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Traffic is a new interdisciplinary refereed journal, and the team at the University of Melbourne 
Postgraduate Association Inc (UMPA) should be highly commended for their judicious use of 
student service fees (union fees) and the quality of this timely publication. This is an example 
of exactly what student organisations should be doing to support Australian postgraduate 
students and promote the research culture at our universities. They have produced a 
professional, well-designed publication on recycled paper and it sells at a reasonable price. 
This is all good news.  
 
The inaugural edition of Traffic centres on the raison d'etre for ten Melbourne University 
postgraduate students' research projects, and each essay showcases a different discipline. In 
these times when universities are increasingly required to justify the use of taxpayers' dollars, 
Traffic seeks to promote and validate the scholarly pursuits of Melbourne University 
postgraduates. In the words of the editor Monica Dux:  

This collection of articles is an attempt to address, in some small way, the need for more postgraduate 
dialogue between disciplines, and the importance of encouraging postgraduate students to speak about 
their work to a broader audience than within their own fields. It is only in the sharing of intellectual 
knowledge that the relevance of the university can be sustained (6).  

Each of the ten authors attempts to illustrate the relevance of their work and to share their 
passion for their research projects. Both Carland and Flann use botanical imagery to convey 
their ebullience for their subject matter. Carland, a chemist researching antibiotics, explains 
that he once used the imagery of a pine tree widely spreading many seeds in order for a few 
seeds to germinate, to defend his research practice. Flann, a botanist examining alpine 
daisies, bubbles over with enthusiasm for the genus Euchiton and begins her piece with an 
ode to taxonomy. She also lists the ways her research has been a fruitful resource for 
academics, environmentalists and botanists. Lilley and Harrison, both working in health 
sciences, display a similar level of passion about their work (without the use of floral similes) 
and very clearly demonstrate the benefits of their research for the wellbeing of hospital 
patients (women and babies respectively) and their families.  
 
This first collection of essays was genuinely interdisciplinary, with an extremely broad range 
of topics covered. Representing the sciences, Carland and Flann were particularly skilled at 
transferring their enthusiasm and connecting with a non-specialist audience. In the health 
sciences, Vessey's article was impressive but at times rather dense and could potentially lose 
the attention of a layperson. Harrison and Lilley, however, wrote in a livelier manner in order 
to captivate readers who may not be in the habit of reading medical material. The offerings 
from the humanities and social sciences were equally wide-ranging and entertaining, and 
ranged from Hawthorne's creative position on globalisation, to Black's self-assured paper 
about self-knowledge. I found the papers on Australian Studies, Cinema Studies, and History 
interesting and well argued, and believe that it would be possible for most readers from 
outside those disciplines to engage with the material. It was intellectually stimulating to read 
papers ranging in topic from 'ghost towns' in the Australian bush, to possible treatments for 
myopia, and then melodrama and the 'social problem film', all in the one text. The challenge 
for future Traffic contributors will be to balance putting forward an academically rigorous 
argument without alienating the broad readership that the journal hopes to attract. The editors 
will need to be particularly scrupulous about ensuring that this happens.  
 
This edition also featured a series of book reviews in which students had the opportunity to 
review a text that had been significant to their research. This made very good reading as it is 
not often that one reads reviews about texts that are not recent releases. The quality of the 
reviews differed and some were more descriptive than analytical. However, Monz, Reeves, 
and Fleming did a particularly good job and managed to convey their enthusiasm, the depth 
of their knowledge in their discipline, and retain a critical point of view. Others found it more 
difficult to curb their enthusiasm, such as Tansley who provided a fascinating and well-written 
review of EG Browne's A Year Amongst the Persians (originally published in 1893) which was 
marred by his use of the elegiac 'literary classic' classification. Unfortunately, Szewczyk dulled 



 

 

my enthusiasm for what appears to be an excellent text on genetics, with her hagiography 
and hyperbole. Clark does a much better job in his review (of a text by Tolkien) because he 
displays similar animation but he retains a sense of humour and some critical distance.  
 
I look forward to reading the next instalment of Traffic and congratulate UMPA and the 
postgraduate students who contributed articles and reviews to the inaugural edition.  
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