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RE:	Calling	on	the	World	Bank	to	end	the	Enabling	the	Business	of	Agriculture	(EBA)	
	
Dear	Dr.	Jim	Yong	Kim,		
	
We	are	writing	today	to	urge	you	to	put	an	end	to	the	Enabling	the	Business	of	Agriculture	(EBA)	
project,	which	jeopardizes	farmers’	right	to	seeds,	food	security,	and	the	future	of	our	planet.		
	
In	2012,	the	World	Bank	was	tasked	by	the	G8	to	create	a	“Doing	Business	in	Agriculture	Index.”1	With	
the	support	of	the	US,	UK,	Danish,	and	Dutch	governments	as	well	as	the	Bill	and	Melinda	Gates	
Foundation,	the	Bank	launched	the	EBA	project,	which	will	benchmark	the	agricultural	policies	of	over	
60	countries	in	2017.		
	
The	EBA’s	top-down	approach	dictates	the	so-called	“good	practices”	to	regulate	agriculture	and	scores	
countries	on	how	well	they	apply	and	implement	its	prescriptions.	Based	on	the	EBA	scores,	the	World	
Bank	leverages	policy	changes	in	agriculture.2	This	is	a	dangerously	misguided	effort,	as	national	
policymaking	should	prioritize	locally	adapted	solutions	based	on	the	experiences	and	demands	of	
farmers,	pastoralists,	fisherfolks,	and	rural	communities.		
		
Among	several	categories	of	indicators	(Finance,	Transport,	Fertilizer,	etc.),	the	EBA	includes	a	sub-
indicator	which	evaluates	seed	regulations.		
	
In	developing	countries,	farmers	source	80	to	90	percent	of	their	seeds	within	farmer-managed	
seed	systems.	These	systems	are	maintained	by	farmers’	own	work	to	recycle	and	save	seeds	from	
their	crops,	and	by	farmer-to-farmer	gifts,	exchanges,	and	trade.	Farmer-managed	seed	systems	provide	
a	rich	diversity	of	seed,	including	varieties	that	are	affordable	and	adapted	to	local	environmental	
conditions.	They	are	vital	to	support	agro-biodiversity,	food	security,	and	resilience	against	climate	and	
economic	shocks.		
	
Yet	the	EBA’s	narrow	set	of	“good	practices”	to	regulate	seeds	systems	restricts	policymaking	to	
facilitating	private	development	and	marketing	of	industrial	seeds.	The	EBA	uses	misleading	language	
by	calling	industrial	seeds	“quality	seeds”3	and	conveys	the	perception	that	farmers’	seeds	are	unworthy	
of	policy	support.	The	project	pushes	governments	to	adopt	intellectual	property	rights	framework,	
which	yosecurtails	farmers’	rights	to	save,	exchange,	and	sell	seeds.	It	advocates	for	reforms	to	
accelerate	and	minimize	the	costs	of	releasing	industrial	seeds;	and	places	corporations	at	the	center	of	
every	aspect	of	seed	systems.		



	
While	the	EBA	reforms	will	not	benefit	the	majority	of	farmers,	they	will	increase	the	profits	of	a	handful	
of	private	companies.	Only	six	multinationals	currently	control	over	two-thirds	of	the	industrial	seed	
market,	and	pending	agroindustry	mergers	stand	to	further	consolidate	this	oligopoly.4	The	
concentration	of	the	global	seed	market	has	a	significant	impact	on	seed	prices5	as	well	as	seed	
diversity.	Replacing	farmers’	seeds	with	a	few	uniform	industrial	varieties	contributes	to	the	rapid	
erosion	of	global	agro-biodiversity,	which	is	crucial	to	address	the	climate	crisis.	
	
In	order	to	protect	farmers,	food	security,	and	our	planet,	we	urge	you	to	put	an	immediate	end	
to	the	EBA	project.	We	call	on	the	World	Bank	to	rather	fight	poverty	and	food	insecurity	by	
promoting	vibrant	local	seed	systems,	and	supporting	true	participation	of	farmers	in	the	design	
of	regulations	and	policies	in	the	agricultural	sector.		
	
We	appreciate	you	addressing	this	critical	issue	and	look	forward	to	hearing	from	you	at	your	earliest	
convenience.	
	
Sincerely,		
	
[SIGNATORIES]	
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