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manded in sald letter was 504,734,79, which superseded
the amesnt demanded in the letter dated September 13,
I!H.f(ie have held that wheres » decision or esseas-
ment ot the Cellecter of Interns]l Revenus s revised
or amended. the smended declsfon T2 the declision ap-
peslable to this ‘nurt snd the Weday period for ape
peal is to be counted from the date of recelpt of the
final aasnded cecision. (fuyeng "an v, Collsctor of
Iatesnal Revenue, C.T.», Mo, 7€2, Auguet 30, 19%.)
But: #8 alresdy stated ohove, the letter of January
11; 199 did not smend or rovise the origfnal decision
oF Astestasnt In thie crer 80 A to Creste 3 naw stapte
ing point from which to count the Wedsy peried for
appeal, While It fs true that the demand mede In the
Aetter of Janusry 11, 1956 was for the paysent of only
$64,204,. 79, lastend of 192,941,700, =5 uﬂ;lfly da=
manded in the letter of Septeulier 13, 19%4 ,Vihe roduce
sien in the ampunt wes Srought shout by peyment of parg
of the originsl sssossaent and not by sny change due
te erreor or mistake of s portion ef the ssld sesccemont.
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