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Providing medical treatment to one who doesn’t want it
but withholding medical treatment from those who do

Isn’t it interesting that authorities can go
into court to force medical treatment on
an unwilling patient but can’t use that
course of action for patients who beg for
treatment but aren’t provided it?

What a deadly contradiction.

Millions of television viewers recently
watched a two-hour program featuring
Farrah Fawcett’s pursuit of treatment for
her horrific cancer. How envious we are
that a celebrity with the money can seek
both standard and alternative methods
of treatment. Being able to fly to Ger-
many to undergo treatment not available
in the United States. Money allows that.

There is a 13 year-old boy from Sleepy
Eye, Minnesota who has Hodgkins lym-
phoma and does not want to undergo
further chemotherapy in spite of the
strong likelihood that such treatment will
prolong his life. He’s a juvenile and his
parents claim a religious belief that pre-
cludes such continuing treatment. (At this
writing, his mother and he are on the run.)

Pictures of the young boy show that he
has already undergone chemotherapy.
He is bald. Many cancer patients, not
for religious beliefs, question whether
they want to continue chemotherapy
treatments - such is often the devastat-
ing and contradictory feelings of hope and
despair brought on by chemotherapy.

Statute books are replete with protection
provisions for children. Had this young
Minnesota boy been 21, treatment would
not be forced upon him. Nor given him.

Who can forget the unseemly behavior
and posturing exhibited by politicians in
the Terri Schiavo case? How a physician
in the Senate, Bill Frist, diagnosed her
condition without ever seeing her? How
the country was polarized about whom
should decide her right to die with dig-
nity? Husband? Parents? Courts? Day
after day, the uncomfortable story played
out before the nation. Politicians and
courts were deciding how she should be
treated - whether she should be treated.

In Minnesota, the boy’s parents have said
he will not undergo further chemotherapy
- at least for now. In most cases, that is
the parent’s right. And their responsibil-
ity. Fathers who require sons to play foot-
ball when the boy doesn’t want to and is
afraid to, are praised, not vilified. The
Minnesota boy himself has said he will
kick and “punch” if they try to administer
more chemotherapy drugs to him. Par-
ents are chided for not “caring” for their
children - these parents are trying to care
for their son in a way they have chosen.

In Cheyenne, mall officials have banned
youth, evidently because they didn’t be-
lieve parents had raised their children
properly - had neglected their children.

A Laramie County district court judge has
opined that if one parent in a child cus-
tody case wanted a young boy (her son)
to attend ballet class, the other parent
wouldn’t have to pay his share of that
cost. The judge believes boys are born
to be cowboys - not ballet dancers.

Fingers are pointed at parents for not
caring enough. Now, in Minnesota, they
are pointed at parents for caring “differ-
ently.” We have repeatedly seen in
Laramie County how judges should not
be the final arbiter in matters involving
children. These judges, at least one, are
abjectly incompetent in that area.

A judge in Minnesota has ruled that this
young boy will not have to undergo che-
motherapy if tests show the cancer has
spread too far to render the treatment
effective. Is that judge closer to Laramie
County judges or Judge Learned Hand?

Medical people practice medicine. To
almost all of them, religion can get in the
way but it is not a replacement for what
they do. Unfortunately, regardless of the
level, competence, quality or frequency
of medical care, we all die. No one gets
out of here alive.

The decision to force treatment on this
boy has more to do with his age than his
health. An adult with the same disease,
at the same point of advancement, would

be allowed to refuse chemotherapy. He/
she could be deeply religious, atheist or
agnostic - it would be his/her decision.

A few years ago, Wyoming allowed a
young woman with a young daughter to
die for lack of an organ transplant. There
was no provision to use the courts to or-
der an organ transplant for that willing
and eager recipient. It was subhuman
to allow her to die. She was a patient in
desperate need of care and the govern-
ment would find no way to provide it. She
was allowed to die for one simple rea-
son: She could not afford to pay for the
organ transplant that may have prolonged
her life. She didn’t have the money.

If courts can order treatment for one who
doesn’t want it, why can’t courts order
treatment for those who do?

Understanding religious beliefs and tak-
ing a position on how they should be con-
sidered in everyday life is above my pay
grade. Some use “beliefs” as a shield to
avoid doing what is right. How sincere
are the beliefs of those parents in Minne-
sota? They had allowed one chemo treat-
ment so their beliefs must be soft. And
they’ve said they’ll allow more “in an
emergency.” Their beliefs should not pre-
vent this treatment. The Minnesota court
is right. But where were the courts for
Cathi Blevins? They should have been
there for her, too. She’d still be alive.

The end of Herald coverage on diploma mills?

| can see the end of the tunnel from here.
About all I'm planning to cover on the
subject of diploma mills (degree sellers)
from here on is the lawsuit filed against
Warren National University (WNU) by
former students. Knowing that
Cheyenne’s daily newspaper will not pro-
vide decent, if any, coverage, | will see
that part of the story through to an end.

With the confirmation | was seeking that
Newport International University (NIU)
had actually stopped being in Wyoming
and was ordered to stop using a Wyo-
ming address on its website, that should
take care of those bums. Mostly. All that
remains for Wyoming to be rid of all of
these frauds is for a ruling on the WNU
appeal of WDOE'’s revocation of their li-
cense/registration to sell degrees from
Wyoming. That should come soon.

From the tenor and tone of the exchange
of communications among NIU, their
Laramie attorney, WDOE and a staff at-
torney from the Wyoming Attorney
General’s office representing WDOE, this
was obviously not an amicable divorce.
The young woman at WDOE has been
tenacious. She was unrelenting in re-
quiring that NIU did what they were sup-
posed to do and do it on the schedule
required of them. | was impressed.

However, because Wyoming allowed
these dirtbags a “teach out” period after
they fail to proceed toward accreditation,
an outfit like NIU could “withdraw” instead
of being tossed out on their keister. And
withdraw they did. Damn!

On March 3, 2009, a letter from the Higher
Learning Commission (HLC) informed
NIU that “the evidence that you put for-
ward was not sufficient to warrant an
on-site visit at this time.” Wasn’t even
worthy of a visit! The PIF was merely a
3-ring binder with dividers and a bunch
of garbage presented to HLC. It was pa-
thetic. If these degree sellers think they
can somehow gain accreditation on the
basis of bogus applications, HLC is show-
ing them they can’t. It, the PIF, was a
typical, “baffle them with BS” try.

Had this happened in Alabama, NIU
would have been ordered to cease and
desist that day. But Wyoming is more
tolerant. Maybe the fact that we aided
and abetted the success and survival of
these rats leads us to extend their lives.

So, in an April 8, 2009 letter from NIU to
WDOE, in bold letters it says: “NIU has
and does hereby voluntarily withdraw
its registration as a Wyoming Private
School registered under Wyoming’s
Private School Licensing statutes and
rules.” We allowed them to “withdraw”
in a previous “settlement agreement.” We
should have shown them the door. Im-
mediately! Why we kept cooperating with
these bogus operations when we no
longer had to? | can’t answer that. But |
am terribly, terribly ashamed for my state.

Another degree seller put one over on us.
Permitted to “withdraw” even though
Wyoming statutes required their depar-
ture, NIU can make this deceptive state-
ment on their new website Home Page:

“NIU has recently made difficult but
appropriate decisions with respect to
what State would provide it the best
opportunity to continue to provide its
unique form of education to students
throughout the world. For that
reason, NIU has determined to
voluntarily withdrawal from its
registration as a degree granting
institution in the State of Wyoming,
and to relocate its headquarters to the
State of California.”

Wyoming allowed NIU to mislead (lie to)
“students” around the world about the
real reason they had to leave our state.
NIU relocated to California for the same
reason Preston University, Breyer State
University and others have. It's simple.

California has no laws controlling diploma
mills at this time. That could change at
any moment and these nomads will have
to rent U-Hauls again and move else-
where. On behalf of the residents of the
State of Wyoming, good riddance.

Notes: NIU claims they have an accredita-
tion application pending with DETC. Their
revenues were piddling compared to K-WU.
For FYE 9/30/2008, NIU had $341,517 rev-
enue from tuition and fees. Profit was
$25,841. For the 15 month period ending
12/31/2009, they projected to HLC revenues
of $1,760,500 for tuition and fees (almost
$1 million in Wyoming) and a profit of
$525,650. An NIU “profoma” (the term is
“pro forma”) for 2010 projected revenues
of $1.9 million and profit of $468,680. Right.
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