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B cTatbe npeanaraeTcs aHanu3 OTAESbHbIX aCNEKTOB COOTHOLIEHUS PEXUMOB [IBYX TaiiH: TaiiHbl 3aBELLaHNs U NPOPECCUOHANBLHON TaliHbI
HoTapuyca. mes cBouMn 00ObekTaMu CBELEHUS, OTHOCSILMECS K COAEPXaHUI0 3aBELLaHWS, €0 COBEPLIEHUIO, MBMEHEHMIO MO0 0TMEHE,
yKa3aHHbIe TailHbl He NPeCTaBNSIOT COBOI COfePXaHNs eMHOr0 NPaBOBOro MHCTUTYTA. OLEHKa AeiCTBYIOLLEr0 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA NO3BONSET
YCTaHOBWTb CYLLLECTBEHHbIE PA3NNyNs B PEXUMAX PACCMATPUBAEMbIX TaiiH Kak B KOHTEKCTE Kpyra NuLl, 0693aHHbIX He pa3riawatb OnpefeneH-
Hble CBEIEHNS, TaK 1 B CBA3M C KPYroM L, UMEIOWMX NPABO Ha 3alLMTY B Clydae ux pasrnawenns. OTaenbHbe pasnnums yCMaTpuBaoTes u
NPM OLLEHKE AeiACTBMS Yka3aHHbIX PEXUMOB B NPOCTPAHCTBE U BO BPEMEHU. Hapsay ¢ pacCMOTPEHUEM BOMPOCa 0 NPaBOBOM pexume npodec-
CMOHaJIbHOW TailHbl HOTapuyca 0bpalLaeTcs BHUMaHKe Ha MHOroobpasue NpoGeccMoHabHbIX TaitH B 0TeYeCcTBEHHOM npasonopsake. Ocoboe
BHWUMaHMe 00palLaeTcs Ha BO3MOXHbIE NOCNEACTBUS B NPABOBLIX PEXMUMAX PAaCCMaTPUBAEMbIX TaiiH B peay/bTaTe NPOUCXOAsLLMX B 00LIeCTBe
npoueccos undposm3aumn. 060CHOBLIBAETCS BLIBOA O BASHUM NOCNEA0BATENLHOMO Pa3rpaHuyeHNs TaiiHbl 3aBeLLaHus U NPOGECCUOHANbHON
TaliHbl HOTapKyca (a paBHO W N110B0I MHON NPOGECCMOHANLHON TaiiHbl) HA 3G PEKTUBHOCTb 3aLLMTLI MHTEPECOB CYOLEKTOB NPABOBbIX OTHOLLEHHIA.

KnioueBble cnoBa: TaliHa 3aBelyaHns, NpoGeccuoHabHas TaliHa HoTapuyca, PeXuMbl TaitH, CyObEeKT npaBa Ha 3awWuTy, Npeaens aei-
CTBUS, UMdPOBM3ALMNS, OCHOBAHMS OTBETCTBEHHOCTM.
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The article proposes an analysis of certain aspects of the relationship between the regimes of two secrets: the secret of the will and the professional
secret of a notary. Having as their objects information related to the content of the will, its execution, amendment or cancellation, these secrets do not
constitute the content of a single legal institution. An assessment of the current legislation makes it possible to establish signifi cant differences in the

regimes of the secrets under consideration, both in the context of the circle of persons obliged not to disclose certain information, and in connection with
the circle of persons entitled to protection in case of their disclosure. Separate differences are also seen in assessing the effect of these regimes in space
and time. Along with consideration of the issue of the legal regime of the professional secrecy of a notary, attention is drawn to the diversity of professional
secrets in the domestic legal order. Particular attention is drawn to the possible consequences in the legal regimes of the secrets under consideration as a
result of the processes of digitalization taking place in society. The conclusion is substantiated about the infl uence of the consistent distinction between
the secret of the will and the professional secret of a notary (as well as any other professional secret) on the effectiveness of protecting the interests of
the subjects of legal relations.
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