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Recycling the city—refurbishing, reusing, and redeploying buildings—is
a practice as old as the first primitive hut redesigned for fresh purpose.
Even caves were repeatedly reclaimed for animal husbandry, shelter from
predators, and human dwellings. Pagan religious structures were also com-
monly remade to suit secular purposes or new forms of worship. But in
urban France during the Ancien Régime recycling in general and recycled
buildings in particular suffered from a bad press. The timeless practice was
condemned by an Enlightenment discourse that was deeply critical of urban
life, and, in particular, of the poor quality of city air, water, and spaces.!
Enlightened commentators saw a particular danger in dilapidated buildings
and crumbling infrastructure, propped up and patched up beyond their use-
ful lives by dangerously precarious means. While the urban production of
hazardous materials could be moved beyond a city’s walls, the stone, brick,
and mortar needed for new urban structures were, of course, less mobile.
Older edifices with few windows or doors, as in converted farm buildings
or poorly adapted ecclesiastic constructions turned into hospitals, spread
disease by trapping and recirculating dangerously corrupted air, often called
“miasma.” Porous and poorly designed city roads and sewers made of
recycled construction detritus, according to the celebrated physicist Pierre
Bertholon de Saint-Lazare, in 1786, trapped fouled water during rainstorms
and forced people to wade through raw sewage.” Overused and overex-
tended urban structures were increasingly the favoured target of scorn by
enlightened hygienic specialists.

Indeed, cighteenth-century Paris was perhaps the most congested and pol-
luted city of Europe. The capital city, whose population in 1789 is estima ted
at between seven hundred thousand and eight hundred thousand souls in a
nation of twenty-seven million people, was teeming with an impoverished
Population eking out a precarious existence in often cramped housing.
Although no statistics can measure the quality of life in preindustrial urban
centres, the environment of many Parisians was clearly far from idyllic. Large
swaths of Paris on the eve of Revolution had become foul and insalubrious
receptacles of new forms of mineral, animal, and human waste. Despite a
Certain image of Ancien-Régime Paris as a tidily ordered and well-policed
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city peopled with skilled artisans of the luxury tr
and-tumble manufacturing centre. Many com-’

rapidly becoming a rough-
mentators, most pmminuntly Louis-Sebastien Mercier, Réstif de la Bretonne,
and Siméon-Prosper Hardy, underscored how Paris’ formal administrative
existence and its messier; gritty realities were often deeply at odds with one
another, The perception was widespread that the average Parisians’ quality
of life declined precipitously in the century of the Enlightenment.’
Paradoxically, however, while older construction was condemned as
unbefitting the capital of the empire—to0 cramped, too closed, in sum, too
confining of inhabitants and their exhalations and excretions—it was pre-
cisely newer construction that contributed greatly to the capital’s miseries.”
With its steadily growing population, Paris was clearly in need of more
inexpensive housing; but the very fabrication of low-cost building materi-
als only added to the polluted urban environment of the capital. From start
to finish, a given structure demanded the production of a wide range of
chemical derivatives. As all construction begins with destruction, a range
of concoctions were required to make explosive black powder, including
charcoal, sulphur, and saltpetre, to pulverise boulders and to raze older
structures. Once a given lot was emptied of debris, other materials, such as
brick, mortar, and plaster, were increasingly made on a large scale and with
new methods of production, which in turn generated waste products and
much detritus, as well as presenting an ever-growing challenge to the health
and safety of inhabitants.’
Along with the hygienic advocates of the Enlightenment, the policing
and guild authorities overseeing Parisian construction during the Ancien
Régime’s boom years also rejected the reuse of materials and buildings.
Obsessive newness in construction pamdnxicnlly added to unhygienic con-
ditions in the capital. A post- 1763 construction hoom—encouraged by the
casing of fiscal pressures in the period after the Seven Year’s War—greatly
expanded the market for inexpensive construction. Money flowing to stones
increased dramatically after the August 1766 ordinance permitting inves-
tors in a project to claim all property on a construction site if their building
contractors went bankrupt. This ordinance virtually climinated risk for
speculation, while increasing the financial burden of credit-worthy guilds.’
Guild masters, who would lose their total outlay in cases of the bankruptcy
of a collaborating building contractof, came to rely increasingly upon their
guilds as credit unions. The resulting financial and housing bubble for
investors had spectacular consequences. Between 1770 and 1789 Parisians
accumulated debts averaging 28 million livres per year; almost half, 12 mil-
lion livres, of these debts were invested annually in apartments, houses, and
land, with the vast majority of this real estate located in Paris.”

But the credit crunch amidst the economic downturn of 1787 initiated
the very fiscal crisis that helped topple the Ancien Régime, leading to a sud-
den collapse of the housing market. During a fragile recovery, beginning 0
the spring of 1791, administrators of the Revolution shifted priorities from
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sulphuric acid, nitric acid, hydrochloric
metallic chalks, choked inhabitants of entire quarters. To the south, sewage
and polluted waters led to stench-filled summers in swaths of the capital
city, such as the quarters where the Bievre tributary trickled through the
capital city. Used as a depository of by-products derived from horse urine
by over thirty officially registered tanners, and as an open sewer by much
of the Left Bank, the Bievre caused people to faint from its devastating
fumes.'! Even to the wealthier northern and western areas, a construction
boom kicked up irritating clouds of vapour riddled with dust, dirt, plaster,
and hazardous chemicals use away older structures.
Almost everywhere, in a capi
and with very few sewers, human, horse, and other
to the stench of decaying meat, fish, and vegetables, often leftover spoilage

from the many markets.'? Near the quarter of the central market, les Halles,
Parisians living around the Cimetiére des innocents Were regaled with the
smell of decomposing cOrpses when the shallow level of the graves proved
insufficiently deep, with the quarter invaded by foul exhalations, leading to
the cemetery’s hasty closure and evacuation of remains to the former quar-
ries of the Tombe-Issoire in 1785.1
Nor was there easy escape for most Parisians. Green patches were increas-
ingly rare in a cramped capital city. Nature paid the heaviest price where
rental prices exploded and labour migration from the provinces continued
unabated, estimated at about seven to fourteen thousand arrivals per year
i the second half of the eighteenth century. The population explosion in
Paris fed a burgeoning market in sordid lodging homes (chambres garnies)
for migrant Creusois, Normands, Auvergnats, and other “étrangers.” In the
outlying areas, particularly to the west where monasteries and convents once
thrived amidst agricultural rerrain interspersed with a few botels particuliers,
vast expanses of farmland and pasture were snatched up and developed by
speculators. The purchase and development of the immense property of the
ruined Mathurins order, for example by the wealthy property developer and
fermier général jacques—l_u'.lis—GuiHaume Bouret de Vézelay in the 1770s,
led to the hasty construction of several new neighbourhoods out of once-
bucolic areas. The Chaussée d’Antin area, in the vicinity of the Faubourg
Montmartre, Saint-Lazare, and the Buttes Saint-Roche, was transformed
from a sparsely built pastoral into a bustling neighbourhood in the space of
one generation.'”
The Parisian cighteenth-century economy was fast becoming a hybrid

¢ where old and new coexisted in perfect symbiosis. For
example, in the outlying Faubourg Saint-Marcel the labour-intensive activity
of textile and leather production, with its timeless artisanal organisation of
work, grew side-by-side with novel and fast-developing sectors such as the
extraction of saltpetre for explosives, needed for land-clearing, demolition,
and military purposes. (Saltpetre collection by ordinary citizens was later
promoted by revolutionaries as a patriotic contribution to the war effort.)”?
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Henri le Grand, the two bridges, these two superb quais, that of the
Louvre, the Tuileries, the Champs-Elysées, equal or surpass the beauties
of ancient Rome, the city centre, obscure, packed, hideous, represents

the most shameful barbarism of the past. We say it without end: but
how long can we say it without fixing it?24

Voltaire’s conclusion, never heeded, was that the Crown needed to focus
more on embellissement of the quotidian life of Parisians—in particular, by

creating more open spaces—rather than on wasteful monuments to imperial
grandeur.

CONSTRUCTION IN THE ANCIEN REGIME

Ancien Régime public construction imposed newness over reuse; expansion
over rehabilitation; and wastefulness over recycling. Then, as now, not only
the fabrication of building materials, but the very act of construction pro-
duced much pollution. Moreover, the ravages of building the city were made
worse by the lack of comprehensive urban planning. Controls over private
building in Paris were largely fragmented within a dense web of Ancien-
Régime corporate institutions which jealously assured the quality control of
construction. In Paris, the Chambre des batiments was a particularly efficient
corporate body that resembled a housing authority of more contemporary
times. The Chambre comprised inspectors, architects, master artisans, and
magistrates who carefully policed over the contractual relationship between
builders and proprietors.2 No private construction in Paris took place with-
out plans previously approved by this housing authority—and the soundness
of materials, scrupulously inspected before and after construction, formed
the bulk of the corporation’s affairs.2®
Protectionism was enforced by the Chambre upon the labour force above
all. Guild statutes were applied to the letter in seeing to it that all journeymen
were properly working for a master, and “masterless men” in incorporated
trades, called chambrelains, were banned from the profession by blacklisting
and the confiscation of their tools. Towards the end of the Ancien Régime,
corporations increasingly cracked down on recycled building materials,
based on the fear that used materials were compromised and would quickly
disintegrate, causing structures to collapse.?’” While an oft-exaggerated
threat, the use of recovered supplies was a condemnable form of cheat-
ing, malfagon, in the terminology of the epoch. Entrepreneurs and masters
accused of malfagon risked lawsuits and banishment from the annual trade
almanac, the Almanach des batiments, a listing of the names and addresses
of qualified Parisian builders with the technical expertise for each task on
the building site.?® Also, the guilds routinely exercised their privilege to raid
construction sites to inspect materials. The powerful carpentry guild, one
of the most restrictive of construction guilds, was fiercely protective of the
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Antoine Morand., His trusted

speculator, promotet, and developer Jean-
r than Sainte-Genevieve's chief

collaborator in this venture was none othe
architect, jacqucs-(]ermain Soufflot. Together, they created a company to
project Lyon’s densely crowded and insalubrious residential areas rowards
the east starting in the 1760s. In Lyon, the particular challenge to develop
the city’s suburbs was not only incarnated by city walls but imposed by its
second river, the Rhone. Despite demographic and economic pressures to
expand, to breach not only the city walls but to cross the Rhéne itself, the
weight of tradition embodied by many local interests repeatedly blocked the

development of Lyon."

Morand's celebrated Plan circulaire for Lyon, first sketched out in 1764

but republished as a lavishly engraved map in 1775, incorporated manufac-
rures and warehouses, residential guarters, parks, promenades, and squares.
Creating a model of integrated urban planning for future centuries, Morand
had cleverly conceived of what future generations would call zoning, His
plan neatly separated habitations and areas where manufacturing created
hazards to the Lyonnais population. The Plan circulaire also reimagined
the city of Lyon as an orderly and coherent whole. It sought, above all, to
rehabilitate a neglected outlying suburb, which became a century later the
Brotteaux, also called the Quartier Morand. Morand’s agenda was, in fact,
that of many a future urban planner: the annexation and development of a
city’s suburbs to alleviate congestion, limit manufactures to outlying areas,
enlarge the tax base, and generally renovate by allowing freer circulation of
people and goods. It 1':':presented, in theory at least, the triumph of aerian
discourse in urban matters. But the end of the Ancien Régime was not pro-
pitious to cuch “rational” urban development. Opposition from individual
proprietors as well as foot-dragging by traditionalists in Lyon’s Hotel de

ville, led to fruitless years of litigation.™
The cumulative pressures brought by intransigent municipal officers,
proprietors demanding feudal dues, and ecclesiastical institutions asserting
fiscal privileges, kept Lyon enclosed within a constricted geographic com-
pass for over a century. Morand wasted much time lobbying the Crown’s
ministers at Versailles for dispensation against this slew of powerful local
interests. He found welcome support with those connected to the brave new
world of engineering at the Ecole national des ponts et chaussées, which
opened in 1 747. But even as he triumphantly returned to Lyon with a royal
decree authorising the beginning of construction in 1771, Morand became
ever more a threat as an outsider to Lyon’s conservative elite. Morand’s posi-
tioning in the Revolurion, however, paradoxically left him exposed to the
charge of complicity with the very elite he had detested; he was condemned

and executed during the Terror. The guillotine that took Morand’s life in

January 1 794 was situated next to an anovative wooden bridge he had

designed, built, and that would carry his name."”
The revitalisation of the Parisian Faubourg Saint-Marcel and Morand’s

unsuccessful plan to remake Lyon provide a contrasting, but deeply telling,
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Palloy (1754-1835), the building contractor engaged to dismantle the
Bastille. Starting on the evening of 14 July 1789, without authority from
national or municipal officials, Palloy mobilised a massive labour force of
four-hundred building tradesmen to dismantle the fortress while turning its
debris into souvenirs. Iron shackles were melted into medals and the stones
were carved into souvenir likenesses of the fortress, and were then sold to
commemorate the cult of the Vainqueurs de la Bastille. Palloy thus contrib-
uted a “patriotic cult of relics” to festive celebrations of the taking of the
Bastille.**

In sharp contrast to Ancien Régime corporations Palloy made recycling
central to his particular “brand” as contractor. As a prolific entrepreneur,
seeking fame and fortune, he sent to municipalities throughout France the
Bastille’s carved souvenir stones. He was a shrewdly ambitious and dynamic
representative of new man at the pinnacle of the building trades. Having
started as a bricklayer, Palloy’s autobiography, repeated incessantly in pam-
phlets, was a classic example of social ascension helped, he stressed, by the
Revolution’s meritocratic inspiration.*® His tireless self-promotion led to
the publication of two hundred distinct publications of political brochures,
maps, songs, and assorted construction proposals, many under assorted
pseudonyms, and nearly all self-financed. Palloy’s prodigious wealth flour-
ished in the construction business during the Revolution, but was ultimately
squandered in massive printing bills for publications.*’

Palloy and the Panthéon were the private and public antipodes of
revolutionary-era recycling. They also embody the haphazard and dis-
ordered nature of building in the period when the corporate universe of
the Ancien Régime was dismantled but the institutions of the new regime
were not yet in place. The administrative vacuum no doubt boosted Palloy
in his ambition to appropriate and transform the Bastille’s debris into a
lucrative commerce in souvenirs. Also, as witnessed in the labour strife at
the Panthéon’s site, the lack of a clear political and managerial hierarchy
emboldened the contentious labour force to make greater demands for
employment opportunities and higher salaries.

As nature hates a vacuum, so does civilisation. The impulse to cen-
tralise authority over construction led to the foundation of the Conseil des
batiments civils to oversee the recycling and reconversion of nationalised
religious buildings and the confiscated property of émigrés. This unique
administration survived all phases of the Revolution. Starting in late 1795,
the Directory gave this bureaucratic organ a broad mandate over public
structures, distingunishing thereafter between infrastructure and buildings.
Its directive was to centralise all public investment construction in the hands
of the three celebrated public architects. The Panthéon’s Chief Inspector
Rondelet, the prodigious civic architect, Alexandre-Théodore Brogniart, and
the future architect of the Arc de Triomphe, Jean-Francois Chalgrin, three
advocates of a classical and practical civic architecture, oversaw a team of
official inspectors. In a finely defined schema, each inspector had complete
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responsibility over one of six “classes” of structures, in which the function
of a given building—hospitals, barracks, prisons——dicmted its place in a’
hierarchy of investment priorities. In the new order, the administration of
public edifices made steep demands on the time, labour, and even equipment

of construction entrepreneurs to engage in the renovation of nationalised
buildings: a form of requisition

by another name. Finally, the mission of a
pragmatic, cost-efficient, revolutionary architecture was defined and made
the core of official building policy.*

The council’s charge was formulated in a circular issued by Rondelet in

the spring of 1796. Rondelet called for assurances that “no work relating to
civic buildings be undertaken at national expense without its utility, neces-
sity, or other possible advantages having been established beforehand.” He
demanded scrupulous “perfection, solidity, and economy” as well as meth-
odological verification of all paymcnts.*’ These directives were scrupulously
applied. In pursuit of economy, half of the numerous detention centres,
prisons, courthouses, and police stations were located in recycled former
religious structures, in particular, churches, monasteries, CONVents, and for-
mer dependencies such as stables. These were systematically recalibrated
and refurbished to suit their new function. However, @ focus on perfec-
tion at times led inspectors 1o eXcess seal. They rejected for payment the
slightest negligence to detailed proposals. Hospitals designed with beds less
than sixty centimetres aparr——cunsidered the minimum space to avoid the
spread of disease—were ordered to be completely overhauled. Legal tribu-
nals that did not allow for theatrical courtroom entries were condemned to
be redone. In sum, the Conseil des batimeitts civils created an architecture of
design tightly defined by a written program, a series of serviceable demands
entirely suited to their function rather than to aesthetic form.*

As Dominique Margairaz argues, the origin of public service in the mod-
ern sense of the term began in the Directory period of the Revolution as
the state assumed responsibility to assure equal access to a service and the
continuity of its exploitation.’! A national policy of recycling nationalised

e with a strictly functional architecture represented

the origin of a public service of construction. It also scrupulously respected

the economy of public finances. Unlike the random and wasteful urban

development of the Ancien Régine, the Revolution henceforth promised
strict financial and functional accountancy 10 the nation. And while the
qotion of national patrimony would await the July Monarchy, and the
founding of the office of an Inspecteur général des monuments historiques,
the Revolution also created a movement for the systematic cataloguing
and assessment of important historical structures for their functional value
to the capital and nation. Revolutionary institutions thus adopted a cen-
tralised method of reconceiving the use of old buildings and redeploying
structures within their urban context=—a first step towards what the future
would loosely call urban planning. Whether by rebuilding (as on the site of
the Panthéon), refitting (as with numerous hospitals and prisons), or even

structures in accordanc
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6 Renewing and Refashioning

Recycling Furniture at the Late
Stuart Court (1689-1714)

Olivia Fryman

During the spring of 1699 the renowned cabinetmaker Gerrit Jensen
(d.1715) made a series of visits to the royal palace of Kensington, where he
and his assistants began work cleaning and repairing a variety of furnishings
in William III’s apartments.! Amongst other tasks, Jensen’s work included
“mending and cleaning seven large Oval Sconces and the Chimney Sconces
in the council chamber,” “cleaning and Polishing a Princeswood Table and
Stands and Frame and cleaning the chimney glass in the little Bedcham-
ber,” and “mending ye Varnish and Polishing ye Marquettree Tables and
Stands and Bookcase and varnishing the clockcase in the Gallery.”? This
account for Kensington is typical of many warrants and bills that record
work on dirty, damaged and unwanted furnishings at English royal palaces
during the period. These can be categorised in two ways: furniture renewal
through cleaning and repairs, and furniture refashioning that involved either
the partial alteration or whole scale transformation of objects. Both of these
strategies were intended to maintain the worth, appearance, and usefulness
of furnishings and materials that were exceptionally valuable and symboli-
cally rich. Focusing on the period from the accession of William III and
Mary Il in 1689 to the death of Queen Anne in 1714, this chapter discusses
the methods of renewing and refashioning royal furniture and contextual-
ises these practices in relation to contemporary aesthetic taste and attitudes
towards monarchical spending and magnificence.

Jensen’s bill for his work at Kensington during the spring of 1699 survives
today in the papers of the Great Wardrobe, the household department that
was responsible for supplying furniture for the court. The majority of the
Wardrobe papers are held within records of the Lord Chamberlain, the court
official who managed the public and ceremonial life of the sovereign.? For
court and furniture historians, these archives have provided a rich source of
information. In particular, studies have focused on the celebrated craftsmen
Gerrit Jensen (mentioned above), the French upholsterer Francis Lapiere
(d.1714), the Huguenot carver and gilder Jean Pelletier (d.1704), and the
identification of records relating to their extant works.* In addition, scholars
have stressed the significance of taste, fashionability, and conspicuous con-
sumption as key components of sovereignty during this period.® Although
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