
 

Unpacking the Issue 

For any issue or topic there are relevant facts, stakeholders (or people involved) and implied interests or values.  You 

cannot completely understand and analyze an issue without knowledge and understanding of these three components.  

Let’s consider this Vancouver Sun article on Insite, Vancouver’s safe injection program. 

Evidence trumps ideology over public health benefits of insite 
  

  

BY THOMAS KERR AND JULIO MONTANER, VANCOUVER SUNJULY 25, 2013  

  
  

Insite is a supervised injection site for drug users. 

It has been nearly 10 years since Insite, Vancouver's supervised injection site opened and two years since the Supreme Court of 

Canada unanimously determined that it should remain open to protect public health. 

A large body of scientific evidence demonstrates that Insite and other harm reduction programs, such as needle exchanges, are 

effective in reducing the harms associated with illicit drug use. Sadly, ideological debate about harm reduction continues, despite 

widespread agreement among health authorities, including the World Health Organization, that such programs are essential to the fight 

against HIV/AIDS and other drug-related harms. 

A recently released report summarizing 15 years of data on the drug situation in Vancouver provides further evidence that harm 

reduction programs have helped reduce illicit drug use and improve public health: fewer people are injecting drugs; more are accessing 

addiction treatment; and HIV transmission related to injection drug use has plummeted. 

Likewise, a large body of scientific evidence shows that Insite is meeting its objectives. Peer-reviewed studies involving dozens of 

researchers from Canada, Australia, Britain and the U.S. demonstrate clearly that Insite does not increase crime or perpetuate active 

drug use. More than 30 peer-reviewed studies show that Insite saves lives and health care dollars, reduces disease transmission, and 

promotes entry into addiction treatment. 

The program now has the support of leading national health organizations such as the Canadian Medical Association, the Canadian 

Association of Nurses, and the Canadian Public Health Association. Health organizations in other parts of Canada are now advocating 

for similar programs in their jurisdictions. 

Still, critics continue to launch personal attacks against scientists, misrepresent existing research, and cite bogus reports that have 

never been subjected to scientific scrutiny or published in recognized journals, reducing public discourse about harm reduction to the 

same level as past debates about global warming and the harm of cigarette smoking. 

The most vocal of those arguing against Insite is the Drug Prevention Network of Canada (DPNC). This is an organization that covertly 

accepted RCMP funding to produce pseudo-scientific reports on Insite. Ultimately the RCMP acknowledged their wrongdoing and 

distanced themselves from the reports, admitting the reports were commissioned to "provide an alternative analysis" to existing 



research and "did not meet conventional academic standards." Ironically, when a Supreme Court justice asked lawyers representing 

the federal government if they had any scientific evidence indicating that Insite was not meeting its objectives, they did not offer one of 

the DPNC reports - they offered nothing. 

Kerr, Thomas, and Julio Montaner. "Evidence Trumps Ideology over Public Health Benefits of Insite." Vancouver Sun 25 July 2013: 

n. pag. Print. 

We need to determine: 

Relevant Facts Main Stakeholders Implied Interests or Values 

10 years since program began People delivering the program 

Illicit drug users 

Believe in the merits of the 

program 

Evidence the program 

reduces harms asst’d with 

illicit drug use 

Illicit drug users Do we care about illicit drug 

users? Implied that we want to 

help. 

Has helped reduce drug use 

and improved public health 

Illicit drug users Do we care about illicit drug 

users? Implied that we want to 

help. 

Has not increased drug use or 

crime 

Illicit drug users 

public 

Drugs are asst’d with crime.  

More drug users accessing 

treatment 

Illicit drug users Belief in treatment. 

Large drop in new HIV 

infections 

Illicit drug users Dangers in the spread of 

disease. 

Evidence that it saves lives 

and reduces spending of 

health care $$ 

Illicit drug users 

Tax payers 

$$ usually a big part of any 

issue.  Insite costs big bucks – 

does the public buy the 

“success” story? 

Critic – Drug Prevention 

Network of Canada (DPNC) 

DPNC Difference between 

prevention and treatmeny 

approach here! 

DPNC funded by RCMP to 

produce pseudo-scientific 

studies 

DPNC 

RCMP 

Insite 

Why would the RCMP be 

involved with this group.  

Strong connection for them 

between drug use and crime. 

RCMP now distancing itself 

from DPNC and their studies 

in Insite 

DPNC 

RCMP 

Insite 

Value scientific integrity. 

Reputation! 

 

 


