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Schellenbarg v. Commissioner, 32 T.C. 1276 (1959)

Taxpayers  bear  the  burden  of  proving  unreported  income  and  substantiating
claimed deductions to overcome the presumption of correctness afforded to the
Commissioner’s income tax deficiency determinations.

Summary

The  Schellenbargs,  operating  a  junkyard,  failed  to  maintain  adequate  business
records. The IRS determined deficiencies in their income taxes based on unreported
income. The Tax Court held that the Schellenbargs were liable for the deficiencies
because they could not substantiate their claims of unrecorded purchases or sales to
offset the IRS’s findings.  The court emphasized the taxpayers’  burden to prove
deductions and that the Commissioner’s determination is presumed correct if the
taxpayer’s records are insufficient to accurately reflect income. This case highlights
the importance of maintaining accurate records and the consequences of failing to
do so when facing an IRS audit.

Facts

Herbert  and Clara  Schellenbarg,  husband and wife,  operated a  junkyard.  They
bought and sold scrap metal, rags, and paper, and also used cars. They kept minimal
records,  primarily  recording purchases  in  a  tablet  and sales  invoices.  The  IRS
investigated and determined that they had unreported income, including from scrap
sales, rentals, and interest. The Schellenbargs claimed unrecorded purchases and
sales on behalf of others to offset the unreported income, but they lacked records to
support  these claims.  The IRS allowed deductions for  expenses claimed on the
returns, but disallowed additional, unsubstantiated deductions.

Procedural History

The IRS determined income tax deficiencies and penalties for the Schellenbargs for
the years 1950-1953, based on unreported income. The Schellenbargs challenged
the deficiencies in the Tax Court.

Issue(s)

1. Whether the Schellenbargs had unreported income for the years 1950 through
1953.

2. Whether any part of the resulting deficiencies was due to fraud with intent to
evade tax.

3. Whether the Schellenbargs are liable for additions to tax under section 294(d)(2)
of the 1939 Code for the years 1950 through 1953.

Holding



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

1. Yes, because the Schellenbargs failed to substantiate unrecorded purchases or
sales to offset the IRS’s findings of unreported income.

2. No, because the court found no fraud.

3. Yes, for the years 1950, 1951, and 1952, because the Schellenbargs did not file or
substantially  underestimate  their  estimated  tax;  No,  for  1953  because  the
Schellenbargs had paid an estimated tax that exceeded the tax shown on their
return for the preceding year.

Court’s Reasoning

The  court  found  that  the  Schellenbargs  failed  to  maintain  adequate  business
records. The court noted that the IRS’s determinations are presumed correct, and
the burden of proving the IRS wrong rests on the taxpayer. The court found the
Schellenbargs’  testimony  about  unrecorded  transactions  was  too  vague  to
substantiate  any  additional  deductions.  The  court  stated,  “[T]he  burden  of
disproving [the Commissioner’s determination] still rests with the petitioners.” The
court further found that the Commissioner’s method of reconstructing income was
reasonable, even though the taxpayers argued that the Commissioner should have
used other methods. The court held that in 1953, the Schellenbargs were not subject
to the addition to tax for underestimation of estimated tax, because their estimated
tax payments equaled or exceeded the tax shown on their return for the prior year.

Practical Implications

This case underscores the critical importance of maintaining accurate and complete
business records for all transactions. Taxpayers must be able to substantiate their
income and deductions. Failing to keep proper records makes it  difficult,  if  not
impossible, to overcome the IRS’s determination. Lawyers advising clients should
emphasize:  (1)  the  importance  of  a  good  record-keeping  system;  (2)  that  the
taxpayer has the burden of proof; and (3) the types of documentation required. This
ruling helps to clarify that vague and unsubstantiated testimony is insufficient to
overcome the IRS’s  determinations.  This  case has practical  implications for  tax
practitioners and business owners, reinforcing that the quality of records directly
impacts the success of a taxpayer’s case during an audit or litigation. Cases after
this, reinforce the same rules of evidence and the requirement for the taxpayer to
provide the documentation to support the deductions claimed.


