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THE ORBS
By Jim Miller
Discussion 18: TORONTO CANADA/STATION. F.
Hammers 2-TF2 to 2-TF4

Three different hammers are under discussion this time, although I
believe only one ever saw usage. I’'ve toiled with understanding
these three hammers for years; thus the following is my opinion,
which may not necessarily be accurate. Of these three hammers, I
believe only 2-TF4 was put into use.

2-TF2 was proofed 9/DEC 3/09, and the other two followed three days
later, 9/DEC 6/09. Three hammers seem a lot for a postal station
that didn’t see a large amount of mail, as evidenced by the
relatively low number of Station F cancels.

When one looks closely at 2-TF2, you become aware of the closeness
of "STATION" to "F". There is no dot or dash separation. I would

sucgest this hammer was rejscted; with a new hamwmer, 2-TF4, being
proofed 3 days later. Note 2-TF4 has a dot separating "STATION"
from "F". At the same time, I believe 2-TF2 was retooled to move

the "F" slightly to the right plus inserting a dot. An acetate
overlay of 2-TF2 placed upon 2-TF3 shows an identical match, except
for the "F".

The two 9/DEC 6/09 proofed hammers look similar, but an acetate
overlay of one onto the other shows the letters do not line up.
Furthermore, placing the 2-TF2 overlay onto 2-TF4 does not give a
good match.

I feel that 2-TF3 was never sent to Toronto, rather it was
rejected, possibly for damage to the "N" of "STATION" in the
retooling process. Note the proof strike shows what looks like a
faulty "N". If the above is indeed the case, then 2-TF4 was the
only hammer sent to Toronto.

While 2-TF4 was in use 1910 to 1915, it is not overly common. I
have 27 covers and cards + 7 strikes on stamps, to total 34
strikes. 2-TF1 was also contemporary 1910 to 1915. 2-TF4 has
quite a range of timemarks, with no clear dominance. Very slight
dents in the ovuter ring under the two dots of "STATION.F." can be
used to help identify this hammer for 1910 and 1911, but these
dents disappear with hammer wear 1912-1915. All but one of the
strikes I have are dispatching cancels on ordinary mail, the one
loner being a receiving backstamp.
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Proof strikes courtesy Robert A. Lee, Proof strikes of Canada, Vol. IX, pg. 154

{ TR ) Wiy T Japm oy LR TR [RRIR T TR M U AR LT [T} oAy !w T TERLL LSl |nrul.v"lﬂl‘rth pipyenm -m\l‘ ‘Yu Wy TR T (L









	page 1
	page 2
	page 3
	page 4
	page 5
	page 6



