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Introduction

Drug residue testing involves chemical analysis of
used injecting equipment, including from sharps
disposal bins, to identify substances in circulation.
Previous studies (1,2) have demonstrated that
analysis of used syringes can provide timely,
objective information about drugs being injected,
complementing existing drug monitoring and early
warning systems by helping identify emerging,
unexpected or potentially harmful substances.

However, little is known about how people who
Inject drugs perceive this practice or what they
would like to see included in such a program .

Aim
To examine awareness of and support for drug
residue testing among people who regularly inject

illicit drugs in Australia and identify concerns and
program features that may shape its acceptability.

Methods

Interviews were conducted with 902 people who
regularly inject illicit drugs, recruited from capital
cities across Australia as part of the 2026 lllicit Drug
Reporting System (IDRS). Eligibility criteria
comprised being aged 218 years, having lived in an
Australian capital city for at least 10 of the 12
months preceding interview, and having injected
llicit drugs >six days in the previous six months.

Questions on drug residue testing were included as
a brief component of the broader IDRS survey.
Participants may therefore not have had sufficient
opportunity to fully consider this complex topic
before responding. Findings should therefore be
iInterpreted as preliminary insights into community
perspectives which may evolve with further
information, discussion, and consultation. Indeed,
missing responses ranged from <1%-22% (n=7-
202), suggesting participant burden and/or
reluctance to answer some questions.

Discussion

Despite low prior awareness (19%), drug residue
testing was broadly supported among this sample of
people who regularly inject drugs (64%). However,
even participants who were supportive reported
being ‘very concerned’ about a range of issues, and
/9% of the overall sample placed considerable
Importance on being able to opt out.

Findings suggest that acceptability is likely to
depend on how testing programs are implemented,
particularly around transparency, choice and
communication. Consultation with people who inject
drugs, particularly when programs are being
developed or introduced, may help identify and
address commonly held concerns. Ensuring that
findings are communicated back to the community
may help support acceptable and useful drug
residue testing programs.

References

1. Lefrancois E, Belackova V, Silins E, Latimer J,
Jauncey M, Shimmon R, et al. Substances
injected at the Sydney supervised injecting
facility: A chemical analysis of used injecting
equipment and comparison with self-reported
drug type. Drug and Alcohol Dependence.
2020;209:107909.

2. Fursman H, Brown JA, Riseley R, Silins E,
Bartlett M, Latimer J, et al. Investigating drug
trends among people who inject drugs:
Temporal, geographical and operational
analyses of used syringes in Sydney, Australia.
International Journal of Drug Policy.
2025;140:104803.

Burnet

/'\-Ne're interested in your views on drug residue testing. This sometimes involves chemically analysin-g\

Results

used injecting equipment to look for traces of drugs that were present. The information can help track
changes in drug markets and be used to issue alerts about unexpected or potentially dangerous
substances. Drug residue testing has been used in Europe for many years and is being explored in
other places, including Australia. In the questions below, we mostly focus on models where discarded
equipment is collected anonymously from sharps disposal bins' /

. \

support (strongly support or
suF[):)F;):)ort) the cgo Iect%)n and
testing of their equipment

Denominator: N=839

Would want to know if
their equipment may be

collected for testing
Denominator: N=835

had heard of drug
residue testing
before today

Denominator;: N=866

WOULD YOU WANT TO KNOW THE
OVERALL RESULTS FROM THE TESTING?

% of respondents (single choice)

é 26% 73% i?%

HOW WOULD YOUWANT TOBE TOLD?

Among those who wanted to be told beforehand (n=443; multiple responses

permitted)
5

Yes i viaasignon on posters or
un?eip?eplc\{ed | the sha rsinside
disposal bin service

Yes

]
all result
Note. Denominator: N=793

results

WHAT WOULD YOU IDEALLY WANT
FROM A PROGRAM LIKE THIS?

% of respondents (multiple choice)

Close to real-time reporting of results — 4 4 0/0
Regular updates on what is found ‘5 8 %
Results linked with existing drug o
monitoring systems — 3 O /0
Opportunities for education or advice 4 3 0/
based on what substances are detected O
To be delivered in collaboration with a O
trusted service * 4 0 /0
O
handled and disposed of * 3 6 /0

Independent oversight (e.g. ethics 2 5 0/
O

committee)
527%
Nothing, | would notlis;l(,lepgl?;ti :;rr;gﬁr)?m - 14% Q

Note. Denominator: N=700

CONCERNS ABOUT TESTING

% reporting they were 'very concerned’
B All valid respondents Supporters of testing

DNA being detected from 2 2 %
discarded equipment &
Monitoring or surveillance 2 6 %
by authorities
206%
Privacy/ confidentiality °
0
Misuse of data T 26%

Quality or reliability 17 %
of results

Note. Participants rated each concern as: not at all, a little, moderately, or very concerned.
"Supporters” were those who supported or strongly supported the collection and testing of
their discarded equipment. Valid n=805-832 across concern items overall and n=516-520
among supporters.

IF NO CLEAR WAY TO OPT
OUT, WHAT WOULD YOU DO?

% respondents (multiple choice)

I 43%
B 15%
B 32%
Dispose of it in a public - 0

place (e.g. street bin) - 1 1 /0

Take it back home - 19 0/0

Note. Denominator: N=778

Clear information about how samples are

Opportunity for consumer feedback or
input

Dispose of it in the bin
anyway

Ask staff for advice about
where to dispose

Dispose of it in another
sharps bin

O/ say an option to opt out
7 9 /0 is extremely or some-
what important
Denominator: N=807
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