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At cleat G4 on strake no. 4 the difference is 
0.125, at cleat G5 on strake no. 5 it is 0.140. 
These cleats are on the detached portions to 
the south-east of the site, (McGrail, 1981: 
fig. 1.1.16). It seems then that Strakes nos 4 and 
5 do taper towards both ends, even more so to 
the south-east end. Curves projected through 
their stitch holes would support this. 

However, this deduction does not lend sup- 
port to the coffin-shaped raft championed by 
McGrail; even if only the outer edge of strake 
no. 5 had been shaped, what purpose would 
have been served by tapering the next one, since 
on a flat bottom this would leave a tapering 
gap which no amount of rocker on its own 
would close? 

The clustering of positions where sapwood 
was recorded occurs at the widest part of the 
strakes in the middle of the ‘raft’, none being 
found at either end, (McGrail, 1981: table 
2.4.1 .). This would be the case if the strakes had 
been tapered towards their ends. 

It is no surprise that in some places edges 
have remained in contact. Slight distortion in 
the horizontal plane seems to have happened, 
perhaps explained by the cloying effects of the 
surrounding silt preventing full splaying of 
the strakes after the stitching had rotted. In the 
north-west end of strake no. 1 the split may be 
due to the planks having been pressed flat 
before the stitching could give way. It is more 
likely that the stitching did not give way all 
over and evenly but that the south-east ends of 
strakes nos I and 2 and, possibly, 3 parted 
company taking the strain off the others, while 
at the north-west end all of the ends tried to 
separate. 

In the Brigg ‘raft’ re-assessment the possi- 
bility that the narrow contact-edges of the 

strakes were intended to retain any kind of filler 
was discounted, especially since no evidence for 
heavy framing was available. In fact the only 
restriction on movement between these edges 
would come from flexing the strakes against the 
tension of stitching and the bent frames. This 
might suggest that the builders were aware of 
the concept of pre-stressed structuring as a 
means of imbuing a hull with strength and 
stiffness. This would be a considerable step 
away from the massive, log-carving techniques 
used in, say, the Ferriby boats (Wright, 1990) 
where parts are pre-shaped and then fitted in 
place. The concept of pre-stressing, however 
empirically understood by the Bronze Age and 
Iron-Age boat builder, is an essential discovery 
for the development of planked-up boat- 
building, especially in a shell-first structure. I t  is 
believed that the Brigg ‘raft’ in its round-bilge 
form is a part of this. 

The writer agrees that one must be com- 
pletely objective and use all the available evi- 
dence as has been the intention throughout the 
reassessment. It is interesting to compare one 
interpretation of the Brigg ‘raft’ with the 
remains of others a thousand years and more 
later. While indeed it is instructive to do so, i t  
should not close the possibility for a direrent 
evaluation of the evidence and from its own 
archaeological period. No  doubt Sean McGrail 
and this writer will continue to support and 
enjoy their respective assessments. 
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