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BOOM FESTIVAL 2018

1
- Participants

submit samples 
to analyze

- Fill a baseline
questionnaire.
N= 343 (671 

drug samples)

2

-Participants
collect result

- Report on their
behavioural
intentions

n= 290 (341 
drug samples)

3
- Participants
return 3 days

after getting the
results

-They report on
their actual
behaviour

n = 145 (195 
drug samples)

4
155 people left
their email at
baseline to be
contacted for a 

post-test
questionnaire

six months after
the festival.

(n= 71 
respondents)

N=115 Research participants that came to the Kosmicare infostand
but didn’t analyze their drugs



All testers
(%, N= 343)

Non-testers
(%, N=115)

Boom Festival Patrons (%, 
N=35485)

GENDER

Men 72 63 59

Women 27 37 40

Other 1 1

AGE
M=29 DS= 6.282; 

Range = 19-55
M=29 DS= 6.592; Range = 19-54 44% between 25 and 31 years

EDUCATION

Secondary Education ( High School) 23 27

Higher Education ( University) 77 73

OCCUPATION

“Just study” 12 11

“Just work” 56 54

“Study and work” 24 26

“Unemployed” 8 8

MONTHLY INCOME

“500€ or less” 7 9

“501 to 2000€” 41 56

“2001€ to 3000€ 22 16

“3001€ to 5000€” 20 14

“More than 5000€ 11 6

COUNTRY OF RESIDENCE

Portugal 18 10 15

Germany 11 22 11

Netherlands 10 - 7

Sweden 9 36 4

UK 7 - 6

France 6 7 15

Spain 3 11 3

Rest of the world 36 14 40





INTENTIONS vs BEHAVIOURS



Harm Reduction Strategies:







Conclusions

• People attending Boom Festival have high levels of drug
use but also show active engagement in harm reduction
strategies.

• The post-test and the third-day follow-up results 
demonstrate that the majority of people who received an 
unexpected test result during their brief motivational 
intervention reported not taking the substance

• A considerable number of people that received an expected 
result implemented harm reduction behaviors

DCS promotes behaviour change



Conclusions

• DCS is reaching a particular set of informed people, 
aware of the potential risks their drug use might entail
and wanting to control their experiences

• Potential for improvement in this specific population is 
smaller.

• Nontesters present a higher frequency of use for 
several drugs



Take Away

• This might entail that some DCS might only be
reaching a particular set of concerned PWUD

• Underlining the need to widen the services’ target 
population to reach people that could highly benefit
from this type of intervention.

Gender responsive DCS



Take Away

● Limited capacity of DCS (limited number of samples; 
waiting times ) creates a bottleneck effect

● Using a stationary or an onsite service requires a fair 
amount of planning

● Unplanned drug use is widespread at EDM events, and tends
to exacerbate potential adverse outcomes

● The quality of analytical data provided to people must be
weighed against their actual neads.

Accessibility and speed are key



DCS implemented in EDM events might need to invest in 
disseminating information concerning the adulteration of a 
wider number of drugs to attract a broader range of users.

Take Away
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