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Grant Programme against Marine Litter

•Since 2019 the Grant Programme against
Marine Litter has been funding projects in
economically developing, emerging, and
transitioning countries (ODA-eligible)
•Project selection through idea
competitions in yearly calls for project
outlines
•Regional Hubs – Dissemination of
knowledge and project results, supporting
transformation, South-to-South learning



Thematic Funding Priorities 

Changes in production, sales and consumption that avoid the 
generation of waste

Establishment of waste management and recycling systems

Reduce input from other, significant point sources



Example: TouMaLi

• TouMaLi is the first project in Africa

• https://www.z-u-g.org/en/responsibilities-
and-tasks/grant-programme-against-
marine-litter/project-overview/toumali/



For more information

Next round of projects: starting end 
of 2022 with four projects in Africa: 
South Africa, Tanzania, Ghana and
Nigeria (and the others in Guatemala, 
Ecuador and Brazil)

Next call: 7 Nov 2022

https://www.z-u-
g.org/en/responsibilities-and-
tasks/grant-programme-against-
marine-litter/



Some EPR approaches of funded projects



BMUV global sector project Marine Litter
(2020-2023)

BMUV global sector project Marine Litter (2020-2023)

•GIZ aims to provide the BMUV with needs-based support services

•Example: study “Assessing the impact of EPR on marine plastic
packaging generation”



•Some findings:

Mandatory EPR to create a 
measurable impact Integrate the informal sector

Additional action: Implementing
specific measures for specific

actions

Setting up a nation-wide system

Implementing EPR for all 
packaging materialsAdditional  measures: 

Implement additonal measures, 
e.g. EPR gear for fishing gear

Incooporate marine litter
reduction into targets

Effective monitoring is key
-> No one single, 
most effective set-

up for EPRs to
prevent marine litter

BMUV global sector project Marine Litter
(2020-2023)



India - Circular Economy Solutions Preventing
Marine Litter in Ecosystems (2020-2023)

•India remains one of the world’s largest 
producers of plastic and sources of 
marine litter

•Demonstrate and implement 
approaches for reducing, reusing and 
recycling plastics and support the 
implementation of EPR for plastics

•Involvement of private-sector actors, 
such as recyclers and the packaging 
industry



•particular effort to involve the informal 
sector, since the entire system of 
collection, sorting and processing 
residential waste depends largely on 
its work

Source: EPR scheme assessment report, WWF, 2021 

India - Circular Economy Solutions Preventing
Marine Litter in Ecosystems (2020-2023)



Steps to integrate currently informally
operating companies as business
partners in EPR systems:

•Trust building on the system and the
necessary service areas

•Professional monitoring and legal advice

•Concluding service agreements for
business partners Source: EPR scheme assessment report, WWF, 2021 

India - Circular Economy Solutions Preventing
Marine Litter in Ecosystems (2020-2023)



• Worldwide, Vietnam one of the five biggest 
polluters of plastic marine litter

• A campaign to reduce plastic waste at national 
and provincial level to raise awareness of the 
problem and encourage changes in behaviour

• Providing support to towns and cities for the 
design and implementation of waste 
management concepts

• Using several pilot projects in protected marine 
areas to demonstrate the development and 
operation of an improved waste management 
system.

Source: EPR scheme assessment report, WWF, 2021 

Vietnam – Mitigating Marine Plastic Debris
(2019-2023)



Proposal of a customized EPR system 
enforcement for Vietnam
• Create registers for producer and importer to be 

able to calculate and allocate the EPR fees (and a 
2nd register for WM actors)

• Enable strict monitoring: due to Vietnam’s significant 
waste imports from other countries -> important to 
ensure that payments are only made for processing 
domestic waste and that recyclers clearly keep 
materials of different origin separated in 
documentation and operationalisation

• Supervision of the PRO and the fulfilment of its 
responsibilities is in hands of public authorities

• Anchor standards in a legal framework

Sorted plastic fractions in bales
Source: EPR scheme assessment report, WWF, 2021 

Vietnam – Mitigating Marine Plastic Debris
(2019-2023)



Proposal of a EPR scheme framework for Vietnam:

• Mandatory EPR scheme

• EPR scheme for all consumer packaging materials and 
specified non-packaging plastic items

• Joint management of Vietnam Environment Protection 
Fund (state-led) and industry-led PRO

• Modulated fees enable a steered recycling market 
through application of reduced EPR fees for high-value 
recyclable packaging (bonus) and an increased fee for 
low-value packaging (to be paid by companies)

• Strict monitoring and enforcement systems

Manual sorting of household packaging waste
Source: EPR scheme assessment report, WWF, 
2021 

Vietnam – Mitigating Marine Plastic Debris
(2019-2023)



Caribbean Sea – Prevention of Marine Litter
(2021-2024)

•Implementation of circular pilot solutions and establish systems of
Extended Producer Responsibility in the Dominican Republic, Costa
Rica and Colombia and with support of the Cartagena Secretariat

•Strengthening the capacities of political partners at local and national
level

•Creation of sustainable structures at the municipal level and
development of sustainable sources of financing



EPR approaches of the European Union



EPR approaches of the European Union 

•Several regulations to set up systems for the return and collection of used
packaging (Plastic Packaging Waste Directive) or to address specifically
marine litter (Marine Strategy Framework Directive)

•EPR with first systems implemented 1993

-> recovery targets are set at EU level, compliance at national level

•Some countries run one single scheme to organise recovery of packaging
(France, Belgium, Netherlands, Spain, Sweden)

•Others allow for competition within different systems (Austria, Germany,
Portugal)



New regulation: Single-Use Plastic Directive, 2019

18

Demands ambitious and 
sustained reduction in 
consumption of (Art. 4)

prohibit the placing on 
market of (Art. 5)

ensure that EPR schemes are 
established for (Art. 8)

Cups for beverages, food containers

Cotton bud sticks, cutlery, plates, straws, beverage 
stirrers, balloon sticks, expanded polystyrene food 
containers, beverage containers and cups; products 
made from oxo-degradable plastic

Food containers, packets and wrappers, 
beverage containers and cups, lightweight 
plastic carriers bags, wet wipes, balloons, 
tobacco products with filters

Often littered, very environmentally damaging

Alternative materials well available/researched

Often littered, environmentally damaging

Alternative materials partly
available/researched

Often littered, environmentally damaging

Alternative materials partly
available/researched

Require marking for (Art. 7)
Sanitary towels, wet wipes, tobacco 
products, cups for beverages

Require separate collection for
(Art. 9)

Beverage bottles (using Deposit-Refund-Systems 
or separate collection targets for EPR schemes)

Require caps/lids attached to (Art. 6)
Beverage containers, composite beverage 
packaging

Directive on the reduction of the impact of certain 
plastic products on the environment

Require awareness raising on 
availability of reusable 
alternatives, impact of 

inappropriate waste disposal on 
environment and the sewer 

network for (Art. 10)



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

Thoughts on the installation of a Waste-Prevention Fund

•Fund addresses cost coverage for items outlined in Art. 8 but goes
beyond for further SUP waste related activities:
ØCleaning up litter, including transport and treatment of collected litter
ØAwareness rasing measures (all products)
ØWaste collection for those products that are discarded in public collection
systems (food containers, beverage containers, cups)
ØData gathering and reporting (wet wipes, tobacco product filters)



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

The fund’s general idea:
•Producers pay contributions into the fund. These
contributions are designed to incentivise
producers to foster waste and litter prevention,
better eco-design and reusable products
• It allows public authorities to receive
compensation from the fund-to-fund waste
prevention activities and SUP re-use as well as
the SUP waste management activities, cleans-ups
and infrastructures

@



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

The fund’s organisation:
•Producers are paying participation fees for their
packaging to Producer responsibility organisations
(PROs)

•The PRO’s pay the amount collected rom its members
into the fund where they are available for various
measures conducted by public authorities

•Public authorities take on a stronger role
Ø by being responsible for collecting fees from producers
Ø by redistributing the collected money to the actors

responsible for waste management

@



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

Addressing issues of free-riding
• Producers that do not pay fees and do not comply with all
obligations pose a serious issue in EPR implementation

• Especially complicated for identification are online sales
without a legal entity in the country of purchase

-> Determining appropriate EPR fees, clearly scoping
products falling under an EPR scheme and providing easily
available information on EPR obligations

-> Better than penalising free riding

-> Design measures before and after free riding has
happened



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

How to calculate the financial contributions of
producers?

• true cost principle (actual costs related to
end-of-life management of a product)

•Regarding litter management costs, producers
do not want to pay for consumer behaviour
leading to litter-> but SUP-D decided at the
expense of producers



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

How to calculate the financial contributions of
producers?
•Two approaches under discussion:

Ø Determining a percentage share per product
based on the quantities of products that a
producer places on the market in a country

ØDetermining a percentage share per product
based on clean-up monitoring data of littered
items found on beaches, along shores, along
rivers..



EPR in the Single-Use Plastic Directive

How to calculate the financial contributions of producers?
•Second approach more challenging: what means the term “clean-up”?
ØStudy (ICF and Eunomia, 2018) calculates compliances costs for EPR cost
coverage for different SUP-products by dividing the SUP-product specific
overall costs by the respective number of SUP-products sold on EU markets
in a base year
ØA range from 0.2% for food containers to 2.6% for wet wipes
ØThese compliance costs do not include full environmental impact costs of the
products
ØSuggestion: financial contributions should be determined based on all end-of-
life management costs, including costs that municipalities bear to manage
those SUP products discarded in public collection system or littered.



Thank you!

For further questions on the grant programme on 
Marine Litter:
Susanne Altvater
susanne.altvater@z-u-g.org
Karolin Nübler
karolin.nuebler@z-u-g.org

mailto:susanne.altvater@z-u-g.org
mailto:Karolin.nuebler@z-u-g.org

