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When asked “what did you enjoy most
about the trip to Costa Rica,” a student who
made the trip wrote:  “Getting on the air-
plane in San Jose and leaving Costa Rica
due to the many problems encountered.”

Those words sum up the experience of
students who spoke to me about the infa-
mous “Costa Rica trip” of August 3-13,
2008.

Just the words, “the Costa Rica trip” evoke
strong and emotional words from LCCC
president Darrel Hammon.  In his sworn
testimony at the Dr. James Cook wrong-
ful termination hearing, Hammon became
very defensive and almost belligerent
when he was asked about the Costa Rica
trip.  He wants the issue to “go away,”
claiming that he had dealt with it appro-
priately and completely during and after
the troubled travel.  But he didn’t and the
story will not go away until appropriate dis-
cipline is meted out to him.

After a lengthy interview with students who
made the trip at great personal expense
to themselves and/or their parents, it is
obvious that Hammon did not adequately
deal with the problems of the trip before,
during or after it as he should have.

The trip to Costa Rica, a Central Ameri-
can country of about 4.2 million people -
a country that lies between Nicaragua and
Panama - was described as a very un-
pleasant and disturbing ten days.  It was
described to me as a trip that was not well-
planned, taking students on an expensive
junket that was supposed to be educa-
tional but was not.  Not in the least.

Costa Rica is known for its beauty but stu-
dents did not see or enjoy much of that
beauty.  They were not warned of the
health risks in Costa Rica and many spent
days down with illnesses.  They weren’t
prepared for the extent of insects  nor cau-
tioned about the impure water.  In fact,
when asked about the safety of drinking
local water, the instructor on the trip told
the students it was safe - that it was sub-
jected to the same “treatment” process
as water in the United States.  It wasn’t.

While students signed up and paid sub-
stantial costs (about $2,500 total) to make
the Costa Rica trip as an educational ex-
perience, it is clear that Darrel Hammon
once more used his “presidential preroga-
tive” and took the trip as a family vaca-
tion.  ( A map of Costa Rica, pointing out
the places visited on this trip and a
timeline, can be seen on page 6.)  The
excursion departed the LCCC campus
Sunday night about 10:00 pm on August
3, 2008.

On Friday, August 1, 2008 at 7:13 am,
Darrel Hammon posted on his personal
“blogspot” about the trip.  He wrote,
among other things:  “”Anna Rose, Hailey,
and I are headed to Costa Rica on Sun-
day at midnight.”  Evidently, he had
planned to also take his wife on the pub-
licly paid junket as he lamented, “Unfor-
tunately, we are leaving Joanne home to
take care of grandma.”  Later, he wrote,
“What we have decided, though, is that
we need to take a ‘family vacation’ every
year.”  He cautioned his daughters to start
saving for future family vacations be-
cause, “some parents pay the entire way
for the entire family,” but, “as you both
know, this father likes his children to have
some ‘skin’ in the game, some investment
to make you appreciate what is really im-
portant.”  And, what “skin” did they have?

He failed to tell his family and friends in
this posting that his way to Costa Rica
was being paid by Laramie County Com-
munity College - taxpayers - as were the
expenses of one of the daughters who
was to have “skin” in the game.  It is still
uncertain who paid for the other
daughter’s trip - records will be sought.

No one knows for certain what Hammon’s
official purpose was on this trip.  It seems
that it was just an opportunity to take a
“family” vacation with two daughters he
loved and to enjoy the trip at public ex-
pense.  He wrote that he hoped to get some
great “shots” in Costa Rica and, “I am sure
we will as we are going to a rain forest,
staying near a volcano, riding horses, do-
ing a zip line, taking walks in the jungle,
and watching giant turtles lay eggs.”

Never did Hammon write in this post that
he was to be an instructor or that he was
to chaperone a couple dozen college stu-
dents on this trip nor that the trip was not
a personal vacation for which he and his
daughters were paying.  Nor state that the
trip to Costa Rica was a college educa-
tional junket.  He did not admit any of that
because he wanted his friends to think
he was a world traveler - that he was a
big spender - not that his and one of the
daughter’s trip were being paid for with
public funds.  And he did not mention any
personal responsibilities he or his daugh-
ters would have on the trip because he
didn’t intend to accept any.  The three of
them were going to see a rain forest,
turtles lay eggs and walk in the jungle.

Hammon’s trip would have been inappro-
priate under any circumstances.  He
should have no authority to bleed the
public treasury like that.  But, his actions
on the trip made it almost unbearable for
others.  Story continues on pages 6 and 7.



Think of a guy who wires his garage without knowing the basics. He
gets shocked a lot, but doesn’t think much about it because he knows
getting shocked goes with electricity.

Now, think of a city council that does not know the basics of
parliamentary procedure (Robert’s Rules of Order). They have problems
in meetings, but don’t think much about it because they assume
meetings will have problems.

Let’s take an easy example of a basic not known:

Can the presiding officer (mayor) declare a recess on his own?

Of course not.

And yet one sees the mayor blithely declaring such recesses.

Recess is a motion that requires all the process that any other
motion would.

Aww come on, what’s the harm?

Usually, little, but let’s look at an outrageous hypothetical possibility:

A council is voting on a ridiculous and enormously expensive project.
A quick head count indicates that the vote will be five to four against
the project. The mayor is for the project, but the addition of his vote
will only create a tie and the measure will still fail. As the debate ends
and just before the vote, the mayor, on his own, declares a recess. He
knows that with private access and an offer he would rather nobody
know about, he can turn a vote. He does. He reconvenes the meeting
and because debate is over, he calls for the vote. Lo and behold, the
measure passes. The council and the citizens are confused. Good
politicking? Only if you are a bottom feeder…

Could this council have protected itself from such nonsense? Did they
have the right to not be bullied by violation of the rules? Absolutely!
With the voicing of “Objection,” the mayor would have had no
alternative but to follow proper procedure and would have had no
hope of a recess before the vote.

In following articles we are going to look at more basics not known.

Parliamentary Procedure 101
When I read that a hired gun ran a meeting until 3:00 am because he didn’t know that
a tie vote does have finality, I thought it might be helpful and interesting to have a guy
in town who is not only schooled in parliamentary procedure but actually has access to
a descendent of the original General Henry Martyn Robert of Robert’s Rules of Order
renown write some material on how poorly run city council meetings are and what the
consequences could be.  Each issue for awhile, I’ll offer up some of his critiques:

A mayor and city attorney without a clue
about basic parlimentary procedure
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LCCC Temporary Restraining Order

against the Cheyenne Herald
It is kind of strange to be on the same
side of a controversy as the Tribune-
Eagle.  They usually hunker down in their
windowless offices on the second floor at
702 W. Lincolnway while I take on the dif-
ficult challenges.

In this case, though, I am proud to stand
shoulder to shoulder with the daily.  LCCC
continues to try to protect their president’s
crumbling reputation and image - at great
public expense - and Hammon can’t sur-
vive much longer.  He must go soon.

By the way, it was the Cheyenne Herald
website where the WTE saw the Care
Team Report.  They didn’t have the jour-
nalistic integrity to report that in their Sat-
urday, May 22nd story, but that’s where
they read it.  The Report was posted on
my website, along with three pages of ar-
ticles, at 2:00 pm on Friday afternoon, the
21st - three hours before I was served with
a Temporary Restraining Order.

When I received the TRO, I immediately
sought legal advice.  And, as a result of
that advice and as a precaution, I re-
moved the articles and Report from my
website even though the Order itself signed
by Arnold does not specify what I am or-
dered to do or not to do.  The posting
removal was accomplished by my
webmaster at 9:10 pm on Friday evening.

I had this Herald to finish over the week-
end and I couldn’t risk LCCC attorneys
going to Peter Arnold’s house for him to
sign a contempt citation and have me
taken into custody.  So I acquiesced.  For
now.  I had to get this paper done.

Just because LCCC could get a biased-
against-me-and-the-Cheyenne-Herald
judge to grant this TRO at the last minute
leading into a weekend doesn’t make it
right.  It would fitting to be able to get
David Lane to come up from Denver again
and kick their collective asses but I have
equally competent representation.

After being served, I finished eating, then
I took the time to peruse (that means
“read” for my Nebraska friends) the pages.
This is the first time in eight and a third
years, 194 issues and probably 3 million
words, that I have received such a legal
document.  What a load of crap it is!

There are several lies, exaggerations and
misrepresentations included in the docu-
ments.  Such as:

Complaint, Item 7.  “Defendant has
posted a portion of the report on its
website and intends to publish the re-
port in its upcoming issue.  If the con-
fidential information is published
LCCC risks losing millions of dollars
in federal funding which could seri-
ously and irreparably harm LCCC’s
ability to provide educational pro-
grams to its students.”

If you were to take the Motion at face
value, I could bring down Laramie County
Community College all by myself.  Just
me.  The law firm of Bailey, Stock &
Harmon PC, which I used to respect,

(Continued from front page) prepared this piece of drek (which, natu-
rally, you will be able to read in its entirety
on the Cheyenne Herald website).

I thought I had the entire report, not a “por-
tion” of it.  I had no intention of using two
pages in my “upcoming issue” to publish
the report.  They just made that up.  LCCC
knows, or should know, that my publish-
ing the report does not jeopardize their
funding.  I am honored that they believe
the Herald has the clout to get the Secre-
tary of Education to cease funding to
LCCC when that has never happened
anywhere in 30 years the bill has been in
effect.  In one paragraph, we have a lie, a
misrepresentation and an exaggeration.

Carol Hoglund at LCCC wrote falsely to
gain the TRO against me.  She mistook
me for the WTE and wrote that The Chey-
enne Herald, “... intends to prepare an ar-
ticle for tomorrow’s edition of the news-
paper disclosing information contained in
the report.”  I don’t publish on Saturday,
nor do I publish on Sunday, nor do I pub-
lish on Monday.  Tuesday I publish.  Then,
she falsely swore in the Affidavit intended
to do me great financial harm, “FERPA
generally prevents ...”  No it doesn’t.  She
needs to read FERPA or refer to Supreme
Court rulings on FERPA.  She’s wrong.

In the Motion, “educational records” are
referenced, then used as the basis for this
TRO action.  The Care Team Report is
not an educational record nor does it con-
tain “personally identifiable information,”
which, if it did, would not matter because
the Report is not covered by FERPA be-
cause it is not an educational record.

Another lie, “... and because of the late
hour of this motion has been unable [to]
provide notice to the Defendant.”  There
were no phone calls made to my home
phone or cell no.  No notes on the door.
There were no e-mails sent to any of my
e-mail addresses.  There was no attempt
to “notice” me.  None.  Intentionally.

Not too many people know what I look
like because I don’t print my photo with
my articles and I won’t do television ap-
pearances, but almost everyone in town
knows how to reach me.  Neither the Court
nor LCCC attorneys tried.  In fact, BS&H
mailed me a copy of the TRO and it ar-
rived on Saturday - telling me I had to do
something on Friday!

LCCC and their attorneys played the
Court as a fool.  They treated Arnold as a
tool by exaggerating the effect publish-
ing a Report that was not covered by
FERPA and did not contain a single
student’s name (SOC is not a name - it is
“Student of Concern) would have.   This
gullibility by Judge Peter Arnold once
again shows why he is so frequently re-
versed by the Supreme Court.

FERPA does not prohibit release of “per-
sonally identifiable information” in all
cases.  It could not or honor rolls could
not be published nor scholarship recipi-
ents named.  This LCCC action, with at-
torneys BS&H complicity, tries to stifle free
speech.  Tries to deny freedom of the
press.  Well, clowns, it won’t work.
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Let’s start at the beginning.  LCCC solic-
ited students to enroll in Biol 2470, which
would include a ten day trip to Costa Rica
at student expense.  They would earn 3
credits for the successful completion of
the class and tuition in 2008 was about
$240-$250 for 3 credit/hours.  In addition
to tuition, each student would be respon-
sible for costs of the trip - airfare, lodging
and food, etc.  That ran $2,000 - $2,200
each.  Students would share a room.

The official trip roster shows 23 made the
trip but it is wrong. Of the 23, two were
shown to be “Instructors,” including Darrel
Hammon.  But that is not how the stu-
dents saw him.  They said he played no
role in instruction, the little there was, and
he was considered only a “chaperone.”
At least four other names did not appear
on the roster and two of those were
Hammon’s daughters.  Neither was a stu-
dent at LCCC at the time of the trip.

The students I spoke with who made the
trip did not know what function the two
daughters were to play.  One girl they
thought was supposed to be a chaper-
one but did not function as one in any way.
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The trip to Costa Rica

LCCC Biol 2470 (Field Methods in Biological Sciences)
trip to Costa Rica, August 3 - August 13, 2008

August 3-4, 2008 - DIA to San Jose, Costa Rica
August 4, 2008 - San Jose, bus to Puerto Limón,

              launch Puerto Limón to Tortuguero
August 5, 2008 - also Tortuguero
August 6, 2008 - Tortuguero, launch and bus to

              La Fortuna (Arenal Volcano)
August 7, 2008 - La Fortuna, bus, boat, van to

Monteverde
August 8, 2008 - also Monteverde
August 9, 2008 - Monteverde, bus to Sámara
August 10, 2008 - also Sámara
August 11, 2008 - also Sámara
August 12, 2008 - Sámara, bus to San Jose
August 13, 2008 - San Jose to DIA

Nicaragua

Panama

Caribbean
Sea

Pacific
Ocean

The other, but 18 or 19
years old and younger
than all of the students,
would not have been ca-
pable to chaperone those
older than her.

The older Hammon
daughter was married at
the time of the trip and the
younger married ten days
after she returned from
Costa Rica.  Hammon
wrote on a blog after the
wedding that the younger
daughter, already a grad
of LCCC, was a student at
BYU-Provo, as was her
husband.  Niether the hus-
band nor the soon-to-be
husband made the CR trip
with the Hammon girls.

Students and others who
went on the trip bused
from the LCCC campus to
begin the trip from DIA.
They left Cheyenne at
about 10:00 pm and were
not told that they would
not eat again until the next
night in Costa Rica.

The commercial flight
landed in San Jose, Costa
Rica at about 6:00 am the
following morning and the
group was hustled to a bus
that would take them
across the Costa Rica to
Limon, where a launch
would travel up the Carib-
bean to Turtle Beach
Lodge (near Tortuguero),
which is available only by
boat or plane.  Buses from
San Jose to Limon take
about four hours and ir-
regular departing
launches take a couple
hours or more to go from
Limon to Tortuguero.

The trip to Costa Rica had been an an-
nual excursion and had a reputation on
LCCC campus as being “a party trip.”  The
students I interviewed were unaware of
that and conduct of others on the trip sur-
prised them.  Especially in light of the fact
that they had all signed forms that they
would not consume alcoholic beverages
on the trip.  There are no allegations nor
suggestions that Hammon and his daugh-
ters consumed any alcohol and it is not
likely they did based on their religious
faith.  But, others did - some to the point
of inebriation and its fallout that took them
out of commission the following day.

While the trip to Costa Rica and on to
Turtle Beach Lodge was time-consuming
and a bit uncomfortable due to lack of food
and water for a long period of time - the
students were unprepared for that - the
tribulations of this trip had yet to begin.

Caution:  Parents, family and friends of
the troubled girl who became such a whis-
pered subject of this trip later who may
be offended, upset, bothered or angry to
read details of what occurred on the trip
should stop reading now.  Please.

Dr. Darrel Hammon and the “instructor”
on this trip were well aware of the recent
past of the emotionally fragile young
woman who Hammon approved to make
the trip.  But, students were unaware of
her state.  Had the girl’s difficulties on the
trip been dealt with properly, the ultimate
outcome may have been different.

No one on the trip, including Darrel
Hammon, had the qualifications to ad-
equately handle the situation faced over
the following several days - every day of
the trip until they returned to Cheyenne
on August 13, 2008.  Yet, Hammon did
not seek mental health care for the girl.
He did not, so far as students knew, con-
tact the girl’s parents at any time to seek
their advice or assistance.  If he did, he
did not share that outcome with students,
presumably even the one he assigned
primary responsibility for care of the dis-
tressed girl.  The buck stops with him and
he did not provide the required leader-
ship to the students or the young girl her-
self.  Whether it was because he did not
know what to do and was too proud or
stubborn to seek assistance or whether it
was because he was on a “family vaca-
tion” with his two daughters and just could
not be bothered with anyone’s fragile

mental state only Hammon knows.  Based
on his recent sworn testimony, he still be-
lieves he did everything right and “would
not change a thing.”

In addition to shirking his professional
responsibility, he failed his personal re-
sponsibility as the senior member on the
trip to provide care this young girl so des-
perately needed and he also failed all oth-
ers in his charge.  He chose to be far re-
moved from the trying events while an
emotional toll was being taken on other stu-
dents who had bought into at least a plea-
surable sight-seeing trip, if not an educa-
tional experience to further their studies.

Awareness of that girl’s fragile psyche be-
gan the first night in Costa Rica and con-
tinued throughout the trip.  Manifested in
different ways but always lurking.  In ad-
dition to assigning her care to one who
had paid to make the trip as a student but
was also a LCCC employee who could
not refuse his assignment, Hammon as-
signed another student to be the dis-
tressed girl’s “pharmacist” - to dispense
her prescription medications.  The poten-
tial ramifications of an unlicensed person
dispensing drugs  in a foreign country are
too horrible to contemplate.  (See P. 7)

Costa Rica

(continued from page 1)




