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Abstract

In addition to technological challenges, the energy transition involves societal, political, and eco-
nomic rearrangements. These rearrangements may exacerbate existing inequalities and injustices
or generate new ones. To shed light on how just energy transitions are currently envisioned,
this article assesses which injustices are recognised and addressed in four National Energy and
Climate Plans (NECP) mandated by the European Union. The plans of Austria, Denmark,
Poland and Italy are compared via qualitative content analysis. The articles focuses on how
countries problematise and plan to address energy poverty, which is conceptualised as energy
injustice, adopting an energy justice perspective.

The analysis shows that all plans are limited in their appreciation of energy poverty along
the three energy justice tenets discussed in the literature (recognition, distribution, procedural
justice). All plans disregard gender, and other vulnerabilities to energy poverty and spatial injus-
tices are rarely mentioned. The Italian plan appears the most detailed in problematising energy
poverty, while Denmark provides the least detail on the issue, assigning energy poverty to social
policy, which is considered separately from the NECP All countries identify energy-efficient
buildings as a promising intervention area, but measures targeting the specific financial obstacles
faced by people in energy poverty still need to be clarified. Generally, a wider acknowledgement
of structural injustices associated with energy poverty is needed to integrate social and energy
goals and reach a “justice-aware” energy policy.

Keywords: energy poverty, energy justice, EU, energy policy, eco-social policies, socio-ecological
justice

1. Introduction

In 2019, the EU launched the European Green Deal (EGD; European Commis-
sion, 2019), which seeks to achieve net-carbon neutrality in Europe by 2050. At
the core of the EGD lays the energy transition of member states” current energy
systems; an urgent action to face and adapt to climate change and limit as far
as possible the trespassing of planetary boundaries (IPCC, 2022; Steffen et al.,
2015). Besides technological challenges, energy transitions involve societal, politi-
cal, and economic rearrangements. Alternative transition pathways entail different
equity and justice implications (IPCC, 2022; Newell & Mulvaney, 2013). Energy
transitions might exacerbate existing inequalities, for instance by interacting with
regional inequities in poverty and development (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero,
2017). At the same time, they can generate new injustices arising from unfair
decision-making processes or unrecognised needs and injustices (Castdn Broto et
al., 2018; Finley-Brook & Holloman, 2016).
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On the consumption side, for instance, injustices and inequalities are linked to
energy poverty, access and affordability, and broader dimensions of wellbeing and
health (Thomson et al., 2017). Transitional policies and rising electricity prices
could have regressive distributional effects (Garcfa-Garcia et al., 2020). Geels et
al. (2018, 27) also point out that the impacts of transitional energy policies
range from equity improvements through, for instance, energy-efficient building
refurbishments targeting low-income groups to opposite examples of “subsidies for
EVs [electric vehicles], solar-photovoltaic (PV) and whole house retrofit [...] often
disproportionately benefitting wealthier households.” Instead, on the production
side, justice implications arise from the distribution of production sites, extraction
and manufacturing processes, and changes in employment and job safety (Newell
& Mulvaney, 2013). While in some cases energy transitions lead to small increases
in employment, particularly in the construction and energy sectors (Garcia-Garcia
et al., 2020), they are counteracted by job losses and restructuring occurring in
carbon-intensive sectors and regions.

We can observe increasing efforts in the academic and political domains to consider
synergies and trade-offs between energetic and social justice issues. Grossmann et
al. (2021) investigated the scientific discourse in the energy field. Across diverse
streams, ranging from descriptive to explicitly normative positions, the authors
identified a discourse shift from sustainability to socio-ecological justice in recent
years. In particular, the transdisciplinary energy justice stream has rapidly grown
in popularity (Jenkins et al., 2016; Sovacool et al., 2017). It builds on social and
environmental justice theories and understands energy transitions as multidimen-
sional challenges which need corresponding multifaceted responses (Bouzarovski
& Tirado Herrero, 2017; Healy & Barry, 2017; Jenkins et al., 2016; Sovacool et
al., 2017; Walker, 2012). To support the latter, energy justice scholars have been
developing frameworks to assess and support energy policymaking in considering
justice dimensions.

On the policy level, there is a growing awareness and engagement with justice
aspects of energy transitions at various governmental levels (Bouzarovski et al.,
2020). At the EU level, the European Green Deal proposes synergic social justice
and energy goals (European Commission, 2019) and the National Energy and
Climate Plans (NECPs), on which the European Green Deal builds, include energy
poverty and just transition, two concepts salient to energy justice. The conciliation
of efforts to counter energy poverty and climate change has been identified as one
of the main challenges for energy justice (Newell & Mulvaney, 2013). At the same
time, the growing popularity of justice concepts in energy transitions discussions is
accompanied by concerns over their seriousness, implications and underlying justice
conceptualisations, as exemplified by discussions around the term just transition
(Giindizyeli & Moore, 2020; Morena et al., 2019).
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This paper sheds light on how just energy transitions are envisioned and, thus,
which injustices are recognised and addressed, at the national planning stage, when
future pathways are set out. The focus is on energy poverty, a multidimensional
issue at the intersection of ecological and social challenges, and thus the object of
both social and energy policies (Primc & Slabe-Erker, 2020). To examine different
approaches to energy poverty, the problematisation of energy poverty and related
planned measures are evaluated comparatively for four countries, Austria, Denmark,
Poland and Italy. Methodologically, the approach draws on a qualitative content
analysis of the National Energy and Climate Plans.

The article is structured as follows. Section two presents the theoretical and
analytical framework combining energy justice and energy poverty, followed by
the methodology in section three. In section four, the results are discussed and
laid out. The article concludes with a reflection on which dimensions of energy
poverty, conceptualised as energy injustice, are missing in the plans. Integrating
these dimensions in the revised National Energy and Climate Plans, planned for
2023-2024, could strengthen the pursuit of social justice in energy policy and the
development of eco-social policies.

2. Energy poverty

Energy poverty is a concept within the wider energy system studied by energy
justice. In 2021, 34 million households in the EU were estimated to be affected
by energy poverty (Energy Poverty Advisory Hub, 2021). Central concepts to
understanding the issue are (specific) energy needs and utilisation practices. Energy
poverty has been defined as the “inability of a houschold to secure a socially and
materially necessitated level of energy services in the home” (Bouzarovski & Tirado
Herrero, 2017, 1), but also other definitions are used in light of the multiple
drivers and impacts of energy poverty. The European Energy Poverty Observatory
(EPOV), a project of the European Commission from 2018 to 2021, successively
replaced by the Energy Poverty Advisory Hub, was created to harmonise the defini-

tion of energy poverty and to improve its monitoring and contrast throughout the
EU.

People in energy poverty might face a trade-off between their energy needs and
other basic needs (Walker & Day, 2012). Choices such as “heat or eat” (Walker &
Day, 2012, 70) or self-imposed reduction of energy consumption due to unbearable
costs (Betto et al., 2020) are described as hidden energy poverty. The latter might
be unrelated to income poverty but rather arising from high housing costs, as
Karpinska and Smiech (2020) find in their analysis of households in Central and
Eastern Europe characterised by energy under-consumption. A similar analysis was
conducted for Iraly. The authors advise considering climatic heterogeneity and
better linking policy measures to (hidden) energy poverty evaluations rather than
income to ensure an adequate reach (Betto et al., 2020). Another hindrance that
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requires consideration to address energy poverty is the landlord/tenant dilemma.
It captures the contrast between landlords, who have agency over investments in
refurbishments and bear the related costs, while improvements in living conditions
and in energy bills benefit tenants (Astmarsson et al., 2013; Seebauer et al., 2019).

Overall, the main causal factors of energy poverty are low income, high energy
prices and low energy efficiency of housing (Urge-Vorsatz & Tirado Herrero,
2012), as well as specific energy needs arising, for instance, from health conditions
(EU Energy Poverty Observatory, 2017). These factors interact with dynamics on
the micro and macro levels, from unemployment to economic crises (Oliveras et
al., 2021). Socio-economic structures, institutions and policy approaches may act
towards or against situations of energy poverty. For instance, insufficient social
protection has been identified as a factor in increasing energy poverty in Post-Com-
munist EU countries in the past two decades (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero,
2017). Energy poverty’s effects are varied and range from worsened health and

wellbeing to broader socio-economic impacts (Bouzarovski & Thomson, 2019;
Thomson et al., 2017).

Focusing on climate change mitigation and energy poverty reduction policies in
developed and transition economies, Urge-Vorsatz and Tirado Herrero (2012) iden-
tify a taxonomy of synergies and trade-offs between social, environmental, and
climate goals. They highlight increases in energy prices from policy measures to
mitigate climate change, such as carbon pricing, as the main trade-off, potentially
exacerbating energy poverty. In the other direction, reducing energy poverty might
cause rebound effects. Great synergic potential and long-term benefits are, in turn,
attributed to energy efficiency improvement in the building stocks.

Setting these policies in the broader political-economic context, the effects on
energy poverty of diverse approaches to energy transitions, from decentralisation to
liberalisation, are yet to be further examined (Axon & Morrissey, 2020; Bouzarovski
& Tirado Herrero, 2017; Newell & Mulvaney, 2013). However, examining pover-
ty rates, energy prices, energy poverty and transition policies in the EU for the
period from 2007 to 2013, Bouzarovski and Tirado Herrero (2017) found limited
improvements in energy poverty. Instead, they pointed out that transitional policies
can potentially exacerbate the existing energy poverty by interlacing with existing
regional inequalities policies.

In the last decades, the EU has been working to reconcile the environmental,
climate, social and economic objectives, progressing towards an eco-social agenda,
especially through the European Green Deal (Sabato et al., 2022). Indeed, eco-so-
cial policies, or socio-ecological policies, bear a great potential for integration across
policy fields (Mandelli, 2022). Energy poverty is an object of eco-social policies,
and it is currently addressed via energy policy, social policy or a mix of instruments
at the EU level (European Parliament, 2022). Addressing energy poverty is also
claimed as a crucial dimension in the European Green Deal: “the risk of energy
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poverty must be addressed for households that cannot afford key energy services to
ensure a basic standard of living” (European Commission, 2019, 6). However, no
binding definition or policy instruments to directly address energy poverty among
European citizens exist yet on the EU level (European Parliament, 2022). Instead,
“the Commission will produce guidance to assist Member States in addressing
the issue of energy poverty” (ibid.). In the above-mentioned National Energy and
Climate Plans, the member states lay out their national energy and climate goals,
policies and measures to reach the EU targets for 2030 for tackling climate change.
Mandated by the EU 2018/1999 Regulation (European Parliament & Council
of the European Union, 2018), the plans encompass strategies for the five dimen-
sions of the Energy Union, i.e. decarbonisation, energy efficiency, energy security,
internal energy market, as well as research, innovation and competitiveness, for
the period from 2020 to 2030. The 2018 Regulation introduced the novelty of
requiring member states to assess and consider energy poverty in their NECPs,
which hence provide a very fertile database for analysing different national strategies
towards energy poverty. At the same time, the NECPs set a suitable frame for
cross-country comparison since they reflect the nationally diverse socio-economic
situations in the face of the common challenge of energy restructuring (Bouzarovski
& Tirado Herrero, 2017). Finally, a revision of the NECPs by each member state
is planned for 2023-2024. While a monitoring of the plans was planned since the
beginning, the revision seems necessary because, since the plans’ mandate in 2018
and drafting in 2019, the EU’s commitments to contrast climate change and envi-
ronmental degradation have risen, with the EGD, the European Climate Law and
the Fit for 55 package (European Commission, 2019b). So, while the NECPs still
set the frame for the newer goals and instruments (European Commission, 2020),
the planned strategies need to be aligned and efforts increased (PlanUp, 2021). In
light of the planned revision and the necessity for eco-social synergies, the present
article aims to analyse NECPs from different EU member states to unravel different
public approaches towards energy poverty, starting from its conceptualisation as
energy injustice — as the following section will outline.

3. Energy poverty as energy injustice: an analytical framework

To examine how transitional policies address energy poverty, as presented in the
NECPs, the analytical framework builds on the conceptualisation of energy poverty
as energy injustice, adopting an energy justice perspective (Heffron & McCauley,
2018; Jenkins et al., 2016, 2018; Sovacool et al., 2016, 2017).

As outlined in section 2, successful policy interventions against energy poverty need
to integrate social justice and climate goals, by developing synergies and diminish-
ing trade-offs both amongst policies (Urge-Vorsatz & Tirado Herrero, 2012), and
with existing socio-economic inequalities of the “spatial and institutional systems”

of the EU (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero, 2017). Recognising the embeddedness
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of energy poverty in the socio-political and economic context and in injustices
characterising the larger energy system is the starting point to see energy poverty as
not simply a situation resulting from unequal distribution, but as a socio-political
injustice (Gillard et al., 2017).

Energy justice is an analytical concept to assess justice dynamics and situations
traversing the energy system, and thus also energy transitions. It explores what
constitutes energy injustices and how they arise (Walker & Day, 2012). First used
by NGOs in the 1990s, then by some scholars limitedly linked to the sustainable
development discourse (Guruswamy, 2010), its conceptualisation was further elabo-
rated from 2013 (Heffron & McCauley, 2017). The “emerging critical concept”
rapidly developed, in less than a decade, into “a framework for decision making”
and an academic subject (Castdn Broto et al., 2018) defined as “a new cross-cutting
social science research agenda” (Jenkins et al., 2016, 175). An overall goal under-
lined in the energy justice scholarship is to support the decision-making of energy
and policy practitioners through a policy approach (Jenkins et al., 2017). Indeed,
energy justice results from the aspiration to bridge theoretical justice debates with
policy decisions having justice implications. Thereby, the literature encompasses
both normative and descriptive approaches (Jenkins et al., 2016). Some scholars
point to energy justice as a way to discuss what is envisioned as a just energy tran-
sition, and hence to replace “so called objective and normatively ‘neutral’ rational
choice cum behavioural and technological expert decision approaches” (Healy and
Barry, 2017, 14).

The energy poverty literature lends itself well for integration into energy justice
research (Healy & Barry, 2017; Jenkins et al., 2016) since it is at the intersection
of social justice and environmental justice (Walker & Day, 2012), and has drawn
from disability, vulnerability and economic inequality studies (Gillard et al., 2017;
Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero, 2017). Similarly, energy justice is an academic
concept sharing the “philosophical groundings” (Jenkins et al., 2018, 67) with
climate and environmental justice and focusing on the goal of “minimising the
environmental externalities and unequal burdens of energy extraction, provision
and consumption” (Newell & Mulvaney, 2013, 135).

Two main analytical approaches to energy justice can be distinguished in the
literature: energy justice principles (Sovacool et al., 2016) and three tenets of
energy justice (McCauley et al., 2013). While the former comprises ten principles,
i.e. rationales, to assess and argue what is just, the latter is chosen for the ana-
lytical framework of this paper since its three-legged structure is well-suited for
a cross-country comparison, allowing for a broad “umbrella” structure to gather
specificities of each case. Deriving from both the environmental and the social
justice literatures (McCauley et al., 2013; Schlosberg, 2007), the energy justice
perspective is developed along the recognition, distribution, and procedural justice
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tenets. Table 1 presents the tenets, which can be examined through descriptive and
normative accounts, as delineated in Jenkins et al. (2016).

Table 1: Energy justice tenets and approaches

EJ approach
EJ tenets — .

Descriptive Normative
Recognition justice Who is ignored? How should we recognise?
Distributional justice Where are the injustices? How should we solve them?
Procedural justice Is there a fair process? Which new processes?

Source: Jenkins et al. (2016).

While distinct, each of the three dimensions requires the other two to be realised.
Schlosberg (2007) reviews several arguments asserting that only an integrated ap-
proach to all three dimensions allows examining injustices comprehensively and
pursuing justice.

This article thus looks at energy poverty from an energy justice perspective along
the three justice tenets. In doing so, it extends to energy poverty arguments de-
veloped by Walker and Day (2012) and Gillard et al. (2017) for fuel poverty to
be considered an energy injustice. Figure 1, adapted from Walker and Day (2012,
74), characterises energy poverty as injustice in energy consumption along the three
interrelated dimensions of energy justice — recognition, procedure and distribution
— which must be considered altogether to pursue justice. This understanding of
energy poverty hence goes beyond the prevalent association of energy poverty with
distributional injustices in the past (Jenkins et al., 2016).

Recognition sheds light on individuals and/or groups affected by energy poverty
burt ignored in decisional processes and remedies of transitional policies. Adequately
tackling energy poverty entails understanding and valuing energy rights, needs
and vulnerabilities “of all groups, whilst understanding potential diversity in those
needs” (Moniruzzaman & Day, 2020, 2), as well as different burdens and vulnera-
bilities when it is not possible to satisfy these needs (Gillard et al., 2017; G. Walker
& Day, 2012). Differences in energy needs and vulnerability to energy poverty arise
along social and personal characteristics and living situations, like health problems,
disability, old age and infants (Gillard et al., 2017; Hills, 2012). Further, recogni-
tion justice entails also acknowledging different knowledge, livelihoods, histories
and cultures (Bennett et al., 2019). However, in promoting group differentiation
(Fraser, 1995), processes to ensure recognition justice need to be careful to avert
“setting up a deserving/ undeserving dynamic” (Walker & Day, 2012, 74). To avoid
this, energy needs should be recognised and “defined with reference to the society
that they operate in” (Walker & Day, 2012, 74) and by giving space to “voices,
knowledges and interests” of vulnerable and marginalised groups (Samarakoon,
2019, 8).
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Instead, distributional justice has been defined “as fairness in the distribution
of benefits and harms of decisions and actions to different groups across space
and tme” (Bennett et al., 2019, 5). Beyond general socio-economic inequalities
and injustices (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero, 2017; Fraser, 1995), distributional
injustices characterising energy poverty can be traced back to three main causal
interlacing drivers: energy inefficiency, energy expenditure and low income (Kerr et
al., 2019). When these factors interlace, lock-in situations may arise (Urge—Vorsatz
& Tirado Herrero, 2012). Policy measures tackling energy poverty prevalently and
traditionally aim to influence distributive dimensions. For example, fuel poverty
policy in the UK has changed from directive redistributive instruments, like grants
to improve buildings and heating systems, to more “trickle down” approaches
(Walker & Day, 2012, 74), focusing on energy efficiency renovations of housing,
rather than tackling the other two drivers of incomes and pricing.

Figure 1: Energy poverty as injustice

EP represented as Policy measures to
problem address EP

Recognition Procedural
injustice injustice
* lack of recognition of ¢ Insufficient/ unequal
differences in access to
vulnerability and Distributional information, on the

need for energy s . EP issue and available
services of (specific) ||'|ju5t|ce solutions

social groups

® restricted access to

* Inequalities in energy legal rights and
burden with respect barriers in ability to
to income challenge these

* Inequalities in energy
efficient housing and
appliances

* Inequalities in burden
linked to energy
prices/expenditure

Source: Own adaptation based on Walker & Day (2012, 74).
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Finally, procedural justice evaluates whether there are “fair and equitable institu-
tional processes” (Schlosberg, 2007, 25) and strategies for remediation (Jenkins et
al., 2016) in planning and implementing energy projects. Realising social justice
requires that decision-making procedures occur democratically, providing adequate
information and ensuring the participation of all affected parties (Galvin, 2020;
Young, 1990). To rectify injustices, access to legal processes and adequate informa-
tion further contribute to procedural justice (Walker & Day, 2012).

Research combining energy poverty and energy justice has been increasing in the
last decade (Bouzarovski et al., 2021; Moniruzzaman & Day, 2020; Samarakoon,
2019). This combined approach exposes the multiple facets of energy poverty
and thus makes explicit that political interventions also need to be multifaceted:
integrated eco-social policies are required (Mandelli, 2022; Seebauer et al., 2019),
and the analytical lens presented here can support their development.

The energy justice framework has been chosen to evaluate the NECPs because sev-
eral scholars (Heffron et al., 2015; Jenkins et al., 2016, 2018; Sovacool & Dworkin,
2014) highlighted that energy justice is intended and a suitable tool to inform and
support policymaking. De Geus et al. (2020, 141) suggest reflecting and integrat-
ing social justice in energy transitions throughout all stages from development to
implementation of energy policy rather than only “in ‘isolated’ initiatives related
to participation or acceptance” — to truly enable socially just processes. So, while
the actual implementation will clearly differ from the plans, it remains crucial to
analyse and discuss the planning stage captured by the NECPs, to adapt strategies
and potentially address lacking aspects of energy justice. Hence, the main question
guiding this research is: how is energy poverty addressed in four NECPs?

The comparison is conducted through two main sub-questions, cach examining
the energy and climate plans along the three energy justice dimensions. Thus, the
sub-questions are:

1. How energy just is the problematisation of energy poverty?
a. Who is recognised as affected by energy poverty?
b. Which distributional energy poverty injustices are described?
c. Which procedural injustices are described?
2. How energy just are the planned energy poverty measures?
a. Who is recognised and addressed by the energy poverty measures?

b. Which distributional energy poverty injustices are addressed through the mea-
sures?

c. Which information on energy poverty and legal processes are made available
and accessible through the measures?
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There have been few analyses of the NECPs focusing on justice dimensions. Giin-
diizyeli and Moore (2020) look at the production side, while Bouzarovski et al.
(2021) and EU Energy Poverty Observatory (2020b) look at the consumption side
and thus at energy poverty. The current work distinguishes itself from these last
two contributions through a more focused and detailed analysis by applying the
qualitative content analysis to four countries, whereas the other two studies look
at all the NECPs. Moreover, the energy justice dimensions of energy poverty in
the plans are investigated using a different categorisation than Bouzarovski et al.
(2021). The lacter evaluates energy poverty in the NECPs distinguishing access to
justice, comprising recognition and procedural dimensions, and access to resources,
a combination of distributional and spatial justice. These are respectively based on
criteria that differ from those used here to a certain degree. Hence, starting from the
broader picture drawn by Bouzarovski et al. (2021) and EU’s EPOV (2020b), this
paper adds more detailed findings, organising them along the analytical framework
outlined in table 2.

Table 2: Analytical framework

How energy just is the problematisation of energy poverty in the NECPs?

Groups affected by energy poverty
Recognition and groups’ specific characteristics and
needs

Who is recognised as affect-
ed by EP?

Main energy poverty drivers and mate-

Which distributional energy rial outcomes: energy inefficiency, en-

poverty injustices are de- Distribution . . .
ccribed? ergy expenditure, low income & limi-
’ ted/no capital
Which procedural iniustices Access to information on energy pover-
are desSribed7 ) Procedural ty issues, existing measures, and legal
' processes

How energy just are the planned energy poverty measures?

Groups targeted by energy poverty
Recognition measures and groups’ specific charac-
teristics and needs

Who is recognised in energy
poverty measures?

Which unequal outcomes Main energy poverty drivers and ma-
and causes of energy pover- C terial outcomes: energy (in)efficiency,

Distribution . . .
ty are addressed by the mea- energy expenditure, low-income & limi-
sures? ted/no capital

Which information on ener-
gy poverty is made available
and accessible in the mea-
sures?

Access to information on energy pover-
Procedural ty issue, energy supply and use, mea-
sures, and legal processes

Source: own elaboration
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Thus, this study investigates the NECPs with respect to who is recognised as
affected in the problematisation and who is targeted in the policy measures. Sec-
ondly, it examines which distributional inequalities of energy poverty situations
are problematised and which distributional justice measures are suggested. Thirdly,
procedural justice is investigated with respect to access to information on energy
poverty and its drivers and access to legal processes to ensure a correct development
of decision-making. These two elements and a third, access to the decision-mak-
ing process, were outlined in the Aarhus convention (United Nations Economic
Commission for Europe, 2008) and linked by Walker and Day (2012) to fuel
poverty. An evaluation of the third element, i.e. public participatory processes in
the elaboration of the NECPs, required by the EU, was beyond the scope of
this work. Procedural inequalities in accessing information are considered in the
problematisation of energy poverty. In the policy measures, it is inquired which and
how much information and legal processes specific to energy poverty situations are

planned.

4. Methodology

To compare approaches towards energy justice in different European member states,
the final NECPs — which were compiled and submitted in 2019 — are analysed.
Each country had to present a draft and a final strategy towards the EU 2030 cli-
mate and energy targets. The NECDPs are suitable documents for comparison since
they are compiled based on the EU 2018/1999 Regulation and on EU guidelines
(European Parliament & Council of the European Union, 2018), which specified
the same plan structure for all EU member states. Thus, there is a common
framework for the comparison, while each plan then is the domestic response.

Out of the 27 member states, the English versions of the NECPs of Austria,
Denmark, Italy, and Poland were analysed. The four countries were selected based
on their categorisation into different welfare regimes or worlds (Esping-Andersen,
1990) and their diverse energy poverty rates. Contemporary welfare states differ
in their institutional designs and their political orientations, as well as in their
approaches to social justice and in what their populations envision as just (Sachweh,
2016), all characteristics along which welfare regimes are distinguished. Consider-
ing countries of different welfare regimes thus informs a structural perspective
on energy poverty, i.e. to consider the socio-economic and institutional context.
Recognising that groupings of welfare models are debated (Arts & Gelissen, 2010),
the current work builds on Castles and Obinger (2008). They classify Austria
as a continental welfare state with solid bargaining rights and labour movements
and workers representation. Italy instead would belong to the Southern European
regime, Poland to the post-Communist welfare regime, and Denmark to the Scan-
dinavian one.
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Regarding energy poverty incidence, Italy and Poland belong to the Mediterranean
and Central East European regions, experiencing the highest energy poverty in
the EU in the last three decades (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero, 2017). The
causes of this peculiarity can be traced back to energy inefficiency of housing and
heating systems common in Mediterranean countries; and to energy prices and
thermo-inefficient buildings following the past centrally planned economy in CEE
countries. Differently, the energy poverty problem is encountered less in Austria
and Denmark. There the phenomenon is endured by specific demographic groups
and prevalently as in difficulty to afford heating (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero,
2017).

Besides belonging to different welfare systems and showing different energy poverty
incidences, the four countries under study also differ with regard to their position
in EU economic and power hierarchies. Itraly and Poland somehow belong to an
“EU-periphery” comprising the European regions with the highest incidences of
energy poverty and high regional inequality levels. In contrast, the opposite holds
for the other two countries belonging to the core (Bouzarovski & Tirado Herrero,
2017). This dual characterisation of energy-poor periphery and core countries and
their diverse approaches laid out in the NECPs support the reflections of Heidenre-
ich and Preunkert (2019) on the winners and losers of Europeanization and the
strengthening of centre-periphery structures in Europe.

For all four countries, the NECPS were analysed by deploying an inductively and
deductively developed framework structured along the research questions outlined
above. The main and sub-categories were derived from the policy analyses men-
tioned above and the literature on energy poverty and energy justice. Coding the
plans subsequently, confirmed and/or modified the sub-categories. This allowed
evaluating the differentiation, complexity, and system perspective underlying the
plans’ recognition of inequalities and injustices tied in the energy poverty phe-
nomenon. At the same time, considering how the energy poverty issue is presented
in the NECPs, delineates which dimensions of the problem are not set on the
agenda (Bacchi, 2009). Hence, the framework enables us to inquire about the
presence of energy justice elements, their disaggregation and scope in relation to
energy poverty approaches. Its two main analytical parts are the problematisation of
energy poverty and the policy measures, advancing solutions to the issue (Bacchi,
2009; Kerr et al., 2019). Each part comprises the three energy justice dimensions,
along which energy poverty factors are deductively and inductively arranged. Table
3 depicts the analytical framework.
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Table 3: The analytical framework

Problematisation

Justice dimension

Corresponding energy poverty components

Recognition

Definition used

Groups affected

Consumer, customers

Households

Social groups

Families

Group-specific characteristics and needs

Age

Vulnerability

Place of residence

Main EP drivers and/or outcomes

Energy inefficiency

Distribution -
Energy expenditure
Low-income & limited / no capital
Access to existing measures tackling EP
Procedural

Access to information on EP issue

Policy measures

Justice dimension

Corresponding energy poverty components

Recognition

Target groups

Consumer, customers

Households

Energy communities and self-consumption sys-
tems

Families

Social benefit beneficiaries and potential energy
poverty-benefit beneficiaries

Group-specific characteristics and needs

Age

Type of energy source used

Vulnerability

Substantial and unforeseen deterioration of living
conditions

Health

Place of residence (remote, climatic zone)

Air pollution
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Energy poverty areas targeted

Energy inefficiency

Distribution

Energy expenditure

Income & capital

Access to information on energy poverty

Access to information on energy use & supply
Procedur Access to (information on) measures tackling ener-

gy poverty

Laws and regulations (obligation to supply, protec-
tion from disconnection)

Source: own elaboration

The methods employed are qualitative content analysis, based on Mayring (2014),
and policy analysis, leaning on Bacchi’s problem representation (2009) and on Kerr
and others” policy evaluation (2019). The assessment is conducted exclusively on
the NECPs’ sections principally addressing energy poverty (a detailed overview of
the analysed sections is provided in Appendix A). The qualitative content analysis is
applied through thematic analysis and a mixed deductive and inductive approach.
An analytical framework was developed based on themes from the literature and
then revised upon coding the plans. The final category system is itself a core result,
and it provides intersubjectivity to the method and allows replication (Mayring,
2014).

Methodological limitations comprise the different lengths of the plans, at national
discretion, which might influence the scope of energy justice dimensions that could
be found. The analysis of the plans is on the national level. Thus, local and interna-
tional situations and perspectives on energy poverty are not contemplated, despite
a systemic perspective being constitutive of energy justice. Finally, the NECPs
contain both existing and new planned measures. These were analysed altogether
since a clear distinction was not always possible throughout the plans.

5. Empirical findings: Energy justice across Europe

Energy poverty in the four countries under study differs. To put the analysis of the
four NECPs into context, figures 2 and 3 give an overview of the energy poverty
situation in Austria, Italy, Denmark and Poland. They display energy poverty indi-
cators identified by the European Energy Poverty Observatory, EPOV. The EPOV
distinguishes four primary energy poverty indicators. They comprise self-reported
or indirect measurements of arrears on utility bills and inability to keep the home
adequately warm, as well as expenditure-based and thus direct measurements of low
absolute energy expenditure and a high share of energy expenditure in income (EU
Energy Poverty Observatory, 2018). Historical trends are presented only for arrears
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on utility bills and the inability to keep the home adequately warm, since this data
is available for a longer time span (Thema & Vondung, 2020).

Figure 2: Energy poverty trends for the four countries, between 2004-2019 a) Arrears
on utility bills. b) Inability to keep home adequately warm.

; /___/\ i
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Figure 3 portrays another indicator selected by the EPOV, energy poverty as indi-
cated by low absolute energy expenditure. The situation is differentiated in the
core-periphery direction, with lower shares of population affected in Austria and
Denmark.

Figure 3: Share of population in energy poverty by low absolute energy expenditure
2010

LOW ABSOLUTE ENERGY EXPENDITURE (M/2) | 2010

I
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EU

Source: EPOV

As the figures show, the four countries under study depart from different problem
settings regarding energy poverty. Households' energy liabilities have decreased for
all countries, moving below the EU average. A downward trend is also seen for
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the inability to keep the home warm (except for Italy). However, as shown by
both depictions, Italy and Poland fare worse than the other two countries (also
historically), confirming the core-periphery division identified by Bouzarovski and
Tirado Herrero (2017).

To analyse how the four different EU member states approach energy poverty with-
in their national contexts and in light of diverging problem pressure, the NECP of
each country was examined along the analytical framework, consisting of two main
parts: 1) problematisation and 2) policy measures. Each part then delves into the
three energy justice dimensions (recognition, distribution, and procedural justice),
to which energy poverty aspects are traced back. This structure will also guide
the following subsection, which presents the empirical results from a cross-country
comparative perspective.

5.1 Problematisation
Recognition

None of the four member states under study had an official definition of energy
poverty at the end of 2019, when the plans were published. Hence, the plans
employ unofficial or provisional ones or refer to Eurostat. Denmark describes
energy poverty as the inability to heat. At the same time, Italy refers to the inability
to purchase energy services or on the grounds of diversion of resources to ensure
energy services. Conversely, the Austrian definition is based on energy poverty
drivers, specifically low-income and high energy costs. The Polish plan does not
clearly define it but refers to a high share of energy costs in household disposable
income.

Denmark considers energy poverty a social problem and thus pertaining to social
policy. Its plan states that “therefore, in the Danish energy policy no specific nation-
al objectives exist for the limitation of energy poverty” (p.74). It then points out
that the plan contains some “social policy instruments related to energy consump-
tion” (p.74). Specific characteristics of groups in energy poverty are vulnerability in
the Danish and Polish plans, while Italy problematises energy poverty with respect
to age — whereby households with at least one member younger than 65 years are
likely to be more vulnerable — and to place of residence, since energy poverty rates
are unequally distributed across the country, to the disadvantage of the South.

Distribution

Energy poverty is associated with energy-inefficient buildings, report Austria and
Poland. However, for Austria, this occurs (also) with buildings inhabited by the
homeowner, while the second points out municipal buildings. Energy inefficiency is
characteristic of single-family houses, according to both plans. Austria specifies that,
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in general, this inefficiency is driven by oil and natural gas used for heating, while
Italy points to energy type consumed without specifying,.

High energy costs are recognised as a cause in the Austrian and Italian plans. Italy
problematises their rise disproportionately affecting people in deprivation, and that
energy expenditures are a higher share out of total expenditure for the households
in the lowest energy consumption decile. Instead, from an inefficiency perspective,
Austria points out that energy-poor households consume 140 % more energy for
residential services than average households.

Household size matters in Italy, but while one-person households are less vulnerable
to energy poverty, the opposite holds for Austria, according to the plan. Both coun-
tries associate energy poverty with poverty, highlighting the difficulty or inability
that energy-poor houscholds face to finance investments needed to improve their
living conditions. Similarly, Poland mentions their specific obstacle of the lack
of creditworthiness. Low income correlates with energy poverty and characterises
Poland’s primary inhabitants of energy-inefficient municipal buildings.

Procedure

The plans and absence of official energy poverty definitions hint to a lack of moni-
toring of the issue overall and specific objectives to tackle it in the Danish case.
Further, Italy estimates that only a third of potential beneficiaries of energy bonuses
are reached and hypothesises lacking awareness and administrative complexities in
access as causes. In the Polish NECD, lacking creditworthiness is instead identified
as an obstacle to supporting measures.

5.2 Measures
Recognition

All plans except Austria target people receiving social benefits, thus linking energy
poverty recognition with situations of deprivation or need for social assistance,
such as the “citizenship income” in Italy or unemployment or illness benefits in
Denmark, but also high costs for housing or a large family. Italy also addresses fami-
lies and accounts for their size and number of children, while Denmark mentions
energy poverty measures tailored for “the weakest (...) pensioners” (Danish NECP,
2019, 121).

All four plans identify specific needs linked to low income and limited or no
capital. Italy considers several exposures and needs, characterising people in ener-
gy poverty. For instance, measures shall account for the energy needs of people
relying on life-saving medical equipment, living in remote areas or the impacts of
exceptional events such as earthquakes or climatic zones. Similarly, Poland mentions
support for municipalities characterised by poor air quality.
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Distribution

The most prominent focus throughout the plans is on energy efficiency measures,
where housing and heating play a role in all four NECPs. Denmark plans to
subsidise these improvements not specifically for people in energy poverty but
horizontally to improve the energy performances of buildings via financial aid
for specific renovations and informational campaigns on energy savings and to
target building owners. Instead, recognising that long-term investments in building
stocks are difficult to withstand for energy-poor households, Austria points to
the alternative of “relatively modest investments (which) can often also have a
significant impact” (Danish NECP, 2019, 187). Differently, Italy mentions tax
deductions — green social bonus — on energy refurbishment of buildings, loans to
energy-poor families, and a programme for energy-efficient refurbishment of social
housing. Finally, Poland mentions the broadening of the thermo-modernisation
bonus to municipal buildings, as well as subsidies, loans and direct replacements
for people in energy poverty to upgrade their heating, cooling or residential energy
infrastructures. Efficient cooling systems are fostered in the Polish and Italian plans.
Latter also envisages the provision of energy-efficient appliances for low-income
households, while Poland accounts for the connection to and expansion of the
energy network.

Regarding energy expenditure, Austria presents the regulation and limitation of
ancillary late payment costs that network operators can collect. Italy and Poland
foresee a reduction of costs through energy efficiency improvements and mention
several instruments to alleviate expenditures of energy poor. Instead, looking at
measures acting on income and capital, Austria and Denmark mention existing
provisions which exempt or compensate low-income households for higher costs or
taxes due to climate measures. Both countries also report social policy instruments
(indirectly) alleviating energy poverty, such as minimum income instruments and
housing subsidies in Austria. And cash support, in addition to any social benefits,
in case of unforeseen (energy) expenses, illness or unemployment in Denmark. In a
similar direction, Italy aims at ameliorating its existing electricity and gas bonuses
by linking them to indicators of the economic situation and energy utility. The
Polish plan presents measures acting directly and indirectly on the income and
capital of people in energy poverty. Lastly, Italy prospects measures to tackle energy
poverty while supporting the expansion of renewable energy, such as an “energy
income” for low-income families, to entirely finance PV for residential use.

Procedure

Poland and Italy outline their efforts to define and monitor the issue. Italy envisages
instituting a national Observatory on energy poverty by 2020, which would also
coordinate specific measures. Concerning access to information on energy prices,
use and supply options, all four plans outline initiatives targeting generic energy
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consumers, among which the energy poor, like tools to check personal energy
consumption, bills and contracts or compare suppliers. More targeted, Austria
mandates large energy suppliers to establish contact and advice centres also covering
issues related to energy poverty. Poland, instead, sees initiatives favouring broader
participation in the energy market, such as prosumers and dynamic price contracts,
as means to ameliorate the position of vulnerable consumers through a more active
role.

Regarding accessibility to information on existing measures to eradicate energy
poverty, Austria and Italy mention vague intentions, for instance, to develop in-
formal and organisational-legal measures to complement financial support and de-
crease administrative or organisational barriers of energy poverty specific measures.
Finally, with the exception of Italy, countries have or plan obligations to contract
and supply, despite poor credit ratings, arrears in payments or debts. Austria also
mandates reminders before energy is cut off, and Poland envisages protection
against supply suspension. Finally, both included in the plan measures on dispute
settlements, although not specifically for the energy poor.

6. Discussion

Opverall, the problematisation of energy poverty and the measures outlined in the
four NECPs are only a starting point towards realising energy justice since they
both consider structural components and dynamics of energy poverty to a limited
extent. Measures are often vague and only partially coherent with problematisa-
tion, leaving identified problematic aspects unaddressed. The absence of official
definitions and the variety of those employed in the NECPs hinders cross-country
comparison and sufficient coverage of the issue.

The three tenets of energy justice (recognitions, distribution and procedure) are
cinstituted by several elements, as outlined in figure 1. However, their consideration
is limited in the NECPs. In terms of recognition, all four plans mention a few social
groups, characteristics, and structural inequalities. Several dimensions associated
with higher vulnerability to energy poverty, such as gender and education (Gillard
et al., 2017; Hills, 2012), are absent in the plans. This confirms the observations by
Feenstra and Clancy (2020) that, while there are gender inequalities tied to energy
poverty in the EU, this gendered injustice, along with an intersectional perspective
on it, is often overlooked. Limited data availability is an issue for recognitional
justice (Feenstra & Clancy, 2020). However, when data is available, such as for
age, gender, family composition and locations associated with higher energy poverty
(Bouzarovski et al., 2021), it is only partially considered in the NECPs. Qualitative
inquiries into daily practices (Xu & Chen, 2019), for instance, to uncover gender
roles and thus unbalanced burdens in coping with energy poverty (Petrova &
Simcock, 2021), are also absent in the NECDPs, weakening recognition of energy
poverty injustices. Specific energy consumption needs are considered only by Italy.
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Old age, disability, illness, or infant children are absent in the other plans, despite
these situations causing higher vulnerability to inadequate housing temperature or
insufficient electricity (Gillard et al., 2017; Hills, 2012).

With respect to distributional justice, problematic energy inefficiency and high
expenditures and related measures are mentioned in all plans. Housing retrofitting
is central, specifically for public housing in Italy and Poland. These interventions
offer substantial synergy between climate goals and energy poverty eradication
(Urge-Vorsatz & Tirado Herrero, 2012). However, the required investments are
a hindrance for energy-poor houscholds, recognised by Austria, but left mostly
unaddressed by measures across the four plans. Further, the multidimensionality
of energy poverty requires more comprehensive approaches, with non-monetary,
self-assessed, and monetary indicators, to grasp living conditions and effects on
capabilities (Sokotowski et al., 2020).

Moreover, building on this, adequate energy poverty benefits should be linked
to energy dimensions rather than general poverty (Kyprianou et al., 2019), an
approach partially present in the Italian plan. Unequal distribution of outcomes
is assessed only by Austria and Italy, where the latter has the only plan stating
spatial distribution inequalities. Also, temporality is moderately considered, as well
as whether causalities arise at the household or socio-economic level (Oliveras et al.,
2021). Itraly and Denmark mention rising energy costs during the 2008 economic
crisis and unemployment, pointing to the structural energy poverty perspective.
This perspective needs, however, to be expanded in all plans to include the impacts
of transitional policies on energy poverty. The Austrian and Danish plans briefly
mention measures to alleviate such impacts.

Finally, procedural justice is deficient, with Italy estimating one third of potential
beneficiaries not being reached and Austria aiming to eliminate similar administra-
tive difficulties in access. This tenet seems, however, more addressed than the other
two through interventions, with a focus on transparency and supply comparison
tools, however generic to any energy consumers and probably a result of compliance
with EU directives. Some measures are mentioned to ensure information, participa-
tion, and legal support of energy poor citizens. Although access to decision-making
processes was per se not investigated, it is part of procedural justice. No plan men-
tions it concerning energy poverty, despite the tenant-landlord dilemma capturing
barriers to performing energy improvements in buildings when agency and benefits
are split between actors (Astmarsson et al., 2013; Seebauer et al., 2019).

Different problematisation across the NECPs may be explained through the nation-
al context. Denmark’s striking case, assigning energy poverty alleviation to social
policy and excluding it from energy and climate goals and policies, may be under-
stood through the country’s Scandinavian welfare regime and low-energy poverty
rates (Bouzarovski et al., 2021). By considering energy poverty a secondary effect
of poverty, a common perspective in countries with the highest median incomes
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(Prime & Slabe-Erker, 2020), Denmark can rely on an existing strong étatism and
generous social benefits (Arts & Gelissen, 2010) to address energy poverty, at the
risk of neglecting its specific effects on climate, environment, and health (Prime
& Slabe-Erker, 2020). Differently, countries with high energy poverty, Italy and
Poland, provide a more detailed problematisation of the issue in the NECPs, but
Bouzarovski et al. (2021) stress that more ambition is needed.

7. Conclusions

Alternative energy transition strategies have different impacts on inequalities and
injustices. This study takes an energy justice perspective and compares four NECPs
to examine how their approaches to energy poverty entail (in)justices in recogni-
tion, distribution and procedure. The investigation finds the Italian plan to be
the most detailed in problematising energy poverty. At the same time, Denmark
describes the issue the least, since it assigns energy poverty to the social policy
domain beyond the NECP. This choice highlights the relevance of considering the
socio-economic institutions and resources on which a country can draw to address
energy poverty, as well as the fact that sectorial policy separation is also common.
However, the multidimensional challenge of energy poverty requires integration
across policy fields. Some steps in this direction are happening, for instance with
energy poverty benefits being linked to unemployment subsidies; but efforts in
all four plans could increase to develop integrated eco-social policies (Mandelli,
2022; Seebauer et al., 2019). The disaggregation of energy poverty along all three
energy justice tenets is limited as, in particular, gender is disregarded by all plans.
Age, illness, and other vulnerabilities to energy poverty, as well as spatial injustices,
are barely mentioned, too. The focus on economic indicators prevails over that
on needs, wellbeing, and justice aspects, confirming the results of other analyses
(Bouzarovski et al., 2021; Sovacool et al., 2016). All plans identify energy efficient
buildings as a promising area of intervention, endorsing previous suggestions for
strong synergies between social and energy policies in the literature (Urge-Vorsatz &
Tirado Herrero, 2012). The plans acknowledge that the necessary investments are
hindrances for people in energy poverty. However, pertaining support measures are
vague and other problems, such as the tenant-landlord dilemma, eco-gentrification
or interactions with broader housing market dynamics, remain unaddressed (Gross-
mann et al., 2021; Grossmann, 2019; Seebauer et al., 2019). A broader recognition
of structural injustices associated with energy poverty is needed to ground more
concrete policies, integrate social and energy goals, and reach a “justice-aware”

energy policy (Sovacool et al., 2017).
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1.2 Current policy and administrative struc- AT AT added a focus on ener-
tures — Dimension 4: market integration — gy poverty

Measures to overcome energy poverty

2.4.4 National objectives to prevent energy AT, DK, IT, PL EU guidelines
poverty (including a time frame for implemen-
tation), where applicable

3.2 Dimension Energy efficiency DK Danish Section 3.4.3 on
energy poverty measures
refers to section 3.2 for
other measures relevant

for energy poverty
3. Policies and | Where applicable, measures AT Energy poor consumers
measures — to protect consumers, espe- are mentioned in the EU
3.4.3. Market | cially against energy poverty guidelines title.
;Ctegratlon = | Policies and measures to pro- | DK, IT, PL (only the paragraphs ex-
: tect consumers, eSpeCIa/Iy vul- p||c|t|y concerning energy
nerable and, where applicable, poor consumers —as far
energy poor consumers, and as this distinction is pos-
to improve the competitive- sible)
ness and contestability of the
retail energy market
3. Policies and measures —3.4.4.Energy poverty | AT, IT, PL EU guidelines

—i. Where applicable, policies and measures to

achieve the objectives set out in point 2.4.4. Absent for DK,

plan refers to
3.4.3.v



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

235

Energy poverty across Europe

's3ulp|ing
Jedidrunw yusiyaul A3
-UD Ul 9AI| 9W0DUI 1S9MO|
ynm a|dosd (uonnquisip)

‘se8 pue
|10 JO 3583103p A}ID113D3| 4O 5E3UID
-Ul P3}5B23104 "S32IN0S JO XIW pue

1ood A8iaus 10} % 0L Aq (Suipjing ay3
104 sasn A31aus Jayjo pue A31aus |ed
-14393]3 ‘U002 Ya3em joy ‘Suijeay)
(122/f2) uonndwinsuod A31aua 19ySiH

'd3 Ul 2JI0W 3q 03 pud} spjoyasnoy
1aquiaw 3|3uls :(4a1ip) 92is HH

sed [einjeu

d A8
. i uondwnsuod A31aua |erauapIsay DUE 110 :(s19A1p) swio3shs Surjean uoinquysia
Spiepue3s (12A11p) 2dAy uondwinsuo)
-13u3 Jood ypm ‘s8uipjing ‘ease uial| pajesy 43
jeddiunw pue s8uipjing "9sealdul 03 paydad -81e| 4sumoawoy ayy Aq pajiqeyut ‘sa
Ajiwey 918uls :(1aALp) -X3 2Je HH J3]|BWS d3 Ul K|ay1| 559 -snoy Aj1ej-0M} J0 3UO ‘096 210431 £
sanpsiaeIeyd SUISNOH | JaqIDW SUO YYIM :(4aALp) 92Is HH e/u | 3Ing :(4aaup) sonsuadeieyd Suisnoy | -uaniyaul A3isu3
sawod}no lo/pue
1d 11 na i\ SISALIP d3 utlew
*A13unod 3y} Jo Yynos
e/u 9Y1 01 YHLON 9Yy3 Woly sasealdul 43 e/u e/u | aduapisal jo ade|d
slawinsuod A31aua pue
sdnoi3 [e120s Jo J135143} SI9WO0}
-deJeyd e se A}jigesau|np e/u | -snd3jqesauina e/u Aypqesauinp
"95e3.0Ul 03 Pa323dXa die HH 353y L
'plo sieak g9 anoqe pade Jaquiaw
e/uU | 9UO}Se3| 18 YUM HH J0J JaMO| S| 43 e/u e/u a8y
spaau pue sijstia)aeseyd diyads-dnoin .
s3uijjamp Ajiwey-aj8uts,, e/u e/u sasnoy Ajiweq saljiwed
sdnoi8 |e1dos s|qesaujna e/u e/u e/u sdnoig |enos
e/u sak SOA SIA spjoyasnoH
<Iowns uoijiuSoday
-uod (A813ua / snoased |3 S1awo} SJawoy
-ny / A110113933) 3|qeIau|NA e/u | -snda|gesauina e/u -SNd 4aWnsuo)
1d 1 na IV | papayesdnoin
>3 ul passal CERG D Horstiauip
dJANY P PPV Suipuodsaiio) B——

s3oua} (r3) @d13snf A319ua 331y sy Suoje uonesiyews|qoid (43) A11an0d AS1aus Jo uonzediyisse)d :s3uipui g xipuaddy



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

236

*SS9UIYJIOMHUPIId OU dABY
9|doad sood A3iaus jo
uoipiodoid 3jqelapisuod v

d3

1931UN0 0} SAINSE3W U] SJUBWISAAUL
Ki1essadau ayew jouued Ap1anod ul
HH "HH d3 10} 3|qissadde jou aie
sanuadul Aouaidiya A31aug :(19A1Ip)

‘Ky1anod
9AI3E|3J Ul HH 4O ey} 03 spuodsal
-100 43 ui puasy uiseasnul Ay3is

(uonanquasip) Aysanod

e/u

'SWasAs

J131eM 0y pue Suneay pue s3uip|ing
ul,,, SJUSWIISIAUL 3A1103443 wid)-3uo,,
|BI3UB)SGNS ddUBULY O} SAIYNDIYIP
92e) A11anod Jeau Jo ul HH (19ALip)

‘Au1anod
4o ysu 3e 3jdoad 2y 40 % €07 1e d3

(uoninquasip) Aysanod

Jendes ou / pajiw
-1] %3 WOdUI-MOT]

WD UT }SIMO| 33 YHM

s|doad Joy s350d Y31y 03
pea| s3uip|ing jedpiunw
ul spiepueys A81aua 1004

(+3A11p) Bulpiing
up LHuapiyaul A81aug

'9seaidu| 03} pa
-129dx3 (d3 Jo 1aA1p) sadud AS31au3

"95ea.dul 03 pa3adx3 (d3
0 J3Aup) ainyipuadxa HH |[e1aA0

'S|9A3] UOI}
-dwnsuod 153Y81Y Yum HH % 0L Y3
104 % 1 8uiaqg siyy ysutede ‘Suipuads
|30} JO % G Sem uol3dwnsuod
1S9MO| YHUM HH % OL 94} JO ainyp
-uadxa A813u3 ay3 ‘9107 U| 'sapeddp
omy3se| ay3 ul A3o13d9je pue Sul
-}eay uo ainyipuadxa HH Suiseauu]

"2inypuadxa HH

||_ISAO U] 3583103P pUE SISIID JJWOoU
-023 8007 Y3 YyHm Suoje ‘s3sod A3
-J2Ua Ul asealdul 3sa8Je| ayy padud
-112dx3 oYM ‘HH paaldap uo alow
sy81am s3s0d A813u3 ul asealnu|

:S[9AD|
uondwinsuod 3samoj 1o} pue paaud
-ap 3sow Joy ainyipuadxa AS1aua 12
-y31y :(3933) uonnquisip |enbaun

e/u

‘Ayianod Jo ysu e
Je[noipied U spjoyasnoy aWodUl-Mmo|
Ind s3s02 A315ua y3iH :(uonnquysip)

'$1502
21n3nj ulepadun asned sadiid Suijeay
3]11e[0A (d3 Jo 19Aup) sadud A81au3

sacunos Suiyeay A813ua £A[350)
‘Buipjing ay3 jo Ayijenb jewuayy Jood
(19A11p) Louapiyaul A81au3

‘HH ||e 10} a8e1ane ayy

ueyy 1ay8iy % 6€ 31 HH d3 JO 51503
K813us |enuue 38esaAy "HH d3-uou
10§ % 1 pue HH d3 10} % Lz 03 8ul
-puodsaiiod ‘aleys 31saysiy ayi sey |10
Buieay ‘s3s0d A31au3 ||e JO INO "SHH
o8eiane 1oy % gy ysutele £31aus uo
aWODUI 413U} JO % 8'7 Puads HH d3

(32943) swodul
Jo aieys se ainypuadxa A81aua y3SiH

aim
-Ipuadxa A81aug

‘Bunjeay

10} % 61 Sayoeas pue agelane ueyy
13Y31y % 87 s1 ulAl| 1oy asn A3iaud
Kj1eak 119y "HH 28eJane ue ueyy HH



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

237

Energy poverty across Europe

39K uoniuyap [eIYo ON

39K uoniuYap [eIo ON

Ao1j0d

|e1nos y3noiyy

Aj3o2u1p

-ul Jayjey "pask
-leue Ajpuapuad
-9pul Jou anss|

e/u

anssi d3 uo uol}
-ewJojul 0} ssaNY

43 u1 3jdoad Auew

10} ‘SS3UIYHIOM]IPaId OU
03 a2np sswwel3oidpod
-dns woly uoisnjpx3

‘syjuawialinb

-21 559208 33} Jo Apxa dwod aA13el}
-S|UIWpE pUE SS3UIIEME JO JdB]| 0}
anp A|geqouid "sasnuoq sed pue Ay
-214303|3 03 553208 pajsanbai salield
-Jauaq |ef3ua3od o paIy3 aUo Inogy

e/u

HH d3 104 (SUEO| UOI}EAOUDI 10}
salll|iqel| “8'9) siallieq |euoljesiuedio

d3
Suippe} sainseaw
Sunysixa 03 ssaxy

|eanpasoid

‘Ky1anod-jo-ys1
-} MO|3q S9WODUI 0} Pajeldosse pue
HH 3WO0dUI-MO| 4O dI3siIa3oeleyd st 43

(uonynquiisip) awodu|



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

238

Juswiain

-a1 A|1ea uayey aney oym
suositad pue siauoisuad
a8e pjo,, pue,,sIaUols
-uad jo ped 3sayeam ay,,

m

e/u e/u, 10} Juawsa|ddns Suieay e/u a8y
spaau
puD $31351123201DY>
1d 1l a 1V | dnoib jabipy s1firads
}42uaq Buisnoy
Kieyuswa|ddns aaiedai ued
. 31e| 10 53500 Bul
spjouaq g3Bupy | (dMWesd v
338 19K J0u 1nq ‘Suikpjenb ajdoay | ~SMOU Y31y yum ajdoad |
(se8) aouemol|e [any -IWe) /J|9S9U0 JO Spaau |1} saueny
10 (Ay1p1130319) 342uaq Buisnoy 'sasnuoq A31ua |e1D0s ssad | -|nj 03 Ajijiqeur o} Suipes) -2uaq }yaUaq-d3 |
8uiA1a231 Jo Juswaiinbal ayj uo | -de Ajjedrzewoine ued dwodul diys JuUapIdUL [B1D0S) DUE)SIS -uajod pue saul
paulJap SISWNSUOD 3]qeIdu|NA . 93 Jo Buiyauaq sjdoad e/u | -auaqiyauaq |
siaquiaw Ajiwey Jo Jaquinu pue
e/u uaIp|1yd 404 Suiunodde ‘saljiwes e/u e/u Aiwey
uoizdwinsuod A813ua adnpal swajsAs uony
0} swia}sAs uopdwinsuod-4|as pue -dwnsuod-yjas pue
e/u | sarunwwod A313us Jo uoowoid e/u e/u | saniunwwod A81au3
siawns
-U02 ¢ ‘sIaWinsuo0d [any snoased slawo}
pue 315113933 3|qeIau|NA e/u SIAWINSUOD ‘SIaW03SND e/u -snd ‘s1awnsuo)
HH Jood A8isu3
(syuswiaainb
-2l A813ua d1seq I3y}
193w [|eys) uonyejndod
3Y3 JO su0133s ||e
HH HH HH ‘{(323lgns urew) HH PIJETIEL)
1d 11 a i\ sdnoub 3abip] | uoiu8oday
d3 ui sjusuod uoisuaw
dJ3N ydea uj passaippy | -wod Suipuodsaiio) -1p dnsnr

$33ud} (3 931y} 3y} Suoje 43 apjde} 03 suawnijsui Ad1jod jo uoryesyisse)d :sSupulq ) xipuaddy



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

239

Energy poverty across Europe

('spsepueys N3 Suipasadxa
syuein|jod Jie JO SUOI}RIFUIIUOD
'9'1) Ajenb Jre sood ypm saiy

-ljedipiunw 8uipa8iey poddns e/u e/u e/u uoiynjjod sy
2U0Z dI3eWI|D AU} JO UoIdUNY
e/u e Se 0s|e SalieA snuoq |eldos sed e/u e/u auoz d1jewl|D
sayenbyiea se yans syuand JUINS
e/u Jeuolydadxa Aq paydaye ajdoad e/u e/u |ednjeu awalixy
spuejsi [jews
10 seale snouleluNoOW ‘elulpies ul sea
e/u 9)doad 1oy suoipdnpas xey A31aus e/u e/u | -ieajowal ul SulAr
9WI0dUI JO dAI}
->adsaull pajueld ‘yuawdinba esy
e/u -paw 8uines-a41| uo jueljas 3jdoad e/u e/u yiesH
942 24NN 10 3|
uo pedu |eppnid Aue ypm
10 sasuadxa A81aua juey
-1lodwi uianod siapury
(3uswAhojdwaun ‘ssau suol}
-21s) suoijipuod ur aueyd -1puod 8ulAl| Jo uol}
|e13ue}SqNS puUe UIISII0) -eJO1I9}AP UDISAI0Y
e/u e/u -un ue uaym poddng e/u | -un pue |erpuesqns
(pauyap
HH 1sa100d 10U pUE 32UO pauoiudW)
9y} 'l ‘SIaWNSU0) d|gelaujnp Sal|lwey Jo HH d]qelaujnp S19WO03SNd 3|qeIBUINA e/u Ayijiqesaunp
‘asn
Jo adA} ay3 Jo uoipouny e se os|e
salieA snuoq |e1d0s sed ‘waishs
Suijeay e Suiyde| Jo aueyiaw oy
saAljeusayje ypm dupeay ajdoad jo
Spaau d14123ds Joj JuNode pjnoys pasn a2inos
e/u | ssadde Suiroidwi sainseaw Ad1jod e/u e/u K319up jo adA|



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

240

-1eay 1u3sip jo Suipes3dn
pue uoisuedxa ‘U0[3dNI}SUOD
‘s3uljjamp-aj3uis uy sood A3
-12u? 4oy 8uneay jo uaw
-9oe|daJ poddns 03 sueo)
|eijuaszgaid pue salpisqns  —

:8uijo0d 13 Sunjeay

s8uip|ing
fedidiunw 8uippe ‘snuoq
UOI}eSIUIDPOWOWIdY} —

‘8uip|ing aaisuayaidwod
43 8uiye8iey sswweiSoid
ueo| pue 8uipuny n3 Suisn  —

{SJUDWIISAAUI JO A}
qissoduwl| 40 S313|NDIYIp IO}
guijunodde ‘uoijeAoual pue

uol3dNIIsuod 1oy poddns  —

:8uisnoy

(8ur

-pes8dn jewiayy 8'3) syoafoid
JUSW}SAAUI dAISURAX3 Jsow
3y3 3no Aued 0y ojdoad Jood

sa1313ua Aypiomy
-paJd 10 SNUOQ UOI}AOUSI pue
SNuUOQ UOI}esIuIdpoOWOWIay} —

‘3uisnoy
|BID0S PI}EAOUDI PUE JUDIDIYD
A813ua Joj swweidoid 281e] —

{s93ny3sul Suisnoy |e1dos 0y
papudIXa UdY3 ‘saljiwie) d3 0}
sueo| yum ‘suip|ing jo Jusw

-ysigJnyas A313ua uo (snuoq

|e120s u2a18) uoiPNpap xey —

:8uisnoy

Kpisgns Junodde A81aua |ew
-13y3 Bunsixa ayy Bundepe () —

‘swa3ysAs uorpdwinsuod-4|as pue
s313uNWwod A813ua eI uoly
-dwnsuod A3iaus jo uoipnpas —

{s103n1 A8J3U3 ‘sawiayds uoi}
-e21413432 A|ddns A31aus ‘syeaiq

s3uines A81aua Joy
|erzuaod ayy 8uisijeal
poddns oy sugiedwes —

s3ul
-p|inq 104 |2qe| A312ua
Buisn xg sBuines A31aua
40351 21123ds e yym
9duepiodde ul s3ul
-pling J1ay3} pajeaoual
aney oym s3uipjing
4O SIUMO 0} UAAIS

3q ||m pie [epueuly  —

Kouaiiye A81aus Joy salp
-1sqns (uo1123s 43 ul Jou)
:8uisnoy

s8uip|ing ut Ajienoiied 4
-uapiys A81aus Sunyediey

saIpisgns di410ads aie ‘43
104 JueA3JaI Se pasiudodal

-uod

-dns [eidueuly pue 321}
->eud ojul 3nd 03 Asea
SI YdIYM UOIeIosul
JUBIDIYNS Sployasnoy
13440 p|noys sainseaw
Uyans “pedwi Juediu
-81s e aney os|e usayo
UEd SIUSWIISIAUL 35D
-pow AjaAi3e[a1 Suinjon
-Ul S2INSEIVY 'SIIINOS
-94 UMO UM 3 ndiyglp
SJ€ SIUSWISIAUL UYINS
d3 Uaym Ing swiay
-sAs 193em joy pue
Suneay pue sadojan
-us 8ulp|ing y3oq Sul
-3281e3 43 W0213A0 0}
papasu S JUSWISIA
-Ul 9A130343 Wd3-8uo)

:8unjeay »g Suisnoq

HH awod
-U1-moJ 40 Aduaiya A3
-13U3 3seaudul 03 s4ald

K813ua 1oy sweiBoud Apisqns xe} ‘suoije|ndal ‘salpisqns  — 1nq 43 8uiadiel JoN -dns 03 saaiuadul (,) fouapiyys A81sua
sainseaw uon}
1d 1l a 1V | Aq pa1asie) ease 43 -nquisig
SHH pue S3l|IW e} SWO0dUI-MO|
SpUN JUSBIHNSUL YHM s|enplAipul, siq
,SUOI}IPUOD J1WIOU0I3-01205 pade) ABsaua ypm saindiyip
S9WO0dUI }59MO| 3y} Yy3m 3jdoad .:M%mm% ut m:_\\m__n_emm3 dl3sswiop, ur 4o 03 3jqeun ajdoad
Jdiyspiey [eaisAyd Jo oiwouods ui .
Ssa1H3ud Aypomyipan, uiAl ul satjiwey, uoire|ndod ayy SHH sWosUI-Mol
d 40 suo1323s panlidap, pue,,padel s3gap p|o 1o sduiyes
+100C 913 J0 5p33U,,, 104 3UNODY -ueapesip, diyspiey |esiskyd/jen Hpasd 1ood yym ajdoad
- 3
wd3 JOslije seale, ueuly, JO sUOIIPUOD Ul SUIAIl HH SWODU| MO| fpianod

9|doad 1ood A3i1aua

‘suol}Ipuod Ayanod

K|oA13E[31 B Y}IM SUOSId

Jeau Jo ul w_QOwn_

Jended 13 awodu|



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

241

Energy poverty across Europe

SJUBWISAAUL ADUBIDIYD

K813ua wouy Buiynsas s1a8

-png pjoyasnoy ui s3s02 A81
-U3 JO aJeys ayj ul uoionpal —

f13Wwnsu0d A1}
-23|3 3|qeJUINA 10} 3DUBMO|
-le A81aua ajei-jely () —

|euol}dadxa Aq pajoaye suolie|
-ndod 10} s3500 A312ua 2dNpal
0} SUOIJUSAID}U| pasiplepue)s —

‘|any 8uijeay pue A3puy

-23]3 UO SUOI}INPIP Xe) BIA pue

‘suoljipuod Apanod 03 pajeds

‘sasnuoq sed pue A}1214323|9

pue fouapiys A31aua el 9|d
-0ad 4310y s|j1q AS12us 2dnpas  —

e/u

pajein3ai pue

paywi| ‘pasipiepuess

ale siojesado ylomiau
33 Ag pa323]|0d $3500

juawAed a3e| A1ejjpue

ainyipuadxa AS1aua

‘salyddns fo uoisuadsns

1suipbp uoi3razo.d (bows doys)
yiomiau sob 4o A1131433313 ‘bui
-1D3Y IO13SIP Y3 03 UOIFIIUUOI

yiomiau A813ua 3y}
30 uoisuedxa/ 0} uoIAUUO)

(se3e4 3y8iu-1ano

pue A}1211199]3 4O uoI}dINpal

ein) 32032319 ypm ySiu e

Sawioy J19y3 1eay pue sadeu

-Iny pajepino ade|das 01 sid

-umo pjoyasnoy a3einodua
0} :jjlie} Sows-pUy MaN  —

{(Sowss do3s) yiomiau sed
10 310143933 ‘Buijood ‘Bul

(90erd

uopdwinsuod pue uoljesauald swes
0} uoi3edijqo ay3 wouj uoipdwaxa
'9'l) syue|d paumo 113y3 Ul padnp
-01d A3121430312 Suia3aW 32U Asn
Kjreuoiyipuod ued Suisnoy d1gnd
pasipisgns SuiSeuew suoidai pue
sa1poq 21|qnd ‘HH paS8ejueapesi
djay pue asn ajgemaual aseainul
0] ‘HH 2WOdUI-MO| 104 ‘Ad JI}SaW
-0p Ul S}USWIISIAUL % 0L ulian0d
suoinquiuod [eyded jueid oy puny
3uinjonal e si,, awodul A31aud

:A813ua ajgemauay

9}2I2U0D pue [eUOI}UNY
SJ0W snuoq ay} jo uoledijdde ay3
yew o3 juawdinba Juapiys A)ed
-180jouyd33 A|y1y yum papiaoid
Kj30311p 3q ||IM $2103S 35| MO|
K13A y1m spjoyasnoy ‘diyspiey |ed
-1sAyd 1oy sasnuoq ay3 03 payul]
:sadueyjdde HH

(4swwins ayy Sunnp)

53502 8UIUOI}IPUOD-IIE IO (19JUIM
ay3 unnp) 53500 3ul3eay Janod 0}

53500 A812Ua syjuowW 331y} 03 JU3|
-eAINba ‘Qsow Je ‘9q ||Im }iguag

:8uijooo 13 Sunesay

"pugd
sed ay3 4o Sunneay puy
-SIp 03 $S3208 JNOYHM
sease uj pazedo| sdul
-pjinq ur sdwnd yeay
yym siauing 10 ade(d
-21 03 awayds Apisgns
:(uondas djurjou) —

"Juawainal Aj1es
3uisooyd suosiad pue
s1auoisuad ade p|o Jo}

swsa|ddns Suijeay —

:Bunjesy

‘siaumo 3uip|ing
10} s2UNseaw [eldueUly
pue sajjunyioddo |ed
-18ojouyd3y uo sudied

-Wwed uonewsojul  —

s9pod Buip|ing ay3 u
s8uip|ing jo uoijeaousl
ay3 01 syuswialinbas  —

:s8uipjing 8ui3sixa Jo4

Modsueny
9pN|PXa 43 uo saIndiy
pue ‘pauoijuawW sains

-eaw d1}10ads podsuesy
ou Ing ,sjuawalinbai
Aytjiqow pue A31aua
dIseq 419y} }23W ued
uoleindod ay3 jo suoly
-235 ||e JeY} 2INSUD 0}
apew 34 }snw SHO

:Jodsues)



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

242

,9|doad 3sa100d ay3 329301d
01, I slawnsuod A31aua 3|qe
-12uinA ujuiyap meq A81aug 3y

SJUSWINIISU] SWOdUI Wnwiuiw

Ajddns

se8 |einjeu pue A}1D143033 4O 3500
3y} Joj saunseaw poddns jo yuaw
-Aed juiof [enpusjod e SuiAyipuspl
‘uoijesuadwod 3502 ueyy Jay3o spo
-y3aw Buisn pajueld aq 03 SgRUAq
— P3[313us sl oym Jo uolesiyiuspl
pajewolne (335|) swodul 03 yul|
ppe :sasnuoq |e120s A3iaus Sul
-MalAal Aq ssadde J1ay3 Suirordwi
:S3l|IWe} SWODUI-MO]| 03 S3IPISgNs

Kjtwey a81e| 10
3uisnoy Joy s3502 y8iy
Y}M 10 ‘sasuadxa jued

-131u8is pue uaasalopun
ynm uole (uoney
-qeyod JO dUeNUIU0D
-SIp ‘sSaUXDIS ‘ssaul|1)
suoiypuod SulAl 3y}
ur a8ueyp |eryueisgns
e JO 35D Ul (S}
-3U3q |e120S 03} UOIHp
-pe ul) Joddns ysedy —

‘saxe} pue
51502 A8J3ua Suipnjoul
‘BulAl| Jo s3500 punose
paJn3oNi3s s way

-sAs 1ajsuely awodu| —

PIENE]

0} pa128iey A|jediynads
10U st ya1ym “4o1jod
|B1D0S BIA passaippe 43 —

saxe} uaaid 1ay3y oy

9|doad awodul-mo| a3es
-uadwod 03 3}29yd uaai3 (,)

8uliiq Ajyauow
0311y3u eia siawins
-u02 (d3) 129104d-

‘uondNp
-04d 3121430313 U218
10§ 51500 |RUOI}IPPE
4O Spjoyasnoy awod
-UI-MO| PaA3I|al 1Y
A312143939(3 USID (,)-

|exded 1g swodu;

‘s|a

-ny snoased 1o A}1014303|9 Jo

Jopuaa ay3 28ueyd o3 uoiydo

‘981eyd BIIX3 INOYHM SR}
-uod djeulwsdy oy uondo —

‘wayshs Su
pue Suisjaw uswAedasd —

syayJew |1eyas A3
-U? 4o uoiiesijelaqi| ay} Auedwodde
03 sainseaw uol}da3oid JaWiNsuo)

2in}ipuadxa A1
-Ua Jo poddns ui sainseaw 8ul
-351x3 4o AouaPIyYd 3y} dseanul —

{(sayenbyyiea
134e s||1q Jo uoisuadsns) syuUIAd



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

243

Energy poverty across Europe

SEN
-lew |anj snoased pue A31aua
ay3 Jo uoijesado jo sajni ay3 oy
123dsal ypm siawinsuod Suowe
ssauaieme Suisies 007 20D

Jyiew Ay

-121323]2 9y} Ul 3|04 dAI}DE dioW
€ U0 e} 0} Wayy a8einodua
pue SI3WNSU0D 3|qEIBU|NA JO
od 3y} adueyud 0} papud}
— uowwiod aiow Sulwod
-9q (s3pei3uod 3dud d1weukp Jo
siawnsoid 40 s31AI3S uoIjed
-2133e) 3931 ew A31014323]9 3y Ul
uoljedidijied Jo swio) AV

(suonye|n8ai K1oynyeys

Ul 3N0 335 10303s pjoyasnoy ayy
ul saoud [any snoased 8uijeln
-8a19p 104 WeIPWI} Y} YHM
uoldauuod ul pauueld) sed o}
pue A}1211323]3 40} Yy3oq ‘sa1}
qissod uiys}ms pue siao
}N0ge 0jul 0} SSAIJE JBPEOI]
pue J3isea 104 panoidwi 3q 0}
:103e|ndjed 3d1d A81sua auljuo

‘siaunsuod sed pue A}
~1D14323]3 104 43U UOITLWIOLU]

‘s3y8u Jawins
-U02 JO UOI3D3||0D 3y} 0} SS3I0e

suSiedwed uojew.ogul pue ‘(02
-lun d3uaunbdy pue v333Y Aq 3|qe
-|tene apew Apeai|e) sia,jo Sulied
-W0d Jo4 5|00} uduBYUD :pauUe|d

pauon

-uawi 43 Joy saiypads oN — s303foad
s1eyjono3oyd Jo uoijen|eas djwou
-023 pasijeuosiad e Joy siawins
-01d,, 404 [epiod uorrdwinsuod-4|as

JJuswAed anpiano

jo sased uj uipnppul, Al ddns 3ui

-3ueyd pue ujyd}ms Ja1sea smo|
-V "Pappe a9 [|Im s|o0} Juawade

-uew ejep —3deijuod A|ddns pue
uoipdwnsuod A813ua umo uo 8ul

-wJoyul w1sAs 1] :610z dUIS (,)

-9]0yM pue |1e3ai ||

o8euew oy qnyejeq(,) —

s|liq Ayoudape

JO JU33U0D 3y} Uo plep
-uels wnwiuiw e Sun
-13s ‘9|qepueisiapun A|
-1Se9 2Jow 34k s||iq
A3121439313 JeY3} 3INS

-ua oyuone|nday (,) —

u311d
-dns 112y3 Aq Jw0snd
9y} 03 JUdS ||Iq duo Ul

dn pawwins aJe A}013
-29|9 0} paje|al 53500 ||e
pue 10ejuo0d Jawolsnd
Kiewud ayy aney siand
-dns aunsus o3 [apow
oujuad Jalddns () —

‘10e3U0D JaWO03SNd Aue
ul Auedwod Ajodouow
ay3 Buiysindunsip 4|
-1e3)2 ‘satuedwod |1e3al
pue Ajodouow pajeid
-33u1 A||B21343A M1q UOI}
-USIp Je3P Uo MeT (L) —

'SI2WINSUOD ||e

104 |2A3] 221id a3e1idoid

-de ue aInsus 03 1apIo

ul pasoyiuow Ajasod

sijuawdojanap 13y1ew

aA13132dwod Ajjny st
uonjew.oy adud |1eyay  —

‘payd

-dns xiw ay3 ul

s921n0s A31aud 3y}

SS3sSE 0} SI2WO}

-SNd pua 10j WaisAs
Buijaqe Aydup9 —

‘d30}

3uiye|as swaqoad

J9A0D OS|e YdIym

‘S243U22 AIApE pue

1oe3U0D dn 135 03

pa8ijqo ase siaid
-dns A81aus a8ie7 —

4311ddns yojms
03 Asea 1 Supyew
‘SUOI}IpUOd pue ey
-ep 221d jo uojjedi|
-gnd Kiojeurwidsip
-uou pue juaied
-suel} ayy oy Ay
-1ioyine Kioye|ndai
ay3} Aq Jo3e|nojed
ey () eouey
-dadde [e120s 3seaid
-u 03 pasjueiend
3q pjnoys ‘sul
-ulel} Jaypng pue
uoIjeWIO)Ul 0} SS3D
e jsej pue Asea
ein foualedsuesy —

‘Bulialow
Hews eIA sIawns
-uod (d3) 91044 —

suondo Ajd
-dns uo ‘sa>uid pue
asn A813ua uo uony
-ewiojul 0} ssay

suolinjos pasodoid
4O 5303443 335 pUE UOUSWIOU
-ayd ssasse 03 43 Suriojuow

SUOI}pUOd YS!
-|od 03 pajdepe 43 jo uoijuyRq

S2INSE3W JUBAS|I
9}eulpJood pue A}i3uapl pue 43 1oy

-luow 03 ‘070z Aq :A1anod A31au3
40 K103ensasqQ |euolieu dn 3uiies

{43 4O dINSE3W [BIDIYO UE YsI|qe3s]

e/u

e/u

wa|qoid 43 uo uon
-BuI04Ul 0} SSINY

2inpasoid



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

244

e/u

awodul diysuaziypd woiy Suyige
-u3q uaym ‘sed pue A31214303)3 Joy
S9SNUOQ |BID0S 3y} 03 SSIJE dljew
-o3ne :sainseaw Ad1jod [e1D0s Jay30
pue swsiueydaw A31aus usamyaq
9)eulpiood pue poddns [epueuly
jueid 03 5|00} pajewojne adnpouy
-ul ‘sI3111eq dAIjRI}SIUILPE SA0W
-3l ‘sainseaw 8uilsixa SUIMaIAY

‘salnsesayy

e/u

l1qel|
"8'9) s1auiieq |euory
-esjuedio anpal 0}
pue ‘@IApe pue
uoljewJoyul o1gnd
pue juapuadapui 0}
ssa20e anoidwi 0}
papaau ale sains
-eaw |e3aj-uolesiu
-e3io pue jewlojul —

d3 Suippey
sainseaw A:O uoi}

-euwiiojur) 0} ssaxy

sajuedwod

K313U3 Yym suolje|al J1ay3 ul
S1Y81J 4193 JO 2IBME SISWINSUOD
9yew o3 sudiedwed uoljewioul

3|qissod se uoly
-BWIO4UI JSWINSUOD Pa
-juanio-uoljde pue 3|d
-wis se poddns pjnoys
uolje|ngal pajuanio
-12WINSUOD ||9M SE 1)
-lew A}1214393]9 ay3 uo
paijdde oq |jeys 1eyy
uolje|ngal pajualio
-Jlawnsuod ul sajdpund
|eanolAeyaq paysijgnd
sey Ajoyine Jawns
-uod pue uojyyadwod
9U3} :SI2WO3SNd 5L
puE SI3W03SNd 0}
uoljew.oyul anosdwi

103e
-n39y Aj1i3N ysiueq Aq
pajelado asned Aypiom
-}snJ3 ‘|00 uosiiedwod
s1a1jddns pue s3on
-poud ‘@2ud auluo (,)

eyep
0} ssade |enba pue £
-uaJedsuel} 210w Joj —
051 2y} Aq paumo pue

pajelsado waysAs |ely
-U32 3uo y3noiyy suoiy

-Jesuely 19yiew ajes

suol}
-e|21102 pue saseq
1e83| xajdwod ay3
Aj1eajd asow uted
-x3 0} Ajoyne
Kioyen8a1 ayy
Aq ssa1jddns pue
s1apely 1133
‘SISWNsSuU0D JoJ
padojanap usasq

9AeY sauljapIinn  —

fslawins

-UOD 104 SJUBWINIIS

-u1 9dueul) usall

40 uolsuayaid
-wod Asea aunsuy —



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

245

Energy poverty across Europe

spoyiaw
uol3N|osas dyndsip aAljeuIR) e

-yew ‘(p1edai siyy ui 98exded A3
-12u3 uea|) ayy Aq papiroid aia
-N20UBW J04 WOOI Y3 JO MIIA Ul
05|B) SIAWINSUOD }S3EIM Y} J04
U0I1329301d 4O SRINSEIW }ONPUOD
jny8uoim Buipiedai suoidues pue
S323yd :pauue|d sainseaw Jayjo

BHC]

AJ3Ua11ND 1By SIDIAIDS 1U0SI }Se|
13430 3y3 JO MaIA3J [eljualod ay3
pue 3JIAI3S UO0I31D3]01d Pasealnu|
3Y31 01 paj3IUa Aj3UaLind ale oym
S19Wo0)sSNd 10} 321AI3S uipiendayes
1310531 }5€| JO S3DIAIIS JO Uolje|ndal

SIaWo3isnd
uo suolssnoiadai d3eIpawil YHm
Sa1HAIE 419y} Ul A|je1dadsa ‘passas
-Se pue palo}uowW 3q |[IM 3s3y |
's1a1jddns uo syuawaiinbal jeuoije}
-ndai pue [epueuly ‘|ed1uyda} 3sod
-wi |11m 1935139y "33 Aq paysi|
-qe3sa 2q [|Im :s431jddns Jo 1235139y

s103elado 4o pnpuod

|ny3uoIm se ||am se s|euawep
-uny }a3JewW 03 pjyul| Jou S3seald
-u1 914d Aue awiy Jano Ay3uapl 0}
N0 paLiIed 3q ||Im SuLiojuOW pue
‘SUOI}IPUO |ENDEIIUOD }INPUOD JO
9pod :suoi3d30id d11d-Uou |eIaAIS

‘Juawaaie ayy
|92ued 03 pamol|e si Jaijd

11 AU 13W01sNd 3y} Woly
o9juelend e 3sanbai ued Ja
-1jddns ay3 ‘syuswiAed ypm
slealle uj uaaq sey 4o s|
12W03SNd ay3 4 st yeyy ‘Aed
03 ssaudul|im Jo Ayjiqe
1uswAed jo yoe| e 1adxa
0} uoseal Jejndipied e si
943U} J| 'slawo3snd pjoy
-9SN0Y Y}IM syuawaaide
Ajddns payiwi-awiy ojul
J191U3 01 PaMO|[e 30U SI

1] 's1npoid i S1ayo I3
-11ddns ay3 alaym sease ul
4sanbai s ;awo3snd ayy
uodn “4awo3snd pjoyasnoy
Kue A|ddns 03 pa8ijqo

snyy ase siarddns Aypy
-33|3 :A|ddns 03 uoijedijqo
|elauad e yypm paoe|dal
pue no paseyd ale 310
-al1)se| Jo s1anddns (,)

‘si211d

-dns 10 siojesado pud
YHM S3I3INdIPIP YIM
siawnsuod A31aua djay
03 Apoq uonesnqiy
fauo plepuejs ayj ueyy
SAIsUdXa 2I0W Y

-ley e padieyd aq jou
-ued A3y "9dueApe ul
53502 A}101433]9 419y} JO
juawieysul Ajyjuow e
Ked Aay3 papinoid ‘sed
pue A}1211393|3 aseyd
-ind os|e ued s3gap pjo
10 s8uiyes 3ipasd Jood
yym ajdoad jeyy ains
-U3 0} }2BJ3UOD 0} UOI}
-e811q0 Kio1epuew si
S12Wo3snd pjoyasnoy
104 Ajddns d1seq :uoijed
-11qo 8ui3oesjuod ‘suol}
-N|OS 104 400] 03 44O

1nd s1 A81au3 21042q
SI9pUIWAI 1SAINIIYIP
juawAed ui ajdoad jo
suol}ipuod anoiduw (,)

uoi3pajoid uoipdau
-uodsip ‘A|lddns o3
uonesiqo :(A813
-ua 03 3y3u) suony
-e|n8a1 pue smeq

snuoq |e1dos
K313U3 Mau e YyHIM sasnuoq |eld0s
sed pue A}1514393] Jua1ind 3y} Sul
-oe|das sueaw sy (wiaisAs uorrew
-104u| pa3es8ajul) odiun uaiinb
-y Auedwod ayy Je saseqelep ay3
Y3Im aseqejep paje|a ay} 8ul
-}ei833ul ‘(Jojedipul uoienyis Jlw
-0U023 Ju3jeAInba) 33| uo paseq
ssa20e puy ‘uoisuad diysuaziyid 1o

d3 UrHH
10 (sueoj| uoijea



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maddalena Josefin Lamura

246

“JOJEDIPUT UOIBNIIS DTWOU003 Jud[eAnba = QT |

S3y31 J13y3 Jo uony

-B|OIA B JO JUIAS Y} Ul SISWNSUOD
1239304d 03 sain|iey Ajddns 3d1A13s
Suesuadwod Ajjesijewoine ‘x
104 ‘9|q1suodsas asow siaijddns Sui



https://doi.org/10.5771/2566-7742-2022-2-209
https://www.inlibra.com/de/agb
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

