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Estate of David Smith, Deceased, Ira M. Lowe, Clement Greenberg, Robert
Motherwell, Coexecutors, Petitioner v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue,
Respondent, 57 T. C. 650 (1972)

The fair  market  value  of  unique  assets,  such  as  artwork,  must  be  determined
considering market conditions at the time of death, including the impact of selling a
large quantity simultaneously.

Summary

The U. S. Tax Court case involved the estate of sculptor David Smith, who left 425
sculptures at his death. The key issues were the valuation of these sculptures and
the deductibility of sales commissions. The court determined the fair market value of
the sculptures to be $2,700,000, considering the potential impact of a bulk sale on
the  market.  Only  commissions  necessary  to  pay  estate  debts,  taxes,  and
administration expenses were deductible, not those for additional sales aimed at
preserving the estate or effecting distribution.

Facts

David Smith, a prominent abstract sculptor, died on May 23, 1965, leaving 425
sculptures. Prior to his death, Smith had an exclusive agreement with Marlborough-
Gerson Galleries to sell his works. The estate continued this agreement post-death.
The sculptures varied in size, quality, and series, with the ‘Cubi’ series being the
most  valuable.  Smith’s  works  were  sold  to  museums and collectors  during  his
lifetime, but the market for abstract sculptures was limited. The estate reported a
value of $714,000 for the sculptures after applying a significant discount due to the
large quantity.

Procedural History

The estate filed a federal estate tax return valuing the sculptures at $714,000. The
Commissioner of Internal Revenue issued a deficiency notice asserting a higher
value of $5,256,918, later reduced to $4,284,000. The estate contested this valuation
and the deductibility of commissions paid to Marlborough. The Tax Court heard the
case, ultimately determining the sculptures’ value and limiting the deductibility of
commissions.

Issue(s)

1. Whether the fair market value of the 425 sculptures at the date of Smith’s death
was $2,700,000?
2.  Whether  only  commissions  necessary  to  pay  the  estate’s  debts,  taxes,  and
administration  expenses  are  deductible  under  section  2053(a)  of  the  Internal
Revenue Code?

Holding



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

1.  Yes,  because the court  considered the impact  of  selling a  large quantity  of
sculptures simultaneously, which would affect their market value.
2. Yes, because the regulations under section 2053(a) limit deductible commissions
to those necessary for paying debts, taxes, and administration expenses, not for
preserving the estate or effecting distribution.

Court’s Reasoning

The court applied the fair market value standard, defined as the price at which
property would change hands between a willing buyer and seller. It rejected the
estate’s argument for a zero valuation or a 75% discount due to the bulk sale,
finding these too extreme. The court also rejected the Commissioner’s approach of
valuing each piece separately without considering the impact of simultaneous sales.
Instead, it considered factors such as Smith’s reputation, the market for abstract
sculptures, the size and quality of the works, and the location of the sculptures. The
court used a ‘blockage’ rule analogy from securities valuation to justify considering
the impact of selling all 425 sculptures at once. It also found that the Marlborough
contract did not reduce the sculptures’ value, as valuation focuses on what could be
received, not retained, from a sale. On the deductibility issue, the court upheld the
regulation limiting deductions to commissions necessary for paying debts, taxes, and
administration expenses, finding no necessity to sell beyond these needs.

Practical Implications

This decision emphasizes the need to consider market dynamics when valuing large
quantities of unique assets for estate tax purposes. It sets a precedent for applying a
‘blockage’ concept to assets other than securities, which could affect how estates
with significant holdings of similar items are valued. The ruling on commissions
clarifies that only those necessary for immediate estate needs are deductible, which
may influence estate planning and administration strategies. Later cases, such as
Estate of Newberger v. Commissioner, have cited this case when addressing similar
valuation issues. For legal practitioners, this case underscores the importance of
understanding  the  specific  market  conditions  and  contractual  obligations  when
advising on estate tax matters involving unique assets.


