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Abstract: The history of the “Soviet bloc” — a significant side of the XX century history The Bolshevik slogan about the right of
nations to self-determination found a response among different peoples who were politically and economically dependent on
the “great” powers. In an attempt to implement the idea of a world revolution, the Bolsheviks supported international com-
munist organizations. Relations between Russia and Poland have always been characterized by tension and complexity. Quotes
is interesting to us as an example of rhetoric, argumentation, and an illustration of the declared worldview. The apotheosis of
Soviet rhetoric — “the process of socialist restructuring of agriculture in Poland takes place in conditions of acute class struggle”.
The theme of continuity in the navy development draws the attention of professional historians, popularizers of military-
technical problems, authors of historical and journalistic books, novelists in the genre of alternative history. The names of ships
and vessels are closely connected with the life of society, represent the state, foster patriotism and national pride. We are in-
terested in the etymology of their names, which clearly reflected the significant turn in the policy and ideology of the USSR in
the autumn of 1941. The 68-bis cruisers became the largest series of cruisers in the history of the Russian-Soviet navy. Of the
21 known names, only five belong to prominent Communist Party leaders, also deceased, with two names coming from the
unbuilt ships of the previous series. The other names are two monarchs of the past, two national heroes, two land command-
ers, five admirals — all of pre-revolutionary, pre-Soviet Russia. Three seaside towns were used. In the USSR, it would be un-
thinkable to name ships in honor of the monarchs of the past. In Poland, the Szczecin Shipyard named built a “royal” series of
bulk cargo ships. An interesting page of Polish shipbuilding was the construction of 107 medium-sized and 28 large landing
ships for the socialist countries fleets, as well as India, Algeria, Egypt, and Syria.
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Ha3BaHuA KpynHbIX KOpabnei KaK oTparkeHne UAeHHO-NOUTUYECKUX OTANYMA
Coto3a CoBetckux Couunanuctuuecknx Pecny6auk n Nonbckoit HapogHoi Pecnybanku
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® VIpKYTCKMI HaLMOHaNbHBIN UCCAe0BaTENLCKUI TEXHUUECK i1 YHUBEpCUTET, T. MpKyTCK, Poccua
b MPKYTCKMI1 rocyapcTBeHHbIN yHUBEpcuTeT, 1. UpKyTck, Poccua
“ Yuusepcutet Hukonas KonepHuka, TopyHb, Mosblua
¢ MpKYTCKWI1 rocyaapcTBEHHbIV YHUBEPCUTET NyTel coobueHua, r. UpkyTck, Poccua

AHHOmayus: Actopua «COBETCKOTO 6N0Ka» — 3HaYMMas CTOPOHa UCTOpUM XX BeKa. BObILEBMKM NPULLAMN K BNACTM NOZ N03YH-
raMu MHTEPHALMOHANIN3Ma, MUPOBOM PEBOOLMM, CONNAAPHOCTU paboyero Kaacca. JIo3yHr 60ablEeBUKOB O NpaBe HaLMi Ha
camoonpezeneHne Halwen OTKAUK Cpeam pasHbIXx HAPOA0B, HAXOAALLMXCA B NOAUTUYECKON U IKOHOMUYECKOI 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
«BENMKUX» aepKaB. MblTaAcb BONAOTUTL B XM3Hb UAE MUPOBOI PeBONIOLMM, DBONbLIEBUKM NOAAEPHKUBAAU UHTEPHALMO-
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Ha/bHble KOMMYHUCTUYECKME opraHusauymn. OTHoweHwua Poccum 1 Monblum BCEraa OT/IMYANUCL HAMPSKEHHOCTBIO U CIOXKHO-
CTbto. MPUBOAATCA LUTATbI, KaK MPUMEP PUTOPUKM, apTyMEHTALMMU, UANIOCTPALMA AEKNAapMpyemMoro MMpoBo33peHus. Anodeos
COBETCKOM PUTOPMKM — NPOLLECC COLMANUCTUYECKOW NEPECTPOMKM CENbCKOrO X03AWCcTBa B [o/iblue NPOXOAMT B YCI0BUAX OCT-
poi1 KnaccoBoi 60pbbbI». Tema NPeeMCTBEHHOCTM B Pa3BUTUM BOEHHO-MOPCKOro $G0Ta NpuMB/IEKaeT BHMUMaHWe npodeccuo-
Ha/IbHbIX UCTOPUKOB, MONYNAPU3aTOPOB BOEHHO-TEXHUYECKUX NMPODIEM, aBTOPOB UCTOPUKO-MYDBULUCTUYECKUX KHUT, POMaHU-
CTOB }KaHpa a/IbTEPHATMBHOMN UCTOPUM U T. 4. HazBaHMA Kopabaei 1 CyA0B TECHO CBA3aHbI C *KM3HbIO 0OLECTBA, NPEACTaBAAT
rocyfapcTBO, BOCMMUTHIBAOT MATPMOTU3M M HALMOHA/bHYIO rOPAOCTb. Hac B JAHHOM C/ly4ae MHTepPecyeT 3STUMOJIOTMA UX Ha3Ba-
HWI, APKO OTPa3MBLUAA Pe3KMI1 MOBOPOT B NoanuTuke u ugeonornm CCCP, ocywwectBieHHbI oceHbto 1941 r. Hanpumep, Kpe -
cepa npoekTa 68-6uc — KpynHelwas cepusa B uctopum dpaota Poccumn — CCCP. U3 21 Ha3BaHMA TONIbKO NATb NPUHAANENKAT BUS-
HbIM YMEPLIMM PYKOBOAMUTENAM KOMMYHWUCTUYECKOM NapTuu. B OCTasbHbIX HAMMEHOBAHUAX — ABa MOHapXa MpoLW/oro, ABa
HaLlMOHa/bHbIX Tepos, ABa CYXOMYTHbIX BOEHAYaNbHUKA, NATb aAMUPANOB — BCE LOPEBO/IIOLMOHHON, A0COBETCKOI Poccum, a
TaKxe Tpu npuMopckux ropoga. B CCCP 6bina 6bl HEMbIC/IMMa NPAKTMKa Ha3BaHUA Kopabael B YeCTb MOHAPXOB Npowaoro. B
Mosblwe e Ha LLleunHcKoM cyaoBepdu NOCTPOUNN KKOPONEBCKYHO» CEPUIO CYXOrPY3HbIX CYA,0B. MHTepecHoM CTpaHMLEen Nonb-
CKOro KopabsiectpoeHus ctano ctpountenbctso 107 cpepHux M 28 60bLUMX AeCaHTHbIX Kopabaen ana ¢noToB coLManmcTuye-
CKMX CTPaH, a Takxe MHgun, Anxkupa, Ervunta, Cupun.

Knroyesole cnosa: «CoumannucTUYeCcKuii narepby», UCTopus, kopabaum, Maeonorvs, NoAUTUKa, HasBaHua, paot, pasanuus, CCCP,
Monbwa, XX BeK
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The history of the Socialist camp, the “Soviet
bloc”, the “Eastern bloc” - a significant side of the
XX century history. In the autumn of 1917, the events
occurred in Russia that influenced the course of world
history. The Bolsheviks came to power under the slo-
gans of internationalism, world revolution, and work-
ing-class solidarity. This key attitude remained until the
collapse of the USSR in 1991.

The Bolshevik slogan about the right of nations to
self-determination found a response among different
peoples who were politically and economically depend-
ent on the “great” powers. In an attempt to implement
the idea of a world revolution, the Bolsheviks sup-
ported international communist organizations. Thus, on
November 22, 1919, the All-Russian Congress of Com-
munist Organizations of the Peoples of the East (Orient)
was opened in Moscow, and in May — June 1920, the
Congress of Communist Organizations of the Peoples of
the East was held. Under the Siberian Bureau of the
Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party
(Bolsheviks), a department of national minorities was
created with the task was to unite all groups of foreign
communists in Siberia. In the summer of 1920, the Ko-
rean section of the Russian Communist Party (Bolshe-
viks) was formed, subordinate to the Eastern Section of

the Siberian Bureau. In early 1921, the Eastern Bureau
of the Communist International (Comintern) was estab-
lished in Irkutsk. The Comintern was dissolved in 1943.
In the fall of 1947, the Information Bureau of the Com-
munist and Workers' Parties, the Cominformburo, was
established to coordinate the activities of the commu-
nist parties on an international scale.

The victory of the USSR in the Second World War
cost enormous efforts, great human and material
losses. The national economy needed to be restored.
Therefore, the Soviet leadership sought to avoid a di-
rect military conflict with the capitalist camp led by the
United States. The military (“power”) scenario of the
world communist revolution in 1945-1946 turned out
to be even less likely and expedient than in 1919-1920.
However, the possibility of offensive combat operations
continued to be the subject of fundamental discussions,
both in general Marxist theory and in the development
of current state decisions.

Since 1945, the USSR's foreign policy has re-
mained dualistic. On the one hand, the party and state
leadership pursued a policy of spreading communist
ideas in the world, expanding and strengthening the
zone of socialism, and supporting revolutionary and
national liberation movements. On the other hand, it
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also sought to protect the international interests of its
state, to preserve peace.

According to modern Russian historiography, the
condemnation of the cult of personality of .V. Stalin led
to a split and crisis of the world communist movement.
The Chinese Communists opposed the criticism of Sta-
lin's ideological legacy, and the Chinese Communist
Party began to claim the role of the leader of the world
communist movement. It was supported by the Com-
munist parties of Albania, Indonesia, North Korea and a
number of other countries. An independent position
was taken by the Communists of Yugoslavia, Italy and
some other countries. In 1956, the Cominformburo was
liquidated. In order to overcome the crisis, the Soviet
Communists called three international meetings in
Moscow (1957, 1960, and 1969), but they failed to re-
store unity.

The countries that followed the socialist model in
the USSR were called the “Socialist camp” or the “So-
cialist commonwealth”. In the United States, they were
also called “Communist”, contrasting their own democ-
ratic model. At various times, socialist affiliation was
declared by states located on different continents: in
Africa — the Democratic Republic of Somalia, the Peo-
ple's Republic of Angola, the People's Republic of the
Congo, the People's Republic of Mozambique, the Peo-
ple's Republic of Benin, the People's Democratic Repub-
lic of Ethiopia; in Asia — the Mongolian People's Repub-
lic, the People's Republic of China, the Democratic Peo-
ple's Republic of Korea, the People's Democratic Repub-
lic of Yemen, the Socialist Republic of Vietnam, the De-
mocratic Republic of Afghanistan, the People's Republic
of Kampuchea, the Laos Democratic Republic; in South
America — the Republic of Cuba and the People's Revo-
lutionary Government of Grenada; in Europe — the Un-
ion of Soviet Socialist Republics, the People's Republic
of Hungary, the German Democratic Republic, the Peo-
ple's Socialist Republic of Albania, the Polish People's
Republic; Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, People's Re-
public of Bulgaria, Socialist Republic of Romania, Social-
ist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.

There could be very tense or even hostile relations
between the countries of the Socialist camp. For exam-
ple, there was the political confrontation of the USSR
with Yugoslavia, Albania, and China. From the general

context, we will go directly to the subject of the article.
Relations between Russia and Poland have always been
characterized by tension and complexity (Lyubavskii,
2018; Kakurin, Melikov, 2002; Valetskii et al., 1931;
Korotkova, 2019).

The names of ships and vessels are closely con-
nected with the life of society, represent the state, fos-
ter patriotism and national pride. Yu.S. Kryuchkov justi-
fied the expediency of allocating an auxiliary historical
discipline — “caronomics” (from the Greek “karabos” —
ship and “onoma” — name). By the end of the USSR's
existence, the catalog of marine bulk cargo ships con-
tained about 1,350 ship names, and in total, the books
of the USSR Register contained several thousand ship
names (Kryuchkov, 1989. P. 3-4).

The theme of continuity in the navy development
draws the attention of professional historians (Diskant,
2002; Naumov, Wisniewski, 2021), popularizers of mili-
tary-technical problems (Shirokorad, 2004), authors of
historical and journalistic books (Kalashnikov, 1999),
novelists in the genre of alternative history (Batyrshin,
2019), etc. Such contemporary interest is proof of the
great scientific and public relevance and importance of
naval policy issues. The comparison with the literature
of the “Socialist” period (Hero Ships, 1970; Basov, 1985)
allows us to see the transformation of the approaches
of publishers and authors, to trace the change in rheto-
ric.

A small example of a Soviet text: On the morning
of July 8, 1790, the Turkish fleet consisting of 10 ships, 8
frigates and 36 small vessels approached the Kerch
Strait to bombard the Crimean coast and land troops.
Ushakov's squadron was anchored in the strait. Usha-
kov held the flag on the 80-gun battleship “Christmas of
Christ” (and such names were then in the Russian Navy)
(Hero Ships, 1970. P. 30). Thus, even in the military text,
an atheistic contempt for religion is written.

In the development of the ship names of the Rus-
sian navy, he identified seven periods: 1696-1709 — the
dominance of unsteady, random names. 1709-1725 -
Peter | created the first Russian system of nominating
navy ships based on heroic and patriotic principles.
1725-1860 - the development of the sailing fleet based
on Peter | approaches. 1860-1880 — the transition to
the steam and armored navy with a departure from the
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heroic and patriotic grounds in favor of the Russian-epic
nomination, previously unused in the fleet. 1880-1910
— the development of the ironclad and destroyer fleet
with the revival of the Peter the Great nomination sys-
tem and the first attempt to democratize the names.
1910-1917 - the continuation of the previous course.
Since 1917, there were the mass renaming of ships, the
abolition of monarchical-dynastic names, the creation
of the Soviet system... (Kryuchkov, 1989. P. 151-152).

Let us focus on the pre-revolutionary period in
more detail: In the Russian Imperial Navy, at the end of
the Russian-Japanese war, the following system of
choosing names for warships under construction was in
effect: The Main Naval Staff presented a list of pro-
posed names for the tsar to choose from. For example,
before the laying of the first four Russian dreadnoughts,
in May 1909, the following seven variants were pre-
sented: “Prince Suvorov”, “Borodino”, “Petropavlovsk”,
“Sevastopol”, “Navarin”, “Sisoy the Great” and “Osly-
abya”. Russian battleships, which were lost in the bat-
tles of the Russian-Japanese War, were all named after
each other, and they showed a clear continuity in the
names of the largest warships. However, Emperor
Nicholas Il selected only “Petropavlovsk” and “Sevasto-
pol” from the proposed list. The third dreadnought was
ordered by the tsar to be called “Poltava”, although the
squadron battleship with this name was sunk by the
Japanese in November 1904 in Port Arthur, was then
raised in July 1905 and included in the Japanese navy
under the name “Tango”. The probable motive for the
tsarist decision is the approach of the 200th anniversary
of the Poltava victory of Peter | over the Swedish army,
which prompted us to forget the fact that the enemy
used the battleship with this name (Vinogradov, 1999.
P. 393). The first major naval victory of the Russian fleet
at Cape Gangut became the name of the fourth Baltic
dreadnought. The laying of all four ships took place on
June 3 (16), 1909.

Let us use the mention of the Japanese navy to
make an important comparison. In the Russian Empire
during the XVIII-XX centuries, the names of ships were
repeated. Russian cruisers of the Russian-Japanese War
period, in particular, almost completely reproduced the
names of Russian frigates and clippers of the 1860s and
1880s (Kataev, 2009. P. 12). That was quite a symbolic

explanation of the pro-Japanese and anti-Russian posi-
tion of the British Empire.

Large Japanese warships of the late XIX — first half
of the XX century, on the contrary, had mostly single,
unique names mainly in honor of geographical objects -
mountains, rivers, provinces. Suggested names (usually
two variants per ship) they were also submitted to the
Emperor for consideration. After the emperor approved
the list as a whole, it was passed to the Minister of the
Navy, which already made the final choice of one of the
two names. Emperor Meiji did not limit himself to sim-
ply sizing up the lists presented to him, but repeatedly
chose the most suitable option himself. Since 1921, the
monarch determined the names of only battleships and
cruisers, the names of the ships of the other classes
were given by the minister, who then reported to the
emperor. The Japanese navy is also unique in that when
choosing a name, more importance was attached to the
melodic sound of the name than in other countries.

After the “Kronshtadsky mutiny”, the authorities '
priority was given to the indoctrination of sailors.
“Tainted” by the participation in the uprising, the
names of the battleships were decided to be replaced
with new, “revolutionary” ones. On March 31, 1921, at
a general meeting of sailors, the Sevastopol was re-
named the Paris Commune, and the Petropaviovsk was
renamed the Marat. The naming of Marat looks very
strange. There is a theory that the French navy had a
ship named after the murder of Marat aristocrat Char-
lotte Corday, and the sailors gave their battleship a new
name as an indignant response. However, there was
never the Corde ship! According to S. Balakin, the “Paris
bias” is caused by the desire to “annoy” the French,
primarily associated with whom the support for the
counterrevolutionary forces — Wrangel and the Poles.
Thus, the flagship battleship of the Red Baltic Fleet was
named in honor of the figure of the French bourgeois
revolution, and the names “Lenin”, “Karl Marx” and
“Engels”, went only to the destroyers (Balakin, 1995).

In November 1922, V.I. Lenin wrote to I.V. Stalin:
“I think that the fleet in its present size, although it is a
small fleet, according to the fair remark of Comrade
Sklyansky, is still an exorbitant luxury for us. The
Nakhimov cruiser needs to be completed, because we
will sell it at a profit, but otherwise | am convinced that
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our naval specialists are still carried away excessively.
We don't need the navy, and we need an increase in
spending on schools absolutely.” It is noteworthy that
in 1922, the “founder of the Soviet state” named the
navy forces as a “flotilla” consisting of 4 dreadnoughts
and 9 battleships, unfinished, but launched 4 super-
dreadnoughts and one dreadnought, one dreadnought
and two battleships to be recovered after sinking, 2
deprecated battleships, a total of 23 battleships, de-
spite the fact that the USSR by 1941 had retained only
three battleships, without completing any and not
building any independently.

As long as the USSR and its Navy existed, the ac-
tual materials about the ships were classified. It was
only with the collapse of the USSR that reference publi-
cations appeared that made it possible to form an idea
of the ship's composition in general, and the complete
system of names in particular. Referring to the publica-
tion of S.S. Berezhnoi (Berezhnoi, 1995), you can get a
basic idea of the names of large surface ships of the
Soviet navy that entered service after 1945.

Even before the beginning of the Second World
War, the construction of 17 (according to other
sources, 26) type 68 cruisers was planned, of which
from August 1939 to January 1941 only 7 were laid
(started construction): “Zheleznyakov”, “Kuibyshev”,
“Chapaev”, “Valery Chkalov” (when “Chkalov” entered
service), “Frunze”, “Ordzhonikidze”, “Sverdlov”. The last
two were never launched, and in August 1941 were
blown up on the slipways in Nikolaev when it was cap-
tured by the Germans. The remaining five were com-
pleted after the Great Patriotic War according to the
revised project 68-K, entering service in 1950. In the
names of all the cruisers, we see the glorification of
four prominent Bolsheviks-figures of the Soviet state,
two heroes of the Civil War and the most famous Soviet
pilot. It is characteristic that all those named were no
longer alive, and the series of cruisers can be consid-
ered a memorial. The ships served until 1963-1979,
and the “Chkalov” became a training ship in 1958 and
was renamed the “Komsomolets”.

The development of the project 68-K cruisers was
the project 68-bis. In total, it was planned to build 25
units, but only 21 were laid, of which only 14 entered
service: “Sverdlov”, “Dzerzhinsky”, “Ordzhonikidze”,

“Zhdanov”, “Alexander Nevsky”, “Admiral Nakhimov”,
“Admiral Ushakov”, “Admiral Lazarev”, “Alexander Su-
vorov”, “Admiral Sinyavin”, “Molotovsk” (since August
3, 1957 “October Revolution”), “Mikhail Kutuzov”,
“Dmitry Pozharsky”, “Murmansk”. In addition, in 1953—
1956, they were launched, suspended by completion,
and in 1959. 7 cruisers were withdrawn from construc-
tion: “Shcherbakov”, “Admiral Kornilov”, “Kronstadt”,
“Tallinn”, “Varyag”, “ Kozma Minin” (from September
25, 1953 “Arkhangelsk”), “Dmitry Donskoy” (“Vladi-
vostok”). Even without taking into account the unfin-
ished cruisers, the 68-bis became the largest series of
cruisers in the history of the Russian-Soviet navy. In this
case, we are interested in the etymology of their
names, which clearly reflected the significant turn in
the policy and ideology of the USSR, carried out by I.V.
Stalin in the autumn of 1941 (Sinitsyn, 2018).

Of the 21 known names, only five belong to
prominent Communist Party leaders, also deceased,
with two names coming from the unbuilt ships of the
previous series. The other names are two monarchs of
the past, two national heroes, two land commanders,
five admirals — all of pre-revolutionary, pre-Soviet Rus-
sia. Three seaside towns were used. Especially charac-
teristic is the turn of the autumn of 1953, when, after
the death of I.V. Stalin A little more than six months
have passed since Stalin's death — the “Kozma Minin”
and “Dmitry Donskoy” were renamed “Arkhangelsk”
and “Vladivostok”, marking an unspoken revenge of the
communist, anti-traditionalist ideology both in the
USSR as a whole and in its fleet in particular.

The following series of Soviet large surface ships
had names: project 58 — “Grozny”, “Sterequshchy” (be-
fore the completion of the completion was renamed
“Admiral  Fokin”), “Valiant” (“Admiral Golovko”),
“Smart” (“Varyag”), project 1123 - “Moscow” and
“Leningrad”, project 1163 — “Glory”, “Admiral of the
Fleet Lobov” (since 1986 “Marshal Ustinov”), “Chervona
Ukraine”, project 1144 — “Kirov”, “Frunze”, “Kalinin”,
“Yuri Andropov”, etc. After the collapse of the USSR, the
last five ships in 1992-1995 were renamed “Varyag”,
“Admiral  Ushakov”, “Admiral Lazarev”, “Admiral
Nakhimov”, “Peter the Great”, respectively.

It is interesting that the cruisers of the project 68-
bis that served in the Baltic and Northern Fleets of the
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USSR repeatedly visited Gdynia with friendly visits:
“Chkalov” on October 15-18, 1953, “Zhdanov”, July 30
— August 5, 1957, “Sverdlov”, June 26 - July 1, 1975,
“The October Revolution”, July 20-24, 1978, June 26 —
July 1, 1980 (Aristovich, 2001. P. 51-52). Again, it is
symbolic that the communist names (the mentioned
visitors plus “Ordzhonikidze”, transferred in 1962 Indo-
nesia) went to the ships that served in the west of the
USSR, while “Admiral Lazarev”, “Alexander Suvorov”,
“Admiral Sinyavin”, “Dmitry Pozharsky” were sent to
the Pacific Fleet (Muratov, 2017). Obviously, the USSR
decided not to disturb the members of the Socialist
bloc with the memory of 1612 and 1794.

A peculiar symbol of the late USSR was the death
of the passenger liner “Admiral Nakhimov” on August
31, 1986 near Novorossiysk after a collision with the
bulk cargo ship “Peter Vasev”, which delivered a cargo
of Canadian barley to the USSR. The terrible tragedy —
the death of 423 people — combined the agricultural
“successes” of the Bolsheviks, the established labor
“stormtrooper”, and the long-term operation of the
former German steamship “Berlin”, built in 1925, which
became a trophy of the USSR and was restored in the
GDR in 1949-1957.

Let us turn to the political situation in Poland, and
then turn to the issues of shipbuilding, to the national
practice of naming ships. Employee of the Research
Conjuncture Institute of the Ministry of Foreign Trade
of the USSR in 1956. Zolotarev wrote with pathos and
ideological precision that the construction of socialism
in the European countries of people's democracy took
place in the environment of a powerful rise in the na-
tional economy, major successes of all progressive
forces in the struggle for lasting peace and security of
the peoples... The peaceful aspirations of the working
people of the Socialist camp countries are manifested
in their creative work. In 1955, these countries achieved
great achievements in economic and cultural construc-
tion, as well as the improvement of the material well-
being of workers. Socialism went beyond one country
and became a world system. “This immutable fact is, as
the XX Congress of the CPSU noted, this is the main
feature of our era and socialism has the world-historical
significance. The world socialist system, which accounts
for 25 % of the world's territory, more than 35 % of the

population and about 30 % of world industrial produc-
tion, is developing at a faster pace than the system of
capitalism, thereby demonstrating the fundamental
advantages of socialism over capitalism” (Economic
development, 1956. P. 3-4). It was claimed that the
industrial production in the countries of the socialist
camp increased by 95% in 1950-1955, and in the capi-
talist countries only by 31 %. We will not analyze the
correctness of the calculations, but only mention the
recognized problem of attribution of communist statis-
tics. This quote is interesting to us as an example of
rhetoric, argumentation, and an illustration of the de-
clared worldview.

The Soviet assessments of the Polish economy, es-
pecially the development of its shipbuilding (named in
the list of industries created after 1945, along with the
automotive industry, tractor construction, heavy ma-
chine tool construction and defense enterprises) and
agriculture, are of particular interest to the topic of this
article. The employee of the aforementioned Institute,
R.M. Zorin, emphasized: “Poland is turning into a coun-
try of large-scale shipbuilding. The first-born Polish ship-
builder was the Soldek coal carrier with a capacity of
2,540 tons, launched in 1949. Since that time (until
1955), 194 naval vessels have been launched from the
Polish slipways, not counting a large number of fishing
and auxiliary vessels. Last year (1954), the first hull of a
10,000-ton vessel was built at the Gdansk shipyard and
the second vessel of the same type was laid down. Ac-
cording to the newspaper “Glos Pratsy” of December 16,
1955, among the countries that build ships, Poland al-
ready holds the 11th place in terms of tonnage and the
8th in terms of the number of ships launched. Ships are
becoming one of the most important items of Polish
exports, second only in value to coal. The entire Polish
industry helps to develop the domestic shipbuilding in-
dustry. Almost 200 industrial enterprises of the country
supply equipment, various devices and mechanisms for
shipyards in Gdansk, Gdynia, Szczecin and Ustka. Polish
industry is developing the production of new types of
ship equipment, as a result of which its import is sharply
reduced...” (Economic development, 1956. P. 24).

The same author, R.M. Zorin, gives an assessment
of the development of agriculture in the Polish People's
Republic, describing with obvious disapproval the
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dominant individual economy and the insignificant
share (6 %) of the coverage of their production coop-
eration. A priori, considering the collective farm system
of the USSR as the highest achievement, there was al-
most no disguised criticism: A fragmented peasant
economy cannot use the latest machines and make full
use of the achievements of modern agricultural science.
The possibilities of increasing the productivity and mar-
ketability of peasant farms in comparison with collec-
tive farms are limited. Without the transfer of millions
of small peasant farms to the rails of large-scale collec-
tive mechanized agriculture, it is impossible to com-
pletely and firmly solve the grain problem, to meet the
growing needs of the city and the entire population of
the country, to achieve a constant increase in the pro-
duction of raw materials for the light and food indus-
tries. And the apotheosis of Soviet rhetoric — “the proc-
ess of socialist restructuring of agriculture in Poland
takes place in conditions of acute class struggle” (Eco-
nomic development, 1956. P. 33).

In the USSR, it would be unthinkable to name
ships in honor of the monarchs of the past, including
the founder of the old Russian state — Prince Rurik. In
Poland, the Szczecin Shipyard named after Adolf Warski
built a “royal” series of bulk cargo ships with a capacity
of 7,710 registered tons for the Polish oceanic (East
African, South American) lines. They could transport
liquid cargo in containers and grain in bulk. One of her
vessels was named “Mieszko I” (Kattser, 1980. P. 47).
Mieszko | — son of Zemomysl, grandson of Leszek, the
first historically reliable Polish prince, representative of
the Piast dynasty. His years of life are 935-992.

In 1968, Poland purchased a cargo and passenger
ship “Maasdam” with a capacity of 15,000 registered
tons and up to 800 passengers from the Dutch com-
pany “Holland-America Line”. The ship was renamed
“Stefan Batory” and sent on voyages on the Gdynia-
Montreal line (Kattser, 1980. P. 53). It is named after
the King (from 1576 to 1586) of Poland and the Grand
Duke of Lithuania. We will also mention the bulk cargo
ship “Boginka” (translated into Russian as Nymph) with
a capacity of 660 tons, built in 1964.
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