4 T.C. 1107 (1945)

Whether a security represents debt or equity for tax purposes depends on the
specific facts, focusing on factors such as a fixed maturity date, reasonable interest
payable regardless of earnings, enforceability of payment, and the intent of the
parties.

Summary

Bacon Corp. sought to deduct interest payments on its debenture bonds. The Tax
Court ruled in favor of the taxpayer, finding that the debentures represented a
genuine indebtedness, not equity. The court emphasized the business reasons for
issuing the debt, the fixed maturity date, the absence of voting rights for debenture
holders, and a reasonable debt-to-equity ratio. The court distinguished this case
from others where purported debt was reclassified as equity for tax purposes,
highlighting the significance of a substantial equity investment and bona fide intent
to create a debtor-creditor relationship.

Facts

A corporation was formed to consolidate ownership of real estate previously held by
multiple trusts and individuals. The corporation issued both stock ($600,000 par
value) and debenture bonds ($2,100,000 face value) in exchange for the properties.
The debenture bonds had a fixed maturity date and paid a stated interest rate. The
corporation intended to pay interest on the debentures from rental income.
Subsequent economic downturns reduced rental income, but the corporation
continued to pay interest on the debentures.

Procedural History

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue disallowed the corporation’s deduction for
interest paid on the debenture bonds. The corporation petitioned the Tax Court for
review. The Tax Court reviewed the case and determined that the debentures
represented a valid debt, allowing the interest deduction.

Issue(s)

Whether the debenture bonds issued by the petitioner constituted a genuine
indebtedness, allowing the corporation to deduct the accrued interest payments
under Section 23(b) of the Internal Revenue Code.

Holding

Yes, because the totality of the facts demonstrated that the debenture bonds
represented a bona fide indebtedness, considering factors such as a sound business
purpose for issuing the bonds, a fixed maturity date, reasonable interest payable
without regard to earnings, and a reasonable debt-to-equity ratio.

© 2025 SCOTUSreports.com. All rights reserved. | 1



Court’s Reasoning

The court applied the established legal principle that the determination of whether a
security represents debt or equity requires consideration of all relevant facts. It
highlighted several factors indicating indebtedness: a legitimate business reason for
issuing the debt securities (consolidating property ownership), a fixed maturity date
for the bonds, payment of reasonable interest regardless of earnings, no voting
rights for bondholders, and a substantial equity investment in the company. The
court distinguished this case from 1432 Broadway Corporation, where purported
debt was reclassified as equity. The court found that the $600,000 equity investment
was significant, and the debt-to-equity ratio of 3.5:1 was reasonable, thus supporting
the conclusion that the debentures represented debt. The court noted, “The absence
of voting power is persuasive evidence that the debenture bonds represented
indebtedness.” The court emphasized the importance of the fixed maturity date,
stating that it has been considered an important element in determining that a
security represents an indebtedness.

Practical Implications

This case provides guidance on distinguishing debt from equity for tax purposes.
Attorneys advising clients on corporate finance should consider the factors outlined
in this case to structure transactions that will be respected by the IRS. The existence
of a fixed maturity date, the payment of reasonable interest regardless of earnings,
the absence of voting rights for debt holders, and a reasonable debt-to-equity ratio
are all important factors. The decision emphasizes the importance of documenting a
sound business purpose for issuing debt. This ruling informs how similar cases
should be analyzed, placing weight on the objective intent to create a genuine
debtor-creditor relationship rather than merely labeling a security as debt. Later
cases have cited this ruling to evaluate the deductibility of interest payments,
focusing on the specific facts of each case to determine whether a true debtor-
creditor relationship exists.
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