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Robert Bushby, builder. 

Robert Bushby was the owner of a well-known Littlehampton building firm which won the 
contract for work at Littlehampton Fort in 1855. The main task of constructing the fort was 
undertaken in 1854 by Locke and Nesham, a large London firm, but Bushby was responsible 
for the glacis at the rear of the building. (The glacis was an artificial slope of earth up to the 
fort walls which protected the walls from cannon fire and which also allowed defenders to 
have a clear view of any attackers attempting an assault.) 
 

Hampshire Telegraph and Sussex Chronicle Saturday, November 18, 1854:  
TO BUILDERS  

Royal Engineer’s Office, Portsmouth 16th November 1854 
 
“Tenders will be received by the honourable Board of Ordnance, at their office Pall Mall, 
London, on Monday, 4th December 1854, from such persons as may be willing to undertake 
the CONSTRUCTION of a GLACIS in REAR of the BATTERY at LITTLEHAMPTON.  
The plans, specifications and conditions of Contract for the above Work may be seen, and 
information obtained every day (Sundays excepted) on and after the 22nd instant, on 
application to Mr KIRTON, clerk of works, Royal Engineer Office, Mill-dam Portsmouth.  
Tenders to be endorsed – “Tender for the Construction of a Glacis at Littlehampton Battery, 
in the County of Sussex.” “ 

 

 
 

Plan of Littlehampton Fort 1859 
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West Sussex Advertiser and South Coast Journal, January 18, 1855 
 

“Mr Bushby, the contractor for the erection of the additional works at the fortifications a 
Littlehampton, is proceeding with the works with all possible dispatch, and the vicinity of the 
batteries presents a scene of activity seldom equalled in the place.” 

 
Morning Post Thursday 22 March 1855 

“At Littlehampton defensible barracks and a five gun battery, capable of containing 40 men 
and two officers, and the proper complement of non-commissioned officers, has just been 
completed on the west side of the harbour . Messrs Lock and Nesham  of 68 Theobald’s -road 
London built the barracks under the superintendence of Captain Fenwick and Mr Bryson 
foreman of works in the Royal Engineer Department. A glacis is in the course of construction 
by Mr Bushby in the rear of the barracks. This new battery was erected on the western side 
of the harbour in consequence of there being a greater range of beach. It enfilades the beach 
east and west, and is considered ample protection for the harbour. In case of attack on the 
townside, two guns will be placed for the protection of the inhabitants.”  
 

 
Robert Bushby was born in West Tarring, Sussex on 7th March 1813, the son of Frank Bushby 
- a carpenter. In 1835 Robert married Mary Ann Wheeler from Littlehampton and they had 
three children: Robert Jnr. born 1836; Sarah born 1838 who died aged 13; and Mary born 
1844.The family lived in Arundel Road, Littlehampton and are recorded at the same address 
in all the census records from 1841-1891. In the 1881 census Robert Bushby is described as 
a “master builder, employing 57 men and 10 boys.”  Presumably Bushby built his own home 
and he also constructed many other buildings in Arundel Road; a terrace on the West side 
and villas on the east side.  The east side was demolished in 1973. 
 
Bushby’s was work was much in demand as Littlehampton was a thriving place. In 1801 it 
was a village with a population of only 584 but by 1901 this had increased to 5,954 and in 
1893 Littlehampton was granted the status of an urban district council. The main cause of 
the expansion was the coming of the railway in 1846 which was linked to a cross Channel 
ferry in 1863; the railway encouraged tourists to visit from London, so turning the town into 
a prosperous seaside resort.  
 

Hampshire Telegraph and Sussex Chronicle Saturday, June 24, 1848. 
LITTLEHAMPTON 

“This town is undergoing great improvements with the construction, under a subscription 
aided by the Duke of Norfolk, of the long needed main sewer in the High-street and Duke-
street; and by the erection of detached and sister-houses, by Robert Bushby at the entrance 
of the town, from the railway.”  
 
However, the demands of the increased population placed a huge burden on the local 
infrastructure and Robert Bushby found himself at odds with the local authorities over their 
failure to provide a proper drainage scheme for the town, culminating in a remarkable court 
case. 
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Hampshire Telegraph and Sussex Chronicle Saturday, April 15, 1871 
 

SINGULAR PROCEEDINGS AGAINST A LOCAL BOARD 
 
“For some time past the Littlehampton Local Board of Health have been at issue with Mr 
Robert Bushby, a builder and contractor living there, with reference to an alleged deficiency 
of drainage accommodation for the district. Mr Bushby appears to have made repeated 
representations to the local board on the subject, with the view of obtaining increased 
facilities for drainage of property belonging to him. The local board have asserted that they 
have supplied every reasonable necessity, and they have either neglected to answer his 
representations or refused to comply with his request; at least that was Mr Bushby’s 
allegation. It appears that in the latter end of last year a formal complaint was made by him 
to the Home Secretary, alleging several distinct cases of default on the part of the local 
board and asking for an enquiry....... 
The Enquiry took place at the National-schoolroom on Thursday 13th inst.... 
 
Mr Snewin, the surveyor to the board was called. He admitted that there was no plan for the 
district and the one produced was but a copy of the tithe commutation map.  He admitted 
that during the time that he had been in office very little attention had been given to the 
subject of main drainage. Mr Snewin practically admitted that although the town had 
considerably increased in extent, there was but little difference in the town now than it was 
some years since. He admitted that storm water from Arundel-road flowed into the 12 inch 
drain laid down by Mr Bushby for the use of his own property. 
 
Captain Mostyn was then called. He stated that as an agent to the Duke of Norfolk he had 
on many occasions endeavoured to render Littlehampton and its neighbourhood more 
attractive, and with that view had offered on the part of His Grace to contribute liberally 
towards an effective system of drainage for the whole district. Hitherto these offers had 
practically been refused by the local board.  
Mr Robert Bushby was called. He stated that during his residence in Littlehampton he had 
built houses there of the rateable value of £2,500 per annum. It appeared that the total 
rateable value of the town was now £12,823. 
 
Mr Pineo, a civil engineer of Portsmouth was called and stated that he had practiced as a 
civil engineer for 22 years. He had made a general inspection of the town and examined the 
outlets of the several drains. In his opinion there was no complete system of drainage for the 
district. The drain, so called, in front of Beach-terrace was little else than an elongated 
cesspool, and he considered all drains should be water-tight, in fact if they were not so 
constructed they would cease to act as drains and would become cesspools...  
 
The local board declined to offer any evidence.” 
 
Despite the enquiry finding against the board and the willingness of the Duke of Norfolk to 
contribute 50% of the costs, the issue of Littlehampton’s drains was not resolved until 1881 
when new pipes which drained sewage into the sea were installed. Bushby carried on 
building despite this setback and certainly Littlehampton continued to expand, particularly 
in the area known as Beach Town. 
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A selection of Bushby’s projects is considered here, concentrating of those of which some 
evidence remains:- 
 
St Nicholas Church, Brighton 1853 
 
St. Nicholas Church is the original parish church of Brighton and dates from the 14th century. 
By the early 19th century it had become very dilapidated and in 1852 a fund was raised for 
its rebuilding in memory of the Duke of Wellington, who had attended the church as a child.  
The architect was Richard Cromwell Carpenter and Bushby’s firm did the work.  The project 
included a new roof; a doubling of the width of the original aisles; a reduction in the size of 
the chantry; the creation of an organ-chamber and a new east window; the removal of all 
galleries and original box-pews; and the moving of the font to a position near the south 
door.  The church was reopened on 8 April 1854, about nine months after work started.  
 

 
St Nicholas in 1910.  www.mybrightonandhove.org.uk 

 
 
St Peter and St Paul Parish Church Rustington 1861. 
 
The church dates back to the 12th century and by the 19th century was in a very dilapidated 
state. A full restoration was carried out by Bushby in 1860-1 following the instructions of the 
architect William Slater. The cost of the work was £2,000 with the vicar contributing over 
half.  The north and south walls were rebuilt with new windows added and the whole 
building was given a new roof. 
 

 
Rustington parish church. Wikipedia. 
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The central tower of Chichester cathedral 1862  
 
In the autumn of 1859 it was decided to remove the choir stalls in the cathedral to open up 
the building to the whole congregation, but this work exposed the fact that there were 
serious defects in the supports of the western arch of the cathedral tower. The firm of 
Robert Bushby was called in to try and shore up the arch.  He found four arches, built in the 
12th century, were very weak as the core of each of the supporting piers was rotten. The 
arches were struggling to support the spire which had been added to the building in the 14th 
century. Bushby’s men tried to reinforce the arches with shores and braces but on February 
21, 1861, when a gang of about 30 men were working on the spire, it collapsed.  Fortunately 
there was no loss of life.  
 

The Standard  Saturday, February 23, 1861 
FALL OF THE SPIRE OF CHICHESTER CATHEDRAL 

“A number of men have been for some time past at work at Chichester Cathedral, 
endeavouring to restore it to a state of perfect safety, and these men have lately been 
engaged night and day.... The men went to their work at 6 o’clock this morning and 
continued until 12 when they left for their dinner hour. During the whole of the forenoon 
ominous crackings and suspicious noises had been heard, and the danger became so 
apparent that, when the men returned to their work at 1 o’clock Mr Bushby, the builder of 
Littlehampton who had superintendence of the repairs, peremptorily insisted upon their not 
entering the building; and he likewise urged some men who were then within to come out 
with all possible speed. Fortunately, as it proved, they did so for in about 20 minutes 
afterwards the spire sank down in a mass, and crumbled to pieces... The spire did not topple 
over as might be supposed, especially from the boisterous south-westerly winds which were 
raging at the time, but sank out of sight with a rushing sound. We say sank out of sight, 
because, strangely enough, he spire appears to have slipped through the roof of the transept 
as if it had been let through a trap door” 
 

 
 

Chichester Cathedral shortly after the fall of the spire 
Illustrated London News 2nd March 1861 
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A fund was set up to raise the £48,000 needed for the rebuilding of the spire, and the 
contributors included Queen Victoria and Prince Albert.  It was rebuilt by Robert Bushby 
following the design of the architect Sir George Gilbert Scott and the work was completed in 
five years.   
 

 
Signatures on plans for Chichester Cathedral 1862.   WSRO Add MS 2102 

 

A big firework display was held in Chichester in June 1866 to celebrate the Cathedral’s 
completion. 
 
 

 
Cathedral in 1890s  

www.oldukphotos.com 
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South Terrace, Littlehampton 1860s 
 
The first development of seaside houses was in the area known as Beach Town which is 
about 1km from Littlehampton centre. Building here was started in the late 18th century and 
expanded rapidly in the early 19th. Originally Beach Town was entirely separate from 
Littlehampton but they gradually became one. By 1869 Bushby had extended South Terrace 
westwards as far as the modern St Augustine’s Road. The houses in the terrace were of 
varied design with different heights although they were all covered in stucco. Numbers 30-
47 South Terrace were all built by Bushby as was 6 St Augustine’s Road.  Numbers 30-44 
South Terrace are now grade II listed buildings. These houses were the residences of the 
more genteel members of Littlehampton society and many were second homes for families 
from London. 
 
 

 

 
 

Map of 1876 © Crown copyright and database rights Ordnance Survey 2012 

Selborne Place , Littlehampton 1865. 
 
In 1865 the distinguished architect William White commissioned Bushby to build three pairs 
of houses as seaside homes for his family. No. 1 Selborne Place was built for White’s own 
family and No. 2 for his brother Henry. His widowed sister Mary and three daughters lived at 
No 3; two maiden aunts at No 4; and his brother John Edward White, a barrister owned Nos. 
5 and 6. Originally the houses faced the Green and the sea, a view obscured by later 
buildings. They were built in Gothic revival style. Numbers 1 and 2 are now listed buildings; 
they are currently divided into flats. 
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South Terrace, in the 1890s.        Francis Firth postcard 
 

 
Littlehampton from the pier  (undated)            www.oldukphotos.com 
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St Richard’s church, Slindon 1865 

The church of St Richard’s was built in the 1865 at the top of the village opposite Slindon 
College. It serves the Roman Catholic parish of Bognor Regis. The church was designed by 
C.A. Butler following a bequest by the Earl of Newburgh. There is a stained glass window to 
the memory of the Countess of Newburgh above the high altar. 

 
St Richard’s Slindon    www.slindon.com 

 

Sussex Advertiser January 19th 1867 
 
“The contractor for the work of restoration was Mr Robert Bushby, of Littlehampton, and the 
entire work committed to his care has been thoroughly well done. The total cost of the 
building has been £2,170.” 
 
Bognor Promenade 1869 
 

Hampshire Telegraph and Sussex Chronicle Wednesday, June 9, 1869 

“The new promenade at Bognor, East of the pier, which was so injured by the force of the 
sea during the month of February, has now been thoroughly repaired by Mr Robert Bushby, 
of Littlehampton, who has relaid the same with bricks from end to end at a cost of about 
£700.” 
 
Mewsbrook House 1870 
 
Mewsbrook House, on the seafront, was built by Robert Bushby for Mr Louis Barnes in 1870 
in an extravagant Tudor style with a water tower that appeared to be a fortress rising over 
the main block. The house had seven and a half acres of grounds laid out as pleasure park, 
with kitchen gardens, six tennis courts, and glasshouses growing peaches and grapes. It had 
stables for six horses, and garages for 10 cars. The house became a hotel called Rustington 
Towers in 1924 and burned down in 1935. Some of its grounds were taken over by the local 
council and remain as a Mewsbrook Park today. The water pumping station was built on the 
site of the house.  
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Mewsbrook House West Sussex Gazette November 8, 2006 

Knights Croft House 1879 
 
 Knights Croft House in Sea Lane Rustington was designed by the prestigious architect 
Norman Shaw for the musician and composer Sir Hubert H Parry, in 1879. The house was 
brick built and tile hung with casement windows in the “Tudor vernacular” style. The 
interior was designed by William Morris.  The house had a music room and it was here that 
Parry composed the famous music to Blake's verses "Jerusalem".  In the 1970s an estate of 
small bungalows was built in its grounds and the house was converted into four flats. 
 

. 
Knightscroft House   www.imagesofengland.org.u  
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In 1881 Robert Bushby decided to retire and all -the assets of his firm were auctioned off.  

Hampshire Telegraph and Sussex Chronicle June 4th 1881 
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Robert Bushby died on 17th October 1891 and was buried in the churchyard of St Mary’s 
parish church. His gravestone is grade II listed by English Heritage but it is rather neglected 
in appearance. 
 

 
Photo by Hilary Greenwood   October 2011 
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