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Decision No. , 891.79 AUG B -1978 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC ~ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAT.E OF CALIFOm~IA 

S,am S. & Mar.! J. Yaco, 

Complainants, 

vs. 

Alfred E. Augenstein, ctba 
Buckingham P ark Water System, 

Defendant 

Ivan Swisher and. 
Margaret Swisher, 

Complainants, 

vs. 

A. Augenstein, c:1ba 
BUCkingham P ark Water System,. 

Defendant 

Maxwell K. Taylor, 

vs. 

Alfred E. Augenstein, db.a 
BucJd.l'lgham P ark Water System, 

Defendant 
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Case No. 10418 
(Filed September' 19', 1977) 

Case No. l0421 
(Filed September 21, 1977) 

Case No. 10431 
(Filed Septem:ber 30, 1977) 

SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION' & ORDER. 

It has come to the Commission's attention that Deeision 

No. 89178 does not reflect the intent of such decision with respect 

to the total allotment of water per, household in the emergency' 

rationing plan. Further, the aecision inadvertently failed to' 

specify the effective date the rationing 'plan as welt as date for 

the owner/operator t~ file a tariff with the Commission. 
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4It C. 10418 et al gh 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Each consumer shall be allotted 200 gallons ,per household 
<. 

per day. 

2. The effective date of the rationing plan shall be 

August 11, 1978. 

3. The owner/operator of the system, shall file with the 

commission an Advice Letter with a tariff delineating the rationing 

plan postmarked no later than August 18, 1978. 

4. In all other respects Decision No. 89178, as amended, 

shall remain in full force and effect. 

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this qi1r­
day of August, 1978. 

jW-&~~ 
J?~esident 

Commissioners 

'Com:n1::::::ionor William Symon::, Jr •• b01%lg 
~oeo::::::nr11? ab:ont, did not part1e1pato 
in tho disposition or tl:!1:: proceQd1ne. 
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