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From the Desk of
Larry E. Tise

What a Spring this has been for folk

interested in the historic Benjamin
Franklin! Franklin stuff and Frank-
linophiles are popping out all over at a
rate that even this faithful Franklin
Gazette cannot succeed in gazetting all
the things that need to be gazetted.
Mortals that we are, we can merely
make a stab at covering the high spots.

Thus on with this column

Cram-packed, duly solemn

That will surely appear

Less gazette than gazetteer.
1. Franklin in Japan: It was a fine day
in February when, after a couple of calls
about the visit, Kazuo Majima, Member
of the House of Councillors (equivalent
of the U.S. Senate), arrived at The
Franklin Institute. The mission of this
distinguished leader of the government
of Japan was first to visit The Franklin
Institute; secondly, to become a member
of the Friends of Franklin, Inc.; and,
thirdly--and most important--to an-
nounce that he was in the final stages of
translating the sayings in all of Poor
Richard's Almanacks into Japanese.
What a pleasant visit this was with this
distinguished individual. Out we came
with a few of our original Poor
Richard's from the collections of The
Franklin Institute; a facsimile of the
first edition; and, etcetera. Councillor
Majima was duly impressed to lay
hands on these items. He was even
more astonished when I related to him
the story of Benjamin Franklin's descen-
dants in Japan. He had no idea that
Franklin's great, great grandson had
gone to Japan; married a Japanese
woman with the approval of the Em-
peror of Japan; and procreated half
Japanese children--one of whom, Agnes
Irwin, came back to Philadelphia to

president from the burb of Franklin's His-
toric Chicago. Incoming president is Dou-
glas Whitley, who actually lives and works
out of Batavia, Illinois. He is also Presi-
dent and CEO of Ameritech Illinois--the
statewide Bell company. Doug is a lifelong
Franklin buff who uses every opportunity
to learn more about Benjamin Franklin or
to visit places where Franklin lived and
walked. :

The Board of Directors at the same time
voted to thank and honor outgoing Presi-
dent Malcolm Smith, retired President of
Macromatics, and resident of Highland
Park, Illinois. Smith during his three year
term has done much to raise funds for the
support of The Papers of Benjamin
Franklin. He used a succession of birth-
days, anniversaries, and other events to en-
courage friends and associates to make
contributions to the Papers project at Yale
University.

In addition to choosing a new president
the Friends of Franklin set its sights much
higher than the low key operation it has
been almost from the creation of the orga-
nization in 1989. The Board approved a
variety of projects to expand the member-
ship both in numbers and across the world
to include individuals, organizations, and
corporations that commemorate Benjamin
Franklin. It also voted to expand the activ-
ities of the organization to include services
to descendants of Benjamin Franklin, to as-
sist The Franklin Institute in a campaign to
attract greater attention to the National
Memorial, and to begin making plans to-
ward the 300th commemoration of the
birth of Benjamin Franklin in 2006,

To accomplish this the Board of Direc-
ors has slightly expanded and extended
utward with new directors from Connecti-
ut, Kansas, France, and even Philadel-
hia. A full listing of new officers and di-
ectors appears on page 4:

The Board of Directors of the Friends
of Franklin, Inc., met at The Franklin
Institute in Philadelphia on May 3,
1996, and proceeded--in a jolly and rev-
olutionary mood--to elect a whole
new slate of officers and to set plans
for expanding the organization and
preparing it to carry a big stick in the
world of Benjamin Franklin. After
reviewing various glowing reports
about the finances, publications, and
the recent successful tour of

Franklin's Historic Paris, the Direc-
its second successive

tors elected

Kuzuo Majima and his translator. Our Japanese
visitors pose with Dr. Larry E. Tise, in Franklin
Hall at The Franklin Institute.




“n Christmas Eve 1782, an ac-

quaintance of Franklin who lived in Vi-
enna sent him news that “a very inge-
nious Gentleman Mr. Kampl, Counsel-
lor of his Imperial Majesty’s Finances
for the Kingdom of Hungary” was
proposing to embark on a two-year tour
of France, the Low Countries and Eng-
land, along with his family consisting of
a wife, two sons and two daughters.
The trip’s purpose was to show off the
gentleman’s mechanical inventions and
improvements for which there was not
much encouragement to be found in

publicly displayed before the game. The
Turk’s vestments were then lifted over
his head, and the body was seen full of
similar wheels and levers, with a little
door in his thigh, also opened to the
public. The whole contraption was
wheeled around the room before the
doors were shut and the play began,
with the automaton always making the

Mr. Kampl planned “to
exhibit the figure of a

Turk, as big as life, playing

* Central Europe. To meet his expenses,

this Mr. Kampl planned “to exhibit the
figure of a Turk, as big as life, playing
at chess with any player; and answering,
by pointing at the letters of an alphabet,
any questions made to him.” Franklin’s
correspondent had twice seen this me-
chanical Turk in action but could not
discover what made it work. “Was there
nothing but the organisation of his arm,
hand, and fingers, besides the motions
of his head, that alone would entitle him
to no small admiration.”

Such an introduction could not fail
to pique Franklin’s curiosity, what with
his own passion for chess and for me-
chanical cleverness. The smart inven-
tor’s name, which appears variously as
Kemple, Kempel, Kempl, and Kampl,
was really Wolfgang von Kempelen --
or Kempelen Farkas Lovag in his native
Hungarian. Born in 1734, he became
famous for his designs of fountains and
palaces as well as for his talents as engi-
neer and organizer.

Von Kempelen arrived in Paris in
the spring of 1783. On May 28, he
wrote to Franklin, in excellent French,
to apologize for the delay in showing
him, as promised earlier, the chess-
playing automaton. The reason, he
said, was that he needed a little more
time to perfect another very interesting
machine he wanted the Doctor to see.
This was undoubtedly his extraordinary
“speaking machine” that simulated the
human vocal system and took him
twenty years to perfect whereas his
money-maker, the champion Turk, had
been built in six months.

That Turk must have been quite a
sight in his Turkish dress with a large
turban on his head. He sat on a chair
fixed to a table mounted on wheels, the
table itself equipped with several doors.
The Turk leaned his right arm on the
table and held a pipe in his left hand; he
played with that hand, after removing
the pipe. A chess-board of eighteen
inches was affixed to the table which
contained wheels, levers, cylinders and
other pieces of mechanism, all of them
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at chess with any player...”

first move. At every motion the wheels
were heard and the Turk examined the
chess-board, shaking his head twice
when he checked the queen, three times
for the king.

The moment for appearing in Paris
had been perfectly chosen since a chess
club had just been opened near the
Palais Royal, under the protection of
Monsieur, the King’s brother, who was
a member.

We don’t know whether Franklin
accepted von Kempelen’s invitation to
meet him at his lodgings on the rue
d’Orleans or whether a game took place
between the real American and the fake
Turk, but we do know that Franklin was
impressed, very impressed. The proof

of his enthusiasm has been adduced from a
letter that the minister from Saxony to the
Court of St. James, Count Johann Mauri-
tius von Briihl, himself a celebrated chess
player, wrote to Franklin on October 8,
1783, in order to thank him for having in-
troduced von Kempelen to chess aficiona-
dos in England.

Franklin’s letter has been presumed lost
for well over a century. Not any more.
During her stay in the British Isles last De-
cember, Barbara Oberg discovered it at the
Scottish Record Office in Edinburgh.

It reads:

- Passy near Paris
Aug. 22. 1783

Sir,

M. de Kempel, the ingenious Author of
the Automaton that plays Chess, will have
the Honour of putting this Line into the
Hands of your Excellency; and I beg leave
to recommend him to your Protection, not
merely on Account of that wonderful Ma-
chine, but as a Genius capable of being ser-
viceable to Mankind by more useful Inven-
tions which he has not yet communicated.
With great Respect, I have the honour to
be, Sir, Your Excellency’s most obedient &
most humble Servant B. Franklin His Ex-
celly.”

Count Briihl, Minster of Saxony

That very day, Franklin also wrote
along the same lines to his young friend

See Williamsburg - Continued on Page S




The Law of Libel in 1762

Whether Franklin had sued in England in 1762, or had waited until he returned
to Pennsylvania to sue in 1763, the law of libel would have been the same. For all of
it was based upon common law, and the common law was set forth in the multi-
volume Commentaries on the common law written in the middle of the 18th century
by Sir William Blackstone, an eminent English jurist. Blackstone identified two
forms of defamation affecting a person’s reputation. If the words were spoken, the
action was slander; if written, the action was for libel. If Franklin had sued Smith
for libel, he would have had to allege that Smith published false statements of fact
about him, and that he had been injured.
He would have sought damages for the
injury done to him. The falsity of If won:ds were spoken,
Smith’s charges would have been pre-  the action was slander;

sumed; Franklin would not have had to ° ° o
prove they were false. “Truth” was rec- if wrltten, the action

ognized as a defense; and in order for was for libel.
Smith to escape a judgment for dam-
ages, he would have had to prove that
what he had said was true.

Since the particular statements Smith made about Franklin essentially charged
him with dishonesty and taking credit for the work of another in the very scientific
experiments on which his reputation was based, the libel would be deemed one per
se_so that in order to win the case, Franklin would not have had to prove any particu-
lar damage to have happened as a result of the libel, but could collect damages merely
upon the probability that damages might occur.

Clearly on their face, Smith’s charges against Franklin defamed his character and
imputed to him lack of skill and integrity in the scientific profession in which he was
engaged and in which he had published his Experiments and Observations on Elec-
tricity between 1751 and 1754. There was even evidence (though Franklin doubtless
did not know it) that Smith had admitted a desire to harm Franklin in publishing the
charges. In a letter to Richard Peters, President of the College of Philadelphia on
August 14, 1762, Smith wrote:

“..Dr. Franklin is gone from hence to embark at Portsmouth, but in
what temper I cannot say. He and I were not in the best of Terms, nor the worst.
He heard when down at Oxford, of a letter I had sent three years ago there to
prevent his having a Degree, which he took in great Dudgeon; tho’ as we stood
then, and his doing all he could in support of the Assembly in oppression and
prevent my obtaining Redress, he could not expect that I could say any Thing in
his Favor. At Mr. Strahan’s Desire we met at his House and the Matter of the
Letter over; but explaining did not mend the Matter much on either Side.

As to (Franklin’s) not being careful to distinguish between the particular Discov-
eries of each (of his colleagues); this perhaps was not always practicable; it
being sometimes impossible to recollect in whose Breast the Thought first took
Rise, that led to a Series of Experiments, which at length issued in some unex-
pected important Discovery. But had it been always practicable to distinguish
between the particular Discoveries of each, it was altogether unnecessary; as, I
believe, none of Mr. Franklin’s electrical Friends had the least Thought of ever
appearing as Competitors for any of the summarizing the situation during the
years that followed 1745:Honours that they have beheld, with Pleasure, be-
stowed on him, and to which he had an undoubted Right, preferable to the
United Merit of all the Electricians in America, and, perhaps, in all the World.”

By this letter, Smith admitted that the reason he had written the 1759 letter was
to prevent Oxford from conferring a degree upon Franklin, certainly an injury to
Franklin.

Thus it is that, assuming Smith would have difficulty proving the truth of his
allegations, Franklin stood a very good chance of winning any libel action against
Smith he might have brought. This would be especially so, of course, had Franklin
sued Smith in England, because the only way Smith could have proven the truth of
what he said (assuming it was true) would have been to bring Ebenezer Kinnersley
all the way from America to testify that the experiments and discoveries were his and
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FRANKILIN’S PLAYFUIL AND
INSATIABLE CURIOSITY
by Francine Britton

found a very good girls’ school bearing her
very name. He was even more impressed

those descendants who lives in New York

Franklin, Inc. And finally Councillor Ma-
jima's eyes popped out when we walked to
Franklin Hall at the Institute and got a pic-
ture of the gigantic Franklin statue there.
Welcome Councillor Majima to the
Friends of Franklin. We are pleased to
have you among our group.

2. Franklin in Germany: And then a few
weeks later I got a call from one Manfred
Gross, M.D., who had just arrived from
Berlin on a similar mission. Dr. Gross is
Professor and Chairman of the Department

to get the name of Yukiko Irwin, one of of Audiology and Phoniatrics at the BEN-

JAMIN FRANKLIN MEDICAL CENTER

City and who is a member of the Friends of of the Free University of Berlin. His task
was to collect materials, illustrations, sto-
ries, and objects to mount an exhibit on
Benjamin Franklin at a Franklin Hall in
his medical center. He came over to the
Franklin Institute and looked through a
trove of things we have on hand. He took




not Franklin’s. Whether Kinnersley would have so tesuﬁed how-
ever, is at least subject to some doubt.

In addition to his private lawsuit for damages, there was an-
other remedy available to Franklin for libel, though the remedy
would not enrich him in any way. The common law recognized a
cause for action for libel as a criminal matter by indictment. The
law recognized that libel was a public offense, for, as Blackstone
wrote, “every libel has a tendency to the breach of peace, by pro-
voking the person libeled to break it: which offense is the same (in
point of law) whether the matter contained be true or false.” If,
therefore, Franklin had persuaded the authorities to indict Smith
for criminal libel, Smith would not have been allowed, even if he
had been able, to present the truth of his statements as a defense.
If he offered evidence that what he had written was true, the crimi-
nal law of libel would not have recognized it as justification for
printing the libel unless he further proved that he published the
statements from good motives and for justifiable ends (something
which, in light of the admissions he made in his letters to Peters,
it is difficult to believe he could have proven).

The Law of Libel in 1995

Had William Smith written the same libel about Benjamin
Franklin in 1995, the result might have been quite different. For
Benjamin Franklin was a public official and, even more clearly, a
public figure; and in 1995 in the United States (though not neces-
sarily in the United Kingdom) the rules of the law of libel are gov-
erned by the status of the plaintiff who is suing. Had Franklin sued
Smith in the United States in 1995 for the letters Smith had writ-
ten, Franklin, as a public figure, would have had to have proven
that Smith wrote what he did either knowmg that his statements
were false or with “reckless disregard” of whether they were true
or false - that is, with a high degree of awareness of their probable
falsity. As this burden of proof implies, too, it would be Franklin’s
burden to prove that what Smith wrote was false; Smith would not
have to prove that what he wrote was true. It would be for
Franklin, therefore, to find Kinnersley, bring him to court, put him
on the stand, and have Kinnersley testify that the discoveries
Franklin claimed to have made were in fact made by Franklin and
not by Kinnersley. Whether Franklin could have persuaded Kin-
nersley to say these things - whether, indeed, these things were
true, we, of course, cannot know.

Unless Franklin could prove that Smith’s statements were false
and that when he made them Smith either knew they were false or

knew that there was a high probability that they were false,
Franklin could not win his libel suit no matter what his damages
might have been and even though the charges injured Franklin
at the very core of his professional scientific reputation for in-
tegrity. In the United States since 1965, the law of libel has
come under the umbrella of the First Amendment; and the
courts have recognized that the press and other writers when
writing about public officials or public figures (at least in their
public figure capacity) must not be so chilled in their speech by
fear of libel suits that they are deterred from saying what they

-believe to be true.

Public officials and public figures, conversely, are under-
stood by the law to have essentially assumed the risk of greater
public observation of them and comment about them as the price
for the celebrity they have willingly sought; and because the
injury that libel creates is to their reputation, and because they
have greater access to the media by which to get their side of the
story before the public, the law requires of them a higher burden
before they can use a damage action in libel to help restore their
reputation.

Thus it is that if Franklin had sued Smith in 1995 in the
United States, the question of his winning the case may very
well have been in doubt. For while Smith may have had malice
in his heart and may have wanted to injure Franklin by what he
wrote, he may very well have believed that what he wrote was
true; and the key is not whether the writer was out to injure the
subject, but whether the writer knew that the instrument he was
using was, or probably was, a false charge.

Interestingly enough, the law of libel in England in 1995 re-
mains in many respects as it was in 1762. In England, there is
not a higher standard of proof for public officials or public fig-
ures as there is in the United States. In England, too, falsity is
still presumed, and the defendant is required to plead and prove
the truth of what he wrote. Thus, had Franklin sued Smith in
England in 1995, the result might very well have been the same.
England, of course, does not have the First Amendment as the
United States Constitution does. England does not have the tra-
dition of freedom of the press or freedom of speech that the
United States has enshrined in its Constitution as a right each
individual possesses. The differences in the law of libel between
the United States and England are a direct result of the constitu-
tional right our Bill of Rights accords each individual citizen.
In 1995, that right would have served to protect William Smith.

Williamsburg Update... Continued From Page 2
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catalogues, made photographs, ordere
books, and eventually left the Institut
well-stocked to embark on his exhibit. I
was most curious about his Benjamin
Franklin Medical Center which is also cel-
ebrating its 50th anniversary. It seems that
the place was created just after the Second
World War with funds provided by the
Benjamin Franklin Foundation of New
York City. With this information I decided
to do some checking about this new source
of funds. It was not in the Foundation Di-
rectory. Nor could I find it in any other
listing of foundations. When I went back
to Dr. Gross with this absence of informa-
tion the only additional light he could shed
on it was that the foundation had been op-
erated by someone named Eleanor Dulles.
In checking on that name I found in Who's
Who that Eleanor Lansing Dulles (1895- )
was a most distinguished diplomat from a
family of distinguished diplomats. A 1917
graduate of Bryn Mawr College here in
Philadelphia, she served with distinction in
the U. S. State Department during and after
the Second World War. She had also been
involved in relief and reconstruction work
in France and Germany after both the First
World War and the Second World War.
She wrote many books on reparations and
reconstruction. But a couple of tell-tale
bits of information also appear in her
Who's Who write up. She was with the
State Department located in Vienna, Aus-
tria, between 1945 and 1949. And she was
honored with an honorary doctorate from
the Free University of Berlin in 1957 and
with the Ernst Reuternplaquen of the City
of West Berlin in 1959. Very interesting!
Obviously she was an early Friend of
Franklin! Dr. Gross has promised to send
us a report on his exhibit.

3. Franklin's Paine: Talking about globe-
trotting, there next was Benjamin
Franklin's mentee (BF was the mentor),
Thomas Paine. June 8 was Thomas Paine
day in Philadelphia as organized beauti-
fully by Margaret Downey, President of the
Thomas Paine Memorial Committee, and
with a lot of assistance from Drew Devitt,
Founder of The Thomas Paine Foundation
of Media, Pennsylvania. This is the third
year for what is becoming a most interest-

and editor in England, Benjamin
Vaughan.

No more mention of the “ingenious”
Hungarian is to be found among
Franklin’s papers after that. And yet
the Turk kept earning money for his
master, at five shillings a demonstra-
tion, even though doubts about the gen-
uineness of his thinking process were
raised in London as early at 1784. An
eccentric and cantankerous writer by the
name of Philip Thicknesse -- whose
claim to fame is that he was Gainsbor-
ough’s patron for twenty years -- sus-
pected a trick. The complicated ma-
chinery shown to the spectators before
the chess game, he wrote, was meant
solely “to misguide and delude the ob-
servers.” The same held true for the
various activities carried out by the as-
sistant who periodically wound up the
automaton, locked and unlocked a cabi-
net, all of this while a gifted child or
dwarf concealed himself within the
counter and followed the game thanks
to a looking glass fixed to the ceiling.

The Turk, nevertheless, pursued his
colorful career well into the nineteenth
century. It is said that Napoleon played
against him and lost in 1809. He be-
came known as “Maelzel’s chess-
player” after the name of his new
owner, the Bavarian inventor of the
metronome, who purchased him in
1804 from the late Kempelen’s son.
Maelzel brought him to New York in
1826, and exhibited him in Boston,
Philadelphia and Baltimore. The ex-
citement was intense and the press cov-
erage enthusiastic.

Yet, Edgar Allan Poe, who saw the
automaton in Richmond, Va. com-
mented in a piece called Maelzel’s
Chess-Player that it was impossible to
assume that the chess-player was a pure
machine performing without any imme-
diate human agency. And he con-
cluded: “The only question is of the
manner in which human agency is

brought to bear.”

It was not until 1834 that the full
extent of the deception was revealed by
a Frenchman, Mouret, who had been in
the employ of the exhibitor. His reve-

lations, published in Paris in the Maga-
sin Pittoresque, did not reach America
for a few years. Meanwhile, Maelzel
had died at sea, while crossing from
Cuba to Philadelphia, deeply in debt in
spite of some great inventions of his
own, such as an automated trumpeter
who played military music and an auto-
matic orchestra of many instruments.

All this equipment came into the
possession of Dr. John Kearsley
Mitchell, a professor of medicine in
Philadelphia. He published a long pa-
per in the first issue of The Chess
Monthly, in which he explained how the
hidden human player kept abreast of the
game: “On the under side of the chest
there appeared a chess-board, directly
beneath that upon the upper surface,
upon which the game was played. Each
square was excavated so as to make the
board between the opposite squares very
thin. The squares were numbered from
one to sixty-four, under each of which
hung a little lever, well balanced, to
which was attached a small disk of iron.
These disks, when attracted by magnet
placed on top of the box, swung up into
the excavations and remained there qui-
etly until liberated by the removal of the
magnets...” The installation within the
machine of a seat gliding on rails even-
tually allowed a man of normal size to
hide himself with a modicum of com-
fort.

Dr. Mitchell finally deposited his
turbaned Turk in the Chinese Museum
of Philadelphia where he stayed four-
teen years, abandoned in a dusty corner,
until 1854 when he was destroyed by
fire, along with the museum. So forgot-
ten was he that not the slightest notice
was taken of his disappearance. And
yet, as Henry Ridgely Evans observes,
“the first chess club ever founded in
Philadelphia owed its existence to the
excitement caused by the performances
of the Turk.” And he had fooled no less
than Benjamin Franklin.



hat I had been on the trail of Thomas
Paine--even as I had been working these
past seven years on the life and achieve-

ing annual event to remember the many
contributions of Thomas Paine to liberty,
freedom, and equality in the modern world.
This year's festivities included a luncheon
at City Tavern replete with appearances by
Mayor Rendell and Ralph Archbold in his
role as Benjamin Franklin. Rendell de-
clared that the "age of reason” had been
forgotten in Harrisburg and Washington,
D. C.--as there was no "common sense" left
either in legislature or Congress. There
followed a parade to Independence Na-

ments of Benjamin Franklin. Indeed, as I
thought about it, just during the past twelve
months I had chased down the place where
Paine lived in London next to Mary Woll-
stonecraft as he wrote his treatise on The

buried until William Cobbett, better known
as Peter Porcupine, took up his bones and
proceeded to lose them when he arrived in
London in 1818. Thomas Paine was a very
important American and universal being.
Let me encourage Friends of Franklin
to join in efforts to recognize the achieve-
ments of Thomas Paine by contacting the

Rights of Man and she wrote The Rights of Thomas Paine Historical Association at the

Woman. Then in October when we went
on our tour of Benjamin Franklin's Historic
Paris, our hotel was just a short half block
from the famous Palais du Luxembourg
(now home of the French Senate) where
Paine was held as prisoner for nearly a year

tional Park's Visitor Center where veteran during the height of the Reign of Terror. I
role player Hans Peterson did a great one jogged around the place every morning
hour rendition of the life and passions of contemplating how virtually everyone ar-
Paine himself. This was a live version of a rested with Paine was guillotined. He was

program televised by PBS affiliate KUED
in 1994 and which was aired on Philadel-
phia's WHYY on June 2, 1996. Park histo-
rian, Joe Chauncy, concluded the day by

miraculously spared when prison guards
overlooked the mark on Paine's door indi-
cating that he was to be executed. Then in
March I had a chance to visit Paine's im-

taking the group on a walking tour of pressive cottage at New Rochelle, New
Paine's Philadelphia.
It all made me feel, as I told the group,

York. This is where Paine lived at the time
of his death. And it was there that he was

Paine Museum, 983 North Avenue, New
Rochelle, N.Y. 10804 or Margaret
Downey's Pennsylvania based Thomas
Paine Memorial Committee, P. O. Box
242, Pocopson, PA 19366-0242. Phone
(610) 793-2737. Oh yes, and if you want
to go all the way, there is also Thomas
Paine Memorial Committee of the Borden-
town Historical Society, P.O. Box 182,
Bordentown, NJ 08505. They are collect-
ing funds to erect, by next June 8, a statue
of Thomas Paine in Bordentown. Accord-
ing to this Society, Paine lived longer in
plush Bordentown, than any other place in
America. Congratulations to the Paineites!

THE SRTURDAY.
EVENING POST

Benjamim Franklin Gift Items and Future Heirlooms!

This design is emblazoned on the 100% Silk Tie
and on the 100% Cotton Tee-Shirt. It is a
Norman Rockwell design and already a
collector’s item.

*So as not to mutilate or deface this historic document, please photocopy this order form®

QTY. SIZE PRICE

# 13850 (Navy) Norman Rockwell Silkscreened 100% Silk Tie @ $30.00 ea.
# 13851 (Black) Norman Rockwell Silkscreened 100% Silk Tie @ $30.00 ea.
# 14056 Norman Rockwell Silkscreened 100% Cotton Tee-Shirt @ $18.00 ea.
(Available in Large or Extra-Large)
#9022 Benjamin Franklin National Memorial Mug @ $5.00 ea. (the image on the
beverage mug is the statute of Benjamin Franklin at the National Memorial.) Black and white background.
Shipping & Handling: Up to $15.00 - $3.95

Up to $30.00 - $4.95

Up to $50.00 - $5.95

Up to $75.00 - $6.95

Over $75.01 - $7.95

Total (Pa. Residents, please add 7% sales tax to non-apparel items.)

NAME ADDRESS
STATE ZIP CODE VISA, MC AMEX CHECK
ACCOUNT# EXP. DATE, SIGNATURE

* Parcel will go by UPS ground delivery - you must include a strect address as UPS will rot ship to a PO Box. Please allow 2-3 weeks for delivery.
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Benjamin Franklin Symposium Philadelphia, PA ...

Benjamin Franklin’s Historic Williamsburg and Virginia Trip
(see details on page 2). . ... SEPUNG i

ceoeeeesssss.November 6-10, 1996
Friends of Franklin Board Meeting - Philadelphia, PA . . . November §, 1996, 6:00 p.m.
ceeessessss.. May30-31, 1997

Benjamin Franklin’s Historic England ...................... October 21-27, 1997




