PUGET SOUND PILOTAGE DISTRICT ACTIVITY REPORT
Nov-2020

The Board of Pilotage Commissioners (BPC) requests the following information be provided to the BPC staff
no later than two working days prior to a BPC meeting to give Commissioners ample time to review and
prepare possible questions regarding the information provided.

Total pilotage assignments: 502 Cancellations: 25

Total ship moves: 477 Cont'r: 184  Tanker: 130 Genl/Bulk: 101 Other: 62
Assignments delayed due to unavailable rested pilot: 5 Total delay time: 6

2 pilot jobs: 35 Reason: PSP GUIDELINES FOR RESTRICTED WATERWAYS

Day of week & date of highest number of assignment: SUN 15-Nov 26

Day of week & date of lowest number of assignments SUN 22-Nov 9

Total number of pilot repositions: 92

Beg Licensed Unlicensed Ending

Total 3143 Call Backs (+) 61 Used () 26 Burned (-) 71 Total 3107

Pilots Out of Regular Dispatch Rotation (pilot not available for dispatch during "regular" rotation)
A. Training & Continuing Education Programs

Start Dt |End Dt |City Facility |[Program Description Pilot Attendees

B. Board, Committee & Key Government Meetings (BPC, PSP, USCG, USACE, Port & similar)

Start Dt |End Dt |City Group [Meeting Description Pilot Attendees

9-Nov  |9-Nov  [Seattle PSP OTSC-DOE Modeling BOU

10-Nov |10-Nov |Seattle PSP BOD ANA, CAl, COL, KLA, NEW, SEM
10-Nov [10-Nov |Seattle BPC TEC ANT, SCR

12-Nov [12-Nov |Seattle BPC BPC ANT, SCR

13-Nov [29-Nov |Seattle PSP President coL

16-Nov [16-Nov [Seattle BPC Pilot Safety Committee SCR

23-Nov [23-Nov |[Seattle PSP JTC Ferry Privatization MCG

24-Nov |24-Nov [Seattle PSP BOD ANA, CAl, COL, KLA, NEW, SEM
24-Nov |24-Nov |[Seattle BPC Simulation Exam Developme|GRK, SCR

29-Nov |30-Nov |Seattle PSP President CAl




C. Other (i.e. injury, not-fit-for-duty status, earned time off, COVID risk
Start Dt |End Dt |REASON PILOT
1-Nov| 4-Nov|Not fit for duty |BEN

1-Nov| 30-Nov|Not fit for duty |BUJ, HEN

1-Nov| 3-Nov|ETO ANA, CAW, KAL, KEA
10-Nov| 17-Nov|ETO EME, JEN, ROU, SEY
24-Nov| 30-Nov|ETO ANT, CAl, MCG, MOT

Presentations

If requesting to make a presentation, provide a brief explanation of the subject, the requested amount of

Presentations may be deferred if prior arrangements have not been made.

The Board may also defer taking action on issues being presented with less than 1 week
notice prior to a schedule Board Meeting to allow adequate time for the Commissioners and
the public to review and prepare for discussion.

Other Information (Any other information requested or intended to be provided to the BPC)




State of Washington
Pilotage Commission
December 10, 2020

Grays Harbor District Report

In November we had 5 dry bulk vessel arrivals for a total of 17 jobs. That brings arrivals YTD November
31, 2020 to 67 vessels arrivals and a total of 192 jobs. Capt. White had the duty Nov. 1 — Nov. 21. Capt.
D’Angelo had the duty the balance of November and December. We have 6 dry bulkers scheduled for
December thus far.

Terminal Work

We are out to bid for 18 damaged pilings and 100 LF of Whalers and Roll Chocks that need to be
repaired at Terminal 3 Dock and 19 damaged pilings and 240 LF of Whaler and Roll Chocks that need to
be repaired at Terminal 4. Terminal 3 is a 600 ft. all concrete terminal that has been used most recently
to load chip barges. Terminal 4 is the Port’s main general cargo terminal. It has two berths and is 1,400
ft. long with an apron width of 100 feet.

Staff is finalizing the plans and specifications for the 2021 Terminal Maintenance Dredging. This
contract will provide dredging services for the 2021 winter and summer dredging operations. The work
will take place after January 1, 2021 and be completed by December 31, 2021.

Estimated Volumes for this contract are as follows

Terminal | Volume

T-1 30,000 Cubic Yards

T-2 80,000 Cubic Yards

T-3 No work planned

T-4 24,000 Cubic Yards
Total 134,000 Cubic Yards

The Terminal 3 Dolphin replacement project is underway. The contractor is currently building the pile
driving template and as soon as the new piling arrives, they will start the installation process.

Pilot Boats
The P/V Chehalis continues to be the primary transport as we prepare the VEGA for active duty.

A new muffler has arrived for the Chehalis and is being fabricated for installation. Staff is working to
schedule a time to remove the existing exhaust system and install the new muffler.

Met with Brusco staff and WCT Marine this week to discuss items requested to be installed by the Pilots
on the VEGA. Some operational equipment also needs to be installed and this week’s site visit provided
a critical path to get the work done. Brusco will provide the design work for the items discussed and
submit it to the Port for review.



Westport

The Army Corps of Engineers has completed the repairs to Breakwater A at the North end of the
Westport Marina.

Port contractor Underwater Earth Movers (UEM) is making great progress dredging the Westport
Marina. UEM has moved from off shore disposal to upland disposal and will likely finish the project

before year end.

Business Development

As we head in to the New Year we are getting several firms expressing interest in the recently released
Terminal 3 upland property. All of the projects also have a maritime component so far.

Existing liquid bulk customers REG and BWC Terminals both have substantial enhancements to their
Grays Harbor facilities at Terminal 1 in planning and permitting for 2021.

As our dry bulk facility at Terminal 2 approaches 20 years of service, our customer AGP is looking at
repairs, replacement and expansion plans to keep the facility up to date.



WA State Board of Pilotage
Commissioners

Industry Update:
December 10, 2020 BPC Meeting

Vessel Arrivals and Assignments Continue to Drop
Puget Sound down 389 arrivals YTD

=

Container arrivals now down 86 YTD dropping again in November

NOTE 1: No identifiable container ship surge
NOTE 2: Monthly and YTD totals keep falling
NOTE 3: Day to day activities being tracked now — histogram shows range

Bulkers flat in November and up 32 YTD

Car Carriers and RoRo’s down 67 YTD

Passenger down 212 YTD (no season = reduction of 464 assignments in 2020)
Tankers/ATB’s down 27 YTD (down 15 in November alone)

Grays Harbor down 10 YTD

T S SR S

v’ Assignments Down 4.4% in 2019 and Down Double Digits in 2020
v' PMSA opposed increase in pilots last July — see letter

Workload Will Be Lowest on Record (decades) averaging just 5.9 Arrivals/Day

Container Volumes Increase; Ship Calls Not So Much

4 Container volume increases in LA/LB has congested terminals, warehouses and the
entire system — same as reported last month now with as many as 14 container
vessels at anchor in recent weeks

%+ Prince Rupert congestion

+ PNW import container volumes should continue to increase; a couple of ad hoc
calls to be added

Waterways Management

v’ Traffic Separation Scheme (TSS) review underway in Canada — several stakeholders
invited to participate including PMSA as it involves some transboundary areas

v’ Quiet Sound proposal finalized — funding pends.

v' Transboundary forum (HSC/PACMAR) held December 2" with updates on ECHO,
Quiet Sound, TSS, ETV’s in Canada, ERTV at Neah Bay, Ecology Vessel Activity Synopsis
and Risk Model, BPC Escort Rules (Jaimie), Canada’s Proactive Vessel Management




US Nut Exporters Affected by Port Congestion, Disruptions

Produce Report December 02, 2020
https://www.producereport.com/article/us-nut-exporters-affected-port-congestion-disruptions

Congestion and container shortages at Californian ports are posing challenges for U.S. agricultural exporters,
impacting the export of almonds, walnuts and other agricultural products.

Amid global supply chain and shipping disruptions due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Port of Oakland in Southern
California is feeling the pressure. As Oakland is the last outbound port for goods coming from California’s Central
Valley and headed to the Asia-Pacific region, schedule delays and container and labor shortages at the port are
having a notable impact on U.S. exports. Southern Californian ports have been experiencing severe congestion since
this summer, when a rush of imported goods reached the U.S. once routes reopened after the first wave of COVID-19
lockdowns. This has caused delays in ships leaving Southern California as well as numerous other logistics disruptions.

Compounding the issue is the fact that many carriers are choosing to ship containers back to Asia empty to prepare
for the import of more lucrative goods such as electronics, apparel and toys, rather than load the containers with
exported goods from the U.S. A large proportion of U.S. export goods are bulkier items such as agricultural products,
food and beverages, which command lower prices. The transport of empty containers from the U.S. has risen steeply
in recent months — the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach handled nearly 620,000 empty outbound containers in
October, a 35% increase over the same period last year.

Urgently needed empty containers are sitting at depots for 45 days on average
By Sam Chambers, Splash, December 2, 2020
https://splash247.com/urgently-needed-empty-containers-are-sitting-at-depots-on-average-for-45-days/

Global supply chains have been rocked in the last couple of months by the acute shortage of available empty
containers, giving exporters severe headaches in getting their products to market. However, new research shows a
clear kink in the box supply chain —empty containers are spending 45 days on average in depot — and in China, the
average time each box is sitting useless is above two months.

Container availability across China is still at a record low, while US ports are overwhelmed by a surge of shipping
containers from Asia, full of products retailers are eager to get on shelves for the holidays.

In regions with low container availability such as China and the US, the average time empty boxes are hanging around
in depots is higher, at 61 and 66 days respectively.

Port of LA has best month in 114 years as trucks and rails struggle to keep pace

By Donna Littlejohn, Daily Breeze November 19, 2020
https://www.dailybreeze.com/2020/11/18/port-of-la-breaks-another-cargo-record-but-challenges-have-emerged/
The Port of Los Angeles broke yet another cargo record in October, but new challenges have emerged along with the
historic surge, the port’s executive director said.

Moving cargo and unloading ships amid the surge has increased turn-around times and created a need to juggle full
containers coming in at the same time empty ones are going back to Asia, said Executive Director Gene Seroka during
his monthly news conference on Wednesday, Nov. 18.

Despite the ongoing coronavirus pandemic, the cargo resurgence has stretched over three months, putting a strain on
trucking and rail lines, with containers coming in faster than the port can send them out, Serkoa said.

“Containers are accumulating in large numbers,” he added, “with fewer and fewer places to put them.”

The port, to counteract that, is working to provide more real-time information to those who need to move and
transport the cargo as quickly as possible. Seroka also praised members of the longshore unions, whose work shifts now
average a healthy five per week after dropping steeply during much of this year. (Still, the 145,000 labor shifts lost this
year, Seroka said, won’t be made up.)
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A First Glimpse at October’'s TEU Counts

Note: The ports we survey take anywhere from a few days

to a few weeks to report their container trade statistics. The
Port of Oakland is normally the first to post these numbers,
while the Port of New York/New Jersey is nearly always the
last. Because West Coast ports are generally much quicker
in releasing their monthly TEU tallies than their rival ports
elsewhere in the country, these “First Glimpse” numbers are
necessarily incomplete and may give a misleading indication
of the latest trends.

Let’s start with what the usual pehisters pundits have
been forecasting about container traffic in October. In a
November 9 press release, the National Retail Federation
and the Global Port Tracker estimated that inbound
loaded TEUs in October would total 2.0 million, which it
said would be a 6.5% increase over the same month last
year. Of course, a month earlier (October 8), the Global
Port Tracker had expected October to be down 1.1% from
a year earlier. Somewhat more optimistic is Panjiva, the
London-based box-counter, which believes October’s
final tally of 2.9 million TEUs would represent a 16.3%
jump in U.S. container import traffic from last October.
Meanwhile, the October outlook from the Port Import
Export Reporting Service (PIERS) -- as passed alongin a
November 10 article in the Journal of Commerce - avers
that total U.S. container imports would be “up 20.2
percent year over year.” Sorry to be so helpful.

Moving along now to more concrete numbers thus far
published by individual ports, the Port of Long Beach
recorded a 19.4% year-over-year leap in inbound loads in
October but sustained a 12.9% drop in outbound loads.
Next door, the Port of Los Angeles did even better, posting
a29.0% jump in inbound loads from last October. Even
the number of outbound loads rose at LA by 2.6%.

Importantly, there was scant evidence of an import
slowdown in San Pedro Bay. Although inbound laden
TEUs at Long Beach were off slightly (-0.8%), LA saw
a 7.4% increase from the preceding month. Advance
indicators suggest the recent import surge at the two

Pacific Merchant Shipping Association
70 Washington Street, Suite 305, Oakland, CA 94607
510-987-5000 info@pmsaship.com

ports won't be winding down until December. After that,
it's an epidemiologist’s best guess as to how things go.

Up the coast, the Port of Oakland posted a 10.4% bump

in inbound loads over last October but a 7.6% decline
from September. Outbound loads at the San Francisco
Bay Area port slipped by 0.5% from a year earlier. Further
north at the Northwest Seaport Alliance (NWSA) Ports of
Tacoma and Seattle, import loads were up 4.7% year-over-
year but down 6.5% from September. Export loads were
off sharply from last October by 19.0%.

Back East, the Port of Virginia saw a 6.1% bounce in
inbound loads over October 2019, an even brisker 8.8%
gain over September, and a slender 0.2% year-over-year
increase in outbound loads. At Charleston, inbound loads
edged up by 1.3% from last October but were up by 6.8%
from September. Outbound loaded TEUs from Charleston
declined by 1.2% from a year earlier.

Along the Gulf Coast, Houston’s inbound loads soared by
22.2% over last October, while posting an 11.2% gain over
September. Outbound loads were off, however, by 11.1%
from the same month last year.




West Coast Trade Report

Parsing the September 2020 TEU Numbers

Please note: The numbers here are not
derived from forecasting algorithms or
the partial information available from
U.S. Customs and Border Protection but
instead represent the actual TEU counts
as reported by the major North American
seaports we survey each month. The U.S.
mainland ports we monitor collectively
handle over 90% of the container
movements at continental U.S. ports.

September 2020 Import Traffic
Apart from the Northwest Seaport
Alliance ports (Seattle and Tacoma),
inbound loads along the U.S. West
Coast saw double-digit year-over-year
jumps in September. The Port of Los
Angeles handled 69,411 more loaded
inbound TEUs than it had a year earlier,
an increase of 17.3%. Next door at the
Port of Long Beach, inbound loads were
up 14.3% (+50,708 TEUs), while the Port
of Oakland posted a 10.6% gain (+9,015
TEUs) over September 2019. Much less
positive were the numbers from the
two big Washington State ports, where
inbound loads were down 6.8% (-8,908
TEUs) from a year earlier.

It wasn't as though the Canadian ports
in British Columbia ate the NWSA'’s
lunch in September. Vancouver
reported inbound loads were off, albeit
by a very slender 100 TEUs (-0.1%).
Prince Rupert, though, recorded a
deeper decline, with import loads down
5.3% (-3,469 TEUSs).

Along the storm-lashed Gulf Coast,

the Port of Houston and the Port of
New Orleans both posted impressive
year-over-year bumps in inbound loads.
Houston’s inbound traffic was up 14.3%
(+15,238 TEUs), while New Orleans saw
an 11.9% increase (+1,340 TEUs).

PMSA

Los Angeles
Long Beach

San Pedro Bay
Totals

Oakland
NWSA

USWC Totals
Boston

NYNJ
Maryland
Virginia
South Carolina
Georgia
Jaxport

Port Everglades
Miami

USEC Totals
New Orleans
Houston
USGC Totals
Vancouver
Prince Rupert
BC Totals
US/BC Totals
US Total

USWC/BC

September 2020 - Inbound Loaded TEUs at Selected Ports

Sep 2020 Sep 2019 %
Change

471,731

405,618

877,349

93,916
122,543
1,093,808
13,208
374,649
46,057
121,115
90,399
212,517
27,736
24,835
39,291
949,807
12,565
121,508
134,073
156,189
60,601
216,790
2,394,478
2,177,688

1,310,598

402,320

354,910

757,230

84,901
131,451
973,582

11,608
315,866

45,051
114,643

90,111
183,466

27,309

25,594

35,085
848,733

11,225
106,270
117,495
156,289

63,970
220,259

2,160,069

1,939,810

1,193,841

Sep 2020 Sep 2019 %

YTD YTD Change

17.3% 3,394,743 3576638 -5.1%
14.3% 2,807,183 2,804,859 0.1%
15.9% 6,201,926 6,381,497 -2.8%
10.6% 740,964 737,967 0.4%
-6.8% 899,629 1,058,981 -15.0%
12.3% 7,842,519 8,178,445 -4.1%
13.8% 102,870 111,567  -7.8%
18.6% 2,776,346 2,841,441 -2.3%
2.2% 379,490 399,757  -5.1%
5.6% 936,774 1,035,121 -9.5%
0.3% 749,502 806,448  -7.1%
15.8% 1,614176 1,673,466 -3.5%
1.6% 231,473 267,100 -13.3%
-3.0% 218,606 239,790 -8.8%
12.0% 304,043 326,202 -6.8%
11.9% 7,313,280 7,700,892  -5.0%
11.9% 103,968 104,065 -0.1%
14.3% 910,279 932,437  -2.4%
14.1% 1,014,247 1,036,502 -2.1%
-0.1%  1,274462 1,308,784  -2.6%
-5.3% 465,555 501,078 -7.1%
-1.6% 1,740,017 1,809,862 -3.9%

10.9% | 17,910,063 18,725,701 -4.4%

12.3% | 16,170,046 16,915,839 -4.4%

9.8% | 9,582,536 9,988,307

Source Individual Ports

-4.1%
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West Coast Trade Report

Parsing the September 2020 TEU Numbers Continued

September 2020 - Outbound Loaded TEUs at September Year-to-Date
Selected Ports Total TEUs (Loaded and
Empty) Handled at Selected
Sep 2020 Sep 2019 % Sep 2020 Sep 2019 % Ports
Change YTD YTD Change
Los Angeles 130397 130,769  -0.3% 1,136,289 1,347,073 -15.6% Los Angeles
Long Beach 112556 123215 -8.7% 1,111,553 1092069  1.8% Long Beach
-4.2%
fgt"a I'; Rl 242,953 253,084 -4.3% 2,247,842 2,439,142 -7.8% NYN.) =]
Georgia
Oakland 75,674 72,058  5.0% 685,771 687,203  -0.2%
Vancouver '4-3%
NWSA 66,939 82,148 -18.5% 589,711 684,556 -13.9%
-16.8%
USWC Totals 385566 408,190 -5.5% 3,523,324 3,810,901 -7.5% NWSA EIE=R
-3.0%
Boston 8,053 6,892 16.8% 57,577 61,729 -6.7% Houston
NYNJ 114690 116231 -1.3% 980,109 1,103,001 -11.1% Manzanillo
Maryland 17,214 20,320 -15.3% 159,884 174712  -8.5% Virginia
Virginia 75,526 71,561 5.5% 685,277 727,021 -5.7% Oakland
South Carolina 60,245 61,494  -2.0% 574,033 622,275 -7.8% S. Carolina
Georgia 105229 107,972 -2.5% 1,078,592 1,111,952 -3.0% Montreal
Jaxport 46,324 37,470  23.6% 372,990 369,848  0.8% I
Port Everg| 27 404  -21.8% 246,4 17, -22.4% _ o
ort Everglades ,686 35,40 8 6,433 317,605 sl
Miami 23,010 33964 -32.3% 263,008 308,149 -14.6% .
L Cardenas
USEC Totals 477,977 491,308 -2.7% 4,417,903 4,796,292 -7.9%
Maryland
New Orleans 22,267 25049 -11.1% 209,633 225249  -6.9%
Miami
Houston 92415 102,309  -9.7% 924,065 938,659 -1.6%
Everglades
USGC Totals 114,682 127,358 -10.0% 1,133,698 1,163,908 -2.6%
Philadelphia
Vancouver 89,442 90,304  -1.0% 782,883 856,013 -8.5%
New Orleans [-11.8%
Prince Rupert 13,687 13370  2.4% 146,608 145557  0.7% v
British Columbia oston I T O I
103,129 103,674 -0.5% 929,491 1,001,570 -7.2%
Totals © o o ©o ©o o o o
8 383888 38 38
o o o o o o o o
US/Canada Total ~ 1,081,354 = 1,130,530  -4.3% | 10,004,416 | 10,772,671 -7.1% S S 285888 8
- o~ o < wn (e} M~ [ee]
US Total 978,225 1,026,856 -4.7%| 9,074,925 9,771,101 -7.1% B 2020 YD
USWC/BC 488,695 511,864 -4.5% | 4452815 4,812,471 -7.5% M 2019 YTD
Source: Individual Ports
Source Individual Ports
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West Coast Trade Report

Parsing the September 2020 TEU Numbers Continued

USWC Ports Shares of Worldwide U.S.
Mainland, September 2020

Sep 2020

Aug 2020 Sep 2019

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports Containerized Import Tonnage

LA/LB 29.7% 29.6% 28.0%
Oakland 3.9% 41% 4.0%
NWSA 4.5% 4.5% 5.3%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports Containerized Import Value

LA/LB 37.5% 36.8% 35.6%
Oakland 3.6% 3.9% 3.9%
NWSA 5.9% 5.8% 7.0%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Containerized Export Tonnage

LA/LB 22.2% 22.2% 20.1%
Oakland 6.9% 6.5% 6.2%
NWSA 71% 7.0% 8.3%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Conatainerized Export Value

LA/LB 20.4% 21.7% 21.1%
Oakland 7.3% 6.9% 6.1%
NWSA 4.0% 4.2% 4.6%

Source: U.S. Commerce Department.

USWC Ports Shares of U.S. Mainland
Trade With East Asia, September 2020

Sep 2020

Aug 2020 Sep 2019

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports’ East Asian Container Import Tonnage

LA/LB 47.6% 45.7% 43.7%
Oakland 4.3% 4.3% 4.6%
NWSA 6.2% 6.4% 7.8%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports’ East Asian Container Import Value

LA/LB 53.9% 52.3% 50.6%
Oakland 4.3% 4.4% 4.3%
NWSA 8.1% 8.0% 9.9%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports’ East Asian Container Export Tonnage

LA/LB 35.1% 35.5% 34.7%
Oakland 8.9% 8.9% 9.5%
NWSA 10.5% 10.7% 14.1%

Shares of U.S. Mainland Ports’ East Asian Container Export Value

LA/LB 39.0% 41.2% 42.9%
Oakland 11.6% 12.0% 10.5%
NWSA 7.6% 8.1% 9.3%

Source: U.S. Commerce Department.

Overall, the nine Atlantic Coast ports we monitor saw
their inbound loads in September increase by 11.9%
(+101,074 TEUs) from last year, with the Port of New
York/New Jersey and the Port of Savannah seeing the
briskest year-over-year growth. At PNYNJ, discharged
loads were up 18.6% (+58,783 TEUs) over last September,
while Savannah grew its inbound trade by 29,051 laden
TEUs (+15.8%). The Port of Miami (+12.0%) was the only
other East Coast port to show an appreciable year-over-
year gain. Port Everglades even posted a 3.0% decline in
inbound loads from a year earlier.

Surge or no surge?

Looking for clues about the sustainability of the late
summer import surge? Inbound loads through the five
USWC gateways did increase from August to September,

PMSA

but by just 0.8% (+8.576 TEUs). Meanwhile, our nine East
Coast ports collectively saw their inbound loads slip by
0.7% (-6,698 TEUs). The biggest month-to-month increase
occurred in the Gulf Coast, with inbound loads growing
by 5.6% (+7,120 TEUs). However, the sharpest month-to-
month fall-off was in British Columbia, where Vancouver
and Prince Rupert together recorded an 8.1% drop
(-18,369 TEUs) from August to September. As a result, the
import surge through the North American ports tracked by
this newsletter faltered in September, falling shy by 9,371
loaded TEUs (-0.4%) of August.

September 2020 Outbound Traffic

Containerized exports have been weak all year, and
September offered no exception. Only Jaxport (+23.6%)
Oakland (+5.0%), Boston (+16.8%), Virginia (+5.5%), and
Prince Rupert (2.4%) posted year-over-year increases in
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West Coast Trade Report

Parsing the September TEU Numbers Continued

outbound loads. The export loads through the two San
Pedro Bay ports were down by 4.3% from last September.
Oakland recorded a 5.0% gain, but export loads through
the NWSA ports plummeted by 18.5%. In total, outbound
loads through the five major USWC ports were down by
5.5% (-22,624 TEUs) from a year earlier.

Container exports were also off along the U.S. East Coast,
but by just 2.7% (-13,331 TEUs). Along the hurricane-
plagued Gulf Coast, New Orleans and Houston reported a
10.0% (-12,676 TEUs) year-over-year fall-off in outbound
loads.

The two British Columbia ports fared better, with a slight
decline of 0.6% (-545 TEUs) from last September.

Altogether, export loads from the North American ports
we track were down 4.3% (-49,176 TEUs) from September
2019.

Weights and Values

Even though the TEU is the shipping industry’s preferred
unit of measurement, we offer two alternative metrics

— the declared weight and value of the goods contained
in those TEUs — in hopes of further illuminating recent
trends in the container trade along the USWC. While
these numbers often contain little good news for USWC
port officials, for the month of September, things were
very much different at the San Pedro Bay ports. The
percentages in the following two exhibits are derived from
data compiled by the U.S. Commerce Department.

Exhibit 4: USWC Ports and the Worldwide Container
Trade. Given the import surge of this summer and early
fall, Exhibit 4 features a few interesting but unsurprising
numbers on containerized imports (regardless of point
of origin) entering mainland U.S ports. The two San
Pedro Bay ports saw their combined percentage of
containerized import tonnage in September edge up to
29.7% from 29.6% in August while also remaining higher
than the 28.0% share recorded in September 2019. Those
numbers were mirrored by the two ports’ combined share
of the value of the nation’s containerized import trade,
with a 37.5% share in September up from a 36.8% share
in August and well ahead of their 35.6% share of last
September. Meanwhile, the Port of Oakland’s September
share of import tonnage declined to 3.9% from 4.1% in
August and from 4.0% a year ago. Oakland'’s share of
import value edged lower in September to 3.6% from 3.9%

PMSA

in August and from its 3.9% share last September. Further
north, the two NWSA ports saw their combined share of
import tonnage remain unchanged at 4.5% from August
but fall 5.3% a year earlier. In value terms, the NWSA ports’
share improved to 5.9% from 5.8% in August but was still
much lower than their 7.0% share in September 2019.

On the export side, the Southern California ports gained
market share in terms of tonnage but not in value terms.
Oakland fared better with significant year-over-year gains
in both export value and export tonnage. Much less
positive were the numbers for the NWSA ports, which
saw their combined share of U.S. containerized export
tonnage and value plunge in September from a year ago.

Exhibit 5: USWC Ports and the East Asia Trade. The
numbers on containerized imports arriving at U.S.
mainland ports from East Asia in September reflected
shippers’ hasty, if perhaps temporary, abandonment of
the Four Corners Strategy. The Ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach saw their combined share of the nation's
containerized import tonnage from East Asia jump to
47.6% in September from 45.7% a month earlier and
from 43.7% last September. The two Southern California
gateways also enjoyed a substantial bump in their
shares of the declared value of those imports. Elsewhere
along the coast, Oakland'’s share of containerized import
tonnage from East Asia was unchanged at 4.3% from
August but was down from its 4.6% share last September.
Oakland's 4.3% value share was off slightly from August
but was identical to its share in September 2019.
Meanwhile, the two NWSA ports sustained declines in
their import tonnage shares both from August and from
the previous September. And, although the NWSA ports’
collective share of the value of containerized imports
from East Asia did nudge up to 8.1% from August,
September’s share was significantly below the 9.9% share
the ports held a year earlier.

September export shares, both in terms of tonnage and
dollars, were almost uniformly down both from August
and last September at the main USWC gateways. Oakland
was the anomaly: its export tonnage share remained
unchanged from August, and its 11.6% share of the
declared value of the nation’s containerized exports to
East Asia in September was more than a point higher than
its 10.5% share a year earlier.
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Parsing the September TEU Numbers Continued

Soybeans

We're always perplexed by media reports that make a big
deal about containerized exports of soybeans, specifically
about the difficulties that soybean merchants seem to
have about finding just the right kind of container in just
the right location. While we sympathize with the aggrieved
exporters, what seldom gets mentioned in these reports is
that marine containers carry less than ten percent of the
nation’s soybean exports. Oh well. Maybe it's because the
Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach handled about half
of all containerized soybean export tonnage that some
folks find the role of containers in the soybean trade to be
a compelling topic of journalistic conversation.

Anyway, U.S. soybean exports through the first three
quarters of 2020 were running 8.7% behind last year’s first
three quarters. That was in large part because exports

to China were down about one-third from 2019, despite
commitments the White House assumed it had received
from Beijing.

Last year's U.S. soybean export trade with China was up
from 2018 but was 18.6% below the volume of shipments
in 2017, the benchmark year for gauging the value of
Chinese purchase commitments. Although the Louisiana
Ports of New Orleans and Gramercy handled 48.3% of
last year's soybean exports to China, five Washington
State ports played an almost equally substantial role with
a combined 46.7% share. The Port of Kalama along the
Columbia River was the nation'’s third largest terminal

for soybean shipments to China followed by Seattle,
Vancouver, Tacoma, and Longview.

Globally, Kalama was also the nation’s third largest
exporter of soybeans, leading six other USWC ports
that figured among the top ten soybean export ports. In
addition to the aforementioned Washington State ports,
the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach held a 4.5%
share of all U.S. soybean exports from mainland U.S.
ports.

What challenges are agricultural exporters encountering?
Maybe the most acute issue right now is that the
enormous demand for empty TEUs in Asia is vacuuming
up available empties here, despite the pleas of farm
exporters.

But one problem facing ag exporters that we did
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not expect was this one reported in the esteemed

and venerable Journal of Commerce (November 16):
“Demurrage charges are out of control, Peter Friedmann,
executive director of the Agriculture Transportation
Coalition, said at the press conference. The charges, he
said, can wipe out the profits of agricultural exporters,
many of which ship low-margin farm goods to their
overseas customers!” [Feel free to indulge in head-
scratching here.]

Who's #1?

September is currently the most recent month for which
comparable statistics are available for ranking the
nation’s three busiest ports. So, for the record, the Port
of Los Angeles was the nation’s busiest container port in
September with total traffic (loaded + empty) amounting
to 883,625 TEUs. The Port of Long Beach ran second with
795,580 TEUs, while the Port of New York/New Jersey
(PNYNJ) placed far behind in third place with 720,969
TEUSs. (Trailing far behind was the Port of Savannah with
412,138 TEUs.)

For the zealots who think empty boxes should not count,
the rank order remains unchanged. Los Angeles handled
602,192 loaded TEUs as opposed to 518,174 laden TEUs
at Long Beach. Trailing behind in third was PNYNJ with
just 489,339 laden TEUs.

The YTD totals (loads + empties) for the first nine months
of the year showed Los Angeles in the lead with 6,463,735
TEUs. Long Beach with 5,707,306 TEUs bested PNYNJ’s
total of 5,382,422 TEUs. Strictly in terms of loads, LA

has handled 4,531,034 laden TEUs this year through
September, with Long Beach (3,919,340 TEUs) topping
PNYNJ (3,756,455 TEUSs).

Logistical History

Let's close this segment on a patriotic note in honor

of Veterans Day earlier this month. We happened to be
reading Embattled Dream: California in War and Peace 1940-
1950 by the late California State Librarian Kevin Starr. The
book provides an intriguing description of the enormous
scale of California’s role in World War Il. It was, in many
respects, a garrison state from San Diego's sprawling
naval and Marine bases to a remote early warning radar
site disguised as a farmhouse on the coast near the
Oregon border in Del Norte County. The principal focus
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Parsing the September TEU Numbers Continued

of the state’s contribution to the war against Japan
centered, however, on the San Francisco Bay Area.

“Even now," Starr wrote in 2001, “it is difficult to
comprehend the millions of men and women and the
mega-tons of equipment and supplies the San Francisco
Port of Embarkation processed and sent across the
Pacific” Equally difficult to comprehend is the scale of
the American military effort in the Pacific that had to be
continuously sustained and replenished. By war’s end
in 1945, the United States Navy had deployed a fleet

in the Pacific numbering nearly 1,200 major combat
ships, including twenty-seven aircraft carriers, eight
“fast” battleships, and ten prewar “old” battleships, over
350 destroyers and destroyer escorts, and scores of
submarines and patrol torpedo boats. The Third Fleet
alone comprised seventeen aircraft carriers and eight
battleships. According to historian lan Toll, this armada
constituted “the most powerful naval striking force
ever assembled in history” Far more numerous than
the combat vessels were various types of supply ships,
tankers, troop transports, landing craft, and hospital
ships. American ground forces in the Pacific, under

the command of Douglas MacArthur, numbered in the

Jock O'Connell's Commentary:

hundreds of thousands, while the Army Air Corps could
assault Japan with 1000 B-29s by the spring of 1945.

The logistics were obviously daunting, and nearly all of

it passed under the Golden Gate Bridge. As 1945 began,
Starr related, “just about every man, woman, weapon,
bullet, torpedo, vehicle, foodstuff, medical supply, and
piece of mail intended for the Pacific passed through the
San Francisco Port of Embarkation....If they were to face
combat in the Pacific, their port of Embarkation was San
Francisco. Throughout the war, convoys of troopships and
freighters, an increasing number of them Liberty ships
built in Richmond and Marin shipyards, embarked on a
weekly, daily, hourly basis from Fort Mason or any of the
other 272 wharves and piers ringing the Bay.”

Next time you're in San Francisco, go down to Pier 45
and gaze on the SS Jeremiah O'Brien, the last unaltered
Liberty Ship built during the war to carry troops and
supplies to distant fields of battle. If it's late afternoon
and fog is drifting in across the bay, you can easily
imagine hundreds of anxious young soldiers lining up to
board the ship on which they would sail off to their fates.

What U.S. West Coast Ports Export

Most of us succumb at least periodically to the

urge to elevate the significance of our occupations

or preoccupations to the highest reaches of what
metaphysicians might call “the whole scheme of things.”
Back when coffee shops were open, baristas would do
this all the time. Turning out a proper macchiato was
thought, at least on their side of the counter, to require
so much more skill than brain surgery that even the
most generous tip would not deter them from flashing a
haughty sneer.

Like a host of other periodicals devoted to maritime trade,
this newsletter admittedly obsesses about the movement
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of TEUs, especially on the inbound trades. And we're

not alone in dramatizing the role of containerized trade.
Hardly a media outlet reports on the nation’s foreign trade
without displaying an image of towering cranes perched
over gargantuan vessels laden with thousands of metal
boxes. So, at least the public can be excused for thinking
that the business of importing and exporting is pretty
much confined to the waterfront.

A problem, however, arises when those who should know
better begin to think the same way.

Take, for example, the chatter we've been hearing lately
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from maritime leaders about the desirability of a national
export strategy. In the past, calls for the federales to
promote U.S. exports more aggressively have customarily
had the goal of creating more manufacturing jobs to
counter the hollowing-out of the nation’s middle-class

or at least winnowing down the nation’s worrisome but
chronic foreign trade deficit. By contrast, the current talk
about a national export development program seems

to be driven chiefly by a desire to better balance the
demands being placed on the nation’s goods movement
infrastructure, especially at U.S. seaports. The notion

that a more equitable balance can also be achieved by
reducing America’s dependence on foreign manufacturers
is apparently not on the current agenda.

Last month’s PMSA newsletter addressed the very

sizable imbalances between the number of loaded import
containers and loaded outbound. At the Port of Long Beach,
inbound loaded TEUs exceeded outbound loads by a 3.5-1
ratio in September. The situation is not much different next
door at the Port of Los Angeles. At the Port of New York/
New Jersey, the ratio in September was about 3.3-1.

Let's stipulate that this is not a universal issue. Of the
sixteen U.S. ports this newsletter routinely tracks, the
ratio of inbound loads to outbound loads in September
was 2.2-1. And some ports — Oakland, Port Everglades,
JaxPort, and New Orleans — actually shipped more loaded
containers than they received that month.

However, let's also stipulate that trade in TEUs has
seldom been as imbalanced as it has been lately. A

year ago, in October 2019, Long Beach handled about
2.6 inbound loaded TEU to every outbound load. At Los
Angeles, the ratio was 2.8 to 1. This October, the ratio

for both ports was 3.5-1. It is therefore not unreasonable
to expect that, once the import surge subsides, the
imbalances at the San Pedro Bay ports will revert to levels
they had long been accustomed to. Momentary crises do
not always require massive intervention by the federal
government, and | would expect that today’s fervent
demands for a national export initiative will be muted as
soon as a semblance of normality returns.

Still, most everyone associated with supply chain
management thinks the current imbalances are not
healthy. Terminal operators, truckers, and railroads all
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agree that too much traffic moving in one direction
strains their capabilities and prevents them from
providing their services as expeditiously as possible.

Whether a national export strategy would have a salutary
impact in boosting exports of the kinds of goods that
typically get stuffed into containers is another question.
(I am consciously leap-frogging the more fundamental
issue of whether, given the fractured political climate in
Washington, devising such a strategy is even remotely
possible.)

But let's step back and look at what we're talking about
here with the aid of a few relevant if impertinent numbers.
In a more congenial, bipartisan climate, politics would
demand that a national export strategy would have

to boost overseas shipments from more than a few
industrial constituencies. But the talk we're hearing
seems limited to bolstering exports of the kinds of goods
that normally fill containers.

But before even identifying those commodities and
how closely they comport with a countrywide economic
agenda, the first order of business is to recognize that,
frankly, America'’s foreign trade is not all about goods
shipped by sea in metal boxes.

The state of a national economy is not measured in
TEUs. Rather, gross domestic product — the standard, if
deeply flawed, calculation of economic robustness - is
expressed in terms of a nation’s currency. For the United
States, GDP in 2019 totaled $21.73 trillion, according to
the Bureau of Economic Analysis in the U.S. Commerce
Department. (BEA is the official scorekeeper with respect
to GDP) No doubt the final number for 2020 will be rather
lower owing to the pox.

U.S. merchandise exports, meanwhile, totaled $1.74
trillion in 2019, up from $1.67 trillion the year before.
(Through the first three quarters of 2020, merchandise
exports are running 10.7% behind last year.) Those
numbers represent about eight percent of U.S. GDP If
that relatively modest percentage seems low, we need to
appreciate that services account for roughly two-thirds of
America's economic output.

Next up to ponder is the question of how those tangible
goods we do export are transported.
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Let's look at the last fairly normal m Container Share of USWC Ports’ Export Tonnage, 2019
year for U.S. trade, 2017. That

was before President Trump

got around to imposing tariffs Rank (I-:ISd Description Total Exports  Container Exports %
. . ode

on friends and not-so-friends

alike. The first thing to realize is TOTAL ALL COMMODITIES 118,313,737,252 47,485717,317  40.1%

that, even before the outbreak of

bilateral trade hostilities. China 1 1201 Soybeans, Whether Or Not Broken 14,362,442,036 2,621,649,411 18.3%
was not America’s chief export 2 1001 Wheat And Meslin 13,419,856,475 561,197,060 4.2%
market. That status went to 3 1005  Corn (Maize) 8,132,027,200 890,304276  10.9%
Canada and Mexico. Together,
o 4 4707  Waste And Scrap Of Paper Or Paperboard 7,651,312,697 7,516,869,103 98.2%
the two accounted for 34.0%
(3526 38 biIIion) of the $-| 547.20 5 2710 Oil (Not Crude) From Petrol & Bitum Mineral 7,404,700,178 565,999,489 7.6%
T ! ' Etc.
billion in U.S. merchandise
271 Petrol ke, Petroleum Bi h 27 417 1%
exports that year. All but around 6 8 thsri?jjzsm Coke, Petroleum Bitumen & Other 6,680,279,859 3,417,630 0
five percent of our exports to
. 7 7204  Ferrous Waste & Scrap; Remelt Scr Iron/ 6,254,055,058 2,869,103,431 45.9%
Mexico and Canada went by Steel Ingot
road, rail, or pipeline. Meanwhile,
K X PP 8 2836  Carbonates; Peroxocarbonates; Comm 4,962,634,117 47,441,623 1.0%
airborne shipments accounted for Amm Carbonate
o o
another $462"52 billion (29'9 /o) 9 1214  Rutabagas, Hay, Clover & Other Forage 4,752,291,937 4,137,185,585 87.1%
of the nation’s overall export Products
trade, while non-containerized 10 2701  Coal; Briquettes, Ovoids Etc. Mfr From Coal 3,788,240,275 3456864  0.1%
oceanborne shipments were 11 3104  Mineral Or Chemical Fertili Potassi 3,205,705,966 5,729,813 0.2%
- Inera r emical rertilizers, Potassic b b h b H 2%
valued at $581.08 billion (37.6%).
That leaves the $264 94 billion 12 2303  Residues Of Starch Mfr Or Sugar Mfr Or 2,968,617,712 2,656,128,488 89.5%
. N Brewing Etc
(17.1%) in merchandise exports
13 4403 Wood In The Rough, Stripped Or Not Of 2,409,325,910 587,516,216  24.4%

that sailed from U.S. ports in
containers. That's a meager share

Sapwood Etc

. 14 1208  Flour & Meal Of Oil Seed & Olea Fruit (No 2,155,983,913 361,766,646  16.8%
for a trade that is often offered up i) (
as the be-all and end-all of global
trad 15 5201  Cotton, Not Carded Or Combed 1,645,133,426 1,606,794,335  97.7%
rade.
16 0802  Nuts Nesoi, Fresh Or Dried 1,274,338,254 1,027,654,303  80.6%
- ’
By 201 9' the value of America’s 17 2004  Vegetables Nesoi Prepared Or Preserv 932,917,661 932,571,679  100.0%
merchandise export trade had Nesoi, Frozen
groiwn to $1 '643'_] 6 billion of 18 2304  Soybean Oilcake & Oth Solid Residue, Wh/ 867,935,318 476,806,071  54.9%
which $549.20 billion (33.4%) Not Ground
went to Canada and Mexico. 19 2503  Sulfur Of All Kinds Nesoi 857,869,688 27,220,982 3.2%
Airborne exports ($495.81 , ,
- o 20 8703 Motor Cars & Vehicles For Transporting 819,350,345 393,404,449 48.0%
billion) accounted for 30.2% of Barsens
all merchandlse expo.rts I-ast 21 1006  Rice 797,238,807 424223738  53.2%
year, while non-containerized
. 22 2 Meat Of Swine (Pork), Fresh, Chill 766,132,1 757,112,4 8%
oceanborne shlpments accounted 0203 Frgiter? Swine (Pork), Fresh, Chilled Or 66,132,103 57,112,465 98.8
for $301.29 billion (18.4%).
. . 23 3901 Polymers Of Ethylene, In Primary Forms 745,844,450 741,967,048 99.5%
Containerized exports amounted
to $28499 bi”ion, a 17.3% share. 24 2309  Preparations Used In Animal Feeding 741,952,627 692,426,437 93.3%
25 7602  Aluminum Waste And Scrap 732,705,796 637,275,367 87.0%
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There is, to be sure, no question
that maritime shipping does
the heavy-lifting in supporting
the nation’s export trade. The

Top 25 Containerized Exports from USWC Ports, 2019

By Tonnage (Kilograms) and Dollar Value

. . . Rank HS Description Tonnage (kgs. Value Value
tonnage involved in airborne Code P o) per k.
exports last year was barely
2.5% of the tonnage shipped TOTAL ALL COMMODITIES 47,485717,317  $89,441,984,586  $1.88
OVEII’Sg.aS by conttalnfer. ?Utl' even 1 4707  Waste And Scrap Of Paper Or Paperboard 7,516,869,103 $1,192,408,646 $0.16
excluding exports of petroleum
and COEll, which genera”y have 2 1214 E:ggggtgsas, Hay, Clover & Other Forage 4,137,185,585 $1,319,813,357 $0.32
represented nearly half of

.y & 7204 Ferrous Waste & Scrap; Remelt Scr Iron/ 2,869,103,431 $1,067,145,345 $0.37
America'’s oceanborne exports Steel Ingot
by tonnage, much of what we _
. 4 2303  Residues Of Starch Mfr Or Sugar Mfr Or 2,656,128,488 $596,303,608 $0.22
export by sea falls into the Brewing Etc
CatEghorydo_f relgtlvzly |:])W-E1al’gln 5 1201 Soybeans, Whether Or Not Broken 2,621,649,411 $1,014,955,437 $0.39
merchandise. Goods that boast
high value-to-weight ratios or 6 5201  Cotton, Not Carded Or Combed 1,606,794,335 $2,819,071,080  $1.75
which just simply have to be 7 0802  Nuts Nesoi, Fresh Or Dried 1,027,654,303 $6,021,329481  $5.86
there tomorrow generally fly to 8 2004  Vegetables Nesoi Prepared Or Preserv 932,571,679 $1,024,459,593  $1.10
market. Nesoi, Frozen
Any plan to grow the number of 9 1005  Corn (Maize) 890,304,276 $198,820494  $0.22
laden export containers leaving 10 0203 ﬁiiﬁff Swine (Pork), Fresh, Chilled Or 757,112,465 $2,350,578,592  $3.10
USWC ports has to reckon '
with two realities. The first is 11 3901 Polymers Of Ethylene, In Primary Forms 741,967,048 $840,750,777 $1.13
the disconnect between the 12 2309  Preparations Used In Animal Feeding 692,426,437 $745,223,853 $1.08
national and regional goods- 13 7602  Aluminum Waste And Scrap 637,275,367 $740,963466  $1.16
roducing sectors and the types
P g Al . yp 14 4403  Wood In The Rough, Stripped Or Not Of 587,516,216 $205,877,606 $0.35
of commodities that typically are Sapwood Etc
shipped at_)road n c.ontalners. . 15 2710  0il (Not Crude) From Petrol & Bitum Mineral 565,999,489 $475,924,950 $0.84
The other is that filling otherwise Etc.
empty outbound TEUs with new 16 1001  Wheat And Meslin 561,197,060 $130,557,460  $0.23
cargo could drive up shipping _ o
17 2304  Soybean Oilcake & Oth Solid Residue, Wh/ 476,806,071 $194,665,901 $0.41
rates to the extent many of the Not Ground
|OW-V?|U€‘ Cf;n;)mOd_ltle; Wi n?w 18 0202  Meat Of Bovine Animals, Frozen 475,341,767 $2,849,731,430 $6.00
export would be priced out o
foreign markets. 19 2840 Borates; Peroxoborates 459,004,351 $220,590,784 $0.48
For USWC h hall 20 0805  Citrus Fruit, Fresh Or Dried 458,866,577 $558,570,501 $1.22
or ports, the challenge
. . 21 0808  Apples, Pears And Quinces, Fresh 451,878,816 515,238,198 1.14
of filling outbound TEUs with I RS A GRS 15 3 ®
the output of local industry 22 1006 Rice 424,223,738 $355,090,634 $0.84
is especially daunting. With 23 4407 Wood Sawn Or Chipped Length, Sliced Etc, 423,129,902 $360,193586  $0.85
its proliferation of high-tech DRty Ui
companies, nearly half (46.8%) 24 0713 Leguminous Vegetables, Dried Shelled 395,107,462 $254,878582  $0.65
. . e
of California’s $174.03 billion 25 8703  Motor Cars & Vehicles For Transporting 393,404,449 $3472,023302  $8.83
merchandise export trade last Persons
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year went by air. The role of containerized trade to the
economies of three West Coast states varies by Customs
District. The presence of the huge maritime trade complex
in Southern California helped boost the containerized
export share of all exports from the Los Angeles Customs
District to 47.5% (2019). At the opposite end of the scale,
with Boeing as the region’s dominant exporter, only

16.1% of all exports from the Pacific Northwest Customs
Districts were shipped in marine containers. As for the
high-tech San Francisco Customs District, the $30.99
billion in airborne exports easily eclipsed the district's
$18.51 billion in containerized shipments.

Exhibit A lists the Top 25 export commodities (by weight
in kilograms) from USWC ports in 2019 along with the
portion of those shipments that were transported in
containers. Overall, 40.1% of the tonnage exported from
USWC ports last year traveled in containers. What may be

worth noting is the fairly negligible shares of the heaviest
commodities that were containerized.

Exhibit B shows the average dollar value per kilo for the
25 leading containerized exports from USWC ports last
year. The fact that so few of these commaodities report a
value of more than a buck-and-a-quarter a kilo points to a
potential dilemma: would an aggressive export promotion
strategy, by driving up demand for outbound containers,
cause future shipping rates to be unaffordable for those
exporters now accustomed to stuffing outbound TEUs
with low-value stuff?

Happy Thanksgiving.

Disclaimer: The views expressed in Jock’s commentaries
are his own and may not reflect the positions of the Pacific
Merchant Shipping Association.

The Supply Chain Patience Demanded by An Economic Tsunami

By Mike Jacob

Vice President & General Counsel, Pacific Merchant Shipping Association

In the old adage to describe the ebb and flow of the
economy, it is taken as a fundamental truth that a rising
tide raises all boats. But in these extraordinary times, the
analogy truly fails to capture what happens when the tidal
forces at work in the economy are a literal tsunami.

And there is no doubt that we have experienced an
unprecedented economy-wide shock of tsunami
proportions in 2020: the US GDP contracted by 5% in

Q1 and by an additional 31.4% GDP contraction in Q2,
followed by a 33.1% growth in GDP in Q3. The whiplash
is truly seismic in nature when compared to the regular
quarterly growth over the last several years, as shown by
this chart from the US Bureau of Economic Analysis:

As the COVID crisis first unfolded in the early months of
2020 and then intensified, the severity of the contraction
was replicated in the supply chain. Even as we were
being called upon to move critical goods in the face of
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the pandemic as an essential component of the global
economy, demand for goods movement across-the-board
began to drop precipitously. Vessels were laid up, trucks
were idled and the rail network slowed.

One of the most disturbing trends of the broken pandemic
supply chain manifested itself in a personnel crisis where
crewmembers were stranded on ships for months with no
reasonable way to get home because there were few ports
to take the vessels and no obvious way to restaff these
ships. It was an absolute low point which characterized
the dramatic reduction in demand for the services of
vessels.

The economic contraction was a retreat from normalcy
and regular workings of the supply chain — just as the
first sign of a tsunami draws a tidal retreat of water
dramatically away from the shore and dramatically laying
bare the seafloor.
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Real GDP: Percent change from preceding quarter
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And, then just as dramatically, when the water comes
rushing back there is no way to constrain the inundation
resulting from the shockwave. This whipsaw growth
and demand we are experiencing now is just as clearly
creating a similar inundation. We are trying desperately
to keep up with short-term demand spikes across the
globe while simultaneously trying to get ships back up
and running, re-establishing supply chains, and getting
equipment, chassis, and containers to the places where
they are in highest demand while also minimizing the
effects of a lack of equipment, chassis, and containers.

In short, we are overwhelmed by the dramatic reduction

of business followed by a dramatic increase of business.

While our annual volumes for 2020 are likely going to
be on par with previous years, this same year saw the
slowest and busiest months ever at our west coast
ports. We are running out of space for containers on-
terminal but container demand has never been higher,

while chassis are also unavailable and significantly
constrained. The demand for waterfront labor is so great
that it needs to be metered and ships are waiting for berth
availability. This is a surge like no other, a literal tidal
wave of business.

When this wave passes and we begin to find our way to
a new baseline of normalcy, PMSA members are working
overtime trying to expedite as many transactions as
possible for as many customers as possible. However
unprecedented and unmanageable, we are all better off
with the swift growth of the economy after the initial
downturn. We may not know how, when, and where the
extent of the inundation will last, but when it does finally
subside it will be incumbent on all of us to rebuild a
resilient supply chain together, to facilitate the very best
of global intermodalism, and create a new baseline in
support of West Coast port competitiveness.

Interested in membership in PMSA?
Contact Laura Germany for details at: lgermany@pmsaship.com or 510-987-5000.

PMSA Copyright © 2020

It is prohibited by law to forward this publication to any other person or persons. This material may not be re-published, broadcast,

rewritten or distributed without written permission from PMSA.

Follow PMSA on Twitter @PMSAShip and Facebook.

PMSA
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Dwell Time Is Up for October

San Pedro Bay Weighted Average Inbound Laden Container Dwell Time in Days
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

BOARD OF PILOTAGE COMMISSIONERS
2901 Third Avenue, Suite 500 | Seattle, Washington 98121 | (206) 515-3904 | www.pilotage.wa.gov

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS

2021 MEETING SCHEDULE

The Washington State Board of Pilotage Commissioners meets on the third Thursday of
each month, with the exception of November and December, unless otherwise rescheduled
or canceled. Meeting are held at 2901 Third Avenue, Seattle, Washington. Meeting times
vary.

In accordance with RCW 42.30.075, this schedule of regular meeting dates for the Board
of Pilotage Commissioners is filed with the Office of the Code Reviser for publication in the
Washington State Register.

3" Thursday (Per Usual) 3" Tuesday (PSP Proposed) 3" Thurs/3™ Tues (Cruise Season)

January 21 January 19 January 21
February 18 February 16 February 18
March 18 March 16 March 18
April 15 April 20 April 15
May 20 May 18 May 18
June 17 June 15 June 15
July 15 July 20 July 20
August 19 August 17 August 17
September 16 September 21 September 21
October 21 October 19 October 19
November 18 November 16 November 18
December* 09 December* 14 December* 09

* May not occur during the third week of the of the month due to the holidays


http://www.pilotage.wa.gov/
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GREEN
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Washington Board of Pilotage
Eleanor Kirtley, PhD, PE - Green Marine Senior Program Manager
December 10, 2020




GREEN MARINE IS. .. ~

GREEN
MARINE

A voluntary certification program to reduce environmental
footprint of marine operations by

» exceeding regulatory compliance
- promoting a culture of continuous improvement

A benchmarking tool to measure performance
A partnership initiative involving stakeholders




148 PARTICIPANTS IN U.S. AND CANADA
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MEMBERSHIP GROWTH ~

GREEN
MARINE

I 148 Participants

* Ship owners, ports, terminals,
shipyards, Seaway

. 103 Partners

« Service + product suppliers

33 Associations
* Industry Advocacy

80 Supporters

Environmental Groups and
Government Agencies




GREEN MARINE PARTICIPANTS IN WA N

GREEN
MARINE

>

THE NORTHWEST
SEAPORT ALLIANCE

@ PORT of OLYMPIA

Washington State Ferries
PUGET SOUND PILOTS
Protecting Puget Sound Since 1935




GREEN MARINE MEMBERS IN WA ~

GREEN
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LAUNCH OF GREEN MARINE EUROPE

£
Brittany Ferries

CORSICA linea g

<G7enavir

La Méridionale

orange

SOCATRA

Société d'armement et de transport

AQUATICINVASIVE | AIR EMISSIONS (SOX/
ship owners @) i ,

Brittany Ferries
Corsica Linea
Genavir

La Méridionale
Orange Marine
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GREENHOUSE oILY WASTE UNDERWATER
GASES DISCHARGE MANAGEMENT NOISE




ANNUAL CERTIFICATION PROCESS

ANNUAL SELF- EXTERNAL PUBLICATION OF CERTIFICATION
EVALUATION VERIFICATION RESULTS IMPROVEMENT

Y G- _ Sa - |norder to become
w . s S - certified:

MARINE n _ = . ,
& =5 ~ At least a single level 2 on
SELF-EVALUATION GREEN E;gjﬁu £ st
- GUIDE \-_.- ear GREEN MARINE RECOGNIZES
MARINE S e ! WASHINGTON
VERIFIER N | In order to maintain STATE FERRIES

certification:

» Every 2 years

» Continual Improvement by | o
one level each year until i
all = level 2

» External,
accreditated verifier




PROGRAM SCOPE »

GREEN

MARINE
D D ety (4 &)

Air Emissions NOx Air Emissions SOx & PM  Aquatic Invasive Species Cargo Residues Community Impact

Dry Bulk Environmental Leadership Oily Discharge Ship Recycling Spill Prevention

'- A A () ship owners

Waste Management O Ports & Seaway

(O Terminals & Shipyards




PERFORMANCE INDICATOR ~

GREEN
MARINE
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Monitoring of Best INtEgrates RO — Excellence
manag@ment SySt@mS

regulations practices and quantified and reduction and leadership
impacts targets




_ PROGRAM SUMMARY

MARINE

GREEN MARINE ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM
Performance Indicators for Ports & St. Lawrence Seaway Corporations - 2020

OBJECTIVE: Reduce graenhouse gas (GHG) and cir pollutant emissians
Manioring of ragulations

2.1, Implement policies and commurications hot discouroge iding of vehiles powersd by Intemol Combation Enginss. Inchrde, of
minimum, participant’s own road, off.rocd, ond unlicented vehicles.

2.2, Promate susroincbla temporterion protices by omployess.
fves o e remupert of by of bicyele rocks, .

2.3, Implement messures 1o redvss frvek songestion ondl iding,

G reen M a ri ne %Z":ﬁf‘mv s ot o e bty R s 0 i D 4 sckiios s of

LEVEL 3
.
Environmenta 31 Complr e on GG i
T T TS T S ot e b Gt rc S v 14

AND fulfll one of the following two

rogram ot

Mote: ncuce e quipment's model yecr and engine’s model year ondifar emissions sandard)/ier, If aveilable, Other doto requirements
may Include hp and ool hour of operction.

or

2.3, mplement a program 1o transion 10 lower smision quipment throvgh clsamer fusls, engins 1epowers or squipment replacsments

Performance e P YT ——————

croi, corgo hondling equipment, o, truck, and ocminstrofive wihn the kast § yeors. Inventory should inches key GHG CO2, CHA,

‘ e

ond N20 and crteria air politonts, such a5 NOx, 50x, VOC, and

Indicators for ; et crecs o b ol hobgal ok ploca  pldy s cnlnycty o el

St
- relevant citera it pollutants, Citeria o polluiants refer 1o thase tho ore reparted in Envircment Canad's Nationl Polltant
GREEN L

MARINE Sh|p owners 42 Adept e PEEPURS, s b e ol et o s

ond establish recuction targets.
18,

LEVEL 5

air poluarts timetiome. of the partiipnrs
diract GHG emisions (i infendhy).
Mote: Each pariicipan defines it own baseline year for mecsuring continual mprovenent,

Copyright @ 2020 Green Marine Management Corporation. i e SR A0
All rights reserved. Reproduction and distribution of the Green Marine Retiave o ol average rechntion s GHG tasiy of 2194 kissad onthe inventory
Environmental Program is strictly prohibited.

https://green-marine.org/certification/scope-and-criteria/




ANNUAL COLLABORATION & o~
PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT SRERY

WORKGROUPS =) TECHNICAL COMMITTEES

Ad-hoc for particular issue Participants recommend annual l
with subject matter experts updates to performance indicators
among all members

e i ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Directs program revision and
development priorities. Includes all

four member categories: participant,
supporter, partner and association. l
And a verifier.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS




2020 BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Mark Barker
President, Interlake Steamship Company

Brandy Christian
President & CEQO, Port of New Orleans

Mark Collins
President and CEOQO, British Columbia
Ferry Services

Claudine Couture-Trudel
Vice President, Strategy and Public
Affairs, QSL

Michael Fratianni
President & CEO, Montréal Gateway
Terminals Partnership

Stephanie Jones Stebbins Managing
Director — Maritime, Port of Seattle

GREEN
MARINE

Craig H. Middlebrook
Deputy Administrator,
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corp.

Allister Paterson
Executive Vice President and COO, CSL
Group

Cliff Stewart, PEng, ICD.D
Vice President Infrastructure, Vancouver
Fraser Port Authority
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UNDERWATER NOISE ’.“3)3“ o

GREEN
MARINE

Working group convened in 2014, developed to 2 separate indicators: Ship
Owners and Ports, released in 2017, mandatory for the 2018 Program

Objective: Reduce underwater noise made by ship operations and by
port activities to reduce impacts to marine mammails.

TRANSMOUNTAIN

JdF) FEDNAV (EEII'-‘I\I;%% Port e
\D &\ Port Authority Of Seat—tle@

CANADA’'S LEADING EDGE

GREEN MARINE

NRDC
BECOME A LEADER

A
[@7 ] P 7SSO
QY e TOWAGE
IN SUSTAINABLE < S5 %

TRAN’g:g:‘TE\TION * SL I* Transport Fisheries and Oceans
C GROUP Canada Canada




UN Performance Indicators - Overview

Level 1 Monitoring of regulations

Level 2
» Raise awareness, identify target species, promote sightings data
 Participate in voluntary vessel traffic measures

Level 3
* Recognition program or Monitoring of ambient noise

» Marine Mammal / UN Mitigation and Management Plan

Level 4

* Quieting technologies in refits and new construction
» Estimate relative ship noise for = 1 ship
« Develop UN reduction targets

Level 5
» Estimate relative ship noise for = 3 ships or 15% of fleet
* Meet reduction targets on UN
» Demonstrate Continual Improvement

e
GREEN
MARINE




ANNUAL PERFORMANCE REPORT
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Performance report posted online: www.green-marine.org/certification/results/
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2019 RESULTS
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Number of Participants at each Level over the years

2014 | 2015 § 2016 § 2017 § 2018

>

GREEN
MARINE

Steady progress

Green Marine’s participants
overall levels of achievement
increase over time as
indicated by this graph in
which anything beyond Level
1 surpasses regulatory
compliance

REACHING AT LEAST ONE:

—a [FVEL?2 ®m—a [[VEL4
— LEVEL 3 LEVELS




2019 RESULTS o

GREEN
o MARINE
» 924 Performance indicators reported
» 10% more Summary Report Forms (159 vs 144)
» Overall average steady at 2.9

» 90% participants = average of L2 & up (compared to 83% 2018)

Percentage of participants with an average Overall Performance / Participation
at or above Levels 1,2,3,4 and 5 (# of reported performance indicators)

30 30 31 31 32 31 31 59 )9

OVERALL AVERAGE ACHIEVED
I I Y I Y |
# OF REPORTED
PERFORMANCE INDICATORS

2008 § 2009 f 2010 § 2011 J 2012 § 2013 | 2014 § 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018




VIRTUAL GREENTECH o

GREEN
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GREEN
MARINE

VIRTUAL

GREENTECH

. ENVIRONMENTAL CONFERENCE
Webserles

Six sessions in June and September — Recordings and slides online:

https://green-marine.org/greentech/program/




an engaging
conference!

» Originally planned for Seattle,
WA — June 2-4, 2021

> 14th Green Marine Annual
conference

» Last time in Seattle:
GreenTech 2015

» Last time on the West Coast:
Vancouver, BC 2018

GREéT\l
8§ MARINE




&
STAY IN TOUCH 8. .2
GREEN
MARINE
Green Marine Magazine (Published twice a year) Click the pic for June 2020 issue >

https://www.green-marine.org/news/magazines/

GREENMARINE
ALLIANCE VERTE

Visit our LinkedIn: green-marine-alliance-verte m MAGAZINE

Follow us on Twitter: @Gmarine Averte ,

Green Marine newsletter
Subscribe!
www.green-marine.org/news/the-green-wave/

GREEN
MARINE

green-marine.org info@green-marine.org




‘ . QUESTIONS?
l\ s ELEANOR KIRTLEY

G REEN 206400548
M A Rl N E Eleeae;[:g’r.\}/(\gratlseh;/g;?gen-marine.org

green-marine.org
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WHY GREEN MARINE??7? e

GREEN
MARINE

The most comprehensive environmental program for the marine
industry that exists today:

v" Participants include widest range of marine stakeholders — ship owners,

port authorities, terminal operators, shipyards

v" Action plan currently addresses key environmental issues with 13
performance indicators

v Opportunity for NGO and governmental participation
v" Certification scheme with independent verification

v Public reporting of individual company results




PERFORMANCE INDICATOR: A
DEVELOPMENT PROCESS GREEN

1. Issue identified as priority by all 2. Program development 3-year
3 committes to be developped as action plan presented and
a Performance indicator. approved by Board of Directors.

5 The Perf Advisory Board of
- 'he Performance Committees Directors 6. The annual Program

indicator’s final 5-level is adopted by the
criteria is approved by Board of Directors.
all 3 Advisory

committees and added

to the Program. Technical
Committee

Workgroup

3. Green Marine creates
a workgroup, led by a

. The Performance Program Manager, with
indicator’s 5-level criteria is members and outside
presented to the Technical experts to develop the
committee for comments. indicator 5-level criteria.




	x BPC PSP Activity Report Nov 2020
	GH District report December  2020
	UWestport
	The Army Corps of Engineers has completed the repairs to Breakwater A at the North end of the Westport Marina.
	Port contractor Underwater Earth Movers (UEM) is making great progress dredging the Westport Marina.  UEM has moved from off shore disposal to upland disposal and will likely finish the project before year end.
	UBusiness Development
	As we head in to the New Year we are getting several firms expressing interest in the recently released Terminal 3 upland property.  All of the projects also have a maritime component so far.
	Existing liquid bulk customers REG and BWC Terminals both have substantial enhancements to their Grays Harbor facilities at Terminal 1 in planning and permitting for 2021.
	As our dry bulk facility at Terminal 2 approaches 20 years of service, our customer AGP is looking at repairs, replacement and expansion plans to keep the facility up to date.

	x Industry Update December 10, 2020 BPC
	x Nov PMSA Newsletter
	x 2021 BPC Calendar
	x 2020_12-10-GreenMarine-WAPilotageCommission

