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the King to answer for what they had done’. The claim 
of the Crown, however, did not extend to all gold and 
silver. For these to be deemed treasure trove it was 
necessary for two further conditions to be fulfilled. 
Firstly, that no rightful owner could be found to lay 
claim to the treasure, and secondly, that there had to 
have been a clear intention on the part of the person 
who had first hidden the treasure to repossess it at 
some future date. What the Crown could claim 
therefore was treasure deliberately buried for safe
keeping whose owner had not survived to retrieve it. 
The law was seen to apply not only to objects conceal
ed in the earth but also in above ground structures 
such as the fabric of a standing building. Surprisingly, 
it was only in 1939 with the inquest held on the great 
Anglo-Saxon Treasure recovered from the ship bar- 
row at Sutton Hoo, that it was finally established that 
items placed with the dead were to be excluded, as be
ing consigned to the ground without intention of 
future recovery.

‘Treasure Trove’ is one of those expressions much 
beloved by the media, no doubt because it smacks of 
splendour and excess. It has come to be synonymous 
with the chance discovery of any find of great value, 
regardless of materials or of type, but this general 
usage- obscures a more precise original meaning, for 
‘Treasure Trove* survives as a legal concept, though 
admittedly one that varies from country to country and 
from legal system to legal system. These variations are 
largely concerned with two aspects: firstly a definition 
of what constitutes ‘Treasure’, and secondly who has 
a right to that treasure once found.

Let' us take, for example, France.1 Here the rule 
adopted by the Code Napoleon in 1804 finds its origin in 
a decree of the Roman Emperor Hadrian. If the owner 
of the land found treasure then it belonged to him; if 
it was found on land owned by another then ownership 
fell in equal proportions to both. More recent legisla
tion has established the claim of the state to objects 
deemed to be of archaeological, numismatic, historical 
or artistic interest, but the state must pay compensa
tion divided equally between the owner of the land and 
the finder.

To the Medieval Kings of England who, on the whole, 
always seemed to be chronically short of money, the 
right to Treasure Trove must have offered a useful, 
though one must imagine somewhat fitful, source of 
windfall wealth. Perhaps because the right was more 
rewarding in the expectation than in the receipt, the 
right to seek and retain treasure was sometimes assign
ed to others by the Sovereign. Of these franchise- 
holders the more important were to be the Duchies of 
Cornwall and Lancaster because of their extensive 
land holdings but others were to include the Secs of 
Canterbury, York, Durham, Salisbury and 
Worcester, the Cities of London and of Bristol, seats 
of learning like Kings College, Cambridge and Eton 
College, as well as a number of ecclesiastical and other 
foundations and private individuals. In many cases 
the rights of these franchise-holders appear to have 
survived, but those of the Sovereign have been sur
rendered to the state in return for the Civil List. 
Treasure Trove seized on behalf of HM the Queen 
now passes to the Treasury.

In the United States, where the situation is less clear, 
the states appear never to have claimed Treasure 
Trove and allowed ownership to pass to the finder, ex
cept in the State of Louisiana, which follows the 
French Civil Code just mentioned. In Scotland, by 
contrast, all treasure and indeed all antiquities belong 
to the Crown, though rewards are paid to the finder, 
while in Ireland the Treasure Trove Laws appear not 
to have been transferred at the time of becoming a 
separate nation. In short, what is deemed to be 
‘Treasure Trove’ in one country may not be so deem
ed in another, while questions of ownership and 
reward can be equally unpredictable. Here I shall con
cern myself with Treasure Trove as it is understood 
and has been applied in England and in Wales.

As a general rule objects found in England and Wales 
buried in the soil arc likely to belong to the owner of 
the land with the exception of those made of gold or 
silver, whether coin, bullion or plate. These arc deem
ed (o be > -mire and may belong to the Crown. This 
oncept i < of considerable antiquity. Already by the 

twelfth v.- y the early Medieval Kings of England 
had estai- d a legal right to what was termed 
'Treasure >ve*, wherever this might occur. Thus in 
1237, the King of England, Henry III, being in
formed th 
theburia? 
of Corn

Certainly by the nineteenth century, any lingering 
thoughts that Treasure Trove might still be viewed as 
a credible source of revenue for the Crown or state had 
given way to the belief that here was a significant 
source of antiquarian knowledge. The arguments put 
forward were at first concerned largely with coins. The 
desirability of studying the entirety of coin hoards so 
that a sequence could be established amongst the 
earlier issues began to be appreciated and from the 
middle of the nineteenth century pressure grow for a

pie had been digging for treasure in 
Is of the Isle of Wight ordered the Earl 

investigate and ‘to bring them betore
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more organised procedure to be introduced to regulate 
the law.

items arc also of great technological interest and 
sometimes of great beauty.

The system we have today is simple and straightfor
ward. If gold or silver is found, it must be reported as 
soon as possible to the coroner of the district in which 
the find occurs. Alternatively, the find can be reported 
to the Secretary of the British Museum or (if in Wales) 
the Director of the National Museum, or simply to the 
police. If in England, the objects will be forwarded to 
the British Museum who act as agents to the Treasury 
in matters of Treasure Trove. The British Museum’s 
Research Laboratory will weigh and assess the amount 
of gold or silver present and the appropriate coroner 
will be informed. If the coroner thinks on the evidence 
before him that there is a prima Jacie case that the ob
jects may be Treasure Trove, then he will call an in
quest. It is for the jury at that inquest to decide 
whether the objects arc indeed Treasure Trove and to 
establish who were the finders. In doing so they have 
to weigh the three main considerations which are fun
damental to our definition. Firstly, are the objects of 
gold or silver. As recently as 1980 a point of clarifica
tion was introduced in this regard. Lord Denning, the 
then Master of the Rolls, supporting a judgment by 
Mr Justice Dillon, suggested that objects to be deemed 
gold or silver must not just look so but should be made 
of 50% or more of these metals thus excluding, for ex
ample, many of the debased silver coins of the Roman 
period. Secondly, the jury must establish that no legal 
owner can be found, and thirdly, that the objects were 
buried with the intention of future recovery. If the ver
dict reached is that the objects arc Treasure Trove and 
there is no claim by a franchise holder, then the cor
oner will seize them on behalf of the Crown and return 
them to the British Museum or in Wales, the National 
Museum. If the Museum wishes to retain them, or 
waiving its right, arranges for a local museum to ac
cept them, the objects are then valued and the valua
tion is scrutinized by an independent body set up by 
the Treasury - the Treasure Trove Reviewing Com
mittee. Since 1931 an ex gratia payment has been made 
for all objects retained equal to this agreed valuation 
which represents their full market value, so long as the 
find has been declared promptly. Should no museum 
wish to retain the objects these arc returned to the 
finder who is then free to keep or sell the objects as he 
or she may wish. In cither case, the finder cannot lose 
financially by declaring the find promptly but should 
there be any deliberate concealment of the discovery 
then the reward is forfeit cither in whole or, at the 
discretion of the Treasury, only a small percentage 
may be paid.

An obvious example is the great tore from Snettisham, 
Norfolk, the finest example of the Early Iron Age 
goldsmiths' craft and one of the finest examples of 
Early Celtic metalwork from the British Isles (Plate 1). 
The tore is composed of two elements: a bow formed 
by 64 individual gold wires arranged in 8 strands each 
of 8 wires twisted together and a pair of hollow ring 
terminals. The way the bow has been formed gives the 
tore flexibility allowing the wearer to pull apart the 
ends so permitting the tore to be slipped easily around 
the neck. These wires were swaged, ie hammered out 
not drawn, while the terminals together with the 
plastic elements of their decoration were produced us
ing the cire perdue process. Here then is beauty, craft
smanship and surely the very embodiment of great 
wealth and prestige. Though we now know of over 40 
examples, each tore is different and we can begin to 
sec through them the goldsmith working for patrons 
from the highest echelons of society, reflecting their 
personal tastes and satisfying their individual needs for 
conspicuous display.

By the time the Snettisham tore had appeared around 
the first century BC, gold had been in use in Britain 
for objects of personal adornment for almost two thou
sand years. The earlier pieces are made from beaten 
sheet cither to form simple discs, whose ornament, 
often incorporating a cross, was worked up from both 
sides2 or, in the form of earrings shaped rather like 
elongated baskets, the decoration on these being im
pressed from one side only (Plate 2). Better known and 
certainly more numerous are the remarkable sheet- 
gold neck ornaments in the shape of crescents known 
as lunulac, the finest of which arc elegantly decorated 
with precisely executed geometric patterns, incised in
to the surface (Plate 3).

One of the more surprising aspects of prehistoric gold- 
work in Britain, however, is how little ever reached the 
grave. Lunulac for example, have never certainly been 
so found and, save for a relatively short phase towards 
the beginning of the period, and one confined largely 
but not exclusively to southern Britain, gold appears 
not to have been deemed ‘appropriate’ as an item to 
be placed with the dead. Of the small number of pieces 
which have come from graves the finest are un
doubtedly the splendid sheet gold facing for a lozenge- 
shaped plate and belt hook from Bush Barrow in 
Wiltshire,1 the corrugated gold cup from Rillaton in 
Cornwall4 and, perhaps most ulendid of all, the great 
ceremonial cape from Mold ■ . the modern county of 
Clwyd - the elaborate repot i • ornament giving an 
impression of strand upon v I of encircling beads 
(Plate 4). These aside, the bu 1 our knowledge as to 
what goldwork was in circul. in Britain during the 
last two millennia before C-. i stems almost com
pletely from chance single lit and hoards, and it is 
in this area that the law of'I i n e Trove has played 
a decisive role in ensuring d< nucii of the evidence 
has been preserved.

The Treasure Trove system now operates in effect to 
ensure that items of outstanding historical interest, 
which would once have gone to enrich the coffers of 
the Sovereign, are secured for the benefit of the na
tion as a whole, not in a financial sense, but as a major 
source of archaeological or numismatic knowledge. In 
this paper I shall concentrate upon the former. I need 
hardly add that being of gold and silver, many of these
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Plate 4 The gold cape from Mold, Clwyd. Height 23.5 cm.
Plate I The great gold tore from Sncttisham, Norfolk. Strict

ly speaking the tore is not of pure gold but an alloy 
of gold and silver. Bracelets were particularly favoured and hoards often 

contain a variety of forms. In the hoard found at Mor- 
vah in Cornwall,5 three trumpet-ended bracelets of a 
type common in Ireland, accompanied a lozenge- 
sectioned form and one with coiled ends. The coil- 
ended form occurs again in a hoard from Cottingham, 
in Humberside,6 together with examples with ex
panded terminals; while the trumpet-ended Irish form 
occurs once more in a find from YValdersladc in 
Kent,7 together with a massive bracelet with everted 
terminals modelled on contemporary Continental 
bracelets but here uniquely decorated with concentric 
ring ornament. Such hoards help to build up a picture 
not only of the variety of bracelets in contemporary 
use at this time but also of fashions transmitted, ac
cepted and sometimes modified by the insular 
craftsmen.

It was of course not just the wrists which received at
tention in the Bronze Age. The twisted bar tore, made 
from a four-flanged bar,* could be adapted for wear
ing round the neck, or when coiled, around the upper 
arm, but some arc of such a length as to suggest that 
they could equally well have been wrapped around the 
waist. The Westminster tore, for example, is 127 eras 
long and weighs 800 gms. Though evidence for actual 
clothing from Britain at this period is to say the least 
exiguous it is clear from what we know of the jewellery 
that garments called for fasteners and these were 
sometimes provided particularly in Ireland, on a ma
jestic scale.9 The hair could be enhanced by adding 
decorated hollow tress-rings10 but the finger-ring ap
pears not to have been fashioned in gold at this stage 
and the pinned brooch was yet to appear. Even earr
ings arc exceptionally rare. Occasionally a unique 
piece of jewellery presents itself like the fine neck-ring 
found at Ickleton in Cambridgeshire,11 which though 
caught and distorted by the plough, nonetheless stands 
as a
response to a Continental form, adapted here to meet 
local southern English tastes. Its geometric decoration 
shows great regularity even under high magnification 
and appears to have been created first on a wax model, 
then cast using the circ-perdue process and finished with 
a graver.

Diam. 19.9 cm.

Plate 2 A pair of gold basket-shaped earrings from Boltby
Length 3 cm.Scar, N. Yorkshire.

'< . /
■

/
'

remarkable example of the insular goldsmith's

Plate 3 An *■ itly Bronze Age gold neck ornament or lunula
Overall width 23.5 cm.Iron In-l.md.
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Though occasional neck ornaments were therefore 
made in later Bronze Age England and rather more 
extravagant forms, like the gorget,12 are known from 
Ireland, it was only during the succeeding Early Iron 
Age that a taste for lavish neck ornaments really took 
wing. Interestingly a number of these have been found 
in hoards with clear evidence that they formed part of 
the stock of a metalworker, hidden for safety no doubt 
but never recovered. Thus the great tore from Snet- 
tisham formed but part of a large hoard composed 
mainly of objects made of gold or clectrum dispersed 
into five separate deposits including fragments of other 
neck rings, bracelets, coins and lumps of already 
mclted-down gold. Or again at Ipswich in Suffolk a 
hoard of five gold torces13 - perhaps six since a fur
ther tore was later found in the same vicinity - in
cludes two which were clearly unfinished being in an 
‘as cast* state with no evidence of any finishing having 
taken place. With these hoards one feels one is getting 
close to the craftsman himself. Yet, their very frequen
cy seems to tell a more sinister story. The number of 
deposits of tores in East Anglia is quite remarkable 
from an area not otherwise noted for its wealth in the 
Iron Age. If it was rewarding for metalsmiths to work 
for East Anglian patrons its very poverty may also 
have increased the risks. Only loo often it appears did 
the threat of danger prove real, and we must surmise 
fatal, preventing the recovery of the goods hidden.

Plate 5 The great silver dish from Mildcnhall, Suffolk.
Diam. 60 cms.

another flanged bowl with domed cover, a pair of 
goblets, a fluted bowl with handles, five ladles and 
eight silver spoons. The finest piece is a great dish over 
60 centimetres in diameter (Plate 5). At its centre is 
depicted the sea god Occanus with four dolphins emerg
ing from his moustache and hair. An inner zone is 
divided into four sections, each with a Nereid riding 
on a sea-monster, while the outer zone includes scenes 
with Dionysus, Heracles and Pan. The whole com
position was almost certainly meant to be read by the 
viewer as symbolizing the passing of the souls of the 
departed to the Blessed Isles where, in the outer zone 
of the plate, we see an allusion to that Dionysiac 
paradise to which the dead attain in the after life. This 
theme is taken up again in two smaller platters, pro
bably by the same craftsman, depicting on the one a 
maenad and Pan, on the other a maenad and a satyr. 
It has been argued that such picture plates, which can 
also have a political content, were not for use on the 
table but for display. Those who gazed on the plate 
would be expected to be conversant with both the 
mythological background anti the cult of Dionysus. 
However, though predominantly pagan in content the 
treasure also contains three spoons with Chi-Rho 
monograms and a further two carry inscriptions which 
may be Christian. The treasure was clearly the pro
perty of a wealthy person and one may not be too sur
prised to find both Christian and pagan elements 
present in a fourth century ho rd.

By contrast, looking elsewhere we can sec the display 
of wealth taking other forms. In the lands to the south 
and cast the occasional placing of an array of expen
sive, sometimes exotic, items in the cremation graves 
which now became the fashion seems to have served a 
similar function. Amongst these can be numbered not 
only insular work, often of the finest order, like the 
bronze-bound wooden bucket from Aylcsford in 
Kent14 with its stylised Celtic heads on the mounts for 
the swing handles, or the wrought iron fire-dogs from 
the graves at Welwyn15 and Baldock with their 
remarkable animal-headed terminals, but also the first 
objects of silver and glass to be imported from the 
Roman World.16 The gold tores then not only provide 
us with objects of great beauty and craftsmanship, but 
also offer an insight into the differing tastes of tribes 
which now for the first time begin to emerge in name 
in coin inscription and reference in the classical texts.

It is, however, in the Roman period, and in par
ticular, the fourth century that discoveries made and 
secured through the Treasure Trove system have 
made one of their greatest impacts. In 1942, a find 
made during ploughing near the Suffolk village of 
Mildcnhall produced a hoard of late Roman silver.17 
This proved to be one of the finest collections of silver 
plate ever found, to be ranked alongside the great 
hoards from Kaiscraugst in Switzerland and Pictrossa 
in Romania. This hoard contained no fewer than 
thirty-four pieces: a fine dish, the incised decoration 
round the rim and in the central medallion being in
laid with niello; six flanged bowls including one with 
central medallion portraying Alexander the Great;

Newton in 1975 is 
with the earliest 
so far discovered 

-.'.mpirc (Plate 6). 
ire a two-handled 
jug, the neck of a 
• •wl, two inscribed 
iicatory inscription 
-nixus honoro’ (‘1

A second hoard found at W 
very different. This presen■ 
known group of Christian 
anywhere within the Rom 
Amongst the pieces recover 
drinking cup, a decorated sii 
spouted flagon, a facetted sil\ 
silver bowls one carrying tin 
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Plate 6 Part of the hoard of Roman silver vessels and plaques 
from Water Newton. The inscribed bowl on the far 
left is 11.5 cms. high.

It is the stock of yet another jeweller, this time working 
principally in silver and at a somewhat earlier period 
- the mid-second century AD - which forms the most 

relying on you, O Lord, honour your holy sane- recent hoard to be discovered again from Snettisham
tuary’). The name Publianus has been inscribed on in Norfolk. This find is still being studied by my col-
the base and within the inscription around the rim arc league, Catherine Johns, but it is already clear that the
Chi-Rho monograms with a and co. Chi-Rho 350 or so objects recovered will provide another in
monograms also appear on the silver dish, the silver valuable opportunity to study the work of an in-
strainer and on nine of the seventeen triangular pla- dividual craftsman whose date is well established by
ques, which take the form of stylised leaves, as well as the coin evidence,
on the only object of gold present, a small disc. Here 
then is a predominantly Christian hoard, though the 
triangular plaques arc more familiar in pagan
contexts.

Further insights into the religious cults current in 
fourth century Britain come from another hoard found 
in 1979 near Thetford in Norfolk.,g This remarkable 
find consisted of eighty-one pieces, thirty-three of 
which were silver spoons - sixteen of the duck-headed 
variety, the remainder long handled, including one 
depicting a Triton in parcel-gilt. The spoons had 
clearly seen use but their main interest lay in the 
twelve which carried dedications to a pagan god 
Faunus (Plate 7). 'Phis came as a considerable surprise 
for Faunus was a deity known from literary sources to 
have been worshipped at an earlier period in Latium 
but f«>. which virtually no archaeological evidence 
surviv. d

The sei. . : component of the hoard was no less impor
tant and. :!1 more striking. 'Phis comprised an array 
of gold -Mery, some of which had been enclosed in 
a shale !> . tuging from a gold buckle depicting a 
satyr in > bracelets, necklaces and some twenty-
two li’ n ;s. While the spoons showed signs of 

i.-wellery, with the exception of just one 
. lint condition and at least two pieces ro- 

(iiiishcd. Mere then was the stock-in- 
di century jeweller and we can see the 

im onsiderable expertise.

use.
ring 
maim > 
mult ’ 
range

Plate 7 Five of the Roman silver spoons from the The!ford 
hoard with dedications to the god Faunus. Topmost 
spoon length 12.li cms.)• >i
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Plate 8 The engraved Carnelian gemstones from the Roman 
hoard found at Snettisham. The largest in the centre 
is 1.5 cm.

arc to have an opportunity to study and reassess our 
views. Here then is one less than satisfactory aspect of 
the present Treasure Trove system for an age which 
seeks to go beyond the simple acquisition of pretty if 
often expensive trinkets. Those items which are not of 
precious metal belong to the landowner and there is no 

on the landowner to give or sell 
these items to the Nation. I need hardly stress, 

burnisher and a copper blade - were also amongst the howeyer, the absurdity of preserving the rings without
items recovered. Detailed study particularly of the 89 the gems which were destined to be placed in them. A
finger-rings and the engraved gems should eventually second difficulty arises often at the very point of
make it possible to identify with some certainty the discovery. It is rare for a hoard of gold or silver to be
work of this Snettisham jeweller. If so, then this in recovered during the controlled conditions which now
turn should allow us to seek out other products from apply on all modern excavations. Almost all arc the
his workshop and thus give some impression of his product of chance discovery, though some in recent
market by seeing just how far afield these pieces were 
to become dispersed in East Anglia and beyond.
Already, a silver ring probably made by the ‘Snet- has been that very little is known about the actual cir-
tisham jeweller’has been recognised from the Fortress cumstanccs under which the original deposit was

made. At worst the exact find spot may not be record
ed, precluding the possibility of later informed in- 

Obviously these four Roman hoards which I have just vestigation. In the case of the Mildcnhall Treasure, for
described in outline are spectacular and study of the example, no fewer than six different finds spots were
entirety of their component parts has added greatly to volunteered during investigations prior to the Inquest 
our store of knowledge, not only about wealth and which was held only after four years had elapsed from
taste, but about Christianity and the pagan cults and the date of initial discovery. Delay in reporting the
about the skill and techniques of the gold and Thetford hoard, even though diis was a matter of only 
silversmiths and jewellers working in the later Roman a few months, again precli i further investigation
period. All have been added to the National Collection for during this time a facto- had been constructed
but in the case of the two jeweller’s hoards a number over the site - such is the • <1 of modern life. Yet
of important objects fall outside the provisions of the if we arc not to lose vital evi <■ expert investigation 
Treasure Trove laws: the cut gems in the Thetford of the findspot is imperative . ocularly with respect
and Snettisham hoards for example, the shale box to two areas of information
from Thetford, the base metal coins and the pot which
contained the Snettisham find. Yet all are significant Firstly, a nagging doubt oft •-mains as to whether 
items vital to a full assessment of these remarkable the entirety of a hoard has ally been recovered,
discoveries. Their preservation alongside the objects With the latest Snettisham li this did not apply for
made of gold and silver is essential if future scholars all the pieces were enclosed in a pot and the pot

The hoard consists of some 110 coins, silver bracelets, 
necklaces, rings and scrap metal as well as 110 engrav
ed carnelian gemstones intended to be set into rings legal compulsion 
(Plate 8). Two probable jeweller’s tools - an agate

years have been found by those seeking ‘treasure’ in 
the widest sense aided by a metal detector. The result

Baths at Cacrlcon.
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itself was only emptied after reaching Kings Lynn 
Museum. But what of Mildenhall, recovered at dead 
of night we are told and a bitterly cold January night 
at that, using as extractive tools the none too subtle 
shovel and sack. Could not the odd spoon or coin have 
been missed amongst the more obvious plate? Even at 
Thetford where small fragments were recovered, 
without the benefit of a sieve it would have been all but 
impossible to ensure total recovery from a discovery 
where no evidence for a container was noticed by the 
finders. Yet the missing of a single coin, if that proved 
to be of a later year than the date suggested by the 
other components of a hoard, could lead to wrong 
assumptions with regard to the chronology and 
historical status of the find.

thought to be bits of an old bedstead and left in full 
view by the side of a busy road for several days before 
their real nature was appreciated. It behoves us all 
then to keep our eyes open. To the untrained, iden
tification of these early pieces can be difficult and help 
is often needed.

I must not give the impression that the role of 
Treasure Trove has been significant only with regard 
to antiquities from the Roman period and what lay 
before. Two finds in particular will quickly despatch 
such a view.

The first is a remarkable find from Pcntncy, once 
again in the county of Norfolk.20 In the summer of 
1977 a self-employed grave-digger and chimney-sweep 
was engaged in digging a new grave in the churchyard 
at Pentney when, at a depth of some 4V&-5 ft he 
observed something glistening in the side of the grave. 
Giving it a tug a number of objects fell out at his feet. 
Placing these beside the grave he continued with his 
task, collecting them up only at the end of the day 
before cycling home. On the morrow he handed them 
to the vicar who locked them away in the Parish chest. 
There they were to remain for about three years before 
the new incumbent came upon them while sorting 
through the vestry. Subsequent excavations were to 
show that the objects had originally been inserted into 
an early Saxon boundary ditch. No doubt the ditch 
was chosen as providing a hiding place which could be 
readily re-identified by the depositor but not one likely 
to suggest a source of treasure to the casual passer-by.

Of equal if not greater importance can be the nature 
of the deposit itself - where and how it came to be 
placed in the ground. The site of the Water Newton 
Christian silver lay within the Roman town of 
Durobrioae. The hoard could be interpreted as church 
plate, the two handled cup a chalice. Its deposition 
within or near a structure which could be shown to be 
a church would be decisive in the argument.

The manner in which objects were placed within the 
deposit can also be important. The Thetford hoard on 
the basis of the finds recovered fell into two quite 
distinct parts. Were the finds really deposited at one 
and the same time? The silver spoons and strainers 
were remarkably well preserved for silver indicating 
clearly enough that they had once been wrapped or 
contained in something, but it is to offer no disrespect 
to the finders to say that only the trained eye would 
have been likely to discover the decayed remains of an 
organic container and no archaeologist would have at
tempted extraction at the end of the day as the light 
began to fade.

In the transformation we have seen in the use to which 
the Treasure Trove laws have been applied from their 
beginnings as a source of windfall wealth for the 
Crown to their present role as a means of preserving 
a significant element of the Nation’s heritage, we have 
moved from a simple desire to acquire the objects for 
themselves to a situation where their study together 
with all the relevant information that can be gleaned 
from their discovery, can add an important dimension 
to our understanding of many aspects of our common 
past. To this end we need the cooperation of the 
finder, the landowner and by no means least, the in
formed collector and dealer who may well recognise 
the importance of what to the casual eye may seem 
something ui less than earth-shaking significance.

The hoard consisted of six magnificent silver disc 
brooches the smallest having a gilt bronze base. One 
of the pairs and the largest of the brooches arc inlaid 
with niello. The smallest of the brooches is worn and 
is perhaps a little older than the other five, which can 
be firmly dated to the first third of the ninth century 
AD. They differ in style and workmanship, one from 
another to the extent that they are unlikely to have 
been made by a single craftsman but their fresh condi
tion and many points of comparison do suggest that 
they arc likely to have been the product of a single 
workshop. Certainly their discovery has made a major 
contribution to our understanding of the development 
of Anglo-Saxon metal-work in the ninth century at a 
point when little tangible evidence otherwise survives.

For our second hoard we must thank not a grave dig
ger but a mechanical excavator. The hoard from 
Fishpool near Mansfield in Nottinghamshire, was 
discovered in 1966.21 The find comprised four pieces 
of jewellery, four rings, two lengths of chain and a 
clutch of at least twelve hundred and thirty-seven gold 
coins - the largest hoard of Medieval gold coins yet 
discovered. These were mainly English gold nobles 
and their various sub-denominations from Edward III 
to Edward IV. Other coins present were struck outside 
England for the Dukes of Burgundy, mostly for Philip 
the Good. The coins suggest a date early in 1464 so 
that the hoard is likely to have been hidden a little

In the gro nany items particularly of silver arc apt 
to look r 
treasure 1 
had taken 
sufficient 
persuade !i 
the Iron

and unattractive. The Mildcnhall
years in the house of the finder who 

pewter before an acquaintance with 
dge, himself a collector, was able to 
die importance of the find. Parts of 

old treasure from Snettisham were
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before or a little after the Battle of Hexham which saw 
an end to the Lancastrian rcsistencc in the North of * should like to express my grateful thanks to my Colleagues 
England. Their total value at the time of deposition John Cherry, Catherine Johns and Leslie Webster for pro- 
would have been about £400 - a not inconsiderable vidin« inr°rma'ion and hdPful commcnl- 
sum which must have belonged either to a very 
wealthy merchant or to a prominent member of one of 
the opposing factions in the Wars of the Roses. The 
hoard alas does not pin-point the actual owner, but it 
docs provide a firm date for the four pieces of 
jewellery.
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These consisted of a heart-shaped brooch decorated on 
the front with wreathed bands of opaque blue and 
white enamel, and on the back, the inscription ‘Je suy 
vostre sans de partier’. The second piece is a cross 
with central ruby and arms engraved with eight petall- 
ed flowers. On the back of the cross are four rec
tangular amethysts. The third is a gold padlock 
inscribed on one side ‘de tout’ and on the other ‘mon 
cuer’, while the fourth is a roundel set with central 
sapphire surrounded by a circle of white enamel 
beads. In a period from which little in the way of close
ly dated jewellery survives, the Fishpool hoard is clear
ly of importance whether the jewellery be considered 
imported from the Continent or made in England by 
craftsmen working in a Continental style.

Useful then as the law of Treasure Trove has proved 
in England and Wales, it is worth pondering whether 
some extension and modification to its provisions 
should not now be contemplated. Three reforms may 
be worth considering. Firstly, the inclusion within its 
terms of reference of objects irrespective of their 
substance, when found as part of a deposit otherwise 
declared Treasure Trove. We can then be certain of 
keeping the gems with the rings and the pots with the 
hoards. Secondly the extension of Treasure Trove to 
include all items of gold and silver deemed to have 
been composed of those metals in the age in which 
they were manufactured, thus clawing back into the 
system, for example, the debased silver coinages ony 
recently excluded. Thirdly, and admittedly more am
bitiously, to introduce as a requirement that a find not 
only be promptly declared but left as found so that ex
pert investigation can immediately take place.

In the meantime let me enter a strong plea that those 
who set out to seek objects from the past, armed with 
one of the numerous metal detecting devices now on 
the market, should go about their hobby with 
reasonable foresight and attention. I do not think it 
unreasonable to expect such people to report their 
finds as soon as possible, and to minimise damage to 
the site of the discovery; to record on a map its precise 
location and to record by photograph, sketch and note 
how the objects lay in the ground and relate to one 
another. No finder would lose financially by so doing 
and each and all of us might gain a little fresh insight 
into a past which, though sometimes remote, is never 
without interest.
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