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The Convict Labour Organisation Act was passed in Russia in 1886. However, convict labour did
not develop significantly in most prisons of the European part of Russia after the creation of the legal
base. The Yaroslavl Correctional Division for Prisoners, which achieved outstanding industrial results,
became an exception to the rule. Nevertheless, they based on illegal exploitation of convict labour.
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The article is devoted to the main problems of the west-European and American sculpture of the
1960s in interpretation of the «New Generation» sculptors (Anthony Caro’s circle), especially William
Tucker, a leading ideologist of the group. Special attention is paid to William Tucker’s theoretical studies
of the notions «object» and «plastic space».
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