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Nedavno je ponovo aktualizirana gradnja Kanala Dunav-
Sava (izvor Glas Slavonije), o ¢emu se razgovaralo i na zad-
njoj sjednici Savjeta za Slavoniju, Baranju i Srijem, gdje je
zupan Gali¢ podrzao gradnju kao strateski projekt Hrvat-
ske, o ¢emu pak Grad Vukovar ima suprotno misljenje, kao
i Sumarska struka. Suglasni smo s misljenjem da to nije
javni interes, nego interes privatnog kapitala kojega podr-
zava gradevinski lobi, koji Zeli zaradivati na gradnji i kasni-
jem odrzavanju. O Kanalu se nije raspravljalo od lipnja
2018. god. kada ga je Skupstina Vukovarsko-Srijemske zu-
panije nakon rasprave izostavila iz Razvojne strategije.

Proteklih godina viSe skupova smo odrzali na temu Kanala
Dunav-Sava. Da se podsjetimo: planirana trasa kanala je
duljine je 61,4 km od Dunava od Vukovara do Save kod
Samca, podijeljena u Cetiri posebne dionice: Dunavsko po-
drugje, Nustarska greda, Sredi$nji dio i Savsko podrudje.
Sirina dna kanala je 34 m, vodnog lica 58 m i dubina vode
4 m. Kod izgradnje samog kanala bit ¢e potrebno izgraditi:
dva pristanista (Vinkovci i Cerna), dvije crpne stanice, Ce-
tiri ustave, dva derivacijska kanala, jedan sifon, Cetiri Zelje-
znicka mosta, sedamnaest cestovnih mostova, jedan pje-
$acki most (Cerna), devet krizanja trase kanala s cjevovodom
(naftovod, plinovod, vodovod, kanalizacija, telekomunika-
cija), Sesnaest krizanja s dalekovodima razli¢itog napona.
U okviru rasprave o kanalu, izmedu ostalog, prigovor je bio
kako je gradnja kanala u odnosu na prostor prikazana samo
za kuce na samoj trasi, no isto toliko kuca ¢e biti uklonjeno
u kontaktnoj zoni, kao i u stvarnoj zoni kanala (97 samim
kanalom i 88 u kontaktnoj zoni). To dokazuje da zahvati u
krajolik i naselja ne nastaju samo gradnjom kanala Dunav-
Sava, ,vec i opseznim popratnim mjerama izvan zone ka-
nala i vjerojatno daleko dalje (planirane mjere odvodnja-
vanja i navodnjavanja)“. Dakle, moZe se polaziti od toga, da
¢e odgovaraju¢em naseljenom prostoru biti pogodeni i
drugi djelovi krajolika, kao $to su $ume i poljoprivredno
podrucdje. Prostorni plan se o tome uopce ne izjasnjava.

Ve¢ od najava moguce gradnje kanala, Hrvatsko sumarsko
drustvo suprotstavilo se tom projektu zbog pogubnog utje-
caja na Sumski ekosustav, posebice na Spa¢vansku Sumu
najveci hrasta luznjaka najvecu u Europi. Upozoravali smo
da ¢e se prokapanjem kanala poremetiti rezim podzemnih
voda o kojima ovise $ume Spac¢vanskog i Bosutskog bazena,
koje su pak usko povezane s globalnom promjenom klime.
Za pouzdane rezultate u tome podrudju istrazivanja po-

trebni su odredeni vremenski nizovi stvarnoga mjerenja u
danasnjem razdoblju uocenih klimatskih promjena, kako
bi bi se dobili pouzdani rezultati. ,,Kako te Sume ovise o hi-
drogeoloskim okolnostima u rjekama i njihovom dinami¢-
nom vodnom rezimu, prostorni plan se mora izjasniti o
sveukupnom povezanom $umskom ekosustavu i o njego-
vom odnosu prema vodi. Izabrani linearni isje¢ak od 10.600
ha nije dovoljan za prikaz i ne odgovara ekoloskim okol-
nostima“ Isto tako, opskrbu pitkom vodom (Regionalna
opskrba podzemnih voda «Gundinci-Babina Greda») treba
takoder tretirati kao posebno vrijednim zastite. , Kanal
ugrozava to strateski osobito vazno mjesto za uzimanje
pitke vode, ukljucivsiinjegovo prostorno veliko obuhvatno
podrudje, bez davanja to¢nih podataka® Pitanje navodnja-
vanja poljprivrednih povrsina, ekoloski opravdano, pa i
troskovno povoljnije, bolje je rijesiti gravitacijom iz aku-
mulacija na Psunju i Papuku.

Na mnoga pitanja taj projekt nije dao odgovore, posebice
nije poznato kako ¢e gradnja kanala utjecati i na kontaktna
podrudja izvan projekta. Stru¢njaci postavljaju pitanje: da
li je izgradnja uopce svrsishodna i moguca te kakvo gos-
podarsko znacenje ima za Hrvatsku? ,,1.) Hrvatska ve¢ ima
povoljno stajaliste u medunarodnom rje¢nom brodarskom
prometu (Vukovar) i 2.) jer bi gradnja kanala poticala kon-
kurenciju kroz bosanske luke na Savi. I za tu tocku je prije
utvrdivanja plana potrebna analiza troskovi - korist. Struc-
njaci se pitaju zasto bi Hrvatska potrosila 600 milijuna eura
za priklju¢ak inozemnih luka uz Dunav i time sama sebi
stvorila konkurenciju? Zar nije bolje voziti Zeljeznicom di-
rektno od Vukovara za Zagreb, Rijeku ili Plo¢e, a ne najprije
za Bosanski Samac ili Bré¢ko brodom, a od tamo  Zeljezni-
com". Svakako, nas najvi§e zanima $to ¢e biti s nasim naj-
vrjednijim nizinskim Sumama kada padne razina podze-
mnih voda, njihov osnovni hidroloski ¢imbenik. Sumarski
stru¢njaci su suglasni da ¢e se primjerice $ume Spa¢vanskog
bazena, posebice one starije (dakle najkvalitetnije) osusiti,
jer korjenov sustav hrasata luznjaka ne¢e mo¢i dose¢i novu
razinu podzemne vode. Dakle ,,nove price“ o Kanalu Du-
nav-Sava poziv su da se ponovo uklju¢imo u argumentiranu
raspravu, kako bi zastitili nase najvrjednije nizinske Sume.
To je osnovni problem, kompatibilan upravo s novopri-
hva¢enom Zelenom tranzicijom UN, ugradenom nedavno
i u Nacionalnu strategiju razvoja.
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EDITORIAL

THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE DANUBE — SAVA CANAL AND

THE EU GREEN TRANSITION

The plan to construct the Danube - Sava Canal (source: Glas
Slavonije) has recently been put back on the agenda. The to-
pic was discussed at the last session of the Council for Slavo-
nia, Baranja and Srijem, at which occasion Mr Gali¢, the Dis-
trict Prefect, favoured the construction as a Croatian strategic
project. However, the City of Vukovar as well as the forestry
profession have an opposite opinion. We maintain that the
project is not in public interest; rather, it is in the interest of
private capital supported by the construction lobby, which
wants to make profit on the construction and the subsequent
maintenance of the Canal. The topic of the Canal had not
been discussed since June 2018, when, after a lengthy discu-
ssion, the Assembly of the Vukovar-Srijem County omitted it
from the Developmental Strategy.

Several conferences have been held on the topic of the Dan-
ube - Sava Canal in recent years. Here are some facts: the
planned route of the Canal is 61.4 km from the River Danube
at Vukovar to the River Sava at Samac and is divided into four
separate sections: the Danube region, the Nustar Microeleva-
tion, the Central Part and the Sava Region. The width of the
Canal is 34 m, the water face is 58 m and the water depth is 4
m. The following will have to be constructed: two docks
(Vinkovci and Cerna), two pumping stations, four dams, two
derivation canals, one siphon, four railway bridges, seventeen
road bridges, one footbridge (Cerna), nine crossings of the
canal route with pipelines (oil pipeline, gas pipeline, water
supply, sewerage, telecommunications), sixteen crossings with
transmission lines of different voltages.

Within the discussion of the canal, it was pointed out among
other things that in relation to the space, the construction of
the canal was only presented for the houses on the route itself.
However, almost as many houses will have to be removed
from the contact zone as from the actual canal zone (96 hou-
ses by the canal itself and 88 houses in the contact zone). This
shows that interventions in the landscape and the settlements
will not be restricted only to the construction of the Danube
- Sava Canal, but “through massive additional measures will
extend outside the Canal zone and probably far beyond
(planned drainage and irrigation)” Thus, it can be assumed
that other parts of the landscape in the populated area, such
as forests and agricultural land, will also be affected. Yet, there
is no mention of this in the spatial plan at all.

Ever since the first mention of the possible construction of the
canal, the Croatian Forestry Association has opposed this
project due to its detrimental impact on the forest ecosystem,
and in particular on the Spacva Forest, the largest forest of
pedunculate oak in Europe. We have pointed out again and
again that the digging of the canal will disrupt the groundwa-

ter regime on which the forests in the Spacva and Bosut basin
depend and which are closely linked to the global climate
change. In order to obtain reliable results in this area of re-
search, certain time series or actual measurements are re-
quired in the present period of the observed climate changes.
“As these forests depend on hydrogeological circumstances in
the rivers and on their dynamic water regimes, the spatial plan
must clearly state the overall interrelated forest ecosystem and
its relationship with the water. The selected linear clip of
10,600 ha is not sufficient for the illustration and does not cor-
respond to ecological circumstances”. In addition, the supply
of potable water (Regional groundwater supply of «Gundinci
- Babina Greda») should also be treated as particularly valu-
able for protection. “The Canal jeopardizes this strategically
important drinking water supply; including its extensive spa-
tial area, without providing accurate data”. It is more ecologi-
cally justified and cost efficient to solve the problem of irrigat-
ing agricultural areas with gravity from the reservoirs on Psunj
and Papuk. F12

Many of the questions related to the project have remained
unanswered, in particular those of how the construction of the
Canal will affect the contact zones outside the project. Experts
wonder whether the construction of the Canal is at all purpose-
ful and possible and what economic importance it will have
for Croatia, because “1) Croatia already has a favourable posi-
tion in international river shipping transport (Vukovar) and
2), the construction of the Canal would encourage competi-
tion through Bosnian ports on the River Sava. A cost-benefit
analysis is needed prior to determining the plan. Experts are
also asking why Croatia should spend 600 million Euro to con-
nect foreign ports along the Danube and thus create competi-
tion for itself. Is not it better to run the railway directly from
Vukovar to Zagreb, Rijeka or Ploce, rather than first ship to
Bosanski Samac or Breko, and then continue from there by
railway?” What we are most interested in is what will happen
to Croatia’s most valuable lowland forests when the level of
groundwater, their basic hydrologic factor, drops. Forestry ex-
perts express uniform opinion that the forests of the Spa¢va
basin, for example, especially the older ones (therefore, the best
quality ones), will dry, because the root system of pedunculate
oak will not be able to reach the new groundwater levels.

Therefore, the “new tales” of the Danube - Sava Canal are an
invitation to re-engage in well argued debates aimed at pro-
tecting our most valuable lowland forests. This is the basic
problem compatible with the newly adopted UN Green Tran-
sition, which was recently incorporated in the National De-
velopment Strategy.
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