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FOR the second part of our series on Sydney
architecture, PNYX spoke with Philip alis,
whose practice along with Turpin+Crawford
and others formed the team that originally
won the international competition for the
Barangaroo site in Sydney in 2005 (PNYX
#16). We continue the conversation on
Barangaroo, the failure of the state to serve its
public, and what all urban design professions
should have to say about it. (Eds.)

PNYX: How does Barangaroo gure in a
longer history of Sydney’s public projects?

PHILIP THALIS: Barangaroo today is a
low point in the unending urban battle
between public and private interests. In
Sydney, two great areas of contest are the city

centre itself and the harbour front, and there we,
have been disputes along these lines since the t he
city was founded by Europeans in 1788. citizens of
ere might have been earlier disputes the state, are
between Aboriginals, we cannot know, but getting a cent
the Aboriginals themselves were dispossessed from the develop-
of their territory on the since-discredited ment proponents. e
legal basis of terra nullius. deal has been shrouded in
Phillip, the rst English governor, with a secrecy, with key contract
deal of foresight, proclaimed all the area clauses redacted under the bogus
within the town's boundary to be Crown claim of being commercial in
land. However, as soon as he embarked for con dence, when the only parties are the
England in 1792 due to ill-health, this status developers and the New South Wales
was overturned by subsequent governors, who Government (supposedly acting in our
granted leases to their military and ex-convict interests).
mates. So a battle began to unfold between ese sorts of deals and privatising practic-
the forces of privatisation and progressives. es are becoming increasingly prevalent,

In many ways this contest has parallelérbour front and 22 has of public land werparticularly across Anglo-Saxon cultures, or
the growth of democratic society itself. loriginally created as key national wharfagehen imposed on others under the guise of
our book Public Sydney (co-authored witBur original 2005/6 competition-winning austerity measures. Several Australian compa
Peter John Cantrill), we characterise trecheme, with Paul Berkemeier Architect amies seem to be at the vanguard of such
city's public space, the places and building&ne Irwin architect, proposed a balance pfctices in England, step forward West eld
the streets, parks and foreshore promenadaghlic space and development quantumand Lend Lease. Just go to London's Olympic
as the physical representation of democragig cient to yield funds for public purposes.Site to see the absolute pointy end of such
society itself, imbued with meaning ande entire foreshore was to be inalienabletendencies (or read Ground Control by Anna
cultural history. When these are alienatedublic space, with continuous parklandMinton and the work of Guardian journalist
we as a society are dispossessed, yet sdge street and public buildings. HoweveRliver Wainwright).
issues barely register as fundamenthé public space equation has subsequently
planning questions today. been completely skewed towards privale Your team won the original Barangaroo

Barangaroo is a particularly sharpiterest, and the economic equatiomompetition bid in 2005/6. But in 2009,
regression, because its 1.2 kms of cipfuscated. Today we cannot even be suraifother competition was staged?
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