ERRATUM

O'Connor, A. 2000. Brixham Cave & the antiquity of man: reassessing the archaeological & historical

significance of a British cave site. Lithics 21: 20-29.

In Anne O'Connor's paper on Brixham Cave which
appeared in Lithics 21 the first column was omitted
This had the effect of

from Table 3 on p. 24.

rendering the whole table rather meaningless.

The

the

table,

including

the first

Table 3: Summary data for faunal preservation type, gnawmarks and age

LSS would like to apologise for this error and any
inconvenience it may have caused. We reproduce
column, below.

SPECIES| CONDITION GNAWMARKS STAINING ROOTMARKS AGE NISP|MNI
fresh|slightly|worn| very |absent|gnawed | heavily [absent| lightly |stained|heavily| absent | present |young|prime| old |indet.
worn worn gnawed stained stained

brown bear |14%| 78% | 6% [ 2% | 86% | 14% 0% | 28% | 5% | 34% | 33% | 47% 53% 28% | 23% | 3% | 46% | 236 8
cave lion |22%] 78% | 0% | 0% |100%| 0% 0% | 11% | 11% | 78% | 0% 67% 33% 0% | 78% | 0% | 22% 9 1
fox 0% | 100% | 0% | 0% [100%| 0% 0% | 36% | 29% | 29% | 6% 79% 21% 0% |[57% | 0% | 43% | 14 3
hyena  |47%| 37% |12%| 4% | 84% | 16% 0% | 29% | 14% | 51% | 6% 55% 45% 4% | 42% | 4% | 50% [ 51 3
mammoth | 0% [ 13% |25%|62%| 87% | 13% 0% | 62% | 38% | 0% % 87% 13% 0% | 0% | 0% [100%| 8 1
horse 12%| 72% [12%] 4% | 84% | 16% 0% | 64% | 0% | 36% 0% 76% 24% 12% | 28% | 0% [ 60% | 25 2
woolly rthino| 0% | 62% |[27%|11% | 66% | 12% | 22% | 54% | 0% | 41% | 3% 95% 5% 21% | 19% [10%] 50% | 19 4
bovid 44%| 22% |17%|17% | 83% | 17% 0% |22% | 6% | 55% | 17% | 78% 22% 6% |33% | 0% [61% | 18 4
reindeer [33%| 44% |17%| 6% | 89% | 11% 0% |[33% | 6% | 40% | 21% | 59% 41% 4% | 6% [ 1% | 89% | 70 3
red deer | 14%| 14% | 0% |72%|100% | 0% 0% | 71% | 0% 0% 29% | 100% 0% 0% |100%] 0% | 0% 7 2
roedeer |71%| 29% | 0% | 0% [100%| 0% 0% | 43% | 14% | 43% | 0% | 100% 0% 0% | 0% [ 0% [100%| 7 1
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