
mwe.com
mwe.com

Katelyn Ringrose, CIPP/EU, CIPP/US, CIPM, FIP

LGBTQ+ Privacy & 
Civil Liberties: 
Navigating Social Media and 
Age Assurance Legislation



mwe.com

• Introduction
• Motivation
• Central Arguments
• Background / Context
• Open Questions 
• Next Steps

AGENDA:

2



mwe.com3



MOTIVATION

4



mwe.com

PRIVACY OF LGBTQ+ YOUTH 
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LGBTQ+ youth are disproportionately 
represented among homeless youth 

populations, often due to family rejection.

LGBTQ+ students are significantly 
more likely to experience bullying 

and harassment at school compared 
to their cishet peers.

LGBTQ+ individuals are more likely 
to be online than their cishet peers. 

LGBTQ+ individuals depend 
on the privacy community, 

and privacy protections, to protect 
their autonomy online. 



CENTRAL 
ARGUMENT
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ANTI-OBSCENITY LAWS 
AND CONTENT-BASED 
RESTRICTIONS
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A Flawed Approach That Puts Youth at Risk

Increased Parental Surveillance

Restricts Access to Supportive Resources

Poses Privacy & Data Security Risks

Drives Youth Elsewhere

There are Less Restrictive Alternatives
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NETCHOICE V. FITCH 
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Restrictions on fully protected expression online, as 
imposed by Mississippi House Bill 1126 (the 

“Act”), disproportionately harm LGBTQ+ 
individuals by limiting their ability to explore their 

identities, connect with peers, find affirming 
content, and express themselves, thereby 

undermining their well-being and access to 
essential lifelines.

LGBT Tech
The Trevor Project

PFLAG, Inc. 
Bay Area Lawyers for Individual Freedom

Hacking the Workforce
Fight for the Future



BACKGROUND / 
CONTEXT
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EARLY AMERICAN ANTI-SODOMY LAWS
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Charles Altwatter was 
convicted of an "infamous 
crime against nature" in 
1915 in Shoshone County. 

He was one of the first men 
to challenge Idaho's law, 
challenged by the ACLU 
and overturned in 2022.
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THE LAVENDAR SCARE & THE ROLE OF EMPLOYMENT PRIVACY 
PROTECTIONS
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POLICE RAIDS AND ENTRAPMENT IN THE MID-1900S
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Police raids, 1960s 

Texas, Tennessee, 
Montana
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THE HIV/AIDS EPIDEMIC & THE ROLE OF MEDICAL PRIVACY
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TODAY’S CASES AND NEWS



OPEN QUESTIONS 
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OPEN QUESTIONS
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How do the privacy and 
free expression rights of 
children differ from the 

rights of adults?

How should legislation 
account for technical 
limitations associated 
with age verification?

How do recent SCOTUS 
cases, Skrmetti and 

Mahmoud, square with 
issues of bodily 

autonomy and access 
to information?
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INTIMATE PRIVACY AND FREE EXPRESSION CASES
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Legislative History

Griswold v. Connecticut (1965) — 
contraceptive use

Bowers v. Hardwick (1986) — 
same sex intimacy, “bedroom privacy”

Lawrence v. Texas (2003) — 
striking anti-sodomy laws

Obergefell v. Hodges (2015) — 
repealing same-sex marriage bans

McVeigh v. Cohen (1998) — 
don’t ask, don’t tell 

United States v. Jones (2012) — 
location privacy

Bostock v. Clayton County (2020) — 
applying civil rights protections to both sexual orientation and gender identity 



NEXT STEPS
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THE WRITING PROCESS
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Identify co-authors. Discuss avenues for publication.

Streamline research. Socialize drafts.
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This material is for general information purposes only and should not be construed as legal advice or any other advice on any specific facts or circumstances. 
No one should act or refrain from acting based upon any information herein without seeking professional legal advice. McDermott Will & Emery* (McDermott) makes 
no warranties, representations, or claims of any kind concerning the content herein. McDermott and the contributing presenters or authors expressly disclaim all 
liability to any person in respect of the consequences of anything done or not done in reliance upon the use of contents included herein. 
*For a complete list of McDermott entities visit mwe.com/legalnotices.

©2024 McDermott Will & Emery. All rights reserved. Any use of these materials including reproduction, modification, distribution or republication, without the prior 
written consent of McDermott is strictly prohibited. This may be considered attorney advertising. Prior results do not guarantee a similar outcome. 

THANK YOU / 
QUESTIONS
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• Chris Wood, et al., Role of Data Protection in Safeguarding Sexual Orientation and Gender 
Identity Information, Future of Privacy Forum (June 2022)

• Daniel Solove, Privacy at the Margins: An Interview with Scott Skinner-Thompson on Privacy 
and Marginalized Groups, TeachPrivacy (Feb. 24, 2021)

• Kirby Phares & Rob Todaro, ctrl+alt+lgbt: Digital Access, Usage, and Experiences of the 
LGBTQ+ Community, LGBT Tech (May 29, 2024)

• Samuel D. Warren & Louis D. Brandeis, The Right to Privacy, 4 HARV. L. REV. 193 (1890)

• Scott Skinner-Thompson, Privacy at the Margins, TeachPrivacy (Feb. 24, 2021)

• Shae Gardner, Beyond The Binary, LGBTQ+ Rights in the Digital Landscape, LGBT Tech 
(Jan. 2025)

RESOURCES / CITATIONS
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