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The Foundation and the History of the OCE
in chronological order
Collated by Mireille LOULY 

Part 1: General Information
THE EUROPEAN UNION AT A GLANCE
In 1957 Belgium, The Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy, Luxemburg and The Netherlands signed the TREATY OF ROME establishing the EUROPEAN ECONOMIC COMMUNITY (E.E.C.), a SINGLE Common Market: an area without frontiers in which free movement of goods, persons, services and capital is ensured, aimed to be completed by 31st December 1992.
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF THE FOUNDATION
THE EEC WORKING PARTY WITHIN THE INTERNATIONAL ORTHOPTIC ASSOCIATION (IOA)
Many professionals established contacts with their colleagues in other EEC countries to collect data on their professional situation. In 1963 ophthalmologists founded the UEMS (Union Européenne des Médecins Spécialistes, section monospécialisée d’ophtalmologie) and as early as 1972 advised Miss Barbara LEE (at that time Chairman of the International Orthoptic Association – IOA) that this association would be the body which the EEC would approach for information.
Therefore at a preliminary meeting in Florence (Italy) in 1976 a special committee was formed consisting of one representative from each of the nine countries within the EEC whether or not that country had a seat in the Council of Management. Most of the business was to be conducted by post. French being the official language of the EEC the working party was called:
OCE – ORTHOPTISTES DE LA COMMUNAUTE EUROPEENNE
Chairman:	Barbara M. LEE (Great Britain)
Secretary:	Mireille LOULY (France)
In 1977 the working party met in London and considered important items based on a “questionnaire” prepared by M. LOULY in 1974 on behalf of the French organisations (SNAO and AFO), then reviewed in 1977 and 1984.
The committee lasted for almost 10 years until Great Britain and France questioned the function of the “EEC working Party of the IOA”.
In October 1988 the Working Party was resolved and at a closed meeting the following recommendations were made:
· That national associations of all EEC member countries be requested to send nominations for representatives to an EEC liaison group to M. LOULY who would arrange a meeting at which a French speaking chairman would be elected.
· That the EEC liaison group will not formally be associated to the IOA.
The representatives present agreed that M. LOULY should contact Monsieur CARSIN, Directorate General 3 – Commission des Professions paramédicales de la Commission Européenne (hereafter DG 3) in Brussels to ask him how to establish an independent orthoptic organisation.
THE OCE IN FOCUS
In November 1988 additional information was forwarded to Monsieur CARSIN (Brussels) followed by an official statement on January 20, 1989, that four European countries: France, Great Britain, Italy and West Germany had officially endorsed the establishment of the:
OCE: ORTHOPTISTES DE LA COMMUNAUTE EUROPEENNE
STANDING LIAISON  COMMITTEE  OF THE ORTHOPTISTS  OF THE EEC
In January 1989 M. LOULY started to revise the information on the profession in the EEC by sending the questionnaire (which then became the “Professional Survey”) to all national European orthoptic organizations asking them at the same time to nominate official representatives to the OCE. 

OFFICIAL FOUNDATION OF THE OCE
Founded: January 20th, 1989
Registered office 22 rue Richer 75009 Paris, FRANCE
Official languages: English and French
Website: www.euro-orthoptics.com
Founder member countries:
Belgium	The Netherlands
Denmark	West Germany
France	Italy
Luxemburg
The OCE (Orthoptistes de la Communauté Européenne) is the representative professional body in the EU and spokesperson for the profession on European topics. 


AIMS OF THE OCE
· To circulate information on present and future developments within the orthoptic profession in member countries.
· To represent the orthoptists of the member states within the body of authorities of the EU and especially within the European Commission.
· To inform the OCE members on decisions and suggestions made by these authorities and to communicate proposals from OCE members back to these authorities.
· To promote among the member countries an harmonisation of orthoptic training and working conditions.
· To help member organisations when common interests are concerned.
· To collate and to provide the European authorities as well as the individual member states with up-to-date information on the state of orthoptics in the various countries. 
OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS
A) The CONSTITUTION describes: 
· The mission of the OCE
· The purpose of the committee
· The definition of the orthoptist
· The various memberships
· The decision making bodies
· The board of the executive officers, composition and responsibilities
· The funding
B) Brochure: “ORTHOPTISTS IN THE EUROPEAN UNION”
“PROFESSIONAL SURVEY” and “ASSESSMENT FILE”
In its 2004 edition this document also includes the OCE “CODE OF ETHICS” and “PRINCIPLES OF PROFESSIONAL BEHAVIOUR”
Since its foundation, the OCE publishes on a regular basis information regarding the situation of the profession in the EU, collected in a single volume.




Main sections: 
· Professional survey, a record of current professional circumstances in English and French.
· Assessment file, providing information about the legal requirements demanded in each member state concerning orthoptic practice and training. 
· OCE Code of Ethics and Principles of professional Behaviour
· Relevant EU directives 
· List of member organisations and contacts:

Constituent Member Organizations in 2015:
The list of the member organizations and contacts is published on the OCE Website:
www.euro-orthoptics.com


THANKS/ACKNOWLEDGMENT
This is the place to thank two French colleagues for their outstanding services:
Mireille LOULY (FRANCE), for the foundation as well as for her guidance as president of the OCE and for the whole work she did during all the years,
Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France) as representative of the SNAO and also the SNAO for generally hosting the OCE since its foundation, also for permitting the use of their office equipment and for having offered the help of their professional secretary Verena METZGER.
 
Part 2 of the History of the OCE 
ANNUAL COUNCIL MEETINGS IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER

In 1989 the OCE met twice, once in Brussels (8th – 9th April) once in Luxemburg (21st – 22nd October)
1989, April 8th – 9th: 1st OCE Council Meeting in Brussels (Belgium)
Items on the agenda:
· Discussion of Committee Rules (first draft, prepared by Judith CLAYTON (United Kingdom) 
· Discussion of the role of the officers and the role of the liaison committee
· Discussion of funding
· Round table discussion of the various aspects of the current situation of orthoptics in each country that was represented. This permitted to extend the information already collated by France and was used by Ada VAN MOURIK-NOORDENBOS (The Netherlands) to draft the Professional Survey. 

Election of the officers:
The first officers were: 
Founder president:	Mireille LOULY (France)
Vice-president:	Judith CLAYTON (United Kingdom)
Secretary-treasurer:	Ada VAN MOURIK-NOORDENBOS (The Netherlands)

1989, October 21st – 22nd: 2nd OCE Council meeting in Luxemburg 
Items on the agenda:
· Action plan:
· Who in your country will evaluate the training of the orthoptist?
· To consider how to protect the functional role of the orthoptist,
· To identify the professions that can overlap an orthoptist’s function,
· To consider how to promote the profession of orthoptics to the European Commission,
· To consider and formalise the financial arrangements of the Executive Committee.
At this meeting, final amendments were made to the draft of the Committee Rules. It was decided to ask a Luxemburg legal adviser to assure that these rules were in compliance with the requirements of the EEC. The revised version was sent out to all member organisations on February 23, 1990.
Furthermore, the Committee asked the executive officers to arrange a meeting between the appropriate members of the DG III of the European Commission in Brussels and the OCE officers and to prepare a profile of the profession.
As the OCE Council met twice in 1989, the next meeting was postponed to 1991. 



FURTHER  ACTIVITIES
1989, December 8th
A meeting took place in Brussels. Mireille LOULY, Judith CLAYTON and Ada VAN MOURIK-NOORDENBOS met with Mlle L., official of the DG III. 
Mlle L. commented on several questions and remarks from the OCE: 
· The EEC doesn’t deliver certificates or other documents in recognition of a liaison committee however, a “Directory of European Community Trade and professional Associations” is published on a regular basis, and she would take the necessary steps to get the OCE listed in this Directory.
· She recommended that the appropriate European officials receive the correct contact addresses and relevant information concerning the profession. 
· The updated “Professional Survey” was very much appreciated and the idea to expand the file with a section on orthoptic training in the EEC was welcomed.
1990, May 2nd
The final versions of the Committee Rules and of the Professional Survey have been forwarded to Mlle L./Brussels.

1991, June 7th: 3rd OCE Council meeting in Nurnberg (Germany) 
Items on the agenda:
· The president reported on her contacts with the European authorities and on her informal visits to Spain and Portugal in the beginning of 1991. 
· In 1990 an official Optometric Diploma had been established in Spain, and for this reason the Department of Education did not envisage the foundation of any orthoptic training centres in the future.
· A poster on the OCE was produced and presented at the 7th International Orthoptic Congress in Nurnberg by Mireille LOULY, Judith CLAYTON, Catherine WORTHAM and Ada VAN MOURIK-NOORDENBOS.
· The OCE decided on the final look if the OCE-logo.The OCE-logo created b< M. Louly had been adopted.
· PORTUGAL BECAME FULL MEMBER OF THE OCE
· Information was shared concerning the new European Council Directive of 21 December.
· 1988 on a General System for the Recognition of Higher-Education and Training of at least three years’ duration(89/48/EEC).
· This Directive has been in force since 4 January, 1991. 

1992, May 25th: 4th OCE Council meeting in Brussels (Belgium)
· All delegates attended a formal lunch with Mlle L. of the DG III who replied to their various questions. 
· Information was shared regarding the “Second general system for the recognition of education and training” to complement the Directive 91/52/EEC, and to be completed by the end of June 1992. It was implemented two years later. 
 

1992 THE OCE WAS FINALLY LISTED IN THE “DIRECTORY OF EUROPEAN COMMUNITY TRADE AND PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS”.
February 1992, Treaty of Maastricht, foundation of the European Union Importance Treaty of Maastricht
· Also known at the Treaty of the European Union, signed February 7, 1992
· Aimed at unifying policies, of defence, currency and citizenship among all the member nations. 
· The agreement took effect on November 1, 1993. 
· It officially created the EU which became the title to cover all the functions of the much expanded governmental structure and led to the adoption of the Euro January 1, 1999. 

1993, April 23rd: 5th OCE Council meeting in Aachen (Germany) 
· Recent information from Mlle L. was discussed in June, 1992, representatives from six EFTA (European Free Trade Association) states and twelve EU Member States, signed the Agreement on the European Economic Area (EEA Agreement). The Agreement provides for the free movement of goods, persons, services and capital among its Members, as well as close cooperation in other fields. This means that the relevant EFTA states had to be informed of the existence of the OCE and be invited to join the committee.
Election of the officers:
The results were: 
President:	Mireille LOULY (France)
Vice-president:	Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN (Belgium)
Secretary-treasurer:	Inger HOBOLTH-HOLST (Denmark) 


1994 May, 7th: 6th OCE Council meeting in London (United Kingdom) 
· Austria, Norway and Sweden accepted to attend the OCE meeting as observer representatives from the EEA Agreement countries. Iceland and Finland didn’t reply to the invitation. 
· The OCE continued its efforts to contact other countries: Greece expressed its willingness to submit information for the Professional Survey. 
· A new Working party was formed to prepare a comparison of the orthoptic courses of the 

1995 March, 31st: 7th OCE Council meeting in Copenhagen (Denmark)
· AUSTRIA AND NORWAY BECAME FULL MEMBERS OF THE OCE.
· The Assessment Working Party presented a report on their first meeting in Paris (4th November 1994).

1996 April, 19th: 8th OCE Council meeting in Lisbon (Portugal) 
· A “Guide for users of the general system for the recognition of professional qualifications” was edited by the EEC, all the representatives received a copy in French and in English at the meeting.
· A report from the “Assessment File Working Party” was discussed. 
· Information on the new EU programme on Continuous Education “Leonardo da Vinci” was disseminated. Other important programmes regarding Higher Education and University courses are the Erasmus Programme establishing the “ECTS” (European Credit Transfer Scheme) and the Socrates Programme. 
· A short discussion was held on the suggestion to develop an OCE ethical code. No decisions were taken. 

1997 April, 25th: 9th OCE Council meeting in Paris (France) 
Items on the agenda:
· SWEDEN BECAME FULL MEMBER OF THE OCE.
· The president reported on a meeting Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN and herself had with Ms C., who is in charge of the paramedical professions under the Directorate General XV (DG XV).  
· Migration of orthoptists,
· Comparison of the professional situation in the various EU member states,
· Official inclusion in the Register of the new members (Sweden, Austria and Norway,
· Financial coverage of travel and meeting expenses (on behalf of some OCE members, e.g. Sweden),
· The answer to the last point was negative. Financial coverage can only be obtained for specific projects under the Socrates or Leonardo schemes, 
· The members were informed that the EU now edits a free quarterly review “Single Market News”,
· This being the last year of the presidency of Mireille LOULY, the representatives expressed their thanks for the practical and financial support by the SNAO. 
Election of the officers. 
The results were: 
President:	Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN (Belgium)
Vice-president:	Manuel OLIVEIRA (Portugal)
Secretary-treasurer:	Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France) 

1998 May, 8th: 10th OCE Council meeting in Rome (Italy) 
· Discussion on the experiences with applications for incoming migrants under the directives 89/48/EEC and 92/51. This was an ongoing item on all the following meetings agendas.
· Ms C. (DG XV) informed us that applicants can seek assistance from 2 EU services: 
EUROCITIZEN and SLIM (Simplify the Legislation for the International Market)
· On the initiative of Manuel OLIVEIRA, it is decided to create an OCE website. 

1999 May, 5th: 11th OCE Council meeting in Vienna (Austria) 
· The president reports on the steps taken on the request of Norway: the regulation of the profession in this country was facilitated by the information and support provided by the OCE. 
· A working party was formed to draft an OCE Ethical Code. 

2000 May, 5th: 12th OCE Council meeting in Munich (Germany)
· New experiences with applications for incoming migrants under the Directives 89/48/EEC and 92/51 were discussed. 
· The president reported on ongoing contact with the EU. A reorganisation resulted in the fact that now the same executive Ms G. is responsible for migration problems of the orthoptists and optometrists. This cannot be altered, but to Ms G., she is well informed on the position of the orthoptists, thanks to the good contacts with the OCE.
· Ms G. added that she was happy to meet a representative of the profession and not a lobbyist. 
· She also pointed out that the EU can only assist migration procedures when the profession concerned is regulated in the host member state and in the state of origin.
· The Code of Ethics was unanimously approved after some modifications. 

2001 April, 27th: 13th OCE Council Meeting in Rotterdam (The Netherlands)
· The representatives discussed the distribution of the OCE Professional Survey/Assessment File. It was decided to make the document available online.
· On the demand of Germany, all OCE member states may adopt the OCE Code of Ethics and Principles of Professional Behaviour, but they must specify that the code was edited by the OCE and is approved by the national orthoptic organisations. 
· The possible necessity of an adaptation of the Committee Rules was discussed. A small group of delegates was to meet in Luxemburg with the lawyer who already assisted the editing of the first Constitution. 
· It was recommended to inquire about the possibility to contact other professional groups in the EU. 
· After discussion, it was decided to work on a “reciprocal relationship with the IOA, on equal levels”. The two organizations could exchange reports on their respective meetings, “avoiding every notion of subordination of one or the other”. 
· The president reported on her meeting with Ms G., who explained that the EU was working on a simplification of the second directive, which would introduce the concept of a common professional platform.
Election of the officers:
The results were:
President:	Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN (Belgium)
Vice-president:	Manuel OLIVEIRA (Portugal)
Secretary-treasurer:	Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France) 


2002 April, 19th: 14th OCE Council meeting in Paris (France)
· At this meeting the delegate for the Netherlands presented a description of the Dutch educational framework and the place that the orthoptic training programme has in that system. It should serve as a basis for a questionnaire on this topic. 
· An elaborate discussion took place on the future of the OCE: the EU stands on the brink of an important enlargement, and contacts with the EU have made it clear that Liaison Committees will have to prove that they are representative for the profession in the EU as a whole. This means that a proper entrance procedure must be put in place for national orthoptic associations of the new EU member states. Furthermore, individual orthoptists from EU countries without national organisations must be allowed to seek representation by the OCE. It is decided to form a working party with the task to develop a new set of Committee Rules, including entrance procedures for national orthoptic organisations of the new EU member countries and for so called “associate membership”. 
· The new developments on the “platform concept” as envisaged in the project of the directive COM (2002) 119 final, were discussed, and a working party was established to develop it.

2003 April, 11th: 15th OCE Council meeting in Leuven (Belgium)
· The working party on the Committee Rules presented their proposals for a new text of what was now to be called the OCE CONSTITUTION as well as a draft for the OCE Procedural Guidelines. Both documents were discussed, and after some modifications the representatives present at the meeting approved the OCE Constitution unanimously. The OCE Constitution was registered in France. 
· The working party on the Common platform presented their work. They gave a more detailed explanation of the proposed “Directive COM (2002) 19 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the recognition of the professional qualifications, and of the discussion that was still going on at the European Parliament (EP)”.
· The working party nevertheless developed a “plan of action”, arguing that even if the Platform wouldn’t be accepted by the EP, some of the concepts of the “OCE recognition” might be useful, for instance to develop an OCE quality label. 
· Discussion on the approaching enlargement and the ways to get in contact with colleagues from the candidate member states. 
· First exchange of annual reports between the president of the OCE and of the IOA. 

2004 April, 23rd – 24th: 16th OCE Council meeting in Taormina (Italy) 
· Under the new Constitution, the OCE officers must present a report on their activities. 
· Some modifications of the Procedural Guidelines were proposed and discussed. 
· The working party on the Common platform informed the representatives of the evolution during the past year: the EP has discussed a report by Mr S. (EP member, active on the Working Party) which sums up the comments and suggestions made by various Europeans Committees. The European Council (EC) is due to give its opinion on May 17th, 2004. It was decided to postpone further activities until more was known about the position of the EC. 
· Austria reported that since February 1st, 2004, private practice was authorised in their country, but negotiations on reimbursement by the public and private insurance companies still have to take place. 
· The newly created annual Austrian orthoptic journal was presented.
· It was announced that the Irish and British Orthoptic associations have merged. The resulting organization is called the British and Irish Orthoptic Society.
· Italy informed about “the Charter of Venice”, a programme aimed to develop collaboration in the area of the continuing professional development in the Alpine Region (Germany, Austria, Slovenia and North East Italy). 
· It is decided that M. LOULY and M. VAN LAMMEREN will collaborate to write a short History of the OCE. 
· Sweden mentioned a new way of the web based interactive teaching of orthoptics (using web applications manufactured by www.pingpong.se
· Portugal had developed an Erasmus Programme for orthoptists. 

2005 June, 23rd – 24th: 17th OCE Council meeting in Stockholm (Sweden) 
· Question raised by the United Kingdom and Ireland: “Is there any formula used in member countries to calculate the number of the orthoptists required per population head count. Is this related directly to the number of ophthalmologists or is some other system used”. The discussion proved that demography and official policies seemed to vary from one member state to another. On the initiative of Portugal and Germany, the OCE decided to produce a “common position”, stating the desirability to enlarge the fields of activities of the orthoptists of the OCE by delegating clinical investigations that used to belong exclusively to the ophthalmologists. This common position was subsequently edited and approved unanimously by the representatives present at the meeting. 
· Information of the working party on the Common platform: the EP and the EC have reached an agreement on the final text of the new Directive, many amendments were made but the final integrated version was not yet available. It is decided that the working party should continue their activities. 
· Some details on the concept of associate membership were clarified. 
REMINDER 
THE BOLOGNA PROCESS was launched of June 19th, 1999 by the ministers of Education and University leaders from 29 Europeans countries who signed the Bologna Declaration which aims to create a European Higher Education Area (EHEA) implemented by 2010, with full respect of culture, languages, national Education, systems and of University Autonomy. 
The six objectives are: 
· Promotion of European dimension in Higher Education. 
· Promotion of mobility of students and staff; 
· Promotion of European Cooperation in quality assurance
· Adoption of a system of easily readable and comparable degrees. 
· System based on two main cycles: degree system: for undergraduate (Bachelor) and graduate (master and PhD degrees)
· Establishment of a system based on the European Credit Transfer Scheme (ECTS)

WEBSITE
The Europe unit (www.europeunit.ac.uk/bologna_process/index.cfm) shows a resume of Bologna and links to the designation of European Higher Education Area (www.ehea.europeunit.ac.uk/home/).
Members were requested to report on the steps undertaken by their countries for its implementation.
Elections of the officers. The results were:
President:	Manuel OLIVEIRA (Portugal)
Vice-President:	Birgitta NEIKTER (Sweden)
Secretary-treasurer:	Marie Hélène ABADIE (France)

2006, June 9th –10th: 18th OCE Council meeting in Lagos (Portugal)
· The president inquired which OCE member states had already prepared the necessary steps to implement the Bologna Declaration, and asked what the consequences for the various orthoptic training programmes might be. In Portugal, a working party had been established and both the Ministry of Science and Education and the Ministry of Health would have liked to have more details about the situation in other member states. 
· The Netherlands, Sweden and Italy reported, that in their countries the Bologna Agreement was already applied to orthoptic training programmes to some extent. United Kingdom suggested that countries should send all relevant information to the OCE officers who could then produce an OCE document on the Bologna Declaration and orthoptic education in the EU.
· The Netherlands recommended that – if available – information on the Bachelor/Master structure of the various training programmes and national and European Credit Points should be included in the next edition of the Professional Survey/Assessment File. The committee agrees on this point and asks the members to supply this information.
· The United Kingdom asks if there is a reciprocal recognition of membership of member countries national orthoptic organisations, for instance to get access to each other’s national scientific meetings. This isn’t the case but it is an interesting suggestion that could be discussed by the associations.
· The working party on the Common Platform informed the representatives about their meeting in March 2005. One of the conclusions of the final text of the Directive was that due to one of the amendments, the OCE now doesn’t seem eligible to establish a platform. Item 1 of Article 15 stated that a Platform cannot be established unless 2/3 of the EU member states have orthoptic training centres (the presence of a training centre being used as a measure of regulation of the profession). Ms G. (DG XV) confirmed this conclusion during a telephone conversation at the time of the working party’s meeting in March. In her opinion, regulation and training were an integral part of a profession, and therefore, no provisions were made for situations like ours: for instance, the profession is regulated in Denmark, but there is no orthoptic training centre in that country. It was decided to consult a specialised lawyer to study possibilities to react on this problem, and to see whether an amendment could be proposed at the time of an evaluation of the Directive. The working party would continue their work.
· Information on the situation of orthoptists in the following countries was obtained: Croatia, Malta, Czech Republic, Turkey, Poland, Finland, and Spain. In some cases direct contact had been made, in other instances information had been obtained via ophthalmologists or via orthoptists of neighbouring countries.
· Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER was been invited to speak in Japan on the topic: “Orthoptics in Germany and in the EU.”

2007, April 20th – 21st: 19th OCE Council meeting in Copenhagen (Denmark)
· The Bologna Agreement: The president reminded the delegates that the Bologna Agreement should be implemented by 2010. He inquired which OCE member states had already prepared the necessary steps to implement it and would perhaps like to exchange experiences. He wondered whether the OCE should draft recommendations to be used within the OCE countries.
· The experience with the Socrates and Erasmus programmes were then discussed. The president explained the links between this programme and the Bologna Agreement.
· It was decided to postpone the updating of the Professional Survey/Assessment File as most countries omitted to send their information on due time.
· Despite the intervention of a Belgian lawyer specialized in European legislation and medical affairs, it was confirmed the OCE cannot establish a Platform unless 2/3 of the UE member states have training centres.
· Martin FRANCALANZA, Maltese orthoptist, expressed interest in the OCE but was unable to attend the meeting as observer.

2008, June 13th – 14th: 20th OCE Council meeting in Potsdam (Germany) 
· As details on the Bologna Process were missing in the updated Professional Survey/ Assessment File the co-authors suggested that a working party be formed to collect information on the Bachelor/ Master degree and the European Credit Points (ECP).
· A meeting was held on September 20th, 2007 between the European Commission and the working party “Professional Platform”. The coordinator Lyviana HETTRICH (Germany) explained that a new concept based on self-regulation had been prepared as the Platform could no longer be envisaged. The concept was discussed but it had not yet been developed by the administration. The project was to establish a database. Interested parties would have the opportunity to submit a training curriculum. If it was suitable and supported by the majority of the OCE committee, the EU would validate the proposal. The legal responsibility of the professional organisation within the OCE would be paramount. Luxemburg questioned whether the platform and the Bologna Process were related. For Belgium and France both have the same purpose: the Platform aims to compare training for practicing and the Bologna Process, the harmonising of Higher Education within Europe. After discussion it was agreed to set a common ideal Professional Profile.
· Rosie AULD explained the situation in the United Kingdom relating to assistant/orthoptic practitioners: the department of Health in England wished to instigate the role of assistants in all of the Allied Health Professions. A long discussion followed and the majority of the committee expressed concerns for the potential risk to the orthoptic profession and wished to formally minute that orthoptists must remain the Allied Health Professional provider of visual assessment and the full range of orthoptic investigations.
· For the first time two polish orthoptists attended our meeting as observers and this was a great step forward towards the enlargement for the OCE.
· Sophie POLICHRONIADIS-SCOUROS (Greek) orthoptist, trained in UK explained that there was no training in her country and no association. She asked to become Associate Member and promised to attend the next meeting.
· Further contacts were made with Czech Republic where there was an Orthoptic School and a National Association and with Martin FRANCALAZA of Malta where there are two orthoptists both trained in UK. He also wished to become Associate Member.
· A poster presentation on the OCE would be displayed during the IOA International Congress in Antwerp (Belgium) on 28th – 30th May 2008.

2009, June 12th – 13th: 21st OCE Council meeting in Edinburg (Scotland) 
· The working party “Professional Platform” reported on a meeting they held in Paris on 13th/14th February 2009 aimed to set a Common Ideal Professional Profile”. Some of the issues raised were discussed. According to Ingrid VAN WIJNEN-SEGEREN and Jesca VAN PETEGEM-HELLEMANS (The Netherlands) the first step should be to know the level of our respective schools. They also reminded members that, as requested in Potsdam, they sent a questionnaire on “OCE Education Level in Europe 2009” to all representatives but received very poor feedback.
· In order to progress with the project it was finally agreed to establish three working groups under the umbrella of the Professional Platform:
· Professional Development:
Coordinator:	Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER (Germany)
Members:	Isabel REICH D’ALMEIDA (Portugal)
	Rosie AULD (United Kingdom)
· Education
Coordinator:	Ingrid VAN WIJNEN-SEGEREN
Members:	Jesca VAN PETEGEM-HELLEMANS (The Netherlands)
	Manuel OLIVEIRA (Portugal)
	Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN (Belgium)
· COMMUNICATION:
Coordinator:	Sayeh LARSEN (Denmark)
	Lyviana HETTRICH (Germany)
	Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France)
with a recommended timetable of the work to be produced.
· Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN gave a PowerPoint presentation on the History of the OCE and asked whether everyone agreed that the document be published. A long discussion followed regarding the cost effectiveness of editing the document then the president summarized the situation by reminding members that it was agreed last year to continue with the project. Therefore the following decisions were made:
· The maximum cost to the OCE funds would be 1000 €
· Allow an additional meeting between Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN and Mireille LOULY to finalise the document.
· Proposal submitted by France “to modify item 10 of the Constitution in the light of 20 years of experience”: Mireille LOULY suggested to separate the functions of secretary and treasurer as it was too difficult for one member to undertake both roles.
· A long discussion followed and the proposal made by France that there should be five members on the Executive Council, namely one with a good command of English language, one with a good command of French language was unanimously accepted. The president added, that if the change was agreed on, then it could be implemented now.
It was finally decided: 

· To nominate five officers
· To retain the Office, the bank accounts and the secretarial work in Paris
· To have a one year trial and decide the following year to change the Constitution
Election of the officers:
The results were:
President:	Manuel OLIVEIRA (Portugal)
Vice-president:	Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France)
Secretary:	Mirjam van LAMMEREN (Belgium)
Secretary:	Rosie AULD (United Kingdom)
Treasurer:	Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER (Germany) 

2010, May 28th – 29th: 22nd OCE Council meeting in Verona (Italy)
The following items were reported, discussed, and commented:
· History of the OCE:
·  Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN reported that this project would be completed by autumn 2010. Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER agreed to source sponsorship for the document.
· Progress report on the Bologna Declaration:
· United Kingdom. BSc, postgraduate Diploma and Masters courses were offered
· The Netherlands: the Declaration was fully implemented.
· Austria: Declaration implemented since 2006. Health Science Masters planned as a joint course for other Allied Health Professionals
· Italy BSE only
· Portugal: Bologna compliant. BSc and Masters. Second level Masters being developed in Rehabilitation.
· Sweden: initial nurse training with specialisation in Ophthalmology followed by 
orthoptic training, 225 European Credits.

· Report of the working groups
· Professional Development: Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER said the group had discussed the current scope of practice across all EU countries and is focussing on the development of the profession of orthoptics.
· Education: the group continues the aim of the OCE to develop a standardised level of education and they compare competencies from different member countries in order to define OCE competencies for a range of clinical roles.
· Communications: A range of suggestions were made by the group and all were debated. Two items were submitted by the Italian Orthoptic Association:
Item 1: “There was concern that the European Gazette mentioned optometrists but not orthoptists”. On request of the president Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN had written to the European Commission requesting that orthoptists are listed as a separate profession.
Item 2: Question “If the OCE officials can monitor the Official Gazette of the European Union and communicate eventual European legislation readily to the members. The OCE should explain to MEP’s the role of orthoptists in areas such as visual screening and visual rehabilitation. In promoting orthoptists this may make the optometrists regulation ineffective”.

2011, May 27th – 28th: 23rd OCE Council meeting Gdansk (Poland) 
The president opened the meeting by commemorating the passing away of Birgitta NEIKTER who had been the Swedish representative in the OCE for many years and a dear friend to many of us. After a silence in her honour the meeting continued.
· Switzerland wished to join the OCE as full member and Claudia ZUBER, their representative attended the meeting for the first time. Andrea Jerobkova/Czech Republic attended the meeting as observer.
· Contacts with Brussels:
Marie-Hélène ABADIE reported on the meeting Manuel OLIVEIRA and herself had with Mr V. and Ms M. at the Internal Market and Services General Directorate in Brussels, May 12th, 2011.
The reason for this visit was the fact that the orthoptic profession was not correctly presented in the International Standard Classification of Occupation (ISCO-08) 2009/ 824/EC), published in the Official Journal of the EU dated November 10th, 2009: it was mentioned under Optometrists. The point of view of these officials was that the ISCO is a statistics document edited for Statistic purposes, it is not a list of recognized professions. It is just a working instrument for the competent authorities edited by Eurostat and it is not possible for any profession to use inclusion in this document as proof that the EU recognizes the profession.
After discussion it was decided to draft a letter that should outline the important differences between both professions and it should be stressed that orthoptists are qualified to investigate and treat several visual disorders. This letter would be used by each member country to approach their European MP.

· Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN reported that the website had been transferred to a new webmaster in The Netherlands.
· The function of the working groups was also discussed.
· It was decided that the Education Working Party and the Professional Development Working Party should join because of an important overlap between the missions of these two groups. The communication group became “Public Relations Working Group”
· Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER reported on the “Children Screening Project” and explained that on the occasion of the Polish Presidency in the Council of the EU, a meeting would be organised in Warsaw on June 11st 2011 to discuss “Equal Educational Opportunities for Children with Communicational Disorders”. One of the main topics was to be the presentation and discussion of a draft of a European Consensus titled “Closing the Gap on vision disorders in children in Europe” and “European Consensus on Hearing, Vision and Speech Screening in Children Beginning the School Education”. Both the OCE and the IOA contacted the organizing authorities and have been invited to participate in this meeting.
· Following this report Martin FRANCALANZA announced that he would participate in the summer in the visual assessment at the “Special Olympics” in Athens (Greece) and Sophie POLYCHRONIADIS-SCOUROS had also enrolled in this voluntary scheme.
· Finally a topic was introduced by Martin FRANCALANZA on “Associate Membership”. He outlined his views on the position within the OCE of EU member states where only a few colleagues practice orthoptics. Under the present OCE Constitution these orthoptists could seek representation through the OCE by applying for Associate Membership but this type of membership did not include voting rights and this was not supporting the concept of the OCE as a body that truly represents the EU orthoptists: Sophie SCOUROS concurred.
Representatives agreed these opinions merit further consideration but a quick decision could not be made, therefore this item was to be considered when reviewing the entire OCE Constitution.

2012, April, 20th – 21st: 24th OCE Council meeting, Oslo (Norway) 
· SWITZERLAND AND CZECH REPUBLIC WERE UNANIMOUSLY ACCEPTED AS FULL MEMBERS OF THE OCE
· The proposed changes to the OCE Constitution were presented to the committee by Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN, who had also sent copies of the proposals both in English and French to all representatives. All items were then extensively discussed.
· Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER reported on the meeting held in Poland (2011) on the “European Consensus on Hearing, Vision and Speech Screening in Children Beginning the School Education”                                                                                  As there had been a recommendation by the European Commission and the European Council and the committee received an official document signed by a number of ministers, it was decided that a letter from the OCE would be sent to all signatories to tell them that orthoptists are interested and prepared to be involved in the project. 
· Follow-up of the Problem with ISCO -08:  As agreed documents were prepared by Mirjam VAN Lammeren  and M.H. ABADIE and were sent to all members. After discussion , the president Manuel OLIVEIRA concluded that the majority of countries had sent the lketter and felt that it was important continue lobbying as it is goog for the visibility of the profession;  the efforts and replies should be followed up.
· Report of the following Working groups coordinators:
· Education and Professional Development. Ingrid VAN WIJNEN-SEGEREN/Jesca VAN PETEGEM HELLEMANS (The Netherlands)
The group had not met but prepared and distributed a document in the form of explanatory tables. The work was based on the comparison of training in The Netherlands and United Kingdom. The goal being to comply with the Bologna Declaration: “Could we define different categories and competency profiles?” The president felt that the work of the Working party on Education is a good illustration of what European orthoptists should strive for.
· Public Relations and Communication: the coordination reported there was no specific project for the moment as full communication between all members worked well.
· New memberships
Eva Maria OLSEN (Norway) confirmed that there are no orthoptists in Iceland whilst Andrea JERABKOVA (Czech Republic) who, as requested had contacted Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania and Slovakia, handed over a document in English detailing the situation in those countries.
Agneta RYDBERG (Sweden) added that as there are only 3 orthoptists in Finland they were happy to be represented on the OCE by the Scandinavian Association.
· Italy proposed to organize an OCE European congress on political and scientific issues. Their representatives were invited to prepare and circulate a draft that would be examined and a response given.
· 

2013, April 26th – 27th: 25th OCE Council meeting in Santorini (Greece)
Elections of the executive officers. 
The results were: 
President:	Gail STEPHENSON (United Kingdom)
Vice-president:	Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France) (re-elected)
Secretary:	Alain BAUWENS (Belgium)
Treasurer:	Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER (Germany) 
It was decided to remain a number of 4 members in the executive committee.
As Verena METZGER, the secretary of SNAO in Paris was to retire, the president thanked SNAO and especially Verena on behalf of the OCE for all the OCE work that had been done in the office in Paris. A gift had already been presented at a meeting in Paris.
· Proposals for changes in the Constitution
· Malta requested that OCE preferably used the English term “allied health professional” instead of “paramedical profession” to describe orthoptists (Line 7, Section 98).
· UK suggested including in the rules a clause specifying a partial transition must be ensured when selecting the executive committee.  
· Progress report on the professional Survey/Assessment file
· The update of the professional survey had again been delayed; Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN was looking at possibilities to have a website based document that, in the future, could be updated by the various member states themselves. The database programme would automatically notify the responsible person of any changes, she would be in a position to check the changes and remove them when incorrect.
· Progress report on the restructure of the website
· Work on the website had not progressed as promised.
· The OCE-officers proposed to designate Melanie VAN WAVEREN as the person responsible for the website. This proposal was accepted. Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN would transfer all relevant information to Melanie and inform the webmaster of the change.
· The website should function both as a means for internal communication (members only section, accessible for the Council members) and as a tool for external communication, a showcase for the profession. The members only section should also include all official documents: constitution, minutes, etc.
· Progress report on the children screening project
· The previous year it had been decided that a letter from the OCE would be sent to all signatories to tell them that orthoptists are interested and prepared to be involved in the project.
· Each country, depending on the national situation, would determine what action to take on this project.
· Report of the working groups
· Public relations and communication: coordinator Sayeh LARSEN (Norway)
In the absence of Sayeh LARSEN, Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER presented a report that was added to the minutes (in English).
· Working group on education and professional development: coordinators: Ingrid VAN WIJNEN-SEGEREN and Jesca VAN PETEGEM-HELLEMANS
The group had met in Lisbon and had elaborated on the scheme for comparison of orthoptic training and professional standards as proposed at last year’s meeting. The results had been communicated by email (PowerPoint presentation and explanatory video), and further contributions of the member states were received.
Gail STEPHENSON (UK) presented the European Orthoptic Profile and Competencies (PowerPoint). The ensuing discussion unveiled some confusion concerning the terminology used (i.e. the meaning of “competency”). Furthermore, there was a mix-up of “desired and required competencies” and “specific national professional profiles”.
All member states were invited to forward their national professional profiles to the working party.
The working party would continue their work and develop the method further.
· Decision to be taken on a proposal from Italy to hold an European Congress in their Country
· At the previous year’s meeting, Italy had proposed to have an OCE European Congress, on political and scientific issues and volunteered to organize it. The Council had asked to prepare a more specific and detailed proposal for further discussion. During that year, Italy had elaborated their proposal and this had been presented to the OCE officers. This proposal was now presented to the Council. A congress organiser had been consulted and a feasibility study had been executed; all the members present received a copy for examination. The members understood that such a congress could provide support to the Italian colleagues, who have to deal with a lot of competition from optometrists. However, if this was to be an OCE congress, than the OCE should be responsible for its organization, and the members were not convinced that such an OCE congress would be viable. As an alternative, it is proposed to organise an OCE symposium linked to the Italian
To conclude the discussion, the original proposal of Italy was put to a vote, rejected with eight votes against and five votes for. France, which had the power of attorney of Luxembourg, had supported Italy as well as Switzerland and Manuel OLIVEIRA speaking as Chairman of OCE.
Italy expresses their profound disappointment. After more than a year of preparation and study, this felt as if they were rejected by their European colleagues. The disappointing outcome of this discussion lead to the conclusion that the working Parties on Education and Professional Development and on Public Relations and Communication should have been involved in this project at an early stage.
· Contact with Poland
· Krystyna NOWICKA attended three consecutive meetings as observer. She had not reacted on follow up emails of the president. In the meantime, the OCE received information to the extent that in Poland, there are two competing orthoptic organisations. The OCE would not take further action in the near future, but will of course respond to any new initiative from the side of our Polish colleagues.
· Contact with new member Countries
· The OCE received two messages, one of Cyprus through Sophie SCOUROS (Greece), one of Slovenia through Karoline COURSAGET (France) where there is no training. The President proposed to answer to Slovenia. Manuel was responsible for a reply to the Cypriot who works as an optometrist.
· Contact with the IOA.
· The presidents of the IOA and of the OCE have exchanged reports. It was decided to collaborate on the “World Orthoptic Day” project; Gail STEPHENSON (UK) would ensure that the OCE logo is included in the publicity concerning this initiative.
· Fees for 2014 
· ADDENDUM                                                                                                     
Mireille LOULY, de facto founder of the OCE, will retreat from the OCE after this meeting. During this meeting the president takes a moment to thank Mireille for all her hard work to make a success of the OCE. Marlis LENK-SCHAEFER reads a card that expresses the OCE-members and her feelings of esteem and friendship . A present is offered. M. LOULY receives a standing ovation.


2014, April 25th – 26th: 26th OCE Council Meeting Malta
· At the request of the officers, the host of this meeting was asked to obtain the services of a professional translator. This role had previously been undertaken by Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN (Belgium), but it was felt that it was unreasonable to expect a national representative, and in Mirjam’s case also the secretary, to undertake translation as well as their representative role. At this meeting Ms. Daniela SACCO attended as translator. The Orthoptic Association of the Czech Republic asked if they could bring their own translator to the meeting and this had been agreed prior to the meeting.
· Update on actions agreed in the minutes and not covered in the Agenda
Marie-Hélène ABADIE (France) requested an update on the outcome of the talks held in Oslo following the problems faced by this country regarding the registration of two optometrists as orthoptists. Gail STEPHENSON and the Chairman of the Norwegian Orthoptic association had met with the registration body (SAK) to provide evidence of the internationally recognized differences between the two professions, including Orthoptic Competency Standards from two European Countries. The result has been that SAK has agreed not to register any more optometrists as orthoptists. However the two who have already been awarded that title have not had the title revoked. The Norwegian Orthoptic Association will keep the OCE informed of any further developments.
· Website: Report from the Webmaster
Melanie VAN WAVEREN has been responsible for the implementation of the new site and she presented the report on the progress of the project. The address of the site, which remains unchanged, is www.euro-orthoptics.com/oce/.
There would be a general area open to the public, consisting of all the general information about the profession and the OCE, and a members only section which would have limited access consisting of all the official documents and all records of the OCE. The members only section was not fully operational at that point. 
Maria Luise LENK-SCHAEFER stressed the need to continue the work of updating the history of the OCE for the website which had been initiated by Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN and Mireille LOULY.
Gail STEPHENSON agreed to contact Mirjam VAN LAMMEREN to obtain a copy of the work so far completed on this document.
The site would also contain additional information such as details of the training centres in Europe, links to national orthoptic associations (via their logo) and an area for advertisements for orthoptic jobs in Europe. Other suggestions were to complete the panel of useful information.
Karoline COURSAGET proposed that we should publically thank the sponsors of each meeting by a note on the site which would be an excellent Public Relations exercise.
Melanie VAN WAVEREN asked that each national association send her a list of email addresses of its members so that they would automatically receive a confidential access code/password so that they would have access to the members only section of the website. This list would be updated annually. 
Access to the members only section for those members from member countries without an association will be decided on a case to case basis.
It was considered important that the website is a means of exchange of information but also a positive showcase of OCE to all European orthoptists, delivering the impact and benefits of its actions.

· Roundtable Discussions regarding the Expectations of the Representatives about the role of OCE in the future
	Gail STEPHENSON expressed her wish that this first meeting under her chairmanship would take the form of a more interactive forum. 
	The over-arching question “What role should the OCE have in future?” could be broken down into four main areas:
· The political role of OCE
· The role of communication both external and internal 
· The role in supporting members 
· The educational role.
· From the discussions the following observations were made:
· The need to strengthen the links with the European Union.
· The need to lobby important and influential contacts
· The need to meet MEPs in charge of health and work.
· The ability to integrate a larger body such CEPLIS – European Council of the Liberal Professions –, which is a European inter-professional association serving as liaison between the European Union and all professions represented.
· The possibility of inviting the Health Commissioner of the EU to our next conference in Switzerland.
· The possibility of inviting a representative of the Ministry of Health of the country hosting the occasion of the annual meeting of the OCE.
· The need to promote the OCE through actions taken by the Working Group “Communication” (oral presentations, posters, flyers, social networks ...). 
· The need to promote the OCE through other existing conferences.
	This raised a discussion point which had been raised at previous Council meetings, that is whether the OCE is purely a political and trade union group. As research and science determine orthoptic clinical practice the separation of politics and education becomes more difficult. No clear majority decision resulted from these discussions. The debate would continue as there were two views on this matter: the view that the OCE must and can only focus on the defence and promotion of the profession by political influence and those who feel that the OCE can educate European Orthoptists through research activity.
· Reports of the Working Groups
The Education Working Group had met for two days in late January and Ingrid VAN WIJNNEN-SEGEREN reported that they proposed to reorganize the work of the group into two subgroups: an “education” group and a “working practice” group.
· The education group would be composed of one member per country, not necessarily a national representative, but someone involved in teaching orthoptics in that country. In the absence of educational representative, a member country could send an observer. This proposal was put to the vote and the meeting agreed unanimously with one abstention.
· The practice team working group would be composed of two national representatives and would aim to compile detailed information about orthoptic practice. The proposal to create this second group was accepted unanimously.

Future roles for national representatives of the OCE Council
The President provided a structure for the OCE Executive Council which rationalised the function of OCE into four main areas.
· Education
· Communication
· E.U. Liaison
· International Relations
All members of the executive council would be a member of one of the groups. Each group would have a lead and one of the Officers of the OCE as the link person to the Officers of the OCE.
EDUCATION
The Education group would cover the areas of pre-registration/undergraduate Orthoptic Education, CPD for Orthoptists and Post Graduate Orthoptic Education.
COMMUNICATION
The Communication Group would cover the areas of internal communication as well as OCE’s communication with national orthoptic associations and the general public. This would include the Website and Social Media development.
EUROPEAN UNION LIAISON
This group would develop a strategy for how we ensure we liaise with the most useful and influential people in the EU. As an initial aim they would produce a database of MEPs and also members of health related EU committees. They would also make use of information which some OCE Executive Council members receive regarding the EU. The EU Liaison Group would work with the Communications Group to ensure the dissemination of important EU related information to all OCE members.
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
This group would work on a strategy for the OCE so that we can best promote ourselves by maximizing the OCE presence at relevant and useful European Conferences and Congresses. The International Relations Group would identify suitable events and decide on the best way to promote the OCE. They would also develop posters, PowerPoint presentations etc. that any OCE member could use to promote OCE and its work.
Each group would work on the whole by email and MUST produce a report for the Executive Council each year listing its activities.
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