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rise in opposition to the amendment. I think this is something
we need to do for tho s e sma ll, jus t maybe th ree or four
employees and their family members in this case with.. . and t he y
may b e f e ed i ng a f ew ca t t l e b u t . . .o r f a r mi n g so m e t h i n g f o r
another person who's not related, but it s t ill can't be more
than 40 pe r cent of the i r g ross revenues. If it 's over 40
percent, they' re going to be subject to workmen's comp. So I
think this is a fairly narrow exclusion here to workmen's comp
and I would like to maintain it i n the b ill and , the r efore,
would oppose Senator Beutler's amendment. Thank you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: T hank you, Senator Baker. Senator Bromm, on
the Beutler amendment.

SPEAKER BROMM: Tha nk you, Mr. President. Senator Beut ler's
amendment c e r t a i n l y f o c u s e s o n t h e c r u x o f t h e b i l l an d fo r t h a t
I t ha n k hi m f o r p r ov i d i n g t he o p p o r t u n i t y t o l ook a t t hat and
have some discussion on it. I do oppose the a m endment an d I
want t o mak e su r e t h a t I ' m c l e a r a b o u t t ha t . I t h i n k i f t h a t
a mendment were adopt ed , i t wou l d s u b j e c t a l o t of bu s i ne s s es , a g
businesses, to the worker comp requirement, that would f ind it
very d i f f i cu l t t o f i nd cover a g e an d t o af f o r d co v e r a ge . The
t wo-p r on g t e s t t h a t ' s i n t he b i l l , o n e be i ng nu m be r o f emp l oy e e s
and the s e cond be in g t h e c h a r a c t e r o f y o u r bu s i n e ss , w h e t he r i t
be mor e f ami l y or i ent ed o r beg i nn i ng t o enc r oa c h upon a
significant commercial flavor, is a ...it's a very de licate
b alance , I t h i n k , f o r t h e b i l l . An d I wou l d n e v e r say t h a t we
w ill never change that test a fter a b it more expe rience or
observ i n g ho w t h i ng s wo r k , b u t i t ma i n t a i n s , I t h i n k , t h e
consistency of what the court has tried to emphasize. No matter
what we say in our statutes, th c ourt seems to want to r equire
workers' compensation when it takes on a commercial flavor, and
t ha t se e ms t o b e t h e o n e t h i n g t h a t I c an i de n t i f y i n t ha t mo st
recent decision. I a lso t h ink that it is a natural place to
probably draw a line bec ause, as I indicated in a prior
s ta t emen t on t h i s b i l l o r on a n ame n d m e nt , a g r i cu l t u r e na s
c hanged an d w i l l c o n t i n ue t o ev o l v e a n d ch a n g e . Yo u r sma l l e r
operations, in orde r to surv ive, have to take on other
enterprises and other means of g enerating r evenue . If that
involves taking care, on a custom basis, of other people's land
o r ranch, if it involves a r ancher tr ying to supp lement hi s
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