RIJEC UREDNISTVA
CITAMO L/ (ILI NE) SUMARSKI LIST?

Sumarski list je znanstveno-stru¢no i stalesko glasilo
Hrvatskoga $umarskog drustva, iji je prvi broj tiskan 1.
sijecnja 1877. godine i izlazi neprekidno do danas. Dakle,
u tisku je njegovo 143. godiste! Pri osnivanju Hrvatskog $u-
marskog drustva, koje biljezi 172 godine utemeljenja, medu
postavljenim ciljevima rada bilo je, izmedu ostalog, ponaj-
prije uvodenje Sumarske nastave u Hrvatskoj ($to je
ostvareno osnivanjem Gospodarsko-sumarskog ucilista u
Krizevcima 1860. godine) i tiskanje Sumarskog glasila te iz-
gradnja Sumarskog doma (3to je ostvareno 1898. godine).
Sve su to ostvarili nasi Sumari-prethodnici, a §to mi
bastinimo do danas. Te temelje nove generacije Sumarskih
stru¢njaka trebaju samo ¢uvati i dogradivati. Cinimo li to
odgovorno? Ovo je samo nekoliko recenica uvoda, da ne
zaboravimo $umarsku povijest. No, zbog Cega pitanje u na-
slovu? Naime, ovih dana ¢uli smo neke kritike na ra¢un
kvalitete nasega ¢asopisa, a iskazana je i sumnja ¢itaju li ga
$umarski stru¢njaci, posebice oni na terenu? Kritika je sva-
kako dobra, jer ona poti¢e na pobolj$anje stanja, no ona
treba biti dobronamjerna i argumentirana. Ako se ona tice
kvalitete znanstvenih i stru¢nih ¢lanka, nju odreduju po-
najprije teme iz svih segmenata Sumarstva i autori, a veri-
ficiraju ih prethodno Urednistvo i kona¢no recenzenti. Ne-
zamislivo je da bi glavni urednik i dva recenzenta
specijalista iz odnosnog znanstveno-stru¢nog podrucja su-
marstva mogli ,,propustiti“ za tiskanje neinteresantan i ne-
kvalitetan ¢lanak. Ako je pak problem u temama i autorima
znanstvenih i stru¢nih ¢lanaka iz inozemnog podrucja, ko-
mentar moze biti ,,dvosmjeran®. Njima kao i doma¢im au-
torima vazno je da ¢lanak bude tiskan u Sumarskome listu
koji je citiran u relevantnim svjetskim ¢asopisima, $to do-
prinosi napredovanju u struci. No, nijeli to istovremeno i
dobra promidzba za nas ¢asopis? Isto tako, nezamislivo je
da su nasim $umarskim stru¢njacima bag sve njihove teme
neinteresantne, s obzirom na ¢injenicu da je Hrvatska pla-

ninska, ravnicarska i mediteranska zemlja obrasla Sumama
sli¢nima u okruzenju. No, ako nam je pak problem strani
jezik unato¢ dvojezi¢nom kratkom sadrzaju i prilozima,
onda se moramo upitati kojega smo to intelektualnog ,,pro-
fila“ u 21. stolje¢u? S druge strane, posebno naglasavamo
kako Urednistvo uvijek daje prednost domacim znanstve-
nicima, posebice stru¢njacima s terena, koje Cesto pozi-
vamo da se upravo oni javljaju u ¢asopisu, kao §to su to ¢i-
nili nasi vrli prethodnici. Sumarski list je digitaliziran, pa
nije tesko pregledati starija godista casopisa i uvjeriti se u
kvalitetu ¢lanaka i interesantnost obradivanih tema iz Su-
marske prakse, $to nam danas, iskreno receno, nedostaje. S
time u vezi slijedi pitanje, posebice kriti¢arima: kada su za-
dnji puta napisali znanstveno-stru¢ni ¢lanak ili bilo kakav
napis i objavili ga u svome znanstveno-stru¢nom i stales-
kom glasilu? Hrvatsko Sumarstvo je imalo, ima i imat Ce,
kako organizacijskih tako i stru¢nih problema, pa je prilika
da o tome progovorimo, primjerice u rubrikama Izazovi i
suprotstavljanja ili Aktualno. U ovoj rubrici smo viekratno
dobronamjerno ukazivali na probleme ocekujuci odaziv
struke! No o¢ito je da je ve¢ina, danas moderno rec¢eno,
spremna samo za ,,zapozorje®, a samo iznimno za scenu.

Jo$ samo jedna napomena u vezi s ¢itanjem ili necitanjem
Sumarskoga lista (i ne samo njega); doajen hrvatskoga Su-
marstva pokojni Prof. emeritus Branimir Prpi¢ cesto je znao
re¢i: ,,Tko 5 do 7 godina ,,zapusti“ struku, trebao bi ponovo
upisati fakultet”. To je upravo na tragu danas posebno apo-
strofiranog permanentnog obrazovanja, vjerujuéi daje je-
dan od ,,alata“ u tome procesu i Sumarski list. Na kraju, bilo
bi dobro da svatko od nas stane pred ogledalo, pogleda se
te postavi pitanje, na koje moze ili ne moze dati odgovor;
bit ¢e to samo jedno od mnostva koja danas opterecuju
$umarstvo. Ako u tom trenutku oborimo pogled, jos ima
nade za nas i nasu struku.

Urednistvo



EDITORIAL

DO WE READ FORESTRY JOURNAL (OR NOT)?

Forestry Journal is a scientific forestry-specialized publica-
tion of the Croatian Forestry Association, whose first issue
came out on January 1st, 1877. The journal has since been
continuously published to this day, reaching its 143rd anni-
versary this year! At the foundation of the Croatian Forestry
Association 172 years ago, the set goals included the intro-
duction of forestry education in Croatia (which was fulfilled
by the establishment of the Agriculture and Forestry College
in Krizevci in 1860), the publication of a forestry journal,
and the construction of Forestry Home (completed in
1898). All these goals, achieved by our foresters-predece-
ssors, have been left to us to guard and value. New genera-
tions of forestry experts must preserve and add to these fir-
mly laid foundations. Are we performing this task in a
responsible manner? These few introductory sentences are
meant to remind us of our forestry history. But why the
question in the headline? These days we have been hearing
some criticism on the quality of our journal, as well as some
doubts as to whether forestry experts, in particular those
working in the field, actually read their journal. Criticism
is certainly more than welcome, because it drives us to make
improvements, but it should be benevolent and well argued.
If criticism relates to the quality of scientific and specialized
articles, we must say that the quality is primarily determi-
ned by the topics from all segments of forestry and by the
authors. Before being accepted and printed, the topics are
verified by the Editorial Board and by the reviewers. It is
unthinkable that the Editor-in-Chief and two reviewers,
specialists in a scientific-specialized field of forestry, could
“allow” an uninteresting and low-quality article to be prin-
ted. If, on the other hand, the problem lies in the topics and
authors of scientific and specialized articles from abroad,
the comment may have a “two-way” aspect. Both to them
and to Croatian authors it is important for their articles to
be published in Forestry Journal, which is cited in relevant
world journals. as this contributes to their advancement in
the profession. Is this not a good advertisement for our jour-
nal as well? It is also almost impossible to imagine that our
forestry experts cannot find at least one of the topics by fo-
reign authors interesting, considering that Croatia is a mo-

untainous, lowland and Mediterranean country covered
with forests similar to those in the surrounding countries.
If, on the other hand, the problem lies in the foreign lan-
guage, despite the fact that all the abstracts and supplements
are written in two languages, then we should question our
intellectual “profile” in the 21st century. We would parti-
cularly like to stress that the Editorial Board always gives
priority to Croatian scientists and experts in the field. We
always invite them to publish in the journal and follow in
the footsteps of our illustrious predecessors. Forestry Jour-
nal is digitalized and it is not hard to browse through earlier
volumes and observe the quality of the articles and the im-
portance of practical forestry topics, something that we, to
be honest, lack. Here is a question for our forestry experts,
in particular those who criticise: when was the last time you
wrote a scientific-specialized article or any other writing
and published it in your scientific-specialized and professi-
onal journal? The Croatian forestry has had and will con-
tinue to have organisational and professional problems. The
journal columns Challenges and Confrontations or Current
Topics provide an ideal opportunity to discuss them and
look for solutions. We have on multiple occasions benevo-
lently highlighted current problems, hoping to receive feed-
back from the profession! It is clear, however, that the ma-
jority of us are prepared to be “backstage” rather than on
the open stage.

Here is yet another comment related to reading (or not re-
ading) Forestry Journal or any other journals: the doyen of
Croatian forestry, late Professor Emeritus Branimir Prpi¢,
used to day: “A person who has been out of the profession
for five to seven years should enrol the faculty anew.” This
goes in favour of the currently discussed issue of life-long
learning, for which we believe Forestry Journal provides
one of the “tools”. Finally, it would be revealing if we wo-
uld stand in front of the mirror, look ourselves in the eye,
and ask and answer questions that burden forestry today.
If in the process we sometimes cast down our eyes, then
there is still hope for us and our profession.

Editorial Board



