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Abstract 

Addressing energy insecurity in poor urban areas in Africa is gendered. However, emerging 

evidence on gendered energy transitions of urbanising Africa to deal with energy insecurity 

remains weak. Energy transition studies in Africa that have focused on the gender-energy nexus 

are mostly limited to rural areas. Further, debates persist about the conceptualisation of gender 

mainstreaming. This paper therefore builds on the emerging energy-gender-poor urban nexus 

research in urbanising Africa. We focus on conceptualisation and understanding of gender 

mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban environments, identifying the emerging issues 

and gaps in our current understanding of gender and energy research, and in framing further 

research in poor urban environments in Africa. Our central message is threefold: First, we need 

more evidence-based research on the gender-energy-poor urban nexus to understand progress 

towards universal access to energy for all. Second, we need to reconceptualise our 

understanding of gender mainstreaming as a long-term strategy aimed at bridging gender 

awareness into consciousness and daily routines. Finally, policies and research to improve 

energy security in poor urban environments need to shift the focus to securing energy services 

and to consider the gendered aspects of everyday energy use practices. 

 

Keywords: Gender mainstreaming; energy insecurity; empowerment; environmental 

sustainability; slums; urban Africa  
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 Introduction 

The links between energy and gender are primarily explored and articulated in the literature 

[1]. ENERGIA,1 an international network founded in 1995, links organisations involved in gender 

and sustainable energy to create informed policy and practical solutions in developing 

countries. In academia, energy journals have focused on several gendered aspects, including 

sustainable energy transition, women empowerment and gender audits, as observed in the 

special edition of Energy for Sustainable Development [2] and several papers in Energy Research 

& Social Science [3]. Similarly, institutional frameworks, such as the Sustainable Development 

Goals (SDGs), have combined energy and gender equality agendas to understand the synergies 

between them in attaining specific SDG indicators.2  

 

A particularly neglected concern in the gender equality efforts and initiatives for energy security 

solutions is the consideration of poor urban environments. UN-Habitat principally addressed 

the importance of adopting antidiscriminatory practices to empower women and girls in urban 

life [4,5]. In 2004, the Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe 

adopted Resolution 176 Gender mainstreaming at the local and regional level: a strategy to 

promote equality between women and men in cities and regions [6]. Lately, the United Nations 

Agenda 2030 has asserted that gender equality is an underlying human right as well as an 

indispensable basis for a peaceful, prosperous and sustainable world [7]. Additionally, urban 

studies have demonstrated the reproduction of bias in energy-related policies that arise from 

gender inequalities in local economic, social and political contexts [8]. The presence of gender 

inequalities in urban environments exacerbates energy insecurity and unfulfilled energy 

services. 

 

Although research indicates considerable gendered impacts arising from energy insecurity 

[9,10], the policies and practices designed to address energy access tend to be gender blind and 

thereby insufficiently respond to the requirements of the urban poor [11,12]. This paper 

 
1 www.energia.org 
2 Energepidia 
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discusses this energy-gender-poor urban nexus gap and explores how the concept of gender 

mainstreaming is linked to the urban poor when dealing with energy insecurity.  

 

Underlying this paper is the recognition that Africa is urbanising. The United Nations estimates 

that the population that will live in urban areas will increase from 400 million people in 2010 to 

about 1.26 billion people by the year 2050 [13,14]. Most of the population moving to urban 

areas end up living in impoverished environments. Utilising the UN-Habitat [15] definition of 

slums, Tusting [16] estimates that 53 million urbanites in sub-Saharan Africa lived in slums in 

2015. A shortcoming of the United Nations slum definition, however, is the failure to include 

energy security as an indicator of a slum [17], despite the fact that two-thirds of the population 

of sub-Saharan Africa (close to 600 million) live without access to electricity [18], hence 

exhibiting an unmet energy market [19]. While reliable statistics on the proportion of the 

population without access to electricity in urban areas or slums are unavailable, there are 

claims that at least 110 million3 people living in urban areas are without access to electricity. 

We believe that the majority of these people live in slums as the population moves from rural 

to urban areas and ultimately experiences energy poverty.  

 

Energy poverty is the crucial energy insecurity challenge impacting urban poor environments in 

sub-Saharan Africa, particularly women and children. Reddy et al. [20] define energy poverty as 

“the absence of sufficient choice to access adequate, affordable, reliable, quality, safe, and 

environmentally benign energy services that can support economic and human development”. 

Households in urbanising Africa that lack access to adequate energy services generally rely on 

traditional fuels, such as biomass, charcoal or paraffin, for everyday energy practices. 

Additionally, Kovacic et al. [12] identified slums as gendered, with differentiated roles for men 

and women in the productive and consumptive capacity of the city. Failure to attend to gender 

inequality remains one of the factors that hinders the achievement of access to energy for all in 

sub-Saharan Africa [21].  

 
3 https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/living-under-the-grid-110-million-of-africas-unconnected-

customers-represen  

https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/living-under-the-grid-110-million-of-africas-unconnected-customers-represen
https://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/living-under-the-grid-110-million-of-africas-unconnected-customers-represen


4 
 

 

African urbanisation thus holds opportunities and challenges for migrating households, urban 

planners, governments and local and national economies in how to improve energy security. At 

the household level, urbanisation may drive changes in the energy services requirements as 

well as the gendered knowledge and roles in addressing energy insecurity. However, how 

gender mainstreaming is manifested in dealing with energy security in poor urban settings has 

rarely been considered. 

 

Therefore, we focus on the energy-gender-poor urban nexus gap for several reasons. Figure 1 

illustrates the conceptualisation of and motivation for mainstreaming gender to achieve energy 

security in poor urban environments. First, most of Africa’s urbanising households end up in 

informal settlements, challenging urban planners on the obligation to build sustainable cities 

and communities, related to SDG 11. Little is still known globally about how the rapidly growing 

number of urban dwellers in Africa [22] will meet their energy requirements or about the 

implications of energy technology development for resource availability, access to services and 

environmental impact [23].  

 

 
Figure 1: Conceptualising a gendered perspective for energy security in poor urban environments 

Source: Authors. 
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Second, the informal settlements in urban environments are gendered [12] and hence call for 

consideration of gender equality, stipulated in SDG 5. Clancy et al. [9] have demonstrated the 

links between energy and greater inclusion of gender concerns in the energy sector to improve 

development outcomes. However, in practice, gendered energy approaches have focused on 

technological solutions that meet women’s immediate needs but ignore the contextual aspects 

of culture, socioeconomics and politics that are crucial to attaining substantial gender equity 

[24]. 

 

Third, the policy approaches and initiatives designed to tackle the energy insecurity challenge 

remain partial. Their focus is mostly on expanding grid connection to households. Some 

examples include the Last Mile Connectivity initiative in Kenya, whose target was to achieve 

70% access to connectivity by 2017 and universal access by 2020.4 Similarly, the Lighting Africa 

initiative of the World Bank and the International Finance Corporation focuses on off-grid 

solutions in 26 countries in sub-Saharan Africa.5 The electricity connection initiatives exist in 

three categories: rural, formal urban and informal urban programmes [25]. The informal urban 

category, which constitutes households residing in poor urban environments, is the fastest 

growing in sub-Saharan Africa. Most of the informal urban areas are unelectrified or have 

unfulfilled energy services. The existing policy approaches are therefore gender neutral, fail to 

focus on the urban poor and have limited consideration for the unfulfilled energy services 

beyond electrification. In other words, electrification does not equate to fulfilment of 

household energy services.  

 

Fourth, achieving energy services for all, as stipulated in SDG 7, impacts almost every aspect of 

everyday life as well as the wellbeing of individuals [1] living in poor urban environments. A 

disconnect between the everyday realities in poor urban environments and the policy 

objectives of building sustainable cities and communities [26] impacts the ability to achieve 

 
4 The Last Mile Connectivity initiative in Kenya is run by the Ministry of Energy and Petroleum. The implementing agency is the 

Kenya Power and Lighting Company. See this link: https://energy.go.ke/?p=914.  
5 See the Lighting Africa initiative at this link: https://www.lightingafrica.org/.  

https://energy.go.ke/?p=914
https://www.lightingafrica.org/


6 
 

sustainable energy for all. Long-term solutions to energy security are not only a matter of 

applying technical solutions [27] related to the provision of alternative and renewable energy. 

Other fundamental considerations include assessing the relevance of gender in energy [28], the 

communities’ role and the political and socio-cultural context where these solutions are applied 

[23]. Further, adopting appropriate user-centred business models and product-service systems 

[29-31] is crucial.  

 

Therefore, this paper questions the assumption that we understand the concepts of gender 

mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban environments and argues that these need to be 

reconceptualised. Utilising an integrative literature review, we explore the following three 

questions: (i) What are the conceptualisation and understanding of gender mainstreaming, 

energy security and poor urban environments? (ii) What are the key emerging issues that 

inform the need to advance evidence-based gender and energy research in poor urban 

environments? and (iii) What are the opportunities for utilising gender mainstreaming as a 

strategy to achieve energy security in poor urban environments in Africa?  

 

We contribute to the existing gender and energy literature and advance the state of 

knowledge, explore the key emerging gaps and present insights to move from theory to 

practice in energy-gender-poor urban nexus research. To the best of our knowledge, the cross-

cutting theme of mainstreaming gender as a strategy to achieve security of energy services in 

poor urban environments in Africa has received limited attention. The newly launched Africa-

UK Trilateral Research Chair that will build research focusing on Mainstreaming Gender for 

Energy Security in Poor Urban Environments aims to contribute explicitly to energy-gender-

poor urban nexus research with two case studies in South Africa and Kenya. This paper is of 

benefit to energy researchers, energy policymakers, urban development practitioners and 

planners, not only on the African continent but also in other developing countries, to help 

support gender mainstreaming when dealing with energy insecurity in poor urban 

environments.  
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 Methods 

The paper utilises an integrative literature review, a form of research that generates new 

knowledge of the topic reviewed [32]. It reviews, critiques and synthesises representative 

literature on a topic or concepts in such a way that a new framework or perspective on a topic 

or concept is generated [32]. It is also useful for policy and practice in catalysing future 

research. While Sovacool et al. [33] do not discuss the integrative literature review as a 

research method in energy social science, we consider it to have similarities with narrative 

research, which uses search criteria, explicit parameters and a sample to explore a particular 

topic.  

 

An integrative literature review applies to topics that have experienced rapid growth and have 

not benefited from a comprehensive review and update during an extended period [32]. This 

approach is also used to review new emerging topics. Hence, this makes the approach 

appropriate for the cross-cutting issue of mainstreaming gender for energy security in poor 

urban environments.  

 

2.1 Literature search process 

The initial search process began on 24 July 2019 with a second iteration carried out on 2 March 

2020 to update, verify and ensure rigour as part of the manuscript review process. We utilised 

Scopus as the main search engine and Google Scholar for snowballing and identifying relevant 

grey literature. We also undertook a focused search in the Energy Research & Social Science 

journal.  

 

The key search concepts were ‘gender mainstreaming’, ‘energy security’ and ‘poor urban 

environments’ and how these overlapped in the literature. In the first phase, the authors 

screened the titles, abstracts and keywords for relevance and ability to provide a 

conceptualisation of the concepts of ‘gender mainstreaming’, ‘energy security’ and ‘poor urban 

environments’. For example, as observed in Table 1, the number of results returned for ‘energy 

security’ limited to review articles was exceedingly high (767). However, we only identified 19 
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papers as relevant for pearl growing or snowballing. In contrast, the search for ‘poor urban 

environments’ produced only 13 review articles and none focused on the definition of the term. 

Thus, none of the papers made the final list, which resulted in reliance on the urban poverty 

literature to provide a robust definition of poor urban environments.  

 

Table 1: Initial search terms as at 26 September 2019 

Search term Scopus  
(all 
fields) 

Scopus 
(limited to 
title/ 
keywords/ 
abstract) 

Scopus 
(limited to 
review 
articles) 

Final selected 
papers for pearl 
growing OR 
snowballing 

Total 
sample 

Gender 
mainstreaming 

5 186 968 98 29   
48 

Energy security 24 676 9 042 767 19  
Poor urban 
environment 

173 - 13 0 

 

After the initial search, other related terms or synonyms that emerged were included. These 

were ‘gender equity’, ‘gender equality’, ‘energy access’, ‘energy services’ and synonyms for the 

term ‘environment’, which included ‘areas’, ‘communities’, ‘settings’, ‘settlement’, ‘economy’, 

‘informal settlement’ and ‘slum’ (see Table 2). We set the search start for 1985 to correspond 

with when the term ‘gender mainstreaming’ was first mentioned at the United Nations 

Conference on Women in Nairobi in 1985. 

 

Table 2: List of search terms and synonyms 

 AND OR OR 

Gender  Mainstreaming Equity/Equality Equality 
Energy Security/Services Access  
Poor urban Environment Areas/Communit*/Settings/Settlement/Economy/  Informal 

Settlement/Slum 
 

This process was followed by the development of specific Boolean phrases or search strings, for 

example:  

• (Gender) AND (Mainstream*) OR (Equity OR Fairness) OR (Equality).  
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• (Energy) AND (Secur*) OR (Access) OR (Service*) 

•  (Poor urban) AND (Environment) OR (Areas) OR (Communit*) OR (Settings) OR 

(Settlement) OR (Informal settlement) OR (Slum) 

 

In the first review process, the results returned were screened based on the ‘relevance’ and 

‘highest citation’ of the paper titles. We then limited the search to ‘title, keywords and 

abstract’. From this round, we undertook another screening by ‘relevance’ and ‘high citation’. 

Finally, from this search, we utilised title and abstract analysis to identify an initial sample for 

further screening to include in the sample of papers for a full review.   

 

The literature sources overlapped between more than one search string at a time. For example, 

Table 3 indicates that there are 20 documents on Scopus that contain the phrases ‘gender 

mainstreaming’ and ‘energy security’ or ‘energy access’. However, when we added the phrases 

‘poor urban environment’ or ‘urban informal settlement’ or ‘slum’, we found only 1 data source 

on Scopus. When the phrases ‘gender equity’ or ‘gender equality’ were substituted for ‘gender 

mainstreaming’, the results increased to 5 and 12 sources, respectively. Following the same 

process on Google Scholar yielded a greater number of results. However, these were still 

greatly reduced from the initial search string results. This observation indicates the limited 

literature that represents the overall theme of gender mainstreaming for energy security in 

poor urban environments.  

 

Table 3: An illustration of search string combinations in Scopus 

Search combination Scopus  Total sample 
1. Gender mainstreaming AND Energy security OR 

Energy access 
20  

 
 

177 
2. Gender equity AND Energy security OR Energy 

access 
44 

3. Gender equality AND Energy security OR Energy 
access 

94 

1 AND Poor urban environment OR Informal settlement OR 
Slum 

2 

2 AND Poor urban environment OR Informal settlement OR 
Slum 

5 
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3 AND Poor urban environment OR Informal settlement OR 
Slum 

12 

 

The second review process was updated to identify the emerging issues in gender-energy-poor 

urban nexus literature by searching the string of keyword combinations in Energy Research & 

Social Science. As the sample sizes were small, they were all screened by title and abstract, 

based on relevance, as illustrated in Table 4 . A point to note is that using the search term ‘poor 

urban environment’ did not return any results. Hence, we replaced the keyword with ‘urban’. 

There were overlaps and duplicates in the papers, and only nine papers made the final sample 

after screening for duplicates within the journal and those captured in Scopus.  

 

Table 4: Search terms from Energy Research & Social Science as at 2 March 2020 

Search term Scopus  
(all 
fields) 

Title and 
abstract 
screening 

Total sample 

Gender AND Energy 422 22  
 

 
 

74 

Gender mainstreaming AND Energy 11 9 
Gender AND Energy AND Urban 194 16 
Gender mainstreaming AND Energy 
AND Urban 

4 4 

Gender AND Energy AND Urban 24 13 
Gender AND Energy services AND 
Urban 

64 9 

Gender AND Energy security AND 
Urban 

46 1 

 

2.2 Literature selection criteria 

We based the final selection on whether the paper applied to the research questions of this 

study. The probing question for inclusion or exclusion was whether a paper was relevant to 

providing a conceptualisation of the three terms of focus (gender mainstreaming, energy 

security and poor urban environments) in the context of the study, that is, urban Africa. Given 

the limited outcome of the papers that focused on ‘urban’, we then identified the evidence-

based issues emerging from the existing literature. Therefore, we expanded the selection 

criteria to include (i) developing countries in and outside Africa; (ii) urban as well as rural 

contexts; and (iii) nonpoor contexts (as in Castán Broto et al. [34] and Greene [35]) in order to 
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identify a range of emerging issues in mainstreaming gender for energy security research. 

However, we limited the scope for the papers that produced evidence-based results in the 

analysis; that is, authors needed to provide empirical results. The implication was that some 

gender and energy papers included did not focus on the urban context. However, this was 

essential to identify emerging issues. Additionally, we included some papers that provided 

insights necessary to undertake evidence-based research in the final selection.  

 

We cross-checked the total number of papers for duplicates from the Scopus search and the 

focused search in the Energy Research & Social Science journal. Noting that a substantial 

number of articles formed part of the grey literature, our snowballing from Google Scholar 

began with ENERGIA-published work.  

 

We searched for leading authors in the field, particularly the works of Clancy, to identify grey 

literature uncaptured in the Scopus search engine. In the grey literature selection, we looked 

for documents focusing on developing countries in and outside Africa and identified their study 

location and research focus. Figure 2 summarises the literature search process and the final 

sample selected constituting 143 papers, of which 6 were books, 102 were journal articles, 31 

were grey literature and 4 were recommended during the review process.   
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Figure 2: Summary of papers utilised in the review 

Source: Authors. 
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2.3 Data abstraction 

For the final included papers, we first abstracted the following data: the definition or 

conceptualisation of ‘gender mainstreaming’, ‘energy security’ and ‘poor urban 

environments’. We then obtained data on the location of case studies, the study research 

aim or research question, how gender mainstreaming was measured or an indicator of 

gender mainstreaming, energy technology(ies) or service utilised and the energy service(s) 

addressed.  

 

We synthesised the results narratively into three major sections that corresponded to the 

research questions of this paper. These entailed sections discussing the conceptualisation of 

the three concepts (Section 3), classifying the emerging issues and gaps in energy-gender-

poor urban nexus research (Section 4) and opportunities for utilising gender mainstreaming 

as a strategy to achieve energy security in poor urban environments in Africa (Section 5). 

We did not provide statistical analysis as the paper is an exploratory evaluation.  

 

 Conceptualisation of gender mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban 

environments 

Gender mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban environments constitute cross-

cutting themes for designing sustainable solutions to deal with the energy insecurity 

challenge. Debates on the conceptualisation of these concepts exist. In this section, we aim 

to address the first research question by providing the reconceptualisation of these 

concepts and to position our argument to advance evidence-based research in Africa on the 

energy-gender-poor urban nexus.  

 

3.1 Gender mainstreaming 

Gender mainstreaming surfaced as an international concept that first appeared after the 

United Nations Conference on Women in Nairobi in 1985 [36] and was subsequently 

bolstered through the 1995 Platform for Action at the United Nations Conference on 

Women that took place in Beijing [37,38]. While we identified several definitions of gender 

mainstreaming (see Table 5), the most cited one was that of the Council of Europe [39] that 

referred to it as follows: “… entail[s] (re)-organisation, implementation, development and 

evaluation of policy process in order to incorporate a gender equality perspective in all 
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policies at all levels at all stages by actors normally involved in policymaking”. Gender 

mainstreaming is also regarded as “the promotion of gender equality through its systematic 

integration into all systems and structures, into all policies, processes, and procedures, into 

the organization and its culture, into ways of seeing and doing” [39].  

 

Table 5: Definitions of gender mainstreaming 

 Gender mainstreaming definitions Source 

1 The (re)-organisation, implementation, development and evaluation of policy 

process so that a gender equality perspective is incorporated in all policies at all 

levels at all stages by actors normally involved in policymaking. 

[39] 

2 The promotion of gender equality through its systematic integration into all 

systems and structures, into all policies, processes, and procedures, into the 

organization and its culture, into ways of seeing and doing. 

3 Efforts to scrutinize and reinvent processes of policy formulation and 

implementation across all issue areas and at all levels from gender-

differentiated perspectives to address and rectify persistent and emerging 

disparities between men and women. 

[37] 

4 A gendered equality strategy that aims to transform organizational processes 

and practices by eliminating gender biases in existing routines, involving regular 

actors in this transformational process. 

[40] 

5 A strategy for theory development to recognize a gendered world rather than a 

separatist gender theory. 

[38] 

6 Agenda setting, entailing transformation and implementation of the existing 

policy paradigm; and integration, entailing introduction of gender perspective 

without challenging existing policy. 

7 It seeks to find areas of commonality between gender equality and economic 

competitiveness, while the elimination of gender inequality is at its core.  

8 A transformative strategy with the scope of promoting gender equality in 

policymaking. 

[41] 

 

9 A transformative role in public policies and reinforcing positive action and 

equality legislation. 

[42] 

10 An alternative gender equality tool, which would gradually make positive 

change in favor of women redundant and could serve other policies. 
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11 It considers the tensions and dilemmas of feminist theory and practice, it is not, 

in and of itself, a feminist theory but rather the re-invention, restructuring and 

re-branding of a key part of feminism in the contemporary era. 

[38,43,44] 

12 A long-term transformation and a paradigm shift that involves designing 

programmes and projects informed by knowledge of the diversity of needs of 

potential participants rather than fitting women into existing structures and 

systems, or seeking to adjust structures to ensure a better fit. 

[45] 

13 A process towards a more inclusive democracy which improves gendered 

democratic practices and involves transforming and redirecting policy 

paradigms, decision making processes and prioritising the objectives of gender 

equality. 

[46] 

Source: Compiled by authors from various sources.  

 

The emergence of gender mainstreaming, however, has a much longer history, stemming 

from three waves of feminism, each connected to particular political campaigns for gender 

equality [36]. The first wave of feminism, according to Booth and Bennett [36], related to 

the women’s suffrage movement in the 1900s, which fought for equal rights and treatment 

before the law. It was followed by the second wave, campaigning for positive action and 

separate women’s provision in the 1960s. The third wave entailed a shift towards a gender 

perspective in the 1990s. The gender perspective recognises the diverse needs of women 

and men, the need to expand equality at work to all services and providers, and the 

involvement of men in the process of change [36]. These three perspectives are 

interdependent and complementary, illustrated in Booth and Bennett [36] by the metaphor 

of a three-legged stool, the ‘equality stool’ (see Figure 3). 

 



16 
 

 
 Figure 3: The equality stool 

 Source: Booth and Bennett (2002). 

 

The literature demonstrates that gender mainstreaming is a contested concept and practice 

with divergent interpretations and definitions, which in turn affect its application and 

implementation in dealing with societal challenges such as the provision of security of 

energy services. For example, promotion of gender equality happened through the 

Millennium Development Goals and is currently emphasised in the SDGs, notably SDG 5 [7]. 

However, despite international interest in gender equality and some progress towards 

achieving the SDG targets, tangible results are still elusive while significant challenges 

remain, mainly within sub-Saharan Africa [7, 46-48]. The Gender Development Index6 for 

Africa, as an illustration, indicates that African women, on average, only achieve 87 per cent 

of men’s development levels [49]. The Gender Inequality Index,7 interpreted as the loss in 

human development due to inequality between men and women, indicates that all but six 

African countries have substantial gender-inequality issues [49].  
 

6 The Gender Development Index measures differences between male and female achievements in 

three basic dimensions of human development, namely health, education and income. 
7 The Gender Inequality Index reflects gender-based inequalities in three dimensions: reproductive 

health, empowerment and economic activity. The closer the figure is to zero, the less gender 

inequality there is. 

GENDER 

EQUALITY 

EQUAL TREATMENT 

PERSPECTIVE 

LEGISLATION 
Equal rights for 
women and men 

WOMEN’S 

PERSPECTIVE 

POSITIVE ACTION 
Value women's 
difference 

GENDER PERSPECTIVE 

GENDER-SENSITIVE POLICY ANALYSIS 
 Value difference equally 
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We observe that the standard definition of gender mainstreaming does not imply or 

translate into a universal understanding of the concept and practical implementation. The 

latter is context specific and based on practical experiences and socio-cultural aspects. The 

dominant implementation occurs at various international global bodies in their research and 

development work [e.g. 50,51,52]. The United Nations adopts the concept across its various 

units [e.g. 53,54]. However, Rees [41] highlights the lack of clarity of the concept of gender 

mainstreaming for implementers despite its widespread adoption. This is possibly due to its 

consideration as a universal norm with little application at local levels [55]. 

 

The literature also highlights that the intention of gender mainstreaming is to be a long-

term strategy and process [56]. However, these discussions, as highlighted in Moser [57], 

tend to focus on the short-term strategy aspects of gender mainstreaming. Further, there is 

a tendency to focus on gender mainstreaming at the policy level rather than viewing it from 

multiple levels of perspective where change needs to happen. These levels are macro 

(society), meso (organisational level) and micro (households and individual), which are all 

interconnected. The focus thus far has been at the meso level, hence, facing tensions at the 

macro- and micro level. Further, limited discussion exists that integrates gender 

mainstreaming at households and individual level and, particularly, to inform and drive 

gendered innovation processes. 

 

We thus argue that similar to sustainability issues, gender mainstreaming remains a long-

term strategy with a focus on everyday practices. We thus reconceptualise gender 

mainstreaming as a long-term strategy aimed at bridging gender awareness into 

consciousness and daily routines.  

 

A fundamental step to mainstreaming gender for energy security in poor urban 

environments is to understand that poverty and gender are inextricably linked and related 

to the challenges of access to resources, decision making, control [58,59] and energy 

services. In sub-Saharan Africa, ongoing efforts to mainstream gender in energy planning 

are in place. However, limited understanding of the relationship between gender, energy 

security and poverty exists [60].  
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3.2 Energy security 

The energy security concept emerged in the early 20th century concerning the supply of oil 

for armies [61]. Similarly, academic studies on energy security that appeared in the 1960s 

related to the oil crisis in the 1970s. However, the literature on energy security declined in 

the 1980s and 1990s as oil prices stabilised and embargos receded. The interest re-emerged 

in the 2000s following rising demand in Asia, supply disruptions in Europe and pressure to 

decarbonise energy systems [61-63]. The major energy security issues of the 1970s and 

1980s differ from the current and existing issues that extend beyond the security of supply 

to include equitable access to modern energy and climate change mitigation. As a result, the 

concept of energy security has been intensively re-examined [64].  

 

The literature provides varied definitions of energy security, illustrated in Sovacool’s [65] 

review of 45 definitions. Based on a conventional definition from the Australian 

government, emphasised in Parag [66], ‘energy security’ refers to an “adequate, reliable and 

competitive supply of energy”, whereby ‘adequacy’ is “the provision of sufficient energy to 

support economic and social activity”, ‘reliability’ is “a provision of energy with minimal 

disruptions to supply” and ‘competitiveness’ is “a provision of energy at an affordable price 

that does not adversely affect the competitiveness of the economy and that supports 

continued investment in the energy sector”.  

 

Traditionally, the definition of energy security has focused on dimensions related to the 

security of supply, mainly the availability of supply and prices [67] and the share of 

renewable energy [68]. Ang et al. [69] expand the themes of energy security to include 

infrastructure, societal impact, governance, environment and energy efficiency. Other 

parameters observed in the literature are equity and environmental concerns [70] and 

public acceptability [65,71]. Public acceptability relates to social, psychological and cultural 

obstacles, such as adverse perceptions of generation technology that may interfere with 

supply [66]. Notably, the definitions ignore gender aspects that relate to the issue of energy 

security.  
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While evidence of energy security definitions at the national level as well as consensus on 

what it should include exists both in academic literature and policy documents, there is still 

ongoing exploration on what it should be [69] and how it should be understood, particularly 

at a household level. Pasqualetti and Sovacool [72] illustrate that energy security is 

important at every level of consideration and that energy policy decisions need to be 

adjusted for this reality. Further, sensitivity to energy security varies with context, not only 

on smaller scales but also nationally, hence requiring a nuanced nonlinear approach to 

policy formation. We summarise some of the definition of energy security and related terms 

that are relevant at a household level (see Table 6). 

 

Table 6: Definitions of energy security and related terms 

 Energy security definitions Source 

1 The provision of sufficient energy to support economic and social activity 

with minimal disruptions to supply and at an affordable price that does not 

adversely affect the competitiveness of the economy and that supports 

continued investment in the energy sector. 

[66] 

2 At a household level, it is assured and regular supply of clean energy fuels 

at an affordable price for various household activities. 

[73] 

3 The amount of energy needed to meet the basic needs of daily life of the 

individual and household in terms of cooking, lighting, washing/cleaning, 

warming/cooling the house. 

[74] 

4 Energy insecurity – an inability to meet basic household energy needs 

adequately. 

[75] 

 Energy insecurity – the status quo derived from the interplay of 

inadequate and insufficient energy consumption that prevents households 

from meeting basic energy needs. 

[74] 

5 Energy services security – the extent to which the population in a defined 

area (country or region) can have access to affordable and competitively 

priced, environmentally acceptable energy services of adequate quality. 

[71] 

Source: Compiled by authors from various sources.  

 

Based on Jain [73], household energy security can imply ensuring assured and regular supply 

of clean energy fuels at an affordable price for various household activities. Until recently, 
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limited studies have defined energy (in)security at the household level. Hernández [75] 

defines energy insecurity as “an inability to meet basic household energy needs 

adequately”. Similarly, Phoumin and Kimura [74] define household energy insecurity as “the 

status quo derived from the interplay of inadequate and insufficient energy consumption 

that prevents households from meeting basic energy needs”. They further argue that 

household energy security is the “amount of energy needed to meet the basic needs of the 

daily life of the individual and household in terms of cooking, lighting, washing/cleaning, 

warming/cooling the house”. Both these definitions focus on ‘basic needs’, which are a 

context-specific quantity rather than a quality given the multiple energy fuel types utilised in 

different regions, and on energy consumption rather than on the security of energy services.  

 

Pasqualetti and Sovacool [72] discuss the different energy security scales, namely 

household, workplace, national and global, and their related energy security concerns. The 

concerns at a household level relate to equitable and reliable access to energy services, 

pollution and public health. These household concerns are evidenced most in the Global 

South where improved access to energy services is essential to economic development. 

Further, these concerns intersect with other cross-cutting issues of gender equity, social 

justice, environmental degradation [72] and poor urban environments [12].  

 

In contrast, Parag [66] calls for a shift from energy security to security of energy services. 

Security of energy services refers to “the extent to which the population in a defined area 

(country or region) can have access to affordable and competitively priced, environmentally-

acceptable energy services of adequate quality” [71]. The definition expands the end-use 

perspective to include not only the provision of energy but also ways in which the end-user 

consumes energy. While energy services are demand driven, the supply system shapes 

them. Therefore, exploring the security of energy services requires the inclusion of the 

psychological, social, cultural and political contexts where energy production and 

consumption take place [76-78]. 

 

The development of product-service system innovations combined with distributed energy 

generation [30] can be a strategic approach to addressing energy insecurity in poor urban 

environments [79]. This approach considers the technical aspects, such as energy 
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generation technologies, together with the business model and the human-centred related 

aspects. As supply and consumption can occur at different levels, the security of energy 

services requires multilevel assessment, including, bottom-up, top-down and middle-out 

methods, representing consumers’, suppliers’ and other actors’ perspectives [66].  

 

Such a focus changes the conventional supply approach to socio-technical and user-oriented 

perspectives. From the users’ point of view, be they households, businesses or 

governments, the supply of kWh or oil barrels is often irrelevant [66]. While Parag [66] 

points out that what matters is not the source of energy but rather the services provided by 

it, Smit et al. [80] observed that this was not necessarily true, particularly for the contexts 

where legitimacy remain firmly held. Emphasis on energy services, therefore, alters the 

scope and nature of energy security assessments [81]. The security of energy services and 

uses differs according to the socio-demographic nature of households [81,82]. We agree 

with Parag [66] that the public and government goal is to secure energy services. 

Furthermore, ensuring the security of energy supply is only one way of achieving the security 

of energy services. Hence, we emphasise the shift in focus to securing of energy services in 

poor urban environments. 

 

3.3 Poor urban environments 

The understanding of poor urban environments contributes to SDG 11 regarding building 

sustainable cities and communities. It is also directly and indirectly linked to other SDGs 

[23]. One of the direct linkages that has received limited attention is the projected future 

urban growth in Africa and Asia, with women and girls constituting the majority of these 

populations [83]. Linking SDG 11 with gender mainstreaming to support SDG 5 regarding 

gender equality is therefore indispensable. Gendered embodiment and social reality of daily 

routines at home, in public and on the move shape cities [84]. The book by Chant and 

McIlwaine [83] is the first to discuss the gender-urban-slum interface and the challenges 

that poorer segments of the female population residing in slums face. However, their 

discussions utilise the limiting understanding of slums of the UN-Habitat [15] definition that 

ignores energy access and security of energy services (see Table 7). 
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Table 7: Definitions of poor urban environments 

 Poor urban environments definitions Source 

1 Spatial locations with a concentration of urban dwellers who are deficient 

of something specified, both in quantity and quality, and are unable to 

fully meet a need or requirement or service. 

GENS 

(Authors) 

2 Informal settlements, or slums, are recognised by the United Nations (UN) 

Human Settlement programme as households lacking any of the following 

conditions: (1) access to improved water; (2) access to improved sanitation 

facilities; (3) sufficient living area – not overcrowded; (4) structural 

quality/durability of dwellings; and (5) security of tenure. 

UN-Habitat 

2010 

Source: Compiled by authors and own definition highlighted as GENS.  

 

The literature shows various terms synonymous with ‘poor urban environments. These 

include ‘poor urban areas’ [e.g. 85,86], ‘poor urban neighbourhoods’ [e.g. 87,88], ‘poor 

urban community’ [e.g. 89,90], ‘poor urban setting’ [91,92], ‘poor urban settlements’ [e.g. 

93] and ‘poor urban economy’ [e.g. 94]. 

 

The usage of these terms in the literature tends to lack clarity on their meaning, which can 

have multiple interpretations. The common term ‘poor urban’ observed in the synonymous 

terms is also unclarified. We rely on the concept of ‘poverty’ to provide a consistent and 

robust definition. The World Bank [95] identifies sub-Saharan Africa as a priority region for 

transformational change in dealing with poverty. The term ‘poverty’ is associated with a 

‘lack’ or ‘deficiency’ of necessities required for human welfare [96]. 

 

Poverty can have an economic and a social perspective. In economic terms, it is based on 

income, while in social terms, the basis is the lack of access to the provision of basic needs 

and services. From an energy poverty point of view, poverty has context-specific gendered 

implications, including productive and strategic needs, health (smoke from cooking), time 

use (collecting biomass), livelihood strategies (microbusinesses) and safety and security 

(street lighting) [58].  
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The literature describes energy poverty challenges as the gender-energy-poverty nexus 

[10,58]. However, from the energy security studies that argue to shift the focus from energy 

poverty to the security of energy services, the nexus can be rephrased as the gender-

energy-poverty nexus. Additionally, concepts such as an energy ladder that assesses energy 

poverty by examining the percentage of households reliant on biomass fuels such as dung, 

crop residues, wood and charcoal compared to those reliant on kerosene, natural gas and 

electricity [97-99] are less meaningful. A more substantial approach is to examine the 

energy services accomplished from the fuels that the households utilise [100].  

 

In the context of this paper, we therefore refer to poor urban environments as spatial 

locations with a concentration of urban dwellers who are deficient in something specified, 

both in quantity and quality, and are unable to fully meet a need or requirement or access a 

service. The unmet requirement is the security of energy services. 

 

3.4 Practical implementation and measurement of gender mainstreaming in energy 

security research 

A massive part of the literature on gender mainstreaming remains untheorised. Gender 

mainstreaming is an ambiguous concept subject to different interpretations, definitions, 

styles and forms of practical implementation [36]. There is no single definition of gender 

mainstreaming, and unreflective interpretations are held by policymakers, femocrats [43] 

and energy researchers. Fathallah and Pyakurel [101] highlight some of the inconsistencies 

in energy and gender studies, focusing on a Global North perspective. They provide a 

conceptual approach in order to utilise the terms ‘gender’ and ‘sex’ consistently. They point 

out the need to undertake similar studies in the Global South. Translating the ambiguous 

concept to practical implementation becomes subject to numerous and implicit 

assumptions. 

 

Gender mainstreaming is considered as both a process and a practice to promote gender 

equality [38] and gender issues [41], implying that it is not an end in itself but rather a 

means to an end [37,38,102]. It is also a strategy for theory development to recognise a 

gendered world rather than a separatist gender theory [38]. Most energy studies equate 
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gender issues and gender equality with women and girls [101]. Similarly, this is the 

conceptualisation provided in SDG 5, in which the focus is on women and girls.  

 

Nightingale [103] conceptualises gender as a process whereby subjectivities are produced 

and shift over time and space. The implication is that gender inequalities and understanding 

in rural areas may differ from the urban context. The conceptualisation of gender as a 

process indicates its complex nature [103], namely dynamic and subjective, both as a 

concept and a practice, further necessitating the need for systems thinking approaches.  

 

Unlike ‘gender roles’, subjectivities are performed and contested through social interactions 

instilled with power. Gender thus does not refer to women or differences between men and 

women. Rather, gender is the process through which differences based on presumed 

biological sex are defined, imagined and become significant in specific contexts [103]. 

Gender is not static but is rather redefined continuously and contested in the contexts 

within which it is applied [103]. Hence, there is a need to constantly update the mental 

models of individuals.  

 

Skutsch [104] points to the lack of appropriate gender analytic tools as a major reason for 

limited gender mainstreaming in energy projects and programme planning. Skutsch [104] 

highlights four common underlying goals for utilising gender analysis. These are to (i) 

improve the welfare of women and their quality of life and reduce drudgery; (ii) improve 

production and economic levels of women; (iii) empower women to break through existing 

gender relations; and (iv) improve project efficiency to ensure success. These common goals 

influence energy interventions as well as the dominant energy-gender research and 

emerging issues.  

 

 Emerging issues in mainstreaming gender for energy security research  

In this section, we address the second research question of this paper on the key emerging 

issues that inform the need to advance evidence-based gender and energy research in poor 

urban environments. From the pool of cross-cutting papers selected, we identified 

dominant energy-gender nexus research and classified the key emerging issues into five 

categories: (i) what matters in gender mainstreaming in the urban household energy sector; 
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(ii) focus on one technology or energy service; (iii) limited focus on poor urban environment; 

(iv) access to electricity versus the security of energy services; and (v) everyday energy 

practices and the role of geography, time and space. We discuss each of these issues in the 

sections that follow. 

   

4.1 What matters in gender mainstreaming in the urban household energy sector 

Limited empirical evidence that measures mainstreaming or gender equality exists. Despite 

the largely accepted need to include gender in energy policy, practice and research, many 

studies focus on disaggregation by sex [105,106] to inform energy access and energy 

efficiency initiatives. This often reproduces stereotypical understandings of sex differences, 

which can harm rather than promote gender equality [105]. A similar interpretation seems 

intrinsic in SDG 5, specifically indicators 5.4.18 and 5b.1,9 which are relevant to the energy 

sector. These indicators focus on representation by sex, age group and location. However, 

disaggregation by sex alone is limiting to energise equality [105].  

 

With regard to what matters in gender mainstreaming in energy, we grouped the sampled 

empirical papers into three categories. The first equates gender mainstreaming with women 

and presents it as a basis for their study [e.g. 107,108]. The second group appears to focus 

on women but provides disaggregated analysis by sex [109,110]. The final group, which is 

emerging, questions the existing studies and argue for rethinking gender mainstreaming in 

energy research and practice [105,106].  

 

We argue that the existing studies have focused on fixing the numbers, whereby the 

attention is on the participation of women and girls in energy-related initiatives [e.g. 111]. 

Some studies have emphasised fixing institutions in order to enable or improve the decision-

making process at the household level [e.g. 112,113]. A gendered perspective, however, 

needs to follow a comprehensive approach rather than just utilising women and men as the 

factors or indicators of gender mainstreaming. The literature recognises the lack of standard 

methods to support relevant indicators for inclusion from a gendered perspective. For 

 
8 Indicator 5.4.1 Percentage of time spent on unpaid domestic and care work, by sex, age group and location.  
9 Proportion of individuals who own a mobile telephone by sex. 
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example, ENERGIA developed a gender audit method that Clancy and Mohlakoana [109] 

applied to eight sub-Saharan Africa and Asian countries and that is appropriate at a national 

level. Clancy et al. [114] highlight how the lack of gender-disaggregated data impedes our 

understanding of energy use and needs. The situation is particularly concerning in poor 

urban environments, which are dynamic and fast changing.  

 

In an urban context, Smit et al. [115] developed a questionnaire tool utilising Multi-Scale 

Integrated Analysis of Societal and Ecosystem Metabolism (MuSIASEM) that was piloted and 

tested in three poor urban environments in Kenya, South Africa and Uganda [12]. 

MuSIASEM’s strength is the ability to capture multiple levels of analysis at individual, 

household and community level. The approach is capable of providing the time use indicator 

relevant for SDG indicators 5.4.1 and 5b.1. However, there is a need to move beyond fixing 

numbers and institutions to fixing knowledge. Fixing knowledge in the energy context may 

entail contributions from the different genders in designing solutions aimed at fulfilling the 

household energy services. It entails understanding both the gendered differences and 

gendered similarities to interventions, initiatives and projects dealing with the energy 

insecurity challenge. Defining the indicators that would constitute fixing knowledge is 

therefore crucial. 

 

Shrestha et al. [113] developed a framework for researching gendered differences in 

household decision making. They highlight subjective variables, objective variables, 

differences in reasons, differences in decision making, use, purchase and action needed. 

Similarly, Skutsch [104], although focussing on energy projects in general, highlights 

gendered questions to enable the collection of relevant data. Skutsch [104] categorises 

these questions into identification of stakeholders, genderised context definition and 

genderised appraisal of proposed energy service. Given the need for a standardised tool for 

data collection, we integrate insights regarding the gendered indicators into the MuSIASEM 

tool, developed by Smit et al. [115], to propose a broad framework for gendered data 

collection in poor urban environments. The framework, illustrated in Table 8, can inform the 

indicators of SDGs 5, 7 and 11.   
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Table 8: Proposed gender mainstreaming indicators to achieve security of energy services in 

poor urban environments 

Variables Indicators for data collection How to collect indicators 
Genderised 
objective variables 

 Headship, ownership, 
ethnicity, family type and 
location 

 Typology indicators: building 
type, slum type and 
household type 

 Qualitative using 
MuSIASEM questionnaire 

 Typology framework 
developed in [17] 

Genderised 
subjective variables 

 Energy consciousness 
 Practice 
 Culture 
 Attitude 
 Time use 

 Qualitative using 
ethnographic research 

 Quantitative using 
MusIASEM questionnaire 

 Community-based system 
dynamics 

Gendered 
differences and 
similarities  

 Socialisation and social roles 
 Perception and responsibility 
 Choices and uses 
 Appliances ownership and use 

 Qualitative using 
ethnographic research 

 Quantitative using 
MusIASEM questionnaire 

Gendered 
behaviour 

 Use 
 Purchase 
 Energy activities 
 Everyday energy use routines 
 Everyday energy purchase 

routines 

 Qualitative using 
MuSIASEM 

 Qualitative using 
ethnographic research  

 Qualitative using design 
thinking tools – user 
journeys and storyboards 

 Community-based system 
dynamics 

Gendered 
knowledge 
interventions 

 Active participation in 
codesigning solutions 

 Coresearching to enhance 
technical and knowledge 
upbringing 

 Colearning to reflect on 
lessons and changing 
household dynamics over time 
and space 

 Developing Energy Living 
Labs to codesign, 
coresearch and colearn. 

Gendered policy 
and political 
economy 

 Policies supporting gender 
mainstreaming 

 Power dynamics at policy-civil 
society 

 Intrahousehold power 
dynamics 

 Policy seminars or 
workshops involving 
multiple stakeholders 

 Focus group with 
community  
 

Source: Compiled by authors from Skutsch [104], Shrestha [113], Smit et al. [115], Smit et al. [17] 

and Ambole [11].  

 



28 
 

4.2 Focus on one technology or energy service 

Renewable energy technologies are exemplified as the ideal distributed energy source, 

incorporated into packages to offer unique opportunities to provide essential energy 

services. However, consideration of only one technology or energy service may not result in 

the fulfilment of the bundle of energy services at a household level. From the sampled 

literature, we observed a tendency to focus on one technology or energy service in dealing 

with energy insecurity challenge. As an illustration, Islam et al. [116] promote the small-

scale decentralised renewable energy system in developing countries. Similarly, Pascale et 

al. [111] explored the potential for women led-solar photovoltaic (PV) technology in rural 

Myanmar as a form of access to electricity. Recently, a dedicated special edition of Energy 

Research & Social Science focused on the uptake of solar PV to improve energy access in 

developing countries [3]. The papers in the special edition considered not only the technical 

aspects but also socio-cultural practices as well as politics and the political economy. These 

are essential factors that can influence gendered energy transitions in poor urban 

environments.  

 

Evidence from the sampled literature shows that the majority of the empirical studies have 

examined opportunities with cooking technologies [117] and how to support the provision 

and adoption of alternative and clean cooking technologies [e.g. 118,119]. Other studies 

have focused on traditional biomass such as charcoal [34] as this is a major fuel utilised in 

urban Africa.  

 

Examining the gender dynamics across the value chain of technology or service is crucial. In 

exploring the charcoal value chain in sub-Saharan Africa, Ihalainen et al. [108] found that 

women tended to participate more in the charcoal value chain and constituted a minority in 

other parts of the energy value chain, often joining the sector in the absence of alternative 

livelihood opportunities. Additionally, gender differences and inequalities influence 

participation and outcomes in areas such as resources and income, gender roles and 

responsibilities, and social and political capital. Therefore, Ihalainen et al. [108] argue for the 

need to place gender at the core of energy value chain studies.  
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Aryal et al. [120] also examined the gendered approach to the adoption of clean energy. 

They observed that the use of clean energy in female-headed households tended to be 

lower than in male-headed households. Such observations have implications for gendered 

innovations. Other studies such as that by Winther et al. [107] focused on women 

empowerment through electricity access. They observed that while electricity access 

benefited the welfare of both women and men, the impact on gender relations remained 

largely unclear. They developed a framework for analysing women’s empowerment through 

electricity. This framework contains aspects related to the energy cultures framework 

presented in Johnson et al. [24]. 

 

In their study that explored clean cooking technologies in households of low- and middle-

income countries, Rosenthal et al. [121] highlighted a fundamental assumption observed in 

several pieces of literature. They point out that programmes carried out for women, 

especially related to cooking technology, follow the unconscious and untested assumption 

that cooking energy is always women’s primary energy problem. Such an observation is 

crucial for a gendered perspective, particularly taking into account space, time and 

geography. The implication is the need to consider all household energy service 

requirements as a bundle that can be satisfied by various energy technologies and that 

requires understanding of the roles of both women and men as well as their knowledge 

contributions. 

 

A focus on one technology or service raises concerns about whether these contribute to the 

indicated socio-economic status of women. For example, although Ulsrud [21] focused on a 

rural area, her study highlighted how technology fixes failed to address issues of 

affordability resulting from extreme poverty, a mismatch between the geography of 

settlements and technologies, and consideration of gender inequality. These factors, 

similarly, may apply when exploring the urban context.  

 

Thus, the dominant technocratic view observed in the literature focuses on energy as an 

essential input (physical dimension) as opposed to recognising energy as a ‘basic need’, 

which involves a social dimension [114] as well as various energy services. Clancy et al. [58] 



30 
 

suggest that the current supply-side approach that focuses on energy carriers and 

technologies is inadequate. Instead, Clancy et al. [58] promote a demand-side approach to 

energy planning that would focus on energy services through comprehensive demand-side 

analysis of all the energy needs of the poor, which would acknowledge their particular 

constraints and opportunities.  

 

4.3 Limited focus on poor urban environments 

Pearl-Martinez [122] identifies urbanisation as one of the six global trends that drive or 

hamper gender equality in energy access. However, limited studies focus on energy 

insecurity of the urban poor [e.g. 9]. The observed literature tends to focus on energy 

poverty and energy insecurity in rural areas such as in India [123], Kyrgyzstan [110], Zambia 

[24], Kenya, Malawi, Ghana, South Africa and Uganda [124].  

 

The majority of the sampled literature that had a focus on ‘energy’ and ‘urban’ did not 

necessarily consider the gender dimension. For instance, Teschner et al. [125] examined the 

extreme poverty on the periphery of the urban areas of Romania and Israel. Their key 

finding was that policymakers perceived extreme energy vulnerability as less urgent 

compared to other challenges in poor urban environments although these were intrinsically 

connected. Castán Broto et al. [34] focused on energy profiles among the urban elites in 

Mozambique and found that income was not a key factor in the choice of fuel; rather, 

cultural and generational conditions were dominant factors. In fact, Smit et al. [115] found 

that urban households in an informal settlement in South Africa paid more for their energy 

cost per unit. 

 

Other studies have examined rural areas at a regional level in Africa, Asia, Latin American 

and the Caribbean [126]. A notable aspect is the ENERGIA research programme, which has 

been instrumental in gender and energy initiatives. Many of the initiatives are focused on 

rural and peri-urban areas, for instance the Global Village Energy Partnership programme 

founded in 2002 [127]. Similarly, Kooijman-Van Dijk’s [128] findings from the ENERGIA 

research programme indicate that energy demands are not necessarily met equitably for 

men and women even when energy supply is physically available at household or 

community level. 
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The traditional socio-cultural backgrounds of households influence energy transitions in 

urban Africa. However, urban settings differ from rural settings. Migrating from rural to 

urban areas means changing livelihood activities. As an illustration, despite focusing on rural 

areas, Khatiwada et al. [129] show that individual as well as location-specific characteristics 

influence energy use behaviour switching for men and women in Nepal. Such an 

observation emphasises the need for context-specific evidence-based studies.  

 

4.4 Access to electricity versus security of energy services 

Emerging studies reveal the complexity of energy access and challenge the assumptions that 

access to modern energy such as electricity will lead to the fulfilment of SDG 7 regarding 

affordable and clean energy or increased economic activity and abandonment of traditional 

energy use. Some studies focus on electricity access as a form of achieving gender equity 

and empowerment of women [e.g. 110]. 

 

Kim and Standal [110] show that while electricity provides an essential resource for 

communication, income generation and household chores, its unreliability and affordability 

challenges and changing gender norms undermine women’s potential empowerment, 

perpetuating gender inequalities. Pueyo and Maestre [130] highlight the links between 

gender, energy access and productive uses of energy, focusing on electricity. A challenge 

that studies have shown is that urban Africa still exhibits fuel stacking [12,34],10 which 

serves as an adaptive measure to deal with energy insecurity.  

 

According to Rosenberg et al. [131], prior studies suggest that women particularly stand to 

benefit from increased electricity access. However, few have empirically tested the implicit 

linkage between energy access (SDG 7) and gender equality (SDG 5). Rosenberg et al. [131] 

specifically explored how female household members used electricity once it was made 

accessible in India. Their findings showed that women were neither the sole nor the primary 

 
10 Fuel stacking refers to households’ using an energy fuel mix instead of switching entirely to a different fuel 

type. For example, instead of switching entirely to cooking with gas, households can utilise different fuels such 

as charcoal, paraffin or solar power.   
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beneficiaries of electricity access, even when appliances that would particularly benefit 

them were affordable. While energy access could improve gender equity, Rosenberg et al.’s 

[131] study highlighted intrahousehold power dynamics as an important boundary condition 

for realising more equitable energy access. Energy services fulfilled by electricity access and 

intrahousehold power dynamics become relevant gendered indicators. De Groot et al. [132] 

emphasise this point and highlight that the ability to fulfil a range of energy services can 

empower women to run their businesses in a viable manner.   

 

4.5 Everyday energy practices and the role of geography, time and space 

Emerging studies are highlighting how the limited understanding of the everyday uses of 

energy and their interactions with other aspects of the SDGs hinders the achievement of 

sustainable energy for all [133]. Due to limited exploration of the energy issues in poor 

urban environments, a disjuncture exists between the everyday realities in these 

environments and the policy objectives of building sustainable cities and communities. 

Sunikka-Blank et al. [26] observed this situation in a slum case study in India and argued that 

energy and housing policies could influence gender equality. While Castán Broto et al. [34] 

examined the link between energy use and urban inequality at a household level, their focus 

was on high-income households with limited consideration of gendered aspects.  

 

Gendered household behaviours evidenced in the literature demonstrate how gendered 

roles manifest in everyday energy consumption and energy expenditure decisions at the 

household level. For example, Shrestha et al. [113] show that women actively participate in 

energy-saving practices. Similarly, Hoppe et al. [134] propose that among other factors, 

gender plays a role in energy efficiency behaviours and should be considered in the pursuit 

of energy conservation as their study indicates that women have a stronger intention to 

save energy and engage more in energy-saving behaviours. Batliwala and Reddy [135] seem 

to support this notion by suggesting that women tend to consider the long term and the 

next generation and are willing to sacrifice immediate gains for long-term benefits, a view 

that leads to sustainability. Furthermore, Clancy et al. [114] and Hoppe et al. [134] indicate 

that interventions are generally more effective when tailored to the target population, 

thereby indicating the need to recognise and include women as role players in the energy 

sector. Other everyday practices that access to energy promotes in poor urban 
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environments are income-generating activities [12,115], for example through the running of 

small businesses [e.g. 132]. It is thus essential to understand the type of influence of the 

available energy sources on these everyday practices.   

 

Greene [35] highlights the value of a human-centred, contextual approach to energy 

transition research for revealing the intersections of lives, practices and contexts in energy 

systems change. Although focusing on the Irish context, Green [35] reveals that a complex 

web of contextual processes, including technological change, economic transitions and 

planning policies, has shaped energy consumption in the home. Furthermore, social 

differentiation in the lived experience of socio-technical change along dimensions of gender, 

social class and geography was observed. In a similar vein, Cherunya et al. [136] developed 

the concept of ‘oscillating domestic spaces’, which reflects the need for people to constantly 

respond quickly to changing and precarious circumstances by rearranging their daily 

practices in time and space and developing a multiplicity of alternative options and partial 

solutions. Understanding of everyday practices becomes crucial to identifying the relevant 

energy services in poor urban households.  

 

 Insights to move from theory to evidence-based energy-gender-poor urban nexus 

research practice in energy-gender-poor urban nexus research 

This section addresses the third research question of this paper by investigating the 

opportunities for utilising gender mainstreaming as a strategy to achieve energy security in 

poor urban environments in Africa.  

 

Although the Global South has adopted gender mainstreaming in several sectors, including 

health, education and agriculture, the energy sector has been slow to implement and adopt 

gender mainstreaming [10]. For Clancy [10], this is curious, given the notion that at the 

micro level, energy is ‘women’s business’. This is due to the gender division of labour at 

household level that generally sees the provision of energy left to women along with the 

tendency of women to utilise energy for livelihood activities in the informal sector [10,135]. 

Furthermore, the absence of gender mainstreaming in the energy sector means that 

policymakers do not recognise the existence of gender needs in energy services and, hence, 

overlook gendered energy needs. Clancy [10] argues that energy planning implemented in a 
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gender-neutral11 way is in reality gender blind12 and fails to acknowledge that men and 

women have different needs.  

 

As an illustration, advocacy for gender inclusion in Kenya was only formalised recently with 

the newly adopted Energy Act 2019, which stipulates a gender balance by not exceeding 

two-thirds composition of the same gender in the Energy and Petroleum Tribunal [137]. A 

gender policy also exists within the Kenyan Ministry of Energy and Petroleum. However, its 

main intervention is not mainstreaming gender in energy but is rather mitigating gender-

based violence within the ministry. In South Africa, similar efforts are being made toward 

gender inclusivity in the energy sector at institutional level with the creation of gender desks 

in various ministries, including the Department of Energy, but this has not brought about 

any significant social transformation at consumer levels of energy [138]. The need for 

energy policies that address gender disparities in social, economic and political integration is 

recognised only at macro policy levels with inadequate advances towards implementation 

[139]. Minimal attention is devoted to gender at the meso and micro levels of the energy 

sector. 

 

Emerging opportunities are to characterise the concepts of gender mainstreaming, energy 

security and poor urban environments as (i) complex, dynamic and interrelated; (ii) context 

specific; and (iii) a process. Understanding the energy insecurity challenge in poor urban 

environments requires exploring the urbanisation process, which indicates that many urban 

dwellers end up in vulnerable spaces, that women and girls constitute the majority of that 

population and that, consequently, gender issues emerge. Robinson [140] identifies 

gendered aspects of energy vulnerabilities, two of which we argue are dominant in poor 

urban environments, namely exclusion from the economy and unpaid work. Smit et al. [115] 

highlight the need to connect the informal economy to the city.  

 

 
11 The term ‘gender neutral’ assumes that the outcomes of energy planning will benefit men and women in the 

same way. 
12 ‘Gender blindness’ suggests that gender is not considered as an important differentiating factor. 
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The policy approach to addressing energy insecurity needs to consider the gendered 

perspective and realise that energy access does not equate to fulfilment of the various 

energy services and options in poor urban environments. A gender-conscious approach in 

alternative and renewable energy technologies can be critical in addressing energy 

insecurity. A gender-conscious approach, therefore, needs to be incorporated into all phases 

of energy research methods, energy security solutions and energy policymaking by including 

a range of aspects as summarised in Table 9. 

 

Table 9: Factors characterising a gender-conscious approach to achieving security of energy 

services 

Gendered energy research 

methods 

Gendered energy security 

solutions 

Gendered energy policy making 

Collection of bottom-up, 

gender-disaggregated data 

[58,141]. 

 

Understanding gender norms and 

context specificity in the energy 

sector and at household level 

[58,114,130,142]. 

An enabling policy and regulatory 

environment constituting 

democratic processes and political 

and decision-making power [132]. 

Utilising mixed methods that 

capture quantitative and 

qualitative aspects combined 

with participatory or action 

research [11,12,114,130]. 

Women’s participation at all levels. 

It includes inputs into research, 

technology design and the energy 

sector in planning, design, 

budgeting and implementation 

[58,119,141,142]. 

Energy policies that specifically 

target women [114,134]. 

Monitoring and evaluation of 

the gendered benefits of energy 

initiatives, including gender 

methodologies such as gender 

budgets13 and gender audits14 

[59,109,130,143]. 

Recognising and supporting women 

as energy managers and 

entrepreneurs and including them 

in energy supply chains 

[59,114,135]. 

Coupling energy access initiatives 

with other development 

interventions such as credit, other 

resources, economic development 

and empowerment, women’s 

rights and women’s agency. 

Support may also include capacity 

building in technology, business 

 
13 Gender budgets assess the impact of government spending on women and girls. 
14 Gender audits take a broader approach and consider the systems, processes, organisational structures and 

culture in the design and delivery of projects [57]. 
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skills and leadership, and 

mentoring [59,142]. 

 

 

The promotion of women’s 

collectives and self-help groups 

[135]. 

 

Understanding and responding 

to both women’s domestic and 

productive energy uses, coupled 

with the recognition that energy 

transitions are complex and do 

not follow a linear progression 

[114,130,132,142]. 

Producing energy access solutions 

that are affordable, reliable and 

convenient and that have a suitable 

capacity or quality [58,114]. 

 

Source: Compiled by authors from various sources.  

 

The factors presented in Table 9 seemingly revolve around issues of visibility (in data and 

the energy sector), agency (ability to choose or act), access (to resources and services), 

validity (recognition and respect) and voice (through participation in processes and decision 

making). Thus, these factors characterising gender conscious approach supports our 

argument for more evidence-based research on the energy-gender-poor urban nexus.  

 

 Conclusions 

This paper contributes to the theory and practice of the cross-cutting issues of energy-

gender-poor urban nexus, entailing SDGs 5, 7 and 11. Specifically, the paper explored three 

research questions: (i) What are the conceptualisation and understanding of gender 

mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban environments? (ii) What are the key 

emerging issues that inform the need to advance evidence-based gender and energy 

research in poor urban environments? and (iii) What are the opportunities for utilising 

gender mainstreaming as a strategy to achieve energy security in poor urban environments 

in Africa?  

 

We utilised an integrated literature review from a sample of 143 papers of which we 

selected 25, 23 and 13 papers to provide a conceptual understanding of the terms ‘gender 
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mainstreaming’, ‘energy security’ and ‘poor urban environments’ respectively. Additionally, 

we utilised a pool of 59 papers that provided cross-cutting issues regarding our study focus.  

 

We observed from the literature that the standard definition of gender mainstreaming did 

not imply or translate into a universal understanding of the concept and practical 

implementation. We view gender mainstreaming as a strategy for addressing a future 

undesired situation that needs to incorporate everyday practices, and we conceptualised 

the term as a long-term strategy aimed at bridging gender awareness into consciousness 

and daily routines.  

 

The undesirable situation explored in this paper is energy insecurity in poor urban 

environments. We argue that a human-centred and gendered conscious approach to 

codesigning socio-technical innovations to achieve security of energy services is 

indispensable. This will contribute to theorising gender mainstreaming as well as its practice 

when dealing with energy insecurity in poor urban environments.  

 

The emerging issues for energy-gender-poor urban nexus research include consideration of 

what matters in gender mainstreaming and its relevance for societal, policy and scientific 

impact; more evidence-based research in poor urban environments; a shift in focus from 

energy access to security of energy services; everyday practices as an approach to gendered 

consideration; and understanding of the subjective factors and dynamics that promote or 

hinder gender mainstreaming at the household level.  

 

The key messages of this paper are as follows: More evidence-based research on the 

gender-energy-poor urban nexus in Africa is needed in order to understand progress 

towards universal access to energy for all. In addition, we need to reconceptualise our 

understanding of gender mainstreaming. Finally, we need to shift the focus to securing 

energy services in policies and research in order to improve energy security in poor urban 

environments while taking into account the gendered aspects of everyday energy use 

practices. As a way forward, the GENS Trilateral Research Chair will adopt an energy-gender-

poor urban nexus approach through two case studies in South Africa and Kenya.  



38 
 

References 

[1] S. Oparaocha, S. Dutta, Gender and energy for sustainable development, Current 
Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 3 (2011) 265-271. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2011.07.003. 

[2] S. McDade, J.S. Clancy, Editorial, special edition on gender and energy, Energy for 
Sustainable Development 7 (2003) 3-7. 

[3] D. Ockwell, R. Byrne, U.E Hansen, J. Haselip, I. Nygaard, The uptake and diffusion of 
solar power in Africa: Socio-cultural and political insights on a rapidly emerging 
socio-technical transition, Energy Research & Social Science 44 (2018) 122-129. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.04.033. 

[4] UN-Habitat, Gender Issue Guide: Housing and slum upgrading. 
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Housing/InformalSettlements/UNHABIT
AT_Housing_and_SlumUpgrading.pdf, 2012 (accessed 3 April 2020).  

[5] UN-Habitat, UN-Habitat policy and plan for gender equality and the empowerment 
of women in urban development and human settlements. 
https://citiesalliance.org/sites/default/files/UN-Habitat%20-
%20Gender%20Policy%20and%20Plan2%20draft%2020%20jan_.pdf, 2014 
(accessed 3 April 2020).  

[6] Council of Europe, The congress of local and regional authorities. 
https://rm.coe.int/16807191f2, 2004 (accessed 3 April 2020).   

[7] United Nations, Gender equality and women’s empowerment. 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/gender-equality/, 2019 (accessed 22 
August 2019).   

[8] J. Rutherford, O. Coutard, Urban energy transitions: Places, processes and politics of 
socio-technical change, Urban Studies 51 (2014) 1353-1377. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098013500090. 

[9] J. Clancy, O. Maduka, F. Lumampao, Sustainable energy systems and the urban 
poor: Nigeria, Brazil, and the Philippines, in: P. Droege (Ed), Urban energy transition, 
Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2008, pp. 533-562. 

[10] J.S. Clancy, Late developers: Gender mainstreaming in the energy sector. 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.574.3264&rep=rep1&ty
pe=pdf, 2009 (accessed 22 August 2019). 

[11] A. Ambole, J.K. Musango, K. Buyana, M. Ogot, C. Anditi, B. Mwau, Z. Kovacic, S. 
Smit, S. Lwasa, G. Nsangi, H. Sseviiri, A.C. Brent, Mediating household energy 
transitions through co-design in urban Kenya, Uganda and South Africa, Energy 
Research & Social Science 55 (2019) 208-217. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.05.009. 

[12] Z. Kovacic, J.K. Musango, L.A. Ambole, K. Buyana, S. Smit, C. Anditi, B. Mwau, M. 
Ogot, S. Lwasa, A.C. Brent, G. Nsangi, H. Sseviiri, Interrogating differences: A 
comparative analysis of Africa’s informal settlements, World Development 122 
(2019) 614-627. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2019.06.026. 

[13] UN DESA, World urbanization prospects: The 2014 revision. 
http://esa.un.org/unpd/wup/, 2014 (accessed 13 March 2015).  

[14] UN DESA, World urbanization prospects: The 2017 revision. 
https://esa.un.org/unpd/wpp/publications/Files/WPP2017_KeyFindings.pdf, 2017 
(accessed 19 February 2018).   

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2011.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.04.033
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Housing/InformalSettlements/UNHABITAT_Housing_and_SlumUpgrading.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Housing/InformalSettlements/UNHABITAT_Housing_and_SlumUpgrading.pdf
https://citiesalliance.org/sites/default/files/UN-Habitat%20-%20Gender%20Policy%20and%20Plan2%20draft%2020%20jan_.pdf
https://citiesalliance.org/sites/default/files/UN-Habitat%20-%20Gender%20Policy%20and%20Plan2%20draft%2020%20jan_.pdf
https://rm.coe.int/16807191f2
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/gender-equality/
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0042098013500090
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.574.3264&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.574.3264&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2019.06.026


39 
 

[15] UN-Habitat, The challenge of slums. Global report on human settlements: Revised 
and updated version (April 2010). http://unhabitat.org/wp-
content/uploads/2003/07/GRHS_2003_Chapter_01_Revised_2010.pdf, 2010 
(accessed 25 September 2019).   

[16] L.S. Tusting, D. Bisannzio, G. Alabaster, E. Cameron, R. Cibulskis, M. Davies, S. 
Flaxman, H.S. Gibson, J. Knudsen, C. Mbongo, F.O. Okumu, L. von Seidlein, D.J. 
Weiss, S.W. Lindsay, P.W. Gething, S. Bhatt, Mapping changes in housing in sub-
Saharan Africa from 2000 to 2015, Nature 568 (2019) 391-394. 
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-019-1050-5. 

[17] S. Smit, J.K. Musango, Z. Kovaci, A.C. Brent. Conceptualising slum in an urban 
African context, Cities 62 (2017) 107-119. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2016.12.018. 

[18] International Energy Agency, Africa energy outlook 2019. 
https://www.iea.org/reports/africa-energy-outlook-2019, 2019 (accessed 26 March 
2020).   

[19] B. Batinge, J.K. Musango, A.C. Brent, Perpetuating energy poverty: Assessing 
roadmaps for universal energy access in unmet African electricity markets, Energy 
Research & Social Science 55 (2019) 1-13. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.05.004. 

[20] A.K.N Reddy, W. Annecke, K. Blok, D. Bloom, B. Boardman, A. Eberhard, J. 
Ramakrishna, Q. Wodon, A.K.M. Zaidi, Energy and social issues, in: UNDP, UN-DESA 
and World Energy Council (Eds), World energy assessment: Energy and the 
challenge of sustainability, UNDP, New York, 2000, pp. 39-60. 
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environm
ent-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-
and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf, 
2000, (accessed 22 August 2019). 

[21] K. Ulsrud, Access to electricity for all and the role of decentralized solar power in 
sub-Saharan Africa, Norsk Geografisk Tidsskrift 74 (2020) 54-63. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00291951.2020.1736145. 

[22] X, Bai, T. McPhearson, H. Cleugh, H. Nagendra, X. Tong, T. Zhu, Y-G. Zhu, Linking 
urbanization and the environment: Conceptual and empirical advances, Annual 
Review of Environment and Resources 42 (2017) 215-240. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-102016-061128. 

[23] J.K. Musango, P. Currie, S. Smit, Z. Kovacic, Urban metabolism of the informal city: 
Probing and measuring the “unmeasurable” to monitor Sustainable Development 
Goal 11 Indicators, Paper under final review in Ecological Indicators, submitted 17 
January 2019. Forthcoming. 

[24] O.W. Johnson, V. Gerber, C. Muhoza, Gender, culture and energy transitions in rural 
Africa, Energy Research & Social Science 49 (2019) 169-179. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.11.004. 

[25] C.T. Gaunt, Electricity distribution industry restructuring in South Africa: A case 
study, Energy Policy 36 (2008) 3448-3459. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.022. 

[26] M. Sunikka-Blank, R. Bardhan, A.N. Haque, Gender, domestic energy and design of 
inclusive low-income habitats: A case of slum rehabilitation housing in Mumbai, 

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-019-1050-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2016.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.05.004
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/00291951.2020.1736145
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-102016-061128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.022


40 
 

India, Energy Research & Social Science 49 (2019) 53-67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.10.020. 

[27] J.K. Musango, A.C. Brent, A conceptual framework for energy technology 
sustainability assessment, Energy for Sustainable Development 15 (2010) 84-91. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2010.10.005. 

[28] R. Listo, Gender myths in energy poverty literature: A critical discourse analysis, 
Energy Research & Social Science 38 (2018) 9-18. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.01.010. 

[29] F. Ceschin, Critical factors for implementing and diffusing sustainable product-
service systems: Insights from innovation studies and companies’ experiences, 
Journal of Cleaner Production 45 (2013) 74-88. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2012.05.034. 

[30] S. Emili, F. Ceschin, D. Harrison, Product-service system applied to distributed 
renewable energy: A classification system, 15 archetypal models and a strategic 
design tool, Energy for Sustainable Development 32 (2016) 71-98. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2016.03.004. 

[31] F. Ceschin, I. Gaziulusoy, Evolution of design for sustainability: From product design 
to design for system innovations and transitions, Design Studies 47 (2016) 118-163. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.destud.2016.09.002. 

[32] R.J. Torraco, Writing integrative literature reviews: Using the past and present to 
explore the future, Human Resource Development Review 15 (2016) 404-428. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1534484316671606. 

[33] B.K. Sovacool, J. Axsen, S. Sorrell, Promoting novelty, rigor, and style in energy social 
science: Towards codes of practice for appropriate methods and research design, 
Energy Research & Social Science 45 (2018) 12-42. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.07.007. 

[34] V. Castán Broto, M.D.F.S.R. Arthur, L. Guibrunet, Energy profiles among urban elite 
households in Mozambique: Explaining the persistence of charcoal in urban areas, 
Energy Research & Social Science 65 (2020) 101478. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101478. 

[35] M. Greene, Socio-technical transitions and dynamics in everyday consumption 
practice, Global Environmental Change 52 (2018) 1-9. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.05.007. 

[36] C. Booth, C. Bennett, Gender mainstreaming in the European Union: Towards a new 
conception and practice of equal opportunities? European Journal of Women’s 
Studies 9 (2002) 430-446. https://doi.org/10.1177/13505068020090040401. 

[37] J. True, Mainstreaming gender in global public policy, International Feminist Journal 
of Politics 5 (2003) 368-396. https://doi.org/10.1080/1461674032000122740. 

[38] S. Walby, Gender mainstreaming: Productive tensions in theory and practice, Social 
Politics 12 (2005) 321-343. https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxi018. 

[39] Council of Europe, Gender mainstreaming: Conceptual framework, methodology 
and presentation of good practices. https://www.unhcr.org/3c160b06a.pdf, 1998 
(accessed 19 September 2019). 

[40] Y. Benschop, M. Verloo, Sisyphus’ sisters: Can gender mainstreaming escape the 
genderedness of organizations? Journal of Gender Studies 15 (2006) 19-33. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09589230500486884. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2010.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2012.05.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2016.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.destud.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1534484316671606
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101478
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F13505068020090040401
https://doi.org/10.1080/1461674032000122740
https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxi018
https://www.unhcr.org/3c160b06a.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/09589230500486884


41 
 

[41] T. Rees, Reflections on the uneven development of gender mainstreaming in 
Europe, International Feminist Journal of Politics 7 (2005) 555-574. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616740500284532.  

[42] M. Stratigaki, Gender mainstreaming vs positive action: An ongoing conflict in EU 
gender equality policy, European Journal of Women’s Studies 12 (2005) 165-186. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1350506805051236. 

[43] O. Hankivsky, Gender vs. diversity mainstreaming: A preliminary examination of the 
role and transformative potential of feminist theory, Canadian Journal of Political 
Science 38 (2005) 977-1001. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008423905040783. 

[44] O. Hankivsky, D. de Merich, A. Christoffersen, Equalities ‘devolved’: Experiences in 
mainstreaming across the UK devolved powers post-Equality Act 2010, British 
Politics 14 (2019) 141-161. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41293-018-00102-3. 

[45] T. Rees, Mainstreaming equality in the European Union: Education, training and 
labour market policies, Routledge, London, 1998. 
https://books.google.co.za/books/about/Mainstreaming_Equality_in_the_Europea
n_U.html?id=uFnwnd8CtC4C&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button&redir_
esc=y#v=onepage&q=tinkering&f=false, 1998 (accessed 15 August 2019). 

[46] R, Jahan, S. Mumtaz, The elusive agenda: Mainstreaming women in development 
[with comments], The Pakistan Development Review 35 (1996) 825-834. 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/41260001.  

[47] J. Sachs, G. Schmidt-Traub, C. Kroll, G. Lafortune, G. Fuller, Sustainable 
Development Report 2019, Bertelsmann Stiftung and Sustainable Development 
Solutions Network (SDSN), New York. http://sustainabledevelopment.report, 2019 
(accessed 22 August 2019). 

[48] T. Moyo, R. Dhliwayo, Achieving gender equality and women’s empowerment in 
Sub-Saharan Africa: Lessons from the experience of selected countries, Journal of 
Developing Societies 35 (2019) 256-281. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0169796X19845957. 

[49] United Nations Development Programme, Africa Human Development Report – 
accelerating gender equality and women’s empowerment in Africa. 
http://hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/afhdr_2016_lowres_en.pdf, 2016 (accessed 
22 August 2019).  

[50] International Labour Organization, Gender equality. 
https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/equality-and-discrimination/gender-
equality/lang--en/index.htm, 2019 (accessed 22 August 2019).   

[51] Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, The pursuit of gender 
equality – an uphill battle. https://www.oecd.org/publications/the-pursuit-of-
gender-equality-9789264281318-en.htm, 2017 (accessed 33 August 2019). 

[52] World Bank, Gender Home. https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/gender, 2019 
(accessed 22 August 2019).    

[53] United Nations Development Programme, Gender equality strategy 2018-2021. 
www.undp.org, 2018 (accessed 22 August 2019).   

[54] UN Women, United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of 
Women | UN Women – Headquarters. https://www.unwomen.org/en, 2019 
(accessed 22 August 2019). 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14616740500284532
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1350506805051236
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0008423905040783
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0169796X19845957
https://www.oecd.org/publications/the-pursuit-of-gender-equality-9789264281318-en.htm
https://www.oecd.org/publications/the-pursuit-of-gender-equality-9789264281318-en.htm


42 
 

[55] U. Mückenberger, Gender mainstreaming – a universal norm in the making, 
International Journal of Public Policy 6 (2010) 50-72. 
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJPP.2010.031206. 

[56] H. Derbyshire, Gender mainstreaming: Recognising and building on progress. Views 
from the UK Gender and Development Network, Gender and Development 20 
(2012) 405-422. https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2012.731750. 

[57] C. Moser, Has gender mainstreaming failed? International Feminist Journal of 
Politics 7 (2005) 576-590. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616740500284573. 

[58] J.S. Clancy, M. Skutsch, S. Batchelor, The gender-energy-poverty nexus: Finding the 
energy to address gender concerns in development. 
https://esmap.org/sites/default/files/resources-
document/TheGenderEnergyPovertyNexus.pdf, 2003 (accessed 29 August 2019).     

[59] K. O’Dell, S. Peters, K. Wharton, Women, energy, and economic empowerment: 
Applying a gender lens to amplify the impact of energy. 
https://www2.deloitte.com/us/en/insights/topics/social-impact/women-
empowerment-energy-access.html, 2014 (accessed 29 August 2019). 

[60] S. Dutta, A. Kooijman, E. Cecelski, Energy access and gender: Getting the right 
balance. 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/463071494925985630/Energy-
access-and-gender-getting-the-right-balance, 2017 (accessed 29 August 2019). 

[61] D. Yergin, Ensuring energy security, Foreign Affairs 85 (2006) 69-82. 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/20031912. 

[62] K.J. Hancock, V. Vivoda, International political economy: A field born of the OPEC 
crisis returns to its energy roots, Energy Research & Social Science 1 (2014) 206-216. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.03.017. 

[63] L. Hughes, A generic framework for the description and analysis of energy security 
in an energy system, Energy Policy 42 (2012) 221-231. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.11.079.  

[64] A. Cherp, J. Jewell, The concept of energy security: Beyond the four As, Energy 
Policy 75 (2014) 415-421. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.09.005.  

[65] B.K. Sovacool, Introduction: Defining, measuring and exploring energy security, in: 
B.K. Sovacool (Ed), The Routledge handbook of energy security, Routledge, New 
York, 2010, pp. 1-42. 

[66] Y. Parag, From energy security to the security of energy services: Shortcomings of 
traditional supply-oriented approaches and the contribution of a socio-technical 
and user-oriented perspectives, Science and Technology Studies 27(2014) 97-108. 
https://sciencetechnologystudies.journal.fi/article/view/56093. 

[67] T. Jamasb, M. Pollitt, Security of supply and regulation of energy networks, Energy 
Policy 36 (2008) 4584-4589. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.09.007. 

[68] X. Xu, J. Yu, D. Zhang, Q. Ji, Energy insecurity, economic growth, and the role of 
renewable energy: A cross-country panel analysis, The Singapore Economic Review, 
in press. https://doi.org/10.1142/S021759081943001X. 

[69] B.W. Ang, W.L. Choong, T.S. Ng, Energy security: Definitions, dimensions and 
indexes, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 42 (2015) 1077-1093. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2014.10.064. 

[70] International Energy Agency, Energy security. 
http://www.iea.org/topics/energysecurity/, 2011 (accessed 14 October 2019).   

https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2012.731750
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616740500284573
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/463071494925985630/Energy-access-and-gender-getting-the-right-balance
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/463071494925985630/Energy-access-and-gender-getting-the-right-balance
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.11.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.09.005
https://sciencetechnologystudies.journal.fi/article/view/56093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1142/S021759081943001X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2014.10.064
http://www.iea.org/topics/energysecurity/


43 
 

[71] J.C. Jansen, Energy services security: Concepts and metrics. 
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bc42/25fb96283c2a3b3dfebacf1ebb32367aa200.
pdf, 2009 (accessed 22 August 2019). 

[72] M.J. Pasqualetti, B.K. Sovacool, The importance of scale to energy security, Journal 
of Integrative Environmental Sciences 9 (2012) 167-180. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1943815X.2012.691520. 

[73] G. Jain, Energy security issues at household level in India, Energy Policy 38 (2010) 
2835-2845. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.01.016. 

[74] H. Phoumin, F. Kimura, The impacts of energy insecurity on household welfare in 
Cambodia: Empirical evidence and policy implications, Economic Modelling 82 
(2019) 35-41. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2019.09.024. 

[75] D. Hernández, Understanding ‘energy insecurity’ and why it matters to health, 
Social Science & Medicine 167 (2016) 1-10. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2016.08.029. 

[76] K. Gram-Hanssen, Consuming technologies – developing routines, Journal of 
Cleaner Production 16 (2008) 1181-1189. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2007.08.006. 

[77] P. Späth, H. Rohracher, ‘Energy regions’: The transformative power of regional 
discourses on socio-technical futures, Research Policy 39 (2010) 449-458. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2010.01.017. 

[78] H. Wilhite, New thinking on the agentive relationship between end-use 
technologies and energy-using practices, Energy Efficiency 1 (2008) 121-130. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12053-008-9006-x. 

[79] C. Vezzoli, F. Ceschin, L. Osanjo, M.K. M’Rithaa, R. Moalosi, V. Nakazibwe, J.C. Diehl, 
Designing sustainable energy for all. Sustainable product-service system design 
applied to distributed renewable energy, 2018. 
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783319702223 (accessed 23 September 
2019). 

[80] S. Smit, J.K. Musango, A.C. Brent, Understanding electricity legitimacy dynamics in 
an urban informal settlement in South Africa: A community-based system dynamics 
approach, Energy for Sustainable Development 49 (2019) 39-52. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2019.01.004. 

[81] B.K. Sovacool, I. Mukherjee, Conceptualizing and measuring energy security: A 
synthesized approach, Energy 36 (2011) 5343-5355. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2011.06.043. 

[82] A. Strydom, J.K. Musango, P.K. Currie, Connecting energy services, carriers and 
flows: Rethinking household energy metabolism in Cape Town, South Africa, Energy 
Research & Social Science 60 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101313. 

[83] S. Chant, C. McIlwaine, Cities, slums and gender in the global south: Towards a 
feminised urban future, Routledge, New York, 2015. 

[84] H. Jarvis, P. Kantor, J. Cloke, Cities and gender, Routledge, New York, 2009. 
[85] M. Oyolola, B.A. Abuya, Inter-generational study of educational achievement in the 

poor urban areas in Sub-Saharan Africa: Evidence from the Nairobi informal 
settlements, International Journal of Education Economics and Development 5 
(2014) 291-304. https://doi.org/10.1504/IJEED.2014.067183. 

[86] I.K. Tumwebaze, C. Lüthi, Households’ access and use of water and sanitation 
facilities in poor urban areas of Kampala, Uganda, Journal of Water, Sanitation and 

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bc42/25fb96283c2a3b3dfebacf1ebb32367aa200.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bc42/25fb96283c2a3b3dfebacf1ebb32367aa200.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/1943815X.2012.691520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2019.09.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2016.08.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2007.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2010.01.017
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783319702223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2019.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2011.06.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101313


44 
 

Hygiene for Development 3 (2013) 96-105. 
https://doi.org/10.2166/washdev.2013.147. 

[87] S.L. Barnes, Debunking deficiency theories: Evaluating non-traditional attitudes and 
behavior among residents in poor urban neighborhoods, Journal of Poverty 5 (2001) 
43-66. https://doi.org/10.1300/J134v05n01_03. 

[88] S. Muyeba, J. Seekings, Homeownership, privacy and neighbourly relations in poor 
urban neighbourhoods in Cape Town, South Africa, South African Review of 
Sociology 43 (2012) 41-63. https://doi.org/10.1080/21528586.2012.727546. 

[89] T.N. Mdluli, C.H. Vogel, Challenges to achieving a successful transition to a low-
carbon economy in South Africa: Examples from poor urban communities, 
Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change 15 (2010) 205-222. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-009-9195-4. 

[90] G. Owusu, R.L. Afutu-Kotey, Poor urban communities and municipal interface in 
Ghana: A case study of Accra and Sekondi-Takoradi metropolis, African Studies 
Quarterly 12 (2010). 

[91] M.E. Emetere, A modified approach to estimating thermodynamic impact on 
buildings: A case study of poor urban setting in Lagos state, Journal of Engineering, 
Design and Technology 17 (2019) 115-135. https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-04-2017-
0028. 

[92] I.F. Kharboush, A.A. Youssef, M.M. Makhlouf, A.A. Zaghloul, A.G. El Masry, Women 
health in poor urban settings in Alexandria, Journal of Egypt Public Health 
Association 80 (2005) 321-348. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16922157. 

[93] J. Emina, D. Beguy, E.M. Zulu, A.C. Ezeh, K. Muindi, P. Elung’ata, J.K. Otsola, Y. Yé, 
Monitoring of health and demographic outcomes in poor urban settlements: 
Evidence from the Nairobi Urban Health and Demographic Surveillance 
System, Journal of Urban Health 88 (2011) 200-218. 

[94] J.B. Knight, R.H. Sabot, Labor market discrimination in a poor urban economy, The 
Journal of Development Studies 19 (1982) 67-87. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388208421850. 

[95] World Bank, Poverty and shared prosperity 2018: Piecing together the poverty 
puzzle. https://www.worldbank.org/en/publication/poverty-and-shared-prosperity, 
2018 (accessed 23 September 2019).   

[96] E. Wratten, Conceptualizing urban poverty, Environment and Urbanization 7 (1995) 
11-38. https://doi.org/10.1177/095624789500700118. 

[97] G. Hiemstra-van der Horst, A.J. Hovorka, Fuelwood: The “other” renewable energy 
source for Africa? Biomass and Bioenergy 33 (2009) 1605-1616. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2009.08.007. 

[98] G. Hiemstra-van der Horst, A.J. Hovorka, Reassessing the “energy ladder”: 
Household energy use in Maun, Botswana, Energy Policy, 36 (2008) 3333-3344. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.006. 

[99] J. Holdren, K. Smith, Energy, the environment, and health, in: UNDP, UN-DESA and 
World Energy Council (Eds), World energy assessment: Energy and the challenge of 
sustainability, 2000 pp. 62-110. 
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environm
ent-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-
and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf, 
2000 (accessed 22 August 2019). 

https://doi.org/10.2166/washdev.2013.147
https://doi.org/10.1300/J134v05n01_03
https://doi.org/10.1080/21528586.2012.727546
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-009-9195-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16922157
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220388208421850
https://doi.org/10.1177/095624789500700118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2009.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2008.05.006
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf
https://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/environment-energy/www-ee-library/sustainable-energy/world-energy-assessment-energy-and-the-challenge-of-sustainability/World%20Energy%20Assessment-2000.pdf


45 
 

[100] B.K. Sovacool, Security of energy services and uses within urban households, 
Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 3 (2011) 218-224. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2011.06.004. 

[101] J. Fathallah, P. Pyakurel, Addressing gender in energy studies, Energy Research & 
Social Science, 65 (2020) 101461. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101461. 

[102] J. Sandler, Unifem’s experiences in mainstreaming for gender equality. 
https://www.eldis.org/document/A27190, 1997 (accessed 30 September 2019).   

[103] A. Nightingale, The nature of gender: Work, gender, and environment. 
Environment and Planning D, Society and Space 24 (2006) 165-185. 
https://doi.org/10.1068/d01k.  

[104] M.M. Skutsch, Gender analysis for energy projects and programmes, Energy for 
Sustainable Development 9 (2005) 37-52. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-
0826(08)60481-0. 

[105] S. Bradshaw, Sex disaggregation alone will not energize equality, Nature Energy 3 
(2018) 813-815. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-018-0247-4. 

[106] S.E. Ryan, Rethinking gender and identity in energy studies, Energy Research & 
Social Science 1 (2014) 96-105. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.02.008. 

[107] T. Winther, M.N. Matinga, K. Ulsrud, K. Standal, Women’s empowerment through 
electricity access: Scoping study and proposal for a framework of analysis, Journal 
of Development Effectiveness 9 (2017) 389-417. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/19439342.2017.1343368. 

[108] M. Ihalainen, J. Schure, P. Sola, Where are the women? A review and conceptual 
framework for addressing gender equity in charcoal value chains in Sub-Saharan 
Africa, Energy for Sustainable Development 55 (2020) 1-12. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2019.11.003. 

[109] J.S. Clancy, N. Mohlakoana, Gender audits: An approach to engendering energy 
policy in Nepal, Kenya and Senegal, Energy Research & Social Science 62 (2020) 
101378. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101378. 

[110] E. Kim, K. Standal, Empowered by electricity? The political economy of gender and 
energy in rural Naryn, Gender, Technology and Development 23 (2019) 1-18. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09718524.2019.1596558.  

[111] A. Pascale, Examining the potential for developing women-led solar PV enterprises 
in rural Myanmar, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 57 (2016) 576-583. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.12.077. 

[112] A.S. Permana, N.A. Aziz, H.C. Siong, Is mom energy efficient? A study of gender, 
household energy consumption and family decision making in Indonesia, Energy 
Research & Social Science 6 (2015) 78-86. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.12.007. 

[113] B. Shrestha, S.B. Bajracharya, M.M. Keitsch, S.R. Tiwari, Gender differences in 
household energy decision-making and impacts in energy saving to achieve 
sustainability: A case of Kathmandu, Sustainable Development (2020). 
https://doi.org/10.1002/sd.2055. 

[114] J.S. Clancy, A. Barnett, E. Cecelski, S. Pachauri, S. Dutta, S. Oparaocha, A. Kooijman, 
Gender in the transition to sustainable energy for all: From evidence to inclusive 
policies. https://www.energia.org/cm2/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Gender-in-
the-transition-to-sustainable-energy-for-all_-From-evidence-to-inclusive-
policies_FINAL.pdf, 2019 (accessed 29 August 2019).   

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2011.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101461
https://doi.org/10.1068/d01k
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60481-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60481-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/19439342.2017.1343368
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2019.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101378
https://doi.org/10.1080/09718524.2019.1596558
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.12.077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2014.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/sd.2055


46 
 

[115] S. Smit, J.K. Musango, Z. Kovacic, A.C. Brent, Towards measuring the informal city: 
A societal metabolism approach, Journal of Industrial Ecology 23 (2019) 674-685. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12776. 

[116] M. Islam, A.K.M.S. Islam, M.R. Amin, Small-scale decentralized renewable energy 
systems for the remote communities of the developing countries. Proceedings of 
the ASME Power Conference PART B (2005) 879-890. 

[117] A. Goswami, K.R. Bandyopadhyay, A. Kumar, Exploring the nature of rural energy 
transition in India: Insights from case studies of eight villages in Bihar, International 
Journal of Energy Sector Management 11 (2017) 463-479. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJESM-11-2016-0001. 

[118] M. Manjula, G. Gopi, Universal access to clean cooking energy and the need for an 
inclusive policy: Evidence from analysis of cooking fuel use in Odisha and Tamil 
Nadu, Decision 44 (2017) 193-207. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40622-017-0159-3. 

[119] A. Karanja, A. Gasparatos, Adoption and impacts of clean bioenergy cookstoves in 
Kenya, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 102 (2019) 285-306. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.12.006. 

[120] J.P. Aryal, D.B. Rahul, K.A. Mottaleb, A. Ali, Gender and household energy choice 
using exogenous switching treatment regression: Evidence from Bhutan, 
Environmental Development 30 (2019) 61-75. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envdev.2019.04.003. 

[121] J. Rosenthal, A. Quinn, A.P. Grieshop, A. Pillarisetti, R.I. Glass, Clean cooking and 
the SDGs: Integrated analytical approaches to guide energy interventions for 
health and environment goals, Energy for Sustainable Development 42 (2018) 152-
159. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2017.11.003. 

[122] R. Pearl-Martinez, Global trends impacting gender equality in energy access, IDS 
Bulletin 51 (2018) 7-26. https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2020.103. 

[123] V. Laxmi, J. Parikh, S. Karmakar, P. Dabrase, Household energy, women’s hardship 
and health impacts in rural Rajasthan, India: Need for sustainable energy solutions, 
Energy for Sustainable Development 7 (2003) 50-68. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60348-8. 

[124] S. Misana, G.V. Karlsson, Generating opportunities: Case studies on energy and 
women. 
https://esmap.org/sites/esmap.org/files/DocumentLibrary/GeneratingOpportuniti
es_2001.pdf, 2001 (accessed 25 March 2020). 

[125] N. Teschner, A. Sinea, A. Vornicu, T. Abu-Hamed, M. Negev, Extreme energy 
poverty in the urban peripheries of Romania and Israel: Policy, planning and 
infrastructure, Energy Research & Social Science 66 (2020) 101502. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101502. 

[126] G. Karlsson, Where energy is women’s business. National and regional reports 
from Africa, Asia, Latin America and the Pacific. 
https://www.bridge.ids.ac.uk/global-resources/resource/A66816?lang=en, 2007 
(accessed 22 August 2019). 

[127] G. Karlsson, S. Oparaocha, The road to Johannesburg and beyond: Networking for 
gender and energy, Energy for Sustainable Development 7 (2003) 62-67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60366-X. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12776
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envdev.2019.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2017.11.003
https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2020.103
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60348-8
https://esmap.org/sites/esmap.org/files/DocumentLibrary/GeneratingOpportunities_2001.pdf
https://esmap.org/sites/esmap.org/files/DocumentLibrary/GeneratingOpportunities_2001.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101502
https://www.bridge.ids.ac.uk/global-resources/resource/A66816?lang=en
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60366-X


47 
 

[128] A. Kooijman-Van Dijk, ENERGIA’s gender and energy research programme: Findings 
and experience from research for policy, IDS Bulletin 51 (2020) 91-110. 
https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2020.107. 

[129] S.P. Khatiwada, W. Deng, B. Paudel, J.R. Khatiwada, J. Zhang, J. Wan, A gender 
analysis of changing livelihood activities in the rural areas of central Nepal, 
Sustainability 10 (2018) 4034. https://doi.org/10.3390/su10114034. 

[130] A. Pueyo, M. Maestre, Linking energy access, gender and poverty: A review of the 
literature on productive uses of energy, Energy Research & Social Science 53 
(2019) 170-181. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.02.019. 

[131] M. Rosenberg, D.E. Armanios, M. Aklin, P. Jaramilo, Evidence of gender inequality 
in energy use from a mixed-methods study in India, Nature Sustainability 3 (2020) 
110-118. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-019-0447-3. 

[132] J. de Groot, N. Mohlakoana, A. Knox, H. Bressers, Fuelling women’s 
empowerment? An exploration of the linkages between gender, entrepreneurship 
and access to energy in the informal food sector, Energy Research & Social Science 
28 (2017) 86-97. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.04.004. 

[133] F.F. Nerini, J. Tomei, L.S. To, I. Bisaga, P. Parikh, M. Black, A. Borrion, C. Spataru, V. 
Castan Broto, G. Anandarajah, B. Milligan, Y. Mulugetta, Mapping synergies and 
trade-offs between energy and the Sustainable Development Goals, Nature Energy 
3 (2018) 10-15. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-017-0036-5. 

[134] T. Hoppe, F.H. Coenen, M.T. Bekendam, Renewable energy cooperatives as a 
stimulating factor in household energy savings, Energies 12 (2019) 1188. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/en12071188. 

[135] S. Batliwala, A.K. Reddy, Energy for women and women for energy (engendering 
energy and empowering women), Energy for Sustainable Development 7 (2003) 
33-43. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60363-4. 

[136] P.C. Cherunya, H. Ahlborg, B. Truffer, Anchoring innovations in oscillating domestic 
spaces: Why sanitation service offerings fail in informal settlements, Research 
Policy 49 (2020) 103841. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.103841. 

[137] Republic of Kenya, The Energy Act 2019. 
https://kplc.co.ke/img/full/o8wccHsFPaZ3_ENERGY%20ACT%202019.pdf, 2019 
(accessed 28 October 2020). 

[138] Sustainable Energy Africa, Energy poverty and gender in urban South Africa. 
https://za.boell.org/sites/default/files/status_quo_report_-
_urban_energy_poverty_and_gender_in_south_africa-_final-1.pdf, 2017 (accessed 
28 October 2019).   

[139] J.S. Clancy, N. Mohlakoana, Y.D. Gueye, L. Muchiri, I. Shakya, Mainstreaming 
gender in energy sector practice and policy: Lessons from the ENERGIA 
International Network. https://www.energia.org/cm2/wp-
content/uploads/2016/12/Mainstreaming-gender-in-energy-sector-policy-and-
practice_FULL-REPORT.pdf, 2016 (accessed 22 August 2020). 

[140] C. Robinson, Energy poverty and gender in England: A spatial perspective, 
Geoforum 104 (2019) 222-233. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2019.05.001. 

[141] M. Feenstra, Toward a gender-aware energy policy: A case study from South Africa 
and Uganda. https://essay.utwente.nl/58197/1/scriptie_M_Feenstra.pdf, 2002 
(accessed 29 August 2019). 

https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2020.107
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10114034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.04.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/en12071188
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0973-0826(08)60363-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2019.103841
https://za.boell.org/sites/default/files/status_quo_report_-_urban_energy_poverty_and_gender_in_south_africa-_final-1.pdf
https://za.boell.org/sites/default/files/status_quo_report_-_urban_energy_poverty_and_gender_in_south_africa-_final-1.pdf
https://www.energia.org/cm2/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/Mainstreaming-gender-in-energy-sector-policy-and-practice_FULL-REPORT.pdf
https://www.energia.org/cm2/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/Mainstreaming-gender-in-energy-sector-policy-and-practice_FULL-REPORT.pdf
https://www.energia.org/cm2/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/Mainstreaming-gender-in-energy-sector-policy-and-practice_FULL-REPORT.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2019.05.001
https://essay.utwente.nl/58197/1/scriptie_M_Feenstra.pdf


48 
 

[142] R. Rewald, Energy and women and girls: Analyzing the needs, uses and impacts of 
energy on women and girls in the developing world. 
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.11185.07526 (accessed 28 August 2019).   

[143] C. Moser, A. Moser, Gender mainstreaming since Beijing: A review of success 
and limitations in international institutions, Gender and Development 13 (2005) 11-
22. https://doi.org/10.1080/13552070512331332283. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13552070512331332283

	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Literature search process
	2.2 Literature selection criteria
	2.3 Data abstraction

	3 Conceptualisation of gender mainstreaming, energy security and poor urban environments
	3.1 Gender mainstreaming
	3.2 Energy security
	3.3 Poor urban environments
	3.4 Practical implementation and measurement of gender mainstreaming in energy security research

	4 Emerging issues in mainstreaming gender for energy security research
	4.1 What matters in gender mainstreaming in the urban household energy sector
	4.2 Focus on one technology or energy service
	4.3 Limited focus on poor urban environments
	4.4 Access to electricity versus security of energy services
	4.5 Everyday energy practices and the role of geography, time and space

	5 Insights to move from theory to evidence-based energy-gender-poor urban nexus research practice in energy-gender-poor urban nexus research
	6 Conclusions
	References

