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Wilmington Coal Corp. v. Helvering, 144 F.2d 121 (1944)

When a taxpayer receives property or cash in exchange for the release of claims, the
fair market value of the property and cash received constitutes ordinary income,
even if received as part of a settlement rather than a direct payment.

Summary

The case concerns the taxability of a settlement received by a taxpayer, who was a
creditor of Wilmington Coal Corp. The taxpayer held claims against both Wilmington
and another related company, Edge Moor. As part of a settlement agreement to
resolve all claims, the taxpayer received Wilmington’s stock and cash. The court
determined  that  the  value  of  the  stock  and  cash  received  by  the  taxpayer,
representing compensation for prior services and release of claims, was taxable as
ordinary income. The court looked past the formalities of the settlement, such as the
creation of a note, and focused on the substance of the transaction to determine its
tax consequences.

Facts

The taxpayer, Mr. Turner, was making claims against Wilmington and Edge Moor for
personal injuries and compensation for prior services. Alexandrine, who owned all of
Wilmington’s  stock,  was  not  interested  in  continuing  to  own  the  company.
Simultaneously,  Alexandrine, Perkins’ estate, Edge Moor, and Highland Gardens
Realty Company owed substantial amounts to Wilmington. To resolve the claims, all
parties entered into a settlement agreement. As a result of the settlement, Turner
received the stock of Wilmington, a net amount of cash from Wilmington, and a
separate  cash  payment  from  Wilmington’s  insurer.  In  return,  Turner  released
Wilmington and Edge Moor from his claims for compensation for prior services. The
court noted the creation of a note and its subsequent reduction on the company’s
books, but found that the note itself was not of the substance of the agreement.

Procedural History

The case began with a determination by the United States Board of Tax Appeals
(now the Tax Court) regarding a tax deficiency. The taxpayer appealed the Board’s
decision to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit.

Issue(s)

Whether the Wilmington stock and cash received by Turner as part of the settlement
constituted ordinary income.

Holding

Yes, because the court found that the Wilmington stock and the cash received,
representing compensation for prior services and release of claims, were taxable as



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

ordinary income.

Court’s Reasoning

The court looked beyond the form of the transactions to their substance. Despite the
creation  of  a  note,  the  court  found the  note  was  not  of  the  substance  of  the
settlement. The court focused on what Turner received in exchange for releasing his
claims and compensating his services to Wilmington and Edge Moor. The court
concluded that the taxpayer received valuable assets, which were to be taxed as
ordinary  income.  The  value  of  the  assets  was  determined  by  the  value  of
Wilmington’s assets after distributing cash and assigning receivables. The court also
considered whether certain contingent liabilities reduced the fair market value of
the Wilmington stock. The court determined that the contingent liabilities did not
affect the valuation.

Practical Implications

This case reinforces the importance of substance over form in tax law. In structuring
settlements, it is crucial to consider the tax implications of what each party receives.
The court will evaluate the true economic effect of the transaction. The ruling has
real-world implications for structuring buyouts, mergers, or settlements involving
property transfers or releases of claims. It is not enough to label a transaction a
particular way; its substance determines its tax treatment. Later cases have applied
this  principle  in  determining the taxability  of  a  wide range of  settlements  and
transactions where property or assets are exchanged.


