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L. INTRODUCTION

Defendants copied Yondr’s patented products. Now Defendants seek to avoid the
consequences of their copying by limiting the claims to just a single embodiment from the patent.
That myopic focus ignores the claims’ plain language, excludes most disclosed embodiments, and
improperly imports limitations into the claims, in violation of long-standing precedent.
Defendants arrive at their construction not through the claims’ plain language, but by speculating
on which of the disclosed embodiments could achieve what Defendants characterize as the purpose
of the patent. Defendants cannot bootstrap their mischaracterization of purpose into improperly
narrow constructions that exclude nearly every disclosed embodiment. The Court should adopt
Yondr’s constructions and apply the claims as written.

IL. ARGUMENT

A. Person of Ordinary Skill in the Art (“POSITA”)

Defendants suggest the parties’ definitions of a POSITA “are not materially different.”
(Dkt. 48 (“Reply”) at 1). But Defendants’ definition, which includes a degree in electrical
engineering, or computer science, is overly broad in view of the mechanical nature of these patents.
(Dkt. 47 (“Resp.”) at 3). Defendants refer to their “proffered” expert but submitted only a
declaration filed in an IPR that did not consider the parties’ positions here. Regardless, applying
a level of skill that focuses on “computer science” would misconstrue these patents.

B. Defendants Take an Unduly Narrow View of the Inventions’ Purpose

Defendants misread the Asserted Patents and allege there is a “core tension” and
“contradiction” within Yondr’s constructions. (Reply at 2-3). But Defendants mistakenly believe
that “enabling venues to limit users’ access” or “choos[ing] conditions for unlocking” is somehow
incompatible with Yondr’s position that unlocking does not necessarily “require third-party
intervention.” (Id. at 3). Yondr never suggests that a user may somehow decide if the

-1-
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predetermined condition is met as Defendants argue. (/d. at 4). Instead, Yondr explained that
multiple embodiments demonstrate that a user’s actions can meet a predetermined condition.

For example, one embodiment includes the predetermined condition that a user must
manually unlock a case using a magnetic detacher at an exit. (*788 Patent, 6:61-7:8, Figs. 5-6).
This predetermined condition requires an audience member to exit the viewing area and touch the
case to the detacher. (/d.) Because the user must leave the communal setting to open the case,
there is no distraction from the device in the communal setting. This embodiment does not require
the type of third-party intervention that Defendants argue is the sole approach allowed by the term
“predetermined condition.” Defendants fixate on an embodiment using an electronic transmitter.
(Dkt. 44 (“Br.”) at 5). But even there a user can choose to leave the area covered by the transmitter,
thereby unlocking the case. (’788 Patent, 7:9-44).

As Yondr explained, many different embodiments satisfy Defendants’ alleged purpose for
the patents. (Resp. at 6-8, 18 (cataloguing embodiments)). Defendants discard these
embodiments, because, in Defendants’ conclusory opinion, they would not “solve the problem
Dugoni claims to have solved.” (Reply at 3). The specification, however, indicates the opposite:
a predetermined condition can be implemented in many ways, and not just as Defendants’
programmed lock. (See, e.g., 788 Patent, 3:11-14, 6:42-51 (manual lock and key), 6:61-7:8, Figs.
5-6 (magnetic detacher)). Defendants accuse Yondr of attempting “to read the concept of
satisfying a predetermined condition out of the claims.” (Reply at4). Not so. As discussed below,
Yondr gives “predetermined condition” its plain and ordinary meaning, which is entirely consistent
with the specification. (/nfra § ILE.1). Yondr’s expert confirms that meeting “a predetermined

condition associated with a geographic region” (Dkt. 47-3 (Smith Declaration) 9 23-32) gives
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effect to the “predetermined condition” limitation. The specification describes multiple ways to
meet the condition, such as a user exiting the venue and using a detacher at the exit.

Defendants suggest they are merely “read[ing] and interpret[ing] the claims in light of the
... the intrinsic record.” (Reply at 2). But if that were the case, Defendants would not arbitrarily
exclude embodiments that the specification discloses are within the claims’ plain meaning. Indeed,
the premise of Defendants’ argument is flawed because, “[a]bsent a clear disclaimer of particular
subject matter, the fact that the inventor may have anticipated that the invention would be used in
a particular way does not mean that the scope of the patent is limited to that context.” Northrop
Grumman Corp. v. Intel Corp., 325 F.3d 1346, 1355 (Fed. Cir. 2003).

Defendants recognize that the specification’s “clear statements of scope” may “determine[ ]
the correct claim construction.” (Reply at 2 (quoting Teleflex, Inc. v. Ficosa N. Am. Corp., 299
F.3d 1313, 1324-25 (Fed. Cir. 2002))). But lexicography or disclaimer requires clear and
unambiguous evidence of the patentee’s intent to narrow the claims. Thorner v. Sony Comput.
Ent. Am. LLC, 669 F.3d 1362, 1365-67 (Fed. Cir. 2012); see also Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d
1303, 1316 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (en banc). Defendants’ vague arguments about purpose do not meet
this exacting standard. Defendants’ constructions improperly exclude embodiments within the
claims’ plain meaning; Yondr’s constructions are consistent with the specification.

C. “Locking Means ...”; “Means for Unlocking ...” (788 Patent Claim 3)
1. Function

Defendants’ means-plus-function arguments regarding function focus on the “locking
means.” The claim itself makes clear that the function of the “locking means” is “for at least
partially securing the opening.” (emphasis added). But Defendants assert that the function of the
“locking means” must also include “so that the user is unable to access his own mobile electronic
device contained therein until a predetermined condition is met.” (Reply at4). Defendants suggest

3
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this limitation “is a direct quote from claim language.” (/d.). But, as Yondr previously explained
(Resp. at 5-6), that language is not part of the means-plus-function limitation and instead is (1) a
separate limitation that is (2) recited before the “locking means” limitation.

Defendants’ proposed function is contrary to the legally presumed approach used with
means-plus-function terms: that “means for” invokes means-plus-function claiming, “and is
typically followed by the recited function.” Lockheed Martin Corp. v. Space Sys./Loral, Inc., 324
F.3d 1308, 1319 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (first emphasis added); Micro Chem., Inc. v. Great Plains Chem.
Co., Inc., 194 F.3d 1250, 1258 (Fed. Cir. 1999) (“the properly identified function” is “signaled by

299

the preposition ‘for’”). The claims here follow that typical approach, and use “means for” to signal
the properly identified function: “locking means for at least partially securing the opening.”
(’788 Patent cl. 3 (emphasis added)). Defendants’ construction improperly seeks to change the
function of the locking means using a preceding limitation related to the case’s structure. See
Nonwovens Simsonville, Inc. v. Superior Nonwovens, LLC, 303 F.3d 1332, 1344 (Fed. Cir. 2002)
(rejecting function identified in “a separate limitation not subject to section 112, paragraph 6)
(emphasis added). Importing an extraneous function is wrong, whether it comes from a prior
limitation or from the specification (as in Creo Products, Inc. v. Presstek, Inc. (Reply at 4 n.3)).

Accordingly, the function of “locking means” is “at least partially securing the opening.”

2. Structure

The specification identifies and links many structures to the function for a locking means
and means for unlocking. Defendants dislike the specification, and argue the structures for
“locking means ...” and “means for unlocking” must exclude certain disclosed structures because,
in Defendants’ view, such structures do “not accomplish the expressly claimed function.” (Reply
at 5). Defendants are wrong for many reasons. First, Defendants rely on their erroneous
understanding of the claimed function (supra § I1.B), which “can improperly alter the identification

4-
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of structure in the specification” (Micro Chem., 194 F.3d at 1258). Second, even if Defendants’
function was correct, Defendants still do not explain why the structures disclosed in the
specification as involving a “predetermined condition” should be excluded from the claims’ scope.
(Supra § 11.B; Resp. at 5-7). Third, the specification links structures excluded by Defendants to
this limitation’s function. (See, e.g., *788 Patent, 6:38-43 (“the case may be outfitted with locking
means 114 comprising a manual, key-operated latch wherein means for unlocking comprise a
corresponding key.”)).

As Yondr explained, dependent claims 5 and 6 add a structure that can receive a signal
from a transmitter, which Defendants argue is already required by independent claim 3. (Resp. at
8). The dependent claims add the ability to receive “instructions” or a “signal” from a transmitter,
exactly the type of narrowed structure that Defendants seek to read into the corresponding
independent claim. That this added structure may include a “specific structure for the locking
means—female and male plate” (Reply at 5) does not make claim differentiation any less relevant.
Defendants also gratuitously assert an “electronic key” (Reply at 5) is within the claims’ scope,
though that term is not mentioned in the specification (or Yondr’s brief). In contrast, Defendants’
construction incorrectly excludes structures that the specification actually discloses to perform the
claimed function. (Resp. at 5-8 (cataloguing embodiments)). Only Yondr’s constructions reflect
the structures disclosed in the specification to perform the claimed function. The Court should
adopt Yondr’s constructions for “locking means ...” and “means for unlocking.”

D. “Configured to Unlock to Enable Access ...” (078 Patent Claims 1, 9)

Yondr’s Response explained that “configured to”” needs no construction, but if the Court

found it necessary “to provide alternative words, the common interpretation is ‘designed to’ or

299

‘made to.”” (Resp. at 12). Defendants appear to agree. (See Reply at 6 (expanding proposed

construction to include “designed to” or “made to”). Defendants acknowledge that “the Federal

-5-
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Circuit has treated terms like ‘configured to,” ‘made to,” and ‘designed to” as synonymous.” (Reply
at 7 (citing Aspex Eyewear, Inc. v. Marchon Eyewear, Inc., 672 F.3d 1335, 1349 (Fed. Cir. 2012))).

Defendants make no attempt to explain why their “programmed to” construction is the only
way to address their belief that “Dugoni’s self-defined problem requires linking unlocking to
meeting a predetermined condition.” (Reply at 6). Instead, Defendants cherry pick language from
the specification to argue that a lock “configured to unlock™ requires being “programmed to”
unlock. (Reply at 6-7). Defendants, however, cite only exemplary embodiments, and none limit
the scope of “configured to” solely to “programmed to.” (Id. at 6-7 (citing 078 Patent, 2:65 (“For
example ...”), 3:5 (“Alternatively ...”), 3:10 (“In an embodiment ...”), 3:23 (“In still another
embodiment ...”), 4:32 (“One embodiment ...”))). Other embodiments, which Defendants ignore,
are likewise configured to unlock to enable access in accordance with a predetermined condition
without programming or computer-based implementations. (See, e.g., 078 Patent, 3:7-10, 6:38-
47, 6:54-7:4, Figs. 5-6; Resp. at 10-11). Defendants also argue that Yondr does not explain “how
the claimed apparatus is ‘configured’ to open.” (Reply at 6). But examples from the specification
include the claimed lock configured to mechanically open. (See, e.g., 078 Patent, 3:7-10, 6:38-
47, 6:54-7:4, Figs. 5-6; Resp. at 10-11).

Defendants argue that a claim need not cover all disclosed embodiments. (Reply at 7).
The issue, however, is that the claim terms here plainly do include certain embodiments within
their scope, e.g., the embodiments that Defendants copied from Figures 1-6. (Resp. at 10-11).
Defendants rewrite the claim language with a transparent attempt to concoct a non-infringement
defense by limiting the claims to just the embodiment from the specification that is “programmed.”
But, unless there is lexicography or disclaimer (which Defendants do not allege exists), the Court

does “not read limitations from the embodiments in the specification into the claims.” Hill-Rom

10 Yondr EX2016
Be Smarter, et al. v. Yondr - PGR2025-00070



Case 1:24-cv-01326-ADA  Document 49  Filed 07/25/25 Page 11 of 16

Services, Inc. v. Stryker Corp., 755 F.3d 1367, 1372-73 (Fed. Cir. 2014); Phillips, 415 F.3d at
1323; Thorner, 669 F.3d at 1365-66.

Claim differentiation further undermines Defendants’ arguments. Defendants initially
argued that the claims required unlocking via “RFID” or “wireless instructions.” (Br. at 11). But
dependent claims add those limitations. (Resp. at 9-10). Now Defendants argue claim
differentiation should not weigh against them because the dependent claims include additional
features, such as a “microprocessor.” (Reply at 7-8). But a microprocessor is what is programmed,
and therefore claim differentiation further supports that the independent claim is not limited to
“programmed” embodiments. Claim differentiation strongly supports rejecting Defendants’
construction.

E. “Predetermined Condition” (’788 Patent Claims 3, 7-8; *078 Patent Claims 1-

2,9-10, 15, 19) & “Until a Predetermined Condition Is Met”/“Based on a

Predetermined Condition”/“In Accordance with a Predetermined Condition”
(’788 Patent Claim 3; ’078 Patent Claims 1, 9, 15)

1. Defendants’ Proposed Constructions Are Incorrect

“Predetermined condition” has a plain meaning that is consistent with the different
embodiments disclosed in the specification. (Resp. at 13). Defendants, however, fall back on their
incorrect understanding of the purpose of the Asserted Patents, and suggest the claims must be
narrowed to exclude many of those disclosed predetermined conditions. (Supra § IL.B).
Defendants suggest that “Yondr appears to agree with or concede the role of the predetermined
condition.” (Reply at 8). As Yondr’s Response explained (and Defendants cite), the benefits and
function of the claim as a whole cannot be imposed on any single claim element. (Reply at 8
(citing Resp. at 13)). Defendants argue that Yondr’s explanation that the different elements work
together, and not in isolation, “vitiates the core concept of the invention.” (Reply at 8). Again,

the alleged “inventive concept” is Defendants’ gloss on the patents’ disclosure. But Defendants’
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gloss conflicts with the actual embodiments in the specification. And the claims themselves
already explain the limitations’ relationship to one another.

Defendants’ cited cases do not support their argument. Free Stream Medica Corp. v.
Alphonso Inc. rejected a construction for a term (“communication session’) that conflicted with
the specification and read language (“session”) out of the claims. 996 F.3d 1355, 1366-67 (Fed.
Cir. 2021). Aspex Eyewear likewise rejected a construction for a term (“rearwardly directed free
end”) that read a word (“free”) out of the claim. 672 F.3d at 1348. But Yondr’s proposed
construction, in contrast, applies the claims’ plain meaning consistent with the specification.
(Resp. at 13). Defendants err by seeking to alter the claim language in a way that conflicts with
the specification, the very errors in Free Stream and Aspex Eyewear.

Defendants assert that Yondr “vitiat[es] any meaningful limitations.” (Reply at 8). But
Defendants’ argument is premised on their incorrect view of the claimed inventions’ purpose.
(Supra § 11.B). The specification makes clear that Defendants’ arguments about the inventions’
scope is wrong. (Resp. at 13, 15-16). Indeed, Defendants do not even identify the allegedly
vitiated claim language. Courts routinely, and correctly, adopt plain and ordinary meaning
constructions when the claim involves the “application of the widely accepted meaning of
commonly understood words.” Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1314. There is no need for Defendants’
twenty-plus word definition when the claim uses two easily understood words.

Defendants argue that Yondr’s constructions would allow “[t]he user [to] unilaterally
decide when the condition is met.” (Reply at 9). Defendants incorrectly assert there is some
inconsistency between a pouch remaining locked “until the predetermined condition is met” and a
user “decid[ing] to meet a predetermined condition.” (Reply at 9). But, as discussed, the

specification confirms there is no inconsistency. (Supra § I11.B; Resp. at 15-16). Yondr’s Response
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illustrated this distinction using an example, taken from the specification, of a user moving to a
venue’s exit. (Resp. at 16). That the user might meet the condition (e.g., by walking to the venue’s
exit) does not change the predetermined condition required for unlocking. (Resp. at 15-16). This
provides a benefit sought by the Asserted Patents because the user is no longer in the location
where limited mobile device access is desired or needed. (/d.; 788 Patent, 7:29-44). And while
Defendants improperly discuss infringement, speculating that Yondr proposes the plain and
ordinary meaning to “avoid ... proving divided infringement” (Reply at 9 n.4), it is unclear how
Defendants believe these claims would give rise to divided infringement. Regardless, courts
construe claims without regard to infringement. Jurgens v. McKasy, 927 F.3d 1552, 1560 (Fed.
Cir. 1991). Accordingly, the Court should reject Defendants’ constructions.
2. Defendants’ Subject Matter Eligibility Arguments Are Misplaced

Defendants’ subject matter eligibility arguments (Reply at 10-11) are irrelevant to claim
construction. Defendants originally asserted an “abstract idea” argument. (Br. at 17). But
authority related “to abstract ideas for performing functions using generic computer components”
has little relevance here. See US Synthetic Corp. v. Int’l Trade Comm’'n, 128 F.4th 1272, 1284
(Fed. Cir. 2025) (reversing § 101 holding for composition of matter claim). Defendants now
abandon the abstract idea theory and cite American Axle & Mfg., Inc. v. Neapco Holdings, LLC,
967 F.3d 1285, 1304 (Fed. Cir. 2020) (cited by Reply at 10-11 n.5). But American Axle involved
a method that embodied a law of nature (“Hooke’s law”), not an abstract idea. Id. Defendants
cannot seriously contend that limiting cell phone use is a law of nature outside of § 101.

F. “A Predetermined Condition Associated with a Geographic Region” (078
Patent Claims 1, 9, 15)

Defendants initially argued that “associated with” had the same meaning as “is ... outside”

based on a double patenting rejection. (Br. at 20). Once Yondr pointed out that Defendants
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mischaracterized the prosecution history and that the Examiner withdrew the double patenting
rejection, Defendants reversed course. (Reply at 10). Defendants now argue that “associated with”
has a different meaning and caused the withdrawal of the double patenting rejection. (/d.). This
new position likewise does not support Defendants’ indefiniteness argument.

As Yondr explained in its Response (Resp. at 17-19), a POSITA would have understood
the meaning of “associated with a geographic region” with reasonable certainty at least based on
the examples in the specification. BASF Corp. v. Johnson Matthey Inc., 875 F.3d 1360, 1367-68
(Fed. Cir. 2017). Defendants do not meaningfully rebut Yondr’s authority or provide authority for
their incorrect in haec verba requirement. Presidio Components, Inc. v. Am. Tech. Ceramics
Corp., 875 F.3d 1369, 1376 (Fed. Cir. 2017). Instead of arguments and evidence, Defendants just
ask questions. (Reply at 10). But those questions deal with infringement, a factual issue reserved
for the jury, and not the meaning of the claims, the issue at hand. And for the claims’ meaning,
Yondr’s expert explained that a POSITA would have understood the examples fall within the scope
of “associated with a geographic region” and shed light on its scope. (Resp. at 17-19; Dkt. 47-3
(Smith Declaration) 99 23-32). Defendants offer only attorney argument, and do not rebut Yondr’s
expert’s testimony. Defendants do not even identify the alleged ambiguity, much less explain how
such alleged ambiguity is relevant to their infringement. Accordingly, “associated with a
geographic region” is sufficiently definite, and the plain language needs no further construction.

III. CONCLUSION

Defendants’ continued mischaracterization of the “purpose” of the claimed inventions is
conclusory and inconsistent with the specification and claim language. Defendants cannot limit

the claims to a single embodiment. The Court should adopt Yondr’s constructions.
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ment, the apparatus may be a case sized to receive a mobile
electronic device, the case having a locking means to at least
partially secure an opening thereof. When engaged, the
locking means may be physically impenetrable by the user
of the mobile electronic device and may further be config-
ured to engage and disengage in the presence of one or more
pre-determined conditions. For example, the lock may
engage when the case is detected within a certain geographi-
cal region or even during a specified time. It is contemplated
that providing disclosed systems and apparatuses may
reduce undesirable behavior at communal events by elimi-
nating distractions posed by mobile electronic devices and
preventing unauthorized recordings, which together may
enhance overall engagement at and enjoyment of such
events.
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1
SYSTEM AND APPARATUS FOR
SELECTIVELY LIMITING USER CONTROL
OF AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

Pursuant to 35 USC 119, this application claims the right
of priority to Provisional Patent Application Ser. No. 61/982,

789 filed on Apr. 22, 2014. The content of said application !

is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety.
GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
Not applicable.

STATEMENT RE. FEDERALLY SPONSORED
RESEARCH/DEVELOPMENT

Not applicable.

COPYRIGHT & TRADEMARK NOTICES

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document may
contain material that is subject to copyright protection. This
patent document may show and/or describe matter that is or
may become trade dress of the owner. The copyright and
trade dress owner has no objection to the facsimile repro-
duction by any one of the patent document or the patent
disclosure, as it appears in the Patent and Trademark Office
patent files or records, but otherwise reserves all copyrights
and trade dress rights whatsoever.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The disclosed subject matter relates generally to systems
and apparatuses for limiting functionality of personal elec-
tronic devices and, more particularly, to locking cases and
other techniques that selectively limit a user’s ability to
access and control such electronic devices until predeter-
mined conditions, such as geographic location and passage
of time, are met.

BACKGROUND

Handheld and mobile electronic devices have become
ubiquitous for conveniently enhancing wireless communi-
cation and connectivity. Still, the extent of their pervasive
use has also proven to be unwelcome in certain settings.

In many instances, mobile electronic devices can distract
users from appreciating their surroundings and company of
others to a full extent. For example, many who bring their
mobile electronic devices, such as cell phones, to social
outings may find themselves foregoing live conversation to
check their phones for text messages, missed calls, and other
virtual communications. Additionally, as photo and video
recording capabilities have improved, users have increas-
ingly taken to using their mobile electronic devices to record
performers, speakers, and even athletes at live events. This
can be distracting to the performers and to others in the
audience, detracting from overall enjoyment of the event.
Indeed, this can even be harmful to the intellectual property
rights of performers whose copyrighted or otherwise valu-
able and legally protectable displays and performances are
digitally recorded and distributed without authorization.

Attempts have been made to limit use of mobile electronic
devices. For example, U.S. Pat. No. 7,181,229 to Singh et al.

15

20

35

45

65

24

2

discloses a system that, in part, shuts off a cell phone and
prevents a user from turning the cell phone on while it is
within a restricted area, such as a car. This solution is
deficient however, because it completely prevents users
from being notified of any incoming calls or messages that
may require the user’s attention. The ’229 patent further
discloses a system that limits cell phone function when it is
detected within an automobile. Aside from the geographi-
cally limited application of this invention, it is also deficient
because it fails to blocks the screen to diminish possible
temptation to use the device.

Other attempts to discourage use of mobile electronic
devices at communal events and in certain venues have been
largely ineffective. For example, providing signs and
instructions to refrain from using mobile electronic devices
in certain areas and/or during specified time periods are
often ignored. Moreover, requiring people to leave mobile
electronic devices at home, turn them off, or to physically
turn them over to venue staff for the duration of an event is
often met with resistance. This may be because users prefer
not to be separated from their valuable personal property,
fearing theft of their devices and electronically stored infor-
mation, and even the risk of missing important messages or
other notifications.

Thus, although various proposals have been made to solve
the problem, none of those in existence combine the char-
acteristics of the present invention. Therefore, there remains
a need for a system and apparatus that selectively limits
access to and/or disables functions of a mobile electronic
device.

SUMMARY

The present disclosure is directed to techniques for lim-
iting access to and control of personal mobile electronic
devices within certain geographic locations or even during
specified periods of time.

For purposes of summarizing, certain aspects, advantages,
and novel features have been described. It is to be under-
stood that not all such advantages may be achieved in
accordance with any one particular embodiment. Thus, the
disclosed subject matter may be embodied or carried out in
a manner that achieves or optimizes one advantage or group
of advantages without achieving all advantages as may be
taught or suggested.

In one embodiment, among others, the apparatus is a case
sized to accommodate a mobile electronic device. More
particularly, the case may comprise a front and a rear panel
secured together along longitudinally opposed side edges
and laterally opposed lower edges. Configured in this man-
ner, the front and rear panels and sealed edges may define an
opening to receive the mobile electronic device.

The case may additionally comprise a locking means for
at least partially securing the opening. The locking means
may comprise opposing plates disposed on or within the
front and rear panels of the case. More particularly, opposing
plates respectively having securably mateable female and a
male members are contemplated. It is additionally contem-
plated that the locking means may first render the electronic
device inaccessible to the user, or in other words possessor,
of the device and second be non-disengageable by the user
of the mobile electronic device until predetermined condi-
tion is met. In other words, when engaged, the locking
means may be physically impenetrable by the user of the
mobile electronic device and may further be configured to
disengage to provide the user with access to his or her
mobile electronic device only under certain circumstances.
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For example, predetermined condition may relate to geo-
graphic location or timing. Indeed, in one embodiment, the
case may be used to render a mobile electronic device
inaccessible during a communal event such as a show,
demonstration, display, or athletic competition within a
concert hall, center, arena, or similar venue. In such sce-
narios, the locking means may only become disengageable
if a user leaves the venue. Alternatively, the locking means
may only become disengageable at such a time as the
communal event is completed. As yet another alternative,
the locking means may become disengageable when a user
locates venue staff who are equipped to physically disengage
the locking means on their behalf.

In an embodiment, the locking means may be remotely
engageable and disengageable. The locking means may be
equipped with electronic receivers such as a radio frequency
identification (RFID) configured to instruct the locking
means to alternatively engage and disengage when it
receives a signal from a proximity transmitter indicating that
the case has respectively entered and exited defined geo-
graphical region. Thus, for example, the locking means may
receive instructions to lock the device when it is located
within an audience seating area of a venue or concert hall.
Then, the locking device may receive instructions to unlock
the device when it is located outside of the audience area of
a venue or concert hall.

In still another embodiment, the locking device may be
equipped with a microprocessor configured to receive Blu-
etooth™ or other wireless data signals from a beacon or
transmitter within a defined perimeter. Thus, for example,
receipt of a wireless data signal may cause the locking
means on the case to engage so that it restricts access to the
mobile electronic device housed within the case. In other
examples, the absence of a wireless data signal may cause
the locking device to engage.

It is contemplated that providing disclosed systems and
apparatuses according to the disclosure and claims provided
below may reduce undesirable behavior at communal events
by eliminating distractions posed by mobile electronic
devices and preventing unauthorized recordings, which
together may enhance overall engagement at and enjoyment
of such events.

Thus, it is an object of the invention to eliminate distrac-
tions caused by use of mobile electronic devices at commu-
nal events.

It is another object of the invention to prevent users from
controlling their mobile electronic devices within certain
locations.

It is yet another object of the invention to prevent users
from controlling their mobile electronic devices during
certain periods of time.

It is still another object of the invention to avoid possible
infringement of intellectual property rights caused by unau-
thorized use of recording features available on many mobile
electronic devices.

It is another object of the invention to protect personal
privacy of those surrounding users of mobile electronic
devices at communal events by preventing such users from
photographing and recording them, and even further pre-
venting such users from sharing any impermissibly captured
photos and recordings.

One or more of the above-disclosed embodiments, in
addition to certain alternatives, are provided in further detail
below with reference to the attached figures. The disclosed
subject matter is not, however, limited to any particular
embodiment disclosed.

45
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a perspective view of an embodiment of the case
for selectively limiting user control of an electronic device.

FIG. 2 is an alternate perspective view of an embodiment
of the case for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device.

FIG. 3 is a skeletal view of an embodiment of the case for
selectively limiting user control of an electronic device.

FIG. 4 illustrates an embodiment of means for locking the
embodiment of the case for selectively limiting user control
of an electronic device in FIGS. 1-3.

FIGS. 5 and 6 show an embodiment of means for unlock-
ing an embodiment of the case for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device.

FIG. 7 is a schematic representation of an embodiment of
the system for selectively limiting user control of an elec-
tronic device.

FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary embodiment of a mobile
electronic device practicing an embodiment of the system
for selectively limiting user control of the electronic device.

The disclosed embodiments may be better understood by
referring to the figures in the attached drawings, as provided
below. The attached figures are provided as non-limiting
examples for providing an enabling description of the sys-
tem and apparatus claimed. Attention is called to the fact,
however, that the appended drawings illustrate only typical
embodiments of this invention and are therefore not to be
considered as limiting of its scope. One skilled in the art will
understand that the invention may be practiced without some
of the details included in order to provide a thorough
enabling description of such embodiments. Well-known
structures and functions have not been shown or described
in detail to avoid unnecessarily obscuring the description of
the embodiments.

One embodiment of the invention is implemented as a
program product for use with a computer system. The
program(s) of the program product defines functions of the
embodiments (including the methods described herein) and
can be contained on a variety of computer-readable storage
media. Illustrative computer-readable storage media
include, but are not limited to: (i) non-writable storage
media (e.g., read-only memory devices within a computer
such as CD-ROM disks readable by a CD-ROM drive) on
which information is permanently stored; (ii) writable stor-
age media (e.g., floppy disks within a diskette drive or
hard-disk drive) on which alterable information is stored.
Such computer-readable storage media, when carrying com-
puter-readable instructions that direct the functions of the
present invention, are embodiments of the present invention.
Other media include communications media through which
information is conveyed to a computer, such as through a
computer or telephone network, including wireless commu-
nications networks. The latter embodiment specifically
includes transmitting information to/from the Internet and
other networks. Such communications media, when carrying
computer-readable instructions that direct the functions of
the present invention, are embodiments of the present inven-
tion. Broadly, computer-readable storage media and com-
munications media may be referred to herein as computer-
readable media.

In general, the routines executed to implement the
embodiments of the invention, may be part of an operating
system or a specific application, component, program, mod-
ule, object, or sequence of instructions. The computer pro-
gram of the present invention typically is comprised of a
multitude of instructions that will be translated by the native
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computer into a machine-readable format and hence execut-
able instructions. Also, programs are comprised of variables
and data structures that either reside locally to the program
or are found in memory or on storage devices. In addition,
various programs described hereinafter may be identified
based upon the application for which they are implemented
in a specific embodiment of the invention. However, it
should be appreciated that any particular program nomen-
clature that follows is used merely for convenience, and thus
the invention should not be limited to use solely in any
specific application identified and/or implied by such
nomenclature.

For simplicity and clarity of illustration, the drawing
figures illustrate the general manner of construction, and
descriptions and details of well-known features and tech-
niques may be omitted to avoid unnecessarily obscuring the
invention. Additionally, elements in the drawing figures are
not necessarily drawn to scale. For example, the dimensions
of some of the elements in the figures may be exaggerated
relative to other elements to help improve understanding of
embodiments of the present invention. The same reference
numerals in different figures denote the same elements.

The terms “first,” “second,” “third,” “fourth,” and the like
in the description and in the claims, if any, are used for
distinguishing between similar elements and not necessarily
for describing a particular sequential or chronological order.
It is to be understood that the terms so used are interchange-
able under appropriate circumstances such that the embodi-
ments described herein are, for example, capable of opera-
tion in sequences other than those illustrated or otherwise
described herein. Furthermore, the terms “include,” and
“have,” and any variations thereof, are intended to cover a
non-exclusive inclusion, such that a process, method, sys-
tem, article, device, or apparatus that comprises a list of
elements is not necessarily limited to those elements, but
may include other elements not expressly listed or inherent
to such process, method, system, article, device, or appara-
tus.

The terms “couple,” “coupled,” “couples,” “coupling,”
and the like should be broadly understood and refer to
connecting two or more elements or signals, electrically,
mechanically or otherwise. Two or more electrical elements
may be electrically coupled, but not mechanically or other-
wise coupled; two or more mechanical elements may be
mechanically coupled, but not electrically or otherwise
coupled; two or more electrical elements may be mechani-
cally coupled, but not electrically or otherwise coupled.
Coupling (whether mechanical, electrical, or otherwise) may
be for any length of time, e.g., permanent or semi-permanent
or only for an instant.

» <« » <«

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Having summarized various aspects of the present dis-
closure, reference will now be made in detail to that which
is illustrated in the drawings. While the disclosure will be
described in connection with these drawings, there is no
intent to limit it to the embodiment or embodiments dis-
closed herein. Rather, the intent is to cover all alternatives,
modifications and equivalents included within the spirit and
scope of the disclosure as defined by the appended claims.

With reference to FIGS. 1-4 the apparatus for selectively
limiting user control of an electronic device may be embod-
ied as a case 100 sized to accommodate a mobile electronic
device 102. More particularly, the case may comprise a front
104 and a rear panel 106 secured together along longitudi-
nally opposed side edges 108 and laterally opposed lower

50
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edges 110. The lower edges 110 may be secured by perma-
nently stitching or gluing together, while the side edges 108
may be stitched or glued upward from the lower toward an
opening 112 that is defined by the front and rear panels 104,
106 and permanently secured edges 108, 110 and further
sized to receive the mobile electronic device 102.

As illustrated, one embodiment of the apparatus may be
a soft, flexible case. It may comprise various rugged mate-
rials such as neoprene, lycra, silicone rubber, spandex, vinyl,
canvas, and any other material or combinations of materials
sufficient to temporarily house a mobile electronic device.
Additionally, various other configurations are contemplated
for the shape of the apparatus as well. For example, the
invention may comprise a rigid shell or box having a
securable. opening to receive a mobile electronic device. As
such, one skilled in the art will recognize that the illustrated
figures are offered by way of example and ease of under-
standing only, not of limitation.

The apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device further comprises a locking means 114 for
at least partially securing the opening 112 so the mobile
electronic device 102 is may be rendered inaccessible to and
further incontrollable by the user of the device although it
may still remain in his possession.

In one embodiment, the locking means 114 comprises
opposing plates disposed on or within the front and rear
panels 106, 108 of the case 100, and to effect locking, each
opposing plate has one of a securably mateable female 114a
and male 1145 member. Other locking means are, of course,
contemplated. For example, magnetic plates, selectively
releasable mesh, lockable zippers, and other means for at
least partially securing the opening 112 may be sufficient to
practice the invention. In this manner, the locking means 114
may first render the electronic device 102 inaccessible to the
user by at least partially securing the opening 112 of the
device, and second be non-disengageable by the user of the
mobile electronic device until a predetermined condition is
met.

One or more embodiments of the case 100 may be
configured to selectively limit access to a mobile electronic
device 102 in response to various predetermined conditions.
In one embodiment, the case may be outfitted with locking
means 114 comprising a manual, key-operated latch wherein
means for unlocking comprise a corresponding key. In such
an embodiment, the case 100 may be manually locked or
unlocked by venue staff or other members in possession of
such a key. Thus, the system for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device may involve a predetermined
condition requiring the user of the electronic device 102 to
locate venue staff or other members in possession of the key
to manually unlock the case 100 on user’s behalf.

With reference to FIGS. 5 and 6, the system 500 for
selectively limiting user control of an electronic device may
comprise a locking means 114 having electronic receivers,
such as a radio frequency identification (RFID) tag and
means for unlocking the case 100 comprising an electronic
article surveillance (EAS) detacher 502 for separating the
mating portions of the locking means 114. The EAS detacher
502 may be, for example, any of those known in the to
contain strong magnets that interrupt electromagnetic fields
such as those in the range of radio frequencies. Thus, in one
embodiment represented by FIG. 5, the at least partially
secured locking means 114 may be touched to the EAS
detacher 502 so that any electromagnetic fields enabling the
locking means 114 to remain secured are interrupted. This,
in turn, may allow the locking means 114 to become
unsecured and further exposes the mobile electronic device
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102 within the case as in FIG. 6. In such an embodiment, it
is contemplated that the predetermined condition involves
locating an EAS detacher. In the event that the system and
apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an elec-
tronic device is employed to reduce distractions at a com-
munal event, such means for unlocking the case may be
placed out side of any audience viewing area or even at
venue exit ways.

The means for unlocking the case may also operate
remotely to cause the case to automatically lock and unlock.
For example, in one embodiment, the locking means may
automatically lock and unlock when the case is determined
to be, respectively, within and outside of a defined geo-
graphical region. For example, with reference to FIG. 7,
another embodiment of the system may comprise locking
means 114 having electronic receivers such as the afore-
mentioned RFID tag disposed therein and further configured
to instruct the locking means to alternatively engage and
disengage when it receives a signal from a proximity trans-
mitter 702. Thus, for example, the locking means may
receive instructions to lock the device when it is located in
100a the geographical region 704 within reach of the
transmitter 702. Then, the locking means 114 may receive
instructions to unlock the device when it is located outside
10056 of the geographical region 704 within reach of the
transmitter 702. In such an embodiment, it is contemplated
that the predetermined condition requires a user to exit a
geographical region to regain access and control of his or her
mobile electronic device. As a more particularized example,
a transmitter signal may be configured to cover the geo-
graphical region of an audience seating area at a venue
hosting a communal event. When within the audience seat-
ing area, the case 100a may remain secured so that a user is
unable to access or control the mobile electronic device
contained therein. However, when the case 1005 travels
outside of the audience seating area, such as to a foyer,
lobby, or restroom, the locking means 114 may become
unsecured to provide access to the mobile electronic device.
It should be understood that such a limitation is offered by
way of example only. The transmitter signal may be con-
figured to cover any desirable area, and indeed a plurality of
transmitters 702 may even be employed to enlarge or
otherwise define the geographical region affecting access
and control of the mobile electronic device.

In still another embodiment, the locking device may be
equipped with a microprocessor configured to receive Blu-
etooth™ or other wireless data signals from a beacon or
transmitter within a defined perimeter. Thus, for example,
receipt of a wireless data signal may cause the locking
means on the case to engage so that it restricts access to the
mobile electronic device housed within the case. In other
examples, the absence of a wireless data signal may cause
the locking device to engage.

In addition to geographical proximity to electromagnetic
and other wireless data signals, the predetermined condition
may also or alternatively relate to the passage of time. For
example, the locking means may automatically become
unsecured at the time that a communal event is scheduled to
end or even during intermissions. Thus a transmitter may
produce a signal causing the locking means to remain
secured for a period of time. When the period of time
elapses, the transmitter may stop producing the signal so that
the locking means becomes unsecured. Of course, various
other predetermined conditions and means for unlocking
may signal or prompt the release of the locking means, and
the foregoing are offered only for the purpose of enabling the
system and apparatus. In any event, when engaged, the
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locking means may be physically impenetrable by the user
of the mobile electronic device and may further be config-
ured to automatically or manually disengage to provide the
user with access to his or her mobile electronic device only
under certain circumstances.

In still another embodiment, the mobile electronic device
102 itself includes an embodiment of the system for selec-
tively limiting user control of an electronic device. The
system can be implemented in numerous ways such as, for
example and without limitation, those discussed above, and
even as an application executed on the mobile electronic
device 102. In operation, an embodiment of the system
receives information from integrated positioning technol-
ogy, such Global Position Systems (GPS) to selectively limit
auser’s ability to control his or her mobile electronic device.
Of course, one skilled in the art will recognize that various
methods of determining the location of a mobile electronic
device can be used.

In a further embodiment, a geofence may be created
around a venue for a communal event, or other location
where it may be desirable to limit use of a mobile electronic
device, so that the system automatically disables certain
functional capabilities of the mobile electronic device 102
any time the device comes within a predetermined distance
of the venue or other location. For example, a mobile
electronic device within the geofence may be rendered
incapable of sending or receiving voice and/or text mes-
sages. As another example, a mobile electronic device
within the geofence may be incapable of running applica-
tions or other programs operative to capture audio and/or
visual recordings. As yet another example, a mobile elec-
tronic device within the geofence may be rendered incapable
of receiving or transmitting data through the Internet and
other networks.

FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary embodiment of a mobile
electronic device 102 that may be compatible with one or
more embodiments of the disclosed system and apparatus.
The mobile electronic device 102 may be a cell phone, smart
phone, or tablet computer but may also be embodied in any
one of a wide variety of wired and/or wireless computing
devices. As shown in FIG. 8, mobile electronic device 102
includes a processing device (processor) 802, input/output
interfaces 804, a display 806, a touchscreen interface 808, a
network interface 810, memory 812, and operating system
814, a mass storage 816 and a GPS 818, with each com-
municating across a local data bus 820. Additionally, mobile
electronic device 802 incorporates a system for selectively
limiting user control of an electronic device 102, which may
optionally be configured to include programming instruc-
tions to selectively disable any of the aforementioned fea-
tures of the mobile electronic device 102. For example, in
one embodiment, the system for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device 102 may communicate
instructions to disable input/output interfaces 804

The processing device 802 may include any custom made
or commercially available processor, a central processing
unit (CPU) or an auxiliary processor among several proces-
sors associated with the mobile electronic device 102, a
semiconductor based microprocessor (in the form of a
microchip), a macroprocessor, one or more application spe-
cific integrated circuits (ASICs), a plurality of suitably
configured digital logic gates, and other electrical configu-
rations comprising discrete elements both individually and
in various combinations to coordinate the overall operation
of the system.

The memory 812 can include any one of a combination of
volatile memory elements (e.g., random-access memory
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(RAM, such as DRAM, and SRAM, etc.)) and nonvolatile
memory elements. The memory typically comprises native
operating system 814, one or more native applications,
emulation systems, or emulated applications for any of a
variety of operating systems and/or emulated hardware
platforms, emulated operating systems, etc. For example, the
applications may include application specific software
which may comprise some or all the components of the
mobile electronic device 102. In accordance with such
embodiments, the components are stored in memory and
executed by the processing device. Note that although
depicted separately in FIG. 8, the system selectively limiting
user control of an electronic device 102 may be resident in
memory such as memory 812.

Touchscreen interface 808 may configured to detect con-
tact within the display area of the display 806 and provides
such functionality as on-screen buttons, menus, keyboards,
etc. that allows users to navigate user interfaces by touch.
Some embodiment of the mobile electronic device 102 will
even comprise GPS 818 or other means to determine the
location of the mobile electronic device 102.

One of ordinary skill in the art will appreciate that the
memory 814 can, and typically will, comprise other com-
ponents that have been omitted for purposes of brevity. Note
that in the context of this disclosure, a non-transitory com-
puter-readable medium stores one or more programs for use
by or in connection with an instruction execution system,
apparatus, or device. With further reference to FIG. 8,
network interface device 810 comprises various components
used to transmit and/or receive data over a networked
environment. When such components are embodied as an
application, such as an application for executing and
embodiment of the system for selectively limiting user
control of the electronic device, the one or more components
may be stored on a non-transitory computer-readable
medium and executed by the processing device.

It should be emphasized that the above-described embodi-
ments are merely examples of possible implementations.
Many variations and modifications may be made to the
above-described embodiments without departing from the
principles of the present disclosure. All such modifications
and variations are intended to be included herein within the
scope of this disclosure and protected by the following
claims.

Moreover, embodiments and limitations disclosed herein
are not dedicated to the public under the doctrine of dedi-
cation if the embodiments and/or limitations: (1) are not
expressly claimed in the claims; and (2) are or are potentially
equivalents of express elements and/or limitations in the
claims under the doctrine of equivalents.

CONCLUSIONS, RAMIFICATIONS, AND
SCOPE

While certain embodiments of the invention have been
illustrated and described, various modifications are contem-
plated and can be made without departing from the spirit and
scope of the invention. For example, communal events are
discussed as venues for implementation of the invention,
however it is contemplated that the system and apparatus
disclosed may be applied to small scale and even private
venues such as for example, a private home, a restaurant,
members-only club, and even automobile or other vehicle.
Accordingly, it is intended that the invention not be limited,
except as by the appended claim(s).

The teachings disclosed herein may be applied to other
systems and apparatuses, and may not necessarily be limited
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to any described herein. The elements and acts of the various
embodiments described above can be combined to provide
further embodiments. All of the above patents and applica-
tions and other references, including any that may be listed
in accompanying filing papers, are incorporated herein by
reference. Aspects of the invention can be modified, if
necessary, to employ the systems, functions and concepts of
the various references described above to provide yet further
embodiments of the invention.

Particular terminology used when describing certain fea-
tures or aspects of the invention should not be taken to imply
that the terminology is being refined herein to be restricted
to any specific characteristics, features, or aspects of the
system and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of
an electronic device with which that terminology is associ-
ated. In general, the terms used in the following claims
should not be constructed to limit the system and apparatus
for selectively limiting user control of an electronic device
to the specific embodiments disclosed in the specification
unless the above description section explicitly define such
terms. Accordingly, the actual scope encompasses not only
the disclosed embodiments, but also all equivalent ways of
practicing or implementing the disclosed system and appa-
ratus. The above description of embodiments of the system
and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device is not intended to be exhaustive or limited
to the precise form disclosed above or to a particular field of
usage.

While specific embodiments of, and examples for, the
method, system, and apparatus are described above for
illustrative purposes, various equivalent modifications are
possible for which those skilled in the relevant art will
recognize.

While certain aspects of the method and system disclosed
are presented below in particular claim forms, various
aspects of the system and apparatus are contemplated in any
number of claim forms. Thus, the inventor reserves the right
to add additional claims after filing the application to pursue
such additional claim forms for other aspects of the system
and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device.

What is claimed is:

1. A case for selectively limiting a user’s ability to control

such user’s own mobile electronic device, comprising,

a shell defining a cavity sized to accommodate the user’s
mobile electronic device and having an opening to
receive the user’s mobile electronic device therein; and

a locking means for at least partially securing the opening
of the shell so that the electronic device is rendered
inaccessible to the user, the locking means being fur-
ther non-disengageable by the user of the mobile elec-
tronic device;

wherein the predetermined condition is physical presence
of the case outside of a defined geographical region.

2. A case for selectively limiting a user’s ability to control

such user’s own mobile electronic device, comprising,

a shell defining a cavity sized to accommodate the user’s
mobile electronic device and having an opening to
receive the user’s mobile electronic device therein; and

a locking means for at least partially securing the opening
of the shell so that the electronic device is rendered
inaccessible to the user, the locking means being fur-
ther non-disengageable by the user of the mobile elec-
tronic device;

wherein the predetermined condition is the passage of
time.
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3. A system for selectively limiting a user’s control of
such user’s own electronic device, comprising:

a case sized to receive the user’s mobile electronic device

having

a front and a rear panel each having first and second
longitudinally opposed side edges and laterally
opposed lower edges,

the first, second, and lower edges being secured
together to define an opening for receiving a mobile
electronic device, the case operative to become
locked so that the user is unable to access his own
mobile electronic device contained therein until a
predetermined condition is met;

a locking means for at least partially securing the opening;

and

means for unlocking the case.

4. The case of claim 3, wherein the locking means
comprises a female and a male plate, the plates respectively
disposed on each of the front and rear panels and configured
to securably mate with one another.

15
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5. The case of claim 4, wherein at least one of the female
and male plates comprise a radio frequency identification tag
operative to receive instructions from a remote transmitter to
disengage the locking means when the predetermined con-
dition is met.

6. The case of claim 3, wherein a microprocessor is
further disposed in one or both of the female and male plates
to receive a wireless data signal from a beacon or transmitter
to disengage the locking means when the predetermined
condition is met.

7. The case of claim 3, wherein the predetermined con-
dition is physical presence outside of a defined geographical
region.

8. The case of claim 3, wherein the predetermined con-
dition is the passage of time.

9. The system of claim 3, wherein the mobile electronic
device is operative to receive instructions to disable one or
more coded functions of the mobile electronic device.
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SYSTEM AND APPARATUS FOR
SELECTIVELY LIMITING USER CONTROL
OF AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is a continuation of and claims the benefit
of priority from U.S. patent application Ser. No. 18/517,675,
filed Nov. 22, 2023, which is a divisional of U.S. Patent
Application Ser. No. 16/813,437, filed on Mar. 9, 2020,
which is a continuation of U.S. Patent Application Ser. No.
15/704,425, filed on Sep. 14, 2017 (now U.S. Pat. No.
10,623,957), which is a continuation of U.S. Patent Appli-
cation Ser. No. 14/692,530, filed on Apr. 21, 2015 (now U.S.
Pat. No. 9,819,788); the contents of which are incorporated
herein by reference in their entirety.

COPYRIGHT & TRADEMARK NOTICES

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document may
contain material which is subject to copyright protection.
This patent document may show and/or describe matter
which is or may become trade dress of the owner. The
copyright and trade dress owner has no objection to the
facsimile reproduction by any one of the patent document or
the patent disclosure, as it appears in the Patent and Trade-
mark Office patent files or records, but otherwise reserves all
copyrights and trade dress rights whatsoever.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The disclosed subject matter relates generally to systems
and apparatuses for limiting functionality of personal elec-
tronic devices and, more particularly, to locking cases and
other techniques that selectively limit a user’s ability to
access and control such electronic devices until predeter-
mined conditions, such as geographic location and passage
of time, are met.

BACKGROUND

Handheld and mobile electronic devices have become
ubiquitous for conveniently enhancing wireless communi-
cation and connectivity. Still, the extent of their pervasive
use has also proven to be unwelcome in certain settings.

In many instances, mobile electronic devices can distract
users from appreciating their surroundings and company of
others to a full extent. For example, many who bring their
mobile electronic devices, such as cell phones, to social
outings may find themselves foregoing live conversation to
check their phones for text messages, missed calls, and other
virtual communications. Additionally, as photo and video
recording capabilities have improved, users have increas-
ingly taken to using their mobile electronic devices to record
performers, speakers, and even athletes at live events. This
can be distracting to the performers and to others in the
audience, detracting from overall enjoyment of the event.
Indeed, this can even be harmful to the intellectual property
rights of performers whose copyrighted or otherwise valu-
able and legally protectable displays and performances are
digitally recorded and distributed without authorization.

Attempts have been made to limit use of mobile electronic
devices. For example, U.S. Pat. No. 7,181,229 to Singh et al.
discloses a system that, in part, shuts off a cell phone and
prevents a user from turning the cell phone on while it is
within a restricted area, such as a car. This solution is
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deficient however, because it completely prevents users
from being notified of any incoming calls or messages that
may require the user’s attention. The ’229 patent further
discloses a system that limits cell phone function when it is
detected within an automobile. Aside from the geographi-
cally limited application of this invention, it is also deficient
because it fails to blocks the screen to diminish possible
temptation to use the device.

Other attempts to discourage use of mobile electronic
devices at communal events and in certain venues have been
largely ineffective. For example, providing signs and
instructions to refrain from using mobile electronic devices
in certain areas and/or during specified time periods are
often ignored. Moreover, requiring people to leave mobile
electronic devices at home, turn them off, or to physically
turn them over to venue staff for the duration of an event is
often met with resistance. This may be because users prefer
not to be separated from their valuable personal property,
fearing theft of their devices and electronically stored infor-
mation, and even the risk of missing important messages or
other notifications.

Thus, although various proposals have been made to solve
the problem, none of those in existence combine the char-
acteristics of the present invention. Therefore, there remains
a need for a system and apparatus that selectively limits
access to and/or disables functions of a mobile electronic
device.

SUMMARY

The present disclosure is directed to techniques for lim-
iting access to and control of personal mobile electronic
devices within certain geographic locations or even during
specified periods of time.

For purposes of summarizing, certain aspects, advantages,
and novel features have been described. It is to be under-
stood that not all such advantages may be achieved in
accordance with any one particular embodiment. Thus, the
disclosed subject matter may be embodied or carried out in
a manner that achieves or optimizes one advantage or group
of advantages without achieving all advantages as may be
taught or suggested.

In one embodiment, among others, the apparatus is a case
sized to accommodate a mobile electronic device. More
particularly, the case may comprise a front and a rear panel
secured together along longitudinally opposed side edges
and laterally opposed lower edges. Configured in this man-
ner, the front and rear panels and sealed edges may define an
opening to receive the mobile electronic device.

The case may additionally comprise a locking means for
at least partially securing the opening. The locking means
may comprise opposing plates disposed on or within the
front and rear panels of the case. More particularly, opposing
plates respectively having securably mateable female and a
male members are contemplated. It is additionally contem-
plated that the locking means may first render the electronic
device inaccessible to the user, or in other words possessor,
of the device and second be non-disengageable by the user
of the mobile electronic device until predetermined condi-
tion is met. In other words, when engaged, the locking
means may be physically impenetrable by the user of the
mobile electronic device and may further be configured to
disengage to provide the user with access to his or her
mobile electronic device only under certain circumstances.

For example, predetermined condition may relate to geo-
graphic location or timing. Indeed, in one embodiment, the
case may be used to render a mobile electronic device
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inaccessible during a communal event such as a show,
demonstration, display, or athletic competition within a
concert hall, center, arena, or similar venue. In such sce-
narios, the locking means may only become disengageable
if a user leaves the venue. Alternatively, the locking means
may only become disengageable at such a time as the
communal event is completed. As yet another alternative,
the locking means may become disengageable when a user
locates venue staff who are equipped to physically disengage
the locking means on their behalf.

In an embodiment, the locking means may be remotely
engageable and disengageable. The locking means may be
equipped with electronic receivers such as a radio frequency
identification (RFID) configured to instruct the locking
means to alternatively engage and disengage when it
receives a signal from a proximity transmitter indicating that
the case has respectively entered and exited defined geo-
graphical region. Thus, for example, the locking means may
receive instructions to lock the device when it is located
within an audience seating area of a venue or concert hall.
Then, the locking device may receive instructions to unlock
the device when it is located outside of the audience area of
a venue or concert hall.

In still another embodiment, the locking device may be
equipped with a microprocessor configured to receive Blu-
etooth™ or other wireless data signals from a beacon or
transmitter within a defined perimeter. Thus, for example,
receipt of a wireless data signal may cause the locking
means on the case to engage so that it restricts access to the
mobile electronic device housed within the case. In other
examples, the absence of a wireless data signal may cause
the locking device to engage.

It is contemplated that providing disclosed systems and
apparatuses according to the disclosure and claims provided
below may reduce undesirable behavior at communal events
by eliminating distractions posed by mobile electronic
devices and preventing unauthorized recordings, which
together may enhance overall engagement at and enjoyment
of such events.

Thus, it is an object of the invention to eliminate distrac-
tions caused by use of mobile electronic devices at commu-
nal events.

It is another object of the invention to prevent users from
controlling their mobile electronic devices within certain
locations.

It is yet another object of the invention to prevent users
from controlling their mobile electronic devices during
certain periods of time.

It is still another object of the invention to avoid possible
infringement of intellectual property rights caused by unau-
thorized use of recording features available on many mobile
electronic devices.

It is another object of the invention to protect personal
privacy of those surrounding users of mobile electronic
devices at communal events by preventing such users from
photographing and recording them, and even further pre-
venting such users from sharing any impermissibly captured
photos and recordings.

One or more of the above-disclosed embodiments, in
addition to certain alternatives, are provided in further detail
below with reference to the attached figures. The disclosed
subject matter is not, however, limited to any particular
embodiment disclosed.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a perspective view of an embodiment of the case
for selectively limiting user control of an electronic device.
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FIG. 2 is an alternate perspective view of an embodiment
of the case for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device.

FIG. 3 is a skeletal view of an embodiment of the case for
selectively limiting user control of an electronic device.

FIG. 4 illustrates an embodiment of means for locking the
embodiment of the case for selectively limiting user control
of an electronic device in FIGS. 1-3.

FIGS. 5 and 6 show an embodiment of means for unlock-
ing an embodiment of the case for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device.

FIG. 7 is a schematic representation of an embodiment of
the system for selectively limiting user control of an elec-
tronic device.

FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary embodiment of a mobile
electronic device practicing an embodiment of the system
for selectively limiting user control of the electronic device.

The disclosed embodiments may be better understood by
referring to the figures in the attached drawings, as provided
below. The attached figures are provided as non-limiting
examples for providing an enabling description of the sys-
tem and apparatus claimed. Attention is called to the fact,
however, that the appended drawings illustrate only typical
embodiments of this invention and are therefore not to be
considered as limiting of its scope. One skilled in the art will
understand that the invention may be practiced without some
of the details included in order to provide a thorough
enabling description of such embodiments.

Well-known structures and functions have not been
shown or described in detail to avoid unnecessarily obscur-
ing the description of the embodiments.

One embodiment of the invention is implemented as a
program product for use with a computer system. The
program(s) of the program product defines functions of the
embodiments (including the methods described herein) and
can be contained on a variety of computer-readable storage
media. Illustrative computer-readable storage media
include, but are not limited to: (i) non-writable storage
media (e.g., read-only memory devices within a computer
such as CD-ROM disks readable by a CD-ROM drive) on
which information is permanently stored; (ii) writable stor-
age media (e.g., floppy disks within a diskette drive or
hard-disk drive) on which alterable information is stored.
Such computer-readable storage media, when carrying com-
puter-readable instructions that direct the functions of the
present invention, are embodiments of the present invention.
Other media include communications media through which
information is conveyed to a computer, such as through a
computer or telephone network, including wireless commu-
nications networks. The latter embodiment specifically
includes transmitting information to/from the Internet and
other networks. Such communications media, when carrying
computer-readable instructions that direct the functions of
the present invention, are embodiments of the present inven-
tion. Broadly, computer-readable storage media and com-
munications media may be referred to herein as computer-
readable media.

In general, the routines executed to implement the
embodiments of the invention, may be part of an operating
system or a specific application, component, program, mod-
ule, object, or sequence of instructions. The computer pro-
gram of the present invention typically is comprised of a
multitude of instructions that will be translated by the native
computer into a machine-readable format and hence execut-
able instructions. Also, programs are comprised of

variables and data structures that either reside locally to
the program or are found in memory or on storage devices.
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In addition, various programs described hereinafter may be
identified based upon the application for which they are
implemented in a specific embodiment of the invention.
However, it should be appreciated that any particular pro-
gram nomenclature that follows is used merely for conve-
nience, and thus the invention should not be limited to use
solely in any specific application identified and/or implied
by such nomenclature.

For simplicity and clarity of illustration, the drawing
figures illustrate the general manner of construction, and
descriptions and details of well-known features and tech-
niques may be omitted to avoid unnecessarily obscuring the
invention. Additionally, elements in the drawing figures are
not necessarily drawn to scale. For example, the dimensions
of some of the elements in the figures may be exaggerated
relative to other elements to help improve understanding of
embodiments of the present invention. The same reference
numerals in different figures denote the same elements.

The terms “first,” “second,” “third,” “fourth,” and the like
in the description and in the claims, if any, are used for
distinguishing between similar elements and not necessarily
for describing a particular sequential or chronological order.
It is to be understood that the terms so used are interchange-
able under appropriate circumstances such that the embodi-
ments described herein are, for example, capable of opera-
tion in sequences other than those illustrated or otherwise
described herein. Furthermore, the terms “include,” and
“have,” and any variations thereof, are intended to cover a
non-exclusive inclusion, such that a process, method, sys-
tem, article, device, or apparatus that comprises a list of
elements is not necessarily limited to those elements, but
may include other elements not expressly listed or inherent
to such process, method, system, article, device, or appara-
tus.

The terms “couple,” “coupled,” “couples,” “coupling,”
and the like should be broadly understood and refer to
connecting two or more elements or signals, electrically,
mechanically or otherwise. Two or more electrical elements
may be electrically coupled, but not mechanically or other-
wise coupled; two or more mechanical elements may be
mechanically coupled, but not electrically or otherwise
coupled; two or more electrical elements may be mechani-
cally coupled, but not electrically or otherwise coupled.
Coupling (whether mechanical, electrical, or otherwise) may
be for any length of time, e.g., permanent or semi-permanent
or only for an instant.

» » <«

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Having summarized various aspects of the present dis-
closure, reference will now be made in detail to that which
is illustrated in the drawings. While the disclosure will be
described in connection with these drawings, there is no
intent to limit it to the embodiment or embodiments dis-
closed herein. Rather, the intent is to cover all alternatives,
modifications and equivalents included within the spirit and
scope of the disclosure as defined by the appended claims.

With reference to FIGS. 1-4 the apparatus for selectively
limiting user control of an electronic device may be embod-
ied as a case 100 sized to accommodate a mobile electronic
device 102. More particularly, the case may comprise a front
104 and a rear panel 106 secured together along longitudi-
nally opposed side edges 108 and laterally opposed lower
edges 110. The lower edges 110 may be secured by perma-
nently stitching or gluing together, while the side edges 108
may be stitched or glued upward from the lower toward an
opening 112 that is defined by the front and rear panels 104,
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106 and permanently secured edges 108, 110 and further
sized to receive the mobile electronic device 102.

As illustrated, one embodiment of the apparatus may be
a soft, flexible case. It may comprise various rugged mate-
rials such as neoprene, lycra, silicone rubber, spandex, vinyl,
canvas, and any other material or combinations of materials
sufficient to temporarily house a mobile electronic device.
Additionally, various other configurations are contemplated
for the shape of the apparatus as well. For example, the
invention may comprise a rigid shell or box having a
securable opening to receive a mobile electronic device. As
such, one skilled in the art will recognize that the illustrated
figures are offered by way of example and ease of under-
standing only, not of limitation.

The apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device further comprises a locking means 114 for
at least partially securing the opening 112 so the mobile
electronic device 102 is may be rendered inaccessible to and
further incontrollable by the user of the device although it
may still remain in his possession.

In one embodiment, the locking means 114 comprises
opposing plates disposed on or within the front and rear
panels 106, 108 of the case 100, and to effect locking, each
opposing plate has one of a securably mateable female 114a
and male 1145 member. Other locking means are, of course,
contemplated. For example, magnetic plates, selectively
releasable mesh, lockable zippers, and other means for at
least partially securing the opening 112 may be sufficient to
practice the invention. In this manner, the locking means 114
may first render the electronic device 102 inaccessible to the
user by at least partially securing the opening 112 of the
device, and second be non-disengageable by the user of the
mobile electronic device until a predetermined condition is
met.

One or more embodiments of the case 100 may be
configured to selectively limit access to a mobile electronic
device 102 in response to various predetermined conditions.
In one embodiment, the case may be outfitted with locking
means 114 comprising a manual, key-operated latch wherein
means for unlocking comprise a corresponding key. In such
an embodiment, the case 100 may be manually locked or
unlocked by venue staff or other members in possession of
such a key. Thus, the system for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device may involve a predetermined
condition requiring the user of the electronic device 102 to
locate venue staff or other members in possession of the key
to manually unlock the case 100 on user’s behalf.

With reference to FIGS. 5 and 6, the system 500 for
selectively limiting user control of an electronic device may
comprise a locking means 114 having electronic receivers,
such as a radio frequency identification (RFID) tag and
means for unlocking the case 100 comprising an electronic
article surveillance (EAS) detacher 502 for separating the
mating portions of the locking means 114. The EAS detacher
502 may be, for example, any of those known in the to
contain strong magnets that interrupt electromagnetic fields
such as those in the range of radio frequencies. Thus, in one
embodiment represented by FIG. 5, the at least partially
secured locking means 114 may be touched to the EAS
detacher 502 so that any electromagnetic fields enabling the
locking means 114 to remain secured are interrupted. This,
in turn, may allow the locking means 114 to become
unsecured and further exposes the mobile electronic device
102 within the case as in FIG. 6. In such an embodiment, it
is contemplated that the predetermined condition involves
locating an EAS detacher. In the event that the system and
apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an elec-
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tronic device is employed to reduce distractions at a com-
munal event, such means for unlocking the case may be
placed out side of any audience viewing area or even at
venue exit ways.

The means for unlocking the case may also operate
remotely to cause the case to automatically lock and unlock.
For example, in one embodiment, the locking means may
automatically lock and unlock when the case is determined
to be, respectively, within and outside of a defined geo-
graphical region. For example, with reference to FIG. 7,
another embodiment of the system may comprise locking
means 114 having electronic receivers such as the afore-
mentioned RFID tag disposed therein and further configured
to instruct the locking means to alternatively engage and
disengage when it receives a signal from a proximity trans-
mitter 702. Thus, for example, the locking means may
receive instructions to lock the device when it is located in
100a the geographical region 704 within reach of the
transmitter 702. Then, the locking means 114 may receive
instructions to unlock the device when it is located outside
1005 of the geographical region 704 within reach of the
transmitter 702. In such an embodiment, it is contemplated
that the predetermined condition requires a user to exit a
geographical region to regain access and control of his or her
mobile electronic device. As a more particularized example,
a transmitter signal may be configured to cover the geo-
graphical region of an audience seating area at a venue
hosting a communal event. When within the audience seat-
ing area, the case 100a may remain secured so that a user is
unable to access or control the mobile electronic device
contained therein. However, when the case 1005 travels
outside of the audience seating area, such as to a foyer,
lobby, or restroom, the locking means 114 may become
unsecured to provide access to the mobile electronic device.
It should be understood that such a limitation is offered by
way of example only. The transmitter signal may be con-
figured to cover any desirable area, and indeed a plurality of
transmitters 702 may even be employed to enlarge or
otherwise define the geographical region affecting access
and control of the mobile electronic device.

In still another embodiment, the locking device may be
equipped with a microprocessor configured to receive Blu-
etooth™ or other wireless data signals from a beacon or
transmitter within a defined perimeter. Thus, for example,
receipt of a wireless data signal may cause the locking
means on the case to engage so that it restricts access to the
mobile electronic device housed within the case. In other
examples, the absence of a wireless data signal may cause
the locking device to engage.

In addition to geographical proximity to electromagnetic
and other wireless data signals, the predetermined condition
may also or alternatively relate to the passage of time. For
example, the locking means may automatically become
unsecured at the time that a communal event is scheduled to
end or even during intermissions. Thus a transmitter may
produce a signal causing the locking means to remain
secured for a period of time. When the period of time
elapses, the transmitter may stop producing the signal so that
the locking means becomes unsecured. Of course, various
other predetermined conditions and means for unlocking
may signal or prompt the release of the locking means, and
the foregoing are offered only for the purpose of enabling the
system and apparatus. In any event, when engaged, the
locking means may be physically impenetrable by the user
of the mobile electronic device and may further be config-
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ured to automatically or manually disengage to provide the
user with access to his or her mobile electronic device only
under certain circumstances.

In still another embodiment, the mobile electronic device
102 itself includes an embodiment of the system for selec-
tively limiting user control of an electronic device. The
system can be implemented in numerous ways such as, for
example and without limitation, those discussed above, and
even as an application executed on the mobile electronic
device 102. In operation, an embodiment of the system
receives information from integrated positioning technol-
ogy, such Global Position Systems (GPS) to selectively limit
auser’s ability to control his or her mobile electronic device.
Of course, one skilled in the art will recognize that various
methods of determining the location of a mobile electronic
device can be used.

In a further embodiment, a geofence may be created
around a venue for a communal event, or other location
where it may be desirable to limit use of a mobile electronic
device, so that the system automatically disables certain
functional capabilities of the mobile electronic device 102
any time the device comes within a predetermined distance
of the venue or other location. For example, a mobile
electronic device within the geofence may be rendered
incapable of sending or receiving voice and/or text mes-
sages. As another example, a mobile electronic device
within the geofence may be incapable of running applica-
tions or other programs operative to capture audio and/or
visual recordings. As yet another example, a mobile elec-
tronic device within the geofence may be rendered incapable
of receiving or transmitting data through the Internet and
other networks.

FIG. 8 illustrates an exemplary embodiment of a mobile
electronic device 102 that may be compatible with one or
more embodiments of the disclosed system and apparatus.
The mobile electronic device 102 may be a cell phone, smart
phone, or tablet computer but may also be embodied in any
one of a wide variety of wired and/or wireless computing
devices. As shown in FIG. 8, mobile electronic device 102
includes a processing device (processor) 802, input/output
interfaces 804, a display 806, a touchscreen interface 808, a
network interface 810, memory 812, and operating system
814, a mass storage 816 and a GPS 818, with each com-
municating across a local data bus 820. Additionally, mobile
electronic device 802 incorporates a system for selectively
limiting user control of an electronic device 102, which may
optionally be configured to include programming instruc-
tions to selectively disable any of the aforementioned fea-
tures of the mobile electronic device 102. For example, in
one embodiment, the system for selectively limiting user
control of an electronic device 102 may communicate
instructions to disable input/output interfaces 804.

The processing device 802 may include any custom made
or commercially available processor, a central processing
unit (CPU) or an auxiliary processor among several proces-
sors associated with the mobile electronic device 102, a
semiconductor based microprocessor (in the form of a
microchip), a macroprocessor, one or more application spe-
cific integrated circuits (ASICs), a plurality of suitably
configured digital logic gates, and other electrical configu-
rations comprising discrete elements both individually and
in various combinations to coordinate the overall operation
of the system.

The memory 812 can include any one of a combination of
volatile memory elements (e.g., random-access memory
(RAM, such as DRAM, and SRAM, etc.)) and nonvolatile
memory elements. The memory typically comprises native
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operating system 814, one or more native applications,
emulation systems, or emulated applications for any of a
variety of operating systems and/or emulated hardware
platforms, emulated operating systems, etc. For example, the
applications may include application specific software
which may comprise some or all the components of the
mobile electronic device 102. In accordance with such
embodiments, the components are stored in memory and
executed by the processing device. Note that although
depicted separately in FIG. 8, the system selectively limiting
user control of an electronic device 102 may be resident in
memory such as memory 812.

Touchscreen interface 808 may configured to detect con-
tact within the display area of the display 806 and provides
such functionality as on-screen buttons, menus, keyboards,
etc. that allows users to navigate user interfaces by touch.
Some embodiment of the mobile electronic device 102 will
even comprise GPS 818 or other means to determine the
location of the mobile electronic device 102.

[One of ordinary skill in the art will appreciate that the
memory 814 can, and typically will, comprise other com-
ponents that have been omitted for purposes of brevity. Note
that in the context of this disclosure, a non-transitory com-
puter-readable medium stores one or more programs for use
by or in connection with an instruction execution system,
apparatus, or device. With further reference to FIG. 8,
network interface device 810 comprises various components
used to transmit and/or receive data over a networked
environment. When such components are embodied as an
application, such as an application for executing and
embodiment of the system for selectively limiting user
control of the electronic device, the one or more components
may be stored on a non-transitory computer-readable
medium and executed by the processing device.

It should be emphasized that the above-described embodi-
ments are merely examples of possible implementations.
Many variations and modifications may be made to the
above-described embodiments without departing from the
principles of the present disclosure. All such modifications
and variations are intended to be included herein within the
scope of this disclosure and protected by the following
claims.

Moreover, embodiments and limitations disclosed herein
are not dedicated to the public under the doctrine of dedi-
cation if the embodiments and/or limitations: (1) are not
expressly claimed in the claims; and (2) are or are potentially
equivalents of express elements and/or limitations in the
claims under the doctrine of equivalents.

CONCLUSIONS, RAMIFICATIONS, AND
SCOPE

While certain embodiments of the invention have been
illustrated and described, various modifications are contem-
plated and can be made without departing from the spirit and
scope of the invention. For example, communal events are
discussed as venues for implementation of the invention,
however it is contemplated that the system and apparatus
disclosed may be applied to small scale and even private
venues such as for example, a private home, a restaurant,
members-only club, and even automobile or other vehicle.
Accordingly, it is intended that the invention not be limited,
except as by the appended claim(s).

The teachings disclosed herein may be applied to other
systems and apparatuses, and may not necessarily be limited
to any described herein. The elements and acts of the various
embodiments described above can be combined to provide
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further embodiments. All of the above patents and applica-
tions and other references, including any that may be listed
in accompanying filing papers, are incorporated herein by
reference. Aspects of the invention can be modified, if
necessary, to employ the systems, functions and concepts of
the various references described above to provide yet further
embodiments of the invention.

Particular terminology used when describing certain fea-
tures or aspects of the invention should not be taken to imply
that the terminology is being refined herein to be restricted
to any specific characteristics, features, or aspects of the
system and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of
an electronic device with which that terminology is associ-
ated. In general, the terms used in the following claims
should not be constructed to limit the system and apparatus
for selectively limiting user control of an electronic device
to the specific embodiments disclosed in the specification
unless the above description section explicitly define such
terms. Accordingly, the actual scope encompasses not only
the disclosed embodiments, but also all equivalent ways of
practicing or implementing the disclosed system and appa-
ratus. The above description of embodiments of the system
and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device is not intended to be exhaustive or limited
to the precise form disclosed above or to a particular field of
usage.

While specific embodiments of, and examples for, the
method, system, and apparatus are described above for
illustrative purposes, various equivalent modifications are
possible for which those skilled in the relevant art will
recognize.

While certain aspects of the method and system disclosed
are presented below in particular claim forms, various
aspects of the system and apparatus are contemplated in any
number of claim forms. Thus, the inventor reserves the right
to add additional claims after filing the application to pursue
such additional claim forms for other aspects of the system
and apparatus for selectively limiting user control of an
electronic device.

What is claimed is:

1. A case comprising:

a shell defining a cavity sized to accommodate a mobile
device, the shell having an opening to receive the
mobile device; and

a lock positioned proximate to the opening of the shell,
the lock configured to render the mobile device at least
partially inaccessible upon the lock being locked with
the mobile device within the cavity of the shell, the lock
further configured to unlock to enable access to the
mobile device based on a predetermined condition
associated with a geographic region.

2. The case of claim 1, wherein the predetermined con-

dition is further associated with a time period.

3. The case of claim 1, wherein the geographic region
corresponds to a physical position of the case respective to
a geographic area of a venue.

4. The case of claim 1, wherein the shell comprises:

a front panel; and

a rear panel, the rear panel being connected to the front
panel on each longitudinal edge and on a lateral edge
distally opposed to the opening.

5. The case of claim 1, wherein the lock is configured to

unlock the case based on interaction with a detacher.

6. The case of claim 1, wherein the case further comprises
a radio frequency identification (RFID) tag, the RFID tag
positioned proximate to the lock, the RFID tag configured to
enable the unlocking of the shell.
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7. The case of claim 1, wherein the case further comprises
a microprocessor for receiving wireless data signals to
unlock the case.

8. The case of claim 1, wherein at least partial securing of
the mobile device comprises at least one of selectively
limiting access to the mobile device and disabling at least
one function of the mobile device.

9. A case comprising:

a shell defining a cavity sized to accommodate a mobile
device, the shell having an opening to receive the
mobile device; and

a lock positioned proximate to the opening of the shell,
the lock configured to at least partially secure the
opening of the shell, the lock being further configured
to lock the shell and render the mobile device at least
partially inaccessible, wherein the lock is further con-
figured to unlock to enable access to the mobile device
in accordance with a predetermined condition associ-
ated with a geographical region.

10. The case of claim 9, wherein the predetermined
condition is further associated with a time period, wherein
the geographic region corresponds to a physical position of
the case respective to a geographic area of a venue.

11. The case of claim 9, wherein the shell comprises:

a front panel; and

a rear panel, the rear panel being connected to the front
panel on each longitudinal edge and on a lateral edge
distally opposed to the opening.

12. The case of claim 9, wherein the case further com-
prises a radio frequency identification (RFID) tag, the RFID
tag positioned proximate to the lock, the RFID tag config-
ured to enable the unlocking of the opening of the shell.

13. The case of claim 9, wherein the case further com-
prises a microprocessor for receiving wireless data signals to
unlock the case in accordance with the predetermined con-
dition.

14. The case of claim 9, wherein at least partial securing
of the mobile device comprises at least one of selectively
limiting access to the mobile device and disabling functions
of the mobile device.
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15. A system comprising:

a case sized to receive a user’s mobile electronic device,
the case including:

a front panel having a first set of longitudinal edges, a
first top edge and a first bottom edge, and

a rear panel having a second set of longitudinal edges
a second top edge and a second bottom edge,
wherein the first set of longitudinal edges are respec-
tively secured to the second set of longitudinal edges
and the first bottom edge is secured to the second
bottom edge to define an opening of the case for
receiving a mobile electronic device; and

a lock proximately located to the opening of the case, the
lock configured to at least partially secure the opening
and render the user unable to access the mobile elec-
tronic device until a predetermined condition is met,
the predetermined condition being associated with a
physical presence of the case being outside of a defined
geographical region.

16. The system of claim 15, wherein the lock comprises:

a female plate; and

a male plate, wherein the female plate and the male plate
are respectively disposed on the front panel and the rear
panel, wherein the female plate and the male plate are
configured to securely mate.

17. The system of claim 15, wherein the lock comprises:

a radio frequency identification (RFID) tag operative to
receive instructions from a remote transmitter to dis-
engage the locking when the predetermined condition
is met.

18. The system of claim 15, further comprising:

a microprocessor disposed in relation to the lock to
receive a wireless data signal from a beacon or trans-
mitter to disengage the lock when the predetermined
condition is met.

19. The system of claim 15, wherein the predetermined

condition is further associated with:

a passage of time.

20. The system of claim 15, wherein the mobile electronic

device is operative to receive instructions to disable one or
more coded functions of the mobile electronic device.

£ * * * &

Yondr EX2016
Be Smarter, et al. v. Yondr - PGR2025-00070





