
Appendix D: Energy Justice Principles 

 

Short description of the three tenets of Energy Justice 

Energy justice is comprised of three tenets of procedural, distributional and recognition considerations.  

 

Figure 1: Energy justice tenets (Finley-Brook and Holloman, 2016) 

Distributional considerations for energy justice are those that take into account pre-existing and 

entrenched spatial inequalities, as well as distribution across differentiated groups in society. Inequalities 

can occur at spatial scales not only regarding disproportionate opportunities for access to energy sources, 

but also where ill-considered siting decisions mean there is proximity to undesirable and unsafe 

technologies. An understanding of distributional justice is key in tailoring a place-based energy policy that 

highlights particular areas of vulnerability and opportunity.  

Procedural justice comprises considerations of fairness and agency in decision making, such as influence 

over policy and development pathways, access to education and literacy of energy systems. Procedural 

justice is not just about enhancing input in decision-making processes, but also capacity building to engage 

in decision-making. Australian research suggests that while energy provision and distributional justice are 

desired, procedural justice is important to enhance acceptability and reduce opposition to development 

from those in neighbouring communities (Simpson and Clifton 2016). Beyond the benefit of enhanced 

decision-making and agency, procedural justice also has the additional benefit of visibility of energy 

infrastructure in the community, improving domestic energy efficiency and conservation measures (Judson 

et al, 2015). Procedural justice is extremely important in a just transition as it ensures everyone has agency 

and a voice in shaping their own energy future. Part of ensuring agency in decision making is encouraging 

development of energy literacy, ensuring all people have the capacity and knowledge for informed decision-

making. Empowering civil society actors is a key element of just transitions, for example, Wiseman, 

Campbell and Green (2017), state: 

“In this difficult policymaking environment, an important variable is likely to be the agency of civil society 

actors in making the politics of energy/climate policymaking more conducive to just transition-oriented 

regulatory reforms… the positions of key civil society stakeholders in Australia’s energy debate, including 

unions, environment groups and to some extent business groups have been converging toward a “just”—or 

at least an orderly—transition as a rhetorical heuristic for substantive policies to improve the transition 

arrangements in the Australian energy sector. Strengthening and perhaps formalising these alliances will 

improve the incentives for political parties to invest in long-term policies in the energy sector”.  

As a third tenet, Recognition justice recognises the importance and salience of the viewpoints of multiple 

and diverse actors. This is key in considering the differences in the way in which different groups use and 

relate to using energy and exploring how these can be integrated into energy policy that incorporates these 

multiple perspectives. For example, there is a cycle of vulnerability of disproportionate distribution and 

recognition for persons with disability in accessing low-carbon and affordable electricity, and who are 

themselves at higher risk of negative health and lifestyle impacts from a lack of economical and reliable 

access (Snell, 2015; Anderson et al, 2012).  
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Box 1: Case Study 

Renewable Newstead trial - an opportunity to enhance procedural and distributive Energy Justice  

The following is an example of a place-based opportunity for enhancing Procedural and Distributive Energy Justice 

towards a transition to renewable energy. Beginning July 1, 2018, the community of Newstead in Victoria began to 

trial an opt-in community-based tariff that allows for the redistribution of financial incentives and simplification of 

charges regarding feeding produced solar power back into the local grid. The trial will take place over the next two 

years, with the option to extend depending on the uptake (Vallely, 2018). The tariff, negotiated between the 

community group “Renewable Newstead” (auspiced by Newstead 2021 Inc) and the local power distributor 

Powercor allows for greater flexibility of distribution of energy, with no distribution charges and a fixed daily 

network charge of $1/day, and a monthly “demand” charge of $2/kW for peak consumption. This reduces the 

barrier of previously prohibitive distribution costs (constituting up to 50% of some electricity bills in some cases) 

and the consequent preference for individual rooftop solar as opposed to larger and more efficiently scaled solar 

farms (Parkinson, 2018). Development of this bespoke tariff forms part of the ‘Newstead eco-power project’, for 

which Newstead 2021 received a $200,000 grant in 2015 from the Victorian state government at the time, to 

incorporate community-ownership and social equity towards a 100% renewable energy target and a locally-scaled 

grid.  

A memorandum of understanding was signed between the two organisations on the 7th of January 2016 (Premier 

of Victoria, 2016). The goals of the initiative are two-fold; outcome-based (providing opportunities for a locally-

scaled energy network) and documenting and building the evidence-base of transferable lessons for replication of 

the model in other places. An additional goal is to explore the opportunities to build self-sufficient community-

ownership models that are commercially viable, where currently many initiatives are hindered by the barrier of 

requiring external grant funding to get off the ground. The trial was purposively designed to be opt-in, meaning no 

resident of Newstead was obliged to participate, only those with the capacity. Relatedly, embedded in the scheme 

is a recognition that those that are unable to participate will not be left ‘worse-off’ by the tariff being rolled out 

(Renewable Newstead, 2016). 

While this case study displays an opportunity to enhance the ability for Distributional Justice through integrating 

distributed energy sources into the locality, it also provides opportunities for Procedural Justice through enhanced 

decision-making and reducing the complexity of the electricity charges for improved comprehension and navigation 

of the local electricity system. Though the trial has only just begun, improvements such as a ‘graded’ system to fixed 

charges based on lower or higher consumption, have already been suggested. Additionally, while regulatory 

capacity exists currently for leasing options for domestic roof-top solar, this still prohibits the same leasing structure 

for scaled-up community-owned solar farms (Parkinson, 2018). While the place based and contextualised nature of 

the initiative means this tariff is appropriate for Newstead, and in its current state it is not necessarily transferable 

to other contexts, it does provide an illustrative example of how a justice perspective can enhance the accessibility 

and participation of community actors in a Just Transition. 

 


