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 What payments are disclosed exactly? 

 We will disclose indirect and direct payments related to the advanced training of physicians, funding of professional events, 
clinical trials conducted at Hungarian sites, and scientific collaboration, such as lectures or professional activities. 
 

 What right do manufacturers have to disclose the income they provide to doctors? Payments are usually not public, on the 
contrary, they are considered trade secrets in the private sector. 

 Information about income is disclosed only if the party involved has given permission; the Association of Innovative 
Pharmaceutical Manufacturers has asked the Hungarian National Authority for Data Protection and Freedom of Information for a 
resolution before introducing the Code, so that disclosure complies with Hungarian legal and data protection regulations. Neither 
innovative pharmaceutical manufacturers, nor doctors have anything to hide, this is all legal income. 
 

 If the income from pharmaceutical manufacturers is legal, taxed and traceable, why disclose it to the public? 

 It is of key importance for the efficiency of advanced therapies, and for keeping the trust of patients that the pharmaceutical 
industry and healthcare providers comply with the increasing social expectations. Their activities have to be unblemished and 
transparent. Pharmaceutical companies and doctors must cooperate for the benefit of patients, because successful pharmaceutical 
development is not possible without medical expertise. By disclosing data, people can learn and understand the effect of 
pharmaceutical innovation, as well as the cooperation between the industry and doctors on their lives and on their health. 
 

 The disclosure based on the Transparency Code raises suspicions that the cooperation between the pharmaceutical industry and 
doctors has not been ethical and legal thus far. 

 The relationship between manufacturers and doctors has already been regulated by laws and other codes, the disclosure is only 
a further step in this process. 
 

 Is it possible that certain pharmaceutical manufacturers benefit doctors more than others? Is it possible that data is disclosed in 
different ways, calculating different incomes? Could disclosed information be distorted in such a way? 

 The Transparency Code clearly defines which payments have to be disclosed regarding health professionals, which ones regarding 
healthcare institutions, which ones individually, and which ones cumulatively. No differences are allowed between companies, this 
is one of the things looked at by the Transparency Committee that has been established to supervise the process. Every company 
may decide if they disclose net or gross sums, but their decision must be displayed on the platform used for public disclosure. 
 

 This disclosure can be understood as the manufacturers trying to improve their reputation at the expense of doctors, and they 
put doctors in an uncomfortable situation by disclosing their income. 

 It is the common interest of manufacturers and doctors to make patients understand that their cooperation is crucial for the 
development and dissemination of successful therapies. They would like to achieve this by disclosure and by the transparency of 
their cooperation. 
 

 Won’t the disclosure discourage doctors from cooperating with the pharmaceutical industry? Will refusing permission for 
disclosure mean a disadvantage for doctors? 

 The permission for disclosure is completely voluntary, and we are happy to see that more than half of the doctors at our member 
companies and 2/3 of healthcare providers agree with the aims of transparency, and have thus given their permission. The data of 
those not providing their permission will be disclosed anonymously in an aggregated form. 
 

 The low wages of Hungarian healthcare workers is talked about often nowadays. However, together with the extra income from 
pharmaceutical manufacturers, their situation might improve. 

 It is important to stress that behind the benefits, there is always valuable cooperation clearly aimed at increasing the quality of 
healing. Member companies of the AIPM pay the fair market price for the high professional quality services provided by doctors, and 
this fact also is supervised by the authorities. In addition, in this way pharmaceutical manufacturers contribute to the financial 
resources of the healthcare system, therefore it is in the interests of the management of Hungarian healthcare institutions to 
successfully apply for as many clinical trials as possible. 
 

 Are Hungarian clinical trials threatened by the Transparency Code? 

 The Code has no direct influence on clinical trials. Only a part of the financial aspects of clinical trials is disclosed in a cumulative 
form. Hungarian subsidiaries of innovative pharmaceutical manufacturers are strongly committed to the development of the 
Hungarian healthcare system and economy, but they have no insight into every clinical trial launched by their parent company. Only 
the data of the OGYÉI provide a complete overview of the number of clinical trials financed by manufacturers, which account for 
revenue of nearly HUF 90 billion to the Hungarian economy via the income of institutions and doctors, the various taxes and the spill-

In a few weeks, pharmaceutical manufacturers will disclose the benefits they granted to healthcare institutions and physicians last year. By 
adopting the Transparency Code and disclosing payments, innovative manufacturers, who account for over 50 percent of the pharmaceutical 
market, would like to increase confidence in healthcare professionals and the pharmaceutical industry developing new medicines. We have asked 
Erika Némethi, director of the Association of Innovative Pharmaceutical Manufacturers (AIPM) about the advantages and pitfalls of transparency. 

Transparent disbursements 
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over effects. 
 

 What does the Transparency Code say about benefits for prescriptions? Are there such benefits? 

 The Code does not specify such a category. The innovative pharmaceutical manufacturers cooperate with doctors in three areas: 
the development of new therapies, the trials for new drugs, and the performance of training courses required for the new therapies. 
Given that they are new therapeutic solutions, innovative medicines can only be prescribed by doctors if they have already been 
included in the state insurance plan. For patients as well as for us, the biggest problem is the rejection of inclusion, because in that 
case, patients can only gain access to medicine on grounds of individual equity, which is problematic and involves a lot of 
administration. 
 

 Aren’t innovative pharmaceutical manufacturers at a disadvantage compared with those companies that do not undertake to 
enforce the regulations of the Code? 

 Transparency is the common goal of all of us. European disclosure affects an increasing number of pharmaceutical manufacturers. 
European generic manufacturers have also provided for the disclosure of cooperation with doctors. Let’s hope that more and more 
pharmaceutical manufacturers will join this initiative. 
 

 How is the enforcement of the provisions of the Code ensured? Are member companies sanctioned if they do not comply with 
the requirements of disclosure? 

 Companies participating in the Transparency Cooperation have created a Transparency Committee, which on the one hand helps 
enforce the regulations of the Code, and on the other hand investigates cases where the company is suspected of having breached 
self-regulation. In cases of serious infringement, the committee discloses the name of the company, and may exclude the non-
transparent company. 
 

 How do you expect the NAV (National Tax and Customs Administration) to react to the disclosure? 

 Member companies of the AIPM observe tax legislation. Contracts with doctors and healthcare institutions have already been 
known by the NAV, the OGYÉI and their predecessors. 
 

 If doctors who refuse to agree to disclosure are not at a disadvantage, then how is it possible that contracts with certain doctors 
have not been renewed? 

 We cannot take a stand on the contracting procedures of our member companies, as this is their internal decision. Every 
pharmaceutical manufacturer has the right to decide who they cooperate and sign a contract with. 
 

 For how long and how do pharmaceutical companies handle the data? Is it possible to ask for the deletion of the data? What is 
the consequence of the deletion of the data? 

 Pharmaceutical companies handle the data in compliance with the Hungarian legislation in force. The disclosed information has 
to stay public for at least 3 years after the first disclosure. In the case of disclosed data, permission can be withdrawn in accordance 
with the Hungarian legal regulations. In case of the withdrawal of permission to disclose personal data, the disclosed data is deleted, 
and is disclosed in a cumulative form. 
 

 Is every point of the Transparency Cooperation adequate and valid? 

 Yes, they are, and this is proved by the unconditional and consequent support of the Hungarian Hospital Association and the 
Hungarian Medical Chamber. The Standing Committee of European Doctors – which includes the Hungarian Medical Chamber – 
already supported disclosure at the end of 2014. Finally, let’s not forget that all this happens for the benefit of patients, as the 
transparency of the cooperation between manufacturers and doctors contributes to the development and dissemination of the best 
therapies. 
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