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Abstract

Introduction: the article is devoted to the comprehensive analysis of peniten-
tiary crime in the Russian Federation, identification of its features, causes and un-
resolved preventive problems in the context of modern reforms of the penal sys-
tem. Methods: statistical, systemic, criminological, formal and logical, as well as
the method of comparative legal comparison. The data of official statistics of the
Federal Penitentiary Service of Russia for 2020-2024 are analyzed. The empirical
base consisted of data on 3,829 registered crimes in penitentiary institutions and
612 disciplinary investigations against staff. Results: it has been established that
the stability of penitentiary crime is determined by institutional factors (overload
of institutions, staff shortage, closeness), criminal subculture, and psychologi-
cal maladaptation of convicts. The analysis shows that convicts’ violent acts ac-
count for 57% of crimes, and employees’ corruption offenses account for 11%.
Five typical risk profiles for target differentiation of control are identified. Indi-
vidualized risk assessment, expansion of psychocorrective programs, develop-
ment of re-socialization, open public control and betterment of personnel training
are required. Conclusion: effective reduction of penitentiary crime requires hu-
manization of the penal system, introduction of personalized preventive models,
comprehensive psychological assistance, openness of institutions and interde-
partmental interaction. The proposed set of measures can be integrated into the
regulations of the Federal Penitentiary Service of Russia without significant costs,
providing a measurable reduction in latency and recidivism by expanding public
monitoring and improving organizational culture.
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Nowadays, penitentiary crime is a chal-
lenge for correctional institutions and the state
to address. The fact that a person serving a
sentence in a penitentiary institution commits
an illegal act again indicates not only his/her

© Baumshtein A.B., 2026

clearly disrespectful attitude to the norms of
law and morality and unwillingness to correct
him/herself, but also the existence of problems
and shortcomings in the activities of the penal
system.
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In addition, the very existence of such a phe-
nomenon as penitentiary crime has a negative
impact on the achievement of criminal punish-
ment goals, contributes to the destabilization of
the operational situation and law and order in a
correctional institution, and also has a negative
impact on the image of the Federal Penitentiary
Service of Russia.

Prevention of penitentiary crime is, along
with ensuring the effective execution of punish-
ment, one of the main functions of the peniten-
tiary service. The stability of correctional insti-
tutions is inextricably linked to the state of law
and order in correctional institutions as a whole.

Nowadays, domestic researchers and the
media pay great attention to penitentiary crime,
since crimes committed by convicts while serv-
ing their sentences in correctional institutions
undermine the authority of the penal system,
deteriorate the operational situation and have a
negative impact on the achievement of criminal
punishment goals.

The problem of counteracting crime in plac-
es of detention is a crucial one. Penitentiary
crime not only violates the regime of execution
of sentences, but also undermines the tasks of
correcting convicts, discredits the authorities’
activities, and promotes the reproduction of
criminal attitudes and repeat criminality. At the
same time, it remains the least studied in com-
parison with other types of crime, its determi-
nants, structure, and prevention features need
a comprehensive scientific understanding.

Despite constant reformation of the penal
system, the penitentiary crime rate remains
consistently high. The involvement of both con-
victs and employees of institutions of the Feder-
al Penitentiary Service of Russia in criminal acts
is alarming. Problems of professional deforma-
tion of staff, the spread of criminal subculture
and the lack of a real system of re-socialization
make the system vulnerable to repeated and
intra-systemic crime.

Within the framework of this study, we pro-
pose to pay closer attention to the analysis of
features and problematic aspects of crime in
penitentiary institutions and its prevention. So,
in general, crime in correctional institutions is
a set of crimes committed in places of depri-
vation of liberty. At the same time, it should
be understood that this category of crimes in-
cludes not only crimes committed by persons

serving sentences in correctional institutions,
but also by employees of these institutions and
employees of the penal system, as well as other
persons located on the territory of such institu-
tions. However, the largest proportion still be-
longs to crimes committed by persons serving
their sentences.

The term “penitentiary crime” in Russian sci-
ence is most often used to refer to the totality
of crimes committed in the system of execution
of criminal penalties. This refers to the actions
of both convicts and employees of correctional
institutions, as well as third parties involved in
illegal activities in places of detention [1, p. 87].

Criminological literature highlights various
approaches to the definition of penitentiary
crime. Some authors consider it as “exclusively
crimes committed by convicts, while others ex-
pand the concept to include actions of employ-
ees and other violations of the regime that have
elements of criminal illegality” [2, p. 22].

According to E.N. Tkachenko, penitentiary
crime is “a special type of institutional crime
that occurs in conditions of isolation, in the in-
teraction of convicts, employees and the exter-
nal environment, characterized by high latency,
stability and reproducibility” [3, p. 362].

Penitentiary crime includes the following
groups of crimes:

— crimes committed by convicts in places of
deprivation of liberty (violence, extortion, es-
capes);

— crimes committed by employees (abuse
of authority, bribery, participation in shady
schemes);

— crimes of the third parties aimed at orga-
nizing illegal activities in places of detention
(smuggling of prohibited items, etc.).

At the same time, the specifics of “peniten-
tiary crime is its high latency associated with
the specifics of institutions, corporate staff,
fear of reprisals from the administration and as-
sets from convicts” [4, p. 136].

Three main groups can be distinguished
among subjects of penitentiary crime:

1. Convicted persons in places of deprivation
of liberty. This category makes up the bulk of
violators. The crimes committed by them are
diverse in nature: from interpersonal violence
and extortion to escapes and illegal actions
directed at the staff of the institution. The in-
centives for such actions are often associated
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with internal hierarchy, “the need to maintain a
certain status in a criminal subculture, fear of
“omission”, as well as unsatisfied domestic and
legal needs” [4, p. 94].

2. Employees of the penal system. In recent
years, special attention has been paid to the
analysis of crimes committed by employees of
institutions. These can be:

— abuse of official authority;

— bribery;

— falsification of documents;

— participation in criminal schemes for the
supply of prohibited items to the correctional
facility [5, p. 122].

The reasons for this behavior are not only
personal qualities (greed, aggression, cyni-
cism), but also “systemic factors, such as low
wages, lack of rotation, chronic stress, as well
as influence of the criminal environment” [6, p.
183].

3. Persons interacting with convicts. They
are civilians, relatives of convicts, lawyers
and other representatives involved in the ille-
gal transfer of items, assistance in escapes or
the dissemination of prohibited information. In
some cases, such persons “become part of a
criminal business related to extortion, supply of
drugs, mobile phones, etc.” [7, p. 109].

All categories of subjects participate in the
formation of a kind of criminal micro-communi-
ty, which, in isolation, operates according to its
own laws, autonomous from the outside soci-
ety. A special role in this is played by the “infor-
mal hierarchy among convicts based on the tra-
ditions of the so-called thieves’ law” [8, p. 66].
The influence of this factor cannot be overesti-
mated, as it forms norms of behavior, sanctions,
and a system of rewards and punishments that
are an alternative to official discipline.

Thus, the subject of penitentiary crime is not
just an individual who violates criminal law, but
part of a socio-criminal structure, where the
personality, circumstances and culture of the
place of imprisonment form a complex motiva-
tional complex that determines illegal behavior.

It should be noted that penitentiary crime is
a specific type of criminal recidivism, which has
a high degree of social threat, due to the com-
mission of socially dangerous acts during the
execution of punishment for a previous crimi-
nal act in conditions associated with the use of
measures to prevent illegal actions. Such be-

havior of a person indicates his/her unwilling-
ness to take the path of correction and active
opposition to accepted moral norms and values
in society.

Considering criminological characteristics
of penitentiary crime, attention should be paid
to the issue of motivation of criminal behavior.
Thus, it is often conditioned by the convicts’
desire to maintain their authority in the crimi-
nal community, but often such aspirations are
transformed into violent or selfish motivation.
Some convicts commit crimes due to their
negative attitude towards work or study, others
want to evade punishment.

In addition, researchers identify the following
signs characterizing the category of crimes un-
der consideration:

— an integral part of the crime structure as a
whole, with its own quantitative and qualitative
characteristics;

— connection with the current state criminal
and penal policy, as well as the conditions of
serving sentences in places of deprivation of
liberty;

— high latency;

— pronounced specificity of the subject of
the crime;

— danger of spreading a criminal subculture
in a correctional facility;

— threat to penitentiary, public, and personal
security [9, p. 344].

Specific manifestations of criminal behavior
in correctional institutions include the following:

1. Violent criminal behavior, which includes
both direct physical violence, manifested in
murders, injury to health of varying sever-
ity, and the like, and mental violence, including
threats, insults, coercion to actions of various
kinds, as well as slander. Such crimes are often
committed in correctional institutions. The high
registration rate of these crimes is due to their
high degree of danger and difficulties in hiding
traces [10, p. 207].

2. Mercenary criminal behavior, manifested
in the commission of various types of theft of
property and valuables from institutions of the
penitentiary system and employees, on the
one hand, and other convicts, on the other.
This category of crimes has the greatest share
in the overall structure of penitentiary crime.
An essential feature of this category of crimes
is their high degree of latency. Characterizing
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mercenary crimes committed in correctional
institutions, it should be noted that they are
quite diverse. The most common types of theft
in penitentiary institutions are theft and fraud,
committed, as a rule, in residential areas and
poorly visible areas. However, there are cases
of theft committed by convicts while they are
outside the institution’s territory, for example,
during the transfer, while in medical institu-
tions, as well as during the exercise of the right
to short-term departure on the grounds speci-
fied in the law. Such crimes are committed by
convicted persons, as a rule, in the first years
of their stay in places of deprivation of liberty by
persons who already have experience in com-
mitting mercenary crimes.

3. Crimes related to the trafficking of nar-
cotic drugs, other prohibited substances and
objects in correctional institutions.

4. Criminal behavior related to evasion from
serving the sentence imposed by the court. This
category consists of crimes for which criminal
liability is provided for in the norms of the Spe-
cial Part of the Criminal Code of the Russian
Federation. These include escapes from prison
and from custody, as well as evasion from serv-
ing a sentence in a penal settlement.

5. Obstruction of the lawful activities of pe-
nal correction institutions and their employees.
Such actions are usually associated with the
disruption of the activities of institutions, dis-
obedience and resistance to the staff of the
correctional institution administration, and sim-
ilar actions.

6. Mass criminal behavior, which can be ex-
pressed, first, in the commission of crimes by a
group of persons, which can also be carried out
individually; second, in mass criminal behavior
specific to correctional institutions, an example
of which is mass riots; third, in mass excesses
of convicts, such as mass refusal to work or eat,
etc.

7. Sexual excesses of convicts, the mani-
festations of which are both sexual crimes and
sexual perversions.

8. Criminal behavior of employees of the pe-
nal system: receiving bribes, abuse of official
position, etc. [11, p. 564]. This behavior is moti-
vated by the following reasons:

— loss of personal perspective in society;

— unfavorable material and housing condi-
tions that give rise to crimes;

— unreliable environment;

— frivolous behavior of individuals that has
served as a reason for a crime;

— uncomplicated relationships in the family,
with neighbors and others;

— connivance of law enforcement agencies
in the fight against crime prevention;

— other circumstances contributing to the
formation of antisocial attitudes.

In addition, the reasons include negative per-
sonality traits, alcoholism, drug addiction, etc.

Among specific manifestations of criminal
behavior in correctional institutions, research-
ers include a wide range of socially dangerous
acts: from murders and causing serious harm
to health to escapes, disorganization of activi-
ties and drug trafficking. So, A.P. Nekrasov and
V.P. Karlov note that grave and especially grave
acts are committed in places of detention, such
as murder, causing serious harm to health, dis-
rupting activities of correctional institutions,
hooligan acts, as well as acts specific to places
of detention, such as evading punishment, ob-
structing activities of correctional institutions,
handling substances prohibited for convicts,
mass criminal behavior, and riots [12, p. 210].

In general, the analysis of penitentiary crime
allows us to establish that each type of criminal
behavior in correctional institutions is charac-
terized by its own criminological parameters,
causes and conditions. This should be taken
into account when developing preventive mea-
sures. Penitentiary crime, as arule, is the result
of a complex of reactions developing in places
of detention. In most cases, criminal activity in
correctional institutions is associated with the
presence of personality anomalies of convicts,
as well as mental pathologies. In this regard,
preventive activities should be aimed at early
detection of mental deviations, dynamic moni-
toring of prisoners with deviant behavior, as well
as conducting socio-psychiatric measures.

This study should also focus on issues re-
lated to the causes and conditions of crime in
places of detention. Thus, the circumstances
that determine penitentiary crime in general
are a system of negative, criminogenic nature,
formed among persons serving sentences in
correctional institutions and posing a threat to
public interests [10, p. 279].

Most causes of crimes committed in correc-
tionalinstitutions are related to the very essence
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of this type of punishment, such as imprison-
ment, which places a person in an environment
formed by the society members, most of whom
adhere to antisocial attitudes and live by crimi-
nal rules, unwillingness to follow which can lead
to extremely negative consequences, including
deprivation of life. In such circumstances, com-
mitting a crime becomes one of the few ways to
resolve conflict situations. Thus, psychologists
point to the fact that the feelings and fears ex-
perienced by a person as a result of the hostil-
ity of the prison environment make him/her be
always ready to repel an attack [13, p. 63].

What is more, penitentiary crime, being a
kind of type of recidivism, is an integral part of
general crime, which suggests the possibility
of a methodological solution to the issue of cir-
cumstances contributing to the commission of
crimes by convicted persons and causing such
crime in general. At the same time, these cir-
cumstances represent a set of causes, condi-
tions and reasons for the commission of peni-
tentiary crime, as well as the motives of specific
criminal behavior [14, p. 86].

Thus, S.V. Bondarenko points out “division
of determinants into social (external) and peni-
tentiary (internal) factors” [15, p. 74]. E.V. Patru-
shev also draws attention to the fact that “per-
petrator’s actions depend not only on his/her
personal characteristics, but also on victim’s
behavior who by his/her actions can facilitate
the occurrence of a criminal result”, which ac-
tually confirms the relationship between objec-
tive and subjective conditions [16, p. 76].

In general, the circumstances that determine
crime commission in correctional institutions
are divided into external and internal; some-
times they are also called objective and subjec-
tive.

External factors include the following:

1. Injustice when resolving conflicts that
arise among persons serving sentences in cor-
rectional institutions.

2. Inability, which in many cases is superim-
posed on the unwillingness of the correctional
institution administration to protect convicts
whose rights are clearly infringed by other pris-
oners, which gives rise to a sense of impunity
among representatives of the criminal world in
this regard.

3. Convicts’ frequent concealment of the
facts of crimes from representatives of the cor-

rectional institution administration and their ac-
counting.

4. Facts of the use of violence against con-
victs by representatives of the administrations,
expressed in both verbal insults and physical
assaults.

5. Unsatisfactory level of organization of pro-
tection and supervision of convicts, as well as
control over their behavior [10].

6. Detention of a large number of convicts
together in a squad system, which facilitates
the mutual exchange of criminal experience, as
well as mutual incitement to illegal behavior.

Special attention is paid to internal factors
that directly determine penitentiary crime.
These include a criminal subculture, person-
ality deformations of convicts, shortcomings
in the regime and organization of correctional
institutions. Thus, A.M. Smirnov emphasizes
that in conditions of imprisonment, “internal
factors include convicts’ personal character-
istics, nature of the crime committed, psy-
chological climate among prisoners, level of
law and order maintenance in the institution
[17, p. 280].

V.V. Luneev identifies the following internal
factors of penitentiary crime:

1. Low educational level of convicts, primitive
system of values and needs.

2. Presence of neurotic abnormalities in the
majority of convicts.

3. Specifics of convicts’ life experience of
persons.

4. Specifics of convicts’ personality traits, in
particular, emotional instability, short temper,
limited ability to manage their actions in ex-
treme conditions, and clear predominance of
emotions over reason.

5. Convicts’ inability to change the external
environment at their own discretion in the event
of a conflict situation, which causes a situa-
tion in which the comfort of a person directly
depends on the behavior of other convicts [18,
p. 523].

We also note convicts’ desire to gain recog-
nition in conditions of being in a correctional fa-
cility, almost the only way to achieve this is to
evade duties and show malevolence towards
the administration.

As for causes (determinants) of penitentiary
crime, they are usually divided into socio-eco-
nomic, institutional, psychological and crimino-
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genic that influence the formation of criminal
behavior in places of detention [1, p. 122].

The system of execution of punishments in
Russia is characterized by hierarchy, formality,
and limited resource provision, which creates
the ground for conflicts, abuse, and a formal
attitude to educational work. Staff overload, a
high number of convicts per employee, as well
as a shortage of professionally trained person-
nel, lead to the degradation of the penitentiary
environment [6, p. 214].

Of particular importance is the problem of
employee-convict relations built not on trust,
but on fear and coercion. This provokes a reac-
tion of resistance, including in the form of illegal
actions.

In conditions of imprisonment, a specific
criminal subculture develops, forming an alter-
native system of values, norms and sanctions.
Such phenomena as “language of the under-
world”, “zones of influence”, “cell hierarchy”,
etc., become an integral part of prison life [4,
p. 183]. It is often these norms that have a
greater impact on convicts’ behavior than re-
quirements of the official regime.

Acriminal subcultureis strengthened through
social isolation, isolation of the penitentiary en-
vironment and weakness of institutions of re-
socialization. Over time, the convict increasing-
ly identifies him/herself not as a citizen, but as
a representative of a subculture where criminal
behavior is becoming the norm.

Limited external stimuli, constant control,
suppression of initiative, violence and humilia-
tion contribute to the psychological maladapta-
tion of convicts. “Depression, aggression, cyni-
cism, and a loss of empathy develop, especially
among people in strict and special regime cor-
rectional facilities” [19, p. 98].

Psychologists record “a high prevalence of
psychological defenses, such as projection,
rationalization, and withdrawal into fantasy,
which reduces the level of self-reflection and
promotes mechanisms for self-justification of
one’s crimes and subsequent recidivism” [8,
p. 144].

Formalism in law enforcement, abuse of dis-
ciplinary penalties, and the use of isolation as a
universal means of influence contribute to the
destruction of motivation for lawful behavior. In
addition, a low level of legal literacy of convicts
makes them vulnerable to arbitrariness and

draws them into criminal schemes under the
pretext of protection or assistance.

Despite constant efforts of the penal system
and other state agencies, the crime rate in plac-
es of detention remains consistently high. This
is due to a number of systemic, organizational
and conceptual problems that significantly re-
duce the effectiveness of preventive activities.

The main problem is the formalized nature
of preventive measures, which boils down to
plans, lectures, individual conversations and
memos. This model does not meet real tasks of
prevention, since it:

— does not take into account individual char-
acteristics of convicts;

— ignores the real level of their social and le-
gal maladaptation;

— does not affect the underlying causes of
deviant behavior [20, p. 22].

Educational work is often replaced by disci-
plinary practice, which is perceived by convicts
not as a fair impact, but as repression.

Effective prevention is impossible without
professionally trained personnel. However, as
practice shows, “employees of educational de-
partments, as a rule, do not have psychological
or pedagogical education, are overloaded with
reporting and do not undergo regular profes-
sional development” [5, p. 87].

In addition, low wages and a lack of career
prospects lead to staff turnover and demotiva-
tion of employees responsible for preventive
work.

One of the central tasks of the Federal Peni-
tentiary Service of Russia is to prepare convicts
for life after release, but in reality the system
of re-socialization remains extremely weak,
since convicts do not have the opportunity to
get a sought-after profession, do not partici-
pate in socially significant projects, rarely in-
teract with external institutions (volunteers,
psychologists, religious organizations, etc.)
[7, p. 171].

As a result, according to the Federal Peni-
tentiary Service of Russia, up to 40% of those
released commit a crime again within two years
[21].

In the current model of penitentiary control,
there is no mechanism for personal risk assess-
ment, which would allow focusing efforts on the
convicts most prone to illegal behavior. This ap-
proach is actively used abroad (risk-based as-
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sessment), but it has not yet been put into prac-
tice in Russia.

The penitentiary system largely retains the
inertia of a closed institution, which makes it
difficult to introduce innovations and public
control. Forms of interaction with the scientific
and civil society remain limited. This creates a
feedback deficit, without which it is impossible
to adapt the prevention strategy to real condi-
tions.

Given the scale and sustainability of peni-
tentiary crime, as well as the complexity of its
determination, prevention measures should not
be targeted and formal, but systematic, com-
prehensive and scientifically based.

One of the most important directions is the
transition from a mass approach to prevention
to an individualized one. This requires “devel-
opment of a criminal risk assessment system to
identify convicts prone to committing crimes; to
identify high-risk areas within the institution; to
adjust impact strategies taking into account the
psychotype, history of crime, and behavior in a
correctional institution” [22, p. 40].

Most modern prevention methods are based
on administrative and formal legal mechanisms,
while real work with motivation, self-esteem,
aggression and frustration requires the involve-
ment of professional psychologists. “Psycho-
diagnostics upon admission to a correctional
institution, regular psychocorrection programs,
stress control and burnout prevention for both
convicts and staff” are crucial [19, p. 133]. ltis
also important to use elements of a cognitive
behavioral therapy that have proven effective in
reducing relapse.

The concept of re-socialization as a central
element of prevention should be reconsidered,
expanding the range of tools:

— prison education (including online courses
and vocational training);

— participation in volunteer and labor initia-
tives;

— religious and cultural support;

— interaction with employers before release
[7, p. 209].

Re-socialization should begin not one month
before the end of the term, but from the first day
of detention.

The effectiveness of prevention increases
with the involvement of external institutions:
non-profit organizations, human rights orga-

nizations, religious associations, and the sci-
entific community. Practice has shown that
“participation of the “third sector” contributes
to reducing the level of violence in correctional
facilities, building trust between the administra-
tion and convicts, and improving conditions for
serving sentences” [23].

Itis necessary to institutionalize this dialogue
— to conclude agreements, organize joint proj-
ects, and provide guarantees of access.

The transition to modern prevention mod-
els is impossible without high-quality retrain-
ing of personnel. It is necessary to “introduce
modules on psychology, ethics, and conflictol-
ogy into the programs of departmental higher
education institutions, develop internships and
exchange experience with foreign systems,
and introduce e-courses and case studies” [5,
p. 151].

The essence of the system can be changed
only through a personnel revolution.

It is important to understand that crime pre-
vention is not only a set of actions aimed at
identifying and eliminating negative phenome-
na that determine crime in correctional institu-
tions, but also actions aimed at compensating
for them, that is, replacing these phenomena
and circumstances with others that cause law-
ful behavior [24, p. 65].

According to S.V. Legostaev, prevention of
penitentiary crime is carried out at general so-
cial, special criminological and individual levels
[25]. A similar position is developed by Yu.Yu.
Tishchenko, emphasizing the need for an inte-
grated approach to identifying, eliminating and
neutralizing the causes of criminal behavior
[26]. General social prevention of penitentiary
crime includes a fairly wide range of econom-
ic, political, ideological, cultural, domestic and
other measures aimed at the implementation
of tasks related to the elimination of the causes
and conditions that determine this category
of crimes. At the same time, legal prevention
of offenses of various types, including a set of
administrative, civil, and other types of preven-
tion, acts as an integral part of general social
prevention. General social prevention is an ac-
tivity aimed at identifying and eliminating ob-
jective external causes that collectively gener-
ate crime, as well as conditions conducive to its
development and the commission of individual
crimes. This type of prevention is implemented
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through the active use of social, economic, po-
litical, legal and other anti-criminal factors [27,
p. 124].

Special criminological measures for the pre-
vention of penitentiary crime, unlike general
social ones, are carried out purposefully in the
interests of a group. They act as the main form
of ensuring the security of individuals, society
and the state, as well as the penal system, from
criminal threats. In addition, this type of preven-
tion includes a set of measures aimed at elimi-
nating, compensating, and minimizing deficien-
cies and inconsistencies that arise during the
process of serving and executing a custodial
sentence and determine the nature of peniten-
tiary crime in general [28, p. 35].

Individual prevention is a basic direction for
the prevention of penitentiary crime. It includes
a set of measures against specific individuals
who carry out actions contrary to the norms of
law, who come into conflict with the adminis-
tration of the correctional institution and other
convicts. This type of prevention, in accordance
with the order of the Ministry of Justice of the
Russian Federation No. 72 of May 20, 2013 “On
approval of the Instructions for the prevention
of offenses among persons held in institutions
of the penal system”, involves working with per-
sons on preventive registration, taking into ac-
count the specifics of their psychological state,
the nature and degree of public danger of the
acts committed by them, and as well as other
circumstances that have a direct impact on de-
termining optimal educational influence.

When discussing the improvement of crime
prevention activities in correctional institutions,
it should be pointed out that for the develop-
ment of any criminal processes in correctional
institutions, the impact of a whole set of factors
having a direct causal relationship with public
and state processes acts as a necessary con-
dition [29, p. 86]

Among these processes, various kinds of
social contradictions and crises in various ar-
eas of government and society are most often
identified. In addition, it is important to under-
stand that penitentiary crime is influenced by
criminogenic factors, among which the very
fact of being in a correctional institution.

Crime prevention in correctional institu-
tions is understood as a purposeful activity of
competent state authorities, public associa-

tions and organizations in order to prevent the
spread of criminal behavior among convicts in
correctional institutions serving sentences of
imprisonment [30, p. 136]. YuYu. Tishchenko
notes that “prevention of penitentiary crime in
correctional institutions includes a set of mea-
sures that primarily involve the placement of
convicts in accordance with the personality de-
formation degree, control over them and timely
preventive action” [26, p. 229].

In order to achieve the goals of preventing
penitentiary crime, it is necessary to implement
a number of general and individual preventive
measures and involve forces and means of the
correctional institution.

In most cases, the problems of crime pre-
vention in correctional institutions are connect-
ed with:

— a crime situation in correctional facilities;

— an antisocial worldview of criminals who
commit penitentiary crimes;

— unfavorable conditions for moral transfor-
mation of a person while serving a custodial
sentence;

— social contradictions that take place in cor-
rectional institutions and have a direct impact
on the aggravation of conflict situations.

According to a number of authors, the fol-
lowing can be considered as key directions for
enhancing crime prevention in correctional in-
stitutions:

1. Professional development of the staff of
correctional institutions. Violation of prisoners’
rights, which is one of the causes of penitentia-
ry crime, is often committed due to insufficient
competence of correctional officers. In addition,
the lack of professional skills among employees
prevents them from effective performance of
activities to prevent penitentiary crime and even
becomes a determinant of it [31, p. 104].

2. Development of the system of engineer-
ing and technical support of correctional insti-
tutions. This area is very promising in the field
of combating crime, as it greatly simplifies the
work of the security service. Engineering and
technical means of protection and supervision
introduced into activities of penitentiary insti-
tutions today demonstrate their effectiveness,
which necessitates their further improvement.

3. Carrying out measures to organize individ-
ual and collective psychological work with con-
victs, regardless of whether they have tenden-
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cies to commit socially dangerous acts. The
importance of this area is associated with the
significant amount of educational work in crime
prevention in general. The current state of af-
fairs indicates quite frequent facts of a formal
attitude to this work, which is unacceptable.
VXYu. Golubovskii points out that “improving
the system of re-socialization should include
individual programs, expanding the institution
of probation, and involving public and religious
organizations in the process” [32, p. 35]. S.V.
Legostaev also suggests strengthening opera-
tional investigative prevention and improving
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