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AHHOTaUUs. ABTOPBI PACCMaTPUBAIOT B CTAaThe MPOLECCHI, CBA3aHHBIE C KOHCTPYUPOBAHUEM
COLMAJIbHOM PeajbHOCTH B MOJIOJICKHBIX CyOKyJIBTYpHBIX Ipymnnax. B pabore ommchiBaoTCs MH-
POBO33pEHYECKHE KOHLENTHI, OCOOEHHOCTH BHYTPEHHEW CTPYKTYpbl UM BHEIIHEH KOMMYHUKAIMH
YJIEHOB MOJIOZIEKHBIX CyOKynabTyp. CpaBHEHHE NMPOBOJWIOCH B Cpejie Haubojee MHOTOYMCICHHBIX
CYOKYJIBTYp, CBSI3aHHBIX C HAIIMOHAIM3MOM, YIIMYHBIM KPUMUHAJIOM, IPOTECTHON aKTUBHOCTBIO. Te-
opeThyecKoil 0a30il Mcciae0BaHUs SBISETCS COLUANIBHBIA KOHCTPYKIIMOHM3M. MatepHainsl cTaTbu
MOTYT OBITh MOJIE3HBI MPENOoIaBaTeNIsIM COLUAIbHO-TYMAaHUTAPHOTO MPO(UIIs, CTyIEHTaM, COTPY-
HUKaM TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX M aIMUHHCTPATUBHBIX CTPYKTYp, pabOTaIOIUM B OOJACTH MOJIOACKHON
MOJIMTUKH, IPABOOXPAHUTENBHBIM OpPTraHaM.

KiroueBble c10Ba: conpalibHasi peajlbHOCTb, COLUATBHBIA KOHCTPYKIIMOHU3M, MOJIOJICKHbIE
CYOKYJIBTYpBbI, HI€HTUUYHOCTb.
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Abstract. In the article the authors consider the processes associated with the construction of
social reality in youth subcultural groups. The paper describes the worldview concepts, features of
the internal structure and external communication of members of youth subcultures. The comparison
was carried out among the most numerous subcultures associated with nationalism, street crime and
protest activity. The theoretical basis of the research is social constructionism. The materials of the
article could be useful for teachers of social and humanitarian profile, students, officers of state and
administrative structures working in the field of youth policy, law enforcement agencies.

Key words: social reality, social constructionism, youth subcultures, identity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Currently, in modern Russian society, the process of group formation and individual
identity, the search for understandable and representative markers of self-identification
for a person continues. The most mobile part of society — young people take an active
part in this process of setting identity. Modern collectivist attitudes, an increased desire
for participation, a sense of unity and cohesion encourage young people to unite in
different groups and communities, with different degrees of involvement [4].

Such groups, moving towards "special area of interests" can be transformed into
subcultures (subcultural groups) with an inherent set of specific distinctive features [3,
p. 25]. Since the subculture unites people not satisfied with existing values transform
into some specific community. In other words, existing social appears as a form of
perception by subculture members. Society faced with number of fundamental gusts,
connected with functioning of such subcultural groups. The core of the first question
1s how the subculture participants create the social reality, where they are. The second
question concerns the affection of this reality on the subculture participants. Then the
third question could be understood in terms of identification of subculture creators in
within in this reality.

The most suitable theory, which is able to explain the existing position of young
generation, is social constructionism. The main issue of social constructionism is
the analysis of how the knowledge of a person or group is transformed into a social
reality and how they then affect each other. In this work we will consider the nature
and specific examples of this phenomenon for subcultural groups. Social reality is
formed not only by man as such. It is a product, first of all, of communication between
different people who may have nothing in common with each other or, conversely,
be members of the same social group. The latter case is simply necessary in the
framework of our work.

Social reality is created in the process of communication and interpersonal
relationships. In other words, we will not be able to achieve an objective picture of
reality, because the reality created in the process of communication, incorporates the
sides of different participants in the process.

In addition, an important clarification for further research is that the created
reality, in turn, can also affect both the group and its individual representative. Thus,
the fundamental mechanism is the production by people of subjectively determined
social reality and its mutual impact on the same or new participants in the process.
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The most fruitful idea is connected with description of three subcultural groups:
"right-wing nationalists", "protestors" and "street crime members". The conventionality
and obvious non-academic character of the name is caused, first of all, by the ambiguity
of the proposed definitions. Terminological pluralism allows to broad interpreting of
these subcultures.

It should be noted that in the context of this work, the "right-wing nationalists"
are the persons who share the worldview of racial and ethnic intolerance with
representatives of other ethnic groups. Hence the ideas of migrant phobia, xenophobia
and anti-Semitism inherent in the "right-wing nationalists" can receive social and
political overtones, expressed in criticism of current state power and supporting part of
the population.

By "protestors" we mean people who are in opposition to the modern political
power and public administration and express their public and civil position through
protests or rallies.

Finally, under "street crime members" we understand the subculture of young
people who correlate with their moral values, standards of behavior and everyday
practices with the traditions of the criminal-prison environment or the actualized
adolescent-youth phenomenon of "A.U.E." («apecTanTckuil ykiaja eauH» Or «aTMOC-
depa yIuuHOTO €TUHCTBAY ).

2. METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

The aim of our work is to analyze the construction of social reality in subcultural
youth groups through social constructionism. Based on this goal, we identify the
following tasks:

1) To give a detailed definition of the theory of social constructionism and its
possible correct application in the study of urban subcultural space;

2) To establish characteristics of the selected subcultural groups on the basis of the
materials collected during field work;

3) To consider the revealed features in the environment of "right-wing nationalists",
"protestors", "street crime members" through social constructionism;

4) To summarize the results obtained to identify patterns in the process of
constructing social reality by representatives of urban youth subcultures.

The object of our research is the modern urban youth subcultures of the "right-
wing nationalists", "protestors", "street crime members". The subject is the features of
the construction of social reality.

The theoretical basis of the work is social constructionism, the theory of which was
developed in the work "Social construction of reality" (1966) by Peter Ludwig Berger
(1929-2017) and Thomas Luckmann (1927-2016) [1]. This theory is the Foundation
for the study and analysis of perceived social reality.

Continuing the theoretical and methodological theme, we emphasize that in
this study we adhere to the constructivist approach in anthropology. The format of
the work involves the use of such scientific methods as "included observation", in-
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depth interview, comparative, content analysis, as well as general scientific methods of
analysis and synthesis.

3. RESULTS

It is necessary to understand that subculture is always a vivid protest against
established rules in society, a conflict of interests, where society is initially wrong and
unfair. The concept of injustice is relevant for all three social groups studied. Under
the term "youth" we understand the participation in these communities of persons in
the age range of 16-30 years. Of course, in these groups there may be participants who
fall out of the outlined range. However, according to empirical materials, we received
the vast majority in this age category. The main criterion for attributing a person
to this subculture is his own identification, as well as some "approval" from other
participants of the subculture. However, the second point may initially be inappropriate
to perception, unless we use the "snowball" method to increase the respondent base.

Social reality is a special intersubjective phenomenon in the life of a person and a
group, which can and should by its nature be constructed by people in the processes of
social and interpersonal communication. In addition, the constructed social reality will
interact with the subject, already influencing him in its turn. This is due to the fact that
social reality is by its dual nature both a phenomenon and a process.

As the study showed, the Bergman — Lukman theory is correct and appropriate
to use in the framework of an integral field anthropological study. This is due to the
sociological and socio-humanitarian basis of the theory and the study of social behavior
and perception of reality, which is close to the anthropological (mostly postmodern)
paradigm of "looking through the prism of personality". It was important to determine
the nature of typing, channels of stereotyping, which allow to exist this subculture to
take place and maintain stability.

Great differences are found in the representation of objective reality within
a subculture and the way the exogenous environment, which represents the formation
of reality within this structure. Thus, there is an ambiguous attitude within the group
to some leaders and apologists, a priori recognized by the external environment as
indisputable authorities. And it is more concerned the "protestors" component than the
"street crime members" or "right-wing nationalists".

The main type of subculture members behavior is the adoption of the established
"rules of the game". It is extremely important for subcultures to typify the idea of
injustice and inequality. And injustice, as they consider, i1s a model of political, ethnic,
social oppression and discrimination, which was constructed by elites or somebody
among authorities. And inequality is typified as having the dual nature of appearance:
natural and artificial [2, p. 240].

The dichotomy "we —they" is the main point for all investigated subcultures. In this
case "we" (members of subcultures) are initially and a priori right, and "they" (social
environment) can transform their images up to the enemy and completely unacceptable.
In addition, the use of specialized linguo-symbolic language for the construction of its
own coordinate system in social reality. There is also a factor of "transfer" of social
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knowledge stock from followers or "experts" to neophytes. Moreover, as it highly
should in complex multicomponent society within this subcultural environment, the
social stock of knowledge is distributed in portions. And it depends on the members
being involved in this sphere of interests.

Control over sustainable adherence to social reality is exercised through the
application of sanctions. If for "protestors" social sanctions for deviation from the
accepted norms are minimal (absolutely not tangible), then for the other two groups —
"right-wing nationalists" and "street crime members" — the consequences of such
sanctions can go beyond the usual ostracism up to the use of physical force [5]. And the
involvement of the subcultures members in the focus groups is most often associated
either with the proximity of ideological attitudes (people’s subjective realities)
or with the strong influence of the social environment (including virtual space).
Hence, participants can already form a social reality acceptable to the subculture. In
this case they identify themselves with it, and start looking for specific channels of
communication with people having been already involved in this social group. Thus,
we can assume that communication in the theory of social constructionism can and
should be understood not as direct contact between two (or more) specific subjects, but
also as a process of "self-learning" through virtual space. In other words, the theory
does not speak only about a certain predisposition. It also does not mention insurance
against the introduction of a person to a particular subculture. Since it goes beyond the
boundaries of its subject field.

In general, exogenous communication occupies an important place in the processes
of producing social reality, however, with its own characteristics. Because of the fact
that the "protestors" and the "right-wing nationalists" profess clearly proselytizing
goals, it 1s important for them to spread their typed ideas, ready for consumption by
potential participants as widely as possible (perhaps even to the detriment of the depth
of immersion). In contrast, the "street crime members" are the most closed subculture,
which is less interested in the mass influx of neophytes. And it is caused, first of all, by
the specific nature of their appearance.

4. CONCLUSION

All the researched groups are absolutely multi-valued and can be institutionalized
in different ways, but in their ideological content, they undoubtedly have a number of
similar qualities. The main way of constructing social reality-the direct communication
of members of subculture has recently been seriously pushed by the virtual mechanism.
This mechanism characterizes, first of all, the "protestors" and "right-wing nationalists".
Through Internet the representative of subculture can lot get different forms of
information and then spread these ideas in offline, joining the offline community.

In the theory of social constructionism, the thesis about a person is possibility
to several realities is important. The subculture takes only part of the time and does
not provide the entire moral and psychological component of life. The processes of
socialization can take place outside these groups. A person outside can behave in a
manner that is not peculiar for this group. But there can be quite a serious ideological
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conflict between the social norms adopted to this group. But members and partners can
impose certain sanctions against the retreating members.
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