s |
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The transition from UAD 2.6 to UAD 3.6 represents more than a routine form update. It reflects
a shift from static appraisal forms to a dynamic, structured data model designed for reuse,
validation, and consistency across the housing finance ecosystem.

While this change affects all stakeholders, the greatest day-to-day impact will be felt by field
appraisers. Workflows and tools that functioned well under UAD 2.6 may not translate
seamlessly into a UAD 3.6 environment, requiring thoughtful adaptation rather than simple
continuation of legacy practices.

UAD 2.6 relied on fixed forms with largely static fields. Narrative commentary was commonly
used to explain assumptions, resolve inconsistencies, and supplement missing details. While
this flexibility supported professional judgment, it also introduced variability across reports.

One consequence of this variability was an increase in follow-up questions and
Reconsiderations of Value (ROVs), as underwriters sought clarification where standardized
responses were lacking. A more structured approach to data reporting is intended to reduce this
downstream friction and limit time spent responding to post-submission inquiries

UAD 3.6 introduces a dataset-first architecture. Unlike UAD 2.6, the data structure is dynamic
required data elements expand, or contract based on property configuration, room count, and
interior characteristics.

The introduction of approximately 1,000 additional data fields, combined with rule-based
“wizard” logic, has presented significant implementation challenges for forms developers. These
complexities have contributed to development delays as vendors work to align their systems
with the new data requirements.

Dynamic data models enforce consistency and validation across related data elements. Missing,
incomplete, or conflicting information is surfaced through logic checks rather than explained
away through narrative commentary.
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While a structured, standardized output is the intended outcome, the path to achieving this has
proven challenging. Forms developers must balance usability, data integrity, and workflow
efficiency while adapting to a continuously evolving schema.

Under UAD 3.6, appraisers face increased responsibility for explicit classification and structured
data capture. Manual workflows become more difficult to scale as data volume and
interdependencies increase.

Although some forms providers have introduced “what-you-see-is-what-you-get” (WYSIWYG)
interfaces, many workflows still require manual re-keying of data from external sources. This
approach is far from modern and can add several hours to the appraisal process, both onsite
and during office production. An open question remains whether forms providers will release
future versions with robust APIs and integrations that allow direct data ingestion from property
data collection and measurement tools, reducing redundant manual entry.

Under UAD 3.6, large AMCs, national appraisal firms, and transaction platforms are expected to
introduce proprietary production environments. Appraisers may be required to operate within
multiple platform ecosystems, and the software an appraiser has traditionally selected may no
longer be the primary path to completing an assignment.

Early in the transition, it may be difficult for appraisers to assess which platforms offer the most
efficient workflows, reasonable time expectations, and appropriate compensation. Differences
between platforms will directly affect production time, data-entry burden, and ultimately fees.

In many cases, appraisal orders are likely to be initiated through embedded links that open a
unified, end-to-end workspace. Within these environments, data collection tools, LiDAR-based
floor plans, analysis functions, property data, and the final forms container may all reside within
a single, seamless ecosystem.

UAD 3.6 does not eliminate professional judgment; it changes how appraisal data is produced,
structured, and governed. Despite widespread concern, this transition does not signal the end of
the appraisal profession.

However, it does mark a clear inflection point. Appraisers who continue to rely solely on long-
standing, manual workflows without adopting modern technology may find it increasingly difficult
to compete, comply, or remain viable in a UAD 3.6 environment. Adaptation is no longer
optional it is foundational to sustaining a long-term appraisal career.
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