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Estate of Helen Dowling Benson v. Commissioner, T.C. Memo. 1945-250

When valuing annuity contracts for estate tax purposes, the actual life expectancy of
the annuitant, if known to be significantly shorter than that predicted by standard
actuarial tables, should be considered.

Summary

The Estate of Helen Dowling Benson challenged the Commissioner’s valuation of
three annuity contracts. The Commissioner used standard life expectancy tables,
while the estate argued that Helen’s actual life expectancy was significantly shorter
due to her severe medical condition. The Tax Court held that while actuarial tables
are generally  used for  valuation,  they are not  controlling when the annuitant’s
actual life expectancy is known to be substantially less than the tables predict. The
court emphasized that all relevant facts should be considered in determining the
value of the contracts.

Facts

Helen Dowling Benson owned three annuity contracts at the time of her death. On
July 24, 1943, the valuation date for estate tax purposes, Helen was suffering from a
severe illness and had undergone multiple operations. Her doctor believed that she
would only live for one to two years. Standard life expectancy tables for a woman of
her age indicated a significantly longer life expectancy. Helen died approximately
one and a half years after the valuation date.

Procedural History

The Commissioner determined a deficiency in the estate tax, increasing the value of
the  annuity  contracts  based  on  standard  life  expectancy  tables.  The  Estate
petitioned the Tax Court for a redetermination of the deficiency, arguing that the
Commissioner’s valuation was incorrect because it did not consider Helen’s actual,
shortened life expectancy. The case proceeded to trial before the Tax Court.

Issue(s)

Whether  the  standard  life  expectancy  tables  must  be  used  in  valuing  annuity
contracts for estate tax purposes, or whether the fact that the annuitant’s actual life
expectancy was much less may be considered.

Holding

No, the standard life expectancy tables need not be used exclusively; the actual life
expectancy  of  the  annuitant  may  be  considered  because  all  material  facts  are
relevant to determining the value of the contracts.

Court’s Reasoning
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The Tax Court acknowledged that standard life expectancy tables are often used and
are prescribed in the Commissioner’s regulations to simplify the administration of
revenue laws. The court cited Simpson v. United States  and Ithaca Trust Co. v.
United States to support this proposition. However, the court emphasized that such
tables are only evidentiary and not controlling. The court referenced Vicksburg &
Meridian R. R. Co. v. Putnam and United States v. Provident Trust Co. to reinforce
that actuarial tables are not always conclusive. The court stated that the ultimate
question is “What was the value of these particular contracts on July 24, 1943?” The
court reasoned that all facts material to this valuation, including Helen’s severely
diminished  life  expectancy,  must  be  considered.  The  court  noted  the  doctor’s
assessment of Helen’s condition and concluded that her actual life expectancy was
far less than indicated by the standard tables, justifying a departure from the table
values.

Practical Implications

This case illustrates that while actuarial tables are useful tools for valuation, they
are not absolute. Legal professionals should consider any available evidence of a
shorter-than-average  life  expectancy  when  valuing  annuities  or  life  estates,
especially if there is a documented medical condition. This ruling provides precedent
for arguing against the strict application of actuarial  tables in cases where the
individual’s health significantly deviates from the norm. Later cases may distinguish
this ruling if the difference between table expectancy and actual expectancy is not
substantial or clearly documented, meaning practitioners need strong evidence. Tax
planners  can utilize  this  case  to  argue for  lower  valuations  in  estate  planning
scenarios involving individuals with reduced life expectancies, potentially resulting
in reduced estate tax liabilities.


