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In the first section the distinction of dichotomization principles in classical and postnonclassical
philosophy is analyzed; dichotomization principles of onthos in postnonclassical philosophy are considered
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in context parities of the Far East and Christian culture. In the second section epistemological value of
antinomies in postnonclassical conceptions is analyzed. The author proves the statement that philosophers
of postnonclassical philosophical tradition use antinomic approach to the reality as a method of reflection
of an object of research (onthos), which is not comprehensive, but capable to reflect the reality with the
maximal degree of adequacy in comparison with all other approaches.
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