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The environmental case for ending anti-dumping duties on energy-saving lamps 
 
It is crucial that the EU’s commitment towards stimulating more trade in environmental products is genuine 
and not simply a cover for promoting EU exports. Trade in sustainable products and services must be a two-
way street. Chinese energy-efficient lamps are a prime example of how emerging economies can help to 
speed up technological shifts by rapidly producing, at low cost, products that reduce significantly the EU’s 
environmental impacts. 
 
2.1 billion incandescent lamps (ILBs) are sold every year in the EU, as opposed to about 270 million 
integrated compact fluorescent lamps (CFL-i). All European lighting companies have agreed that ILBs should 
be phased out in favour of a switch to CFL-I lamps. This could lead to saving 23 million tonnes CO2/year 
indirectly (and consumer savings of 5-8 billion euros) – equivalent to approximately 0.5% of EU 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
The real question from an environmental perspective is how to achieve this shift as quickly as possible.  
As CFL-i lamps are three to six times more expensive than equivalent ILBs, EU retailers’ and most 
manufacturers’ strategies are to persuade consumers to buy their first CFL-i lamps by producing and selling 
cheap CFL-i, which are mainly imported from China. As a result, the market share of Chinese CFL-i has 
increased. Most CFL-i sold in the EU today are produced in China – despite the anti-dumping duties. At the 
same time, the performance of CFL-i has improved continuously, while the retail prices of comparable “linear 
lamps” (i.e. “finger-like” lamps) have decreased by about 50% over the last 10 years. In other words, falling 
import prices have not benefited only importers’ or retailers’ margins, but also consumers – and the 
environment. 
 
It has been argued that the duties benefit the environment. This is based primarily on the claim that Chinese 
CFL-i have shorter life-spans and contain more mercury than European CFL-i. This deserves the following 
remarks: 
 
1) It is true that Chinese CFL-i have on average a shorter lifetime than those produced in the EU. However, 
the appropriate tool to improve life-spans in a non-discriminatory manner would be to adopt and enforce 
minimum requirements under the energy-using products (EuP) directive, which singles out domestic lighting 
as a priority for setting such standards. Anti-dumping duties are not the right tool.  
 
2) There is often slightly more mercury in Chinese CFL-i than in the more up-market CFL-i produced in the 
EU. There is generally 0,3-0,4 milligram/lamp in imported lamps from China, while high-quality lamps 
produced in the EU contain about 0,2 milligram.   
 
It must be borne in mind that all imported lamps have to be compliant with the EC regulation on the 
Restriction of the use of certain Hazardous Substances in electrical and electronic equipment (RoHS). This 
ceiling is 0,5 milligram mercury.  



Furthermore, the collection systems required by the EC directive on Waste Electrical and Electronic 
Equipment (WEEE) should prevent mercury and other pollution from their disposal. If RoHS and WEEE 
are not being satisfactorily enforced everywhere, that is a problem of market surveillance. Anti-
dumping duties are a badly targeted tool to achieve their aims. 
 
3) It has been argued that the transportation of CFL-i from China is highly energy-consuming. This is simply 
not true. Lifecycle analysis shows that production and transport account for less than 1% of the total global 
warming impact through the lifecycle of a CFL-i lamp used in Europe – regardless of whether it is produced 
in China or Europe.  
 
 
In conclusion, WWF is highly concerned that environmental arguments may be wrongly used to maintain 
anti-dumping duties. On the contrary, there are strong environmental reasons that terminating the 
investigation and allowing the import of CFL-i lamps from China to proceed unimpeded is the correct way to 
proceed.  This is consistent with the European Council’s pledge at the March 2007 summit to seek to achieve 
a 20% energy saving target by 2020. 
 
 
 
 
Ends- 
 
 


	The environmental case for ending anti-dumping duties on ene

