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SUMMARY 

The changes in the energy consumption prices in the last few decades have caused a lot of trouble for the citizens. We can observe an 
undesirable tendency in energy prices indicated by the collective effect of several factors. This leads to difficulties for residents, 
because their income has not followed the rise of the energy prices. The problem is even worse regarding the fact that a significant 
part of residential use depends on fossil fuels. Only a small percentage of the citizenship can afford to supply their energy needs from 
new types of fuels. This paper attempts to determine a relationship between the population’s standard of living and energy 
consumption in Hungary. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The standard of living of the population is influenced by 
many factors. Some of these factors can be measured by 
objective aspects and some of them just from a subjective point 
of view. Basically, the living standards are the projection of the 
economic development of a country. In Hungary we can 
demonstrate that the standard of living is lower in the 
economically and socially underdeveloped regions and the 
factors influencing living standards are different than in other 
regions with better conditions. The findings of my study 
showed that the different scientific methods do not use a 
uniform approach to examine the population’s living standard 
and there is no generally accepted trend in research and 
analyses. Specialists in philosophy, economy, sociology, 
healthcare, etc. consider different aspects of the meaning of 
standard of living and about its quantification.  

This paper is an integral part of an extensive research. The 
goal of this research is to examine the energy consumption of the 
population and to design a theoretical model based on the results. 
While creating the model I would like to take into consideration 
the population’s opinion about their living standard, the 
composition of energy consumption, and the level of demand 
and acceptance of renewable energy resources. My question 
considers the aforementioned factors: Is there a basic correlation 
between the population’s energy consumption, the indicators of 
living standard and the other indicators which have a direct or 

indirect connection with the standard of living? In this study 
there are of course factors that are subjectively chosen, because, 
as I mentioned before, the different scientific fields have not 
formed a consensus about the measurement of living standards.  

The Energy Management of the Population 

The examination of the population’s energy consumption is 
an essential part of the research. This topic is highlighted 
because in the last few decades the volume of energy 
consumption of the households has not changed significantly, 
but the structure of consumption has altered. Before the 
millennium most households’ heaters were converted to use the 
gas grid due to the high state subsidy, comfort aspect, etc. 
Despite the fact that the gas prices rose after the millennium and 
the subsidies changed relevantly, the proportion of gas in energy 
consumption has not decreased, only increased.  

There are several causes for this:  
➣ the increase in gas supply of the settlements 
➣ gas price subsidy system; 
➣ increase in housing stock; 
➣ decrease in population density; 
➣ increase in average floor space. 

Several factors have had a significant effect on the structure 
of residential energy consumption. These include the decrease in 
district heating, a rise in the electricity consumption, the internal 
change of solid-fuel consumption and the wide-ranged spread of 
alternative energy consumption (HCSO 2008). 
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