12 Fuel use behaviour for households with electricity supply

The finding below uses a slice of data from the GCRO 2011 Quality of Life Survey to show
household electrical supply options. Fuel use behaviour for cooking and lighting among
household respondents connected to the grid, is categorised by household monthly income.
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These findings open up debate on a whole
range of household fuel use issues, as well
as the role of different stakeholders in
transitioning energy fuel use in the
Gauteng City-Region.
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