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Introduction
In all practice settings, professionalism, ethics, and patient care are usually essential aspects of patient engagement required for all the radiologists (ACR, 2007). This paper would discuss professionalism and ethics in radiology. Additionally, in the understanding that professionalism requires practitioners to particularly place the interests of their patients above their own, I would highlight a difficult situation during my practice that prompted the use of professional ethics. Healthcare professionals and associated practitioners at times encounter medical situations that are not always related to clinical or medical interventions. Usually, these situations may involve issues of basic human rights, dignity, and violation of privacy rights. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Professionalism and ethics 
Professionalism and ethics in radiology are particularly meant to articulate the ethical behavior and ethical conduct expected of the practitioners in this field. Ideally, each practitioner is required to always abide by the regulations, standards, and ethical codes governing radiographic practice. Ethics governing professional practice always leads to the creation of a culture of integrity that ultimately improves the reputation of a radiologist practitioner. The code of ethics is primarily intended to assist radiographers and radiologists in maintaining high levels of ethical conduct required for the provision of safety and comfort for the patients. Against this understanding, it is argued that ethics and professionalism are particularly meant to provide good radiographic practice. 


Ethical guidelines are usually meant to express what radiographers are legally and ethically required to perform on their patients. To be able to act within the provisions of the ethical standards, practitioners usually strive to develop and maintain significant levels of knowledge regarding the key components of the law touching on their patients and practices. Every time imaging is recommended by a physician, it is usually importantimportant to ask whether exposure to imaging radiation is warranted especially if the case can be solved through other interventions. Ideally, it is understood that radiation needs to be an option only if it is in the best interest of the patient. 
On one occasion, I received an imaging order from a physician, however, I felt the outcome of the radiation imaging would not however affect the outcome of the treatment plan. The imaging was to be performed primarily on the demands of the patient's family. I made my concerns known to the referring physician since I realized the imaging order was potentially harmful to the patient and was thus inappropriate. Usually, radiation imaging shouldn't be recommended for vulnerable groups such as children and pregnant women. The patient presented for radiation complained of chest pains and was previously diagnosed with renal insufficiency. I felt the CT angiogram recommended by the refereeing physician wasn’t necessary since the risks significantly outweighed the benefits (Brenner et al., 2001).  Besides, according to professional ethics requiring radiologists to place the safety and interests of the patients above their own, denying an imaging request can as well lead to patients questioning the credibility of their care physicians consequently leading to the development of an antagonizing relationship and lack of cooperation between the physician and the patient.


The scenario presented an ethical situation requiring a diligent and delicate decision-making process. I realized that the American College of Radiology (ACR) Appropriateness Criteria contains a rationale for handling such impasse. It is equally important for all practicing physicians who make decisions on imaging, the rationale provides an important resource to enhance quality of care and ensure the safe and efficacious imaging for patients. 
Conclusion
Professionalism and ethics compel radiographers to certain ethical obligations to their patients. Radiologists are therefore required to advocate for the most appropriate care for their patients. Similarly, they are also required to intervene in situations which they deem would endanger the lives of the patients such as carrying out radiation imaging on vulnerable patients when other interventions can be used (Schreiber & Winslade, 1987).  
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