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COURT CASE – SPECIAL ISSUE
SHOULD THE PUBLIC BE BANNED FROM
SWIMMING WITH FRIENDLY WILD DOLPHINS?
The majority of supporters of International Dolphin
Watch support the view that swimming with wild
dolphins that are totally free to swim away at any time
should not be treated as a criminal offence, provided
such interactions are carried out with common sense
and with due regard for the welfare of the dolphins.

This SPECIAL ISSUE of the IDW Newsletter reports on a recent court
case that raises concern for those who hold this view.
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SHOULD THE PUBLIC BE BANNED FROM SWIMMING
WITH FRIENDLY WILD DOLPHINS?
th

GUILTY

On 17 April 2008 at Folkestone Magistrates Court two men were found guilty of
“recklessly” interfering with Dave, a friendly wild female dolphin, at around 5.30
a.m. on 9th June 2007 off the beach at Sandgate, Kent. They were each fined £250
and given 120 hours community service. The chief magistrate warned the culprits that
if they did not comply with the penalty they could be liable to a custodial sentence.
The case for the prosecution was vigorously supported by expert witnesses from the
Whale and Dolphin Conservation society (WDCS), British Divers Marine Life
Rescue (BDMLR) and Marine Connection (MC) who as the Marine Animal Rescue
Coalition have a blanket policy of keeping unauthorised boats and swimmers at least
100 metres from all free wild dolphins.
Only one expert presented evidence for the defence based on the International
Dolphin Watch (IDW) principle that swimming with free wild dolphins should not be
treated as a criminal offence provided it is carried out with common sense and due
regard for the dolphins.
IDW fully accepts that when sociable dolphins, such as Dave, come close to shore
crowds may gather and cause concern for the safety of the dolphin and those who
choose to go into the sea to swim with them. However, IDW urges that common
sense should be used when assessing such situations. Furthermore IDW insists that
dolphins must be credited with a sense of self-preservation and that if they feel
threatened in any way they can simply swim away.
IDW publishes and publicises a Code of Conduct for swimming with dolphins.

This test case could have far reaching consequences for all those who love
dolphins and desire to swim with them. The implication is that in extreme
circumstances if a sociable wild dolphin swims up to you and you respond
to it, you could go to jail.
Dr Horace Dobbs holds the view that the judgement, which was based on miss
interpretation of the evidence, was unsound and is an infringement on the rights of
humans and dolphins.

BACKGROUND
At around 5am on 7th June 2007 two men Daniel Buck, 25 and the father of 3
children, and his friend Michael Jukes, 26, left an all night party at Daniel’s house
and walked down to the beach at Sandgate, near Folkestone in Kent. Daniel stripped
off and went for a swim. To his surprise a friendly, solitary, female dolphin known as
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Dave swam to him from further out to sea. Daniel soon overcame his initial fear and
started to play with the dolphin. When his friend Michael saw what was happening he
joined Daniel in the sea and the two excited men enjoyed a noisy game with Dave the
dolphin. Local residents annoyed by the disturbance called the police. One of them
videoed what was happening at sea from the shore.
A short time later, two police cars arrived and Daniel shouted out “People spend
thousands of pounds to swim with dolphins in Florida and we’re doing it here in
Folkestone!”
When a police officer asked the men to come ashore Daniel, still thoroughly enjoying
his good fortune, called back good naturedly “Come and get me,” before leaving the
water.
The two men, knowing that lots of people had swum with Dave, were not aware that
they could be breaking the law and were surprised when police constable Matthew
Murray said to them at 05.33 hours “I am arresting you on suspicion of animal
cruelty”.
Daniel and Michael both told the officer that they thought the arrest was ridiculous
and that they shouldn’t be arrested. Nonetheless, they were placed in the rear of
separate marked police cars and conveyed to Folkestone Police Station, where they
were searched and had their possessions documented before being placed in cells in
the custody block.
At 18.01 hours on the same day Daniel Buck was formally charged with intentionally
or recklessly disturbing a dolphin being a wild animal included in schedule 5 of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. After being cautioned Daniel was questioned and
his answers recorded. At completion of the interview the defendant was bailed to
appear before Folkestone Magistrates Court. Michael Jukes was similarly charged.
On 20th September 2007 Dr Horace Dobbs, Honorary Director of IDW, received a fax
from Rixons Solicitors, Folkestone to ascertain if he would be prepared to view a
video, read various reports and give an expert witness opinion for the defence of
Daniel Buck.
After he had carefully assessed all the evidence, especially the video footage, Dr
Dobbs felt the charge was unfounded and agreed to prepare an expert witness
statement for the defence. He did so reluctantly because those supporting the
prosecution – the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society (WDCS), British Divers
Marine Life Rescue (BDMLR) and Marine Connection (MC) were organisations with
whom he had close connections. Indeed, Horace had helped Sean White and Kieren
Mulvaney found the WDCS in Melksham in1987. He was a Patron of BDMLR and
had actively campaigned with for the conservation of dolphins with Marine
Connection (Appendix 1).
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Dr Dobbs submitted a brief Case Analysis for the defence of Daniel Buck to Rixons
Solicitors on 19th December 2007. His personal opinion was that the case would be
dropped when the prosecution was made aware of the High Court judgement of “Not
Guilty” made in 1991 against a man for molesting a friendly wild dolphin, which
Horace described in detail in his book Journey into Dolphin Dreamtime.
Michael Jukes could not obtain legal aid and was therefore prepared to present his
own defence in court. However, when the case opened in Folkestone Magistrates
Court on the morning of 4th February 2008 and the magistrates and the witnesses had
assembled to commence the hearing it was discovered that Michael, who was no
longer employed, had become therefore eligible for legal aid. To avoid organising a
second hearing at a later date Michael’s’ application for legal aid was fast tracked and
a barrister, Mr Paul Green, was hastily appointed to represent him.
When this procedure was complete Mr Green had to absent himself from the court
due to other commitments and the proceedings were held over until 10am the
following morning. Horace took advantage of the free afternoon to visit the scene of
the alleged crime and do some ad hoc research on Dave the dolphin.
During questioning when the case resumed on the 5th February an understandable
lack of knowledge of the biology of dolphins and their relationship to humans
became apparent and Dr Dobbs was able to provide expert witness advice to both Mr
Green and Mr Rixon.
Midway through the morning of Wednesday 6th February, due to unforeseeable
circumstances, the trial had to be postponed and was eventually rescheduled for 14th
April 2008.

OBJECTION TO EVIDENCE BY THE PROSECUTION
Shortly after Daniel and Michael were charged, the prosecution commissioned four
experts to give their interpretation of the video evidence. These were submitted
before Horace became involved.
When the prosecution witnesses later saw copies of Horace’s defence statement in
which he contradicted their interpretation of the video, they took action. Lisa
Goodwin, who had only recently gained her PhD and was recruited as Fisheries and
Policy Officer by Marine Connection, wrote a three page critique entitled Comment
on the qualifications and experience of Dr Dobbs (Appendix 6).
In it Goodwin commented, as follows, on Horace’s argument that if Dave didn’t like
what was happening she could simply swim away: Dr Dobbs also refers to the ability
of the dolphin to swim away at any point that the interaction disturbed, or produced a
negative response. Whilst this is certainly true for wild dolphins, solitary dolphins
present a unique case and it may be argued that in the early stage of habituation, as
Dave was at the time, that they know no better but to investigate objects in their
severely reduced home range.
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Other comments like this, all of which were read by the magistrates, convinced
Horace even more that all of the expert witnesses were wrong in their interpretation
of the video.
When the court went into recession Dr Dobbs undertook an extensive search of the
literature, particularly on habituation. Based on hundreds of hours spent with sociable
dolphins Horace decided to present his analysis of what happened from Dave’s point
of view. To justify this Dr Dobbs felt it incumbent upon himself to draw the court’s
attention in a revised expert witness statement to his erstwhile medical research
experience and the influence this had on his subsequent 34 years of studies of wild
dolphins in the open sea.
One of Dr Dobbs’ ongoing special interests since he founded The Oxford Underwater
Research Group in 1963 has been the effects that the dolphin’s brain size, which is
equal to that of ours, has on their relationship with humans. Horace therefore also
included information on this subject in his second expert witness statement, which he
sent to Rixons Solicitors on 15th March 2008.
When the case reopened on 14th April Antonia Hedge, the prosecuting solicitor,
objected to this evidence being shown to the lay magistrates who were not qualified
in law. This prompted an explosive response by Julian Rixon who at one time was
himself a prosecutor. “That’s outrageous!” he exclaimed. The three magistrates, after
taking advice from the Clerk of the Court then retired to consider the situation. When
they returned it was agreed to allow the written report to be used in evidence but the
videos included with it were disallowed.
The defence felt that this loaded any judgement the magistrates might make in favour
of the prosecution as the only film they saw in court were wobbly images taken on
telephoto under very poor lighting conditions early in the morning. The magistrates
were therefore denied the opportunity to see above and underwater professional
footage of solitary friendly dolphins interacting with divers and swimmers and seeing
how friendly dolphins like Dave adapt their behaviour according to the abilities of the
people with them in the water. Horace felt that the clip of film from the BBC
documentary Eye of a Dolphin was especially relevant as the case clearly hinged on
the interpretation of the video evidence presented to the magistrates by expert
witnesses. None of the four expert witnesses for the prosecution had spent time
underwater observing the behaviour of dolphins.

SEGREGATION
For his defence statement Dr Dobbs also gathered information on the manner in
which organisations giving evidence for the prosecution had actively and openly
sought to segregate Dave from the humans whose company she wanted and was
seeking. He argued that the act of deliberately preventing interaction with
humans, which was an integral part of Dave’s natural behaviour as a free wild
dolphin, could be interpreted as intentionally disturbing the dolphin. As such
Horace considered the WDCS, the BDMLR and MC, who were pushing the
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prosecution, were ironically guilty of an offence under The Wildlife and Countryside
Act and could themselves be charged.
Dr Dobbs understood that the organisations seeking to segregate Dave from the
public did so in what they considered to be in the best interest of the dolphin on the
grounds that allowing interactions with humans could put both Dave and the public at
risk. Dr Dobbs questioned this rationale. After carrying out a risk assessment he came
to the conclusion that segregating the dolphin had the opposite effect to that which
was intended.

RISK ASSESSMENT TO DOLPHINS
In their free natural state Dolphins lead very rumbustious lives with lots of physical
contact with other dolphins and their surroundings. Dolphins do not have a thick
protective epidermis and minor injuries give rise to the scars and teeth rake marks
frequently seen on wild dolphins.
Dolphins are opportunistic feeders. In open water they feed largely on shoaling
pelagic fishes, which they eat whole in one gulp. They also feed in rocky areas and
may scrape themselves against the rocks when chasing an escaping prey. Dr Dobbs
has personally witnessed a young friendly wild bottlenose dolphin catch a large eel
and then break it up by vigorously thrashing it against a rock before eating the pieces.
Afterwards he observed that the dolphin’s beak was bleeding. Evidence of robust
feeding practices can often be seen in wild bottlenose dolphins the tips of whose
beaks are deeply scarred.
Compared with what could happen to a dolphin pursing their natural everyday lives
any interactions they have with swimming humans, including those who try to grab
them, pose no significant danger. Most friendly wild dolphins enjoy playing with
paddlers in kayaks. If a dolphin is accidentally, or even deliberately, hit by a paddle it
is of little or no physical consequence.
All dolphins that live in coastal waters become familiar with different types of boats
from birth. They quickly learn to ride bow and stern waves. They become familiar
with the hazards of propellers. They will often swim very close behind the propeller
of a boat moving forward, seemingly enjoying the vibrations, often to the
consternation of the helmsman who is unaware the dolphin is perfectly safe, provided
it stays behind the propeller. Problems arise with boats with twin propellers when one
propeller is put into forward gear and the other is put into reverse at the same time to
manoeuvre the boat in a confined space. Dolphins injured by propeller strikes usually
recover.
Anyone who sets out to deliberately injure a dolphin is putting themselves in danger.
Not from the dolphin but from the general public who are invariably fiercely
defensive of all dolphins. Many openly declare that they love dolphins. The two
defendants made it absolutely clear that at no time did they wish to harm Dave in any
way.
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According to Marine Mammal Medic, Chris Lowes (International Dolphin Watch
Newsletter, June 2007) “It was estimated that during the months from January to
June in 2003 three thousand dolphins died due to entanglements in the nets of pair
trawlers fishing for sea bass in the English Channel/Western Approaches.” Twenty
were caught in a single haul.
The conclusion to be drawn from this is that when friendly wild dolphins move back
into groups that wander much further afield, as most solitary sociable dolphins appear
to do, they are exposing themselves to far greater risk than they would if they
remained close inshore.

RISK ANALYSIS TO HUMANS
A comprehensive analysis of UK Water Related Fatalities undertaken by the National
Water Safety Forum revealed that in 2005 out of a total of 344 recorded accidental
fatalities, 96 occurred in coastal waters. Roughly the same number of fatalities
occurs every year despite all the warnings and safety measures that are put in place.
Should an incident occur when a poor swimmer with little knowledge of currents gets
excitedly into the sea to swim with a dolphin the immediate response of blaming the
dolphin should be tempered with the knowledge that whenever people venture into
the sea accidents can happen. Indeed, the presence of a dolphin or dolphins could
save life as was revealed in the BBC Natural World documentary transmitted on 8th
February 2008 which showed three young lifesavers in New Zealand out on a training
swim being dramatically encircled by a protective ring of dolphins when threatened
by great white sharks.
It was argued by the prosecution that one reason for keeping the public away from
Dave was that some dolphin behaviour can indicate aggressive intent harmful to
those seeking in water interactions. This certainly did not occur with Dave.
Based on his vast experience with sociable dolphins like Dave, Dr Dobbs argued in
his defence statement that the possibility of a friendly dolphin deliberately injuring
someone in the water is minimal compared with other risks.
International Dolphin Watch always urges those who go to swim with dolphins,
especially those who are poor swimmers, to use a modicum of common sense. And if
they feel at all unsure of what is happening they should leave the water. IDW
publishes and publicises a Code of Conduct for those who want to swim with
dolphins.

BENEFITS OF DOLPHIN SWIMS
Encounters with dolphins can bring untold benefits into human lives, especially those
who are disadvantaged. IDW receives countless accounts of how dolphins have
changed people’s lives for the better. The benefits of swimming with wild dolphins
are beyond dispute and have been recorded in many books and films.
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In her book The Dolphin Within (Simon and Schuster, Australia 1998) psychologist
Dr Olivia De Bergerac provides electroencephalographic (EEG) recordings that
demonstrate dramatic changes in human brain wave patterns after dolphin swims.
The magnitude of just how desirable swimming with dolphins has become was
indicated in a recent BBC Poll in which it was revealed that top of the list that most
people want to do in their lifetime is to swim with dolphins. Of the many ways used
to express feelings after a dolphin swim is “being filled with joy.”
The police who brought the prosecution against the two men, who were obviously
enthralled by their encounter with Dave, should be aware of this. Humberside Police
point out in their road awareness courses that about 500 children cyclists are killed or
seriously injured each year in the UK. Their presentations include a heartrending
account by a distraught teenager of the anguish she suffered when her mother was
needlessly killed in a road accident. In a video interview she tells how the greatest
moment in her mother’s life was when she swam with a dolphin.
BBC Radio Cornwall recently revealed just how long lasting memories of personal
encounters with dolphins can be. In February 2008 presenter James Churchfield
asked listeners to send in their memories of Beaky, a.k.a. Donald, who choose to
spend time off Cornwall in the 1970’s and featured in the groundbreaking film Ride a
Wild Dolphin. To their surprise the radio station received hundreds of calls vividly
recalling accounts of encounters with the friendly wild dolphin that had taken place
over 30 years earlier. Such was the interest in the subject that the BBC dedicated a
section of its website, complete with pictures, to Beaky (Appendix 3).
It is not unlikely therefore, that in 30 years time that some of those who saw and had
encounters with Dave will recall them with equal enthusiasm and pleasure. Will some
of them also remember being warned by the police to keep clear of Dave by at least
100m and that those failing to do so took the risk of being prosecuted?
Sociable wild dolphins also bring benefits to seaside
resorts where tourism is an important part of the local
economy. Visitors will come from far and wide to see
them. It is reported that Fungie, a solitary dolphin who
has chosen to make his home in Dingle Bay, County
Kerry for over 20 years, has become Ireland’s biggest
single tourist attraction. People go out in boats to see
and swim with him almost every day of the year.

DOLPHIN INTELLIGENCE
It was a chance encounter with a wild dolphin, named Donald, in the open sea off the
Isle of Man in 1974, that Dr. Dobbs was fully awakened to the possibility that there
was another intelligence on our planet, possibly equal to that of man. At the time he
was aware of the work of the late Dr John Lilly MD, whose pioneering work on the
brain of the dolphin in the 1950’s and 1960’s was recorded in his books Man and
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Dolphin (Gollanz 1962) and The Mind of the the Dolphin – a nonhuman intelligence
(Doubleday 1967).
However, it was a book entitled Mind in the Waters edited by Joan McIntyre and
published by Scribners in 1976 that convinced Dr. Dobbs that his intuitive feelings
about the very special nature of the human dolphin relationship were not unique to
him and were being very seriously considered by eminent experts in various
disciplines. Among them was a senior scientist at the Worcester Foundation for
Experimental Biology in Massachusetts. Dr Peter Morgan’s chapter The Whale
Brain; The Anatomical Basis for Intelligence, includes this illustration of the
comparative sizes of different brains.

These images establish irrefutably, if intelligence is related to brain size, that
dolphins have a potential for intelligence equal to, if not greater than, that of man.
In the same book On page 57 Lilly comments: “You see, what I found out after 12
years of work with dolphins is that the limits are not with them, the limits are in us.”
On his first encounter with Donald, Dr. Dobbs was in the company of Dr. Luciano
Manara, a senior member of the staff at the Mario Negri Pharmacological Research
Institute in Milan where Horace had delivered a research paper.
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Dr Manara and Dr. Dobbs were scuba divers. Both of them were interested in the
physiological problems that beset divers, such as nitrogen narcosis, but had been
resolved by dolphins during the course of their evolution. The two medical research
scientists discussed how a greater understanding of the physiology of dolphins might
possibly expand the horizons of scuba divers, including the safety factors of deep
diving. Thus, when Horace and Luciano first encountered Donald in the sea their
inclination was to look upon the dolphin with the same attitudes they adopted towards
animals they experimented upon in their respective laboratories – all of which were
strictly controlled and scientifically evaluated.
After swimming with Donald several times the two medical research scientist realised
that they had to abandon the principles of objective, reductive, scientific research,
with which we were ingrained, which demanded that any results obtained could be
validated by others following the same experimental procedures.
When under the sea with Donald the two scientists were no longer in control. Indeed
the tables were reversed. They got the distinct impression that they were now the
equivalent to experimental animals and that the dolphin was investigating them.
Donald was the complete master of the situation. And there was nothing they could
do about it if we wanted to remain in his company.
Donald was a large bottlenose dolphin, about 3.5metres in length with an estimated
weight of around 250kg.
In the laboratory all of the animals were dispatched (sacrificed was the term used) at
the end of an experiment. When Horace and Luciano were with Donald they were
both fully aware that if he so chose the dolphin could dispatch them with a fatal blow
by ramming them with his beak, or rostrum, in the same way that a dolphin might
dispose of a threatening shark. However, once Horace and Luciano had overcome
their initial fear they realised that despite his shark-like shape and lethal jaws they
would come to no harm.

CONTROL, AWARENESS, SENSITIVITY AND
ADAPTABILITY
The mental processes associated with awareness, and more importantly sensitivity,
cannot be attributed directly to brain size, but Horace came to accept that Donald had
both of these qualities in abundance, examples of which were captured in the
groundbreaking film (Ride a Wild Dolphin) he made with YTV in 1976 in St Ives,
Cornwall.
One sequence shows Horace being towed behind a boat whilst holding onto a board
with handles called an aquaplane. Dr. Dobbs was aware that this would be regarded
by Donald as a game in which he could participate. This is exactly what happened.
Donald swam alongside Horace and tried to nudge him off the aquaplane by butting
Dr. Dobbs with his head. When this failed Donald became progressively more
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forceful. His tactics terminated when he bit Horace’s arm so hard that he had to let go
of the handles. Donald then attempted to grab hold of the board with his teeth and
experience a tow for himself. Unfortunately for the dolphin the board was constructed
of rigid slippery plastic and despite his best efforts he could not grip it with his teeth
as the boat progressed.
During this tow game Donald could have demonstrated his superiority at any time.
Instead, the dolphin progressively asserted his dominance by increasing the force he
used to make Horace release the aquaplane. In this way Donald demonstrated
intelligence, sensitivity and awareness.
By the time Donald realised he was not going to succeed, Horace was 300 – 400
metres away treading water. At this point Donald left the board and swam back to Dr.
Dobbs. Horace took hold of Donald’s dorsal fin and was spontaneously towed back
to the boat. When Horace climbed aboard Donald recognised this as a sign that there
would be no more fun and games and swam away. If this incident had not been
recorded on film few people at the time would have accepted it as true.
Dolphins learn very quickly. Some say quicker than humans. This, coupled with their
intelligence enables them quickly to adapt to human intrusions into their previously
undisturbed natural environment. A typical example is the behaviour of the
bottlenose dolphin population in Panama City Beach in Florida where motorised
pleasure fishing boats and other, often very powerful craft, continuously stream in
and out of the marina. The many dolphins that frequent the vicinity have come to
terms with this noisy traffic and have adapted accordingly, staying out of harms way
most of the time but bow wave riding when they want to play.

CURIOSITY, PLAYFULNESS AND TRUST
Another friendly wild dolphin Dr. Dobbs established a close relationship with in the
early 1980’s was named Percy. Like Donald, Percy demonstrated intelligence,
awareness and sensitivity. In addition Percy also demonstrated curiosity and
playfulness as shown in DVD clip from a BBC film about Percy entitled Eye of a
Dolphin which was submitted as evidence but disallowed in the trial.
At the beginning of the clip Percy the dolphin can be seen curiously examining a
spiny lobster held aloft by Bob Holborn. When Horace falls backwards into the sea
from the boat Percy immediately responds by jumping back and forth over him in a
typical display of controlled playfulness. Another sequence clearly demonstrates
Percy’s curiosity, when Horace takes a powerful torch down to the seabed. The
dolphin first nudges the diver from behind. The dolphin then examines the source of
light pressing his beak against the glass lamp cover.
Some of the many experiences Horace had with Percy are recorded in his book Tale
of Two Dolphins (Jonathan Cape, 1987) (Appendix 2).
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Percy’s curiosity is clearly apparent in the illustration below, which shows him
intently looking at an anchor and taking a keen interest in the underwater xylophone,
that Horace made from an anchor and partly filled wine bottles.
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DR HORACE DOBBS SPEAKS OUT
Extracts from his Expert Witness Statement
ANALYSIS OF DAVE VIDEO FOOTAGE
Taking into account the human and dolphin interactions demonstrated in The Eye of a
Dolphin video clip and countless other such encounters, many of which I have
witnessed and filmed from above and below water, lead me to draw completely
different interpretations of the Dave video to those proposed by Goodwin.
For instance Goodwin comments as follows on the breach 02.32.08 sic “The arching
of the back, part breach and exposure of the rostrum indicate that the dolphin is
trying to swim forward away from this interaction. In all cases however, her
movement remains stationary indicating that she is being held back from swimming
away.”
My interpretation of the Dave video
completely contradicts this statement. The
picture opposite, which I took and used on
the front cover of my book The Magic of
Dolphins, shows a friendly wild dolphin,
Percy, off the coast of Cornwall in a similar
posture to that described by Goodwin.
In this instance the dolphin deliberately
swam to the person in the water, as
happened at Battery Point, was not
restrained in any, and exhibited a typical,
out of the water, head to head gesture,
which was interpreted by myself and those
in the boat from which the picture was
taken, as a clear signal from the dolphin that
he wanted to interact in a playful manner.
Which indeed is what subsequently
happened.
In her analysis of the Dave video footage 03.28:06 Goodwin states sic “This is a
head-on approach, which in dolphin language can indicate an aggressive challenge
to another. If the sub-dominant individual does not move away to the side and drop
below, a fight may follow. This indicates the dolphins displeasure of the
interaction.”…………… “However sociable solitary dolphins are different, as they
seek out humans rather than dolphins. As such you tend to find that they treat the
human as they would another dolphin.”
I completely disagree with this interpretation. In The Eye of a Dolphin after escorting
me around the rocks we see Percy meeting a nine year old girl. After a face to face
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greeting the dolphin allows the girl to place her hands on opposite sides of his head
and then very gently, sensitively, and I suggest completely aware of her frailty,
pushes her through the water giving her an experience that will remain with her for
the rest of her life. This face to face encounter was certainly not a gesture of the kind
of aggression intimated by Goodwin in her interpretation of the face to face meeting
of Dave with the defendants in the Dave video.
NOTE: DVD of Bewitched by a Dolphin was not allowed as evidence.

In her analysis of the Dave video Goodwin also comments sic: “there are 3 separate
occasions of tail flukes being raised out o the water, which are moved, or rather
waved from side to side before re-entering the water…………..Here in the bottlenose
dolphin, when combined with a rail splash may indicate annoyance on behalf of the
dolphin…”
Goodwin has not noted that tail fluke waving by a friendly wild dolphin can also be a
playful gesture, which was certainly the cause of the look of delight on the face of the
swimmer in this picture that I took when filing Bewitched by a Dolphin.

Item 3 submitted as evidence is a DVD of the TV programme Bewitched
by a Dolphin which clearly illustrates the sensitive, playful and sometimes
boisterous behaviour of a young, friendly, wild, habituated dolphin, in this
case Simo, when he encounters humans with different capabilities in the
sea.
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UNUSUAL BUT NOT UNNATURAL – PIONEER
DOLPHINS
As this case derives from the desire of the prosecution witnesses to protect Dave from
what they see as dangerous threats arising from her insistence on interacting with
humans I considered it logical to appraise the incident giving rise to the conviction of
the two defendants from the dolphin’s point of view. My many years of experience
with solitary friendly dolphins like Dave puts me in a unique position to make the
judgement that denying Dave contact with humans is depriving her of an inbuilt
behaviour that is unusual but is certainly not unnatural.
From a dolphin’s point of view therefore it can be argued those who, with the very
best of intentions, were preventing swimmers from making contact with the dolphin,
were the ones who were harassing Dave, and not the defendants who were
responding in a manner that Dave was actively seeking as part of her natural,
instinctive behaviour.
By behaving as she does i.e. interacting with humans, the dolphin is expanding the
range of her experiences. Dave could therefore be considered to be a pioneer
dolphin.
In view of the fact that dolphins have brains approximately the same size as
those of humans it is not unreasonable to be anthropomorphic when objectively
considering a dolphin’s behaviour despite the fact that such a proposal will
cause scientists locked into old traditions to throw up their arms in protest.
There are many humans, who might be described as unusual but not unnatural.
These include those who, despite the dangers, insist on climbing the highest
mountains or exploring the deepest potholes. We refer to them as pioneers.
By playing with the dolphin as they did, before the police intervened, the two
defendants were behaving in exactly the way Dave wanted. It is my carefully
considered opinion that the outcome was a mutually rewarding interaction.
This conclusion is supported in a paper (2005), which has already been quoted by a
prosecution witness, entitled: Managing Human Interactions with Solitary Dolphins
by Wilke, Bossley and Doak in which the authors state in their abstract sic: These
encounters may be rewarding for both the dolphin and the human concerned.
The fact that Dave was behaving in what for her was a perfectly natural manner is
upheld in a other recent paper Solitary Sociable Dolphins – an update from the UK
which comments on the seventy or more solitary, sociable dolphins that have been
recorded worldwide. In their paper the authors, Simmonds and Stansfield quote long
term dolphin researcher Dr Christina Lockyer (2005) as follows: “contrary to popular
belief, many so-called solitary dolphins are not abnormal, but are undergoing a lifehistory phase which frequently passes.
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INTERSPECIES INTEGRATION, INTERSPECIES
SEGREGATION AND MEDIA BLANKING
A policy of preventing close association between humans and dolphins showing
signs of becoming friendly is being vigorously pursued around Britain as a
preventative measure to stop the bonding process for which the word “Habituation”
has been coined to give it scientific status. I prefer the more definitive term
“Interspecies integration” to describe the spontaneous, voluntary bonding between
dolphins and humans. And the deliberate attempts to prevent it happening as
“Interspecies segregation”.
Requesting the media to embargo information that could lead to people being
attracted to locations where dolphins such as Dave choose to associate with humans
is another action being actively pursued to prevent interspecies integration between
humans and dolphins. When such information does leak out emphasis is placed on
negative aspects of human /dolphin interactions.
The rationale behind these policing measures to prevent human/dolphin interspecies
integration is that by stopping dolphins becoming friendly with people the following
problems will be averted:
1. Danger to the dolphins
2. Danger to the public
3. The need to manage crowds of boats and people at locations where interactions
take place
These policies are being implemented by well meaning, self appointed custodians,
most of whom have not swum with wild dolphins or personally studied their
behaviour underwater. Their experience in the main is derived from surface
observations where dolphins spend far less than 1% of their time. Furthermore,
because of the growing obsession for not interfering with dolphins, most such
observations are carried out from a distance.
An analogy would be making generalisations on human behaviour based exclusively
on observations made from a satellite of a rugby football match. The deduction made
would almost certainly be that the observer was witnessing a tribal, barbaric struggle
for supremacy that could result in severe injury - not a recreational pastime between
men who are friends on and off the pitch.
Relatively little recognised scientific research is now based on underwater
observations, which by their very nature, if divers are involved, will be interactive
because of the innate curiosity of dolphins. This is resulting in an extremely myopic
view of the needs and natural behaviour of wild dolphins. Clearly more research is
needed to correct this view. But such research is not easy.
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RESEARCH
Seriously studying dolphins in the open sea is fraught with difficulties as I discovered
when I conducted a series of scientific experiments with a friendly wild dolphin, Jean
Louis, off the coast of France, which was recorded in the Channel 4 TV documentary
A Closer Encounter. I pointed out the reason for this in my book The Magic of
Dolphins from which the following illustration and caption are reproduced.
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In their evocative book BETWEEN
SPECIES – celebrating the dolphin –
human bond, which is a treasure trove of
information, the editors, Toni Frohoff
and Brenda Peterson cover an enormous
range of topics. These include a chapter
by Kathleen Dudzinski who describes
the problems, common to researchers
seeking to obtain higher degrees, or
publication in scientific journals, of
attempting to gather data on dolphin-todolphin behaviour that will satisfy the
requirement of non invasiveness
demanded by academic institutions.
Because of the almost inevitable
interference of the dolphins she
concludes that the only behaviour that
can be controlled is that of the
researchers.

PERSONAL RESEARCH
As the court was dismissed at 11.30am on 4th February I decided to use the free time
to do some ad hoc research on Dave the dolphin and visit the scene of the alleged
crime.
The receptionist at the Burlington Hotel where I was staying was extremely helpful.
She “Googled” Dave and Sandgate and immediately printed out 9 pages of
information and pictures, plus a detailed road map showing Battery Point.
I decided to survey the shoreline from Folkestone to Sandgate, which was one of
stretches of coast Dave frequented in 2006 and 2007. It was a fine sunny afternoon
with a moderate westerly wind and good visibility. Starting at Folkestone Harbour I
took a cliff top route along The Leas, eventually descending onto Castle Road and
walking along Sandgate Esplanade to Battery Point. From the high vantage points I
was able to look down on the topography of the shoreline taking photographs along
the way. Inshore the sea was muddy brown with virtually zero underwater visibility.
This indicated that if Dave had been present she would have to depend entirely upon
her sonar for navigation and feeding.
On my journey I stopped and interviewed ten people at random. I started by saying I
was looking for Dave, which I was, and then asked if they could give me any
information. After that I chatted in friendly general terms to gauge their feelings and
attitude towards the presence of a friendly wild dolphin. The first person I spoke to
was a visitor who had never heard of Dave. The remaining nine were much more
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forthcoming. They had all heard about Dave. Six had seen Dave from the shore and
four of them had seen people around her, swimming and in boats. None of them felt
that the dolphin was in danger although two of them had heard warnings about
keeping away from her. A shopkeeper in Sandgate told me she had sold out of all her
Dave items, including postcards. Five told me that they had heard that Dave had left
the area. Three thought she had moved to France.
My outward journey ended at the garage at Battery Point where, on 9th June 2007,
Michael Jukes and Daniel Buck were arrested. There were no other people in the
shop when I entered. I asked the person behind the till in a very friendly manner if he
could give me any information on Dave the dolphin. Whereupon I was told in a very
brusque manner that he had heard that the dolphin had departed to Dunkirk for which
he was very thankful because he was “absolutely fed up to the back teeth with people
asking questions about Dave”. There seemed little point in staying longer. I went
outside and photographed the warning signs on the railings, which I might not have
noticed unless I had deliberately looked for them, threatening prosecution of those
caught swimming with the dolphin.
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DAVE – ANGEL OR ADDICT
THE COURT TO DECIDE
The nine page print out of the website DAVE THE DOLPHINS@SANDGATE
KENT
http://www.solarnavigator.net/animal_kingdom/cetaceans/dave_the_dolphin.htm
given to me by the hotel receptionist paints a graphic story of Dave’s downfall from
angel to addict. It is headlined: DOLPHINS SYMBOLISE FREEDOM, JOY,
GRACE AND SERENITY THE WORLD OVER.
It starts off like the opening to a movie: Dave is a
friendly Dolphin who turned up in Sandgate Kent
around Easter Time in 2006 on a sunny April Day.
A picture of Dave leaping joyfully out of the water is
followed by the bold strapline: Dave the dolphin boosts
trade at seaside town
This is due to the publicity the dolphin is attracting. A website devoted to Dave
received 302,000 hits in October alone.
A Chamber of Commerce Spokesman, Caroline Chambers, is fulsome in her praise of
Dave who “livened up a conference of 1,000 business people in September.” Angler
Simon Chandler who set up the website is now selling T- shirts, caps and stamps to
visitors.
But alarm bells are ringing at WDCS and BDMLR – the public need to be warned
that by becoming friendly to visitors and the residents of Folkestone Dave is in
danger.
The next banner headline dated 4th October 2006 reads: Dolphin “at risk from being
tame”
In a warning statement Mark Simmons of WDCS introduces the word “habituated”
which is a euphemism for Dave becoming addicted to human company – a word that
has negative connotations in the public mind.
The BDMLR join in the campaign to protect Dave from herself with an alarmist
statement that feeds the public’s neuroses and paranoia: “Sadly, the fate of these
solitary dolphins is usually not a happy one and is often the attention from people that
leads to their injury and eventual death.”
Conservationists feed the media with propaganda against those whose company the
dolphin is deliberately seeking. Instead of reporting on 26th September that Dave
“entertained a group of kayakers” from whom she could swim away in seconds if she
wished, kayakers are accused of “harassing dolphin Dave”.
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Urged on by WDCS and BDMLR the police tell kayakers and others not to go within
100 m of the dolphin and follow up with the dire warning than anyone “annoying”
Dave could be prosecuted.
The BDMLR is a rapid response unit that can be dispatched around the UK to help
mainly seals and sometimes whales and dolphins that have become injured, lost or
stranded. The organisation is made up of concerned, dedicated, volunteer members of
the general public drawn mainly from the diving community, who after one or two
days training are titled “Medics”.
A BDMLR unit is mobilised in Folkestone with the clear directive that Dave is to be
segregated from the public i.e. nobody should approach closer than 100m. This
proves to be an impossible task. Not surprisingly members of the unit become upset
and frustrated when the general public disregard and even abuse them knowing that
they have no real authority. On the other hand, with the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981on the statute books, the police do have authority and are urged by the BDMLR
and WDCS to take action against members of the public getting close to Dave.
The job of the police, as we all know, is to enforce the letter of the law whether we
agree with the law or not. However, in many cases for minor offences the officers
involved use their discretion and the miscreant is just given a warning.
In this case the police are faced with a crime related to a dolphin that has become
addicted, or habituated, to humans. The police have a prescribed procedure for
tackling human addicts. For a successful “drug bust” they need to catch the
miscreants in the act, have witnesses and incontrovertible evidence of the crime.
And on the 9th June 2007 they are presented on a plate with an opportunity to do just
that. They are called to Battery Point in Sandgate and catch the two defendants in the
act of swimming with Dave. They’ve got witnesses and evidence in the form of a
video. It appears to be a cut and dried case. But is it?
Who is really the criminal in this case? The dolphin? Or the human?
To help us resolve this issue let’s consider a hypothetical and slightly facetious
argument.
It starts by acknowledging that humans are animals, which nobody can dispute, and
that swimming in the sea is part of natural human behaviour. What happens then, if a
dolphin intentionally and recklessly disturbs a human out for an early morning swim?
Would the dolphin have broken the law as prescribed by the Wildlife and
Countryside Act?
We have the paradox of a friendly wild dolphin who, when she first arrived, was
heralded like an angel bringing benefits to the town and the people she sought out and
chose to interact with. Dave then becomes categorised as habituated, the dolphin
equivalent to a drug addict. In her case the drug is humans. Those seeking to protect
her from the dangers of her addiction set out to do so with the kind of detachment
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adopted by researchers (and I was once one of them) when experimenting with
animals in a laboratory. The answer appears to be simple. Segregate Dave from the
humans who are providing the dolphin with the “fix” she is seeking.
However not everyone agrees with this solution. Indeed, there are those who consider
such an approach unacceptable and fundamentally flawed. They see Dave as
providing a rare and much valued opportunity to experience an interspecies
relationship with an intelligent wild animal. One that should be cherished while it
exists because, depending how long the dolphin stays around, it could quickly pass.
To them Dave remains an angel who should not be treated as a drug addict to be
shunned and segregated. And she should certainly not be discouraged from
continuing to bring joy and what many feel as “unconditional love” into people’s
lives.
The arrival of a friendly wild dolphin into a community brings with it problems. Not
for the dolphin. But for the humans. A fundamental, far-reaching change within
human society is needed. It will be a very long process but it is underway. And many
consider that in some mysterious way the dolphins, another intelligence on our
planet, by virtue of their altruistic behaviour towards the humans they should shun
because of the atrocities we inflict upon them, have a role to play.
Education and respect for all life on our planet, especially our fellow humans, are
vital parts of the process. The importance of these two elements was recently openly
recognised in Australia on 12th February 2008 when Kevin Rudd, the Prime Minister,
apologised to the Aborigines for past policies of deliberately segregating Aborigine
children and removing them from their parents.
My book Journey into Dolphin Dreamtime reflects my long-term interest in
Aborigine culture, including the Aborigine concept of Mother Earth, which embodies
a respect for all life forms on our planet (Appendix 4).

NEW INSIGHTS INTO THE UNIQUE BOND BETWEEN
HUMANS AND DOLPHINS
When swimming underwater with an entire pod of dolphins, as I have done many
times, one gets the feeling of being in a three dimensional playground. If you are a
good enough free diver in a group of dolphins that has adapted to being visited by
humans they will let you join in their games such as passing the seaweed. But one is
always left in no doubt about who are the masters. Often they will move off,
continuing to play, but leaving you behind.
In a truly remarkable BBC2 TV film in the Wildlife series, titled Saved by Dolphins,
which was transmitted 3rd February 2008, viewers were shown two extraordinary
rescues that the narrator Pete Gallagher said “could change the way we think about
dolphins”.
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The first part of the programme was devoted to a man who, in 1996, after being
severely bitten by a shark was escorted back to the diving boat in the Red Sea by
dolphins thereby preventing a second attack that almost certainly would have been
fatal.
The greater part of the programme however, showed powerful above water and
underwater footage, including dolphins and sharks, of an incident that took place at
Ocean Beach on the North Island of New Zealand in October 2005 which is the home
of some 500 bottlenose dolphins, who usually roam together in groups of about 15,
and is frequented by the most feared predator in the sea – the great white shark.
The story revolved around Lifeguard Robbie Howse, his 14-year-old daughter Nicky
and two of her school friends who went out for a swim at the beginning of the season.
After frolicking around the rocks Robbie Howse decided to take the group across the
bay on a training swim. Shortly after they set off the swimmers found themselves
surrounded by dolphins. They had swum with dolphins before. At first they thought
it was a playful encounter. But then the dolphins started to circle the group and began
slapping the water with their tales. The girls began to get frightened and then became
absolutely terrified as more and more dolphins joined the circle crashing their tales on
the surface and coming so close they almost touched the swimmers. The ordeal lasted
for 40 minutes. Then, as quickly as the dolphins came, they dispersed.
The girls were taken back to shore in an inflatable boat that didn’t come out sooner
because the crewman thought the group, which was well offshore in the middle of the
bay, were just having a great time with the dolphins. Robbie Howse chose to swim
back.
None of the group were wearing facemasks and it wasn’t until more and more
dolphins appeared that Robbie Howse became aware that he and his group were
being stalked by a huge great white shark. He did not tell the girls until the next day
about the presence of the shark because he knew if he had told them at the time they
would have freaked out.
In an interview Dr Vincent Janik, who has done pioneering work on dolphin
communication at the University of Saint Andrews, suggested that the first group of
dolphins probably sent out a “Bray Call”, a low frequency call that can travel up to
15km across the ocean, to alert other dolphins of the presence the great white shark.
A leading dolphin expert, Professor Lauri Merino of Emory University, showed that
dolphins could recognise themselves in mirrors and were therefore self-aware. After
years of study Professor Merino was struck by how much dolphins cared about whom
they were with and what they did when they were with them. She concluded that
dolphins had deep emotional lives even though they could not show them in facial
expressions. In the film she comments that it is possible that dolphins, as well as
thinking about themselves, can think about the feelings of others.
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In the commentary Pete Gallagher makes the statement: “It has recently been
discovered that the part of the brain associated with emotions is also highly
developed in dolphins.”
After appraising all of the evidence, including the fact that the first group of dolphins
summoned up support from another group to safeguard the swimmers, Professor
Merino said: “There was no ambiguity about what happened. Several people were
involved and witnessed what was going on in this extraordinary example of dolphin
behaviour…. The dolphins had to infer that these people were in danger and
consciously make a decision to put themselves at risk to help the people. And that is
pure altruism.”
On 13th March 2008 news of another example of dolphin altruism, this time by a
friendly wild bottlenose dubbed Moko, towards two fellow cetaceans, a pigmy sperm
whale and her calf, circulated around the world. Jack Malvern reported in the Times:
Moko the dolphin had already won over humans at Mahia Beach, where she plays
with swimmers in the New Zealand surf and pushes kayaks along with her snout.
Now the friendly bottle-nosed has shown her empathy to other species, by saving two
whales from almost certain death after they became stranded… “It’s like she grabbed
them by the flipper and led them to safety” said Mark Smith a field worker for the
New Zealand Department of Conservation who had almost given up and was
contemplating killing the whales to prevent further distress until Moko
arrived…After she had assisted the whales she (Moko) immediately returned to the
beach to play with local residents (Appendix 5).
Mark Simmonds, Director of Science at the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society
said that dolphins are renowned for their ability to empathise with humans and other
animals and quoted the case of dolphin Dave playing with a seal in Folkestone.
The WDCS is arguably the most powerful organisation of its kind in the world. No
mention was made by Mark Simmonds of the WDCS policy in the UK of deliberately
preventing swimmers and kayakers from coming into close contact with friendly wild
dolphins like Moko
Back in 1968 in his visionary book: The Dolphin – Cousin to Man Robert Stenuit
wrote: “As for interspecies association, I have no real fears for the dolphins. They are
clever enough to withdraw from it the moment they begin to feel over exploited,
leaving their frustrated masters in the lurch.”
Let’s hope this as true now as it was when it was predicted 40 years ago.
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THE MEDIA RESPONDS
Daily Mail, Friday, April 18,2008________________________________________________

£20,000 case of the drunks who
romped with Dave the Dolphin
By Tom Kelly
IT STARTED as a drunken dip in the sea with Dave the Dolphin after an all- night party.
Yesterday, ten months on, it ended in the dock and a guilty verdict after a trial costing more than
£20,000.
Michael Jukes, 27 and Daniel Buck, 26, are the first people to be convicted of interfering with a
dolphin after the cour t heard they touched and stroked the creature. The pair stripped off and dived
into the water to splash about with the six-year-old bottlenose on their return home from a night out
with friends in Sandgate near Folkestone in Kent.
The wild dolphin, which is actually female, had already gained celebrity status in the area since
arriving the previous summer.

BBC NEWS
DOLPHIN ‘ENJOYED SWIM WITH MEN’
Two men who swam with a dolphin off Kent after a night out told a court they
thought the animal had enjoyed it.

Mr Buck said he had not realised the dolphin was nearby and when he first spotted Dave he was
actually scared. "If I'd seen the dolphin first I wouldn't have gone for a swim," he told the court. Mr
Jukes said he did not try and grab the animal's dorsal fin and try to climb on to it during the swim.
He added: "I didn't hurt the dolphin in any way. I didn't think I did anything wrong".
For full story visit:

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/england/kent/7346916.stm

Kentish Express, Thursday 17th April 2008

www.kentonline.co.uk
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The Mail On Sunday, 17th April 2008
Drunken pair fined £750 for 'interfering' with Dave the celebrity dolphin in
early morning swim
By TOM KELLY
It started as a drunken dip in the sea with Dave the Dolphin after an all- night party.
Yesterday, ten months on, it ended in the dock and a guilty verdict after a trial costing more than
£20,000.
Michael Jukes, 27, and Daniel Buck, 26, are the first people to be convicted of interfering with a
dolphin after the court heard they touched and stroked the creature.
The pair stripped off and dived into the water to splash about with the six- year-old bottlenose on
their return home from a night out with friends in Sandgate near Folkestone in Kent.
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The wild dolphin, which is actually female, had already gained celebrity status in the area since
arriving the previous summer.
Buck, a civil engineer, and Jukes, a pipe fitter, were convinced that the animal was enjoying herself
as much as they were during the 5am swim last June 9.
Jukes told Dover Magistrates' Court: "It was approaching us. We were touching it, but not in an
aggressive way. I was not hurting it.
"It was an amazing experience."
Buck said: "Someone suggested going for a swim. Dave went underneath me, then came up beside
me and was there looking at me. It turned
on its back as if to be stroked. I stroked its
belly."
As they played around in the water, Buck
is said to have shouted with delight:
"People pay hundreds of pounds to do this
in Florida and I'm doing it in Folkestone."
Police arrived following complaints about
the noise but at first the men refused to
return to the shore.

Dave the dolphin - who is really female - plays with
swimmers off the Folkestone coast. Two men have been
found guilty of disturbing her under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981

Witnesses told officers the men had been unduly rough with the dolphin.
One filmed the encounter and experts from the Marine Animal Rescue Coalition who studied the
footage told the court that Dave showed obvious signs of distress.
But Dr Horace Dobbs, who has stud ied dolphins for 45 years, insisting the film showed that Dave
was pleased to be in their company.
For full story visit:
http://www.mailonsunday.co.uk/pages/live/articles/news/news.html?in_article_id=560313&in_page
_id=1770
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THE PUBLIC RESPONDS
From Sonya Sitton, UK
Shocking!!!! I am truly disgusted with WDCS, British Divers Marine Life Rescue and Marine
Connection. If they are banning people from swimming with dolphins in the sea, then they should
ban people from diving and swimming with fish and other marine life, they should definitely ban all
fishing, Wale killing etc.
I find it hard to believe that WDCS can spend so much time and resources on this matter, shouldn't
they be concentrating on banning dolphins in captivity! Dolphins being caught in nets! Pollution in
the sea, killing dolphins and all other marine life! I am so angry on them wasting time and
doing more harm than good!

BCF Forum
http://www.bikechatforums.com/viewtopic.php?p=1795942
17 th April 2008
So you'd think you have a right, as a free man, to swim in the sea. The public sea, not off some private
beach or MOD area. And if there was a dolphin around, well gee, dolphins can look after themselves. And
if all else fails they can just swim off, right?
So two drunk guys jump into the sea at Dover, figuring they'll play with Dave the dolphin. Dave loves
people, and if he's not feeling like playing he'd just bugger off.
But some plod figured these two guys were 'harassing' Dave and ordered them out of the water. The two
guys ignored him, they were having fun with Dave and Dave was having fun w ith them.
So they get arrested, prosecuted, found guilty by Dover magistrates, fined £350 and ordered to do 120
hours community service. For going into the sea and playing with a dolphin.
A dolphin expert was interviewed and said the result was absurd. "The dolphin loves playing with people,
and if it didn't it would swim away."
Somebody else made the point "What happens if you're in the water first and the dolphin appears and
you accidentally touch it...will you be prosecuted?"
So here we are again , in this nazi toilet our country has become, you can now be ordered out of the sea
by the police if there's a dolphin around, and arrested and prosecuted if you quite rightfully ignore the
copper.
There is something very seriously wrong with the way this country is being run, and the obscenity
outlined above exemplifies it perfectly.

From Dr. Jürgen and Olga Neuhaus, Hennef, Germany
You have a typical example of uneducated and all the more opinionated, one-sided jurisdiction
unique to the UK and very very few other countries. I know of no other country where an
independent court would have suppressed defendant's evidence and such a biased verdict would
have been possible. Especially since the dolphin in question had already been known to seek human
closeness.
Misguided ignorance has placed their unfounded opinion above the best of ailing human beings and
the proven free will of an intelligent independent and unrestrained animal.
Since legends and written testimonies exist dolphins have been known to seek the contact with
humans, even to save them from distress in the seas and defending them against sharks.
I just hope that recourse to a higher court will be possible and you will find intelligent neutral and
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knowledgeable judges!!!!!

From Tony Hegarty, UK
I am mystified by this law and the incredibly stiff sentence for a first offence of this kind! What motivates
this? What did it look like on the video... was it rough play...could it have been misinterpreted?? Meanwhile
in Japan, Iceland and the Faro’s...it is OK to kill them but don't play with them!! What motivated the
member of the public to video and then report the event in this way?
I wonder what it says about our psychological attitude and relationship with the Natural World. The
Ecological crisis we find ourselves in is facilitated by an alienation from the non-human world in just this
way; there is a strange tendency to distance ourselves and to retreat into cities and cyberspace rather than
encounter the cosmos: we are in a kind of denial state.

From Michelle Sachs, Africa
That is totally ridiculous. The dolphin could leave anytime it wanted as they swim much faster than
we can.
I wish that these organisations would devote their time and energy to saving dolphins from being
slaughtered in Japan where no one gets arrested for having a cultural belief, as apposed to arresting
people for just interacting with a friendly dolphin who could leave anytime it wanted.
I hope that this law stays away from Africa; it would be terrible if we couldn't swim with our
friends anymore. They love surfers and approach really close to race them on the waves. It would
be awful if the surfers had to avoid them.

From Fiona Keyes, USA
My heart sinks at reading this! The dolphins and their human pod have been working so hard at
establishing communications and bonds beyond what human minds can grasp at times. I know in
my heart & soul that the growth of our interspecies relationship is absolutely necessary for these
ambassadors of light and love to move humanity forward on our path of enlightenment. Their
transmissions of light and love allow the human pod to spread their joy and heart energy to the rest
of our human pod in such beautiful ways. I will pray that this is an very isolated incident and
for our collective hearts and minds to remain open to not only receiving the benefits of dolphin
relationships but also with all souls on all planes.
I'm so thankful that Horace has been a clear, steady voice of reason through this process.

From Elise Bailey, USA
For whatever reason, it would seem that people want to separate from dolphins for fear of
something???? What are they so afraid of? What do they think we might learn from them, or
them from us? The very people that want to protect, really do not protect them from the things that
they need protection the most:
Pollution, boat harassment, and whaling!!!
They seem to want to horde the animals all to themselves and only allow their own private research;
no others should be allowed to enjoy the gifts that we are born here to experience, in their natural
environments. Then all that is left is for people to experience these animals in captivity. What
would be the good of that? They have lost most of their true nature in those facilities anyway.
Seems to me like there is a very clear agenda. ????
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From Pat Schmidt, USA
Oh, my God, my heart hurts! I cannot believe this is happening. I pray that somehow this gets
turned around! So sad for everyone.

From Birgit, New Zealand
I recently had a similar discussion with some of the DOC case officers about swimming with
dolphins in the open sea. They are so afraid of a human-dolphin contact, among other things
because of possible dangers to us humans (there was one accident on the North island half a year
ago, but it seems that the people there could not read the dolphin AND kind of chased him with
their motor boat! I personally think that each case is to be assessed individually (as with any
relationship, isn't it), and I hope that there will be many opportunities for interspecies exchange and
communication in the future! It is needed so much! Moko and some other yet unnamed dolphins
around here do their best to "counteract" those fear based pending restrictions some people around
here are talking about... and I hope they will be successful.
I just read a great book "The last child of the woods" about our disconnection from Nature, and I
was horrified to read to what extent some people are afraid of Nature - but on the other hand, I am
surrounded by a lot of families who live a completely different approach with their children - and
this makes me optimistic.

From Shizuko, Okinowa, Japan
How silly, what a humiliation for such dolphins!!!
But...it is now the time of very big and deep going purification...
One test after another, but every time, it is a proof that we are growing further in our life-seminar of
LOVE & PEACE, I regard!
We have to be very wise, thoughtful but firmly stubborn in-andout...together!
Thank God!!!!!

From Kathy
It is astonishing to me that what we reflect in our real world thus is reflected to our precious angels
of the sea, representation of the dolphin is a reflection of what we see in our society, the sense of
freedom and free will, is that not what we all wish for and to have that taken from us, is no longer
freedom, the need for humans and dolphins to interact is vital, whether it be through physical,
spiritual, meditation, channeling, however that plays out, but divinely vital to us and our planet!
Having had the personal healing with dolphins of over 18 years now,
with continued communication with them, I know no other way to live life. other than daily
connection with them!
We must allow ourselves to surrender to the flow of life, there will and are many who
will continue to tell us that these types of situations are not natural, but we know, in our hearts we
know truth and it is natural, innate for all humans to want to connect to nature, especially the
dolphins and whales, why because they have nurtured, rekindled, and share with us the one thing all
humans seek from another whether it be human/sea and that is the feeling of unconditional pure
"LOVE" they transmit to us what we wish for ourselves, others and the planet. That sense of
coming home to "LOVE". It is all there is...and that is why we wish to connect to them, so they can
share, and show us how to heal in all ways. And when those that step in, it is merely their fear that
keeps them from wanting to feel this, their free will. But dolphins as you know will continue to
teach us, show us, how to resonate pure love! It is inevitable.
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Ambassador Dolphins Banned in U.K what about Newcastle?
http://huntersbest.typepad.com/marine_eco_tourism/

April 18, 2008
By Andrew Parker
Humans and dolphins have been interacting since humans formed organised groups in coastal
regions. Our own coastal Australian Aborigines have formed alliances with coastal dolphin pods
who assisted them to feed their mobs by driving shoals of fish into bays where they were netted and
caught. These dolphins were then rewarded with a share of the catch. Dolphins form an integral
part of the 'dreaming' of coastal Aborigines.
In Kombana, Bay Bunbury, a Dolphin Centre has been established at the very site that coastal
Aborigines frequented where Bottlenose dolphins come into the bay and meet thousands of tourists
every year. We name them, we love them, they have personalities and are sentient beings.
When they are in the open ocean and such a
circumstance occurs where dolphins choose to
interact with humans they do so out of 'free
will'. They are willing to interact.
In ancient Greece at the temple of Delphi
some say that this was the source and
inspiration of our current forms of
government, literature, agriculture, the arts,
all inspired by the Dolphin and by dolphin /
human interaction. This was a place believe it
or not, were we would actually come to be
counselled by the dolphins through human
interpreters. Where wisdom and balance reigned giving rise to one of the greatest civilizations this
planet has known.
My friend and mentor Dr Horace Dobbs, scientist and researcher, has spent a good part of his long
and colourful life interacting with, studying and observing the phenomenon of Ambassador
Dolphins. He has filmed and produced several documentaries about these dolphins, spending more
one-on-one time with these dolphins than virtually anyone on this planet alive today.
Horace is quite possibly the most qualified person to speak on this topic, however his defence of
two young men charged with "disturbing" a wild dolphin in Dover Magistrates Court near
Folkestone U.K was to no avail. The magistrate has upheld the police charges, although video was
produced for prosecution purposes valuable video in the form of one of Horace's well-known BBC
dolphin documentaries that may have given the magistrate a more balanced view was not permitted
to be shown.
This local court judgment may have profound and potentially world-wide impact in the case of
human / dolphin interaction in the wild.
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Email to Dr. Horace Dobbs, 21 st April 2008
Dear Mr Dobbs
I have been following the court case of Dave the dolphin, and elated at the positive outcome, which
is a triumph for marine life.
I have been down on beach watching Dave and enjoying the privilege of this. I certainly do not
believe in people going into be with her and I believe your stance was that indeed Dave approached
human beings. Of course she would, dolphins are social creatures, but to say it is okay for human
beings to interact with Dave and others in her situation, is ludicrous.
I do not believe human beings should interact with marine life. This is their ocean, their home, we
are the visitors.
In fact, because of her injury thought at the time to be a speed-boat, the locals became very
protective of her and at one time a man in a wetsuit went into the water with her, and the observers
crying out to him to get out of the water, and to say they were cross is an understatement. When he
came out, one man was threatening him with a punch, which goes to show, how much Dave meant
to the local community.
As a person who is involved with dolphins I am really surprised that you thought it was okay for
these men to swim with her. For goodness sake, one was pictured riding her with a wine bottle in
his hand! This is an abuse of marine life and I felt it very distressing to watch. Dolphins then begin
to rely on people etc for company and I believe in Dave's case, human beings were surrounding
Dave and not allowing her to go, placing children on her.
Dolphins and other marine life need to be protected and we certainly have no right to touch or swim
with them.
Best wishes
Gill Turner

REPLY FROM DR. HORACE DOBBS
Dear Gill
Thank you for your email.
I am always prepared to listen to other people's views, especially if they are different to mine,
because they make me think and consider alternative options.
As you will see in the May IDW Newsletter, I have taken a different position to you on the verdict of
the Dave case in Folkestone. And after carefully considering what you say, I still stand by it.
Will you be coming to the conference in Dingle? If you are we can meet up with Margaux Dodds
and discuss our opposing opinions in a friendly manner.
With best wishes and dolphin joy
Horace
Dr Horace Dobbs
Honorary Director
International Dolphin Watch
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APPENDIX
APPENDIX 1: CONSERVATION IN ACTION
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APPENDIX 2: BBC BLUE PETER PROGRAMMES,
FEATURE ‘OPERATION SUNFLOWER’ BY HORACE
DOBBS
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APPENDIX 3: BBC CORNWALL FEATURES BEAKY THE
DOLPHIN
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APPENDIX 4: JOURNEY INTO DOLPHIN DREAMTIME
BY HORACE DOBBS
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APPENDIX 5: HOW MOKO THE DOLPHIN GAVE
HUMANS A MASTERCLASS IN SAVING STRANDED
WHALES

Malcolm Smith, a field worker for the New Zealand Department of Conservation, said that he
had almost given up and was contemplating killing the whales to prevent further distress, until
Moko arrived.
“It was amazing,” he said. “It was like she grabbed them by the flipper and led them to safety.
We worked for over an hour to try to get them back out to sea . . . but they kept getting
disorientated and stranding again.”
The whales — a three metres (10ft) long female and her 1.5-metre male calf — had been
unable to negotiate a sand bar that was blocking their way to deeper water.
Mr Smith was alerted to the whales’ plight early on Monday morning by a neighbour. “Over
the next hour and a half I pushed them back out to sea two or three times and they were very
reluctant to move offshore,” he said.
“I was reaching the stage where I was thinking, it’s about time to give up, I’ve done as much
as I can. The whales were getting tired and I was getting cold when Moko turned up. She just
came straight for us and escorted the two whales along the beach and out though the channel.”
He heard Moko and the whales making noises before they departed, he said. “The whales were
on the surface of the water quite distressed. They had arched their backs and were calling to
one another, but as soon as the dolphin turned up they submerged into the water and followed
her.”
Moko led the whales 200m along the beach and once they reached the end of the sand bar,
Moko turned a right angle through a narrow channel and led the whales to safety.
Rescued whales often return to the site of their stranding, but Moko’s actions appear to have
had long-term success. “She obviously gave them enough guidance to leave the area because
we haven’t seen them since,” Mr Smith said.
Moko the dolphin had already won over humans at Mahia Beach, where she plays with
swimmers in the New Zealand surf and pushes kayaks along with her snout. Now the friendly
bottle- nosed has shown her empathy for other species, by saving two whales from almost
certain death after they became stranded.
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Human attempts to guide the two pygmy sperm whales through a narrow escape route from
the beach had consistently failed, and all seemed lost until the dolphin intervened.
Moko, a regular visitor to Mahia Beach on the east side of North Island, appeared to
communicate with the whales before guiding them to open water
“Dolphins have got the ability to plan, to think ahead, to persuade others to take part. They
almost certainly do not have a common language with pygmy sperm whales, but they would
understand that the whales would have been at risk of stranding. The first thing a dolphin does
when it has a calf is to push it to the surface so it can breathe.”
Dolphins are known to swim in mixed groups with some species of whale to protect
themselves from predators, so it may not have been unusual for the animals to associate with
one another, he said. He is aware of one instance of a bottle-nosed dolphin — nicknamed
Dave by locals in Folkestone, Kent, where the female creature is a regular sighting — playing
with a seal.
“What the communication was I do not know, and I was not aware dolphins could communicate
with pygmy sperm whales.”
Mark Simmonds, director of science at the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society, said that
bottle- nosed dolphins are renowned for their ability to empathise with humans and other animals.
“The whole notion that a bottle-nose dolphin would have shown the whales the way out is
completely possible,” he said.
Moko has become famous for her antics at Mahia, which include playing in the surf with swimmers,
approaching boats to be patted and pushing kayaks through the water with her snout. Once she had
assisted the whales she immediately returned to the beach to play with local residents.
Such close interaction with humans is rare among dolphins but not unknown. Mr Smith said: “She’s
become isolated from her pod obviously for one reason or another, but made Mahia home just at the
moment.”
Up to 30 whales become stranded on Mahia Beach every year, most of which have to be put down.
“I don’t know if next time we have a whale stranding we can get her to come in again. She certainly
saved the day for us and the whales this time.”
*********
Todd Endris, a Californian surfer, was saved by a pod of bottle- nosed dolphins last year after an
18ft great white shark attacked him in Monterey Bay. The 24-year-old was hurled from his board
and bitten in the chest and stomach. As the shark began swallowing his leg the dolphins slapped
their tails and formed a protective ring around the surfer, allowing him to paddle to shore
Researchers at Southern Cross University in Australia studying dolphin communication
recorded almost 200 distinct sounds used during feeding, migration and socialising. They were
so “complex and contextual” that the researcher suggested they amounted to a basic language .
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APPENDIX 6: AUTOBIOGRAPHICAL NOTE ON HIS
MEDICAL RESEARCH BACKGROUND BY DR HORACE
DOBBS Ph.D.
From 1965-1974 I was actively engaged in drug
research. One of the substances I investigated in
considerable detail had the code number M99. I was
part of a team dedicated to exploring and developing
its use in human and veterinary medicine. M99 is an
exceptionally potent morphine derivative that came to
public notice for its application to “darting” and
immobilising large wild animals. M99 became part of
the armoury of many veterinary surgeons under the product name of Immobilon and
was used for immobilising and tranquillising small and large animals in domestic
practices. It was accompanied by Revivon which reversed the action of Immobilon.
Developing these products involved me directly in extensive research in animals in
the laboratory, especially in the brain, for which I was granted a Home Office
Licence for Vivisection. I also carried out long-term studies with farm animals at a
field station where I worked with our consultant veterinary surgeons who I
sometimes assisted in their practice, especially when they were working with large
difficult animals.
These experiences gave a valuable insight into animal behaviour.
I changed my brown coat for a white coat when I worked with doctors in hospitals to
explore the application of the M series of drugs for use in human medicine, including
addiction. This gave me a professional interest in the human mind.
In 1971 I was elected a Fellow of the Royal Society of Medicine – an unusual honour
for a researcher with a Ph.D. in nuclear chemistry.
By 1974 I had published over 30 papers in various fields of science.
I have retained my interest in orthodox medical research to the present day.
In my book Dolphin Healing (Piatkus Books 2000) I have included an account of my
presentation to The Medical Research Council of my studies of encounters with wild
dolphins on patients diagnosed as clinical depressives.
I chaired an International Conference on Dolphin Healing at Regents Park College
in1996.
In 2004 and 2006 I chaired two International Conferences at The Open University on
bringing together science, technology and art to further our understanding of
dolphins.
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I am currently having discussions with the Professor of Psychology at Hull Medical
School, Dr Leslie Walker, on the roll and value of statistical evaluations of data in
studies he is conducting on the effects of social and other factors on the prognosis for
women with breast cancer. We are relating his work to my own studies on the
influence of real and virtual encounters with dolphins on the human mind, especially
in those suffering from neurological disorders, such as autism, for which drug
treatment is inappropriate or not effective.

A FINAL NOTE
Horace hopes that despite their differences in court, International Dolphin Watch
(IDW), Whale and Dolphin Conservation society (WDCS), British Divers Marine
Life Rescue (BDMLR) and Marine Connection (MC) will continue to work together
on very important issues such as the rounding up and slaughter of dolphins in Japan –
see Hope and Horror, 1 st April 2007 IDW Newsletter
http://www.newsletter.dolphinfriend.com/html/newsletters_2006_7.html.
Horace is looking forward to meeting Margaux Dodds again (see Appendix 1) and
seeing Terry Whittaker's images on Dave (the dolphin who featured in the court case
in Folkestone) at the conference in Dingle. Terry Whittaker will be showing his
captivating collection of images of Dave the dolphin at the Irish Dolphins Conference
in Dingle - May 12th to 14th.
http://www.irishdolphins.com/conference/conference_attendee.asp?cid=44
NOTE FROM THE EDITOR
Please keep your stories coming – we
love to hear from you.
We are creating a global network of
dolphin lovers that care about others
and the earth we share. Between us,
we have achieved a lot for the
protection of cetaceans, marine
conservation, research and education.
Thank you for your continued support.
Please Email your stories to:
mailto:jackieconnell@btinternet.com

A beautiful and rare photo by Terry Whittaker!
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