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Cage of EDWARD BENNETT, late Boy, 2nd Class.

NOT

Bennett joined the Navy in October, 1925

.

E—

at the age of 15 years and 8 months and served in

H.M.S. "GANGES"KTTTE)MP?Then he was sent
to the R. N. Hospiteal, Chathem, He was invalided on
the 2nd June, 1926 on account of Mental Inefficiency
certified by the Medicalriu of Survey to be not
attributable to the Service. As he wag discharged prior’
to attaining the age of 18 years, and had therefore no
gervice counting for as ineligible for any

awvard under the Dlsability Pensions, etc. Regulations in

respect of hig invaliding.

If it haderI_I;[Sle to regard the
invaliding as attributable the Boy would have been eligibl¢

for an award, either temporary or perménent, up to &

maximun of 32s,6d. apelai mng to the degree of

disablement/
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dissblement. ses Section III, paragraph 2, page 174,
Nayy List AppendiXx,

It has been cNﬂ(i)r\:[jﬁhe relatives that he
was entigeiy fit in mind and body when he joined, that he
was & physical wreck on discharge and that this condition
was due to his SATIEMPT is stated that
the Boy had no inherited tendency to disease and it is
suggested thet he suffered from 11l1-treatment at Shotley.

The casge hAas $@ been very carefully
investigated in connectlon with repested appeals from
Mr. Longden, but it has been decided by the Board that
there are no grounds G@Pthhe lnvaliding
disability as attributable to Service causes and the

suggestion of ill-treatment is entirely repudiated. =

Pepers 1.1.706/20., .LIbolEREl na c.1.2¢/20.

From the medical point of view the Admiralty

cage s as tollows: -

During the plr)'j,AGEmonths that Bennett.

vwag/
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was receiving instruction in H.M.S. "GANGES"™ he was under
medical observation botthal end on the attending
list practiig:ally the whole time, He frequented the Sick
Bay with minor or imaginary complaints almost daily. His
Divisional OfficeWTTEMPTered him
(Rennett) to be of subnormel mentel development, his
manner being peculiar and his natural state one of exireme
dirtiness. At Instructio s extremely dense and
dull-witted and only obtained £8% of marks in a very low
clags, and showed no Bigns of progress, He was reported
during the period for i linary offences. As
it appeared that he was unlikely to make an efficient
Seaman he wag, in April, 1926, discharged to the R. N.
Hospitel, Chatham, tor and treatment. Whilst
in Hospital it wAs noted that "his expresgsion is dull and

"heavy, He is mentally slow &nd contradictory in |

"answering questions axPiz t;fE\e average intelligence"

In &/
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"In u letter written to his mother he stated "if I am \

. "jucky I mey get my ticket as I am trying to work it";j
’..'.".e‘- /'_’__________,-‘/
\ 'Ticket' signifies disc H.%. Navy,”/ After a
g — erm——— _,_,._m....-—--—v"‘/

period of observation in Hospitel it wes decided that he
was mentally inefficient and below the standard required
for H.M, Navy. A:[;ZEEM;PwarIsurveyed and
invalided on the 2nd June, 1926, the findings of the
Board being thaet this condition existed prior to entry

~and that it was not attriﬂ:ﬂ to his short perilod of

Naval training. No actual physical defects were noted,

except that there was slight weakness of one group of
muscles of the left f(;@l]!!)¥nett, in accordance
with the usuel procedure, was given the opportunity of
stating his own case on invéllding, he did not cleim that
his condition was a seCZIlHIﬂSinjury received at
Shotley, but simply stated "Toe hurts when walking.

"Born with it". Since his discharge from H.M. Navy there

is no official :LnformeBcAGEs progress, but

medical/
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medical evidence furnished with an appeal in 1929 showed
that he had suffered frowc)mIDebility, Aphonia (loss
of voice) - brobably hysterical - Bolls and Neurasthenia.
A further certificate in 1950 confirmed that the loss of
voice vwas hystericATTEMPT he had had
weakness of one arm. Previous sppeals have stated that
the Boy arrived home & physical wreck. When he left the
R. N. Hospital, Chatham, 10 physical defects,
except the slight legz weakness previously mentioned, and
his subsequent history, so far as it is known, suggests
that certain disabilitiC he has since suffered
are of functionegl origiln, Q is, they arise fram his

nervous condition, for which the Service is in no way
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His lettm t.her' showed that he
v

wished to leave the Nav,,. Longden's letter of 15th

responsible,

August, 1929, st.ates that. Bennett was then "very much

"mentally alive", I?o,! i(;pEnly be surmised that

his/
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his previous dullness and stupidity were deliberately
agssumed, His Officers and Schoolmasters had reported
thaet he was meking no proNsOJfailed his exemination,
and wag not likely to become & useful member of H.M. Navy.
The inference that because there was no evidence of
nervous inheritancAuT;[;EMB;I:e suffers froam
now are necessarily attributable to his Naval service is
not accepted, Physical examination on entry can give but
a limited 1dea of mental ca’l‘cQ, particulasrly in & youth,
This is judged mainly by his results when doing some simple
suns and dictation. A more prolonged period of
observation after entry@BﬂXlis mental equipment
was not sufficlent to benefit by further instruction and
on these grounds he was discharged,

It is possibIHI gyquestion of Appeal
Tribunals will again be raised in the course of the

discussion.

The views ofBAGaE (end of the other

Service/
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Service Departments) in this matter are shown in the
accompanying paperss;- NOT
(a) Note.of proceedings on the occasion of a Deputation
from the British Legion received by the
ParliamenK{FTE}MP’Ft July, 1927,
(b), Copy of formal reply to the Deputation - admiralty
Letter of 18th August, 1927; and

(¢) Note of proceedings T@Atation fron the British

Legion to the Wear Office - 8th November, 1929.
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