
Izgleda da se  povijest, kao i moda, periodički ponavlja. 
Svako toliko pojave se ¨pametnjakovići¨, kako bi narod re-
kao s „morskim idejama“, naravno upitnim i bez razumnih 
argumenata. Naime, o naslovljenom  problemu, aktualizi-
ranome u Glasu Slavonije (14. 2. 2019.), u Šumarskome li-
stu br. 11-12 /2006. u rubrici Izazovi i suprotstavljanja, pisao 
je prof. dr. sc. Joso Vukelić, komentirajući tada neslužbene 
inicijative glede odnosnog studija, suprotstavljajući im se  
argumentiranim  činjenicama. Njegovome tekstu nemamo 
gotovo ništa pridodati, osim da je ovih dana to službena 
inicijativa jedne lokalne zajednice i da uspješnost ili neu-
spješnost  bolonjskoga procesa sada možemo konkretizirati,  
s obzirom na vremenski odmak. Sve ostalo bilo bi ponav-
ljanje što ne želimo, ali ćemo samo kratko natuknuti neka 
pitanja i ukazali na argumente, kako bi Vas ponukali da po-
tražite i pročitate i danas aktualni tekst prof. Vukelića.  

Ponajprije autor ukazuje na stihijsku pojavu otvaranja slič-
nih studija s istovrsnim programima izvan postojećih sve-
učilišta i prijašnjih visokih škola u Republici Hrvatskoj, koja 
usput rečeno traje i danas, a rezultatima nisu opravdale  nji-
hovo ustrojavanje, koje je bilo isključivo političke prirode. 
Kao krucijalno pitanje postavio je potrebu i opravdanost 
studija šumarstva uz postojeći na Šumarskome fakultetu 
Sveučilišta u Zagrebu, navodeći taksativno činjenice:

–  nema zaključnih spoznaja o uspješnosti primjene bolonj-
skoga procesa (nema ga ni danas – samo djelomično je 
ostvario očekivanja);

–  bolonjski proces ne prate na odgovarajući  način ostale 
promjene  u zakonodavno-organizacijskoj  sferi u hrvat-
skome šumarstvu;

–  preko 200 inženjera (magistara) šumarstva je prijavljeno 
na Zavodu za zapošljavanje (i danas ima oko 100 nezapo-
slenih);

–  sve manji je interes za studij klasičnog šumarstva; 
–  resorno ministarstvo sve manje financira terensku nastavu 

i režijske troškove postojećeg fakulteta;

–  postoji novo-izgrađeni suvremen i dostatan radni prostor, 
kojega treba i suvremeno opremiti; 

–  postoji pet međunarodno priznatih nastavnih poligona, 
međunarodna razmjena studenata i vrsni mladi nastav-
nici te 108 (danas 120) godišnja visokoškolska tradicija 
šumarske nastave u Hrvatskoj - četvrta na Sveučilištu u 
Zagrebu;

–  broj diplomiranih studenata je dostatan, da ne kažemo i 
prevelik za potrebe struke.

U nastavku autor se osvrće na potrebe županijskih vlasti, 
koje su fokusirane na svoj razvoj, a koje se u ovome slučaju 
krivo usmjeruju na rješavanje lokanih problema. Također 
navodi i konkretne primjere obrazovanja, potpuno nesvr-
sishodne te skreće pozornost na stručnost kadrova bez pe-
dagoške naobrazbe i iskustva. Umjesto nepotrebnih proši-
renja sveučilišne nastave šumarstva, predlaže da se 
posvetimo permanentnom obrazovanju, koje je danas nuž-
nost, a kod nas se provodi tri puta manje nego u EU. Sva-
kako treba težiti ka izvrsnosti, usmjeravajući prema tome 
cilju stručnjake specijaliste i financijska sredstva. Nažalost, 
očito ništa nismo naučili i nismo spremni analizirati nega-
tivnosti kao npr. iz srednjoškolskoga šumarskog obrazova-
nja, utemeljenog upravo na argumentima lokalne a ne na-
cionalne razine. Programi bi uz specifičnosti trebali biti 
gotovo jednaki za svih desetak šumarskih škola u Hrvatskoj, 
a da li  možemo među njima usporediti kvalitetu nastave 
(da li je ona uopće moguća s obzirom na kadrove i opremu) 
i potrebe struke? Gdje je tu izvrsnost, kojoj i na toj razini 
treba težiti?  

Svakako, o ovoj inicijativi potrebna je argumentirana ra-
sprava  na nacionalnoj razini (tko će to provesti kada naža-
lost resorni ministar ignorira šumarsku struku), bez poli-
tičkih pritisaka, površnosti i bez privatnih interesa, pa i 
želja za „tezgarenjem“, kojih nesporno ima.  
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It seems that history, just like fashion, repeats itself perio-
dically. Every so often there are some “wise guys” with, as 
folks would say, “outlandish ideas” which are, without 
exception, highly questionable and almost always groun-
dless. After the idea of establishing a new study of forestry 
was outlined in the journal of Glas Slavonije (Voice of Sla-
vonia) (14 February 2019), Professor Joso Vukelić, PhD, 
wrote an article for the column Challenges and Confronta-
tions (Forestry Journal 11-12/2006), in which he opposed 
the then unofficial idea by providing well argued facts. 
There is almost nothing to add to Professor Vukelić’s text, 
except that these days the said idea has become an official 
initiative of a local community and that the success or fa-
ilure of the Bologna Process can now be viewed objectively 
given the time passed. Everything else would only be tire-
some repetition, which we do not want, but what we would 
like here is to just hint at some issues and point to arguments 
in order to encourage you to look for and read the text by 
professor Vukelić, which is still highly topical.

For a start, the author focuses on the chaotic process of esta-
blishing similar studies with identical programmes outside 
the existing universities and former schools of higher edu-
cation in the Republic of Croatia, a process which is still 
going on. The results achieved by the newly opened studies 
have not justified their establishment, so it is clear that  their 
foundation was of an exclusively political nature. The most 
important issue that the author questions is the need and 
adequacy of launching a study of forestry in addition to the 
existing one at the Faculty of Forestry of the University in 
Zagreb. He lists the following facts:

–  there are no  conclusive insights on the success of the 
application of the Bologna Process (nor are there any to-
day, either - it has met the expectations only partially);

–  the Bologna Process is not adequately accompanied by 
other changes in the legislative-organisational sphere in 
the Croatian forestry;

–  there are over 200 engineers (masters) of forestry registe-
red at the Croatian Employment Service (currently with 
about 100 unemployed forestry engineers);

–  interest in the study of classical forestry is declining;
–  the competent ministry allocates less and less money to 

field training and overhead expenses at the existing fa-
culty;

–  there is a newly-built, modern and adequate facility which 
needs to be furnished with up-to-date equipment;

–  there are five internationally recognized teaching 
polygons, international student exchange and highly edu-
cated young teachers, as well as 108 years (at the time of 
writing the article and 120 years now) of tradition of 
higher forestry education in Croatia - the fourth study to 
be launched  at the University of Zagreb;

–  there are enough graduate students, and maybe even too 
many for the needs of the profession.

The author continues by discussing the need of county go-
vernments to stimulate development, which in this case is 
mistakenly directed at solving local problems. He cites some 
concrete examples of education which has not fulfilled its 
purpose and expresses concern about the  teaching staff 
with little pedagogical training and experience. Instead of 
expanding the university education of forestry, he proposes 
to focus on permanent education, which is a necessity to-
day but its implementation is three times lower than in the 
EU. The crucial goal to aspire towards should be excellence; 
accordingly, both expert specialists and financial means 
should be geared towards reaching this goal. Regrettably, 
we have not learned anything and we are not prepared to 
analyze the negative sides of, for example, forestry educa-
tion at the secondary school level, based precisely on the 
needs at the local communities rather than at the national 
level. Allowing for some specific aspects, the curricula sho-
uld be almost uniform in all of some ten forestry schools in 
Croatia. Can we compare the quality of teaching in these 
schools (is quality at all possible considering the staff and 
the equipment) and the needs of the profession? Where is 
educational excellence which should be aspired to at this 
level as well?       

Definitely, the initiative to establish another study of fore-
stry should be discussed at the national level (but who is 
going to conduct the discussion when the current compe-
tent minister ignores the forestry profession)? There should 
be no political pressures and superficiality, and all debates 
should be free of private interests, including a hidden wish 
to “make some money on the side”. 
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