


ICSP Commission Meeting Minutes 
April 2nd, 2026: 1 pm EST – 2 pm EST

	State
	Name
	Present 
	Absent

	Alabama 
	Shavon Harris
	X
	

	Georgia
	Rachelle Brevil
	X
	

	Colorado
	Tanya Klein
	X
	

	Delaware
	Wendy Modzelewski
	X
	

	Nebraska
	Brad Dirksen
	X
	

	Kansas
	Shane Carter
	X
	

	West Virginia
	Robert Hagerman
	X
	



1:10 pm: Chair Hagerman starts the meeting 
· Chair welcomes everyone and asks if everyone has received the materials for the meeting; commissioners confirm that they have.
· Karuna Lakhiani (Interim Executive Director) does roll call; Delaware was absent for the first half of the meeting.
Review and Adoption of Meeting Agenda
· Chair Hagerman introduces the topic of approving the meeting the agenda.
· Motion made to adopt the agenda: Shane Carter (Kansas) moves motion, Brad Dirksen (Nebraska) seconds.
· Motion passes with unanimous consent by voice.
Review and Adoption of Inaugural Meeting Minutes
· Shane Carter brings up minor name spelling correction.
· Karuna L. agrees to fix the error.
· Shane Carter moves motion to approve amended minutes, Tanya Klein (Colorado) seconds. 
· Motion passes with unanimous consent by voice.
Review and Adoption of Bylaws
· Brad Dirksen brings up a couple questions; he asks if the language “Compact” referring to the model language is appropriate since each state has some variation in adoption; gives example in Article I, Section 2, which says, “…set forth in the Compact” 
· Samantha Nance replies that it is probably not feasible in the bylaws to cite to the litanies of the codifications of that citation; language refers to the model language in substance since states adopt the language with no substantive changes in practice.
· Brad Dirksen refers to Article III, Section 1, on the Executive Committee in reference to the clause that says that the commission can decide if a temporary representative may vote on behalf of a delegate and serve on the Executive committee; Brad D. asks if this is in the capacity of the Executive Committee and not as a part of other pieces.
· Samantha Nance replies that in that context and section, yes, that is correct; Samantha N. also provides a reminder that there can be proxies/temporary representatives for all purposes.
· Brad Dirksen references Article V, Section 5, citing the ability for public comment at any open meeting; he mentions the example of not holding public comment periods in his state and while he is fine with that clause, changing the language could provide flexibility on that front.
· Samantha Nance replies that there is a public comment element requirement on rules and a public meeting requirement in the statute, but there is some flexibility in public comment for other aspects and feedback is appropriate 
· Shane Carter asks if there is a timeline on public comment, and if someone wants to provide public comment at an open meeting, does the length need to be specified.
· Samantha N. replies that if commissioners choose to specify in the bylaws, it must absolutely be followed. The length of public comment can be up to the discretion of the chair. Samantha N. also provides an example of how the procedure for providing public comment has happened for other compacts.
· Chair Hagerman asks if there is already a mechanism in place on the ICSP website.
· Karuna L. replies that there is an email inbox monitored and that mechanism for public comment is stated on the commission website. She also states that if there is another mechanism preferred, she is open to other suggestions. 
· Chair Hagerman replies that is okay and confirmed that, based on public comment inquiries, the order and procedure of public comment would be discussed and set ahead of time between Executive Director and Chair. Karuna L. confirmed this and noted that it is within discretion of chair that impromptu public comment is also allowed. Samantha Nance confirms this as well and notes that the 48 hours public comment notice is for time and orderly purposes, but in general, there is a level latitude surrounding public comment. 
· Chair Hagerman asks if there is any other comments or concerns regarding this, and no one gives any other notes. 
· Karuna Lakhiani notes that the delegate from Delaware has joined (Wendy Modzelewski) and confirms roll call. Chair Hagerman gives opportunity for Wendy Modzelewski to chime in with any questions or comments on what has been discussed thus far. She has none.
Public Comment/Additional Matters
· Karuna L. notes that there is a hand raised from a public participant, Susan Han (counsel from Alabama’s Board of Psychology). Samantha N. defers to Chair Hagerman on whether to allow Susan Han to speak, as the comment might be related to the bylaws or an external situation regarding Alabama’s delegate.
· Chair Hagerman replies that this comment might be in regard to the Alabama delegate situation, and that he understood that parties involved had come to a resolution or understanding. Shavon Harris (Alabama) weighs in to confirm that the situation has been resolved.
· Samantha N. provides context regarding the Alabama situation; the question about Alabama’s delegate appointment to the commission was raised. Alabama’s Psychology Board has an element of licensure that has an endorsement or element specific to practice school psychology. Separately, Alabama’s State Department of Education (ALSDE) issues certificates (which falls under the statutory definition of allowing psychological services to be rendered in a school setting). Shavon Harris is the delegate appointed by ALSDE, but there has been some engagement of discussion with the Board of Psychology and counsel on who is the appropriate licensing authority to appoint a delegate. 
· Samantha N.’s initial and current analysis is taking the definition of license within the compact (meaning license, but also authorization or certificate granted by the licensing authority to render school psychological services) is tied to the definitions of the state licensing authority and school psychological services. Reading the three definitions together in the context of the compact, Samantha’s interpretation is the appropriate authority is one that is the state licensing authority that has ability to authorize practitioners in the school setting, which appears to be the ALSDE through issuance of those certificates rather than the Board of Psychology by virtue of licensing psychologists in general, with a smaller subset of school psychology specialization as well. The primary gatekeeper of those in the school setting is the certificate given by the ALSDE. 
· Samantha N. confirms with Shavon Harris that this is an accurate summation and ASLDE’s approach as well. 
· Samantha N. notes that this has been discussed directly with all relevant parties’ counsel as well. This context is being provided in the interest of transparency and before any voting matters are finalized. 
· Karuna L. notes that Susan Han has contacted her to let her know that the issue has not been resolved, and it is up to chair whether to allow her to speak at the moment.
· Chair Hagerman agrees to allow public comment from Susan Han.
· Samantha N. notes that it is up to commission in how formal the procedure of public comment has to be and if they want to follow Robert’s Rules, especially since the bylaws have not been adopted.
· Shavon Harris agrees that Susan Han should be allowed to give public comment at this moment in order to determine appropriate next steps. 
· Chair Hagerman says that no need to amend agenda and hears no opposition from the commission to allow Susan Han to speak.
· Karuna L. lets Susan Han in the Zoom to speak.
· Susan Han starts off public comment that she wants to resolve this matter. 
· Susan H. notes that the licensure of school psychologists, as opposed to certification is regulated by the Alabama Board of Examiners in Psychology (the Board). The certification of school psychologists is regulated by the Alabama Department of Education. The compact is codified under the Board’s statute and Susan interprets that codification as appointment of authority to serve in the commission. 
· Susan H. relays that the Board has appointed a delegate but was not allowed to seat that delegate, with instead Shavon Harris (from ALSDE) being seated. 
· Notes that certification requirements are separate from licensure requirements. The Board has licensed around 350 individuals who are qualified to practice school psychology in school settings, and 40 licensed psychologists work in a K-12 setting within the state. ALSDE has issued certificates (which have separate educational and examination requirements than psychologists licensed by the Board) to approximately 211 individuals. James Ward, counsel for ALSDE, relayed to Susan Han that he personally does not know who is currently working in a school setting. There have been more certificates issued for school psychologists than licensed individuals working in a school setting. 
· The Board wants to have a delegate that is knowledgeable about licensure in Alabama; Susan Han says that both the bylaws and compact refer to licensure repeatedly and suggests rulemaking would affect licensed school psychologists (as opposed to certified school psychologists). She notes that if the compact only contemplates NCSP requirements (national certification), then the statutory and bylaw language should be revised. The Board understands that in a school setting that certification requirements are different than licensure requirements but insists that the compact cannot use the terminology of “licensure.”  And if certification is what the compact aligns with, then the compact statute will have to be moved and codified under ALSDE. Susan Han says that the Board is the appointing authority and changes need to be made to the bylaws account for these differences.
· Chair Hagerman defers to Samantha Nance as legal counsel to speak more on this issue. 
· Samantha N. provides a brief version of her analysis, including affirming that in the discussion of the definition of license, they are looking not at the general term of licensure but instead the definition provided within the compact statute. 
· The definition in the compact is broader than just license, the definition includes “license, certification, or other authorization granted by a Member State’s Licensing Authority that permits an individual to provide School Psychological Services.” 
· “’State Licensing Authority’ means a Member State’s regulatory body responsible for issuing Licenses or otherwise overseeing the Practice of School Psychology.”
· “’School Psychological Services’ means academic, mental and behavioral health services including assessment, prevention, consultation and collaboration, intervention, and evaluation provided by a School Psychologist in a school, as outlined in applicable professional standards as determined by Commission Rule.” 
· With all three of those definitions read together, Samantha N. notes that simply there is a difference in legal opinion about what a license means. The educational requirements in the compact for a school psychologist to participate are more in alignment with the NASP standards (or NCSP). School psychologists working in a school setting are certified by ALSDE.
· This is the analysis that has led to counsel being comfortable with the appointment of the current delegate. Counsel recognizes that typically she would go into closed session to render legal advice, but in the interest of transparency, this is a straightforward matter. Counsel does not want this state internal matter to hold up commission business, but it is an issue that needs to be resolved.
· Samantha N. respectfully disagrees with Susan Han whether the reference to “licensure” or “license” needs to be nominally changed in the bylaws. Counsel notes that bylaws are adopted by this commission only under authority under the statue where the definition of license does include certification and other forms of authorization. While there can be risk of confusion, the statute was adopted by all the member states. It is not rational nor required for the model language and statutes adopted by the member states to be modified to clarify on something that should not be an issue with the definition of license existing within that language. 
· This is where Samantha Nance’s perspective sits but advises caution in proceeding with commission business that might be subject to challenge later and yields to chair. 
· Shavon Harris speaks briefly on additional few points:
· ALSDE does “license,” as far as school licensure goes, psychologists to work in a school setting
· Shavon H. notes that school districts can enter into part-time contracts with psychologists to provide services and does not know if that impacts this discussion
· Shavon H. fully acknowledges that there was confusion with the statute codified under the Board; she will speak with head general counsel on how to proceed with that matter as well.
· Chair Hagerman concurs with counsel Samantha Nance on postponing any voting matters until this issue is further resolved. Chair asks if this impacts the agenda moving forward. 
· Samantha N. replies that this should not impact other agenda discussion items, only deferring the adoption of bylaws and rule on rulemaking if the commission is inclined to table the vote. Counsel recommends this, as to reduce the risk of future nullification of adopted materials.
· Chair Hagerman agrees with this and brings forth the idea of this motion of tabling items until Alabama issue is resolved.
· Brad Dirsken moves the motion, Tanya Klein and Rachelle Brevil (Georgia) second the motion simultaneously.
· Motion passes with unanimous consent by voice.
Differences between ITMC and ICSP/Final Meeting Matters
· Karuna L. brings up NASDTEC in-person conference in June and asks commissioners whether they would like to have an in-person commission meeting during that time since many delegates will be attending, or if a separate virtual option is preferable. 
· Brad Dirksen notes that virtual is preferrable since that is what the Teacher Compact all decided.
· Chair Hagerman confirms with Karuna L. that there will be no reimbursement of costs from ICSP, and the costs are state agency funded.
· Rachelle Brevil and Tanya Klein also note a virtual preference.
· Chair Hagerman suggests a hybrid option versus a separate virtual separate date. There is a consensus that a virtual commission meeting separate from the NASDTEC conference will occur.
· Karuna L. notes that there are many design similarities between the Teacher and School Psychology compact; however, they will not operate identically. Fees and budget are a separate discussion further down the line for this compact and any financial decision discussion for the Teacher Compact are not necessarily applicable for this one. 
· Karuna L. relays that she will send out more information about the next meeting via email soon.
· Brad Dirksen notes that Nebraska might come back into compliance with the Qualifying National Exam requirement part of the compact after internal discussions.
· Chair Hagerman asks that commissioners to dwell on a potential glossary of definitions, future rules, and state tiers of licensure as the commission moves forward.
Public/Delegate Questions or Comments: None
2:02: Adjourn
· Motion from Chair Hagerman to adjourn, moved by Shane Carter, Shavon Harris seconds motion 
· Motion passes with unanimous consent by voice






