
The Injecting 
Rooms Scam

in the words of their government 
evaluators

2. Saving lives?



Claims by evaluators

Sydney Medically Supervised Injecting Centre – p 59

Melbourne Medically Supervised Injecting Room – p x

Vancouver Insite – below Table 3

Claimed per year: MSIC – 4-9 lives saved

MSIR – 14-18 lives saved

Insite – 2-12 lives saved https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/5706/1/MSIC_final_evaluation_report.pdf

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf

https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0003351 

https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/5706/1/MSIC_final_evaluation_report.pdf
https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0003351


Their problem

• They casually dismiss the highly inflated overdose 
rates in the facilities (see episode 1)

• the inflated rates of overdose are a drug policy 
scandal with its increased drug dealer profits

• yet the evaluators calculate inflated numbers of 
lives saved from the inflated overdose numbers

• Adjusting evaluators’ over-inflated # of lives saved
• claim Sydney saves 4-9 lives per year

• divide by the 42x overdose-inflation in the centre

• 0.1-0.2 lives saved per year – or 10 years to save one life

• It cost government $2.4 million annually in 2003

• Cost of saving one life $24 million



Evaluators had to know

Calculated 6,000 heroin injections daily in area – p 58

Facility hosted average 64 heroin injections p.d. – p 8

Comparisons from 544 day evaluation – pp 52, 58

• Who were they trying to fool?

https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/5706/1/MSIC_final_evaluation_report.pdf

https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/5706/1/MSIC_final_evaluation_report.pdf


Data from Melbourne

14-18 lives saved per year? – p 43

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf


Data from Melbourne

14-18 lives saved per year? – p 43

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf


Data from Melbourne

14-18 lives saved per year? – p 43

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf

https://apo.org.au/sites/default/files/resource-files/2020-06/apo-nid306054.pdf


Games they play

Vancouver’s Insite – claim of 35% OD reduction

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(10)62353-7/fulltext

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(10)62353-7/fulltext


The reality

British Columbia Coroner and DTES official stats

• increasing trendlines since 2002 - 1 year before Insite opened
https://drugfree.org.au/images/13Books-FP/pdf/Lancet_2011_Insite_Analysis.pdf 

Red – overdoses for British 
Columbia

Blue – overdoses for the 
whole of Vancouver

Green – overdoses for 
Downtown Eastside 
(DTES), the suburbs closest 
to Insite 

https://drugfree.org.au/images/13Books-FP/pdf/Lancet_2011_Insite_Analysis.pdf


Heroin shortage

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16669902/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16669902/


The reality

British Columbia Coroner and DTES official stats

• increasing trendlines since 2002 - 1 year before Insite opened
https://drugfree.org.au/images/13Books-FP/pdf/Lancet_2011_Insite_Analysis.pdf 

Red – overdoses for British 
Columbia

Blue – overdoses for the 
whole of Vancouver

Green – overdoses for 
Downtown Eastside 
(DTES), the suburbs closest 
to Insite 

https://drugfree.org.au/images/13Books-FP/pdf/Lancet_2011_Insite_Analysis.pdf


The reality

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(12)60055-5/fulltext 

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(12)60054-3/fulltext 

https://d3sdr0llis3crb.cloudfront.net/images/pdf-
files/library/Injecting_Rooms/Second_Letter_to_Lancet_re_Erroneous_Insite_Study.pdf 

Rebuttal of the previous 
study as printed in Lancet 
January 2012 where there 
are only two possibilities -
the research was either 
inept or fraudulent

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(12)60055-5/fulltext
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(12)60054-3/fulltext
https://d3sdr0llis3crb.cloudfront.net/images/pdf-files/library/Injecting_Rooms/Second_Letter_to_Lancet_re_Erroneous_Insite_Study.pdf
https://d3sdr0llis3crb.cloudfront.net/images/pdf-files/library/Injecting_Rooms/Second_Letter_to_Lancet_re_Erroneous_Insite_Study.pdf


https://web.archive.org/

Conflict of Interest?

Insite study authors
• Julio Montaner 
• Evan Wood 
on the same drug 
policy ICSDP Science 
Board as Lancet’s 
Chief Editor Richard 
Horton 

https://web.archive.org/web/20100705074809/http://icsdp.org/network/scientific_board.aspx 

https://web.archive.org/web/20100705074809/http:/icsdp.org/network/scientific_board.aspx


What politicians are told

The only rigorous review . . . – p 35

• unaware the study has been discredited

https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR2693.html 

https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR2693.html


For Drug Free Australia’s refutation of the Lancet 
author’s January 2012 reply

• go to drugfree.org.au

• click the Resources tab

• click “Injecting rooms”

• click “2nd letter to Lancet . . .”

Homework
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3. Reducing public nuisance
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