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Ken Pruess Remembered – Part Four
Starting today, we will take a look at highlights from the Ken Pruess collection. Ken was the last of the great
pioneer fish and game collectors. What separated Ken from his peers, however, is that he was very involved
in all aspects of organized philately. While, Morton Dean Joyce, Joseph Janousek, Mrs Robert Powell and
Les Lebo all became philatelic exhibitors – Ken advanced to become the editor of a philatelic publication,
a show organizer, an American Philatelic Society accredited judge and a writer of philatelic awards criteria.
The result was a collection with a level of sophistication not seen in the likes of other collectors who, invariably,
were much better known in the hobby. Ken’s fish and game collection was traditional in nature, meaning that
it’s scope entailed essays, proofs, multiples, errors and usages with no one element overly dominant and no
relative weaknesses. In other word’s, Ken’s collection was capable of telling the complete story.
Having said that, it should come as no surprise that there were literally thousands of items in Ken’s fish and
game collection and hundreds of note. I am now put in the position of having to choose but a few to highlight
and discuss. I have decided to select a mixture of rare, discovery, interesting and favorites – some Ken’s
and some mine.
We will see items from selected states, listed alphabetically. Within each state, I will try to discuss items
chronologically. Taken all together, this overview is intended to accurately reflect the nature of Ken’s collection
and tell the story of U.S. fish and game stamps.
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The Ken Pruess Collection
Alaska
Ken had all of the Alaska stamps, which were avidly sought by the pioneer collectors. While the first two
Sport Fishing stamps for non residents (1951-52 and 1952-53) are generally considered to be the most
important in this series, I have chosen to highlight two of my personal favorites from a later (1955-56) issue.
The first is a Type I resident stamp that has full gum and was issued to “John Doe” by a license clerk in
Juneau. This stamp holds a secret that has always intrigued me. Given that it is unused and was in Ken’s
collection, it almost certainly was issued to one of the other pioneer collectors and then subsequently acquired
by Ken – but Who? This stamp represents one of the fish and game hobby’s great mysteries (see Figure 1).

FIGURE 1. TYPE I 1955-56 ALASKA RESIDENT SPORT FISHING,
ISSUED TO JOHN DOE.

The second is a Type I non resident stamp in similar condition issued to the legendary state revenue dealer,
editor of one of the earliest fish and game catalogs and Hall of Famer, Frank Applegate. Frank was very
influential in the formative years of the fish and game hobby and was, for many years, the only dealer who
specialized in buying and selling fish and game stamps (see Figure 2).

FIGURE 2. TYPE I 1955-56 ALASKA NON-RESIDENT SPORT
FISHING, ISSUED TO FRANK APPLEGATE
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California
As do bees, Ken had had an affinity for anything having to do with honey. As an Entomologist with the collector
“bug”, Ken avidly sought not just philatelic items relating to bees and honey – but his offices at home and on
campus were filled with bee and honey “you name it”.
As you can imagine, Ken was enamored with the stamps issued by California for the state-owned and
operated wildlife area known as Honey Lake. Back in the 1960s and early 1970s, fish and game dealer
Art Soderling had by far the largest stock of Honey Lake stamps. When the time came for Soderling to sell,
this was the impetus for Ken to be the high bidder for Soderling’s entire stock.
As I stated in The Honey Lake Waterfowl Stamps, by the time I met Ken in the 1980s, Soderling’s Honey Lake
stock had provided Ken with “swapping material” for over a decade and still numbered over 50 stamps.
By far and away the biggest prize in Soderling’s stock was a beautiful example of the second issue, 1957-58.
Ken Pruess was the first collector to own an example of this rare stamp. In the day, the Soderling-Pruess
stamp was one of the crown jewels of fish and game philately. The stamp had eluded the wealthiest and most
prominent collectors of the 1950s and 1960s, Joyce and Powell, respectively, and was the last stamp acquired
by E.L. Vanderford (in the late 1970s) to complete his own set.
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Soderling had previously refused all offers for his copy – because “he liked owning it”. The stamp, number 137,
is now part of Will and Abby Csapar’s award winning exhibit, A License and Stamp System for Waterfowl
Conservation in the 20th Century U.S. (see Figure 3).

FIGURE 3. HONEY LAKE EXHIBIT PAGE FROM THE CSAPLAR EXHIBIT.
NOTE THE 1957-58 STAMP AT THE UPPER RIGHT.

When F&G seasons were over, California sold remainders of various stamps to collectors at a steep discount.
This was a practice put into place by a close friend of Van’s at the Department of Fish and Game (who was
obviously influenced by Van). The number of remainders varied, from a very few to hundreds and, in one
notable case (the 1981 stamp for Honey Lake), zero.
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It is not he 1981 stamp I wish to talk about, however, but the comparatively nondescript 1976-77 Hunting
License Validating stamp for Juniors. At the end of the season, there were a total of three booklets of ten
stamps left unsold. Ken got his check in first and was able to buy them all.
Soon after receiving and opening the three booklets, Ken noticed that stamps from position one contained a
type-setting error; the text under the third line read “Deer Tag No.” (like the line above it) instead of “Bear Tag
No.” This has become known as the “Deer/Deer Error”.
Ken broke up two of the booklets and I was able to acquire one of the error stamps for my second exhibit,
U.S. Fish and Game Stamps: 1960 – 1979 (see Figure 4).

FIGURE 4. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. NOTE THE ERROR STAMP IN THE UPPER LEFT.
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Ken Kept the third and final booklet intact. When the Csaplars started to think about exhibiting, they wished
to obtain a copy of the error. Ken sent me a photocopy of the booklet (see Figure 5), which I used to broker
the deal.

FIGURE 5. PHOTOCOPY OF THE COMPLETE 1976-77 JUNIOR BOOKLET.
NOTE KEN’S WRITING AT THE TOP.
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Upon arriving at the Csaplars, I was looking at the booklet while waiting for them to come into the room. It was
then that I made a remarkable discovery – one which had eluded everyone, Ken and myself included, for over
two decades.
Stamps from position nine have “Dear Tag No.” printed under the first line, in error, instead of “Deer Tag No.”
Even more remarkable, after Will and Abby had entered the room and I showed them this, Will looked in his
collection and found that he had one pair of the 1976-77 Junior stamp – and, of course, one of the stamps
was from position nine! I was able to work out a trade with the Csaplars for the pair, since they now had the
complete booklet, and left very pleased (see Figure 6).

FIGURE 7. 1976-77 CALIFORNIA JUNIOR HUNTING LICENSE VALIDATION
“DEAR” ERROR (LEFT) AND NORMAL.
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Colorado
Colorado was Ken’s favorite place to spend time, fishing in streams and at Lake Agnes. It is only natural that
when it came to fish and and stamps, Colorado was his favorite state to collect. The fact that he spent so much
time there allowed him to make many contacts and they helped make this area of his fish and game collection
one of the best.
One of the best items in Ken’s fish and game collection was the unused 1973 North Central Goose stamp.
This waterfowl stamp was previously unknown to collectors and even escaped Ken and Van’s scrutiny at the
apex of their research – being issued in the very year they published the Handbook of Fish and Game Stamps.
On July 19, 1976, Ken wrote Van a letter. In it he says, “Just a quick note to let you know of some material
I have acquired. Bought a beautiful collection of Colorado revenue stamps which included the following…”
He then proceeded to list and describe all of the items, the first of which was the North Central Goose stamp.
Van immediately contacted Robert L. Bevard, a license officer for the Colorado Wildlife Commission.
From Bevard, Van learned “1973 was the only year as a stamp – later years as metal bands. Used around
Fort Collins and about 50 miles eastward. Valid for any legal goose (Van’s notations on Ken’s original letter).
Most important to Van, he was able to persuade the license officer to sell him one of the obsolete stamps.
In E.L. Vanderford: 1913 – 1994, I stated that “Van always favored waterfowl stamps in general because of
his love of duck hunting; the [1938] Pymatuning and Colorado Goose stamps were two of his most prized
possessions until he allowed me to acquire them in 1991”.
I already had Van’s example in my collection (see Figure 8) when the Csaplars were in the process of
gathering material for their upcoming exhibit. Therefore, I was only too willing to broker a deal between some
of my closest friends. Currently, Ken’s favorite fish and game stamp is featured in the international version of
the Csaplars exhibit (see Figure 9).

FIGURE 8. 1973 COLORADO NORTH CENTRAL GOOSE STAMP,
EX VANDERFORD.
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FIGURE 9. COLORADO PAGE FROM THE CSAPLAR’S EXHIBIT. NOTE THE STAMP AT THE TOP.
THIS IS THE DISCOVERY COPY AND ONE OF THE GREATEST OF ALL FISH AND GAME STAMPS.
EX PRUESS.
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As Ken loved to fish, he was especially fond of the Colorado Additional and Second Rod stamps. These
stamps have always been fairly difficult for collectors to acquire, especially in unused condition. Ken, however,
made this one of his missions in life. I assisted him with this pursuit for many years and, eventually, Ken was
able to build a fine collection for himself (see Figure 9).

FIGURE 9. A PAGE FROM KEN’S COLLECTION OF COLORADO SECOND ROD STAMPS.
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In the same specialized Colorado revenue collection that Ken acquired the North Central Goose stamp,
he also acquired several panes of Second Rod stamps that were overprinted “VOID”. The serial numbers
on some of the panes are irregular and we do not know for certain the purpose of these stamps today.
The collector that Ken bought them from said they were used in “training purposes”. I now believe they may
have been overprinted by the Department of Game and Fish, themselves, and used as specimens or samples
to show the printer what they wanted when ordering the next year’s stamps.
At any rate, the VOID overprints are really bold and cool looking. I tried to get Ken to part with them off and on
for 30 years. On occasion he would sell or trade me a duplicate single and, once, even a complete overprinted
pane. A few months ago, Ken finally allowed me to acquire the rest of the collection. A couple of the panes can
be seen in Figure 10.

FIGURE 10. 1971 AND 1972 COLORADO SECOND ROD STAMPS,
COMPLETE PANES OVERPRINTED “VOID”.

Little did I know at the time – this would be the last of over a hundred deals (made over three decades) that
Ken and I would make together.
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Delaware
While the Colorado stamps were Ken’s favorites, those from Delaware were a close second. This was largely
owing to the the design on their trout stamps, featuring a trout leaping from the water in pursuit of a fly.
The Delaware trout series includes many scarce to very rare stamps and Ken had them all. I have chosen to
discuss the stamps from two years, 1968 and 1976. The 1968 stamp is one of the rarest and was not included
in the packs when they were first offered. For this stamp, Ken had the O.R. Bloom example with the original
application (carbon) showing it was stamp number 20 sold that year (see Figures 11a and b).

FIGURE 11A. 1968 DELAWARE TROUT
STAMP, EX BLOOM.

FIGURE 11B. APPLICATION FOR THE STAMP SHOWN ABOVE.

Bloom was a serious state revenue enthusiast who served in various capacities for the SRS, including on the
Board of Governors. He worked with Ken on numerous projects and they became close. Eventually, Ken was
able to purchase his entire collection.
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As the Delaware trout stamps were of such interest to Ken, he kept in close contact with the Delaware Division
of Wildlife License Section. This would prove of great value in the spring of 1976. That year, Delaware printed
stamps with the leaping trout design as always. However, since it was the Bicentennial year, state officials
decided to part with tradition and have newly designed stamps printed and issued.
According to an article in the The Morning News from Wilmington, Delaware on February 11, 1976 (page 39)
with the headline Stamps For Trout Go On Sale, “From the Dover Bureau: Trout stamps for the 1976 fishing
season went on sale yesterday. The stamps, which cost $2.10 each for residents and $5.25 for non-residents
will commemorate the Bicentennial with a scene of the Brandywine River. They are sale at Sporting goods
stores, hardware stores, and wherever hunting and fishing licenses are sold”.
What the article does not say is that the new Brandywine River stamps were oversized and featured a red,
white and blue border (very patriotic). Prior to the new style stamps being printed, it was intended to issue
stamps with the old design in red and blue, for resident and non resident, respectively. The old style stamps
were printed first and a small number of these stamps (Type I) have been recorded in collections.
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Many collectors have probably heard that the old style stamps were withdrawn from sale in 1976 before any
were actually sold to fishermen or collectors. Further, that the few recorded examples were obtained from the
packs at a discount in 1978 (see Ken Pruess Remembered – Part Three).
While the latter is partly true, It is also true that at least one each of the old style stamps were, in fact, sold
in 1976 (for full face value). To my knowledge, the only person who learned of their existence and bought them
then was Ken Pruess (see Figures 12a and b and Figures 13a and b).

FIGURE 12A. 1976 DELAWARE TYPE I
RESIDENT TROUT STAMP.

FIGURE 12B. APPLICATION FOR THE STAMP SHOWN ABOVE.

waterfowlstampsandmore.com

Page 15 of 51

FIGURE 13A. 1976 DELAWARE TYPE I NONRESIDENT TROUT STAMP.

FIGURE 13B. APPLICATION FOR THE STAMP SHOWN ABOVE.

It is believed that the Type I non resident stamps that were later obtained by Curtis and Souder in the packs
(in 1978) were left over from the pane broken up to sell Ken a stamp in the spring of 1976. If Ken would not
have bought that stamp – it is likely that none of them would be in collector’s hands today.
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Georgia
When it came to Georgia, Ken had something I had never seen before (or since). He had a complete set of
1978 hunting and fishing stamp proofs that he had acquired in the Bloom collection.
As proofs are an essential part of a traditional exhibit – and are rather difficult to acquire for fish and game
stamps – I was overjoyed the day Ken and I completed our trade for this set. They later served a valuable
purpose in my second exhibit (see Figure 14).

FIGURE 14. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. NOTE THE SET OF PROOFS AT THE TOP.
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Indiana
Ken had a typical run of Illinois daily usage stamps for a pioneer collector, both of the values from 1957 – 1969.
Nothing special here. With regard to Indiana trout stamps, Ken originally had them all, in mixed condition with
most being unused. Ken always valued these stamps higher than I did, so I was only able to obtain a few of the
rarer ones in trade (over a long period of time) and that was it.
I have always regarded the 1966 Indiana trout as the most difficult to acquire, especially in unused or unsigned
condition. So while Ken’s stamp was not perfect, I was happy to get it (see Figures 15).

FIGURE 15. 1966 INDIANA TROUT STAMP.

I would like to share a few Indiana items from Ken’s collection that we both liked a lot, even though the
individual stamps, themselves, may not excite long time collectors. Ken had a complete booklet pane of
the Type I Indiana Pheasant Legal Food Sale stamps, something you do not see every day.
He also had a pair of Type II stamps with the top tab intact and another pair featuring a wild printing error.
I would like to take this opportunity to clear up some confusion about these interesting stamps.
In the Handbook, Van stated “[The stamps] were required to identify domestically raised quail… The stamps
were undated, first issued in 1951 and used for an unknown number of years thereafter”. At the time, Van was
only aware of the Type I stamps.
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There were (at least) two printings and many collectors mistakingly believe both were issued starting in 1951.
The two printings are easily distinguished by the departmental credit at the bottom of the stamp. The stamp
issued starting in 1951 (The one Van is talking about – Type I) is labeled “DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
/ DIVISION OF FISH AND GAME” (see Figure 16).

FIGURE 16. A PAGE FROM MY FIRST EXHIBIT SHOWING
KEN’S PANE OF INDIANA TYPE I PHEASANT LEGAL FOOD SALE STAMPS.
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A subsequent printing (Type II) is labeled “DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES / DIVISION OF FISH
& WILDLIFE”. Type II stamps could not have been issued in 1951 – as the Department of Natural Resources
was not created until 1965 (see Figures 17 and 18).

FIGURE 17. INDIANA TYPE II PHEASANT LEGAL FOOD STAMP, TOP PAIR.

FIGURE 18. INDIANA TYPE II PHEASANT LEGAL FOOD STAMP, ERROR PAIR.
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Kansas
When it came time for Charles Bellinghausen to sell his amazing Marion County collection (shortly before his
death), his friend and fellow Kansas specialist, Hugh L. Smiley, was allowed to choose first. Ken was second.
Hugh bought the early stamps (as he did not have them) but passed on the later stamps that had been
remaindered.
The reason for this is because it was Hugh who had told Bellinghausen about the box of remainders in the first
place – only after being given at least one single and one pane of everything that was available.
As stated in The Fish and Game Stamps of Marion County, Kansas, Bellinghausen then worked out a deal with
the County Clerk whereby he mounted a collection of full panes of most of the stamps found in the box for the
county archives and he was given the remaining stamps for his own use.
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Later, as told in Marion County Mystery solved, Bellinghausen was given the collection back to him by the
Marion County Commissioners. Finally, right before Bellinghausen died, Ken (also a close personal friend),
purchased the Marion County Courthouse pane collection. He subsequently sold it to me to and some of
these pieces became cornerstones of my second exhibit (see Figures 19 and 20).

FIGURE 19. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT,
FEATURING THE BELLINGHAUSEN-PRUESS 1969 MARION COUNTY DUCK COMPLETE PANE.
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FIGURE 20. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT,
FEATURING THE 1972 AND 1973 MARION COUNTY DUCK COMPLETE PANES.
THE UNIQUE 1972 PANE CAME DIRECTLY FROM HUGH SMILEY.
THE 1973 PANE IS EX BELLINGHAUSEN, EX PRUESS.

By the time I purchased the Marion County Courthouse collection from Ken, I had already purchased the
majority of both the Smiley and Vanderford collections. In the Smiley collection, I acquired the other pane
of 1973 Marion County Duck stamps.
When I received the 1973 pane from Ken, It allowed me to sell the Smiley example to Jeannette Rudy.
She later donated it to the Smithsonian’s National Postal Museum and it can be seen on their website, at
50c Marion County Duck Hunting permit block of ten.
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In the Vanderford collection, I acquired another pane of the 1969 Marion County Duck – missing the top
selvage. Van had obtained it in a trade from Smiley. When I received the one from Ken, I was able to sell the
Smiley-Vanderford example to the Csaplars. They featured it in their exhibit at Westpex in 2015, helping them
to win the ARA Grand Award (see Figure 21).

FIGURE 21. A PAGE FROM THE CSAPLAR’S EXHIBIT,
FEATURING THE SMILEY-VANDERFORD 1969 PANE.
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Maryland
Ken did not have all the Maryland big game and trout stamps, however, he had some pieces that were very
good and very useful. When I was putting my second exhibit together, I needed a strong usage for the first
Maryland Big Game page. Ken provided it (see Figure 22).

FIGURE 22. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT,
FEATURING THE WONDERFUL 1961 BACK TAG FROM KEN’S COLLECTION.
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Ken had the first two Maryland trout stamps, unused. In the days before the Boward Family Find, these stamps
were very difficult to acquire and kind of a big deal (see Figure 23).

FIGURE 23. 1963 MARYLAND TROUT STAMP.
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Michigan
Ken did not have all of the Michigan Cisco Netting stamps (he was missing the extremely rare 1965 issue).
However, he had all of the rest, including the 1964 stamp (see Figure 24).

FIGURE 24. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT,
FEATURING KEN’S 1964 CISCO NETTING STAMP AT THE UPPER RIGHT.
KEN ALSO PROVIDED THE 1963 NEBRASKA UPLAND GAME BIRD PROOF BELOW IT.

I hope I am making it clear that the exhibits shown by both myself and the Csaplars would be very different
(and not in a good way), if it were not for the help and support of Ken Pruess.
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Ken Pruess Remembered – Part Five
In todays conclusion to the series remembering Ken Pruess, we shall finish our overview of Ken’s fabulous fish
and game collection. As a preface, I wish to discuss an interest Ken and I shared – philatelic exhibiting – in a
little more depth.
While a scholar and professor, Ken was also a dedicated and prolific exhibitor. He relied on his exhibits to
share his specialized philatelic knowledge and, in so doing, he cultivated new interest in the subjects he cared
passionately about.
Along the way, Ken and other revenue collector-exhibitors expanded their own knowledge and became more
sophisticated collectors; for the process of researching and preparing an exhibit is the ultimate teacher – and
the one that usually learns the most from an exhibit is the exhibitor, himself.
In addition, the measured success of his (and other revenue collector’s) exhibits in terms of awards helped
bring credibility to state revenue stamps and generated additional interest in the area among other philatelists.
Ken served as a role model for revenue stamp exhibitors. In part four, I began to reveal the extent to which
pieces from Ken’s collection contributed to the success of my own exhibits and, more recently, the Cspalar’s
exhibit. We shall see more of his contributions in today’s post.
In many ways, we are standing on Ken’s shoulders. We are using traditional exhibiting techniques to help
solidify fish and game stamps as a viable collecting area. As we share our knowledge and help to generate
“fresh blood”, we continue the process of guiding a niche hobby and merging it with organized philately.
We believe – as Ken believed – that it is under the umbrella of organized philately (and all it has to offer) that
fish and game stamps will be seen to fully develop and flourish as a hobby.
In the era of internet information and its ensuing pros and cons, quite possibly our best means for sharing
philatelic knowledge is still through our exhibits. For it is this process that heighten’s one’s ability to
communicate in a concise and vetted way.
The information on exhibit pages is subject to continuous peer review and revision and, therefore, it is
presented with a high degree of accuracy, transparency and integrity.
Online philatelic exhibits may represent the best of both worlds. We would highly encourage you to
spend some time looking through the Exhibits area of this website. Perhaps you might consider putting
together an exhibit yourself? If so, check out the Links section for valuable resources and feel free to contact
us for assistance.
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The Ken Pruess Collection – Continued
Minnesota
I can remember it like it was yesterday; the first time Ken showed me his Minnesota Pheasant Hunting stamps.
I had never seen (or even heard of) one before – but stamps from two different counties? Mind-blowing, pure
and simple.
Ken did not know much about the jumbo-sized stamps, other than he believed they were issued in the 1940s.
It didn’t matter, for they were (possibly) unique and had tremendous eye appeal.
Of course, I was anxious to obtain one or both for my upcoming exhibit. However, Ken was very proud of these
stamps and it took one of my less advantageous Pruess-Torre-Hubbard three-way trades to make it happen.
To this day, I am unaware of any additional pheasant stamps turning up from any Minnesota county. After
I started showing the exhibit, Classic State and Local Fish and Game Stamps, Ken’s Minnesota Pheasant
stamps inspired as many positive comments as any in the exhibit (see Figures 1, 2 and 3).

FIGURE 1. 1940S GRANT COUNTY,
MINNESOTA PHEASANT STAMP.

FIGURE 2. 1940S OTTER TAIL COUNTY,
MINNESOTA PHEASANT STAMP.
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FIGURE 3. A PAGE FROM MY FIRST EXHIBIT. NOTE KEN’S MINNESOTA PHEASANT STAMPS AT THE TOP.
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Missouri
Being an avid fly fisherman, Ken was very fond of the early Missouri trout stamps that were designed by
Charles Schwartz. So am I, for Charles was a personal friend and my wife, Kay, and I enjoyed spending time
with him at this lovely home in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho following his retirement (as staff artist for the Missouri
Department of Conservation).
Although the early Missouri trout stamps were remaindered and sold at a discount, the 1971 stamp is by far
and away the scarcest in the series. This is owing to the fact that it did not depict a trout. For this simple
reason, relatively few fishermen and topical collectors of fish on stamps purchased it.
The 1971 Missouri trout was one of Ken’s favorite stamps. Not because of it’s scarcity (although at the time,
his complete pane was the only one recorded), alternatively,due to the artificial fly hanging from the branch
(see Figure 4).

FIGURE 4. 1971 MISSOURI TROUT STAMP, COMPLETE BOOKLET PANE.
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Montana
We have already seen two of Ken’s best Montana stamps, in parts two and three of this series. I would like
to highlight one more of “special” interest, the Special Elk stamp with “GARDINER” overprint. When I was
exhibiting this stamp, it was the only recorded Montana Special Elk with an overprint that was used to
designate the area of validity.
Although a couple more of these have turned up in the past 15 years, Ken’s example is still the only one with a
true overprint – the others have their areas indicated with a typewriter (see Figure 5).

FIGURE 5. SPECIAL AREA PERMIT TO HUNT ELK,
OVERPRINTED “GARDINER”.
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Nebraska
Another big surprise was in store for me – and coming soon for most of you – when Ken showed me his
Nebraska stamps. While Nebraska has issued a lot of fish and game stamps, I was not expecting to see
anything particularly interesting. Wrong.
First, when he showed me his Upland Game stamps, he had some very interesting usages related to stamps
that were issued free to hunters age 70 and older (see Figure 6).

FIGURE 6. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT SHOWING KEN’S NEBRASKA OLD AGE UPLAND GAME BIRD STAMPS.
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Then, when I looked at his trout page, I did a double take. Ken proceeded to inform me that the first printing
of 1984 Nebraska trout stamps was perforated (not rouletted) and serial numbered on the face (see Figure 7).
The artwork for the stamps was created by Neal Anderson.

FIGURE 7. TYPE I 1984 NEBRASKA TROUT STAMP.

I went down to the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission License Section (located in Lincoln) and learned
that the first printing was relatively small, I think 500 total. Of these, I was able to purchase the four remaining
stamps. They were printed in panes of ten (2 x 5) with a perforated tab along the left side that had the last digit
of the stamp serial numbers printed on it (see Figure 8).

FIGURE 8. TYPE I 1984 NEBRASKA TROUT STAMP, PAIR WITH TAB AT THE LEFT.
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While at the Game and Parks Commission, I learned they retained some original artwork for previous stamp
issues. They were not able to sell me the art outright. However, we came to a mutually beneficial arrangement
whereby I funded NEBRASKAland Magazine for a period of time in return for several pieces of fish and game
stamp art (see Figure 9).

FIGURE 9. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT,
FEATURING ORIGINAL ART ACQUIRED FROM THE NEBRASKA GAME AND PARKS COMMISSION.
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North Dakota
Ken’s North Dakota collection was extensive. I would like to share one item, the 1965 Turkey stamp that was
used to illustrate the cover for the Handbook of Fish and Game Stamps. It can be seen in the upper left of the
Handbook cover and in the upper center of a page from my second exhibit (see Figure 10).

FIGURE 10. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. NOTE KEN’S 1965 TURKEY STAMP AT THE TOP.
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Ohio
Ken Pruess was the first fish and game collector to own a Pymatuning Fishing stamp. Ken acquired the stamp
from a U.S. commemorative stamp collector, who lived in Steubenville, Ohio (two hours south of Pymatuning
Lake), James Harries.
Harries wrote to Ken in 1978 after reading an article he wrote in Linn’s Stamp News about revenue stamps.
In his letter, Harries told Ken, “Once upon a time I was a hunter and a fisherman and I have the following
stamps affixed to my old licenses… ( see Figure 11).

FIGURE 11. LETTER FROM JAMES HARRIES TO KEN, CIRCA 1978.
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The stamp was from 1940 and was affixed to the reverse of a 1940 Ohio Resident Hook and Line Fishing
License. The license was issued in Steubenville and stamp was issued later by Tennant Pharmacy in Andover,
Ohio.
Back in the day, there were only two Pymatuning stamps known to collectors; the 1938 Waterfowl (Hunting)
that was originally discovered by Terry Hines and traded to E.L. Vanderford – and the Fishing stamp in Ken’s
collection. Ken wrote an article about the discovery and it was published in the July, 1978 issue of the SRN
(see Figure 12).

FIGURE 12. KEN’S ARTICLE IN THE STATE REVENUE NEWSLETTER, PUBLISHED IN JULY, 1978.
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By the time I met Ken, a couple more Pymatuning stamps had been discovered. However, Ken was still mighty
proud of it. I desperately wanted it for my exhibit and did not play hard to get. This did not prevent negotiations
from continuing on for over two years.
One day I got a call from Ken, telling me he wanted me to have it! The stamp was in excellent condition.
This is unusual for Pymatuning Fishing stamps as they were nearly always tightly folded and inserted in
a metal frame. Often the frame got wet and the stamps show evidence of rust stains.
The license was quite nice and showed multiple strikes of the desirable “Tenant Pharmacy” cancellation.
A killer usage and exactly what the judges are looking for. Thanks to Ken, it was among the featured items
in my Classic exhibit (see Figures 13 and 14).

FIGURE 13. ENLARGEMENT OF KEN’S 1940 PYMATUNING FISHING STAMP,
CLEARLY SHOWING THE TENANT PHARMACY CANCELATIONS.
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FIGURE 14. A PAGE FROM MY FIRST EXHIBIT, WITH KEN’S PYMATUNING FISHING STAMP AT THE TOP.
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Pennsylvania
Another of Ken’s favorite sets was the Pennsylvania Non-Resident Trout. The reason is obvious; they feature a
trout leaping out of the water for a fly – these are very similar to the Delaware Trout stamps except the designs
are vertical instead of horizontal.
The Pennsylvania trouts are a mixed bag, ranging from uncommon (1956 – 1959, 1962, 1963), to scarce
(1961), to rare (1960). What is unequivocal, however, is the fact that usages are very difficult to acquire.
Ken had the complete set, unused, and also a beautiful example of the 1958 stamp used on the reverse of a
1958 Pennsylvania Non-Resident fishing license. Ken’s Pennsylvania Trout stamp usage is the only one I
could ever locate. I knew how much he loved the stamps and did not mind going back to Hubbard, yet again.
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After completing the three-way trade, I removed the license from Ken’s album page and put it into my first
exhibit. Ron Lesher judged the exhibit several times and was well aware of how difficult (maybe singular) the
non resident usage was. I have no doubt the license was an asset to the exhibit (see Figures 15, 16 and 17).

FIGURE 15. KEN’S FIRST PENNSYLVANIA NON-RESIDENT TROUT STAMP ALBUM PAGE.
YOU CAN SEE WHERE I REMOVED THE 1958 LICENSE
(MY SCANNER DID NOT REPRODUCE THE COLOR OF THIS 1958 SINGLE ACCURATELY –
IT IS THE COLOR SHOWN IN FIGURE 17).
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FIGURE 16. KEN’S SECOND PENNSYLVANIA TROUT STAMP ALBUM PAGE.
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FIGURE 17. A PAGE FROM MY FIRST EXHIBIT. NOTE KEN’S LICENSE AT THE TOP.
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South Dakota
Among the most significant stamps in the fish and game hobby are the early tribal government issues, starting
in the late 1950s and continuing throughout the 1960s. The first three governments to issue their own licenses
and stamps were all located within the geographical boundaries of the State of South Dakota. The first was
The Rosebud Sioux Tribe in 1959, followed by the Crow Creek and Lower Brule Sioux in 1961 and 1962,
respectively.
These early tribal issues were first brought to the attention of collectors by David Strock. He wrote an article
about them on the front page of the SRN in February of 1964. As Ken was becoming more interested in other
fish and game stamps during this time (other than trout), he took notice. He eventually managed to acquire
three great pieces. He placed these all on one page and included it in one of his state revenue exhibits.
After meeting Ken, he became one of the first collectors to make me aware of what are now commonly known
as “Indian Reservation stamps”. Ken made me realize the important role these stamps played in the story that
I was about to tell in my fish and game exhibits. It did not take me long to wrap my mind around this and I
made Ken a substantial cash offer for the page containing the three items (see Figure 18).

FIGURE 18. KEN’S INDIAN RESERVATION EXHIBIT PAGE.
AT THE UPPER LEFT WAS A 1963 ROSEBUD BIG GAME STAMP.
TO THE RIGHT OF IT WAS A 1962 CROW CREEK SMALL GAME STAMP AND,
AT THE BOTTOM OF THE PAGE WAS A 1961 ROSEBUD GAME BIRD STAMP
AFFIXED TO THE REVERSE OF STATE HUNTING LICENSE, IN ERROR.
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This was one of the rare occasions that Ken sold me any of his better items outright. However, we both agreed
on their importance to the upcoming exhibits and neither of us wanted to leave this particular deal to chance.
Not only did he sell me all of his early tribal stamps, he provided me with the names of collectors who had
other pieces I could use. With Ken’s help, the early tribal elements of my exhibits became one of their
strengths (see Figures 19, 20 and 21).

FIGURE 19. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. KEN’S 1961 ROSEBUD TRIBAL GAME BIRD USAGE CAN BE SEE AT THE BOTTOM.
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FIGURE 20. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. KEN’S CROW CREEK NON-INDIAN SMALL GAME STAMP IS AT THE TOP.
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FIGURE 21. A PAGE FROM MY SECOND EXHIBIT. KEN’S 1963 ROSEBUD TRIBAL BIG GAME STAMP CAN BE SEEN IN THE LOWER RIGHT.
THE 1963 KANSAS UPLAND GAME BIRD ERROR AT THE UPPER RIGHT ALSO CAME FROM KEN.
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Tennessee
Ken had a nice selection of Tennessee fish and game stamps. However, an upcoming series of posts is going
to explore these stamps in depth. For now, I will show you his best, a 1956-57 Trout (see Figure 22).

FIGURE 22. 1956-57 TENNESSEE TROUT STAMP.

Utah
Ken loved to fish the Green River, in Utah, for brown and rainbow trout. His Utah fish and game was very
strong and even included some uncommon usages. I have chosen a couple of stamps that – while not terribly
difficult to acquire as singles or pairs – were unheard of in full panes until Ken came up with a set. I am
referring to the 1952 Game Bird stamps.
Back in the 1980s and into the early 1990s, I thought the 1951 Game Bird stamps were rarer (especially the
non resident) than the 1952 stamps. I valued them in the Scott Specialized and my own catalogs accordingly.
Then a curious thing happened; the 1951 stamps started showing up in increasing numbers relative to their
1952 counterparts.
This required me to lower the 1951 stamp prices in the catalogs for many consecutive years (kind of
embarrassing), until it became painfully obvious I had made an big mistake. I did more research, which showed
that for 1951, Utah printed way too many stamps (they misjudged the demand). This resulted in large numbers
of remainders which were then auctioned off for pennies on the dollar.
Having learned from their mistake – and now having the 1951 sales data to work with – they scaled back the
number of 1952 stamps printed. Therefore, following the season there were relatively few 1952 Game Bird
remainders.
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Thanks in part to my mistake, most collectors today still believe the 1951 panes are better. The 1952 panes
in Ken’s collection are the only one’s I have ever seen. There are probably more out there – but for my money,
they are much more difficult to acquire than those from 1951 (see Figure 23).

FIGURE 23. A PAGE FROM MY FIRST EXHIBIT, FEATURING KEN’S 1952 UTAH GAME BIRD BOOKLET PANES.
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Virginia
We shall end this series of posts where we started – with one of the Virginia Elk stamps that I acquired in the
first big three-way trade completed by Ken, Bert Hubbard and myself.
The 1946-47 Resident Elk stamp has always been one of my personal favorites. I don’t know why, perhaps it
is the color (a very pale pink). At any rate, when I went back to my hotel room after leaving Ken’s house that
night, I remember admiring that stamp.
It sticks in my mind because I noticed Ken’s example was unusual in that the frame line farthest to the right
was almost completely missing and the the frame line just inside of it was partially gone (see Figure 24).
I thought that was cool.

FIGURE 24. 1946-47 VIRGINIA RESIDENT ELK STAMP.

That was my first thought. My second thought was what a great guy Ken was, to keep his word and, really,
really help me out like this. Three-way trades are not always easy. You have to trust your trading partners
completely.
When you leave the first guy’s house with only a verbal commitment and then proceed to the second guy’s
house and spend a lot of money on items you know little about (and have no interest in owning personally),
you really hope the first guy is not going to change his mind before you get back to him. If he does, you’re
probably out your money.
Ken always honored his commitments to me (not just involving trades) – time and again, year after year.
In so doing, he earned my complete trust, my respect and my eternal gratitude.
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Ken, you are going to be missed in more ways than anyone can even imagine. Good-bye, my friend.

KEN ENJOYING HIS FAVORITE PASTIME ON THE GREEN RIVER, UTAH.

