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§ 1.175–7 Allocation of expenditures in 
certain circumstances. 

(a) General rule. If at the time the 
taxpayer paid or incurred expenditures 
for the purpose of soil or water con-
servation, or for the prevention of ero-
sion of land, it was reasonable to be-
lieve that such expenditures would di-
rectly and substantially benefit land of 
the taxpayer which does not qualify as 
‘‘land used in farming,’’ as defined in 
§ 1.175–4, as well as land of the taxpayer 
which does so qualify, then, for pur-
poses of section 175, only a part of the 
taxpayer’s total expenditures is in re-
spect of ‘‘land used in farming.’’ 

(b) Method of allocation. The part of 
expenditures allocable to ‘‘land used in 
farming’’ generally equals the amount 
which bears the same proportion to the 
total amount of such expenditures as 
the area of land of the taxpayer used in 
farming which it was reasonable to be-
lieve would be directly and substan-
tially benefited as a result of the ex-
penditures bears to the total area of 
land of the taxpayer which it was rea-
sonable to believe would be so bene-
fited. If it is established by clear and 
convincing evidence that, in the light 
of all the facts and circumstances, an-
other method of allocation is more rea-
sonable than the method provided in 
the preceding sentence, the taxpayer 
may allocate the expenditures under 
that other method. For purposes of this 
section, the term land of the taxpayer 
means land with respect to which the 
taxpayer has title, leasehold, or some 
other substantial interest. 

(c) Examples. The provisions of this 
section may be illustrated by the fol-
lowing examples: 

Example 1. A owns a 200-acre tract of land, 
80 acres of which qualify as ‘‘land used in 
farming.’’ A makes expenditures for the pur-
pose of soil and water conservation which 
can reasonably be expected to directly and 
substantially benefit the entire 200-acre 
tract. In the absence of clear and convincing 
evidence that a different allocation is more 
reasonable, A may deduct 40 percent (80/200) 
of such expenditures under section 175. The 
same result would obtain if A had made the 
expenditures after newly acquiring the tract 
from a person who had used 80 of the 200 
acres in farming immediately prior to A’s 
acquisition. 

Example 2. Assume the same facts as in Ex-
ample 1, except that A’s expenditures for the 

purpose of soil and water conservation can 
reasonably be expected to directly and sub-
stantially benefit only the 80 acres which 
qualify as land used in farming; any benefit 
to the other 120 acres would be minor and in-
cidental. A may deduct all of such expendi-
tures under section 175. 

Example 3. Assume the same facts as in Ex-
ample 1, except that A’s expenditures for the 
purpose of soil and water conservation can 
reasonably be expected to directly and sub-
stantially benefit only the 120 acres which do 
not qualify as land used in farming. A may 
not deduct any of such expenditures under 
section 175. The same result would obtain 
even if A had leased the 200-acre tract to B 
in the expectation that B would farm the en-
tire tract. 

[T.D. 7740, 45 FR 78635, Nov. 26, 1980] 

§ 1.177–1 Election to amortize trade-
mark and trade name expenditures. 

(a) In general. (1) Section 177 provides 
that a taxpayer may elect to treat any 
trademark or trade name expenditure 
(defined in section 177(b) and paragraph 
(b) of this section) paid or incurred dur-
ing a taxable year beginning after De-
cember 31, 1955, as a deferred expense. 
Any expenditure so treated shall be al-
lowed as a deduction ratably over the 
number of continuous months (not less 
than 60) selected by the taxpayer, be-
ginning with the first month of the 
taxable year in which the expenditure 
is paid or incurred. The term paid or in-
curred, as used in section 177 and this 
section, is to be construed according to 
the method of accounting used by the 
taxpayer in computing taxable income. 
See section 7701(a)(25). An election 
under section 177 is irrevocable insofar 
as it applies to a particular trademark 
or trade name expenditure, but sepa-
rate elections may be made with re-
spect to other trademark or trade 
name expenditures. See subparagraph 
(3) of this paragraph. See also para-
graph (c) of this section for time and 
manner of making election. 

(2) The number of continuous months 
selected by the taxpayer may be equal 
to or greater, but not less than 60, but 
in any event the deduction must begin 
with the first month of the taxable 
year in which the expenditure is paid 
or incurred. The number of months se-
lected by the taxpayer at the time he 
makes the election may not be subse-
quently changed but shall be adhered 
to in computing taxable income for the 
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