again and took all of the above into account. It confirmed 
for the finder that it had factored in the relative worth of the surviving link of a chain that would 
have suspended the matrix, though it did not consider that these contributed substantially to the 
overall market appeal of the item. The Committee once again acknowledged that it was an 
appealing item but not being linked to a specific person, the Committee felt that it’s previous 
recommendation was appropriate. Finding nothing further to cause it to amend the valuation, the 
Committee recommended £1,350. Saffron Walden Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

40. 2016 T52 Medieval gold finger ring from Pontefrect, Wakefield (SWYOR-CC23E3) -4
th 

viewing 
The first provisional valuer suggested £6,500-7,000. The Committee saw the ring at its meeting of 
25th January 2017 and requested analysis of the gemstone; this was done and the ring was seen 
again at the Committee meeting of 22nd March 2017, where a second provisional valuation was 
requested.  The second provisional valuer suggested £900. The Committee considered the case at 
its meeting of 3rd May 2017 and recommended £2,000. The Museum submitted a challenge to the 
recommended valuation, which it felt was too high. 
 
The Committee took account of all of this as it viewed the ring again. The Committee 
acknowledged that the ring had suffered some damage and that the full inscription was not legible, 
but felt that its overall presence would nonetheless command more attention than the ‘A G L 
AGESVS’ parallel were it to be offered for sale on the open market. The attractive garnet was felt 
to contribute to this. The Committee pointed out that it had recommended a figure much lower than 
that suggested by the first valuer, and that this still seemed to it to be an accurate amount. The 
Committee confirmed a recommendation of £2,000. Wakefield Museum hopes to acquire.  
 
Post-Medieval 

41. 2015 T960 Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Messingham, North Lincolnshire (SWYOR-

6C92BB)  

The provisional valuer suggested £10-20. The Committee inspected the cufflink element in light of 
this and noting the damage to its reverse felt that the lower end of the suggested range was 
appropriate. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £10. North 
Lincolnshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
42. 2016 T390 Post-Medieval silver cufflink from Parham, West Sussex (SUR-2FB39C)  
The provisional valuer suggested £25. The Committee examined the cufflink element in light of 
this. Although it retained the link on the reverse, the extensive wear and damage to the face meant 
that the Committee could only recommend a nominal amount. It recommended £10. Horsham 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 



43. 2015 T994 Post-Medieval silver seal matrix from Colyton, Devon (DEV-3EDCD8)  

The provisional valuer suggested £50. The Committee examined the seal matrix in light of this. It 
acknowledged that the valuer had mentioned the corroded condition of the piece in his report, but 
felt that he had nonetheless overestimated the appeal of the item. The Committee felt that it would 
struggle to find a buyer on the open market, and recommended £30. Royal Albert Memorial 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
44. 2014 T895 Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress hook from Malborough, Devon (DEV-DE2A3E)  
The provisional valuer suggested that the dress hook was worth ‘under £100’. The Committee took 
account of this as it viewed the dress hook, but felt that it was a good example of its type, and of 
substantial size. It recommended £100. Plymouth Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
45. 2016 T615 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Brighstone, Isle of Wight (IOW-24A544)  

The provisional valuer suggested £200. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this 
and observed that it contained an appealing inscription but that the condition of the ring was very 
poor. In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £200. Isle of Wight Heritage 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 
46. 2015 T903 Post-Medieval silver thimble from Marldon, Devon (DEV-1AB1D8)  

The provisional valuer suggested £250-300. The Committee examined the thimble in light of this 
and took note of the inscription and appealing design. It felt the provisional valuation was well 
argued and that the lower end of the suggested range was accurate. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £250. Torquay Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
47. 2016 T740 Post-Medieval silver pendant from Cundall with Leckby, North Yorkshire 

(SWYOR-26CC97)  

The provisional valuer suggested £350. The Committee inspected the pendant in light of this and 
commented that it was very worn and missing its suspension loop. The Committee had recently 
valued another pendant of similar design but in much better condition from Minting, Lincolnshire 
(2016 T53; LIN-CF843A) at £380. In comparison, the valuer’s suggestion for the Cundall with 
Leckby pendant was felt to be too high. The Committee recommended £250. Harrogate Museum 
hopes to acquire.  
 
48. 2016 T702 Post-Medieval gold posy ring from Wormhill, Derbyshire (DENO-D6D3EA)  
The provisional valuer suggested £450-500. The Committee viewed the posy ring in light of this. It 
felt that the valuation was well-supported and that the suggested range was correct. The Committee 
agreed with the valuer’s comment about the appearance of the exterior of the ring, and observed 
that unfortunately it was this polished look which had a detrimental effect on the value. In 
agreement with the upper end of the valuer’s suggested range, the Committee recommended £500. 
Buxton Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
49. 2016 T414 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Exeter, Devon (DEV-F210B9)  
The provisional valuer suggested £800-1,000. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of 
this and commented that it was an appealing size with a clear inscription. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, it recommended £900. Royal Albert Memorial Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
50. 2015 T789 Post-Medieval silver vervel from Barnwell, Northamptonshire (BH-64FD13)  

The provisional valuer suggested £1,400-1,500.  The finder submitted comments regarding the 
provisional valuation, which he felt was too low, and a valuation from Timeline Auctions. The 
Committee took account of this as it viewed the vervel. It thanked the finder for this letter and 
explained that in its view the person named on the Barnwell vervel, ‘Edw. Lord Montague’ was not 
significantly more interesting to the collector than the subjects on the vervels quoted by both the 
provisional valuer and Timeline Auctions; certainly he would attract less notice than Edmund 
Plantagenet, the subject of one of the vervels quoted by Timeline. The Committee observed that 
two of the Timeline examples, the aforementioned Edmund Plantagenet and the Sir Francis 
Vaughan, were different in form than the subject vervel, and not ideal comparisons, and it 
explained that the Sir Francis Vaughan vervel had attracted particular attention on the market in 
some part because of the association of the family with a famous Sherlock Holmes story. 
 The Committee pointed out that all of the prices quoted by both valuers included buyer’s 
premium, which is over and above the auction hammer price. In subtracting that amount from the 
prices realised for the washer-type vervels, the Committee noted that the actual hammer prices 



were in the range suggested by the provisional valuer. It was therefore inclined to agree with the 
lower end of her range, and it recommended £1,400. Oundle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
51. 2017 T10 Post-Medieval silver vervel from Angmering area, West Sussex (SUSS-D17951)  

The provisional valuer suggested £4,000-4,500. The Committee examined the vervel in light of 
this. It acknowledged the appeal of such items when they showed an apparent association with a 
person known in history, especially a member of royalty. In addition to the examples cited by the 
provisional valuer, the Committee referred to a vervel from Cley-next-the-Sea, Norfolk (2012 T88; 
NMS-82AD63), attributed to Prince Henry, the first son of James I. The Committee had valued the 
Prince Henry vervel at £6,000 but it was larger, undamaged, with a clearer inscription and better 
preserved metal. The Committee therefore agreed with the valuer’s comments about the potential 
of the Kyng James vervel if it had been in better condition, and taking all of this into consideration 
it felt that the lower end of her suggested range was accurate. It recommended £4,000. 
Littlehampton Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
52. 2016 T412 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Hungry Bentley, Derbyshire (DENO-

AF9427)  

The provisional valuer suggested £5,000. The finder submitted comments regarding the provisional 
valuation and several other examples of signet rings having sold at auction. The Committee took 
account of this as it viewed the finger-ring. It pointed out to the finder that the examples he had 
cited included the ‘buyer’s premium’, a mark-up over and above the auction hammer price, the 
latter of which the Committee used as a guide to the market value. Nonetheless, the Committee felt 
that it required another opinion before recommending a value, and asked the Secretariat to 
commission a second valuation. The case will be considered again when that is received. Derby 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
NB – ask for second valuation. 
 
53. 2016 T310 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Bodmin, Cornwall (CORN-64CDC9)  

The provisional valuer suggested £6,000-8,000. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light 
of this and commented on its appealing inscription and attractive appearance. The Committee 
observed that for the parallels cited by the valuer, he had included the buyer’s premium, a mark-up 
over and above the auction hammer price, the latter of which the Committee used as a guide to the 
market value. Taking this into account and in agreement with the provisional valuer, the 
Committee recommended £6,000. Royal Cornwall Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
 
54. 2014 T383 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Billingsgate, Greater London (LON-

57A330)  

This case was not considered as the museum withdrew its acquisition interest before the meeting. 
 
55. 2016 T118 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Stansted Mountfichet, Essex (ESS-

B2578A)    

The provisional valuer suggested £800-850. The finder had initially indicated that he intended to 
supply a private valuation, so the Committee had waited to receive this before considering the case. 
However the finder subsequently decided against this and instead submitted two other examples of 
post-medieval gold rings that had sold at auction as comparisons. The Committee took account of 
this as it viewed the finger ring. It pointed out to the finder that the examples he had cited included 
the ‘buyer’s premium’, a mark-up over and above the auction hammer price, the latter of which the 
Committee used as a guide to the market value. These examples were also felt by the Committee to 
be in better condition than the Stansted Mountfichet ring.  The Committee noted that the ring 
contained a message referring to a specific person, which contributed to its appeal, but it felt that 
the valuer’s suggested range accounted for that. Having regard to all of the above, the Committee, 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £800. Saffron Walden Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

Item 6: Next Meeting: Wednesday, 2nd August 2017 in the Board Room of the British Museum  

  



Provisional valuations: 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 




