United States Patent

US008429084B1

(12) 10) Patent No.: US 8,429,084 B1
Bogaard 45) Date of Patent: *Apr. 23,2013
(54) CONFIRMING LOCAL MARKETPLACE 5,884,271 A 3/1999  Pitroda
TRANSACTION CONSUMMATION FOR ggggggg : ‘5‘; iggg ?mterteatl al.
) ) 040 ¢ .
ONLINE PAYMENT CONSUMMATION 5917913 A 6/1999 Wang
6,015,344 A 1/2000 Kelly et al.
(76) Inventor: Erik T. Bogaard, Pasadena, CA (US) 6,016,476 A 1/2000 Mile}sl Zt al.
(*) Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this (Continued)
patent is extended or adjusted under 35 FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS
U.S.C. 154(b) by 0 days. EP 2189932 Al * 5/2010
This patent is subject to a terminal dis- P 9-305832 1171997
claimer. (Continued)
(21)  Appl. No.: 13/586,560 OTHER PUBLICATIONS
) Anon., “Priceline Perfect Yardsale Turns the Internet into a Fast, Safe,
(22) Filed: Aug. 15,2012 Guaranteed Market for Neighbors to Buy and Sell the Quality Goods
Related U.S. Application Dat They no Longer Use,” PR Newswire, Jan. 19, 2000.*
elated U.S. Application Data
(63) Continuation of application No. 13/302,684, filed on (Continued)
Nov. 22, 2011, now Pat. No. 8,271, 394. Primary Examiner — Nicholas D Rosen
(60) Provisional application No. 61/552,328, filed on Oct. (74) Attorney, Agent, or Firm — Khorsandi Patent Law
27,2011. Group, A Law Corporation; Marilyn R. Khorsandi
(51) Int.CL (57) ABSTRACT
G06Q 20/00 (2012.01) . . .
G060 30/00 (2012.01) E?(emplary eml.)odlm?nt of the present invention would pro-
(52) US.CL vide systems, including Internet-based systems, and com-
USPC o 705/64; 705/26.41; 705/75; 705/76; ~ Pputer-implemented methods, for providing online Buyers and
705/77; 705/78 Sellers who physically transact an exchange of an item at a
(58) Field of Classification Search ................ 705/26.1,  1ocal meeting place, indicia of confirmation of the exchange
705/26.41. 64.75. 76. 77. 78 on which to base a background online payment. In particular,
See application file for compl ote search histo r’y ’ exemplary embodiments of the present invention would pro-
’ vide a way for Buyers and/or Sellers to input an identifier for
(56) References Cited online authentication to confirm that a physical exchange of

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

4,949,256 A 8/1990 Humble

5,590,038 A 12/1996 Pitroda

5757917 A * 5/1998 Roseetal. ... 705/79
5,822,735 A 10/1998 De Lapa et al.

an item sold had been transacted and that would accordingly
provide an online system with a basis to charge the relevant
Buyer’s account for a sale amount and pay the Seller for the
item sold.

12 Claims, 6 Drawing Sheets

107

Verify Payment
Information

- [ 105
Buyer agrees to purchase item from | Buyer inputs payment information to pay|
third-party Seller on online marketplace for ibem; store Payment Information

) ~106

108 09 et 1806
equest Paymert | "
Adhorzton ol Potet Ety
I 10
r 180n

Buyer recefves *Order Confirmation" eml that Includes a Buyer
ientifier. Seler receives an *Order Confirmation” emal that
includes order detalls and information regarding how to confirm
‘when the local transaction has ocourred.

125
Buyer Payment Infol
Seler Teviews ftem to verfy Buyer and Seler | _ | Buyerand Seler agree o met
Jm its condition: meet in person i person b transack item
112 K
?m iz 15
1. 30\ " r140
Option 1: Buyer agrees that the ftem Option 2: Buyer does not agree that r-150
i5 25 described an agrees & the item s as described and does not E————
l X on.
Il e o e i and immediately replies to bath Buyer
and Seller acknowledging that the
135\ 145\ ransaction has not occurred,
. Buyer and Seller notify marketplace that
Buyer tells Seller Buyer's dentier. | tho tansaction has ot b complete, 155 rlﬁo
Buyer's payment method Is never

Remove Payment
Authorization hold. |

charged by marketplace for item.




US 8,429,084 B1
Page 2

6,587,835
6,609,113
7,096,003
7,376,583
7,398,253
7451,114
7,512,567
7,581,257
7,873,540
7,921,038
8,135,647
8,200,260
8,271,394
8,321,342
2001/0042014
2001/0051894
2002/0004746
2002/0059100
2002/0128903
2003/0061168
2003/0149662
2003/0163373
2003/0212759
2003/0233334
2005/0001711
2008/0052182
2008/0140447
2008/0319869
2009/0037304
2009/0125429
2009/0177581
2009/0287565
2010/0030688
2011/0039585
2012/0078749

2012/0226530 Al* 9/2012 Gebbetal. .. .
2012/0226545 Al* 9/2012 Gebbetal. .............. 705/14.27
FORFEIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

P 3051748 6/1998

P 11-232348 8/1999

WO 9613814 Al 5/1996

WO 9625828 8/1996

WO 9745814 Al  12/1997

WO 9900773 Al 1/1999

WO 9908238 Al 2/1999

WO 9909502 Al 2/1999

WO 9931630 Al 6/1999

WO WO-0075843 Al * 12/2000

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

Bl 7/2003 Treyz et al.
Bl* 82003 O’Learyetal. ...ccoeene 705/39
B2 8/2006 Joao et al.

Bl* 5/2008 Rolf ..o
Bl* 7/2008 Pinnell ..o

B1* 11/2008 Matsuda et al.
B2* 3/2009 Bemmel et al.
Bl* 82009 O’Hara ...
B2* 1/2011 Arumugam ....
B2* 4/2011 Matsuda et al.
B2* 3/2012 Hammad et al.
B2* 6/2012 Rouseetal. ..

Bl* 9/2012 Bogaard ........cccooeee.
B2* 11/2012 Marshall ...........c.occco..

Al 11/2001 Lowry et al.
Al 12/2001 DeLapa

Al 1/2002 Ferber et al.
Al 5/2002 Shore

Al 9/2002 Kernahan

Al* 3/2003 Routhenstein ..................

Al 8/2003 Shore
Al 8/2003 Cornateanu
Al 11/2003 Wu

Al* 12/2003 Smith ..o,

Al 1/2005 Doughty et al.

Al*  2/2008 Marshall ...

Al* 6/2008 Pourfallah et al. .

Al* 12/2008 Carlson etal. .....

Al* 2/2009 Matsudaetal. ... 705/30
Al 5/2009 Takayama

Al*  7/2009 Garciaetal. ..o 705/44
Al* 11/2009 Bishop et al.

Al* 2/2010 Patterson ...
Al* 2/2011 Rouse et al.
Al* 3/2012 Scipioni ......

OTHER PUBLICATIONS

Ptacek, M.J., “Electronic Commerce: Processor Camps Clash in
Person-to-Person Payment,” American Banker, vol. 165, No. 103, p.
14, May 30, 2000.*

Anon., “UK Leads Smartcard Trials,” Silicon.com, Feb. 8, 2002.*
“Authorize Net, a CyberSource solution,” www.authorize.net,
printed on Nov. 17, 2011, 1 page.*

“Braintree, High Risk Merchant Account: Third Party Payments
Aggregation,”  www.braintreepayments.com/blog/high-risk-mer-
chant-account-third-party-payments-aggregation; printed on Nov.
17,2011, 1 page.*

“ebay,Welcome to Customer Support,” ocs.ebay.com/ws/
eBayISAPI.dl1?CustomerSupport; printed on Nov. 17, 2011, 1
page.*

“half.com, an ebay company,” pages.half.ebay.com/help/seller/
fulfull.html, printed on Nov. 17,2011, 1 page.*

“Amazon services,” Wwww.amazonservices.com/content/sell-on-
amazon. htm?Id=AZFSSOA,; printed on Nov. 17, 2011, 1 page.*
“craigslist,” boston.craigslist.org; printed on Nov. 17,2011, 1 page.*
“PayPal,” https://www.paypal.com/webapps/mpp/merchant;inted on
Nov. 17, 2011, 1 page.*

“Amazonpayments,” https://payments.amazon.com/sdui/sdui/busi-
ness/overview; printed on Nov. 17,2011, 1 page.*

“Payment Professionals. Technology Visionaries. Service Fanatics,”
paypros.com; printed on Nov. 17, 2011, 1 page.*

Landry, Lauren, “Bookzingo: A Cheap Way to Get Textbooks on Your
Campus Without Ever having to Visit a Bookstore”, http://bostinno.
com/2012/01/19/bookzingo-a-cheap-way-to-get-text-books-on-
your-campus-without-ever-having-to-visit-thebookstore/, Jan. 19,
2012, Streetwise Media, 9 pages.*

“Coca-Cola Co. Secures Patents for M-Commerce in the U.S.; Vend-
ing Market Watch”, Gale Group, Inc. © 2005 Cygnus Business
Media, No. 3, vol. 47; p. 10, Issn: 1061-1797, Dated Mar. 1, 2005.
Ex Parte Christian-Friedrich Von Mrockdorff, United States Patent
and Trademark Office Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences;
Opinion in Support of Decision of Appeal No. 2003-2102, U.S. Appl.
No. 09/254,723; Heard Mar. 18, 2004.

Beat F. Schmid, Markus A. Lindemann, “Elements of a Reference
Model for Electronic Markets,” hicss, pp. 0193, Thirty-First Annual
Hawaii International Conference on System Sciences-vol. 4, 1998,
available online @ http://www?2.computer.org/portal/web/csdl/doi/
10.1109/HICSS.1998.655275, last accessed Feb. 1. 2009.

* cited by examiner



US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 1 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

“Djoy Uonezuoyiny “Wa) Joj aneydioyew Aq pabuew

upgsr

G
UOIJesuel|

WaluAeq SAOWIY

Janau 8| poujau Juawided s saAng

Ir

por/ i/ A

"PaLINI00 J0U Sey UORIesLes)

3ly3 3eyy buiBpapmowype Jajjas pue
Jakng oq 07 Sa1jdaJ AjsieIpaluLwl pue
UOIJEDLA0U B SIAIR0RJ dejdionsely

"pa)odwon UBaq Jou Sey LORDeSUR.] AL
Jey} 2oejdianyew Auou Jajies pue saAng
b oy

_—

“uonaesues] ajdwod ¢ soube
10U S30P PUE PaqUISA Se SI Wa)l 3y

&.T\ Jeuy 3a16e J0u saop Jakng 7 uondg el 3l Jeyy ssaube Jang :7 uondo
oer < oer
ocr
i A A Sjda0oy ZIT
| woyyesuenojuosisdu | | uosiad uljew o :UOIpUO S =
~ | 100w 0 seufie Jajs pue JaAng | | 49yS pue sakng N AR 0] Wal sMalAal RIS
O] UBWARY | g Iafkng
"PRJN300 S8y LOIBSURS} [e20] 3] UayM 9or 4 '

WWJIJuc3 0] Moy BuipJe6al uorewLia)u pue S|iZyap Japlo Sapnpul
10U} [1PWR ,UOKJRULIUCY) JApIQ) U SaAIRdR) J3[IRS “Jaliuap!
JoANQ © SaPNUI 12U7 [IPWR ,UORBULIYUO) JaPA], SSNDR Jakng

*J3URUIPI S43Ang (RS S[I83 JoAng

b g

uoresues) 9/dwo
0] Saa.6e pue paquasap se s

uoReuLoju] JuawAeq J0Js /gy Joj
fed 03 uonewoul JuswiAed sndul JaAng

20| djeyiew uluo uo Jaas Aed-pay

Wou) way aseyaind 03 Seaube Jadng

' Y I sord | 101/
PIOH Uonez.oyny polLeA UonewIoJu]
U3UAeg 15903y LoeuLOJU] uauukeq JuaUAeg Ao
mbw.\ 907 201~ N. b.\.k
N
[




US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 2 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

oju

UOIBSuI|

1 Ir o
35BqR1EP Ul J3YRU3PI PUB Jaqunu uoydaja) uopesuel]
901 P10}k abessalu 4a) Uy papnoul sayuapi pue | Lolpestie.] <>
W JRuLeg J2qUINU 3uoydaje S3(S Laiew umy Auedwoy |
‘afiessauw xa S alRS anR0a. [ y Auedwo) 027 JOURLaP] S J2ANg L3[R [}
D 0Ez _J o \_puoydopy s 35 Egicgsssﬂ 3k oy S kg —
: VN Januap] S 1oAng bessaw ||m Ja|PS 10 A0 15 [ 2P
- ] PRISUILISY UODBSUEL] ‘PAYIRSUR R YU SO 0] JOANG XSE 1M J2]RS SET
il JOu way Jof pousaw Juawhed uopesuex) ajdwod OETN *
uoiesue)] [ - —a|  UOIDRSURL 12U Y AURAWO) |
s,JaAng Uo paoeyd 2ue sabueyd Ay [ 242G e 01 2462 J0u S30p JaAng uopesuex aja)duod -
0U oLy AJaA |[IM y Auedwio) HOU |} 185 pue 137G i \Copr 03 Saaibe JoAng
S nr|  .ssi/0517 \§J
SIE20 B0 [k P BRLO, Wa) paseyaind 1esuel) UOIIPUCD NS 0} Ua)) paseyaund
Y 135 W3  ALRALE) “RURLED S 2I A | 0 JoW g aaube J3ypg pue JaAng ™1 svamai Jadng Eﬁwmsa.__mm pue JaAng
Jonewyu0?) JapJg, Jakng sjiewa y Auedwo) . J
PIOH uonezuotny WAL/ RIRS
oju oJu Juawhe K74 uSCT
JusWARy SAOLITY mNNL L " “w“_E FOTNJouauted) !
] I \IIT
091 *JaQUINU auoydaf) 5 Ja[S Yyim " T 21038 ioAng woy vonewuyuod Juewed| | oeidianew dujuo sy Auedwoguo | ZZ7
3D 340 S2I0S  AuRCuLD) ‘aseqep U 4w_h_“.__wb_ B __mmwgsh: VRAWCD| | sawanany Aueduuey pue s odng [ | 491 o way asequng o seafe ang
I0¢
QNNK | sor- 1 A \C o1
e ¢ 01RO
PIOH UoRezuoyny oRewAO] ,
JU3WAeq Jsanbay E__”Dm:hw”“:es JWalAeg Ao _\N .0 .N. h\
q081 eo9r 601 801 17 A




US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 3 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

@n ? I

DIOH UOKZLOYYNY Ju3UIAgG IAOLRY 901 35eqeiep uondesuz.) ajepdn 1Jajeg pue
1350qe3ep LORRLLIOJU) UORpesLel] 3epdn —{ .3Ang yoq 0] 36essaw ,pALLILuUG) UOIYDBSURL], SPUBS
1aAng aBieyp j0u 0q ‘uoesuel; jeulwia) | Joj wewAeq Y Auedwo?) *UoneuLojul 10302 SaNRDR f Auedwo)
J091/,551/,06T7 N | s/

Jayyuap! JaAng 1aLi0d yym ‘pajajduiod Usaq ey w081 qo8r

y| vosesuen 1oL y Auecuio?) Seuou (RS *Jaynusp! a0 PIOH uonezuoyny Juauwikey | | Y ep8r
UOIeSUp)| [ 1 UM JO[I9S SOPIACId PUB JaLJUBPI 1082400 SaNIa0. JaAng 3A0L3Y “JoAng abieLp
oz \ 100 0Q 'UORRSURI| euIa| A3 wauwieg
71T w091/ u§ST/ui0ST
"19|[0S 0 PRljU2A 3 15NLI UOIESUe) 958qe}ep uorpesue.) ajepdn +iaAng 0} Jaunuspl JeAng o R Aeg =1 LoIesUel|
16y abiessaw Japuiwas spuas y Auedwio) Jakng L1 1524100 Spuas Ajenewaine y AuecuIY ‘PaAIRIAl Uadg
0} JaL)u3pt Jafng Spus  Aueduuog ‘paiyLaA g Jsnu Sey JolJQuaPI PRLI00L] 18y} J3jRS Saunou  Auedwo) 901 <> Y IIr
uonesueJ) ey awn Bunssw pabue.ie-aid buunp L 1 35eqRIEp UonJesueL) Salepdn 11395 pue JaAng 10
1335 pue JaAng Saiou AlRjeipaww] y Auedwo?) 59¢ 0} abessaw , pauLIu07) LoIesUBI, Spuss Y Auedwo)
oz A I Cesz
1094100 30U 1 J31uap[ S JoAng Inq “pate|dwico JBUNUAP] JoAng 1094100 M ‘pale|dwod
US9q Sey oiIesueL} Jey} y Auedway paynou Jaes U59q Sey Uoioesue.) Jey} y Auedwo? paunou Japs
sne3s uoiyesuesy o'y Auedwo? Anou Jou $30p J3|jes 097 .\ > ,(Rm
08¢ J
_
. 25eqe)ep uoresue.) ajepdn paAiRDal uaag sey abessaw
m N Q.N.K 18y Ja]jaS pue Jakng y30q Aynou Ajiearjewiojne (m y Aueduwio)
Svmk |




US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 4 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

J¢ O

Ainu3 uawhed

epsr

Pala|dw00 U3aq Sey JusLufeq
1aAng 1043 J3(RS pue Jakng AlnoN

1Un03DY POLa JualiAeg

sJaAng o1 abueyn usiAeq azuoLyny

v67-
Y

Nmmu&

JUN0208 §,13(13S OJU] Y AUBAWIO? 0) MO UOISSILILICD
SnuIW JoAng Aq pied sA3uow Sysodap Y Auedwo)

901

0ju] JuswiAeq

s6c J

319|dwoa uooesue.) ‘wal Jo soud aseypind
(1N} JoJ pougou juawAed s saAng sabieud y Auedwio)

r 06¢



US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 5 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

£ O

_es Hsig_\ﬂ 90T
|

202|dappew sUnuo AJRoN 4(unoxe s J9iRs
AjBAljewaYje Jo) a0e|dieyIeu Bujuo J0j Junodoe S)paL) pue Junowe
UOISSIULICO  AQ UOIIBSUE.] JO JUnOLIR SSONPRI J0SS3014 uawARq

ope i

o
-

-

UOIYeSUEJ] J0 JuUnOwe Joj uncae
PoLial JusLiAey JaAng 0] abeyd sazI0UINe J0SS30044 uBlAR

ocs - i

0JUI 203G ‘UOIN28SURL} JO JUNOWE PUE LOMBLLLUOD LONeWWNSL

oeLojuy uoresued] ajepdn ‘ayeduicy
UOIDBSLIRA] Ja[jRS pUB JaAng Sayou aoejdiaxew aujug

09/

UOIDESLIEL] J0 JUNOWE PUB JOSSa04d JuaWAeg

ucnoesues Jo UDNE}aSRIda) SaAIRORI 105530014 JualAR

05€

103530044 JuaLuAeg

FQNM

—

Anu3 owheq

90T OJu] JuouAeg|

eosr

{1unoaoe JuswAed Joj ojur uswiAed Jndul sey JaAng Jeup soeidia.ew
BUIIUO AJION) PIOH uoijezuouny JustuAeq Jsanbay ‘ojur JuswAed
PRIJIISA J0j '0Ju] JUBLLARY AJIISA UOIIBULIOJUT JUBLIARY 103G +Junodoe
poLTaW JuauuAed 5, JaAng Buidyuspr uoneuLiojul JuswiAed sindul JaAng

0} UOIeLLJu0o LORRWIINSIOD Uojpesues Jo
u0ne uasaIdal 2 Sapiald aoejdioney auluo

o1c A

208/ d1oieW UITUO 0) UOReULIU0)
UOZUILINSUoD Lopested) apiaoud pue
UOIDBSueY) AJewunsUed 3RS pue Jaing

07z A

240)6 /(] AJRJAURE) }JUNOLLE LOIIeSURL)

J6OT/,801/,£01/,50T =

10553001 TUaUKeq [ 20edRYiey auuy

—

AJuapT ‘Soejdjaew Buluo uo J3)es
Auled-paiyy wou W2y aseyaind oy Saal6e JoAng

o]
UoIpesel|

101




US 8,429,084 B1

Sheet 6 of 6

Apr. 23,2013

U.S. Patent

K3 uewiheg

Da01pa. 1UNCI0E DeIAIBNEW UljUO pue paja|duio
UOMDESUE) 1241 30ejd1Iew 3uU0 SALNOU J0SSa0.q uatiey

o0sp-! A

Jrrs [
UQIeSUR)| [emt—=
901 OJU] JowARd| o o
1.4 R[S
Jlafng

1UN0208 S S)PaJD 1]uN020e JOSSaN0lq JuauAeq SYPa. fuDReuLIUl
UoITDesuex) Sajepdn JUnoode poulal JUaWAe, Jakng aBieyd o) abueyd
JuawAed SaZiI0LINe J0S58I0)4 JUBLIARY ‘UORBLLLINSUC) UOIIBSUBL) e @ o

oy i

UCIeULLU0T UONeWWNSUCY uoidesuel 555900, 10550044 JuawiAeq

0957 i

Y

UONBULLUO) UOPULINSUOD LDIESUEI) SIA08) JOSS004 JualARY

0w |

Knu uswieg

eogr

v DI 501 10553001 T09uReg

UORRLLICUI S3103S +Ja]j2S Pue Jakng S|1ew? +3uuapI JaAng Sajesauah
"Poy JuawAed s153nbaa ‘uoneuLOuI JuatARd pijA JoJ JUCIBLLIOJU] JuBUARG
SalL3A, ‘uoRewIolu] JuawiAeq Jakng Joj JaAng Sydwod 0SS8004q ualukeg

—

»={ Uoneuviojus Guunoaoe )1 sajepdn aoediaxiey aujug

58y J

Uoreses aja|duea 0] 3)Sqam J0SSa00l

JudWAe 03 JaAng SToalipal Saejdianey AUy

11744 k A

Junouwe uormesuex) Buipnpug
UOIJRULIOJU] UOROBSUB.] PUR J3[j3S ‘1055300
JUBWARG SpUSS pue La)l 3seuaInd 0] SIUeM Jang
1Rl 10558701 JUBLUAR SauI0U B0|dienew auluQ

06¥

ore” A

A Cosy

Oju Juauieq|

20e(dyoR 2L SUUO JO JSGOM U0 J3jJRS Auled-pa)
B LU0 dseyand o) Way e Sayiuap] JaAng

—

lonewLoj]
URI/RIRS

arr

101~

ETIERTETENT

A



US 8,429,084 B1

1
CONFIRMING LOCAL MARKETPLACE
TRANSACTION CONSUMMATION FOR
ONLINE PAYMENT CONSUMMATION

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This applicationis a continuation application of U.S. appli-
cation Ser. No. 13/302,684, which was filed Nov. 22, 2011,
now U.S. Pat. No. 8,271,394 which claims priority to U.S.
Provisional Application Ser. No. 61/552,328, filed Oct. 27,
2011, entitled “CONFIRMING LOCAL MARKETPLACE
TRANSACTION CONSUMMATION FOR ONLINE PAY-
MENT CONSUMMATION,” the entire content and disclo-
sures of all of which are incorporated for all purposes by
reference herein as is fully stated herein.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The field of the present invention is online payment for
transactions arranged online, and more particularly, confirm-
ing that a local marketplace transaction has been consum-
mated for authorizing online payment consummation.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Many online transactions are considered consummated at
the point when the item ordered by an online customer is
shipped. For example, customers routinely access the Internet
to buy items from online stores. At an online store, a customer
might browse items available, select an item for purchase,
provide a method of payment, such as a credit card or PAY-
PAL® account number, and identify an address to which the
item should be delivered. The online store then sends the item
and charges the customer’s account.

Alternatively, some stores, including online stores, choose
to operate through an online marketplace, such as, for
example, AMAZON®, or EBAY®. A customer’s experience
through an online marketplace is similar to purchasing
through an online store, except that the store that actually
delivers the purchased item to the address specified by the
customer is not provided with payment information details.
For example, a customer may purchase an item through an
online marketplace by accessing the online marketplace, and
similar to accessing an online store directly, browsing items
available, selecting an item to purchase, providing a method
of payment, such as credit card or PAYPAL® account num-
ber, and identifying an address to which the item should be
delivered.

Once the customer submits the order, the online market-
place notifies the store, such as an online store, of the item
order; the online marketplace notifies the store that the cus-
tomer has authorized payment for the particular item and
provides the store with the address to which the item should
be delivered. The online marketplace, however, does not pro-
vide the store with any of the payment method details. Rather,
the store must first send the item to the customer-indicated
delivery address, and must provide a confirmation to the
online marketplace that the item has been sent. One way by
which stores provide such confirmation is by providing, for
example, a USPS Delivery Confirmation number associated
with the item sent.

The online marketplace requires receipt from the store of a
confirmation that the item has been shipped before the online
marketplace authorizes payment to the store according to the
payment method authorized by the customer; the online mar-
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ketplace takes some percentage of the payment as payment
for having provided the online and payment services.

As can be seen from the above-outlined process, online
transactions through online stores or through stores operating
through online marketplaces, are considered to have reliably
been consummated for payment authorization purposes upon
confirmation that the item ordered has been shipped. That is,
for purchases of items through online stores or stores operat-
ing through online marketplaces, shipment confirmation of
an item is considered to provide reliable confirmation that the
transaction has been consummated.

As compared to an online transaction for an item that is to
be shipped by an online store, or for an item that is to be
shipped by a store after notification by an online marketplace,
some Internet websites allow purchasers to arrange for a
local, physical, exchange of an item for payment. For
example, CRAIGSLIST® provides listings of many different
types of items for sale. As compared to an online purchase, a
customer browses items for sale through CRAIGSLIST®.
Instead of paying for the item through CRAIGSLIST®, the
customer contacts the seller and arranges to meet the seller, in
order to see the item and determine whether or not to purchase
the item. For example, for a car, the customer would want to
see the car and test drive it, before consummating its pur-
chase. Once the customer is satisfied with the item, the cus-
tomer would provide the seller with some form of payment.

The above-described type of transaction that involves a
customer meeting a seller to physically exchange the item
being purchased for payment may be referred to herein as a
“local marketplace transaction.” The physical exchanging of
an item for payment may be referred to herein as a “local
marketplace.”

Issues sometimes arise with local marketplace transac-
tions. One issue that sometimes arises is that a local market-
place buyer may provide the local marketplace seller with
some form of payment that the seller cannot resolve for suf-
ficient payment. For example, a buyer might provide a seller
with a personal check for which there are insufficient funds.

As a result of the above-mentioned insufficient funds prob-
lem, some local marketplace sellers require cash payment. In
some cases, however, the buyer-provided “cash” may be
counterfeit. In other cases, an unsuspecting buyer that
brought cash for a local marketplace purchase, has been
robbed.

Individuals that might want to sell an item through a web-
site such as CRAIGSLIST® may not be ina position to accept
credit cards for payment. Further, a customer may not feel
comfortable providing an individual seller that the customer
is meeting for the first time in a place such as a grocery store
parking lot, or other minimal security location, with credit
card information.

As compared to online purchases where shipment confir-
mation of an item is considered to provide reliable confirma-
tion that the transaction has been consummated, websites that
provide for the arrangement of local marketplace transactions
have not facilitated online payment because there has been no
way to reliably confirm that the local marketplace transaction
has been consummated.

Some way is needed to reliably confirm that a local mar-
ketplace transaction has been consummated to facilitate reli-
able online payment consummation.

Further, some companies may not want to, or may not be in
a financial position to, provide payment between buyers and
sellers on their own website. Such a situation might be a
temporary one. Or, for marketing reasons, some companies
may want to advertise through a Payment Processor website,
that is, a website to which customers provide payment
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account information, but through which, customers may pur-
chase items from third-party companies. Some buyers may
feel more secure providing their payment information to a
Payment Processor website than to small operators. However,
where companies act to facilitate transactions between third-
party Buyers and Sellers, a Payment Processor website owner
may not want to be responsible for authorizing payment to
such companies unless the companies can provide some way
for confirming to the Payment Processor that the transaction
for which payment is requested has been completed (consum-
mated). Where companies act to facilitate local marketplace
transactions between third-party Buyers and Sellers, a way is
needed to reliably confirm to a Payment Processor that the
local marketplace transaction has been consummated to
facilitate reliable online payment consummation by the Pay-
ment Processor.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Exemplary embodiment of the present invention would
provide systems, including Internet-based systems, and com-
puter-implemented methods, for providing online Buyers and
Sellers who physically transact an exchange of an item at a
local meeting place, indicia of confirmation of the exchange
on which to base a background online payment. In particular,
exemplary embodiments of the present invention would pro-
vide a way for Buyers and/or Sellers to input an identifier for
online authentication to confirm that a physical exchange of
an item sold had been transacted and that would accordingly
provide an online system with a basis to charge the relevant
Buyer’s account for a sale amount and pay the Seller for the
item sold.

Exemplary embodiments of the present invention would
provide systems and computer-implemented methods for
reliably confirming that a local marketplace transaction has
been consummated thereby facilitating reliable online pay-
ment consummation for local marketplace transactions.

One exemplary embodiment of the present invention
would provide an Internet-based computer system for con-
firming that a local marketplace transaction has been consum-
mated; such an exemplary Internet-based computer system
would comprise at least one exemplary server computer that
would be programmed to: in response to a buyer request to
purchase an item featured for sale by a seller, generate an
identifier of a transaction for a sale of the item; store in a
computer-accessible memory a record that would comprise a
relationship between the identifier of the transaction, an iden-
tification of the buyer, and an identification of the seller;
communicate the identifier of the transaction to the buyer;
receive from the seller a communication of the identifier in
combination with the identification of the seller; and charge
anaccount associated with the buyer for an amount associated
with the sale of the item. In one exemplary embodiment, the
exemplary record would comprise a relationship between the
identifier of the transaction, an identification of the buyer, an
identification of the seller and an identification of the item.

In one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, the
identifier would comprise a combination of human-readable
characters; communicating the identifier of the transaction to
the buyer would comprises communicating a message to a
mobile telephone associated with the buyer that would com-
prise said combination of human-readable characters.

In one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, the
identifier would comprise a machine-readable graphic sym-
bology; communicating the identifier of the transaction to the
buyer would comprise communicating a message to amobile
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telephone associated with the buyer that would comprise a
visual representation of said machine-readable graphic sym-
bology.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features of the present invention are more
fully set forth in the following description of exemplary
embodiments of the invention. The description is presented
with reference to the accompanying drawings in which:

FIG. 1 depicts high-level logic functions for a Buyer’s
overview perspective of a local marketplace transaction in an
exemplary embodiment of the present invention;

FIGS. 2A-2C depict high-level logic functions for process-
ing a confirmation by a party to a local marketplace transac-
tion of a consummation of the local marketplace transaction
in an exemplary embodiment of the present invention;

FIG. 3 depicts alternative high-level logic functions for an
exemplary Payment Processor to process payments for third-
party online marketplace companies in an exemplary embodi-
ment of the present invention; and

FIG. 4 depicts further alternative high-level logic functions
for an exemplary Payment Processor for processing a confir-
mation by a party to a local marketplace transaction of a
consummation of the local marketplace transaction in an
exemplary embodiment of the present invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

FIG. 1 depicts high-level logic functions for a Buyer’s
overview perspective of a local marketplace transaction in an
exemplary embodiment of the present invention. With refer-
ence to FIG. 1, as depicted in exemplary logic function 101,
an exemplary Buyer would search or browse an online mar-
ketplace website (as illustratively depicted by exemplary
Seller/Item Information database 112) and would tentatively
agree to purchase an item for an advertised sale amount (or,
alternatively, for a negotiated price such as may be negotiated
through an auction web site, or through a buyer-posting web
site, such as, for example, through www.zaarly.com, or
through other buyer-seller negotiation business models) from
a third-party Seller through the online marketplace (which
may sometimes be referred to generally as exemplary online
“Company A”).

Reference herein to an advertised sale amount is illustra-
tive and is not a limitation of the present invention. Rather, in
some exemplary embodiments, an exemplary Buyer would
negotiate a tentative sale amount for an item such as through
an auction website. In other exemplary embodiments, an
exemplary Buyer would tentatively agree to an advertised
sale amount for an item. Yet other embodiments would pro-
vide exemplary Sellers with the opportunity to advertise an
item for online auction, for online negotiation and/or for sale;
exemplary Buyer’s would either tentatively agree to an adver-
tised price, or to a negotiated or auction bid price, as the case
may be.

Exemplary embodiments would not be limited to seller-
postings of items for sale. Rather, exemplary embodiments of
the present invention could be used with buyer-posting driven
business models (such as, for example, through www.zaarly-
.com), or through other buyer-seller negotiation business
models whether now known or in the future discovered.

As further explained below, some exemplary embodiments
would provide for local marketplace negotiations that could
result in a modified final amount for the item as compared to
the amount that the exemplary Buyer had initially tentatively
agreed to online.
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As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, the exemplary Buyer would be tentatively agreeing to
purchase the item subject to the exemplary Buyer’s later
physical inspection and approval of the item listed for sale. As
depicted in exemplary logic function 105, the exemplary
Buyer would then input exemplary payment information to
tentatively pay for the item that the exemplary Buyer has
tentatively agreed to purchase; exemplary payment informa-
tion would include, for example, a type of payment (e.g.,
credit card, debit card, bank identifier, PAYPAL®, or the
like), a relevant account number, and other Buyer identifica-
tion information that would be used to verify the payment
information. The exemplary embodiment would store the
payment information in an exemplary payment information
database 106.

As depicted in exemplary logic function 107, the exem-
plary embodiment would then verify that the payment infor-
mation that the Buyer had provided was valid; the verification
would include a request to verify that the advertised sale
amount would be authorized for charge against the Buyer-
provided payment type and payment account. As depicted in
exemplary logic function 107, to verify the Buyer’s payment
information, the exemplary embodiment would communi-
cate with the relevant Payment Entity 1804-180n. For
example, if the Buyer had provided a particular type of credit
card, then the exemplary embodiment would communicate
with the relevant Payment Entity that was associated with
processing payment for the particular type of credit card.

As depicted by exemplary test logic function 108, the
exemplary embodiment would determine from information
that would have been provided by the relevant Payment Entity
(e.g., one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-1807) whether
or not the Payment Information that had been provided by the
Buyer was valid or not.

As depicted by the “N” (No) path from exemplary test logic
function 108, if the Buyer Payment Information was not
valid, or if the amount of the sale was not authorized, then the
exemplary embodiment would notify the Buyer to input valid
information (e.g., in exemplary logic function 105). On the
other hand, if; as depicted by the “Y” (Yes) path from exem-
plary test logic function 108, the Buyer Payment Information
was verified as being valid and the amount of the sale is
authorized, then the exemplary embodiment would request
109 that the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary
Payment Entities 180a-1807) put a Hold on a payment autho-
rization against an account associated with the Buyer accord-
ing to the Buyer Payment Information for the relevant adver-
tised sale amount.

As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, in exemplary embodiments that may be implemented
with auction or other business model-based sites, e.g., with
buyer-posting sites, the relevant amount (as negotiated
between the Buyer and Seller) of the sale would be the basis
for the payment authorization and the Hold.

In one exemplary embodiment, an exemplary Hold as
described above would be placed on a payment authorization
for the relevant amount against a particular Buyer’s account
for a pre-established maximum number of days, e.g., for an
exemplary pre-established maximum period of seven (7)
days. In such an exemplary embodiment, if confirmation of
the consummation of the relevant transaction between the
Buyer and the Seller (as described further below) is not
received before the expiration of the pre-established maxi-
mum number of days, then the exemplary Hold would be
removed from the relevant Buyer’s account, and the Buyer
and the Seller would be notified that the Hold had been
removed; the Buyer would be instructed to re-enter Payment
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Information, which would again be processed in a manner
similar to that described above, and a new Hold would be
placed on a payment authorization against the Buyer’s
account for the relevant amount.

Continuing with reference to FIG. 1, as depicted in exem-
plary logic function 110, the exemplary Buyer would receive
an exemplary Buyer “Order Confirmation” email (from
exemplary online “Company A”) that would include an exem-
plary Buyer identifier (that would be generated by the exem-
plary embodiment and that would be stored on an exemplary
transaction information database as illustratively depicted by
exemplary transaction information database 111). In the
exemplary embodiment, the exemplary Buyer identifier
would be generated by the exemplary embodiment to be
sufficiently unique to uniquely identify the particular Buyer
during a particular period of time. As will be understood by
someone with ordinary skill in the art, and as will be
described in more detail below, various forms of a Buyer
identifier could be generated without departing from the spirit
of the present invention. In some exemplary embodiments, a
Buyer identifier would be a human-readable combination of
alphanumeric and/or special characters; in other exemplary
embodiments, a Buyer identifier would comprise a machine-
readable code, such as a machine-readable barcode, whether
of a type now known or in the future discovered.

As further depicted in exemplary logic function 110, the
exemplary Seller would receive an exemplary Seller “Order
Confirmation” email (from an exemplary online marketplace
such as exemplary online “Company A”) that would include
order details and information regarding, for example, how to
confirm with the local marketplace transaction has been com-
pleted. In one exemplary embodiment, the exemplary Seller
“Order Confirmation” email would include an exemplary
Seller identifier (sometimes referred to herein as a “Seller-
Transaction-Complete-Indicator”) that would be generated
by the exemplary embodiment to be sufficiently unique to
uniquely identify the particular Seller and the particular trans-
action by the Seller during a particular period of time.

Continuing with reference to FIG. 1, as depicted in exem-
plary logic function 115, the exemplary Buyer and Seller
would agree to meet in person to physically conduct the local
marketplace transaction. In some embodiments, the exem-
plary online marketplace would enable the Buyer and Seller
to anonymously exchange email messages in order to arrange
a meeting for the Buyer to inspect the item. In other embodi-
ments, the exemplary online marketplace would provide a
Seller telephone number to the Buyer for the Buyer to contact
the Seller and arrange to meet.

Continuing with reference to FIG. 1, as depicted in exem-
plary logic function 120, the exemplary Buyer and Seller
would meet in person. As depicted in exemplary logic func-
tion 125, the exemplary Buyer would inspect the item.

Ifthe exemplary Buyer does not agree to purchase the item,
as depicted in exemplary logic function 140, then, as depicted
in exemplary logic function 145, the exemplary Buyer and
Seller would notify (such as by respective Buyer and Seller
email messages) the exemplary online marketplace (e.g.,
exemplary Company A) that the transaction has not been
completed. As depicted in exemplary logic function 150, the
exemplary online marketplace would the receive the Buyer
and Seller notifications and would respond with a confirma-
tion to both the Buyer and the Seller that the transaction did
not occur, and as depicted in exemplary logic function 155,
would remove payment authorization for payment of the
item, and as depicted in exemplary logic function 160, would
notify the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary
Payment Entities 180a-180%) to remove the previously-re-
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quested payment authorization hold against the relevant Buy-
er’s payment information and account.

If, on the other hand, the exemplary Buyer accepts the item
for purchase, then as depicted in exemplary logic function
130, the exemplary Buyer would agree to complete the trans-
action, and as depicted in exemplary logic function 135,
would provide the Seller with the Buyer’s exemplary Buyer
identifier.

As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, the Buyer providing the Seller with the Buyer’s exem-
plary Buyer identifier would provide the Seller with evidence
that the Buyer has accepted the item and thereby consum-
mated the local marketplace transaction. As will be described
in more detail below with respect to FIGS. 2A-2C, the Seller
would then provide the exemplary online marketplace with
the Buyer’s identifier, thereby confirming that the local mar-
ketplace transaction has been consummated so that the exem-
plary online marketplace would then have evidence that the
local marketplace transaction has been consummated and
would authorize payment consummation for the transaction.
Processing of a Seller’s confirmation that the local market-
place transaction has occurred is described further below with
respect to FIGS. 2A-2C. In such an exemplary embodiment,
as described further below, the exemplary online marketplace
would require receipt of the Seller’s input of the Buyer’s
identifier, as evidence that the local marketplace transaction
had been consummated, before authorizing a charge for the
item purchased to the Buyer’s previously-authorized pay-
ment method.

As previously mentioned above, in an exemplary embodi-
ment that placed an exemplary Hold on a payment authoriza-
tion for a relevant tentative sale amount against a particular
Buyer’s account for a pre-established maximum number of
days, e.g., for an exemplary pre-established maximum period
of'seven (7) days, if confirmation of the consummation of the
relevant transaction between the Buyer and the Seller (such as
receipt of the Seller’s input of the Buyer’s identifier, or in
other embodiments as described elsewhere herein, receipt
from the Seller and/or the Buyer of an authentic identifier)
had not been received before the expiration of the pre-estab-
lished maximum number of days, then the exemplary Hold
would have been removed from the relevant Buyer’s account,
and unless the Buyer had re-entered Payment Information,
then the exemplary embodiment would respond to an input by
the Seller of the Buyer’s identifier (or in other embodiments
as described elsewhere herein, input from the Seller and/or
the Buyer of an authentic identifier) with a notification that
the previously-placed Hold against the Buyer’s account had
been removed and that if the Seller proceeded with the trans-
action, the Seller would do so at the Seller’s own risk of
possibly not receiving payment; such an exemplary embodi-
ment would take the input (by the Buyer and/or the Seller) of
the confirmation of the transaction as a subsequent Buyer
authorization of payment to the previously-identified Buyer’s
account, and would at that point, process the payment autho-
rization and attempt to charge the Buyer’s account for the
amount of the sale; if the Buyer’s account could successfully
be charged for the amount of the sale, such an exemplary
embodiment would notify both the Buyer and the Seller that
payment from the Buyer’s account is successtully transferred
to the Seller.

On the other hand, if the previously-placed Hold had
expired against the Buyer’s account, some exemplary
embodiments would deny completion of such a transaction
altogether.

If, on the other hand, confirmation of the consummation of
the relevant transaction between the Buyer and the Seller is
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received by such an exemplary embodiment before the expi-
ration of the pre-established maximum period of time, then
the exemplary embodiment would notify both the Buyer and
the Seller that payment from the Buyer’s account is success-
fully transferred to the Seller.

In some alternative embodiments, both the Buyer and the
Seller would provide each other with their respective identi-
fiers, and the online marketplace would receive either the
Buyer’s input of the Seller’s identifier, or the Seller’s input of
the Buyer’s identifier, as evidence that the local marketplace
transaction had been consummated. In such an alternative
embodiment, the exemplary online marketplace would accept
receipt of either, or both, the Seller’s input of the Buyer’s
identifier, and/or the Buyer’s input of the Seller’s identifier, as
evidence that the local marketplace transaction had been con-
summated, before authorizing a charge for the item purchased
to the Buyer’s previously-authorized payment method.

As a further alternative, the Seller could provide the Buyer
with the Seller’s identifier and the online marketplace would
receive the Buyer’s input of the Seller’s identifier as evidence
that the local marketplace transaction had been consum-
mated. In such an exemplary embodiment, the exemplary
online marketplace would require receipt of the Buyer’s input
of the Seller’s identifier, as evidence that the local market-
place transaction had been consummated, before authorizing
a charge for the item purchased to the Buyer’s previously-
authorized payment method.

As yet a further alternative, rather than generate a transac-
tion-specific identifier, in some further alternative exemplary
embodiments, a Buyer could maintain a “Buyer’s vault” and
could set up one or more passwords to that Buyer’s vault;
whenever the Buyer decided to purchase an item for which
the sale was arranged through the exemplary online market-
place, the Buyer would communicate the Buyer’s password
to the exemplary online marketplace to confirm that the trans-
action for the sale of the item had been completed. Because a
Buyer might arrange for multiple transactions during a par-
ticular time period, such a further alternative exemplary
embodiment may require that the Buyer provide the Buyer’s
password with an identification of the Seller (e.g., the Seller’s
telephone number) and/or the item (e.g., an SKU, an ISBN, or
other identifier).

In one such further alternative exemplary embodiment, an
exemplary Buyer would set up a different password, some-
times referred to as a “PIN”, for each transaction that the
Buyer anticipated conducting. That is, rather than the exem-
plary online marketplace system generating a transaction-
specific Buyer identifier, the exemplary Buyer would setup a
transaction-specific Buyer-specific PIN for each contem-
plated transaction. In such an embodiment, the exemplary
online marketplace would facilitate the Buyer identifying an
item that would be associated with a particular transaction-
specific, Buyer-specific PIN. Then, if the Buyer decided to
actually purchase the item, the Buyer would communicate the
Buyer’s transaction-specific password to the exemplary
online marketplace to confirm that the transaction for the sale
of'the item had been completed. Some such further alternative
exemplary embodiments would accept receipt of a particular
transaction-specific, Buyer-specific PIN from either the
Buyer or from the Seller.

Such a further alternative exemplary embodiment could
provide a mobile application that would facilitate the Buyer’s
input (or in some embodiment, the Seller’s input) of the
Buyer’s password and that would facilitate, such as with an
online graphic user interface that would display each item that
had previously been identified by the Buyer for potential
purchase, the Buyer’s (or in some embodiments, the Seller’s)
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selection of one or more items that comprised a particular sale
transaction. Alternatively, a mobile application could be pro-
vided that identified a particular transaction, such as with an
online graphic user interface that would display an identifi-
cation of the Seller and an identification, such as an SKU, an
ISBN, other identifier, or a photo) of the item to be bought.

Once such a further alternative exemplary embodiment
received a Buyer’s input (or in some embodiment, the Seller’s
input) of the Buyer’s password and/or identification of the
transaction (Seller and/or item(s)), the further alternative
exemplary online marketplace embodiment would: commu-
nicate to both the Buyer and the Seller (e.g., through email,
text message, Instant messaging, telephone message, or vari-
ous other types of communication) that the Buyer (or in some
embodiment, the Seller) had provided confirmation of the
transaction; charge the Buyer’s payment method account;
and update the various databases (e.g., the exemplary Trans-
action Information database 111 and the exemplary Payment
Information database 106).

With a Buyer-transaction-confirmation-notification-de-
pendent embodiment, some Sellers might attempt to withhold
transferring the item to the Buyer until receiving notification
from the further alternative exemplary online marketplace
embodiment that the transaction had been confirmed. How-
ever, such Seller behavior could defeat the basis for the con-
firmation, providing the Buyer with an excuse to return the
item and/or request a chargeback.

Further, as will be understood by someone with ordinary
skill in the art, once an item has changed hands, because the
Seller is the party to whom payment would be owed, the
Seller would be the party most likely to provide the exemplary
online marketplace with confirmation that the transaction had
been consummated.

FIGS.2A-2C depicthigh-level logic functions for process-
ing a confirmation by a party to a local marketplace transac-
tion of a consummation of the local marketplace transaction
in an exemplary embodiment of the present invention. Initi-
ating the high-level logic functions depicted in FIGS. 2A-2C
are a number of logic function elements that are similar to
those depicted in FIG. 1. In particular, with reference to FIGS.
2A-2C, as depicted in exemplary logic function 101', an
exemplary Buyer would search or browse an online market-
place website (as illustratively depicted by exemplary Seller/
Item Information database 112) and would tentatively agree
to purchase an item from a third-party Seller through an
online marketplace for an advertised sale amount. As
depicted in exemplary logic function 105', the exemplary
online marketplace would receive Buyer input of payment
information to tentatively pay for the item that the exemplary
Buyer has tentatively agreed to purchase and would store the
Buyer input of payment information in an exemplary Pay-
ment Information database 106.

Then, as depicted in exemplary logic function 107", the
exemplary embodiment would verify that the payment infor-
mation that the Buyer had provided was valid; the verification
would include a request to verify that the advertised sale
amount would be authorized for charge against the Buyer-
provided payment type and payment account. As depicted in
exemplary logic function 107", to verify the Buyer’s payment
information, the exemplary embodiment would communi-
cate with the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary
Payment Entities 180a-180#%). As depicted by exemplary test
logic function 108', the exemplary embodiment would deter-
mine from information that would have been provided by the
relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment
Entities 180a-1807) whether or not the Payment Information
that had been provided by the Buyer was valid or not.
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As depicted by the “N”* (No) path from exemplary test logic
function 108', if the Buyer Payment Information was not
valid, or if the amount of the sale was not authorized, then the
exemplary embodiment would notify the Buyer to input valid
information (e.g., in exemplary logic function 105"). On the
other hand, if; as depicted by the “Y” (Yes) path from exem-
plary test logic function 108', the Buyer Payment Information
was verified as being valid and the amount of the sale is
authorized, then the exemplary embodiment would request
109’ that the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary
Payment Entities 180a-1807) put a Hold on a payment autho-
rization against an account associated with the Buyer accord-
ing to the Buyer Payment Information for the relevant adver-
tised sale amount.

Continuing with reference to FIGS. 2A-2C, as depicted in
exemplary logic function 201, the exemplary online embodi-
ment would generate an exemplary Buyer identifier (some-
times referred to herein as a “Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator”).
As previously mentioned above, in the exemplary embodi-
ment, the exemplary Buyer identifier would be generated by
the exemplary online marketplace embodiment to be suffi-
ciently unique to uniquely identify the particular Buyer dur-
ing a particular period of time. As will be understood by
someone with ordinary skill in the art, various forms of a
Buyer identifier could be generated without departing from
the spirit of the present invention. Some exemplary online
marketplace embodiments would generate a Buyer identifier
to comprise a human-readable combination of alphanumeric
and/or special characters that would itself be a unique iden-
tifier during a particular period of time. In such an exemplary
embodiment, the exemplary email message that would be
sent to the Buyer (see, e.g., element 215, FIGS. 2A-20),
would contain within it the human-readable Buyer identifier.
When the Buyer meets the Seller to assess the item, if the
Buyer decides to purchase the item, the Buyer could show the
Seller the Buyer’s email message, or could say the identifier
to the Seller, so that the Seller could then provide the Buyer’s
identifier to the exemplary online marketplace.

Other exemplary online marketplace embodiments would
generate a Buyer identifier to comprise a human-readable
combination of alphanumeric and/or special characters that
would be unique when combined with the Buyer’s or Seller’s
telephone numbers. In such an embodiment, the Seller would
need to either email the exemplary online marketplace the
Buyer’s identifier from the Seller’s cell phone, or would need
to input the Buyer’s identifier and the Seller’s cell phone
number, such as through a webpage for the exemplary online
marketplace.

One exemplary embodiment would generate (create) an
exemplary random hash string to identify the transaction; the
exemplary embodiment would create a relationship between
the transaction/random hash string and both the Buyer’s cell
phone number and the Seller’s cell phone number. Some
exemplary embodiments would generate an exemplary ran-
dom hash string that would uniquely identify a particular
transaction for the life of the system. Other exemplary
embodiments would generate an exemplary random hash
string that would uniquely identitfy a particular transaction for
some period of time. Yet other exemplary embodiments
would generate an exemplary random hash string that would
uniquely identify a particular transaction when combined
with the Buyer’s and/or the Seller’s cell phone number—in
some exemplary embodiments, the combination would be
unique for the life of the system; in other exemplary embodi-
ments, the combination would be unique for some period of
time.
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One exemplary embodiment would generate an exemplary
random hash key using a combination of a randomly gener-
ated identifier (“UUID”) with an internal millisecond timer
(“TickCount”). That is, the exemplary random hash key
would equal UUID+TickCount.

Another exemplary embodiment would generate an exem-
plary random hash key using just the randomly generated
UUID.

Depending on the embodiment, the exemplary random
hash key could be rather long. The longer the hash key, the
more difficult it might be for the user (Seller or Buyer, as the
case/embodiment may be) to enter the hash key and/or to
enter it accurately. As an alternative to sending the entire
exemplary random hash key to the Buyer, some exemplary
embodiments would also generate a shorter “PIN” code or
key and would communicate only the PIN code/key to the
Buyer, such as in an email to the Buyer’s cell phone. In one
such embodiment, the PIN code/key would be generated to be
a unique identifier of the transaction for the particular
Seller—that is, the PIN code/key would be unique for the
particular Seller’s cell phone number. In another such
embodiment, the PIN code/key would be generated to be a
unique identifier of the transaction for the particular Buyer
and for the particular Seller—that is, the PIN code/key would
be unique for the particular Buyer’s cell phone number and
for the particular Seller’s cell phone number.

Yet other exemplary online marketplace embodiments
would generate a Buyer identifier (a Buyer-Acceptance-Indi-
cator) that would comprise a machine-readable code, such as
a machine-readable barcode or other machine-readable sym-
bology, whether of a type now known or in the future discov-
ered. In such an exemplary embodiment, the exemplary email
message that would be sent to the Buyer (see, e.g., element
215, FIGS. 2A-2C), would contain within it the machine-
readable barcode or other machine-readable symbology. In
such an embodiment, when the Buyer agrees to purchase the
item, the Buyer would need to allow the Seller to use the
Seller’s cell phone, such as an intelligent cell phone with an
infrared or other scanning device, or a digital camera, to scan
or take a photographic image of the machine-readable bar-
code or other machine-readable symbology. The Seller would
then use the Seller’s cell phone to email the scanned/photo-
graphed information from the cell phone’s scanning/photo-
graphing of the machine-readable barcode or other machine-
readable symbology to the exemplary online marketplace.

Yet other exemplary online marketplace embodiments
would generate a Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator that would
comprise an image that could comprise a picture, or a com-
bination of a picture and a phrase.

Although not shown in FIGS. 2A-2C, an alternative to
exemplary logic function 201 would alternatively, or in addi-
tion to generating a Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator, would gen-
erate an exemplary Seller identifier (sometimes referred to
herein as a “Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator”) that
would be generated in much the same ways as described
above regarding exemplary generation of a Buyer-Accep-
tance-Indicator, and would, for example, be sufficiently
unique to uniquely identity the particular Seller and the par-
ticular transaction by the Seller during a particular period of
time.

Continuing with reference to FIGS. 2A-2C, as depicted in
exemplary logic function 210, the exemplary embodiment
would store the exemplary Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator
(and/or, in other embodiments, the exemplary Seller-Trans-
action-Complete-Indicator) in a memory storage device, such
as in a database, such as illustratively depicted by exemplary
transaction information database 111, with a relationship to

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

12

the Seller’s telephone number, and in some embodiments,
with a relationship to the Buyer’s telephone number, and in
some embodiments with a relationship to an identification of
the item that is to be purchased; for embodiments that would
store the exemplary Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator,
a relationship between the exemplary Seller-Transaction-
Complete-Indicator and the Buyer’s telephone number would
be stored, because the Buyer would communicate the exem-
plary Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator back to the
exemplary online marketplace (e.g., exemplary Company A)
to confirm that the local marketplace transaction had taken
place (i.e., been consummated).

Some exemplary embodiments would store a relationship
between an identifier of the transaction, an identification of
the buyer, and an identification of the seller. Some exemplary
embodiments would store a relationship between the identi-
fier of the transaction, the identification of the buyer, the
identification of the seller, and an identification of the item.

As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, any of various types of identifiers could be used to identify
anitem, including but not limited to, for example, SKU, ISBN
(e.g., for books (International Standard Book Number)), a
customized system-specific identifier, an Internet address at
which a seller posts an advertisement for the item, or various
other types and/or combination(s) of product identifiers.

Continuing with reference to FIGS. 2A-2C, as depicted in
exemplary logic function 215, the exemplary embodiment
would communicate, such as through an email, to the Buyer
anexemplary Buyer’s “Order Confirmation” that would com-
prise the exemplary generated Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-Ac-
ceptance-Indicator) (which in the exemplary embodiment
would be stored on exemplary Transaction Information data-
base 111); the exemplary embodiment would also communi-
cate, such as through an email, to the Seller, an exemplary
Seller’s “Order Confirmation” that would comprise order
details, and if appropriate, an exemplary Seller-Transaction-
Complete-Indicator.

Continuing with reference to FIGS. 2A-2C, as depicted in
exemplary logic function 120', the Buyer and Seller would
agree, such as through telephone calls, emails, anonymous
marketplace emails, or the like, to meet to transact the
exchange of the item to be purchased, for payment authori-
zation.

When the Buyer and Seller meet, the Buyer would assess
the item to be purchased as depicted in exemplary logic
function 125' to determine whether or not to complete the
transaction.

As depicted in exemplary test function 125", if the Buyer
declines to accept (a “No” path), then the Buyer would not
agree to complete the transaction 140", the Buyer and/or the
Seller would notify the exemplary online marketplace (e.g.,
exemplary Company A) that the transaction was not com-
pleted 145", and the exemplary embodiment would terminate
the transaction, and would not submit any charges against the
Buyer’s previously-indicated payment method 150'/155'; the
exemplary Transaction Information database 111 and the
exemplary Payment Information database 106 would be
updated to show that the transaction had been terminated, and
as depicted in exemplary logic function 160', the exemplary
embodiment would notify the relevant Payment Entity (e.g.,
one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-180#) to remove the
previously-requested payment authorization Hold against the
relevant Buyer’s payment information and account.

As previously mentioned above, in an exemplary embodi-
ment that placed an exemplary Hold on a payment authoriza-
tion for a relevant tentative sale amount against a particular
Buyer’s account for a pre-established maximum number of



US 8,429,084 B1

13

days, e.g., for an exemplary pre-established maximum period
of'seven (7) days, if confirmation of the consummation of the
relevant transaction between the Buyer and the Seller (such as
receipt of the Seller’s input of the Buyer’s identifier, or in
other embodiments as described elsewhere herein, receipt
from the Seller and/or the Buyer of an authentic identifier)
had not been received (i.e., the “Y” path from exemplary
function 125" depicted in FIGS. 2A-2C) before the expiration
of the pre-established maximum number of days, then the
exemplary embodiment depicted in FIGS. 2A through 2C
would follow the exemplary “N” path from exemplary test
function 125", taking the expiration of the pre-established
maximum number of days as an indication that the Buyer had
not agreed to complete the transaction 140' and as a default
notification by the Buyer and/or the Seller that the transaction
was not completed 145'; the exemplary embodiment would
terminate the transaction, and would not submit any charges
against the Buyer’s previously-indicated payment method
150'/155"; the exemplary Transaction Information database
111 and the exemplary Payment Information database 106
would be updated to show that the transaction had been ter-
minated; and as depicted in exemplary logic function 160', the
exemplary embodiment would notify the relevant Payment
Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-180%)
to remove the previously-requested payment authorization
Hold against the relevant Buyer’s payment information and
account.

If, on the other hand, confirmation of the consummation of
the relevant transaction between the Buyer and the Seller is
received by such an exemplary embodiment such as depicted
in exemplary test function 125" depicted in FIGS. 2A-2C
before the expiration of the pre-established maximum period
of time, then the exemplary embodiment would proceed with
the exemplary “Y” path from exemplary test function 125" as
described further below.

As depicted in exemplary test function 125", if the Buyer
decides to accept (a “Yes” path), then the Buyer would agree
to complete the transaction 130", the Buyer would provide the
Seller with the Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-Acceptance-Indica-
tor) 135', and the Seller would communicate the Buyer’s
identifier (Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator) to the exemplary
online marketplace (e.g., exemplary Company A) 220.

In the event that the Buyer had deleted the communication
(e.g., the email, or text message) that provided the Buyer’s
identifier (Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator), the exemplary
embodiment would provide for Buyer communications (us-
ing any of various media and forms as illustratively described
herein) to request another copy of the Buyer’s identifier
(Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator).

In order to communicate a human-readable, e.g., alphanu-
meric/special character, Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-Accep-
tance-Indicator) to the exemplary online marketplace, the
Seller would send the exemplary online marketplace an
email, text message, or Instant message, using the Seller’s
cell phone, or could call a telephone number associated with
the exemplary online marketplace and verbally state the Buy-
er’s identifier (Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator), or could use the
Seller’s phone’s keypad to input the Buyer’s identifier
(Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator).

In order to communicate an image-based Buyer-Accep-
tance-Indicator, the Seller could photograph the image (in-
cluding with a corresponding phrase, as the case may be) as it
would be shown to the Seller by the Buyer on the display of
the Buyer’s cell phone; the Seller would then communicate
the image (including with a corresponding phrase, as the case
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may be) to the exemplary online marketplace (e.g., exemplary
Company A) to confirm consummation of the local market-
place transaction.

Alternatively, in order to communicate such an image-
based Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator, the Seller could sign on
to a Mobile App (as described in more detail below), and
select an image and a phrase from a list of presented images
and phrases that match the image and phrase presented in the
Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator.

As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, there would be other ways, without departing from the
spirit of the present invention, for exemplary embodiments to
provide for Seller communication of such an image/phrase
Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator. For example, the Seller could
call a telephone number associated with the online market-
place and could select from a verbal list of image descriptions,
an image description that matches the image presented in the
Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator; and the Seller could select from
a verbal list of phrases, the phrase that matches the phrase
presented in the Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator, or alterna-
tively, the Seller could use the cell phone’s keypad to key in
the phrase presented in the Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator.

The exemplary description above regarding generating and
sending email messages to a Buyer, and receiving email mes-
sages from a Seller to confirm consummation of a local mar-
ketplace transaction are illustrative and non-limiting. Other
ways of communicating the transaction identifier (random
hash string, PIN code/key, or machine-readable symbology)
could be used without departing from the spirit of the present
invention. For example, the above-mentioned identifier (hu-
man-readable or machine-readable) could be communicated
to a Buyer in a text message, or Instant Messaging, and could
similarly be communicated to the exemplary online market-
place by a Seller using text or Instant messaging. As yet
another alternative, a mobile application (Mobile App) could
be provided; the Buyer would be provided with a sign-in PIN
code/key. By signing into the Mobile App using the Buyer’s
sign-in PIN code/key, the Mobile App would present a screen
that would comprise a Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator that
would comprise, for example, a randomly generated hash
string, a PIN code/key for the transaction, or a machine-
readable symbology.

For a machine-readable symbology, the Seller could use
the Seller’s cell phone scanning device or digital camera to
scan/photograph the Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator from the
screen of the Buyer’s cell phone. The Seller would then need
to communicate that Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator to the
online marketplace, such as for example, by signing into the
Mobile App using a sign-on Seller’s PIN code/key, and either
typing in the Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator, or pasting a
scanned-in or photographed copy of the Buyer-Acceptance-
Indicator. Alternatively, as could be done with other embodi-
ments described herein, the Seller could call a telephone
number associated with the online marketplace and verbally
repeat a code or type in a code using the phone keypad; or the
Seller could text message the code to the online marketplace,
or could access the online marketplace website (whether a full
website or a mobile version the website) and provide the
Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator.

As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, the description herein regarding exemplary use of Buyer
and Seller cell phones is illustrative and not a limitation of the
invention. Rather, intelligent devices that are capable of com-
municating using a communications network, such as PDA’s
(Personal Digital Assistants), [PADs®, and other such
devices whether now known or in the future discovered, could
be used.
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Further alternatives for communicating the Buyer-Accep-
tance-Indicator to the Buyer (or in an alternative embodi-
ment, communicating a Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indi-
cator to the Seller), and/or for receiving a corresponding
confirmation of the consummation of the relevant local mar-
ketplace transaction from the other of the two parties (Buyer
or Seller) could include voice mail, automated telephone calls
and messages to the Buyer and/or Seller, telephone calls to the
Buyer and/or Seller, Mobile Apps, text messaging, Instant
messaging, email, local online marketplace email, social
media postings (e.g., through TWITTER®, FACEBOOK®,
LINKEDIN®, GOOGLE®, or the like), pager communica-
tions, fax (facsimile) communications, and/or hardcopy mail.

As a yet further alternative, as compared to a system-
generated code, a user (Buyer or Seller) could create their
own transaction-specific code (comprising numbers, alpha-
betic characters, special characters, images (such as images
that could be selected from a visual selection menu of
images), or a combination of one or more images and text
(alphanumeric and/or special characters).

Continuing with reference to FIGS. 2A-2C, as depicted in
exemplary test logic function 225, the exemplary embodi-
ment (as implemented by the exemplary online marketplace
(e.g., exemplary Company A)) would determine whether or
not a transaction confirmation, such as a Seller’s communi-
cation, had been received. To determine whether or not a
transaction confirmation had been received, the exemplary
embodiment access the exemplary Transaction Information
database 111.

As depicted by the “N” (No) path from exemplary test logic
function 225, in the event that the exemplary online market-
place (e.g., exemplary Company A) did not receive any noti-
fication from either the Buyer or the Seller within some period
of'time, one exemplary embodiment would determine that no
Seller confirmation of the transaction had been received 280
and would send 285, an exemplary supplemental communi-
cation to the Buyer and/or the Seller requesting confirmation
that the transaction took place or was declined; the exemplary
embodiment would include in the communication to the
Buyer the Buyer’s identifier.

As depicted in exemplary test logic function 225', the sys-
tem would again access the exemplary Transaction Informa-
tion database 111 to determine whether or not a transaction
confirmation had been received. In the event that the exem-
plary online marketplace (e.g., exemplary Company A) still
did not receive any notification from either the Buyer or the
Seller (i.e., the “N” path (the No path)) from exemplary test
logic function 225'), such as within some period of time (such
as, for example, within an exemplary pre-established maxi-
mum number of days, as previously mentioned above), one
exemplary embodiment would then automatically terminate
the transaction, would not submit any charges against the
Buyer’s previously-indicated payment method as depicted in
exemplary function(s) 150"/155"/160" and would update the
exemplary Transaction Information database 111 and the
exemplary Payment Information database 106 to show that
the transaction had been terminated; as part of exemplary
logic function 160", the exemplary embodiment would notify
the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment
Entities 180a-180#) to remove the previously-requested pay-
ment authorization hold against the relevant Buyer’s payment
information and account.

If, on the other hand, as depicted by the “Y” path (the Yes
path) from exemplary test logic function 225, the exemplary
online marketplace embodiment determines that a transaction
consummation confirmation has been received (and, in some
exemplary embodiments, has been received within the previ-
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ously-mentioned pre-established number of days), then the
exemplary embodiment would receive the transaction con-
summation confirmation (e.g., would receive the Seller’s
communication of the Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-Acceptance-
Indicator), and/or would receive the Buyer’s communication
of the Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator) 230, and
would compare the Seller’s (and/or Buyer’s) input with infor-
mation on the aforementioned exemplary Transaction Infor-
mation database 111 in order to attempt to find a match
between the Seller’s input of the Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-
Acceptance-Indicator) and the Seller’s telephone number as
stored on the aforementioned database.

As depicted in exemplary logic function 240, the exem-
plary embodiment would notify both the Buyer and the Seller
that a transaction confirmation had been received and would
update the exemplary Transaction Information database 111.

Then, if based on the comparison done as depicted in
exemplary logic function 230, it is determined as depicted in
exemplary test function 245 that the identifier provided (the
Seller’s communication of the Buyer’s identifier (Buyer-Ac-
ceptance-Indicator), and/or the Buyer’s communication of
the Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator) matches the
information stored on the database, then as depicted by the
“Y” (Yes) path from exemplary test function 245, it would be
determined 250 that the identifier that had been provided is
correct, the exemplary embodiment would send 255 an exem-
plary “Transaction Confirmed” communication to both the
Buyer and the Seller and would update the exemplary Trans-
action Information database 111, the exemplary embodiment
would charge 290 the Buyer’s previously-indicated payment
method for the full purchase price of the item and would
update the exemplary Transaction Information database 111
and the exemplary Payment Information database 106. As
depicted by exemplary logic function 292, in order to charge
the Buyer, the exemplary embodiment would authorize the
relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment
Entities 180a-1807) to charge the Buyer’s payment method
and account for the advertised sale amount; the relevant Pay-
ment Entity would confirm to the exemplary embodiment that
payment had been charged; the exemplary embodiment
would then notify 294 both the Buyer and Seller that payment
had been made and confirmed. Then, the exemplary embodi-
ment would, as depicted in exemplary logic function 295,
deduct from the full purchase price of the item a commission
for exemplary Company A, and would deposit the remaining
amount into an account for the Seller.

Some exemplary embodiments would facilitate a revision
of the sale price, such as may occur with local marketplace
transaction negotiations. In one such exemplary embodiment,
the Seller would be allowed to input an actual sale price that
would be lower than the advertised sale amount; the exem-
plary embodiment would email the Seller’s input of the actual
sale price to the Buyer for confirmation; the Buyer’s confir-
mation of the actual sale price would cause the exemplary
embodiment to notify the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one
of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-1807) with an authori-
zation to the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary
Payment Entities 180a-180#) to charge the Buyer’s payment
method and account for the actual sale price and to remove
any Hold on any amount difference between the actual sale
price and the advertised sale amount.

Inthe exemplary embodiment, the exemplary “Transaction
Confirmed” communication to the Buyer would comprise,
among other things, some identifier, such as, for example, an
exemplary Buyer confirmation password or passphrase that
had previously been selected by the Buyer, or an exemplary
Buyer confirmation image that had previously been selected
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by the Buyer, or some other exemplary Buyer confirmation
identifier that had previously been selected by the Buyer; the
exemplary “Transaction Confirmed” communication to the
Seller would similarly comprise, among other things, some
identifier, such as, for example, an exemplary Seller confir-
mation password or passphrase that had previously been
selected by the Seller, or an exemplary Seller confirmation
image, or some other exemplary Seller confirmation identifier
that had previously been selected by the Seller. The exem-
plary respective Seller and Buyer confirmation identifiers
would be provided to provide authenticity to the respective
Seller and Buyer of the Transaction Confirmed communica-
tion so that the respective Seller and Buyer would know that
the Transaction Confirmed communication had been sent by
the exemplary online marketplace as opposed to having been
sent by some unscrupulous party, such as by an unscrupulous
Buyer or Seller.

If on the other hand, based on the comparison done as
depicted in exemplary logic function 230, it is determined as
depicted in exemplary test function 245 that the identifier
provided (the Seller’s communication of the Buyer’s identi-
fier (Buyer-Acceptance-Indicator), and/or the Buyer’s com-
munication of the Seller-Transaction-Complete-Indicator)
did not match the information stored on the database, then as
depicted by the “N” (No) path from exemplary test function
245, it would be determined 260 that the identifier that had
been provided was incorrect, the exemplary embodiment
would, as depicted in exemplary logic function 265, notify the
Seller that the incorrect identifier had been received, would
update the exemplary Transaction Information database 111,
and would again send the Buyer the correct Buyer identifier.
At that point, it would be possible as depicted in exemplary
logic function 270 for the Buyer to provide the Seller with the
correct identifier and for the Seller to provide the correct
Buyer identifier to the exemplary online marketplace. Then,
as depicted in exemplary logic function 275, the exemplary
online marketplace (e.g., exemplary Company A) would
access the exemplary Transaction Information database 111
and would confirm that the identifier provided is correct as
depicted by the “Y” (Yes) path from exemplary test logic
function 245', and if so, would send an exemplary “Transac-
tion Confirmed” notification to both the Buyer and the Seller
and would update the exemplary Transaction Information
database 111; the exemplary embodiment would charge 290
the Buyer’s previously-indicated payment method for the full
purchase price of the item and would update the exemplary
Transaction Information database 111 to reflect that the trans-
action had been confirmed as having been completed and
would update the exemplary Payment Information database
to reflect the charge to the Buyer’s payment method account,
the exemplary embodiment would, as depicted in exemplary
logic function 295, deduct from the full purchase price of the
item a commission for exemplary Company A, and would
deposit the remaining amount into an account for the Seller.
As will be understood by someone with ordinary skill in the
art, charges to a Buyer’s payment method account would be
processed according to communications with appropriate
credit card, debit card and/or other financial payment entities.

On the other hand, if it were determined that the provided
identifier was still not correct (as depicted by the “N” (No)
path from exemplary test logic function 245", the exemplary
embodiment would terminate the transaction and would not
charge the Buyer as depicted in exemplary logic function
150" and 155™/160"; the exemplary embodiment would
update the exemplary Transaction Information database 111
and the exemplary Payment Information database 106 to
show that the transaction had been terminated; as part of
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exemplary logic function 160", the exemplary embodiment
would notify the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exem-
plary Payment Entities 180a-1807) to remove the previously-
requested payment authorization hold against the relevant
Buyer’s payment information and account. In such event,
some exemplary embodiments would flag the Seller for more
stringent review for future proposed transactions.

Some exemplary embodiments would further provide for
the Buyer and/or Seller to communicate to the exemplary
online marketplace a scheduled date and time for meeting.
Some exemplary embodiments would automatically send the
Buyer the Buyer’s identifier just prior to the scheduled meet-
ing and would automatically send the Seller a reminder of the
scheduled meeting and that the transaction completion must
be confirmed in order for payment to the Seller to be autho-
rized. Some exemplary embodiments would add an agreed-to
meeting location, date and time to user calendars, such as, for
example, an exemplary online-marketplace website meeting
calendar, personal computer calendars, or calendars associ-
ated with email accounts for the Buyer and Seller (e.g.,
GOOGLE® CALENDAR).

In some exemplary embodiments, the form and/or media
for such communications between the exemplary online mar-
ketplace and the Buyer and Seller would be definable by the
respective Buyer and Seller. In some exemplary embodi-
ments, the form and/or media for such communications could
be limited depending on the type of device that the respective
Buyer and/or Seller would be using. For example, for a Buyer
and Seller that are each using intelligent phones with digital
cameras or scanning devices, the exemplary embodiment
would agree, if requested, to provide the Buyer identifier in
the form of a machine-readable barcode; but if one or the
other of the Buyer’s or Seller’s phones were not enabled to
take digital photographs or scan images, then the exemplary
embodiment would limit the form, and would, for example,
communicate by email or text message.

Payment Processor Embodiments

Some online companies may not be in a position to provide
payment completion through their own websites. Or, for other
reasons, some online companies may prefer to operate
through what will be referred to herein as “Payment Proces-
sors.” In the context of describing alternative exemplary
embodiments, the term Payment Processor will be under-
stood to mean an online forum, such as an online Internet
website, that would provide for user payment to third-party
companies for purchases made through those third-party
companies. An exemplary embodiment of the present inven-
tion could be implemented for payment to exemplary Com-
pany A through an exemplary Payment Processor.

A Payment Processor may refuse to process payments for
an exemplary Company A unless and until the exemplary
Company A can provide confirmation that each online trans-
action for which Company A demands payment has occurred.
As was previously mentioned above, in circumstances where
an online Company is itself responsible for selling an item,
and where the online Company itself is responsible for ship-
ping the item that is being sold to the purchaser, such an
online Company may tender to the relevant online Payment
Processor as confirmation that the relevant online transaction
has been consummated, a shipping document, such as, for
example, a Delivery Confirmation number associated with a
shipping of the item.

Even with such a shipping-document-based transaction
confirmation basis as described above, a purchaser may con-
test ever receiving the item, or alternatively, once the pur-
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chaser receives the item, may find it unacceptable and want to
return it. When a purchaser returns an item, or contests ever
receiving the item, a Payment Processor must process a
charge back from the relevant online merchant (e.g., the
exemplary Company A) and adjust the purchaser’s payment
method account for the amount of the refund/charge-back.

However, online companies, such as the exemplary Com-
pany A, that do not actually ship items to purchasers, would
not be able to provide any type of shipment confirmation, and
therefore, would need some other form of transaction con-
summation confirmation, to provide to, and that would be
acceptable by, Payment Processors.

As will be described further below, exemplary embodi-
ments of the present invention could be implemented in vari-
ous ways to provide online marketplace companies, such as
the exemplary Company A, that do not actually ship items to
purchasers, with a reliable form of transaction consummation
confirmation, that the online marketplace company could
provide to, and that would be acceptable by, Payment Proces-
sors to confirm transaction consummation and provide a basis
for the Payment Processor to charge the relevant purchaser’s
payment method account, and pay the relevant online mar-
ketplace company, or alternatively, pay the actual seller
directly.

In one exemplary Payment Processor embodiment, an
exemplary Payment Processor would store the Buyer’s pay-
ment information on the Payment Processor’s own website,
but would require that exemplary online marketplace Com-
pany A (or other “Third-Party Payment Aggregator”) imple-
ment an exemplary embodiment of the present invention on
Company A’s own website. In such an exemplary online-
marketplace-based-Payment-Processor embodiment, the
exemplary Payment Processor would agree to process pay-
ments for the relevant online marketplace (e.g., exemplary
Company A) but would require that the relevant online mar-
ketplace process transaction arrangements substantially as
described above with regard to FIG. 1 and could require that
the relevant online marketplace process transaction consum-
mation confirmations substantially as described previously
above with regard to FIGS. 2A-2C.

FIG. 3 depicts alternative high-level logic functions for an
exemplary Payment Processor to process payments for third-
party online marketplace companies in an exemplary embodi-
ment of the present invention. One difference, or additional
process, in such an exemplary online-marketplace-based-
Payment-Processor embodiment, not shown in FIG. 1, would
be that the relevant exemplary online marketplace would
provide the Buyer’s payment information and an amount for
the transaction (see, e.g., the exemplary logic function iden-
tified by element number 105"/107"/108"/109" in FIG. 3) to
the relevant Payment Processor.

Alternatively, in some embodiments, when a Buyer is to
provide payment information, the payment information input
pages could be provided so that the Buyer would directly
input the payment method information into the Payment Pro-
cessor’s system as illustratively depicted in exemplary logic
function 105"/107"/108"/109" depicted in FIG. 3. As part of
exemplary logic function 105"/107"/108"/109" depicted in
FIG. 3, the exemplary embodiment would verify payment
information through communications with the relevant Pay-
ment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-
180r), and for verified payment information, would request a
Payment Authorization Hold for the amount of the proposed
sale amount for the item. Payment information would be
stored (whether by the exemplary online marketplace or by
the exemplary Payment Processor) on an exemplary Payment
Information database 106".
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In one exemplary embodiment where the Buyer inputs
payment method information directly into the Payment Pro-
cessor’s system/website, the Payment Processor would return
the Buyer to the online marketplace website when the pay-
ment method information input had been completed, and
would notify the online marketplace that the payment infor-
mation had been successtully input for the relevant payment
amount.

As compared to the processes depicted in FIGS. 1 and
2A-2C, another difference, or additional process, would be
that the relevant exemplary online marketplace would pro-
vide the relevant Payment Processor with confirmation that a
transaction had been consummated as described further
below and as illustratively depicted at a high level by exem-
plary logic function 310 in FIG. 3.

In one exemplary online-marketplace-based-Payment-
Processor embodiment, the exemplary Payment Processor
would require that the relevant exemplary online marketplace
notify the Payment Processor of the transaction completion
confirmation as illustratively depicted in exemplary logic
function 310 depicted in FIG. 3; upon receipt 320 of a trans-
action completion confirmation and an amount of the trans-
action from the relevant exemplary online marketplace, the
exemplary Payment Processor would store information
regarding the transaction in an exemplary database 350, and
would access the exemplary Payment Information database
106" and would charge 330 the Buyer’s account for the
amount of the transaction, including communicating an
authorization to the relevant Payment Entity (e.g., one of
exemplary Payment Entities 180a-180#) to charge the Buy-
er’s payment method and account for the amount of the trans-
action; as depicted in exemplary logic function 340, the
exemplary Payment Processor would reduce the amount of
the transaction by an amount of a commission, which would
be deposited to the behalf of the Payment Processor, would
then credit an account associated with the exemplary online
marketplace (or alternatively, directly to an account for the
third-party Seller) for the remaining amount, and would
notify the exemplary online marketplace that payment for the
transaction had been completed. The exemplary online mar-
ketplace would then notify 360 the Buyer and Seller that the
transaction had been completed and would update transaction
information on the exemplary Transaction Information data-
base 111.

In some exemplary online-marketplace-based-Payment-
Processor embodiments, the transaction complete confirma-
tion number provided to the Payment Processor by the rel-
evant exemplary online marketplace and saved by the
exemplary Payment Processor would be unique, or substan-
tially unique, during, for example, a particular period of time.
The term substantially unique is used herein to mean that the
relevant identifier is capable of identifying a particular trans-
action as distinct from other transactions, whether on its own,
or when combined with some other factors, such as a date, a
time, a date and a time, or other such information. Even
though the transaction complete confirmation number pro-
vided to the Payment Processor would be substantially
unique, it would not necessarily be the same as either the
above-described exemplary “hash” string, or the exemplary
PIN code/key. Rather, the exemplary online marketplace
would conduct the exemplary transaction consummation
confirmation process substantially as described above with
regard to FIGS. 2A-2C, but, as an alternative to providing the
Payment Processor with the above-described exemplary
“hash” string, or the exemplary PIN code/key, could instead
provide the exemplary Payment Processor with a separate
alternative identifier for the same transaction.
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In the event that the exemplary online marketplace pro-
vides an alternative transaction identifier as confirmation ofa
transaction (i.e., as a transaction complete confirmation num-
ber) that is not the same as either the above-described exem-
plary “hash” string, or the exemplary PIN code/key, the exem-
plary Payment Processor would require that, and the
exemplary online marketplace (such as exemplary Company
A) would, store a relationship between the transaction com-
plete confirmation number provided to the Payment Proces-
sor by the exemplary online marketplace (such as exemplary
Company A) and the Buyer identifier, the Seller identifier, the
Buyer telephone number and the Seller telephone number. In
the event that a chargeback (e.g., a return, or a Buyer “stop
payment”) issued, the Payment Processor would provide the
transaction complete confirmation number to the exemplary
online marketplace (such as exemplary Company A) so that
the exemplary online marketplace (such as exemplary Com-
pany A) could apply the appropriate adjustment in the data-
base(s) for the exemplary online marketplace system.

As an alternative to each online marketplace implementing
a separate embodiment of the present invention, one alterna-
tive embodiment would be implemented through the Payment
Processor’s own website. FIG. 4 depicts further alternative
high-level logic functions for an exemplary Payment Proces-
sor for processing a confirmation by a party to a local mar-
ketplace transaction of a consummation of the local market-
place transaction in an exemplary embodiment of the present
invention.

As will be described further below, in one such self-imple-
mented Payment Processor embodiment, the Payment Pro-
cessor would store Seller and Buyer information, including
the Buyer’s payment information, and transaction verifica-
tions on the Payment Processor’s own website. In such an
embodiment, once an exemplary online marketplace has
identified a Buyer who has agreed to tentatively purchase an
item from a Seller identified on the website of the exemplary
online marketplace, the rest of the transaction completion
verification process that had been depicted and described
previously above with regard to FIGS. 2A-2C would be
handled through the Payment Processor’s website rather than
through the website of the exemplary online marketplace. In
such an embodiment, the exemplary Payment Processor
would stand in the shoes of the exemplary Company A
depicted in FIGS. 2A-2C substantially beginning with exem-
plary logic function 105'. In such an embodiment, the exem-
plary Payment Processor would notify the exemplary online
marketplace when a transaction has been completed and
would credit an account for the behalf of the exemplary online
marketplace with some percentage of the transaction amount
for such a completed transaction. In such an embodiment, the
exemplary online marketplace would essentially be outsourc-
ing confirmation of transactions and payment for such trans-
actions to the exemplary Payment Processor.

One exemplary self-implemented Payment Processor
embodiment is illustratively depicted in FIG. 4. As depicted
in FIG. 4, an exemplary Buyer would search or browse the
website of an exemplary online marketplace (as illustratively
depicted by exemplary Seller/Item Information database 112)
and would identify 101" an item to purchase from a third-party
Seller.

As illustratively depicted in exemplary logic function 410,
the exemplary online marketplace would notify the relevant
Payment. Processor that the Buyer wants to purchase a par-
ticular item from a particular third-party Seller and would
send the relevant Payment Processor information regarding
the Seller, the item and the proposed transaction, including a
transaction amount. Then, as illustratively depicted in exem-
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plary logic function 420, the exemplary online marketplace
would redirect the Buyer to the Payment Processor’s website
to complete the transaction.

Then, as illustratively depicted in exemplary logic function
430, the exemplary Payment Processor would prompt the
Buyer for Buyer Payment Method information, would verify
the payment information with the relevant Payment Entity
(e.g., one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-180%), for
valid payment information, would request the relevant Pay-
ment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment Entities 180a-
180#) to place an authorization hold on the Buyer’s payment
method and account for the relevant amount of the transac-
tion, would generate Buyer identifier, would email the Buyer
and the Seller the information previously described above
regarding, for example, a Buyer identifier (and/or a Seller
identifier), and would store the payment and transaction
information on databases, such as exemplary Payment Infor-
mation Database 106' and exemplary Transaction Informa-
tion Database 111", on the Payment Processor’s website. That
is, once the exemplary online marketplace redirects the Buyer
to the Payment Processor’s website, the rest of the transaction
completion verification process that had been depicted and
described previously above beginning substantially with
exemplary logic function 105" illustratively depicted in FIGS.
2A-2C, would be handled through the Payment Processor’s
website rather than through the website of the exemplary
online marketplace.

The processes beginning substantially with exemplary
logic function 105' illustratively depicted in FIGS. 2A-2C are
illustratively summarized for the exemplary Payment Proces-
sor embodiment as exemplary summary logic functions 430,
440 (Payment Processor would receive transaction consum-
mation confirmation from Buyer/Seller 450), 460 (Payment
Processor would process transaction consummation confir-
mation), and 470 (For a valid transaction consummation con-
firmation, the Payment Processor would authorize the rel-
evant Payment Entity (e.g., one of exemplary Payment
Entities 180a-180%) to charge the Buyer Payment Method
Account for the transaction amount; updates transaction
information, and would credit an account for the Payment
Processor with a percentage of the transaction amount and
credits the Seller’s account for the remainder, minus a per-
centage for the online marketplace). Once the transaction has
been completed, the exemplary Payment Processor would
then notify 480 the relevant online marketplace that the trans-
action had been completed and would credit an account for
the online marketplace with a percentage of the transaction
amount. The online marketplace would then update 485 its
accounting information in an exemplary Accounting database
490.

Usefulness; Advantages

Some exemplary embodiments of the present invention
would provide Buyer protections. For example, with exem-
plary embodiments of the present invention, a Buyer would
not need to show up to a local meeting with a potential Seller
with a lot of cash in the Buyer’s pocket. Further, the Buyer
would not be charged prior to viewing an item and agreeing to
complete the purchase transaction.

Some exemplary embodiments of the present invention
would also provide Seller protections. For example, Sellers,
and online marketplaces that implement an embodiment of
the present invention, could implement a no return/no refund
policy because the transaction would not be completed, and
the Buyer would not be charged, unless and until the Buyer
meets the Seller, personally inspects the item, and agrees to
purchase the item. For example, an online marketplace could
implement a policy to instruct each Buyer to verify the con-
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dition of the item to be purchased during the Buyer’s inspec-
tion meeting with the Seller; the policy could inform that
Buyer that receipt of transaction confirmation would be con-
firmation that the buyer has: agreed to transaction; has actu-
ally met with seller; has verified the condition of the item as
satisfactory; and has received the item.

Another Seller protection would be provided by the pro-
cess of obtaining a payment authorization from a relevant
Payment Entity, and requesting an immediate Payment
Authorization Hold on the proposed amount of the transac-
tion. Such an exemplary Payment Authorization Hold would
accomplish verification of the Buyer’s payment information
and would assure that the amount for the transaction was
verified and placed on hold (in some embodiments, only for
some pre-established maximum number of days) pending
confirmation of the transaction further to the remainder of the
disclosed exemplary embodiment process. As mentioned
above, some embodiments would facilitate negotiations
between the Buyer and the Seller that could result in a differ-
ent, for example, but not limited to, a lower-than-advertised
price; the Seller could inform the exemplary embodiment of
the revised price, the exemplary embodiment would confirm
the revised price with the Buyer, and would then authorize the
relevant Payment Entity to charge the Buyer for the finally
negotiated price.

In view of the above-mentioned factors that would be con-
firmed by receipt of transaction confirmation, some exem-
plary embodiments of the present invention would also pro-
vide protection (to Sellers, online marketplaces and/or
Payment Processors) from chargebacks and/or risk of charge-
backs. For example, because receipt of a transaction confir-
mation would confirm that the buyer has: agreed to transac-
tion; has actually met with seller; has verified the condition of
the item as satisfactory; and has received the item, claims as
to fraudulent sales and/or fraudulent delivery would be
greatly reduced. The transaction consummation confirmation
would provide the company (Seller, online marketplace, Pay-
ment Processor) with evidence that the transaction took place
and that the Buyer had verified that the item was of a satis-
factory condition prior to finalizing transaction and would
thereby provide a basis for defense in the event of a charge-
back.

Further, because exemplary embodiments of the present
invention would facilitate safer local meetings to transact
exchanges, there would be no need for shipping costs. Yet
further, the verification by the Buyer that the item is of satis-
factory condition would reduce the concern of companies that
are involved in providing a marketplace for the exchange of
items over which the company has no control. Further still,
because exemplary embodiments would eliminate the need
for a Buyer to show up to a local meeting with a potential
Seller with a lot of cash in the Buyer’s pocket for purchasing
the item, the enhanced safety would reduce liability on the
part of companies that provide an online marketplace for the
exchange of'items between Buyers and Sellers over which the
company has no control.

Facsimile Reproduction of Copyright Material

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document con-
tains material which is subject to copyright protection by the
copyright owner, Erik T. Bogaard, and his successors and
assigns. The copyright owner has no objection to the fac-
simile reproduction by anyone of the patent document or the
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patent disclosure, as it appears in the Patent and Trademark
Office patent file or records, but otherwise reserves all copy-
right rights whatsoever.

Illustrative Embodiments

Although this invention has been described in certain spe-
cific embodiments, many additional modifications and varia-
tions would be apparent to those skilled in the art. It is,
therefore, to be understood that this invention may be prac-
ticed otherwise than as specifically described. Moreover, to
those skilled in the various arts, the invention itself herein will
suggest solutions to other tasks and adaptations for other
applications. Thus, the embodiments of the invention
described herein should be considered in all respects as illus-
trative and not restrictive, the scope of the invention to be
determined by the appended claims and their equivalents
rather than the foregoing description.

What is claimed is:

1. An Internet-based computer system for confirming that a
sale transaction has been consummated, said Internet-based
computer system comprising at least one server computer
programmed to:

in response to a buyer request by a buyer to be able to

purchase an item featured for sale by a seller, receive a
buyer definition of a transaction-specific identifier of
payment authorization; and
store in a computer-accessible memory, information com-
prising a relationship between the buyer definition of
said transaction-specific identifier of payment authori-
zation, an identification of the buyer, and an identifica-
tion of the seller.
2. The Internet-based computer system of claim 1, wherein
the buyer definition of said identifier of payment authoriza-
tion comprises an identifier that is unique for a particular
period of time within said Internet-based computer system,
said at least one server computer further programmed to:
receive from the seller a communication comprising a
transaction identifier and a seller identification;

determine, according to said information stored in said
computer-accessible memory, whether the transaction
identifier comprises the buyer definition of said transac-
tion-specific identifier of payment authorization and
whether the seller identification comprises the identifi-
cation of the seller; and

for the communication wherein the transaction identifier

comprises the buyer definition of said transaction-spe-
cific identifier of payment authorization, and the seller
identification comprises the identification of the seller,
charge an account associated with the buyer for an
amount associated with the item featured for sale.

3. The Internet-based computer system of claim 2, said at
least one server computer further programmed to:

for the communication wherein the transaction identifier

comprises the buyer definition of said transaction-spe-
cific identifier of payment authorization, and the seller
identification comprises the identification of the seller,
credit an account associated with the seller for at least a
portion of the amount associated with the item featured
for sale.

4. The Internet-based computer system of claim 1, wherein
said information stored in said computer-accessible memory
further comprises an identification of the item featured for
sale, said at least one server computer further programmed to:

receive from the seller a communication of a transaction

identifier, a seller identification and an identification of
an item being sold;
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determine, according to said information stored in said
computer-accessible memory, whether the transaction
identifier comprises the buyer definition of said transac-
tion-specific identifier of payment authorization,
whether the seller identification comprises the identifi-
cation of the seller, and whether the identification of an
item being sold corresponds to the identification of the
item featured for sale; and
for the communication wherein the transaction identifier
comprises the buyer definition of said transaction-spe-
cific identifier of payment authorization, the seller iden-
tification comprises the identification of the seller, and
the identification of the item being sold corresponds to
the identification of the item featured for sale, charge an
account associated with the buyer for an amount associ-
ated with the item featured for sale.
5. The Internet-based computer system of claim 4, said at
least one server computer further programmed to:
for the communication wherein the transaction identifier
comprises the buyer definition of said transaction-spe-
cific identifier of payment authorization, and the seller
identification comprises the identification of the seller,
credit an account associated with the seller for at least a
portion of the amount associated with the item featured
for sale.
6. An Internet-based computer system for confirming that a
sale transaction has been consummated, said Internet-based
computer system comprising at least one server computer
programmed to:
in response to a buyer request by a buyer to be able to
purchase at least one item featured for sale through the
Internet-based computer system by a seller recognized
by the Internet-based computer system, generate a trans-
action-specific buyer acceptance identifier;
store in a computer-accessible memory, information com-
prising a relationship between the transaction-specific
buyer acceptance identifier, an identification of the
buyer, and an identification of the seller; and

communicate the transaction-specific buyer acceptance
identifier to the buyer.

7. The Internet-based computer system of claim 6 said at
least one server computer further programmed to:

receive from a seller a communication of a transaction

consummation completion identifier, a seller identifica-

tion, and transaction information comprising:

an item identifier, or

a transaction amount;

determine whether:

the transaction consummation completion identifier
comprises the transaction-specific buyer acceptance
identifier, and

the seller identification comprises an identification of a
seller recognized by the Internet-based computer sys-
tem; and

for the communication wherein the transaction consumma-

tion completion identifier comprises the transaction-
specific buyer acceptance identifier, and the seller iden-
tification comprises the identification of a seller
recognized by the Internet-based computer system,
charge an account associated with the buyer for an
amount comprising:

said transaction amount, or

an amount associated with said item identifier.

8. The Internet-based computer system of claim 7 said at
least one server computer further programmed to:

for the communication wherein the transaction consumma-

tion completion identifier comprises the transaction-
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specific buyer acceptance identifier, and the seller iden-
tification comprises the identification of a seller
recognized by the Internet-based computer system,
credit an account associated with the seller for at least a
portion of the amount.

9. A computer-implemented method for confirming that a
transaction has been consummated, said computer-imple-
mented method comprising using at least one computer
device programmed to:

receive a buyer request to purchase an item featured for sale

by a seller for a particular sale amount;

generate an identifier of a proposed transaction for a sale of

the item;
save in a computer-accessible memory a record comprising
the identifier of the proposed transaction, a buyer iden-
tifier, a seller identifier, and requirements for confirming
a completion of the proposed transaction;

communicate the identifier of the proposed transaction to a
first party to the proposed transaction according to said
requirements, said first party comprising one of the
buyer or the seller;

receive from a second party to the proposed transaction a

communication of a transaction identifier and of an iden-
tifier of said second party, said second party comprising
one of the buyer or the seller, said second party compris-
ing a party other than the first party;

access said computer-accessible memory using said trans-

action identifier, access said requirements and according

to said requirements, determine whether:

the transaction identifier comprises the identifier of the
proposed transaction, and

the identifier of said second party comprises the buyer
identifier or the seller identifier, as required by said
requirements; and

for the transaction identifier that comprises the identifier of

the proposed transaction, and for the identifier of said
second party that comprises the buyer identifier or the
seller identifier, as required by said requirements, autho-
rize a charge to an account associated with the buyer for
said particular sale amount.

10. The computer-implemented method of claim 9, for the
transaction identifier that comprises the identifier of the pro-
posed transaction, and for the identifier of said second party
that comprises the buyer identifier or the seller identifier, as
required by said requirements, said at least one computer
device further programmed to:

notify the buyer and the seller that the buyer has been

successfully charged for said particular sale amount.

11. The computer-implemented method of claim 10, said at
least one computer device further programmed to:

before communicating the identifier of the proposed trans-

action to said first party:

obtain buyer payment information,

verify that said buyer payment information is valid, and

request a payment authorization hold for said buyer
payment information for said particular sale amount.

12. The computer-implemented method of claim 9, for the
transaction identifier that comprises the identifier of the pro-
posed transaction, and for the identifier of said second party
that comprises the buyer identifier or the seller identifier, as
required by said requirements, said at least one computer
device further programmed to:

credit to an account associated with the seller an amount

equivalent to at least a portion of said particular sale
amount.



