International Association of Commercial Administrators
Indexing Standards Workgroup Individual UCC Debtor Name Survey

Survey Question

Response

Comments/Explanation

la. Has your office ever used a single field
for indexing the entire individual debtor
name? (example: Doe, John W. all in one
data field). Note: This question is aimed at
standard indexing practices and database
limitations. It would not include the case
where a filer submitted all the names in a
single field on the National Form.

Yes: AK, AR, CA, CO,
DE, IN, IA, KS, MA, MD,
MN, MS, NE, NV, NJ, ND,
OK, OR, PA, TX, VT, VA,
WA, WV.

No: CT, GA, IL, KY, LA,
ME, MI, MT, NC, NH, NY,
OH, RI, SD, TN, UT, WY,
BC, ON, Romania, New
Zealand.

AR: In previous computer programs. All names have
been indexed to individual name fields. CA: Prior to
1994, individual names were stored in one field. CO:
Pre-RA9. IN: If the customer fills in the form
indicating they want it indexed that way. MA: Under
the old wang system, only one field included the entire
name. MD: Before 1998 this was done. Old files
were never converted. NE: Prior to passage and
implementation of RA9, this was the case; however,
prior to 7-1-2001, we had our software vendor present
all debtor and secured party names (for all lien filings)
and staff categorized them as individual/entities and
then if individuals, keyed last name, first name, etc.
into the appropriate fields. NV: When we did the
RAO9 conversion, we changed this. ND: Yes, prior to
7/1/2001. TX: Prior to July of 1990, Individual
Names were stored in a single field. WA: Only prior
to 2001. Romania: In a former (first version) of the
software, we were using, although we had both fields
for last and first name, it was possible to leave both
fields empty! The database was not indexed upon
either field (name, individual).
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1b. Does your office currently have
separate fields for individual debtor last
name, first name, middle name and suffix?

Yes: AK, AR, CA, CO, CT,
GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY,
LA, MA, MD, ME, MI,
MN, MS, MT, NC, NE, NV,
NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, OR,
PA, RI, SD, TN, TX, UT,
VT, VA, WA, WY, BC, ON,
Romania, New Zealand.

No: DE, OK, WV.

MN: User selects suffix from a drop down menu.
OK: Our Web based UCC E-file application has
individual name and suffix boxes for individual debtor
names. However, when the information is saved to
our UCC database, it is treated just as the information
from the manual data entry is; i.e. it is dumped into a
single debtor name field in the database. VA: We are
using comma delimited L,F,M. Suffix. ON: No
provision for a suffix and only capture a middle initial,
not full middle name. Romania: We actually have
two fields for individuals: last name and first name. It
is compulsory to fill in both last & first name. New
Zealand: No field for suffix, only last name, middle
name(s), first name.

1c. If the answer to both 1a and 1b was
“Yes”, was the former individual name data
converted to be compliant with data layout?
Please explain how and when the conversion
was accomplished in the comments.

Yes: AK, AR, CA, IA, KS,
MA, MS, NE, NV, NJ, ND,
OR, TX, VA, WA, WY.

No: CO, MD, MN, OK, PA,
VT,

AK: New database system in 1998 eliminated single
field. AR: The names were changed when converting
from one program to another and have been changed
to reflect the data as previously submitted to the filing
office upon initial filing. CA: This was done thru data
conversion efforts when CA began using the transition
form. We used iterative queries to determine the
number of words in a name, where a comma was
placed, etc. to identify individual v. business names.
IL: Not applicable. IN: Program and form designed
for RA9. 1A: Fixed in 1992 for first and last name
and in 2006 for the middle name. KS: The data has
been converted during system upgrades. Most
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recently, in 2006, a database clean up project found
any lingering filings with names that had not been
converted to separate fields. MA: Some were
converted with a program; others were done manually.
MN: Data was parced into the appropriate fields
approximately one year prior to 7/1/2001 when RA9
came into effect. The Proofing and Correcting of
parsing errors was done for approximately two years
after the implementation on 7/1/2001. MS: Prior to
January 2002. NE: See 1 aabove. NJ:
Systematically. ND: The conversion is currently
being done manually on the filings prior to 2001. TX:
In July of 1990, we converted to a new system and
new database. The new database contained separate
fields for last name, first name, middle name and
suffix. A series of procedures were run to separate the
single field individual names into last, first, middle and
suffix fields. If a determination could not be made, it
was left as a single string. VA: Prior to 7/1/01, we
implemented a comma delimited concept that will be
in place until our new system is in place. WV: Not
Applicable. BC: Not Applicable. Romania: An
automatic procedure was set up to look for those
registrations with empty fields. We separated them
into three categories and tried to solve each case: no
last name or first name (the worst); no last name; not
first name. We used both methods, manual re-entry
and computer routine. New Zealand: No conversion
has ever occurred, as the PSS was a new register
requiring the participants to re-register existing
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securities.

2a. Has your office ever commingled
individual and organization names in the
same data field?

Yes: CO, IN, KS, KY, MA,
ME, MI, NE, NV, NH, NJ,
NY, ND, OK, PA, TN, TX,
VT, VA, WA.

No: AK, AR, CA, CT, DE,
GA, IL, IA, LA, MD, MN,
MS, MT, NC, OH, OR, RI,
SD, UT, WV, WY, BC, ON,
Romania, New Zealand.

CO: PRE-RA9. IN: Only if the customer provides
the filing in such a manner. NE: If presented by the
filer in that manner. NY: If a filing is submitted with
commingled information, we would index that
information exactly as it appears. ND: Yes Prior to
7/1/2001. TX: Business Name and Last Name were
stored in the same field; however, there was a Name
Type that identified what the field contained. WA:
Prior to 2001. Romania: It is not yet very clear how
to fill in a name, when an entity which is not a
juridical person has to be registered. New Zealand:
Separate field for organizations and individuals from
day one.
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2b. Does your office currently commingle
individual and organization names in the
same data field?

Yes: IN, NH, NY OK, TN.

No: AR, CA, CO, CT, DE,
GA, KS, KY, IL, IA, LA,
MA, MD, ME, MI, MN,
MS, MT, NC, NE, NV, NJ,
ND, OH, OR, PA, RI, SD,
TX, UT, VT, VA, WA, WV,
WY, BC, ON, Romania,
New Zealand.

IN: Only if the customer provides the filing in such a
manner. MN: Only if both individual and business
names were presented as an organization on the
national form. NY: Yes, if the document is submitted
to our office in that format. Romania: Same as
above.

2c. If the answer to 2a was “Yes”, and 2b
was “No”, did your office move individual
name records to separate fields? Please
explain how and when the conversion was
accomplished in the comments.

Yes: AR, KS, KY, MA,
ME, MI, NE, NV, NJ, ND,
TX, WA.

No: AK, CO, OK, PA, WV.

AR: Names are indexed into separate fields. CO:
Existing "old name" fields must be searched by both
organization name and by individual name fields. We
will attempt to correct some of this if possible in the
next couple of years. IL: Not applicable. KS: Names
were moved to separate fields in previous system
conversions, and most recently, in a project in 2006.
We used a combination of manual re-entry and
computer-automated fixes. KY: All Pre-RA9 filings
were re-indexed before RA9 went into effect.
Kentucky was a county filing state, so the number was
small. MA: Some were converted with a program;
others were done manually. MI: The vendor
processed conversion routines on the legacy database
was to separate names into separate individual and
organization fields. A filing officer statement was
inserted into each record changed. NE: See 1 a)
above. NV: When we did the RA9 conversion, this
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was fixed in the new system. NH: Only in the case
that the filer put both names in the same box. NJ:
Conversion was completed prior to RA9 in 2001. NY:
Not applicable. ND: Current manual process. OR:
Not applicable. TX: In July of 2001, we converted to
Oracle. This new database contained separate fields
for Business Name, Last Name, First Name, Middle
Name and Suffix. VA: Prior to 7/1/01, we ran
exhaustive reports that identified organizations and
individuals. Then we reviewed each filing to ensure
accuracy before splitting individuals from
organizations. WA: 10/2001 moved name segments to
separate fields. BC: Not Applicable. New Zealand:
Not Applicable.

3a. Has your office ever required or
allowed data entry staff to either omit, or
enter just a first initial instead of the
individual debtor’s full middle name?

Yes: AK, KY, MN, SD.

No: AR, CA, CO, CT, DE,
GA, IN, IA, KS, LA, MA,
MD, ME, MI, MS, MT, NC,
NE, NV, NH, NJ, NY, ND,
OH, OK, OR, PA, RI, TN,
TX, UT, VT, VA, WA, WV,

WY, BC, ON, New Zealand.

KY: Probably. MN: Only asked for middle initial on
standard form prior to RA9, and if a full middle name
was give, it was not entered. BC: In BC, we no
longer data entry. Prior to 2002, if a middle initial was
provided, we would have entered it. Romania: We
don't use the middle name field. New Zealand: Data
entry on the New Zealand Personal Property Securities
Register is carried out by the secured party. The
system is wholly electronic and has no paper.
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3b. Does your office currently require or
allow data entry staff to omit, or enter just a
first initial instead of the individual debtor’s
full middle name?

Yes: IL, SD.

No: AK, AR, CA, CO, DE,
GA, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA,
MA, MD, ME, MI, MN,
MS, MT, NC, NE, NV, NH,
NJ, NY, ND, OH, OK, OR,
PA, RI, TN, TX, UT, VT,
VA, WA, WV, WY, BC,
ON, New Zealand.

IL: Only if it were submitted that way. SD: We only
recognize the first letter of the middle name. We have
Admin Rules that identify our indexing process. BC:
See above note. Romania: We don't use the middle
name field. New Zealand: As above.

3c. If the answer to 3a was “Yes”, did your
office later update the records to reflect the
full middle name as provided on the original
financing statement? Please explain how and
when the conversion was accomplished in
the comments.

Yes: KY, MI.

No: MN, OH, SD, BC.

IL: Not applicable. KY: All Pre-RA9 filings were
re-indexed before RA9 went into effect. Kentucky
was a county filing state, so the number was small.
MI: The legacy database did not include a middle
name field. The middle name or initial, as provided by
the customer, was data entered into the first name field
after the first name. A middle name field was added to
the RA9 database and the vendor ran conversion
routines to move data into the first and middle name
fields. If a change was made, a filing officer statement
was inserted into the record.

Survey ID - IACAISW2

Survey Results Prepared April 2007

Page 7 of 12




International Association of Commercial Administrators
Indexing Standards Workgroup Individual UCC Debtor Name Survey

Survey Question

Response

Comments/Explanation

4a. How does your office currently index
individual names that contain a title in a
name field, such as Dr., Mr,. Ms., etc?

Index name exactly as
provided: CA, GA, IL, IN,
KS, KY, LA, ME, MI, MS,
MT, NC, NE, NV, NH, NJ,
ND, OR, PA,RI, TN, TX,
UT, VT, VA, WA.

Omit title from index: CO,
IA, MD, MN, OK, SD, WV,
BC,ON.

Move title to “Suffix” field:

AK, AR, CT, MA, OH, WY.

Other (please explain): DE,
New Zealand.

AK: Move to end. CO: Practice is to omit per Rules,
but some staff still enter it. DE: We move the suffix
to the end of the name. For example: Doe, John W.,
Dr. NY: Index name exactly as provided. TX:
Truncate if name exceeds maximum field length.
Currently 50 characters for each field (Last, First, and
Middle names). Romania: It is not allowed to use
titles in name fields. New Zealand: Prefix such as
Mr. Dr. not allowed and therefore not indexed.
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4b How does your office currently index
individual names that contain a lineage
suffix in the last name field, such as Sr., Jr,.
V., etc?

Index name exactly as
provided: CA, CO, IL, IN,
KS, KY, LA, MD, ME, Ml,
MS, NC, NV, NH, NJ, ND,
OR, PA, RI, TN, TX, UT,
VT, VA, WA, WV.

Omit suffix from index: 1A,
BC, ON.

Enter suffix in “Suffix” field:
AK, AR, CT, GA, MA, MT,
NE, OH, SD, WY.

Other (please explain): DE,
MN, OK, New Zealand.

AK: Move to end. DE: We move the lineage to the
end of the name. For example: Doe, John W., II.
MN: It is selected from a dropdown menu; if the
suffix is not in the menu, it is omitted. NY: Index
name exactly as provided. OK: John A. Smith, Jr. is
indexed as

Smith, John A Jr. BC: System only allows one word
per field. Romania: Same as above. New Zealand:
Not allowed nor allowed for (no field).
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4c How does your office currently index
individual names that contain a role or
descriptive information in a name field?
Example: “Smith 99-12345”

Example: “Smith, M.D.”

Example: “Smith, as Trustee”

Index name exactly as
provided: AK, AR, CA, CO,
CT, DE, GA, IL, IN, IA,
KS, KY, LA, MA, MD, ME,
MI, MN, MS, MT, NC, NE,
NV, NH, NJ, ND, OR, PA,
RI, TN, TX, UT, VT, VA,
WA.

Omit added info from index:
SD, WV, BC, ON.

Enter added info in “Suffix”
field: WY

Other (please explain): OH,
OK, New Zealand

NY: Index name exactly as provided. OH: Entered
in the Last Name Field. OK: Smith 99-12345 would
be indexed as Smith 99 12345 (we do not include
punctuation except for commas after the Last Name
when indexing individual names). In the other two
examples the descriptive information would be
omitted.. BC: As above. Romania: Same as above.
New Zealand: Not allowed. NZ legislation requires
legal name and any addition of descriptive information
within the debtor name field would likely render the
registration to be seriously misleading (and therefore
void).
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5a. Has your office ever cross-indexed
individual names through equivalency
tables, or similar device? If so, please
explain when and if this practice ended.
(example: Bob=Robert=Rob)

Yes: CA, IA, MN, MT, NY,
OH, TX, BC.

No: AK, AR, CO, CT, DE,
GA, IL, IN, KS, KY, LA,
MA, MD, ME, MI, MS, NC,
NE, NV, NH, NJ, ND, OK,
OR, PA, RI, SD, TN, UT,
VT, VA, WA, WV, WY,
ON, Romania, New
Zealand.

CA: Staff did not do any extra indexing. We used a
software product that used a "nickname™ table. 1A:
Ended July 1, 2001. MN: If the individual name was
presented as a nickname, we entered it two ways, i.e.
Smith, Robert (Bob) would be entered as: Smith
Robert and Smith Bob. MT: Prior to the adoption of
RA9 in 2001, we manually checked for variances in
debtor names when preparing search certificates for
our customers. Since 2001, this practice was no longer
followed. NY: Crossed index prior to RA9. TX:
Still in place today. BC: Currently, we have a
nickname list for individual debtor names. We use a
product called SSA Names.

5b. Does your office currently cross-index
individual names through equivalency
tables, or similar device? If so, please
explain when this practice began.
(example: Bob=Robert=Rob)

Yes: GA, MN, TX, BC.

No: AK, AR, CA, CO, CT,
DE, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY,
LA, MA, MD, ME, MI, MS,
MT, NC, NE, NV, NH, NJ,
NY, ND, OH, OK, OR, PA,
RI, SD, TN, UT, VT, VA,
WA, WV, WY, BC, ON,
Romania, New Zealand.

GA: Nota true cross index, but we offer a "stem"
search (example, Rob = Robert or any completion of
the stem Rob). MN: We us an equivalency table for
the purpose of Searches. Practice began on 7/1/2001
under RA9. TX: I have been working with UCCs
since 1975. It was in place then and remains in place
today. BC: See above.
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6. Does your office receive filings with
individuals named as debtors that cause
indexing or data entry problems that have
not been addressed in this survey? If your
answer to 6 is “Yes”, please briefly describe
the nature of the problem and how your
office reacts.

Yes: AK, IL, KS, ME, MN,
NV, NJ, OK, TX, UT, WA,
ON.

No: AR, CA, CO, CT, DE,
GA, IN, IA, LA, MA, MD,
MI, MS, NC, NE, NH, NY,
ND, OH, OR, PA, RI, SD,
TN, VT, VA, WV, WY, BC,
Romania.

AK: Symbols. IL: When a debtor name is submitted as: Becky
F/K/A Rebecca in the first name box, it does not appear on a
search. KS: We don't have a way to handle foreign languages or
symbols, or the backward "R" for example in Toys R Us. We are
discussing policies for handling these. ME: Filer inserts a non-
lineage suffix in the field — ie Dr., Mr., Ms. MN: Only in the
case of bogus filers who put their individual name as a business
debtor name. NV: Sometimes the customer will include the
social security number in the debtor's name field, and we used to
index it as it was sent. Now we will send it back because we
cannot accept any social security numbers. OK: We can’t index
names that include special characters or are written in a language
using characters other the English alphabet.. TX: We file IRS
liens and other non-standard form liens where the names straddle
fields; they may contain multiple individual names on a single
line, use of symbols not on the keyboard and Spanish characters.
UT: Some individuals are listed in organization field as
organizations due to conversion (done by computer routine)
issues or entry issues (errors in manual entry). We fix them as
requested by filers. WA: IRS and other lien filings that do not
use the national forms with segmented name fields. We have data
entry conventions for entering these. ON: “Strawman” or
“vexatious” registrations usually show an individual name
followed by other extraneous information (e.g. “Natural Person as
Created by God” or “Gov’t Regsitration #...”). However, these
registrations almost always show the “individual” information on
lines designated for business debtors.

The current policy is to record the information exactly as
submitted. The result of this policy is that such registrations are
unlikely to be revealed to searchers as the searcher is likely to
search only the “proper” individual name.
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