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Several Federal Courts of Appeal have considered the question of
whether an authorized disclosure of tax information that subsequently
becomes part of a public record loses its protection under Internal
Revenue Code § 6103. Unfortunately, they have been unable to agree
upon a resolution to this question. This note explores each circuit's
approach to the public records problem and its possible effect on taxpayer
compliance. It concludes that the "source" approach of the Fifth and
Seventh Circuits is the best approach because it effectuates the purpose
behind § 6103 without imposing a judicially created exception on § 6103.
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