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Paul Murray:  G’day and thanks for watching.  I’m Paul Murray, we are live across the country, and my guest tonight is former Labor leader, current Sky News contributor, and now 60 Minutes reporter, Mark Latham.  Mark, welcome back.
 
Mark Latham:  Thanks Paul.
 
Paul Murray:  The obvious – what the hell happened on the weekend?
 
Mark Latham:  I’ve been commissioned by 60 Minutes to do a story on the federal election campaign.  My approach is to take people behind the scenes to look at the various tricks the parties use to manipulate the media, con the public, choreograph the campaign to get the best TV images every night.  So we asked a bunch of people did they want to do interviews to talk about those things.  Julia Gillard was one of those who was asked, and she said no, she didn’t want to have a real interview with me.  So as a consequence we decided to go up to Brisbane and cover the day as it unfolded.  It was a big day because there was this mock rapprochement between Gillard and Rudd.  We actually got to that venue which had been kept secret from many in the travelling press group.  We weren’t allowed access there.  It was quite absurd really, that a woman who just five days earlier had said she was throwing out the campaign rulebook and wanted a real campaign, restricted access to that important meeting to one hand-picked still photographer and one hand-picked TV camera.  No journalists, no questions, no accountability, no responsibility for how this might come across to the Australian people who deserve better access than that.  So we moved onto the next event which was at a nursing home, looking at the way the Labor advancers get around behind the scenes to sanitise the site and make sure that it’s all again carefully choreographed.  There I wanted to have a look at how the media were covering the campaign and their role.  I look at the poor travelling press pack as political prisoners.  They’re trapped on this bus.  The Labor Party only takes them where they want to go.  When they want them to arrive at a certain destination, the releases are handed out at the last minute, so there’s minimal scrutiny of policies as they’re announced.  So my purpose there was to talk to the press pack, which I did, and then we moved onto the Ekka, which for non-Queenslanders is like the Royal Show, and Gillard there was having a public event.  I had an issue I wanted to raise with her.  I don’t need a permit to talk to a person that I’ve known well over the years.  At one time we were very close, personally and politically.  So I approached her and made a point that’s relevant to my story, that is one of the things the parties try and do all the time is to intimidate news and media executives, complain the coverage is not fair; the suggestion was that it was unfair that I was following Gillard.  So I wanted to put that to her, that this is another example of a political trick.  That was relevant to the story that I’m putting together for 60 Minutes.  I got the condescending, patronising stroke down the front.  I haven’t been stroked down the front by a woman other than my wife for quite some time actually.
 
Paul Murray:  Neither have I, by a bloke ever, thank you.
 
Mark Latham:  I found that an interesting experience in itself.  We moved on and the press covered it as one would expect, and here we are tonight.
 
Paul Murray:  But the reality is that that moment didn’t naturally happen.  You had to push through cameras.  You said that you wanted to push through cameras, and you could’ve stood here.  It seemed that you were quite close, from some angles it seems more oblique.
 
Mark Latham:  It’s a crowded venue.
 
Paul Murray:  But how did you push through it?  It didn’t just happen; you made it happen.
 
Mark Latham:  I was like Moses in the parting of the sea.  Come on!  As soon as those cameramen saw it was me standing next in line to talk to Gillard, they parted.  I didn’t have to push anyone.  I made my points to her as clearly as I could.  I didn’t swear at her, I didn’t raise my voice.  The physicality of it was all on her side, and she gave me an answer, true to form, it was a non-answer, and I’ll be reflecting on that on Sunday Night.
 
Paul Murray:  When you saw it back, when you saw the front page the next day that calls it “the handshake from hell”, when you saw the reaction what did you think?  Did you regret it?  Because the Prime Minister seemed frankly offended by it in the end.
 
Mark Latham:  That’s a nonsense, that’s an absolute nonsense.  What happens, of course, the media are desperate for a front page headline, sensationalism, seeing me there, so they fit me into the story they think’s going to happen, irrespective of what actually does happen.  I’ve looked at the footage and listened to the tape, and I’m making my points clearly and logically, asking questions that I believe are important in the context of manipulation of the media by political parties.  There are a few hand gestures there, but as you’ve seen here tonight, one of the habits of a public life is that we become a bit Italian!  Gillard, Abbott, all former politicians talk with their hands, so there’s a few hand gestures, but that’s not an uncommon way by which people express themselves.
 
Paul Murray:  But to speak to her directly, this is the Prime Minister, this is the question she was asked directly the day after it all happened, here is her reaction, then I’ll see what you say.  Here’s the Prime Minister.
 
Julia Gillard:  Of course the decision here of Channel 9 to involve Mark Latham in this campaign in this way is one that the CEO of Channel 9 has now apologised for.
 
Barrie Cassidy:  Did you feel intimidated?  Bullied?
 
Julia Gillard:  I’m made of pretty tough stuff, Barrie, but I did think that this was inappropriate.  I mean, we’re in the middle of an election campaign, I’m the Prime Minister of this country, I’m not a human interest story.
 
Paul Murray:  Bullied and intimidated?  She seemed to be.
 
Mark Latham:  She says she’s not a human interest story.  What was the Woman’s Weekly all about?  Today I’m told she’s the guest editor of the Woman’s Day with cooking recipes with Tim and all this human interest stuff.  That’s just gobbledegook, quite frankly.  In terms of offensive behaviour, I’m a happily married man.  This sort of stuff, I found a little bit out of the ordinary.  So I think she’s overreacting, and as for the apology from Channel 9, they’re a commercial organisation, they’re interested in ratings.  Obviously I’ve been hired to assist with the ratings they get on a Sunday night.  They’ve been up against MasterChef which is a tough gig, so I’m there to try and help 60 Minutes and their soufflé rise twice.
 
Paul Murray:  Did you talk to David Gyngell before he issued that apology, and what was your reaction?
 
Mark Latham:  No, no, I’ve not spoken to David Gyngell, but I know a complaint was made.  I also know from that, David Gyngell’s perspective, the apology serves two important purposes.  It gets the Labor Party off his back, and it helps with the publicity.  All publicity’s good publicity in the media, of course, and it’ll help with the ratings on Sunday night.  So for him it’s a win/win.
 
Paul Murray:  So do you think he should have apologised?
 
Mark Latham:  It’s up to him.  I really don’t care.
 
Paul Murray:  What are you doing for 60 Minutes?  You’ve talked about this report, it’s going to be about behind the scenes.  But what are you doing?  Because we keep reading that you can’t quite get inside interviews on this, it was very much a report from the outside looking in.
 
Mark Latham:  I’m not so much hung up on inside interviews, knowing that so many of these interviews, you ask the question and you get a non-answer.  I know for a fact that there’s a dozen tricks, a dozen strategies that the political parties have, to manipulate what people see in an election campaign.  I could run through them now but it’s a fairly extensive list.  I think it’s important for the public to see what happens behind the scenes.  That’s why I’ve been commissioned by 60 Minutes to look at an election campaign with the knowledge of an insider, someone who’s been through one, in this case 2004.  The second reason, of course, is that Channel 9 would know in hiring me, just my mere presence at these events would attract some coverage.  As I say, in the world of commercial media, all publicity is good publicity. 
 
Paul Murray:  Are you joking when you say that you are a journalist now?  Do you view yourself that way?  If you had to fill out a tax return, what do you put?
 
Mark Latham:  Raconteur!  I’ve been on the Paul Murray show!  What else could you put?
 
Paul Murray:  That’s very fine.
 
Mark Latham:  I’m up there with Wilko!
 
Paul Murray:  Very much so!  But the idea though, because a lot of people have got quite fixated on that idea, that either yourself or Channel 9 are referring to yourself as a journalist.
 
Mark Latham:  What’s a journalist?  You’ve got all this huff and puff out of the Canberra press gallery.  What’s a journalist?  We’ve heard Laurie Oakes say this.  He’s a hard worker.  He sits in his cubicle in Canberra waiting for Kevin Rudd to ring him with a leak, and then gets on and puts about 90 seconds to air, and that’s some big deal.  Journalism is the recycling of leaks given to them by people who won’t put their own name to the story.  It’s in many cases the invention of stuff or the twisting of stuff to suit a personal agenda.  I don’t think the public’s got any high opinion of journalists these days, and nor should they.  So I think all this is a lot of highfalutin’ grandstanding from the journalist profession.  People talk about the information age.  You don’t have to be a journalist to give the public information, and I dare say what people learn from 60 Minutes on Sunday night will be a lot more informative than a lot of the things they get out of this election campaign from people who’ve got their little badge saying “Freddy Smith, journalist”.
 
Paul Murray:  You mentioned Laurie Oakes.  This is what he said last night on the telly.  It’s relative extraordinary for somebody who plays it straight up and down to do this in a news bulletin, but you’ve sufficiently annoyed him.  Have a look.
 
Laurie Oakes:  Well Peter, I’m more concerned with how damaging he is for the Nine Network.  There was an ugly incident yesterday with Julia Gillard, and Nine’s CEO, David Gyngell, was right to say Mark Latham crossed the line, and to apologise.  The trouble is, I’m not sure that Mark Latham knows where the line is.  He’s not a journalist, he’s still full of bile and settling old scores, and I don’t really think it does 60 Minutes or the network much of a favour really to have him posing as a journalist.  And certainly when he turned up in the press room today, it was just embarrassing, Peter.
 
Paul Murray:  Obviously tough stuff to be said about you, but for a bloke like that to say it very publicly, why is there this hate between the two of you?  For those of us that haven’t read every book that’s ever been written, why do you two hate each other?
 
Mark Latham:  It’s a good point to raise.  He talks about the settling of scores.  Oakes has been absolutely devastated by the fact that in my Latham Diaries, I listed the nickname that he was given by the Labor Party, “Jabba the Hutt”, the grotesque character from Star Wars.  If you put them on a split screen, you’d see the similarities.  So Oakes has lived with that little piece of anger for quite some time.  It’s a sad thing about him; he’s got a real hypersensitivity about his morbid obesity, and he’s highly, highly sensitive about it.  The fact that I’m the person; there’s lots of people around Parliament House, so it’s Jabba the Hutt, Jabba the Hutt, no one would ever say it to his face.  No one would ever put it down in writing.  I did.  So settling old scores, he’s been on the job for five years as best he can, and he said some things, boy, about my personal setup that you’d just find disgusting.  So he can talk about settling old scores.  But I will say this about him.  I ran into him yesterday in the press room.  We asked him to come on 60 Minutes and talk about his perceptions of the campaign.  So I walked into the press room.  I’ll tell you what was embarrassing, I walked past his table and said, “Come on Laurie, let’s do the interview”.  Ashen-faced, he didn’t say a word, he got up and sort of cowered away and went to try and hide away from me over in the corner near the curtains.  It was an extraordinary performance, that someone who can put out thousands of words to camera, his own camera, having a go at everyone in the political system as he picks and chooses left, right and centre, wasn’t able to actually say anything to me in person.  So there’s this sort of psychological thing going on there, where he can verbalise all this through his camera.  But a normal human being, if you’ve got a gripe with me and I say to him, “Laurie, what about the interview?”, you’d say something in return instead of cowering off like some strange animal.  It was like watching an elephant try to hide behind a barstool.  Paul, honestly, it was one of the weirdest experiences that I’ve ever had in public life, and it was a real insight into what Laurie Oakes is really like.  I’m telling you, it’s not a happy story.  I feel quite sad for him.  In those genuinely embarrassing circumstances, this was very, very unusual stuff.
 
Paul Murray:  But if you feel sorry for him, why would you engage in any conversation about him, either tonight or at any other time, if what you felt is now sympathy for him?
 
Mark Latham:  I do.  But you’ve asked me the question what I think about those comments, and I find it extraordinary he’s got the hide to talk about settling scores, he’s got the hide to talk about embarrassment, when I said “Laurie, let’s do the interview.”  The look on his face, the reaction, the cowering, the running away, the hiding behind the barstool, there’s a psychological thing here where it is easy to have your own camera and your own little cubicle in Parliament House in the press gallery and just talk to it.  But to talk to a real person about something that you should be used to, a request for an interview.  He makes requests like that a lot himself, and not being able to talk to the individual and say a single word, and to behave like that just shows that all his prancing around and moralising about what is journalism, if that’s journalism, you can count me out.  Because I’m telling you, there’s a screw loose.
 
Paul Murray:  When you were the leader, would you have done an interview with you, two weeks out from a campaign?  Would you have done an interview if Paul Keating came asking to do a profile for 60 Minutes?  Knowing, when you were right in the middle of it, would you agree to do interviews in the same way that Julia Gillard said no?  Every player said no.  Would you have said yes in 2004?
 
Mark Latham:  I would’ve done an interview with Paul Keating, absolutely!  The whole nation would’ve been watching it!
 
Paul Murray:  What about Richo?  What about John Button?  Pick another one.
 
Mark Latham:  John Button was an honest, straightforward, straight talking man.  He was good value.  Richo, nothing to fear from him.  What’s Gillard got to fear from having an interview with me?  So the Labor Party to go complain to Channel 9 it’s unfair that I’m there, well, there’s one easy way to deal with that – do the interview!  She’s all about real campaigning, trying to prove her mettle, and that’s the point I made to her.  There’s no need to complain; if she’d just done the interview and was accessible to the viewers of 60 Minutes and an old Labor Party colleague.
 
Paul Murray:  Haven’t you learnt the lesson in all of this about journalism or about trying to interview people, which is that the way that they cut you off is to simply give you no access, and it is all about access?
 
Mark Latham:  That’s it, that’s the game.  One of the reasons I took on the 60 Minutes gig, other than the nice chance to pay off a few bills with the commission, is to get behind the game and let people know that the media is playing some games, that the politicians are playing a lot of games, and the public’s got the right to have a bit of access to that inside information.  I went through a national campaign, I know the games that the parties play, and as someone doing this report I can also look at the media.  That’s why I wanted to interview Oakes, wanted to interview Gillard.  That’s why I’m here tonight.
 
Paul Murray:  I’m not going to play role-play with you, but what is the one question you wanted to ask Julia Gillard?
 
Mark Latham:  I wanted to ask her about their negative campaign advertising, why is it that the parties put up a few positive ads in the first couple of weeks of the campaign, then it’s an avalanche of negativity.  I wanted to ask her about the technique of never answering the question that’s asked, give the answer you want.  I wanted to ask about the advancers, the people who go and sanitise all these campaign events.  I wanted to ask about the treatment of the media, where they don’t get access to the announcements early on.  I wanted to ask about corporate donations to the Labor Party.  I wanted to ask on population policy, why is it that the people who get front row access to Gillard in the campaign have got to pay $5,000 at private dinners during this campaign to talk to her for hours on end, normally along the lines of “I run a business, I want more consumers out here, I want more migrants to buy my products, how about you increase the migration program and we have a big Australia?”  I wanted to ask about those and many, many other things.  They’re all legitimate areas of interest for the Australian people.  I wanted to ask about political parties that complain to media executives about unfair treatment, trying to intimidate them and get them to change the nature of the coverage.  That’s the one question in the end I did get to ask, but had to do it the hard way.
 
Paul Murray:  What’s the one question that you wanted to ask Tony Abbott if you could sit opposite him?
 
Mark Latham:  I would’ve asked all those things as well, because the Liberals do it as well.  They’ve got all those tricks in their little kitbag, and it would’ve been a fair set of questions to him.  So the list for Tony Abbott was just the same as the list for Julia Gillard.
 
Paul Murray:  I can almost hear the people yelling at the TV this one question worth putting towards you here.  Obviously when you were head of the party, you were taking the same donations, you were essentially playing the same game.  How can you ask that question without admitting you’re a hypocrite on that?
 
Mark Latham:  I was wrong.  I was wrong and in my book and other places I’ve said that I think Labor politics is insoluble, you’re not going to achieve the goals of social justice and social reform that you might have thought were achievable when you set out in politics.  I’ve said those things can’t be achieved, the processes are wrong, the system’s artificial, the public are being duped.  I was part of that, not proud of it, and I put my hands up to that effect, well and truly on the public record.  So I do think I’ve got some legitimacy in now doing a story for 60 Minutes along those lines.
 
Paul Murray:  Here with Mark Latham.  In a moment we’ll talk about his thoughts on particularly what does Julia Gillard believe.  You worked with her, you know her, what does she believe but is not saying in this campaign.  But next, what does Mark Latham think about the 70 seconds that we got to see of that meeting in Brisbane over the weekend between former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd and the current one, Julia Gillard.  We’re live across the country, only on Sky News.
 
Paul Murray:  Thank you very much for watching.  We are here with current … with former Labor leader, Mark Latham.  Current!  Sorry, almost put you back in there!  Okay, if you were running in this election, after all the lessons that you’ve learnt, if you were able to go off and come back, what would be the one thing you’d want?
 
Mark Latham:  I’d make you my communications director!  
 
Paul Murray:  We’re done before we start!
 
Mark Latham:  And Craig Norenbergs my sports minister!
 
Paul Murray:  Thank you very much.  Of course we’re here with Mark Latham.
 
Mark Latham:  And Wilko, my-
 
Paul Murray:  Special Affairs Minister!  Special Minister of State, let’s put it that way.
 
Mark Latham:  Special and Foreign Affairs Minister!
 
Paul Murray:  Of course, Mark is currently a Sky News contributor, he’s about to file a report this Sunday for 60 Minutes.  I want to show you and I want to show everyone watching what was the other great story of Saturday, before you met the Prime Minister, of course, the meeting between Kevin Rudd and Julia Gillard.  There was no reporter in the room.  The only people allowed in were a stills photographer and also a cameraman representing all TV channels, including ours.  What I’m going to play you is the entire 70 seconds, that’s all the time that was allowed to show the meeting.  You can make your own judgement whether the two got along or not.  You’ll see some zooming in and zooming out, because it is a raw camera take, but this is the entirety of what we were allowed to see from that meeting between Kevin Rudd and current Prime Minister, Julia Gillard.
 
Labor strategist:  Went a bit rogue in Cairns with his own press we like to say, you know, a couple of-
 
Kevin Rudd:  That’s unusual for ??
 
Labor strategist:  A couple of hand written sort of figures in there, for him to sort of campaign on.  
 
Kevin Rudd:  You mean not centrally approved in terms of Liberal Party ??
 
Labor strategist:  Definitely not, except except this will be announced by an LNP leadership group member.  Didn’t even say who it was coming from.
 
Kevin Rudd:  Really?  Some had said?  
 
Labor strategist:  Yeah, yeah.
 
Kevin Rudd:  Good grief.
 
Labor strategist:  So I could imagine if one of our candidates was trying to do something similar.
 
Kevin Rudd:  There’s the Cairns Post onto the question of what happens with Cairns Base Hospital if Abbott’s policy has its way.
 
Labor strategist:  Yeah, they’ve been quite good on that, and as you know health in Cairns is a significant issue, so I think there’s a lot of potential in that for us, and especially given what we’ve actually done in terms of . . .
 
Kevin Rudd:  . . . Well the bottom line is just what happens with Abbott’s health position, Cairns Base Hospital, what you’ve got here is Townsville Base Hospital, and you’ve got Mackay Base Hospital, Rocky.  These have all got significant injections under our policy, and Abbott just … 
 
Paul Murray:  That’s all we’re allowed to show you, because that’s all that was shot that we’re allowed to show you.  Mark, obviously they weren’t talking for the cameras, it was meant to be a great show.  The photos and a lot of people read into that it was icy and cold.  What was your impression of it?
 
Mark Latham:  Wasn’t that enlightening?  Didn’t we get a lot of information about the number of hospitals down the Queensland coast?  I got up there on the 36th floor and ran into Kevin Rudd’s media adviser and tried to get access on the basis that Kevin and I go back a long way and he’d want me in the meeting.  I would’ve livened it up a bit.  That’s just ridiculous.  That’s playing the public for mugs, isn’t it, that people are going to be so silly they think that if they sit around looking at a map and pointing their fingers on the map that they’re going to think there’s a genuine rapprochement here between the two.  I can’t believe the Australian people would be silly enough to fall for that.
 
Paul Murray:  When he did his press conference, it was a 12-minute press conference where he was very open, very direct, the quotes were all very clear, he was going to play nice, he wants to play along, he thinks that Tony Abbott’s sliding into government.  But when you see that there is the obvious lack of warmth and something that I’ve observed and you’ve obviously lived, is that political figures, regardless of who they are, can get all sorts of devastating personal news or have whatever going on in their personal life or any difficulty between the person they’re talking to, but they can put a show on.  Why didn’t Kevin Rudd put a show on?
 
Mark Latham:  It’s a good question.  I expected they would’ve put a better show on than that, given that someone like John Faulkner’s had to broker an arrangement between the two, and they’ve come together for a political purpose, not a personal one.  It was far from genuine.  Maybe Rudd’s not that good an actor.  He’s good at many things – sabotage, leaking and so forth.  But acting, he’s nowhere near in the class of Bob Hawke and John Howard, for instance, who would’ve carried that off much more professionally from a narrow, self-interested political point of view.  So you’d have to say that that’s a flaw in his political kitbag. 
 
Paul Murray:  To this point, the suggestion that everyone who professionally talks about politics, and many people who talk about it at barbecues and dinner parties, has been that these two needed to get together, needed to prove that they weren’t fighting and needed to get out there on the trail together.  Julia Gillard does seem to have done as much as she possibly can before he comes to the table.  Does she need to do any more work?  Does she need to ignore him?  What would you do if Kevin Rudd was in this exact same situation and you were the Prime Minister?
 
Mark Latham:  I think Gillard’s problem is that she’s tackled this from a position of weakness.  For a lot of people that will look like Rudd was allowed to dictate terms.  He went to blow up their campaign, they had to make a decision, do we out this guy as the leaker and deal with him from a position of strength?  Or do we crawl to him, beg him to put his leaks back in his bottom drawer and look like a team player for the last two weeks of the campaign?  So she’s done this from a position of weakness, and I think for a lot of those left-leaning feminists who thought Gillard’s our first female Prime Minister, she’s the one to put the boys in their place, this will be profoundly disappointing; that from a position of weakness and submissiveness she’s allowed Rudd to walk all over her, and in that press conference you mentioned, the 12 minute one, he looked like the Prime Minister.  Strangely enough, the more we see of Rudd in this campaign, the less Gillard looks like the Prime Minister.  She’s looking like a real weakling.
 
Paul Murray:  Does Kevin Rudd want that?
 
Mark Latham:  Absolutely.  He’s a master manipulator and this has been a play that’s unprecedented in Australian politics, and people will be looking back to say, well, how did Rudd ever manipulate Labor’s agenda so effectively and get himself into a position where he’s sort of the dual leader in the last fortnight of a campaign, where just seven weeks earlier they turfed him out and he looked like he was dog meat?
 
Paul Murray:  From our previous conversation where you were very clear about that you believed him to be the leaker to Laurie Oakes, from him deciding not to play nice, to use a ridiculous term at this time, ultimately, the result of that is that there is part of Kevin Rudd that wants to see the Labor Party lose.  Knowing Kevin Rudd as you did professionally and personally for a while, why does he want to be an opposition backbencher?
 
Mark Latham:  I think he wants to be Prime Minister.  If Gillard wins this election, that ambition would be a long way off.  If Rudd, in opposition, was around, he would be putting the argument, I’m not saying people would necessarily buy it or fall for it, but his argument would be, look, we’re back in opposition, in the last 20 odd years who’s ever won a federal election for Labor?  Not Gillard, not Latham, not Beazley, not Crean, he didn’t even get to an election.  Keating lost in ’96.  You’d have to go back to Keating beating Hewson in ’93.  So Rudd would say, look, you can only do it with me.  I’m sure in his own mind that’s the sort of thought process he’s been through.  It is one way of dealing with the grief of it, that there’s some hope in the future and he can get back to the job he adores.  I don’t think it’s going to happen for him, but he’s certainly giving it one hell of a shot.  You wouldn’t think that anyone could have the gall to manipulate events this way and get himself back into the driver’s seat so close to the election, having been turfed out not long ago.  It’s just quite remarkable.  You struggle for words to describe the front involved and the manipulative skills involved to actually get him to this point in time.  But there’s only one Kevin Rudd.
 
Paul Murray:  But if she’d take your call, if you were able to talk to her, would you advise Julia Gillard to keep him in or out of the ministry should she win in a couple of weeks?
 
Mark Latham:  If she’d have called me, I would’ve said deal with him from a position of strength.  Politics can be full of very difficult decisions, 50/50 calls, margin calls.  If you’re going to have to make a difficult decision, at least do it from a position of strength, so the electorate can see you’re a strong leader, because they won’t reward weakness.  This is the problem.  Labor looks like they’re trying to cobble back together some arrangement where they’re not at each other’s throat, but are people really going to buy the idea that Rudd’s a team player?  No, they’re not.  Are they going to like the idea that Gillard effectively rolled over to let him come back in, in these circumstances?  It’s not a good look.  It’s not the sort of leadership and the purpose that you need in the last fortnight of a campaign. 
 
Paul Murray:  In working with Julia Gillard and knowing Julia Gillard for the time that you did, what is the one thing that you know she passionately believes in, but she’s not talking about in this campaign?  It could be a policy, it could be big, it could be small.  What is it?
 
Mark Latham:  I knew the old Julia, because a week ago she declared the new Julia, who is very much a product of this machine politics and media imagery.  This whole campaign for Labor was supposed to be a presidential personality contest between her and Abbott, which she would win easily, and Rudd, of course, has derailed all of that.  What does she believe in?  I always thought she was a person passionate about important left-wing causes.  She once said she believed in an independent foreign policy.  That means Australia will make its own way in the world, without the baggage that we often have to carry in an alliance with the United States.  I thought she believed passionately in equity in the school funding system, but in this campaign she’s again deferred the work that needs to be done to ensure that the over-resourcing of a number of elite private schools is corrected and the money is fairly distributed to needy government and non-government schools – she’s deferred that yet again.  I suppose you’d think there was a whole bunch of social justice issues that she was committed to that just haven’t featured in the campaign.  The difference between the old Julia that I knew and the new Julia so called, self-labelled in this campaign, is immense.  So you’d have to wonder is it the same person?
 
Paul Murray:  Talking with Mark Latham, we’re live across the country here on Sky News.  In a moment we turn our attentions to Tony Abbott.  Thank you very much for watching.  If you want to comment on the show on Twitter, like I’m sure many are, use the hashtag #PM Live.  You’re with Mark Latham, he’s about to file a report for 60 Minutes, you’ll see it on Sunday night on Channel 9.  You’ll see him many more times here on Sky News, because, of course, he is a contributor to our channel.  Now Mark, let’s turn to Tony Abbott.  Let’s try and even it out, if we will.  Do you agree with Kevin Rudd that he is trying to slide into office?
 
Mark Latham:  Well, given the fracas that Rudd has caused, Rudd himself has opened up that opportunity.  It was the poacher turning gatekeeper in that instance.  One of the curious things I’m finding in the campaign, I suppose, is what appears to be the disparity between the published polls, Newspoll, Nielsen and the like, and the way in which the parties now after that horrific Rudd week in the second week of the campaign have changed roles.  It looks like it’s Abbott who’s trying to protect the lead in the private polling the Liberal Party would have, and it’s Gillard who’s playing catch-up.  So in that sense, Abbott becoming cautious, narrow, not fair dinkum, you’d have to say that he is trying to slide through.  I went to the Liberal Party launch to get some coverage there for our program, and the point I was making to the faithful who marched on in was did they ever think they’d live to see the day when the Liberals had a launch where there was no industrial relations reform being put forward, but they say they support paid parental leave?  That’s not fair dinkum.  I know Tony Abbott, I’ve heard all his speeches in the parliament.  He believes in industrial relations reform, it’s an article of faith for the Liberal Party.  The fact that they’ve taken that off the agenda and they’ve got something that previously they had no interest in, paid parental leave as their mainstream vanguard policy for the campaign just leaves you shaking your head.  This is not the Liberal Party as it’s been constructed under Howard, who had a certain set of beliefs and was willing to put some tough ideas forward, such as the GST.  This is a Liberal Party that is narrowed down to following the polling advice, the focus groups.  It’s a case of them really doing what the Labor Party’s been doing, and that’s why so many Australians are saying there’s no difference, there’s no real leadership, they’re just following what the pollsters say and none of it’s believable.
 
Paul Murray:  If there is essentially no difference, what do you see as the big difference as either the insider or the outsider, your choice here, of Tony Abbott as Prime Minister versus Julia Gillard?  Is there an obvious plus or minus to Tony Abbott winning an election in two weeks?
 
Mark Latham:  It’s very hard to say.  Normally in something you want to do in life, let’s just take the politics out of it, take a step back and just think about the important things we try to achieve in life, you normally try and do it on the basis of the things I want to achieve, the things that I believe will be good for whatever the circumstance is.  It’s normally a positive experience when you’re trying to do things.  But these two are campaigning on the basis of who they’re not.  Labor’s campaign now rests on an avalanche of anti-Abbott attack ads on the TV every night, and that’s basically saying the Labor Party’s campaigning on the basis we’re not Tony Abbott.  So too you’ll see increasingly from the Liberal Party an avalanche of anti-Gillard ads, where they’re saying we’re campaigning on the basis we’re not Julia Gillard.  It’s not normally the way you would do things in life, especially if you’re making out you’ve got a noble purpose.  If they were serious, and it’s a very good measure of where modern politics has got to, if they were serious about doing positive things for the nation, they’d be spending their own money on positive advertising.  Advertising the paid parental leave, advertising whatever education ideas Gillard has got.  Now they don’t do that.  Saying to the Australian people, we really don’t believe in those ideas, we don’t think it’s important enough to put our own money behind them, we want to be negative and campaign on who we’re not.  That is again part of the artificiality, the unreal nature of modern politics that burns so many people off and just thinks it’s one big joke. 
 
Paul Murray:  But as a bloke who knows his policy, is there a particularly good idea that’s out there, regardless of what side?  What idea have you been truly impressed by from any party that you’ve thought, you know what, they should do that? 
 
Mark Latham:  I like what I heard from Gillard today about education policy, rewarding schools that get better results.  I haven’t seen all the detail of it, but if it was to involve performance payments and rewards for teachers who for instance go into a struggling school, add a lot of value to the educational results of their students, that’s exactly a good idea that’s much needed around the country.  So I’m obviously busy with a few other things today, but I’m very keen to have a look at the detail of that announcement that was made on the western side of the country.  That sounds like it’s got some promise.  It’s by far the best thing I’ve heard in the campaign so far, and hopefully she’s got a lot more of that in the remaining days.
 
Paul Murray:  Pundit, former leader, I don’t know again which side of you wants to ask it.
 
Mark Latham:  Raconteur!
 
Paul Murray:  As a raconteur, not who will, who should win?
 
Mark Latham:  No, I really can’t call that one, I’m sorry.  You’d have to say neither, but in a democracy one of them will get home, unless we have a hung parliament, which again is a possibility.  But even there the system works something out.  You’d have to say plague on both their houses at this part of the campaign.  Honestly, I’ve been getting around and talking to people in my own community, and I haven’t heard a positive word from anyone to say this is a good election campaign, it’s inspired people to think a certain way, they’re encouraged by what they’ve been listening to, they think this is better than what we’ve heard in the past.  There’s none of that talk, none of it.  I think it’s a very, very sad thing for the quality of our democracy.
 
Paul Murray:  Looking back at this whole campaign, the past few weeks, sitting here, doing 60 Minutes, is there any part of the past few weeks that you regret in terms of not helping the Labor cause, because they write you off as a distraction or they get distracted by you?  Is there anything in the past few weeks that you wish didn’t happen?
 
Mark Latham:  No, I don’t think you can ever go into these things with that mindset.  I suppose for me the great novelty of this is doing the 60 Minutes gig, in that the offer was put.  It was just so outrageous and outlandish, that I couldn’t say no!  Life’s too short to miss some opportunities to get out of your comfort zone, do something different, watch Laurie Oakes try to hide behind a barstool.  All those things are fascinating, and satisfying in their own right.  So I’ve enjoyed it in that sense, but thank goodness it’s only on every three years.  I’ve been doing enough.  I want to get back to my property and all the things I love out there.
 
Paul Murray:  So we’re seeing you back for a short time or this is what you want to do now?
 
Mark Latham:  Seriously, I don’t give myself a long career span with 60 Minutes.  I reckon the clock is ticking on me!  This could be a one off!  But I’ve enjoyed these chats here on Sky.  We’ve had good conversations and you’re not in the political bubble, are you?  
 
Paul Murray:  No, very much not.
 
Mark Latham:  You’ve got a real broader life perspective on the thing called politics, and David Speers, those interviews have been good.  So I think, if they’ll let me, and who runs the show here?  But if he’s listening, can he let me stay on?  We’ve talked about that, and I might be here for the next 12 months from time to time.  The other thing that I do enjoy and I suppose this is the satisfaction I get out of an ongoing interest in political activity, is ordering my thoughts and putting them down in columns in the Financial Review.  It’s not a wide circulation paper, it’s fairly specialised, but it’s a very, very quality newspaper, very good newspaper, and I very much enjoy the thoughts I put down there.  So I’ll continue those two, but anything else, it’s not my go. 
 
Paul Murray:  You’re welcome back on this show anytime you want.  Thank you, Mark.
 
Mark Latham:  Thank you.
 
Paul Murray:  Thank you so much, Mark Latham.
 
ENDS.
 

