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Define a supervised injection facility (SIF) and summarize its 
workflow

Discuss the advantages and drawbacks of SIF

Propose this intervention for appropriate regions / 
communities
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https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2017/06/05/upshot/opioid-epidemic-drug-
overdose-deaths-are-rising-faster-than-ever.html
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Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Statistics. Underlying Cause 

of Death 1999-2019 on CDC WONDER Online Database, released in 2020.



Addiction

Harm reduction

Supervised Injection Facility (SIF)
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Leshner AI. Addiction is a brain disease, and it matters. Science. 1997 Oct 3;278(5335):45-7. 
http://science.sciencemag.org/content/278/5335/45.long
NIDA - https://www.drugabuse.gov/understanding-drug-abuse-addiction-what-science-says

http://science.sciencemag.org/content/278/5335/45.long
https://www.drugabuse.gov/understanding-drug-abuse-addiction-what-science-says
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Pardo et al. Assessing the Evidence on Supervised Drug Consumption Sites. RAND Health Care and RAND Social 

and Economic Well-Being. 2018
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1986 Bern, Switzerland

> 100 globally

Vancouver’s Insite in Canada 

Sydney’s Uniting Medically Supervised Injecting Centre (MSIC) 
in Australia
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Pardo et al. Assessing the Evidence on Supervised Drug Consumption Sites. RAND Health Care and RAND 

Social and Economic Well-Being. 2018
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SIS in Strasbourg, France.Insite, North America’s first legal 
SIF, in Vancouver, Canada.



 Integrated – Most common, broad range services, “One-stop-
shop”, Not ideal for patients in recovery.

Specialized – Focus on safe use, less complex operationally     
Limited services.

Mobile – Vans with 1-3 booths, broader area covered
Limited services.
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Pardo et al. Assessing the Evidence on Supervised Drug Consumption Sites. RAND Health Care and RAND 

Social and Economic Well-Being. 2018
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 Intake assessment – eligibility, education, assess needs

Supervised area – reduce risk, ensure compliance, safe space

Other provisions – crisis management, shelter, counseling

Referral – inform and encourage to seek treatment
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Special Ministerial Order M488
221 Overdose interventions (NO fatalities) 
3383 Clinical treatment interventions, 5268 referrals
458 onsite detox admission – 43% completion (2010)
Deaths ↓35%, 253.8 >> 165.1 / 100,000 person-years (p = 

0.048)
Prevented 1,191 new HIV infections over 10 years
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4400 Overdose intervention (NO fatalities)

9500 referrals

Monthly ambulance service calls ↓ 80%

Opioid emergency department episodes ↓ 35%
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1025 Overdose intervention (NO fatalities), 9500 referrals –
Luxembourg

HIV incidence in PWID 8.6% (1986) – 0% (2000) –
Netherlands

NO drug related deaths since 1994 - Germany
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↓ overdose deaths

↓ use

↓ public disorder / public 
injecting

↓ HIV and Hepatitis C risk
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↑ entry into treatment

↑ medical and social service 
use

↑ health care value, ↓ cost



Harm reduction – needle access, naloxone
Federal Controlled Substances Act – s844, s856 (Crack house 

statute)
September 2014 - unsanctioned supervised injection site
The Journal of Global Drug Policy and Practice
SIF - Yearly cost savings of $3.5 million year
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Kral AH, Lambdin BH, Wenger LD, Davidson PJ. Evaluation of an Unsanctioned Safe Consumption Site in the 
United States. N Engl J Med. 2020 Aug 6;383(6):589-590.



San Francisco, CA
Boston, MA
New York City and Ithaca, NY
Denver, CO
Philadelphia, PA
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> 80,000 deaths  - May 2020 (past 12 month data)

Pandemic acceleration

37/38 jurisdictions ↑ synthetic opioid related deaths
 18 reported > 50 % ↑ 
 10 reported > 98% ↑ 
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Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Overdose Deaths Accelerating During COVID-19



Legal and Ideological barriers

State and Federal drug laws

Lack of community support
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 Working paper. Assessing the Evidence on Supervised Drug Consumption Sites. Bryce 
Pardo, Jonathan P. Caulkins, and Beau Kilmer. RAND Health Care and RAND Social and 
Economic Well-Being. WR-1261-RC. December 2018.

 EMCDDA, European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction. Drug 
consumption rooms: an overview of provision and evidence. Perspective on Drugs. 2018. 
emcdda.europa.eu/topics/pods/drug-consumption-rooms

 Beletsky et al. The Law (and Politics) of Safe Injection Facilities in the United States. 
American Journal of Public Health. February 2008, Vol 98, No. 2. 231-37.

 Kral et al. Evaluation of an Unsanctioned Safe Consumption Site in the United States. The 
New England Journal of Medicine. 2018.

 Gostin et al. Supervised Injection Facilities: Legal and Policy Reforms. JAMA. 2019
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