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THE ARCHETYPES OF CULTURE
AND SUBCULTURE AS THE DETERMINANTS
OF SOCIAL ACTIONS AND
SOCIAL MANAGEMENT

Abstract. The conceptual argumentation that the processes of the cultural
globalization are important stimuli for development of scientific studies of the
contemporary culture and its functional and technological peculiarities is pre-
sented in the article. It is underlined that the cultural development of the human
civilization has always been stimulated by the influence of different subcultures.
Therefore the specialized scientific investigations, which are oriented to the sub-
stantiation of the archetypal status of culture and subculture as the determina-
tive factors of social actions and social management today, are very important. It

” o«

is proved that active use of such concepts as “global culture”, “multiculturalism”,
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“transculturalism”, “intercultural communication”, “cultural capital”, “subcul-
tural capital”, “subcultural lifestyle” by scholars now is the positive factor for
the creation of scientific programs for analysis of the ontological specifics of the
archetypes of culture and subculture in the context of globalization, virtualiza-
tion and individualization of social life. Attention is paid to the contradictions
of the conflict interpretation of subculture as the culture of social minority” that
is caused by such social phenomena as social alienation, marginalization and
poverty. The author defines the archetype of subculture as the multifunctional
social phenomenon that emerges and reproduces itself in society as the attribu-
tive consequence of the cultural differentiation. It is argued that the significant
innovative problem of the social management is the elaboration of the effective
technologies for social control over different forms of activities of subcultural
groups that emerge as critical human attitudes to the existing social order and as
the creative values of the progressive social constructivism.

Key words: culture, subculture, archetypes of culture and subculture, global
culture, multiculturalism, transculturalism, intercultural communication, cul-
tural capital, subcultural capital, subcultural lifestyle, social management.

APXETUIIN RVJIBIYPU TA CYBRYJIBI'YPU
AR JETEPMIHAHTU COIIAJIBHUX AIU
TA COHIAJIBHOTO YITPABJITHHA

AHoTaiisi. ApryMeHTOBaHO, IO MPOIECH TI00aIi3allil KyJsTYPH € BasKINBUM
CTUMYJIOM PO3BUTKY HAYKOBUX JIOCTI/IPKEHb Cy4aCHOI KYJIBTYPH, 11 (PyHKITIOHATh-
HOI Ta TexHoJoriuHoi crerudiku. [lizkpecaeno, Mo KyJabTypHUN PO3BUTOK JIIOI-
ChKOI IIUBiMi3aIi] 3aBK/1 peajbHO 06YMOBJIIOBABCS BILIMBOM Pi3HUX CYOKYJIBTYP.
Came TOMy 0COGJIMBE 3HAYEHHSI MAlOTh CIIEIiajli30BaHi HAyKOBI JOCJIKEHHS,
CIIPSIMOBaHi Ha OOIPYHTYBAHHS apPXETUITHOTO CTATYCy KYJBTYPH Ta CYOKYJIBTYPH
SK JIeTepMiHaHT COIIaJbHUX il Ta collianbHoro ynpasiainusa. Hagano nokasu ak-

” o«

TUBHOT'O BUKOPUCTaHHSA BHEHUMU TAKUX I[IOHATD, JAK “rmobasbHa KyJIbTypa , MYJIb-

TUKYJIBTYpasiaM”, “TPaHCKYJIbTYpasi3aM”, “Mi>KKYJIBTYPHA KOMYHIKAIlisg™ “KyJIBTyp-
Huit Karitan”, “cyOKyJIsTypHUil KarmiTan”, “CyOKyJIbTYPHHIl KUTTEBUIA CTUIB €
MO3UTUBHUM YMHHUKOM PO3POOKU IHHOBAIITHUX HAYKOBUX TIPOTPAM aHAJI3y OH-
TOJIOTIYHOI crelu(biK apXeTUIIB KyJIBTYPH Ta CyOKYJIBTYPU B KOHTEKCTI TEH/IEH-
1iit rrobastisarii, BipTyasisaiii Ta iHAMBIAYyasi3anii CycIiJbHOro KUTTS. BrsHa-
YEHO CYIEepPeYHOCTi KOHMIIIKTOIOTIUHOI iHTepIpeTallii CyOKyJIbTYpH SIK “KYJIBTYPU
CcolliaJTbHOI MEHIIOCTi”, 1T0sIBA SIKOI CIIPUYMHEHA TAaKUMU COLIaTbHUMU SBUIIAMU
SK COIliaibHe BiYy KEeHHsI, MapriHaisallis Ta OiHicTh. ABTOpP BU3HAYAE apXETHII
CyOKYJIBTYpH SIK TIOJTI(DYHKITIOHATBHE COTliaIbHe SIBHIILE, 10 BUHUKAE Ta BiJTBO-
PIOETHCST Y CYCITJIBCTBI SIK aTpUOYTUBHII HACJIIOK KYJIBTYpHOI AudepeHitiartii.
ApryMeHTOBaHO, M0 BAKJIMBOO IHHOBAIIHHOIO TPOOJIEMOIO COITIATbHOTO MEHE K-
MEHTY € PO3p0oOKa TEXHOJIOTIH e(heKTHBHOTO COI[IaIbHOTO KOHTPOJIIO Pi3HUX hopM
AKTUBHOCTI CyOKYJIBTYPHUX IPYIL, IPUIMAIOUHN /10 YBAru Ty 0OCTaBUHY, IO T[T aK-
TUBHICTb JIEMOHCTPYE SIK KPUTUYHE CTaBJIEeHHS JIIOJIeli /10 iCHYIOUOTO COIiabHOTO

MOPSAJIKY, TaK 1 € BUPA30M KPeaTUBHUX IIHHOCTEN COIIaTbHOTO KOHCTPYKTUBI3MY.
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KmouoBi cioBa: kysibrypa, cyOKyJIBTYpa, apXeTUIH KyJIBTYPH Ta CYOKYJIb-
TYpH, r06aTbHA KYJIBTYPa, TPAHCKYJIBTYPATi3M, MIKKYJBTYPHA KOMYHIKAIis,
KYJIBTYPHUH KariTasl, cyOKyJIbTYPHUN KaIiTasl, CyOKyJJIBTY PHUI JKUTTEBUI CTHJTb,
cotfiajibHe YIPaBJIiHHS.

APXETUIIbI RYJIBI'YPbI 1 CYBKYJIBI'YPbI
KAK AETEPMMHAHTBI COIIUAJIbHBIX JTEUCTBUU
N COIUAJIBHOTO YIIPABJIEHUA

AnHOTaIMA. APryMEHTUPOBAHO, YTO MPOIECCHI TI00ATU3AIMN KYJIBTYPbI SIB-
JISTIOTCST BKHBIM CTHMYJIOM Pa3BUTHSI HAYYHBIX MCCJIEIOBAHUIN COBPEMEHHOI
KYJIBTYPBI, ee (PYHKIMOHAJIBHON U TeXHOJIOrMYeKcKoi creruduku. Ilomguepk-
HYTO, 4TO KYJBTYPHOE PAa3BUTHE YEJOBEYECKON IUBUJIU3AINHI BCET/IA PEabHO
61710 00YCIIOBJIEHO OTIPE/IEJIEHHBIM BIMSTHUEM PA3IMIHbIX CYyOKYIbTYp. VIMEHHO
09TOMY 0COOYI0 3HAYMMOCTD IPHOOPETAIOT CIIENNATU3UPOBAHHBIE HAYYHbIE HC-
cJIe/IOBaHMsI, HATIPaBJIeHble Ha 0OOCHOBAHUE apPXETHITHOTO CTATyca KYJIBTYPbI U
CyOKyJIBTYPBI KaK JIETEPMUHAHT COMMATBHBIX JIEWCTBUIA ¥ COMUATBHOTO YIIPaB-
senust. [IpescraBiensl 0Ka3aTeNbCTBA, YTO AKTUBHOE UCTIOIb30BaHUE YUYECHBIMU
TaKUX MOHSATUH, Kak “riobajbHast KyJabsTypa”, “MyJbTHKYJIBTYpaau3M”, “TpaHc-
KyJBTYpain3M”, “UHTEPKYJIbTYPHAsd KOMMYHUKAIMSA , “KyJbTYPHBIM Karmutan’,
“cyOKyJIBTYPHBII KaruTan”, “cyOKyJIBTYPHbII JKU3HEHHBIN CTHJIL” SIBJISTIOTCS 10~
BUTHUBHBIM (HaKTOPOM PazpabOTK¥M MHHOBAIIMOHHBIX HAYYHBIX [TPOTPaM aHAJIN3a
OHTOJIOTHYECKOM CIIennUKI apXETUTIOB KYJIBTYPbI U CYOKYJIBTYPBI B KOHTEKCTE
TEHEHIUN TT00ATN3AINY, BUPTYAIU3AIMN U WHANBULYATU3AIUN OOIIECTBEH-
HOIT sku3HU. B ctaThe o6paliieHo BHUMaHUE Ha TIPOTHBOPEYNsT KOH(DIUKTOIOTH-
YeCKON MHTENnpeTanuu CyOKyJBTYPbl KaK “KyJIBTYpPbl COIMATBHOTO MEHITUHCT-
Ba”, BO3HUKHOBEHME KOTOPOil 00YCIOBIEHO TAKUMHU COITHATBHBIMU SIBJEHUSMU
KaK COIMAIbHOE OTYY KIeHNE, MAPTUHAIU3AINS U GETHOCTh. ABTOD OIpe/ieisieT
apxeTuIl CyOKyJIBTYPbI Kak MOJH(GYHKIMOHAIBHOE COIUAIbHOE SIBJIEHUE, KOTO-
poe BO3HUKAET U BOCIIPOU3BOUTCS B OOIIECTBE KaK aTPUOYTUBHOE MOCTIEACTBIE
KyJIBTYpHOI mudepenninanum. ApryMeHTHPOBAHO, YTO aKTYaJTbHON MHHOBAIH-
OHHOIT TIPO6JIEMOIT COIUATBEHOTO YIIPABIEHUS SIBJISIETCST Pa3pabOTKa TEXHOJIOTHIT
3 hEKTUBHOTO COIMUATBLHOTO KOHTPOJIS Pa3JINYHBIX GOPM aKTUBHOCTHU CYOKYJTb-
TYPHBIX TPYIL, IPUHUMAsT BO BHUMaHWE TO OOCTOSTENBCTBO, YTO 9TA AKTUBHOCTD
JIEMOHCTPUPYET KaK KPUTUYECKOE OTHOIIEHUE JIIOJIei K CYIIeCTBYIONEMY COIU-
AJTBHOMY TOPSIZIKY, TaK U SIBJISIETCST BBIPDAKEHUEM KPeaTUBHBIX IEHHOCTEN COIu-
AJTbHOTO KOHCTPYKTHUBHU3MA.

KioueBble cioBa: KyJibrypa, CyOKyJIbTypa, apXETHUIIbI KyJIBTYPBl U CYOKYJIb-
TYPBbI, I1006aIbHAST KYJIBTYPa, TPAHCKYJIBTYPATH3M, HHTEPKYJIBTYPHAS KOMMYHI-
KaI[¥si, KyJBTYPHBIN KaruTtas, cyOKyJIBTYPHbIH KaluTas, CyOKYJIbTYPHBIH KI3-
HEHHBIN CTUJIb, COIIMAJIbHOE YIIPaBJIEHUE.

Problem statement. It is well- cial sciences the most significant in
known, that in the contemporary so- theoretical and practical dimensions
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have become fundamental and applied
research that is related to the study of
the innovative tendencies of sociocul-
tural changes, cultural differentiation
and technological potential of human
culture. Obviously, the newest pro-
cesses of the globalization of culture
significantly complicate the task of sci-
entific understanding as the phenom-
ena of the contemporary culture and
its functional and technological pecu-
liarities. Therefore, the vast majority of
scholars underline the need to clarify
the content of the category “culture”
as the fundamental concept of social
philosophy and social theory because
the popular understanding of culture
as a complex of human achievements
during the entire period of the histori-
cal human development is excessively
abstract. Firstly, such understanding
does not explain the general structural
characteristics of the human culture
and also the dynamics of its historical
changes, which occurred under the in-
fluence of different subcultures. Sec-
ondly, one should also pay attention to
the important fact that human culture
always has been formed and developed
as the pragmatic system of social ma-
nagement, which has been used by the
power elite in the certain ways to oth-
er people. It should be noted that the
various scientific attempts to define
the attributive ontological features of
culture as the set of cultural universals
cannot be recognized today as a sig-
nificant contribution to the develop-
ment of the special research programs,
which propose to study the culture as a
social phenomenon and as the process
that determines the sense of ‘social ac-
tions by the individual and collective
actors of social life. Introduction to

the contemporary scientific discourse
of such concepts as “global culture”,
“multiculturalism”, “transcultural-
ism”, “intercultural communication”,
“cultural capital”, “subcultural capi-
tal”, “subcultural lifestyle” stimulates
scholars to provide analytical studies
the problem of ontological specifics of
the archetypes of culture and subcul-
ture under the context of the tenden-
cies of globalization, virtualization and
individualization of social life. So the
purpose that the author tries to achieve
in this article is to develop analytical
approach in order to create the stimu-
lating conceptual argumentation for
further research of this problem.
Analysis of the recent researches
and publications. The study of the
main research directions of the social
phenomena of culture and subculture
in contemporary social sciences evi-
dently reflects the certain cognitive
difficulties that are connected with the
correct identification of the cognitive
status of the concepts of “culture” and
“subculture”. Therefore it is reasonable
to indicate that the scholars today in
their works [1, 2, 3] emphasize the im-
portance of studying the new trends of
the cultural changes, which reflect the
growing role of cultural practices in the
global development of mankind. That
is why the research efforts of scientists
are aimed at substantiating the arche-
typal status of culture and subculture
as the determinative factors of social
actions and social management [4, 5,
6]. An important scientific direction
is the study of the creative potential of
subcultures as fundamental ontological
stimulus for progressive social changes
[7, 8,9, 10]. At the same time Ukrai-
nian sociologists in their works [11, 12,
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13, 14, 15] have underlined the need to
develop innovative technologies of so-
cial management, since the spontane-
ous processes of cultural changes were
the real moving force in increasing so-
cial tensions and conflict interactions.

Presenting main material. First of
all, it should be noted that the gener-
al content of contemporary studies of
cultural issues reflects the situation of
the need to create new fundamental
theories of culture and cultural deve-
lopment. Many scholars rightly draw
attention to this fact, emphasizing that
the concept of “culture” in the latest in-
terpretations is a concept that captures
only the most important attributive
qualities and qualities that are inher-
ent in social life and human behavior.
“Sociologists and anthropologists use
“culture” as a collective noun for the
symbolic and leaned, non-biological
aspects of human society including
language, customs and convention by
which human behavior can be distin-
guished from that of other primates”
[1,p. 99].

According to K. Kammeyer,
G. Ritzer and N. Yetman, in defining
the concept of “culture” it is important
to take into account the archetypal so-
cial status of this concept, which signi-
fies the most important conditions for
the collective life of people. “Culture is
the entire complex of ideas and mate-
rial objects that the people of a society
(or group) have created and adopted
for carrying out the necessary tasks of
collective life” [4, p. 85]. Scientists be-
lieve that this definition contributes to
the further development of innovative
studies of the different forms of human
behaviors and as the phenomena of cul-
tural relativism and ethnocentrism, the
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functional role of knowledge, symbols
and beliefs, as well as norms “that go-
vern everyday conduct” [4, p. 86].

It is obvious that other scholars are
not satisfied with the overall perspec-
tive of such a research strategy. Thus,
Cr. Calhoun, D. Light, and S.Keller
propose a more “narrow” general defini-
tion of culture by identifying its attrib-
utive components as cultural univer-
sals: “Culture is the language, norms,
values, beliefs, knowledge, and symbols
that make up a way of life. It is the an
understanding of how to act that peo-
ple share with one another in any stable
self-reproducing group”[5, p. 7].

It is important to emphasize that
this definition also clearly captures the
archetypal social status of the concept
of culture. At the same time, it should
be noted that a certain advantage of
such a more “narrow” interpretation
of the content of this concept is that
these scientists propose to study the
social ontological characteristics of
culture under the context of elucidat-
ing its connection with other attribu-
tive properties of social life, which are
denoted by three such known concepts
such as: “social action”, “functional in-
tegration” and “power”. I believe that
this research strategy should be recog-
nized as promising for further develop-
ment, as it generally facilitates speciali-
zed differentiated study of 1) cultural
integration, 2) cultural diversity and
subcultures, 3) cultural reproduction,
4) cultural and media communication,
5) internationalization and globaliza-
tion culture [5, p. 86].

The similar view is also formulated
by G. Bechmann, who defines culture
as a reflexive form of human experience
[6, c. 109—117]. This scholar argues that




the concept of culture has a reflexive
meaning and it is based on comparison.
“Culture is something that defines peo-
ple’s lifestyles, and it creates precondi-
tions for comparison. That is, culture is
what makes it possible to compare what
cannot be compared: a way of life. At the
same time, the observation horizon is
expanding both regionally and nation-
ally, providing, above all, the historical
depth of the differences. Culture as a
reflexive form creates a distance to eve-
rything non-native in the society, but at
the same time it allows to approach this
society to a foreign culture rather as dis-
tant and remote” [6, c. 111].

It is noteworthy that G. Bechmann
tries to avoid a purely formal descrip-
tion of the social functions of the con-
temporary culture, which, according to
his opinion, has the single functional
orientation, which should be indicated
in three dimensions:

* firstly, culture is very important
for the formation and development of
a human individual as a personality;
it is a system of conventional customs
in a particular society that is different
from the customs of other societies and
cultures;

* secondly, culture is a significant
virtue that indicates the difference be-
tween culture and the simple everyday
existence of people; in this expression
culture demonstrates itself as a purifi-
cation of life and denotes their social
division into “high culture” and “mass
culture”;

* thirdly, culture divides society in-
to historical epochs — it allows people,
who are looking at the past, to have
opportunity to define the factors of
progress in human relations towards
the nature and also to evaluate the pro-

gressive changes in the existing system
of social interactions. [6, c. 111-112].

Obviously, this interpretation of
the functional orientation of the con-
temporary culture also indicates to
the specific attributive property of the
culture — its competitive character.
It is known that under the context of
globalization, the competition between
cultures significantly increases, and
this process has been explained in dif-
ferent ways in the sociological theo-
ries of global modernization and global
dependence. However, I consider that
G. Bechmann, paying attention to the
phenomena of competitiveness of the
contemporary cultures, underesti-
mates the important fact that the cul-
ture as the embodiment of the produc-
tive tendencies of social and historical
practice is the significant resource for
the legitimation and technologization
of the systems of individual and col-
lective social actions and social claims,
which are the important source for the
emergence and existence of various
subcultures.

Focusing on the identification of the
epistemological features of the subcul-
ture category, it is important to empha-
size the need to overcome the simpli-
fied interpretations of the subculture
in the specific ontological sense — as
“culture of a social minority”, the emer-
gence of which is caused by such social
phenomena as social alienation, mar-
ginalization and poverty.

P. Williams draws attention to this
fact in monograph “Subcultural The-
ory. Traditions and Concepts”[7]. In
this work the author proves that con-
temporary scholars are no longer sat-
isfied with the image of a society with
a particular dominant culture with
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different dysfunctional subcultural
elements. Today the developed socie-
ties are rather a set of different social
groups whose members do not wish to
speak about subcultures. According to
Williams, the concept of “subculture”
reflects not only a certain system of hu-
manitarian values of non-conformism,
resistance, protest, freedom of choice,
self-expression, which usually charac-
terize people’s critical attitude to the
existing social order. It is also impor-
tant to keep in mind that this concept
is a specific expression of the values of
the progressive social constructivism.
Therefore, the prospects for developing
a scientific subcultural theory should
be connected with a creative under-
standing of the following questions:
“What is and what isn’t subcultural?
In other words, where are the bounda-
ries of subcultures, and where do they
start and end? And how can we find
answers to such questions” [7, p. 6].

It should be noted that R. Heienfler
in her work [8] emphasizes the creative
ability of subcultures to formulate al-
ternative views of people in relation to
the established way of life. The pres-
ence of such alternative views determi-
nates the need for “a careful study and
a better understanding of the motiva-
tions, thoughts and practices of sub-
cultural groups” [8, p 3]. In this work,
the author has made a scientific argu-
mentation for the importance of taking
into account a wider range of concep-
tual problems, the specialized study of
which will help to determine the epis-
temological principles of subcultural
analysis. She identifies and analyzes
the content of the following 8 funda-
mental problems:

1. What are subcultures?
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2. How do subcultures emerge and
why do people participate?

3. How do subcultures resist the
“mainstream” of society and are they
successful?

4. Who are the participants in sub-
cultural practices?

5. Who are the “authentic” partici-
pants and who are the “posers”?

6. How does society react to subcul-
tures?

7. Have subcultures gone virtual
and global?

8. What happens to subcultures as
they “grow up”?

Obviously, the attention of scientists
to further scientific study of these prob-
lems in order to identify the new func-
tional characteristics of modern subcul-
tures requires the use of the cognitive
potential of some important concepts.
Thus, J.Lewis points to the importance
of a wider use of the concept of “trans-
culturalism”, which as methodological
instrument can explain certain modes
of growth of global influence of the vari-
ous subcultural social movements [2].
K. Sorrels believes that in order to ex-
plain the regimes of such movements, it
is useful to choose the concept of “in-
tercultural communication” [3]. The
effective use of the cognitive potential
of these concepts, as demonstrated by
V. Lapina’s work [11], contributes to the
understanding of the tendency of global
spread of subcultural practices of such
cultural and ideological phenomenon as
consumerism.

British scholar S. Thornton pro-
poses to introduce into the scientific
circulation the concept of “subcultural
capital”. She argues that this concept
has important cognitive sense for the
studies of the process of internalization




of cultural norms, which determines
the creative potential of different sub-
cultures [9, pp. 200—208].

Developing this position, D. Heb-
dige in his monograph “Subculture: The
Meaning of Style (new accents)” [10]
underlines that any culture of the class
society in some way is oriented to the
ideal of “aesthetic perfection”. A variety
of practical ways of ontologization this
ideal gives rise to different “subcultural
lifestyles” that can have both functional
and dysfunctional manifestations. It is
noteworthy that the scholar recog-
nizes the functional significance of the
subcultural styles as an important at-
tribute feature of social life. Therefore,
as he considers, the various counter-
cultures today are the inappropriate
scientific subject-matter to be regarded
as subcultures because of the social lo-
cality of these counter-cultures, which
reflects the specific value challenge of
the youth groups as a small part of the
middle-class [10, p. 2-7].

As T believe, these suggestions gen-
erally point to the importance of the
scientific conceptual understanding of
subculture as an archetypal multifunc-
tional phenomenon of social life that
constantly reproduce itself in societies
(as socio-historical systems of different
types) due to the process of differentia-
tion of cultural practices of the individ-
ual and collective actors of social life.

At the same time, it should be noted
that at present the issue of developing
technologies for managing influence to
the social activity of the subcultural
groups is important not only for sci-
entific researchs but also for the mod-
ernization of the regulative functions
of the political institutions. So J. Lewis
believes that the use of the methodo-

logy of transculturalism allows us to
identify the differences among human-
ist, antihumanist and post-humanist
technologies [2, p. 22]. The choice and
the effective use of these technologies
depends on the scientific validity of the
empirical data and also the scientific
evaluations that reflect as the current
state and the possible destructive con-
sequences of social tension and protest
activity of the different social groups.

It should be noted that in the sci-
entific works of Ukrainian sociologists
also have been emphasized the need for
the development of innovative technol-
ogies of social management, since spon-
taneous processes of cultural change
were actually factors of the increasing
social tension, conflict interactions and
communications. Therefore, evaluat-
ing the results of the recent research, it
should be noted that important fields of
the scientific work are: 1) the identifi-
cation of the peculiarities of activity of
the youth subcultural groups in the ci-
ties of Ukraine [12]; 2) the development
of the conceptual model and empirical
indicators of cultural determinants of
social tension and protest behavior in
the regions of Ukraine [13]; 3) the ana-
lysis of the process of transformation of
social actions by the subcultural groups
in Ukrainian society[14]; 4) the iden-
tification and characterization of dys-
functional social consequences that are
connected with the low effectiveness of
the democratic reforms in Ukraine [15].

Conclusions and the prospects for
further researches.

1. The processes of globalization of
culture are an important stimulus for
the development of the scientific re-
search of the contemporary culture,
its functional and technological pe-
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culiarities. The cultural development
of the human civilization has always
been stimulated by the influence of
different subcultures. The new trends
in cultural changes today indicate the
growing role of cultural practices as
the organization factors of social order
in different societies. Therefore specia-
lized scientific investigations are very
important today, which are oriented
to the substantiation of the archetypal
status of culture and subculture as the
determinative factors of social actions
and social management.

2. The active use by scholars such
concepts as “global culture”, “multicul-
intercul-

turalism”, “transculturalism”, ¢

tural communication”, “cultural capi-
tal”, “subcultural capital”, “subcultural
lifestyle” now is the positive factor for
the creation of scientific programs for
analysis of the ontological specifics of
the archetypes of culture and subcul-
ture under the context of the tendencies
of globalization, virtualization and indi-
vidualization of social life.

3. The important innovative prob-
lem of social management is the devel-
opment of technologies for the effective
social control over the various forms of
activities of the subcultural groups. But
it is useful to understand that these ac-
tivities demonstrate both the critical
attitude of people to the existing social
order and is an expression of the values
of the progressive social constructivism
which stimulates the humanistic trends
in the contemporary social life.

REFERENCES

1. Abercombie, N., Hill, S., Turner, B.
(1994). Culture. The Pinguine Diction-

294

ary of Sociology. (3rd ed.). (p. 99). Lon-
don: Pinguine books Ltd [in English].

2. Lewis, J. (2002). From Culturalism to
Transculturalism. Towa Journal of Cul-
tural Studies, 1, 14-32 [in English].

3. Sorrels, K. (2013). Intercultural com-
munication, Globalization and Social
Justice. Thousand Oaks, California:
Sage publ. [in English].

4. Kammeyer, K, Ritzer, G., Yetman, N.
(1997).  Sociology:  experiencing
changing societies. Boston: Allyn &
Bacon [in English].

5. Kelhoun, C., Light, D., Keller, S.
(1994). Sociology. (6th ed.). New
York: Mc Graw Hill [in English].

6. Bekhmann, G. (2010). Sovremennoe
obshchestvo: obshchestvo riska, infor-
matsionnoe obshchestvo, obshchestvo
znaniy [ Modern society: risk society, in-
formation society, knowledge society].
(A. Yu. Antokolskiy, G. V. Gorokhovyy,
D. V. Efremenko, V. V. Kaganchuk,
S. V. Mesyats, Trans). (2nd ed.). Mos-
cow: Logos [in Russian].

7. Williams, P. (2011). Subcultural The-
ory. Traditions and Concepts. Cam-
brige: Polity Press [in English].

8. Haenfler, R. (2014). Subcultures: The
basics. New York: Routlege [in Eng-
lish].

9. Thornton, S. (1997). The Sociologic of
Subcultural Capital. The Subcultures
Reader. K. Geldner and S. Thornton
(Eds.). (pp. 200-212). London; New
York: Routlege [in English].

10. Hebdige D. (2002). Subculture: The
Meaning of Style (new accents). Lon-
don: Routlege [in English].

11. Lapina, V. V. (2018). The archetype of
consumption and its contradictions
in the contemporary European space
of economic and social interactions.
Public management, 4(14), 159-170
[in English].

12. Gran, D. S. (2016). Sub/kultury: pro-
test, kommunikatsiya ili obretenie se-
bya? [Sub/culture: protest, communi-




13.

14.

15.

1.

AKEPEN

cation or gaining oneself?]. Kherson:
FLP [in Russian].

Sudakov, V. 1., Siryi, Ye. V., Lapina,
V. V,, Saveliev, Yu. B., Chernykh, H.
A., Kondov, K. V, Nakhabich, M.
A. (2018). Sotsialna napruzhenist v
rehionalnykh ~ vymirakh: problemy
teorii, metodolohii ta metodyky
sotsiolohichnoho doslidzhennia [So-
cial tensions in regional dimensions:
problems of theory, methodology and
methodology of sociological research].
Kyiv: Lohos [in Ukrainian].
Kostenko, N., Ruchka, A. (Eds.).
(2010).  Subkulturna viriatyvnist
ukrainskoho sotsiumu [Subcultural
virativity of the Ukrainian society].
Kyiv: In-t sotsiolohii NAN Ukrainy
[in Ukrainian].

Shulha, M. (2018). Zbii sotsialnoi ma-
trytsi: monohrafiia [The failure of the
social matrix]. Kyiv: In-t sotsiolohii
NAN Ukrainy [in Ukrainian].

CNMNCOK BUKOPUCTAHUX

Culture // Abercombie N., Hill St,
Turner Br. The Pinguine Dictionary
of Sociology. — Third ed. London: Pin-
guine books Ltd., 1994. P. 99.

Lewis J. From Culturalism to Traan-
sculturalism // Towa Journal of Cul-
tural Studies., 2002. N1 ( spring).
P. 14-32.

Sorrels K. Intercultural communica-
tion, Globalization and Social Justice /
Katryn Sorrels. Thousand Oaks, Cali-
fornia: Sage publ., 2013. 290 p.
Kammeyer K., Ritzer G., Yetman N. So-
ciology: experiencing changing societ-
ies. Boston: Allyn & Bacon, 1997. 650 p.

. Kelhoun Cr., Light D., Keller S. So-

ciology. 6th ed. New York: Mc Graw
Hill, 1994. 651 p.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Bexmann T. CoBpemeHHOE 00IIECTBO:
0011IecTBO  pricKa, WH(MOPMAIIMOHHOE
obriectBo, 001IecTBO 3HaHuii / Torr-
xapy bexmanm; niep. ¢ Hem. A. 10. AnTo-
kosbekoro, I. B. Topoxogoii, /I. B. Ed-
pemenko, B. B. Karanuyk, C. B. Mecsrr.
2-e uz., M.: Jloroc, 2012. 248 c.
Williams P. Subcultural Theory. Tra-
ditions and Concepts. Cambrige: Pol-
ity Press, 2011. 224 p.

Haenfler R. Subcultures: The basics. —
New York: Routlege, 2014. 192 p.
Thornton S. The Sociologic of Subcul-
tural Capital // The Subcultures Read-
er / K.Geldner and S.Thornton (eds).
L.- N.Y: Routlege, 1997. P. 200—212.
Hebdige D. Subculture: The Meaning
of Style (new accents). L.: Routlege,
2002. 286 p.

Lapina V. V. The archetype of con-
sumption and its contradictions in
the contemporary European space of
economic and social interactions /
V. V. Lapina // Public management :
collection. Ne 4 (14). June 2018.\ Kyiv:
1T “Bupaamunit gim “Ilepconan”,
(Special edition). P. 159—170.
Sub/KyJaBTYpbI:  IPOTECT, KOMMYHU-
karus uian obperenue cebs? Xepcom:
OJIII Tpams [1.C., 2016. 239 c.
CoriapHa HaTPY’KEHICTh B PeTio-
HAJIBHUX BUMipax: MpoGjeMu Teopii,
METOIOJIOTIT Ta METOJUKH  COITi0JI0-
TigHOTO mocimkeHHss: Monorpadis /
B. I. Cynakos, €. B. Cipuii, B. B Jla-
miHa Ta iH.; 3a 3ar. B. [. Cynakona. K.:
Jloroc, 2018. 197 c.

CyOKyJbTypHa BipiaTHBHICTh YKpaiH-
cpikoro cotiymy / 3a pea. H. Kocrenko,
A. Pyukn. K.: Ta-t comionorii HAH
Yxpainn, 2010. 288 c.

Iyabra M. 36ii cotiaTbHOT MaTPHIIi:
monorpadis / Mukona [ympra. K.
[u-T cormiosorii HAH Ykpainu, 2018.
284 c.

295




