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IN THE BRIGHTON COUNTY COURT CLAIM No. 7C l O~~~ ~

BETWEEN:

COLlN BRUCE BENNETT Claimant

-and-

THE METHODIST CHURCH Defendant

PARTICULARS OF CLAIM

(Claim in proceedings to which CPR Part 7 applies)

1. I am submitting these Particulars of Claim and attaching them to the Claim Form.
2. I have been diagnosed with Usher Syndrome Type 2 and accordingly have both

loss of sight and hearing. I am a registered blind person. I wear binaural hearing
aids and rely on them to interpret speech. Accordingly, I am and was at all material
times a disabled person within the meaning of section 1 and schedule 1 of the
Disability Discrimination Act 1995 (DDA).

3. The Defendant is the Methodist Church which is in control of the Methodist Central
Hall in Westminster (MCH). The Defendant is a service provider as defined by
section 19(2) of the Disability Discrimination Act 1995 ('the Act').

4. By virtue of section 21 of the Act, the Defendant owed, at all material times, an
anticipatory duty to disabled people, including me, to make reasonable adjustments.

5. I have been campaigning for many years for all major venues in which meetings are
held to install, operate and maintain induction loops or infra-red systems so that
hearing-impaired people wearing hearing aids can follow the meetings. These
venues include Council Cambers, theatres and churches.

6. As a blind person it was appropriate for me to attend a meeting arranged by the
Royal National Institute of the Blind (RNIB) and other organisations in the Methodist
Central Hall on 4 December 2006. This meeting was preparatory to a mass lobby of
Parliament later that day. Some 1200 blind people attended the Lobby and it is said
to have been the biggest Lobby of Parliament by blind people. As a hearing-
impaired person dependant on following speeches by means of my hearing aids
supplied by an induction loop or infra-red system I fully expected the venue to have
such a system installed and functioning. The MCH is one of the biggest and most
prestigious meeting halls in the UK and is also well-known abroad. On attending the
meeting which was held at the Lecture Hall at the MCH I discovered that there was
no such functioning system. My email printout dated 11 December 2006 (Exhibit 1)
to the management at the MCH gives more background.

7. After the disappointment I raised the matter with the RNIB. They were quite
distressed to find out that there was no provision for hearing impaired people at the
meeting. It so happens that a high proportion of blind people also have a hearing




