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Summary. The article is devoted to the theoretical analysis of the achievements of the outstanding philosophers
and linguists on the problem of making the notion of the linguistic picture of the world and its religious component. The
genesis of the term ‘picture of the world’, its  typology, the theoretical advances in the study of the ‘linguistic’ and
‘scientific pictures of the world’ are analyzed. The article also presents the modern views of the famous domestic and
foreign linguists regarding the status of the  'linguistic picture of the world’. The author correlates the ‘linguistic’ and
the ‘religious pictures of the world’, and provides their isomorphic and allomorphic characteristics.

Key words: linguistic picture of the world, religious picture of the world, religious discourse.
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The paper distinguishes maxim as a type of aphorism, discusses structure technology, internal and external
characteristics, describes distinctive features of German-language maxim.

Key words: aphorism, maxim, adage, structure of paremiological fund, functions of  linguistic units.
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