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February 17, 2026



The Honorable Matt Lockett
Representative
Kentucky General Assembly 
Room 329 – D, Capitol Annex
702 Capitol Avenue
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

RE: TechNet opposition of HB 227

Dear Representative Lockett and Members of the Committee:

I am writing in respectful opposition to HB 227. TechNet appreciates the bill’s focus on the important goal of protecting minors online. Our member companies invest heavily in safety tools, parental controls, and age-appropriate experiences for teens. However, HB 227 would move Kentucky in a direction that is unlikely to achieve its stated goals and risks unintended consequences for privacy, innovation, and parental choice.

TechNet is the national, bipartisan network of technology CEOs and senior executives that promotes the growth of the innovation economy by advocating a targeted policy agenda at the federal and 50-state level. TechNet’s diverse membership includes 100 dynamic American businesses ranging from startups to the most iconic companies on the planet and represents five million employees and countless customers in the fields of information technology, artificial intelligence, e-commerce, the sharing and gig economies, advanced energy, transportation, cybersecurity, venture capital, and finance.

Unproven and Unreliable Age Estimation Technology
First, the bill relies on age estimation technology that is not capable of delivering the accuracy the bill demands. Age estimation tools cannot reliably distinguish between a 16-year-old and an 18-year-old user at the confidence thresholds required by HB 227. This technical limitation is why no other state has adopted a mandate requiring platforms to infer age with escalating confidence percentages. Imposing steep civil penalties and private lawsuits for failure to meet these thresholds is fundamentally unfair when the technology itself is unproven and imprecise. Laws should be grounded in what technology can realistically do, not what policymakers wish it could do.

Costly and Invasive Parental Account Requirements
Second, mandatory parental logins and separate passwords are costly, invasive, and risk undermining privacy. HB 227 would require platforms to create and maintain separate parent credentials linked to a minor’s account. Many platforms already offer robust parental supervision tools that allow parents to set time limits, manage interactions, and monitor usage — without requiring an additional login that increases data collection and security risks. These existing tools strike an important balance: they empower parents while respecting teen privacy and autonomy. Requiring a rigid, state-mandated model risks pushing families toward less regulated platforms that offer fewer protections.

Government Design Mandates Override Parental Choice
Third, the bill replaces parental choice with government-mandated design decisions. Today’s parental controls allow families to decide which features are appropriate for their teen, recognizing that maturity, family values, and needs vary widely. HB 227 instead bans entire categories of features, such as certain content curation methods or engagement tools, regardless of parental preference. How content is curated and displayed is not merely a technical choice; it is an expression of editorial judgment and speech. Government should not be dictating which lawful features an online platform may offer, particularly when parents already have the ability to make these decisions for their own children.

Restrictions on Relevant Advertising Are Misaligned with User Preferences
Fourth, the prohibition on targeted advertising is unsupported by user preferences and raises privacy concerns. Studies confirm that users prefer relevant advertising over untargeted ads. Targeted advertising often reduces irrelevant content and can limit the overall volume of ads shown. Banning this practice does not eliminate advertising; it merely makes it less relevant.

Expansive Private Litigation Will Not Improve Child Safety
Finally, the bill’s private right of action would fuel litigation without improving child safety. HB 227 invites a surge of lawsuits by allowing statutory damages, punitive damages, and fee-shifting for alleged violations regardless of whether any real-world harm occurred. This approach benefits trial lawyers, not families, and diverts resources away from investment in safety tools and compliance efforts. Enforcement of complex technology regulations should rest with the Attorney General or appropriate regulators who can exercise discretion and focus on genuine bad actors.

TechNet shares the Legislature’s commitment to protecting minors online, but HB 227 adopts a prescriptive, punitive framework that conflicts with privacy-by-design, parental empowerment, and innovation. A more effective approach would build on existing federal law, empower parents with flexible tools, and allow platforms to continue improving safety outcomes without imposing unworkable mandates and litigation risk. 

For these reasons, TechNet respectfully opposes HB 227. Thank you for considering our concerns, and please feel free to reach out if you have any questions

Sincerely,
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Katie Kelly
Executive Director, Florida and the Southeast
TechNet

CC: Members, House Small Business and Information Technology Committee
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