MINUTES
ALABAMA REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS BOARD
RSA UNION STREET
SUITE 370
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA
May 17, 2018

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mr. Lew Watson (Chairman)

Mr. Richard D. Pettey (Vice-Chairman)

Mr. Billy Cotter

Mr. Robert Butler

Mr. Edmond G. Eslava, Il

Mr. Dennis Key

Ms. Patrice McClammy arriving at 9:07 a.m.

MEMBERS ABSENT:
Ms. Angie Frost
Mr. Christopher Baker

OTHERS PRESENT:

Mrs. Lisa Brooks, Executive Director

Ms. Neva Conway, Legal Counsel

Mrs. Carolyn Greene, Executive Secretary
Mr. Sam Dawvis, Investigator

Mr. Joe Dixon, Investigator

GUESTS PRESENT:
Mr. Ben Carpenter, Certified Residential Appraiser, Florence
Ms. Darlene Daugherty, Certified Residential Appraiser, Lineville
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After calling for a voice roll call and it was determined a quorum was
present, Mr. Lew Watson, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 9:00
a.m. Mrs. Carolyn Greene, Executive Secretary, recorded the minutes.
The meeting was held in the 3 Floor Conference Room, 100 North Union
Street, Montgomery, Alabama. Prior notice of the meeting was posted on
the Secretary of State’s website on January 3, 2018 in accordance with
the Alabama Open Meetings Act.

The meeting was opened with prayer, led by Mr. Butler, and the Pledge of
Allegiance, led by Mr. Watson.

Members present were, Mr. Lew Watson, Mr. Richard D. Pettey, Ms.
Patrice McClammy, Mr. Billy Cotter, Mr. Robert Butler, Mr. Dennis Key
and Mr. Edmond G. Eslava, Ill. Members absent were Mr. Christopher
Baker and Ms. Angie Frost.
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On motion by Mr. Key and second by Mr. Butler, the regular minutes for
March 15, 2018 were approved as written. Motion carried by unanimous
vote.

Ms. Conway reported that there has been no change in the status of the
David Burns Judicial Review.

Ms. Conway reported on the Federal Trade Commission vs Louisiana
Real Estate Appraisers Board.

Ms. Conway discussed the Alabama Real Estate Appraisers and
Appraisal Management Company Registration Act. She recommended
that the Board work on finding sponsors so that the Bill can be introduced
in the next Legislative Session. The Legislative Committee will meet
before the July Board meeting to discuss changes.

Ms. Conway discussed the proposed rule changes to 780-X-3-.06,
Qualifying Education Curricula Approved By The Board For Licensure As
A Real Property Appraiser; 780-X-6-.03, Qualifying Experience -
Licensed Real Property Appraiser; 780-X-4-.02, Application and License
Fees; 780-X-6-.04, Qualifying Experience — Certified Residential Real
Property Appraiser; 780-X-6-.05, Qualifying Experience — Certified
General Real Property Appraiser; 780-X-6-.06, Qualifying Experience
Given for Review Appraisals; 780-X-9 — Classification of Real Estate
Appraisers; 780-X-16-.02 — Checklist; 780-X-16-.04 — Application For
Reciprocal Appraiser License. On motion by Mr. Pettey and second by
Mr. Eslava, the Board voted to adopt the changes as written, file them
with Legislative Reference Services and to submit for final certification if
no comments are received during the comment period. Motion carried by
unanimous vote.

Mr. Butler asked that proposed changes be brought before the Legislative
Committee prior to bringing them to the Board.

On motion by Mr. Key and second by Ms. McClammy, the following
applications were voted on as listed. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

Trainee Real Property Appraiser application approved: John Michael
Anthony Harwood, Dillan Brian Layton, Samuel Christopher McCune, and
Michael Hugh Williams, II. Applications deferred: None. Applications
denied: None.

Trainee Real Property Appraiser Experience Logs for Review: Logs
approved: George Anthony Allen and Kingsley Moore. Log deferred:
Casey Kitchens. Logs denied: None.

State Registered Real Property Appraiser applications approved:
None. Applications deferred: None. Applications denied: None.
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Licensed Real Property Appraiser applications approved: None.
Applications deferred: None. Applications denied: None.

Certified Residential Real Property Appraiser application approved:
Nicole S. Johnson (Recip)(TX). Applications deferred: None.
Applications denied: None.

Certified General Real Property Appraiser applications approved:
Linda Ruth Atkinson (Recip)(MO), Terrell Scott Baker (Recip)(AR),
Donald Anthony Burns (Recip)(GA), Justin Thornton Butler (Recip)(FL),
Blake Andrew Fertitta (Recip)GA), Michael Eugene Green (Recip)(FL),
Anthony D. Guth (Recip)(MO), Alexander Mischa Jaffe (Recip)(CA),
Michelle Joan O'Brien (Recip)(GA), and Christina H. Thoreson
(Recip)(TN). Applications deferred: Benjamin Gene Carpenter and
Susanna L. Fillingham. Applications denied: None.

Mentor applications approved: S. Darlene Daugherty, John Kidd and
Ginger Smith. Applications deferred: Mickey D. Best, Barbara Cooper
and Robert M. Pelman. Applications denied: None.

Mr. Pettey presented the Finance report for February 2018 and stated
that the Board was 59% into Fiscal Year 2018 and 47% into budget
expenditures. Mr. Pettey stated that there were no negative trends that
could not be reconciled at this time. On motion by Mr. Eslava and second
by Ms. McClammy, the Board voted to approve the Finance Report.
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

On motion by Mr. Cotter and second by Mr. Pettey, the following

education courses and instructor recommendations were approved,
deferred, or denied as indicated. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

APPRAISAL INSTITUTE — CHICAGO CHAPTER

New Applications:

(CE) Advanced Concepts and Case Studies — 7 Hours — Classroom
(Instructor: Kerry Jorgensen)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

(CE) Appraising Automobile Dealerships Online — 7 Hours — Online
(Instructor: Bradley Carter)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

(CE) Case Studies in Appraising Green Residential Buildings — 7 Hours
— Classroom
(Instructor: Sandra Adomatis)
Both Course and Instructor Approved



(CE) Evaluating Commercial Leases: The Tenant and The Terms Both
Matter — 7 Hours — Classroom
(Instructors: Gary DeWeese and William Anglyn)
Both Course and Instructors Approved

CORELOGIC VALUATION SOLUTIONS, INC dba THE COLUMBIA
INSTITUTE

New Application:

(CE) 2018-2019 7-Hour USPAP Equivalent — 7 Hours — Classroom
(Instructor: Diana Jacob)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

MCKISSOCK, LP

New Applications:

(CE) Evaluations, Desktops and Other Limited Scope Appraisals — 4
Hours — Online
(Instructor: Dan Bradley)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

(CE) Evaluating Today’'s Residential Appraisal: Reliable Review — 7
Hours — Online
(Instructor: Alan Simmons)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

NAIFA

New Application:

(CE) FHA Property Analysis — 7 Hours — Classroom
(Instructor: Mike Orman)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

OREP EDUCATION NETWORK

New Application:

(CE) How to Raise Appraisal Quality and Minimize Risk — 7 Hours —
Online
(Instructor: Tim Anderson)
Both Course and Instructor Approved

The following appraisal course monitor report by Mr. Joe Dixon was
included for Board information:

e 1t Annual Valuation Symposium, taught by the Alabama
Chapter of the Appraisal Institute on March 16, 2018.
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REQUEST FOR CONTINUING EDUCATION CREDIT

Mrs. Brooks discussed a request from Mr. Britton Falkner for credit for
attending the Culverhouse College of Commerce’s course ‘2018 Alabama
Commercial Real Estate Conference). On motion by Mr. Cotter and
second by Mr. Pettey, the Board voted to grant 5 hours continuing
education credit to Mr. Falkner. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

Mr. Cotter reported that the next ‘Common Mistakes Found in Appraisals’
course offering can be held in Houston County at the Houston County
Library. The Education Committee will meet in July to discuss continuing
the course offerings and if so, when to offer it.

Mr. Pettey discussed an AARO topic of conversation regarding Boards
educating appraisers. He suggested possibly narrowing the course topics
to mistakes commonly found in appraisals.

AB 16-26 The Board approved a Consent Settlement Order with
Certified General Appraiser Constance C. Whitworth, GO0380. Licensee
agreed to pay an administrative fine of Seven Hundred Fifty ($750)
Dollars and complete a fifteen (15) hours USPAP course. The USPAP
course cannot be used for continuing education credit. The violations in
the appraisal report were: Licensee utilized the Sales Comparison
Approach to value and made several large adjustments to the
comparable sales but has no justification or support for these adjustments
in the appraisal report or in the work file. Licensee states that the subject
property sold March 2016 and that the sales price was $197,900 verified
from deed records. Investigation reveals that the stated consideration in
the deed is ten dollars and other consideration. Attached to the deed is a
Real Estate Sales Validation Form that shows the Assessor's Market
Value as $197,900 and the Purchase Price is blank. Licensee met with
the client/owner of the subject property but did not ask about sales price
of the property or any details concerning the March 2016 sale. Licensee
committed a substantial error by stating the subject sold in March 2016
for $197,600 and that the sales price came from the deed when it did not.
Licensee continues in the Final reconciliation section of the report and
states “the recent sale of the subject was concluded to also offer some
insight into value. The subject was purchased 3/15/2016 for $197,500.”
Licensee did not analyze this sale that took place on the property less
than 6 months prior to the effective date of the assignment and licensee
also failed to gather pertinent information about the sale such as
relationship between buyer and seller, how the property was marketed,
how long it was on the market and if it were a cash transaction.
Investigation revealed that there was a transfer of the property from the
elderly owner to a caregiver and this transfer was not an arm’s length
transaction due to the relationship between elderly owner and caregiver,
and the transaction did not meet the definition of market value in order for
licensee to state “the recent sale of the subject was concluded to also
offer some insight into value. Licensee disclosed but did not analyze the



March 2016 sale of the subject property less than 6 months prior to the
effective date of the assignment. She failed to gather accurate details of
the transaction such as relationship between buyer and seller, how the
property was marketed, how long it was on the market and if it were a
cash transaction. Violations: Record Keeping Rule, Scope of Work
Acceptability; Standard Rules 1-1(b), 1-5, USPAP 2016-2017 Edition.

AB-17-08 The Board approved a Consent Settlement Order with
Certified General appraiser Everett S. Brooks, G00442. Licensee agreed
to pay an administrative fine of Three Thousand ($3,000) Dollars. The
violations in the appraisal report were: Licensee performed an appraisal
assignment in a grossly negligent manner. Licensee certified to
personally preparing all conclusions and opinions about the real estate
that was set forth in the appraisal report. Licensee failed to state the
reliance on significant real property appraisal assistance from Angel
Lanier in the performance of the appraisal and failed to disclose the tasks
performed by Angel Lanier. Licensee’s workfile did not include a “true
copy” (replica) of all written appraisal reports communicated to the Client
along with all data, information and documentation necessary to support
the appraiser’'s opinions and conclusions and show compliance with
USPAP. The failure was willful and with knowledge of the requirements
of the Record Keeping Rule. Licensee’s workfile:

Failed to provide a “true copy” (replica) of all appraisal reports transmitted
to the Client, at the time of the appraisal assignment. Licensee’s workfile,
as provided to AREAB, failed to provide a copy of the appraisal report
transmitted with a date of signature and report of 05/11/2017 with
additional commentary dated 5/17/2017 within the appraisal report. Failed
to provide support of the opinion and conclusions of the effective age;
Licensee analyzed a single (one) comparable sale to develop the
effective age and used a sale price of $134,175 when the actual sale
price was $140,000; as a result, the workfile did not support the opinion
and conclusions of the effective age analyzed within the appraisal report
Effective age of 20 years for a home reported to be ~41 years actual age.
Licensee: Analyzed a +3,000 adjustment in the Sales Comparison
Approach/Comparable #1/Garage-Carport section, when according to
Licensee, there should have been a “$0” adjustment analyzed; Analyzed
the construction cost of the front porch, with a roof and step-up concrete
floor, and the building cost of the rear deck, with a shed roof and wooden
floor, together at the same per square foot cost in the Cost Approach;
Analyzed the construction cost of the attached carport and the
construction cost of the detached garage (site improvement) together, at
the same per square foot cost in the Cost Approach; In the Subject Photo
Addendum section, provided photos taken by Angel Lanier and withheld
the source of the photos; In the Comparable Photo Addendum section,
provided MLS photos without providing the actual data source of the
photos; In the Appraiser's Certification #1, certified to at a minimum,
developing and reporting the appraisal in accordance with the scope of
work requirements stated in the appraisal report. Some of the scope of
work requirements, as stated on the first page of the preprinted section of
the URAR under Scope of Work, were not performed. The Scope of
Work provides for: Perform a complete visual inspection of the interior



and exterior areas of the subject property. The visual inspection was
performed by Angel Lanier and not by Licensee. Inspect the
neighborhood. The fieldwork was performed by Angel Lanier and not by
Licensee. In the Appraiser’s Certification #2, certified to, an interior and
exterior inspection of the subject property, when the inspections were
performed by Angel Lanier. In the Appraiser's Certification #15, certified
that he had not knowingly withheld any significant information and to the
best of Licensee’'s knowledge, all statements and information in the
appraisal report are true and correct. Licensee failed to provide
significant information, the appraisal assignment was assigned to
Licensee with the fieldwork (inspections, photos, measurement, etc.)
being performed by Angel Lanier. Licensee performed the analyses for
the Sales Comparison Approach and Cost Approach along with keying
information into the appraisal report and addendum. In the Appraiser’s
Certification #19, certified to, if Licensee relied on significant real property
appraisal assistance from any individual in the performance of the
appraisal or preparation of the appraisal report, the individual is named
and disclosure of the specific tasks performed were provided within the
appraisal report. Licensee represented the appraisal report was prepared
without significant appraisal assistance, when significant appraisal
assistance was provided by Angel Lanier. Licensee, in Comparable
#1/Condition section, analyzed the cost to cure for the superior condition.
The appraisal report nor workfile supported the $8,000 adjustment being
developed by appropriate methods and techniques with supported data.
(No analyses, no figures & calculations with a data source, no support the
market would be willing to pay a cost to cure in a condition adjustment.)
Licensee, in Comparable #1/Garage-Carport section, analyzed a +
$3,000 adjustment. According to Licensee, the amount should have been
provided and analyzed as “0” rather than the + $3,000. Licensee, in the
Subject Photo Addendum section, provided photos taken by Angel Lanier.
The photos were not taken by Licensee, as evidence of an exterior and
interior inspection of the subject property. Inspection was performed by
another appraiser without the assistance being noted in the appraisal
report. Licensee, in the Comparable Photo Addendum sections, provided
MLS photos without providing the actual source of the photos. The
photos provided were MLS photos and not the original photos taken by
Licensee. Licensee, in the Appraiser’'s Certification #1, certified to at a
minimum, developing and reporting the appraisal in accordance with the
scope of work requirements stated in the appraisal report. Some of the
scope of work requirements stated in the first page of the preprinted
section of the URAR under Scope of Work were not performed. Perform
a complete visual inspection of the interior and exterior areas of the
subject property. The visual inspection was performed by Angel Lanier
and not by Licensee. Inspect the neighborhood. The fieldwork was
performed by Angel Lanier and not by Licensee. Licensee, in the
Appraiser’s Certification #2, certified to an interior and exterior inspection
of the subject property, when the inspections were performed by Angel
Lanier. Licensee, in the Appraiser’s Certification #15, certified to not
knowingly withholding any significant information and to the best of
Licensee’s knowledge, all statements and information in the appraisal
report are true and correct. Licensee failed to provide significant



information, the appraisal assignment was assigned to Licensee with the
fieldwork (inspections, photos, measurement, etc.) being performed by
Angel Lanier. Licensee performed the analyses for the Sales
Comparison Approach and the Cost Approach along with keying
information into the appraisal report and addendum. Licensee, in the
Appraiser’s Certification #19, certified to, if Licensee relied on significant
real property appraisal assistance from any individual in the performance
of the appraisal or preparation of the appraisal report, the individual is
named and disclosure of the specific tasks performed were provided
within the appraisal report. Licensee represented the appraisal report
was prepared without significant appraisal assistance, when significant
appraisal assistance was provided by Angel Lanier. Licensee, in the
URAR/Improvements section, provided the condition of the building
materials as being in average condition with commentary of no updates in
the prior 15 years. Additional commentary was provided, the property
was found to be in average condition and maintained well at the time of
the inspection. Licensee failed to provide sufficient information to explain,
how a home built in 1976 (41 years actual age) would have an effective
age of 20 years. Licensee, in the URAR/Improvements/Car Storage
section, indicated detached for the carport and garage in the checkbox for
detached. Licensee failed to provide commentary to explain the garage
was detached and the carport was attached. Licensee failed to provide
an indication in the checkbox or commentary of the carport being
attached. Licensee, in  the URAR/Sales Comparison
Approach/Comparable #4 and Comparable #5/Sales or Financing
section, provided information of arms-length with $0 concession for the
listings, without sufficient information being provided to explain why the
information was provided for a listing. Licensee, in the Cost
Approach/Dwelling Cost section, developed a dwelling cost of $81.25
from the online cost service. The dwelling cost was then reduced to
$80.00 per square foot, because the subject was located outside of the
city where regulatory/permit cost was lower. Licensee failed to provide
data/ information to explain the figures/calculations analyzed for the
reduction in per square foot dwelling cost, where the lender/client could
replicate the cost figures and calculations. ($81.25 x ?? = $80.00)
Licensee, in the Cost Approach section, provided the opinion of site value
was developed from the research of latest sales or through allocation.
Licensee failed to provide the actual method and technique employed in
the development of the opinion of site value. (The actual method &
technigue employed to develop the opinion of site value was not
provided. Research of latest sales is not a method and technique but a
task performed. Licensee used the term “or”, which made it unclear if
either was performed.) Violations: Ethics Rule, Conduct, Record
Keeping Rule, Standards Rules 1-1(b), 1-4(a), 2-1(a), 2-1(b), USPAP
2016-2017 Edition.

AB 17-13 The Board approved a Consent Settlement Order with
Certified Residential appraiser Anthony Lee Johnson, R00993. Licensee
agree to surrender his license to the Board. The violations in the report
were: Licensee chose not to use comparable sales in closer proximity to
the subject and available to the Licensee that would indicate a value



significantly lower than Licensee’s value opinion and instead used sales
that were located in different towns, over 10 miles in distance from the
subject but that resulted in a significantly different opinion of value.
Licensee failed to perform the research for comparable sales that were
needed to produce a credible assignment. Licensee failed to do
adequate research in the subject market and bypassed sales in closer
proximity that were comparable and that would produce a different value
opinion. Because Licensee did not have market based data or other
justification for the adjustments made in the Sales Comparison Approach,
the Licensee did not demonstrate that he understood how to correctly
employ the methods and techniques to reach a credible result. Licensee
miss-measured the subject improvements and used a gross living area
that was 234 square feet less than the correct GLA. Licensee failed to
use sales that were more similar, hence more comparable that were
available in the immediate market that would produce a more credible
opinion of value. Violations: Ethics Rule-Conduct; Scope of Work
Rule, Standards Rules 1-1(a), 1-1(b), USPAP, 2016-2017 Edition.

Letters of Warning were issued on the following investigations for the
discrepancies indicated. This disciplinary action will be considered in any
future discipline proceedings:

AB 16-30 On April 10, 2018 to a Certified General appraiser because
even though the assignment was abandoned by the client, the appraiser’s
work file included a signed and dated appraiser certification although the
appraiser maintains that an appraisal was never completed and a report
was never written. A draft of report prepared at any stage of the appraisal
process should never include a signature. Violations: Standard 2-1,
USPAP, 2014-2015 Ed.

AB-17-17 On March 29, 2018 to a Certified Residential appraiser where
the reports say the verification source for sales is MLS and Public
Records. The assignment is for a report that meets FANNIE MAE
guidelines and the failure to verify the sales with a party to the transaction
violates FANNIE MAE guidelines and the Scope of Work. Violations:
SCOPE OF WORK RULE: Scope of Work Acceptability; Standard 1-4,
USPAP, 2016-2017 Ed.

AB 17-18 On March 29, 2018 to a Certified Residential appraiser where
Licensee did not demonstrate that she has geographic competency in the
subject property market place. Licensee used sales from surrounding
counties as comparables but did not use any sales in the county where
the subject property is located. Investigation revealed at least three sales
listed in the MLS that serves the area that could have been considered as
comparable sales. The stated verification source for sales is MLS and
Public Records. Violations: Competency Rule Standard 1-4, USPAP,
2016-2017 Ed.
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Ms. Conway discussed with the Board the investigative status charts.
Ms. Conway informed the Board 8 new complaints were received since
the March 2018 Board meeting, 7 complaints were dismissed, and 6
complaints were settled, leaving a total of 33 open complaints.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-14: With Mr. Key
and Mr. Eslava recusing, on motion by Mr. Pettey and second by Ms.
McClammy, the Board voted that probable cause does not exist and to
dismiss this case. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-15: With Mr. Eslava
recusing, on motion by Ms. McClammy and second by Mr. Pettey, the
Board voted probable cause does exist and to set this case for a hearing.
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-16: With Mr. Butler
and Mr. Eslava recusing, on motion by Ms. McClammy and second by Mr.
Cotter, the Board voted that probable cause does not exist and to dismiss
this case. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-20: With Mr. Butler
and Mr. Eslava recusing, on motion by Mr. Key and second by Mr. Pettey,
the Board voted that probable cause does not exist and to issue a Letter
of Counsel. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-21: With Mr. Eslava
recusing, on motion by Mr. Key and second by Mr. Butler, the Board
voted that probable cause does not exist and to issue a Letter of Counsel.
Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-02: With Mr. Eslava
recusing, on motion by Mr. Pettey and second by Ms. McClammy, the
Board voted that probable cause does exist and to set this case for a
hearing. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-22: On motion by
Mr. Eslava and second by Mr. Cotter, the Board voted that probable
cause does not exist and to dismiss this case. Motion carried by
unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-17-28: On motion by
Mr. Eslava and second by Mr. Butler, the Board voted that probable
cause does not exist and to dismiss this case. Motion carried by
unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-18-01. With Mr. Butler
recusing, on motion by Mr. Key and second by Mr. Eslava, the Board
voted that probable cause does not exist and to dismiss this case. Motion
carried by unanimous vote.
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The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-18-04: On motion by
Mr. Butler and second by Ms. McClammy, the Board voted that probable
cause does not exist and to dismiss this case. Motion carried by
unanimous vote.

The Board reviewed Probable Cause Report AB-18-05: On motion by
Ms. McClammy and second by Mr. Butler, the Board voted that probable
cause does not exist and to dismiss this case. Motion carried by
unanimous vote.

There were no Negotiated Settlements to review at this time.

The following reciprocal license was issued since the November Board
meeting: Linda Ruth Atkinson (‘G’ MO), Terrell Scott Baker (‘G’ AR),
Donald Anthony Burns (‘G’ GA), Justin Thornton Butler (‘G’ FL), Blake
Andrew Fertitta (‘G’ GA), Michael Eugene Green (‘G’ GA), Anthony D.
Guth (‘G’ MO), Alexander Mischa Jaffe (‘G’ CA), Nicole S. Johnson (‘R’
TX), Michelle Joan O'Brien (‘G’ GA), and Christina H. Thoreson (‘G’ TN).

The Temporary Permit report was provided to the Board for their
information.

The Appraisal Management report was provided to the Board for their
information.

Mrs. Brooks discussed the letter she received from Mr. Joe Dixon,
notifying the Board of his retirement effective May 31, 2018. Mr. Watson,
Mrs. Brooks and Board members thanked Mr. Dixon for his service to the
Board and Mr. Watson presented Mr. Dixon with a card and gift of
appreciation from the Board and Staff.

Mrs. Brooks discussed proposed staff changes with the Board. Mr.
Pettey asked the Board to consider contracting review appraisers to
perform investigations if Mr. Davis retires. On motion by Mr. Butler and
second by Mr. Eslava, the Board voted to have Mrs. Brooks request State
Personnel to update the Senior Real Property Analyst register. Motion
carried by unanimous vote.

Mrs. Brooks discussed the Appraisal Subcommittee Compliance Review
of Alabama’s Appraiser Regulatory Program.

Mrs. Brooks discussed the Association of Appraisal Regulatory Officials
Spring Conference.

Mr. Watson proposed holding a work session for Board members in June.
Mrs. Brooks will email Board members with potential dates.

Ms. Conway informed the Board that the Palomar Board Member General
Liability Coverage Policy is in place.

There was no unfinished business to discuss at this time.
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The Board discussed evaluations, alternatives to appraisals for the
banking industry. Mr. Pettey discussed the increase to the De Minimis for
commercial appraisals. Mr. Watson suggested including these topics in
the Board’s upcoming work session. Mr. Eslava asked Mrs. Brooks to
include evaluations in the next newsletter.

Mrs. Brooks discussed an email received from Ms. Rhonda Ricketts,
Director of MLS Operations, Huntsville Area Association of Realtors,
regarding confidentially in obtaining information. After discussion, it was
determined that this was not a Board issue.

Mrs. Brooks presented a request from Mr. Dusty Boynton, Trainee
Appraiser, for a waiver of the rule that no more than 40% of the
cumulative experience points may be earned from any one category. On
motion by Mr. Pettey and second by Ms. McClammy, the Board voted to
grant a waiver to Mr. Boynton. Motion carried by unanimous vote.

At 11:02 a.m., on motion by Mr. Butler and second by Ms. McClammy,
the Board voted to adjourn the regular Board meeting. Motion carried by
unanimous vote. The Board’s tentative meeting schedule for 2018 is July
19, 2018, September 20, 2018 and November 15, 2018 in the 3 Floor
Conference Room, 100 North Union Street, Montgomery, Alabama.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Greene
Executive Secretary
/cg

Lew Watson, Chairman



