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or rolled so as to remove the largest possible
quantity of slag.

Discussion and conclusion

The noblemen of those times doubtlessly felt
ashamed of being maimed. They tried to
camouflage their condition as best they could.
At the same time they wanted the aid to serve
them in such vital activities as eating, drinking,
use of weapons, and riding. The question is who
in fact manufactured these prostheses. It could
have been manufacturers of cuirasses, well
trained as to technical construction, armourers
or, to cite Paré (1840) with respect to “‘Le Petit
Lorraine”, locksmiths.

It would be interesting to know when
individual prostheses were made. It is possible
to fix the period of Gotz’s hand (1505-1508);
we also know one of the manufacturers by
name, one “Le Petit Lorraine”. These two
hands and the one from Ruppin probably
served as models to all other manufacturers,
which is deduced from the fact that their
technical solutions resemble one another, even
though some are rather simple and others more
sophisticated. Gotz’s hand, however,
represents the apogee of the technical
knowledge and skill of its time both in its
appearance and the principles of the finger-
moving mechanism. It is not improbable (Putti,
1924) that all of these hands were invented by
the same man or, at least follow the same basic
idea that led several inventors to similar final
products.

The advantage of the above hand over the
others lies in its having a strong and immobile
thumb placed in opposition to the palm. Such a
thumb is optimal, offering firm support to the
other fingers. A mobile thumb would of course
come closer to a normal hand but it would
require an additional mechanism, which implies
further complications in its functioning which is
already quite complicated.

The Slovenian hand could not have a mobile
thumb because of the form of the stump. A
most useful thumb stump was preserved as a
result of which the mechanism had to be shifted
to the lateral area of the prosthesis. The portion
of the thumb that remained intact and a
moveable wrist must have contributed a lot to
the effective application of the prosthesis.

In his study on the iron hand, Stracker (1917)
expressed doubts as to the presumption that the
prosthesis could only have served a knight. In
his belief it dates back to the 17th century.
According to his study, its owner used it also for
various other menial i.e. ‘“‘unknightly” tasks.

We cannot but disagree with his arguments
since the then ‘‘working man” would neither
have the opportunity nor the money to
purchase it, and in fact had no need for such a
hand. We therefore insist on the presumption
that the prosthesis belonged to a nobleman who
must have lived some time between 1500 and
1635 when the castles of the Vransko area were
under intense attack by robbers.
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