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15.6.59 

At the latter end of 1856 a statement was prepared showing the defences then existing on the 

coasts, distinct from the great military works or armaments. 

 

This statement was found unsatisfactory, and in 1859 a fresh Committee consisting of Special 

Local Joint Military and Naval Committees, with Lieutenant Colonel Westmacott, R.E., as 

President, was appointed for the same duty. They did not submit their general report to 

Secretary of State for War until July, 1861, but furnished ad interim reports on each 

independent section of the coast as visited. 

 

15.6.59. The ad interim report on coast Kent and Sussex was submitted. It describes certain 

parts of the coast as possessing such obvious landing facilities with ulterior advantages for an 

enemy that measures for opposing any sudden hostile attempt would appear advisable, if not 

essential, so as to check the enemy and give time for concentration of troop and reduce the 

necessity of close watch in war time, thus economizing force both by land and sea. Under this 

head were included the coast about Littlehampton and Shoreham, Seaford Bay and Sandwich 

Bay with adjacent harbour of Ramsgate. It was recommended that any works provided should 

be scarped and proof against capture by coup de main, and capable of resistance for a few 

days until supported or so to give time to organize inland defence. 

 

From Bognor to Worthing landing is easy with good anchorages 2,000 yards from shore. The 

River Arun at Littlehampton is tidal and navigable at high water for vessels of 14 feet draught 

for 5 miles inland. The present battery is only useful against desultory attack by cruisers. A 

defensible casemated work in rear of present battery, commanding the harbour and shore on 

either side, was recommended, with a field position on the higher ground in rear. 

 

At Shoreham, landing on adjacent beach is easy with 4-fathom line within 1 mile of shore. 

The harbour is accessible to vessels of 11 feet draught at high water. The following works 

were recommended:-A strong defensible casemated redoubt on west; a central 5-gun tower 

with heavy shell armament fronting entrance to harbour, as present battery is useful only at 

long ranges owing to its guns being exposed; and, to secure the east, a third small casemated 

defensible work was required.  

.....  

19.8.59  

Anchorages – Harbours. 

The Defence Committee submitted a memorandum on foregoing report. They recommended 

that the existing works for the defence of the Downs, and the East and West Batteries at 

Dungeness Point should be put in order and re-armed; that the Rye Battery should be armed 

as proposed, and that the tower at the entrance of Rye Harbour, and the two extreme towers 

near Cliff End should also be armed; but that it was unadvisable to establish the different 

additional permanent batteries proposed, or to provide further fixed armaments for shore 



defence beyond that at present existing. Nevertheless, it would be of great advantage to 

protect the harbours at Littlehampton, Shoreham and Newhaven by such works as would 

prevent an enemy making use of these harbours, and so oblige him to continue his landing 

operations to the open beach. 

For the defence of these harbours designs should be prepared, and if these new permanent 

works were established, some of the present armaments of the towers at Pevensey Bay might 

be removed to them. 

........... 

2.2.60 

The Defence Committee considered a letter from Secretary for War on the subject of coast 

batteries as a protection against invasion. They recorded their opinion that the Navy is the 

great resource of the country, and that should from any cause the fleet fail to frustrate any 

attempt at invasion it is not possible, even with the aid of Volunteers, to protect the coast by 

fixed batteries in such a way as to afford a reasonable hope of preventing a hostile landing in 

strength. The establishment of such batteries would rather result in putting guns in to the 

hands of the invader. Coast fortifications should be restricted to the protection of those vital 

points necessary for the maintenance of our naval power, and to such harbours as would serve 

an invader as good bases. Compared with the old conditions of the time of the Revolutionary 

War, steam has given an enemy greater power of concentration on any point. Against such 

attacks on a large scale isolated fortifications would be useless, whilst against desultory 

incursions they would only serve to induce an enemy’s cruisers to attack places that 

otherwise would be left unmolested. Commercial ports, however, might well be defended 

against desultory attacks. With regard to the Volunteers the Committee concur in the 

advantage of training them in management of heavy ordnance, and in this direction every 

facility should be afforded to them.  

 

31.10.60 
Newhaven. 

The Defence Committee noted the action taken on their recommendation of 19th August 

1859, regarding the defence of Littlehampton, Newhaven and Shoreham by works sufficient 

to deny these harbours to an enemy. A project had been in first instance prepared for a work 

at Newhaven, the most important of the three harbours, to be placed on site of the old Roman 

encampment west of the entrance. This work, however, was considered too extensive for any 

garrison that would be available, and the nature of the soil would have caused difficulty. A 

plan on a reduced scale had since been prepared, which the Committee now approved and 

recommended that the site should be at once acquired and the work commenced.  

 

29.8.70 
Harbours. 

The Defence Committee also submitted a memorandum ion the importance of defending 

certain harbours on the south-east coast, viz., Ramsgate, Folkestone, Rye, Shoreham and 

Littlehampton, mainly with the view of denying their use to an invader, either for landing or 

for subsequent bases. 

Newhaven alone had been yet dealt with and the work, at that place, secure against a coup de 

main as recommended, had now been completed; the Committee emphasized their previous 

recommendations that the other ports named should be dealt with in the same way as 

Newhaven. 

 



16.12.70 
Acting on the recommendations of the Defence Committee of 9th February, 1870, the 

Secretary of State for War had appointed a Committee of local Commanding Royal 

Engineers to report on which of the towers and batteries on the coast should be maintained 

and which should e abandoned... 

Abstract of the report of the Committee on Coast defences 1870. 

Brighton, comprising the coast from Selsey Bill to Beachy Head. 

 

Shoreham- The Committee consider the existing fort to be incapable of resisting heavy guns 

in front or field guns in rear, and altogether insufficient for the protection of this small 

harbour; they therefore recommend that a new work for a few heavy guns be erected on a site 

near the entrance to the inner bank of the breakwater; unless the present fort could be 

reconstructed for a less amount, which appears doubtful. 

The same consideration applies to Littlehampton, which the Committee did not visit (being in 

Portsmouth district), but which is very similar in all respects to Shoreham, and similarly 

fortified.    

... 

 

5.1.76 
The Defence Committee submitted a memorandum recommending the substitution of 

medium rifled guns for S.B. guns in certain of the defences of the South Eastern District. 

The important positions of Dover and Newhaven were already occupied by works armed (or 

intended to be armed) with heavy guns, and for the remaining works armour-piercing guns 

did not appear necessary. 

Rifled guns were, however, requisite to deal with boats or unarmoured ships. 

The Downs were greatly in need of additional defences, as recommended in previous reports. 

They propose the following changes in armament:- 

 

Battery Present armament R.M.L. guns 

(converted) to be 

provided. 

Remarks 

........    

Newhaven Fort 

(old upper battery) 

4- 68pr.S.B. 4  

North-West Haxe Nil 1  

Shoreham 4- 68pr S.B. 5  

Littlehampton Fort 3- 68pr S.B. 

2- 32 pr S.B. 

5 Same calibre 

 

 

12.12.88 
The Works Committee submitted a report (No.105) on the defence of the south-east coast, 

from Littlehampton to Sandwich. 

The Committee confine their reports to measures regarding works, as the report of the 

Committee of 1870 contains ample description of the existing defences, and the confidential 

report on the Defence of the United Kingdom prepared by Intelligence Branch, deals with 

strategical and topographical considerations. No reference is made to Newhaven and Dover, 

which have been dealt with separately. 

....... 



 

Littlehampton. 

The small fort built over 30 years ago, is armed with 3-68pr. and 2- 32pr. S.B. guns. It stands 

at the west entrance to the harbour, which nearly dries at low-water, and can accommodate 

only the small class of coasting vessels. 

Littlehampton has an insignificant commercial importance, and there is no justification for 

special defences. The existing fort is so feeble that its retention or re-armament is 

unwarrantable. The close proximity of Portsmouth, and the railway that now runs for many 

miles close to the shore, are the best guarantees for its security. 

The armament, which is not required for practice, should be withdrawn, and no expense 

should be incurred in maintaining the work. 

 

Shoreham. 

Shoreham is Littlehampton on a larger scale. The harbour is better, but is only available for 

coasting craft, and its commercial value is very small. The entrance is defended by a small 

enclosed work, built in 1857, and mounting 2-80pr, RML and 3-64pr RML guns. The work is 

of no practical use except for defence against small craft, but it may be maintained as at 

present, especially as it serves as a practice battery for the Volunteers. 

 

The armaments of south-east coast would accordingly stand thus:- 

 

 

Work Mounted Proposed Remarks 

Littlehampton Fort 3- 68pr S.B. 

2- 32 pr S.B. 

Nil  

Shoreham Redoubt 2- 90pr RMLL 

2 - 64pr RML  

2- 80pr. RML 

2-60pr RML  

Work of defence and 

Volunteer practice 

battery 

......    

 


