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Brown v. Commissioner, 12 T.C. 41 (1949)

Payments  made  to  a  divorced  spouse  pursuant  to  a  written  agreement  are
considered  alimony,  and  thus  deductible  by  the  payor,  if  they  represent  a
relinquishment of support rights, even if the agreement also involves a division of
property.

Summary

Floyd Brown sought to deduct payments made to his ex-wife, Daisy, as alimony. The
Tax Court had to determine whether these payments were in exchange for her
support  rights  or  were  part  of  a  property  settlement.  The court  held  that  the
payments were indeed alimony because Daisy relinquished her right to support in
exchange  for  the  monthly  payments,  even  though  the  divorce  agreement  also
addressed community property. Therefore, the payments were deductible by Floyd.

Facts

Floyd and Daisy Brown divorced in 1939. Their divorce decree made no provision for
alimony. However, Floyd and Daisy entered into a written agreement incident to the
divorce.  Under  the  agreement,  Daisy  received  $500  monthly,  the  Shreveport
residence with its contents, certain mineral rights, and a Packard automobile. Floyd
assumed  all  community  debts.  In  return,  Daisy  renounced  her  interest  in  the
community property and waived all  claims to maintenance, alimony, or support,
“now or hereafter.” At the time of separation, the community property had a book
net worth of approximately $149,167.56. F.H. Brown, Inc. had direct obligations of
$273,478.48,  which  Floyd  had  endorsed,  making  the  community  liable.  Floyd
claimed to have paid over $200,000 in community debts.

Procedural History

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue disallowed Floyd Brown’s deduction of the
payments made to his ex-wife, Daisy. Brown petitioned the Tax Court for review of
the Commissioner’s determination. The Tax Court reviewed the case to determine
whether  the  payments  were  deductible  as  alimony  under  Section  23(u)  of  the
Internal Revenue Code.

Issue(s)

Whether the $500 monthly payments made by Floyd Brown to Daisy Brown were in
consideration  for  Daisy’s  relinquishment  of  her  right  to  support,  and therefore
deductible as alimony under Section 23(u) of the Internal Revenue Code, or whether
they represented a non-deductible settlement of community property rights.

Holding

Yes, because the court concluded that Daisy gave up her present right to support in
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exchange for a future contractual right to support in the form of monthly payments
of $500. The legal obligation was incurred because of the marital relationship and
the payments are therefore deductible as alimony.

Court’s Reasoning

The  court  reasoned  that  although  the  agreement  addressed  both  community
property and support rights, it was clear that Daisy received a settlement of both.
The court rejected the Commissioner’s argument that the payments were solely for
the  settlement  of  community  property  rights.  The  court  noted  that  Daisy  also
received the Shreveport residence and its contents, certain mineral rights, and a
Packard  automobile  and  that  Floyd  assumed  all  community  debts.  The  court
determined that these transfers, along with the assumption of community debts,
could properly be deemed consideration for Daisy’s transfer of her interest in the
community property, while the $500 monthly payments were consideration for her
waiver of support rights. The court emphasized that at the time of the agreement,
Daisy was Floyd’s wife and had a present right to support.  The court  found it
unrealistic to hold that she gave up this right without consideration. The court cited
testimony indicating that both parties had support in mind when they agreed upon
the payments. As the court stated in *Thomas E. Hogg, 13 T.C. 361*, “the husband
incurred this contractual obligation because of the marital relationship,” regardless
of any legal requirement to pay alimony.

Practical Implications

This case highlights the importance of clearly delineating the nature of payments in
divorce  agreements,  particularly  when  both  property  and  support  rights  are
involved. It establishes that even in the presence of a property settlement, payments
can still be considered alimony if they compensate for the relinquishment of support
rights. Practitioners should be prepared to present evidence showing the intent of
the parties and the consideration exchanged for each aspect of the agreement. This
decision influences how similar cases are analyzed, emphasizing that the substance
of the agreement, rather than its form, will  determine the tax treatment of the
payments. It also clarifies that a present right to support during marriage can be
bargained away for future payments.


