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OPPOSITION «STRANGER» – «OWN»  

IN THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE WORLD  

(to raising of problem) 
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On the modern stage development of linguistic science in general and theories of trans-

lation in particular takes place on soil of communicative-pragmatic approach of the systems, 

within the framework of that considerable attention is spared to consideration and research 

of features of conceptual oppositions in the English language picture of the world. 

In these terms the special value acquires, in particular, the study of conceptual opposi-

tion «stranger – it «in English to the language picture of the world. 

Research of conceptual opposition «it – pierces all cultural and historical tradition of 

the Ukrainian stranger» and has universal character, because any collective, mass, folk, na-

tional perception of the world mechanisms of differentiation are the basis of it and stranger. 

Keywords: opposition, concept, language picture of the world, linguistics, conceptosphere. 
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