
Request  for  comments: 

 

Q1. Is there any public benefit  in  requir ing a ll optomet r ist s to be eligible 

for  therapeut ic endorsement? 

 

There is no general public benefit  to requiring all optom etrist s to be 

eligible for therapeut ic endorsem ent .  There is benefit  to general public 

k nowing what  it  m eans if the optom etrist  they are seeing is 

therapeut ically endorsed.  

If we were living in  an  era of an  oversupply of optom etrist s then  th is m ove 

would reduce that  pool of optom etrist s by stealth  and that  m ay be usefu l, 

however th is is not  the case especially  in  rural and rem ote locat ions.  

W hat  problem  are we solving by tak ing this path? W here is the unm et  

need that  requires th is m ove?  W ill th is affect  the standard of optom etry 

being delivered? N o.  There is already a s t ringent  cont inuing educat ion  

culture in  th is profession  that  upholds the standard of care provided.  

 

Q2. Is such  a  requirement  a  reasonable expecta t ion  of optomet r ist s? 

 

A reasonable expectat ion  is to uphold the standards of the profession .  

Adhere to the code of conduct  and to cont inue to update k nowledge and 

sk ills in  the area originally studied.  To expand the fram ework  of the 

profession  without  su fficien t  need is not  reasonable 

 

Q3. Should therapeut ic qua lifica t ions be a  requirement  for  pract ice as an  

optomet r ist  in  Aust ra lia? 

 

N o.  see above 

 

Q4. If so should there be a  per iod of grace to a llow all registered 

optomet r ist s to ga in  the necessa ry qua lifica t ions and how long should the 

per iod be? 

 

N A 

 

Q5. To be consisten t  with  Aust ra lian  gradua tes, should overseas-t ra ined 

optomet r ist s applying for  genera l regist ra t ion  in  Aust ra lia  for  the first  

t ime be required to complete appropr ia te competency assessment s for  

therapeut ic pract ice in  2014? 

 

If all graduates are to be eligible for therapeut ic endorsem ent  by  2014 th is 

should be reflected in  the criteria for en try to the country as a registered 

optom etrist .  This will provide a level playing field for new graduates 

seek ing em ploym ent . 

 

Q6. Should optomet r ist s holding genera l regist ra t ion  pract icing in  non -

clin ica l roles, such  as management , administ ra t ion , educa t ion , resea rch , 
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advisory, regula tory or  policy development  roles be required to hold 

therapeut ic qua lifica t ions? 

 

N o.  It  could be argued that  being registered as an  optom etrist  is not  a 

requirem ent  eith er.  The requirem ent  for the above m ent ioned roles would 

be a k nowledge in  the field of the job they are doing.  I would em ploy 

som eone with  an  Arts degree and m anagem ent  experience over an  

optom etrist  to run  a pract ice any day.  Being therapeut ically  endorsed 

allows you  to fill in  for som eone else who is therapeut ically  endorsed and 

that  is all.  It  does not  give you  any special sk ills in  m anagem ent , adm in , 

research  etc over a non -therapeut ically  endorsed optom etrist . 

 

Q7. Are there impediments to the proposa l tha t  need to be considered and 

if so, can  these be overcome? 

 

Y es. The m ajor issues are: 

1. The cost  to the profession  to upgrade all optom etrist s – who will bear 

th is?   

2. Therapeut ics are not  fu lly  recognised within  the Medicare schedule for 

optom etry so chair t im e spent  on  th is is not  properly rem unerated. 

3. The forced early ret irem ent  of optom etrist  not  wish ing to change their 

pract ice or forgo the relat ionships they have with  GPs and 

ophthalm ologist s in  their area. 

4. The need for general optom etry in  rem ot e locat ions that  are well 

supported for t reatm ent  through the Aboriginal Medical S ervice. 

5. There has not  been  a dem onstrated need put  forward to support  th is 

proposal. 

 

Can they be overcom e? 

1. This is an  unnecessary cost  to bear if you  are already a pract icin g 

optom etrist  with  no need to be therapeut ically  endorsed.  

2. This should be a priority  for the professional peak  body to pursue 

th is if it  is expect ing graduates to have this qualificat ion . 

3. This cannot  be avoided if the proposal goes ahead. 

4. This will fall vict im  to the reduct ion  in  pract it ioners if the m ove 

goes ahead. 

5. Research  in to the affect  on  established relat ionships with  AMS s, 

GPs, and ophthalm ologist s needs to be done along with  affect s on  

rem ote and rural pract ice locat ions. 

 




