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Eternal Moes 
 

 

 

  

Overview 
 

1. Objectives 

The network “Eternal Moes” consists of initiatives that are committed to the preservation and 

use of old, often forgotten, arable, vegetable crops and varieties. The case study focused on 

the current state of the network, its short and long term objectives, its experience and the 

means implemented to achieve their goal. 

 

2. Description of the case  

Eternal Moes, also called fissile, fissionable vegetable or cutting cabbage, is a type of 

cabbage (Brassica oleracea var ramosa) which has been grown in Limburg for many years. 

The name “Eeuwige moes” refers to its way of propagation, where the leaves of the plant 

keep growing when cut off, and thus grow perpetually. The network associates itself with this 

crop: a crop with a long history that should also be preserved now. 

 

For old crops and breeds in the Netherlands to be improved and protected, Ruurd Walrecht 

started in 1960 his life's work to have as many local varieties as possible growing in the 

country, and thus enhance the vitality of the living cultural heritage. In 1995, he therefore 

started the Oerakker Foundation, with the aim of preserving agricultural and horticultural 

crops grown in the Netherlands as a living cultural heritage. Part of this foundation is the 

network “Eternal Moes”, which includes Ruurd Walrecht’s collection. In 2003, Ruurd 

Walrecht, unable to receive more support for the conservation of these seeds as well as for 

personal reasons, stopped his activity, and therefore left the collection of 400-500 old 

varieties behind. 

 

In 2015, the network “Forever Vegetable” brought together 100 Dutch initiatives. It is headed 

by the chairman of the foundation “The Oerakker” and includes the network “Eternal Moes”. 

There are no people in paid employment and the network consists only of volunteers who 

share an ambition for the preservation of old seeds. They currently cooperate for the 

management of the seeds file with the Centre for Genetic resources, in the Netherlands 

(CGN). 

 
Maintaining and growing old varieties of agricultural and vegetable plant species is the main 

purpose for Eternal Moes’s participants. The maintenance of as much of these varieties as 

possible is important because of: 



 

 

  
 

2 

 

 The genetic variation: the erosion of biodiversity that the network aims to stop; 

 The cultural-historical value: old crops have spread through local varieties adapted to 

local conditions and represent a rich history; 

 The culinary possibilities: many old crops offer unexpected opportunities for the 

modern kitchen.  

Vision  

The developments in agriculture and horticulture bring more efficiency and cost reduction, 

which often implies uniformity in crops and varieties. This is unfortunate because of the 

demise of cultural history and the loss of diversity. The network wants to show the public this 

living biocultural heritage and get them acquainted with the diversity of types, shapes and 

flavours. 

The possibilities of the network are mainly in the area of preserving these varieties, 

increasing their cultivation and informing the public about them. 

 
 
 
 

Analysis 
 

3. Funding and support  

There is currently no political support nor attention from the business community for living 

culture heritage sites in the Netherlands. 

 

There are limited resources from the national government, i.e. 40,000 EUR per year for 

scientific support by the Centre for Genetic resources, the Netherlands (CGN) for the 

conservation of the seeds collected by Ruurd Walrecht and for maintaining the network and 

facilitating “Eternal Moes”. 

 

CGN was originally only concerned with animals. The network “Eternal Moes” entered this 

research programme through the consultant who was involved in developing a new multi-

annual plan for CGN. The members of the “Eternal Moes” network paid to have the 

cooperation work and tried to keep it interesting for everyone by mutual exchange of 

knowledge and material. 

  

4. Positioning at local or regional level 

The initiative is not included in the existing supply chain yet, though this is the main goal of 

the network. Now often old species that are managed by individual initiatives are not 

registered under the breeding law. This costs 500 EUR per species. For individual initiatives 

this is not interesting because their turnover may sometimes be no more than 150 EUR. 

However, some stakeholders realise the possibility of successfully entering the market with 

products deriving from old varieties. They then officially register, thus sharing benefits 

created by the management of this variety with others. Here, the register is actually used for 
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the wrong purposes. Managing and registering old varieties could actually be better 

protected through EU and NL regulations. 

 

In 2005, one of the interviewees started to keep a log of the activities and experiences 

around their own crop and the production of seeds for the individual participants of the 

“Eternal Moes” network. The data collection in practice is seen as very difficult. There is a 

need for more control and direct support. There should be a coordinator who organises the 

seed collection, visits the individual initiatives, advises and supervises. Around 100,000 EUR 

per year would be needed for this.  

 

The President of Oerakker believes that the breeders and seed companies have an interest 

in the management of old seeds and therefore would have to pay for the coordination. In 

2011, he had to argue the case at a meeting with breeders on biodiversity, drawing attention 

to the fact that closer collaboration would benefit both parties. The network manages and 

preserves old Eternal Vegetable species held by the farmers. The President is still searching 

for a social and economic business model in which the plant breeders and seed companies 

would be willing to pay 100,000 EUR/year for seed coordination and contact with the 

individual initiatives for the conservation and management of old seeds. 

 

5. Partnerships and networking  

The SAVE Foundation 

The President of Oerakker is involved in the SAVE foundation. The SAVE Foundation is an 

NGO working on the conservation of agrobiodiversity in Europe through networking, basic 

and model projects. While SAVE started with AnGR, since 2014 they have included PGR in 

their activities. 

 

ProSpecieRara (PSR) 

ProSpecieRara is a Swiss not for-profit foundation. It was founded in 1982 to preserve 

endangered livestock breeds and cultivated plants from extinction.  

The President of Oerakker is now working together with ProSpecieRara (PSR) in the field of 

organising and structuring seed registration and management. With the PSR approach (look 

for chapter outputs and added value) the network “Eternal Moes” in the Netherlands tried to 

cooperate with existing Dutch initiatives dealing with seeds, such as the Seed Foundation 

and the working group of Friesian breeds. The main challenges are: 

 Organising a European level meeting on food crops to develop a joint position to 
improve chances at political level and support through laws and regulations and/or 
financial contributions; 

 A European system for seed management, registration and coordination that is 
applied in every European country.  

 
6. Communication 

The network consists of about 100 initiatives approximately 75% of which are run through 

retired persons and hobby activities. The initiative is carried out by operators of historical 

estates and gardens but also city gardens, vegetable growers, museums and other 

interested parties. The network communicates with the general public, via the website and 

with two meetings per year held for its members: a meeting on location at a member’s farm 
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and a centrally organised meeting with a core theme. The objective of the communication is 

to show the public the living biocultural heritage and to get acquainted with the diversity of 

types, shapes and flavours. 

 

However, the definition of biocultural heritage is unclear. What are old varieties? In the past 

few years, CGN has tackled this question. As a result, they have created a list of about 

5,000 old varieties. Information about old varieties is on the orange list, because a lot of 

material has disappeared or its survival is threatened. This orange list provides an overview 

of the agricultural and horticultural varieties that were grown in the period from 1850 until the 

Second World War and also shows which breeds are still commercially available or in which 

gene bank they are kept. Recently, the main varieties per crop were flagged on the orange 

list. Here, there are about 300 varieties. 

 

Communication has mainly been about sharing knowledge among participants. There is not 

much emphasis on communication with potentially interested stakeholders. This is a 

challenge for the network. 

 

7. Outputs and added value  

Currently, the network operates on a voluntary basis with everyone working towards the 

same ideal but with an individual vision. This is not effective to ensure conservation. The 

ambition is to become more aligned with each another, thus making the network more 

effective in strengthening each other’s efforts. To that purpose, in 2013 collaboration with 

some other parties within the Netherlands led to, on the basis of their input and the example 

of Pro Specie Rara (PSR), the members embracing the following key points that they want to 

deliver (in no particular order): 

1. Variety collection;  

2. Knowledge exchange and courses;  

3. Involving citizens, public gardeners, (semi-)professionals;  

4. Seed guide;  

5. Demonstration gardens;  

6. Cooperation with business and retail.  

 

The network is looking for models or systems in which to boost social and economic 

business models for each involved participant. One is missing a director/connector that can 

make the connection between the tactical and strategic guidelines of the board and the 

operational activities of the individual members. 

  
The network consists mainly of participants who see the genetic material as a historical 

hobby. They generally have little ambition and market knowledge, and they often do not 

need for money in return for their activity. This means that there is little interest in working on 

streamlining towards the more efficient management, registration and marketing of the 

genetic material. 

 

There are some initiatives (5-10) within this network that already practice the marketing of 

food crops as a sustainable concept. They focus more on consumer aspects such as taste, 
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health, workability, cultivation, ornamental value, biodiversity, distribution and cultural 

history. These initiatives could benefit from a link with the market on behalf of the network. 

They can then act as pilot companies to see what works and share this with other 

participants also willing to enter the market. Currently, there is no interest within the network 

for this commercial approach. 

 

The network has made the strategic choice to keep these forgotten varieties in the market as 

much as possible. In doing so, it appears that there is not much support from businesses or 

the government. This means that the network’s further development is still hampered by an 

inability to mobilise users and consumers as a new target group with money. 

 

8. Sustainability  

There are 40,000 EUR available to provide scientific support for seed management and the 

facilitation of the network by CGN. To work on more effective management, the preservation 

and marketing of the seeds, PSR’s approach could be used. Therefore, the foundation 

needs about 500,000 EUR per year to employ 2-3 people to set-up and organise marketing, 

logistics operations and PR/marketing. These people could then also facilitate CGN’s 

activities. 

 

The network has attracted the interest of the research sector, politics and the participants 

towards the management and conservation of seed collections. The future challenge is 

especially in the connection between the consumer and the user. How to ensure that they 

could make better use of forgotten varieties? This requires the stakeholders on the market to 

propel more monetary resources through the entire chain, e.g. from crop to dish. This means 

that a choice needs to be made for other types of drivers in this network, and people who 

entered the market must be recognised. 

 

 

 

 

Conclusions 
 

STRENGTHS WEAKNESSES 

Directors with vision and network; 

Motivated individual participants; 

CGN manages the orange genetically based 

seed file list for proper registration. 

No economic drivers among participants;  

No director who changes things;  

No change in market vision and strategy;  

No drivers with market knowledge. 

OPPORTUNITIES THREATS 

Some participants have market access;  

Growing awareness towards biodiversity and 

health; 

More European support for plants. 

There is no common European front;  

No contribution from the government; 

No marketing and business model. 

 

The network has limited resources and many enthusiastic participants who have gone 

through a ten year process of registering and prioritising forgotten crops. Now, the strategy is 
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focused on developing a system that enables everyone to work with the same protocol to 

manage the genetic material properly. It seems that the network lacks a director capable of 

operationalising the strategic vision into topical network activities. 

 

In addition, the societal values and interests of the citizen/consumer have changed 

considerably. They want to see the origin of their food, and more and more are interested in 

organic products. There are other qualities needed within the network through people with a 

better perspective on marketing aspects.  

 

The case study shows that there are many individual contacts and networks but that it can 

prove difficult to raise this PGR issue at European level whereas AnGR seem to acquire 

such attention much more easilu. In addition, collaboration with a European network with the 

same system, such as PSR, would have many additional benefits for individual participants 

in each country. 
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Annex 1 – List of interviewees 

 
 O. Bootsma, President De Oerakker  and Eternal Moes network 

 G.J. Jansen, Owner of “Hof van Twello” and participant in the Eternal Moes network 

 Chris Kik, Researcher at the Centre for Genetic Resources, the Netherlands 

 

 

 

 

Annex 2 – List of references 

 
Website of mentioned organisations 

 

Pro Specie Rara(PSR):  https://www.prospecierara.ch/de/home  

 

De Oerakker: http://cgn.websites.wur.nl/pgr/deoerakker/netwerk.htm  

 

De SAVE foundation:  http://www.save-foundation.net/english/actual.htm  

 

Centre for Genetic Resources, the Netherlands(CGN):  

http://www.wageningenur.nl/en/Expertise-Services/Statutory-research-tasks/Centre-for-

Genetic-Resources-the-Netherlands-1.htm  

 

Hof van Twello: http://www.hofvantwello.nl  

 

Orange list: Bron: http://cgn.websites.wur.nl/pgr/deoerakker/oranjelijst.htm  

 

PGS Secure: 

http://www.nordgen.org/ngdoc/plants/Samarbeten_och_natverk/PGR_secure_workshop201

3/Final%20report/On_the_sustainable_use_and_conservation_of_PGR_in_Europe_Sept201

4.pdf  
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Film about Ruurd Walrecht: http://www.npo.nl/holland-doc/23-05-2009/NPS_1132482 
 
Small scale as an alternative New Meentes in a new economy:  
http://www.hofvantwello.nl/onze-boeken/ 
 
Report 08-12-2010,  
Resources of our existence-conservation and sustainable use of genetic diversity. 
https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/rapporten/2002/04/18/bronnen-van-ons-bestaan 
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Report 02-12-2014, 
Evaluation WOT genetic resources 2010-2014, evaluation of the legal research tasks in the 
field of genetic resources (WOT-GB). 
https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/rapporten/2014/12/02/evaluatie-wot-genetische-
bronnen-2010-2014 
 
 

 


