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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Revisit Net Rulemaking R20-08-020
Energy Metering Tariffs Pursuant to (Filed August 27, 2020)
Decision 16-01-044, and to Address Other

Issues Related to Net Energy Metering.

MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE REVERSION TO NEM 2.0 OR NEM 1.0 IN RESPONSE
TO THE LACOFD SOLAR BATTERY BLOCKADE

Dear Commissioners, ALJs, Rulemaking Body Members and Stakeholders

In light of the ongoing and detrimental Solar Battery Blockade enforced by the Los
Angeles County Fire Department (LACoFD), ABC Solar Incorporated respectfully submits this
motion to the CPUC NEM Rulemaking Body, under R20-08-020, with an urgent plea for
immediate regulatory intervention. Our request is twofold: firstly, for a temporary reversion to
Net Energy Metering (NEM) 2.0 or NEM 1.0 for Los Angeles County, and secondly, for the
establishment of a task force to address and rectify the blockade that stands in stark contradiction
to California’s clean energy laws and objectives.
The Need for Immediate Reversion to NEM 2.0 or NEM 1.0

The CPUC’s implementation of NEM 3.0 was predicated on the assumption of
widespread consumer adoption of solar battery systems, a cornerstone for advancing the state’s
renewable energy goals. However, the LACoFD’s Solar Battery Blockade creates
insurmountable barriers to this adoption, directly impacting the foundational premises of NEM
3.0 and hindering progress towards our shared energy and environmental objectives.

Quote from Proposed Decision R.20-08-020 ALJ/KHY/nd3:

The high differential electrification retail import rates in combination with the variable retail

export compensation rates provided by the Avoided Cost Calculator send strong price signals to

2|Page



22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

customers to shift their use of energy from the grid to mid-day and export electricity during the evening
hours, which promotes the installation of storage with the solar systems. These price signals also benefit
customers who electrify their vehicles, home devices, and appliances. The changes will improve the
reliability of electricity in California and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

To ensure the sustainable growth of customer-sited renewable distributed generation, the
successor tariff provides a glide path in the form of an adder based on the values in the Avoided Cost
Calculator. The glide path allows for a transition period for the solar industry to adapt to a solar paired
with storage marketplace.

This decision also adopts revisions that offer customers in low-income households more access
to distributed generation systems, including solar systems paired with storage. To improve such
opportunities, this decision provides a glide path with a higher adder to ensure eligible customers
achieve the same nine-year payback target for stand-alone solar systems that all other residential
customers receive. To ensure affordability of the successor tariff and equity among all customers, this
decision directs an evaluation of these elements preceded by a three-year data collection period.
Affordability is front and center in this proceeding, given the finding that a significant and growing cost
shift exists in the previous tariff and, to a lesser extent, remains in the adopted successor tariff. This cost
shift is created by the ability of distributed generation customers to avoid fixed costs, including grid
costs and public purpose program costs, which then become the responsibility of non-participating
ratepayers, including low-income customers. The successor tariff adopted in this decision is designed to
compensate customers for the value of their exports to the grid based on the Avoided Cost Calculator.
This improved valuation will significantly reduce the cost shift and improve affordability for
nonparticipating ratepayers, particularly low-income ratepayers. Additionally, the Commission has
initiated a rulemaking (Rulemaking 22-07-005, the Rulemaking to Advance Demand Flexibility Through

Electric Rates) to broadly restructure the way fixed costs are collected, moving from volumetric charges
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to -4 R.20-08-020 ALJ/KHY/nd3 PROPOSED DECISION (Rev.1) an income-graduated fixed charge on all
residential customers. This fixed charge will further reduce cost shifts through an equitable approach to
the distribution of electric costs. Finally, eligible customers of the successor tariff will have the
opportunity to take advantage of new funding for up-front incentive payments for solar paired with
storage systems and stand-alone storage. This funding allows the Commission to offer a total of $900
million, with $630 million set aside for low-income customers, to reduce the cost of these systems. This
funding will provide the financial means for eligible customers to access these systems while further
supporting the sustainable growth of customer-sited renewable generation.

End Quote from Proposed Decision R.20-08-020 ALJ/KHY/nd3

As the above quote from Proposed Decision R.20-08-020 ALJ/KHY/nd3 elucidates,
NEM 3.0 is predicated on the adoption of solar systems paired with storage, leveraging price
signals to encourage the shift from grid energy consumption to more efficient, renewable
sources, particularly during peak hours. This framework significantly relies on the integration of
storage systems to improve California's electricity reliability and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. The decision meticulously outlines a transition strategy for the solar industry towards
a storage-paired marketplace, offering specific incentives and glide paths to support this shift,
particularly for low-income households.

However, the current blockade imposed by the LACoFD on solar battery installations
directly undermines the foundational premises of NEM 3.0, stalling the intended transition
towards a solar plus storage ecosystem. This blockade not only hampers the state's
environmental goals but also exacerbates the inequity among ratepayers, particularly affecting
those in low-income communities who stand to benefit most from the transition. The blockade,
by impeding the deployment of storage systems, inadvertently maintains a higher reliance on
grid energy, negating the intended cost shifts and efficiency gains envisioned by NEM 3.0.
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Given these circumstances, it is imperative to argue for an emergency reversion to NEM
2.0 or NEM 1.0 for ratepayers impacted by the AHJ Solar Battery Blockade. Such a reversion
would serve as a provisional measure to safeguard the interests of consumers and ensure
equitable access to renewable energy benefits during this blockade. This action is within the
legal authority of the CPUC, as delineated in its Rules of Practice and Procedure regarding
emergency actions. Reverting to earlier NEM versions would temporarily alleviate the barriers to
achieving California's clean energy goals, ensuring that the solar industry and ratepayers are not
unduly penalized for circumstances beyond their control. This measure would underscore the
CPUC's commitment to equity, sustainability, and the proactive management of the state's
energy infrastructure in alignment with legislative mandates and environmental objectives.

The blockade, through its imposition of restrictive and unjustified permitting
requirements, not only contradicts the spirit and letter of state laws such as SB 100 and SB 379
but also places Los Angeles County in a position of egregious non-compliance. This not only
affects the deployment of solar battery systems but also destabilizes the market conditions
anticipated by the transition to NEM 3.0, thus warranting an emergency reversion to NEM 2.0 or
NEM 1.0. This reversion would serve as an interim measure to maintain the integrity of the

state’s renewable energy efforts while comprehensive solutions are sought.

NEM 3.0 has been a disaster, but the LACoFD Solar Battery Blockade made it worse
by stopping adoption 100%. The "Lobby Day 2024 Flyers" (Appendix A) document highlights
the dire need for accelerated solar energy growth in California, emphasizing the state's shortfall
in meeting its clean energy and decarbonization goals. It points out the substantial increase in
electricity demand due to electrification and population growth, contrasting this with the

inadequate pace of solar energy development under current policies, specifically under "NEM 3."
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The document reports an 87% decline in new residential solar system sales and a 50% decline in
battery sales since the initiation of Net Billing ("NEM 3"), marking a significant setback for
California's 100% clean energy ambitions. This decline is attributed to the CPUC's policies,
which have been criticized for hindering the solar industry, leading to job losses, making clean
energy less accessible, especially in growing middle and working-class markets, and failing to
ensure robust growth in battery storage. This evidence can strengthen the argument for reverting
to NEM 2.0 or NEM 1.0, highlighting the adverse effects of NEM 3.0 on California's solar and

storage market and its broader clean energy goals.

That is before the LACoFD Solar Battery Blockade with negate NEM 3.0 founding

principle, namely ratepayer owned storage adoption.

Launch of a New Task Force

Furthermore, the complexity and persistence of the issues presented by the Solar Battery
Blockade necessitate the formation of a specialized task force. This body should be charged with
conducting a thorough examination of the blockade’s origins, its impact on compliance with state
laws, and the broader effects on the adoption of solar battery systems in Los Angeles County.
The task force should comprise representatives from the CPUC, local government, industry
stakeholders, consumer advocacy groups, and legal experts, ensuring a multidisciplinary
approach to resolving the blockade.
Conclusion

The situation at hand is not merely a local issue but a significant impediment to
California’s clean energy future. The actions of the LACoFD, if left unaddressed, threaten to
undermine the state’s leadership in renewable energy and environmental stewardship. Therefore,

we implore the CPUC to take decisive action by reverting to NEM 2.0 or NEM 1.0 as an
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immediate measure and by initiating a task force dedicated to resolving the Solar Battery

Blockade.

We stand ready to support the CPUC in these efforts, committed to overcoming the

current challenges and ensuring that Los Angeles County, and indeed all of California, can

continue to advance towards a sustainable and resilient energy future.
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I. INTRODUCTION
Urgent Request for Reversion to NEM 2.0 or NEM 1.0 Due to the LACoFD Solar Battery
Blockade

As President of ABC Solar Incorporated, a committed advocate for renewable energy in
California, I am reaching out to underscore the critical situation that has arisen due to the Solar
Battery Blockade enforced by the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACoFD). This
blockade is not only a significant impediment to our state's clean energy ambitions but also
places undue hardship on ratepayers, the solar industry, and stakeholders deeply invested in
California's renewable future.

The blockade, characterized by its restrictive and, in many instances, unjustified
permitting requirements, starkly contradicts California's legislative directives, particularly SB
100 and SB 379. These laws were designed to facilitate the transition to renewable energy,
emphasizing the importance of solar battery systems in achieving our state's environmental and
energy goals. Unfortunately, the blockade severely hampers these efforts, leading to delays,
increased costs, and stifled innovation in the solar sector.

Given these circumstances, we respectfully request the CPUC's immediate intervention,
specifically advocating for a temporary reversion to Net Energy Metering (NEM) 2.0 or NEM
1.0 for ratepayers within Los Angeles County. This reversion is a necessary interim measure to
alleviate the blockade's detrimental effects and sustain the momentum towards our shared
renewable energy targets.

Moreover, we propose the establishment of a task force dedicated to addressing and
resolving the issues presented by the Solar Battery Blockade. This task force should include

representatives from the CPUC, local government, the solar industry, consumer advocacy
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groups, and other relevant stakeholders. Its primary goal would be to ensure a collaborative
approach to reinstating a regulatory environment conducive to the rapid deployment of solar
technologies, in alignment with California's clean energy laws and objectives.

The need for immediate action cannot be overstated. The LACoFD's blockade directly
undermines the foundational premises of NEM 3.0, which assumes widespread consumer
adoption of solar battery systems. By reverting to NEM 2.0 or NEM 1.0, we can provide
immediate relief to affected parties while working towards a permanent resolution that aligns
with state mandates and the public interest.

We are at a pivotal moment in our pursuit of a sustainable energy future for California.
The decisions made by the CPUC in response to this situation will have lasting impacts on our
ability to meet our clean energy goals, protect the interests of ratepayers, and maintain
California's leadership in renewable energy and environmental stewardship.

[ urge you to consider this motion with the gravity and urgency it demands. Together, we
can navigate this challenge and emerge stronger, ensuring that Los Angeles County, and indeed
all of California, continues to advance towards a sustainable, resilient, and clean energy future.

Thank you for your attention to this critical matter. We stand ready to assist in any

capacity to facilitate a swift and effective resolution.
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II. BACKGROUND

The legislative framework underpinning California's clean energy transition is defined by
ambitious goals aimed at reducing carbon emissions and promoting renewable energy sources.
Central to this framework are Senate Bill 100 (SB100) and Senate Bill 379 (SB379), which
together establish a foundation for California's renewable energy policy and implementation
strategies.
Senate Bill 100 (SB100) Objectives:

Sets a landmark goal for California to achieve 100% renewable energy and zero-carbon
electricity by 2045.

Focuses on accelerating the state's transition towards renewable energy sources, including
solar power.
Senate Bill 379 (SB379) - Real-Time Permitting Mandates:

Enacted to streamline the permitting process for residential solar and solar-paired energy
storage systems.

Mandates local jurisdictions, including fire departments, to adopt real-time, automated
permitting processes, facilitating quicker and more efficient installations of solar energy systems.

Aims to remove bureaucratic hurdles and support the rapid deployment of solar
technologies to meet California's renewable energy goals.
Contradiction with SB379 Goals:

The Solar Battery Blockade, enforced by the LACoFD, directly contradicts the mandates
of SB379 by imposing restrictive and cumbersome permitting processes for solar battery

installations.
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This blockade not only delays the adoption of solar energy systems but also places Los
Angeles County in a precarious position of non-compliance with state laws designed to promote
clean energy.

Summary of Actions Taken by Bradley Bartz:

FOIA Requests:

Purpose: To uncover details about the implementation and oversight of SB1, which initiated the
CEC Solar Equipment List, and to assess the legality and rationale of the LACoFD's blockade in
the context of SB379's real-time permitting requirements.

Objective: To demonstrate the impact of the blockade on ABC Solar's operations and the
broader solar industry, and to highlight the potential financial and legal repercussions for Los
Angeles County.

Notice of Tort Claim Filed Against Los Angeles County:

Objective: To challenge the Solar Battery Blockade's legality, citing significant financial and
emotional harm to ABC Solar and its stakeholders, and to compel compliance with SB379's real-
time permitting mandates.

These actions underscore a critical standoff between ABC Solar's pursuit of renewable
energy integration and the regulatory barriers imposed by local authorities. The blockade not
only hampers progress towards California's clean energy targets but also exposes Los Angeles
County to potential legal and financial liabilities due to its deviation from state mandates.

Continuing with the detailed background section focusing on SB 379's mandate for real-

time permits and how the LACoFD's actions constitute a significant deviation from compliance:
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235  Senate Bill 379 (SB 379) Specifics:

236 Enacted to streamline the solar permitting process, SB 379 mandates local governments
237  and authorities to adopt an expedited, streamlined permitting process for small residential

238  rooftop solar energy systems.

239 A key component of SB 379 is the requirement for real-time, or near real-time, permitting
240  to facilitate quicker adoption and installation of solar energy systems.

241  LACoFD's Deviation from SB 379:

242 Despite the clear mandates of SB 379, the LACoFD has imposed regulations and

243 practices that significantly delay the permitting process for solar battery systems, thereby

244 violating the statute's intent for streamlined and expedited permitting.

245 This deviation not only hampers the growth of renewable energy within the county but
246  also puts Los Angeles County in a precarious position, being out of compliance with state law.
247  Chief Stillwagon's Role:

248 It's evident that Chief Stillwagon's actions, including the resistance to following UL
249  certifications and CEC guidelines, represent a direct challenge to the authority and directives
250 established by state legislation.

251 The implication is that these actions are not supported by sufficient resources or

252 justification, exacerbating the issue, and leading to unnecessary conflict and harm.

253  Impact of FOIA Requests Filed by Bartz:

254  Details of Request: Secking information related to the budgets, structures, operations, and
255  specific details of SB1, which initiated the CEC Solar Equipment List.

256  Objective: To highlight the financial and operational ramifications of supporting Chief

257  Stillwagon's actions against the backdrop of state compliance requirements.
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Outcome Anticipated: Remind the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors of the potential
financial and reputational risks associated with backing an out-of-compliance stance that
jeopardizes the county's alignment with state renewable energy goals.

Call to Action: The situation necessitates a reconsideration of the LACoFD's current stance and
an alignment with SB 379's requirements.

Urges the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors to intervene and correct the course
to prevent further financial and emotional harm to stakeholders and ensure compliance with state
laws.

This section underscores the gravity of the Solar Battery Blockade's implications,
emphasizing the legal, financial, and emotional toll on ABC Solar, the renewable energy
industry, and Los Angeles County's alignment with California's clean energy ambitions. The
detailed exposition of actions taken by Bartz, particularly the strategic use of FOIA requests,
serves as a testament to the commitment to advocating for regulatory clarity and operational

efficiency in the face of significant obstacles.
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III. Argument for Reversion

The Solar Battery Blockade, as enforced by the Los Angeles County Fire Department
(LACoFD), presents a series of legal and regulatory contradictions that significantly impact ABC
Solar, the broader solar industry, and the alignment of Los Angeles County with California's
state mandates. This blockade has ripple effects that extend far beyond the immediate operational
challenges faced by one company, hinting at a systemic issue that threatens the state's clean
energy objectives.

A. Legal and Regulatory Contradictions:

Contradiction with SB 379: The blockade stands in direct opposition to the mandates of SB
379, which requires real-time permitting for solar installations. This statute was designed to
streamline the adoption of solar energy by simplifying and expediting the permitting process,
thereby supporting California's ambitious goal of achieving 100% renewable energy and zero-
carbon electricity by 2045 as outlined in SB 100. The blockade, by introducing unnecessary
delays and bureaucratic hurdles, effectively undermines these efforts, creating a significant
barrier to the deployment of solar energy solutions.

Deviation from State Law: Chief Stillwagon's actions, notably his reluctance to align with
UL certifications and the California Energy Commission's (CEC) established equipment lists,
represent a clear departure from state law. This stance not only jeopardizes the legal and
financial standing of Los Angeles County but also poses a challenge to the state's unified
approach to clean energy adoption. The refusal to recognize established safety standards and to
comply with the equipment lists endorsed by the CEC raises questions about the rationale and

authority behind such decisions.
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Impact on ABC Solar and the Industry: The blockade's implications extend to ABC
Solar's operations, affecting its ability to contribute to LA County's renewable energy goals. The
restrictions have led to project delays, financial losses, and operational inefficiencies, mirroring
the broader challenges faced by the solar industry within the county. This situation has sparked a
need for advocacy and legal action, including FOIA requests aimed at uncovering the blockade's
compliance with state mandates and a Notice of Tort Claim to challenge the blockade's legality.

Call for Regulatory Alignment: The ongoing situation underscores the urgent need for
regulatory alignment with state laws. It highlights the importance of a collaborative approach
involving state regulatory bodies, local authorities, and industry stakeholders to address the
blockade's challenges. This includes revisiting and potentially revising local regulations to
ensure they facilitate rather than hinder the adoption of solar energy, in line with California's
clean energy ambitions.

The Solar Battery Blockade, as it stands, represents a critical juncture for renewable
energy policy and implementation in Los Angeles County. Addressing the legal and regulatory
contradictions highlighted by this blockade is essential for moving forward. It requires a
concerted effort to ensure that local practices align with state mandates, supporting the transition

to a sustainable and clean energy future for California.
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IV. DETAILED ANALYSIS
Operational and Financial Impact on ABC Solar and the Industry:

The Solar Battery Blockade enforced by the LACoFD has precipitated a host of
operational and financial challenges for ABC Solar, severely hampering its ability to conduct
business as usual. These challenges are not isolated; they reflect a broader industry-wide struggle

that undermines the growth and sustainability of the solar sector in Los Angeles County.

Project Delays: ABC Solar has encountered significant delays in project execution, a
direct result of the blockade's stringent and, at times, unclear regulatory requirements. Projects
that were once on a clear path to completion now face indefinite postponements, disrupting
schedules and undermining client trust.

Financial Losses: The financial repercussions for ABC Solar due to halted installations
are substantial. Each delayed project represents not only lost revenue but also increased costs
related to prolonged project management, administrative overheads, and opportunity costs. These
losses have a cascading effect, impacting the company's ability to invest in new technologies,
hire additional staff, and expand operations.

Impact on Industry Growth: The blockade's restrictive nature has created a chilling
effect on the regional solar industry's growth. At a time when renewable energy adoption is
critical for environmental and economic reasons, the blockade serves as a significant deterrent to
potential investors, entrepreneurs, and customers interested in solar energy solutions.

Cumulative Financial Impact: The broader implications for the solar industry are
evidenced by real-world examples from ABC Solar and anecdotal evidence from affected

competitors. There's a pattern of harm, with multiple entities within the industry reporting similar
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341  experiences of project delays, financial losses, and regulatory challenges. This collective

342  experience underscores the blockade's detrimental impact on the industry's financial health and
343  its ability to contribute to California's clean energy goals.

344 The operational and financial impacts of the Solar Battery Blockade on ABC Solar and
345  the wider solar industry in Los Angeles County are profound. Addressing these challenges

346  requires a concerted effort from regulatory bodies, industry stakeholders, and policymakers to
347  ensure that the region can fully capitalize on the benefits of solar energy, aligned with

348  California's broader objectives for a sustainable and prosperous energy future.

349  B. Chief Stillwagon's Authority and Actions: A Coup de Tat?

350 The actions taken by Chief Stillwagon in the implementation of the Solar Battery

351  Blockade have raised significant concerns regarding the potential overreach of authority. This
352  segment explores the notion that these actions could be construed as a coup de tat against

353  established safety standards set by Underwriters Laboratories (UL) and guidelines provided by
354  the California Energy Commission (CEC), raising questions about the motivations and

355  implications behind such moves.

356 Overreach of Authority: Chief Stillwagon's directives concerning the Solar Battery
357  Blockade, notably the deviation from UL certifications and the CEC's equipment lists, suggest a
358 unilateral decision-making process that appears to sidestep established regulatory frameworks
359  and industry standards. This approach challenges the normative procedures for regulatory

360 updates and raises concerns about the legitimacy of the authority exercised in enacting the

361  blockade.

362 Motivations Behind the Blockade: Delving into the motivations behind Chief

363  Stillwagon's actions invites a broader analysis of potential influences, including:
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364 Safety Concerns: It's conceivable that an earnest concern for public safety, especially
365 regarding the risks associated with energy storage systems, might drive the insistence on

366  stringent regulations. However, the alignment of these concerns with the blockade's specific
367  measures warrants scrutiny, particularly when existing standards like UL certifications already
368  address safety comprehensively.

369

370  External Influences: The possibility of influence from external parties or vested interests cannot
371  be dismissed. This influence could stem from various sources, including political pressures,

372 industry lobbying, or a misalignment of interests that favors restrictive over progressive

373 regulatory approaches. Such influences call into question the impartiality and objectivity of the
374  blockade's implementation.

375 Lack of Resources and Justification: The apparent scarcity of resources and justification
376  for the drastic measures introduced by the blockade suggests a mismatch between the purported
377  goals and the means employed to achieve them. This discrepancy highlights the need for a

378 transparent, evidence-based approach to regulation that considers the broader implications for the
379  solar industry and the state's clean energy objectives.

380 Necessity for Transparency and Accountability: The scenario underscores the critical
381 need for transparency in the decision-making process and accountability for the consequences of
382  regulatory actions. Establishing clear channels for stakeholder engagement, providing access to
383  the rationale behind regulatory changes, and implementing mechanisms for review and appeal
384  are essential steps toward ensuring that regulatory practices serve the public interest and

385 facilitate, rather than hinder, the adoption of renewable energy.
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In summary, the exploration of Chief Stillwagon's authority and actions in the context of
the Solar Battery Blockade reveals a complex interplay of regulatory power, safety
considerations, and potential external influences. Addressing these issues necessitates a return to
principles of transparency, accountability, and alignment with established safety standards and
state mandates for renewable energy.

C. SB 379 and the Imperative for Compliance:

Senate Bill 379 (SB 379), part of California's comprehensive legislative framework to
accelerate the adoption of renewable energy technologies, plays a pivotal role in this mission
through its mandate for streamlined permitting processes for solar installations. SB 379 was
designed with the explicit goal of reducing barriers to solar energy adoption, recognizing that
bureaucratic delays and complex permitting processes could significantly impede the state's
progress towards its ambitious renewable energy targets as outlined in SB 100.

The imperatives of SB 379 are clear:

Streamlined Permitting Processes: SB 379 mandates local authorities, including the Los
Angeles County Fire Department (LACoFD), to adopt and implement expedited permitting
processes for residential solar systems. This legislation acknowledges the critical need for
efficiency in the approval of solar installations to foster a more rapid transition to renewable
energy sources.

Legal Obligation for Local Authorities:

Compliance with SB 379 is not merely a recommendation but a legal obligation for local
governments and their respective departments. This statute was enacted to ensure uniformity
across California in the adoption of solar energy, eliminating local bottlenecks and

inconsistencies that could derail the state's clean energy goals.

20| Page



409

410

411

412

413

414

415

416

417

418

419

420

421

422

423

424

425

Urgency for Los Angeles County Alignment:

The actions taken by the LACoFD, as part of the Solar Battery Blockade, directly
contradict the mandates of SB 379 by introducing additional hurdles and delays in the permitting
process. The urgency for Los Angeles County to realign its practices with SB 379, and by
extension with California's overarching clean energy legislation, cannot be overstated. Failure to
do so not only undermines state law but also exposes the county to potential legal and financial
repercussions.

The role of SB 379 in facilitating the adoption of solar technologies through streamlined
permitting processes is foundational to California's renewable energy strategy. The blockade
currently enforced by the LACoFD not o