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Minutes for Treasure Valuation Committee Meeting – 15
th

 November 2017 

 
The meeting was held in the Hartwell Room at the British Museum on Tuesday, 15th October at 
11:45am.  
 
Present: 
 
Committee   British Museum DCMS             Apologies 
Hetty Gleave (Chair)  Ayla Karaman  Donna McGibbon         Colin Renfrew 
Harry Bain   Amy Marsh 
Roger Bland   Mafalda Raposo 
Jim Brown   Ian Richardson (Sec.) 
Marian Campbell 
Chris Martin 
Tim Pestell 
 
 
 
Item 1: Minutes of the meeting of Wednesday, 3

rd
 October 2017   

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

Item 2: OBJECTS 

 

Bronze Age 

 

1. 2016 T20 Bronze Age hoard from St Levan, Cornwall (CORN-E8DF11)  
The provisional valuer suggested £80. The Committee examined the items in light of this and 
whilst it acknowledged that most items were incomplete or fragmentary, the quantity was felt to 
justify an uplift in the suggested value. The Committee recommended £120. Royal Cornwall 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

2. 2017 T550 Bronze Age hammer from Gilmonby, Durham (DUR-4E1468)  

The provisional valuer suggested £100-120. The Committee viewed the hammer in light of this and 
commented that it was a nice example, and that the provisional valuation did not fully account for 
its appeal. The Committee recommended £150. Durham University Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

3. 2015 T590 Bronze Age Hoard from Tendring, Essex (ESS-73DA0A)  
The provisional valuer suggested £150-180. The finder supplied comments on the provisional 
valuation, which he felt was too low. The Committee inspected the hoard in light of this and noted 
that although still dirty with soil and chipped in places, some of the axes were complete and intact, 
and that in their condition they would each command a value of £40 or more. The Committee 
thanked the finder for his submission and it felt that some of the evidence he submitted from sales 
(and items for sale) on eBay supported its own view that the hoard was undervalued. The 
Committee recommended £700. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
4. 2015 T144 Bronze Age hoard from Wichendon Area, Worcestershire (WMID-B1DDC2)  

The provisional valuer suggested £275. The Committee viewed the hoard in light of this and felt 
that the valuer had slightly overestimated the appeal of the contents. It recommended £255. 
Worcestershire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

5. 2016 T1039 Bronze Age gold strip from Whitmore, Staffordshire (WMID-FE3C28)  

The provisional valuer suggested £250-300. The Committee inspected the strip in light of this and 
taking account of its damaged condition, in agreement with the lower end of the valuer’s suggested 
range, recommended £250. Potteries Museum & Art Gallery hopes to acquire. 
 

6. 2016 T592 Bronze Age lock ring from Whissendine, Rutland (ESS-5ECCA2)  

The provisional valuer suggested £750-850. The Committee examined the lock ring in light of this. 
It agreed that the item was more desirable than the more common Bronze Age ‘penannular’ rings 
of similar size, and felt that this justified a figure at the upper end of the valuer’s suggested range. 



In agreement with the valuer, the Committee recommended £850. Rutland County Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 
 

7. 2016 T239 Bronze Age Hoard from Driffield area, East Riding of Yorkshire (YORYM-

D028FE) – 2
nd

 viewing  
The first provisional valuer suggested £3,890; the Committee saw the hoard at its meeting of 3rd 
October 2017 and requested a second provisional valuation. The second provisional valuer 
suggested £1,450-1,730, and the finder submitted comments on this, which he felt was too low. 
The Committee took account of all of this as it viewed the hoard again. It was especially impressed 
with several of the axes which retained their original patina. In answer to a point raised by the 
finder, the Committee explained that its definition of ‘market value’ was based on the auction 
hammer price alone, not inclusive of the buyer’s premium. For this reason, the prices quoted by the 
first valuer, which included the buyer’s premium, were above the actual hammer price in those 
auctions. This meant that his suggested value was felt to be slightly inflated, but in comparison the 
Committee acknowledged that the suggested value of the second valuer was too low. The 
Committee recommended £2,700 for this group. Hull & East Riding of Yorkshire Museum Service 
hope to acquire. 
 

8. 2016 T240 Bronze Age Hoard from Driffield area, East Riding of Yorkshire (YORYM-

D2333A) – 2
nd

 viewing  
The first provisional valuer suggested £9,520. The Committee saw the hoard at its meeting of 3rd 
October 2017 and requested a second provisional valuation. The second provisional valuer 
suggested £4,010-4,820, and the finder submitted comments on this, which he felt was too low. 
The Committee took account of all of this as it viewed the hoard again. This hoard was obviously 
observed to be larger than its counterpart (2016 T239) though with similar material, and the 
Committee confirmed that the same principles applied to the first valuer’s suggested figure as had 
with the smaller hoard. On balance, and as the finder suspected, the Committee felt that a figure 
between the two provisional valuations represented an accurate value for the hoard. The 
Committee recommended £6,500. Hull & East Riding of Yorkshire Museum Service hopes to 
acquire. 
 

9. 2016 T397 Bronze Age gold armlet from Soberton, Hampshire (HAMP-5E48D1) – 2
nd

 

viewing  
The first provisional valuer suggested £12,045. The Committee saw the armlet at its meeting of 2nd 
August 2017; the finder had supplied comments on the provisional valuation, which he felt was too 
low; the Committee requested a second provisional valuation. The second valuer suggested 
£30,000-35,000. The finder and landowners supplied further comments on the circumstances of 
discovery. The Committee viewed the bracelet again and took account of all of the above.  
 
The Committee acknowledged that this was an impressive, substantial piece, which could have 
great appeal on the market. It pointed out that its size would make it attractive to collectors who 
value the wearability of ancient items. The first valuation was observed to be far too low. The 
valuer had suggested a price ratio based on the amount of gold in the piece which, although 
extrapolated from earlier sales of similar artefacts, was felt to have less relevance in this case 
because of the aesthetic qualities of the armlet. The Committee felt that the second valuation 
showed a much more appropriate appreciation of the likely demand for the item on the market, and 
in agreement with the lower end of her suggested range, it recommended £30,000. The Hampshire 
Cultural Trust hopes to acquire. 
 
Two of the landowners, each with a 25% share in the land, had stated that the finder had failed to 
secure permission from them before searching. The major (50%) landowner agreed with this, 
however, she supported the finder’s statement that he had asked the tenant for permission as he 
assumed that the tenant had authority to grant it. Upon learning that the tenant was in fact not the 
landowner, the finder claims to have spoken with and apologised to the largest landowner and 
gained her retrospective permission, and the majority landowner agreed that this was the case. The 
Committee explained that from the evidence it had seen, it appeared that the finder had acted in 
good faith in seeking proper permission from the person he thought was able to grant it, prior to 
searching, and he had reported the find promptly and in all other respects behaved in a responsible 
manner, and that therefore in accordance with paragraph 74 of the Treasure Act Code of Practice, 
there was no reason for it to recommend an abatement of his reward.  
 



 

 

Iron Age 

 

10. 2015 T660 Iron Age prick spurs from Stainforth, North Yorkshire (SWYOR-D9A17D) 

The provisional valuer suggested £35. The Committee examined the spurs in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £35. Craven Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

11. 2015 T951 Iron Age grave assemblage from Maiden Newton, Dorset (DOR-17B0DA) 

The provisional valuer suggested £400-450. The finder supplied comments on the provisional 
valuation, which he felt was too low. The Committee took account of these as it inspected the 
assemblage. The Committee explained to the finder that the valuer did indeed mention the tankard 
in her report, and that it was the first ‘vessel’ that she mentioned, which, encased in bandages, was 
not very visible. The Committee expressed agreement with her designation of this piece as being 
‘archaeological in nature’ and explained that what she meant was that it had little commercial 
value. The Committee noted that the valuer had nevertheless suggested a figure for the assemblage 
which was greater than the sum of the value for the itemised parts, and felt that this was an 
accurate assessment, especially as the conservation costs which would be incurred to bring this to a 
presentable condition would be high. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £450. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire.  
 

12. 2008 T449 Iron Age burial assemblage Bersted, West Sussex (SUSS-22FC67) – remote 

valuation 

The provisional valuer suggested £62,450-68,700. The objects in this group were felt to be too 
fragile to undergo travel to and from the British Museum and so a member of the Committee 
visited them in the conservation lab where they currently reside. This member explained that the 
material had been conserved and was now well-presented, and there was concern that this made it 
more difficult for the Committee to fulfil its remit of recommending a value for the group ‘as at the 
time of finding of the object[s] and in the condition in which [they were] found’ (paragraph 66 of 
the Treasure Act 1996 Code of Practice). The Committee noted that the hoard had been found in 
2008 during an archaeological investigation, and that it should be valued according to how much it 
would have been worth when it came out of the ground at that time. It was unclear whether the 
provisional valuation had been arrived at with such considerations in mind, and it asked the 
Secretariat to write to the provisional valuer to ask her to make clear what she felt the valuation 
would have been for these items in 2008, and how much they might have been worth before they 
were conserved. The case will be considered again after the value has responded. The Novium, 
Chichester, hopes to acquire. 
 

 

 

 

Roman 

 

13. 2017 T398 Roman silver finger-ring fragment from Kirton area, North Lincolnshire 

(YORYM-86D7C9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £20. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light of this and 
in agreement with the valuer, suggested £20. North Lincolnshire Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

14. 2017 T263 Roman silver finger-ring fragment from Bythorne, Cambridgeshire (NARC-

0717C9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £35-55. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of this 
and noted its poor condition. In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £40. The 
Museum of Archaeology and Anthropology, Cambridge, hopes to acquire. 
 

15. 2017 T155 Roman silver finger-ring from City of Portsmouth, Hampshire (HAMP-

1A2A1B) 
The provisional valuer suggested £50. The finder and landowner generously waived their reward. 
Portsmouth Museum has acquired. 



 

16. 2016 T735 Roman silver finger-ring from Compton, West Sussex (SUSS-112A4D) 

The provisional valuer suggested £80-110. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this, 
noting that it was a complete example. In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended 
£90. The Novium, Chichester, hopes to acquire. 
 

17. 2014 T651 Roman gold finger-ring from Grafton Regis, Northamptonshire (BUC-

2D8DA5) 
The provisional valuer suggested £150-180. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of 
this. It noted the poor condition of the piece and commented that it had on a previous occasion 
valued a similar gold finger-ring from Olney, Milton Keynes (2013 T758; NARC-3F54A5) at 
£500, though this was larger and more appealing. It agreed that the Grafton Regis ring should be 
valued more highly, and recommended £250. Towcester Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

18. 2016 T62 Roman gold finger-ring from Frankton, Warwickshire (WMID-FA1E7A) 

The provisional valuer suggested £180-200. The Committee viewed the ring in light of this and 
commented on the small size but interesting decoration. In agreement with the higher end of the 
range suggested by the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £200. Warwickshire 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

Early-Medieval 

 

19. 2016 T427 Early Medieval silver pin terminal from Piddletrenthide, Dorset (SOM-

476B6B) 
The provisional valuer suggested £110-130. The Committee viewed the pin terminal in light of his 
and in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £120. Dorset County Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 

20. 2017 T83 Early Medieval silver-gilt mount from near Herne Bay, Kent (KENT-A87012) 
The provisional valuer suggested £200-250. The Committee examined the mount in light of this 
and commented on its attractive size and presence. It felt that the valuer had slightly 
underappreciated the appeal of this piece and it recommended £300. Canterbury Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

21. 2016 T865 Early Medieval silver strap-end from West Knoyle, Wiltshire (SOM-DC7A0E) 

The provisional valuer suggested £450-500. The Committee examined the strap-end in light of this. 
Taking into account its substantial size but also the damaged it had suffered, the Committee, in 
agreement with the lower end of the valuer’s suggested range, recommended £450. Salisbury 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

22. 2015 T667 Early Medieval silver buckle-plate from Tarrant Hinton, Dorset (DOR-

95468C) 
The provisional valuer suggested £750-850. The museum submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took account of this as it viewed the item. The Committee noted that the 
report drew attention to the close comparison that had been discovered nearby in 2006 (2006 T262; 
PAS-227D90) and pointed out that it had valued that earlier buckle-plate at £180. The Committee 
acknowledged that this would be too low for the piece in question, but it also explained that it felt 
that the valuer on this occasion was too enthusiastic in saying that this was ‘the other half of a 
buckle-fitting found ten years ago’. The report for the Coroner was much more cautious in making 
this assertion. The Committee was clear that its recommendation would be for what it considered 
to be the market value of the piece rather than any notional additional sum that the valuer 
suggested the piece would be worth for the museum. Therefore, having regard to all of the above, 
the Committee recommended £600. Dorset County Museum hopes to acquire.  
 

23. 2016 T636 Early Medieval gold grave assemblage from Burley, Rutland (LEIC-47843A -

LEIC-47AE03) – 5
th

 viewing 

The first provisional valuer suggested £6,000-8,000; the second provisional valuer suggested 
£15,090-20,100; the third provisional valuer suggested £16,100. The finder had supplied a private 
valuation from for £45,000. At its meeting of 3rd October 2017, the Committee 
recommended £20,000. The finder submitted a challenge to this, which he felt was too low.  
 



The Committee examined the assemblage again and took account of all of this. The Committee 
agreed that the buckle was an impressive piece and confirmed for the finder that its valuation took 
account of all of the relevant factors that might contribute to its desirability, including its size, 
rarity and history, in as much as it must have belonged to a high-status individual. It also re-
iterated the point that it had considered the entire range of valuations it had received from those 
individuals it had commissioned, who were experienced in the selling and dealing of Anglo-Saxon 
antiquities, as well as the valuation from the finder. In the view of the Committee, the finder’s most 
recent letter did not contain any new information to cause it to revise its previous recommendation, 
and it confirmed a valuation of £20,000. Rutland Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

Medieval 

 

24. 2013 T238 Medieval silver finger-ring fragment from Hunmanby, North Yorkshire 

(YORYM-4FB4F4) 
The provisional valuer suggested that the item had no commercial value. The Committee examined 
the fragment in light of this and recommended £10. Scarborough Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

25. 2016 T216 Medieval silver-gilt crucifix fragment from Stone With Bishopstone and 

Hartwell, Buckinghamshire (SUR-28AD81) 

The provisional valuer suggested that the item had no commercial value. The Committee inspected 
the crucifix fragment in light of this and recommended £15. Buckinghamshire County Museum 
hopes to acquire. 
 

26. 2015 T914 Medieval silver mount fragment from Cublington, Buckinghamshire (BUC-

C2D9D3) 

The provisional valuer suggested £30-40. The Committee viewed the mount in light of this and 
observed that although the fragment was a recognisable component of something larger, it would 
not appeal to the market. It also pointed out that a fragment of similar appearance  (2015 T727; 
SUR-3B9D32) had been valued at much less. The Committee recommended £15. 
Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

27. 2016 T1065 Medieval silver brooch from Harlaston, Staffordshire (WMID-7D0DB1) 
The provisional valuer suggested £40. The Committee examined the brooch in light of this and 
noted that it was almost plain in decoration and was missing its pin. It felt that valuer had been too 
generous in his suggestion, and it recommended £20. Potteries Museum & Art Gallery hopes to 
acquire. 
 

28. 2015 T871 Medieval/Post-Medieval silver-gilt dress fitting from Pontefract, West 

Yorkshire (SWYOR-B44191) 

The provisional valuer suggested £60. The Committee viewed the dress fitting in light of this and 
felt that its incomplete state would make it difficult to draw attention to on the market; the piece 
was observed to be delicate though unexciting. It recommended £50. Pontefract Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

29. 2015 T955 Medieval silver finger-ring   from Pontefract, Wakefield (SWYOR-EF72A5) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100-120. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of 
this and in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £100. Pontefract Museum hopes 
to acquire. 
 

30. 2016 T900 Medieval silver-gilt badge or brooch from "Adel", Leeds (YORYM-19829B) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100-150. The Committee viewed the badge in light of this and 
found it an interesting piece. In agreement with provisional valuer, it recommended £130. Leeds 
Museum hopes to acquire.  
 

31. 2017 T619 Medieval silver seal matrix from Old Cleeve, Somerset (SOM-355282) 
The provisional valuer suggested £250. The Committee examined the seal matrix in light of this 
and took account of the interesting though typical inscription, and the unfortunate lack of intaglio. 
In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £250. Somerset Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

32. 2017 T38 Medieval gold finger-ring from Abbess Roding, Essex (ESS-F4372D) 



The provisional valuer suggested £400-500. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of 
this and, while noting the complete state of the ring, commented that it was very light. In 
agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £400. Epping Forrest District Museum 
hopes to acquire. 
 

33. 2016 T894 Medieval gold finger-ring from Honington, Warwickshire (WAW-9C7D5B) 
The provisional valuer suggested £600-650. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this 
and commented on its attractive appearance, though it noted the ring did not feel very substantial. 
The Committee was able to make a comparison with another gold Medieval finger-ring seen at the 
same meeting, from Wix, Essex (2016 T40; ESS-78D908) whose heft lent it appeal. In agreement 
with the provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £600. Warwickshire Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 

34. 2016 T40 Medieval gold finger-ring from Wix, Essex (ESS-78D908) 
The provisional valuer suggested £600-700. The Committee inspected the ring in light of this. It 
also saw at the same meeting another Medieval gold finger-ring, from Honington, Warwickshire 
(2016 T894; WAW-9C7D5B) which it had valued at £600. The Committee commented that the 
Wix ring was more substantial and had more presence, and therefore it felt the suggested value was 
too low. It recommended £900. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

35. 2015 T424 Medieval gold finger-rings (2) from Bramber, West Sussex (SUSS-1EB596) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,000. The finder submitted comments on the provisional 
valuation, which he felt was too low. The Committee took account of this as it viewed the rings. It 
agreed that although the first ring was damaged, and that the second one was distorted and its stone 
had fallen out, they were an attractive pair and had been undervalued. The Committee 
recommended £2,000. Steyning Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

36. 2016 T664 Medieval gold finger-ring from Coveney Parish area, Cambridgeshire (CAM-

7051BC) 
The provisional valuer suggested £1,500-1,800. The Committee examined the finger-ring in light 
of this and felt it was attractive, particularly in photographs, although of small size. In agreement 
with the lower end of the valuer’s suggested range, the Committee recommended £1,500. Ely 
Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

37. 2016 T982 Medieval gold finger-ring from North West Essex (ESS-0EAD95) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,000-2,200. The finder supplied comments on the provisional 
valuation. The Committee took account of these as it viewed the finger-ring. It pointed out to the 
finder that one of the market examples he submitted was for an auction result whose price included 
the buyer’s premium, and it explained that this was over and above the auction hammer price, 
which is what the Committee considers a truer reflection of the market value of the piece. 
Nonetheless it agreed with the finder that the upper end of the valuer’s proposed range was more 
accurate. It further noted that a similar ring from Kelham Hills, Nottinghamshire (2015T532; 
DENO-E5352D) had been valued by the Committee at £2,000. The Committee recommended 
£2,200. Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 
The Committee also explained that the other questions raised by the finder, regarding recognition 
and access to the museum, should be directed to the acquiring museum itself to answer. 
 

38. 2017 T105 Medieval gold annular brooch from Wix, Essex (ESS-1DBFC4) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,000-3,000. The Committee inspected the brooch in light of 
this, noting the appealing posy on one face and the plain surface on the other. At the same meeting 
it viewed another Medieval gold brooch, from Coltishall, Norfolk (2016 T487; WMID-962ED9) 
which was much smaller though more finely constructed, and which it had valued at £1,200. It had 
also previously valued another smaller brooch of similar design from North Crawley, Milton 
Keynes (2006 T529; BUC-B93E93) at £900. 
 
The Committee observed that the comparison cited by the provisional valuer, which was from a 
Timeline Auction of 21 February 2017, was for a larger item. Taking all of this into account, the 
Committee felt that the provisional valuation was slightly too high, and it recommended £1,700. 
Colchester & Ipswich Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

39. 2017 T23 Medieval gold and gem finger-ring from Fulford, York (YORYM-DE9DA0) 



The provisional valuer suggested £18,000-22,000. The finder has submitted comments on the 
provisional valuation which he felt was too low. The Committee took account of this as it viewed 
the ring. It was firstly noted that the two parallels cited by the provisional valuer were for two rings 
that had been declared Treasure and valued by the Committee, but returned to their finders as the 
museums that had been interested in acquiring them had withdrawn their interest. In the case of the 
ring from Launde, Leicestershire (LEIC-734E08) the Committee had recommended £15,000 and it 
sold for a hammer price of £28,000 (The Committee clarified for the finder that this was not a 
misquote – the price he cited was inclusive of buyer’s premium, which is over and above the 
hammer price, the figure the Committee considers to equate to the market value). In the case of the 
Green Hammerton, North Yorkshire ring, the Committee had recommended £18,000 but it was 
later sold for £20,000.   
 
Of the two rings, the Committee felt that the Fulford ring was most similar to the Green 
Hammerton example because the gemstones were the same composition – the Launde ring featured 
a diamond, making it more rare. The Committee acknowledged the provisional valuer’s 
observation that the emerald in the Green Hammerton ring was cracked, which was also noted by 
the finder, but it pointed out that the Green Hammerton ring benefitted from the presence of an 
inscription, albeit worn and difficult to decipher. On balance, the Committee felt that the Fulford 
ring was a close comparison in terms of market appeal to the Green Hmmerton example, and, in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £20,000. York Museums Trust hopes to 
acquire. 
 

Post-Medieval 
 

40. 2016 T1066 Post-Medieval silver dress-hook from Harlaston, Staffordshire (WMID-

7D3091) 

The provisional valuer suggested £35. The Committee viewed the dress hook in light of this and in 
agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £35. Potteries Museum & Art Gallery hopes 
to acquire. 
 

41. 2017 T474 Post-Medieval silver-gilt pin from Swallows Cross, Essex (ESS-B0873) 

The provisional valuer suggested £40-60. The Committee examined the pin in light of this and felt 
that the lower end of the valuer’s range was more accurate. In agreement with him, it 
recommended £40. Chelmsford Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

42. 2016 T958 Post-Medieval silver seal matrix from Eccleshall, Staffordshire (LVPL-

577BE5) 

The provisional valuer suggested £75. The Committee inspected the seal matrix in light of this and 
observed that it was in poor condition, and felt that this would hinder its appeal on the market. It 
recommended £50. The Potteries Museum & Art Gallery hopes to acquire. 
 

43. 2016 T678 Post-Medieval silver finger-ring from Great Haseley, Oxfordshire (BUC-

6D31D4) 
The provisional valuer suggested £80. The Committee viewed the finger-ring in light of this and 
felt that the valuer had slightly overestimated its appeal on the market. It recommended £70. 
Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

44. 2016 T524 Post-Medieval silver bodkin from North Leigh, Oxfordshire (BUC-816668) 

The provisional valuer suggested £100. The finder supplied comments and examples of sales of 
similar items that he had found. The Committee took account of this as it viewed the bodkin. It 
observed that although the valuer had acknowledged that this was an appealing example, if he had 
sought parallels from the market he might have appreciated that they have been sold for a higher 
figure than he suggested. The Committee felt that the finder’s examples demonstrated the appeal of 
these pieces. The Committee recommended £300. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

45. 2016 T944 Post-Medieval silver thimble from Froxfield, Hampshire (HAMP-2F7BD6) 
The provisional valuer suggested £100-150. The Committee examined the thimble in light of this 
and felt that the suggested value adequately accounted for the appeal of the inscription and also the 
damage that the thimble had suffered. In agreement with the provisional valuer, the Committee 
recommended £120. Hampshire Cultural Trust hopes to acquire. 
 

46. 2017 T95 Post-Medieval silver-gilt heart pendant from Duck End, Essex (ESS-F65549) 



The provisional valuer suggested £100-150. The Committee inspected the pendant in light of this 
and found it to be a charming piece, though slightly crude. In agreement with the provisional 
valuer, it recommended £120. Saffron Walden Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

47. 2016 T563 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Brill, Buckinghamshire (BUC-A4655A) 

The provisional valuer suggested £200-250. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light of 
this and observed that it possessed a certain charm, and could be straightened and made wearable. 
It recommended £300. Buckinghamshire County Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

48. 2016 T350 Post-Medieval medal from Kirkby Stephen, Cumbria (LANCUM-32DB27) 

The provisional valuer suggested £500-700. The Committee examined the medal in light of this, 
noting that it was of a type that it had seen and valued on previous occasions, specifically one from 
Redbourn, Hertfordshire (2015 T793; BH-620-E40), which it valued at £380. The dealer Daniel 
Fearon (www.danielfearon.com) lists several examples that are offered at retail (which is higher 
than an auction hammer price) prices ranging from £400 - £450. Having considered this evidence, 
the Committee recommended £400. Penrith Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

49. 2017 T55 Post-Medieval gold finger-ring from Thame, Oxfordshire (NARC-5E56D2) 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,000-5,000. The Committee inspected the finger-ring in light 
of this and noted that the suggested range was quite broad, and that there were no parallels 
suggested. It therefore requested a second provisional valuation and agreed to consider the case 
again when that is received. Oxfordshire Museum Service hopes to acquire. 
 

50. 2016 T887 Post-Medieval gold swivel ring from Wetherby, West Yorkshire (LANCUM-

F589D5) 

The provisional valuer suggested £15,000-20,000. The finder submitted a private valuation from 
from  The Committee took account of this as it viewed the swivel ring.  

 
It was felt to be a substantial and interesting piece, and speculated that the motto on the outside of 
the bezel might be religious in meaning, perhaps to be transliterated as ‘In Domino Confido’. The 
valuation was observed to be well-supported, with several examples from the market. 
 
It noted that the finder’s submission was phrased as an offer (‘we would be willing to pay’) which 
the Committee found unhelpful, preferring valuations which simply suggest what the valuer feels 
the piece might achieve at auction. The letter from also did not explain why the parallel it 
cited – a signet ring linked to a specific family – was less interesting than the piece in question. 
 
Taking all of this into consideration, the Committee recommended a figure of £22,000. Leeds 
Museum & Galleries hopes to acquire. 
 
 

Item 3. COINS 

 
 
Early Medieval coins  

 
51. 2016 T546 Early Medieval coin hoard (9) and copper-alloy mount from Near Thomanby, 

North Yorkshire (DUR-E3940D) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,550. The Committee examined the coins and mount in light of 
this and felt that they had been slightly undervalued. As it was understood that the coins had been 
discovered by three separate individuals, it broke down its valuation accordingly: 
Coins discovered by £1,400 
Items discovered by (including the mount): £140 
Coins discovered by  £240. 
 
Total recommended valuation: £1,780. York Museums Trust hopes to acquire. 
 

52. 2015 T299 Early Medieval coin hoard from Matfen, Northumberland (DUR-8AC3CB) – 

3
rd

 viewing 
The provisional valuer suggested £3,460. The Committee had seen the coins at its meeting of 3rd 
October 2017 and recommended £2,500. One of the finders challenged the valuation and raised a 
query about a point the Committee had made at the previous meeting regarding the nature of the 

http://www.danielfearon.com/


use of the coins; specifically, whether certain marks on some of the coins indicated that they had 
been used by Vikings. Clarification was sought from the expert curator, Gareth Williams, who had 
written the report for the Coroner. Dr Williams provided helpful contextual information on this 
point, and the Committee took account of this and the finder’s letter as it viewed the hoard again. 
The Committee thanked Dr Williams and apologised for any confusion that its earlier comment 
had caused, and confirmed that it was in full agreement with his view and it accepted that at least 
some of the coins had passed through Viking hands, if one used Viking as a cultural label rather 
than an ethnic one. It also confirmed that it felt that this connection was adequately accounted for 
in the figure that it had previously recommended, and that its opinion on the value of the hoard 
remained unchanged. Finding nothing further in the finder’s submission which might cause it to 
depart from its previous recommendation, the Committee confirmed a recommendation of £2,500. 
The Society of Antiquaries Newcastle Upon Tyne hopes to acquire. 
 
 

Medieval coins  

 

53. 2016 T679 Medieval jetton-brooch from St Osyth, Essex (ESS-D413CD) 

The provisional valuer suggested £45. The Committee viewed the jetton-brooch in light of this and 
in agreement with the provisional valuer, recommended £45. Colchester & Ipswich Museum 
Service hopes to acquire. 
 
54. 2016 T837 Medieval coin hoard (7) from Rickerby, Cumbria (LANCUM-0B96AC) 

The provisional valuer suggested £94. The Committee examined the coin hoard in light of this and 
found the valuation to be well-supported by recent evidence from the market. It recommended 
£100. Tullie House Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
55. 2016 T150 Medieval coin hoard (10) from Crosby Ravensworth, Cumbria (LANCUM-

F0BF28) 

The provisional valuer suggested £404. The Committee inspected the coin hoard in light of this and 
commented that the valuation was very accurate and precise, and supported by several recent sales. 
In agreement with the provisional valuer, it recommended £404. Penrith Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
56. 2017 T283 Medieval coin hoard (48) from Lanchester, Durham (DUR-8EEC64) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,830. The Committee viewed the coin hoard in light of this and 
commented that most of the figures suggested were quite reasonable, with the exception of the coin 
assigned by the valuer to ‘Lot 9’, the Edward III penny of Durham mint, catalogue number 45. 
This the valuer estimated at £1,800 but the Committee felt that it was much too high. It felt the 
coins was worth approximately £400 less than suggested, and so for the entire hoard it 
recommended £2,400. Durham University Museum hopes to acquire. 
 
[Tim Pestell left the room] 

 
Item 4. NORFOLK FINDS 

57. 2016 T487 Medieval gold annular brooch from Coltishall, Norfolk (WMID-962ED9) 

The provisional valuer suggested £1,500-2,000. The Committee examined the brooch in light of 
this. At the same meeting it considered another Medieval gold annular brooch, from Wix, Essex 
(2017 T105; ESS-1DBFC4), which was larger and with a longer inscription, and which it had 
valued at £1,700. The example provided by the provisional valuer was seen to be four times as 
large as the Coltishall brooch, which, though attractive, was seen to be small and delicate. The 
Committee also referred to examples of Medieval gold brooches it had valued before, specifically 
one from Bygrave, Hertfordshire (2009 T692; BH-140512) which was also small and more finely 
decorated but lacked an inscription, and which the Committee had valued at £850. Taking all of 
this into account, it recommended £1,200. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to acquire. 
 

58. 2012 T216 Early Medieval coin hoard (56) from South Norfolk, Norfolk (NMS-FF8501) 

The provisional valuer suggested £2,190. The Committee inspected the coin hoard in light of this 
and expressed the view that the valuation adequately accounted for the condition of the coins, 
many of which had become oxidised and some which had been chipped. In agreement with the 
provisional valuer, the Committee recommended £2,190. Norwich Castle Museum hopes to 
acquire. 
 



[Tim Pestell re-entered the room] 

 
Item 5. ANY OTHER BUSINESS: 

 

2016 T241 Iron Age Sword and Scabbard from West Cumbria: The Committee had previously 
recommended a valuation of £1,000 but the Committee hoped that one of its members would be 
able to see it in person at the York Archaeological Trust. Marian Campbell hopes to make the trip 
soon. 
 

Provisional valuer meeting – The Committee felt that following the meeting on this day with the 
provisional valuers, a letter should be sent to them which clarifies the Committee’s position in 
terms of specific phrases to avoid, and evidence and parallels to provide in their valuations. 
 
 

Next Meeting:  The Committee agreed that the most convenient date in the New Year was 10
th

 

January 2018, so that date will be booked. Other dates will be agreed by email. 
 

  

  



Provisional valuations: 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 




