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think that w e nee d to address it. I think that this bill may
not be as b right a line as I would pick. But I think that we
need to address who is covered and who isn' t. We' ve had cases
where people believe they' re doing the right thing, and they got
caught. We need to try to give as much direction as possible.
I would like to put everybody under workers' comp. I would like
to be where Senator Beutler wants us to go. There's not enough
revenue in agriculture right now to do that. To put this kind
of burden, you know, on the agricultural sector is just an
impossibility at this time. If we had the profitabi'ity and if
we had the way to do it, you know, I'd probably be closer to
where Senator Beutler is. But I think that we need to make sure
t hat we addr e s s t hi s pr ob l e m , t h a t w e al l ow t h e a g ri cul t ur a l
e xemption to stand at this time, and to g ive the courts so m e
direction on how we handle it. And we give insurance companies
and these employers some idea on where the line is. I applaud
Senator Bromm's effort on this, and I rise in opposition to the
Beutler amendment.

SENATOR CUDABACK:
B eutle r .

SENATOR BEUTLER: Senator Cudaback, members of the Legislature,
fo l l o w ing a l o n g a l i t t l e bi t on t hi s cour t dec i s i on , I t h i nk
there's one comment that's made by one of the dissenting judges
that probably really reveals both the majority feeling and the
feeling of this particular dissenting judge. And what this
dissent i n g j u d g e s a i d , h e sai d , I j o i n i n t he di ssen t . He
didn't think the majority opinion was correct. But he did say,
the problem, of course, is that the lack of work ers'
compensation coverage for such an obviously hazardous activity
goes against every intuitive bone in a judge's body. That is
why I write. He agr eed that the law would be...it would be
helpful if the law were more clear. But clearly what he' s
saying is, this doesn't make any sense in terms of the workers.
Because here are a whole set of workers, numbering more than
10,000, who are in a hazardous...the most hazardous occupation
in th e s t a t e , a n d who ar e no t cover ed . The whol e po i nt of
this...you can almost call it a right that we extend to every
other American worker, is not extended to workers who are in the
most hazardous profession. And he goes on to quote a s t atement
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