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3 T.C. 849 (1944)

A taxpayer’s consistent accounting method, even if alternative methods exist, should
be upheld if it clearly reflects income, especially when unchallenged by the IRS for
many years.

Summary

Ohio  Loan  &  Discount  Co.  consistently  accounted  for  bad  debt  recoveries  by
including them in gross income in the year of collection. The Commissioner sought
to  reclassify  the  company  as  a  personal  holding  company  by  excluding  these
recoveries from gross income, arguing they should instead increase the reserve for
bad  debts.  The  Tax  Court  held  that  the  company’s  long-standing,  consistently
applied accounting method clearly reflected income and should not be disturbed.
The court emphasized that the Commissioner had not previously challenged this
method and that it was a recognized accounting practice.

Facts

Petitioner, Ohio Loan & Discount Co., used the reserve method for bad debts since
1925.
For over 14 years, the Petitioner consistently included recoveries of bad debts in its
gross income in the year they were collected.
The Commissioner had not previously questioned this accounting method.
In 1939,  the Petitioner collected $25,510.28 in debts previously charged off  as
worthless and included this amount in its gross income.
This inclusion resulted in less than 80% of Petitioner’s gross income being classified
as personal holding company income.
The Commissioner eliminated the $25,510.28 from gross income and added it to the
bad debt reserve, reclassifying Petitioner as a personal holding company.

Procedural History

The Commissioner determined a deficiency in personal holding company surtax and
a penalty for failure to file a personal holding company return for 1939.
The Ohio Loan & Discount Co. petitioned the Tax Court to contest this deficiency.

Issue(s)

1. Whether the Commissioner was correct in eliminating the $25,510.28 bad debt
recoveries from the Petitioner’s gross income for 1939 and adding it to the reserve
for bad debts.

Holding

1. No, because the Petitioner’s consistent accounting method of including bad debt
recoveries in gross income clearly reflected its income and should not be disturbed,



© 2025 SCOTUSreports.com. All rights reserved. | 2

especially given its long-standing and unchallenged use.

Court’s Reasoning

The court relied on Section 41 of the Internal Revenue Code, which mandates that
net income be computed according to the taxpayer’s regularly employed accounting
method, provided that method clearly reflects income. The court stated, “Admittedly
the petitioner regularly employed such a method and so reported its income. The
suggested change of that method is therefore permissible, under that section, only if
that system of the petitioner did not ‘clearly reflect * * * [its] income.'”

The court emphasized the Petitioner’s consistent use of this method since 1925,
without  prior  challenge  from the  Commissioner.  The  court  noted,  “Since  1925
petitioner has regularly employed a method of accounting upon the basis of which
its  Federal  income tax returns were made.  Under that  system it  has uniformly
followed the practice of including in gross income bad debt recoveries instead of
crediting them to the reserve in the respective years in which the recoveries were
made. This action was not questioned by the respondent until  the taxable year,
1939.”

The court found no evidence that the Petitioner’s method distorted income and
observed  that  reputable  accounting  authorities  supported  both  the  Petitioner’s
method and the method proposed by the Commissioner. The court concluded that
the  Commissioner’s  attempt  to  change  the  Petitioner’s  accounting  method  was
unwarranted as the Petitioner’s method clearly reflected income. Therefore, the
Petitioner was not subject to personal holding company tax.

Practical Implications

This case reinforces the principle of consistency in tax accounting. It demonstrates
that the IRS cannot arbitrarily change a taxpayer’s long-standing accounting method
if that method clearly reflects income, even if alternative acceptable methods exist.
Legal  professionals  should  advise  clients  to  maintain  consistent  accounting
practices, as such consistency, especially when unchallenged over time, strengthens
their position against IRS attempts to alter those methods retroactively. This case
highlights the importance of established accounting practices and the burden on the
IRS to prove that a taxpayer’s consistent method does not clearly reflect income
before  imposing  changes,  particularly  when  those  changes  trigger  adverse  tax
consequences like personal holding company status.


