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B ctatbe MokasaHbl HeraTiBHbIE TEHAEHUMM MOCTMOAEPHN3MA B COBPEMEHHOM Yron0BHOM npase.C 3TON LEenblo aBTOp paccmaTpuBaet
DECTPYKTMBHbIE B3MSAbI 3aPYOEXHbIX U OTEYECTBEHHbBIX CMELMNANMCTOB NO YTOAOBHOMY MpaBy, KOTOPbIE CYMTAIOT, YTO HOPMbI YTONOBHOM 3aKOHa
He COBMECTUMbI C mpaBamu 1 CBOGOAAMI YeNOBeKa, a Ype3MepHast KpUMUHANN3aUNS [esHUIA «CO3[aeT» NPECTYNHNKOB. HeratnBHble TEHAEHLMN
MOCTMOZAEPHN3MA NPOABAAIOTCH B MUHUMU3ALMM YrONOBHO-NPABOBLIX MPEANUCaHNIA, OTPULAHWUM OCHOBHBIX KAaTErOPUI YrOJI0BHOTO Npasa, MCKKEHNUN
NpeacTaBieHmnii 0 CyObekTe NPECTYMNEHNS W ero poau B COCTaBe MPecTynnerus. [lonbiTkM UCKMIOYUTL CyObekTa U3 COCTaBa MPECTYNAeHus
COBEPLLIAIOTCS NOf, PasHbIMK NpeanoraMi. B ofiHMX Cy4asix aBToOpbl HEBEPHO TPAKTYIOT NPEANUCAHWS YrONOBHOTO 3aKOHA, B APYIUX Cly4asx
J0MYyCKaT METOA0NOMMYECKNe OWNOKN NMBO CTPEMATCS PanKaabHO NEPECMOTPETb TPAAMLIMOHHYK) YrONOBHO-NPABOBYIO AOKTPUHY. B KOHEYHOM
WTOre 3TV NOMbITKI CBOASTCS K HEOBOCHOBAHHOMY BbIBOJIY O Tak Ha3bIBAEMOV «CMEPTI CyObekTa», KOTOPbI CHOPMYANPOBAH B NOCTMOAEPHUCTCKON
¢unocopuun. HayyHas 3Ha4MMOCTb [AHHOW CTaTbl COCTOMT B UCCNEL0BAHUM HEraTMBHLIX TEHAEHLMIA NMOCTMOLEPHU3MA B YrONIOBHOM MPABeE, B
pesynbrare IENCTBIS KOTOPbIX OTEYECTBEHHbBIE U 3apYOEXHbIE CELMANNCTLI MO YrONOBHOMY NpaBy NpeanaraloT UCKN0YNTL cybbekTa 13 cocTasa
npectynnenus. Hanbonee paankanbHble NPEANOXEHUS 3aKKO4YAIOTCH B YaCTUYHOM B0 NOAHOM OTPMLAHMN KOHLENUAW COCTaBa NPECTYMNEHNS.
MpakTnyeckas LeHHOCTb 06YCNOBAEHA NPOBEAEHIEM KPUTUYECKOTO 0630pa MOCTMOLEPHUCTCKIX B3MISILOB, HA OCHOBE KOTOPbIX aBTOP IENAET BbIBOL
0 HEAIONYCTUMOCTY UCKIIOYEHIUS CyObeKTa U3 COCTaBa MPECTYNAEHNS, MOCKOMbKY YKa3aHHbIA KOHCTPYKT IBASETCS CUCTEMOODOPA3YIOLIMM 3NEMEHTOM
BCEX MPECTYNNEHNA, NPefyCMOTPEHHbIX YronoBHbIM koaekcom Poccuiickon ®enepaunmn. be3 cybbekta NpecTynieHns COCTaB KPUMUHANBHOMO
[ESHIS YTPATUT CBOK aKTyanbHOCTb U CO3AACT Psif, Npo6nem, KOTopble B HACTOSLLEE BPEMS MMEIOT MPUEMIEMbIE PELLEHNS B YTONOBHOM 3aKOHE, B
TEOPWW YTONOBHOIO NPasa 1 NPaBoONPUMEHNUTENILHOM NPAKTUKE.

KnioueBble cnoBa: cyObekT NpecTynneHns, AeCTpyKTUBHAA nporpamMma NOCTMOAEPHU3Ma B YTONOBHOM MpaBe, paspylleHie KOHLenUmin
COCTaBa NPECTYMEHUs.
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The article shows the negative trends of postmodernism in modern criminal law. To this end, the author examines the construc-
tive views of foreign and domestic specialists in criminal law, who believe that the norms of the criminal law are not compatible with hu-
man rights and freedoms, and excessive criminalization of acts “creates” criminals. Negative trends in postmodernism are manifested in
the minimization of criminal law prescriptions, the denial of the main categories of criminal law, the distortion of ideas about the subject
of the crime and its role in the crime. Attempts to exclude the subject from the crime are made under different pretexts. In some cases,
the authors misinterpret the provisions of the criminal law, in other cases they admit methodological errors or seek to radically revise
the traditional criminal law doctrine. Ultimately, these attempts are reduced to an unreasonable conclusion about the so-called “death
of the subject”, which is formulated in postmodern philosophy. The Scientific significance of this article is to study the negative trends
of postmodernism in criminal law, as a result of which domestic and foreign experts in criminal law propose to exclude the subject from
the crime. The most radical proposals were partial or complete denial of the concept of the composition of the crime. Practical value
is caused by carrying out the critical review of postmodern views on the basis of which the author draws a conclusion about inadmis-
sibility of the exception of the subject from structure of a crime as the specified construct is a system-forming element of all crimes
provided by the Criminal code of the Russian Federation. Without the subject of the crime, the composition of the criminal act will lose its
relevance and create a number of problems that currently have acceptable solutions in the criminal law, in the theory of criminal law and
law enforcement practice.
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