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Introduction
Legal rights emancipation among American citizens spins back in time to the factors that saw tipping point into the American Civil War. Fights for legal recognition and identity reconstruction have also evolved over the centuries from something that narrowly had to deal with race into an all raced kind of struggle. Soon after race proved not enough, other causes to pursue such fights of religion, ideologies and now gender recognition capsulated by individual sexual orientation (gayism, lesbianism, bisexualism among others) took toll as the new era of human breakthrough to freedom fighting. This is one such paper that tries to shed light on the recent legal litigation developments that have brought what can be termed as success in the fight to set individual sexism preferences to the open public. The paper is divided into subsections that capture the appropriate topical headlines that are related to the general contribution of understanding the basis of the entire paper.
Equal Protection
This is the concept that authenticates every aspect that any citizen living in the United States of America is automatically constitutionally permitted to enjoy. In a layman’s language, “equal protection” is the constitutional right for everyone. Captured in the Fourteenth Amendment of the American Constitution, the statement “equal protection” is summed up in the paraphrased statement “Nor shall any State deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws (Valcarcel, 2017).” Similar struggles that were occasioned by Civil Wars in 1861 are attributed to publications that have come with current equal treatment of all races (Elwood et al. 2020). The congress and Supreme Court ratified the divisions among the two races hence plunging the country into unprecedented psychological and destructive wars.  These effects of the war have proven synonymous with the effects that the society and the state have veered towards individuals with different sexual orientations.
The exposition of the above notion provides a pivotal framework base that corresponds to the impacts court rulings and a team of concerned lawyers has had on this minority group of people. As would be expected, the recognition of the rights that was and is still being agitated for by the individual activists, lesbians, gays, bisexuals and transgender people, would not have come easier. The battles for these rights have been fought in the congress assembly, in the courtrooms and openly in the streets. Guided by other articles in the constitution, the fight has never been better. Equal protection of the law is guaranteed by the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments and compounded by many local people, state and federal civil rights laws, as well as the bill of rights as captured by Rossum (2018).  The groundbreaking and warming Supreme Court ruling that rebirthed this urge to fight up to the modern-day was one delivered by Justice Anthony Kennedy as entailed in his words “A State cannot so deem a class of persons a stranger to its laws.”
The Relevance of Equal Protection to LGBTQ Rights Litigation
The rights of individuals have been made a little simple, thanks the repeal of sodomy laws in a majority of states in the United States and its protectorate districts like Columbia. Initially, this practice (sodomy) was used by the federal courts to bar and prosecute gay people. Fathers who embodied same-sex orientation in preference for other men were equally taken away from their children on this basis. Following the restructuring done to this penalizing act, sodomy is no longer a crime in a number of States as was witnessed in the gone days. Organizations that fight for the rights of individuals with different sexual orientations tend to meet constant backtracking challenges amidst their relentlessness. Cases of individuals having been fired from workplaces to parents being denied custody of their children are among the constitutional linkage rights that sometimes these groups of individuals thrive to base their arguments on as is also described by Elwood et al. (2020).
The notion of equal protection for all the American citizens is one that has in the recent developments seen mushrooming of domestic partnerships programs in the societies. Many cities such as New York, Los Angeles, San Francisco, and Atlanta among other municipalities and countable private institutions, including many business corporations and universities have formulated programs that support and eventually lead giving of official status to same sex couples. Furthermore, gay rights advocates have relentlessly glued their fight on the threshold that anyone is possessive of the right to mingle and to have companionship with the significant other. It is, for this reason that marriage certificates bearing the authorial stamps of accredited law firms. Other members of Lesbian Gay Bisexual and Transgender queer people argue that the right to privacy or the right to be left alone, as some summarize it, is guaranteed by the Fourth, Fifth, Ninth and Fourteenth Amendments of the American Constitution. And if so, they choose to spend their lives with others of similar affiliations; they still are protected by the same constitution. In a nutshell, sodomy laws have been dubbed as disgusting and intrusive on the state’s part in adjudicating such cases.
Discrimination against persons of different sexual preferences prevents access to basic compulsory social amenities like education (Nadal et al., 2016). Young learners who have discovered themselves to be sexually different in orientation from others are arguably being gradually allowed total access to other services within the school, groups and they are becoming part of the larger crowd of children enjoying equal rights as provided for in the constitution (Chapter 4: Romer and Animus. Discrimination and Antidiscrimination).  This is, however, on the contrary to how everything else has been in the past. They describe aspects of discrimination meted against the persons with different sexual orientation in Colorado State at the time. An example is given of prominent members of the society such as infamous Colorado University football coach among others like religious leaders to publicly castigate denouncements of same-sex marriage and practices that go with it. He elaborates how the society completely did in effect channel all the strife, anger and seclusion of such individuals from mainstream family unions, church gatherings as learner-centered activities.
Institutions such as universities and cinema producing theatres such as those found in Hollywood have come up with creative ways of enticing and also revamping the same-sex orientation practices to the larger crowds as a way of letting people know about these groups. Characterized in the produced movies that form the embodiment of gay and lesbian marriages, the practice of organizing registered groups within universities have revolutionized in a great way the production that portends these practices.  It has become quite evident in the recent past that these are issues that are happening in society, even with the teenagers. The way these young school-age going children relate to one another is rather promising of absolute acceptance that should be given to these people.
The Actual Legal Developments that have Resulted in Actual LGBTQ Litigations
A case that was explained in Supreme Court in Romer v. Evans, showed how there is nothing special about state laws which prevent a given group of people from becoming jobless as some become homeless after losing their sources of income because of who they are sexually, as it has been detailed in Chapter 3: Sodomy Laws: From Disgust to Humanity. Above is a paraphrase of one of the Supreme Court verdicts that handled the case presented to it in seeking way out for this minority group. The court was divided on the issue because it was a subject of discrimination. Laws that prohibit discrimination simply give LGBTQ people that basic right to equally take part in the current affairs that take place and affect society. Reported cases of discrimination against this group of people have been reported in sectors such as publicly run departments such as military recruitment agencies who have openly shown biased nature towards the people. This aspect is relevant to the part that it touches and addresses the impacts of discriminating against this minority group in terms of their jobs and livelihoods.
Justice Stevens in his dissenting case that involved sodomy laws in a case between Bowers V Hardwick provided a limited opinion that critics and gay rights agitators have reanalyzed and used countless times in the parades (Princeton University Press, 2004). The justice outlined that all men or every citizen is born and created equal and are so before the federal laws contained in the constitutions (Chapter 3: Sodomy Laws: From Disgust to Humanity). They are all to enjoy similar interests and, therefore, whatever the man chooses to do on the personal accord or with voluntary associations is referred to as intrusive on the state’s part. The person is primarily obligated to do or carry out his practices as he or she deems well-fitting with anyone else. This legal development discusses the personal space and the right to do as one willfully aspires, as is backed up by Chapter 4: Romer and Animus. Discrimination and Antidiscrimination.
In 1965, a case that involved Griswold v. Connecticut struck down a state law that barred married couples from obtaining contraceptives. Another one in 1967, involving Loving v. Virginia decriminalized interracial marriage. The third incidence of 1972 involved Eisenstaedt v. Baird on the decision that recognized unmarried persons’ right to contraceptives. An additional case in 1973, Roe v. Wade, recognized women’s right to the reproductive choice made several positive steps to sex orientation liberation.  In a wider view and generally more open-ended manner, these cluster of cases share a commonality that rests on the part that an individual’s private life is his or hers to handle and the supreme court’s efforts to stay away in order not to interfere is one such ways of ensuring continuity to individual privacy as described in the constitution. These are the similar cases that would later compound the technicalities that are used by the individuals to gauge the state to deliver their full recognition statuses.
The period that transcends President Obama’s administration between the years 2008 and 2016 is key year that witnessed the incorporation of what the people with different sexual orientations had been fighting relatively to achieve as posited by Kosciw et al. (2018). As has been generated in the sentiments of Sasha Buchert, then an advocate at Transgender Law Centre in Oakland Calif, the president’s administration elevated the conditions of those with this kind of sexual predisposition by giving clear orders for all the school especially those in the Northern Carolina to heed to making life bearable to the transgender students in 2016. The schools were asked to protect students from harassment, to accommodate their preferred names and pronouns, and to give access to locker rooms and bathrooms of their choice.  This was one big step to be taken by the state in the fight to legitimize the significance of these folks within the midst of the bigger crowd.
Conclusion
In conclusion, LGBTQ rights litigation has come as a result of various considerations of the legal tenets that touch on human rights. As discussed above, it has been a struggle for the LGBTQ community to achieve the rights they now enjoy and the equal protection components have been key in making this possible. The various cases that have found themselves on the tables of the supreme court judges have together contributed to the LGBTQ rights litigation.
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