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saw in the events in Manchuria an evidence of the military weakness of Russia, which became the basis for their unjustified
self-confidence in the 1914. Modern researches are based on well-known facts, they involve new sources into circulation, and
overcome the predetermined ideological interpretations. The previous theoretical and methodological approaches are being
revised. In historiography, especially in Russia, a spectrum of interpretations of an exceptional diversity is preserved. There is a
persistent desire, if necessary, to expand. The newest theoretical and technical elaborations were tasted in this war. This war
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Pa3BuTME BOEHHO-MOPCKOr0 UCKYCCTBA B PyccKo-anoHcKoi BoHe 1904-1905 rr.:
KpaTKoe onncaHue

© W.B. Haymos®, fl. BucbHeBcKm”

® VIPKYTCKMI HaLMOHaNbHBIN UCCAe0BaTENbCKUI TEXHUUECK U1 YHUBEpCUTET, T. MpKyTCK, Poccua
b
YHusepcuteT Hukonaa KonepHuka, TopyHsb, Monbwa

AHHOMayuA: [laHHOe WCCNefoBaHWE MOCBALWEHO BbIACHEHMIO PA3BUTUA BOEHHO-MOPCKOrO MacTepcTsa B mepuog Pyccko-
AMNOHCKOW BOWHBbI. Pyccko-anoHckan BoitHa 1904—1905 rr., Bbi3BaHHaA 60pbb0oit 33 rereMoHMI0 B BOCTOUHOM A3MK MexXAay AByMA
CTpaHamM, 3aHUMAET 0coboe MecTo B UCTOPMK. Ta BOMHa bBblna camoi KPYNHOM cpeam nepsbix BOMH 3M0Xu NapoBoro bpoHe-
HOCHOro ¢noTa. PasnnyHble BUALI MOPCKOTO BOOPYKEHMA LWMPOKO UCMO/Ib30BANNCh B XO4E 3TOW BOMHbI. PYCCKMI1 U ANOHCK M
NAaHbl MOPCKOW BOWMHbI OCHOBbLIBANUCHL Ha M3BECTHOM Teopun «MaxeH-Konomba». Of4HUM U3 NOCNeACTBUIA PYCCKO-AMOHCKOW
BOVHbI CTano 70, Yto NepmaHuma 1 ABCcTpo-BeHrpusa counn 6oesble geicTena B MaHbUYKypun M Ha TUXOM OKeaHe CBUAETENbCT-
BOM BOEHHOI €1abocTn Poccuu. 3To B CBOKO o4epesb NOPOANI0 HEOBOCHOBAHHYIO CaMOYBEPEHHOCTb LIEHTPANbHbIX AEPKaB B
1914 r., nepea cambim Hayanom [lepBoil MUPOBOI BOMHbI. COBPEMEHHbIE UCCNEA0BAaHMA ONUPAOTCA M Ha 06LLEen3BecTHble
baKTbl, ¥ BOB/IEKAIOT B 060POT HOBbIE UCTOYHMKM, U NPEOLONEBAIOT NPeAPeLEeHHOCTb UAE0N0TMYECKUX TPAKTOBOK. Mepecmat-
PUBAOTCA NPEXKHME TEOPETUKO-METOA0A0TMYECKME NOAX0Abl. B nctopuorpadmmn, ocobeHHO poCCUMACKOM, COXPAHAETCA UCKIIHO-
YuTe/IbHbIA MO Pa3HOODOpPasnto CMEKTP TPAKTOBOK. HanuuLo HacToWuMBOe CTpeMIeHWe Npu HeOBXOAMMOCTM PacWUPUTL KOH-
TEKCT PacCMOTPEHMA U n3bexkaTb ynpoLLeHHbIN noaxoa K npobnemam. B Pyccko-anoHCcKoM BoiHe Gblan onpoboBaHbl HoBe -
WMe TeOpPeTUYECKUE U TEXHUYECKME Pa3paboTKKU. ITa BOWHA ABMIACL OTMPABHOW TOYKOW U MOLLHBIM UMNYABCOM A1 Lasb-
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HEMIWero CTPEMUTENbHOTO Pa3BUTUA BCEX OTPAcNell BOEHHO-MOPCKOTO MacTepCTBa BeAyLMX MUPOBbLIX Aepikas. Bototwuive
CTOPOHbI Pa3BMBaAM BCE OTPACAN BOEHHO-MOPCKOrO MAcTEPCTBA YKe BO BPEMSA 3TOM BOWHbI. B Hell ocBeLLeHbI: PasBUTHE Tak-
TUKM MOpPCKOTro 601, COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHME AENCTBUIN NETKUX CMA GNOTA M UCMO/b30BAaHME MUHHO-TOPMEAHOTO OPYHKUA, a TaKKe
OpraHM3aLma B3aumogencTemna GaoTa U CyxonyTHOM apmuu.

Kntoyessie cnosa: apTunnepws, bpoHeHocew, UCKYCCTBO, Kpelcep, MaHEBP, MMHA, MUHOHOCEL, Pa3BeAKa, TaKTUKa, Topnesa,
¢bnoT, ackagpa
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The outcome of the Russian-Japanese War of
1904-1905 had a decisive influence on international
relations such as on Russia's influence in the world,
and the authority of the Russian monarchy within the
country and in the world. For example, there is very
widespread thesis that during the existence (from the
beginning of the 18th century) of the Russian Navy, it
participated in 24 major battles, of which it won 23
and lost in one — Tsushima. Germany and Austria-
Hungary saw in the events in Manchuria evidence of
the military weakness of their eastern neighbor, which
became the basis for their unjustified self-confidence
in the summer and autumn of 1914.

Russia's deliberate non-intervention in the Bos-
nian crisis of 1908-1909 allowed Austria-Hungary in
1914 to believe that Russia would retreat at the last
minute and would not help Serbia. The disappearance
of the factor of earlier (before 1905) powerful Russian
Baltic Fleet became an additional basis for Germany's
offensive rather than defensive behavior. Military ac-
tions were reported in the press of the largest naval
powers, ec. in Germany. “Taschenbuch der Kriegsflot-
ten” 1904, 1905, 1906 (Der japanisch-russische
Seekrieg, 1911).

However, the low assessment of the military
power of the Russian Empire turned out to be deeply
mistaken. The Russo-Japanese War became a timely
combat exam, following which a comprehensive “cor-
rection of mistakes” was carried out. The military in-
dustry of Russia, especially the shipbuilding industry,
had received serious development. Both land and sea
combat experience had been systematically and com-
prehensively analyzed. Great successes had been
achieved in military theory, as well as in mobilization

practice and the general development of the national
economy.

Modern researches are based on well-known
facts, they involve new sources into circulation, and
overcome the predetermined ideological interpreta-
tions (Chistyakov, 1988; Mel'nikov, 1989; Chistyakov,
2008; Likharev, 2009). The previous theoretical and
methodological approaches are being revised (Fe-
dorov, 2005%; Antipin, 2013% Frolov, 20183). In histo-
riography (Zolotarev, Kozlov, 1990; Diskant, 2003),
especially in Russia, a spectrum of interpretations of
an exceptional diversity is preserved (Galenin, 2009;
Bol'nykh, 2010; Gribovskii, 2012; Airapetov, 2014;
Balakin, 2017; Lisitsyn, 2020, P. 220-232, 384-413).
There is a persistent desire, if necessary, to expand
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the context of consideration and to avoid a simplified
approach to problems.

The race of the leading world-powers for navy
armaments and connected with it the rapid progress
of military technique in the last decades of the XIX
century set the problem of the most effective use of
new navy forces. Many theories devoted to solving
the task appeared at that time. Two of them got most
widely spread among military sailors of the world.

One of them is the theory of “Mahen-Colomb”
whose authors were an American A. Mahen and an
Englishman F. Colomb. And the other is the theory of
“Young school” created in France. A sharp rival began
among the supporters of those two theories at the
end of XIX century and at the beginning of the XX cen-
tury.

By the theory of “M.-C.” the sea war is an inde-
pendent war of fleets. The main idea of this theory is
to get a domination on the sea by a decisive and gen-
eral battle of ironclad forces. According to the theory
this battle should be an artillerist duel of ironclads in
which the strongest would win. They offered to in-
crease the class of ironclads and to perfect artillerist
arming. And all other navy forces should just be an
appendage to the ironclad forces. The authors forgot
about interaction of navy and land forces. The “Young
school” theory denies the decisive importance of the
general battle of ironclad forces in a sea war. The au-
thors thought that light ships and strong explosives
would play the main role in the sea war. The greatest
importance was given to the active operations of
cruisers.

“The Japanese plan of sea war was based on the
theory of «Mahen-Colomb». The idea of a smashing,
rapid, sudden blow to the chief Russians forces in the
Port-Arthur for getting a domination on the sea was
the main idea” (Naumov, 2015. P. 62).

In Russia the preparation of navy to the war and
the development of navy skills had more problems.
There was no unity of points of view on navy skills on
the eve of the war. There was a stubborn straggle be-
tween the supporters of the “M.-C.” on one side and
the supporters of the “Y.s.” theory on the other side.
The government could not decide what navy fleet
Russia needed. “The government could not choose

whether it should have been the ocean cruiser fleet
with considerable independence of actions on the
enemy communications or the ironclads fleet for ac-
tions near the coasts. As the result the ships of all
types were being built, but not systematically. It was
decided that Japan would probably be the opponent
in the future war because of the deterioration of Rus-
sian-Japanese relations. It was decides only in 1897.
The waters of the Far East were decided to be the war
theater at the sea. Accordingly the government elabo-
rated the program of building a large amount of iron-
clads and cruisers with powerful arms and strong ar-
mor, but with small radius of operating” (Naumov,
2015. P. 64).

The absence of the unity in questions of tactics
had an influence on the readiness of the navy com-
manders. The level of the fighting knowledge of the
navy personnel was high, but the tactics skills of the
commanders of ships, detachments, squadrons were
low. The role of tactical investigation and the impor-
tance of the organization of the navy bases guard
against the attacks from the sea was underestimated
by Russian navy commanders. So the Russian fleet did
not make any intelligence near the Port-Arthur before
the war. Only 2 torpedo boats were singled out to
guard the outer road stead where the squadron was
located and 2 ships with searchlights periodically
lighted the road stead. The interaction with the coast
artillery was not organized. The beginning of the war
showed that all these measures were insufficient. The
Japanese made a sudden torpedo boat impact to Rus-
sians ships and damage 3 of them.

As the result Russian navy did not have any
common conception of the war with Japan and conse-
quently it was not well prepared for the fighting.

The tactic preparation of the Russian navy had
been carried out till the death of the vice-admiral
S.0. Makarov on the “Petropavlovsk” ironclad on the
13" of April, 1904. Then the tactic preparation was
stopped because of the weakening of navy ironclad
forces (out of 7 ironclads — 1 was sank, 3 were de-
stroyed and were being repared).

The second big sea fight among Russian and
Japanese fleets was the fight on the 10™ of August,
1904 in the Yellow sea. It happened when Russian
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squadron tried to brake through to Vladivostok from
besieged by the Japanese Port-Arthur (where the
ships were under artillery bombardment).

The order of the commander-in-chief of the army
in the Far East, admiral E.I. Alekseev, to break through
to the Vladivostok no matter how made the main in-
fluence on the tactic of the Russian fleet in that fight.
That is why the Russian fleet did not try to fight with
the enemy and put to it the maximal losses but on the
contrary avoided the fight and went to Vladivostok.
Those considerations caused the passive character of
the fight. But the commander of the Russian squad-
ron, contr-admiral V.K. Vitgeft used mistakes of the
Japanese in their maneuvering in the first phase of the
fight, and the Russian fleet almost broke through
Japanese fleet. But the advantage of Japanese ships in
speed (18 knots vs. 14.5 knots) helped the Japanese
fleet to reach the Russian fleet and to renew the fight
with Russians. But because of the chosen passive tac-
tics and the lack of practice in transmitting the com-
mander power the Russian squadron broke up after
the perish of V.K. Vitgeft (one part of the ships went
to neutral ports following the orders were it was in-
terned — 1 ironclad, 2 cruisers, 4 torpedo-boats, and
the most part of the ships — 5 ironclads, 1 cruiser, 3
torpedo boats — returned to Port-Arthur).

The advantage of the Japanese was in the light
forces which were not used. The sight-adjustment and
firing were difficult because of the artillery fire decen-
tralization. At last, the fight was held without deter-
mination because the maneuver of the enveloping
and destroying the leaderships was not completed.

The fight in the Yellow sea on the 10" of August,
1904 made a powerful influence on the future devel-
opment of the tactics. The fight showed the impor-
tance of the maneuvering in detachments, the impor-
tance of the advantage in speed (only that advantage
helped the Japanese to reach the Russians). The re-
vealed increase of big caliber artillery’s role was con-
nected with bigger distance of the fight (it was held on
a distance of 4,5-2 sea miles, 45-20 cables), the fight
also showed the importance of the leading of the fleet
and the necessity in reliable signal system, the fight
showed the necessity of the central organization of
the firing, and, at last, the fight showed that there

should have been an interaction of all forces and all
means of the navy besides just artillery fire for getting
a success on the condition of the active maneuvering.

But only Japanese seamen took a lesson from the
fight on the 10™ of August. Russians did not use the
lesson because the Russian squadron in Port-Arthur
was not active after that fight. The 2" Russian Pacific
squadron began its famous campaign to the Far East
in October, 1904. They did not use the lesson either
(on the reasons described below).

There was no any Russian base on their way of
the 2" Pacific squadron. | was the most important
thing to provide the squadron well enough. That com-
plicated task was solved in the following way: the
route of the squadron was a secret for safety, an in-
terrupted supply of coal and food was organized, a
self moving repairing base was made from specially
equipped steamers. Good security was organized on
the anchorites because of the experience of Port-
Arthur. The detachment of old ships of contr-admiral
N.N. Nebogatov (1 ironclad, 3 coast guard ironclads,
1 cruiser) joined to the squadron for strengthening it
after the wreck of Port-Arthur squadron ships.

The 2™ Pacific squadron came to the war region
in May, 1905. This campaign affected the navy skill
development.

The Tsushima fight, the last big fight of the Rus-
sian-Japanese war happened on the 27" of May,
1905.

The tactics chosen by Z.P.Rozhdestvensky did
not use the experience of that war and in the whole
was the reason of the Russian squadron defeat. The
plan of the fight was not worked out. There was no
conference of the flag-officers and the commanders
about the future fight. The questions of transmitting
the leadership in the fight were not decided and dis-
cussed. The squadron fought in a column consisting of
new fast moving and old ships, on the speed of
9 knots.

The skillful tactic actions of the detachment
commanders and the new methods of the artillery
firing by the squadron volley gave the victory to the
Japanese in the Tsushima. The Japanese maneuvered
on the high speed of 16 knots.
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The Tsushima fight on the 27" of May, 1905
summed up the sea fight tactic development in the
Russian-Japanese war. The fight showed the prefer-
ence of the tactic of enveloping maneuvers to the tac-
tic of fight on parallel courses. The importance of
hight speed war was showed in this fight. It was the
speed of the ships that gave possibility of making sys-
tematically the maneuver of the enveloping to the
Japanese. The new method of firing organization
made a good job during the fight. The middle caliber
gun role decreased because the fire distance became
more extended.

The Tsushima fight also showed the necessity of
organization of the continuous tactic intelligence.
Thus the tactic intelligence became the most impor-
tant part of the sea fight tactic and the most impor-
tant part of the success in it.

The Russian Pacific fleet was doing a little, epi-
sodical inquiring in the first month of the war. The
detachments of torpedo-boats were looking around
the coast bays periodically and sometimes were on
duty in them at night. There was no search of the en-
emy. The tactic intelligence expanded after
S.0. Makarov's coming to Port-Arthur. The instruction
demanded to find the enemy, to define his forces and
intentions, to fight him if possible (The Russian-
Japanese war...,, 1910a. P. 485). The torpedo boat de-
tachments were inquiring day and night in March-
April, 1904. Those forces constantly increased. For the
first time there were 1-2 (later 9-16) torpedo boats
for inquiring (The Russian-Japanese war..,, 1910a. P.
486). But the activity of Russian intelligence became
lower and ceased after the perish of Makarov. The 2"
Pacific squadron inquiring was done on the four ap-
proaches to the future anchorage by the cruisers and
the torpedo boats. But there was no inquiring during
the campaign. That is why the Russians knew nothing
about the position of the Japanese before the Tsu-
shima fight.

Japanese fleet-blockaded Port-Arthur before the
descent operation of Japanese forces. The blockade
began on the 28™ of April, 1904. Investigation was
carried out by the blockading ships and went on till
the end of the blockade. The radio communication
was used during the reconnoitring.

The patrol service-was strengthened in the Korea
strait at the end of April. The patrol ships were lined in
2 parlor skirmish chains. There were 12 auxiliary cruis-
ers in the south of the strait and 8 light cruisers in the
very strait (The navy actions..., 1910. P. 37).

The sea fight tactic skill got the greatest devel-
opment during the Russian-Japanese war. The light
forces were on the auxiliary role before. The Russian-
Japanese war demonstrated the expansion of the
sphere of action of the navy forces. During the war the
light forces tactic got a big development, and com-
pletely new, unsuspected before new forms and
methods of the light forces navy fight appeared.

Before the Russian-Japanese war the most im-
portant light forces’ tasks besides the reconnaissance
were torpedo blows and carrying out the cruisers op-
erations on the communications of the enemy. But for
some reasons those trends of light forces activity got
the least development during the war.

The first torpedo blow fight showed the little ra-
dius of torpedo actions and impossibility for torpedo
boat (a rather big ship) to come close enough to the
enemy to attack it at the day time because of the ac-
tive counteraction of the last. That is why the torpedo
boats were acting basically at night during the war.
Besides, the Russian seamen activity was not good
enough because the lack of torpedo boats (there were
25 torpedo boats in Port-Arthur) and, especially, of
torpedoes.

The cruiser operations were rare. The Japanese
navy did not plan and did not carry out those opera-
tions at all. The main cause was that Russia did not
have large sea communication in the Far East. And on
the contrary the island situation of Japan and sea
transport gave large opportunities for cruising on its
communications and influence upon the war. But the
Russian navy did not have enough cruisers for such
operation (Klado, 1905. P. 302).

For increasing the cruiser war Russians tried to
use the auxiliary cruisers, which were reconstructed
from fast commercial steamers. Two of them began to
operate in the Red sea and 4 of them near the Hybrol-
tar strait in summer, 1904. But their cruising was not
effective and was stopped because they were far
away from the place of war actions, because of the
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impossibility to determine the military contraband
and because of the diplomatic complications. Another
try was in May, 1905, when 4 auxiliary cruisers began
operations on the Japanese communications in the
Pacific Ocean.

Nevertheless the experience was carefully stud-
ied and it was used by Germany during the | World
War in spite of limitation of the cruiser's operations
and their low efficiency.

The mine defense was very important for Russian
commanders because of Japanese navy majority. The
mine defense plan provided protection of many bays
of the Kvantunsky peninsula, the outer road of Port-
Arthur, and also protection of Amursky and Ussuryisky
bays. In the whole Russians put 1630 mines in obsta-
cle at the beginning of the war (The Russian-Japanese
war..., 1910a. P. 91, 355).

But the both sides began to use mines in the at-
tack son after the war beginning. The mine skill tactic
was perfected because of this. The minefields were
used as one of such actions. And several steamers
were reconstructed into the mine boats by the Japa-
nese. The minefielding began in April, 1904. First the
mines were laid in 10 miles distance from Port-Arthur,
and the Japanese hoped that the night tide would
carry mines to the Russian base. The Japanese
changed their tactics because that method was not
effective. It was decided to put mines on the outer
Port-Arthur road stead.

The Japanese repeated the method near Vladivis-
tock, where they laid 715 mines (The navy actions...,
1910. P. 13). The “Gromoboy” ironclad cruiser was
heavy damaged on the eve of the Tsushima fight and
as a result Vladivostck cruiser detachment could not
help the 2" Pacific squadron.

The minelayer “Amur” laid 50 mines in 11 miles
from the port on the 14" of May, 1904. Two Japanese
ironclads wrecked on this mines on the next day.

They put contrivances on the 2 torpedo boats for
taking 2 mines on each at the beginning of July, 1904.
But their low efficiency forced them to search new
ideas. Soon they found the decision. Railroad rails for
12 mines were placed on the “Reshitelny” torpedo
boat. Its first mining was in 11 mines from Port-Arthur
on the 4" of August (The Russian-Japanese war...,

1910b. P. 304). The range of usage of torpedo boats
became wider. They were used both for torpedo at-
tacks and for mining.

The rails were placed on the other 3 torpedo
boats after the sea firing in the Yellow sea on the 10"
of August, 1904. They made 7 campaigns and laid 112
mines (Bykov, 1942. P. 62). The quantity of mining
could have been bigger, but the mine reserve was ex-
hausted in Port-Arthur, so they used trawled Japanese
mines. 1077 mines were mined near Port-Arthur by
Russians and 12 Japanese ships were wrecked (So-
rokin, 1952. P. 263), several were damaged by this
mines.

In the whole the mine using tactics well devel-
oped during the Russian-Japanese war. It happened
because of fight conditions (the coast zone), the
cheapness and the mine making simplicity, and the
night efficiency of that weapon. The principle methods
and ways of mine war appeared during the Russian-
Japanese war. This sphere of the navy skill was devel-
oped very rapidly.

The necessity of fighting against mines appeared
because of its total usage. The organization of mine
trawling was planned by both sides before the war.
They thought the trawling was a job for cutters and
launches. The metal hawser was used for trawling by
placing it between two ships. That very type of trawl-
ing was used by Russian navy for trawling Port-
Arthur’s road stead. Thus a new constant navy de-
tachment, the trawl caravan, appeared and increased
constantly afterwards.

Then there was a new permanent detachment of
the fleet-the trawl caravan, which subsequently con-
stantly increased.

In summer, 1904 it consisted of 7 steam cha-
lands, 6 cutters, 2 light steamers and 4 mine layers
(The Russian-Japanese war..., 1910b. P. 91, 223). The
gun boats and mine layers were used to protect it. The
caravan worked every day except the days when the
weather was bad. The trawl type was improved (an-
chors and hooks were added to it). For gaining effi-
ciency the caravan trawled not the whole road stead
but only a certain waterway. Then 2 (later 3) water-
way were trawled for camouflage. The bonus of 25
rubles on a crew for each trawled mine and rewards
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for officers were used for increasing the trawling effi-
ciency. About 1000 Japanese mines were trawled by
Russians near Port-Arthur since April to December,
1904.

The trawling caravan organization and the sys-
tematic trawling let the Russian navy to act out the
base almost till the end Port-Arthur blockade. The
Russian trawling technique was high. Only 2 big Rus-
sian ships were destroyed by Japanese mines. It hap-
pened because they went out of the trawled zone.
Two chalands were lost during the whole trawling.

In the whole the trawling organization and tactics
reached high level and made a step to the future dur-
ing the Russia-Japanese war. The trawling became an
independent type of military actions.

The Japanese fleet had to decide the important
and difficult problem of blockading the Russian navy in
Port-Arthur during the war. The indefinite result of the
fight on the 9™ of February, 1904 put before Japanese
fleet a problem of safty of the descent operations in
Korea and on the Laodunsky peninsula. The Japanese
were trying to blockade the Russian navy in Port-
Arthur for solving that problem. First they tried to sink
their steamer-brandies in the narrow, shallow strait
between the outer and inner road steads and close
the exit for Russians. Then they began to use mine
obstructions. The Japanese navy began to blockade
Port-Arthur since the end of April. The ironclad navy
forces were acting to blockade in the beginning. The
temporary Japanese base for ironclad forces was
made near the Alliot islands in 40 miles away from
Port-Arthur. The forces of this base moved if they
were called by the blockade detachment.

The war gave a question of the navy bases guard
and the navy bases defense from the sea. The Rus-
sians got larger experience in the decision of this
question. Because the chief action of the sea war was
near the chief Russian navy base — Port-Arthur.

The mine layers were on the patrol of the road
stead at day time. The torpedo boats were on the pa-
trol at night time and took a position for firing by tor-
pedoes the way to the passage to the inner road
stead. They were supported by a gun boat detach-
ment and by 2 cruisers. The united system of signals

for ships and coast artillery was carried in. The addi-
tional artillery batteries were placed.

Constant service of the navy base defense from
the sea like one of the every day fighting fleet activity
was created with the help of vice admiral
S.0. Makarov. The fiasco of the Japanese attempts to
close the Russian fleet on the inner road stead proved
well organized defense. The Japanese lost 21 brand-
steamers during those collisions. Port-Arthur navy
base defense experience was used by all leading navy
powers after the war.

The navy and army interaction tactics, which was
not considered well enough in all the countries, but it
got a big development during the Russian-Japanese
war. And the fighting sides considered different as-
pects of that tactics with the help of logic of war.

The approach of Japanese army to Port-Arthur
put before Russian fleet a question about the coast
flank army support by the artillery firing. The fight of
the gun boat “Bobr” with 2 torpedo boats during the
Kinchzhousky fight in May, 1904 was the first interac-
tion experience. It showed the necessity of appropri-
ate organization of interaction among the navy and
the army. The regular use of ships for an artillery sup-
port of the army flank began since June.

The Japanese army and navy interactions was dif-
ferent. The navy had to support the descent army op-
erations. The Japanese navy supported the following
descent operations: in Korea in February, 1904, on the
Laodunsky peninsula in May, 1904 and on Sahalin Is-
land in June, 1905 (the last two were on the coast un-
der enemy).

The army and navy integration tactics of this war
was well elaborated and used for the first time, that
was important for the navy skill development. The
gained experience was widely used during the | World
War.

The Russian-Japanese war was the first war of
high usage of light navy forces. So their action tactics
got a big development. Many new tactical methods of
light forces fighting appeared during that war. The war
showed an important role of those forces. The active
light forces usage was the reason for the every day
fighting activity of the fleets. So the fleets were in
constant stress.
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In conclusion it is necessary to mention a huge
role of the Russian-Japanese war in development of
navy skill. A new type of navy ship, the submarine was
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