
Ovih dana konačno smo dočekali dugo očekivanu pro-
mjenu na kormilu trgovačkog društva Hrvatske šume d.o.o. 
O radu i kritici rada dosadašnje Uprave, Hrvatsko šumar-
sko društvo više se puta decidirano izjašnjavalo, posebice u 
ovoj rubrici, tražeći odgovore na različita stručna pitanja, 
no odgovora, a niti stručne polemike nije bilo, već samo 
bahato ignoriranje i odmazda, sve do otkazivanja pretplate 
na ovaj časopis.

Za svaki novi početak osnovno je utvrditi činjenično stanje 
kao temelj novoga programa/plana rada. Stoga dobrona-
mjerno savjetujemo novoj Upravi da si kroz odgovore na 
naša postavljena pitanja, stručne kritike i sugestije, posebice 
kroz dva teksta iz rubrike Izazovi i suprotstavljanja u br. 11-
12/2016. i tekst UO HŠD-a „Kako Hrvatsko šumarsko druš-
tvo promišlja šumarstvo Hrvatske“ u br. 11-12/2015., olakša 
uvid u činjenično stanje. Naše dobronamjerne kritike i su-
gestije išle su u smjeru upozoravanja na ono što je u šumi 
nestručno rađeno i ono što nažalost nije rađeno, a trebalo 
je raditi, no to bi onda išlo na uštrb dobiti koja je Upravi 
bila jedini cilj, bez obzira na posljedice po šumu. Naravno, 
osvrtali smo se i  na potrebe racionalnog  korištenja svih 
benefita šume i šumarstva, što je također izostalo. Zalagali 
smo se i zalažemo se za decentralistički oblik upravljanja 
šumskim bogatstvom, očekujući puno veće ovlasti rukovo-
ditelja UŠ Podružnica i nastavno šumarija, pa i revira, kao 
najboljih poznavatelja odnosnih šumskih resursa i potraj-
nog  gospodarenja istima. Takav način gospodarenja osigu-
rat će sveobuhvatnu korist vlasniku/državi, ali i lokalnoj 
zajednici, na što se očigledno zaboravilo. Naše stajalište 
glede stanja u šumarstvu nikada nije bilo deklarativno, nego 
je počivalo na činjenicama. Tako i ovdje, zagovarajući de-
centralizaciju upravljanja koristimo podatke iz brošure 
„Hrvatsko nacionalno blago“ u izdanju Hrvatske akade-
mije znanosti i umjetnosti (HAZU) – iz članka „Šume i šu-
marstvo“, naših akademika Matića i Anića. Kompleksnost 
gospodarenja šumama  u pojedinim dijelovima Hrvatske, 
koja je jedna od najšumovitijih zemalja u Europi (pola ha 
po stanovniku), i izbora kvalitetnih šumarskih stručnjaka, 
ogleda se ponajprije u šumskoj vegetaciji koju tvore 102  
šumske zajednice, sa čak oko 260 drvenastih vrsta i 94 vrste 
drveća. Zagovarajući pak nužne radove koji osiguravaju po-

trajno gospodarenje šumama i poboljšanje kvalitete naših 
šuma, a time i njihovih vrijednosti, iz istog članka navodimo 
kako je njih 5 % vrlo dobre kakvoće, 22 % dobre, 43 % sred-
nje i 29 % loše kakvoće, s time da je 45 % najkvalitetnijih 
nizinskih šuma ocijenjeno vrlo dobrim. Ulaganje u pobolj-
šanje navedene strukture vidljivo bi se očitovalo u ne samo 
većoj sirovinskoj osnovici koju je isključivo zagovarala do-
sadašnja Uprava, nego i ostalim benefitima šume, posebice 
njenoj općekorisnoj funkciji.

Kada smo postavljali pitanja glede kašnjenja ili pak izostav-
ljanja uzgojnih radova i pogubni učinak toga na budućnost 
sastojine, primjerice u odnosu  na našu najvrjedniju vrstu 
drveća hrast lužnjak, pa i kitnjak (prema odnosnoj brošuri 
HAZU hrast lužnjak je zastupljen s 14,83 %, a kitnjak s 8,35 
%), podsjećamo na ono što smo na Fakultetu učili o toj vr-
sti drveća, a zaboravljamo ta znanja primijeniti. Koristeći 
tekstove iz monografije „Hrast lužnjak u Hrvatskoj“ navo-
dimo ponajprije uzgojne faze: ponik, pomladak (mlađi i 
stariji), mladik (mlađi i stariji), mlada, srednjedobna i sta-
rija sastojina. Tako je primjerice u starijem mladiku (15-20 
god.) kulminacija visinskog prirasta i maksimalni prirast 
krošnje u širinu, tu se prepoznaju stabla budućnosti, što u 
mladoj sastojini rezultira diferencijacijom stabala i izdvaja-
njem u etaže. S gospodarskog stajališta imamo: koljik, letvik, 
stadij stupovlja i naposljetku stadij pilanske oblovine, gdje 
od letvika kreću prorjede i  dolazi do diferencijacije u visin-
ske, debljinske i vrijednosne razrede. U srednjedobnoj sa-
stojini postepeno opada biološki potencijal glede reagiranja 
na njegu sastojine  (50-70 god.) kada je već formirana struk-
tura sastojine, pa je pitanje kakvi smo stručnjaci i  kako smo 
optimalno iskoristili određeni potencijal šumskog staništa. 
Na to smo neprestano upozoravali, jer svaki razvojni stadij, 
a ne samo navedeni, zahtijeva pravovremenu intervenciju, 
koja doduše predstavlja određeni trošak, ali i korist, pose-
bice u budućnosti.

U ovome dvobroju toliko, a u sljedećemu ćemo pozornost 
sa sličnim podupirućim podacima obratiti na ostalo: o šumi 
kao infrastrukturnoj kategoriji, općekorisnim funkcijama 
šume, o odnosima s preradom drva, o odnosu društva i po-
litike prema šumi i šumarstvu i slično. 
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These days we have finally witnessed a long-expected change 
at the helm of the company Croatian Forests Ltd. The 
Croatian Forestry Association has on several occasions de-
cidedly expressed its opinion and criticism of the work of 
the past Management, especially in this column, and has 
sought answers to various expert issues; however, there has 
never been any answer, let alone a professional debate. All 
we received was arrogant disregard and retaliation that went 
as far as to take the form of the cancellation of the subscrip-
tion to this journal.
For every new beginning it is necessary to establish the fac-
tual state of affairs as a basis for a new working programme/
plan. For this reason we would advise the new Management 
to facilitate its insight into the facts by consulting the answers 
to our questions, criticisms and suggestions (given particu-
larly in the two texts in the column Challenges and Confron-
tations in No. 11-12/2016 and in the text by the MB of the 
Croatian Forestry Association entitled “How does the 
Croatian Forestry Association perceive Croatian forestry” 
in No. 11-12/2015).  Our well-meaning criticism and sug-
gestions were intended to warn the public against inexpert 
operations in the forest and even more against what has re-
grettably not been done but should have been done, mostly 
because this would have conflicted with profit, the only goal 
of the Management regardless of the adverse consequences 
for the forest. We have also highlighted the need for a more 
rational use of all the benefits of forests and forestry, which 
was also sadly missing. We have advocated and will continue 
to advocate a decentralised form of management of forest 
wealth. We also expect managers of forest administrations, 
forest offices and even forest districts, who are experts in for-
est resources and their sustainable management, to be given 
much more power. A decentralized form of management 
will ensure general benefits for the owner/state, but also for 
the local community, which is something that has obviously 
been forgotten. Our attitudes towards the situation in for-
estry have never been of a declarative nature, but have always 
been based on facts. By advocating decentralized manage-
ment, we rely on the data from the article “Forests and For-
estry” by Academy members Slavko Matić and Igor Anić, 
contained in the brochure “Croatian National Treasure” 
published by the Croatian Academy of Science and Art.  
The complex nature of forest management in certain parts 
of Croatia, one of the most forested countries of Europe 
(half a hectare per person) and the employment of high 
quality forestry experts is reflected primarily in the forest 
vegetation composed of 102 forest communities with no 
less than about 260 woody species and 94 tree species. By 
endorsing treatments that are necessary to ensure sustain-

able forest management and an improved quality and value 
of Croatian forests, we again present data from the men-
tioned article, in which 5 % of the forests are of very good 
quality, 22 % are of good quality, 43 % are of medium qual-
ity and 29 % are of poor quality. Forty-five percent of the 
best quality lowland forests were estimated as very good. 
Investing in the improvement of the mentioned structure 
would result not only in a greater raw material base, some-
thing that was exclusively supported by the former Man-
agement, but also in other benefits of the forest and in par-
ticular in its non-market functions.  
When we raise questions related to delayed silvicultural treat-
ments or even their omission and to the adverse effects of 
this on the future of stands, e.g. with regard to pedunculate 
oak, the most valuable Croatian tree species, and sessile oak 
(according to the above brochure, pedunculate oak accounts 
for14.83 % and sessile oak for 8.35 % of the area), we like to 
remind ourselves of what we learned about these tree species 
at the Faculty, but forget to apply this knowledge. Based on 
the texts from the monograph “Pedunculate oak in Croatia”, 
we list the following silvicultural stages: seedling stage, sap-
ling stage (young and old), young forest (younger and older), 
young, middle-aged and mature stand. Thus, for example, 
the older sapling stage (15 - 20 years of age) experiences the 
culmination of height increment and maximal crown incre-
ment in the width. This is where future trees are singled out, 
which results in tree differentiation and selection into stories 
in the young stand. From a commercial standpoint there are: 
prop stage, pole stage, pile stage and finally sawmill round-
wood stage, where thinning operations are applied in the 
pole stage and differentiation into height, diameter and value 
classes takes place. In a middle-aged stand, when the stand 
structure is already formed, the biological potential related 
to a response to stand tending (50 - 70 years of age) gradu-
ally decreases. The concluding question is: what kind of ex-
perts are we and how have we optimally made use of certain 
potentials of a forest habitat? This is what we have repeatedly 
stressed, because every developmental stage, not only the 
ones mentioned above, requires timely interventions. True, 
they come at a certain cost, but on the other hand they pro-
vide immeasurable benefits, especially for the future. 
This concludes the current double issue. In the next issue 
we will focus on other topics of interest and we will accom-
pany them with data. These topics include the forest as an 
infrastructural category, non-market forest functions, rela-
tions with wood processing, attitudes of the society and 
politics towards the forest and forestry, and similar.
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