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Ryabchynska ., Stomatov . Prison Subculture and Predict the Behavior of
Prisoners in Imprisonment Places

The article reveals importance of compliance rules and norms of the criminal (prison) subculture
by persons sentenced to imprisonment in the prediction of their behavior at the individual level.

The article accentuates that important direction of prophylactic work of administration of the
correctional institution is the prediction an individual illegal behavior the convicted person. In turn,
such prediction should be based on developed and tested methods and take into account that the
convicted person is under the specific conditions at the time of serving the sentence. On the one
hand he must perform requirements submit to the administration of correctional institutions, on
the other hand, being in close contact with the society of other inmates to follow, and sometimes
to obey hard informal rules of behavior, which are part of a social phenomenon as a criminal, or
rather prison subculture.

Found that in imprisonment places prediction illegal behavior at the individual level must
necessarily take into account the existing unofficial stratification convicted person which is a
manifestation of ideas, views and traditions of criminal and prison subculture which all times
supported by purposeful activity group leaders of negative. Members of such groups are formed,
supported and planted to other prisoners stereotypes criminal and prison subculture and are also
used informal sanctions for a departure from the prison subculture or violation of its rules as to the
members of the group and to other convicts.

Such a destructive effect actually leads to variable opposition activities staff penal colony and
complexity of the operational situation, which prevents the proper security convicts, timely
implementation of the regime-operational activities, which aimed at preventing crime, in general,
complicated operations personnel penitentiary institutions.

Key words: criminal subculture, the prison subculture, convicted, rules, stratification convicts
in prison, imprisonment.


