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NEW 2015 AQB TRAI NEE REAL PROPERTY APPRA| SER
APPRAI SER EDUCATI ON REQUI REMENT

As of January 1, 2015 Trainee Appraisers shall be required to complete a course that,
at a minimum, complies with the specifications for course content established by the AQB,
which is specifically oriented to the requirements and responsibilities of Supervisory
Appraisers and Trainee Appraisers. The course must be completed by the Trainee
Appraiser prior to the Trainee Appraiser credential being issued. This will take the
place of the Trainee/Mentor course previously conducted by the Board. Several education
providers have approved courses that meet this requirement approved and they are listed
on the approved education |ist on the Boafffdos
towards the 75 hours of qualifying education required.

As of January 1, 2015, appraisers who are approved as Mentors must complete a
course that, at a minimum, complies with the specifications for course content established
by the AQB, which is specifically oriented to the requirements and responsibilities of
Supervisory Appraisers and Trainee Appraisers. The course must be completed by

the Mentor prior to supervising a Trainee Appraiser. This will take the place of the
Trainee/Mentor course previously conducted by the Board. Several education providers
have approved courses that meet this requirement and they are listed on the approved
education |ist on the Boardds website.

*Supervisory appraisers shall have been certified for a minimum of three (3) years prior to
being eligible to become a Supervisory Appraiser.

To satisfy the continuing education requirement for the September 2015 renewal, all
Trainees and Mentors who received their license/mentor status after October 1, 2013
must take this course before their license will be renewed in 2015.

|l f you have any questions please d2dX:n8347. he gli t at
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