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Abstract: In the article is disclosed the actual problem of scientific knowledge of the phenomenon of corruption. The goal of obtaining a new scientific knowledge in the field of socio-cultural knowledge of the phenomenon of corruption. One of the elements of corruption as a kind of culture is the corrupt subculture. Subculture author regards as a significant element of society's culture, one of the indicators of its status and development, and corrupt subculture as an element of culture of corruption. Scientific contribution of the author is expressed: 1) to develop models for the formation of subcultures of corruption, allocation of its properties and functions; 2) the development of a scientific approach to addressing corruption as a social and cultural phenomenon; 3) the author's approach to knowledge can be the basis for the development of new tools and methods to counter corruption.
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In Russia, the first attempts of scientific knowledge have been made in the mid 70s of the XX century by Zdravomyslov B.V. [Zdravomyslov, 1975]. In future issues of corruption were developed by:  Melnikova V.E. [Melnikova, 1985], Belskij K.S. [Belskij, 1989], Mishin G.K. [Mishin, 1991], Komissarov V.S. [Komissarov, 1993], Shtompka P. [Shtompka, 1996], Zhilina I.Yu. [Zhilina, 1998], Dahin A.V. [Dahin, 2001], Bondarenko S.V. [Bondarenko, 2002], Golovanova E.I. [Golovanova, 2002], Echmakov S.M. [Echmakov, 2004], Lomov A.M. [Lomov, 2009], Ageev V.N. [Ageev, 2009], Okhotskij E.V. [Okhotskij, 2009], Bartsyts I.N. [Bartsyts, 2010], Nikonov M.V. [Nikonov, 2013] etc.  However, the main body of research devoted to the analysis of legal categories and not the socio-cultural component. 
Mainly the base of scientific knowledge about corruption has been shaped in the studies of American scholars, such as R. Klitgaard, S. Rose-Ackerman, G. Tullock, J. Shelton etc. The classical model of corruption was derived, based on the relationship: the principal - agent - client. The basis of this model were developed on the ideas of R. Klitgaard, who proposed that corruption may be described by the formula: monopoly + discretion - accountability - corruption [Klitgaard, 1998. P. 4]. 
However, the model of corruption proposed by S. Rose-Ackerman [Rose-Ackerman, 1978. P. 15-17], G. Tullock [Tullock, 1967, P. 225-227] and J. Shackleton [Shackleton, 1978. P. 146] takes into account only the relations between the principal, the agent and the customer-level costs and benefits, but does not take into account the role of cultural norms and values in the process of social relations. 
Researchers of corruption made attempts to define the entity through the prism of legal, political or economic approaches. Sociological definition of corruption has been proposed by M.V.  Artemieva. In her opinion, corruption is a social phenomenon, characterized by bribing government or other officials and selfish use of official authority  in personal or narrow group or corporate interests. 
Another corruption researcher N.F. Kuznetsova by the term corruption understands "negative social phenomenon in terms of the bribery of some persons by others". V.S. Commissiarov considers corruption as "the use of powers of the control service against the service interests because of personal interest”. 
In article 1 of the Federal Law of December 25, 2008 № 273 "On combating corruption" by the term «corruption» is understood "the abuse of office, bribery, bribery, abuse of authority, commercial bribery or other illegal use of a natural person of his official position contrary to the legitimate interests of society and the state in order to obtain benefits in the form of money, valuables, other property or services of the property and other property rights for themselves or for third parties or illegal provision of such benefits to an individual by other individuals"[footnoteRef:1]*.  [1:    *The Federal Law of December 25, 2008 № 273 "On combating corruption" // Legislation assembly of the Russian Federation. 2008. №51 (part 1). Article 6228] 

Our given definitions of the corruption phenomenon enable to outline common understanding of corruption. So, corruption is a social phenomenon, characterized by bribery or corruption officials, or their selfish abuse of power. Corruption - anomie of moral and legal norms. In this understanding of corruption it is impossible to identify the socio-cultural component of this phenomenon and, consequently, to study it, to develop measurement tools. 
Contemporary sociological base of knowledge about corruption as socio-cultural phenomenon is very limited. In the context of socio-cultural knowledge we have identified the following methodological approaches to the study of corruption. 
The first approach is based on the ideas of R. Klitgaard, who understands corruption as organizational culture, which is characterized by a cynical attitude to personal property and the loss of moral standards, the analysis of which is made from the point of view of reproducing its basic values business groups [Klitgaard, 1998. P.4; Lomov, 2009. P. 14]. In our opinion, the concept proposed by R. Klitgaard, does not provide opportunities for the development of tools to measure the level of corruption and the impact on it. 
The second approach is based on structural functionalism of T. Parsons and R. Merton. In the framework of this theory, corruption is seen as a temporary state of dysfunction of a number of cultural institutions or anomie. Anomie is manifested as the indifferent attitude of the greater part of the community social norms that, in their turn, generate conflict between elements of the system of values [Ageev, 2009. P.5]. 
[bookmark: DDE_LINK1]The third approach relies on the concept of corruption as constantly reproducible cultural traditions. This view is characteristic of researches made by K. Hart. In his opinion, the level of corruption depends on local customs and values of a particular country. The idea of K. Hart became widespread in the circle of socio-cultural sphere researchers. They tried to reveal the regularities of the influence of different national cultures on the level of corruption in the country, using methods and tools of cross-cultural psychology, developed by the D.J. Lemak, C. Arunthanes, and P. Tansuhaj [Arunthanes W., Tansuhaj P., Lemak D.J. 1994. P. 46-47]. J. Andvig developing K. Hart's ideas suggested that the level of corruption in the former Soviet republics depends on their cultural differences, expressed in behavior, traditions, and other cultural features [Andvig. 1991. P. 57-94. Also: Artemjeva, 2011. P.45-47]. 
The fourth approach is based on the theory of inconsistent standards developed by the U. Reisman [Reisman, 1979. Also: Mishin, 1991]. From his point of view, the society creates a system of myths, containing super idealistic norms. For this reason, some social groups and sub-groups create their own systems of norms, which guide their practice. In a society such alternative systems of norms are perceived as antisocial, asocial or corruption. 
The number and frequency of corruption U. Reisman explains by the fact that benefit from corrupt deals is directly proportional to the number of persons involved in corruption networks. The legitimization of corruption occurs when a social group or groups recognize existing social norms imperfect or unfair. 
As it can be seen from the proposed point of view, the authors are convinced that corruption is socio-cultural in origin, and is a spiritual construct. Underneath you can see the selected items that form the basis of corruption as a social and cultural construct: 
· cultural concepts are the elements that make up the cultural background of a particular phenomenon. They form the spiritual foundation of corruption, define it as a sociocultural phenomenon and are indicators of corruption processes, reflecting their level and degree of influence;
· corruption values or anti-values, which are deviant in relation to moral standards, but normal for members of a corrupt community. These include and value to improve the mechanisms of corruption underlying the formation of new models of corruption contrary to the moral and legal norms. 
It should be noted that the constant search for new application spheres of corruption and self-improvement of personal skills lead to the organization of corruption networks with complex evolving structure. The improvement of the mechanisms of corruption and schemes for the development of personal skills of corrupt officials contribute to the spontaneous spread of corruption. 
Corruption norms, which are the regulators of human behavior are involved in corrupt relationships. They affect not only the relationships between people within a corrupt system, but also are the basis for the reproduction of new systems in all social, economic, and political institutions of society. Corruption norms are reflected in behavior, communication, thinking, positioning. 
Corrupt subcultures in their structure have not only the above-mentioned elements, but also a number of mechanisms to ensure their livelihoods. They include: 
· the mechanism of self-regulation, allowing corruption subcultures to hold the structure in equilibrium with the loss of any items (partial weakening of the impact of corruption values). This mechanism gives flexibility to the system of corruption, due to that actions to combat corruption bring extremely low efficiency. Self-regulation is a sign of lack of centralized management apparatus, which contributes to a wide differentiation of the corruption phenomenon;
·  the mechanism of self-organization, which gives corruption subculture properties of spontaneous occurrence and distribution, which gives the phenomenon of increased social mobility. Corruption subcultures are formed from social groups, professional communities with a low level of organizational, spiritual and professional culture. This mechanism underlies in the group roles organization in organizational subcultures. Each participant of corruption plays a role. The number of roles is determined by the size and complexity of the corruption network. Roles allow corruption participants to achieve self-actualization in the context of this cultural phenomenon, to take and to maintain their status in corrupt systems, and further to arrange corruption network; 
· the mechanism of self-preservation ensures the preservation of socio-cultural grounds subculture for further reproduction in the practice of their media. Socio-cultural basis includes cultural concepts. Its source may be one person or a group of people. Realizing their corruption interests, they give behavioral examples for others, proving by their actions that their liability, irresponsibility or the ability to avoid social responsibility is the greatest value of modern civilization. 
The process of spreading corruption interests or values of deviant items within a social group can be described by the theory of infection, proposed by G. Lebon. The basis of this theory is the ability of values to their natural distribution [Lebon, 2011. P. 15]. Over time, the value of one individual becomes the value of the group. The spread of corruption, and other values within the group occurs through the exchange of cultural images through speech, behavior, clothing, experience. The exchange of cultural samples occurs unconsciously in the process of acquiring knowledge and improving professional skills. Along with this infection occurs deviant values and integration of the individual into the system of corruption. 
Based on the theory of infection, the author of this article has developed a model of the formation of corrupted subculture. Presented in the form of a table, it reflects the stages and the corresponding propagation of corruption of values in social groups (table 1).

Table 1. Stages of corrupted subculture formation.

	Stage
	Graphic scheme
	Description

	1
	







	The group is in a state of stability or socio-cultural equilibrium. 

	2
	









	The deviant element apperes, he is a media of corruption values, who is included in the group in two ways: appointment of the Director (corporate structures); self integration (in the case of open social systems). In both cases, we can see the formation of new relationships between the elements that make up a group, and a new element included in the group. Such links are later transformed into the distribution channels of corruption values. 
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	Over time, corruption values spread among group members. At the same time, the members of the group, whose moral foundations are stronger than the impact of corruption values, are derived from the collective. The remaining members form the subculture of the Corporation. 

	4
	







	The social value Is captured through the practice of its application. 



The stages reveal the propagation of corruption values within a group or a team, a structural unit (Department). However, corruption subculture, being a special kind of subculture, can affect other groups and structural units, thereby facilitating the formation of a corruption network. 
Corruption networks can have a horizontal, vertical or combined structure. Corruption vertical communication structures have a small number of parts and are formed basically in the same division or Department (the manager receives from the employee a portion of the proceeds from corruption). Corruption horizontal relations of the structure are formed, if necessary, involving  employees from different departments (divisions). 
Corruption networks with a combined structure is a characteristic of the corrupt activities of the interdepartmental character. Such networks have both vertical linkages (within a single Department) and horizontal (between different agencies). This facilitates quick and natural extension of the corruption network. 
The scientific approach used by the author in the analysis of the problem of corruption as a social and cultural phenomenon, allowed us to identify corrupt subculture as a special kind of subculture, based on deviant values expressed in the priority of personal enrichment. It is noted that corruption subculture is formed under the influence of an external active elements, carrying a deviant component. Corruption subcultures have four stages in their development : 1) the state of rest or incubation period; 2) the appearance of external active deviant element of the carrier of corruption values; 3) the spread of corruption values among group members; 4) social consolidation of new values (corruption). 
The study of corruption subcultures from position of social and cultural analysis opens the way for the increment of scientific knowledge in the development of tools to prevent the spread of corruption in the Russian society. 
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