APPENDIX — CALL HOME

The Freedom Call-Home™ Lifeline
“Connection without a screen. Safety without a phone.”

This appendix outlines a conceptual companion product and is not part of the Bilal World development scope.
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The Freedom Call-Home™ Lifeline
“Connection without a screen. Safety without a phone.”

The Origin

In March 1991, five-year-old Michael Dunahee disappeared from a school playground in Victoria, British
Columbia. He was never found.

For many parents of that era, this tragedy planted a quiet, persistent fear:
What if my child needs me and cannot reach me?

At the time, the technology did not exist. Cellular networks were immature, devices were large,
expensive, and inaccessible to children. The idea had to wait.

Today, the problem has returned — from the opposite direction.

2 Children now have too much access.
P Parents have too little control.

The Problem Today

Governments, educators, and families, particularly in Saudi Arabia, are moving decisively to remove
smartphones from children’s lives:

% Phones distract from learning

9 Phones expose children to inappropriate content
% Phones undermine focus, sleep, and development
- Phones introduce social pressure far too early

Yet parents have grown accustomed to one thing smartphones provide:
- The ability to reach their child instantly and be reached.

- Removing phones without replacing that single function creates anxiety for families and
resistance to policy.

The Insight

Children do not need phones.

Parents do not need children to have phones.

They need a lifeline.

A device that does only one thing — and does it perfectly.
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The Product

Freedom Call-Home™ Lifeline

A purpose-built child safety communicator

The Freedom Call-Home Lifeline is not a phone.

It has:

No apps

No internet

No browsing
No messaging
No camera

No social media
No games

YYVYVYYVYYY

It exists for one purpose only:

To connect a child to trusted adults - instantly.

How It Works
Simple by Design

The device resembles a watch or wearable, intentionally toy-like and non-status-driven.
Controls:

- Button 1: Call Home
9 Button 2: Secondary Trusted Contact
- Optional: Emergency Assistance (region-dependent)
That’s it.
No dialing.
No menus.
No confusion.

A child presses a button.

A trusted adult answers.
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Parent-Controlled Setup
- Numbers are programmed by parents or guardians
2 Locked configuration - child cannot change contacts
2 Device cannot receive calls from unknown numbers
2 Optional parent-initiated call-in capability

The child does not manage communication.

The adult does.

Why This Is Different from “Kids Phones”
Existing “kids phones” fail because:

P They are still phones

P They still normalize screens

P They still invite feature creep
P They still become social objects

The Freedom Call-Home Lifeline:
2 Is not aspirational
P |s not interactive entertainment

2 Is not a substitute smartphone

It is a safety device, not a lifestyle product.

Cultural & Policy Fit (Saudi Arabia)
This concept aligns cleanly with:

Saudi mandates to reduce screen exposure for children
Educational reforms emphasizing focus and discipline
Family-first cultural values

Parental authority over technology

National child safety initiatives

YYVYYY

It allows Saudi leadership to say:
“Children do not need phones but parents will never lose contact.”

That is a powerful position.
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Market Viability
Target Segments

Children aged 3-12

Schools banning phones
Parents of young children
After-school programs

Field trips, sports, camps
Religious and cultural schools

YYVYVYYY

Distribution Models
2  Government-approved child safety device
School-issued or school-recommended

>
2 Bundled with Freedom Tablet ecosystems
P Optional subscription for connectivity

Strategic Value to the Freedom Ecosystem
The Freedom Call-Home Lifeline becomes:
2 A bridge between phone-free childhood and parental reassurance
A trust enabler for offline education
2 A companion product to the Freedom Tablet
2 A stand-alone safety category, not a gadget
It reinforces the core philosophy:
Technology should serve children - not shape them.
“Your child’s reach — without a phone.”
“Connection without exposure.”
“Always reachable. Never online.”
Final Thought
This idea did not fail decades ago because it was wrong. It failed because it was
early. Today, it arrives at exactly the right moment when:
-  Governments want less tech
» Parents want more safety

2 Children deserve both
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