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ed.) the defini-(Ter. Likewise, 1955,in it62,c. s. 61. broadened
from a nonresident trustee.received a residentbytion of income

ed.)(Ter. 62, s.3; c.Resolves, 1955, 592,c. s. G. L.andMass. Acts
it ismade in statute andhave been our11. No such amendments

Corporations &inreasoning Commissionergoverned theby of
the then375, supra, construingThayer, 314 Mass.v.Taxation

existing statute.which was similar to ourMassachusetts statute
byreceivedsubject tax on the amountonlytoplaintiffThe is

her.

Remanded.

sit; concurred.the othersJ., did notWheeler,

Merrimack,
4563.No.
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28,Reargument 1957.ordered June
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proorally),and se.Wyman, Attorney (byLouis C. General brief

for the defendant.(by orally),James C. Cleveland brief and

presentsThe in this case which the issuePer curiam. decision
constitutionality 1955, 312,of c. has been held inof Lawsthe

opinions Supremethe Court of theawaiting and orders ofabeyance
subjects were announced Juneon kindred whichUnited States

24,and June 1957.17
in case that Court has decidedSubsequent argumentsto this

v. United1203,Ct. and WatkinsSweezy Hampshire,New 77 S.v.
17, 1957, and has1173, both decided June issuedStates, 77 S. Ct.

Raley 1391,v. S. Ct. and No. 206Ohio,in No. 306 77orders
Morgan Ohio, 1403, 24,Ct. both dated JuneMiscellaneous, v. 77 S.

disposition byof case be affected thesemaySince the this1957.
partiesnecessaryorders it is in fairness to the thatdecisions and

reargument. theAccordingly,the be set for case willcase should
separatereargument byfor of this court at aassignedbe order

time therein indicated.

So ordered.


