
 

   

 

 

DDH Compact Finance Committee Agenda 

June 5th, 2026, 10:00 a.m. ET 

Zoom 

Public Participation: To request the opportunity to submit written or oral public comment, 
please contact dentalcompact@csg.org with the subject line “Public Comment Request” at least 
48 hours prior to the meeting. Please identify which agenda item you are requesting to 
comment on.  

10:00 a.m. ET                                    Welcome and Call to Order 

Roll Call  

State Name Present 

OH Corey Schaal, Treasurer x 

CO Yukon Morford x 

WA Catharine Roner-Reiter x 

 

• The Chair called the meeting to order at 10:05am ET.  

• Kaitlyn Bison and Imani Smith (CSG), and Samantha Nance (Legal Counsel) present. 

 

Adoption of Agenda* 

• Yukon Morford moved to approve the agenda, Catharine Roner-Reiter seconded. 

Motion carried. 

 

Approval of Minutes* 

• Yukon Morford moved to adopt the minutes, Catharine Roner-Reiter seconded. Motion 

carried. 
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10:10 a.m. Review of Compact Privilege 

Fee Resources 

 

 

• The Chair mentions that ADA won’t be able to continue funding. CSG floating 
secretariat services. Mentioned proposals from ADHA ($15,000) and GoTu provided a 
match ($10,000) for commission implementation.  

 
                                            Fee Guidance Discussion 

• The Chair noted that Oklahoma has recently passed the compact language. Others have 
also named delegates prior to effective dates. 

o Yukon Morford noted the purpose of the fee guidance discussion, and that for 
his state that statues determine the fees and not the board.  

▪ The Chair asked about the frequency of fee alteration.  
▪ Morford explained that fee has been changed yet depending on 

effective date and compact operationalization.  
▪ Bison mentions that distribution of the document would inform the fee 

establishment process.  
▪ Legal Counsel iterates that document requires states to identify their fee 

within the data system for full compact participation. Advised providing 
explicit information on fee change. 

o Catharine Roner-Reiter noted that she’s used this document before for the 
Physical Therapy compact, as it would providing information on their 
expectations with fee processing via the data system.  

▪ The Chair noted potential differences between states, per 
jurisprudential requirements.   

▪ Legal Counsel iterates uniform data set and considerations for states; 
Bison noted adding that language for the guidance document.  

o The Chair asked about frequency of fee dispersements in other compacts. 
▪ Bison noted usually monthly, but will follow up.  

o Yukon Morford asked about potential fee consideration for background checks. 
▪ The Chair noted it wouldn’t have to be a separate requirement for each 

issuance.  
 

                                                         Commission Fee Calculator 

• Bison presented an example calculator from the Physicians Assistant (PA) compact.  

• The Chair asked questions on requirements differing between states affecting fees.  



 

   

 

o Bison noted the state fee survey informing the fee calculator example.  

 

10:37 a.m. State Fee Survey Discussion: 

Review Draft Survey 

 

 

• Bison presented the survey, asked about attaching a timeline. Noted that information 

provided by states will help commission understand intended total fee amounts. 

• Morford reiterated that legislation determines fee amounts in his state.  

o Bison asked if including a question about that would be helpful. 

o The Chair asked if long answer/narrative question towards the beginning of the 

survey would give more information to the commission.  

▪ Legal Counsel noted that including it would encompass nuances of the 

fee consideration for both board and legislature components.  

o The Chair asked about considerations for the renewal fee.  

▪ Legal Counsel confirmed that the commission is empowered to issue 

renewal fees. Noted mechanics of the annual renewal nature of the 

privilege transaction, and its actual frequency.  

▪ The Chair asked about states’ consideration of the amount difference 

between initial and renewal fees. Legal Counsel noted that there would 

be variability. 

• Bison noted that other compacts might not have much variability 

between the fees; Asked about explicitly identifying the survey as 

being about the initial privilege fee.  

▪ The Chair asked about differences in frequency for renewal rates. 

• Legal Counsel noted another compact that codified varying 

renewal rates in a multistate model. In a privilege model, it might 

be more difficult per a qualifying license. 

• The Chair noted biennial rates in his home state; Potentially 

adding question to survey. 

• Bison noted that for other compacts, most under a home state 

model have expirations that sync up with the home state license, 

then requiring the new purchases. 

• The Chair noted example of a new licensee from a state, with a 

different renewal rate, might impact frequency of transactions 

and total revenue. 



 

   

 

 

 

10:55 a.m. Delegate Comment and 

Questions 

 

• None provided. 
 
 Public Comment and 

Questions 

 

• None provided. 
 
10:55 a.m. Adjourn  

• The Chair noted the next finance meeting as potentially for June 22nd or July 27th, also 
redistributing revised fee guidance document. Upcoming commission full commission 
meeting.  

• Morford moved to adjourn, Roner-Reiter seconded. Motion carried. 
 

 
* Indicates agenda item requires Commission vote 


