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Abstract

One of the most accomplished anthropological research on symbolism based on the re-
lationship between human societies and subsistence (Hell, 2012) indicates the high cultural
value of the use of wild animal. Regardless the chronological frame in Europe, going back to
the 1rst century BC (Méniel 1988), wild game represents only a tiny part of our meat diet
despite all attempts at economic profit that have recently been achieved to consume it more
(from the breeding of deer or bison, for instance, etc.). Thus, culture is more important
than food : some animal species reach a specific meaning for Humans when others that are
also consumed never bear any particular status, remaining ”just” as food. This dichotomy,
it seems, is already shaped in the practices of certain communities of the Later Mesolithic
(6e millennium BC – Schulting 2005), notably in the Teviecian culture (Marchand 2005).
There, whereas the subsistence is mainly turned towards coastal animal resource for protein
diet (Bailey et al. 2013, Dupont et al. 2009), only the game from the inland participate to
social representation. In the use of bone material from the Téviec and Hoëdic sites (Brit-
tany), it will be argue for an archetypal symbolism through the need to gain from a specific
(psycho-pump) animal species -the red deer-, used to ensure a secure afterlife.
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de l’Europe (6e-4e millénaires av. J.-C.). Table ronde de Nantes, 26-27 avril 2002. Paris,
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