
West Coast Trade Report

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

January 2017

First Glimpse at 2016 
TEU Totals
Although this newsletter elsewhere takes a close look at 
November’s TEU traffic at the 16 North American ports we are 
tracking, some of those ports have already released their TEU 
counts for December and the full calendar year. 

Oakland was first out of the gate, announcing that it had handled 
2,369,641 TEUs in 2016, up 4.0% from 2015. While the port did 
set an all-time record in loaded container volume, its overall 
total was still 0.9% below the total reported in 2006, the port’s 
peak year of activity. Oakland’s gains last year came despite the 
abrupt departure earlier in the year of Outer Harbor Terminal, a 
development from which the port recovered nicely.

Up the coast, the Northwest Seaport Alliance ports of Seattle and 
Tacoma reported handling 3,615,752 TEUs in 2016, an increase of 
2.4% over the previous year. 

To the south, the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach collectively 
reported processing 15,631,954 TEUs last year, 279,430 TEUs or 
1.8% more than in 2015. The Hanjin bankruptcy impaired the results 
for Long Beach, but Los Angeles saw strong growth in both inbound 
and outbound loaded TEUs. Together, the two ports came within 
one percent of their peak year of traffic in 2006, when they handled 
15,759,218 TEUs.   

Altogether, the five big U.S. West Coast container ports processed a 
total of 21,617,347 TEUs last year, a gain of 2.2% over 2015.

Elsewhere across the country, the Port of Virginia set a new annual 
record with 2,655,705 TEUs, a 4.2% increase over 2015. The Port of 
Charleston, South Carolina, also broke a record by handling a total 
of 1,996,000 TEUs in 2016, up 1.2% from the previous year.

We will report on the December and 2016 TEU traffic at all of the 
ports we are tracking in this newsletter’s February edition. 
 

Assessing November’s 
Numbers
Expectations that November’s TEU counts 
at U.S. West Coast (USWC) ports would 
fall back to more normal levels after the 
September-October disruptions caused 
by the Hanjin bankruptcy went pretty 
much unrealized. Based on what the five 
major container ports were independently 
reporting, the number of inbound loaded 
containers this November jumped 8.5% 
to 914,353 TEUs from 842,887 TEUs in 
November 2015. Things were even more 
robust on the export side of the ledger, 
where outbound loaded containers were 
up 13.8% to 479,614 from 421,619 TEUs 
last November. (It’s worth emphasizing that 
the growth in exports came despite the 
continued strength of the dollar.) The total 
number of TEUs (loaded and empty) handled 
at the five big ports was 1,855,388, up 4.7% 
from a year earlier. 

Continued
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Continued  Photos courtesy of the Port of Los Angeles

Nov 2016 Nov 2015 % Change Nov 2016 YTD Nov 2015 YTD % Change

Los Angeles 437,050 358,423 21.9% 4,150,531 3,838,054 8.1%

Long Beach 270,610 306,654 -11.8% 3,170,976 3,320,263 -4.5%

Oakland 73,472 73,296 0.2% 809,708 774,573 4.5%

NWSA 133,221 104,514 27.5% 1,268,049 1,199,345 5.7%

NYNJ 271,755 249,112 9.1% 2,937,980 2,962,536 -0.8%

Maryland 34,554 34,286 0.8% 387,051 368,899 4.9%

Virginia 101,561 85,371 19.0% 1,077,183 999,496 7.8%

South Carolina 73,910 63,485 16.4% 812,521 768,817 5.7%

Georgia 139,732 124,773 12.0% 1,537,448 1,511,191 1.7%

Port Everglades 29,133 25,327 15.0% 306,250 293,183 4.5%

Houston 79,266 56,266 40.9% 810,441 775,824 4.5%

Jaxport 22,532 17,778 26.7% 233,044 209,329 11.3%

Vancouver 128,598 121,147 6.2% 1,386,229 1,429,176 -3.0%

Prince Rupert 27,592 32,518 -15.1% 401,083 401,326 -0.1%

Manzanillo 67,882 69,504 -2.3% 733,133 749,902 -2.8%

Lazaro Cardenas 37,812 38,776 -2.5% 425,499 427,639 -0.5%
Source Individual Ports

Exhibit 1 November 2016 - Inbound Loaded TEUs at Selected Ports

As we mentioned in the Commentary column in last month’s 
newsletter, the recent spurt in containerized exports has been 
driven to a very considerable extent by an ongoing surge in 
exports of scrap paper products, principally to China. By declared 
weight, shipments of Waste and Scrap of Paper and Paperboard 
(Harmonized System Code 4707) increased by 90.2% year-over-
year to account for 17.0% of all containerized exports from USWC 
ports in November compared to 11.8% the previous November. 
China was the primary destination, importing 87.7% of those 
exports. Containerized HS 4707 shipments from USWC ports to 
China in November were roughly double (+104.7%) the amount 
shipped a year earlier. Sizeable increases in containerized 
shipments of forage products (HS1214) and Ferrous Waste & 
Scrap also helped propel the growth in outbound TEUs.

The statistics reported by the five major USWC container ports 
differ somewhat from those compiled by the Pacific Maritime 
Association. PMA’s numbers show that inbound loaded TEUs for 
those ports increased 5.0% to 886,486 TEUs from 884,190 TEUs in 

Assessing November’s Numbers Continued
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Assessing November’s Numbers Continued

Nov 2016 Nov 2015 % Change Nov 2016 YTD Nov 2015 YTD % Change

Los Angeles 177,360 142,020 24.9% 1,653,603 1,525,438 8.4%

Long Beach 120,897 124,717 -3.1% 1,406,564 1,399,438 0.5%

Oakland 85,915 77,060 11.5% 869,852 788,767 10.3%

NWSA 95,442 77,822 22.6% 897,785 789,752 13.7%

NYNJ 114,884 116,983 -1.8% 1,244,555 1,281,821 -2.9%

Maryland 21,721 20,750 4.7% 218,876 203,633 7.5%

Virginia 94,159 81,039 16.2% 919,204 918,696 0.1%

South Carolina 65,099 59,482 9.4% 686,091 679,675 0.9%

Georgia 107,145 97,540 9.8% 1,170,178 1,161,329 0.8%

Port Everglades 36,579 35,301 3.6% 380,250 388,753 -2.2%

Houston 73,501 68,688 7.0% 844,479 872,254 -3.2%

Jaxport 36,085 29,420 22.7% 351,452 330,482 6.3%

Vancouver 96,332 94,736 1.7% 1,006,623 973,273 3.4%

Prince Rupert 13,548 12,182 11.2% 152,193 139,119 9.4%

Manzanillo 65,183 60,136 8.4% 712,447 701,951 1.5%

Lazaro Cardenas 29,621 33,677 -12.0% 346,286 335,730 3.1%
Source Individual Ports

Exhibit 2 November 2016 - Outbound Loaded TEUs at Selected Ports

November 2015, while outbound loaded TEUs rose 8.4% 
to 481,536 from 444,064 TEUs. The smaller ports of Port 
Hueneme and San Diego also saw substantial increases 
in both imported and exported TEUs, according to PMA 
data. 

USWC Market Share Edged Up from October
U.S. Commerce Department trade data for the month of 
November 2016 – published on January 6th – permit 
an analysis using the declared value and weight of 
the contents of containers shipped during November. 
The data show that the USWC share of the value of 
containerized imports arriving at mainland U.S. ports was 
49.4% in November. That’s down from the 50.4% share 
of last November, but it is up from the 49.1% share this 
past October. USWC share of the weight of containerized 
imports in November was 39.7%, down from 40.3% a year 
earlier but greater than the 39.2% share a month earlier. 

On the export side, USWC share of the value of the 
contents of outbound loaded containers rose in 
November to 36.3% from 34.1% a year earlier, while also 
up slightly from 35.2% in October. The USWC share of 
the weight of U.S. containerized goods outbound from 
mainland ports was 43.2% in November, which was 
significantly larger than their 35.2% share one year earlier, 
as well as appreciably greater than their 41.1% share the 
month before.  

China dominates the USWC containerized import trade, 
with a 55.4% share of the trade by weight, with Japan 
(4.6%), South Korea (4.4%), Taiwan (4.3%), and Vietnam 
(4.0%) trailing well behind.  

By weight, home furnishings, auto parts and accessories, 
computers, television, and steel products are the leading 
containerized imports through USWC ports.  
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Exhibit 3  November Year-to-Date Total TEUs (Loaded and Empty) Handled at Selected Ports
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Assessing November’s Numbers Continued

U.S. West Coast ports have lately been thriving on 
exports of scrap paper products (like what was left of 
the cardboard box I found ripped open on my front porch 
just before Christmas). A surge in demand for packaging 
materials from China, Vietnam, and other East Asian 
economies has largely been behind the recent rise in the 
strong-dollar-defying exports of laden TEUs sailing from 
USWC ports. 

America’s West Coast ports, fortunately, traffic in 
commodities other than rubbish. The Port of Oakland, for 
example, has long been known as a major gateway for 
agricultural exports, a somewhat ironic status given its 

Jock O’Connell’s Commentary: 
 “Oakland: Nuts R Us” 

location amidst the world’s capital of most things high-
tech. 

The port’s website lists four agricultural commodities 
among its top five exports by weight. Yet, unlike other 
ag-oriented ports such as New Orleans and Houston, 
Oakland’s terminals do not feature massive grain silos. 
Indeed, crops such as wheat, corn, and soybeans do not 
factor significantly in Oakland’s export trade. Instead, 
Oakland is preeminently an exporter of short to medium 
grain rice and what are called “specialty crops” -- notably 
fruits, vegetables, wines, and nuts. 

-2.5%
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Location, location, location
Oakland’s role as a conduit for farm exports is hardly 
surprising given its proximity to California’s Central Valley, 
arguably the most valuable piece of agricultural real estate 
on the planet.  (It always seems to amaze those accustomed 
to imagining California’s economy in terms of Silicon Valley 
and Hollywood that California is also the nation’s most prolific 
agricultural state, with farm receipts totaling more than 
double those of Texas, the country’s second leading food 
producer.) 

Planting vast acreages in wheat, corn, and soybeans long 
ago ceased to be a viable option for growers in a state where 
production costs are as high as they are in California (Only 
one-half of one percent of all U.S. acreage given over to wheat 
production lies within California). To sustain themselves 
economically, California farmers turned to crops that 
commanded much higher prices. So, while not necessarily 
producing the basic food products that sustain life, the state’s 
growers produce the kinds of foods that make life enjoyable. 

Today, California accounts for 100% of the nation’s exports of 
table grapes, raisins, figs, dried plums, kiwis, dates, olives and 
olive oil, garlic, artichokes, almonds, walnuts, and pistachios. 
It also accounts for just over half of the nation’s production 
of medium grain rice and nearly all its commercially-grown 
short grain variety. Not surprisingly, 85% of the nation’s wine is 
produced in California. 

Oakland’s preeminence as the port of departure for the state’s 
agricultural exports is especially noteworthy when it comes 
to exports of nuts. As Exhibit 4 shows, Oakland’s share of U.S. 
nut export tonnage soared between 2005 and 2015, when the 
port handled 81% of all almond exports and 94% of all walnut 
exports from U.S. ports. 

That dominance was not always the case. As recently as 
2005, Oakland’s share of U.S. nut exports was just over 43%, 
followed by Houston at 22%, and Los Angeles/Long Beach 
at 18%. Ten years later, Houston’s share had fallen to 4%, 
Los Angeles/Long Beach held steady at 18%, but Oakland’s 
jumped to almost 68%. 

Commentary Continued

Source: U.S. Commerce Department.

Exhibit 4 Port Shares of U.S. Containerized  
Exports of Nuts (HS 0802) By Weight

Oakland
LA/LB
Houston 
Savannah
NSWA
Portland, OR
NYNJ
Virginia
Others

2005

2015
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Coast Guard Leaving State Ballast Water Programs 
in its Wake
By John Berge
Vice President, PMSA

The month of December brought welcome news from 
the Coast Guard; the type approval of three ballast water 
treatment systems, providing a definitive pathway to 
compliance with the Coast Guard rule adopted in 2012.
These approvals have been a long time coming, and help 
to alleviate industry’s concerns over the ratification in 
September of 2016 of the IMO Ballast Water convention, 
and the prospect of having to install IMO compliant 
treatment without knowing whether those same systems 
will satisfy U.S. requirements.

This harkens in the next generation of ballast water 
management, with technology capable of achieving a 
10,000 times or more reduction in organisms; a giant step 
beyond the stop-gap method of open-ocean exchange that 
has been our interim strategy for the last two decades.
Some coastal states have pursued their own parallel 
programs to control aquatic invasive species introduction 
from ships. The states of California, Oregon and 
Washington are prime examples, with California having 
the most extensive (and expensive) program. With the 
pending installation of these treatment systems on the 
world’s fleet, one must ask what relevance these state 
programs continue to have and what do they bring to the 
table in terms of added environmental protection. 

The Coast Guard program got off to a slow start in the late 
90’s with a voluntary program showing low compliance 
levels. This lack of a robust response to the impacts of 
invasive species provided the states with an opening to 
pursue their own solutions. And so for more than 15 years 
we have had parallel efforts at the state level duplicating 
the federal program, with the added bonus of user fees 

for the privilege. These include duplicate inspection and 
reporting, adding burdens to already overworked crews, as 
well as duplication of database management for the same 
information. 

The world’s fleet will have the best available ballast 
treatment technology installed over the next six years. 
There are also requirements for testing and confirmation 
of operational efficacy of the technology under both the 
Coast Guard rule and the EPA Vessel General Permit. It is 
difficult to envision a meaningful risk reduction role for 
states in this paradigm. 

California received approval in December to increase 
their Marine Invasive Species Control Fund ship arrival 
fee in 2017 by 18%, from $850 to $1,000. Oregon also has 
such a ship fee, and Washington State is considering the 
adoption of a similar fee this year, although those fees are 
considerably lower than California’s. We understand the 
state’s desire to ensure the environmental protection of 
their waters, and there is room for states to augment the 
existing federal program, however the rote duplication of 
requirements for record keeping, reporting, enforcement 
and database management is a huge waste of resources 
for both industry and the states and provides for no 
additional environmental protection.

As we move into this next generation of ballast water 
management through proven treatment technology it is 
time for industry, the states and the federal agencies to 
collaborate on how we can harmonize our efforts and 
reduce, if not eliminate the useless duplication of effort 
and cost that is occurring today.



West Coast Trade Report

January 2017         Page 7

Container Dwell Time Continues to Improve

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