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Fig.2 : annual evolution of red-deer antlers
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Antler exploitation at the Cuzoul de Gramat -_ Antler use at Teviec and Hoedic

The study of Cuzoul de Gramat is a good exemple to — _ The old excavations on the sites of Téviec and
understand the evidence about the domestic exploitation | b\ = Hoédic in Brittany are the main source of
of deer antler for toolkit production. The site consists of a = wmEuo information concerning the symbolic use of
cave and a wide rock-shelter in a large limestone T e antlers. Excavations was carried out by M. and
depression. The first excavations were carried out between 1922 and ., S.-J.Péquart, between 1928-1930 at Téviec (fig. 7)and 1931-1933 | + .
1933 by R. Lacam et A. Niederlender. They found a deep stratigraphy (fig. e S at Hoédic (fig. 6). They discovered second Mesolithic sites, with Fig o Hotdclocalsatinofthegraves | =5

3), covering all of the Mesolithic and a famous mesolithic grave (3). New fiamed rom ) domestic occupations and importantly vast cemeteries in huge T o e
excavations began in 2005 (73). shell middens (7, 8, 9). graves (8)

NECAOPOLE ~ MESOLITHIQUE
de Hle TEVIEC ¢ Morbiban)

What about the antler equipment of second Mesolithic ? The antler supply was provided by
the harvest of shed antler,and large sized antlers were favoured. Their exploitation was mainly T - %
oriented toward blank production by sectioning e = Insome graves, deer antlers (often complete, from hunted
beams or tines, which were shaped to create ____ : \ " % = /R e animals or shed antlers) are associated with the bodies,
bevelled tools (fig. 4) | e ko R S, forming tent-like structures (Téviec) (fig. 9) or frames
) bW /1 by longitudinal | : = Sl - (Hoédic) (fig. 8) over the
g g ' scraping, limited to | i e B — T Cages . %\ head and shoulders.
the active part (fig. 5. | P =—— e Pl @l . Such graves at Téviec
debitage *haping i The significant  {* | % eV e e NS (2 examples)  and
_= ‘ = ) number of debitage | i ¥ e o gpr  Hoedic (4
waste products on | i em . examples) tend
tines and mental | T TR Pegey  to be of the
Fig.4: technical transformation scheme of deer antler refittings could indicate | | h | et oldestindividuals
that the production of blanks on beams seemed to be more | Fig.8: Hoédic the grave K 9) w R TTeRT and the  richest
frequent than the debitage of blanks on tines. The low [# % burials. M. and
number of finished objects on beam segments compared | | S.-J. Péquart discussed the significance of these structures
with the amount of waste products, could indicate that Le | v (from hunting trophies to the burial of shamans) and -
Cuzoul de Gramat was a production site occupied during /i highlighted their prestige nature. A recent study has noted ~  § “ i e
the antler shedding season (5). > & the link between antler structures and the richness ob object N Jipel el i
- placed with the body (77). —

¥
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fig. 5 : heavy bevelled tool with details of debitage and shaping traces

Mesolithic populations exploited red deer antler mainly to produce heavy bevelled tools used as
mattocks or picks rather than as axes as suggested by use-wear traces (72).Antler is a perfect raw material At Teviec and Hoédic, complete antlers were placed in the graves without major modification. Was the

being both hard and flexible and so able to resist shock without breaking. shape suggestive ? Was it a way to represent the whole deer,a major game animal ? But in that case, why
Mesolithic populations were more concerned with the physical and mechanical properties of antler. use shed antler ? Or were these deciduous hard material a regeneration/rebirth symbol ? In any case, the
Appearance was a minor importance: shaping was limited to the active part, while debitage marks were link between antler structures and prestige is clear. The Mesolithic populations seemed to desire the
not removed by the craftsmen and there was no finishing or decoration of the final object. antler for its symbolic aspects rather than for its mechanical properties.
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Fig. 13 : different exploitation of antler (a : example from Cuzoul de Gramat,
France /b :example from Lundby-Holmen, Danemark)




