Best Coverage of the Latham Ruling: What the $100,000 Decision Means for Online Vilification
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Shoppers of political drama have been treated to a clear legal bell: a tribunal has ordered former federal Labor leader Mark Latham to pay NSW MP Alex Greenwich $100,000 after a sexually explicit tweet was judged unlawful vilification and sexual harassment, a ruling that matters for politicians and anyone who uses social media.
Essential Takeaways
Maximum penalty imposed: The NSW Civil and Administrative Tribunal ordered Mark Latham to pay Alex Greenwich $100,000 for unlawful vilification and sexual harassment.
Removal and restraint: Latham must delete material that vilifies Greenwich for his sexuality and refrain from further unlawful statements online.
Psychological harm noted: The tribunal found Greenwich suffered extreme psychological damage from the tweet, influencing the penalty size.
No forced apology: The tribunal declined to require an apology, saying it would likely not be genuine.
Costs awarded: Latham was also ordered to cover Greenwich’s legal costs; the ruling is being framed as a landmark for LGBTQIA+ protections.
What actually happened , the tweet and the ruling
The tribunal concluded that a sexually explicit tweet by Mark Latham targeted Alex Greenwich because of his homosexuality and amounted to unlawful sexual harassment. The social-media post followed a heated exchange after protests outside a church where Latham had been speaking. According to reporting, the online clash erupted after Greenwich described Latham as a "disgusting human being", and Latham replied with the offensive content. The ruling requires Latham to remove the offending posts and stop making similar statements.
Why the tribunal hit the maximum penalty
The tribunal wasn’t stingy. It imposed the top available penalty after finding the abuse was extreme and that Greenwich experienced intense psychological harm as a result. That assessment , not just offence or embarrassment but demonstrable mental injury , pushed the decision toward the highest fine. Observers say the size of the penalty sends a signal that targeted, sexualised attacks online can carry significant legal consequences.
What this means for politicians and public figures
Public figures often claim they’re fair game, but the tribunal’s message is blunt: being prominent doesn’t excuse vilification. Legal experts and campaigners for LGBTQIA+ rights have described the result as a precedent-setting moment in New South Wales for online behaviour. For politicians, the takeaway is practical: tone down personalised, sexualised attacks on social media or face civil penalties and the costs of litigation.
Practical takeaways for social media users
If you tweet about someone’s sexuality in a disparaging or explicit way, you risk more than online backlash. The ruling shows civil avenues exist to challenge vilification and that tribunals will consider psychological harm when setting penalties. Simple steps to reduce risk: pause before replying, avoid sexualised insults, and remember deletion alone won’t erase legal exposure if material was public and harmful.
Community reaction and the wider outlook
Alex Greenwich welcomed the decision, saying it underlines that online platforms aren’t a free-for-all for unlawful vilification and that public figures are not above the law. The tribunal declined to require an apology, noting it would likely be insincere, but did require payment and removal of content. Going forward, expect lawyers, advocacy groups and political staffers to cite this ruling when policing online behaviour and advising clients.
It's a small change that can make every public exchange a touch more accountable.
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