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Professionalising Planning
The Town and Country Planning Institute of NSW 1934-53

The roles of planning and planners were remade in Australia in the 1930s. In Sydney, frustration 
at governmental inaction on practical progress and recognition that the longstanding Town 
Planning Association had fallen out of touch with best practice led to moves to establish a 
technical body. There were comparable stories in other states. In NSW the local chapter of the 
Royal Australian Institute of Architects played an instrumental role in formation of the Town and 
Country Planning Institute (TCPI) of New South Wales in 1934. Modelled on the British Town 
Planning Institute, it brought together representatives from the three main built environment 
professions of the day: architecture, surveying and engineering with an object to “advance the 
study and practice of town and country planning and kindred arts and sciences”.  For nearly 20 
years it managed a program of general meetings, deputations, representations, advice, and public 
lectures. Securing state planning legislation was a major preoccupation, achieved in 1945. With 
the nation-building role of planning evident by this time, subsequent moves to combine with 
professional bodies in Victoria and South Australia reached a crescendo at a conference held in 
August 1951 in Canberra.  By 1953 the TCPI had submerged its identity as a division of a new 
federated body, now the Planning Institute of Australia. This paper explores the life and death of 
this organisation and its role in professionalising planning, reflecting on the politics and legacy of 
this critical phase in Australian planning history.

Keywords — planning profession, Town and Country Planning Institute of New South Wales.

IntroductIon

This is a short history of New South Wales’ (NSW) first professional town planning body, the Town and Country 
Planning Institute (TCPI), from its establishment in 1934 to its extinction in the early 1950s and re-crystallization as the 
NSW division of a new federated Australian Planning Institute. The main provenance of this paper is thus the period of 
Australian planning history between the wars, and particularly the early 1930s to early 1940s, when the old-style planning 
advocacy of voluntarism began to give way to a new technocracy of planning experts whose status and standing were to 
be institutionalised in new professional bodies. 

The TCPI has surfaced in previous historical accounts of the period (Wright 2001). Sandercock (1972, 1975) frames 
her narrative against a wider ideological canvas of town planning progress caught between the crossfire of the forces of 
property and privilege and those of reform and redistribution. Other treatments of this period in NSW emphasise issues of 
housing reform (Spearritt 1974) and the role of voluntary agency (Freestone and Park 2009). This paper is a counterpoint 
which looks at the impulse toward and nature of professionalisation from an institutional perspective, anticipated in 
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early australIan Moves

By the 1920s in Australia the value of the purely voluntary approach to town planning advocacy came under scrutiny. 
The wide assemblage brought together under the umbrella of the town planning associations did not always unify into a 
respected voice for governance reform (Freestone 2009). The gold standard for professionalism remained membership of 
the British Town Planning Institute achieved mainly through external examination. In the early 1920s there were fewer 
than 20 Australian members, only four of them at corporate level (J.J.C. Bradfield, H.F. Halloran, J.C. Morrell, and John 
Sulman). By the early 1950s they numbered two, the veteran planner-surveyor-entrepreneur Halloran and Denis Winston, 
recently arrived from Britain as foundation professor of town and country planning at Sydney University (Australia 
c1950) although the importance of an imperial association remained strong. 

The first decisive move toward a domestic professional body came with establishment of the Town Planning Institute of 
Western Australia early in 1931. Modelled on the British institute, this was driven by the architect Harold Boas, one of the 
leading lights of town planning in the west and former chairman of the Metropolitan Town Planning Commission (1928-
30). Boas envisaged a body that state and local governments could turn to for advice. The aspirations were ambitious – “to 
do all things necessary to foster a practical application of Town Planning principles” including assistance in training local 
government officers and maintaining a library of plans, models, drawings and other resources. By November 1939 there 
were 39 members (Records 1931) but the body was plagued by controversy from birth (Freestone 1982). 

While the WA body was moribund by 1935, from the end of World War Two comparable professional bodies emerged 
in other states: Victoria’s Planning Institute of Australia in 1944, Town Planning Institute of South Australia in 1947, and 
the Institute of Town Planning (New South Wales) in Newcastle in 1950.  In 1949 the president of the Victorian body, 
architect Joseph Smith, called for a new science of “planiculture” to embrace the full spectrum of issues which planners 
had to address with singular expertise (Smith 1949, 9).

The TCPI in NSW came between the 1931 initiative in Perth and the post-war moves. The existing voluntarist Town 
Planning Association commenced an internal debate on professionalization and in 1929 President Dr J. S. Purdy suggested 
that either a branch of the British Town Planning Institute or an Australian Town Planning Institute should be established.  
He believed that the Association’s membership could be merged into the new Institute. A committee was appointed to 
investigate drafting a constitution for “further consideration” and within a month it reported that formation of a NSW 
Town Planning Institute was timely (Freestone and Park 2009, 316). David Davidson was a strong supporter of this 
direction but relocated to Perth and the effort lapsed (Freestone 1982). The idea of a breakaway body was rekindled 
several years later under the presidency of Alfred John Brown with the decisive backing of the Royal Australian Institute 
of Architects. 

estaBlIshIng the tcpI 

On 3 April 1934, the Council of the NSW Chapter of the RAIA, under the chairmanship of the President Professor 
Leslie Wilkinson and amid general frustration with the lack of progress in practical town planning, resolved that the 
Town Planning and Civic Design Committee of the Chapter be requested to consider the foundation of a Town Planning 
Institute. As a result of the Committee’s report, a founding committee of 6 members drawn equally from 3 professions - 
architects W.H. Morris and W.R. Richardson; engineers H.M. Sherrard and E.S. Rowe; and surveyors F.M. Mason and 
H.G. Foxall - was convened under the leadership of Brown, an architect and town planner who had recently resigned as 
President of the Town Planning Association. Brown believed that the new body was “the outcome of a long-felt need by 
a group of professional men who realised that town and country planning was so broad in its ramifications that it required 
the closest collaboration between members of the three professions” (Freestone and Park, 2009, 316).

The primary object of the new Institute was “to further the interests of Town and Country Planning and of Town and 

the work of Wilks (1993), whose history of post-war planning in Melbourne remains one of the few intensive studies 
of the culture of the planning profession in Australia. It is set within the long-established paradigm of the “history of 
professional involvement” (Cherry 1981, 2) which although challenged by revisionist and more radical perspectives 
nonetheless captures critical mainstream influence in the construction of post-war planning ideology and governance.  

The paper draws mainly on primary documents accessed through the NSW State Archives supplemented by secondary 
sources recording the work of the TCPI, including its 1950 yearbook, annual reports and bulletins held by the Mitchell 
Library in Sydney. It offers both a chronological and thematic account prefaced by brief contextualisation of the thread of 
professionalism in planning history studies and state-based professionalisation of Australian planning in the first half of 
the twentieth century. It concludes by recording the successful integration of these efforts on a national scale in the late 
1940s and early 1950s, and the legacy left behind. The making of the planning profession internationally and in Australia 
and the issues projected comprise a bigger picture (Mullins 1976; Marshall 2012). Here we pursue one thread through an 
era when the institutionalisation of planning authority appears to have been largely unproblematic. 

professIons, plannIng and the past

The professionalisation of planning was “a twentieth-century project and has been central to establishing the 
distinctiveness and status of planning within the broader professional community” (Hedgcock and Pidalà 2014, 535). 
While planners and their institutions have featured at the centre of much planning history, the process of professionalization 
has arguably attracted less attention than the dominant historical narrative, which depicts its origins in urban reform 
movements and the ideas of its seers, with subsequent seamless evolution towards welfare state beneficence. However 
Cherry’s (1974) unofficial history of the British Town Planning Institute and Scott’s (1969) jubilee history of the American 
Institute of Planners laid an influential legacy, and alternate perspectives stressing governance, power, methodologies 
and rival professionalisms are belatedly starting to surface (Hewitt 2016). 

While the construction of planning as a distinctive profession was closely monitored and shaped by rival and constituent 
professional bodies, it attracted little contemporary contestation until the late 1960s when state, corporate and technocratic 
power presuming to act in the public interest and laying claim to unique bodies of knowledge came under ideological 
critique (Vigar 2012). McLoughlin’s (1988, 18) brief history of the Australian Planning Institute was a controversial 
intervention, concluding that the Institute had “little effect on either understanding urban development and change or 
on the development of the political agenda and planning policies”. It drew spirited rebuttals based on its selectivity 
and historical inaccuracy (Collie 1989; Wilks 1989) but anticipated ongoing debates about the role and contribution of 
professionally constituted planning (Marshall 2012). 

Until the mid-twentieth century the rise of planning to professional status was largely depicted as an organic evolution 
from community and civic concern with the state of cities. The ways in which that expertise was channelled differed 
across planning cultures (Hedgcock and Pidalà 2014). In the Anglo-American realm it followed the historic pathway of 
specialist guilds, hence the major precedents for Australian moves toward professionalism lay in the formation of the 
British Town Planning Institute in 1914 and the American City Planning Institute in 1917. Australian responses were 
slower, perhaps because of the diffuse state-based activity, but institutional scaffolding was nonetheless being erected 
through conferences, exhibitions, publications, educational initiatives, and tentative administrative reforms. 

Whyte (2012) has highlighted rivalries between the built environment professions of architecture, surveying and 
engineering in securing leadership of the nascent British town planning movement in the 1910s. That same competitiveness 
was evident in Australia. John Sulman claimed town planning as an architect-led discipline as early as 1890 which did not 
endear him to some erstwhile supporters of the cause (Freestone 1989) and similar tensions arose during the debates on 
proposed town planning bills for South Australia between 1916 and 1920.



160160 161161

register was a virtual Who’s Who of Sydney’s planning world with many well-known names of the day. 

From the initial foundation membership of 49, the total membership doubled within four years, doubled again by 1946, 
and by 1952, its final year as an independent entity, membership had reached 240 across all membership categories. 
Membership was spread between each of the three professions, architects comprising around one fifth of the total and 
the remainder split between engineers and surveyors. This pattern continued until 1944, when the number of engineers 
increased rapidly, possibly due to the requirement for qualified town planners under the County of Cumberland Planning 
Scheme. Junior membership for recent graduates in the three professions was introduced in 1938 and in 1946 the number 
of applications for membership meant the Constitution was amended to recognise a new class of “affiliated member” 
(TCPI 1946a). Table 1 presents the growth in membership over the eighteen years. During this time, the TCPI remained 
a bastion of male technical expertise. The “first member of the fair sex to be elected to membership of the Institute” was 
Rosina Edmunds in mid-1945 (TCPI 1945b). 

Table 1:  Membership of the TCPI 1934-1952

Country Planners” and resolved that the first task was to work towards placing Town Planning legislation on the NSW 
Statute Book, an action which would then be supported through the cultivation of “informed opinion on town and country 
planning among members and the public” (TCPI 1950, 11). The interests of planners were to be addressed through the 
laying down of rules for the guidance of members of the professions concerned, conduct of examinations, and conferring 
of diplomas (Australian Surveyor 1934).

Invitations for foundation membership were accepted by 17 architects, 13 engineers and 19 surveyors, and the inaugural 
meeting was held on 25 September 1934, during which Wilkinson moved the motion “to constitute the institute”. In 
accordance with the decisions of the inaugural meeting, a provisional committee comprising 5 architects, 5 engineers 
and 4 surveyors was then elected by postal ballot, Brown was propelled into the chair, and a provisional constitution 
adopted, with arrangements made for the election of officers at the inaugural council meeting (Freestone and Park 2009, 
317). Held on 13 November 1934, a 15-member council was assembled, again with equal representation from architects, 
surveyors and engineers. Walter Burley Griffin was elected a Councillor, the sole link to the original executive of the 
Town Planning Association in 1913 (Freestone and Park 2009). He gave a memorable lecture in mid-1935 advocating 
natural and heritage conservation practices through a new paradigm of “land planning” but soon after departed for India, 
never to return (Freestone 1999).

The formation of the Institute was the decisive initial step toward professionalization. As explained by H.G. Foxall, the 
first Vice-President, the Institute was involved in organising a new profession in Australia. Qualified technicians needed 
a route to obtain certification as consultants in the subject and a primary aim of the Institute as a representative body 
was to provide this.  Foxall anticipated that recognition of professional competency would make the planning movement 
more capable of influencing government to establish those agencies essential to ensuring scope for the practice of town 
planning. To fulfil this role, it was necessary to establish confidence in the town planner’s ability to practice which could 
be achieved through favourable publicity of what Brown (1937, 5) termed “reasoned and constructive” schemes to solve 
current problems, and using “educative and co-operative” methods.

This scientific stance contrasted with the Town Planning Association’s penchant for “town tinkering” without a pre-
determined plan, and their “propagandist and protesting” attitudes illustrated by the ridiculing of “carefully thought out” 
schemes such as for a new Circular Quay Railway Station (Foxall 1935, 283, 285; Brown 1937). The formation of the 
TCPI was viewed negatively by the Association (Freestone 1988), and was seen by Bertram Ford, Brown’s successor as 
President, as a direct assault on the integrity and longevity of the Association. “There was no room for more than one 
body to direct matters relating to town planning”, he protested (Freestone and Park 2009, 317). But new ground had been 
staked out. Wilkinson emphasised the goal of the Institute was to ensure that when questions arose about the definition of 
“experts” and “town planners” in draft planning legislation before the NSW Parliament, they could be properly answered 
by “a member of the Town and Country Planning Institute” (Wilkinson 1945).

MeMBershIp and governance

Membership of the Institute was limited to professional or technically-trained individuals, a time-honoured gateway 
system by which a guild could self-manage its professional integrity and status. Barriers to entry were indispensable to the 
professional mindset. The core market was qualified architects, engineers and surveyors who had passed an examination 
in town and country planning and were judged by the Council to be of a sufficient standard, or to have otherwise satisfied 
the Council that they had attained acceptable proficiency (SMH 1934). Members were admitted by Council election 
after proposal from a corporate member and two seconders. Participation grew steadily among practitioners of the three 
professions. By 1937, the Institute could claim as members the NSW Surveyor-General, Valuer-General, President of 
the Board of Architects, President of the Institute of Architects, City of Sydney Engineer, City of Sydney Town Planning 
Officer, University of Sydney Lecturer in Town Planning, Vernon Memorial Lecturer in Town Planning, officers of 
government departments and municipal councils, and leading private practitioners (Brown 1937, 5). The membership 
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actIvItIes

The primary goal of the Institute was to achieve effective town planning legislation for NSW that would provide an 
institutional framework to legitimize the unique professional standing of members. Much of its effort was therefore 
directed to this end commencing with preparation of a draft bill early in 1936 and the best part of the following decade 
spent in submissions, letter writing and delegations often alongside other stakeholders including the Parks and Playgrounds 
Association, the Institute of Architects, and even, for a time, the Town Planning Association.  The NSW Local Government 
(Town and Country Planning) Amendment Act assented on 5 April 1945 by the McKell Labor Government was progressive 
legislation for the period, proved an admirable fit to the national reconstruction policies of federal Labor, and followed 
comparable initiatives in Victoria and Tasmania. The TCPI obviously welcomed the bill, describing it as the attainment 
of a goal pursued from its inception - “the most important step forward that had been made in town planning in this State 
for many years” (TCPI 1945a). The Institute saw a statute that not only embodied many provisions from its original 1936 
draft bill but also many specific recommendations made in the immediate lead up to gazettal of the 1945 Act.

The TCPI’s secondary aim of cultivating “informed opinion” meant Council sub-committees were active in a range 
of advisory, educative and promotional capacities (TCPI 1950). In addition, and vindicating their advisory aspirations, 
through the 1930s and 1940s, TCPI delegates were invited to join government and professional committees dealing with 
the investigation of housing conditions, replanning Macquarie Street, the Port Kembla region, and building regulations 
along with positions on the Road Safety Council of NSW, the Local Government Departments Examination Committee, 
and representation on the International Federation for Housing and Town Planning. The Institute also had representatives 
on the Ministry of Works and Local Government Town Planning and Legislation Advisory Committee, the local 
government-initiated Housing County Council, and the Technical Bodies Advisory Committee on Post-war Housing and 
Housing Standards Committee of the Department of Post-war Reconstruction. They were also involved with the Building 
Industry Congress considering post-war building construction (TCPI 1945a). All these connections diffused the case for 
the necessity of planning in varied realms.

From its formation, the Institute was involved in town planning education and promotion. A yearly program of papers 
and addresses was presented by and for members of the Institute, associated Institutes and politicians, most of which were 
later published in some form. The biennial University of Sydney Vernon Memorial Lecture course on town planning was 
presented by A.J. Brown from 1935. Up until 1941, occasional public lectures on aspects of town planning were presented 
to local citizens’ groups, local councils, industry associations and the University, while from 1937 a wider audience was 
reached through participation in a series of town planning exhibitions organised by professional, voluntarist and industry 
bodies. The availability of TCPI members to review town plans and provide planning advice was also advertised in 
circulars to local councils and in the monthly journal Shire and Municipal Record, and subsequently sought by Sydney 
local authorities such as Waverley, Hurstville, Manly, North Sydney and a number of rural councils. 

The activities of the Institute changed with the advent of war in 1939 and its escalation from late 1942. Although a 
joint Institutes National Emergency Services Technical Advisory Committee was formed in 1939, members were not 
consulted in this capacity but instead gave individual service to the war effort. A lecture series for combined Institutes was 
commenced in 1942 but abandoned due to pressure of war work and the Institute then endeavoured to obtain technical 
bulletins, documentary films and similar resources from US federal bodies and make these available to members. By late 
1943, the day-to-day activities of the Institute had been put aside and the principal activity was planning for post-war 
reconstruction and supporting moves toward town planning legislation. 

the late 1940s to early 1950s

By July 1945, with the long-awaited town planning legislation on the Statute Books, and thus town planners as a 
professional cadre finally recognised in law, the focus of the Institute moved from advocating town planning legislation 

The Town and Country Planning Institute’s Objects, Constitution and By-laws were accepted at the first Annual General 
Meeting in January 1936 and were modelled on those of the British Town Planning Institute, the nominal parent body. 
From this date, the Council consisted of 15 elected members, 5 from each of the 3 professions. The Executive comprised a 
President, two Vice-Presidents, Secretary, and Treasurer, supported by 10 Councillors and the immediate past-President as 
an ex-officio member (SMH 1934). Representation on the Council varied little over the years, with a core group of around 
20 individuals alternating between office-bearer and councillor, leavened occasionally by a new name. Table 1 lists the 
office bearers of the Institute over its 17 years of existence.

Table 2: Office bearers of the TCPI 1934-1952

The most notable figure in the Institute was Alfred John Brown, requested to take the chair at the inaugural meeting, he 
remained a councillor and occasional office-bearer for the life of the Institute, and was tireless in his efforts to promote 
town planning among the governments and citizens of NSW. In May 1945, he was honoured with election to Life Fellow 
for the advancement of town planning in NSW both in his private capacity and as the first President of the Institute. He 
continued to serve as a Councillor through to 1952 (TCPI 1946). Other members also notable for their involvement were 
Sydney City Council planning assistant D.McK. McLachlan (15 years), Willoughby Council Engineer H.D. Robb and 
Department of Main Roads engineer and later first planner of the Cumberland County Council S.L. Luker (14 years each), 
and Sydney City engineer A.H. Garnsey (12 years).  
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The inaugural meeting of the new federated institute was held during the congress co-organised by the three state 
institutes and held in Canberra’s Albert Hall in August 1951, the timing acknowledging the jubilee of federation. The 
guests of honour were iconic British figures: William Holford, Professor of Town Planning at University College, London, 
who would continue his association with the city as an adviser to the National Capital Development Commission; and 
George Pepler, a past president of the British Town Planning Institute and its inaugural Secretary in 1914. He reminded 
the 200 delegates of the imperial significance of the Australian Institute in its affiliation to the British body “seated at the 
heart of the Commonwealth and Empire” (Pepler 1953, 8).

By then president of the TCPI, Winston duly became the inaugural federal president in 1951 and worked with his 
successor and final TCPI president, the surveyor N.K. Bennett, in transitioning the body to a state division of the new 
federated organisation, formally renamed the Australian Planning Institute. The last issue of its Bulletin was issued in 
December 1952 with a new federal bulletin appearing in March 1953 and produced out of Melbourne although the new 
body was headquartered in Sydney. Comparable capital city-based state divisions were established in the other states and 
the steadfastly independent Newcastle body brought into an uneasy alliance within the NSW division. 

conclusIon

The seeds of the TCPI’s demise were arguably sown by its very success. The organisation was well placed to emerge 
as a credible technical voice for planning in Sydney at a time of rising interest in the role of urban planning (and housing) 
issues from the mid-1930s and particularly during the mid-1940s, a period striking for its cross-political consensus 
focussed on post-war reconstruction  (Macintyre 2015). These years underlined the significance of planning in national 
terms. A critical juncture in the evolution of the profession as an institution (Sorensen 2015) comes with the alliance of 
the TCPI and its counterparts in Melbourne and Adelaide, where parallel professionalization narratives had played out and 
now converged to influence the trajectory of the new federal body. 

The TCPI went out on top. In NSW its legacy would be felt in the prominence and activities of its members, while 
nationally it signalled the importance of maintaining a professional bulletin which would evolve into the present-day 
Australian Planner. The successful transition process established Winston’s national profile and the federated structure 
of the planning profession still evident today. In more substantive terms, the TCPI had helped enshrine for at least a 
generation an Anglo male dominated league of experts steeped overwhelmingly in the culture of British town and country 
planning, adapted to the Australian context but nonetheless retaining many of its fundamental precepts of land use zoning, 
compact development, hierarchical planning and decentralisation.  In Healey’s (1985, 103) terms, this outcome was 
an “homogenisation of planning expertise” which intensified through the 1950s with path-dependent outcomes evident 
in every state (Wright 2001). The alliance of professionalisation, ideology and expert-driven planning would not be 
seriously questioned until the late 1960s. 
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and confronting the issues which arose in its absence, to that of consolidating and growing town planning as a profession, 
educating sufficient town planners to satisfy the Act’s requirement for qualified and certified professional planners, and 
ensuring that the county and local government plans which eventuated would come to fruition.

After the war, general meetings, papers and addresses resumed and Institute members, under the umbrella of the state 
government’s new Town and Country Planning Advisory Committee (TACPAC), were involved in developing and 
presenting Town Planning courses to eligible applicants. Although the Institute was excluded from formal membership of 
TACPAC, the initial membership was dominated by TCPI members: Walter Bunning (Chairman), V. V. V. Williams (Vice-
Chairman), J.P. Dwyer, W.L. Laurie, D.K. McLach1an, A.E. Toyer and H.M. Sherrard (alternate). Another consolation 
was the requirements that the Ministerial nomination to the certifying Town Planning Examination Committee be a 
member of the Institute. On the broader educational front, pressure could now be exerted on the University of Sydney 
to introduce a Town Planning degree course, an initiative which culminated in the establishment of the Chair of Town 
Planning, filled by Denis Winston (Freestone and Pullan 2015). 

As membership swelled in the wake of the new Local Government Act, the decision was taken to incorporate the 
Institute. In 1947 it became the Town and Country Planning Institute of Australia, although the great majority of members 
remained NSW domiciled. Other changes included design of a new seal (Building and Engineering 1946) and a revised 
scale of professional charges (TCPI 1946). The enlarged Institute began entrusting their secretarial and accounting work 
to an external firm and, in 1948 the TCPI Bulletin commenced publication of several issues per year. Designed as a 
technical enterprise rather than an “exhortative publication”, it carried the text of papers and addresses presented at general 
meetings, also international articles, NSW and inter-state news, positions vacant and the annual report (Winston 1951).

The Institute’s Council continued to agitate for improved planning, particularly in the rapidly-expanding city. The 
gazettal of the County of Cumberland Planning Scheme in 1948 initiated complaints from residents concerned they could 
be adversely affected and requests for advice from local authorities needing to solve immediate issues. Accordingly the 
Institute consulted on a new airport for Sydney, an underground carpark beneath Hyde Park, re-routing the proposed 
Warringah Expressway, the Eastern Suburbs Railway, and rezoning Surry Hills.

To all intents and purposes the TCPI was in good shape in the late 1940s. In 1947 retiring TCPI president H.D. Robb 
commented upon the “adverse conditions” under which the Institute had laboured for so many years “because of the 
absence of Town Planning legislation” (TCPI 1947). The Act completely changed the NSW planning environment 
enabling the TCPI to consolidate its standing and eclipse the Town Planning Association as the authoritative technical 
voice on planning matters in the state, a major achievement in the professionalization process. But the professional 
environment was set to radically change. 

the neW federal InstItute 

In December 1949 Professor Denis Winston wrote to Joseph Smith in Melbourne stating that Alf Potter, the Secretary of 
the British Town Planning Institute had mentioned “his hope that some way will be found by which the various planning 
Institutes in Australia can join together in some kind of Federal Association” and that it seemed to him “that it would be 
a tremendous advantage if something like this could be arranged” (Winston 1949). Over the following year there was 
increasing traffic between the various institutes, and more particularly Sydney and Melbourne, on matters such as ethics, 
fees and standard conditions of engagement, all driven by recognition that a nationally unified planning profession would 
create a more potent educational force. A national congress was contemplated for 1951. On 10 January 1951 an “inter 
state conference” was held in Melbourne, with representatives from NSW (Denis Winston, C.J. Farrington, D.McK. 
McLachlan), South Australia (W.C.D. Veale, John Overall, and R. Wilson) and Victoria (C.J.E.  Hudspeth and H.L.E. 
Tranter) where it was resolved to merge the three state bodies immediately into a Regional and Town Planning Institute 
of Australia. 
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