
Standards 

EC '92 pushing ophthalmic standards 
This month we focus on more global 
issues of standardization and consider 
some of these issues as they relate to 
ophthalmic optics. 

There are presently two international 
efforts being pursued in optics stan
dardization—one a truly international 
effort sponsored by ISO and the other a 
European-based effort run by CEN that 
is motivated by the 1992 free market 
plan for Europe. 

ISO work in optics standardization 
began in 1979; the CEN work began 
some years later. This is not to say that 
the various European countries did not 
have their own national standards, but 
it was not until the concept of EC '92 
was well formed that it was obvious 
there would have to be a European 

Community set of standards to make 
the free market idea work. Not only 
would EC standards be needed, they 
would be needed by 1992. This time 
schedule is much more ambitious than 
the one to which ISO had been working. 

On the other hand, it has been agreed 
that where there are ISO standards ei
ther published or being actively worked 
on, the CEN countries would adopt 
them. It is easy to see that the ISO 
standards with more precedence could 
come into conflict with CEN standards 
pr ior i t ies when the urgency for 
completion of the work is so different. 
This has led to the feeling that non-EC 
countries were being left out of the 
decision making processes, or that 
some ISO meetings were being domi

nated by European ideas. Remember 
that each country gets one vote in ap
proving ISO actions. It is possible for 
the voting to get one-sided with this 
arrangement. 

One area where there is perceived or 
actual conflict is in the field of standards 
for ophthalmic lenses. The Europeans 
have proposed tighter standards for 
laboratory produced (that is, lenses 
made one at a time in a local labora
tory) single vision lenses than is com
mon practice in the U.S. Reading be
tween the lines, there is the implication 
that European labs could probably not 
meet the standards being suggested in 
the CEN proposals either. 

The one trying to work this out 
without getting anyone too upset is the 
Secretariat for both the CEN and the 
ISO ophthalmic groups—the German 
standards organization, DIN. Hilmar 
Ganser is trying to solve this problem 
while keeping the highest principles of 
international free trade in mind. More 
to the point, he is trying to avoid the 
administrative hassle of being respon
sible for enforcing two differing sets of 
standards on the same hardware. 

To this end, Ganser has proposed 
that the ISO and CEN groups meet jointly 
every nine months to reach consensus 
on their mutual propositions. They 
would then hold separate meetings (or 
vote by fax) to see what the respective 
ISO and CEN feelings are on the propos
als. He has suggested that if both votes 
do not agree, the work not move to the 
next higher level of approval in either 
organization until the disagreement is 
resolved. This suggestion was approved 
in principle at the ISO/TC172 plenary 
meeting in Las Vegas and is being tested 
(as we go to press) at a meeting of the 
ISO subcommittee on ophthalmic optics 
in Munich. More on the outcome of that 
meeting in a future issue. 

—Robert E. Parks 
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