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A n n o t a t i o n  
In the article are represented the results of experimentalresearchof socialintellect’s correlation with the 

progressstandard of nonverbalfacilities of communication by the futurepsychologists, who discovers opportunities of 
growth of professionaltraining of the future psychologists,directly in the aspect of coding and decoding of information of 
communication nonverbal facilities by progress of social intellect. 
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A b s t r a c t  
In the application of article addresses the methodological apparatus of semiotics for the analysis of compositions 

object art. 
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