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David Speers: Good evening and welcome to a special edition of PM agenda.  Tonight we’re joined by the former Labor leader, Mark Latham, for his take on the campaign so far and the nature of political life.  Mark Latham fought the 2004 campaign against John Howard and lost.  He quit soon after and spectacularly tipped a bucket on many of his former colleagues.  Mark Latham, good evening and thanks for joining us.
Mark Latham:  It’s a pleasure, David.  

David Speers:  Kevin Rudd re-emerged on the campaign today.  We saw him in his seat of Griffith at a local school there.  It did seem to overshadow what the leaders were doing.

Mark Latham:  Well, that’s a shock isn’t it.  We’re all stunned by that.

David Speers:  He didn’t want to talk with journalists, with reporters much though.  I guess we can understand that as well.  But can you empathise with the difficulty he must be having in talking publicly too much about what happened, what he’s going to do, some of the personal issues as well?

Mark Latham:  Well, I’m sure it’s not the easiest time and he’d rather be Prime Minister going into this election.  Many Australians would like to see him in that position but he’s now in the unusual condition of running for the Parliament, the next Parliament as a back bencher.  I remember in 1983 when Hawke took the leadership off Hayden, Hayden was fitted into the Shadow Ministry for Foreign Affairs and then became the minister.  I’m sure Rudd would have preferred that arrangement to the one he’s lumbered with today.

David Speers:  Do you think Julia Gillard should have kept him in the ministry, given him something so that he’s not just a backbencher?
Mark Latham:  Well, the problem with Kevin has always been he’s a serial leaker.  I’m sure Simon Crean was in Gillard’s ear and Gillard would remember that in those dark days in opposition Rudd was just addicted to the media.  It was like heroin to him.  You know he just loves talking to journalists.  His natural habitat is in front of a journalist microphone.  You saw with Laurie Oakes there last week . . . 

David Speers:  Last week.

Mark Latham:  Gillard’s speech to the Press Club, a message on economic policy, you know Kevin’s in big Laurie’s ear to give him a yarn about what happened that fateful night.  So I think they would have thought that this guy’s just too hot to handle and in his current condition probably better to put him out to pasture there in the southern suburbs of Brisbane.

David Speers:  What about after . . . 

Mark Latham:  That mightn’t have been the best move.  I would have put him in Defence and sent him to Afghanistan on a, you know, war mission to keep him occupied for the next five years.

David Speers:  Could that be a job after the election?  Julia Gillard says she’ll give him a senior cabinet post.  Would that be a good one?

Mark Latham:  Yeah, I think he’d fit in well with Defence.  He likes getting around with the troops but you know that’s their business and he is really one of the unguided missiles, to use a defence analogy, one of the unguided missiles of this campaign.  How he plays it will be fascinating but he can cause them no end of strife as he did last week at that Press Club speech if he’s there backgrounding with journalists and I’m sure there’s been a bit of that already.  Or he, you know, could even go public with some of his angst and views about the factional heavies who rolled him and that would cause them even worse trouble.

David Speers:  Because the difference is when you left the scene, left the leadership you weren’t hanging around as . . . 

Mark Latham:  I left the Parliament.  I remember saying to Jenny Macklin who was Deputy at the time the Labor Party’s always better off, especially in opposition if the former leaders just wander off.

David Speers:  To disappear.

Mark Latham:  And I was happy enough to do that but I have . . . 

David Speers:  You don't think it’s a loss to a loss to the Party, a loss to the Parliament . . . 

Mark Latham:  A few things to put on the record.

David Speers:  . . .  to have people with that experience to stick around?

Mark Latham:  Well I’d reached the conclusion that I had nothing left to contribute and saw no purpose in Labor as an agent of social change.

David Speers:  But why . . . 

Mark Latham:  You know my level of disillusionment was such that . . . 

David Speers:  You’re a young bloke, you still are.

Mark Latham:  . . .  it was better to go.  Well, David, you know, imagine the angst my young family had at the time about it and it was a family decision to move on but I also got to the point and I’ve said this you know when people ask me about it and all that subsequently that that I got to the point I couldn’t stand the sight of the caucus members.  Would you respect yourself?  I couldn’t stand the sight of the press gallery people and whether you’re you know Joe the garbage man or a bloke running to be Prime Minister, if you get to that point in any job . . . 
David Speers:  Fair enough, get out.

Mark Latham:  It’s time, it’s time to move on.

David Speers:  When . . . 

Mark Latham:  It’s time to move on.  If you can’t stand the sight of the mob that you’ve got to work with day in day out, it’s better to you know find something else to do with your time.

David Speers:  When did you get to that point?  Before the election, or after the election?

Mark Latham:  I think you know the election campaign and that suffocating 24/7 attention, you know life in the bubble, just made me think this is all so unnatural and you’ve only got to look at the campaign now, the whole thing’s a charade, it’s all stage-managed and scripted as best the Parties can.  It’s very unnatural and then the way in which you know events unfolded after the campaign and some of the rubbish and you talk about leaking, God it was a leakathon against me in the Labor Party.

David Speers:  Well, a lot of people blamed you for what went wrong, a lot of people blamed you for the campaign, a lot of people then started to tip a bucket on you.  Do you . . . 

Mark Latham:  Well, that’s accurate.

David Speers:  . . .  have any regrets about all of it?

Mark Latham:  I regret that they tipped the bucket on me of course, yeah.

David Speers:  But do you regret how you . . . 

Mark Latham:  Which campaign are we talking about?

David Speers:  . . .  behaved at all?

Mark Latham:  2004 or 2010?

David Speers:  Well just on that, do you regret anything about how you behaved after that election?

Mark Latham:  Well, you know my big thing was to spend some time with my family.  For me it was torture to be away from my wife and children for weeks on end in the election campaign, absolute torture.  As I say, unnatural.  No-one wants to be in that environment.  So, you know, I wanted to take a holiday and you know the level of harassment and hounding from the media was just phenomenal.

David Speers:  Well the tsunami came . . . 

Mark Latham:  So you know my behaviour was . . . 

David Speers:  . . .  and you were nowhere to be found.

Mark Latham:  My behaviour was to say I’ve got two young children, a wife I adore, I want to spend time with them.  Now is that bad behaviour?

David Speers:  Well I guess a lot of people . . . 

Mark Latham:  Is that bad or wrong?

David Speers:  A lot of people . . . 

Mark Latham:  Cause I’ve never understood why people would think you know this bloke’s not entitled to a holiday.

David Speers:  But did you owe something to the Labor Party and to the Australian people in that role to actually make some comments at a time when that tsunami hit, you were nowhere to be found, your colleagues couldn’t track you down?
Mark Latham:  Well, we had an acting leader who went on a bush tent holiday herself.  She put out a few comments and then the new acting leader did the same.  There wasn’t much I was going to do about it.  

David Speers:  Enough of . . . 

Mark Latham:  I mean, you know, you’ve got to decide what priorities you have and my priority was that to spend time with my children, to make up for the time they hadn’t had with their father, and in the years since I look back on it and think God that was one of the best things I did to get out.  You know look at the way these boys are growing up, look at the way our life has unfolded since and compare that to having a bunch of two-bit media idiots trying to follow you around and get some inane comment out of you,    there’s no comparison you know.  The life’s so much better.


David Speers:  Well, speaking of those two-bit media idiots, I remember in that campaign you were a lot more accessible than we see leaders today.  You did a lot of street walks, talked to voters, I even remember, you know, sharing the odd beer during the campaign, as well you’d mix with reptiles in the press pack.  This campaign, I think particularly, Julia Gillard, we’re seeing very risk-averse, bubble wrapped, not much exposure.  Do you think there’s been a change?  Have things become even more controlled?

Mark Latham:  Absolutely.  It’s something of a vicious cycle that the media, the fact that we’re doing this program now, the fact that you know your little red button there pops up six or seven screens and there’s so much scrutiny.  I don’t know exactly know what Twitter is but people talk about it a lot.

David Speers:  You should give it a go.

Mark Latham:  Should I?  But I’d be lethal, would I?

David Speers:  You would.  You’d get a lot of followers, Mark Latham, I reckon.


Mark Latham:  Well, you know you’ve got to let people have a new media, blah blah blah.  

David Speers:  Yeah.

Mark Latham:  Well, all of this means that the media’s hungry for content.

David Speers:  Yeah.

Mark Latham:  So every single slip, every wrong word, almost every misplaced syllable by a party leader it’s seized on.  I’ve seen that already in this campaign.  It’s seized on, as a story way out of proportion with its public interest value.  So that encourages the politicians to narrow down, give them absolutely nothing and what we’ve seen so far in this campaign is that Gillard is really a changed person.  She used to be fairly sort of free-wheeling and open about things.  She has mastered the art of narrowness in public life whereas Abbott who, you know, really can’t sort of restrain himself from being a little bit honest is more likely to lead himself into an answer that, you know, is more honest than what Gillard’s giving people.

David Speers:  But you’re saying Tony Abbott’s more honest in this campaign than Julia Gillard?

Mark Latham:  Well he’s more inclined to speak his mind which you know should be a virtue, in a normal system it would be a virtue but in a system we’ve got now where the narrowness is absurd, there’s absolutely nothing in it for a politician to have an opinion that is outside the narrowly scripted message of the day on the campaign trail and this will be an ongoing problem for Abbott.  Abbott who, for whatever reason, can’t sort of control himself in that regard is obviously going to find some . . . 

David Speers:  But he is . . . 

Mark Latham:  . . .  greater difficultly than the narrow-cast Gillard.

David Speers:  He is behind, though, at this point of the campaign.  All the polls show that.  Do you think he needs to open up, take a few more risks, be himself a bit more?

Mark Latham:  Well.

David Speers:  Or is that too dangerous?

Mark Latham:  Well, you know, they’ve got to make their own decisions there.  You know I was talking to someone today who said Abbott he comes across as insincere and I think in part that’s because he has pushed on to him some things that he’s not comfortable with, like this decision not to change the industrial relations law.  Now it’s, I mentioned a natural habitat for Rudd, it’s a natural habitat for the Liberals to have greater flexibility in the labour market and for Abbott to deny himself something that his side of politics naturally believes in and he often sort of uses that phrase, my instincts are such and such.  His instincts would be for, you know, greater flexibility and those unfair dismissal laws for small business and so forth.  I mean I sat there in Parliament year in, year out, Abbott would say you’re in the pockets of the unions and the Labor Party there and now the Labor Party, which he condemned as in the pockets of the unions, came up with some laws which at the time he condemned but now he says, oh that’s okay.  I mean you sort of you’re not true to yourself.

David Speers:  If . . . 

Mark Latham:  When you get yourself in such a bad position that ten years of rhetoric and of passion and emotion in the Parliament and things he undoubtedly believed in at the time count for nothing, and it’s that insincerity, that lack of being true to one self, that the public finds so annoying and alienating about modern politics that . . . 
David Speers:  People do want genuine leaders to tell us what they really believe in.  Does Julia Gillard face a similar problem then on asylum seekers?

Mark Latham:  Well, I’ll give a better example.  This population thing she’s been going on, sustainable population growth.  Now I can speak as a resident of Western Sydney for 45 years standing . . . 

David Speers:  Of course.

Mark Latham:  . . .  Sustainable population growth, that’s been her mantra the last three or four days.  It’s an issue that’s sort of come out of the blue and she’s defining her prime ministership around it.  Today she said it’s not an immigration debate.  Well, where do you think these people have been coming from in Western Sydney?  We grow them in our back garden?  I mean for every four people who move to Sydney from other parts of Australia, seven move to Sydney from overseas.  If it’s not an immigration debate, it’s no debate, and I’ll tell you what it is.  It’s a fraud.  It’s an attempt to con people in Western Sydney that she’s going to do something about congestion and I think some smartie in the Labor Party’s worked out that if we say, oh look we’re sort of you know indicating we’re not really in favour of big population, that’s a proxy for saying, oh now we’re not in favour of those refugees.

David Speers:  But when she’s asked specifically . . . 

Mark Latham:  And it’s also sending out this sustainable thing, it’s also sending out a message to the Green community after the backdown on climate change that oh we’re really sort of still green so I think some smartie in the Labor Party’s worked out this can perhaps help save four seats in Western Sydney that are vulnerable,  and it can be used as a proxy on the asylum seeker and the climate change debates.  It’s clever politics but it’s a fraud.  It’s a fraud of the worst order.

David Speers:  So is the only way population can really be brought under control and tackled by doing something about immigration?

Mark Latham:  Well, what else can you do?  All this talk about better planning, you know the powers of the State are limited.  The best planning in the world the most, you know, expensive gold-coated infrastructure still won’t cope with the enormous amount of people who are moving into these new suburbs like ant hills rolling out through Western and South-Western Sydney.  You’ve got to ease the population pressure and, quite truthfully, the only leader who’s ever said anything meaningful about this is Bob Carr who said, look at State level we can have all the best planning and spend money and do this and do that, but unless you ease the population pressure on Sydney through the migration funnel, you can’t get a sustainable solution and that stands true today.  

David Speers:  Is it too sensitive an area for Labor to go federally to say we are going to do something about immigration numbers?

Mark Latham:  Well, I don't think so.  I’ve always been an advocate of lower population growth in Australia and . . . 

David Speers:  And lower immigration?

Mark Latham:  Migration, yeah, a smaller migration program and since I was in politics I think it’s doubled.

David Speers:  Well, see a lot of business leaders would say . . . 

Mark Latham:  You know it’s doubled.

David Speers:  . . .  A lot of business leaders would say well you know the only way we’re going to get economic growth is if we do keep growing our population, and you do need to do it sustainably and maybe that means you know developing areas like Townsville and these regional centres.

Mark Latham:  Everyone wants to live in Townsville, don't they?  Oh yeah, look they’re all out there in Western Sydney saying we’re heading up to good old Townsville.

David Speers:  But there’s demand . . . 

Mark Latham:  You know it’s just garbage, David.  It ain’t gonna happen, mate.  
David Speers:  There’s demand . . . 

Mark Latham:  It ain’t gonna happen.

David Speers:  There’s demand in some of these areas though for Labor.

Mark Latham:  For what?

David Speers:  There are jobs there, mining areas.

Mark Latham:  For what?  People want to live in the big cities and the migrants quickly work out we’re going to you know we want our families are there, business opportunities.  That’s where the hustle and bustle the economic opportunities are.  We’re going to live in the big cities, not Townsville.  I’m sorry for the Townsvillians.

David Speers:  As a . . . 

Mark Latham:  But the bad news is they ain’t coming.

David Speers:  As a proud resident of Western Sydney for 45 years, is Western Sydney full?  Can it handle more?

Mark Latham:  Absolutely.  No, no.  I mean you can sit out there on Narellan Road which is, you know, a million miles from the centre of Sydney and the poor buggers sit out there for 30 40 minutes every morning on a road that is just absolutely chock-a-block and the State Government to accommodate the migration-induced population pressure is rolling out more suburbs.  You know,  a couple of hundred thousand extra people planned to come in, there’s your planning, plan to come in over the next decade.  And that road will just get worse and people just think, Christ, what’s going on here.  How can I sit in a 40 minute traffic jam every morning when I’m so far from the centre of Sydney.  This is on right on the fringe, right on the fringe of the Sydney metropolitan area.  So any leader with an ounce of sense would take the Bob Carr approach of saying, look good planning’s not enough, expensive infrastructure’s not enough, we need to take off the population pressure and if Gillard wants to have a population debate and policy, it needs by definition, by absolute definition, to be an immigration debate and an immigration reduction.

David Speers:  On that note, we’ll take a break.  Back with more with Mark Latham after this.

[Part 2]

David Speers:  Welcome back to this special edition of PM Agenda.  We’re talking to the former Labor leader, Mark Latham.  Mark Latham, today education was the battle ground on the campaign.  We saw Tony Abbott with his first big promise of the campaign, saying he’ll extend the education tax rebate, make it more generous and also allowed to be claimed for school fees, including private school fees.  It reminds me a little of the debate about funding for private schools.  You’ve infamously had the so-called hit list of schools, that you wanted to take some money off rich private schools and give it to more deserving public schools.

Mark Latham:  And non-Government.

David Speers:  And non-Government schools.

Mark Latham:  Every parish school would have been better off.

David Speers:  Now what, that policy was quickly discarded by Labor after you left.  Did you . . . 

Mark Latham:  Well, what I worked out David was that a lot of journalists have got their kids in private schools and after the 2004 election they saw me, oh this poor bugger’s down and out, let’s kick him about our kids’ school funding.  But you know it was about . . . 

David Speers:  But who . . . 

Mark Latham:  It was about getting the inequity out of the Howard and David Kemp funding structure and making sure that struggling Government and non-Government schools got some extra money in their kick.

David Speers:  But it wasn’t to . . . 

Mark Latham:  And they would have.

David Speers:  It wasn’t just journalists, and you know I don’t have kids in the private school I should declare, but a lot of Australians . . . 

Mark Latham:  Well, I can name those that do.

David Speers:  A lot of Australians do have their kids in independent schools, as you say a lot of them would have been better off these independent schools, but is it a failure to really sell that message?

Mark Latham:  I think in the campaign.  I don’t know if the polling was accurate or not but our national secretary said that this is quite a popular stance the schools’ funding initiative and I think you know when you lose an election you’re open to every single accusation and post-event rationalisation that happens under the sun and that was one of them.

David Speers:  What about your Labor colleagues on that issue?  Was Julia Gillard a big supporter of that?

Mark Latham:  Well, they all were and I mean everyone holding a Labor seat has got a needy school in their electorate so they would know the benefits of some funding redistribution.  But this is an example of issues that Labor’s scared to talk about.  I talked about Abbott and his backdown onworkplace relations.  This is a campaign which is a race for convergence where, you know, I can’t really work out what the difference is and I’m sure there’s a lot of voters thinking what the hell is all this about?  Is there a policy where they disagree?  Why should I even go and bother and vote because whoever gets in basically has got the same stance on the big issues, economic policy, foreign policy, asylum seekers, education, health, workplace relations.  Now would have thought after 20, 30 years of vigorous debate about the industrial relations system and the old IR club in Australia, that a Liberal leader would ever stand up and say, I’m never I’m not going to change one single word of the Workplace Relations Act in the next Parliament.  It’s absolutely extraordinary.

David Speers:  When Julia Gillard talks about her record as education minister, she likes to talk about the so-called education revolution.  Do you think we’ve really seen a revolution?
Mark Latham:  No, you’ve got to be kidding.  I mean, you know you can visit any school and they’re basically functioning they were the way they did three years ago.  The recurrent and future funding is no different.  There’s really no difference in the teacher development programs.

David Speers:  Is this what needs to be tackled?

Mark Latham:  Well, I think you need to do some fairly radical things about redistribution of school funding to get some equity into the system.  You need to work out what are the things.  You know, I’ve seen just in my own experience some literacy programs that get tremendous results.  Why aren’t they spread quickly throughout the rest of the system?  You also need to do a lot to renew the youth and vigour of the teaching profession because whether we like it or not, it’s a rundown in their status over time that, you know,  there’s some older people there who are stuck in the teaching methods of the seventies so you really haven’t got anything near a revolution in practice, at the coalface of what’s happening in the school education system in Australia.

David Speers:  The other area voters want to see reform on is they often say is health.  You know Kevin Rudd tried on this.  He hasn’t got Western Australia across the line but other States have agreed to this Commonwealth control of the hospital funding but with 30% of their GST revenues.  Is that a sensible reform?

Mark Latham:  Well, I just don’t see how a different set of bureaucrats controlling the hospital-funding pool is going to produce a revolutionary result.  I just don’t.

David Speers:  It’s one of those areas that it’s very hard to find a way to improve the system.

Mark Latham:  Well, it’s one of the . . . 

David Speers:  Without a tonne of money.

Mark Latham:  You know, you probably think I harp on about the media too much but truthfully, David, it is one of those areas where a hospital can have 999,000 successful operations, that many happy patients and families, but it’s only one tragedy, one problem, one mishap that leads to a crescendo of . . . 

David Speers:  But it’s not just that.  You know what it’s like . . . 

Mark Latham:  . . .  tabloid attention . . . 

David Speers:  If you take a kid to an emergency room and, you know, sometimes you’d have to wait a very, very long time.  There are serious problems there.

Mark Latham:  I’m not sure this is right.  I’ve done it many times, too many times.  I’ve got one young fellow who’s a, I don’t know, might be a gymnast or something one day but he’s certainly got plenty of wounds about him and mishaps and the hospitals out our way, Campbelltown Hospital gets vilified, as you know this, that and the other thing, you know really panned in the media but by and large the service is fantastic.  You know if you’ve got a genuine problem, you’ve got a kid with a broken ankle or an older person with some heart or lung problem, brain issue or whatever, some, you know, serious thing like a stroke, you know, they get the immediate treatment and the people in the system are fantastic so a lot of this is inflated and exaggerated because people all focus on the very, very small proportion of cases where things go wrong and if you look at the statistics, Australia still does have one of the best health systems in the world in terms of patient care, certainly the universality of the insurance coverage and the quality of the hospital facilities.

David Speers:  One happy customer with the health system there.

Mark Latham:  Well, I am, and David, you know, I’m the sort of person if I was unhappy, I’d let you know about it. (laughs)
David Speers:  I’m sure you would.

Mark Latham:  But in this instance I’m not.  

David Speers:  Let’s just get back to the two leaders vying in this campaign.  Whoever loses, you were talking earlier about your need to cut, have a fresh break with that world of politics and how healthy that was for you to spend time with the family.  Would you therefore recommend to Tony Abbott or Julia Gillard if they lose this election, and I’m interested . . . 

Mark Latham:  Well, it’s hard for Gillard, come on.

David Speers:  Well, you don’t think she’s any chance of losing?

Mark Latham:  Well, no, she’s not going to lose and even if she did you know she hasn’t got other priorities.
David Speers:  What about Tony Abbott?

Mark Latham:  Well.

David Speers:  Should he move on?

Mark Latham:  Well.

David Speers:  Or stick around?

Mark Latham:  Well, I think Abbott is going to lose and I just don’t know what the Liberal Party will make of it.  Traditionally, you know, they’ll have a tearing down sort of exercise and all that feuding they had under Nelson . . . 

David Speers:  But he can at least say I claimed a scalp in Kevin Rudd . . . 

Mark Latham:  . . . and the other bloke Turnbull willl reignite them.

David Speers:  I made it competitive.  

Mark Latham:  Well, you know, I suppose you can but it’s no consolation if you’re sitting there still on the left hand side of the speaker and . . . 

David Speers:  How much did you think during the campaign . . . 

Mark Latham:  . . .  and if you’ve got a reduced Parliamentary quota and there’s every chance that Labor could win this with an increased majority.

David Speers:  How much during the campaign as a leader, did you think about the prospect of losing or are you just focussed on winning and you don’t even it doesn’t even enter your head?
Mark Latham:  Well, I think you’re focussed on trying the best you can.  It’s a very, very pressurised environment so everything you’ve got in your system is all about, you know,  standing up to the pressure, working hard, doing the best you can, getting the best result and then when they all come falling in on you after it you think, oh geez, I did my best but you know why are you all being so, you know, vicious.

David Speers:  So it’s a shock?

Mark Latham:  Well, yeah it’s probably, out of one double into the other and you really haven’t contemplated it because your whole focus is on getting the best result you can and doing the best by yourself and your Party and the country . . .   

David Speers:  It does seem to be . . . 

Mark Latham:  . . .  your campaign environment which is not easy.  I mean we talk about how unnatural it is.  You know it’s not the easiest thing in the world to go through and you haven’t got a lot of time for contemplating your navel and what’s going to happen you know a couple of weeks down the track.

David Speers:  Political parties, should they do a better job of looking after leaders in that situation?  I mean, people don’t I guess have a whole lot of sympathy for politicians who lose.

Mark Latham:  No, they don’t (laughs)
David Speers:  Nor do parties.

Mark Latham:  Is that true?

David Speers:  Do you think they should because it can be an incredibly difficult period I would imagine.

Mark Latham:  Well,  the counselling bay in the Labor Party’s growing.  I think they’ve got eight former Labor leaders out there now alive in various shapes and form.

David Speers:  None of them getting on too well . . . 

Mark Latham:  And the Libs,  I haven’t counted the Libs but they must have a fair few from old Peacock and Hewson, Howard, Turnbull.  You know, there’s . . . 

David Speers:  Nelson.

Mark Latham:  . . .  there’s no shortage of ex-leaders around, because in the narrowness of modern politics, losses aren’t tolerated.  Even the prospect of a loss is not tolerated and people are easily discarded.  You know if you don’t really believe in much which is the true state of the modern political party, if you don’t believe in much, everything’s disposable, everything’s disposable.  Your asylum seeker policy, your workplace relations policy and if they lose, you lose.  Just toss them on the scrapheap.  Why not?  That’s how it works.

David Speers:  On that note Mark Latham . . . 

Mark Latham:  I’ll come back here and talk to you.  You’ve got plenty of talent.

David Speers:  Indeed.  Thank you for joining us.

Mark Latham:  Pleasure.

ENDS.
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