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Trianon Hotel Co. v. Commissioner, 30 T.C. 1 (1958)

When considering the tax implications of a corporate transaction, a court will look
beyond the form of the transaction to its substance, particularly when it involves
related entities, to determine the true nature of the transaction for tax purposes.

Summary

This case concerns the tax consequences of a series of transactions between Trianon
Hotel Company (Trianon) and Allis Hotel Corporation (Allis Corporation) and its
shareholders. The main issues were whether the sale of Allis Corporation stock to
Trianon by its shareholders was a sale resulting in capital gains or a disguised
dividend distribution, and what the basis was for depreciation and amortization of
Allis Corporation’s assets after they were transferred to Trianon. The Tax Court
found that the sale of stock was indeed a sale, and the gains were taxable as capital
gains.  However,  it  also  determined  that  the  subsequent  liquidation  of  Allis
Corporation was not a purchase of assets, but a step in the process of liquidating a
subsidiary. The court looked past the form of the transaction to find the substance of
the transaction and held that for depreciation and amortization, Trianon’s basis in
the assets was the same as that of Allis Corporation before liquidation.

Facts

Allis Corporation was a hotel corporation with Barney Allis, Meyer Shanberg, and
Herbert  Woolf  as key shareholders and officers.  Trianon Hotel  Company was a
separate corporation also controlled by Allis, Shanberg, and Woolf. Allis Corporation
was liquidated by selling its stock to Trianon. Allis, Shanberg, and Woolf sold their
shares to Trianon for cash and notes. Trianon then liquidated Allis Corporation,
transferring its assets to Trianon. The shareholders reported capital gains from the
stock sale, while Trianon sought to depreciate the acquired assets based on the
purchase price of the stock. The Commissioner asserted that the stock sale was
essentially a dividend distribution, taxable as ordinary income. The Commissioner
also disputed Trianon’s  basis  for  depreciation of  the assets  acquired from Allis
Corporation.

Procedural History

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue determined deficiencies in income tax and
excess  profits  tax  against  Trianon  and  deficiencies  in  income  tax  against  the
individual shareholders (Allis, Shanberg, and Woolf). The Tax Court heard the cases
involving Trianon and the individual shareholders, consolidated them for purposes of
a single opinion, and issued a decision.

Issue(s)

Whether the sale of Allis Corporation stock to Trianon by its shareholders1.
resulted in long-term capital gains, as reported by the shareholders, or
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constituted a dividend distribution, taxable as ordinary income.
Whether the basis for depreciation and amortization of the assets acquired by2.
Trianon from Allis Corporation was the cost of the Allis Corporation stock or
the basis that the assets had in the hands of Allis Corporation prior to its
liquidation.

Holding

Yes, because the sale of stock by the shareholders to Trianon was a valid sale,1.
the shareholders realized capital gains and it was not considered a disguised
dividend.
Yes, because the purchase of the stock and the subsequent liquidation were2.
not separate transactions, the basis for depreciation and amortization of the
assets was their basis in the hands of Allis Corporation prior to liquidation.

Court’s Reasoning

The Court examined the substance of the transactions, not just the form. Regarding
the stock sale, the court found that the transaction was a valid sale based on prior
decisions in similar cases and that the shareholders did not receive dividends. The
court determined that the substance of the stock purchase and liquidation was to
continue the business of Allis Corporation in Trianon’s hands, rather than to acquire
assets through a separate, independent transaction. "[T]he purchase of the stock of
Allis Corporation and the subsequent liquidation of that corporation by Trianon were
not integrated steps leading to the purchase of assets by Trianon." Therefore, the
basis of Allis’s assets carried over to Trianon, not the purchase price of the stock.
The court noted that Trianon did not acquire the assets with the primary intention of
acquiring those assets,  which was a key element of  the cases Trianon cited to
support their position.

Practical Implications

This case emphasizes the principle of "substance over form" in tax law. It is crucial
to analyze the true nature of a transaction and to be aware of potential challenges
from the IRS, especially in transactions between related parties. The case provides
that  when a  business  entity  is  acquired,  and the  acquiring entity  continues  to
operate it in substantially the same manner, a tax court may find the liquidation a
mere continuation of the old business, even if it was structured as a purchase of
stock followed by a liquidation. This means that the acquiring entity must depreciate
assets based on the original basis of the transferred property. Further, this decision
has  implications  for  corporate  acquisitions,  especially  those  involving  related
entities. The court looks at what the acquiring corporation does with the acquisition
and focuses on intent. Finally, this case is still relevant and has been applied in later
cases where the courts look past the transactional steps and evaluate intent.


