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Regulations Governing Practice Before the Internal Revenue Service

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Treasury.

ACTION: Final regulations.

SUMMARY: This document contains final regulations governing practice before the
Internal Revenue Service (Circular 230). These regulations affect individuals who are
eligible to practice before the Internal Revenue Service. These regulations modify the
general standards of practice before the Internal Revenue Service.

DATES: Effective Date: These regulations are effective July 26, 2002.

Applicability Date: For dates of applicability, see §10.91.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Brinton Warren at 202-622-4940 (not a toll-
free number).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Paperwork Reduction Act

The collection of information contained in these final regulations has been reviewed
and approved by the Office of Management and Budget in accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3507(d)) under control number 1545-1726. The

collection of information in these final regulations is in §810.6, 10.29, and 10.30.
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Section 10.6 requires an enrolled agent to maintain records and educational
materials regarding his or her satisfaction of the qualifying continuing professional
education credit. Section 10.6 also requires sponsors of qualifying continuing professional
education programs to maintain records and educational material concerning these
programs and those who attended them. The collection of this material helps to ensure
that individuals enrolled to practice before the Internal Revenue Service are informed of the
newest developments in Federal tax practice.

Section 10.29 requires a practitioner to obtain and retain for a reasonable period
written consents to representation whenever such representation conflicts with the interests
of the practitioner or the interests of another client of the practitioner. The consents are to
be obtained after full disclosure of the conflict is provided to each party. Section 10.30
requires a practitioner to retain for a reasonable period any communication and the list of
persons to whom that communication was provided with respect to public dissemination of
fee information. The collection of consents to representation and communications
concerning practitioner fees protects the practitioner against claims of impropriety and
ensures the integrity of the tax administration system.

An agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to,
a collection of information unless it displays a valid control number.

Books or records relating to a collection of information must be retained as long as
their contents might become material in the administration of any internal revenue law.
Generally, tax returns and tax return information are confidential, as required by 26 U.S.C.

6103.



Background

Section 330 of title 31 of the United States Code authorizes the Secretary of the
Treasury to regulate the practice of representatives before the Treasury Department. The
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, after notice and an opportunity for a proceeding, to
suspend or disbar from practice before the Department those representatives who are,
inter alia, incompetent, disreputable, or who violate regulations prescribed under section
330 of title 31. Pursuant to section 330 of title 31, the Secretary has published the
regulations in Circular 230 (31 CFR part 10). These regulations authorize the Director of
Practice to act upon applications for enrollment to practice before the Internal Revenue
Service, to make inquiries with respect to matters under the Director of Practice’s
jurisdiction, to institute proceedings for suspension or disbarment from practice before the
Internal Revenue Service, and to perform such other duties as are necessary to carry out
these functions.

The regulations have been amended from time to time to address various specific
issues in need of resolution. For example, on February 23, 1984, the regulations were
amended to provide standards for providing opinions used in tax shelter offerings (49 FR
6719). On October 17, 1985, the regulations were amended to conform to legislative
changes requiring the disqualification of an appraiser who is assessed a penalty under
section 6701 of the Internal Revenue Code for aiding and abetting the understatement of a
tax liability (50 FR 42014). The regulations were most recently amended on June 20, 1994

(59 FR 31523), to provide standards for tax return preparation, to limit the use of
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contingent fees in tax return or refund claim preparation, to provide expedited rules for
suspension, and to clarify or amend certain other items.

On June 15, 1999, an advance notice of proposed rulemaking was published (64
FR 31994) requesting comments on amendments to the regulations that would take into
account legal developments, professional integrity and fairness to practitioners, taxpayer
service, and sound tax administration. On May 5, 2000, an advance notice of proposed
rulemaking was published (65 FR 30375) requesting comments on amendments to the
regulations relating to standards of practice governing tax shelters and other general
matters. On January 12, 2001, a notice of proposed rulemaking (REG-111835-99) was
published (66 FR 3276) that proposed amendments to the regulations, requested
comments on the proposed amendments, and announced a public hearing on the subject
of the proposed amendments. The January 12, 2001 notice of proposed rulemaking
addressed both general matters pertaining to practice before the Internal Revenue Service
and also matters pertaining specifically to tax shelter opinions. A public hearing was held
on these proposals on May 2, 2001. The final regulations in this document encompass
only those proposals addressing non-tax shelter related matters pertaining to practice
before the Internal Revenue Service. Accordingly, this document does not contain final
regulations governing standards for tax shelter opinions. The standards that currently
govern tax shelter opinions remain in effect. The Department of Treasury and Internal
Revenue Service intend to issue a second notice of proposed rulemaking that re-proposes
amendments for such standards. The Department of Treasury and Internal Revenue

Service also intend to issue an additional advance notice of proposed rulemaking that will
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cover additional non-tax shelter matters pertaining to practice before the Internal Revenue
Service. Many of the matters covered by the advance notice of proposed rulemaking will
be distinct from those that have been the focus of the non-tax shelter revisions of Circular
230 to this point, e.g., matters concerning unenrolled practice and whether the use of
contingent fee arrangements should be further restricted.
Summary of Comments

Fifty-one written comments were received concerning revisions to Circular 230. All
comments were considered and are available for public inspection upon request. These
comments addressed both the tax shelter and non-tax shelter related proposed
amendments. Many commentators expressed general support for amending Circular
230. The following paragraphs provide a summary of significant comments concerning the
non-tax shelter proposals.

One commentator recommended specific language for proposed §10.6 with
respect to determining credits for continuing professional education through distance
learning programs, and another recommended that the standards for continuing
professional education classes be modified to include more diverse subjects beyond
those strictly related to taxation, such as in the fields of financial services and practice
management.

With regard to unenrolled practice under proposed 810.7(c)(1)(viii), one
commentator argued that a restriction on the right of non-practitioners to practice hampers
the ability of taxpayers to obtain a speedy and inexpensive resolution of matters before the

Internal Revenue Service. In contrast, some commentators recommended that unenrolled
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practice as permitted by 810.7(c)(1)(viii) be further restricted or eliminated outright. One of
these commentators suggested that it is not appropriate to allow a tax return preparer who
may not have demonstrated knowledge of tax law or tax procedure to represent a taxpayer
during an examination merely because the preparer has signed the return under
examination.

A number of commentators expressed concern regarding the information to be
furnished to the Internal Revenue Service under proposed 810.20. Commentators were
concerned that the proposal is overly burdensome, puts an improper affirmative obligation
on a practitioner, fails to respect privileged communications, and impairs a represented
taxpayer’s right to challenge an unlawful request for information by the Internal Revenue
Service. Particular concern was expressed as to the removal of the phrase “of doubtful
legality,” appearing in the current section governing the topic.

Commentators both supported and criticized the proposed amendment to §10.21
regarding a practitioner’s duties when discovering a client’s error or omission on a return,
claim for refund, or other document. Two commentators suggested that the proposal to
mandate that a practitioner advise a client regarding the consequences of not taking
corrective action was a good one, but should be expanded to include advice regarding the
consequences of taking corrective action. Some commentators criticized the proposal on
the ground that it would require some practitioners to offer advice beyond their

competence.



7

Commentators suggested that the Internal Revenue Service’s interpretation of
810.26 is too strict and thus imposes obligations on the firms of former government
employees that are more burdensome than the related criminal statute.

With regard to the proposed clarification of the prohibition on contingent fees in
810.27, one commentator was supportive of the clarification, but recommended further
amendments to address ambiguities, uncertainties, and opportunities for abuse with
regard to the section’s application. Another commentator urged that the section be
amended so that contingent fees can be charged for advice regarding return positions on
original returns when the practitioner reasonably anticipates that the return position will be
substantively reviewed by the Internal Revenue Service prior to the filing of the return.

A number of commentators expressed concern regarding the proposed
amendment in §10.28 that would require a practitioner to return a client’s records upon a
client’s request regardless of a dispute over fees. One commentator recommended that
the section distinguish between records pertaining to tax and non-tax matters because
Circular 230 should not attempt to regulate a practitioner’'s conduct with respect to non-tax
matters. A number of commentators urged that the section be revised to distinguish more
completely the records of the client from the practitioner’s work product, so that a client
may not take advantage of a practitioner by obtaining the practitioner’s work product
without paying for it. A number of commentators objected to the section on the grounds
that it conflicts with state laws governing attorneys’ liens.

With regard to the proposal regarding representation of conflicting interests in

810.29, many commentators expressed concern with the use of the word “potential” to
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modify “conflicting interests,” arguing that the use of the word made the section’s
application too ambiguous. A number of commentators objected to the proposal that
consents from taxpayers be in writing, some arguing that the requirement could create
disharmony among clients. Some commentators observed that the section incongruously
failed to require written consents when the conflict arises with the practitioner’'s own
interest.

Some commentators objected to the proposal in 810.30 to prohibit enrolled agents
from using the term licensed in describing their professional designation. These
commentators argued that the term “licensed” is not misleading to the public and does
accurately describe the professional status of enrolled agents.

With regard to the proposal to add censure as a sanction available under Circular
230, as proposed in §10.50, some commentators questioned the statutory authority for the
censure sanction. One commentator expressed concern that the censure sanction as
proposed did not fulfill the role of an intermediate sanction because the remedial
conditions proposed for censured practitioners appear to be of indefinite duration.

With regard to proposed 810.53, governing the receipt of information by the
Director of Practice concerning practitioners, some commentators recommended that the
section provide for the destruction of information determined to be frivolous and also
establish a timetable for the Director of Practice’s destruction of records in general.

With regard to the proposed amendments in Subpart D, governing the conduct of
disciplinary proceedings under Circular 230, one commentator praised the proposal to

merge the provisions governing proceedings for appraisers into the same subpart. One
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commentator urged that the standard of proof in a Circular 230 hearing be specified, and
that such standard should be one of clear and convincing evidence. This commentator
also recommended that Subpart D be amended to provide for additional discovery
procedures.

Explanation of Provisions

The final regulations adopted in this document concern only the non-tax shelter
related provisions as proposed in the January 12, 2001, notice of proposed rulemaking.
The Department of Treasury and Internal Revenue Service intend to issue a second notice
of proposed rulemaking that re-proposes amendments for the standards governing tax
shelter opinions.

Who May Practice

Paragraph (d)(2) of 810.3 of the regulations adopts the proposed changes that
expanded the list of issues with respect to which an enrolled actuary is authorized to
represent a taxpayer in limited practice before the Internal Revenue Service. The listis
expanded to include issues involving 26 U.S.C. 419 (treatment of funded welfare benefits),
419A (qualified asset accounts), 420 (transfers of excess pension assets to retiree health
accounts), 4972 (tax on nondeductible contributions to qualified employer plans), 4976
(taxes with respect to funded welfare benefit plans), and 4980 (tax on reversion of qualified
plan assets to employer).

Enrollment
Section 810.6 sets forth the conditions and process for renewal of enroliment to

practice before the Internal Revenue Service. One condition for renewal of enrollment is
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that the enrolled agent complete a minimum number of hours of continuing professional
education in programs comprised of current subject matter in Federal taxation or Federal
tax related matters. The final regulations do not adopt the commentator’s suggestion to
expand the subjects of qualifying tax programs to non-tax related matters, nor do they
adopt the suggested language for determining distance learning credits.

Section §10.6 as adopted differs from the proposed section in that it incorporates a
system of rolling renewals for enrolilment. The year in which enrolled agents will be
required to apply for renewal of enrollment will vary based on the last digit of the enrolled
agent’s social security number. This change is ministerial only and is made in order to
balance the workflow involved in processing renewals.

The final regulations adopt new paragraph 10.6(a) that clarifies that enrollment and
the renewal of enrollment of actuaries is also governed by the regulations of the Joint
Board for the Enroliment of Actuaries at 20 CFR 901.1 et seq.

Unenrolled Practice

The final regulations adopt the provisions governing unenrolled practice as
proposed in paragraph 10.7(c)(viii). This amendment preserves the scope of unenrolled
practice as it has existed and only makes non-substantive changes in nomenclature that
are necessitated by the organizational restructuring of the Internal Revenue Service.

Information to be Furnished

Section 10.20 of the regulations adopts the proposed changes in modified form.
Paragraph (a) of 810.20 requires a practitioner to respond promptly to a proper and lawful

request for records and information, unless the practitioner believes in good faith and on
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reasonable grounds that the records or information are privileged. The right and ability of
practitioners to resist efforts that the practitioner believes to be of doubtful legality is
preserved. The phrase “of doubtful legality” was excised from §10.20 merely to eliminate
the redundancy in the section’s text, which requires requests from the Internal Revenue
Service to be “proper and lawful,” not to effectuate a substantive change with regard to a
practitioner’s ability to resist efforts by the government to obtain documents or information
that are irrelevant to an inquiry, confidential, privileged, or otherwise immune from
compulsion.

The final regulations adopt, with amendment and clarification, the proposed
amendment to require a practitioner to provide information regarding the identity of
persons the practitioner reasonably believes may have possession or control of requested
documents. The requirement, in paragraph (a)(2) of 810.20, applies only when requested
records or information are not in the possession or control of the practitioner or the
practitioner’s client. The paragraph is modified from its proposed form to clarify that the
practitioner’s duty is limited only to making reasonable inquiry of the practitioner’s client
and that there exists no obligation on the practitioner to make inquiry of any other person or
to independently verify information provided by a client.

The right and ability of a practitioner to resist a request by the Director of Practice
regarding an alleged violation of Circular 230 that the practitioner believes to be of doubtful
legality is similarly unchanged in paragraph (b), which requires practitioners to provide
information to the Director of Practice regarding the alleged violations of Circular 230 by

any person. An alleged violation under paragraph (b) is not limited to a violation that is the
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subject of a proceeding under subpart D, for the necessary reason that the Director of
Practice should be able to obtain evidence regarding alleged violations to determine
whether they merit formal charges.

Knowledge of client’s omission

Section 10.21 of Circular 230 has historically required a practitioner to advise a
client promptly of any noncompliance, error, or omission. The proposed rules expanded
the practitioner’s duty under 810.21 to include providing advice to the client regarding the
manner in which the error or omission might be corrected and the possible consequences
of a failure to take such corrective action. Rather than adopting 810.21 as proposed, the
final regulations modify the preexisting duty by simply requiring that, in addition to notifying
the client of the fact of the noncompliance, error, or omission, the practitioner advise the
client of the consequences as provided under the Code and regulations of the
noncompliance, error, or omission. This change requires practitioners to provide
information that taxpayers who consult tax professionals typically expect to receive.

Diligence as to Accuracy

The final regulations adopt the proposed clarification in 810.22 that a practitioner is
presumed to have exercised due diligence if the practitioner relies on the work product of
another person and the practitioner uses reasonable care in engaging, supervising,
training, and evaluating such person, taking proper account of the relationship between the
practitioner and the person. It is expected that practitioners will use common sense and
experience in guiding their conduct under this section. The section applies both in the

context of a firm and in circumstances involving a practitioner's engagement of an outside
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practitioner. For example, in circumstances in which a practitioner must hire another
practitioner for a specialized or complicated matter, such practitioner’s duty under the
section will be more focused on the reasonable care taken in the engagement of the
specialist. Supervising and training are not part of a practitioner’'s engagement of a
specialist. Conversely, in the context of a firm, the section’s application will focus more on
supervising and training, if there is an issue with regard to a supervisory practitioner’s
reliance on a subordinate. Finally, the presumption of due diligence provided by this
section does not apply for purposes of §10.33 and §10.34, governing tax shelter opinions
and standards for advising with respect to tax return positions, respectively, which have
their own rules concerning due diligence.

Practice by Former Government Employees, Their Partners and Their Associates

The final regulations adopt without change the proposed amendments found in
810.25 (former §10.26) governing the restrictions on the practice of former Government
employees, their partners, and their associates with respect to matters that the former
Government employees participated in during the course of their Government employment.
This section reflects changes to the Federal statutes governing post-employment
restrictions applicable to former Government employees. The former §10.25, governing
the practice of partners of former Government employees, is removed, as was proposed,
because the statutory prohibition implemented by the provision was repealed.

Contingent Fees

The final regulations adopt the proposed clarification governing the prohibition on

contingent fees in connection with advice rendered in connection with a position taken or
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to be taken on an original tax return. The Department of the Treasury and the Internal
Revenue Service remain concerned regarding the use of contingent fees and will request
further public comments regarding contingent fees in the upcoming advance notice of
proposed rulemaking.

Return of Client's Records

The final regulations adopt, with substantial changes, the proposed amendment to
810.28 that requires a practitioner to return a client’s records upon the client’s request,
regardless of a fee dispute. As recommended by one commentator, the section’s
application is restricted by paragraph (a) to the client’s records that are necessary for the
client to comply with his or her Federal tax obligations.

Further, as recommended by a number of commentators, the term records of the

client is defined to exclude items such as returns or other documents prepared by the

practitioner that the practitioner is withholding pending the client’'s payment of fees for
those documents. These changes are incorporated to protect practitioners from being
disadvantaged or compromised by clients seeking to obtain an unfair advantage under
this section. In consideration of various state laws that may permit liens on a client’s
records in favor of practitioners during the course of fee disputes, the regulations provide
that a practitioner must only return those records that must be attached to the client’s return
if a fee dispute has triggered an applicable state lien provision. The practitioner, however,
must provide the client access to review and copy any of the client’s records retained by
the practitioner under state law that are necessary for the client to comply with his Federal

tax obligations.
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Conflicting Interests

The final regulations adopt the amendments as proposed in §10.29, with
modification. The modifier potential has been removed in the identification of conflicts of
interest. The final regulations have been modified from the proposed regulations to
conform more closely with the approach of the recently revised Model Rule 1.7 of the
American Bar Association Rules of Professional Conduct. Section 10.29 requires a client
to give informed consent, confirmed in writing, to representation by a practitioner when the
representation of one client will be directly adverse to another client or there is a significant
risk that the representation of one or more clients will be materially limited by the
practitioner’s responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third person or by a
personal interest of the practitioner. The adoption of this requirement results in parallel
application to conflicts with another client and conflicts with the practitioner’s own interest.
The section requires a practitioner to retain the written consent for at least 36 months after
the conclusion of the representation and to provide the written consents to the Internal
Revenue Service, if requested to do so.

Solicitation

The final regulations adopt some but not all of the changes to the solicitation
standards from the proposed regulations. Under the final regulations, a practitioner is
prohibited from making written and oral solicitations of employment in matters related to
the Internal Revenue Service if such solicitations would violate Federal or State statutes or
other rules applicable to the practitioner regarding the uninvited solicitation of prospective

clients. For example, if an attorney is prohibited under that attorney’s governing State bar
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rules from making a certain type of uninvited solicitation, the attorney’s uninvited
solicitation with respect to a matter related to the Internal Revenue Service will constitute a
violation of 810.30. Conversely, if such a solicitation is permissible under the relevant
State bar rule, the making of the solicitation with respect to a matter related to the Internal
Revenue Service is permissible under §10.30.

Section 10.30 also expands the prohibition of deceptive and other improper
solicitation practices to cover private, as well as public, solicitations. The final regulations
provide that a practitioner may not, in matters related to the Internal Revenue Service,
assist, or accept assistance from, any person or entity who, to the knowledge of the
practitioner, obtains clients, or otherwise practices in a manner forbidden under this
section.

In consideration of the comments received, the final regulations do not adopt the
change that would have prohibited enrolled agents from using the term licensed in
describing their professional designation. The Department of Treasury and the Internal
Revenue Service recognize the valuable services provided by the over thirty-thousand
enrolled agents in the United States, but want to ensure that the respective roles of enrolled
agents, attorneys and certified public accountants are understood by taxpayers. The
Treasury Department and Internal Revenue Service will solicit comments in an advance
notice of proposed rulemaking regarding whether an additional designation may be
employed to describe the professional services of enrolled agents.

Sanctions
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The final regulations adopt the additional sanction of censure, which is defined as a
public reprimand, as proposed in the amendments to 810.50. The sanction of censure is
not listed with disbarment or suspension in 31 U.S.C. 330(b), but the authority of the
Secretary to regulate practice before the Internal Revenue Service is not limited to those
specific sanctions. A censure sanction is authorized by the general grant of authority to
“regulate the practice of representatives of persons before the Department of the Treasury”
as provided in 31 U.S.C. 330(a). Additionally, the final regulations are modified in 810.79
to clarify that suspended representatives may be subject to conditions and the conditions
placed upon suspended or censured practitioners may only be imposed for a period that is
reasonable in light of the gravity of a practitioner’s violations.

Disreputable Conduct

Section 10.51 defines disreputable conduct for which a practitioner may be
censured, suspended, or disbarred. Such disreputable conduct includes the filing of a
complaint against Internal Revenue Service personnel under section 1203 of the Internal
Revenue Service Restructuring and Reform Act of 1998, if the practitioner knows the
complaint is false. Similarly, disreputable conduct also includes knowingly advancing
frivolous arguments in collection due process hearings, or in connection with offers in
compromise, installment agreements, or the appeals process. Additionally, the definition
of disreputable conduct is amended, as proposed, to include conviction of any felony
involving conduct that renders the practitioner unfit to practice before the Internal Revenue
Service.

Receipt of Information Concerning Practitioner
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The final regulations incorporate provisions for the destruction of documents by the
Director of Practice. Section 10.53 of the final regulations requires the Director of
Practice to destroy reports as soon as permissible under the applicable record control
schedules approved by the National Archives and Records Administration and designated
in the Internal Revenue Manual.

Evidence that alleges practitioner misconduct, but which is on its face without merit,
should not be maintained in a manner that falsely conveys a willingness of the Director of
Practice to use such evidence at an indefinite time in the future. This same principle
applies to evidence that merits investigation, but is eventually determined to be insufficient
to justify the initiation of disciplinary proceedings. If the currently applicable records control
schedule proves to be unsuitable in assuring fairness to practitioners, or if it proves to be
unworkable given the demands placed upon the Director of Practice, the Internal Revenue
Service will initiate the public process required to request a change of the records control
schedule through the National Archives and Records Administration.

Consolidation of Appraiser Disqualification Rules

The final regulations adopt without change the consolidation of the virtually identical
rules applicable to disciplinary proceedings against practitioners and appraisers that
heretofore have been separately set out in separate subparts. The final regulations
consolidate the rules regarding sanctions of practitioners and appraisers under subpart D.

Various Aspects of Disciplinary Proceedings

The final regulations adopt the proposed rules of subpart D regarding the conduct

of disciplinary proceedings largely without change. In response to the request of a
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commentator, 810.76 has been modified to specifically provide that the standard of proof
in Circular 230 proceedings is that of a preponderance of the evidence, if the sanction
sought by the Director of Practice is censure or a suspension of less than six month’s
duration. If the Director of Practice seeks a sanction of disbarment or a suspension of six
months or longer or the disqualification of an appraiser, the standard of proof is clear and
convincing evidence. The Treasury Department and Internal Revenue Service conclude
that the preponderance of evidence standard is justified in the case of the less severe
sanctions of censure and suspension of a short duration. When the Director of Practice
seeks a more significant sanction, the clear and convincing evidence standard is adopted
to protect the interests of the practitioner.
Effective Date

These regulations are effective on July 26, 2002.
Special Analyses

It has been determined that these regulations are not a significant regulatory action
as defined in Executive Order 12866. Therefore, a regulatory assessment is not required.
It is hereby certified that these regulations will not have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities because the general requirements, including the
collection of information requirements, of these regulations are substantially the same as
the requirements of the regulations that these regulations replace. Persons authorized to
practice have long been required to comply with certain standards of conduct when
practicing before the Internal Revenue Service. These regulations do not alter the basic

nature of the obligations and responsibilities of these practitioners. These regulations
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clarify those obligations in response to public comments and judicial decisions, and make
other modifications to reflect the development of electronic media. Therefore, a regulatory
flexibility analysis under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. chapter 6) is not required.
Pursuant to section 7805(f) of the Internal Revenue Code, this notice of proposed
rulemaking was submitted to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the Small Business
Administration for comment on its impact on small businesses.
Drafting information

The principal authors of these regulations are Richard S. Goldstein and Brinton T.
Warren, of the Office of Associate Chief Counsel (Procedure and Administration),
Administrative Provisions and Judicial Practice Division.
List of Subjects in 31 CFR part 10

Accountants, Administrative practice and procedure, Lawyers, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.
Adoption of Amendments to the Regulations

Accordingly, 31 CFR part 10 is amended as follows:

Paragraph 1. The table of contents reads as follows:
PART 10 -- PRACTICE BEFORE THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Sec.
10.0 Scope of part.

Subpart A--Rules Governing Authority to Practice
10.1 Director of Practice.

10.2 Definitions.
10.3 Who may practice.



10.4
10.5
10.6
10.7

10.8

10.20
10.21
10.22
10.23
1