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May 26, 2013  
 
To:  Michael Getler, Ombudsman, Public Broadcasting Service, ombudsman@pbs.org  
 
From: Dr. Corey Goodman, Nancy Lunny, and Kevin Lunny  
 
Re:  Response to Cause of Action May 17, 2013 letter to PBS 
 
 
Dear Mr. Getler, 
 
We recently learned of the May 17, 2013 letter and Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
request to you from Cause of Action.  Regrettably, all three of our names were cited in 
the Cause of Action letter as if we condoned it, which we did not, and as if it was 
submitted on our behalf, which it was not.  We only learned of it after the fact, and on 
May 22, we asked Cause of Action to retract the letter and FOIA request, which they did.  
We write today to further clarify our position, our role, and our relationship. 
 
All three of us were clients of Cause of Action for the Data Quality Act complaint we filed 
last August with the National Park Service, and other related issues of scientific 
misconduct.  Kevin and Nancy Lunny were clients of Cause of Action in the federal suit, 
Drakes Bay Oyster Co. v. Jewell, currently pending before the Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals.  Cause of Action did a very good job representing us on these legal and policy 
issues.  We thank them for their dedication and the quality of their work.  Nevertheless, 
we have severed our relationship with Cause of Action, and they no longer represent us.  
 
Along the way, some in the media have repeatedly aired accusations that we are part of 
some conspiracy to destroy parks and wilderness.  Nothing could be further from the 
truth.  We are environmentalists and agriculturalists.  We also believe in working 
landscapes, the collaboration of sustainable agriculture while protecting the environment, 
and maintaining the character of our community.   
 
The piece by Spencer Michels which aired on the PBS NewsHour on May 1 uncritically 
repeated the false accusations that we have “… spun out narratives that have no 
relationship to the facts.”  On the contrary, our “narratives”—the virtue of a small family 
farm, the absence of any scientific evidence of harm to the environment, and 
misrepresentations of science made by a federal agency in its obsession to eliminate the 
farm—are indisputably true.  What narratives of ours have no relationship to the facts?  
Conspicuously missing from the NewsHour piece was any reference to the facts of 
scientific misrepresentations which are central to the story.  Again and again, agency 
personnel accused the oyster farm of causing environmental harm, only to be rebuked by 
the National Academy of Sciences and, mostly recently, by their own independent expert 
(see below).   
 
Our efforts to explain the situation to Mr. Michels were ignored.  One of us (Dr. Corey 
Goodman) contacted Mr. Michels by email several times, weeks prior to the broadcast, 
but he did not respond.  Another (Kevin Lunny) provided Mr. Michels with accurate 
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information that was largely ignored.   
 
We write with two missions.  First, to confirm that we did not know about the Cause of 
Action letter and FOIA request prior to its submission, and we do not approve of it.  While 
we believe that the PBS broadcast perpetuated biased reporting, we nevertheless 
steadfastly defend the freedom of the press.  A free press is just as critical to our society 
as is truth and scientific integrity in our government.   
 
Second, we encourage you to be more balanced in your future coverage of these 
important issues.  We request to get together with PBS to review the NewsHour 
broadcast and discuss the National Park Service’s misrepresentations and its abuse of 
science in support of ideology.    
 
President Obama, in the first months of his administration and again a few weeks ago, 
spoke eloquently about science no longer taking a back seat to ideology.  We hope you 
agree that our government must be informed by honest science.   
 
Five National Park Service staff who claimed environmental harm by the oyster farm 
were found to have violated the NPS Code of Scientific and Scholarly Conduct.  That is 
just the tip of the iceberg.  Most recently, the NPS, in their Final Environmental Impact 
Statement for the oyster farm permit, claimed the oyster farm had an adverse impact on 
harbor seals, citing the analysis of an independent harbor seal behavior expert in support 
of that conclusion.  The problem is, the expert said just the opposite, and the NPS knew 
it.  The independent expert, Dr. Brent Stewart, found “no evidence of disturbance” to 
harbor seals caused by the oyster farm’s operations.  When we raised this issue, Interior 
went back to Dr. Stewart a second time, asked him to re-review the data, and he came to 
the same conclusion once again, so they suppressed his findings.  That is both 
misconduct and a cover-up.  These issues are very real, and have profound implications.  
Aren’t these the kinds of issues the NewsHour should be exposing? 
 
The Department of the Interior violated the President's Scientific Integrity Policy over and 
over again in allowing a pre-determined agenda to drive false and dishonest science 
concerning the oyster farm at Drakes Estero.  We hope your coverage in the future will 
get back to the important issues for our society.  We also hope that by writing this letter, 
we can put to rest once and for all any notion that we have any objective other than 
assuring scientific integrity and preserving this important small family farm and with it, the 
character of our community.  Everything else is a distraction from the real issues.   
 
We look forward to working with you in the near future. 
 
Best wishes, 
 
Corey Goodman, Ph.D. 
corey.goodman@me.com 
 
Kevin Lunny     Nancy Lunny 
kevin@drakesbayoyster.com  nancy@drakesbayoyster.com 


