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Physical Therapy Advisory Committee Minutes 
February 13, 2015 

 
 The Physical Therapy Committee of the Board of Medical Licensure and Supervision met 
on February 13, 2015, in accordance with the Open Meeting Act. The meeting was held at the 
office of the Board, 101 NE 51 Street, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. Advance notice of this 
regularly scheduled meeting was transmitted to the Oklahoma Secretary of State on December 
15, 2014, and posted on the Board's website on February 12, 2015. The notice and agenda were 
posted in prominent public view on the front doors of the Oklahoma Board of Medical Licensure 
and Supervision building located at 101 NE 51st St., Oklahoma City, OK on February 12, 2015 
at 8:40 a.m. 
 
 Members present: 
  Carolyn Craven, PT, Chair 
  David Haynes, PT, Vice Chair 

Randy Titony, PTA 
Mitsy Martin, PT 
 
*Public Member position vacant 

 
 Also present: 

Kathy Plant, Executive Secretary 
  Barbara Smith, Legal Secretary/Executive Secretary 
  Robyn Hall, Director of Licensing 
  Tiffany Wythe, Assistant Attorney General 

Jason Fennell, I.T. 
 

Having noted a quorum, the meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by Ms. Craven.  
 
Ms. Craven reordered the Agenda moving the presentation regarding ProCert and 

aPTtitude by Heidi Herbst-Paakkonen, who is with the Federation of State Boards of Physical 
Therapy (“FSBPT”) to the top of the Agenda.  

 
Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen was connected via Skype.   

Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen presented information on the FSBPT continuing 
competency model and ProCert.  The FSBPT’s continuing competency model is based on 
two (2)-year licensure term.  Licensees must complete thirty (30) approved and/or 
Certified Competence Units (“CCUs”) with half of those units being completed with 
certified activities.  CCUs are evaluated based on content rather than time spent in the 
activity and/or curriculum.  The approved-only activities are not evaluated.  Ms. Herbst-
Paakkonen advised the Committee to visit continuingcompetence.org to gain further 
knowledge and information. 

Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen presented to the Committee a comparison of Oklahoma’s 
current model to the FSBPT model.   Oklahoma identifies credit units in terms of contact 
hours rather than CCUs and currently requires forty (40) units in a licensure period.  
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Some thought could be given to decreasing the units required to thirty (30) units in a 
licensure period or keep the required forty (40) units and divide the requirements between 
certified and approved at twenty (20) hours each.   

FSBPT believes it is the licensee who should be in the driver’s seat for choosing 
activities.  FSBPT feels it is important to let the licensee choose the activities that will 
best serve them in their practice areas.  The FSBPT model allows testing of competency 
without a one-size-fits-all model.  Additionally, the Committee can customize the FSBPT 
model for Oklahoma licensees.   She advised that Oklahoma will need to think about the 
required minimum number of units for licensees to complete in a licensure period and 
begin to shift from valuing activities by hours/duration spent.  Appropriate entities to 
evaluate certification/approved hours will need to be identified (ProCert).  Also, the 
various activities Oklahoma might take from the model and add to their own should be 
identified as well as assigning a value to such activities.  She further advised the 
Committee can use FSBPT’s values or adopt a specific set for Oklahoma.  

Ms. Carolyn Craven took a question from Peggy Newman, CCU final reviewer 
for ProCert and in the audience, who asked if seminar sponsors would be allowed to 
assign their own CCUs.  Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen advised it will be up to the jurisdiction, 
the Committee members, to identify what evaluators/approvers are eligible to do the 
evaluative certification process.  Oklahoma could have anywhere from (1) one approver 
up to over one hundred (100) approvers.  However, it is imperative to move away from 
contact hours/duration as the value and there needs to be consistency and uniformity in 
evaluating CCU value.   

Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen moved on to the ProCert portion of her presentation.  She 
advised ProCert is a program that was launched by FSBPT to evaluate continuing 
competency activities.  ProCert has in place fourteen (14) standards against which 
activities are evaluated.  Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen reported that extensive thought and 
research went into the development of standards as the Continuing Competency 
Committee reviewed quality and activities.  The standards were sent out for broad review 
to thousands in the Physical Therapy field, feedback was received and the standards were 
adopted. The reviewers for ProCert, when reviewing an activity for its evaluative quality, 
look at many factors other than just the time involved in the activity.  She again urged the 
Committee to visit continuingcompetence.org for further information. 

Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen advised that reviewers are pulled from a nationwide pool.  
There is much diversity among the reviewers which includes, but is not limited to, 
clinicians from a variety of backgrounds, regulatory capacity professionals and 
academicians.  ProCert currently has forty-five (45) active reviewers.  Each reviewer 
spends a day and ½ doing in-depth hands-on training.  The reviewers are also provided 
with quality assurance exercises, training support and an instructions manual.  ProCert 
certification is awarded for a one (1)-year term.   

Each activity submitted for certification by a sponsor/vendor, is assigned to two 
reviewers who review the activity/curriculum independent of each other.  When ProCert 
receives the independent reviews, it then is passed to a final reviewer who makes the 
decision as to whether it meets the criteria for ProCert certification.  After a final staff 
review, the decision is sent to the vendor who can either accept ProCert’s qualitative 
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analysis or, if necessary, the vendor/sponsor can provide additional information and 
resubmit the information.  There is no charge for the second submission.  The 
resubmission is offered because the certification process is rigorous.   

Currently, approximately twenty (20) states are using ProCert and approximately 
seven (7) states are currently undergoing legislation to make the shift to ProCert.  Again, 
Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen asked the Committee to visit continuingecompetence.org for 
further information. 

Ms. Craven took a question from Bridgit Finley, who is the current president of 
Oklahoma Physical Therapy Association and was in the audience, who asked about 
options for a dual model so the state can still control some of the approval of qualitative 
values.  Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen said that dynamic existed in Alabama for a time-limited 
arrangement because Alabama was concerned about how young ProCert was at the time; 
however, that is no longer the arrangement with Alabama as she believes ProCert is the 
only evaluator now.  She also advised that Minnesota is moving in the direction of using 
ProCert in a dual arrangement as well as Maryland and Arkansas. 

Ms. Finley also wanted to know the percent of courses submitted that obtained 
approval with the first versus second submission.  Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen stated that 
between 75%-80% of requests received certification on the first submission.  Ultimate 
certification of a program is in the low 90th percentile.  Additionally, a request for 
certification can be submitted more than twice; however there is a charge for the third 
submission.   

Peggy Newman spoke again from the audience and said it is not difficult to 
achieve certification; it is a matter of telling the vendor/sponsor to “provide evidence that 
you are doing what you say you are doing.”  She said her training as a final reviewer has 
drastically improved her ability as an educator.      

Mr. Titony confirmed that certification period for each course is one (1) year.  
Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen stated that yes, while the certification period is for one (1) year, 
that period is established by the course sponsor and it can be a calendar year period or 
when the sponsor wants the course date to start.  She feels this flexibility allows ProCert 
to better serve in their capacity as reviewers.   

The Committee thanked Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen for her time and expertise.  Ms. 
Herbst-Paakkonen thanked the Committee for hearing her presentation and advised the 
Committee that she had emailed her presentation slides to staff.  

Ms. Herbst-Paakkonen was disconnected from Skype. 

The next item on the Agenda was approval of the minutes from the October 17, 2014 
Committee meeting.  Mr. Haynes moved to approve the minutes as written.  Mr. Titony 
seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.  

SPENCER CRAVENS, applicant for Physical Therapist Assistant licensure, appeared in 
person to request permission to retake the national examination.  Mr. Cravens reported to the 
Committee he first sat for the exam in July of 2014 and was four (4) points short of passing.  He 
stated that he adjusted his study plan, re-sat for the exam and missed passing it by three (3) 
points.  He now has made “drastic” changes to study plan and has a mentor who is helping him 
prepare for the exam.  He has taken FSBPT practice exams to determine on what he needs to 
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focus his studies.  Further, he plans to take the PEAT (the FSBPT Practice Exam and Assessment 
Tool) in March of 2015. Mr. Titony moved to allow Mr. Cravens to sit for the exam a third time.  
Mr. Haynes and Ms. Martin seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.  
Ms. Martin then moved to recommend approval of the licensure of Mr. Spencer Cravens pending 
passing the exam.  Mr. Titony seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the 
affirmative.   

MARSHALL GUDGEL, applicant for reinstatement of Physical Therapist licensure, 
appeared in person.  He reported to the Committee that he was last licensed in 2003 and brought 
the Committee up to date on his employment history, which involved real estate. He advised he 
would like to work in an outpatient setting with sports-related injuries.  Mr. Titony moved to 
recommend approval for licensure pending completion of twelve (12) months of practice under 
the direct supervision of a licensed PT and completion of  270 hours of continuing education, 
with three (3) of those hours to contain ethics.  He further moved that if Mr. Gudgel satisfactorily 
completed the Practice Review Tool (“PRT”), he could then return to the Committee for possible 
modification of the recommendations. Mr. Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was 
unanimous in the affirmative.   

RAUL MARTINEZ, applicant for Physical Therapist Assistant licensure, appeared in 
person.  Ms. Robyn Hall presented the signed Agreement for Licensure which Mr. Martinez 
previously signed and advised the Committee that staff recommended approving him for 
licensure under terms of agreement.   Mr. Martinez reported there were some things in his history 
quite some time ago that warranted the Agreement.  He is now married with four children. Mr. 
Haynes moved to recommend for approval licensure under terms of agreement.  Mr. Titony 
seconded and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative. 

PATRICIA KAY SANDERS, applicant for Physical Therapist Assistant licensure 
reinstatement, appeared in person.  Ms. Sanders’ license expired on January 31, 2000. Ms. 
Sanders stated she would like to provide therapy in the school system.  The Committee expressed 
concern about the availability of supervision for her in a school system since reinstatement of 
licensure requires practicing under direct supervision.  Mr. Titony moved to recommend 
approval of Ms. Sanders reinstatement of Physical Therapist Assistant licensure pending 
completion of twelve (12) months of practice under direct supervision and completion of 240 
continuing education units (“CEUs”), with three (3) of those CEUs to include ethics.  Mr. 
Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   

JORDAN VANDERWORK, applicant, Physical Therapist Assistant licensure, appeared 
in person to request permission to retake the national examination. Ms. Vanderwork reported to 
the Committee that she is currently taking practice tests, and will soon begin doing exercises 
through ScoreBuilders.  Ms. Vanderwork stated she wasn’t confident and didn’t feel ready when 
she sat for the exam initially, but felt like she could pass it the second time.  She has met with her 
previous professor who has helped her with a study plan.  She is also receiving assistance from 
her mentor as well as working as a tech with Physical Therapy Central in Elk City, Oklahoma.  
Ms. Martin moved to allow Ms. Vanderwork to sit for the exam a third time.  Mr. Haynes 
seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   

Next, the Committee reviewed applications for licensure.  Mr. Titony moved to 
recommend approval of the following applications for licensure as Physical Therapists.   Mr. 
Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   
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ALLEN, RACHEL LYNN 
BAUGH, ELIZABETH 
BOMAR, LAURA MARIE 
COX, BRANDON JAMES 
GUNN, DANIELLE LYNN 
MCKNIGHT, KIRSTEN M 
MILTON, KETURAH CEDRA 

HILL, SHAYLI NIKAY 
HUXLEY, CHRISTINE ELIZABETH 
JOHNSON, MONIQUE MARIE 
JONES, STACY MICHELLE 
SALVIA, MEREDITH KATE 
TEAGUE, COURTNEY ELISABETH

 
 Mr. Haynes moved to recommend approval of the following applications for 
reinstatement of licensure as Physical Therapists.  Mr. Titony seconded the motion and the vote 
was unanimous in the affirmative.   
ANDRUS, LINDA SUE 
BERRY, RANDI LYNNE 

HOWARD, JOHN ADRIAN 
RENEAU, JOHN RAYMOND 

 

Mr. Haynes moved to recommend approval of the following applications for licensure as 
Physical Therapists pending completion of the files, to include the application of PIPER 
LAUREL CROSSLAND and to exclude the application of OLUWABUNMI MARY 
OMIYALE.   Ms. Martin seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   
BODINE, REGINA SUE 
BUOY, SHELBY JORDAN 
BRANSTETTER, ELISE NICOLE 
BROWN, VICTOR RYAN 
BUCHANAN, BENJAMIN WAYNE 
BURNS, CASEY MICHELE 
BUSSEY, JILL KATHLEEN 
CALEF, CAMERSON SCOTT 
CARNES, ABIGAIL LYNNE 
CRANK, JOHN BAUER 
DAKE, KELLI ELIZABETH 
DAUGHERTY, JAMES HAYDEN 
DIERMANN, HANNAH JEANETTE 
FREEMAN, CHRISTINA MARIE 
GALLOWAY, JANELLE 
GRIDER, PHILIP WAYNE 
HALSTEAD, KELSEY 
HARGRAVE, MELISSA LYNN 
HEMME, REGAN J 
HOOTEN, JACOB PAUL 
HUGHES, LISA CHRISTINE 
JACOBSON, EMILY SUE-ANN 
KNIGHT, ANNA IVON 
LEHMAN, JESSICA RENEE 
LAUDERDALE, VINCENT DANIEL 
LEE, STEVEN SHANE 

LUM, JUSTIN KYLE 
MARTIN-THOMPSON, TIARA 
SHANICE 
MATLOCK, KATHERINE LADD 
MERRILL, BRANDON CHARLES 
MILLER, RYAN ALLEN 
MOORE, MARILYN ROSE 
OMIYALE, OLUWABUNMI MARY 
ORTIZ, KAYLA DIANE 
POTEET, CHRISTINE 
POWELL, ASHLEY RAENEE 
RIFFLE, LEAH 
ROSE, SHANNON RAE 
SANDERSON, SARA ELIZABETH 
SCHMIEDEBERG, TYLER ANDREW 
SCHUMPERT, KRISTIN LOIS 
SMITH, ASHLEY MICHELLE 
SOMERS, ANDREW ROBERT 
SORENSON, SHAINA CORNABY 
SPILLMAN, SHANNON LYNN 
VESOLE, SARAH BETH 
WALESZONIA, JOSEPH 
WHISNER, CRYSTAL 
WOMACK, KYLE LEE 
WRIGHT, CHRISTINA DAWN
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Mr. Haynes moved to recommend approval of the application of OLUWABUNMI 
MARY OMIYALE for licensure as a Physical Therapist pending completion of the file which 
shall include 800 hours of direct on-site supervision.  Mr. Davis seconded the motion and the 
vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   

Ms. Martin moved to recommend approval of the application of MARLEEN LEE 
LANNUCCI for reinstatement of Physical Therapist licensure pending completion of the file.  
Mr. Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative. 

Ms. Martin moved to recommend approval of the following applications for licensure as 
Physical Therapist Assistants.  Mr. Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in 
the affirmative.   
BARRETT, MEGENLEE 
HILL, STACEY DAWN 
ROBERTS, AMBER KAY 

SHERWOOD, CHRISTIAN HEATHER 
STITT, CORINNA LYNN

 

Mr. Titony moved to recommend approval of the following applications for licensure as 
Physical Therapist Assistants pending completion of the files.  Ms. Martin seconded the motion 
and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   
BALLARD, KEELEY LARRAINE 
BORRELL, KELLI MARIE 
CLUTTER, AMANDA JO 
COFFMAN, DEREK WAYNE 
CRAMTON, BRITTANY SHAE 
DUNHAM, MICHELLE ROSE 
EVANS, MAX ANTHONY 
FORD, HOLLY ELIZABETH 
GRISIER, CHERYL DAWN 

LEUSCHEN, KELLY LYNN 
MARTIN, KENNETH RAY 
MCDANIEL, LACHELL MARIE 
MOORMAN, JAREN MATHEW 
MUEGGENBORG, VALERIE LENAE 
OBINERO, EMMANUEL IKENNA 
SEXTON, BRITTANY NICOLE 
WALKER, CALEB JOEL 
WOHLMAN, ANDREW MARC

 

Next, the Committee held a discussion regarding the jurisprudence exam for initial 
licensure and the possible development of that exam by the FSBPT.  Ms. Craven reported 
FSBPT could do this for the Committee at a nominal fee.  The exam can be offered online with 
an open book or it can be given formally in an external testing site.  Several states require a 
jurisprudence exam for licensure which reflects most frequently asked questions as well as most 
common violations.  Ms. Craven reported that FSBPT needs about nine (9) months to develop an 
exam.  Mr. Titony wanted to know about the jurisprudence exam that was previously developed 
and discussion confirmed that was for the purposes of licensure renewal only and is no longer 
being used.  Also discussed was the possibility that licensees could utilize the jurisprudence 
exam as an option for CEU (“Certified Education Unit”) credit.  The Committee reviewed the 
proposal from FSBPT.  Mr. Titony moved to allow FSBPT to begin developing a jurisprudence 
exam based on Oklahoma’s Physical Therapy Practice Act.  Mr. Haynes seconded the motion 
and the vote was unanimous in the affirmative. Jeff Jankowski, an audience member, requested 
that in the development of the exam, they allow the testers to know what questions they missed. 



7 
  

The Committee then held a discussion regarding the use of ProCert as a means of 
reviewing continuing education courses.  The Committee asked for insight from Peggy Newman, 
a final reviewer.  Ms. Newman reported that ProCert is “worlds apart” from how applications are 
reviewed now in Oklahoma and she is a fan of ProCert.  She stated that ProCert is incredibly 
researched and the quality of the program amazes her.    Tiffany Wythe, AAG, stated that a rule 
change would be required in order for ProCert to review the continuing education courses. Ms.  
Bridgit Finley agreed that the continuing education course approval needs to be overhauled and 
ProCert’s fees were discussed.  Peggy Neman advised ProCert’s course evaluation includes 
evidence of competency.  Ms. Newman further stated she feels it is appropriate for the folks who 
have the resources for development of test writing and looking at different levels of learning to 
do the development of those tests. There was discussion about OPTA providing the review of 
continuing education course and it was pointed out that, at this time, OPTA has no ability to do 
what ProCert has done.   

The Committee can create whatever vetting process they want, but it will need a rule 
change.  Ms. Robyn Hall, Director of Licensing, stated it needs to be clear to Staff that the 
Committee’s requirements of the licensee have been met.  Mr. Titony expressed concern that the 
courses through ProCert were only certified for one (1) year.  Jeff  Jankowski, audience member, 
said the OPTA meetings have good, local presenters.  He does not believe much of his criteria 
will meet the standards of ProCert.  Peggy Newman feels some of the OPTA courses now would 
pass certification.  Mr. Martinez, audience member, stated that it seems the Committee already 
puts a lot of trust in FSBPT they have a good history, so it makes sense that this Committee 
would lend towards having ProCert review the continuing education course.  He also likes the 
way FSBPT valuates the CCUs for content rather than time spent.   

Ms. Martin stated she hopes licensees will gravitate toward their own areas of practice 
when choosing continuing education courses.  She thinks ProCert will help them raise the bar.  
The Committee discussed the possibility of having Heidi Herbst-Paakkonen make a presentation 
to OPTA.  The Committee also wants to look at other evaluative processes and use this time as 
an exploratory information opportunity.  Ms. Craven took the latitude to appoint a subcommittee 
of herself, Mr. Haynes and Tiffany Wythe, AAG.  The subcommittee will report at the next 
meeting what other evaluative processes are available, any feedback they have received 
subsequent to a discussion with the leadership of OPTA, and what legal options, rule changes, 
etc., are available to the Committee.   

Next on the Agenda was the review of continuing education courses.  Ms. Martin moved 
to approve the continuing education courses as reviewed.  Mr. Titony seconded the motion and 
the vote was unanimous in the affirmative.   

Next, the Committee reviewed a current newsletter rough draft.  The Committee 
discussed reinstating the newsletter and providing it to licensees via email.  The Committee will 
get in touch with Staff to coordinate any suggested changes they might have before the 
newsletter is finalized. 

Next, Mr. Titony moved to change the date of the October 16th Committee Meeting to 
October 23rd of 2015.  Mr. Haynes seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous in the 
affirmative.   

The Committee then reviewed the request from Cindy Merrick PT, President, Therapy in 
Motion, to increase the frequency of Committee meetings.  After discussion, Mr. Hayes moved 
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to schedule a special meeting for April 17th of 2015 at 9:00 a.m. for purposes of application 
review and approval for recommendation only.  Mr. Titony seconded the motion and the vote 
was unanimous in the affirmative.   

Ms. Craven asked the audience members for the names of public member candidates to 
be submitted to the OTPA  

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 11:20 a.m.  

 
  


