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A feasibility study on the implementation of dispensing fee in China
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[ Abstract] Along with the elimination of drug mark-up policy, charging dispensing fee in medical settings
has been put up on the reform agenda. The study is concentrated in the definition, rationale, the mode of reim-
bursement and collection. The authors used questionnaire survey among 93 key informants, including pharma-
cists, doctors, officials, policy researchers, manufacturers and managers. The results of consensus building
showed that the dispensing fee is reflected a combination of labor value of pharmacists and administrative cost of
hospital pharmacy. It is necessary to establish the dispensing fee in China, but it seems not be able to solve the
problem of expensive cost for searching medical care. The concrete suggestions in the paper are the charge of dis-
pensing fee in per clinical visit is 5 ~9 Yuan (RMB) , and one in per bed day is 10 ~ 14 Yuan in 2010 value,
respectively. But the amount of dispensing fee should be consistent with the level of economic development in lo-
cal area.
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