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Regional state security bodies in the post-war period (1945-1953): methodological features of the
integrated research

I. Borodin

It is considered one of the topical problems of modern methodological discourse related to
the complex characteristics of the initial principles of scientific study of domestic state security
agencies in the post-war period. The author consistently examines the authentic perspectives of
historicism, objectivity and consistency, adapted to the real features of the socio-cultural situation
and the empirical material involved. Within the framework of the author's reasoning, an immanent
idea of the natural prospects of the anthropological turn in research practice related to the historical
past  of  domestic  special  services  is  formed.  A  separate  role  is  assigned  to  microhistorical
methodology, which makes it possible to organically represent significant aspects of the internal
development of individual structures that ensure state security. In the context of a comprehensive
study of the practical activities of regional offices, special attention is paid to new local history,
which offers an original toolkit for the scientific analysis of selected phenomena.
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