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Krikushenko A. Study of Modern Crime and “Prison” Subcultures Due to the Time
The paper analyzes the current trends of revival of criminal and prison subcultures. The problem

of deviant behavior is one of the most critical and prospective studies in the sciences of society and
the individual. Attention is drawn to the fact that in modern conditions criminal “authorities” are
intensive propaganda planting in the community of their own order. As a result of this criminal sub-
culture become commonplace not only in the criminal world, but also in the community. Increas-
ingly, citizens use slang, songs glorifying the prison romance, applied matching tattoos. Established
that the frequent incidents of excessive cruelty, violence, intimidation.

The emergence of subcultures is always conditioned by a complex set of social and historical
reasons, the leading of which serves a social aspect. Allocation of the total weight of a particular
group of people with special interests and needs, specific social roles leads to the development of a
specific culture, serving their spiritual and aesthetic, intellectual questions. Thus, the “prison” sub-
culture becomes a kind of value the periphery of the criminal subculture of society and thus work-
ing on the completion of the criminal population.

It was stated that the stability of the existence of the criminal environment, fueled by continuity
of its traditions, is one of the factors of continuous development and enrichment of its subculture.
Stability of the existing underworld subculture, attaching new generations to their “values”, ex-
pands and strengthens the conditions of her life. With unobstructed exposure to the subculture of
the underworld on the culture of a society is degrading and criminalization of society, an increase
in crime. That is why opposition to the revival and spread of crime and “prison” subcultures should
be one of the main objectives of the fight against crime.
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