
              

City, University of London Institutional Repository

Citation: Kalinka, C., Dickson, J., Evans, R., Morris, E., Parker, P., Walton, G., Ramsden, 

W. & Harrison, G. (2021). Letter to the Editor in response to the Position statement and best
practice recommendations on the imaging use of ultrasound from the European Society of 
Radiology ultrasound subcommittee. Insights into Imaging, 12(1), 61. doi: 10.1186/s13244-
021-01002-9 

This is the published version of the paper. 

This version of the publication may differ from the final published version. 

Permanent repository link:  https://openaccess.city.ac.uk/id/eprint/26341/

Link to published version: https://doi.org/10.1186/s13244-021-01002-9

Copyright: City Research Online aims to make research outputs of City, 

University of London available to a wider audience. Copyright and Moral Rights 

remain with the author(s) and/or copyright holders. URLs from City Research 

Online may be freely distributed and linked to.

Reuse: Copies of full items can be used for personal research or study, 

educational, or not-for-profit purposes without prior permission or charge. 

Provided that the authors, title and full bibliographic details are credited, a 

hyperlink and/or URL is given for the original metadata page and the content is 

not changed in any way. 

City Research Online



City Research Online:            http://openaccess.city.ac.uk/            publications@city.ac.uk

http://openaccess.city.ac.uk/
mailto:publications@city.ac.uk


Kalinka et al. Insights Imaging           (2021) 12:61  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13244-021-01002-9

OPINION

Letter to the Editor in response 
to the Position statement and best practice 
recommendations on the imaging use 
of ultrasound from the European Society 
of Radiology ultrasound subcommittee
Chris Kalinka1*, Jeanette Dickson2, Richard Evans3, Edward Morris4, Pamela Parker5, Gill Walton6, 
William Ramsden2 and Gill Harrison1 

Abstract 

This letter to the editor is in response to the consensus statement from the Ultrasound Subcommittee of the Euro-
pean Society of Radiology, the European Union of Medical Specialists (UEMS) Section of Radiology, and the European 
Federation of Societies for Ultrasound in Medicine and Biology. It highlights the role of the non-medical sonographer 
in the UK and the evidence underpinning this safe and effective practice.
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Dear Editor in Chief,
With regards to the published consensus statement by 

the European Society of Radiology (ESR) ultrasound sub-
committee [1], we would like to commend the ESR for 
highlighting the need for high quality education including 
safe use of the equipment, clinical training, decontami-
nation processes and report writing by the practitioner 
who undertakes the examination. The importance of sav-
ing images to a picture archiving system is also crucial, 
particularly as imaging is undertaken outside the hospi-
tal setting in some countries, to enable review, compari-
son and audit. We are disappointed to note that the ESR 
“strongly” recommends ultrasound use by doctors, with-
out mention of the role that radiographers and sonog-
raphers have in the provision of high quality ultrasound 
services around the globe. In some cases, for exam-
ple the United Kingdom (UK), independent reporting 

non-medical ultrasound practitioner (sonographer) roles 
have been in place for decades [2] and there is evidence 
from across Europe and further afield of the effectiveness 
of sonographer practice [3–11].

The Society and College of Radiographers (SCoR), the 
Royal College of Radiologists (RCR), the Consortium 
for the Accreditation of Sonographic Education (CASE), 
the Royal College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists 
(RCOG), the British Medical Ultrasound Society (BMUS) 
and the Royal College of Midwives (RCM) firmly believe 
that team-working with radiologists and other medi-
cal and non-medical colleagues provides a safe, effec-
tive ultrasound imaging service. In the UK, ultrasound 
courses outside of medical education programmes can 
opt to be accredited by CASE. This model helps to ensure 
a minimum standard of education and curriculum con-
tent [12], as recommended by the ESR [1]. We continue 
to work with stakeholders to lobby for statutory regula-
tion of sonographers. As practice has developed, many 
sonographers have extended their scope of practice to 
include interventional procedures, elastography, fetal 
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medicine scans, contrast enhanced ultrasound [13] and 
leading multidisciplinary team meetings. Some extended 
roles require statutory regulation, such as the ability to 
act as referrers for examinations (such as CT scans) that 
involve the use of ionising radiation. Whilst many sonog-
raphers are statutorily regulated as for example, a radi-
ographer (Health and Care Professions Council), nurse 
or midwife (Nursing and Midwifery Council) there are 
an increasing number of sonographers who are unable 
to gain statutory regulation in the UK [14]. Any exten-
sion to the scope of practice is developed in conjunction 
with experienced sonographers and medical practition-
ers, with competency assessment and on-going audit to 
evidence high standards of practice by sonographers. We 
believe that sonographer should be a statutory regulated 
profession so that individuals are required by law to hold 
formal ultrasound qualifications in order to practise.

Yours sincerely.
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