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Estate of Davis v. Commissioner, 47 T. C. 283 (1966)

For estate tax purposes, the value of a transfer is determined by subtracting the
value of consideration received by the decedent at the time of transfer from the
value of the transferred property at the time of death.

Summary

In Estate of Davis,  the court addressed whether the value of a trust set up by
Howard Davis for his former wife, lone, should be included in his gross estate. The
trust and a separation agreement were created in contemplation of divorce. The
court held that while the trust was established for lone’s support, the consideration
she provided (her relinquishment of support rights) was insufficient to exclude the
entire trust  from the estate.  The court  valued the consideration at  the time of
transfer and subtracted it from the trust’s value at Davis’s death, including $76,260.
90 in his gross estate. This case clarifies the method of valuing transfers for estate
tax when consideration is involved.

Facts

Howard Lee Davis and lone Davis agreed to divorce in 1936 after over 30 years of
marriage. They established a separation agreement and a trust for lone’s support.
The separation agreement provided lone with $170 monthly, while the trust, funded
with $26,307.  38 in securities,  provided her with the trust’s  income.  The trust
allowed for potential termination and distribution of assets to lone under certain
conditions. Davis died in 1963, and the trust’s value had grown to $93,411. 25. The
estate tax return excluded the trust, but the Commissioner determined it should be
included under sections 2036 and 2038 of the Internal Revenue Code.

Procedural History

The Commissioner issued a notice of deficiency, asserting the entire trust should be
included in Davis’s gross estate. The estate contested this, arguing the trust was for
adequate consideration (lone’s support rights). The Tax Court found the trust and
separation agreement were part of the same transaction for lone’s support and ruled
that only the excess of the trust’s value over the consideration received by Davis
should be included in his estate.

Issue(s)

1. Whether the trust  created for lone was part  of  the same transaction as the
separation agreement for her support.
2. Whether the consideration provided by lone (her relinquishment of support rights)
was adequate and full under sections 2036 and 2038 of the Internal Revenue Code.
3. How to calculate the value of the trust to be included in Davis’s gross estate
under section 2043(a).
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Holding

1. Yes, because the court found the trust and separation agreement were integrated
parts of the same transaction for lone’s support.
2. No, because the consideration (valued at $17,150. 35) was less than the trust’s
initial value of $26,307. 38.
3. The court held that under section 2043(a), the value of the trust included in the
estate is the trust’s value at death ($93,411. 25) minus the value of consideration
received by Davis at the time of transfer ($17,150. 35), resulting in $76,260. 90.

Court’s Reasoning

The court reasoned that the trust and separation agreement were part of the same
transaction to provide for lone’s support, as evidenced by family discussions and the
timing of the divorce. The court determined that lone’s relinquishment of support
rights was the only consideration given, valued at $17,150. 35, which was less than
the trust’s initial value. The court applied section 2043(a), valuing the consideration
at  the transfer date and subtracting it  from the trust’s  value at  Davis’s  death,
despite  potential  harsh  results  from  market  fluctuations.  The  court  relied  on
statutory language and regulations to support this approach, rejecting the estate’s
proposed ratio method of valuation.

Practical Implications

This  decision affects  how transfers  for  insufficient  consideration are valued for
estate tax purposes. Practitioners should note that the value of consideration is
determined at the time of transfer, not at death, which can lead to significant tax
liabilities if the transferred property appreciates. This ruling impacts estate planning
strategies involving trusts and divorce agreements, emphasizing the need for careful
valuation of marital rights exchanged. Subsequent cases have followed this method,
reinforcing its application in estate tax calculations involving similar circumstances.


