Webber v. Commissioner, 21 T.C. 751 (1954)

Funds received by radio ministers from listeners were taxable income, not gifts,
when the solicitations indicated the need for funds to continue the ministry and
compensate the ministers.

Summary

Edward and Lelia Webber, ministers who conducted religious radio programs,
received funds from listeners, classifying them into several categories. The IRS
determined that funds designated “for Edward F. and Lelia Vesta Webber
personally” were taxable income, not gifts. The Tax Court agreed, finding that the
funds were compensation for services rendered in the radio ministry, not gifts
motivated by detached generosity. The court distinguished the funds from typical
gifts, emphasizing that the Webbers solicited funds to support their programs and
compensate themselves. Additionally, the court addressed the statute of limitations
regarding tax assessment, finding some assessments were time-barred.

Facts

Edward, a minister, and his wife Lelia conducted religious programs over the radio,
soliciting funds from listeners. They categorized the funds, including “E. For Edward
F. and Lelia Vesta Webber personally.” The Webbers reported some categories as
taxable income but excluded category E. The IRS determined that the amounts in
category E were taxable income. The Webbers’ radio programs were a primary
source of income for them. They asked their listeners, in the course of the programs,
to send in money. The average gross receipts in category E, over the five taxable
years in question, were $10,180.80. The Commissioner argued that these funds were
part of the Webbers’ gross income under Section 22(a) of the Internal Revenue
Code, and therefore taxable.

Procedural History

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue determined deficiencies in the Webbers’
income tax for the years 1946 through 1950. The Webbers challenged the
deficiencies in the U.S. Tax Court. The Tax Court considered two primary issues:
whether the funds received were gifts or taxable income and whether the statute of
limitations barred assessment of any of the deficiencies.

Issue(s)

1. Whether the funds classified as “for Edward F. and Lelia Vesta Webber
personally” were gifts and therefore not taxable income.

2. Whether the statute of limitations barred the assessment of tax deficiencies for
the years 1946, 1947, and 1948.
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Holding
1. No, because the funds received were compensation for services, not gifts.

2. Yes, in part; the statute of limitations barred assessment for the years 1946, 1947,
and 1948 for Lelia, and for 1946 and 1947 for Edward because the IRS did not prove
that the omission of income exceeded 25% of the amount reported.

Court’s Reasoning

The court began by referencing Section 22 (a) of the Internal Revenue Code,
defining “gross income” broadly to include income from personal services,
vocations, businesses, and other sources. The Court then contrasted this with
Section 22(b), which excludes gifts from gross income. The court found the funds
were not gifts because the Webbers solicited them to support their programs and
compensate themselves. The listeners’ payments were in response to these
solicitations. The court emphasized that the Webbers operated the radio programs
as a business for profit. The Court stated, “There is no indication that the petitioners
failed to make clear, in their solicitation of funds, the necessity for funds to ensure
continuation of the programs.” Further, it was not relevant that the Webbers were
ministers. The Court considered the fact that the funds were sent in the regular
course of business and there was no indication that the listeners intended the funds
as personal gifts rather than compensation. The fact that more funds were allocated
to category E in August, Edward’s birth month, and in December, did not indicate
that those amounts were nontaxable birthday and Christmas gifts.

Regarding the statute of limitations, the court considered the 3-year period for
assessment. The IRS needed to prove that the Webbers omitted over 25% of their
gross income to apply a longer 5-year statute of limitations. The court determined
that the Commissioner had not provided sufficient proof of this large omission in the
Webbers’ gross income and, therefore, found for the Webbers on that issue.

Practical Implications

This case is important because it clarifies the distinction between taxable income
and gifts, particularly in the context of religious activities or charitable fundraising.
It emphasizes that funds received for services, even if given voluntarily, are
generally considered taxable income. This case provides a framework for analyzing
whether payments constitute gifts or compensation, focusing on the payer’s intent
and the nature of the services provided. The court’s analysis highlights the
importance of the context of solicitation. Attorneys and tax professionals should
advise their clients to be transparent in solicitations to avoid the appearance that
funds received are in exchange for services, not gifts. For those who depend on
donations, it is important to understand the legal distinctions and implications for
taxation purposes. Businesses and individuals receiving funds from the public should
carefully document the nature of their services and any solicitations made to avoid

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



similar disputes. The case underscores the need for clear record-keeping when
dealing with potential gifts or income.
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