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INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, due to the globally consumption-oriented societies and therise in population,
the environmental resources which support our lives and our sustained existence on the
planet are in decline.Environmental problems areever more present, especially the threat of
climate changeas a result of the increased carbon emissions. Since high consumption levels
are promoted as ways to enhance our well-being, development, and economic growth,
these misconceptions increase the environmental problems (Assadourian, 2013, p.115).
With the present trend, the required concept of combining environmental concern (which
traditionally involves encouraging conservation) with marketing management (which aims
to stimulate and facilitate consumption) might seem to be a somewhat contradictory
solution to the problem. Therefore, sustainability is seen as the key stone which will
resolve this apparent paradox (Tantawi, O’Shaughnessy, Gad & Salam, 2009) and
consumption as a key lever for achieving more sustainable development.

Ever since the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development was held in
Rio de Janeiro 1992, unsustainable consumption patterns are internationally recognized as
one of the major causes of global environmental deterioration (Brohmann, Heinzle,
Rennings, Schleich & Wiistenhagen, 2009). Thus, environmental protection, and
sustainability as a social goal requires consumers, as citizens of the planet earth, to play an
important role to change the behaviour and consumption habits of everyone (Van Dam &
Apeldoorn, 1996). Thus, we all need to start living today by protecting our tomorrow
(Mount, 2009) and by failing to achieve sustainability we risk our self-destruction
(Engelman, 2013).

Understanding consumer behaviour is important for any marketer and it is especially
critical for environmental products (Widger, 2007). There is a general belief among
researchers and environmental activists that by purchasing environmentally friendly
products consumers can contribute significantly to improve the quality of the environment
(Muhmim, 2007). Thus, if consumers reveal a high degree of environmental concern and
channel it into some pro-environmental purchasing behaviour, it is likely that profit-driven
enterprises would be strongly motivated to adopt the concept of sustainability in their
operations (Anand, 2013). Therefore, determining what people know about the
environment, how they feel about it, and what actions they take is essential to establish the
sustainability of a society (Bodur & Sarigollii, 2005). In general, sustainable awareness and
behavior are more common among environmentally concerned consumers who are often
more aware of the bigger picture. Previous empirical evidence emphasized that
environmental concern has been found to be a useful predictor of environmental conscious
behaviour (Donaton & Fitzgerald, 1992; Kerr, 1990; Ottman, 1992; Schlossberg, 1992)
and a major factor in the consumer decision making (Beckford, Jacobs, Williams &
Nahdee, 2010; Cornelissen, Pandelaere, Warlop & Dewitte, 2008; Zimmer, Stafford &
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Stafford, 1994). Moreover consumers with a stronger environmental concern are more
likely to purchase products as a result of their environmental claims (Mainieri, Barnett,
Valdero, Unipan & Oskamp, 1997).

Energy use has beenstrongly connected with economic and populationgrowth and it is
inextricably linked to the consumption of goods and services. Climate change engages the
energy sector particularly closely because energy-related emissions account for more than
two thirds of anthropogenic greenhouse gas (hereinafter: GHG) emissions. For that reason,
energy consumption and the climate change together are top priority in the European and
global agenda for achieving sustainability. One of the cheapest options to decrease the CO,
concentrations in the atmosphere is to improve the energy efficiency of the continually
growing energy sector (Pacala & Socolow, 2004). In that context, based on the 2030
Agenda on Sustainable Development which was presented at the Paris Conference 2015,
energy efficiency was pointed out as one of the primary objectives of the EU’s path
towards low carbon economy in order to contribute to a significant decrease of the risky
climate changes (European Commission, 2016).

A broad overview of recent literature in this field indicates that energy efficiency is
considered an important attribute in the product choice of the consumers. Consumer
behaviour is based on individual decisions, but it depends largely on supply-side measures
and proper infrastructure (e.g. the availability of energy-efficient household equipment)
and socio-political factors (e.g. existence of energy efficiency standard or eco-labeling).
Energy efficiency standards and eco-labels for household and electric appliances are
among the most popular strategies to save energy and educate consumers to use energy
more wisely (Mahlia & Saidur, 2010). Providing information for the environmental impact
of the product through labels has been proposed as one of the ways to promote more
sustainable consumption and this can be used as an effective tool to generate
environmental consciousness and drive positive behaviour towards labelled products
(Sharma & Gupta, 2013). With the presence of energy rating labels as a specific form of
eco-labels, energy conscious consumers are more likely to select energy saving products
than less conscious consumers. In other words, environmental consciousness as an
environment attitude can be further strengthened with the presence of energy rating labels.

Household consumption expenditure accounts for more than half of the GDP in Republic
of Macedonia, so the individual consumer can potentially be a powerful player in the
economy of the country (Angelovska, Sotiroska & Angelovska, 2012). Individuals are at
the very core of sustainable development and only aware, well-informed and trained people
could contribute to the achievement of a strong balance between the core sustainability
pillars of economic growth, social prosperity and a healthy environment.The limited
awareness about sustainable development imposes the need to take actions in order to
increase awareness.



The Republic of Macedonia, as a developing country aiming to join the European Union,
and a country where sustainable development is at the core according to the European
model of society, is obligated to respect and implement the international agreements
related to sustainable development and to strengthen and preserve that model for better life
quality for future generations. So, in accordance to the Strategy for Sustainable
Development in Europe, the National Strategy for Sustainable Development identifies the
prospects of energy consumption and climate change as one of the key challenges in the
Macedonian community. The main environmental pollution in Macedonia can be attributed
to the energy sector which contributes 76% of the total emissions of GHG (State statistical
office, 2016). On the other hand, Macedonia has become strongly dependant on electricity
imports during recent times. To illustrate this, electricity imports in 2012 accounted for
29.9% of total domestic electricity consumption (State Statistical Office, 2013). The
percentage of electricity consumption from the final energy consumption in Macedonia
was 32.4% in 2006 (Ministry of economy, 2010), where the share of the residential sector
was 36.5% in 2012 (State Statistical Office, 2013). Having this in mind, it is necessary to
reduce the energy consumption to the greatest possible extent and improving energy
efficiency is one of the possible options in that process.

The main purpose of this master thesis is to add to the body of knowledge on
environmental concern and sustainable consumer behaviour, especially in the context of
transition economies. It will give a better understanding how environmental concern
affects purchase behaviours in general and how strong this relation sustains in the
Macedonian community. Additionally it will shed light onthe idea concerning awareness
of product eco labels and more specifically energy labels and how it can influence the
product preference of consumers, especially those with strong concern for the
environment.

Past studies on the attitudes of consumers toward the environment and sustainable
consumer behaviour has been conducted mostly in developed countries. Since similar
research is lacking in many developing countries and has not yet been performed in
Macedonia, this study aims to fill this gap. It will demonstrate usefulness not only for the
academic purpose but also in every day practice of marketers and policy makers in
Macedonia.

The main goal of this research is to determine attitudes toward general environmental
issues on Macedonian consumers and to see whether they are willing to change some of
their attitudes and purchasing behaviours to help to achieve a small part of the very big and
global agenda of sustainability. In order to understand the relationship between
consumptionand sustainability the study should provide answers to the following core
research questions:



e Is there awareness for the importance of environmental issues among Macedonian
consumers?

¢ Does environmental concern predict environmentally sustainable purchase behavior?

¢ Are there differences in sustainable purchase behavior in relation to some of the
demographic characteristics of Macedonian consumers?

e Does information about environmental outcomes provided by eco-labels (in general and
energy manner) influence product preference?

¢ Is saving energy through purchase of energy efficient and labelled products important in
order to minimizenegative environmental impacts, or other personal reasons?

This master thesis is structured into three main chapters. The first chapter presents the
main idea of sustainability concept and is focused on theoretical background of sustainable
consumer behaviour and some of the factors influencing it which are based on the Theory
of Reasoned Action(hereinafter: TRA) and the Theory of Planned Behavior(hereinafter:
TPB). Buying behavior is primarily determined by the environmental concern as a general
attitude and the willingness to behave. Additionally the current attitudes regarding the eco
labels and their relation with sustainable purchase behaviour are examinedtogether with
some of the demographic factors including gender, age and educational level. Chapter two
gives an insight into the literature concerning the role of consumer energy use and
sustainability, with a special focus on energy efficiency. Furthermore, motivations
influencing the decision making of respondents, during purchasing of energy efficient
products are studied with the particular focus on awareness of energy labelling in general.
Finally, chapter three presents a theoretical framework together with the formed
hypothesis, followed by the methodology used for empirical part of the study and
presenting of the findings. Discussion of the results is added to this chapter together with
recommendations for further improvements in the current topic.

1 CONSUMER SUSTAINABILITY

1.1Definition and Broadness of Sustainability and Sustainable
Development

1.1.1 Definition and broadness of sustainability

Today, the use of the word sustainability is very common, and the concept of sustainability
has become an important aspect of the lives of many. Sustainable city, sustainable
corporation, sustainable restaurant menu or even a sustainable cup of coffee to go, are only
some of the phrases we hear on a daily basis. Per se it is a complex and vague concept but
the vagueness of it makes it more adaptable with so many different interpretations and
meanings to different people (Heinen, 1994). The great number of different definitions
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and interpretations can cause much confusion, since some of their meanings are similar or
only somewhat different. As such, the term was named as one of the top “jargoniest
jargon” words (Advertising Age, 2010), but still its meaning is clear enough that its core
refers to systems that are able to operate and persist on their own over long periods of time.

A helpful point to understand the meaning of sustainability is to start with etymology
which says that both words sustainability and sustainable originate from Latin word
sustinére Which means to hold up (Morwood, 2005, p.214), or maintain, support or endure.
In Ancient Roman times the adjective was defined as something that is capable of being
maintained in existence without interruption or reduction (Engelman, 2013, p.22). The
term of sustainability date back from the late seventeenth century when it was used in
forestry literature. However, the concept got broad attention in environmental literature in
the early 1970s when there was an explosion of literature. The Oxford English
Dictionarydescribes the environmental meaning of the term sustainability which relates to
forms of human economic and cultural activities that do not cause environmental
degradation specifically in order to avoid the long-term depletion of natural resources
(Simpson & Weiner, 2009).

Tablel. Summary of Definitions and Interpretations of Sustainability

Definitions of sustainability
It is an effort to provide the best outcomes for the human and natural environment both
now and into the indefinite future. (EPA in Haydn, 2015, p.2)
Future generations remain at least as well off as current generations. (Tietenberg &
Lewis , 2016)
It is improving the quality of human life while living within the carrying capacity of
supporting eco-systems. (IUCN/UNEP/WWF, 1991, p.54)
Forms of human activity and culture that do not lead to environmental degradation.
(Adams, 2006)

Interpretations of sustainability
One of most widely used buzzwords in the past two decades. (Scoones, 2007)
Assessment using fuzzy logic; vague, uncertain and polymorphous concept. (Yannis &
Luc, 2001)
One of the top “jargoniest jargon” words, calling it “ a good concept gone bad by mis-
and over- use” . (Advertising Age, 2010, p.1)
If sustainability is everything, maybe it’s nothing? (Naess , 2001)
A meaningless buzz word or even worse “sustainababble”. (Engelman 2013, p.3)

The confusion regarding the variety ofvague definitions and interpretations given by
different authors and disciplines, stress the difficulty in the giving of a coherent and
comprehensive definition of sustainability. The most common definitions of sustainability
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are focused on the heart of the concept and its vision of achieving human and ecological
welfare. Some of them are summarized in Table 1.

There are over 300 definitions and descriptions of sustainability (Harris &Throsby, 1998)
in relation to the relevant subject. That expanding number of definitions and
interpretations, MacNeil (2006) as one of the authors of Our Common Future (WCED,
1987) pointed out, can be used as a new way to define infinity. Nowadaysmany people use
the word sustainability to push their own agendaswhich has turned the word into a form of
tokenism or a jargon which the layperson can hardly understand. Thus the concept of
sustainability comes close to meaning “all things to all people”. So it is argued that it has
come to mean nothing since any concept that has to encompass almost everything loses its
own meaning (Ott & Doringin Haydn, 2015, p.3).

In general, sustainabilitycould be defined narrowly or broadly. Narrowly it is related to
environmental issues, system maintenance, and in terms of our actions impacting the Earth.
In a broader sense, sustainability is related to balancing economic, environmental, and
social goals and consequences (Elkington, 1998; Shaefer & Crane, 2005, p.77).

1.1.2 The concept of sustainability

The concept of sustainability combines strategies for achieving environmental, economic
and social equity goals (Hume, 2010; Vermier & Verbeke, 2008). Likewise, the model
refers to planet, people, and profit balance (Elkingtonin Robertson, 2014).The idea about
sustainable thinking is often called three “E’s“or “triple bottom line” (hereinafter: TBL).
This concept can be seen in the various illustrations presented in Figure 1: three pillars of
sustainability, interlocking circles, or concentric circles.

The most common model of sustainability appeared in recent years is a triple Venn
diagram (Figure 1b) that illustrates the interconnection of the three “E’s”. It symbolizes the
need for better integration of the three objectives in a way to achieve balance between the
dimensions of sustainability. This model was authorized by UN World Summit in 2005
and then has appeared in a variety of literature. Sometimes educationis added to the
diagram as a fourth “E” in order to reflect the importance of education in getting closer to
sustainable society.

Based onsustainability critiques by Peter and Herman (in Caradonna, 2014, p. 9) the Venn
diagram is re-conceptualized in a form of concentric circles, in which the environment is
seen as the base of sustainability, with the society and the economy nested inside (Figure
1c). Namely, the society and the economy are supported by and could not exist without the
environment. Therefore, the environment takes up conceptual priority in any sustainability
model. In that way, nearly all of the definitions of sustainability that have circulated in
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recent years emphasize an environmental point of view- the idea that human society and
economy are intimately connected to the natural environment.

Figure 1. Three Visual Representations of Sustainability Concept

Economy Environment

Society

Economic
Ecoloaical
Social

Sustainable
development

la.Pillars 1b.Circles

Society

Environment

1c.Nested circles
Source: J. L. Caraddona, Sustainability: A history, 2014, pp. 13-14, Figure 3.

1.1.3 Are sustainability and sustainable development the same thing?

The phrases sustainability and sustainable development are often used interchangeably in
literature (Cavagnaro & Curiel, 2012). Hence, many people still tend to associate
sustainability with sustainable development without really considering if the two terms
have the same meaning. With the term sustainable development the focus is on
development, while with the term sustainability the focus is on being sustainable-paying no
attention to the development (Haydn, 2015). Therefore, there is a deep uncertainty of the
essential meaning of the two terms. Hayden sees sustainability as a much broader concept
than sustainable development. To this day academics are divided on the issue. It is debated
that sustainability is the goal or destination and sustainable development is transitional
process, path or the journey through which the achieving of sustainability would become
closer. The assumption that they are related but separate terms is seen as the main reason
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why sustainability has been said to be a contested concept (Haydn, 2015). In relation to the
abovementioned opinions, it can be concluded that sustainability and sustainable
development are somewhat different but not mutually exclusive.

1.1.4 Sustainable development concept

Similarly, to the term sustainability, the concept of sustainable development is interpreted
in many different ways, and many of them are entirely self-explanatory (MacNeill, 2006).
The idea of sustainable development is not new, but it has enteredeveryday public use in
the 21% century. The adjective sustainable is explained as being able to continue without
interruption or able to endure without failing for a longer time (Robertson, 2014). Thus, the
term sustainability semantically has a meaning of continuity, balance and stability, while
the term development indicates dynamism and change (Giddens, 2009). As a whole, the
term sustainable development addresses the maintenance of the development over a longer
time (Elliot, 2013).

Nowadays, there are definitions of sustainable development to suite everyone’s taste
(Victor, 2008). Even though numerous definitions of sustainability and sustainable
development have been given,one of the earliest and the most recognized ones defined by
the World Commission on Environment and Development in 1987 in Our Common Future
stating that sustainable development is a development that meets the needs of the present
without compromising the ability of next generations to meet their needs.The abundant
definitions and interpretations of sustainable development cannot be precisely defined
since in literature both terms sustainability and sustainable development are mutually
exchangeable. Table 2 presents a few of the interpretations that can beconsidered
interesting in relation to the current study.

Table 2. Interpretations of Sustainable Development

Interpretations of sustainable development

Sustainable development is possibility. (Orr, 2003)

Sustainable development is a process of change. (WCED, 1987, p. 43)

It is a strategy for global stability. (the UN, in Caradonna, 2014, p.1)

“A creatively ambiguous phrase...an intuitively attractive but slippery concept
“.(Mitchell, p.28 in Elliot, 2013)

The concept is holistic, attractive, elastic but imprecise. (Adams, 2006, p.3)

Concept used as a basis for overcoming the environmental challenges. (Ibrahim, 2010)

However, the global challenge of sustainable development lies in the complex
interdependence of environment, social and economic development (Elliot, 2013). The



heart of its objective is to maximize the goals across all three systems illustrated by
intersection of the three layers.
1.1.5 Sustainable development-oxymoron

As previously stated, semantically the term sustainability means continuity, balance and
stability, while the term development implies dynamism and change (Giddens, 2009).
Some claim that sustainable development is actually an oxymoron-contradiction in terms
meaning that development cannot be sustainable at the same time (Haydn, 2015; Kopnina,
2012). Along that line, some claim that it depends on what is meant by development. It can
have the meaning of qualitative development that does not use any resources, growth in
GDP or other numbers (Dalyin Haydn, 2015, p.35), but not quantitative growth. Perception
of the term development has changed over time (Elliott, 2013) but often it is associated
with economic growth (Barlett, 1996). Many authors consider development to be
aqualitative subject, but that is not its general meaning in the global society (Haydn, 2015).
In response to that, Bartlett argues that the term “sustainable growth” is an oxymoron- a
belief shared by many economists.

1.2 Nature of Sustainable Consumer Behavior

Consumption is the main reason for the existence of production (Heiskanen & Pantzar,
1997), and it is an essential path towards economic growth (Abeliotis, Koniari &
Sardianou, 2010). On the other hand, consumer behavior is regarded as one of the main
sources of direct and indirect impact on the environment, social equity, as well as personal
(and collective) welfare (Jackson, 2005). Unsustainable consumption puts a threefold of
environmental burdens to the environment: firstly via the natural resource depletion,
secondly, pollution and lastly biodiversity reduction. Additionally, consumption is directly
related to global climate change, identified as the major environmental issue of modern
life. Hence, one of the main responsibilities for environmental degradation lies with the
consumer and its consumption choices (Berglund & Matti, 2006). That’s why the
importance of consumption in attaining sustainable development is well recognized, and
sustainable consumer behavior has become a vital point in many national and international
policies over the last decade (Jackson & Michaelis, 2003).The essence of these policies lies
within the changing ofindividual purchasing behaviours and the modification of their
choices, since they are seen as a main obstacle on the way to sustainable future (Berglund
& Matti, 2006).

Sustainable consumption is one aspect of sustainable development and one of the main
ways of implementing a sustainable strategy. It is a concept that goes away with the
traditional understanding of consumption and which takes the consumer’s social
responsibility into account in addition to his individual needs and desires (Vermeir &
Verbeke, 2008). The first working definition of sustainable consumption was provided at
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Oslo Symposium on Sustainable Production and Consumption (1994) as the use of goods
and services which respond to basic needs and bring a better quality of life, while
minimizing the use of natural resources and toxic materials as well as the emission of
waste and pollutants over the life cycle, so as to not jeopardize the needs of future
generations (OECD, 2002, p. 9). Accordingly, it is a broad concept with a wide variety of
meanings and forms, such as the use of less resource-intensive products; energy
conservation, use of higher-quality products with longer life spans (Lebel & Lorek, 2008)
and so on. What all of these definitionshave in common is that they all imply that there is
no additional damage done to the environment.Sustainable consumer behaviour is related
to general sustainable development and it aims for a balance of environmental, social and
economic sustainability. According to Beltz and Peattie (2009), it is a behavior that meets
the needs of the consumer and improves environmental and social performance. Due to the
complexity of the three dimensions of sustainable development and their interconnection,
as well for practical reasons, this research is mainly focused on environmental dimension
of sustainability of consumer behavior. This is in line with the majority of the current
academic literature on sustainable consumer behaviour assuming that environmentally
sustainable consumer behavior might also be sustainable in general.

There are various single ways for consumer behavior to be more sustainable. Individuals
and households can use less energy and be more energy-efficient, or replace
environmentally damaging products with more environmentally friendly ones. Along that
line,the aim of the concept is to ensure that the basic needs of the entire global society are
accomplished without compromising the ability of people, either now or in the future
(Martin& Schouten, 2014, p.58). Then, the consumption of energy and materials is
reduced; and environmental deterioration is avoided or reduced. Additionally, here it is
interesting to note that in that process of achieving sustainability,households and individual
consumers are not required to consume less, but to change the way of their consumption in
order to improve efficiency and to have an improved quality of life (de Larderel in UNEP
2001, p. 12).

A basic way to approach sustainable consumption and productionis “3R” concept which
essentially aims to minimize the consumption of natural resources and to reduce
environmental loads as much as possible by focusing on the three R’s or reduce, reuse and
recycle.Here reduce means reduction in resources and energy used as well reduction the
amount of waste generated directly or indirectly from consumption. For example, by
reducing the electricitywe use, the amount of carbon dioxide emissions generated via the
combustion of fossil fuels is reduced. Reuse stands for the use of products repeatedly,
which extends their lifespan. Recycle explains the conversion of post-consumption waste
to either material resources or energy. It is underlined that the primary focus should always
be placed first on reducing, then reusing and recycling (Abeliotis et al., 2010).
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1.3 Constructs Related to Sustainable Consumer Behavior and Its
Antecedents

One of the mostly used and leading theoretical models studying environmentally
sustainable consumer behavior is TRA initially created and modified by Ajzen and
Fishbein, 1975 and 1980 respectively, whose main goal was the studying of conscious
behavior and its relation with attitudes. Based on the authors’ suggestion that attitudes
could give explanation for individual action, the model combines attitudes with the
subjective norms and determines intention which in turn has been found to justify and
predict actual consumer behavior (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980). Similar to that, TPB as an
extension of TRA has suggested that behavior is triggered by behavioral intention in focus
as its most important determinant, and adds up to the attitudes and social norms the
perceived behavioral control of the individual in the given situation (Ajzen, 2005, p.117).
In developing societies where not all of the general prerequisites for environmentally
friendly behaviors exist, it is suggested that the willingness to behave as less definite plan
for action is more useful predictor than the intention (Muhmin, 2007; Zabkar & Hosta,
2013).

The main assumption from these theories is that individuals are generally quite rational and
use the available information in their purchasing decisions, emphasizing the fact that they
usually consider the implications of their actions before they engage in certain behavior
(Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980).In that line, it is suggested that environmental labels as ever more
present and available information for consumers nowadays, are successfully used instruments
if the individual could gain a personal benefit from using them (Hemmelskamp & Brockmann,
1997). Therefore, the TRA is recognized as a theoretical basis for the use of energy labels
(Gu, Morrison & Yu, 2009), and in fact the emergence of environmental product labels in
general.

Although these theoretical frameworks have their own limitations, they are broadly used
because of their clarity and simplicity (Regis in Kollmuss & Agyeman, 2002). This is
why, the subject of this current study is the examination of the purchasing behavior of
consumers in a sustainable manner which may serve as dependent variable and the relation
with consumers’ demographic characteristics, their environmental concern and willingness
to behave, as well the influence of the sustainable labeling of products.

1.3.1 Demographic characteristics

A broad overview of the latest sustainable consumption literature has illustrated the

primary focus on identifying the profile of the consumers (Abeliotis et al., 2010; Ani¢,

Jelenc & Sebeti¢, 2015; Banyte, Brazioniené & Gadeikiené, 2010; Diamantopoulos,
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Schlegelmilch, Sincovics & Bohlen, 2003; D’Souza,Taghian, Lamb & Pretiatko, 2007;
Jain&Kaur, 2006; Mostafa, 2007a;Pinto, Herter, Rossi & Borges, 2014; Roberts, 1996a),
including the demographic characteristics of sustanable consumers such as: age, gender,
education, income etc, analyzed by various authors (for example in recent yearsBanyté et
al., 2010; Diamantopoulos et al., 2003). It is noteworthy to mention the review of empirical
papers undertaken in US and Europe given by Diamantopoulos et al.(2003) describing the
relation between demographic variables and some environmental consciousness
dimensions including concern and awareness about environmental quality. Previous studies
have shown that demographic characteristics have both positive and negative significant
relation to sustainable purchase behavior. So, due to the mixed evidence by 1990s (for
overview see Roberts, 1996a; Diamantopoulos et al., 2003), the profile of environmentally
conscious consumers couldn’t be narrowly defined (Roberts, 1996a). Similarly in the
overview of the studies given by Verain et al. (2012) regarding sustainable food
consumption, it can be seen that gender, age and education are more frequently included
socio-demographic variables but results are somehow ambiguous. The inconsistency of
results in variety of studies, perhaps has shown how complicated it is to accurately identify
the demographic profile of a pro-sustainable consumer. Even though these results provide
insufficient data for profiling sustainable consumers (Blackwell et al., in D’Souza et al.,
2007), they can be an useful tool to marketers in describing sustainable market segments
(D’Souza et al., 2007).

In general, there appears to be a significant relationship between demographic
characteristics such as education, gender, age and income and environmentally friendly
purchase behavior (Zhao, Wu,Wang& Zhu, 2014). After the broad overview of the
conducted research it can be concluded that mainly women who are middle aged (between
30 and 44 years old), well-educated and with monthly income which is above the
averageare more likely to be involved in some type of sustainable purchase behavior
(Banyté et al., 2010).

1.3.1.1 Gender

The research on the antecedents of sustainable consumer behavior regarding the
demographics investigated the gender effect on sustainable consumption decision making
(Pinto et al., 2014; Roberts, 1996b). One important, well-established finding in the
research on sustainable consumer behavior is that, women are more environmentally
sensitive about general environmental issues than men (Davidson & Freudenburg, 1996;
Ko00s,2011;Schultz, 2001; Zeleznu, Chua & Aldrich, 2000), and more likely to express
concern about the social and environmental impacts of their consumption. So, they
consider the environmental issues in the purchase decisions (Mainieri et al., 1997; Zeleznu
et al., 2000), and are more willing to engage in sustainable consumption than men
(Diamantopoulos et al., 2003; Luchs & Mooradian, 2012). For example, Koos (2011) in his
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study which analyses the role country differences have in the purchase of environmentally
labeled products in 18 European countries has stated that women are more likely to
consider the environmental issues when they do their shopping. Similarly, Zelezny et al.
(2000) evaluated 13 studies on environmentally responsible consumption and stated that in
nine of them women appeared to have a higher level of pro-environmental attitudes and
behaviors, three reported no significant differences between sexes, but only one has shown
that males were more environmentally concerned than females. Moreover, Berenguer,
Corraliza and Martin (2005) have stated that women put greater importance to responsible
consumption, and similarly Roberts (1996b) has argued before that they are also more
likely to engage in sustainable consumption behaviors than men are. Similarly, Banyté et
al. (2010), who were studying sustainable food consumer profile in Lithuania, summarized
that females possess recognizably similar demographic characteristics in all aspects, as it
was also concluded from the results of other research, except in the aspect of monthly
income which was not found to be above the average standard.

On the other hand, the studies have proved that men possess a deeper knowledge on
environmental issues, while female respondents are more careful about the quality of the
environment (D‘Souza et al., 2007; Mostafa, 2007a) as well the impact of their actions
(Dietz, Kalof&Stern, 2002) and consumption of others (Grenhgj &Olander 2007; Mainieri
et al., 1997; Roberts, 1996a) due to the results of social development and differences in the
sex roles. Furthermore, women have shown more willingness to buy and pay a premium
price for environmentally benign products, which was shown in the study conducted in
Canada by Laroche, Bergeron and Barbaro-Forleo (2001). Overall, gender has emerged as
an important and positive socio-demographic predictor of sustainable consumption:
women appear to be consistently more concerned about environment and sustainable
development and are more likely to act in accordance to those concerns when making
purchase decision.

1.3.1.2 Age

Age is another demographic variable that has been widely examined in past studies.
Findings about the age of the individuals can be useful variable in market segmentation
however results in relation to this demographic variable have been inconsistent. Research
analysis has shown a slight change in the environmental concern of the respondents during
the years and among different ages. However, when recent trends were analyzed, it was
shown that younger individuals in general are likely to be more sensitive and concerned
about environmental issues (Chen & Peng, 2012; Diamantopoulos et al., 2003; Memery,
Megicks & Williamsin Banyté et al., 2010; Schults, 2001; Straughan & Roberts, 1999).
However, illustrating a completely different result, Aminrad, Zakaria and Hadi (2011)
found that aging resulted in higher level ofenvironmental awareness in Malaysia, and
similar results were revealed in the US by Liu, Vedlitzand Shi (2014).
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When talking about consumer behavior the results are somewhat different. For instance,
Roberts (1996a) found that age was significantly related to environmentally conscious
consumer behavior and had a positive effect on it, as seen in his research, concluding that
middle aged consumers are more prone to sustainable consumption activities. These results
might be due to the fact that younger individuals mostly consist of students without jobs
who have a lower purchasing power, who can’t afford environmentally friendly products
or more expensive alternatives (Jain & Kaur, 2006). On the other hand, others have found
that differences between age and sustainable consumption are significant and negative
(Zimmer et al., in do Pago, Raposo & Filho, 2009). On the other hand, Banyt¢ et al. (2010)
stated that younger consumers tend to buy eco-friendly food products more often. In
relation to thesemixed findings, Chan (1996) in his two-country study, argued that the
respondents’ age has a significant influence on the environmentally sustainable purchases
in Canada (i.e., younger respondents more frequently purchase recyclable products), while
association between these two variables was not found between respondents in Hong
Kong. In general, it is argued that the average age of a sustainable consumer is lower than
the age of a typical consumer (Banyt¢ et al., 2010).

According to do Pago et al. (2009), sustainable consumers usually belong to the middle age
group. Likewise, Ani¢ et al. (2015) in their study for organic food consumption in Croatia,
and Mohr and Schich (2016) for sustainable food and meet consumption in Germany
illustrated that middle aged respondents have shown the highest level of sustainable
consumption behavior, and awareness for sustainable food consumption respectively. From
these studies, it can be seen that middle aged respondents are mostly inclined to
sustainability in their purchase decisions.

1.3.1.3 Education

A consumer’s level of education is considered in many studies as a demographic factor that
affects sustainable practices of the consumer. In terms of education, most empirical studies
have proventhat higher educated people tend to perceive environmental issues betterand
are more sensitive and aware of sustainable issues (Banyté et al., 2010; D‘Souza, et al.,
2007; Yuan & Zuo, 2013). They show higher preferences for environmental protection and
willingness to pay (Witzke & Urfei, 2001) leading to sustainable consumer behavior
(Diamantopoulos et al., 2003; do Pago et al., 2009). For illustration, in Hungary for
instance, Zsoka, Szerenyi, Szechy and Kocsis (2013) in comparative study on attitude and
reported behavior of university and high school students have found that most of the
university respondents have a higher environmental knowledge and awareness of needed
change in their consumer behavior for the efforts in sustainable living. In addition to this
finding, and in line with the results given by Diamantopoulos et al. (2003), Zhao et al.
(2014) stated that better educated people in China are more likely to show high level of
environmental knowledge, develop more positive environmental attitudes and concerns,
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and consequently purchase environmentally friendly products. This is further explained by
the fact that higher educated people in general are better informed and could understand
environmental issues better. Therefore, they express higher concern about the quality of the
environment and have strong desire to protect it (Torgler & Garcia-Valinas, 2007), so they
are more willing to contribute to a sustainable development with their purchasing behavior
(Zhao et al., 2014). Moreover, Koos (2011) in his study on sustainable consumption across
Europe focusing on labeled organic food and ecological durables, has stated that people
with secondary and tertiary educational level are more likely to buy environmentally —
labeled products than respondents with primary education.

Consequently, the demographic profile of a sustainable consumer based on academic
literature review indicates that well-educated middle aged women arelikely to be involved
into sustainable consumer behavior. This is undoubtedly the most clear-cut demographic
profile emerging globally in relation to the characteristics included in the current study.

1.3.2 Psychographic characteristics

Since it is widely believed that the demographic data for consumers doesn’t seem to fully
explain the environmentally friendly consumer behavior (Mainieri et al., 1997;
Schlegelmilch, Bohlen & Diamantopoulos, 1996; Straughan & Roberts, 1999),
psychographic variables were found to have more explanatory power and consistency over
time (Straughan & Roberts, 1999). This is why they are frequently employed in the
consumer behavior analysis for finding additional information about the consumer
behaviour. In relation to past findings, the current study employs some of the most broadly
used psychographic characteristics regarding sustainable consumer behaviour:
environmental concern as general consumer attitude and willingness to behave
environmentally friendly, explained in the next section.

1.3.2.1 Environmental concern and recent research related to sustainable consumer
behavior

Concern over environmental degradation has increased over the past few decades (Mainieri
et al., 1997), and has become one of the major worldwide public issues (Bush, 2008; Chan
& Lam, 2002). As evidenced, European consumers are more sensitive to environmental
issues, and according to Eurobarometer study held in 2007/2008, 96% of Europeans
consider environmental protection to be one of their own personal interests. Ecological
problems, such as climate chage, are very important to them, and 57% of the respondents
are seriously worried about it (Eurobarometer, 2008). By recognizing the severityof
environmental problems, people in general have become more environmentally aware
(Han, Hsu & Lee, 2009), and their sensitivity and consciousness toward environmental
issues has had an effect on their purchase behavior (Laroche et al., 2001) which is actually
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recognized as one of the first steps toward sustainable consumption (Zsoka in Hofmeister,
Kelemen & Piskoti, 2011).

One of the most essential concepts in environmental research is the concern for the
environment of the individual (Hines, Herald & Audrey, 1987), defined as a general
attitude toward protecting the environment (Crosby, Gill & Taylor, 1981). Similarly, it is
described as general attitude which reflects the degree of concern for environmental threats
and their consequences to the environment (Muhmin, 2007; Bohlen, Schlegelmilch &
Diamantopoulos, 1993; Diamantopolous et al., 2003; Mostafa, 2007a; Mostafa, 2007b).
Attitudes are established as strong antecedents of behavior and intentions that have a
lasting positive or negative feeling about an issue or a person (Kaufmann, Ali Khan &
Orphanidou, 2012; Kotchen & Reiling, 2000).

An abundant number of studies have focused on the relationship between the variety of
environmental attitudes and behaviors describing a strong association between them. For
instance, Mostafa (2009) presented evidence of the use of consumer attitudes to predict
energy conservation and environmentally friendly purchasing, and the use of the products.
Then, Lynne and Rola (1988) argued that stronger conservation attitude together with
higher income increased the probability of improved soil conservation behavior.
Additionally, some authors confirmed that the attitude toward the environment is
considered to be one of the most important predictor of consumers' green consciousness
and purchase behaviour (Bohlen et al., 1993; Diamantopolous et al., 2003; Schlegelmilch
et al., 1996; Yamini, 2003). Similarly, Beckford et al. (2010) and Cornelissen et al. (2008)
in their studies stated that environmental attitude has a significant impact on the
environmental purchasing behavior of the consumers. Laroche et al. (2001) also
emphasised that attitudes are most significant predictors of consumers’ willingness to pay
more for environmentally friendly products. In general, there has been consistent empirical
evidence supporting a positive relationship among environmental attitude and behavior.

As previously emphasised, the environmental concerns of the consumer are one of the
most noticeable issues which have emerged in the last years, with an increase in the
amount of devoted research (Grunert,1993). The environmental concern is causing the
positive contribution to the environment from the consumers, which could be a reason for
their engagement in environmentally sustainable consumption (Ishaswini & Datta, 2011).
Marketers and researchers seek to find if sustainable consumer behaviors are predictable
from their environmental concerns, as they could easily target environmentally conscious
consumers (Mostafa, 2007a).

Environmental concerns refer to person’s general evaluation of the environmental issues.
Determining the people environmental knowledge, feelings and actions they take in order
to help or harm the environment is critical for establishing sustainability of a community.
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Academic studies which examine environmental concerns are broad with regards to the
issue of their studies. A noteworthy mention can be made to the connection between
environmental concerns and purchase decisions which were included in the studies
byFrietzche and Duecher with regards to the choosing of the deodorant container (in
Kaufmann , Ali Khan Panni & Orphanidou, 2012), as well as the study related to buying
green food (Grunert, 1993).

An abundant number of previous studies emphasized the usefulness of environmental
concernsas a predictor of environmentally conscious behaviour in general (Donaton &
Fitzgerald, 1992; Hineset al., 1987), and a major factor in the purchasing decision of the
consumers (Beckford et al., 2010; Chan, 1996; Jain & Kaur, 2004; Kim & Choi, 2005;
Mostafa, 2009; Zimmer et al., 1994). Additionally, the relation between environmental
concern and green purchasing was indicated in the previous study of Roberts and Bacon
(1997), and more recently the study conducted by Ishaswini and Datta (2011) who
confirmed this positive relation between overall environmental concern and green
purchasing behavior in general context.Various studies have shown that when consumers
have a high environmental concern, they are more likely to evaluate the effect of their
purchasing on the environment(Follows & Jobber, 2000; Nath, Kumar, Agrawal, Gautam
& Sharma, 2013), and by strengthening their environmental concern they can increase their
environmentally friendly purchasing behavior (Dagher, Itani &Kassar, 2015; Laroche et
al., 2001; Schwepker & Cornwell, 1991). For instance, Kim and Choi (2005) from the
study conducted at the Midwestern University, as well Dagher and Itani (2012) in
Lebanon, stated that environmentally concerned consumers are more likely to buy
environmentally friendly products than those who are less concerned. Similarly, Chan
(1996) stated the same for respondents in Canada and Hong Kong. Additionally, here it is
interesting to stress that Dagher et al. (2015) in their study found that when both males and
females in Lebanon share higher levels of environmental concern and attitudes, they might
exhibit similar green behaviors. It means that a difference in green purchasing behavior
between males and females that usually occurs is minimized at higher levels of
environmental attitude and concern of consumers. Another remarkable finding is that of
Mainieri et al.(1997) who stated that consumers with a stronger concern for environmental
issues are more likely to buy products as a result of their pro-environmental opinion than
those who are less concerned about the environmental issues.

However, despite the large evidence of environmentally concerned consumers the relevant
consumer behavior and marketing literature also has reported an insignificant correlation
between the general concern and purchase behavior of the consumers (Schwepker &
Cornwell, 1991). This is explained mainly with the prioritizing of economic consideration
over the concern about environmental issues meaning that many of consumers are only
willing to act if they can avoid any personal expenses (Laroche, Tomiuk, Bergeron &
Barbaro-Forleo, 2002). The effect environmental concerns have on sustainable consumer
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behavior is mediated by other variables such as attitudes, behavior intention, normative
variables, etc.In contradiction, additionally to previously stated, Balderjahn (1988) argued
that individuals who have positive attitudes and concerns about environmental issues
tended to purchase environmentally sustainable products.

From the conducted research it can be concluded that due to the progressive environmental
degradation and widespread pollution, environmental concerns have become a global
trend. Despite traditional beliefs that environmental concerns are a luxury that only the
wealthy can afford (Tantawiet al., 2009) it is not restricted only to the developed world.
People in poor and developing countries have shown as much concern about environmental
issues as those in developed countries (Dunlap, Gallup & Gallup, 1993), which is
confirmed in Macedonia as well (Angelovska et al., 2012; Hosta, Zabkar & Vida, 2012).

In line with these findings we believe that consumers in the selected country are
environmentally concerned with positive influence on their purchase behavior based on
sustainability. Some of the most recent selected studies examining relations between
environmental concerns and sustainable consumer behavior are presented in Table 3.

1.3.2.2 Willingness to behave

Today, in order to fulfill their own needs and personal satisfaction, consumers are
becoming highly aware and sophisticated in their purchasing behavioral intentions. Based
on TRA/TPB, the relation between environmentally conscious behavior and a variety of
factors that determine it are mediated by behavioral intention (Ajzen, 1991). Several
theoretical models developed in order to study determinants of buying behavior include
behavior intention as a single best predictor of actual behavior, defined as a plan to
perform a specific behavior in order to achieve a certain goal (Peter & Olson, 2010,
pp.147, 149, 530).

A large number of studies on the manner of sustainable consumption have used purchase
intention as a dependent variable and its relation with variety of constructs such as
environmental concern is an interesting one for the current study with regards to
knowledge, values, beliefs, etc (Ali & Ahmad, 2012; Hedlund, 2011; Mobrezi &
Khoshtinant, 2016; Pagiaslis & Kystallis, 2014; Yazdanpanah & Forouzani, 2015). As a
small illustration, Pagiaslis and Kystallis (2014) has revealed a positive relationship
between environmental concern, knowledge, beliefs and behavioral intention in recent
years, such as the willingness to use and purchase  bio-fuels.
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Table 3. Selection of Previous Studies on Environmental Concern and Sustainable Consumer Behaviour

Research Objectives Main findings
. . . Confirmed that Jordanian consumers are generally concerned about
Investigate the attitudes of Jordanian : . . .
. .| the environment demonstrating high level of environmental
consumers regarding their . . - . . ) .
. ) . consciousness, but this positive attitude did not reflect in their
Alsmadi, 2007. environmental  consciousness  and

willingness to adopt their
environmentally friendly behaviour.

buying behavior. Recommendations are given in order to improve
the situation and to come closer to environmentally sustainable
consumption.

Dagher &ltani,
2015.

Social influence  along  with
environmental attitude and concern
are tested to see how they affect green
purchase behavior among individual
consumers in Lebanon.

Lebanese consumers are environmentally concerned and the
increase in their green purchase behaviour is achieved, thus
sustaining the environment. Social influence affects green purchase
behaviour, while environmental attitude is negatively correlated to
it.

Ishaswini &Datta,
2011.

To see if environmental concern is
predictive of purchase decision for
consumers in India.

Consumers which are highly involved and concerned with the
environmental issues prefer to purchase eco-friendly products and
are willing to pay higher prices for them.

Kaufman, Ali
Khan&
Orphanidou, 2012.

Try to close the gap between different
aspects and various approaches on
green consumer behavior based on
extensive  analysis of  existing
literaturefrom previous studies.

From the proposed framework, there is a total of eight vital factors
in relation toenvironmental issues (environmental knowledge and
awareness, environmental concern and attitude, altruism, availability
of product and relevant information, along with the expectancy of
safety in the use of products, collectivism and transparency) all of
which are likely to impact consumer green purchase behavior, where
demographic variables play a mediating role.

Khaola, Potiane &
Mokhethi, 2014.

The relationships between
environmental  concern, attitudes
towards green products, and green
purchase intention.

Environmental concern is weakly related to purchase intentions of
buying environmentally friendly products and strongly related to the
attitude towards them. When concern for environmental issues and
attitude towards green products are entered simultaneously to
predict purchase intention, the influence of environmental concern
became insignificant.
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Kim& Choi, 2005.

Identifying key antecedents on green
purchase behavior and explaining their
influence on ecological consumption,
applying value-attitude-behavior
relationship.

Results suggest that collectivism influences green purchase behavior
through PCE, while environmental concern directly influences green
purchase behaviour.

(table
continues )
(continued)
Research Objectives Main findings

Contribute to the TRA model by | Results show that one’s social influence and environmental concern
Niza, Rajiani, examining the factors that influence | are significant factors in explaining purchase behavior of Gen Y then
Mansor & Yahaya, | green purchasing behaviours of | followed by environmental attitude, the role of the government and
2014. Generation Y in Malaysia. eco-label awareness.

Peattie & Collins,
20009.

Sustainable consumption behavior
is in the focus of various scholar
papers which tackle the subject of
behaviour.

It is very difficult to generalize sustainable consumption findings
within extremely distinct segments within societies and it is difficult
to achieve consistency in a particular market segment.

Shadymanova,

Give insight in  sustainable

In general, consumers care little about sustainability issues.
However, theytend to associate sustainability issues with locally

consumption in  Kyrgyzstan, its | existing issues such as health benefits rather than environmental
Wahlen & van der : . ) . .
perception, and how sustainability | benefits.Spreading eco-awareness is necessary to many consumers
Horst, 2014. . . . L= . .
awareness is integrated in practice. | and official institutions as a prerequisite for higher level of
sustainable consumption in the transition society.
Results contradict the traditional perception that only wealthy people
can afford environmental concern and they shed a light on the
Tantawi, Empirically investigate the attitude | possibility of raising awareness and green consciousnessamong

O’Shaughessy, Gad
& Ragheb, 2009.

of consumers in Egypt towards the
environment in general.

Egyptian consumers. However, respondents rank their economic
concernabove environmental concern. The study reveals the
importance of exploring the role of the government on consumers’
green consciousness.

Zabkar &Hosta,

Study the key drivers of

Confirms the positive association between environmental concern
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2013.

environmentally conscious
behavior: environmental concern,
willingness to act, information
about environmental impact, and
moderate role of pro-social status
perception.

and ’willingness’, ‘information’ and ‘tendency’ of environmentally
conscious behavior, while, pro-social status perceptions can help
reduce the gap between willingness to act in an environmentally
conscious way and environmentally conscious consumer behaviour
and increases the chances for taking the action.
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Similarly, in her study, Hedlund (2011) examined the impact of environmental concern,
values, and the willingness to accept economic sacrifice on intention to buy
environmentally sustainable alternatives in tourism market. She had found significant and
positive relation between environmental concern and the intention to buy environmentally
sustainable tourist alternatives.Additionally, Mobrezi and Khoshtinant (2016)
whoinvestigated the factors influencing female consumers’ willingness to buy
environmentally friendly products in Iran, confirmed that the willingness to buy green
products increases with the increase of theenvironmental concern of the consumers.

On the other hand, similarly to examinations that were done decades ago, recent studies in
general have proven the validity of the predictive characteristics of intention for variety of
environmentally friendly purchase behaviors (Chan & Lau, 2000; Follows & Jobber, 2000;
Lee, 2008; Liu, Wang, Shishime & Fujitsuka, 2012; Rashid, 2009). Generally, they are
based on the assumption that if a person intends to behave in some way, then it is likely
that she/he will do it. For instance, Liu et al. (2012) using TRA proved that involvement in
green purchasing plays an important part of sustainable consumption and its relation with
environmental attitudes and behavioral intention for Chinese population from urban areas.
Even though the study has shown that the current level of green purchasing of
respondentswas marginal, it still confirmed the relation found in most previous studies
(Mostafa, 2007b; Sihombing, 2007) that environmental concerns and attitudes significantly
influence the intention for environmental purchasing that in turn affect actual purchasing
behavior.

Since the current study is set in a developing country context, as previously explained the
focus is on the willingness to engage in sustainable behavior instead of consumer intention.
One of the definitions explaining willingness to behave sustainably defined it as a
consumer’s readiness to act in an environmentally friendly way (Muhmin, 2007). The
scarce number of studies analyzed the willingness to behave in general sustainable manner
in relation to sustainable consumer behavior (Zabkar & Hosta, 2013; Santos, Klimeck,
Schimith & Weise, 2015). They had shown positive relation between the willingness to
behave pro-environmentally and environmental concern as well an environmentally
sustainable consumer behaviour that is actually used as assumption in the current study.

1.3.3 Sustainability product labeling

One of the relevant topics of rising importance in an environmentally sustainable field is
the role of eco-labels and their effectiveness to guide consumers (Testa, Iraldo, Vaccari &
Ferrari, 2015). Eco-labels as a product, are specific environmental knowledge tools which
provide appropriate and accurate information and are an important prerequisite that assists
consumers in their environmentally conscious decision making (Polonsky, Vocino, Grau,
Garma & Ferdous, 2012; Taufique, Siwar, Chamhuri& Sarah, 2016; Testa et al., 2015;
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Thegersen, Haugaard& Olesen, 2010), andin their understanding of the significance of
sustainable development (Testa et al., 2015). Namely, sustainable label information helps
consumers to recognize products that harm the environment less than other products
(Gallastegui, 2002), and foster their differentiation, affect the consumers’ product
preference (Grankvist, Dahlstrand& Biel, 2004). Thus, consumers are encouraged to
change their consumption patterns, to make wiser use of resources and energy in
sustainable development support (Erskine & Collins, 1997) and as such are generally
associated with the concepts of sustainability (Edser, 2009).

1.3.3.1 Eco labels in brief

The words “sustainable label” and "environmental label", or the shorter version "eco-label
are so often used interchangeably in literature. Although the definition of eco-label may
vary, the concept of eco-labeling is defined as “synonymous descriptor that refers to
information for a product that provides the environmental impacts associated with the
production or use of the product” (Mei, Ling& Piew, 2012).

An increasing amount of different forms of eco labels have been developed by companies,
industrial sectors and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) on national and
international level (EU, 2001). Eco-label Index directory currently identifies 465 eco-labels
in 199 countries and 25 industry sectors (Ecolabel Index, 2016). Environmental labels can
be classified and categorized in many ways such as based on whether the scheme is
mandatory or voluntary, or based on the information presented: for example, a label may
focus on the product’s energy efficiency, its carbon footprint, lifecycle as a whole, etc.

Labeling programs are used by a variety of stakeholders, policymakers, consumers, sellers
and other groups. In brief, the policymakers of eco-labelling programs create incentives so
that the business directioncan change the market in a more sustainable direction. In the
same time, environmental standards of products become higher which reflectsinto pressure
to the producers (Gallastegui, 2002; Morris, 1997). Onthe other hand, producers can use
them as a clever instrument in order to improve their market shares through the
competitive advantage of product differentiation (Horne, 2009; de Boer, 2003). Simply,
labels are used to put pressure on producers and consumers to make progress towards
sustainability.

An increasing number of empirical studies deal with different aspects of eco-labels
nowadays. Most studies focus on the market impact of eco-labeled products (Hornibrook,
May & Fearne, 2015; Sammer & Waistenhagen, 2006; Thegersen et al., 2010),
theperception of the consumers, the understanding and misperception of the labels
(Bohdanowicz, 2006; Fairweather, Maslin & Simmons, 2005; Rashid, 2009; Steinhart,
Ayalon & Puterman , 2013; Thegersen, 2000), their understanding of the meaning and
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trust of the message of the label (Rex & Baumann, 2006), as well an evaluation and
purchase of eco labeled products (Burnet, 2007; Sammer & Wistenhagen, 2006; Steinhart
et al., 2013; Teisl, Roe & Hicks, 2002). Another area of interest is factors that affect the
decision of consumers to buy products with eco-labels, as well their willingness to-pay for
them (Loureiro & Lotade, 2005; Yau, 2012).

1.3.3.2 Eco labelling as a consumer decision tool

From consumers’ perspective eco labelling is important because with it, the uncertainty of
environmental performance of products is reduced and we as consumers are enabled to
choose products that cause less damage to the environment (Pedersen & Neergaard, 2006)
with regards totheir production, consumption or disposal phase. As previously mentioned,
there is evidence that an appropriate label information can change the purchasing decisions
of the consumers to more sustainable ones (Horne, 2009), and might make them more
aware of their environment and what they could do to protect it (Morris, 1997, pp. 22-
24).0n the other hand, the lack of information can be one of the most critical obstacles that
prevents consumers from understanding the relationship between their buying decisions
and a variety of environmental consequences that would make the consumers more
environmentally conscious about product purchasing (Leire & Thidell, 2005; Rokka &
Uusitalo, 2008). Furthermore, one of the reasons why consumers in Nordic countries are
generally aware of the fact that products are associated with the complex environmental
problems is because they have been exposed to eco labels long before the concept of
sustainable development became common knowledge (Leire & Thidell, 2005).For that
reason, consumers must know about the existence of eco-labels, they must understand the
meaning, and trust the information presented (Thegersen, 2000).

Moreover, since the social and environmental impact of a product cannot be identified by
consumers either before or after the purchase (Beltz & Schmidt-Riediger, 2010), labelling
is frequently used as means to overcome information asymmetry throughout the supply
chain (Sammer & Wiistenhagen, 2006; Thompson, Anderson, Hansen & Kahle, 2010; van
Amstel & Driessen, 2008). Additionally, labels reduce the costs of information search and
effort which means that consumers are more likely to use the information provided to them
(Grunert & Wills, 2007).

There is a clear inconsistency in the determining of the impact eco-labels have on
environmentally sustainable consumer behavior other than demand and/or purchasing of
eco-labeled products. The investigation of this issue is crucial because the purpose of eco-
labels is not just promoting the relevant products, but also to promote other aspects of
environment friendly behaviors leading to sustainability such as reducing energy
consumption and protecting our environment (Taufique et al., 2016).This means that a
considerable attention should be paid to this overlooked issuewith regards to whether the
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awareness and knowledge of eco-labels helps consumers to adapt to environmentally
conscious consumer behavior (Taufique et al., 2016; Testa et al., 2015). This research aims
to contribute in filling this gap concerning the relevant research issue by taking a fresh
look at the role of environmental concern and general awareness of eco—labels in attitude-
behavior relationship of sustainable consumer behavior.

1.3.3.3 Consumer Eco-Label Awareness

Sustainability product labelling as an information strategy concerning the environmental
impact of products usually serves the goal of raising consumer awareness in order to
influence a change of attitude (Leire & Thidell, 2005), and later to assist them in their
purchase decision (Gallastegui, 2002; Thegersen et al., 2010). According to Thegersen
(2000), eco-labels could be involved in the decision process if they are available and if
consumers have paid attention to them, in addition to the assumption that prior to the
purchase consumers have formed a personal goal of protecting the environment and thus,
recognize buying environmentally friendly products as an effective means to achieve this
goal, and perceive the label’s information as useful for this purpose (Olander & Thegersen,
1995; Stern, Dietz, Abel, Guagnano & Kalof, 1999). Some claim that the more
environmentally aware consumers are, the more they make use of and appreciate
environmental information on a higher level (Niva & Timonen, 2001; Thegersen, 2000).

In general, consumers show a positive attitude towards eco-labels, and their awareness and
knowledge of eco-labels influences their purchasing decisions (Testa et al., 2015).
Thiscurrent research aims to assess whether the awareness of available product eco label
information stimulates sustainable consumer behavior. Contrary to most western studies
which use eco-label as part of the augmented product, this current research introduces the
eco label as a separate moderator, similarly to Rashid’s study (2009). This is explained by
the relatively advanced stage of environmental awareness in western societies and common
availability of eco-labelled products which is not the case in developing countries where
the awareness of current issues is still on much lower level (Rashid, 2009). Thus, this study
focuses on the independent role of eco-label awareness which moderates the relationship
between predictor variables and its sustainable purchase decisions.

2 ROLE OF ENERGY USE AND SUSTAINABILITY

2.1 Energy and the Consumer

The awareness of the destruction of natural resources has raised the issue of environmental

sustainability, in turn creating an environmentally sustainable consumption (Moisander,

2007). Due to growing concerns about energy use worldwide and the recognized

environmental impact of it, debates about consumer decisions regarding energy use and
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energy efficiency are spreading intensively. In general terms saving energy and energy
efficiency measures have been of interest to researchers for over 35 years with focus on the
need to use less energy, whether for economic, security or environmental reasons.

Nowadays, the increased use of services that make use of energy sources has become
evident, especially considering the fact that the use of home appliances and other electrical
gadgets has become very common.Even though the studies in general show that people are
environmentally concerned and aware of threats posed by global warming and the needs
for CO, reduction, they rarely link the energy used with increased emissions and climate
change (Martiskainen, 2007). Similarly, the findings were confirmed by Winward,
Schiellerup and Boardman (1998), who were studying the first three years after the
implementation of European Energy label. They found that even European consumers were
aware of the importance of energy use in a pro-environmental manner, however far fewer
of them linked the environmental issues with their personal behaviour. A decade later, the
public opinion study held in the UK by Future Foundation (2006), has found that even
people who are highly environmentally aware, generally lack awareness of their energy use
and its impact on the environment. In addition, the research findings by Yamamoto,
Suzuki, FuwaandSato (2008) have shown little awareness of energy efficient home
appliances by Japanese consumers.

2.2 Direct Energy Conservation Measures-Energy Efficiency Behaviour

The continued growth in household energy consumption as a result of a growing economy
requires a significant emphasis on energy efficiency as an important strategy toward
achieving a sustainable development in relation to energy consumption (Ma, Andrews-
Speed & Zhang, 2011; Zainudin, 2013). Major household appliancesand electronic gadgets
take up about 30% of total residential end-use electricity consumptionin OECD countries,
and due to global trends which have led to an increased amount and size of these devices in
the average household, electrical demand is expected to grow significantly, contributing to
CO, emissions (Bertoldi & Atanasiu, 2009). However, there is still potential of significant
residential energy savings due to the noticeably evident reduced energy consumption per
unit for the majority of home appliances over the past decades (Heinzle, 2011; IEA, 2015;
Martiskainen, 2007). Energy efficient products are one of the responses to environmental
concerns and they can help achieve goals which are part of the bigger agenda of
sustainable development process. Namely, improved energy efficiency of household
appliances is a cornerstone of the efforts to meet the EU’s future target of a 20% decrease
in energy consumption by 2020compared to the 2005 baseline levels (Council of the
European Union, 2006; European Commission, 2008). In a broader view, energy efficiency
improvements and investments have multiple benefits for societies, such as financial
savings, improved energy security, higher productivity for businesses, as well as reduced
GHG emissions (IEA, 2015).
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Products which rate low in terms of energy efficiency are expected to push the preferences
towards higher rated energy efficient products, thus making it possible for consumers to
distinguish between the products which are less or more safe for the environment
(Grankvist et al., 2004). As a result, the consumers’ increased interest and need of energy
efficient appliances in terms of energy use savings and cost savings is recognised and
confirmed (Ma et al., 2010; McNeil, lyer, Meyers, Letschert & McMahon, 2008; van
Ruijven et al., 2011). In general, relating to the long lasting benefits of using energy
efficient products, the higher purchase price of highly energy efficient products can be
offset by their longer life. Additionally, their lower operating cost and substantial future
savings in terms of reduced energy bills benefit consumers, also providing them with
cleaner air as a result of the reduced pollution levels.

2.3 Sustainability Product Labelling

2.3.1 Energy label and consumer

A broad overview of research in the current field indicates that energy efficiency is
considered to be an important attribute in the product choice of the consumers and the
appliance energy labelling scheme is expected to have a majorcontribution through an
enlarged distribution of energy efficient appliances. In a situation where the awareness and
perceived knowledge of energy labels as a product stimuli would drive consumer choice,
the information of the environmental impact of the product provided on labels might be
used as an effective tool to, firstly, generate environmental consciousness, and secondly to
drive positive behavior towards labelled products (Sharma & Gupta, 2013).

Energy efficiency standards and labels for household appliances are among the most
popular strategies for saving energy and educating consumers to use energy cleverly
(Mahlia & Saidur, 2010). It is very common for those who seek to buy new appliances to
overvalue the higher purchase price of energy efficient products while heavily undervalue
the product’s long term energy cost and this is one of the main obstacles which prevent the
purchasing more energy efficient products (Frederick, Loewenstein & O’ Donoghue,
2002). One solution is to somehow limit this under-valuing of the products future energy
operating cost by placing energy labels that actually present the information about the cost-
benefit from future energy savings (Defra, 2010). Consumers are usually unable to identify
the energy consumption before they buy and use the electricity products. In that way,
similar to eco label solutions which were explained in Chapter 1.3.3, energy labels enable
consumers to compare the appliance energy consumption or guide them in the analysis of
appliance energy efficiency. Thus theyincrease the willingness to pay (hereafter: WTP) for
highly energy efficient products, resulting in a competitive advantage of manufacturers, as
well as a decreased greenhouse gas emission which will benefit society (Heinzle &
Wiistenhagen, 2011; Mahlia, Masjuki & Choudhury, 2002).With the presence of energy
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rating labels, energy conscious consumers are more likely to select energy saving products
than less conscious consumers. In other words, environmental consciousness as
environment attitude is found as further strengthened due to presence of energy rating
labels.

Energy efficiency labels are recognized as one of the most successful product
environmental labels directly attributed to the long-term financial benefits of reduced
product energy costs for the consumers (UNEP, 2005). Moreover, significant
environmental gains have been attributed to the energy savings from these labelling
programs globally. For instance, in 2002, it was stated that the US Energy Star program
avoided GHG emissions equivalent to the emissions of seven million vehicles and saved
more than 50 billion kWh of electricity (OECD 2005a). Furthermore, the energy labels for
household appliances took up about 35 TWh of final energy savings per year in 2010
(European Commission, 2008). Additionally, The European Commission in 2015 reported
that the estimated potential for global energy savings from global harmonization of the
current minimum energy performance standards would lower the energy cost of products
with the highest consumption by 21% globally, which is equivalent to the closing of 165
coal-fired power plants, or 132 million cars taken off the road.

Appliance energy-efficiency-labels are a key element of EU efforts to reduce residential
energy consumption. In the same time, energy efficiency labelling schemes are often
promoted as cost-effective measures which can help overcome the incomplete information
and decrease the cost for searching the energy efficiency data (Howarth, Haddad & Paton,
2000). Although salience of energy information during the purchase decision is relatively
low compared to considerations of other purchase criteria, appliance energy labels may
help introduce the energy consumption as an important purchasing criterion (Dyer &
Maronick, 1988). When properly implemented, labelling schemes would shift the
purchasing decisions of the consumers towards products with higher energy efficiency.
Better consumer information on appliance energyperformance is also expected to create
market incentives for manufactures to designmore energy-efficient products.

In brief, it can be noted that energy labels are one of the common measures that can
influence the complex energy use behaviour and help make people more aware of their
energy consumption, and subsequently influence their behaviours on the path to achieving
sustainability.

2.3.2 Energy label awareness as decision purchase factor

Energy label schemes can be effective if the consumers are aware of the classification
system and the label influences their purchase decision (Mills & Schleich, 2010). In other
words, the awareness of the appliance energy labels and their content is a starting point
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from which consumers consider the energy labels during their purchasing decisions (Huh,
1999). Namely, in the starting stage of the consumer purchase process, the consumer
becomes aware of the energy label as a product stimulus by perceiving the physical
existence of the label, and/or becoming familiar with its stated information. Furthermore,
after assuming constant prices of electricity, consumers value the initial spending regarding
the higher energy efficiency as more important as opposed to the discounted accumulated
future energy saving. Thus, energy label awareness is a starting point which would teach
consumers to value future benefits from buying high energy efficient appliances by
discounting their future energy operating costs (Heinzle, 2011).

A series of studies have tried to analyse the role of energy labels in consumer purchase
decision and evaluate the success of the energy label. Energy efficiency label information
is considered as an important feature in consumers’ choice of products (Sharma & Gupta,
2013), and energy label awareness is seen as a contributor to consumer awareness of
energy efficient products and the relevant knowledge level (Zainudin, 2013).

Some factors such associoeconomic characteristics, financial incentives, and effective
country labelling schemeimplementation have been found to raise label awareness.
Moreover, awareness of energy use and energy-saving technologies can be related to
energy label awareness in a way that the label may have little impact on consumers in
southern countries and a larger effect on consumers in northern countries where there is a
long history of concern about energy use (Winwardet al., 1998).

However, there is belief that the use of energy labels alone cannot ensure a positive
purchase intention for energy efficient appliances, even for consumers who are highly
supportive of the same. Past research has provided evidence of additional influence of
other external factors such as the strength of environmental concern, inactivation of
environmental attitudes, availability of labelled products and trust in the energy label
(Grankvist et al., 2004; Rashid, 2009; Thegerson, 2002). In the same time, these same
factors have a limitedinfluence on actual energy-efficient appliance purchasing.

2.4 Cost Saving and Environmental Protection as Motivators

Latest research shows that the possibility of cost savings can be an important motivation
for consumers to engage in sustainable consumer behaviour similarly to the consumer
behavior in general (Barenergy, 2010). Brandon and Lewis (1999) previously stated that
environmental attitudes are an important motivational factor but costs considerations are
perhaps even more crucial. In that line, changes in the research terminology are reflected
over the years as well. Namely, in the 1980’s, due to the price oil shock, the term ‘energy
conservation’ was generally used, while in the later period when the climate change was in
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main focus, energy savings and energy efficiency were in general use from researchers and
policy makers (Martiskainen, 2007).

2.4.1 Consumer motivations toward energy efficient purchase behavior

One of the ways sustainable consumer behavior can be brought closer to mass consumers
including the less environmentally interested consumers is to increase the focus on
efficiency measures. A clear understanding of consumer motivation regarding energy
efficient products is of significant interest in the process of changing consumer energy use.
Although cost savings in general come across as the strongest motivator, climate change
still has a daily impact as another determinant in energy efficiency consumer behaviour.
This was confirmed in the energy saving consumer behavior survey conducted in 2006 in
the UK, where it was shown that for 52% of the people cost is the main purchase decision
driver, and 31% stated both cost and environment as motivational factors (Future
Foundation, 2006). Additionally, Poortinga, Steg, Vlek and Wiersma (2003) confirmed
that energy efficiency measures which were applied in households proved to be an efficient
strategy for reducing direct energy use at homes and were well accepted as energy-saving
measures due to the fact that they seemed beneficial for the environment. These studies are
in line with the main general findings for electricity saving. They are in response to the
economic and value approach of energy consumer behavior which is linked to and has
monetary and environmental impacts.

2.4.2 Green and efficiency-based positioning

A number of options providing win-win solutions on the path to sustainability exist
(Csutora & Zsoka, 2011). One of the most important objectives of sustainable consumer
policy is to find effective ways to motivate people to change their consumer behavior. The
increase of environmental awareness or highlighting product energy efficiency measures
are two possible approaches of sustainable consumer policy concerning home appliances
buying and other similar electrical products. The first approach known as green positioning
of sustainable products by using environmental argumentations is targeting mostly already
environmentally aware consumers. On the other hand, the efficiency-focused positioning
which promotes environmentally friendly products with economic perspectives has
become widely spread to the whole society regardless of the level of environmental
awareness or other interests. The two basic consumer policy approaches of reducing
environmental impact of consumption are illustrated in Figure 2. In order to have a more
efficient way to sustainability, consumer policies work on increasing the number of green
consumers who are actually environmentally concerned, in turn making the products
services which are bought by mass consumers more environmentally friendly. A
substantial decrease of consumption environmental impact is possible if a broad part of
consumers can be reached (Csutora & Zsoka, 2011).
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In general, a majority of consumers are not enough environmentally aware about
environmental protection in their consumption, and usually the products they tend to buy
have a considerable environmental impact. One of the most effective ways to address the
sustainability issues to mass consumers is more indirectly to urge non-environmentally
aware consumers to buy products with reduced environmental impact. Heating, electrical
products within housing including a broad variety of home appliances and household
lighting, additionally to housing constructions, are one of the main house contributors with
environmental impact (Tukker & Jansen, 2006).

Figure 2. Green and Efficiency Based Positioning
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The residential sector in average is responsible for about 30% of the total energy demand
in one country (Eurostat, 2016), thus energy saving methods are an area where significant
changes could be realized for the sake of the environment. Energy efficient products used
in homes as widely available solution nowadays help to save energy and reduce the
environmental impact of households.
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2.5 Overview of the Current Trends
2.5.1 Within Europe

The residential sector is a substantial consumer of energy with a share of 27% of total final
energy consumption for the EU countries and in range of 28 to 32% for western Balkans.
At the same time, the residential electricity consumption for western Balkan countries is
around 50% from the share of total electricity consumption (except for Montenegro whose
electrical consumption was calculated at 35%), with a continued trend of growth. This
growth was 10.8% for the period between 1999 -2004 and 4.46% in the next three years
(World Bank Group, 2014). It is predicted that the increase in residential electricity
consumption (Figure 3 based on the data from Eurostat 2016) is seen due to numerous
different factors linked to cultural changes and an increase in the standard of living,
accompanied with intensive technological development. These include an increased quality
of existing and new housing stock, with an increase in single family dwellings and the
appearance of bigger apartments and houses; intensified use of ordinary and new types of
appliances, together with broad variety of information and communication technology
equipment; increased number of double or triple appliances in households, etc (Bertoldi &
Atanasiu, 2007; 2009).

Figure 3. Electricity Consumption by Households in EU from Year 2001 to 2014 - 1000
tonnes of oil equivalent
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Therefore, driven by energy conservation goals and the need of GHG reduction nations
increasingly recognize the importance of energy efficient products for which adequate
standards and labels were implemented. More than 57 countries have applied energy

efficiency standards and /or labels to 46 products (Energy Charter Secreteriat, 2009).
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Existing from 1992, the EU labelling scheme (directive 92/75/EEC) covers the main
household appliances, lightning, heating and cooling equipment, other energy consuming
products and even buildings. It is implemented as a mandatory label in all EU Member
States and other Energy Charter countries (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway, Switzerland
&Turkey) among which is Macedonia (Energy Charter Secreteriat, 2009). Similar to most
of the labels worldwide, the European Union energy labels are based on a relative rating
system which provides information about the appliances’ energy efficiency in order to
compare the energy efficiency of similar products in an easier way. The base of the label is
a coloured seven-point alphabetical A-G rating scale where a red colour strip with the letter
G illustrates the least energy efficiency and green coloured line with the letter A, the
highest. Over the years standards and rating scale have been upgraded to higher grades
labelled with additional “+”s of the grade “A”.

The energy labels have been used as an important policy instrument for promoting energy
efficiency measures resulting in significant market changes for appliances and a reduction
of their energy consumption (Heinzle, 2011). To illustrate this, energy efficiency for
washing machines has improved from class C/D in 1993; to energy efficiency class B in
1998 and further to class A/A+ in 2006, indicating 40% decrease in the specific energy
consumption category. Similarly, energy performance of refrigerators has improved for
about 60% from 1992 to 2006, represented with energy label class E in 1992 to energy
efficiency class A+ in 2006 (Energy Charter Secreteriat, 2009).

In relation to the usage of energy efficient products, European consumers have decreased
the energy used and saved 100 billion Euros in the last few years. It was calculated that in
average EU households save 45 Euros per year as a result of the new energy efficiency
measures, and it is estimated that if European citizens used only highly energy efficient
products in their households, about 465 Euros would be saved by 2020. Due to energy
efficient products, fossil fuel import has been reduced and starting from 2010, EU has
saved €100 billion (IEA, 2015).

Most recently, The European Energy Agency in 2015 found that more than 85% of
consumers use the Energy Label in their decision making (European Commission, 2015).
These results are in line with the findings that confirmed the significant positive impact of
energy labels on products’ purchase choices worldwide (Jeong& Kim 2015; Mahlia et al.,
2002; Sammer &Wiistenhagen, 2006; Shen & Saijo, 2009; Ward, Clark, Jensen, Yen&
Russell,2011). However, even with the increased use of energy labels, the lack of
awareness for energy efficiency information is recently recognized in Western Balkan as
one of the barriers that prevent energy efficiency measures from being successfully
implemented (World Bank Group, 2014). Thus, the note is given for further necessity of
active developing and implementation of programs concerning the utilisation of energy
efficiency potential.
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2.5.2 Macedonia

The Republic of Macedonia is strongly dependant on energy imports and the residential
sector accounts for about 29% of final energy consumption with electricity as a major
energy source with around 50% share (Figure 4). The total consumption of energy in the
period between 2020 and 2030 is estimated to increase at an average annual rate of 2.5%,
while the increase of electricity consumption is estimated at an average annual rate of 2.1%
(Ministry of economy, 2010). Due to the increase in per capita income, similarly to other
developing countries where changing consumption patterns reflect in an increase in energy
demand, Macedonian household electricity consumption has continued to grow steadily.
Additionally, the energy sector has the highest contribution with 76% of the total national
emission of greenhouse gasses (State statistical office, 2016), thus having a significant
impact on environmental pollution, bearing in mind that 90% of the energy is produced
from fossil fuels (Ministry of economy, 2010). As an official EU candidate since 2005,
The Republic of Macedonia follows the EU principles of cooperation related to the energy
sector and related legislations are adopted, also paying close attention to the defined energy
efficiency criteria which have to be met.

Figure 4. Final Consumption in % of the Residential Sector by Energy Source in 2005
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Source: Energy Charter Secreteriat, The In-Depth Review of the Energy Efficiency Policy of Macedonia,
2007, pg.25, Figure 15.

Since the reduction of electrical usage through conservation is highly recognized and
desirable, the need for energy efficiency improvements on a national level are one of the
focus points in Macedonian National Strategy for sustainable development and
Macedonian Energy strategy for the period between 2010 to 2030. Moreover, The
National Energy Efficiency Strategy has put the emphasis on the importance of developing
a proper institutional framework for the energy efficiency policy development and
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implementation. Examples of this is seen when the Energy Efficiency Agency is
established, the energy codes for new constructions are introduced along with the
introduction of equipment energy standards and labels. Also, numerous campaigns for
raising energy awareness on a national level are being organized, implemented and
supported by different responsible government bodies, professionals and authorities.

Following the global trends in terms of energy consumption, in order to meet the
international standards required, more attention has been paid to this area in recent years.
Furthermore, energy efficiency labeling of household appliances is now officially
regulated (Official Gazette no. 85/2007) and similar to the EU energy efficiency label, the
following energy classes of home appliances have been determined: A ++, A+, and Ato G.

Since the presence of energy labeled appliances is relatively new on the national market,
the scope of studies examining the energy label awareness and success are exceptionally
scarce. In one recent noteworthy study which was conducted in 2015 The State Statistical
office of Republic of Macedonia analyzed 3500 households, which is about 0.63% of all
households in the country, in terms the energy consumption in 2014. According to the
survey, the majority of households in the Republic of Macedonia use devices with lowest
energy efficiency class (A-G) as opposed to those labeled with A+ and A++. Additionally,
in relation to these results, it is important to add the broad daily use of electrical appliances
and gadgets together with widen use of air conditioners. Also, electrical heating is very
common (28.6% of all households use electricity for heating) and electrical heating
appliances take up the biggest part (almost 40% of the surveyed households) in Skopje
which is an area where derived heating is also frequently implemented (State statistical
office, 2015).

These latest results show that even though it can be assumed that the higher awareness
regarding the benefits of using energy efficient appliances was a result of the evidently
increased involvement of energy efficient products in households, there is still room for
additional efforts related to the raising of energy efficiency awareness in the country.

3 QUANTITATIVE RESEARCH OF SUSTAINABLE CONSUMER
BEHAVIOR IN REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA

3.1 Conceptual Model and Research Hypothesis

The overview of the literature presented in the previous chapters reveals a great number of

studies that examined the concept of sustainable consumer behavior which is a basis for

developing a study in the Republic of Macedonia. This model is created to examine

sustainable consumer behavior in general and its relation with environmental concerns in

the Macedonian market. The Evaluation of environmental concern, its relation to the
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willingness to sustainable consumer behavior, along with label awareness and its influence
on the relation between environmental concern and consumer behavior, and finally the
differences among consumers based on their individual characteristics are the basis for the
creation of the conceptual model. The basic conceptual model has a significant role in
attaining the main goals of the research. Moreover, in order to examine general energy
label awareness among consumers and its relation to adequate consumer attitude and
purchase behavior, a simplified model has been added. More specifically, the model
includes factors to be evaluated in their importance in consumer’s purchase decision in
relation to energy efficient products as a specific example for a sustainable product.

The theoretical background of the empirical research includes basic conceptual model
together with narrowed and simplified model, along with some factors defined as
hypothesis which have been explained in the literature already presented in the previous
two sections of this work.

The model is mainly based on TPB and TRA which are employed in order to determine the
basis for the relationship between attitudes and behavior in general and specific manners
and its antecedents as well. According to these two models, attitude indirectly influences
behavior through the intention to purchase, but due to the existing circumstances in
developing countries, it is recognized as willingness for behaviour(Muhmin, 2007;
Zabkar& Hosta, 2013), as it was previously explained in section 1.3.2. This means that the
model is constructed mainly in respect to these factors where environmental concern as
general attitude is an independent variable, similarly to the demographic characteristics of
individual consumers which are included as well, shown in Figure 5. Additionally, eco-
label awareness is added in order to examine its moderating role on the relation between
environmental concern as independent and sustainable consumer behavior as a dependent
variable.

Figure 5. The Basic Conceptual Model of Sustainable Consumer Behavior
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In brief, the key idea of the current study is that the consumer behavior of Macedonian
consumers in relation to sustainable development is influenced by their environmental
concern, willingness to behave and their personal characteristics as well, moderated by eco
label awareness.

The following first set of research hypothesis is raised in the current study.

The increased concern over the evident progressive degradation of the environment is
becoming global public issue (Bush, 2008). The traditional understanding that
environmental concern is a luxury afforded only by wealthy societies (Tantawi et al., 2009)
is contradicted with the confirmed assertion that people in developing countries have
shown just as much concern for protecting the environment and its resources as those in
developing countries (Dunlap, Gallup & Gallup, 1993). Thus, the following hypothesis is
proposed:

HZ1: Consumers are generally positive in terms of environmental concern.

According to the general assertion of the TRA and TPB, the relation between
environmentally conscious behavior and its antecedents is mediated by behavior intention
(Ajzen, 1991). This means that environmental concern as a general attitude has been
confirmed to be positively related to purchase intention for a variety of environmentally
sustainable alternatives (Hedlund, 2011; Mobrezi & Khoshtinant, 2016; Pagiaslis &
Kystallis, 2014). Many recent studies have also proven the role of the intention as a
predictor in a broad selection of environmentally sustainable purchase decisions (Lee,
2008; Liu et al., 2012; Ramli, 2009). Due to the fact that the current study examines this
relation in a developing country where all prerequisites for certain environmentally
sustainable purchase behavior might not be available, as Muhmin (2007) had suggested,
the focus should be on willingness to engage in sustainable purchasing instead of on the
intention. From that perspective, the positive relation between environmental concern and
willingness to behave sustainably was confirmed (Hosta et al., 2012; Zabkar & Hosta,
2013) along with the positive influence of willingness to behave pro-environmentally in
consumer purchase behavior (Santos et al., 2015; Zabkar & Hosta, 2013). Along with these
findings, the following hypotheses are proposed:

H2: Environmental concern is positively related to willingness to behave in an
environmentally conscious way.

H3: Willingness to behave is positively related to sustainable consumer behavior.

In spite of the main assertion of the indirect relationship between attitudes and purchase
behavior, numerous studies explored and confirmed the direct and positive relation
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between environmental concern of consumers and their sustainable purchase behavior
(Dagher & Itani, 2012; Ishaswini & Datta, 2011; Kim & Choi, 2005). In addition, various
studies reported that consumers with higher environmental concern are more likely to
evaluate the environmental effect of their purchase behavior (Follows & Jobber, 2000;
Nath et al., 2013), and namely are more prone to practicing it (Dagher et al., 2015; Laroche
et al., 2001).Based on the previous research it is proposed that:

H4: Environmental concern positively influences sustainable consumer behavior.

Since the broadly recognized role of eco-labels in raising the importance of
environmentally sustainable consumption, the effectiveness in guiding the consumers in
their purchase decisions is a common topic in various studies. Some authors confirmed the
successfulness of eco labels in assisting the purchase decisions of consumers on the way to
sustainable consumption (Polonsky et al., 2012; Testa et al., 2015). Additionally, the use of
eco labels is positively related to environmental concern of consumers. Namely, highly
environmental consumers frequently recognize and use eco labels in their purchase
decisions (Niva & Timonen, 2001; Thegersen, 2000) and the awareness of eco labels
influence their purchase decisions (Testa et al., 2015). Based on these finding, in order to
examine the moderating role of eco label awareness on purchase decision the following
hypothesis has been proposed:

H5: The positive relation between environmental concern and sustainable consumer
behavior is greater as eco label awareness increases.

Various authors noted that demographic factors of an individual influence consumer
behaviour. Even though the relationships between demographic variables and consumer
behavior were found to be inconsistent and ambiguous (Diamantopoulos et al., 2003;
Roberts, 1996a; Verain et al., 2012) they are commonly used by marketers (D’Souza et al.,
2007). The age, gender, education, and income are commonly recognized demographic
characteristics that are in significant relationship with environmentally purchase behavior
(Banyté et al., 2010; Zhao et al., 2014). Looking over the broad overview of literature
regarding the relationship between sustainable consumer behavior and demographic
characteristics of the consumers and the findings presented in chapter 1.3.1, it can be
summarized that mainly middle aged and well educated women are more likely to
demonstrate sustainable consumer behaviour.

Even contradicting results related to the relationship between the age of consumers and
their consumer behavior, Roberts (1996a) and later on do Pago et al. (2009) revealed that
middle aged consumers are more prone to sustainable consumption. Similarly, Ani¢ et al.
(2015) together with Mohr and Schich (2016) confirmed the similar findings related to
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sustainable food consumption and awareness about the related issue. Therefore the flowing
hypothesis is proposed:

H6a: Middle aged consumers score higher in sustainable consumer behavior than other
consumers.

When gender is considered, it is found that women consider environmental issues more
frequently in their purchase decisions (Zeleznu et al., 2000; Koos, 2011) and are more
willing to purchase sustainably (Diamantopoulos et al., 2003; Laroche et al., 2001; Luchs
& Mooradian, 2012). Thus, it is hypothesized that:

H6b: Women demonstrate more sustainable consumer behavior than men.

Various authors noted that the level of education has also been proven as an important
demographic factor that affects sustainable consumer behavior. Since highly educated
people in general are better informed and tend to understand environmental issues better, it
is generally proven that they are more aware of sustainability issues (Banyté et al., 2010;
D’Souza et al., 2007; Togler & Garcia-Valinas, 2007; Yuan & Zuo, 2013). Thus, they
show higher preferences and willingness for environmental protection (Witzke & Ufrei,
2001) leading to more emphasized sustainable consumption (Diamantopolous et al., 2003;
do Paco et al., 2009; Zhao et al., 2014). Based on these findings, it is hypothesised that:

H6c: Higher educated peoplescore higher in sustainable consumer behavior.

The interrelation between these hypotheses related to general sustainable consumer
behavior is shown in Figure 5. Moreover, in order to shed light on energy efficiency
purchase behavior as a specific sustainable purchasing and having in mind the assumption
that in order to predict specific behavior, the attitudes should also be specified within the
same context (Alwitt & Pitts, 1996), the basic conceptual model illustrated in Figure 5 is
simplified and narrowed. Namely, the relations proposed with the hypothesis H4 and H5 as
basic models are interpreted to the specific energy context to examine the relation between
energy consciousness of consumers and their purchase behavior together with the
moderating role of energy label awareness in this relationship. Various authors (European
Commission, 2008; 2015; OECD, 2005a) have noted the importance of energy efficiency
labels as instruments that ease the introduction of improvements of energy savings
globally. One starting point for success of the energy labels is the consumer awareness of
the classification system and how the label influences their purchase decisions (Heinzle,
2011; Mills & Schleich, 2010a).There is some evidence that energy efficiency label
information is considered an important criteria in purchase decisions (Sharma & Gupta,
2013). Even though the salience of energy efficiency information in purchase decision is
relatively low compared to other criteria, energy labels of appliances may help increase the
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importance of energy consumption as important purchase criteria (Dyer & Maronik, 1988).
Moreover, the association of energy label awareness and the successful influence of energy
labels on purchase decision and the energy use consciousness of consumers (Winward et
al., 1998) further support the following hypotheses proposed and illustrated in Figure 6:

H7: Energy Conscious consumers are more likely to select energy saving products.

H8: The positive relation between consumers’ energy consciousness and their buying
decisions is greater as the energy label awareness increases.

Figure 6. Simplified Conceptual Model of Sustainable Consumer Behaviour
Related to Energy
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Additionally, since energy efficient purchasing is recognized as one of the ways
sustainable consumption can be brought closer to mass consumers (Csutora & Zsoka,
2011) motivational factors in the purchasing of energy efficient products are examined.
Although cost savings are mainly recognized as the strongest motivator in purchase
decision, environmental protection is acknowledged as another motivational factor that
influences the buying of energy efficient products (Future Foundation, 2006). Moreover,
energy efficient measures applied in households are found to be well accepted as energy
saving measures which are recognized as environmentally beneficial in the same time
(Poortinga et al., 2003). Hence, the folowing hypotheses are proposed:

H9: In terms of energy efficiency, cost savings are the most important motivation for mass
consumers.

H10: Consumers who are higher in environmental concern have different motives in
purchasing energy efficient products than those who are low in their environmental
concern.

3.2 Research Design and Methodology

The master thesis is comprised of theoretical and empirical parts with primary and
secondary sources respectively employed. The theoretical part serves as a background of
the empirical part of the study and it gives an overview of contributions and the latest
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findings from different authors. Different types of secondary data related to the topic are
used, such as academic surveys, textbooks, research and governmental publication, acts of
legislations and reports by different organizations, statistic and reports, web sites, etc.They
are provided mainly by use of digital databases such as ScienceDirect, EbschoHost and
ProQuest.

The second part of the thesis is an empirical research classified as descriptive, which is
based on a quantitative method technique which uses primary data obtained from a survey
with a structured questionnaire for Macedonian residents in the capital city of Skopje as a
target population.

3.3 Questionnaire Design and Data Collection

3.3.1Questionnaire design

The original questionnaire applied for collecting the primary data in the empirical part of
the current research consisted of six main sections and was compiled in Ljubljana at the
Faculty of economics in order to measure environmentally conscious consumer behavior.
The questionnaire was updated with a section for the general attitude in relation to energy
efficiency. It was translated twice, from English into Macedonian and vice versa, to ensure
that all difficulties due to language differences would be minimized and that the meanings
of the statements were properly transferred. Then, the questionnaire was tested on a small
sample of 15 respondents of different age, gender and educational level.

Questionnaire sections that are of interest to this research follow various considerations
which range from measuring the concern of the consumers toward the environment as a
general attitude to measuring their willingness to act for environmental protection. The
next four questions address current attitudes regarding the information provided about eco
products in Macedonia and then regarding general actions taken associated with the
propensity of consumers to sustainable consumer behavior. Once the last is settled, the
questionnaire goes a bit deeper into the energy efficiency product category as well energy
efficiency consumer behavior. Furthermore, motivations which influence the buying
decision for energy efficient products of the respondents were studied with an emphasis on
energy awareness labelling in general.

The last set of questions is related to demographic characteristics of respondents. In the
conceptual model the gender, educational level and age are included as variables.
Additionally to these, marital and employment status have been included along with the
income of the respondents, and data on personal and household average income compared
with the average in Macedonia. In order to determine the level of income more accurately,
additional questions were included. If the average personal or household income is below
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or above the average, than they were followed by sub-questions in order to determine
whether the income is in upper or in lower half for both income levels. The final
questionnaire in English and Macedonian language can be found in Appendix B and C
respectively.

In the original questionnaire the respondents were presented with a set of 53 statements
and they were asked to evaluate the first 46 on a five point Likert scale (1=I entirely
disagree, 5= | entirely agree), and on the last 7 statements respondents had to answer
questions in the form of a 1 means ‘Yes’, 2 means ‘No’, and 3 has a meaning of ‘do not
know/do not applicable’. From the 53 statements in the original questionnaire, 25
statements were selected that are of interest to the current study (AppendixD).

3.3.2 Data collection

Quantitative data was gathered through a written questionnaire which was distributed
mainly in a printed form. The first form of the questionnaire was pre-tested on a sample of
fifteen people before the final data gathering. The questionnaire testing was made in order
to identify possible problems related to questionnaire’s clarity, bias and possible
ambiguity. The participants were asked for their opinion regarding the wording,
sequencing and timing as well. No difficulties in understanding the statements were
indicated and it was not suggested that the time needed for answering the questions was
too long.

The responses of the survey were collected basically using the non-probability sampling
method which in the current case is a combination of judgmental and snowball
sampling.Mainly, the questionnaire formats were administered to teachers in four primary
schools in different areas in Skopje that were later forwarded through the students to their
parents or grandparents. In addition, on the 23 of December 2010 they were delivered to
the students in the first student year in private university “FON” during marketing class.
Furthermore, using the snowball method the questionnaire format was distributed to
additional known citizens with different demographic characteristics.In all cases, the
reason for the survey and the way to complete the survey was explained verbally.
Respondents were specifically informed that no any survey answer was either right or
wrong, and the answer should contain their honest opinion. The responses were gathered
between December 1% 2010 and December 26™ 2010.The total sample size of collected
questionnaire was 368, while the amount of fully filled questionnaires bearing the status of
“completed” was 323 on which the final analysis which was done using SPSS for
Windows.

Based on the data shown in the Table 4 the approximate response rate of the questionnaire
was 81%.
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Table 4. Scale of Administrated Questionnaires

Interview Completed | Un completed | Not back | In total
1 PS1 (primary school 1) 49 1 1 51
2 PS2 (primary school 2) 31 / 2 33
3 PS3 (primary school 3) 131 17 5 153
4 PS4 (primary school 4) 25 8 1 34
5 University FON 44 14 15 73
6 Snowball 43 5 7 55

Total 323 45 31 399

3.4 Data Analysis and Findings

This chapter presents the results of the empirical research. First the characteristics of the
sample were identified then the focus was placed on the analysis of the individual
components of the model. Data was analysed using descriptive statistics (frequencies and
means) together with crosstabs, independent t-tests, ANOVA and appropriate regression
analysis.Additionally, the reliability of measurements for the individual constructs is
evaluated before the hypotheses test. In order to improve the reliability of the analysis,
single incomplete responses together with responses that contained answers at the extremes
on the scale were identified and excluded from the analysis.

3.4.1 Sample characteristics

The research population is represented by persons over the age of 18years living in
Skopje.In order to make sure sampling representatives reflect the gender characteristics of
Macedonian population they were compared with official statistical data for Macedonian
population. The demographic characteristics, regarding the gender groups of the actual
sample and control characteristics based on demographic characteristics of Macedonian
population are presented in Table 5, based on data presented in State statistical office,
2002, p.14, Table 1.

Table 5. Sample Frame of the Research Compiled on The Basis of Population Data by

Gender
Malein % Female in % Total in %
Population 50.2 49.8 100
Actual sample 46.7 53.3 100

Some of the respondents’ demographic characteristics used in further analysis are
presented in Table 6, and the rest are included in Appendix E. In total 53.3%respondents
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are female and 46.7% of them male. In term of age, data was gathered considering birth
date of the respondents, which was then turned into their actual age and then six response
categories were formed which showed the distribution of age more clearly. However, for
the purpose of further analysis the age was distributed in three groups, where of the total,
the majority of the respondents (59.4%) belong to the middle age group (between 30 and
50 years old). The othertwo groups containing respondents aged less than 30 years, and
respondents above 50 years old took up 19.5% and 17.3% respectively. Regarding the level
of education, a substantial number (49%) of the respondents have completed at least a high
degree of education.

Table 6. Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

. . Relative
Demographic characteristics Frequency FragEy 7 26
Less than 20 years 1 0.3
20-29.9 62 19.2
30-39.9 76 23.5
Age (years” 1557199 116 35.9
groups) 55 55,9 34 105
60 -69.9 22 6.8
Missing 0
Male 151 46.7
Gender Female 172 53.3
Missing 0
Elementary school 11 3.4
Secondary (high) school 37 115
Vocational school 117 36.2
Education | Bachelor degree 139 43.0
Master’s degree 12 3.7
PhD 7 2.3
Total 323

3.4.2 ReliabilityMeasurements

To assess the reliability of themainmeasurements used in this study, the method of internal
consistency is applied to assess the Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient. The coefficient’s value
ranges between 0 and 1, indicatinga greater reliability when the value is closer to 1. The
values of the coefficients calculated using the SPSS reliability procedure are presented in
the Table 7. It can be seen that the value of reliability coefficients for sustainable consumer
behaviour scale for six items is 0.73 whichshows good internal consistency of the scale. As
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it can be seen in Table 7, Cronbach’s Alpha coefficients for environmental concern (0.61)
and willingness to behave (0.65)are slightly below recommended 0.7 threshold, but still
reliable enough, since the value of over 0.60 for Cronbach alpha can be still considered
acceptable (Kline, 2000, p.13).

In order to improve the reliability of environmental concern scale which is just slightly
above the accepted threshold of 0.6, the SPSS option is used to calculate Cronbach’s Alpha
Coefficient by excluding one item at time andthe reliability of those scales was tested
again. Since the reliability of the modified scales was worse than that of the original scale
(Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficients were in the range from 0.51 to 0.60 presented in Tables 2-
7 in Appendix E), the accepted coefficient of Cronbach’s Alpha used in further analysis is
0.61 for the scale measuring environmental concern for the abovementioned six items.

Table 7. Reliability of Scales

Construct Number of items | Cronbach’s Alpha
Environmental Concern 6 0.61
Willingness to behave 4 0.65
Sustainable Consumer Behaviour 5 0.73

3.4.3 Descriptive data analysis

The means and standard deviation scores of construct’s variables adopted in the study are
presented in the Tables 8 to Table 12. As it was explained in chapter 3.3.1 respondents
were asked to rate each of the dimension on a five point Likert scale ranging from strongly
disagree (1) to strongly agree (5).

Consumer environmental concern (hereinafter: EC) was measured by means of six items
on a scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). As presented in the Table 8, all
items have a mean value above the neutral/undecided response option in the range between
3.77 and 4.27. According to this, with the mean of all scale items of 4.01 and standard
deviation of 0.92 Macedonian consumers are somewhat environmentally concerned. As
shown in the Table 9, (and more detailed results are presented in Table 1 , Appendix E )
there is a domination of statements of high agreement with a percentage ranging from
68.6% (EC1 and EC2) to 88.2% (EC3) in relation to environmental concerns of the
respondents. The most dominant factor in measuring EC was influence of pollution on
respondents’ personal life (4.27).
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Table 8. Descriptive Statistics of Consumer Environmental Concern

Scale item Mean | SD

EC3 You feel that pollution affects your life personally 427 | 0.77
EC5 You think all the worried comments made about air and water 211| 090
pollution are all justified ' '
EC6 You become incensed when you think about the harm being 411 | 085
done to the plant and animal life by pollution ' '
EC4 You have often thought that if we could just get by with a

. . 400| 1.01
little less there would be more left for future generations

EC2 Natural resources must be preserved even if people must do 331 | 094
without some products ' '
EC1 Pollution is presently one of the most critical problems

. . . 3.77| 1.04

facing this nation

Overall average 4.01| 0.92

Table 9. Frequency of Agreement-Environmental Concern

SETeT Disagreement | Neutral | Agreement
in % in % in %
EC1 15.8 15.8 68.6
EC2 10.2 21.4 68.6
EC3 2.8 9.3 88.2
EC4 9.6 16.5 745
EC5 6.2 13.0 81.0
EC6 465 | 15.83 79.5

Mean values of four items measuring the willingness to behave (hereinafter: W2B) in
environmental protection behaviour are presented in Table 10. The Average valueof four
items (3.41) is higher than the neutral point indicatingthat somehow Macedonian
respondents were willing to act in order to protect the environment. Frequency of
agreement for each statement is presented in Table 11 (and more detailed results are
presented in Table 8, Appendix E). High agreement dominates almost to all statements
with a percentage varied from 52.63% (W2B3) and 58.30% (W2B2) to 72.13% (W2B1) on
the respondents’ willingness to behave, except for W2B4 (26.62%).

The most stronglysupported item from the selected in this section that are of further
interest in the research was the first statement with a mean value of 3.89 (SD 0.86)
showing the willingness of the consumers to sign a petition or demonstrate for an
environmental cause. However, the lowest mean value of 2.73 (SD 1.21) which was
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recorded for the last item suggests high sensitivity of respondents on tax load associated to
greater governmental control support.

Table 10. Descriptive Statistics of Willingness to behave in environmentally
conscious way

Scale item Mean | SD
W2B1 You would be willing to sign a petition or demonstrate 389 | 0.86
for an environmental cause . .
W2B2 Y 1d donat ’s pay to a foundation to hel
ou would donate a day’s pay to a foundation to help 354 1.09

improve the environment

W2B3 You would be willing to have your laundry less white
or bright in order to be sure that you were using a non- 348 | 1.06
polluting laundry product

W2B4 You would be willing to pay a 5 percent increase in
your taxes to support greater governmental control

Overall average 341 | 1.06

273 121

Table 11. Frequency of Agreement-Willingness to Behave

Statement Disagreement | Neutral | Agreement
in % in % in %

W2B1 6.19 21.67 72.13

W2B2 17.95 23.83 58.20

W2B3 17.95 29.41 52.63

W2B4 44.58 28.79 26.62

Sustainable consumer behaviour (hereinafter: SCB) scale was measured on a 5-item
scale. Descriptive statistics for individual scale items and the statements used are presented
in Table 12.Since the mean value is 3.28 (SD=0.98) which is slightly higher than the scales
mid-point, the overall conclusion is that in average the respondents are positive regarding
of their SCB. Namely, as shown in the Table 13 as well in more details in Table 9 in
Appendix E, the agreement dominates sustainable behaviour statements with a percentage
varied from 39.93% (SCB2) to 61.91% (SCB3). This can be explained by the
characteristics of the purchase behaviour of the respondents regarding sustainability which
were generally favourable, except for the opinion for recycling of the products which
showed a mean just below the scale’s mid-point. This means that sustainable consumer
behaviour is present to a certain extent in the Macedonian market, but we believe that
additional efforts have to be done to turn the considerable agreement percentage to a higher
level.
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Table 12. Descriptive Statistics of Sustainable Consumer Behavior

Scale item Mean SD

SCB3 When there is a choice You always choose the

. . 3.66 0.98
productthat contributes to the least amount of pollution
SCB4 You have switched products for ecological reasons 3.46 1.03
SCB1 You normally make a conscious effort to limit my use

3.27 0.85

of products that are made of or use scarce resources
SCB2 You do not buy products that have excessive packaging 3.18 0.99
SCB5 You try only to buy products that can be recycled 2.81 1.05
Overall average 3.28 0.98

Table 13. Frequency of Agreement- Sustainable Consumer Behavior

T Disagreement Neutral Agreement
in % in % in %
SCB1 17.64 40.86 41.48
SCB 2 25.69 34.36 39.93
SCB3 13.0 25.07 61.91
SCB4 19.19 27.24 53.56
SCB5 26.93 31.26 41.79

Eco label awareness (hereafter: ELA) in the study was measured on one- item scale. The
mean of the statement was higher than the scales mid-point, represented with the value of
4.09 (SD=0.88) in Table 14.A large portion of participants 82.3% agreed to this statement
(Table 15, and in more detailed presented in Table 10 in Appendix E).This indicates that
the importance of Eco label is recognized and shows that the sustainability features of the
product can be better identified in a way that supports sustainable development. The

overall conclusion is that ELA is present in the country.

Table 14. Descriptive Statistics of Eco Label Information Awareness

Scale item Mean SD
ELA You feel that eco-labels are a good way to 4.09 0.88
identify products that are ecologically sustainable ' '

Table 15. Frequency of Agreement-Eco Label Awareness

St Disagreement | Neutral | Agreement
ELA 6.19 11.45 82.35
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Similar to the scale used for measuring eco label awareness, the scales related to energy
consciousness (hereafter: EngC) and the adequate purchase behavior of energy efficient
products (hereafter: EEPB) and energy label awareness (hereafter: EngLA) were
measured on a one-item scale. Descriptive statistics for each individual scale item and the
questions used are presented in Table 16. The mean of each statement separately was
higher than the scales mid-point, represented with the value 3.54 (SD=0.84), and 3.99
(SD=0.86) respectively with high recorded percentages (83.54% and 79.81% respectively)
of participants who agreed on this statements (Table 17), and lower percent of agreement
for EngLA(45.82%) shown in Table 18. From the results, it can be stated that consumers
recognized the importance of rationalizing their energy consumption and were reasonably
aware of the energy efficiency when buying home appliances, but slightly with lower
awareness for energy labels of products they are buying. However, still a lot of additional
effort is needed in the consumer energy consumption area in order to improve energy
sustainability level.

Table 16. Descriptive Statistics of Energy Relate Scales Consciousness

Scale item | Mean | SD
Energy Consciousness
EngCYou. always make real efforts to rationalize energy 354 | 084
consumption
Energy Efficient Purchase Behavior
EEPB When you buy home appliances their energy 309 | 086
efficiency is important to you

Table 17. Frequency of Agreement- Energy Related Attitude and Behvior

Statement Disagreement | Neutral | Agreement
in % in % in %

EngC 4.96 11.80 83.54

EEPB 6.83 13.35 79.81

Table 18. Frequency of Agreement-Energy Label Awareness

Do not know/
Yes No

Statements not applicable
f |in% | f | In% f in %

EngLAYou recall seeing the EE label
attached to the light bulbs/home appliance | 148 | 45.82 | 96 | 29.72 79 | 24.45
you have bought in last 24 months
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Additionally, the study examines some general incentives related to energy efficiency
intention and behavior and general knowledge of energy efficient labels. When analyzing
the answers related to energy efficiency purchase intention and behavior, similarly to the
results about sustainable consumer behavior in general,Macedonian consumers are more
willing to reduce their energy than they actually do through purchasing simply the
common light bulbs for their homes.Namely, respondents are willing to combat climate
change by reducing their energy consumption (mean value of 4.02 and SD (0.97), shown in
Table 19), but less were WTP extra for energy efficient products (mean of 3.69, and SD
(0.90) presented in Table 19). Similarly, they are fairly conscious to relate their purchasing
of energy efficient products with their direct involvement in environmental protection
(mean value of 3.82, and SD (0.88), presented in Table 19).

Table 19. Descriptive Statistics of Energy Efficient attitudes

Scale item Mean | SD
Buying EE labeled products makes you feel like you are 332 | 088
helping to protect the environment for future generations
You would be willing to combat global climate change by 2021 097
reducing energyconsumption
You are willing to pay extra for highly energy efficient 360 | 090
products

The percentage of those who changed the standard light bulbs with those which are energy
efficient is not highly different than those who did not. Namely, 48.3% have changed, and
36.53% did not change their ordinary light bulbs at home with the energy efficient
lightening. The rest of 15.2% of respondents were not defined precisely about that.A bit
surprisingly, with a relatively high percent (68.73% in Table 20) Macedonian consumers
had shown that their purchase decisions for home appliances were influenced at least ones
by the energy labels on the products they buy.

Descriptive statistics of general energy efficient knowledgerelated to energy labels are
presented in Table 21. In both casesincluded in the study, majority of respondents did not
show enough knowledge about energy efficiency measures. Only 39.93% of respondents
have shown general knowledge of energy efficiency label meaning. These results are
showing that although respondents were environmentally concerned in general but this
concern was not reflected in appropriate energy efficiency knowledge. This means
additional effort has to be done for energy efficiency label awareness and knowledge that
could be transferred in appropriate use of energy label information.
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Table 20. Descriptive Statistics of Energy Efficiency Purchase withFrequency of

Agreement
Yes NG Do not kn_ow/
Scale item do not applicable
f |iIn% | f |in% f in %
You have replaced light bulbs in
our home with those of smaller
you W 156 | 4830 | 118 | 36.53 49| 15.17

wattage so that you will conserve on
the electricity you use

The Energy efficiency label have
influenced at least one of your home 222 | 68.73 38| 11.76 63| 19.51
appliances purchase decisions

Table 21. Descriptive Statistics of Energy Efficiency Knowledge withFrequency of

Agreement
Do not know/ not
Yes No .
applicable
Statements : - X
f in % f in % f in %

“A 7 energy efficiency rate on
EE label means “highest energy 129 | 39.93 31 9.59 163 50.46
efficiency or energy savings”

3.5 Hypothesis Testing and Overview of the Results

The Hypotheses formulated in Chapter 3.1 are tested with all variables and the data
analysis presented in the current chapter as well in the Appendix E. Regarding the two
models, two sets of hypotheses were presented in order to test the relation between the
variables in general consumer behaviour approach and energy efficiency manner. Each of
the hypotheses was tested and a conclusion was given regarding their acceptance or
rejection.

3.5.1 The first set of hypotheses

In the first set of hypotheses the relationship between SCB and its antecedents of EC and
W?2B are tested using simple linear regression analysis. One sample t-test is used toidentify
whether Macedonian consumers are environmentaly concerned. Aditionally, in order to
test the moderating role of eco label awareness on the relation between EC and SCB, three
step hierarchical regression analysis is applied. Directional hupothesis regarding
demographic characteristics of age, education and gender are tested. Using one-way
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ANOVA with post hoc analysis the differences between age groups are examined in order
to determine whether middle aged respondents are more prone to sustainable consumption.
Thanthe differences between gender groups and educational level are tested using
independent sample t-test.

Hypothesis 1: Consumers are generally positive in terms of environmental concern.

One-sample t-test has been used in order to identify whether Macedonian consumers are
environmentally concerned. The average of the construct is tested as well. The results are
presented in Table 22 whereEC represents the overall construct. Results show that the
average inclination of 322 surveyed respondents to EC is 4.01, and standard deviation is
0.54. Since these results and the P-value (0.00) being less than the threshold value of 0.05,
the hypothesis H1 is supported and can be concluded that Macedonian consumers have
favorable attitude toward EC.

Table 22. One-Sample T-test, Hypothesis 1

N Mean Std.Deviation | Std.Error Mean

EC 322 4,01 0.54 2.99E-02
EC1 323 3.77 1.04 5.78E-02
EC2 323 3.81 0.94 5.24E-02
EC3 323 4.27 0.77 4.27E-02
EC4 323 4.00 1.01 5.64E-02
EC5 323 411 0.90 4.98E-02
EC6 322 411 0.85 4.76E-02

Hypothesis 2: Environmental concern is positively related to willingness to behave in
environmentally conscious way.

To test this hypothesis a simple linear regression analysis was applied with a
summarization of the variable of EC as an independent variable and W2B as dependent
variable. Since R = 0.402 (Table 23), is between 0.3 and 0.5 (Risteski & Tevdovski, 2010),
a low positive linear relationship can be concluded, withp (0.000) < 0.05. Therefore, the
research hypothesis H2 is supported.

Hypothesis 3: Willingness to behave is positively related to sustainable consumer
behavior.

Similarly, to the previous hypothesis test, simple linear regression analysis was performed
to test the relation between W2B and SCB where W2B is an independent variable and SCB
is a dependent variable. According to the results interpreted in Table 24 with R=0.385, and
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p value (0.000) < 0.05, the research hypothesis H3 is supported and it can be concluded
that relation between consumer W2B and their SCB is positive, although weak.

Table 23. Simple Linear Regression Analysis for Hypothesis 2

Model Summary

Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Square the Estimate
1 0.402% 0.162 0.159 0.677

a. Predictors: (Constant), Environmental concern

Model R R Square

Coefficients

Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
! (Constant) 1.201 0.283 4.239| 0.000
Environmental concern 0.551 0.070 0.402| 7.871| 0.000

a. Dependent Variable: Willingness to behave

ANOVA
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 28.372 1 28.372| 61.945] 0.000°
1 Residual 147.024 321 0.458
Total 175.396 322

a. Dependent Variable: Willingness to behave
b. Predictors: (Constant), Environmental concern

Hypothesis 4: Environmental concern is positively related to sustainable consumer
behavior.

The hypothesis was tested using regression analysis to determine whether consumer EC
influences consumer purchase behavior. Thus, consumer concern about environmental
issues in general emerged as an independent variable and their purchase behavior related to
sustainable issues appeared as a dependent variable. The results are presented in Table
25.With the levels of R =0.469, and p (0.000) which were lower than the threshold of 0.05,
it was established that the relation between concern for environment of consumers and
their purchase behaviour in sustainable manner is positive albeit weak. Therefore, the
research hypothesis H4 is supported.
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Table 24. Simple Linear Regression for Hypothesis 3

Model Summary
R Adjusted R | Std. Error of
Square Square the Estimate
1 0.385° 0.149 0.146 0.629
a. Predictors: (Constant), Willingness to behave

Model R

Coefficients

Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 2.146 0.166 12.953| 0.000
1 |Willingness to 0.355 0.047 0.385| 7.484| 0.000
behave

a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior

ANOVA
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 22.162 1 22.162| 56.015 0.000°
1 [Residual 127.002 321 0.396
Total 149.164 322
a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior
b. Predictors: (Constant), Willingness to behave

Hypothesis 5: The positive relation between environmental concern and sustainable
consumer behavior is greater as eco label awareness increase.

To test the moderating effect of consumers’ eco-label awareness in the relationship
between their concerns about environmental issues in general and purchase behavior in
sustainable manner, a hierarchical regression analysis was applied to determine the
significance of the interaction effect. The analysis was performed in three steps. The EC as
an independent variable was introduced in the first step, after that, ELA as a moderator
variable was introduced in the second step, and finally, the interaction between the
moderator and the independent variables was introduced. For the interaction effect, the
results (R*= 0.081 and p value of 0.789) presented in Table 26, indicate that awareness of
consumers for eco labels as a moderator variable is not statistically significant. Thus, the
current hypothesis H5 is not supported.
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Table 25. Regression Analysis for Hypothesis 4

Model summary

R Adjusted | Std. Error of
Square | R Square| the Estimate
1 0.469°% 0.220 0.217 0.602
a. Predictors: (Constant), Environmental concern

Model R

Coefficients

Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 0.985 0.252 3.908 0.000
1 |Environmental 0.592 0.062 0.469| 9.502| 0.000
concern

a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior

ANOVA
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 32.746 1 32.746] 90.291| 0.000°
1 Residual 116.418 321 0.363
Total 149.164 322

a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior
b. Predictors: (Constant), Environmental concern

Hypothesis 6a: Middle aged consumers score higher in sustainable consumer
behavior than other consumers.

In order to test differences One-Way ANOVA is used and differences between groups are
analyzed using post-hoc analysis. Age as independent variable is grouped in 3 groups (1-30
years old, 31-50 years old, and above 51 years old). SCBis a dependent variable and is
presented with six statements, where the average is computed for each. Since the p-value
of 2.53e-11 is less than the threshold of 0.05 the null hypothesis is rejected and we can
conclude that there is statistically significant difference between the three groups (Table
27). Differences between groups are analyzed using post hoc analysis and results presented
in Table 27 show that younger consumers have different SCB than older and middle aged
respondents, while there is no difference in SCB between older and middle aged
respondents. Thus, there is sufficient evidence that hypothesis H6a is not supported.
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Table 26. Hierarchical Regression Analysis - H5

Model summary

Std. Error of
the Estimate

Model R R Square |Adjusted R Square

1 0.285° 0.081 0.073 0.655

a. Predictors: (Constant), ELA*EC, Eco Label Awareness, Environmental Concern

ANOVA
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 12.154 3 4.051] 9.433| 0.000°
1 Residual 137.010 319 0.429
Total 149.164 322
a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior
b. Predictors: (Constant), Eco Label Awareness, Environmental Concern
Coefficients
Unstandardized | Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B | Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 2.169 0.229 9.483| 0.000
1 Eco Label Awareness | 0.112 0.042 0.145| 2.657| 0.008
Environmental concern| 0.179 0.045 0.222| 4.021| 0.000
ELA*EC -0.009 0.034 -0.015| -0.268| 0.789

a. Dependent Variable: Sustainable Consumer Behavior

Table 27. One Way ANOVA and Post Hoc Analysis— H6a

One way ANOVA
Jf Sum of Mean F Sig.
Squarese | Square
Age groups 2 21.1 10.55 26.36| 2.53e-11
Residuals 320 128.1
Post hoc analysis —H6a
Age groups df p adj
2-1 0.604 0.000
3-1 0.720 0.000
3-2 0.115 0.399
95% wise confidence level
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Hypothesis 6b:Women demonstrate more sustainable consumer behavior than men.

Independent samples T-test is used to test the differences between the two groups of men
and women. First the significance of F-test is applied and the correct Sig for the t-test is
interpreted in the output Table 28.Similarly to the previous hypothesis, SCB as dependent
variable is presented with the average value of its each statement. SCB results were split in
two groups according to men and women and F-test is applied to see if the variances of
both data samples are the same. Since the p-value is 0.078, the null hypothesis cannot be
rejected, so it can be assumed that the two data samples have the same variance.

Table 28. F-test and T-test-H6b

F-test
F numdf | denomdf | p-value
Men and women
1.321 150 171 0.077
Independent sample t-test
f -val
Men and women ¢ d p-value
-1.964 321 0.050
Mean of men Mean of women
3.279 3.428
Two sample t-test-directional hypothesis
f -val
Men and women t d p-value
-1.964 321 0.025

Then the independent t-test is applied in order to see if there is a difference between the
two data samples and to test the direction. Since the p value (0.025) <0.05, so the null
hypothesis is rejected. Therefore it can be assumed that women are more prone to SCB
than men, thus the H6b is supported.

Hypothesis 6c: Higher educated peoplescore higher in sustainable consumer
behavior.

In order to test the differences in SCB regarding the educational level of respondents,
similarly to previous hypothesis independent sample t-test is used. Educational level of
respondents as independent variable originally presented with six groups (1 elementary, 2
secondary, 3 vocational, 4 bachelor degree, 5 Master and 6 PhD) is regrouped in two
groups (lower level educated and higher educated respondents).The average of SCB results
were split in two groups according to thetwo levels of education and F-test is applied to see
if the variances of both data samples are the same. Since the p-value is0.563 (Table 29) the
null hypothesis cannot be rejected, so similarly to the previous hypothesis can be assumed
that the two data samples have the same variance. Then the independent t-test is applied in
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order to see if there is a difference between the two data samples, with the assumption that
the both data samples have the same variance. Since the p-value is 0.400 and higher than
the threshold, the null hypothesis is not rejected, so it can be assumed that there is no
statistical significant difference between the SCB results according to the education, thus
can be concluded that hypothesis H6c is not supported.

Table 29. F-test and Independent T-test-H6c

F-test
Low and high F numdf | denomdf | p-value
educated 1.096 164 157 0.563
Independent sample t-test
Low and high t df p-value
educated -0.843 321 0.400
Mean of low level educated Mean of high level educated
3.327 3.391

3.5.2 The second set of hypothesis related to energy efficiency

In the second set of hypotheses the relation between attitudes and consumer behavior
reflected in the specific energy content are examined. Regression analysis is used to test
the relation between energy consciousness and specific sustainable purchasing concerning
energy saving products. Similarly to the previous model where the moderating role of ELA
is tested using hierarchical regression analysis, in this model the moderating effect of
energy label awareness( hereafter: EngLA) is examined on the relation between energy
consciousness of consumers and their specific purchase decision. Moreover, in case of
energy efficiency buying, it is examined whether cost saving is most important motivator
for all consumers regardless their level of EC, and cross tabs are applied to test whether
highly concerned consumers have different motives in their purchasing decisions.

Hypothesis 7: Energy conscious consumers are more likely to select energy saving
products.

Similarly to the hypothesis H4 in the first model, the current hypothesis was tested using
regression analysis to determine whether consumer energy consciosness influences
purchase behavior of energy efficient products. Thus, EngC emerged as independent
variable and EEPB appeared as a dependent variable.Results from the analysis presented in
Table 30 with R =0.218, and p (0.000), show weak (positive) linear relationship between
EngC and EEPB. Therefore the research hypothesis H7 is supported.
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Table 30. Regression Analysis H7

Model Summary

R Adjusted R | Std. Error of the
Model R .
Square Square Estimate
1 0.218° 0.047 0.044 0.838

a. Predictors: (Constant), Energy Consciousness

ANOVA
Model Sumof | e | Mean | Sig.
Squares Square
Regression 11.184 1| 11.184| 15.927 0.000°
1 Residual 224.704 320 0.702
Total 235.888 321

a. Dependent Variable: Energy Efficient Purchase Behavior

b. Predictors: (Constant), Energy Consciousness

Coefficients

Unstandardized | Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients )
Model Std t Sig.
B ' Beta
Error
L (Constant) 3.076 0.232 13.286| 0.000
EngC 0.221 0.055 0.218| 3.991| 0.000

a. Dependent Variable: Energy Efficient Purchase Behavior
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H8: The positive relation between consumers’ energy consciousness and their buying
decisions is greater as energy label awareness increases.

This hypothesis examines the influence of EngLA increase onthe relationship between
EngC of consumers and energy efficient purchase behavior (hereinafter: EEPB). This
means that the moderating role of EngLA is tested on the relationbetween the EngC of
consumers and EEPB.For that purpose, similarly to the analysis of the hypothesis 5, three
step hierarchical regression analyses is applied with results presented in Table 31. Since
the variable of EngLA is categorical, it is recoded into two values, where the answers “do
not know/ not applicable” are excluded. Since the moderator variable is statistically
significant, (is less than 0.05) it can be concluded that EngLA increase is statistically
significant to the model, but on the same time it barely describes the model (since the value
of adjusted R square is 0.071). Thus, the Hypothesis H8 is supported.




Table 31. Three Step Hierarchical Regression Analysis - H8

Model Summary

Model

R

R Square

Adjusted R
Square

Std. Error of the
Estimate

1

0.286°

0.082

0.071

0.854

Predictors:(Constant), NewEngC*EngLA, NewEngC, Energy Label Awareness

Dependent Variable: NewEEPB

ANOVA
Model Sum of df Mean F Sig.
Squares Square
Regression 15.669 3 5.223 7.154| 0.000°
1 Residual 175.228 240 0.730
Total 190.898 243
a. Dependent Variable: NewEEPB
b.Predictors:(Constant),NewEngC,Energy Label Awareness
Coefficients
Unstandardized | Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B | Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 2.421 0.347 6.973| 0.000
NewEngC 0.229 0.066 0.226| 3.495| 0.001
1 |Energy Label 0.149 0.065 0.150| 2.301| 0.022
Awareness
NewEngC*EngLA | 0.075 0.038 0.129| 1.982| 0.049
Dependent Variable: NewEEPB

Hypothesis 9: In case of energy efficiency, cost savings are the most important
motivation for mass consumers.

In order to find whether cost saving is the most important motivational factor for mass
consumers when they buy energy efficiency products frequency of agreement are analysied
(Table 32). It is obvious that cost saving is heavily present motivational factor for
respondents when buying energy efficient home appliances and light bulbs. For more than
half of the respondents, energy efficiency is most important as a means of cost savings
(M2), even to environmentally concerned people. Even though respondents are generally
environmentally concerned (more than 70%), the percentage of those within the sample
which agreed with the idea that environmental protection is the only reason for their

60



purchase (M1) is extremely low (3.71%). This means that those types of behavior are cost
sensitive for almost all people, and the hypothesis H9 is supported.

It is important to note herethat in the screening of the results, there is huge overlap between
answers of the second and third motivational factor which refer to the cost savings and
environmental protection together with the cost saving.Almost the same percentage of all
respondents answered positively to these two motivational factors.Detailed screen on all
respondent’s answers separately, had shown that half of the respondents who had stated
that energy efficiency is important as a means only of cost savings (55.72%), also
responded positively to the notion that environmental reason and cost savings are their
motivational factor for energy efficiency purchasing. Therefore, people are not consistent
in their responses which appear to be one of the limitations for the present results.

Table 32. Frequency of Agreement —Motivations for Energy Efficiency Purchase

Do not know/
not applicable
nmb [ in% [nmb | in% | nmb | iIn%

Yes No
Statements

MZ1Environmental protection is
the only reason when you buy
energy efficient appliances/light
bulbs for your home

M2 Energy efficiency of
appliances / light bulbs you have
bought is only important as a
means of cost saving

M3 Energy efficiency of
appliances you have bought is
important for environmental
reason and cost saving

12| 3.71| 236 | 73.06 75| 2321

180 | 55.72 89 | 27.55 54| 16.71

172 | 53.25 60 | 18.57 91| 28.17

Hypotheis 10: Consumers who are high in environmental concern have different
motives in purchasing energy efficient products than consumers who are low in
environmental concern.

In order to examine the differencess in motivation for high and low environmentally
concerned consumers when they buy energy efficiency products, cross tabs are applied. EC
is used as an independent variable and its average score for each respondent is
computedand recoded in two groups (environmentally not concerned presented as groupl
and environmentally concerned marked with number 2) instead of five. Motivational
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factors are applied separately as dependent variables and respondent with missing value is
removed. According to the results presented in Table 33, is noticeable that relating to the
environmental protection as a motivator in purchase decision, the level of EC of
respondents does not have any influence. Namely they are strongly refusing that
environmental protection is not the only motivational factor when buy energy efficient
products. When taking in consideration the cost saving as motivation factor, the situation is
almost similar. Namely, independently of consumer’s level of concern, cost saving is
favourable motivational factor for both groups of consumers when they buy energy
efficient products, in slightly favour of highly environmental concerned consumers. For
both motivational factors, the results are quite different. Namely higly environmental
concerned consumers stress the importance of both factors more than low environmentaly
concerned people, but due to the overlap of the results stated in the Hypothesis 9, clearly it
can not be concluded that consumers who are high in EC have different motives in
purchasing energy efficient products than consumers who are low in EC. Moreover, the p
value in all three cases respectively is higher than the threshold value (p-value=0.6819>
0.05; p-value=0.1873 > 0.05; p-value =0.08099 > 0.05), showing the independence
between the motivational factors with the level of environmental concern. Thus, the
hypothesis H10 is not supported.

Table 33. Crosstab- Hypothesis 10-Environmental Protection as Motivation

EC vs. Environmental protection as motivation (M1)
Yes No Do not know Row Total

1 (low EC) 0 12 3 15
0.559 0.101 0.070

0.000 0.800 0.200 0.047

2 (highly EC) 12 223 72 307
0.027 0.005 0.003

0.039 0.726 0.235 0.953

Column Total 12 235 75 322
0.037 0.730 0.233

Pearson's Chi-squared test
data: tab
X-squared =0.76571; df = 2; p-value = 0.6819
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Table 34. Crosstab- Hypothesis 10- Cost Saving as Motivation

EC vs. Cost savings as motivation (M2)
Yes No Do not know Row Total

1 (low EC) 7 7 1 15
0.229 2.052 0.913

0.467 0.467 0.067 0.047

2 (highly EC) 173 81 53 307
0.011 0.100 0.045

0.564 0.260 0.173 0.953

Column Total 180 88 54 322
0.559 0.273 0.168

Pearson's Chi-squared test
data: tab
X-squared = 3.3503; df = 2; p-value = 0.1873

Table 35. Crosstab- Hypothesis 10- Envioronmental Protection and Cost Saving as

Motivation
EC vs. Environmental reason and cost savings as motivation M3
Yes No Do not know Row Total

1 (low EC) 5 6 4 15
1.104 3.675 0.013

0.333 0.400 0.267 0.047

2 (highly EC) 166 5 87 307
0.054 0.180 0.001

0.541 0.176 0.283 0.953

Column Total 171 60 91 322
0.531 0.186 0.283

Pearson's Chi-squared test
data: tab
X-squared =5.0269; df = 2; p-value = 0.08099

The summary of the results from testing the hypothesis depicted in Table 36.
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Table 36. Overview of the Results of Hypotheses Testing

Hypotheis Supported
(yes/no)

H1 Consumers are generally positive in terms of EC. Yes
H2 EC is positively related to W2B in environmentally conscious way. Yes
H3 W2B is positively related to SCB. Yes
H4 EC is positively related to SCB. Yes
H5 The positive relation between EC and SCB is greater as ELA increases. No
H6a Middle aged consumers score higher in SCB than other consumers. No
H6b Women demonstrate more SCB than men. Yes
H6c Higher educated peoplescore higher in SCB. No
H7 EngC consumers are more likely to select energy saving products. Yes
H8 The positive relation between consumers’ EngC and their buying Yes
decisions is greater as EngLA increases.
H9 In case of energy efficiency, cost savings are the most important Yes
motivation for mass consumers.
H10 Consumers who are high in EC have different motives in purchasing NG
energy efficient products than consumers who are low in EC.

3.6 Discussion

The concept of sustainability and sustainable consumer behavior is relatively new in the
developing world and in Macedonia as well which stresses the importance of examining
the issue. The majority of results and findings obtained through data analysis are in
accordance with previous research works.

Being one of the most important concepts in the study of consumer behavior (Peter &
Olson, 2010, p.130), the environmental concern as a general environmental attitude is
examined. The representatives of Macedonian consumers used in the study have
demonstrated a positive environmental concern that is in accordance with the global trends
(Han et al., 2009) as well as with the assumption that being environmentally concerned is
not restricted only to the developed world. Namely, the results of the study confirmed the
assertion that peoplein developing countries have shown as much concern about
environmental issues as those in developed countries (Dunlap et al., 1993), which was
confirmed in the Republic of Macedonia as well (Angelovska et al., 2012; Zabkar & Hosta,
2013) before the current research.

As the Theory of Reasoned Action and Theory of Planned Behavior (Ajzen, 1991)
suggested, attitude is one of the determinants of purchase intention, which is in turn a

determinant of a purchase behavior and the resultsfrom the current study reflect the same.
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Namely, environmental concern as a general attitude has been proven to be positively
related to the willingness of the consumers to behave sustainably, which is in line with the
previous findings of Bamberg (2003) together with Zabkar and Hosta (2013) for developed
and developing countries as well. Similarly, the positive relation between the willingness
to behave and consumer behavior was confirmed as additional support to the previous
findings of Zabkar and Hosta (2013) together withSantos et al. (2015). These studies were
specifically related to developing countries where instead of the intention the focus was on
the willingness to engage in sustainable purchase behavior. Both these relations observed
were not strong, possibly suggesting that they are not the only determinants influencing
sustainable purchasing decisions of consumers.

Despite the main general assertion about the indirect relation between attitudes and
purchase behavior, environmental concern as a general attitude was proven to have a direct
influence on purchasing behavior as well. This direct relation between environmental
concern of consumers and their sustainable purchase behavior was significant and positive
even weak in the current study, reflecting the findings by Balderjahn (1988), Ishaswini and
Datta (2011) and Laroche et al. (2001). Additionally, this positive relation is in line with
the findings by Choi (2005) together with Dagher and Itani (2012), which had supported
the idea that environmentally concerned consumers are more prone to sustainable
purchasing. However, the supportedpositive relation does not necessarily mean that
environmental concern directly influences sustainable consumer behavior. Logically
intention comes in between and the impact of concern would probably weaken during the
process of implementing pro-environmental behavior that could be as one of the main
explanations for the weak relation between environmental concern and sustainable
consumer behavior proved with the current study.

Having been recognized as an important prerequisite which assists consumers in their
sustainable buying (Polonsky et al., 2012; Testa et al., 2015; Thegersen et al., 2010), the
influence of eco labels on purchase decisions is examined. Appropriate label information
can change the purchasing decisions of the consumers to choose products that cause less
damage to the environment (Horne, 2009; Pedersen & Neergaard, 2006). Guided by the
confirmed assumption that more environmentally concerned consumers use eco labels
more frequently in their purchase decisions (Niva & Timonen, 2001; Thegersen, 2000) and
together with the findings of Testa et al. (2015) that eco label awareness influence their
purchase choice, the current research tried to assess whether the eco label awareness as a
moderator (Rashid, 2009) influences sustainable purchase decision. However, the
moderating role of eco label awareness on positive relation between consumer’s
environmental concern and their sustainable purchasing behavior was not supported. The
reason could be that Macedonian consumers do not seem to pay much attention to the eco
labels in their decision making because of lack of knowledge of their existence and
usefulness in helping them to make appropriate and faster decision. Also, they might not
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see differences in quality of eco labelled products and ordinary ones, or they might
perceive them with higher price. Simply, eco labelling might be a relatively new issue for
Macedonian consumer that does not reflect in higher eco labelling practice awareness yet.

A broad literature overview emphasized that the demographic characteristics of an
individual can act as determinants of one’s behavior. Even though the results are quite
mixed and ambiguous (Diamantopoulos et al., 2003; Verain et al., 2012), demographics are
useful tool to marketers in describing sustainable market segments (D’Souza et al., 2007).
In relation to the general findings for the significance of the relationship between
demographic characteristics such as education, gender, age and income, and
environmentally friendly purchase behavior (Zhao et al., 2014), the current study examined
the influence of age, gender, and educational level on sustainable purchase behavior.
Among these determinants, only gender was found to have a significant effect, with
women being more prone to sustainable purchasing. The influence of gender was reported
in previous findings on the way that women are more likely to consider environmental
issues and engage in sustainable consumption behavior than men (Koos, 2011; Roberts,
1996b; Zelezny et al., 2000).

Educational level and age both had no significant effect on sustainable purchase behavior
in the direction which was previously assumed. Namely, it hasn’t been confirmed that
highly educated people are more prone to sustainable consumption in developed
(Diamantopolous et al., 2003; do Pago et al., 2009) and developing countries (Zhao et al.,
2014; Zsoka et al., 2013) as well. Similarly, the findings which stated that middle aged
consumers score higher in sustainable purchasing (do Pago et al., 2009; Mohr & Schich,
2016; Roberts, 1996a) were not supported for Macedonian consumers. The reasons might
lie instronger effect of other situational factors on purchase decisions of consumers than
demographics such as age and education level of consumers. Thus taking in consideration
the age and educational level of consumers as factors influencing their sustainable
purchase decision, through properly educating the youngest population in the country after
years the effect of their higher awareness of sustainability issues could be visible.On that
way the country could be on right way to develop more sustainable society by having
active sustainable consumers and citizens.

Moreover, the idea of the relationship between environmental concern, sustainable
consumer behavior and the moderating effect of eco label awareness in general context was
replicated to serve the more specific perspective of energy efficient purchase behavior as
an important strategy in order to achieve sustainable development in relation to energy
consumption (Zainudin, 2013). The same relations were examined while taking into
consideration the assumption that in order to predict specific behavior the attitudes should
also be specified within the same context (Alwitt & Pitts, 1996). Moreover, the awareness
of energy use is related to energy label awareness (Winward et al., 1998). Thus the positive
relation between the energy consciousness of consumers and their purchase decision of
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buying energy saving products was supported together with the moderating effect of
energy label awareness in the context of this relation. Similarly, in the perspective of
energy efficient purchase behavior, motivational factors were examined confirming that
cost savings are most important motivation for majority of consumers, even for those who
were environmentally concerned, reflecting the similar assertion of Csutora & Zsoka
(2011). Moreover, the level of environmental concern does not influence the difference in
motivational factors in the purchase decisions of consumers.The reason could be that
consumers in Macedonia still are not highly aware of sustainability issues and hardly can
relate their purchase decisions with pro-environmental sustainability. That’s why it could
be argued that there is a significant room for raising the awareness of sustainability issues
among Macedonian consumers, to emphasize the environmental benefits of variety of
available possibilities, and by performing them consumers on daily base can be actively
involved in sustainable development process of the country.

3.7 Limitation of the Research and Recommendations for Further
Research

Aswith any research, the present study has its own limitations. One of the main limitations
considered is the use of general attitude when examining its relation with the specific
behavior (Moisander & Uusitalo, in Rokka & Uusitalo 2008), resulting in weak relation
between environmental concern and purchase behavior, which is common case in many
consumer behavior studies. Another limitation is the use of nonprobability samples so
findings cannot be generalizedto the population of Macedonian consumers as a whole.
However still, the results at least give us an idea about the situation on the Macedonian
market regarding the current issues of sustainable consumption. In order to achieve a more
representative sample, larger samples and the use of probability sampling is one of the
options suggested for further examinations. Additionally, the respondentsgave self-
reported responses that might not be entirely accurate because they tended to show their
perception of their own behavior, rather than their actual behavior. The data was collected
outside of the actual purchasing situation that might give an inaccurate picture of real
decision-making process. Thus, it is suggested that further data collection needs to be
performed in real purchase situations in order to examine the relevant product categories
effectively.

The current study can be seen as beginning of a long journey into further research of
sustainable consumer behavior as part of sustainable development of the country. Since the
issue with all of its relevant factors has not been comprehensively studied in Macedonia
yet, there is a great opportunity for further research in the field by examining additional
factors that may impact sustainable consumer behavior. One highly interesting topic which
is recognized for further research could be a deeper examination of the influence of eco

labels on the purchase decisions of consumers. Even though energy labels initially are
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recognized as a good sign for recognizing energy efficient products, obviously there is
room and need for further and deeper research in order to analyse the influence of energy
labels on consumer behavior in different product categories such as home appliances and
lightening and additionally energy labels of buildings as one of the products with the
highest environmental impact, and compare the results with more European countries
which have longer experiences and highly developed strategies for improvements. Other
research with great potential can be the extensive examination of the knowledge of young
people about sustainability issues in general, as well the energy saving issues, which could
help find ways to implement appropriate educational strategies in order to motivate, enable
and empower future consumers to engage in sustainable development process.

CONCLUSION

The main aim of this research was to explore the term sustainability and sustainable
development in relation to consumption, and to examine how Macedonian consumers
recognize general environmental issues and whether they are willing to protect the
environment and act more sustainably through their purchasing. Moreover, it shed some
light on the idea concerning awareness of product eco labels and more specifically energy
labels and their influence to purchase decisions, with additional attention to energy
efficiency as a win-win solution for sustainable development targeting a wide group of
consumers.

When the first stated research question is approached in regards to the recognition of the
importance of environmental issues among consumers, it can be said that Macedonian
consumers seems to be quite concerned about the general issues related to environmental
protection. The relations between the concepts of the environmental concern of consumers,
their general willingness to act in order to protect environment and their purchase decisions
in sustainable manner were positive, although somewhat weak. Similarly, the direct
relation between environmental concern and sustainable purchase decisions has shown a
positive and weak relation, suggesting that other factors could influence sustainable
purchase decisions of consumers. One of the explanations for the lack of more purchasing
actions can be attributed to the fact that although people seem to be highly concerned over
the state of the environment, they do not see that their purchasing decisions are related to
the issue of sustainability or in general, people are just not enough aware of the relatively
new concept of sustainability.

Among the demographic characteristics, women demonstrated higher aspirations for
consuming sustainably. Surprisingly, the study didn’t prove the assumption based on
previous findings that highly educated and middle aged consumers are more prone to
sustainable consumption. Thus, as suggested by the literature demographic characteristics
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of consumers might not be the best indicators of consumer purchasing behavior — including
Macedonia as well.

Furthermore, energy efficiency labels seem to slightly drive the purchasing decisions of
consumers for home appliances and lightening as one of the products with greater
environmental impact. According to the study, consumers somehow recognized the
importance of rationalizing their energy consumption, were reasonably aware of the energy
efficiency when buying home appliances and their awareness for energy labels moderately
influenced their purchase decisions. Also, cost saving is shown as broadly present
motivational factor for respondents when buying energy efficient home appliances and
light bulbs even for environmentally concerned people. The level of their concern is not
shown as strong prerequisite which influences the motivational factors in their purchase
decisions. Therefore, it could be suggested that these issues should be strongly highlighted
in the marketing communication of companies as well government bodies that wish to
attract consumers and raise their attention about energy efficiency feature.

To summarize, it could be said that the findings presented in the current study allow a
better understanding on sustainable consumer behavior of Macedonian consumers and its
relation with some of its psychographic and demographic antecedents. General
environmental concern and willingness to act were found to weakly effect sustainable
purchase decisions of consumers, along with the gender as demographic antecedent. Eco
label awareness was not found to moderate the positive relation between environmental
concern and purchase decision of consumers. Transferred to the energy efficiency manner,
the energy label awareness slightly moderated the positive weak relation between the
specific energy awareness and purchase decisions of consumers. When it comes to
evaluating the motivational factors of buying energy efficient products, saving the energy
appeared to be an important feature in order to cost savings for majority of consumers,
even to the environmentally concerned ones.

In order to achieve environmental and also overall sustainability, the negative
environmental impacts of consumer behavior are necessary to be minimized. Even though
in general, consumers want to take a part in sustainable development process and there are
varieties of available options to do so, the environmental impacts from consumption are
continuously increasing. Therefore it is essential researchers to shed more light on
consumer behavior. In that line, this research gives its own impact investigating attitudes
toward environment and sustainable consumer behavior in the context of developing
country, where this type of research is quite scarce. Additionally, accepting and
implementing the concept of sustainable development, the government develops strategies
to promote more sustainable consumer behavior. Regarding their effectiveness,
understanding and evaluating the consumer behavior is important in order to develop the
ways which can help to influence and change the consumer behavior on the way to
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sustainability. Thus, the results from the current study concerning the relation between
attitudinal and demographic factors might be used by all relevant players involved in
implementing the strategies for promoting more sustainable consumption in the
society.Moreover, the finding presented in this research could be used in marketers’
strategies as well. To some extent, they might help initially to understand the motivational
factors in purchase energy efficient products. This is important because energy efficient
technologies are globally recognized as effective practices for significant decrease of
environmental impacts from consumer behavior since they could be adopted by a large
number of consumers.

Therefore, in relation to sustainability, it seems a lot of additional efforts are needed for
consumer behavior change that is also in accordance to the sustainable development policy
on national and international level. Also, it seems that numerous further activities are
needed and can be taken in raising public energy efficiency awareness in purchase
decisions of products with the aspirations of consuming the energy sustainably.

70



REFERENCES

1. Abeliotis, K., Koniari, C., & Sardianou, E. (2010). The profile of the green consumer in
Greece. International Journal of Consumer Studies, 34, 153-160.

2. Adams, W., M. (2006). The future of sustainability: Re-thinking environment and
development in twenty-first century. Report of the IUCN Renoewned Thinkers Meeting.
Retrieved  February 10, 2015, from  http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/iucn
_future_of_sustanability.pdf

3. Advertising Age. (2010, December 13). Book of tens: Jargoniest jargon we 've heard all
year.Retrieved March 21, 2016, fromhttp://adage.com/article/special-report-the-book-of-
tens-2010/advertising-s-jargoniest-jargon/147583/

4. Ajzen, l., & Fishbein, M. (1980). Understanding attitudes and predicting behaviour.
Englewood Cliffs. NJ: Prentice Hall.

5. Ajzen, I. (1991). The theory of planned behaviour. Organizational Behavior and
Human Decision Processes,50, 179-211.

6. Ajzen, I. (2005). Attitudes, personality and behavior (2" ed.).England: Open University
Press: McGraw-Hill.

7. Ali, A., & Ahmad, 1. (2012). Environment friendly products: Factors that influence the
green purchase intentions of Pakistani consumers. Pakistani Journal of Engineering
Technology Science, 2(1), 84-117.

8. Alsmadi, S. (2007). Green marketing and the concern over the environment: Measuring
environmental consciousness of Jordanian consumers. Journal of Promotion Management,
13, 3-4.

9. Alwit, L., I., & Pitts, R., E. (1996). Predicting purchase intention for an environmentally
sensitiveproducts. Journal of Consumer Psychology, 5(1), 49-64.

10. Aminrad, A., Zakaria, S., Z., & Hadi, A., S. (2011). Influence of age and level of
education on environmental awareness and attitude: Case study on lIranian students in
Malaysian Universities. The Social Science, 6(1), 15-19.

11. Anand, V., P. (2013). A study of green consumerism and factors influencing green
purchasing behavior. International Journal of Research in Commerce, Economics and
Management, 3(8).

12.  Angelovska,J., Sotiroska, B., S., & Angelovska,N. (2012).The impact of
environmental concern and awareness on consumer behaviour. Journal International
Environmental Application & Science, 7(2), 406-416.

13. Ani¢, 1, D., Jelenc, L., Sebeti¢, N. (2015). Examining demographic profile and
purchasing behavior of buyers of organic food products in Karlovac County. Ekonomska
Misao i Praksa, 2(24).

14. Assadourian, E. (2013). Re-engineering cultures to create a sustainable civilization in
state of the world 2013: Is sustainability still possible? The Worldwatch Institute. Retrieved
April 12, 2015, from http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-
ebook/dp/BO0C4Y9AY M/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me

71


http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/iucn%20_future_of_sustanability.pdf
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/iucn%20_future_of_sustanability.pdf
http://adage.com/article/special-report-the-book-of-tens-2010/advertising-s-jargoniest-jargon/147583/
http://adage.com/article/special-report-the-book-of-tens-2010/advertising-s-jargoniest-jargon/147583/
http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-ebook/dp/B00C4Y9AYM/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me
http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-ebook/dp/B00C4Y9AYM/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me

15. Balderjahn, I. (1988). Personality variables and environmental attitudes as predictors
of ecologically-responsible consumption patterns. Journal of Business Research, 17.

16. Banyté, J., Brazioniené, L., & Gadeikiené, A. (2010). Investigation of green
consumer profileAcase of Lithuanian market of eco-friendly food products. Economics and
Management, 15, 374-383.

17. Bamberg, S. (2003). How does environmental concern influence specific
environmentally related behaviours? A new answer to an old question. Journal of
Environmental Psychology, 23, 21-32.

18. Barenergy.(2010). Barriers to changes in energy behavior among end consumers
and households. Integration of three empirical studies. Final report. Research Report.
Barenergy, Energy Research in the 7" Framework. Brussels: European Commission.

19. Barlett,A.,A.(1996). Reflection on sustainability, population growth, and the
environment. Population and Environment, 16 (1), 5-35.

20. Beckford,C., L.Jacobs,C.,Williams, N., & Nahdee, R. (2010). Aboriginal
environmental wisdom, stewardship and sustainability: Lessons from the Walpole Island
first nations, Ontario, Canada. The Journal of Environmental Education, 41(4), 239-248.
21. Belz, F., M., &Peattie, K. (2009). Sustainability marketing, aglobal perspective (2™
ed.). West Sussex: John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

22. Beltz, F., M., &Schmidt-Riediger, B. (2010).Marketing strategies in the age of
sustainable development: evidence from the food industry. Business Strategy and the
Environment, 19, 401-416.

23. Berenguer, J., Corraliza, J., A., & Martin, R. (2005). Rural-urban differences in
environmental concern, attitudes, and actions. European Journal of Psychological
Assessment, 21, 128-138.

24. Berglund, C., & Matti, S. (2006). Citizen and consumer: The dual role of individuals
in environmental policy. Environmental Politics, 15(4).

25. Bertoldi, P., & Atanasiu, B.(2007). Electricity consumption and efficiency trends in
the enlarged European Union. Status Report 2006. European Commission, Directorate-
General Joint Research Center. Institute for Environment and Sustainability. Retrieved
January 13, 2015, from http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/energyefficiency/system
/tdf/eneff_report_2006.pdf?file=1&type=node&id=7302

26. Bertoldi, P., & Atanasiu, C., B. (2009). Electricity consumption and efficiency trends
in the European Union—Status report 2009. JRC Scientific and Technical Papers. Ispra:
Institute for Energy, Joint Research Centre, European Commission.Retrieved January 13,
2015, from  http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/documents/ie_energy press_
event/status_report_2009.pdf

27. Bodur, M., & Sarigollii, E. (2005). Environmental sensitivity in a developing
country: Consumer classification and implications. Environment and Behavior 37(4),487-
510.

72


http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/energyefficiency/system%20/tdf/eneff_report_2006.pdf?file=1&type=node&id=7302
http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/energyefficiency/system%20/tdf/eneff_report_2006.pdf?file=1&type=node&id=7302
http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/documents/ie_energy_press_%20event/status_report_2009.pdf
http://iet.jrc.ec.europa.eu/sites/default/files/documents/ie_energy_press_%20event/status_report_2009.pdf

28. Bohdanowicz, P. (2006). Environmental awareness and initiatives in the Swedish
andPolish hotel industries-survey results. International Journal of HospitalityManagement,
25(4), 662-682.

29. Bohlen, G., Schlegelmilch, B., B., & Diamantopoulos, A. (1993). Measuring
ecological concern: A multi-construct perspective. Journal of MarketingManagement,
9,415-430.

30. Brandon, G.,& Lewis,A.(1999). Reducing household energy consumption: A
qualitative and quantitative field study. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 19, 75-85.
31. Brohman, B., Heinzle, S., Rennings, K., Schleich J., & Wiistenhagen, R. (2009).
What’s driving sustainable energy consumption? A survey of the empirical literature. ZEW
Discussion Paper No0.09-013. Retrieved April 15, 2014, fromftp://ftp.zew.de/pub/zew-
docs/dp/dp09013.pdf.

32.  Bush, M. (2008). Sustainability and a smile. Advertising Age,79(8).

33. Burnet, J. (2007).City building-Eco-labels and shades of green! Landscape and
Urban Planning, 83(1), 29-38.

34. Cavagnaro,E., & Curiel,G.( 2012). The three levels of sustainability. Greenleaf
Publishing.

35. Caraddona, J.,L.(2014). Sustainability: A history(1* ed.).Oxford University Press.

36. Chan, T.S. (1996). Concerns for environmental issues and consumer purchase
preferences: A two-country study. Journal of International Consumer Marketing, 9(1), 43-
55.

37. Chan, W., W.,& Lam, J., C. (2002). Prediction of pollutant emission through
electricity consumption by the hotel industry in Hong Kong. International Journal of
Hospitality Management, 21(4), 381-391.

38. Chan, R, Y., K,& Lau, L., B., Y. (2000). Antecedents of green purchases: a survey
in China. Journal of Consumer Marketing, 17(4), 338-357.

39. Chen, A.,& Peng, N. (2012). Green hotel knowledge and tourists’ staying behavior.
Annals of Tourism Research, 39(4), 2211-2216.

40. Cornelissen, G., Pandelaere, M., Warlop, L., & Dewitte, S. (2008). Positive cueing:
Promoting sustainable consumer behaviour by cueing common environmental behaviours
as environmental. International Journal of Research in Marketing, 25, 46-54.

41. Council of the European Union (2006).Brussels European Council, 23/24 March
2006, Presidency Conclusions.

42. Croshy, L., A., Gill, J., D., & Taylor, J., R. (1981). Consumer voter behaviour in the
passage of the Michigan Container Law. Journal of Marketing, 45, 349-354.

43. Csutora, M., & Zsoka, A. (2011). Maximizing the efficiency of greenhouse gas
related consumer policy. Journal of Consumer Policy, 34(1).

44, Dagher, G., K.,& lItani, S., 0.(2012). The influence of environmental attitude,
environmental concern and social influence on green purchasing behaviour. Review of
Business Research, 12(2),104- 110.

73


ftp://ftp.zew.de/pub/zew-docs/dp/dp09013.pdf
ftp://ftp.zew.de/pub/zew-docs/dp/dp09013.pdf

45. Dagher, G., K., Itani, O., &Kassar, A., N. (2015). The impact of environment
concern and attitude on green purchasing behaviour: Gender as the moderator.
Contemporary Management Research, 11(2).

46. Davidson, D., & Freudenberg, W. (1996). Gender and environmental risk concerns: a
review and analysis of available research. Environment and Behavior, 28, 302-339.

47. de Boer, J.(2003).Sustainability labeling schemes: The logic of their claims and their
functions for stakeholders. Business Strategy and the Environment, 12, 254-264.

48. Defra(2010). Behavioral economics & energy using products: Scoping research on
discounting behavior and consumer reference points-Final report. Research report
completed for the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs by GHK
Consulting.

49. Diamantopoulos, A., Schlegelmilch, B., B., Sincovics, R., R., & Bohlen, G., M.
(2003). Can socio-demographics still play a role in profiling green consumers? A review of
the evidence and empirical investigation. Journal of Business Research, 56, 465-480.

50. Dietz, T., Kalof, L.,& Stern, P. (2002). Gender, values, and environmentalism. Social
Science Quarterly, 83(1), 353-64.

51. Donaton, S., & Fitzgerald, K. (1992). Polls show ecological concerns is strong.
Advertising Age, 63 (49).

52. do Pago, A., M., F., Raposo, M., L., B., &Filho, W., L. (2009). Identifying the green
consumer: Asegmentation study. Journal of Targeting, Measurement and Analysis for
Marketing, 17(1), 17-25.

53. D’Souza, C., Taghian, M., Lamb, P., & Pretiatko, R. (2007). Green decisions:
Demographics and consumer understanding of environmental labels. International Journal
of Consumer Studies, 31, 371-376.

54. Dunlap, R, E., Gallup,J., G., H., &Gallup,A. (1993). Of global concern: Results of
the health of the planet survey. Environment, 35(6-15), 33-39.

55. Dyer, R, F., & Maronick, T., J. (1988). An evaluation of consumer awareness and
use of energy labels in the purchase of major appliances: A longitudinal analysis. Journal
of Public Policy and Marketing, 7, 83-97.

56. Ecolabel Index  (2016). Retrieved  September 6, 2016,  from
http://www.ecolabelindex.com

57. Edser, C. (2009). Eco-labels and sustainability. Focus on Surfactants, 7, 1-2.

58. Elliott, J. (2013). An introduction to sustainable development (3th ed.). London:
Routledge

59. Elkington, J. (1998). Cannibals with forks: The triple bottom line of 21% century
business. Oxford: Capstone.

60. Energy Charter Secretariat (2007).In-depth review of energy efficiency policies and
programmes.Retrieved June 17, 2016, fromhttp://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/
DocumentsMedia/IDEER/IDEER-FYRoM_2007_en.pdf

61. Energy Charter Secretariat (2009). Policies that work. Introducing Energy Efficiency
Standards and Labels for Appliances and Equipment. Belgium. Retrieved February 21,

74


http://www.ecolabelindex.com/
http://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/%20Documents
http://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/%20Documents

2016  from  http://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/DocumentsMedia/Thematic/EE_
Standards_and_Labels 2009 en.pdf

62. Engelman, R. (2013). Beyond sustainababblele, inL. Starke,State of the World 2013:
Is sustainability still possible?Washington: Islands Press. Retrieved April 2, 2015 from
http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-
ebook/dp/BO0C4Y9AY M/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me.

63. Erskine,C., C., & Collins,L.(1997).Eco-labeling: Success or failure? The
Environmentalist, 125-133.

64. Eurobarometer. (2008). Attitudes of European citizens towards the environment.
European Commission Report.Retrieved March 21, 2015,
fromhttp://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/ebs/ebs 295 en.pdf

65. European Commission. (2008). Impact Assessment. Commission staff working
document - Accompanying document to the Proposal for a Directive of the European
Parliament and of the Council on the indication by labelling and standard product
information of the consumption of energy and other resources by energy-related products.
SEC(2008) 2862. 13 November 2008).Brussels.

66. European Commission. (2015). Savings and benefits of global regulations for energy
efficient products A ‘cost of non-world’ study. [Final report of European Commission].
RetrievedApril 21, 2016 from,
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/Cost%200f%20Non-World%20-
%20Final%20Report.pdf.

67. European Commission. (2016).Communication from the commission to the European
Parliament and the Council. The road from Paris: assessing the implications of the Paris
Agreement and accompanying the proposal for a Council decision on the signing, on
behalf of the European Union, of the Paris agreement adopted under the United Nations
framework convention on climate change.(2 March 2016).Brussels.

68. European Union.(2001). Green Paper — Promoting a European Framework for
Corporate Social Responsibility. The European Commission, Brussels.

69. Eurostat. (2016 ). Retrieved July 14, 2016,
fromhttp://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/tgm/tabledo?tab=table&init=1&language=en&pcode=tsdp
€310&plugin=1

70. Fairweather, J., R., Maslin, C., & Simmons, D., G.(2005). Environmental values and
response to ecolabels among international visitors to New Zealand. Journal of Sustainable
Tourism, 13(1), 82-98.

71. Follows, S., B., & Jobber, D. (2000). Environmentally responsible purchase
behaviour: Atest of a consumer model. European Journal of Marketing, 34(5/6), 723-746.
72. Frederick, S., Loewenstein, G., & O’ Donoghue, T. (2002). Time discounting and
time preference: A critical review. Journal of Economic Literature, 40, 351-401

73. Future Foundation. (2006).Energy Efficiency - Public attitude, private action.
LogicaCMG.Retrieved December 18, 2015,from http://costkiller.net/tribune/Tribu-
PDF/energyawareness.pdf

75


http://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/DocumentsMedia/Thematic/EE_%20Standards_and_Labels_2009_en.pdf
http://www.energycharter.org/fileadmin/DocumentsMedia/Thematic/EE_%20Standards_and_Labels_2009_en.pdf
http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-ebook/dp/B00C4Y9A%20YM/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me
http://www.amazon.com/State-World-2013-Sustainability-Possible-ebook/dp/B00C4Y9A%20YM/ref=mt_kindle?_encoding=UTF8&me
http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/%20archives/ebs/ebs_295_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/Cost%20of%20Non-World%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/Cost%20of%20Non-World%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/tgm/tabledo?%20tab=table&init=1&language=en&pcode=tsdpc310&plugin=1
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/tgm/tabledo?%20tab=table&init=1&language=en&pcode=tsdpc310&plugin=1
http://costkiller.net/tribune/Tribu-PDF/energy%20awareness.pdf
http://costkiller.net/tribune/Tribu-PDF/energy%20awareness.pdf

74. Gallastegui, I. (2002). The use of eco-labels: A review of the literature. European
Environment: The Journal of European Environmental Policy, 12 (6).

75. Giddens, A. (2009). Global politics and climate change. Cambridge: Polity Press.
76. Grankvist, G., Dahlstrand, U., & Biel, A. (2004). The impact of environmental
labelling on consumer preference: Negative vs. positive labels. Journal of Consumer
Policy, 27(2), 213-230.

77. Grenhgj, A., & Olander, F. (2007). A gender perspective on environmentally related
family consumption. Journal of Consumer Behaviour,6(4), 216-28.

78. Grunert, S.,C. (1993). Everybody seems concerned about the environment: But is
this concern reflected in (Danish) consumers' food choice? European Advances in
Consumer Research,1, 428-433.

79. Grunert, K., G.,& Wills, J., M.(2007). A review of European research on consumer
response to nutrition information on food labels. Journal of Public Health, 15, 385-399.

80. Gu, H., Morrison, P., & Yu, C. (2009). Energy labels: Formats and impact on
consumption behaviour. Retrieved February 5, 2014, from
http://www.duplication.net.au/ANZMACO09/paperssANZMAC2009-334.pdf

81. Han, H.,Hsu, L., T., J., & Lee, J., S. (2009). Empirical investigation of the roles of
attitudes toward green behaviors, overall image, gender, and age in hotel customers’ eco-
friendly decision-making process. International Journal of Hospitality Management, 28(4),
519-528.

82. Harris, S.,& Throsby, D. (1998). The ESD process: background, implementation and
after match, in C. Hamilton and D. Throsby(Eds.), The ESD Process: Evaluating a Policy
Experiment(pp. 1-19). Canberra: Australian Academy of Sciences.

83. Haydn, W.(2015). Demystifying sustainability: Towards real solutions. Routledge.
New York:Taylor & Francis Group.

84. Hedlund, T. (2011). The impact of values, environmental concern, and willingness to
accept economic sacrifices to protect the environment on tourists’ intentions to buy
ecologically sustainable tourism alternatives. Tourism and Hospitality Research, 11(4),
278-288.

85. Heinen, J.,T.(1994). Emerging, diverging and converging paradigms on sustainable
development. International Journal of Sustainable Development and World Ecology, 1(1),
22-33.

86. Heinzle, S. (2011). Disclosure of energy operating cost information: A silver bullet
for overcoming the energy-efficiency gap? Journal of Consumer Policy 2012, 35(1) 43-64.
87. Heinzle, S., & Wiistenhagen, R. (2011). Dynamic adjustment of eco-labelling
schemes and consumer choice- the revision of the EU energy label as a missed
opportunity? Business Strategy and the Environment 21, 60-70.

88. Heiskanen, E., & Pantazar, M.(1997). Toward sustainable consumption: Two new
perspectives. Journal of Consumer Policy, 20 (42).

89. Hemmelskamp, J., & Brockmann, K., L.(1997).Environmental labels-The German
‘Blue angel’. Futures, 29(1), 67-76.

76


http://www.duplication.net.au/%20ANZMAC09/papers/ANZMAC2009-334.pdf

90. Hines, J., M., Herald, R., H.,& Audrey, N., T. (1987). Analysis and synthesis of
research on responsible environmental behavior: A meta-analysis. Journal of
Environmental Education, 18, 1-8.

91. Hofmeister, A., T., Kelemen, K..& Piskéti, M. (2011). Environmentally conscious
consumption patterns in Hungarian households. Society and Economy, 33 (1), 51-68.

92. Horne, R.E. (2009). Limits to labels: The role of eco-labels in the assessment of
product sustainability and routes to sustainable consumption. International Journal of
Consumer Studies, 33(2), 175-182.

93. Hornibrook,S., May, C., & Fearne, A.(2015). Sustainable development and the
consumer: Exploring the role of carbon labeling in retail supply chains. Business Strategy
and the Environment, 24(4), 266-276.

94. Hosta, M., Zabkar, V., & Vida, L (2012). Drivers of environmentally conscious
consumer behaviour: Two country comparision.Marketing Theory Challenges in Emerging
Societies(97-103). Beograd: Centar za izdavacku delatnost Ekonomskaog fakulteta
[Faculty of Economics of the University of Belgrade - Publishing Centre].

95. Howarth, R., B., Haddad, B., M.,&Paton, B. (2000). The economics of energy
efficiency: Insights from voluntary participation programmes. Energy Policy, 28(6-7), 477-
486.

96. Huh,K. (1999). Initial experiences with energy labeling programmes: Evaluating
the effectiveness of energy labeling.Energy Efficiency. Compendium of Energy
Conservation Legislation in Countries of the Asia and Pacific Region, UNESCAP. 80
Information Resources Inc. (2007).

97. Hume, M. (2010). Compassion without action: Examining the young consumers’
consumption and attitude to sustainable consumption. Journal of World Business, 45, 385-
394.

98. lbrahim, A.( 2010). Sustainability trends and its relevance to THULE. Publication.
Lund University, Sweden. Retrieved April 16,2016,
fromhttp://lup.lub.lu.se/luur/download?func=downloadFile&recordO1d=1624093&fileOld
=2435823

99. International Energy Agency (2015). Energy Efficiency Market Report 2015.Market
trends and medium-term prospects.

100. Ishaswini, & Datta, S., K. (2011). Pro-environmental concern influencing green
buying: A study on Indian consumers. International Journal of Business and Marketing,

6(6).
101. TUCN/UNEP/WWEF (1991).Caring for the Earth: A Strategy for Sustainable Living.
Gland, Switzerland. Retrieved November 8, 2015,

fromhttps://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/CFE-003.pdf

102. Jackson, T., &Michaelis, L. (2003). Policies for sustainable consumption .A Report
for the UK Sustainable Development Commission, London. Retrieved March 19, 2016,
from http://www.sd-commission.org.uk/data/files/publications/Policies_sust_consumption.
pdf

77


http://lup.lub.lu.se/luur/download?%20func=downloadFile&recordOId=1624093&fileOId=2435823
http://lup.lub.lu.se/luur/download?%20func=downloadFile&recordOId=1624093&fileOId=2435823
https://portals.iucn.org/library/%20efiles/documents/CFE-003.pdf
http://www.sd-commission.org.uk/data/files/publications/Policies_sust_consumption.%20pdf
http://www.sd-commission.org.uk/data/files/publications/Policies_sust_consumption.%20pdf

103. Jackson, T. (2005). Live better by consuming less? Is there a double dividend in
sustainable consumption? Journal of Industrial Ecology, 9(1-2), 19-36.

104. Jain, S., K., & Kaur, G. (2004). Green marketing: An attitudinal and behavioural
analysis of Indian consumer. Global Business Review, 5(2), 187-205.

105. Jain, S., K., & Kaur, G. (2006). Role of socio-demographics in segmenting and
profiling green consumers: An exploratory study of consumers in India. Journal of
International Consumer Marketing, 18, 107-146.

106. Jeong , G., & Kim, Y.(2015). The effects of energy efficiency and environmental
labels on appliance choice in South Korea. Energy Efficiency, 8, 559-576.

107. Kaufmann, H., R., Ali Khan Panni, M., F., & Orphanidou, Y. (2012). Factors
affecting consumers’ green purchasing behaviour: An integrated conceptual
framework.Amfiteatru Economic, 14(31).

108. Kerr, K. (1990). Thinking green is no longer a hippie dream. AdWeek, 31, 18-19.
109. Khaola, P., P., Potiane, B.,&Mokhethi, M.(2014) Environmental concern, attitude
towards green products and green purchase intentions of consumers in Lesotho. Ethiopian
Journal of Environmental Studies & Management, 7(4): 361-370.

110. Kim, Y., & Choi, S., M. (2005). Antecedents of green purchase behavior: An
examination of collectivism, environmental concern, and PCE. Advances in Consumer
Research, 32, 592.

111. Kline, P. (2000). The handbook of psychological testing (2nd ed.). London:
Routledge.

112. Kollmuss, A., &Agyemen, J. (2002). Mind the gap: Why do people act
environmentally and what are the barriers to pro-environmental behaviour? Environmental
Education Research, 8(3).

113.Koos, S. (2011). Varieties of environmental labeling, market structures, and
sustainable consumption across Europe: A comparative analysis of organizational and
market supply determinants of environmental labeled goods. Journal of Consumer Policy,
34, 127-151.

114. Kopnina, H. (2012). Education for sustainable development (ESD): The turn away
from “environment” in “environmental education? Environmental Education Research,
18(5), 699-717.

115. Kotchen, M., J., &Reiling, S., D. (2000). Environmental attitudes, motivations and
contingent valuation of nonuse values: A case study involving endangered species.
Ecological Economics, 32(1),93-107.

116. Laroche, M., Bergeron, J., & Barbaro-Forleo, G. (2001). Targeting consumers who
are willing to pay more for environmentally friendly products. Journal of Consumer
Marketing 18(6),503-520.

117. Laroche, M., Tomiuk, M., Bergeron, J.,& Barbaro-Forleo, G. (2002) Cultural
differences in environmental knowledge, attitudes, and behaviors of Canadian consumers.
Canadian Journal of Administrative Sciences, 19, 267-283.

78



118. Lebel, L.,& Lorek, S. (2008). Enabling sustainable production-consumption systems.
Annual Review of Environment and Resources,33.

119. Lee, K. (2008). Opportunities for green marketing: Young consumers. Marketing
Intelligence & Planning, 26(6), 573-586.

120. Leire, C., &Thidell, A.(2005). Product-related environmental information to guide
consumer purchases- a review and analysis of research on perception, understanding and
use among Nordic consumers.Journal of Cleaner Production, 13, 1061-1070.

121. Liu, X., Wang, C., Shishime, T., & Fujitsuka, T. (2012). Sustainable consumption:
Green purchasing behaviours of urban residents in China. Sustainable Development, 20,
293-308.

122. Liu, X., Vedlitz, A., & Shi, L. (2014). Examining the determinants of public
environmental concern: Evidence from national public surveys. Environmental Science
and Policy, 39, 77-94.

123. Loureiro,M., L.,& Lotade, J.(2005). Do fair trade and eco-labels in coffee wake up
consumer conscience? Ecological Economics, 53, 129-138.

124. Luchs, M., G.,& Mooradian, T., A. (2012). Sex, personality, and sustainable
consumer behaviour: Elucidating the gender effect. Consumer Policy, 35, 127-144.

125. Lynne, G., & Rola, L. (1988). Improving attitude-behavior prediction models with
economic variables: Farmer actions towards soil conservation. Journal of Social
Psychology, 128, 19-28.

126. Ma, G., Andrews-Speed, P., &Zhang, J., D. (2011). Study on Chinese consumer
attitudes on energy-saving household appliances and government policies: based on a
questionnaire survey of residents in Chongqging, China. Energy Procedia, 5, 445-451.

127. MacNeil, J. (2006). The forgotten imperative of sustainable development.
Environmental Policy and Law, 36 (3/4), 167-170.

128. Mahlia, T., M., ., Masjuki, H., H., & Choudhury, 1., A. (2002). Potential electricity
savings by implementing energy labels for room air conditioner in Malaysia. Energy
Conversion and Management,43, 2225-2233.

129. Mahlia, T., M., I., & Saidur, R. (2010). A review on test procedure, energy efficiency
standards and energy labels for room air conditioners and refrigerator—freezers. Renewable
and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 14(7), 1888-1900.

130. Mainieri, T., Barnett, E., G., Valdero, T., R., Unipan, J., B., &0Oskamp, S. (1997).
Green buying: The influence of environmental concern on consumer behavior. Journal of
Social Psychology, 137 (2), 189-204.

131. Martin, D.,& Schouten, J. (2014). Sustainable marketing. Pearson Education
Limited.

132. Martiskainen, M. (2007). Affecting consumer behaviour on energy demand. Final
report to EdF. Energy.Sussex Energy Group.SPRU-Science and Technology Policy
Research.

79



133. McNeil, M., A., lyer, M., Meyers, S., Letschert, V., E., & McMahon, J., E. (2008).
Potential benefits from improved energy efficiency of key electrical products: The case of
India. Energy Policy, 36(9), 1-10.

134. Mei, O., J,, Ling, K., C., & Piew, T., H.(2012). The antecedents of green purchase
intention among Malesian consumers. Asian Social Science, 8(13), 248-263.

135. Mills, B., & Schleich, J. (2010). What's driving energy efficient appliance label
awareness and purchase propensity?Energy Policy,38(2), 814-825.

136. Ministry of economy. (2010). Strategy for energy development in the republic of
Macedonia until 2030. Skopje, Ministry of economy of the Republic of Macedonia.

137. Mobrezi, H.,& Khoshtinat, B.(2016). Investigating the factors affecting female
consumers’ willingness toward green purchase based on the model of planned behavior.
Procedia Economics and Finance 36, 441-447.

138. Mohr, M.,& Schlich, M. (2016). Socio-demographic basic factors of German
customers as predictors for sustainable consumerism regarding foodstuffs and meat
products. International Journal of Consumer Studies, 40, 158-167.

139. Moisander, J. (2007). Motivation complexicity of green consumerism. International
Journal of Consumer Studies, 31(4), 404-409.

140. Morris, J. (1997). Green Goods? Consumers, product labels and the environment.The
Environment Unit- The Institute of Economic Affairs, Studies on the Environment No.8.
London.

141. Morwood, J. (2005). Oxford Latin Desk Dictionary. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

142. Mostafa, M.,M. (2007a). Gender differences in Egyption consumers’ green purchase
behaviour: the effects of environmental knowledge, concern and attitude. International
Journal of Consumer Studies, 31, 220-229.

143. Mostafa, M., M. (2007b). A hierarchical analysis of the green consciousness of the
Egyptian consumer. Psychology and Marketing, 24(5), 445-473.

144. Mostafa,M. (2009). Shades of green: A psychographic segmentation of the green
consumer in Kuwait using self-organizing maps. Expert Systems with Applications, 36
(8),11030-11038.

145. Mount, O. (2009). Green building perspectives. Greenlife-Smartlife.  Retrieved
January 8, 2015, from https://greenlifesmartlife.wordpress.com/2009/07/02/green-building-
perspectives-omnimount/

146. Muhmin, A., A, G., (2007). Explaining consumers' willingness to be
environmentally friendly. International Journal of Consumer Studies, 31, 237-247.

147. Naess, P. (2001). Urban planning and sustainable development. European Planning
Studies, 9(4), 503-524.

148. Nath, V., Kumar, R., Agrawal, R., Gautam, A., & Sharma, V. (2013). Consumer
adoption of green products: Modeling the enablers. Global Business Review, 14(3), 453-
470.

80


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03014215/38/2
https://greenlifesmartlife.wordpress.com/2009/07/02/green-building-perspectives-omnimount/
https://greenlifesmartlife.wordpress.com/2009/07/02/green-building-perspectives-omnimount/

149. Niva, M., & Timonen, P. (2001).The role of consumers in product-oriented
environmental policy: Can the consumer be the driving forces for environmental
improvements? International Journal of Consumer Studies, 25(4).

150. Niza, N., Z., Rajiani,l., Mansor, N., Yahaya, S., N. (2014).Understanding green
purchasing behavior among gen Y in Malaysia by examining the factors influenced.
Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemprorary Research in Business, 6(2).

151. OECD. (2002).Policies to promote sustainable consumption: An overview.Working
Party on National Environmental Policy. OECD Publishing. Retrieved September 15,
2014,
fromhttp://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?doclanguage=en
&cote=env/epoc/wpnep(2001)18/final

152. OECD. (2005a). Effects of eco-labelling schemes: Compilation of recent studies.
Paris:OECD Publishing. Retrieved September 15, 2014,
fromhttp://search.oecd.org/officialdocuments/displaydocumentpdf/?doclanguage=en&cote
=com/env/td(2004)34/final

153. OECD. (2005b). Promoting sustainable consumption, OECD Publishing. Retrieved
September 15, 2014, fromhttp://www.oecd.org/greengrowth/40317373.pdf

154. Olander,F., & Thegersen, J. (1995). Understanding of consumer behavior as a
prerequisite for environmental protection. Journal of Consumer Policy, 18, 317-357.

155. Orr, D. (2003). Four challenges of sustainability.Retrieved October 5, 2015,
fromwww.ratical.org/co-globalize/4CofS.pdf

156. Ottman, J. (1992). Industry’s response to green consumerism. Journal of Business
Strategy, 13 (July/ August), 3-7.

157. Pacala, S., & Socolow, R. (2004). Stabilization wedges: Solving the climate problem
for the next 50 years with current technologies. Science, 305, 968-972.

158. Pagiaslis, A.,& Kystallis, K., A. (2014). Green consumption behavior antecedents:
Environmental concern, knowledge, and beliefs. Psychology and Marketing, 31(5), 335-
348.

159. Peattie,K.,& Collins, A.(2009).Guest editorial: Perspectives on sustainable
consumption. International Journal of Consumer Studies, 33,107-112.

160. Pedersen, E., R., & Neergaard, P. (2006), Caveat emptor — let the buyer beware!
Environmental labeling and the limitations of ,,green” consumerism. Business Strategy and
the Environment, 15, 15-29.

161. Peter, J., P., & Olson, J., C. (2010).Consumer behavior and marketing strategy. New
York: McGraw Hill.

162. Polonsky, M., J., Vocino, A., Grau, S., L., Garma, R., & Ferdous, A., S. (2012). The
impact of general and carbon-related environmental knowledge on attitudes and behavior
of US consumers. Journal of Marketing Management, 28 (3-4), 238-263.

163. Poortinga, W., Steg,L., Vlek, C.,.& Wiersma, G.(2003). Houshold preferences for
energy-saving measures: A conjoint analysis. Journal of Economic Psychology, 24, 49-64.

81


http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?doclang%20uage=en&cote=env/epoc/wpnep(2001)18/final
http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?doclang%20uage=en&cote=env/epoc/wpnep(2001)18/final
http://search.oecd.org/officialdocuments/displaydocumentpdf/?doclanguage=en&cote=com/env/td(2004)34/final
http://search.oecd.org/officialdocuments/displaydocumentpdf/?doclanguage=en&cote=com/env/td(2004)34/final
http://www.oecd.org/greengrowth/40317373.pdf
http://www.ratical.org/co-globalize/4CofS.pdf

164. Pinto, D., C., Herter, M., M., Rossi, P.,& Borges, A. (2014). Going green for self or
for others? Gender and identity salience effects on sustainable consumption. International
Journal of Consumer Studies, 38,540-549.

165. Rashid, N., R., A. (2009). Awareness of eco-label in Malaysia’s green marketing
initiative. International Journal of Business and Management, 4(8), 132—141.

166. Rex, E.,& Baumann, H.(2006).Beyond ecolabels: What green marketing can learn
from conventional marketing. Journal of Cleaner Production, 15, 567-576.

167. Risteski, S., & Tevdovski, D.(2010). Statistics for business and economics (4™ ed.).
Faculty of Economics, Skopje.

168. Roberts, J.,A. (1996a).Green consumers in the 1990s: Profile and implications for
advertising. Journal of Business Research, 36, 217-231.

169. Roberts, J.,A. (1996b). Will the real socially responsible consumer please step
forward? Business Horizons, 39, 79-83.

170. Roberts, J., A.,& Bacon, D., R.(1997). Exploring the subtile relationship between
environmental concern and ecologically conscious consumer behaviour. Journal of
Business Research, 40,79-89.

171. Robertson, M.(2014). Sustainability principals and practice(1%ed.). Routledge.

172. Rokka, J., & Uusitalo, L.(2008). Preference for green packaging in consumer product
choice- Do consumers care? International Journal of Consumer Studies, 32,516-525.

173. Sammer, K., & Wiistenhagen, R. (2006). The influence of eco-labelling on consumer
behaviour-results of a discrete choice analysis for washing machines. Business Strategy
and the Environment, 15(3), 185—199.

174. Santos, M., B., Klimeck, K., A., Schimith, C., D.,& Weise, A., D. (2015). Analysis
of the perception of the social level and its relationship with environmental awareness of
the consumer behavior. Chemical Engineering Transaction, 45.

175. Schlegelmilch, B., B., Bohlen, G., M., & Diamantopoulos, A. (1996). The link
between green purchasing decisions and measures of environmental consciousness.
European Journal of Marketing, 30(5), 35-55.

176. Schlossberg, H. (1992). Kids teach parents how to change their buying habits.
Marketing News, 26 (8).

177. Schultz, P., W. (2001). The structure of environmental concern: Concern for self,
other people, and the biosphere. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 21, 327-3309.

178. Schwepker,C., H.,& Cornwell,R., B.(1991). An examination of ecologically
concerned consumers and their intention to purchase ecologically packaged products.
Journal of Public Policy and Marketing, 10(2),77-101.

179. Scoones, 1.(2007). Sustainability. Development in Practice, 17(4-5).

180. Shadymanova, J., Wahlen, S.,& van der Horst, H.(2014).Nobody cares about the
environment:Kyrgyz’ perspectives on enhancing environmental sustainable consumption
practices when facing limited sustainability awareness. International Journal of Consumer
Studies 38, 678-683.

82



181. Shaefer, A.,& Crane, A. (2005). Addressing sustainability and consumption. Journal
of Macromarketing, 25(1).

182. Sharma, K., & Gupta, G. (2013). An investigation into consumer behaviour for
energy labelled products. Vision, 17(4), 269-278.

183. Shen,J.,& Saijo,T.(2009).Does an energy efficiency label alter consumers’ purchase
decisions? A latent class approach based on a stated choice experiment in Shanghai.
Journal of Environmental Management, 90, 3561-3571.

184. Sihombing, S.,0. (2007). Predicting environmentally purchase behavior: Atest of the
value-attitude-behavior hierarchy. 2" Indonesian Business Management Conference, 30,
pp. 73-82.Jakarta.

185. Simpson, J., & Weiner, E. (2009). Oxford English dictionary. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

186. State statistical office. (2002). Census of population, households and dwellings in the
Republic of Macedonia, 2002.[Final data].Retrieved June 26, 2015, from
2002http://www.stat.gov.mk/publikacii/knigaXl.pdf

187. State statistical office.(2013).Balance of electrical energy by month 2012.
[Preliminary data]. Retrieved April 3, 2016, from
http://www.stat.gov.mk/pdf/2013/6.1.13.81.pdf

188. State statistical office. (2015). Energy consumption in households, 2014.Publication.
Retrieved June 24, 2016, from http://www.stat.gov.mk/PrikaziPoslednaPublikacija_
en.aspx?id=74

189. State statistical office.(2016). Sustainable development. [Publication]. Retrieved June
6, 2016, fromhttp://www.stat.gov.mk/Publikacii/OdrzlivRazvoj2016.pdf

190. Steinhart ,Y.,Ayalon, O., & Puterman, H.(2013). The effect of an environmental
claim on consumers’ perceptions about luxury and utilitarian products. Journal of Cleaner
Production, 53, 277-286.

191. Stern, P., C., Dietz, T., Abel, T., Guagnano, G., A., & Kalof, L. (1999). A value
belief norm theory of support for social movements: The case of environmentalism.
Human Ecology Review, 6, 81-97.

192. Straughan, R., D., Roberts, J., A. (1999). Environmental segmentation alternatives:
Alook at green consumer behaviour in the new millennium. Journal of Consumer
Marketing, 16, 558-575.

193. Tantawi, P., O’Shaughnessy, N., Gad, K., & Salam, R., M., A. (2009). Green
consciousness of consumers in a developing country: A study of Egyptian
consumers.Contemporary Management Research,5(1), 29-50.

194. Taufique , K., M., R., Siwar, C., Chamhuri, N., & Sarah, F., H.(2016). Integrating
general environmental knowledge and eco-label knowledge in understanding ecologically
conscious consumer behavior. Procedia Economics and Finance, 37, 39-45.

195. Teisl, M., Roe, B.,& Hicks, R.(2002). Can eco-labels tune a market? Evidence from
Dolphin safe labeling. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 43, 339-
359.

83


http://www.stat.gov.mk/pdf/2013/6.1.13.81.pdf
http://www.stat.gov.mk/PrikaziPoslednaPublikacija_%20en.aspx?id=74
http://www.stat.gov.mk/PrikaziPoslednaPublikacija_%20en.aspx?id=74
http://www.stat.gov.mk/Publikacii/OdrzlivRazvoj2016.pdf

196. Testa, F., Iraldo, F., Vaccari, A., & Ferrari, E. (2015). Why eco-labels can be
effective marketing tools: Evidence from a study on Italian consumers. Business Strategy
and the Environment, 24(4), 252-265.

197. Thegersen, J. (2000). Psychological determinants of paying attention to eco-labels in
purchase decisions: Model development and multinational validation. Journal of Consumer
Policy, 23(3) 285-313.

198. Thegersen, J. (2002). Promoting green consumer behaviour with eco-labels. In T.
Dietz & P. Stern (Eds.).New Tools for Environmental Protection (pp.83-104). Washington,
DC: National Academy Press.

199. Thegersen, J., Haugaard, P., & Olesen, A. (2010). Consumer responses to eco-labels.
European Journal of Marketing, 44, 1787-1810.

200. Thompson, D., W., Anderson, R., C., Hansen, E., N., & Kahle, L., R. (2010). Green
segmentation and environmental certification: Insights from forest products. Business
Strategy and the Environment, 19, 319-334.

201. Torgler, B., & Garcia-Valinas, M., A. (2007). The determinants of individual
attitudes towards preventing environmental damage. Ecological Economics 63, 536-552.
202. Tietenberg, T.,& Lewis, L. (2016). Environmental and natural resource
economics(10™ed.).llinois: Scott, Foresman& Company, Routledge.

203. Tukker, A., & Jansen, B.(2006). Environmental impact of products. A detailed
review of studies. Journal of Industrial Ecology, 10(3), 159-182.

204. UNEP. (2001).Consumption opportunities. Strategies for change. A report for
decision-makers. Retrieved January 28, 2015, from
http://www.unep.fr/shared/publications/pdf/ 3000-ConsumOpportunities.pdf

205. United Nations Environment Program. (2005).The trade and environmental effects of
ecolabels: Assessment and response.

206. van Amstel, M., T., &Driessen, P. (2008). Eco-labeling and information asymmetry:
Acomparison of five eco-labels in the Netherlands. Journal of Cleaner Production 16(3),
263-276.

207. Van Dam, Y., & Apeldoorn, P. (1996). Sustainable marketing. Journal of Macro-
Marketing, 16(2), 45-56.

208. van Ruijven, B., J., van Vuuren, D., P. , de Vries, B., J., M., Isaac, M., van der
Sluijs, J., P., Lucas, P., L., & Balachandra, P. (2011). Model projections for household
energy use in India. Energy Policy, 39(12), 7747-7761.

209. Verain, M., C., D., Bartels, J., Dagevos, H., Sijtsema, S., J., Onwezen, M., C., &
Antonides, G. (2012). Segments of sustainable food consumers: A literature review.
International Journal of Consumer Studies, 36,123-132.

210. Vermier, 1., & Verbeke, W. (2008). Sustainable food consumption among young
adults in Belgium: Theory of planned behaviour and the role of confidence and values.
Ecological Economics, 64, 542-553.

211. Victor, P.(2008). Managing without growth: Slower by design, not
disaster.Cheltenham, UK: Edward Elgar.

84


http://www.unep.fr/shared/publications/pdf/%203000-ConsumOpportunities.pdf

212. Ward, D., O., Clark, C., D., Jensen, K., L., Yen, S, T., & Russell, C.,
S.(2011).Factors influencing willingness to pay for the Energy Star Label. Energy Policy,
39, 1450-1458.

213. World Commission on Environment and Development.(1987). Our common future.
Oxford University Press. Retrieved May 3, 2015, fromhttp://www.un-documents.net/our-
common-future.pdf

214. World Bank Group. (2014).Financing Energy Efficiency Measures for Residential
Building Stock. Scaling Up Energy Efficiency in Buildings in the Western Balkans .
Prepared by Bernd Kalkum,2014. Retrieved February 21,2016, from
http://www.worldbank.org/content/dam/Worldbank/Event/ECA/GN%20Residential%20E
E%20final.pdf

215. Widger, D. (2007). Green consumer behaviour — Part 1: Information Paradox.
Marketing Green. Retrieved September 17, 2013, from
http://marketinggreen.wordpress.com/2007/01/19/consumer-behavior%e2%80%93-part-i-
information-paradox/

216. Winward, J., Schiellerup, P., &Boardman, B. (1998). Cool Labels. The first three
years of the European energy label. Energy and Environmental Programme.
Environmental Change Unit. University of Oxford.

217. Witzke, H., P., & Urfei, G. (2001). Willingness to pay for environmental protection
in Germany: coping with the regional dimension.Regional Studies, 35(3), 207-214.

218. Yamamoto, Y., Suzuki, A., Fuwa, Y.,& Sato, T.(2008). Decision —making in
electrical appliance use in the home. Energy Policy, 36, 1679-1686.

219. Yamini, N.(2003).The link between green purchasing decisions and measures of
environmental consciousness. A dissertation submitted Master of Science (MS), Ohio
University, Environmental Studies (Arts and Sciences).

220. Yannis, A, P., & Luc, A., A.(2001). Sustainability: An ill-defined concept and its
assessment using fuzzy logic. Ecological Economics, 37, 435-456.

221. Yau, Y. (2012). Eco-labels and willingness-to-pay: A Hong Kong study. Smart and
Sustainable Built Environment, 1(3), 277-290.

222. Yazdanpanah, M., & Forouzani, M. (2015). Application of the theory of planned
behaviour to predict Iranian students' intention to purchase organic food. Journal of Clean
Production, 107, 342-352.

223. Yuan, X.,& Zuo, J. (2013). A critical assessment of the higher education for
sustainable development from students' perspectives - a Chinese study. Journal of Cleaner
Production, 48, 108-115.

224. Zainudin, N.(2013). Attitudes towards energy efficient products: The influence of
eco-literacy and social influence. WCIK E-Journal of Integration knowledge, 2013, E-
ISSN: 2289-5973. Retrieved March, 14, 206 fromhttp://wordconference.net

225. Zelezny, L., C., Chua, P., & Aldrich, C.(2000). Elaborating on sex differences in
environmentalism. Journal of Social Issues, 56, 443-457.

85


http://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf
http://www.un-documents.net/our-common-future.pdf
http://www.worldbank.org/content/dam/Worldbank/Event/ECA/GN%20Residential%20EE%20final.pdf
http://www.worldbank.org/content/dam/Worldbank/Event/ECA/GN%20Residential%20EE%20final.pdf
http://wordconference.net/

226. Zhao, H., Wu, Y., Wang, Y. & Zhu, X.(2014). What affects green consumer
behavior in China? A case study from Qingdao. Journal of Cleaner Production 63, 143-
161.

227. Zsoka, A., Szerenyi, Z., M., Szechy, A., & Kocsis, T.(2013). Greening due to
environmental education? Environmental knowledge, attitudes, consumer behavior and
everyday pro-environmental activities of Hungarian high school and university students.
Journal of Cleaner Production, 48, 126-138.

228. Zimmer, M., R., Stafford, T., F., & Stafford, M., R. (1994). Green issues:
Dimensions of environmental concern. Journal of Business Research, 30(1), 63-74.

229. Zabkar, V., & Hosta, M. (2013). Willingness to act and environmentally conscious
consumer behaviour: Can prosaically status perceptions help overcome the gap?
International Journal of Consumer Studies, 37(3), 257-264.

86



APPENDICES



LIST OF APPENDICES

Appendix A: List OF ADIEVIALIONS ........cveiiiiiiiiiiieieeec e 2
Appendix B: Questionnaire in ENGLISN ... 3
Appendix C:Questionnaire iN MaceAONIAN .........cccuririrrerieriere s 9
Appendix D: Selected Statements From the QUESLIONNAITE ...........ccccvevieieeriiiesiese e, 15

17

Appendix E: StatistiCs ............cccovevenee.



Appendix A: List of Abreviations

EC —Environmental Concern
EEPB-Energy Efficient Purchase Behavior
ELA-Eco Label Awareness

EngC-Energy Consciousness
EngLA-Energy Label Awereness
GHG-Green House Gas

SCB —Sustainable Consumer Behavior
TPB-Theory of Planned Behavior
TRA-Thery of Reasioned Action
W2B-Willingness to Behave



Appendix B: Questionnaire in English

INTERV

IEWER SURVEY

Research: SUSTAINABLE Nr.: N—
CONSUMER BEHAVIOUR

The purpose of this questionnaire is to determine your attitude towards the environment and
usage of eco products in your daily life.

INTERVIEWER, DO NOT READ, EXPLAIN ONLY IF ASKED: Eco products in this questionnaire are
defined as products that are designed so that their production and/or use will cause minimal
or no harm to the environment in the form of pollutants and/or waste.

The term "home appliances” in this questionnaire includes light bulbs, refrigerator, washing
machine and dishwasher.

INTERVIEWER: The questionnaire is strictly anonymous and the data that you will provide will
be used strictly for the purposes of this survey.

I hope you can take 10 minutes and participate in the survey.

INTERVIEWER: Please answer the following questions either choosing the appropriate
alternative or using the following scale:
(I strongly

disagree) 1 2 3 4 5 (1 strongly agree)

INTERVIEWER: Firstly we are interested in your attitude towards the environment in
general. ( Environmental Concern)

Pollution is presently one of the most critical

1 2 3 4 5 problems facing this nation

Natural resources must be preserved even if people
1 2 3 4 5 must do without some products
1 2 3 4 5 You feel that pollution affects your life personally

You have often thought that if we could just get by
with a little less there would be more left for future

1 2 3 4 5 generations

You think all the worried comments made about air
1 2 3 4 5 and water pollution are all justified

You become incensed when you think about the harm
1 2 3 4 5 being done to the plant and animal life by pollution

INTERVIEWER: We proceed with possible activities for environmental protection.

You would be willing to sign a petition or

1 2 3 4 5 demonstrate for an environmental cause

You think that riding a bicycle or taking a bus to
1 2 3 4 5 work are good ways to reduce air pollution

You would donate a day’s pay to a foundation to help
1 2 3 4 5 improve the environment

(table continues)

(continued)




You would be willing to have my laundry less white
or bright in order to be sure that You were using a

10] 1 2 3 4 5 non-polluting laundry product
You would be willing to pay a 5 percent increase in
your taxes to support greater governmental control
1| 1 2 3 4 5 of pollution
You think it is good to stop buying products from
companies that are guilty of polluting the
12] 1 2 3 4 5 environment, even though it might be inconvenient
You think making of personal sacrifices for the sake
of slowing down pollution is important, even though
13 1 2 3 4 5 the immediate results may not seem significant
INTERVIEWER: Now we would like to know your current attitude toward eco products
and informations provided about eco products. ( Eco Product Information)
It is easy to differentiate between the products which
14 ] 1 2 3 4 5 are ecological and the ones that are not
You feel that eco-labels are a good way to identify
15 1 2 3 4 5 products that are ecologically sustainable
Products that are made in Macedonia are more
6] 1 2 3 4 5 ecological than foreign products
Food that is grown in Macedonia is more ecological
17] 1 2 3 4 5 than food that is imported
There is enough information available on the effect
18] 1 2 3 4 5 that different products have on environment
Information companies release on their ecological
19 1 2 3 4 5 influence is reliable
The most reliable information about ecological
20| 1 2 3 4 5 products comes from the sales clerk
Food bought from the green market is always
21| 1 2 3 4 5 ecological
INTERVIEWER: In this section we will talk about your activities in this field. ( SCB)
You normally make a conscious effort to limit my use
22| 1 2 3 4 5 of products that are made of or use scarce resources
You do not buy products that have excessive
23| 1 2 3 4 5 packaging
When there is a choice You always choose the
product that contributes to the least amount of
24| 1 2 3 4 5 pollution
If You understand the potential damage to the
environment that some products can cause, You do
25| 1 2 3 4 5 not purchase those products
26| 1 2 3 4 5 You have switched products for ecological reasons
You have convinced some members of your family
and friends not to buy some products that are harmful
27| 1 2 3 4 5 to the environment

(continued)

(table continues)



Whenever possible You buy products packaged in

28| 1 2 3 4 5 reusable containers
When You purchase products You always make a
conscious effort to buy those products that are low in
29| 1 2 3 4 5 pollutants
When You have a choice between two equal
products, You always purchase the one less harmful
30| 1 2 3 4 5 to other people and environment
You do not buy a product if the company that sells it
3n| 1 2 3 4 5 is ecologically irresponsible
2] 1 2 3 4 5 You try only to buy products that can be recycled
You usually purchase the lowest priced product,
33| 1 2 3 4 5 regardless of its impact on society
Most of your family members pay attention to green
34| 1 2 3 4 5 values
35| 1 2 3 4 5 Most of your friends buy green
You think that buying ecological products is a
36| 1 2 3 4 5 valuable sacrifice towards the wellfare of the planet
You think that people that generally purchase green
37| 1 2 3 4 5 products are more educated than the ones that don't
You think that purchasing green products tells that
8| 1 2 3 4 5 you are a kind and caring person
Consumers need to join together to protect
39 1 2 3 4 5 themselves against pollution
As a group, consumers need to work together to
40| 1 2 3 4 5 protect the survival of the planet
If counsumers work together to fight pollution,
41| 1 2 3 4 5 everyone is better of

NTERVIEWER: In this section we will talk about your awarenes of energy efficiency of
home appliances you have bought ( Energy Efficiency Behavior) ( Energy Efficient

Intention)
2|1
43| 1
44| 1
45 | 1
46 | 1

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

You always make real efforts to rationalize energy
consumption

Buying EE labeled products makes you feel like you
are helping to protect the environment for future
generations

You would be willing to combat global climate
change by reducing energy consumption

You are willing to pay extra for highly energy
efficient products

When you buy home appliances their energy
efficiency is important to you

INTERVIEWER: Please answer the following questions by circle the number infront of the
appropriate alternative you choose ( Energy Efficient Knowledge) (Motivation)

(continued )

(table continues)



You have replaced light bulbs in your home with
1) 2) 3) do not know/do not  those of smaller wattage so that you will conserve on
yes no applicable the electricity you use

Environmental protection is the only reason when
1) 2 3) do not know/do not  you buy energy efficient appliances/light bulbs for

yes no applicable your home
1) 2 3) do not know/do not  Energy efficiency of appliances/light bulbs you have
yes no applicable bought is only important as a means of cost saving

Energy efficiency of appliances you have bought is
1) 2 3) do not know/do not  important for environmental reason and cost
yes no applicable saving

You recall seeing the energy efficiency label attached
1) 2 3) do not know/do not  to the light bulbs/home appliance you have bought in

yes no applicable last 24 months

1) 2) 3) do not know/do not ~ “A ” energy efficiency rate on EE label means

yes no applicable “highest energy efficiency or energy savings”

1) 2 3) do not know/do not  The Energy efficiency label have influenced at least
yes no applicable on of your home appliances purchase decisions

INTERVIEWER: The following information is needed solely for the analysis of the segments.
No information will be connected to the individual respondent and the content of the filled in
information is kept highly confidential.

INTERVIEWER: Please choose the appropriate answer.

What is your marital status?

single

married

living together without being married
divorced

married, but living separately

widow

o Ok WDN B

What is your employment status?
employed

entrepreneur, self employed
unemployed

retired

student

housewife

unable for work - invalid etc

~NOo ok~ wWw DN Bk

What is your completed education?
Elementary school

Secondary (high) school

Vocational school

Bachelor degree

EEN ORI \ G



N

Master’s degree
PhD.

What is your personal average monthly income, if
you consider net worth?
0€
if below average: in upper
below average half of below average
if below average: in lower
half of below average

Average
if above average: in upper
above average half of above average
if above average: in lower
half of above average

What is the average houshold net monthly income
(including grants, child allowances, etc..)?
0€
if below average: in upper
below average half of below average
if below average: in lower
half of below average

average
if above average: in upper
above average half of above average
if above average: in lower
half of above average

| do not know

How many members live in your household?
(including yourself)

How many children under the age of 15 are there
in your household?

Who is the main contributor to your family
income?

me

we all contribute about the same amount
somebody else

Your sex
male

7



2 female

Please enter the year of your birth

Do you live in a house or apartment? (one answer
possible)

house

house, two or more generations together

apartment in a row/townhouse

apartment in a block

ESN OO NI

Do you own your appartment or are you renting
it? (one answer possible)

1 rent
own

Do you live in a city, town or a village?

in a city with more than 100.000 inhabitants
in a town with more than 10.000 inhabitants
in a town with less than 10.000 inhabitants
in a village

A W NP

INTERVIEWER: Thank you for your time and effort, you have been a great help in the
research!

DO NOT READ, FOR INTERVIEWER:

Duration of the interview (evaluate!):
1 - up to 5 minutes

2 - 6 to 10 minutes

3-11 - 15 minutes

4 - more than 15 minutes

TO THE INTERVIEWER: Thank you for good job and carefully filled out
questionairre!

With my signature | guarantee that the questionairre was carefully filled and
filled by stated rules.

Interviewer signature:

Appendix C: Questionnaire in AHKETA



Macedonian op.:

Uctpaxysame: »EKOJIOIIKO
OJHECYBAIE HA
[TOTPOLIYBAUUTE BO
MAKEJOHNJA«

3napagro. Jac cym Jynujana CepadumoBa ctyneHT Ha JbyOJbaHCKHOT Y HUBEP3UTET,
DakynTeTOT 32 EKOHOMH]a, co ceauITe Bo CKOMje U MOArOTBYBaM MaruCTepCKH TPy Ha
Tema Exosomnko ogHecyBame Ha IOTPOLIYBAaUUTe.

Lenta Ha 0BOj MpalIAIHUK € a CE€ OAPEAU BALIMOT CTaB KOH OKOJMHATA M yrnorpedaTa
Ha CKOJOIIKH MPOM3BOJM BO BAIMOT CEKOjAHEBEH J>XWUBOT, KaKO M BalIeTO OIITO
MIO3HABAK€ HAa O3HAYYBAWHETO T.€. CTHKETUPAmkEe Ha EHeprerckara e(pUKacHOCT Ha
ypeauTe 3a JOMaKHHCTBO U CBETHIIKUTE.

Bo 0BOj mpamanHUK €KOJOMIKHTE MPOU3BOAM ce AeUHHPAHM KAaKO MPOM3BOAM 4He
MPOU3BOACTBO /WM yNoTpeda Ke MpeAu3BUKaaT MUHMMAJHA WM HUKAKBa INTETa BP3
OKONTMHATa BO ()OpMa Ha 3arajlyBadd U/UIIA CMET.

[IpamadHUKOT € CTPOro aHOHMMEH M TOJATOIUTE IITO Ke TM Jajere ke Oupar
yrnoTpeOeHu UCKITyYUBO 3a norpebuTe Ha oBaa aHKeTa.
Ce nageBam nexa ke ogsoute 10 MHHYTH U K€ 3eMeTe YIeCTBO BO OBaa aHKETa.

Be Monam oiroBopeTte Ha CII€IHUTE Tpaliamka Wi cO U300p Ha COOJBETHATA
aJITepHAaTHBA WM CO yIOTpeda Ha clieHaTa rpajalyja:

(1) -BoonuTo He ce corjacyBam ; (2) -He ce corsiacyBam ; (3)- HUTY ce
corjacyBaM, HUTY He ce corsiacyBaMm ; (4) - ce corsiacyBam ; (5) - cocema
ce coryiacyBam

HpBO, HE HHTEpPECUPA BAIIUOT OINIIT CTAB KOH OKOJIMHATA.

Bo momenToB 3aralyBambeTo € €JICH O HaijI/ITI/I‘-IHI/ITC

1 2 3 4 5 POOJIEMH CO KOH C€ COOYYBa OBOj HAPOJI.
[TpupoaHuTe pecypcu Mopa Jia ce CouyBaar, Ia Jypu u
1 2 3 4 5 JayreTo na ouaar 0e3 HEKOU MPOU3BOIHN
YyBCcTBYyBaTe JIeKa 3aralyBambeToO BJIKMjae U BP3 BAIlIHOT
1 2 3 4 5 JINYEH )XKUBOT

YecTo cTe moMHUCITyBaJIe Ieka Kora Ou MoKere J1a
TPOIIMME CaMO MaJIKy TIOMaJIKy OM OCTaHaJIO MTOBEKe 3a

1 2 3 4 5 WJTHUTE TeHEPAITHH
CMerTare Jieka CUTe KOMEHTApH 3a 3arpHKEHOCT BO BPCKa
1 2 3 4 5 CO 3arajJyBameTo Ha BO3JyXOT W BOJATa C€ OCHOBAHU

Ce pazbecHyBaTe Kora ke IOMHUCIIUTE Ha IITeTaTa Koja ce
HaHeCcyBa Ha PaCTUTEIHHOT U )KHBOTHHCKUOT CBET CO
1 2 3 4 5 3araJyBambeTo

Ce pa3becHyBaTe KOra Ke IOMHUC/JIMTE HA IITETATA KOja ce HAHECYBA HA PACTUTEJHHOT H
JKHBOTHHCKHOT CBET €O 3arayBameTo

1 2 3 4 5 [ToaroTBeHu cTE 1a MOTNHUIIETE TETHUIIH]a WITH J1a
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JEMOHCTPHPATE 32 OIIITO EKOJIOMIKO J00PO

CwMerTare Jieka BO3EHETO BEJIOCUTIE WM TIATYBAHETO CO
aBTOOYC 710 paboTa e J00ap HA4YMH J1a c€ HaMau

1 2 3 4 5 3arajayBameTo Ha BO3IYXOT
bu nonupane qHeBHUIA HA (HOHAAIM]A 32 J]a IOMOTHETE
1 2 3 4 5 BO 110I00PYBaETO HA OKOJIMHATA

[ToaroTBeHM CTE BAIIUTE AUINTA J1a OUIAT TOMAJKY
Oeyu uiy 0JIeCKaBO YUCTH Kora O Oujie CUTYPHH JIeKa
1 2 3 4 5) KOPHCTHUTE IPOU3BOJ] 32 MEPEHE KOj HE 3arajayBa

[ToarorBeHu cre na IaTUTE S-IPOLEHTHO 3r0JIEMYBAKE
Ha JJAHOIIMTE KaKO MOJJIPIIKA 3a IMOrojieMa KOHTPOJIa Ha
1 2 3 4 5 BJIaJIaTa BP3 3araJlyBamEeTO

CwmeraTte zieka € 100po /1a ce MPecTaHe CO KyIyBambeTO
MIPOU3BOJIM OJ] KOMIIAHWH KOM C€ KPUBH 32 3arajlyBambeTo
1 2 3 4 5) Ha OKOJIMHATA, IYPU U aKO TOA BU CO3/1aBa MOTEIIKOTHHI

CwMerare ieKka JTMYHOTO KPTBYBAE CO 1€l /1a Ce YCIIOpHU
IIPOLIECOT HA 3arajlyBame € BaKHO, TypH U KOra
1 2 3 4 5 HENOCPEAHNUTE PE3YATATH CE€ YNHAT HE3HAYUTEIHU

Cera 0u cakaJje 1a ro 3HaeMe BaIIHOT MOMEHTAJIEH CTAaB KOH €KOJIOIIKUTE MPOU3BOIH U 32
uHpopManuuTe WTO ce 06e30eqyBaaT 3a HcTUTE BO MakegoHuja.

JlecHo ce Boo4yBa pa3anKa nomery NpousBoauMTe LWTO Ce ek
1 2 3 4 5 M OHMeE LUTO He ce

CmMmerarte JC€Ka CKOJIOIIKUTE €TUKETHU CC z[06ap Ha4YuWH Ja
ce I/I,I[eHTI/I(bI/IKYBaaT IMPOU3BOJUTC HITO CC CKOJIOIIIKHU

1 2 3 4 5 OJIPIIUBHU
[IpousBoauTe HanpaBeHU BO MakeioHHU]a ce
1 2 3 4 5 MOEKOJIOMIKH O] CTPAHCKUTE MPOU3BOIN
Xpanara Koja ce oArjieayBa Bo MakenoHuja e
1 2 3 4 5 MOEKOJIONIKA O] yBe3eHAaTa XpaHa
Nma 1oBoHO MH(pOPMAINH TOCTAIHYU 32 BIHjaHHETO KOe
1 2 3 4 5 pa3IMYHU TPOU3BOAM IO MMaaT BP3 OKOJIMHATA
Nudopmanunre KoM KOMIIAaHUUTE TH AaBaat 3a HUBHOTO
1 2 3 4 3) €KOJIONIKO BJIMJaHUE CE€ BEPOJIOCTOJHU
Hajseponocrojuure HHPOPMAIIUH 32 €KOJIOIIKUTE
1 2 3 4 5 MPOM3BOJIM J0araaT O] MPOIaBAYNUTE
1 2 3 4 5 XpaHaTa KyleHa Ha TTa3apuTe € CeKOorall eKOJIOIIKa

Bo oBoj 1es1 0u cakaJsie 1a 300pyBaMe 3a BallluTe AKTMBHOCTH HA 0BA I0JIe.

OOWYHO MpaBUTE CBECEH HAMOP Ja ja OTPaHUUNUTE
ynoTpebaTta Ha TPOU3BOAM HAMPABEHH O] AeUIIUTAPHU
1 2 3 4 5 pPECYPCH MM IPOU3BOAM KOU KOPHUCTAT TAKBU peCypcu

1 2 3 4 5 He xynyBare npou3Bou KO ce MPeKyMepHO CaKyBaHU

Kora uma u3zbop, cekorari ro uzdupare mpou3BOI0T 3a
KOj CMeTaTe JieKa HajMaJIKy MpHI0HEeCyBa Ha
1 2 3 4 5 3araJyBameTo

Axo 3a0enexure aeka oJipe/IeHH IPOU3BOIN MOXKe J1a
MpeIU3BUKaaT MOTEHIMjalTHA ITeTa Ha OKOJIMHATA, THE
1 2 3 4 3) IIPHO3BOJIU HE T'M KyIlyBaTe
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Cte ro cMeHHIIE KOPUCTEHETO Ha HEKOH IPOU3BOIU O
1 2 3 4 5 €KOJIOIIKU NPUYUHU

Cre yOeauiie HEKOM YICHOBHU OJ1 CEMEJCTBOTO M HEKOU
MpHjaTely a He KyIyBaaT HEKOH MPOU3BOIN KOU CE
1 2 3 4 5 LITETHU 3a OKOJIMHATA

Kora Toa € MOHO, KymyBaTe pONU3BOIN KOU CE
CHaKyBaHH BO ambaliaxka Koja MOKe TOBTOPHO Jia ce
1 2 3 4 5 KOPHUCTH

Kora xymyBaTe mpou3Bo/in, CEKOTalll MPaBUTE CBECCH
HaIop Ja 'M KyIUTe OHUE IPU3BOIU KOU COIPIKAT
1 2 3 4 5 HajMaJIKy 3arajyBayu

Kora umare n36op nomery aBa eHaKBH MPOU3BO/U,
CEeKoraIl ro KyImyBare OHOj KOj € IOMAaJIKy IITETEH 3a

1 2 3 4 5 JyreTo U 33 OKOJMHATa
He xymyBare nmpou3BoJ] ako KOMITaHH]aTa KOjallTo T'o
1 2 3 4 5 MPOJIaBa € EKOJIOIIKH HEOArOBOPHA
Ce oOumyBate ga KymyBaTe caMo IIPOU3BOIN KOH MOXKE
1 2 3 4 5 J1a Ce pEeLUKINpaar
OOuYHO ru KylyBaTe NPOU3BOJAUTE CO HaJHHUCKA LIEHA,
1 2 3 4 5 0e3 orieJ Ha HUBHOTO BIIMjaHUE HA OMIITECTBOTO
Hajronemuor aen o1 4ieHOBUTE Ha BaIIETO CEME]CTBO
1 2 3 4 5 0oOpHYyBa BHUMaHHE Ha 3€JICHUTE BPETHOCTH
Hajronemuor aen o BalIuTe MpHjaTely KyImyBaaT
1 2 3 4 5 3€JIE€HO
CwMmeraTte Jieka KyIyBamEeTO EKOJIOITKH TIPOU3BOIH €
1 2 3 4 5 BpeJlHa JKPTBa 3a 1I00pOTO Ha IJIaHeTaTa

Cwmerate eka TyreTo KOU BOTJIaBHO KyIyBaaT 3eJIeHU
MIPOU3BO/IU C€ M00OPa30BaHM O/ OHUE KOU He T'0 MpaBaT

1 2 3 4 5 TOA
CwMmerTare jieKa KyITyBameTO 3€JIEHU MPOU3BOIH KaXKyBa
1 2 3 4 5 JieKa cre 100pa U TPHKIMBA JTMYHOCT
[MotporryBaunTe Tpeba 1a ce 3IpyKar 3a Jia Ce 3alITHTAT
1 2 3 4 5 cebecH 0J1 3aralyBameTo
Kako rpyna, notpomryBaunrte TpeOa aa paboTart 3ae1HO
1 2 3 4 5 3a Ja ro 3allITUTAT OICTAHOKOT Ha IIJIaHeTaTa
AKo noTtpoluryBauuTe padorat 3aeHO Bo OopbaTa
1 2 3 4 5 MIPOTHUB 3aralyBameTo, Ha CUTE K& UM OmJie To100po

Bo oBoj 1es1 0u cakaJsie 1a 300pyBaMe 3a BallleTO MO3HABAK-€ HA €HEPreTcKara epuKacHocT
Ha JIOMAIIHATE aNapaTH IITO CTe I'M KyIluie.)
Cexorain BJI0KyBaTe HaIlOPH J1a ja parioOHAIN3UPATE
1 2 3 4 5 MOTPOIITYBaUKaTa Ha €JIeKTPUYHA eHepruja
KynyBameto Ha npousBoau co o3Haka EE (eneprercka
e(pMKaCHOCT) IIPaBU /1a ce YyBCTBYBATe KaKo Jla moMaraTe
1 2 3 4 5 BO 3alITUTaTa Ha OKOJIMHATA 32 UIHUTE TeHepalu
[TonrorBenu cte na ce OOpUTE NPOTUB TI0OATHUTE
KJIMMAaTCKH IIPOMEHHU CO HAMaTyBame Ha

1 2 3 4 5 MOTPOIITYBaUKaTa Ha €JIeKTPUYHA eHepruja
[ToxroTBeHu cTe Ma MIaTUTe MOBEKE 3a MPOU3BOIN KOU
1 2 3 4 3) uMaar morojeMa eHepreTcka euKkacHoCT
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1

2

3 4 5

Kora kymyBaTe nomaiiHy anapaty BaKHa BU € HUBHATa
€Heprercka e(uKacHoCT

Bo oBoj ngen 6u cakane 1a 300pyBame 3a BallleTO MO3HABAakE HA eHepreTckaTa epuKacHOCT Ha
JIOMAIIHUTE arnapaTtyd IITO CTE TU KYIUJIE.

Bo oBoj nen 6u cakane ga 300pyBamMe 3a BaIieTo

Ja ne  He3HaM/ 0e3 OArOBOp  IO3HABaWkE HA CHEpreTrckara e(hUKacHOCT Ha JOMAITHUTE
@ (2 (3) armapatd IITO CTE I'M KYIIHIIE.
ExomnomkaTa 3amTHTa € riiaBHa NpHUYMHa 32 KYIyBambe Ha
Ja Ne  He3Ham/ 0e3 OAroBOp  CHEPreTCKH €PUKACHHUTE arapaTd /CBETUIIKH BO BAIIUOT
O @ 3) oM
na ne  He3Ham / 0e3 oaroBop  3amTena Ha TPOIIOIMTE CE €AMHCTBEHATA MPUYMHA 32
1) (2 (3) KyIyBame Ha EHEPreTCKU e(hUKACHU anapaTh/ CBETHIIKH
Eneprercku eukacHUTE anapaTH/CBETUIIKU CTE TH
Ja ne  Hes3HaM/ 0e3 OAroBOp  KYIHWJIE 3apajyl €KOJOMIKH MPUYMHU KaKo U 3alITea Ha
@ (@) (3) TPOIIOIHUTE
Ce cekaBare JieKa ja IOTJICAHABTE €TUKETAaTa 32
ma ne  He3HaM/ 0e3 oAroBOp  eHeprercka e(pMKAaCHOCT Ha CHjaIMIlaTa/JOMaITHHOT
1 @ (3) armapar HITo CTe IO KYIHIe BO MociIeTHUTe 24 Mecernu
“A” cteneH Ha eHeprercka epukacHocT Ha EE eTukerure
na  ne  He3HaMm/ 0€3 OArOBOp  3HAYM “HAJTOJIEM CTENECH HA €HepreTcka e(huKacHOCT WU
Q) @ (3) eHepreTcka 3amrena’
ETtukerara 3a eHeprercka eUKaCHOCT MMalla BIIHjaHHE
na ne  He3Ham/ 0e3 oaroBop  0OapeMm Ha ellHa Of OJJIYKHTE IPHU KYIyBambETO HAa BAIIUTE
1) @ (3) JIOMAIITHU arapary.

Chnennurte nHgopManum ce NOTPeOHN HCKIYYHBO 32 aHAIU3a Ha cermeHTHTe. HUTY enna
nHpopManmja HemMa Ja /e MOBP3aHAa CO MHANBUAYAJHUTE UCIIUTAHULIH, a4 COAP/KUHATA HA
MONOJIHeTUTe MHGOPMALUK ce CTPOro 10BepJMBH.

Be mosinMe u3bepere cOoIBETEH OATOBOP.

o Ol b~ WDN B

~NOo ok wWwDN B

cam/-a

BO Opakx

BOHOpaydHa 3aeHUIIA
pasBeneH/-a

BO Opak, HO KUBEEME OJ[BOECHO
BIOBEI/-HIIa

Koj e Bammor padoren craryc?
BpalboTeH/-a

npernpuemMay, caMoBpadoTeH/-a
HeBpaboTeH/-a

MIEH3UOHUPAH/-a

CTYICHT

JIOMaKWHKa

HecnocoOeH/-a 3a paboTa - MHBAJIH/T

12
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HUTH.

Koe e Bamero 3aBpueno oopazoBanue?
OCHOBHO IIKOJIO

I'mvmuaszmja

CpenHo cTpy4HO

oOpa3oBaHme

Bucoko o6pa3oBanue

Maructparypa

Jloxropar

Koj e BamumoT npoceyen MeceyeH HeTO JUYEH A0X0A?
0 IEH

aKo € TOMPOCEYCH:

2a: BO ropHaTa MoJjoBHUHA Ha

MOAMPOCEYCH
20: BO A0JIHATA IIOJIOBMHA Ha

[Toanpoceuen MOAMPOCEYCH

MpOCEUEeH

Haanpoceuen

aKo € Ha/IPOCCYCH:
2a: BO ropHarta 1oJjOBHHA Ha HaJl
npoceveH

20: BO JJ0THATA TIOJIOBHUHA Ha
HaJl POCEUCH

Koj e BKynHHOT IpoceyeH MeceveH HeTO MPUX0/ Ha
11eJIOTO Balle JOMAKHHCTBO (BKJIYYyBAajKU I'M U
CTUIIEHAUNTE, NeTCKUTE 10AATOUH, UTH.)?
0 IEH

aKo € MOJANPOCEYEH:

2a: BO ropHaTa MojoBUHA Ha

MOANPOCEUYEH
20: BO J0JIHATA IIOJIOBHMHA Ha

[Tonnpoceuen MOJIPOCEYEH

MPOCEYEH

Hannpoceuen
aKo € HaJAMpPOCEYECH:
2a: BO ropHaTa MoJIOBMHA HA HAJl
MPOCEYEH
20: BO J0JIHATA MOJIOBMHA Ha
HaJl TpOCeUYeH

He 3nam

O Ko0JIKY YWIEHOBH Ce COCTOH BalIeTO IOMAKHHCTBO
?(BKJIy4yBajKH Be M Bac)
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Kouky nema Ha Bo3pact noa 15 roanuau umMa Bo
BAllIeTO JOMaKHHCTBO?

Koj HajBeke mpuaoHecyBa Ha BalllMOT CEMECH MPUXOT?

jac
CUTE IOTIPUHECYBAME CO MPUOIIMKHO UCTA cyMa
HEKOj Apyr

BammoTt moJa
MAIIIKO

KCHCKO

Be MmoinMe BHeceTe ja roamHaTra Ha BalieTo pafa}be

Janu :xuBeeTe BO KyKa WM BO CTaH ? (MOKeH € caMo
e/1eH 0JAIT0BOP)

KyKa

KyKa, JIB€ WM TTIOBEKE TeHepaIluu 3aeIHO

CTaH BO cTaHOeHa KyK

CTaH BO 3rpajia

Jlanu cre coNCTBEHUK HA CTAHOT MJIU IO
H3HajMyBaTe? (MOKeH e CaMo eleH 0Ar0BOoP)

U3HajMEH
COITICTBEH

Janu :xuBeeTe BO rpajJ UJIH BO ceJio?
BO Tpaj co npeky 100.000 xurenu

BO rpaj co npeky 10.000 xutenu

BO rpaj co nomasky ox 10.000 xutenu
BO CeJOo

Bu 6naronapuMe 3a TpyJOT ¥ BpEMETO IITO T'M OJIBOMBTE. beBTe 0J1 rosieMa oMol 3a HalleTo

UCTpaXxKyBame!

Appendix D: Selected Statements from the Questionnaire
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INTERVIEWER: Firstly we are interested in your attitude towards the environment
in general. ( Environmental Concern)

Pollution is presently one of the most critical

1 2 3 4 5  problems facing this nation

Natural resources must be preserved even if people
1 2 3 4 5  must do without some products
1 2 3 4 5  You feel that pollution affects your life personally

You have often thought that if we could just get by
with a little less there would be more left for future

1 2 3 4 5  generations
You think all the worried comments made about air
1 2 3 4 5 and water pollution are all justified

You become incensed when you think about the
harm being done to the plant and animal life by
1 2 3 4 5  pollution

INTERVIEWER: We proceed with possible activities for environmental protection.
(Willingness to Behave)

You would be willing to sign a petition or

1 2 3 4 5 demonstrate for an environmental cause
You would donate a day’s pay to a foundation to
1 2 3 4 5  help improve the environment

You would be willing to have my laundry less white
or bright in order to be sure that You were using a
1 2 3 4 5  non-polluting laundry product

You would be willing to pay a 5 percent increase in
my taxes to support greater governmental control of
1 2 3 4 5  pollution

INTERVIEWER: Now we would like to know your current attitude toward eco
products and informations provided about eco products. ( Eco Product
Information Awareness)

You feel that eco-labels are a good way to identify
1 2 3 4 5  products that are ecologically sustainable

INTERVIEWER: In this section we will talk about your activities in this field. (SCB).

You normally make a conscious effort to limit my
use of products that are made of or use scarce
1 2 3 4 5  resources

You do not buy products that have excessive
1 2 3 4 5  packaging

When there is a choice You always choose the
product that contributes to the least amount of

1 2 3 4 5  pollution
1 2 3 4 5  You have switched products for ecological reasons
1 2 3 4 5  You try only to buy products that can be recycled

INTERVIEWER: In this section we will talk about your awarenes of energy efficiency
of home appliances you have bought ( EE Behavior&Intention)
1 2 3 4 5  You always make real efforts to rationalize energy
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1

1

1

2

2

2

3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5

consumption

Buying EE labeled products makes you feel like you
are helping to protect the environment for future
generations

You would be willing to combat global climate
change by reducing energy consumption

You are willing to pay extra for highly energy
efficient products

When you buy home appliances their energy
efficiency is important to you

INTERVIEWER: Please answer the following questions by circle the number
infront of the appropriate alternative you choose ( Energy Efficient Knowledge)

(Motivation)
1) 2
yes no
) 2
yes no
1) 2
yes no
) 2
yes no
) 2
yes no
1) 2
yes no
) 2
yes no

3) do not know/do
not applicable

3) do not know/do
not applicable

3) do not know/do
not applicable

3) do not know/do
not applicable

3) do not know/do
not applicable
3) do not know/do
not applicable
3) do not know/do
not applicable

You have replaced light bulbs in your home with
those of smaller wattage so that you will conserve
on the electricity you use

Environmental protection is the only reason when
you buy energy efficient appliances/light bulbs for
your home

Energy efficiency of appliances/light bulbs you
have bought is only important as a means of cost
saving

Energy efficiency of appliances you have bought is
important for environmental reason and cost
saving

You recall seeing the energy efficiency label
attached to the light bulbs/home appliance you have
bought in last 24 months

“A 7 energy efficiency rate on EE label means
“highest energy efficiency or energy savings”

The Energy efficiency label have influenced at least
on of your home appliances purchase decisions

[op 3N &) B SN OV} N

-

What is your completed
education?

Elementary

school

Secondary (high) school
Vocational

school

Bachelor degree
Master’s degree

PhD.

Your sex

male

female

Please enter the year of your birth
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Appendix E: Statistics

Tab

le
1.Reliability Test-Environmental Concern (EC)
Strongly Disagree -
Statements Strongly Agree Mean '\i/;d Sté?g:rrd SD
1123 ]| 4 5
EC1 Pollution is presently
one of the most critical 5 |46 |51 |137 | 84 | 3.77 4 5.78E-02 1.04
problems facing this nation
EC2 Natural resources
must be preserved even it |, | 5q | 69 | 144 | 77 | 381 | 4 | 5.24E-02 | 0.94
people must do without
some products
EC3 You feel that
pollution affects your life | 2 | 7 | 30 | 146 | 138 | 4.27 4 4.27E-02 0.77
personally
EC4 You have often
thought that if we could
just get by with a little less | 7 | 24 | 52 | 120 | 120 | 4.00 4 5.64E-02 1.01
there would be more left
for future generations
EC5 You think all the
worried comments made |, | 15 | 45 | 141 | 120 | 411 | 4 | 4.98E-02 | 0.90
about air and water
pollution are all justified
EC6 You become incensed
when you think about the
harm being done to the 2 | 13|51 (139|117 | 411 4 4.76E-02 0.85
plant and animal life by
pollution
Table 2.Reliability analysis —Evironmental concern-Scale (Alpha) -ltem 1 deleted
N of
Statistic for Mean Variance Std Dev Variables
SCALE 20.2795 7.6849 2.7722 5
Reliability Coefficients
N of Cases =322.0 N of Items—5 (Iltem 1 deleted)
Alpha = 0.5925
Table 3. Reliability analysis-Environmental Concern —Scale (Alpha) -ltem 2 deleted
| Statistic for | Mean | Variance | StdDev | \Variables |
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SCALE | 202391 | 8.1638 \ 2.8572 \ 5

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases =322.0 N of Items — 5 (Item 2 deleted)

Alpha = 0.6027

Table 4. Reliability analysis-Environmental Concern —Scale (Alpha) -l1tem 3 deleted

Statistic for Mean Variance Std Dev Variables

SCALE 19.7764 8.1679 2.8580 5

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases =322.0 N of Items -5 (Item 3 deleted)

Alpha = 0.5570

Table 5. Reliability analysis-Environmental Concern —Scale (Alpha) -ltem 4 deleted

Statistic for Mean Variance Std Dev Variables

SCALE 20.0528 7.2651 2.6954 5

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases =322.0 Nofltems—5 (ltem 4 deleted)

Alpha = 0.5462

Table 6. Reliability analysis-Environmental Concern —Scale (Alpha) -l1tem 5 deleted

Statistic for Mean Variance Std Dev Variables

SCALE 19.9441 8.1464 2.8542 5

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases = 322.0 N of Items — 5 (Item 5 deleted)

Alpha = 0.5877

Table 7. Reliability analysis —Evironmental concern-Scale (Alpha) -1tem 6 deleted

Statistic for Mean Variance Std Dev Variables

SCALE 19.9536 7.3674 2.7143 5

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases = 322.0 N of Items — 6 (Item 1 deleted)

Alpha = .5057

Table 8.Reliability test-Willingness to behave (W2B)

| Strongly Disagree - | Mean | Med | Standar | SD |

18



Statements Strongly Agree ian | dError
2 | 3 4 5

[

W2B1 You would be willing 3 |17 | 70 | 156 | 77 | 3.89 4 4.78E-02 | 0.86
to sign a petition or demonstrat
for an environmental cause

W2B2 You would donate a 16 | 42 | 77 | 128 | 60 | 3.54 4 6.05E-02 | 1.09
day’s pay to a foundation to
help improve the environment

W2B3 You would be willing 13 | 45 | 95 | 113 | 57 | 3.48 4 | 5.90E-02 | 1.06
to have your laundry less white
or bright in order to be sure
that You were using a non-
polluting laundry product

W2B5 You would be willing 59 [ 85|93 | 56 | 30 | 2.73 3 | 6.75E-02 | 1.21
to pay a 5 percent increase in
your taxes to support greater
governmental control of
pollution

Table 9.Reliabiity test-Sustainable Consumer Behavior (SCB)

Strongly Disagree - Strongly | Mean | Med | Standar | SD
Statements Agree ian | dError
1 2 3 4 5

SCB1 You normally make 5 52 | 132 | 118 | 16 | 3.27 3 4.70E-02 | 0.85
a conscious effort to limit
my use of products that are
made of or use scarce
resources

SCB2 You do not buy 13 | 70 | 111 | 103 | 26 | 3.18 3 | 5.53E-02 | 0.99
products that have
excessive packaging

SCB3 When there is a 7 35 | 81 | 137 | 63 | 3.66 4 5.46E-02 | 0.98
choice You always choose
the product that contributes
to the least amount of
pollution

SCB4 You have switched 10 | 52 | 88 | 124 | 49 | 3.46 4 | 5.74E-02 | 1.03
products for ecological
reasons

SCB5 Youtryonlytobuy | 15 | 72 | 101 | 100 | 35 | 2.81 3 5.86E-02 | 1.05
products that can be
recycled

Table 10.Reliability test- Eco label awareness

| Strongly Disagree - | Mean | Medi | St. Error | SD |
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Statements Strongly Agree an

112 ] 3 4 5
ELA You feel that eco-labels
are a good way to identify 5| 15| 37| 154| 112| 409| 4| 491E-02| 0.88
products that are ecologically
sustainable

Table 11.Reliability Test-Energy Related Attitude and Behavior
Strongly Disagree - Med
Statements Strongly Agree Mean | . St. Error | SD

1] 2 [ 3] 4]5 'an

Energy Consciosness (EngC
EngC You always make real
efforts to rationalize energy 511 | 38 | 165 | 104 | 3.54 4 | 4.69E-02 | 0.84
consumption

Energy efficiency Purchase Behavior (EEPB)
EEPB When you buy home
appliances their energy 4 | 18 | 43 | 172 | 85 | 3.99 4 | 4.78E-02 | 0.86
efficiency is important to you
Table 12.Demographics Characteristics
Marital status Number In %
1.single 73 22.6
2.married 229 70.9
3.living together without being married 3 0.9
4. divorced 8 2.5
5.married, but living separately 3 0.9
6.widow 7 2.2
Total 323 100.0
Employment
1.employed 217 67.4
2.enterpremeur, self employed 22 6.8
3.unemployed 13 4.0
4.retired 21 6.5
5.student 41 12.7
6.housewife 7 2.2
(table continues)

(continued)
7.unable for work-invalid etc 1 0.3
Total 322 100.0

20




Level of education

1.Elementary school 11 3.4
2.Secondary (high) school 37 115
3.Vocational school 117 36.2
4.Bachelor degree 139 43.0
5.Master’s degree 12 3.7
6.PhD 7 2.2
Total 323 100.0
Personal average monthly income: on a scale 1-4
1.0 EUR 56 17.3
2.below average 26 8.0
3.average 186 57.6
4.above average 55 17.0
Total 323 100.0
Personal monthly income (Expanded)
1.0 EUR 56 17.3
2.below average/ in upper half of above average 15 4.6
3 below average/ in lower half of above average 11 3.4
4.average 186 57.6
5.above average/ in upper half of above average 27 8.4
6.above average/ in lower half of above average 28 8.7
Total 323 100.0
Household average monthly income
1. 0EUR 0 0.0
2.below average 26 8.0
3.average 202 62.5
4.above average 79 24.5
5. 1 do not know 16 5.0
Total 323 100.0
Household average monthly income (Expaned Number Percentage %
1. OEUR 0 0.0
2.below average/ in upper half of above average 15 4.6
3 below average/ in lower half of above average 12 3.7
4.average 202 62.5
5.above average/ in upper half of above average 37 115
(table continues)
(continued)
6.above average/ in lower half of above average 42 13
7. 1 do not know 15 4.6
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Total 323 100.0
Number of members in householdincluding yourself
1 3 0.9
2 24 7.4
3 59 18.3
4 149 46.1
5 40 12.4
6 40 12.4
7 6 1.9
8 1 0.3
9 1 0.3
Total 323 100.0
Number of children
0 109 33.7
1 104 32.2
2 105 325
3 3 9
4 1 3
5 1 3
Total 323 100.0
Main contributor to the family income
1. me 91 28.2
2.we all contribute about the same amount 150 46.4
3.somebody else 82 25.4
Total 323 100.0
Gender
1.male 151 46.7
2.female 172 53.3
Total 323 100.0
Age
Less than 20 years 1 0.3
20 - 62 19.2
30 - 76 235
40 - 116 35.9
50 - 34 10.5
(table continues)
(continued)
60 - 22 6.8
70 - 12 3.7
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Total 323 100.0
Living condition

1.house 135 41.8
2.house, two or more generations together 34 10.5
3.apartment in a row/townhouse 15 4.6
4.apartment in a block 139 43.0
Total 323 100.0
Ownership of apartment

1.rent 26 8.0
2.0Wn 297 92.0
Total 323 100.0
Live in a city, town, or village

1.in a city with more than 100.000 inhabitants 284 87.9
2.in a town with more than 10.000 inhabitants 28 8.7
3.in a town with less than 10.000 inhabitants 5 15
4.in a village 6 1.9
Total 323 100.0
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