Rodney Young gave the Rules Committee report. Report accepted by  acclamation. Each of the rules proposals will be acted on independently. Rules proposals 1 through 23 accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter" and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting. Rule proposal 24 - objection raised to the proposal which required Rodney Young to move for acceptance of the proposal, Meyer seconded. Kochevar voiced a concern that this is a noxious weed in New Mexico. Motion accepted 29 in favor, 1 against. Rules proposals 25 through 50 accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter" and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting. Rules proposal 51 - objection raised to the proposal which required Rodney Young to move for acceptance of the proposal, Fabrizius seconded. Motion accepted 24 in  favor,  1  against,  2 abstain.
Rule proposal 52 - accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter'' and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting. Rule proposal 53 - withdrawn by the author. Rule proposal 54 - accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter'' and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting. Rule proposal 55 - objection raised to the proposal which required Rodney Young to move for acceptance of the proposal, Kochevar seconded. Motion accepted 15 in favor, 11 against. Rule proposal 56 - accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter" and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting.

Rule proposal 57 - objection raised to the proposal which required Rodney Young to move for acceptance of the proposal, Meyer seconded. In discussion Payne moved to amend the proposal by removal of the reference to the newsletter article, Fabrizius seconded. Motion defeated 1 in favor, 29 against. Original motion voted on by membership, Motion accepted 29 in favor, 1 against. Rule proposal 58 accepted with no objection from the membership as published in the February 1998 issue of "The Seed Technologists Newsletter" and amended in the open Rules Committee meeting.
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