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ITEM 5. OTHER EVENTS

In June 2003, our Board of Directors authorized the sale of substantially
all of our petroleum markets operations, including our Aruba refinery, our
Unilube blending operations, our domestic and international terminalling
facilities and our petrochemical and chemical plants. The Board's actions were
in addition to previous actions taken when they approved the sales of our Eagle
Point refinery, our asphalt business and our lease crude operations. As a result
of the Board's actions, we reported these operations as discontinued operations
in our Form 10-Q for the quarterly period ended June 30, 2003.

This Current Report on Form 8-K presents revised financial information that
segregates our businesses as continued and discontinued operations for all
periods presented in our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December
31, 2002. It should be noted that our net income was not affected by the
reclassification of the petroleum markets business as a discontinued operation.
Also, the information contained in this filing has only been updated for the
treatment of our petroleum markets business as discontinued operations and has
not been otherwise updated for activities occurring in our business after the
date these consolidated financial statements were originally presented in our



2002 Form 10-K.
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You should read our Form 10-Q's for the periods ended March 31,

2003 and June 30, 2003, for this additional updating information.

This filing includes the following information:

- Business and properties;

— Management's discussion and analysis of financial condition and results
of operations;

— Selected financial data; and

- Financial statements and supplementary data. (Presented under Item 7 of
this Current Report on Form 8-K).

The following list of terms are common to our industry and used throughout

this document:

/d = per day

Bbl = barrels

BBtu = billion British thermal units

BBtue = billion British thermal unit

equivalents

Bcf = billion cubic feet

Bcfe = billion cubic feet of gas equivalents

MBbls = thousand barrels

Mcf = thousand cubic feet

Mcfe = thousand cubic feet of gas equivalents

Mgal = thousand gallons

MMBb1ls = million barrels

MMBtu = million British thermal units

MMcf = million cubic feet

MMcfe = million cubic feet of gas equivalents

MMDth = million dekatherm

MTons = thousand tons

MW = megawatt

MWh = megawatt hours

MMWh = thousand megawatt hours

Tcfe = trillion cubic feet of gas equivalents
When we refer to natural gas and oil in "equivalents," we are doing so to

compare quantities of oil with quantities of natural gas or to express these
different commodities in a common unit. In calculating equivalents, we use a
generally recognized standard in which one Bbl of oil is equal to six Mcf of
natural gas. Also, when we refer to cubic feet measurements, all measurements
are at a pressure of 14.73 pounds per square inch.

When we refer to "us", "we", "our", "ours", or "El Paso", we are describing
El Paso Corporation and/or our subsidiaries.

We are an
many years, we
in the western
energy company

BUSINESS AND PROPERTIES
General

energy company originally founded in 1928 in El Paso, Texas. For
served as a regional pipeline company conducting business mainly
United States. Since 1996, we have grown into an international
whose operations extend from natural gas production and

extraction to power generation. Our growth during this period has been
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accomplished through several

significant acquisitions and internal growth initiatives, each of which has
expanded our competitive abilities in energy markets in the United States and
abroad. Some of the significant highlights during this period were:

YEAR TRANSACTION IMPACT
1996 Acquisition of the energy businesses Expanded our U.S. interstate pipeline
of Tenneco Inc. system from coast to coast and

signaled our entry into the
international energy market.

1998 Acquisition of DeepTech International, Expanded our U.S. onshore and offshore

Inc. gathering capabilities. Established us
as the general partner for El Paso
Energy Partners, L.P.

1999 Merger with Sonat Inc. Expanded our pipeline operations into
the southeast portion of the U.S. and
signaled our entrance into the
exploration and production business.

2001 Merger with The Coastal Corporation Placed us as a top tier participant in
every aspect of the wholesale energy
marketplace.

Since the fourth quarter of 2001, our industry and business have been
adversely impacted by a number of industry changing events, including:

— The bankruptcy of Enron Corp.;
— The decline in the energy trading industry;

- Credit ratings downgrades of us and other industry participants by
Moody's and Standard & Poor's to "below investment grade" status, and we
remain on negative outlook; and

- Regulatory and political pressure arising out of the western energy
crisis of 2000 and 2001.

Beginning in December 2001 and continuing throughout 2002 and the first
quarter of 2003, we responded to these industry developments by focusing on
activities that would enhance our liquidity and strengthen our capital
structure. These activities involved:

— selling marginally performing assets and businesses that were not core to
our fundamental base business of natural gas and pipelines;

- exiting complex areas that require higher credit support, such as energy
trading, and focusing instead on core cash generating businesses; and

— pursuing resolution of regulatory and litigation matters, which led to a
March 2003 agreement in principle to settle our primary exposure to the
western energy crisis (Western Energy Settlement).

In February 2003 we announced what we refer to as our 2003 Operational and
Financial Plan. This plan is based upon five key principles:
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— Preserving and enhancing the value of our core businesses;
- Exiting non-core businesses quickly, but prudently;

- Strengthening and simplifying our balance sheet while maximizing
liquidity;

— Aggressively pursuing additional cost reductions; and

— Continuing to work diligently to resolve litigation and regulatory
matters.

Our ongoing critical areas of focus are:

— Pipelines: Protecting and enhancing asset value in our natural gas
transportation business through continuous efficiency gains and prudent
and necessary capital spending.

— Production: Developing production opportunities in North America that
maximize volumes produced and minimize costs, thereby optimizing cash
flow per unit produced.

— Field Services: Optimizing stable cash flows from our investment in E1
Paso Energy Partners, L.P.

— Global Power: Enhancing cash flows from existing projects, while selling
non-strategic power generation facilities.

We will also continue to focus on winding down our non-core businesses
including energy trading and petroleum markets as well as other capital
intensive businesses such as liquefied natural gas (LNG) operations.

Segments

Our operations are segregated into four primary business segments:
Pipelines, Production, Field Services and Merchant Energy. These segments are
strategic business units that provide a variety of energy products and services.
We manage each segment separately, and each segment requires different
technology and marketing strategies. As future developments in our businesses
occur, and as we carry out our ongoing strategy and plans, we will continue to
assess the appropriateness of our business segments. For the operating results
and identifiable assets by segment, you should see Item 7, Note 24 of this
Current Report on Form 8-K.

Our Pipelines segment owns or has interests in approximately 60,000 miles
of interstate natural gas pipelines in the U.S. and internationally. In the
U.S., our systems connect the nation's principal natural gas supply regions to
the five largest consuming regions in the U.S.: the Gulf Coast, California, the
Northeast, the Midwest and the Southeast. These pipelines represent one of the
largest integrated coast-to-coast mainline natural gas transmission systems in
the U.S. Our U.S. pipeline systems also own or have interests in approximately
440 Bcf of storage capacity used to provide a variety of services to our
customers and own and operate an LNG terminal at Elba Island, Georgia. Our
international pipeline operations include access between our U.S. based systems
and Canada and Mexico as well as interests in three operating natural gas
transmission systems in Australia.

Our Production segment conducts our natural gas and oil exploration and
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production activities. Domestically, we lease approximately 4 million net acres
in 16 states, including Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas and Utah, and in the Gulf of
Mexico. We also have exploration and production rights in Australia, Bolivia,
Brazil, Canada, Hungary, Indonesia and Turkey. During 2002, daily equivalent
natural gas production exceeded 1.6 Bcfe/d, and our reserves at December 31,
2002, were approximately 5.2 Tcfe.

Our Field Services segment conducts our midstream activities. As part of
our plan to strengthen our capital structure and enhance our liquidity, we
completed a number of asset sales during 2002, including the sale of our San
Juan Basin gathering, treating and processing assets and our Texas and New
Mexico midstream assets, including the intrastate natural gas pipeline system we
acquired from Pacific Gas & Electric in 2000, to El Paso Energy Partners. El
Paso Energy Partners is a publicly traded master limited partnership for which
our subsidiary serves as general partner. As a result of asset sales to the
partnership and others during 2002, our remaining Field Services assets consist
of 23 processing plants and related gathering facilities located in the south
Texas, Louisiana, Mid-Continent and Rocky Mountain regions, as well as our
interests in El Paso Energy Partners. The partnership provides natural gas,
natural gas liquids (NGL) and oil gathering, transportation, processing,
fractionation, storage and other related services.

Our Merchant Energy segment consists of a global power division, an energy
trading division and other merchant operations (which consist primarily of our
LNG activities). We are a significant owner of electric generating capacity and
own or have interests in 88 power plants in 18 countries. On November 8, 2002,
we announced our plan to exit the energy trading business and pursue an orderly
liquidation of our trading portfolio as a result of diminishing business
opportunities and higher capital costs for this activity. During 2002 and the
first part of 2003, we also completed or announced the sale of our interests in
several power projects.

PIPELINES SEGMENT

Our Pipelines segment provides natural gas transmission, storage, gathering
and related services in the U.S. and internationally. We conduct our activities
primarily through seven wholly owned and seven partially owned interstate
transmission systems along with six underground natural gas storage entities and
an LNG terminalling facility. The tables below detail our wholly owned and
partially owned interstate transmission systems:

Wholly Owned Interstate Transmission Systems

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2002

TRANSMISSION SUPPLY AND MILES OF DESIGN STORAGE
SYSTEM MARKET REGION PIPELINE CAPACITY CAPACITY
(MMCF /D) (BCF)
Tennessee Gas Extends from Louisiana, the 14,200 6,487 97
Pipeline (TGP) Gulf of Mexico and south Texas

to the northeast section of the
U.S., including the
metropolitan areas of New York
City and Boston.
ANR Pipeline (ANR) Extends from Louisiana, 10,600 6,450 207

AVERAGE

4,596

3,691
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Oklahoma,
Mexico to the midwestern and
northeastern regions of the
U.S., including the
metropolitan areas of Detroit,
Chicago and Milwaukee.

Extends from the San Juan,
Permian and Anadarko Basins to
California, which is EPNG's
single largest market, as well
as markets in Arizona, Nevada,
New Mexico, Oklahoma,
northern Mexico.
Extends from Texas, Louisiana,
Mississippi, Alabama and the
Gulf of Mexico to Louisiana,
Mississippi, Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, South Carolina and
Tennessee, including the
metropolitan areas of Atlanta
and Birmingham.

El Paso Natural Gas
(EPNG)

Southern Natural Gas
(SNG)

Texas and the Gulf of

Texas and

10,600 5,330(2) -

8,000 2,963 60

(1) Includes throughput transported on behalf of affiliates.

(2) This capacity is comprised of 4,530 MMcf/d of west-flow capacity
includes 230 MMcf/d added by our Line 2000 expansion project)

of east-end delivery capacity.

4
TRANSMISSION SUPPLY AND
SYSTEM MARKET REGION

Colorado Interstate
Gas (CIG)

Extends from most production
areas in the Rocky Mountain
region and the Anadarko Basin
to the front range of the Rocky
Mountains and multiple
interconnects with pipeline
systems transporting gas to the
Midwest, the Southwest,
California and the Pacific
Northwest.

Extends from western Wyoming
and the Powder River Basin to
various pipeline
interconnections near Cheyenne,
Wyoming.

Connects with the EPNG and
Transwestern transmission
systems at Topock, Arizona, and
the Kern River Gas Transmission

Wyoming Interstate
(WIC)

Mojave Pipeline (MPC)

(which
and 800 MMcf/d

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2002
MILES OF DESIGN STORAGE
PIPELINE CAPACITY CAPACITY

(MMCF /D) (BCF)
4,000 3,100 29
600 1,860 -
400 400 -

3,799

2,020

AVERAGE

1,563

1,194

266
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Company transmission system in
California, and extends to
customers in the vicinity of
Bakersfield, California.

Includes throughput transported on behalf of affiliates.

Partially Owned Interstate Transmission Systems

TRANSMISSION
SYSTEM

Florida Gas
Transmission
Alliance Pipeline (2)

Great Lakes Gas
Transmission

Dampier-to-Bunbury
pipeline system
Moomba-to-Adelaide
pipeline system
Ballera-to-—
Wallumbilla
pipeline system
Portland Natural Gas
Transmission

(1)

Volumes represent the systems'

SUPPLY AND
MARKET REGION

Extends from south Texas to Florida.

Extends from western Canada to
Chicago.

Extends from the Manitoba-Minnesota
border to the Michigan-Ontario border
at St. Clair, Michigan.

Extends from Dampier to Bunbury in
western Australia.

Extends from Moomba to Adelaide in
southern Australia.

Extends from Ballera to Wallumbilla in
southwestern Queensland, Australia.

Extends from the Canadian border near
Pittsburg, New Hampshire to Dracut,
Massachusetts.

and are not adjusted for our ownership interest.

(2)
2000.
fourth quarter of 2002,
first quarter of 2003.
(3)

June 2001.

In addition to the storage capacity on our transmission systems,

have interests in the following natural gas storage entities:

Underground Natural Gas Storage Entities

DECEMBER 31,

2002

OWNERSHIP
INTEREST

(PERCENT)

50

50

33

33

30(3)

MILES OF
PIPELINE

4,804

2,345

2,115

1,152

685

470

294

total design capacity and average throughput

The Alliance pipeline project commenced operations in the fourth quarter of
We sold 12.3 percent of our equity interest in the system during the
and the remaining 2.1 percent equity interest in the

Our ownership interest increased from 19 percent to 30 percent effective

we own or

DESIGN
CAPACITY (1)

(MMCF /D)
1,950
1,537

2,895

570
383

115

214
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AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2002

OWNERSHIP STORAGE
STORAGE ENTITY INTEREST CAPACITY (1) LOCATION
(PERCENT) (BCF)
Bear Creek Storage. .. i ettt teeeeeeeeeneeeeeneenns 100 58 Louisiana
ANR SO A0 e ¢ vttt ettt ettt e e ettt ettt e 100 56 Michigan
Blue Lake Gas StOrage . .« v i ittt iieeeeteeneeeeeneenns 75 47 Michigan
Eaton Rapids Gas SLOrage. .. ... eiii et teneenneeeenns 50 13 Michigan
Steuben Gas StOrage. ...ttt it eeeeeeeenneeeenns 50 6 New York
YOUNG GasS StOTagE .« v it i i ittt ettt eeneeeeeneenns 48 6 Colorado

(1) Includes a total of 139 Bcf contracted to affiliates. Storage capacity is
under long-term contracts and is not adjusted for our ownership interest.

In addition to our operations of natural gas pipeline systems and storage
facilities, we own an LNG receiving terminal located on Elba Island, near
Savannah, Georgia. The facility is capable of achieving a peak send-out of 675
MMcf/d and a base load send-out of 446 MMcf/d. The terminal was placed in
service and began receiving deliveries in December 2001. The capacity at the
terminal is currently contracted to our affiliate, El1 Paso Merchant Energy,
under a contract that extends through 2023. In September 2001, we announced
plans to expand the peak send out capacity of the Elba Island facility by 540
MMcf/d and the base load send out by 360 MMcf/d (for a total peak send out
capacity once completed of 1,215 MMcf/d and a base load send out of 806 MMcf/d) .
The expansion will cost approximately $145 million and has a planned in-service
date of late 2005.

We have a number of transmission system expansion projects that have been
approved by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) as follows:

TRANSMISSION ANTI

SYSTEM PROJECT CAPACITY DESCRIPTION (1) COMPLE
(MMCF /D)

TGP CanEast 127 Extend TGP's mainline system through a Apri

combination of lease capacity and
facilities modifications, to the Leidy

Hub.
TGP South Texas 312 Construct pipeline, compression and Septen
Expansion border crossing facilities to fuel four

electric power generation plants in the
Northern Mexico Municipalities of Rio
Bravo and Valle Hermoso, State of

Tamaulipas.
ANR Westleg Wisconsin 218 To increase capacity of ANR's existing Novemk
Expansion system by looping the Madison lateral

and by enlarging the Beloit lateral
through abandonment and replacement.
SNG South System I (Phase 196 Installation of compression and June
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2) pipeline looping to increase firm
transportation capacity along SNG's
south mainline in Alabama, Georgia and
South Carolina.

SNG South System II 330 Installation of compression and
pipeline looping to increase firm
transportation capacity along SNG's
south mainline to Alabama, Georgia and
South Carolina.

SNG North System II 33 Installation of compression and
additional pipeline looping to increase
capacity along SNG's north mainline in
Alabama.

CIG Valley Line 92 Installation of additional natural gas
compression and air blending facilities
to expand the deliverability of the
Front Range system.

(1) Pipeline looping is the installation of a pipeline, parallel to an existing
pipeline, with tie—-ins at several points along the existing pipeline.
Looping increases the transmission system's capacity.

Our transportation, storage and related services (transportation services)
revenues consist of reservation and usage revenues. In 2002, approximately 87
percent of our transportation services revenues were attributable to a capacity
reservation or a demand charge paid by firm customers. These firm customers are
obligated to pay a monthly demand charge, regardless of the amount of natural
gas they transport or store, for the term of their contracts. The remaining 13
percent of our transportation services revenue was attributable to usage
charges, based largely on the volumes of gas actually transported or stored on
our pipeline systems.

Regulatory Environment

Our interstate natural gas transmission systems and storage operations are
regulated by the FERC under the Natural Gas Act of 1938 and the Natural Gas
Policy Act of 1978. Each of our pipeline systems and storage facilities operates
under FERC-approved tariffs that establish rates, terms and conditions for
services to our customers. Generally, the FERC's authority extends to:

- rates and charges for natural gas transportation, storage, terminalling
and related services;

certification and construction of new facilities;

- extension or abandonment of facilities;

- maintenance of accounts and records;

- relationships between pipeline and marketing affiliates;

- terms and conditions of service;

— depreciation and amortization policies;

- acquisition and disposition of facilities; and

June
Noven
and M

June

Decemb
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— initiation and discontinuation of services.

The fees or rates established under our tariffs are a function of our costs
of providing services to our customers, including a reasonable return on our
invested capital. Consequently, our financial results have historically been
relatively stable. However, these results can be subject to volatility due to
factors such as weather, changes in natural gas prices and market conditions,
regulatory actions, competition and the creditworthiness of our customers.

In Canada, our pipeline activities are regulated by the National Energy
Board. Similar to the FERC, the National Energy Board governs tariffs and rates,
and the construction and operation of natural gas pipelines in Canada. In
Australia, various regional and national agencies regulate the tariffs, rates
and operating activities of natural gas pipelines.

Our interstate pipeline systems are also subject to federal, state and
local pipeline and LNG plant safety and environmental statutes and regulations.
Our systems have ongoing programs designed to keep our facilities in compliance
with pipeline safety and environmental requirements. We believe that our systems
are in material compliance with the applicable requirements.

A discussion of significant rate and regulatory matters is included in Item
7, Note 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Markets and Competition

The following table details our markets and competition on each of our
wholly owned pipeline systems as of December 31, 2002:

TGP faces strong c

TRANSMISSION
SYSTEM CUSTOMER INFORMATION (1) CONTRACT INFORMATION
TGP Approximately 434 firm and Approximately 436 firm
interruptible customers contracts
Contracted capacity: 93%
Major Customers: Weighted average remaining
None of which individually contract term of approximately
represents more than 10 five years
percent of revenues
ANR Approximately 238 firm and Approximately 643 firm

interruptible customers

Major Customer:
We Energies

contracts
Contracted capacity:

four years

98%

Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately

Northeast, Appalac
Southeast market a
other interstate a
pipelines for deli
multiple—-connectic
take deliveries at
points. Natural ga
system competes wi
sources such as el
hydroelectric powe
It also competes w
local distribution
increased quantiti
our market areas.

competes with pipe
systems for connec
sources in Texas,

at the Canadian bo

In the Midwest mar
with other interst
pipeline companies
distribution compa
transportation and
gas. In the Northe

10
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(1,138 BBtu/d)

TRANSMISSION
SYSTEM CUSTOMER INFORMATION (1)

EPNG Approximately 230 firm and
interruptible customers

Major Customer:
Southern California Gas
Company
(1,235 BBtu/d)
(95 BBtu/d)

SNG Approximately 260 firm
and interruptible
customers

Major Customers:
Atlanta Gas Light
Company (959 BBtu/d)

Alabama Gas Corporation

(394 BBtu/d) Scana
Resources Inc. (253
BBtu/d)

(1) Includes natural gas producers, marketers,

Contract terms expire in
2003-2010.

CONTRACT INFORMATION

Approximately 180 firm
contracts

Contracted capacity: (2)
Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately
five years

Contract term expires in 2006.
Contract terms expire in
2004-2007.

Approximately 170 firm
contracts

Contracted capacity: 100%
Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately
five years

Contract terms expire in
2005-2007.

Contract terms expire in
2005-2008.
Contract terms expire in
2003-2017.

end-users and other natural gas

transmission, distribution and electric generation companies.

(2)A discussion of significant rate and regulatory matters regarding EPNG's

capacity is included in Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

competes with othe
serving electric g
distribution compa
Gas, which operate
Energies, 1is a spo
Pipeline, which wa
December 2002. Gua
portion of We Ener
requirements and w
with ANR.

EPNG faces competi
pipelines that del
California and the
well as alternativ
generate electrici
hydroelectric powe
fuel oil.

Competition is str
SNG's key markets.
customers are able
significant portic
requirements throu
other pipelines. A
several pipelines

business of many c
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TRANSMISSION
SYSTEM

CUSTOMER INFORMATION (1)

CIG Approximately 125 firm
and interruptible
customers

Major Customer:
Public Service Company of
Colorado (1,095 BBtu/d)
(462 BBtu/d)

WIC Approximately 43 firm
and interruptible
customers

Major Customers:
Williams Energy Marketing
and Trading (340
BBtu/d)
Western Gas Resources
(272 BBtu/d)
Colorado Interstate Gas
Company
(247 BBtu/d)
CMS Field Services
(234 BBtu/d)

MPC Approximately 35 firm and
interruptible customers

Major Customers:

CONTRACT INFORMATION

Approximately 170 firm
contracts

Contracted capacity: 100%
Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately
seven years

Contract term expires in 2007.
Contract terms expire
2008-2025.

Approximately 47 firm contracts
Contracted capacity: 100%
Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately
six years

Contract terms expire in
2003-2013.

Contract terms expire in
2003-2013.

Contract terms expire in
2003-2007.

Contract terms expire in
2004-2013.

Eight firm contracts
Contracted capacity: 98%
Weighted average remaining
contract term of approximately
four years

CIG serves two maj
"on-system" market
utilities and othe
along the front ra
Mountains in Color
and the "off- syst
consisting of the
Rocky Mountain pro
multiple supply ba
interconnections w
bound for the Midw
California and the
Competition for th
consists of local
Denver—-Julesburg k
pipeline, and long
elect to sell into
than the off-syste
Competition for th
consists of other
pipelines that are
to CIG's supply sc
these volumes to n
Northwest, Southwe

WIC competes with

pipelines and one

for its mainline s
Overthrust supply

historically suppl
mainline, has been
there has been inc
from the pipelines
and Northwest mark
gas supply. To rep
WIC is pursuing ac
sources. Additiona
expandable Medicin
the primary source
for increasing vol
River Basin supply
are two other inte
that transport lim
this basin. Upon t
construction of th
Plain project (2),

increased outlet t
markets.

MPC faces competit
pipelines that del
California and the
as well as alterna
that generate elec
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Texaco Natural Gas Inc. and fuel oil.
(185 BBtu/d) Contract term expires in 2007.
Burlington Resources
Trading Inc.
(76 BBtu/d) Contract term expires in 2007.
Los Angeles Department
of Water and Power
(50 BBtu/d) Contract term expires in 2007.

(1) Includes natural gas producers, marketers, end-users and other natural gas
transmission, distribution and electric generation companies.

(2) The Cheyenne Plain project is a new 30-inch diameter pipeline proposed by us
to transport natural gas from the Cheyenne hub to the confluence of several
pipelines near Greensburg, Kansas. This pipeline is anticipated to be in
service in mid-2005 depending on the timing of regulatory approval.

10

Electric power generation is one of the fastest growing demand sectors of
the natural gas market. The potential consequences of proposed and ongoing
restructuring and deregulation of the electric power industry are currently
unclear. Restructuring and deregulation benefit the natural gas industry by
creating more demand for natural gas turbine generated electric power, but this
effect is offset, in varying degrees, by increased generation efficiency and
more effective use of surplus electric capacity as a result of open market
access. In addition, in several regions of the country, new capacity additions
have exceeded load growth and transmission capabilities out of those regions.
This will result in lower growth in the gas demand in those regions associated
with new power generation facilities.

Imported LNG is one of the fastest growing supply sectors of the natural
gas market. Terminals and other regasification facilities can serve as important
sources of supply for pipelines, enhancing the delivery capabilities and
operational flexibility and complementing traditional supply and market areas.
These LNG delivery systems also may compete with pipelines for transportation of
gas into market areas.

As our pipeline contracts expire, our ability to extend our existing
contracts or re-market expiring contracted capacity is dependent on the
competitive alternatives, the regulatory environment at the federal, state and
local levels and market supply and demand factors at the relevant dates these
contracts are extended or expire. The duration of new or re-negotiated contracts
will be affected by current prices, competitive conditions and judgments
concerning future market trends and volatility. Subject to regulatory
constraints, we attempt to re-contract or re-market our capacity at the maximum
rates allowed under our tariffs, although we, at times, discount these rates to
remain competitive. The level of discount varies for each of our pipeline
systems.

As a result of the rating agencies downgrading the credit rating of several
members of the energy sector, including energy trading companies, and placing
them on negative credit watch, the creditworthiness of some customers has
deteriorated. We have taken actions to mitigate our exposure by requesting these
companies provide us with letters of credit or prepayments as permitted by our
tariffs. Our tariffs permit us to request additional credit assurance from our
shippers equal to the cost of performing transportation services for various
periods as specified in each tariff. If these companies experience financial

13
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difficulties, or file for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection, and our contracts
are not assumed by other counterparties, or if the capacity is unavailable for
resale, it could have a material adverse effect on our financial position,
operating results or cash flows.

PRODUCTION SEGMENT

Our Production segment is engaged in the exploration for, and the
acquisition, development and production of natural gas, oil and natural gas
liquids, primarily in North America. In the U.S., we have onshore and coal seam
operations and properties in 16 states and offshore operations and properties in
federal and state waters in the Gulf of Mexico. Internationally, we have
exploration and production rights in Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada,
Hungary, Indonesia and Turkey.

Strategically, Production emphasizes disciplined investment criteria and
manages its existing production portfolio to maximize volumes and minimize
costs. It employs geophysical technology and seismic data processing to identify
economic hydrocarbon reserves. Production's deep drilling capabilities and
hydraulic fracturing technology allow it to optimize production with high-rate
completions at competitive reserve replacement costs. Production maintains an
active drilling program that capitalizes on its land and seismic holdings. It
also acquires production properties subject to acceptable investment return
criteria.

Natural Gas and 0Oil Reserves

The table below details Production's proved reserves at December 31, 2002.
Information in this table is based on the reserve report dated January 1, 2003,
prepared internally by Production and reviewed by Huddleston & Co., Inc. This
information is consistent with estimates of reserves filed with other federal
agencies except for differences of less than five percent resulting from actual
production, acquisitions, property sales, necessary reserve revisions and
additions to reflect actual experience. These reserves include 465,783
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MMcfe of production delivery commitments under financing arrangements that
extend through 2042. The financing arrangement supported by these reserves
matures in 2006. Total proved reserves on the fields with this dedicated
production were 919,265 MMcfe. In addition, the table excludes the following
equity interests: Production's interest in UnoPaso (Pescada in Brazil); Merchant
Energy's interests in Sengkang in Indonesia, CAPSA and CAPEX in Argentina and
Aguaytia in Peru; and Field Services' interest in El1 Paso Energy Partners.
Combined proved natural gas reserves balances for these equity interests were
435,713 MMcf, liquids reserves were 39,693 MBbls and natural gas equivalents
were 673,871 MMcfe, all net to our ownership interests.

NET PROVED RESERVES (1)

(MMCEF') (MBBLS)

United States
ProdUCI NG .. v i et ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 2,235,877 50,712
NON-ProdUCINg. . v vttt ettt ittt ettt e eaeeeeeennn 448,303 20,094
Undeveloped. c v ettt ittt ettt eee e e 1,528,726 45,923

2,540,145
568,868
1,804,267
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Total Proved. . v vttt it ittt e et eeaeeens 4,212,906 116,729
Canada
ProdUCI NG .. v i et ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 89,144 4,213
NON-ProdUCINg. . v vttt ittt ittt ettt et aeeeeeennn 14,555 233
Undeveloped. « v ettt ittt ettt e ee e eeeee e 26,701 1,694
Total Proved. . ittt ittt eee et eeaeenns 130,400 6,140
Other Countries(3)
ProdUCI NG . v i et ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e - -
NON-ProdUCINg . . v vttt ittt ittt ettt et aeeeeeennn - -
Undeveloped. c v ettt ittt ettt et et et eeaeeen 76,032 12,652
Total Proved. . i ittt ittt eee et eeaeeens 76,032 12,652
Worldwide
ProdUCI NG . v i et ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 2,325,021 54,925
NON-ProdUCINg . . v vttt ettt it e ettt et aeeeeeeenn 462,858 20,327
Undeveloped. « vttt ittt ettt ettt eeee e 1,631,459 60,269
Total Proved. ..o i ittt ittt e et eeaeens 4,419,338 135,521

(1) Net proved reserves exclude royalties and interests owned by
reflects contractual arrangements and royalty obligations in
time of the estimate.

(2) Includes o0il, condensate and natural gas liquids.

others and
effect at the

(3) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

During 2002, as a result of our efforts to enhance our liquidity position,

we sold reserves totaling 1.8 Tcfe to various third parties. The reserves sold

were primarily located in Colorado, Texas, Utah and western Canada.

There are numerous uncertainties inherent in estimating quantities of

proved reserves and in projecting future rates of production and

timing of

development expenditures, including many factors beyond Production's control.
The reserve data represents only estimates. Reservoir engineering is a
subjective process of estimating underground accumulations of natural gas and
oil that cannot be measured in an exact manner. The accuracy of any reserve

estimate is a function of the quality of available data and of engineering and

geological interpretations and judgment. As a result, estimates of different
engineers often vary. Estimates are subject to revision based upon a number of
factors, including reservoir performance, prices, economic conditions and
government restrictions. In addition, results of drilling, testing and
production subsequent to the date of an estimate may justify revision of that
estimate. Reserve estimates are often different from the quantities of natural

gas and oil that are ultimately recovered. The meaningfulness of
estimates is

12

reserve

highly dependent on
general, the volume
Production declines
conducts successful

the accuracy of the assumptions on which they were based.

of production from natural gas and oil properties owned by
as reserves are depleted. Except to the extent Production

exploration and development activities or acquires

In

4,913,280

114,422
15,953
36,865

2,654,567
584,821
1,993,076
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additional properties containing proved reserves, or both, the proved reserves
of Production will decline as reserves are produced. For further discussion of
our reserves, see Item 7, Note 28 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Wells and Acreage

The following table details Production's gross and net interest in
developed and undeveloped onshore, offshore, coal seam and international acreage
at December 31, 2002. Any acreage in which Production's interest is limited to
owned royalty, overriding royalty and other similar interests is excluded.

DEVELOPED UNDEVELOPED TOTAL
GROSS (1) NET (2) GROSS (1) NET (2) GROSS (1)
United States
Onshore............. 1,142,805 445,427 1,278,683 928,135 2,421,488
Offshore............ 626,705 407,121 1,026,358 952,736 1,653,063
Coal Seam........... 217,412 119,674 1,204,020 781,462 1,421,432
Total.......... 1,986,922 972,222 3,509,061 2,662,333 5,495,983
International
Australia........... - - 1,770,364 677,350 1,770,364
Bolivia.......c.o..... - - 154,840 19,355 154,840
Brazil.............. - - 6,757,164 4,690,446 6,757,164
Canada.....eveeennn. 338,971 174,533 881,353 698,905 1,220,324
Hungary........o.o.... - - 568,100 568,100 568,100
Indonesia........... —— —— 1,213,170 378,397 1,213,170
Turkey....oeeeeenenn.. - - 4,047,508 2,023,754 4,047,508
Total...oeveenenn.. 338,971 174,533 15,392,499 9,056,307 15,731,470
Worldwide Total... 2,325,893 1,146,755 18,901,560 11,718,640 21,227,453 1

(1) Gross interest reflects the total acreage we participated in, regardless of
our ownership interests in the acreage.

(2) Net interest is the aggregate of the fractional working interest that we
have in our gross acreage.

The U.S. domestic net developed acreage is concentrated primarily in the
Gulf of Mexico (42 percent), Oklahoma (15 percent), Utah (14 percent), Texas (12
percent), and Louisiana (10 percent). Approximately 20 percent, 21 percent and
12 percent of our total U.S. net undeveloped acreage is held under leases that
have minimum remaining primary terms expiring in 2003, 2004 and 2005. During
2002, we sold approximately 421,316 net developed and 887,391 net undeveloped
acres primarily in Colorado, Texas, Utah and western Canada as a result of our
efforts to enhance our liquidity position.

13

The following table details Production's working interests in onshore,
offshore, coal seam and international natural gas and oil wells at December 31,

16
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2002:

PRODUCTIVE PRODUCTIVE TOTAL NUM
NATURAL GAS WELLS OIL WELLS PRODUCTIVE WELLS WELLS BE
GROSS (1) NET (2) GROSS (1) NET (2) GROSS (1) NET (2) GROSS (1)
United States
Onshore........... 1,937 1,502 335 257 2,272 1,759 47
Offshore.......... 386 167 93 36 479 203 11
Coal Seam......... 1,756 1,001 - - 1,756 1,001 6
Total........ 4,079 2,670 428 293 4,507 2,963 64
International
Canada......coue... 267 170 135 77 402 247 6
Other............. 1 1 - - 1 1 -
Total........ 268 171 135 77 403 248 6
Worldwide
Total........ 4,347 2,841 563 370 4,910 3,211 70

(1) Gross interest reflects the total number of wells we participated in,
regardless of our ownership interests in the wells.

(2) Net interest is the aggregate of the fractional working interest that we
have in our gross wells.

During 2002, as a result of our efforts to enhance our liquidity position,
we sold approximately 2,055 net wells located primarily in Colorado, Texas, Utah
and western Canada.

The following table details Production's exploratory and development wells
drilled during the years 2000 through 2002:

NET EXPLORATORY NET DEVELOPMENT
WELLS DRILLED WELLS DRILLED

2002 2001 2000 2002 2001 2000

United States

ProdUCtive . i ittt it e e e e e e e e e e e 15 17 16 523 449 424
D Y e e e e e et e et e et e e ettt 10 8 17 9 23 18
o o 25 25 33 532 472 442
Canada
ProdUcCtive . i ittt ittt e e e e e e e e 18 21 3 5 38 10
D Y e e e e e e e e et e et e e e ettt 27 35 3 1 3 1
o o 45 56 6 6 41 11

17
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Other Countries (1)

ProdUcCtive . i ittt ittt e e e e e e e e 1 - - -

Dy e e e e e e e e e e et e e ettt et 1 9 1 -

] i 2 9 1 -
Worldwide

ProducCtive . i ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e 34 38 19 52

D Y e e e e e e e e et ettt et 38 52 21 1

o o 72 90 40 53

(1) Includes international operations in Australia, Brazil, Hungary, Turkey and
Indonesia.

The information above should not be considered indicative of future
drilling performance, nor should it be assumed that there is any correlation
between the number of productive wells drilled and the amount of natural gas and
oil that may ultimately be recovered.

14

Net Production, Sales Prices, Transportation and Production Costs

The following tables detail Production's net production volumes, average
sales prices received, average transportation costs, average production costs
and production taxes associated with the sale of natural gas and oil for each of
the three years ended December 31:

2002 2001
Net Production Volumes
United States
Natural Gas (BCL) .t vt ittt it ittt et e et e et ettt et e e 470 552
0il, Condensate and Liquids (MMBbls) .......oeeeeennn.. 17 13
Total (BCEE) v ittt it et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et ee e 569 634
Canada
Natural Gas (BCL) .t v i ittt ittt e e e e et e et et ettt e 17 13
0il, Condensate and Liquids (MMBbls) .......oeeeeennn.. 1 1
Total (BCEE) v it ittt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e et et ee e 23 17
Worldwide
Natural Gas (BCL) .t vt ittt ittt ettt e e e e et et ettt e 487 565
0il, Condensate and Liquids (MMBbls).......oeeeeennn.. 18 14
Total (BCEE) v it i it et e e e e e e e e e e e e ettt ee e 592 651
Natural Gas Average Sales Price (per Mcf) (1)
United States
Price excluding hedges. .. .cv ittt inn et eeeeeennnnnnns $ 3.19 $ 4.26 $
Price including hedges. . ... vttt i i nieeee e eeeennnnnnns $ 3.64 $ 3.57 $
Canada
Price excluding hedges. .. .cv ittt inn et eeeeeennnnnnns $ 2.85 $ 2.86 $
Price including hedges. . ... vttt i i nieeee e eeeennnnnnns $ 2.84 $ 2.85 $
Worldwide

2000

516
12
586

517
12
587
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Price excluding hedges. .. ...ttt tineeeeeeennnnn $ 3.16
Price including hedges. . ...ttt it in ettt eeeennnnnans $ 3.61
0il, Condensate, and Liquids Average Sales Price (per
Bbl) (1)
United States
Price excluding hedges. .. ...ttt tineeeeeeennnnn $21.38
Price including hedges. . ... vt it i initeeeeeeeeennnnnans $21.28
Canada
Price excluding hedges. ... ...ttt ittt eeannnn $21.56
Price including hedges. . ... vttt ittt ieeee e eeeennnnnnns $21.55
Worldwide
Price excluding hedges. ... ...ttt eeannnn $21.39
Price including hedges. . ... vttt i i nieeee e eeeennnnnnns $21.30
(1) Prices are stated before transportation costs.
15
2002
Average Transportation Cost (per Mcfe)
United States
NALUTAl Qa8 . e ittt ittt et e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeanaeeeeseeenennns $0.18
0il, condensate and 1liquids.......ii ittt eennnnns $0.97
Canada
NALUTAL Qa8 . ettt ettt e et e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeennaaeeesseeenennas $0.19
0il, condensate and 1iquids.......ii it iiiiineennnnns $0.39
Worldwide
NALUTAL GaS . e ittt ittt e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeneanaeeeseeeenennas $0.18
0il, condensate and liquids.......oi it iiiiineeennnnns $0.93
Average Production Cost and Production Taxes (per Mcfe) (1)
United States
Average Production CoOSt ...ttt iineeeeeeeennneeenns $0.50
Average ProducCLion TaXeS . .. w e ettt eeeeeeeoneeeeenns $0.08
Canada
Average Production CoOSt ... iiii it itneeeeeeeeenneeenns $0.80
Worldwide
Average Production CoOSt ... iii ittt iee e eeeennneeenns $0.51
Average ProducChion TaXeS . .. w e ettt eeeeeeeonneeeenns $0.08

(1) Production costs include direct lifting costs (labor, repairs and

$23.
$22.

S17.
$18.

$22.
$22.

$0.
$0.

$0.
$0.

$0.
$0.

$0.
$0.

$0.

$0.
$0.

maintenance, materials and supplies) and the administrative costs of

offices, insurance and property and severance taxes.

Acquisition, Development and Exploration Expenditures

The following table details information regarding Production's costs
incurred in its development, exploration and acquisition activities for each of

the three years ended December 31:

.23 $ 3

.56 $ 2

08 $28.
39 $21.
68 $

52 $

87 $28.
24 $21.
1 2000

11 $0.11
57 $0.15
17 $0.17
26 s -
12 $0.11
56 $0.15
51 $0.41
14 $0.12
74 $0.66
52 $0.41
14 $0.12
field

.97
.73

39
97

39
97
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2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

United States
Acquisition Costs:

o T2 Y $ 362 S 91 $ 201
1050 a0 1 7 Y 29 44 171
Development CoOSE S . vt i ettt ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeannns 1,520 1,529 1,229

Exploration Costs:
Delay RenNtals. ...ttt ettt eeeeeeeeeeannens 7 14 12
Seismic Acquisition and Reprocessing................ 35 37 64
ol e I o 204 126 214
= $2,157 $1,841 $1,891

Canada

Acquisition Costs:
a2 Y $ 6 $ 232 $ 3
UN P OVEA . ¢ e e e et ettt e e e e et taeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeannns 7 16 6
Development CoOSE S . v i i et ittt ittt et eeeeeeeeeeananns 80 105 69

Exploration Costs:
Seismic Acquisition and Reprocessing................ 21 10 10
ok I e I o 49 9 32
Total ettt i e e e e e $ 163 S 372 $ 120

16

2002 2001 2000

Other Countries (1)
Acquisition Costs:

o T Y $ - S - $ -
1050 a0 17 Y 10 26 -
Development CoOSE S . v i i ettt ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeannns 3 14 -
Exploration Costs:
Seismic Acquisition and Reprocessing................ 34 6 18
keI e I o 24 97 17
Total ettt e e e e e $ 71 $ 143 $ 35
Worldwide
Acquisition Costs:
PrOVEd . ¢ it e et e et et e e e e e e e e e e $ 368 $ 323 $ 204
1050 a0 1 7 Y 46 86 177
Development CoOSE S . v i i ettt ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeannns 1,603 1,648 1,298
Exploration Costs:
Delay Rentals. ...ttt ittt eeeeeeeeeeaanns 7 14 12
Seismic Acquisition and Reprocessing................ 90 53 92
ol e I o 277 232 263
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(1) Includes international operations in Australia, Brazil, Hungary, Indonesia
and Turkey.

The table below details approximate amounts spent to develop proved
undeveloped reserves that were included in our reserve report as of January 1 of
each year:

2002 2001 2000

Cost to Develop Proved Undeveloped Reserves (IN MILLIONS)

United States. ...ttt et e e e et et $482 $559 $286

(= o= o - 11 17 24
1 o= $493 $576 $310

Regulatory and Operating Environment

Production's natural gas and oil activities are regulated at the federal,
state and local levels, as well as internationally by the countries around the
world in which Production does business. These regulations include, but are not
limited to, the drilling and spacing of wells, conservation, forced pooling and
protection of correlative rights among interest owners. Production is also
subject to governmental safety regulations in the jurisdictions in which it
operates.

Production's domestic operations under federal natural gas and oil leases
are regulated by the statutes and regulations of the U.S. Department of the
Interior that currently impose liability upon lessees for the cost of
environmental impacts resulting from their operations. Royalty obligations on
all federal leases are regulated by the Minerals Management Service, which has
promulgated valuation guidelines for the payment of royalties by producers.
Production's international operations are subject to environmental regulations
administered by foreign governments, which include political subdivisions and
international organizations. These domestic and international laws and
regulations relating to the protection of the environment affect Production's
natural gas and oil operations through their effect on the construction and
operation of facilities, drilling operations, production or the delay or
prevention of future offshore lease sales. We believe that our operations are in
material compliance with the applicable requirements. In addition, we maintain
insurance on behalf of Production for sudden and accidental spills and oil
pollution liability.

17

Production's business has operating risks normally associated with the
exploration for and production of natural gas and oil, including blowouts,
cratering, pollution and fires, each of which could result in damage to life or
property. Offshore operations may encounter usual marine perils, including
hurricanes and other adverse weather conditions, governmental regulations and
interruption or termination by governmental authorities based on environmental
and other considerations. Customary with industry practices, we maintain
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insurance coverage on behalf of Production with respect to potential losses
resulting from these operating hazards.

Markets and Competition

Our Production segment primarily sells its natural gas to third parties
through our Merchant Energy segment at spot market prices. As a result of our
plan to exit the energy trading business announced in November 2002, our
Production segment is currently evaluating how it will sell its production in
the future. Alternatives being considered include whether to cancel its
agreement with Merchant Energy and assume responsibility for natural gas sales
to third parties or enter into new marketing agreements with third parties
engaged in the marketing of natural gas. Production sells its natural gas
liquids at market prices under monthly or long-term contracts and its oil
production at posted prices, subject to adjustments for gravity and
transportation. Production also engages in hedging activities on its natural gas
and oil production to stabilize its cash flows and reduce the risk of downward
commodity price movements on sales of its production. This is achieved primarily
through natural gas and oil swaps. Under our hedging program, we may hedge up to
50 percent of our anticipated production for a rolling l2-month forward period.

The natural gas and oil business is highly competitive in the search for
and acquisition of additional reserves and in the sale of natural gas, oil and
natural gas liquids. Production's competitors include major and intermediate
sized natural gas and oil companies, independent natural gas and oil operations
and individual producers or operators with varying scopes of operations and
financial resources. Competitive factors include price, contract terms and
quality of service. Ultimately, our future success in the production business
will be dependent on our ability to find or acquire additional reserves at costs
that allow us to remain competitive.

FIELD SERVICES SEGMENT

Our Field Services segment provides customers with wellhead-to-mainline
services, including natural gas gathering, products extraction, fractionation,
dehydration, purification, compression and transportation of natural gas and
NGL. It also provides well-ties and real-time information services, including
electronic wellhead gas flow measurement.

Field Services' assets include natural gas gathering and NGL pipelines,
treating, processing and fractionation facilities, in the south Texas,
Louisiana, Mid-Continent and Rocky Mountain regions.

El Paso Energy Partners Company, a subsidiary in our Field Services segment
serves as the sole general partner of El Paso Energy Partners. We currently own
26.5 percent, or 11,674,245 of the partnership's common units and the one
percent general partner interest. The remaining 73.5 percent of the common units
of the limited partnership are owned by public unit holders (including small
amounts owned by the general partner's management and employees), none of which
exceeds a 10 percent ownership interest. Field Services also owns all 125,392 of
the outstanding Series B preference units and all 10,937,500 of the outstanding
Series C units issued in November 2002, which are non-voting. Our overall voting
interest in El1 Paso Energy Partners is 26.5 percent.

As the general partner, Field Services manages the partnership's daily
operations. Employees of Field Services perform all of the limited partnership's
administrative and operational activities under a general and administrative
services agreement or, in some cases, separate operational agreements. E1l Paso
Energy Partners contributes to our income through our general partner interest
and our ownership of common and preference units. We do not have any loans to or
from E1 Paso Energy Partners. In addition, we have not provided any guarantees,
either monetary or performance, on behalf of or for the benefit of El Paso

22



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

Energy Partners nor do

18

we have any other liabilities other than those arising in the normal course of

business or those arising out of our role as the general partner in E1
Energy Partners.

Paso

El Paso Energy Partners provides a capital-efficient means of expanding our

midstream business, and through our general partner relationship,

we have used

the partnership as our primary means of growth of our midstream natural gas

business. El1 Paso Energy Partners manages a balanced, diversified port
interests and assets related to the midstream energy sector,

offshore o0il and natural gas pipelines, platforms,
and other energy infrastructure in the Gulf of Mexico,
Louisiana and Texas;

onshore natural gas pipelines and processing facilities in Alab
Colorado, Louisiana, Mississippi, New Mexico and Texas;

onshore NGL pipelines and fractionation facilities in Texas;

onshore natural gas and NGL storage facilities in Mississippi,
and Texas.

We enter into transactions with El1 Paso Energy Partners in the no
course of business for the purchase of natural gas and for services su
transportation and fractionation, storage, processing and other types
operational services. For a further discussion of these activities and
impact of El Paso Energy Partners on our Field Services operations,
Management's Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Result
Operations.

The following tables provide information on Field Services' natur
gathering and transportation facilities, its processing facilities and
facilities of its equity method investees:

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 20

MILES OF THROUGHPU
PIPELINE CAPACITY

(MMCFE/D)

GATHERING & TREATING

1,563
10,345

AS OF
DECEMBER 31,
2002
INLET
CAPACITY

(MMCFE/D)

AVERAGE INLET VOLUME

PROCESSING PLANTS

(BBTUE/D)

folio of

which includes:

processing facilities
primarily offshore

ama,

and

Louisiana

rmal
ch as
of

the

see

s of

al gas
the

02

T

(BBTUE/D)

3,023 (1)
6,686 (1)

6,109(2)
1,946

AVERAGE NATURAL GAS
LIQUIDS SALES

(MGAL/D)
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El Paso Field Services... 4,911 3,920 4,360 2,930 6,635(1) 7,122 (2)
El Paso Energy
Partners(3) «cvvveee... 950 729 —— —— 266 ——

(1) During 2002, we sold a number of assets to El Paso Energy Partners including
gathering and processing assets in the San Juan Basin of New Mexico and our
Texas midstream assets, most of which we acquired in December 2000.

(2) The increase in activity from 2000 to 2001 is a result of our acquisition of
PG&E's Texas Midstream operations in December 2000.

(3) All volumetric information for El Paso Energy Partners reflects 100 percent
of E1 Paso Energy Partners' interest. Mileage and volumetric information
have not been reduced to reflect our net ownership.

Regulatory Environment

Some of Field Services' operations are subject to regulation by the FERC in
accordance with the Natural Gas Act of 1938 and the Natural Gas Policy Act of
1978. Each entity subject to the FERC's regulation operates under separate FERC
approved tariffs with established rates, terms and conditions of service.

Some of Field Services' operations are also subject to regulation by the
Railroad Commission of Texas under the Texas Utilities Code and the Common
Purchaser Act of the Texas Natural Resources Code. Field Services files the
appropriate rate tariffs and operates under the applicable rules and regulations
of the Railroad Commission.

19

In addition, some of Field Services' operations, owned directly or through
equity investments, are subject to the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968,
the Hazardous Liquid Pipeline Safety Act and various environmental statutes and
regulations. Each of the pipelines has continuing programs designed to keep the
facilities in compliance with pipeline safety and environmental requirements,
and Field Services believes that these systems are in material compliance with
the applicable requirements.

Markets and Competition

Field Services competes with major interstate and intrastate pipeline
companies in transporting natural gas and NGL. Field Services also competes with
major integrated energy companies, independent natural gas gathering and
processing companies, natural gas marketers and oil and natural gas producers in
gathering and processing natural gas and NGL. Competition for throughput and
natural gas supplies is based on a number of factors, including price,
efficiency of facilities, gathering system line pressures, availability of
facilities near drilling activity, service and access to favorable downstream
markets.

MERCHANT ENERGY SEGMENT
Our Merchant Energy segment consists of a global power division, an energy
trading division and other merchant operations (which consist primarily of our

LNG activities).

Global Power

24
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Our global power division includes the ownership and operation of domestic
and international power generation facilities. Our commercial focus in the power
generation business has been to either develop projects in which new long-term
power purchase agreements allow for an acceptable return on capital, or to
acquire projects with existing attractive power purchase agreements. Under this
strategy, we have become a significant U.S.-based independent power generator
and currently own or have interests in 88 power plants in 18 countries. These
plants represent 20,665 gross megawatts of generating capacity, 72 percent of
which is sold under power purchase or tolling agreements with terms in excess of
five years. Of these facilities, 60 percent are natural gas fired, 11 percent
are geothermal and the remaining 29 percent use coal or NGL as fuel or are
hydroelectric plants. As part of our 2003 Operational and Financial Plan, we
have announced the planned sales of some of these power generation assets. Most
of our power plants are partially owned by us through either a direct equity
investment or through our unconsolidated affiliates, Chaparral Investors, L.L.C.
(Chaparral) and Gemstone. As of December 31, 2002, we had a direct investment in
the following power plants:

EL PASO
GROSS OWNERSHIP

PROJECT MEGAWATTS (1) INTEREST

(PERCENT)
F2e 1 E= A il I T 1 o L ek 155 24
Bastrop Company, LLC. ... uu e eeeeeeenneeeeeeeaneeeeenns 534 50
Berkshire Power Company L.L.C. (2) cuu ittt eneeeeeenneeeennn 261 25
(0728 Y AN 0 2N =) 1 650 27
(8521 7N 2 T 62 50
CE Generation (3) t v vt ittt ittt et et et ettt ettt ettt et e e 823 50
(O 0¥ it o L o= 2,302 12
FEagle Point Cogeneration Partnership(2)...........ccciio.... 233 84
EasSt ASiaA POWET e ittt ittt et e ettt et e ettt eeeeeeeeeeanaeaeees 236 46
I o w5 o = 300 25
N I oY o Y 1P 513 25
Enfield POWET . i ittt it e e e ettt et e ettt et 378 25
Faujl Kabirwala. .uw i i ittt ittt ettt ettt eeaneeaeees 157 42
(1) Gross megawatts represent tested generating capacity of these facilities.
(2) Chaparral also owns an interest in these projects.
(3) These projects were sold in 2003.
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EL PASO
GROSS OWNERSHIP

PROJECT MEGAWATTS (1) INTEREST

(PERCENT)
Habibullah POWET . i it ittt ittt ittt e e ettt eeeeee et eaaeeeeees 136 50

25
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Kladno POWETE (2) vttt ittt ettt ettt ettt ettt eeeeseeeaeneas 365 18
Korea Independent Energy Corporation..............cceeeiee... 1,720 50
11550 1= R 6 = (1 T T 238 100
MAS S P OWE R () v v it e e e et e et e et ettt ee et eaeeeeeeeeaaneens 270 18
Meizhou Wan Generating. ... .. i ittt ii ittt eeeeeeeeeennenns 734 25
Mid-Georgia Cogeneration. c .. ettt it ittt eeeeeeeeeennenns 308 50
Midland Cogeneration Venture.......c.o. ittt timeeneeeeennnnns 1,575 44
Milford Power Company (4) (5) «vv vt iin ittt et ee e eeaeenns 540 25
N JAPA POWE L e i v vttt et e e e ettt e e ettt eaeeeeeeeeneeaeeeeeenns 144 87
) 325 26
RI1IO NEGTO (3) t e ettt ittt e et ettt ee ettt eeeeeeeeeeaaaeeeens 158 100
Salba POWET COMPANY 4 v v v v v e e e e e e et aeeeeeeseeaeeeeeeeeeneenens 128 93
ST o e 10 o L Y 135 48
(@ ol XS i o el e Ty Y = 1,271 various
Total e ittt e e e e e e e e 14,651

(1) Gross megawatts represent tested generating capacity of these facilities.
(2) These projects were sold in 2003.

(3) Gemstone also owns an interest in these projects.

(4) Chaparral also owns an interest in these projects.

(5) This plant is under construction.

We conduct a significant portion of our domestic power activity through our
investment in Chaparral. At December 31, 2002, we owned 20 percent of Chaparral,
and Limestone Electron Trust (Limestone), an unrelated party capitalized by
private equity and debt, owned the remaining 80 percent. Limestone is controlled
by investment affiliates of Credit Suisse First Boston Corporation. In March
2003, we notified Limestone that we will exercise our right under the
partnership agreements to acquire all of the outstanding third party equity in
Limestone. On March 17, 2003, we contributed $1 billion to Limestone in exchange
for a non-controlling interest. Limestone used the proceeds from the
contribution to pay off $1 billion of the Limestone notes that matured on that
date. Following our additional investment of $1 billion in Limestone, our
effective ownership of Chaparral increased to approximately 90 percent, but
neither our rights nor the rights of Limestone to participate in the operating
decisions of Chaparral changed. As a result, we continue to account for our
investment in Chaparral as an equity investment. We will consolidate Chaparral
upon the purchase of the remaining third party equity interest in Limestone,
which we expect to occur in May 2003.

Chaparral was formed during 1999 to obtain low-cost financing to fund the
growth of our unregulated domestic power generation and related businesses.
During 2002, Chaparral's primary focus was on restructuring power contracts. A
power contract restructuring is accomplished typically by amending an
above-market power contract that requires delivery of power from a dedicated
power plant and replacing it with low-cost power obtained from the market.
Chaparral also operates power plants whose contracts have been previously
restructured on a merchant basis, which means that these plants operate and sell
power to the wholesale market in periods where power prices are high enough that
it is economical to do so. Through Chaparral, we have investments in 34 U.S.
power generation facilities with a total generating capacity of approximately
5,592 gross megawatts. Most of Chaparral's plants provide power under long-term
contracts. We serve as the manager of Chaparral under a management agreement
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that expires in 2006, and we were paid a management fee for the services we
performed under this agreement through the end of 2002. This fee was based on
how well we performed as the manager of Chaparral, and was determined by
evaluating the present value of the portfolio of power assets held by Chaparral.
Our management fee is subject to the approval of our
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joint venture partner annually. In 2002, the management fee was $205 million
consisting of a $185 million performance fee plus a $20 million annual cost
reimbursement. We will not earn a fee from Chaparral in 2003.

As of December 31, 2002, Chaparral owned or had interests in the following
power plants:

CHAPARRAL
GROSS OWNERSHIP
PROJECT MEGAWATTS (1) INTEREST
(PERCENT)
Berkshire Power Company L.L.C. (2) ¢ttt eneeeeeenneneennn 261 31
Cambria Cogen Company, G.P. .. ...ttt eennnneenns 80 100
[0 2 17N (7 T 62 50
Dartmouth Power Associates, L.P. ...ttt tinttneeneeneenneens 68 100
FEagle Point Cogeneration Partnership(2)...........cccioo... 233 16
East Coast Power L.L.C. (3) vttt ittt ettt tetetenenens 1,131 82
El Paso Golden Power, L.L.C.(3) c ittt eeneteeeeeeeneenneens 435 32
Front RaANGE (4) v v v vttt ittt ettt te ettt eeeeeeeeeeaaeeaeees 500 50
Juniper Generation, L.L.C. (3) ittt iiiineettteeeeeeeeennenns 682 25
Linden 6 EXPaNSion. . vttt it ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeaaeeeeenns 169 99
MASSPOWER (2) 4 v vttt ettt e ettt teeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeneeaeean 270 33
Milford Power Company (2) (4) « vttt me e e et eeeeeeeeeeennnenns 540 70
Nevada Cogeneration Associates #1l.........iiiiiiiiniinnnnn. 85 50
Newark Bay Cogeneration Partnership L.P. .........ciiiieen.. 147 100
Orlando CoGen Limited, L.P . ..ttt eeneteeeeneeneenneens 115 50
Pawtucket Power Associates L.P. ...ttt iiinneeeeeennnneennn 69 100
Prime Energy Limited Partnership............oiiiiiiiiiiinn.. 52 50
San Joaquin CoGen L.L.C. . iii ittt ime ettt eeeeeeeeeeeenneens 48 100
Vandolah. ..ot e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 645 100

(1) Gross megawatts represent the tested generating capacity of these
facilities.

(2) We also own a direct interest in these projects.
(3) These project companies own interests in multiple plants.
(4) These plants are under construction.
Internationally, our focus has been on building and acquiring energy

infrastructure in developed economies, and to a lesser degree in selected
emerging markets. Our primary areas of focus historically have included Brazil,
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Europe and Asia. We principally conduct our Brazilian development activities
within an investment that we refer to as Gemstone. We own approximately 50
percent of Gemstone, and Gemstone Investors, an unrelated party capitalized by
private equity (Rabobank International) and debt, owns the remaining 50 percent.
Gemstone Investor Limited also indirectly purchased preferred interests in two
of our consolidated power projects in Brazil. The Gemstone structure owns or has
interests in five Brazilian power generation facilities with a total generating
capacity of approximately 2,184 gross megawatts. We serve as the manager of
Gemstone under a management agreement that expires in 2004, under which we are
paid a fee that reimburses us for the cost to provide the management services,
which cannot exceed $2 million on an annual basis. Our activities as manager of
Gemstone include:

— management of the operations and commercial activities of the facilities;
— project financings, sales and acquisitions; and

— daily administration activities of accounting, tax, legal and treasury
functions.
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As of December 31, 2002, Gemstone owned or had interests in the following power
plants:

GEMSTONE

GROSS OWNERSHIP

PROJECT MEGAWATTS (1) INTEREST
= K= 1 895 100%
| o YA S 8 o ¥ TN (/2 I 409 50%
N o= L - s e 484 60%

2 @ T o ok 158 (3)

11550 1 5 1= 238 (3)

(1) Gross megawatts represent the tested generating capacity of these
facilities.

(2) The second phase of this project is under construction.

(3) These are consolidated power projects in which Gemstone owns a preferred
ownership interest.

Rabobank International, the third party investor in Gemstone, has the right
to remove us as manager of Gemstone. In January 2003, Rabobank notified us that
it planned to remove us as manager. We retained our management rights by
agreeing to purchase Rabobank's $50 million of equity in Gemstone on or before
April 17, 2003. We will consolidate Gemstone, its related power plants and its
debt on the purchase date, unless we replace Rabobank with another partner.

For a further discussion of both Chaparral's and Gemstone's activities, see
Management's Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of

28



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

Operations beginning on page 31 and Item 7, Note 26 of this Current Report on
Form 8-K.

Detailed below are our power generation projects, by region (segregated by
those that are consolidated and those that are not) as of December 31, 2002:

CONSOLIDATED POWER PROJECTS

——————————————————————————— NUMBER OF GROSS NET
REGION PROJECT STATUS FACILITIES MEGAWATTS (1) MEGAWATTS (2)
North America
East Coast Operational...........c....... 4 429 429
South America Operational...........c....... 2 396 396
Asia Operational...........c....... 2 108 95
Central America Operational...........c... ... 1 144 125
Europe Operational...........c.. ... 1 69 35
Total .t ittt e e e e e e 10 1,146 1,080

(1) Gross megawatts represent the tested generating capacity of these
facilities.

(2) Net megawatts represent our net ownership in the facilities.
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UNCONSOLIDATED POWER PROJECTS
————————————————————————————— NUMBER OF GROSS NET
REGION PROJECT STATUS FACILITIES MEGAWATTS (1) MEGAWATTS (2)
North America
East Coast Operational................ 20 4,050 2,891
Under Construction......... 1 540 513
Central Operational................ 3 2,309 1,052
Under Construction......... 1 500 250
West Coast Operational................ 25 1,363 514
South America Operational................ 6 4,698 1,780
Under Construction......... 1 197 99
Asia Operational................ 13 4,023 1,842
Central America Operational................ 5 1,046 294
Under Construction......... 1 50 11
Europe Operational................ 2 743 159
Total .ttt e e e e e e 78 19,519 9,405

(1) Gross megawatts represent the tested generating capacity of these
facilities.
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(2) Net megawatts represent our net ownership in the facilities.
Energy Trading

At the beginning of 2002, we were one of the largest energy marketers in
North America. Our trading activities included providing both short and
long-term supplies of energy commodities to a broad range of wholesale customers
worldwide. We traded natural gas, power, crude o0il, other energy commodities and
related financial instruments in North America and Europe and provided pricing
and valuation analysis for the entire Merchant Energy segment. Detailed below is
our marketed and traded energy commodity sales volumes that were settled during
each of the three years ended December 31:

Volumes 2002 2001
Physical
Natural gas (BBtU/d) «vvv it ittt it teeeeeeeeennnn 11,879 9,230 7
Power (MMIWN) & v vttt ettt et ettt ettt e e eeaeeeeeeeennnns 469,477 217,387 115
Financial settlements (BBtUe/d) .o vvii ittt eeennnn 188,467 143,095 98

Due to deterioration of the energy trading environment, we decided in
November 2002 to exit the energy trading business and pursue an orderly
liquidation of our trading portfolio. We anticipate this ligquidation will
continue through 2004. Our liquidation strategy is intended to:

- maximize cash flow from the trading portfolio;

- reduce our risk in an uncertain environment; and

— avoid inefficient sales of the portfolio in the current distressed
environment.

We will execute this strategy in several ways, including:

- negotiating early settlements pursuant to contractual terms with
counterparties;

- actively pursuing the sales of transactions or the entire portfolio with
third parties;

- matching and transferring offsetting positions with different
counterparties;

- transferring activities to other El1 Paso segments or divisions; and

- liquidating through scheduled settlements.

In late 2002, we began actively liquidating our trading portfolio. As of
December 31, 2002, we had approximately 40,000 transactions to be settled in the

future. Included in our portfolio at that time was
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approximately 4.4 Bcf/d of natural gas transportation capacity and natural gas
storage rights of approximately 125 Bcf. As of December 31, 2002, we had
contracted to sell 2.1 Bcf/d of this transportation capacity and 70 Bcf of those
gas storage rights. Additionally, in the first quarter of 2003, we sold our

, 768
, 303
, 630
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European natural gas trading portfolio and completed the liquidation of all of
our open trading positions in Europe. We are continuing to work with numerous
counterparties to liquidate the remainder of our portfolio through 2004.

Historically, our energy trading division purchased a significant portion
of the Production segment's natural gas production and a smaller amount of the
Field Services segment's natural gas and NGL volumes, as well as power generated
from the global power division's merchant power plants. These purchases
comprised approximately 20 percent and 1 percent of the energy trading
division's 2002 natural gas and power volumes included in the above table. With
our announcement that we will exit the trading business, these affiliated
activities are being evaluated to determine if they should be assumed by the
individual segment or whether each segment will separately contract for those
services with third parties that are actively engaged in that business.

Other Merchant Operations

Our other merchant operations consist primarily of our LNG activities. In
February 2003, we announced our intent to minimize our involvement in these
activities because the significant capital and credit requirements associated
with this business were in excess of our current financial capacity.

Our LNG business contracts for LNG terminalling and regasification
capacity, coordinates short and long-term LNG supply deliveries and, prior to
our announced intent to minimize our involvement in this business, was
developing international LNG supply, marketing and infrastructure operations. As
of December 31, 2002, our LNG business had contracted for 163 Bcf per year of
LNG regasification capacity at Southern Natural Gas' Elba Island location in
Georgia, which is contracted through 2023.

We have contracted for 103 Bcf per year of LNG supplies at market sensitive
prices, under the terms of a long-term Caribbean supply agreement. Initial
deliveries under this agreement are scheduled to commence in June 2003. In May
2002, we received final approval from the Norwegian and United States
governments for an LNG purchase and sale agreement signed in October 2001 with
Snohvit, which is a consortium of natural gas production companies led by
Statoil ASA. In the fourth quarter of 2002, we completed a sale of our position
in the LNG purchase and sale agreement and an assignment of our capacity rights
at the Cove Point LNG regasification facility to Statoil for $210 million.

During 2001 and 2002, we contracted to charter four LNG tankers, with an
option to charter a fifth ship, to transport LNG from supply areas to domestic
and international market centers. In February 2003, following our announced plan
to minimize our involvement in the LNG business, we entered into various
agreements with the ship owners under which all four of the ship charters and
our option for chartering the fifth ship were cancelled in consideration of
payments by us totaling $24 million. On two of the ship charters, the ship
owners assumed responsibility for the charter of those vessels, and we paid $20
million for the capital costs associated with fitting those two ships with
regasification capabilities. In connection with transferring the chartering
responsibilities back to the ship owners, we agreed to provide letters of
credit, fully collateralized by cash, equal to $120 million that could be drawn
on by the ship owners. These letters of credit are intended to cover additional
capital costs and any shortfalls in the rates at which they are able to charter
the vessels, compared to the rates provided for in the original charter
agreements, as adjusted for capital costs we have already paid. In the event
that the ship owners are able to charter the ships at rates in excess of the
original rates, as adjusted, we will share in the benefits. We also retained
rights to charter some of the vessels for our use in potential future LNG
activities. In connection with these transactions, our future exposure to the
ship arrangements is limited to $120 million. We also transferred our interest
in our Baja LNG development project to an unaffiliated third party in connection
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with these transactions. We are exploring our options with respect to the
remainder of our LNG business, including the sales of assets and supply and
sales contracts, and participating in joint ventures that would use our Energy
Bridge technology (technology which uses regasification capability on board the
LNG transport ships in combination with or instead of using land-based
facilities).
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Regulatory Environment

Merchant Energy's domestic power generation activities are regulated by the
FERC under the Federal Power Act with respect to its rates, terms and conditions
of service. In addition, exports of electricity outside of the U.S. must be
approved by the Department of Energy. Merchant Energy's cogeneration power
production activities are regulated by the FERC under the Public Utility
Regulatory Policies Act (PURPA) with respect to rates, procurement and provision
of services and operating standards. Its power generation activities are also
subject to federal, state and local environmental regulations. We believe that
our operations are in material compliance with the applicable requirements.

Merchant Energy's foreign operations are regulated by numerous governmental
agencies in the countries in which these projects are located. Many of the
countries in which Merchant Energy conducts and will conduct business have
recently developed or are developing new regulatory and legal structures to
accommodate private and foreign-owned businesses. These regulatory and legal
structures and their interpretation and application by administrative agencies
are relatively new and sometimes limited. Many detailed rules and procedures are
yet to be issued, and we expect that the interpretation of existing rules in
these jurisdictions will evolve over time. We believe that our operations are in
material compliance with all environmental laws and regulations in the
applicable foreign jurisdictions.

Markets and Competition

During 2002, Merchant Energy's activities served over 1,700 suppliers and
2,200 customers around the world.

Merchant Energy's businesses operate in a highly competitive environment.
Its primary competitors include:

- affiliates of major oil and natural gas producers;

- multi-national energy infrastructure companies;

- large domestic and foreign utility companies;

— affiliates of large local distribution companies;

- affiliates of other interstate and intrastate pipelines; and

- independent energy marketers and power producers with varying scopes of
operations and financial resources.

Merchant Energy competes on the basis of price, operating efficiency,
technological advances, experience in the marketplace and counterparty credit.
Each market served by Merchant Energy is influenced directly or indirectly by
energy market economics.

Many of Merchant Energy's power generation facilities sell power pursuant
to long-term agreements with investor-owned utilities in the U.S. The terms of
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its power purchase agreements for its facilities are such that Merchant Energy's
revenues from these facilities are not significantly impacted by competition
from other sources of generation. The power generation industry is rapidly
evolving and regulatory initiatives have been adopted at the federal and state
level aimed at increasing competition in the power generation business. As a
result, it is likely that when the power purchase agreements expire, these
facilities will be required to compete in a significantly different market in
which operating efficiency and other economic factors will determine success.
Merchant Energy is likely to face intense competition from generation companies
as well as from the wholesale power markets.

As a part of our strategy to exit the energy trading business, we will seek
to sell a portion or all of our trading price risk management assets and
liabilities to other energy marketers or financial institutions which engage in
energy trading activities. With the deterioration of the profitability and
credit standing of entities in the energy trading business, many industry
participants have announced their decision to exit the energy trading business.
We may face competition for limited resources in liquidating our trading price
risk
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management assets and liabilities from these other energy trading companies, and
this competition may impact the amounts we will be able to realize through our
liquidation efforts.

CORPORATE AND OTHER OPERATIONS

Through our corporate group, we perform management, legal, accounting,
financial, tax, consulting, administrative and other services for our operating
business segments. The costs of providing these services are allocated to our
business segments. Our telecommunications business, a retail business (which was
sold in 2001 and 2002) and our discontinued operations, which include our
petroleum markets and coal businesses, are also included in Corporate and Other
Operations.

Telecommunications

Our on-going telecommunication business, which we conduct through our
subsidiary, El Paso Global Networks, focuses on providing Texas-based metro
transport services and collocation and cross-connect services in Chicago. Our
Texas—-based metro transport services business provides bandwidth transport
services to wholesale and commercial customers in Austin, San Antonio, Dallas,
Ft. Worth and Houston. Our collocation and cross-connect services are available
through space we lease in Lakeside Technology Center, a Chicago-based
telecommunications facility. This facility provides space for telecommunication
carriers that is designed for their unique equipment needs and provides access
to multiple network connections of various telecommunication carriers.

Regulatory Environment

The passage of the 1996 Telecommunications Act created a legal framework
for competitive telecommunications companies to provide local, analog and
digital communications services in competition with the traditional telephone
companies. The 1996 Telecommunications Act eliminated a substantial barrier to
entry for competitive telecommunications companies by enabling them to leverage
the existing infrastructure built by the traditional telephone companies rather
than constructing a competing infrastructure at significant and uneconomic cost.

A critical aspect of our Texas-based metro business is our interconnection
agreement with SBC Communications Inc. (SBC). We have pending arbitration
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proceedings in Texas relating to the various terms of our new interconnection
arrangements. Although we have received a favorable decision from an
administrative law judge (ALJ) that supports the requirements needed in our
current business plan, the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUC) is reviewing
the new language of the interconnection arrangement and is having ongoing
proceedings to determine the rates, charges and terms, and conditions for
collocation and unbundled network elements. Unbundled network elements are the
various portions of a traditional telephone company's network that a competitive
telecommunications company can lease for purposes of building a facilities-based
competitive network, including end loops, central office collocation space, and
interoffice transport. The interconnection agreement is ultimately subject to
PUC, Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and judicial oversight. These
government authorities may modify the terms of the interconnection agreements in
a way that significantly disadvantages our business.

The FCC has commenced a rulemaking proceeding as part of its triennial
review of its unbundling rules. In this proceeding, the FCC has undertaken a
reexamination of its unbundling rules. These rules provide the legal means by
which we obtain access to collocation, interoffice transport, and other
unbundled network elements that are vital to our business plan and our ability
to serve current and future customers. In particular, we rely on unbundled
network elements, leased from SBC pursuant to FCC rules, in order to reach
customers. Should the FCC decide to change its rules to limit our access to such
elements, our ability to provide our Texas-based metro services could be
significantly impacted. Additionally, legislative changes, either from Congress
or the Texas legislature, may occur, which could also limit our access to
unbundled network elements and significantly impact our business.
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Markets and Competition

The markets for wholesale and commercial telecommunication services are
intensely competitive, and we expect that these markets will continue to be
competitive in the future. In the Texas markets, SBC offers similar services to
ours and represents competition in all of our target service areas.

Not many competitive telecommunications companies offer services using a
business strategy similar to ours. However, some competitive telecommunications
companies have adopted the same or modified versions of our interconnection
agreement, and other companies may continue to do so in the future. As a result,
some of these competitors offer similar services and are likely to do so in the
future.

Discontinued Operations

Our discontinued operations consist of our petroleum markets and coal
mining businesses.

Petroleum Markets. 1In 2003, we announced our intent to sell substantially
all of our petroleum markets business since it is not core to our primary
natural gas business. Our existing petroleum markets business: (i) owns or has
interests in four crude o0il refineries and five chemical production facilities;
(ii) has petroleum terminalling and related marketing operations; and (iii) has
blending and packaging operations that produce and distribute a variety of
lubricants and automotive related products. Of the four refineries we own, we
operate three of them. The three refineries we operate have a throughput
capability of approximately 438 MBbls of crude oil per day to produce a variety
of gasolines, diesel fuels, asphalt, industrial fuels and other products. Our
chemical facilities have a production capability of 3,800 tons per day and
produce various industrial and agricultural products.
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In 2002, our refineries operated at 64 percent of their average combined
capacity, at 70 percent in 2001 and at 93 percent in 2000. The aggregate sales
volumes at our wholly owned refineries were approximately 110 MMBbls in 2002,
131 MMBbls in 2001 and 182 MMBbls in 2000. Of our total refinery sales in 2002,
38 percent was gasoline, 41 percent was middle distillates, such as jet fuel,
diesel fuel and home heating oil, and 21 percent was heavy industrial fuels and
other products.

The following table presents average daily throughput and storage capacity
at our wholly owned refineries at December 31:

AVERAGE AT DECEMBER 31,
DATLY 2002
THROUGHPUT  ~  ——————————————————
—————————————————— DATLY STORAGE
REFINERY LOCATION 2002 2001 2000 CAPACITY CAPACITY
(IN MBBLS)
Aruba ArUDA . ¢t vttt ettt e 146 178 229 280 15,320
FEagle Point Westville, New Jersey.......... 127 118 143 140 8,492
Corpus
Christi (1) Corpus Christi, Texas.......... —— 38 99 - -
Mobile Mobile, Alabama........c..euee... 9 10 12 18 600
e % o= 282 344 483 438 24,412

(1) In June 2001, we leased our Corpus Christi refinery to Valero Energy
Corporation for 20 years. In February 2003, Valero exercised its option to
purchase the plant and related assets. These volumes only reflect those
produced prior to our lease of the facilities.
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Our chemical plants produce agricultural fertilizers, gasoline additives
and other industrial products from facilities in Nevada, Oregon and Wyoming. The
following table presents sales volumes from our wholly owned chemical facilities
in the U.S. for each of the three years ended December 31:

2002 2001 2000

(MTONS)
IS 0 B w8 R 512 492 547
2o Bl 6 B i G s 380 378 389
Gasoline additives . ...ttt ittt e e e e e e e e e 199 173 214
o o 1,091 1,043 1,150

Since January 2003, we have sold the majority of our interests in petroleum
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rida,

our tug and barge operations,

our leasehold crude business

and asphalt operations and all of our interests in the Corpus Christi refinery.
We expect to sell the rest of the assets associated with our petroleum business

in 2003 and 2004

Our petroleum markets business 1is subject to federal, state and local
environmental regulations and its customers are principally independent energy
marketers and retailers.

Coal Mining.

Our coal mining business controlled reserves totaling 524

million recoverable tons and produced high-quality bituminous coal from reserves
in Kentucky, Virginia and West Virginia. The extrac
under long-term contracts to power generation facilities in the eastern U.S.
During late 2002 and early 2003, these operations w

SELECTED FINANCIAL DATA

ted coal was primarily sold

ere sold.

The following historical selected financial data reflects the
reclassification of our petroleum markets business as discontinued operations in
all periods presented.
indicative of results to be expected in future periods.

These selected historical re

Operating Results Data:

Operating reve
Income (loss)

nues. .
from c

ontinuing operations before

preferred stock dividends(l) ........cco.oo...

Income (loss)

from c

ontinuing operations

available to common stockholders(l).........

Basic earnings

(loss

) per common share from

continuing operations...........iiiiiii..
Diluted earnings (lo
continuing operations...........iiiiii..
Cash dividends declared per common share(2)....
Basic average common shares outstanding........
Diluted average common shares outstanding......

ss) per common share from
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Financial Position Data:
Total ASSEE S . ittt ittt ettt ettt e e e
Long-term financing obligations(3)...............
Non-current notes payable to affiliates..........
Securities of subsidiaries............iiiiiiiiin..

Stockholders'

equity

sults are not necessarily

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUNTS

$ 7,598 $8,939 $7,188 $5,243 $4,98
(1,048) 152 1,113 226 11
(1,048) 152 1,113 226 10

$ (1.87) $ 0.30 $ 2.25 $ 0.46 $ 0.2

$ (1.87) $ 0.30 $ 2.19 $ 0.46 $ 0.2
$ 0.87 $ 0.85 $ 0.82 $ 0.80 $ 0.7
560 505 494. .. 490 48
560 516 513 497 49

AS OF DECEMBER 31,
2002 2001 2000 1999 199

(IN MILLIONS)

$46,224 $48,546 $46,903 $32,090 $26,

16,106 12,840 11,193 9,610 7,
201 368 343 -
3,420 4,013 3,707 2,444

8,377 9,356 8,119 6,884 6,
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(1) In March 2003, we entered into an agreement in principle to settle claims
associated with the western energy crisis of 2000 and 2001. We also incurred
losses related to impairments of assets and equity investments and incurred
restructuring charges related to industry changes. We also incurred a
ceiling test charge on our full cost natural gas and oil properties. During
2001, we merged with The Coastal Corporation and incurred costs and asset
impairments related to this merger. In 1999, we incurred $557 million of
merger charges primarily related to our merger with Sonat, Inc. and incurred
$352 million of ceiling test charges. In 1998, we incurred $1,035 million of
ceiling test charges. For a further discussion of events affecting
comparability of our results in 2002, 2001 and 2000, See Item 7, Notes 2, 4,
5, 6 and 7 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

(2) Cash dividends declared per share of common stock represent the historical
dividends declared by El1 Paso for all periods presented.

(3) These amounts exclude long-term financing obligations of $51 million for
2001, $410 million for 2000, $411 million for 1999 and $181 million for 1998
related to discontinued operations.
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MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL CONDITION AND RESULTS OF
OPERATIONS

Our Management's Discussion and Analysis includes forward-looking
statements that are subject to risks and uncertainties. Actual results may
differ substantially from the statements we make in this section due to a number
of factors that are discussed beginning on page 77 of this Current Report on
Form 8-K. The information contained in this discussion presents our petroleum
markets business as discontinued operations for all periods presented.

OVERVIEW

We are an energy company whose operations encompass natural gas and oil
production; gathering, processing and interstate and intrastate transmission of
natural gas; power generation; petroleum refining; and energy trading. Our
business is divided into four distinct business segments: Pipelines, Production,
Field Services and Merchant Energy.

During the last five years, we experienced substantial growth from mergers
and acquisitions, and organic growth of our marketing and trading and global
power businesses. Growth through mergers and acquisitions has included
significant transactions, such as our DeepTech International acquisition in
1998, Sonat merger in 1999, and the Coastal merger in 2001. These transactions,
the growth of trading and power activities and the capital needs of our other
businesses required substantial financial resources. During this five-year
period, we frequently accessed the capital markets to fund our growth through a
wide variety of financings.

During 2002, we experienced dramatic changes in our industry as well as in
the financial markets on which we rely, and we continue to operate in a very
challenging environment. In response to industry events, the credit rating
agencies, including Moody's and Standard & Poor's, re-evaluated the ratings of
companies involved in energy trading activities. As a result, the ratings of
many of the largest participants in the energy trading industry, including us,
were downgraded to below investment grade. Several experienced significant
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financial distress. Also impacting us was a preliminary decision reached by a
FERC ALJ that one of our subsidiaries withheld pipeline capacity from the
California market during 2000 and 2001. Reacting to the changes in the market,
our leverage and a preliminary decision related to our California matters,
Moody's and Standard & Poor's initiated a series of ratings actions lowering our
senior unsecured debt rating to Caal and B (both "below investment grade"
ratings), and we remain on negative outlook.

Several negative outcomes resulted from these downgrades. First, cash
generated in 2002 from the sales of assets, which had originally been identified
for debt reductions, was instead: required to be posted as additional cash
collateral in connection with our commercial trading activities; paid to satisfy
financial guarantees; and used to retire other arrangements. Additionally, our
access to capital markets and commercial paper markets became much more
restricted because of our lower credit ratings. Finally, the credit downgrades
resulted in the net cash generated by assets and businesses that collateralize
two of our minority interest financing arrangements being largely unavailable to
us for general corporate purposes. Instead, we were required to use this cash to
redeem preferred securities issued in connection with those arrangements and for
the operation of those assets and businesses. In March 2003, we issued a $1.2
billion two-year term loan. The proceeds were used to retire the outstanding
amounts under the Trinity River preferred interest financing arrangement,
partially freeing up these cash usage restrictions. For a further discussion of
this redemption, see Item 7, Note 19 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Since the fourth quarter of 2001, we have taken several steps to address
the issues affecting us, and we have made significant progress in our plans to
meet the demands on our liquidity and to strengthen our capital structure.

Some of our more significant accomplishments include:

— The sale of over $2.5 billion of equity or equity-linked securities;

— The completion or execution of contracts for the sale of over $5.5
billion of non-core assets and investments;
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- The removal of rating triggers from over $4 billion of our investment and
financing programs, which, because of our credit rating downgrades, would
have resulted in the issuance of our stock or the liquidation of assets,
the proceeds from which would have been used to repay those arrangements;

— The issuance of $700 million in senior unsecured notes at Southern
Natural Gas Company ($400 million) and ANR Pipeline Company ($300
million);

— The completion in March 2003 of a new $1.2 billion term loan, which
enabled the retirement of our Trinity River preferred interest financing
arrangement and eliminated the cash restrictions and accelerated

amortization of that arrangement;

— The establishment of an exit strategy for our trading business, including
the planned orderly liquidation of our existing trading portfolio;

— The substantial reduction of our credit exposure to our LNG business;

— The repayment of over $1.9 billion of financial obligations, including
Electron and Trinity River; and

— The achievement of the Western Energy Settlement in March 2003, which was
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designed to resolve our principal exposure relating to the western energy
crisis while minimizing the impact on our current liquidity.

On February 5, 2003, we announced our 2003 Operational and Financial Plan.
This plan is based on five key principles:

— Preserve and enhance the value of our core businesses;

- Exit non-core businesses quickly but prudently;

— Strengthen and simplify the balance sheet while maximizing liquidity;

— Aggressively pursue additional cost reductions; and

— Continue to work diligently to resolve litigation and regulatory matters.

In the following sections of our Management's Discussion and Analysis, we
address these events and our outlook in greater detail. In the section entitled
Liquidity and Capital Resources, we discuss the impact of changes in our credit
standing and our current liquidity, including our ability to generate cash from
operations and capital market transactions. In the section entitled Off-Balance
Sheet Arrangements and Contractual Obligations, we discuss the various financing
and contractual arrangements in which we are involved that commit us under
guarantees and other commercial and contractual obligations. In Results of
Operations, we analyze operating results for each of our business segments as
well as for our discontinued operations, and identify unusual and infrequent
events that have impacted and, in some cases, may continue to impact, the
operations of these business segments and operations.

Our discussions of Liquidity and Capital Resources, Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements and Contractual Obligations and Results of Operations are based on
our consolidated financial statements, which have been prepared through the
application of accounting principles that are generally accepted in the U.S. The
preparation of our financial statements reflect the selection and application of
accounting policies, many of which require us to use assumptions, estimates and
judgments that involve complex processes. Actual results can, and often do,
differ from these estimates. Also included is a discussion of our Critical
Accounting Policies, which discuss those policies that are significant to our
financial position and operating results that are presented in our financial
statements. You should also read our significant accounting policies in Item 7,
Note 1 of this Current Report on Form 8-K, to understand all of the policies
that impact our financial presentation included in this discussion and analysis
and in the presentation of our financial statements as a whole.
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LIQUIDITY AND CAPITAL RESOURCES
LIQUIDITY
Overview of Current Liquidity

We rely on cash generated from our internal operations as our primary
source of liquidity, as well as available credit facilities, bank financings,
asset sales and the issuance of long-term debt, preferred securities and equity
securities. From time to time, we have also used structured financings sometimes
referred to as off-balance sheet arrangements. We expect that our future funding
for working capital needs, capital expenditures, long-term debt repayments,
dividends and other financing activities will continue to be provided from some
or all of these sources. Each of these sources are impacted by factors that
influence the overall amount of cash generated by us and the capital available
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to us. For example, cash generated by our business operations may be impacted by
changes in commodity prices or demands for our commodities or services due to
weather patterns, competition from other providers or alternative energy
sources. Collateral demands or recovery of collateral posted are impacted by
natural gas prices, hedging levels and our credit quality and that of our
counterparties. Liquidity generated by future asset sales may depend on the
overall economic conditions of the industry served by these assets, the
condition and location of the assets and the number of interested buyers. In
addition, our credit ratings or general market conditions can restrict our
ability to access capital markets, which can have a significant impact on our
liquidity.

The following tables, which reflect our available liquidity at the
beginning of the year and estimated sources and uses of liquidity throughout
2003, indicate the adequacy of our liquidity to meet our immediate needs.

At the beginning of 2003, our available liquidity was as follows (in
billions) :

Sources
Availlable Cash. ...ttt ittt ettt $1.1
Availability under 364-day bank facility(l)............... 1.5
Availability under multi-year bank facility (1) (2)......... 0.5
Net available 1iguidity. ..o et inii ittt eeeeeeneeeeennns $3.1

(1) Our 364-day bank facility matures in May 2003, with amounts outstanding
at that time becoming due in May 2004, and our multi-year bank facility
matures in August 2003.

(2) An additional $0.5 billion was drawn in February 2003.

Other sources of cash we expect for 2003 include (in billions):

Cash flow from operating activities before working capital

and non-working capital changes.......i et enennnnns $2.1 - $2.4
Return of working capital......c.c. ittt neeeeennnneennn 0.3
Debt 1SSUANCES (L) v it it ittt et et et e e et ettt ettt e e e 3.1
Other finanCIngsS. .. ittt ittt e ettt ettt aeeeaeenes 0.4

ASSEEL SALES (2) v it it ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e 3.1 - 3.3

180 = PP $9.0 - $9.5

(1) Issuances of $1.9 billion occurred in March 2003.

(2) As of March 31, 2003, we have completed or executed contracts for the
sale of over $1.7 billion of non-core assets and investments.
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For 2003, our anticipated cash needs include (in billions):

JD1CY o A Y o TNV Lo i $3
Minority interest redemptions(l) ........ci it eennnnnsn 1
Other financing obligations(2) ...t teeeeeeennn 1.
Maintenance capital (3) v i i it ittt ittt et eeaeeens 1
Discretionary capital. ...ttt ettt eeeaneeaaenns 0
| e I LY o L 0.

Anticipated cash needs. ... ..ttt iennneeennn

(1) Includes

occurred

(2) Includes
2003 and
expected

redemption of Trinity River preferred interest of $980 million that
in the first quarter of 2003.

repayment of Limestone notes of $1 billion that occurred in March
the purchase of Limestone's equity for $175 million that is
to occur in May 2003.

(3) Includes $156 million of maintenance capital related to our discontinued

petroleum markets operations.

Our anticipated requirements may change significantly,
intended to provide you with an understanding of our cash needs,
and discretionary, to better understand our liquidity outlook.

Overview of Cash Flow Activities for 2002

For the years ended December 31,
summarized as follows:

2002 and 2001,

our cash flows are

and our analysis is
both required

(IN MILLIONS)

Cash flows from continuing operating activities

Net income (loss) from continuing operations.............. $(1,102) s 178
Non-cash income adjustments. ... ..ottt in et eeeennneennn 3,032 2,103
Cash flows before working capital and non-working

capital ChangesS. ..ttt ittt et e ettt et 1,930 2,281

Working capital changes. .. ...ttt ittt eeenneneennn (1,077) 1,818

Non-working capital changes and other..................... (146) (170)

Cash flows from continuing operating activities........ 707 3,929

Cash flows from continuing investing activities............. (1,054) (4,811)

Cash flows from continuing financing activities............. 790 1,285
Increase in cash and cash equivalents from continuing

1) TSt il I ) = 443 403

Discontinued operations
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Cash flows from operating activities..............ii... (271) 191
Cash flows from investing activities..............coo... (201) (212)
Cash flows from financing activities.............. ... 482 15

Change in cash and cash equivalents related to
discontinued oOperationS. ... ..ttt ttteeeeeeennns 10 (6)

Overall change in cash....... ittt teennnnnenns S 453 S 397

During the year ended December 31, 2002, our cash and cash equivalents
increased by approximately $0.5 billion to approximately $1.6 billion. We
generated a substantial amount of cash from various sources, including cash
flows from our principal operations, sales of assets and financing transactions,
including long-term debt and equity securities issuances. We also used a major
portion of that cash to fund our capital expenditures, to repay maturing
financial obligations and to meet the increased demand for cash collateral as a
result of our credit downgrade.

In summary, we generated cash from our business operations (before working
capital demands and other changes) of $2.0 billion. We also raised $5.4 billion
of cash through the issuance of debt and equity securities and borrowings under
our revolving credit facility. Cash proceeds from the sale of assets and
investments amounted to approximately $2.9 billion. With the cash we received
from these sources, we invested approximately $4.0 billion in our property,
plant and equipment and equity investments and we paid
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$2.8 billion on maturing long-term debt and other obligations. Additionally we
paid $0.5 billion in dividends and $0.9 billion to redeem minority and preferred
interests. We also met net working capital and other demands of $1.6 billion
primarily for margin payments related to our energy trading activities, hedging
activities on our natural gas production and other collateral requirements. A
more detailed analysis of our continuing and discontinued cash flows from
operating, investing and financing activities follows.

Cash From Continuing Operating Activities

We generated $1.9 billion in cash from continuing operations in 2002 before
working capital and other changes, as compared to $2.3 billion in 2001. Net cash
provided by continuing operating activities was $0.7 billion for the year ended
December 31, 2002, compared to net cash provided by continuing operating
activities of $3.9 billion for the same period in 2001.

Margin call requirements and trading activities have been a volatile
source, or use, of working capital for us, and are the primary reasons for the
significant differences in our 2002 operating cash flows compared to 2001. Where
we had substantial net cash outflows for margins in 2002 of $0.9 billion, we had
net cash inflows in 2001 for margins of almost $0.3 billion. Operating cash
flows in 2002 also reflected significantly lower cash inflows from settlements
of trading positions of $0.4 billion compared to $1.4 billion in 2001.

Our margin positions are significantly impacted by two factors: credit and
commodity prices. Following our downgrade, credit extended to us by our
counterparties was lowered requiring us to post additional margins. Many of our
counterparties also posted letters of credit with us requiring us to return
their margin deposits. In addition, the impact on our operating cash flows from
changes in commodity prices depends on whether our hedged prices are above or
below market prices. For most of 2001, our hedged prices were above market,
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which resulted in margins being deposited with us. When our hedged prices go
below market, as they did in 2002, we are required to make margin deposits.
However, the margin deposits will be recovered when we sell the underlying
commodities and settle the positions or when natural gas prices decrease. At
December 31, 2002, we held $0.1 billion of cash and $0.4 billion of letters of
credit as collateral from third parties related to our price risk management
activities and have provided $1.0 billion of cash and $0.2 billion letters of
credit to third parties related to those activities.

Cash From Continuing Investing Activities

Net cash used in our continuing investing activities was $1.1 billion for
the year ended December 31, 2002. Our continuing investing activities consisted
primarily of capital expenditures and equity investments of $3.7 billion offset
by net proceeds from sale of assets and investments and cash received for
repayment of notes receivable of $2.9 billion. Our capital expenditures and
equity investments included the following (in billions):

Production exploration, development and acquisition

EXPENA I UL S e v v v it e et ettt ettt e ettt e $2.2
Pipeline expansion, maintenance and integrity projects...... 0.9
Investments in and net advances to unconsolidated

o O = i R 0.3
Other (primarily POWETr PrOJEeCLS) c v v vt ittt ettt eeeeeeenns 0.3

Total capital expenditures and equity
Investments. . ottt e e e $3.7

Cash received from our continuing investing activities includes $2.9
billion from the sale of assets and investments. Our asset sales proceeds are
primarily attributable to the sale of natural gas and oil properties in Texas,
Colorado, Utah and western Canada for $1.3 billion, the sales of Texas and New
Mexico midstream assets for $0.5 billion and San Juan assets of $0.4 billion to
El Paso Energy Partners and the sale of other power and processing assets of
$0.7 billion.

Cash From Continuing Financing Activities

Net cash provided by our continuing financing activities was $0.8 billion
for the year ended December 31, 2002. Cash provided from our continuing
financing activities included the net proceeds from the
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issuance of long-term debt of $4.3 billion, including $0.8 billion of
nonrecourse debt issued in connection with our Utility Contract Funding, L.L.C.
(UCF) power contract restructuring and $0.6 million associated with an equity
security units issuance. Additionally, we issued $1.0 billion of common stock.
We also received net proceeds under our commercial paper and short-term credit
facilities of $0.2 billion. Cash used by our continuing financing activities
included payments made to retire third party long-term debt of $1.8 billion. We
also redeemed $700 million of preferred securities previously issued by our
subsidiaries and made other minority interest payments of $161 million,
primarily to Chaparral which holds a 16 percent minority interest in the UCF
project. Further, we repaid $513 million of notes payable to affiliates, paid
dividends of $470 million and used $1.0 billion in cash generated by our
continuing activities to fund our discontinued operating activities (for
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purposes of preparing the cash flow statement, our continuing operations either
fund through contributions or receive a benefit through distributions, the net
cash generated by or used in the operating, investing and financing activities
of our discontinued operations). Also, during the year ended December 31, 2002,
El Paso Tennessee Pipeline Co., our subsidiary, paid dividends of approximately
$25 million on our Series A cumulative preferred stock that accrues at a rate of
8 1/4% per year (2.0625% per quarter).

Cash Flows of Discontinued Operations

During the year ended December 31, 2002, operating cash used in our
discontinued operations was approximately $0.3 billion, primarily due to higher
purchases of inventories at our refineries. Cash used in discontinued investing
activities was approximately $0.2 billion, primarily related to capital
expenditures at our refineries. In discontinued financing activities, we repaid
long-term debt of our discontinued operations of approximately $0.5 billion.
Overall, our discontinued operations used approximately $1.0 billion of cash,
which was funded through a cash contribution from our continuing operations.

Borrowing Activities

A summary of our significant borrowing and repayment activities during 2002
and 2003 (through March 2003) for our continuing and discontinued operations is
presented below. These amounts do not include borrowings or repayments on our
short-term financing instruments with an original maturity of three months or
less, which are referred to above under cash from financing activities.
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Issuances

NET
COMPANY INTEREST RATE PRINCIPAL PROCEEDS (1)
(IN MILLIONS)
2002
El PASO. ittt teeeeenenaeeeeeneennns 6.14%-7.875% $2,707(2) $2,580
ONG e it ettt e ettt e 8.00% 300 297
EPNG. v ittt ettt ettt ettt 8.375% 300 297
1= 8.375% 240 238
Mohawk River Funding IV(3)......... 7.75% 92 90
Utility Contract Funding(3)........ 7.944% 829 792
Total from continuing
operations........cciiiii... $4,468 $4,294
2003
7282 8.875% $ 300 $ 288
ONG e i ettt et et ettt e 8.875% 400 385
= O 7 LIBOR+4.25% 1,200 1,179
Total from continuing

operations........eeiiiiie... $1,900 $1,852
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Net proceeds were primarily used to repay maturing long-term debt,
short-term borrowings, for repayment of intercompany borrowings, to meet
capital requirements of the borrower, to redeem preferred interests in
consolidated subsidiaries and for general corporate purposes.

Includes $82 million change in value on our E500 million Euro notes from May
2002 to December 2002 due to a change in the Euro to U.S. dollar foreign
currency exchange rate.

These notes are collateralized solely by the cash flows and contracts of
these consolidated subsidiaries, and are non-recourse to our other
consolidated subsidiaries. The Mohawk River Funding IV financing relates to
our Capitol District Energy Center Cogeneration Associates power
restructuring transaction, and the Utility Contract Funding financing
relates to our Eagle Point Cogeneration power restructuring transaction.

We have collateralized this term loan with natural gas and oil reserves of
approximately 2.3 Tcfe. The minimum LIBOR rate is 3.5%.
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irements
NET
COMPANY INTEREST >RATE PRINCIPAL PAYMENTS
(IN MILLIONS)
PaAS0 e e et ettt ettt 6.75%-8.78% $ 109 $ 89 (1)
Paso CGP. ittt iieeeeeeeeeeenns 6.20%-8.125% 720 284 (2)
Paso CGP .. ittt ittt iiieeeenn Variable 711 711
Paso Tennessee.....c.cuoueeeeeenn. 7.88% 12 12
O 7.85%-8.625% 200 200
O 7.75% 215 215
Paso 0il and Gas Resources.... Variable 215 216
her. . i e e Various 51 50
Total from continuing
operations........... .. 2,233 1,777
Discontinued operations....... Variable 551 551
Total. .t ieeeeennn $2,784 $2,328
Paso CGP .t e it tieeeeeeeeeenns 4.49% $ 240 $ 240
her. . i e e Various 47 47
Total from continuing
operations..........ia.. $ 287 $ 287

We bought back $109 million of our bonds in the open market during the
second half of the year for $89 million. We anticipate we will continue to
repurchase debt, subject to available liquidity and ongoing market
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opportunities.

(2) Includes exchange of $435 million of senior debentures for common stock as
discussed below.

In June 2002, we issued 51.8 million shares of our common stock at a public
offering price of $19.95 per share. Net proceeds from the offering were
approximately $1 billion and were used to repay short-term borrowings and other
financing obligations and for general corporate purposes.

In June 2002, we issued 11.5 million, 9% equity security units. Equity
security units consist of two securities: (i) a purchase contract on which we
pay quarterly contract adjustment payments at an annual rate of 2.86% and that
requires its holder to buy our common stock to be settled on August 16, 2005,
and (ii) a senior note due August 16, 2007, with a principal amount of $50 per
unit, and on which we pay quarterly interest payments at an annual rate of 6.14%
beginning August 16, 2002. The senior notes we issued had a total principal
value of $575 million and are pledged to secure the holders' obligation to
purchase shares of our common stock under the purchase contracts.

When the purchase contracts are settled in 2005, we will issue common
stock. At that time, the proceeds will be allocated between common stock and
additional paid-in capital. The number of common shares issued will depend on
the prior consecutive 20-trading day average closing price of our common stock
determined on the third trading day immediately prior to the stock purchase
date. We will issue a minimum of approximately 24 million shares and up to a
maximum of 28.8 million shares on the settlement date, depending on our average
stock price. We recorded approximately $43 million of other non-current
liabilities to reflect the present value of the quarterly contract adjustment
payments that we are required to make on these units at an annual rate of 2.86%
of the stated amount of $50 per purchase contract with an offsetting reduction
in additional paid-in capital. The quarterly contract adjustment payments are
allocated between the liability recognized at the date of issuance and
additional paid-in capital based on a constant rate over the term of the
purchase contracts.

Fees and expenses incurred in connection with the equity security units
offering were allocated between the senior notes and the purchase contracts
based on their respective fair values on the issuance date. The amount allocated
to the senior notes is recognized as interest expense over the term of the
senior notes. The amount allocated to the purchase contracts is recorded as
additional paid-in capital.
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In August 2002, we issued 12,184,444 shares of common stock to satisfy
purchase contract obligations under our FELINE PRIDES (sm) program. In return for
the issuance of the stock, we received approximately $25 million in cash from
the maturity of a zero coupon bond and the return of $435 million of our
existing 6.625% senior debentures due August 2004 that were issued in 1999. The
zero coupon bond and the senior debentures had been held as collateral for the
purchase contract obligations. The $25 million received from the maturity of the
zero coupon bond was used to retire additional senior debentures. Total debt
reduction from the issuance of the common stock was approximately $460 million.

Credit Facilities

We have historically used commercial paper programs to manage our
short-term cash requirements. Under our programs we could borrow up to $3
billion through a combination of individual corporate, TGP and EPNG commercial
paper programs of $1 billion each. However, as a result of our credit downgrade,
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we are not currently issuing commercial paper to meet our liquidity needs.

In May 2002, we renewed our existing $3 billion 364-day revolving credit
and competitive advance facility. EPNG and TGP are also designated borrowers
under this facility and, as such, are jointly and severally liable for any
amounts outstanding. This facility matures in May 2003 and provides that amounts
outstanding on that date are not due until May 2004. We also maintain a 3-year,
$1 billion, revolving credit and competitive advance facility under which we can
conduct short-term borrowings and other commercial credit transactions. In June
2002, we amended this facility to permit us to issue up to $500 million in
letters of credit and to adjust pricing terms. This facility matures in August
2003. Our subsidiaries, El Paso CGP Company (formerly Coastal), EPNG and TGP,
are designated borrowers under the facility and, as such, are jointly and
severally liable for any amounts outstanding. The interest rate under both of
these facilities varies based on our senior unsecured debt rating, and as of
December 31, 2002, borrowings under the facility have a rate of LIBOR plus 1.00%
plus a 0.25% utilization fee. At December 31, 2002, we had $1.5 billion
outstanding under the $3 billion facility and issued approximately $456 million
letters of credit under the $1 billion facility. In February 2003, we borrowed
$500 million under the $1 billion facility.

We are currently negotiating an amendment to our $3 billion 364-day
revolving credit facility. If we are successful in negotiating this amendment,
we expect the terms and conditions of the amended revolving credit facility to
include an extension of the maturity date, an increase in the unused commitment
fee and margin, collateral to support the financing, and new and amended
financial ratios and covenants. It is expected that ANR, TGP and EPNG would also
be borrowers under this facility. We are also currently negotiating an amendment
to our $1 billion multi-year facility, which we expect to be conformed to the
amended $3 billion 364-day revolver, except for the commitment amount, the
identity of lenders and the maturity.

The availability of borrowings under our credit and borrowing agreements 1is
subject to specified conditions, which we currently meet. These conditions
include compliance with the financial covenants and ratios required by such
agreements, absence of default under such agreements, and continued accuracy of
the representations and warranties contained in such agreements.

Restrictive Covenants. We and our subsidiaries have entered into debt
instruments and guaranty agreements that contain covenants such as restrictions
on debt levels, restrictions on liens securing debt and guarantees, restrictions
on mergers and on the sales of assets, capitalization requirements, dividend
restrictions and cross-payment default and cross-acceleration provisions. A
breach of any of these covenants could result in acceleration of our debt and
other financial obligations and that of our subsidiaries. Under our revolving
credit facilities, the significant debt covenants and cross defaults are:

(a) the ratio of consolidated debt and guarantees to capitalization
(excluding certain project financing and securitization programs and
other miscellaneous items as defined in the agreement) cannot exceed 70
percent;

(b) the consolidated debt and guarantees (other than excluded items) of our
subsidiaries cannot exceed the greater of $600 million or 10 percent of

our consolidated net worth;
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(c) we or our principal subsidiaries cannot permit liens on the equity
interest in our principal subsidiaries or create liens on assets
material to our consolidated operations securing debt and guarantees
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(other than excluded items) exceeding the greater of $300 million or 10
percent of our consolidated net worth, subject to certain permitted
exceptions; and

(d) the occurrence of an event of default for any non-payment of principal,
interest or premium with respect to debt (other than excluded items) in
an aggregate principal amount of $200 million or more; or the
occurrence of any other event of default with respect to such debt that
results in the acceleration thereof.

We were in compliance with the above covenants as of the date of this
filing, including our ratio of debt to capitalization (as defined in our credit
facilities), which was 63.2% at December 31, 2002.

We have also issued various guarantees securing financial obligations of
our subsidiaries and unconsolidated affiliates with similar covenants as in the
above credit facilities.

With respect to guarantees issued by our subsidiaries, the most significant
debt covenant, in addition to the covenants discussed above, is that El Paso CGP
must maintain a minimum net worth of $1.2 billion. If breached, the amounts
guaranteed by the guaranty agreements could be accelerated. The guaranty
agreements also maintain a $30 million cross-acceleration provision. El Paso
CGP's net worth at December 31, 2002, was $4.3 billion.

In addition, three of our subsidiaries have indentures associated with
their public debt that contain $5 million cross-—acceleration provisions. These
cross—acceleration provisions generally state that if an event of default occurs
that exceeds $5 million, then amounts outstanding for the securities that
contain these indentures also become due and payable.

Available Capacity Under Shelf Registration Statements

In February 2002, we filed a new shelf registration statement with the SEC
that allows us to issue up to $3 billion in securities. Under this registration
statement, we can issue a combination of debt, equity and other instruments,
including trust preferred securities of two wholly owned trusts, El Paso Capital
Trust II and El Paso Capital Trust III. If we issue securities from these
trusts, we will be required to issue full and unconditional guarantees on these
securities. As of December 31, 2002, we had $818 million remaining capacity
under this shelf registration statement.

Letters of Credit

We enter into letters of credit in the ordinary course of our operating
activities. As of December 31, 2002, we had outstanding letters of credit of
approximately $852 million (including $170 million related to our discontinued
petroleum markets operations) versus $465 million (including $11 million related
to our discontinued petroleum markets operations) as of December 31, 2001. The
increase is primarily due to the issuance of letters of credit in connection
with the management of our trading activities. At December 31, 2002, $456
million of our outstanding letters of credit were supported by our revolving
credit facility, including $150 million related to our discontinued petroleum
markets operations.

OFF-BALANCE SHEET ARRANGEMENTS AND CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS

In the course of our business activities, we enter into a variety of
financing arrangements and contractual obligations. The following discusses
first those contingent obligations, often referred to as off-balance sheet
arrangements, that are not part of the consolidated obligations reflected in our
financial statements. Second, we present aggregated information on our
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contractual cash obligations, some of which are reflected in our financial
statements, such as short and long-term debt, and others, such as operating
leases and capital commitments, which are not reflected in our financial
statements.
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OFF-BALANCE SHEET ARRANGEMENTS

The following table summarizes our off-balance sheet arrangements by date
of expiration as of December 31, 2002. These commitments are discussed in
further detail below:

TOTAL
AMOUNTS
COMMITTED

(IN MILLIONS)

Credit facilities. vttt ittt ettt enneennnns $ 300
GUATANEEES (L) v ittt i e et et e e et et et et ettt ettt ettt 2,508
Residual value guarantees (1) ... ittt ittt et eeenneeeenns 570

it $3,378

(1) Includes $63 million of guarantees and $333 million of residual value
guarantees associated with our discontinued petroleum markets business.

Credit Facilities

We have a credit facility with Gemstone that allows Gemstone to borrow up
to $300 million from us at a variable interest rate, which was 6.8% at December
31, 2002. Gemstone owed us $25 million under this facility as of December 31,
2002, and did not utilize this facility in 2001. We earned less than $1 million
of interest income from this facility in 2002 and 2001.

Guarantees

We are involved in various joint ventures and other ownership arrangements
that sometimes require additional financial support that results in the issuance
of financial and performance guarantees. In a financial guarantee, we are
obligated to make payments if the guaranteed party fails to make payments under,
or violates the terms of, the financial arrangement. In a performance guarantee,
we provide assurance that the guaranteed party will execute on the terms of the
contract. If they do not, we are required to perform on their behalf. For
example, if the guaranteed party is required to deliver natural gas to a third
party and then fails to do so, we would be required to either deliver that
natural gas or make payments to the third party equal to the difference between
the contract price and the market value of the natural gas.

As of December 31, 2002, we had approximately $2.5 billion of both
financial and performance guarantees outstanding. Of this amount, approximately
$1.0 billion relates to our Chaparral investment and $950 million relates to our
Gemstone investment, both of which are discussed below. The remaining $558
million relates to other global power equity investments, including some of the
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projects under Chaparral and Gemstone, pipeline activities, and petroleum
activities (included as discontinued operations).

Chaparral. We entered into the Chaparral investment (also referred to as
Electron) in 1999 to expand our domestic power generation business. At the time
Chaparral was formed, we were interested in participating in the deregulation of
the power industry that was occurring across the U.S. Our objective was to
acquire a number of nonregulated power plants that were built because of PURPA.
With these plants and their related power contracts, there were opportunities to
improve existing income and cash flows by lowering the cost of power sold to the
regulated utility under the plant's power sales agreement. This was accomplished
by purchasing the power supplied to the utility from the wholesale power market,
rather than generating power at the plant. Consequently, Chaparral's investors,
and our shareholders would benefit from these improved economics. In
establishing this business, there were a number of objectives we hoped to
achieve, including:

- Portfolio management. Our goal was to establish an investment, not
unlike a mutual fund or other investment portfolio, that held a number of
assets, and on which we could earn a performance-based management fee
determined by the value we delivered to all investors. Furthermore, this
portfolio approach allowed us to reduce the volatility of earnings and
enhance the cash flows in this business.
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— Flexibility and efficiency. Given the complexity of acquiring, managing
and renegotiating existing power contracts, we sought investors whose
business strategies were aligned with ours, to allow us maximum
flexibility and efficiency.

- Liability segregation and separation of non-recourse financing and other
liabilities from our balance sheet. Many of the power projects in which
we would hold interests were funded through partnerships and non-recourse
project financings which, on average, had higher leverage in terms of
their debt to total equity. Had this business been developed on our
balance sheet, it could have negatively impacted our ratios and possibly
our credit ratings. Consequently, we did not want to reflect this higher
leverage in our overall capitalization given that the debt is
non-recourse to us. Furthermore, separation of these entities and their
related debt and other obligations more appropriately reflected the
nature of the recourse, which was solely to the projects.

Chaparral's corporate structure is a limited liability company that, at
December 31, 2002, was owned approximately 20 percent by us and approximately 80
percent by an unaffiliated investor, Limestone. Limestone is capitalized by
private equity contributions of $150 million from a group of unrelated financial
investors through Credit Suisse First Boston Corporation and $1 billion of
senior secured notes issued to institutional investors. Limestone is controlled
by subsidiaries or affiliates of Credit Suisse First Boston Corporation.

In March 2003, we notified Limestone that we will exercise our right under
the partnership agreements to purchase all of the outstanding third party equity
in Limestone on May 31, 2003, for $175 million. On March 31, 2003, we
contributed $1 billion to Limestone in exchange for a non-controlling interest.
Limestone used the proceeds from the contribution to pay off $1 billion of the
notes that matured on that date. With this note repayment, we cancelled our $1
billion guarantee related to our Chaparral investment. Following our additional
investment of $1 billion in Limestone, our effective ownership of Chaparral
increased to approximately 90 percent, but neither our rights nor the rights of
Limestone to participate in the operating decisions of Chaparral changed. As a
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result, we continue to account for our investment in Chaparral under the equity
method. We will consolidate Chaparral upon the purchase of the remaining third
party equity interest in Limestone, which we expect to occur in May 2003. At
that time, we will record the acquired assets and liabilities at their fair
values. The fair value of assets and liabilities acquired will be impacted by
changes in the unregulated power industry as a whole, as well as by changes in
regional power prices in the U.S. Any excess of the proceeds paid over the fair
value of net assets acquired will be reflected as goodwill. Goodwill is not
subject to amortization but it will be tested for impairment. While we cannot
currently estimate the ultimate amount of goodwill that will be recorded, we
believe goodwill of up to $450 million may result. If goodwill were to be fully
impaired we would report a charge to earnings of approximately $300 million
after income taxes. If, on the other hand, the carrying amount of the acquired
assets and liabilities, when aggregated with our other power assets and
liabilities, 1is below the fair value of the reporting unit (reporting unit being
defined as the entire global power business), there would be no impairment of
goodwill.

As of December 31, 2002, Chaparral had $4.2 billion of total assets and
$1.8 billion of consolidated third party debt. Chaparral's debt is related to
specific assets it owns or has interests in, and is recourse solely to those
assets. Our equity investment in Chaparral at December 31, 2002 was $256
million, but we also had additional net receivables from Chaparral which totaled
$448 million, resulting in a total net investment in Chaparral of $704 million
at December 31, 2002.

For a further discussion of Chaparral and its activities, see Item 7, Note
26 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Gemstone. We entered into the Gemstone investment in 2001 to finance five
major power plants in Brazil. Gemstone was established to accomplish the
following objectives:

- Portfolio management. Like Chaparral, our goal was to establish an
investment portfolio that held a number of assets in which we participate
in the earnings of these equity investments. Unlike Chaparral's
performance-based management fee, however, our primary objective in this
investment
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was to have the flexibility to acquire or sell additional assets into or
out of the overall portfolio of projects.

— Flexibility and efficiency. Given the complexity of acquiring,
operationally managing and negotiating power contracts with foreign
governments, we sought investors whose interests were primarily financial
(return driven), to allow us maximum flexibility and efficiency.
Furthermore, this allowed us to share risk in a foreign country and
partially mitigate our foreign investment risk.

Gemstone is a generic term used to describe several entities. The first is
the joint venture in which we have an equity investment named Diamond Power
Ventures, LLC (Diamond). Diamond is owned by us and Gemstone Investor. Gemstone
Investor is 100 percent owned by a subsidiary of Rabobank International, which,
in addition to its $50 million equity investment, issued $950 million of senior
secured notes to institutional investors. Gemstone Investor used the entire $1
billion to (a) invest up to $700 million in Diamond, and (b) purchase a $300
million preferred interest in a company called Topaz Power Ventures LLC (Topaz),
our consolidated subsidiary. Topaz indirectly owns and operates two Brazilian
power plants. We account for Gemstone Investor's preferred investment in Topaz

51



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

as minority interest. We do not consolidate Diamond, which owns three power
plants in Brazil.

Gemstone owns interests in five power generation facilities in Brazil with
a total power generation capacity of 2,184 megawatts. As of December 31, 2002,
Gemstone had total assets of $1.7 billion, including a $304 million investment
in Topaz, and $122 million in receivables from us. Our total investment in
Gemstone at December 31, 2002, was $663 million, excluding the payables of $304
million and minority interest of $122 million mentioned above.

Our consolidated subsidiary, Gemstone Administracao Ltda, serves as the
managing member of Diamond and provides management services to Diamond under a
fixed-fee administrative services agreement. The fixed fee reimburses us for
legal, accounting and general and administrative expenses incurred on behalf of
Diamond.

In January 2003, Rabobank notified us that they planned to remove us as
manager of Gemstone, in accordance with their rights under our partnership
agreements. We, in turn, notified Rabobank that we were exercising our right
under the partnership agreements to purchase all of Rabobank's $50 million of
equity in Gemstone. We will consolidate Gemstone upon the purchase of Rabobank's
equity in Gemstone by April 2003, unless we replace them with a new partner.

For a further discussion of Gemstone and its activities, see Item 7, Note
26 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Residual Value Guarantees

Under two of our operating leases, we have provided residual value
guarantees to the lessor. Under the leases, we can either choose to purchase the
asset at the end of the lease term for a specified amount, which is typically
equal to the outstanding loan amounts owed by the lessor, or we can choose to
assist in the sale of the leased asset to a third party. Should the asset not be
sold for a price that equals or exceeds the amount of the guarantee, we would be
obligated for the shortfall. The levels of our residual value guarantees range
from 86.2 percent to 89.9 percent of the original cost of the leased assets.
Accounting for these residual value guarantees will be impacted effective July
1, 2003, by our adoption of the new accounting rules on consolidations. For a
discussion of the accounting impact of these new rules, see New Accounting
Pronouncements Issued But Not Yet Adopted beginning on page 75.
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As of December 31, 2002, we had purchase options and residual value
guarantees associated with operating leases for the following assets:

PURCHASE RESIDUAL VALUE LEASE
ASSET DESCRIPTION OPTION GUARANTEE EXPIRATION

(IN MILLIONS)
Lakeside Technology Center telecommunications

o 0 0 T O $275 $237 2006
Facility at Aruba refinery(l).........ciiiieeeenennn 370 333 2006

(1) This leased asset 1is part of our petroleum markets business that has been
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reclassified as discontinued operations.
CONTRACTUAL CASH OBLIGATIONS

The following table summarizes our contractual cash obligations as of
December 31, 2002, for each of the years presented.

CONTRACTUAL CASH OBLIGATIONS 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 THEREAFTER

(IN MILLIONS)

Long-term debt (1) ...... ..., $ 575 S 586 $ 610 $1,234 $1,133 $12,590
Preferred interests of consolidated

subsidiaries(2) ......cciiiiiiii. 400 900 380 950 - 625
Western Energy Settlement(3)......... 100 132 129 67 67 1,072
Operating leases(4) .. iee e 174 147 113 89 56 265
Transportation and storage

capacity(5) vt i e e e 169 175 151 139 126 674
Commodity purchases(6) ..........c0.... 4 3 3 3 3 20
Obligations to affiliates(7)......... 189 10 12 6 —— 173
Other commitments and purchase

obligations(8) (9) ..., 462 190 59 19 9 86

Total contractual cash
obligations.....eeeeeeeennnn.. $2,073 $2,143 $1,457 $2,507 $1,394 $15,505

(1) See Item 7, Note 18 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.
(2) See Item 7, Note 19 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.
(3) See Item 7, Notes 2 and 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

(4) We maintain operating leases in the ordinary course of our business
activities. These leases include those for office space and operating
facilities and office and operating equipment, and the terms of the
agreements vary from 2003 until 2053. Amounts include operating lease
commitments associated with our discontinued operations as follows: $81
million in 2003, $58 million in 2004, $28 million in 2005, $16 million in
2006, $6 million in 2007 and $46 million thereafter.

(5) Amounts include payments for firm access to natural gas transportation and
storage capacity.

(6) Amounts include purchase commitments for electricity that are not part of
our trading activities.

(7) Amounts include obligations of $252 million to Chaparral, $122 million to
Gemstone and $16 million to other affiliates. Our obligation to Chaparral
consists of $79 million of debt securities and $173 million of contingent
interest promissory notes. The debt securities are payable on demand and
carry a fixed interest rate of 7.443%. The contingent interest promissory
notes carry a variable interest rate not to exceed 12.75% and mature in 2019
through 2021. Our obligation to Gemstone consists of $122 million of debt
securities, which are payable on demand and carry a fixed interest rate of
5.25%.
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(8) Amounts include primarily other purchase and capital commitments such as
maintenance contracts, engineering, procurement and construction costs.
Amounts include $29 million for 2003 which relates to our discontinued
petroleum markets operations.

(9) Other commitments exclude $2.5 billion associated with our LNG ship charter
agreement. These obligations were restructured in March 2003 and resulted in
issuance of letters of credit equal to $120 million, which was fully
collateralized by cash.
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Results of Operations

We use earnings before interest and income taxes (EBIT) to assess the
operating results and effectiveness of our business segments. We define EBIT as
net income (loss) adjusted for (i) items that do not impact our income (loss)
from continuing operations, such as extraordinary items, discontinued operations
and the impact of accounting changes, (ii) income taxes, (iii) interest and debt
expense and (iv) distributions on preferred interests of consolidated
subsidiaries. We exclude interest and debt expenses and distributions on
preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries so that investors may evaluate
our operating results without regard to our financing methods or capital
structure. Our business operations consist of both consolidated businesses as
well as substantial investments in unconsolidated affiliates. The following is a
reconciliation of our operating results to EBIT and to net income (loss) for the
years ended December 31:

(IN MILLIONS)

OPETrating TeVENUES . « vttt ittt et et ettt eeeeeeeenaneeeeeeeenennas $ 7,598 $ 8,939
Operating EXPENSE S . vt i ittt ettt e et ettt (7,343) (7,796)

Operating INCOmME. . vt ittt ittt e e e e e ettt ae et 255 1,143
FEarnings (losses) from unconsolidated affiliates............ (226) 437
Minority interest in consolidated subsidiaries.............. (58) (2)
Other 1NCOmME. .« ittt ittt et e et e et e et ettt et 201 288
(O ol o TS D4 @ o 1= = (180) (1206)

) 0 0 (8) 1,740
Interest and debt eXpPense. ...ttt ittt eteeeeeeeeanns (1,388) (1,129)
Returns on preferred interests of consolidated

FSE SN o= I e I == (159) (217)
B o XT3 11T T = - <= = 507 (242)

Income (loss) from continuing operations.................. (1,048) 152
Discontinued operations, net of income taxes................ (365) (85)
Extraordinary items, net of income taxes.................... - 26
Cumulative effect of accounting changes, net of income

L= == (54) ——

NEet 1NCOME (LOSS) vt ittt ittt ettt e ettt ettt ettt eeeeeeennenn $(1,467) S 93

$ 7,188
(4,933)

We believe EBIT is a useful measurement for our investors because it
provides information that can be used to evaluate the effectiveness of our
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businesses and investments from an operational perspective, exclusive of the
costs to finance those activities and exclusive of income taxes, neither of
which are directly relevant to the efficiency of those operations. This
measurement may not be comparable to measurements used by other companies and
should not be used as a substitute for net income or other performance measures
such as operating cash flow.
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OVERVIEW OF RESULTS OF OPERATIONS

Below are our results of operations (as measured by EBIT), by segment for
each of the years ended December 31. These results include the impacts of
restructuring and merger-related costs, asset impairments, and other charges
(including our estimated Western Energy Settlement) and gains on sales of
assets, which are discussed further in Item 7, Notes 2, 4, 5 and 26 of this
Current Report on Form 8-K. See Item 7, Note 24, for a reconciliation of our
operating results to EBIT by segment.

EBIT BY SEGMENT 2002 2001 2000
(IN MILLIONS)

e o T e I o L S 818 $ 1,038 $1,323

o @ 1@ LG L i o o S 534 920 609

T e S T o v N o 287 195 214

LSS ael o XN o N o 15 o U ek (1,421) 1,015 749
Segment EBI T . . i ittt ittt et e ettt et eeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeneanns 218 3,168 2,895

Corporate and other. .. ... ittt ittt e ettt eeeieeen (2206) (1,428) (63)
Consolidated EBIT from continuing operations.............. $ (8) $ 1,740 $2,832
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SEGMENT RESULTS

Our four segments: Pipelines, Production, Field Services and Merchant
Energy are strategic business units that offer a variety of different energy
products and services, each requires different technology and marketing
strategies. Below is a discussion and analysis of the operating results of each
of our business segments. These results include the impact of our significant
acquisitions and dispositions, the restructuring and merger-related costs, asset
impairments and other charges discussed above for all years presented.

PIPELINES

Our Pipelines segment consists of interstate natural gas transmission,
storage, gathering and related services in the U.S. and internationally. Our
interstate natural gas transportation systems face varying degrees of
competition from other pipelines, as well as from alternate energy sources used
to generate electricity, such as hydroelectric power, nuclear, coal and fuel
0il. In addition, some of our customers have shifted from a traditional
dependence solely on long-term contracts to a portfolio approach which balances
short-term opportunities with long-term commitments. The shift is due to changes
in market conditions and competition driven by state utility deregulation, local
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distribution company mergers, new supply sources, volatility in natural gas
prices, demand for short-term capacity and new markets to supply power plants.

We are regulated by the FERC, which regulates the rates we can charge our
customers. These rates are a function of our costs of providing services to our
customers, and include a return on our invested capital. As a result, our
financial results have historically been relatively stable; however, they can be
subject to volatility due to factors such as weather, changes in natural gas
prices and market conditions, regulatory actions, competition and the
credit-worthiness of our customers. In addition, our ability to extend our
existing customer contracts or re-market expiring contracted capacity is
dependent on the competitive alternatives, the regulatory environment at the
federal, state and local levels and market supply and demand factors at the
relevant dates these contracts are extended or expire. The duration of new or
re-negotiated contracts will be affected by current prices, competitive
conditions and judgments concerning future market trends and volatility. Subject
to regulatory constraints, we attempt to re-contract or re-market our capacity
at the maximum rates allowed under our tariffs, although we, at times, discount
these rates to remain competitive. The level of discount varies for each of our
pipeline systems.

As discussed in Item 7, Note 20 under the subheading Rates and Regulatory
Matters, of this Current Report on Form 8-K, the FERC issued an order related to
the allocation of capacity on the EPNG system. This order required EPNG to:

- give reservation charge credits prospectively to its firm shippers if it
fails to schedule the shippers' confirmed volumes (except in the case of
force majeure);

— refrain from entering into new firm contracts or remarketing turned back
capacity under contracts terminating or expiring after May 31, 2002; and

- add additional compression to its Line 2000 project increasing the
capacity by 320 MMcf/d without the opportunity to recover these costs in
its rates until its next rate case which will be effective January 1,
2006.

Our Pipelines segment's future results of operations will be impacted as a
result of the capacity allocation proceeding. The order prohibits EPNG from
remarketing approximately 471 MMDth/d of its capacity, of which approximately
200 MMDth/d was rejected by Enron Corp. in May 2002 in its bankruptcy
proceeding. The remaining 271 MMDth/d relates to capacity that EPNG is unable to
remarket from contracts that expired within the time frame specified under the
FERC's order. Prior to the rejection and expiration of the 471 MMDth/d
contracts, EPNG was earning approximately $3.5 million per month, net of revenue
credits, related to this capacity. EPNG has requested rehearing of the September
20 FERC order relating to this and other aspects of the order. This request for
rehearing is pending before the FERC.

In December 2001, Enron Corp. and a number of its subsidiaries, including
Enron North America Corp. and Enron Power Marketing, Inc., filed for Chapter 11
bankruptcy protection in the United States Bankruptcy
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Court for the Southern District of New York. Enron's subsidiaries had
transportation contracts on several of our pipeline systems (including the EPNG
contract discussed above). All these transportation contracts have now been
rejected, and our pipeline subsidiaries have filed proofs of claim totaling
approximately $137 million. EPNG filed the largest proof of claim in the amount
of approximately $128 million, which included $18 million for amounts due for
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services provided through the date the contracts were rejected and $110 million
for damage claims arising from the rejection of its transportation contracts,
which EPNG is prohibited from remarketing under the capacity allocation orders
discussed above. We have fully reserved for all amounts due from Enron through
the date the contracts were rejected, and we have not recognized any revenues
from these contracts since the rejection date.

In November 2002, we sold 12.3 percent of our 14.4 percent equity interest
in the Alliance pipeline system, and net proceeds were $141 million. We
completed the sale of our remaining equity interest in Alliance during the first
quarter of 2003. Income earned on our investment in Alliance for the year ended
December 31, 2002 and 2001, was approximately $21 million and $23 million.

Results of operations of the Pipelines segment were as follows for each of
the three years ended December 31:

PIPELINES SEGMENT RESULTS 2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT VOLUME

AMOUNTS)
OPETrating FTEVENUES . « vttt ittt ettt ettt eeeeeeeenaneeeeseeeennns $ 2,605 $ 2,748 $ 2,741
Operating EXPENSE S . ¢ i ittt ettt ettt ettt (1,815) (1,862) (1,591)
Operating INCOmME. . v i vttt ittt e e e e ettt eae et 790 886 1,150
Other 1NCOmME. o ittt it et e e e e e et e e ettt et 28 152 173
) 0 0 O $ 818 $ 1,038 $ 1,323
Throughput volumes (BBtu/d) (1)
TP v it ettt e e e e e e e e e et tee e e eeeaneeeeeeeeeeenaaeeeeeeeeeeaa 4,596 4,405 4,354
EPNG And MPC . i vttt ettt ettt eeeeeeeeneeeeseeeeesaaneeeneenens 4,065 4,535 4,310
72N 2 3,691 3,776 3,807
CIG @Nd WIC . ¢ vt vttt ettt e et eeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeneenaeeenennens 2,644 2,341 2,106
SN G e ettt e e e e ettt ettt e e 2,020 1,877 2,132
Equity investments (our ownership share).................. 2,731 2,470 2,315
Total throughput....... .ttt ittt 19,747 19,404 19,024

(1) Throughput volumes exclude those related to pipeline systems sold in
connection with Federal Trade Commission orders related to our Coastal and
Sonat mergers including the Midwestern Gas Transmission, East Tennessee
Natural Gas and Sea Robin systems; and the Destin, Empire State and Iroquois
pipeline investments. Throughput volumes exclude intrasegment activities.

Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Operating revenues for the year ended December 31, 2002, were $143 million
lower than in 2001. The decrease was due to lower natural gas and liquids sales
of $49 million resulting from lower prices in 2002 and $67 million due to the
impact of lower natural gas prices in 2002 on net natural gas recovered and used
in operations. Also contributing to the decrease were lower revenues of $49
million from natural gas sales and from gathering and processing activities due
to the sale of CIG's Panhandle field in July 2002, lower transportation revenues
of $49 million due to lower revenues from capacity sold under short-term
contracts and lower throughput due to lower electric generation demand and
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milder winter weather in 2002. In addition, an $11 million decrease in operating
revenues was due to the favorable resolution of regulatory issues related to
natural gas purchase contracts in 2001, a $4 million decrease was due to lower
rates on the Mojave pipeline system as a result of a rate case settlement
effective October 2001, and a $6 million decrease due to the sale of our
Midwestern Gas Transmission system in April 2001. These decreases were partially
offset by $51 million of additional revenues due largely to transmission system
expansion projects placed in service in 2001 and 2002, $13 million due to a
larger portion of EPNG's capacity contracted at maximum tariff rates in 2002,
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$32 million from the Elba Island LNG facility placed in service in December 2001
and $18 million from the favorable resolution of measurement issues at a
processing plant serving the TGP system in 2002.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2002, were $47 million
lower than in 2001 primarily as a result of $41 million lower fuel and system
supply purchases costs resulting from lower natural gas volumes and prices in
2002, $22 million from the impact of price changes in natural gas imbalances,
$27 million due to lower employee benefit costs in 2002 due to cost efficiencies
following the merger with Coastal, lower amortization of goodwill of $18 million
due to the adoption of SFAS No. 142 in January 2002, $22 million decrease
related to the sale of CIG's Panhandle field in July 2002 and $27 million from
lower electricity, legal, environmental and overhead costs. Also contributing to
lower operating expenses was $11 million due to a gain on the sale of pipeline
expansion rights in February 2002. Offsetting these lower costs were charges of
$7 million to our reserve for bad debts in 2002 related to the bankruptcy of
Enron Corp., $10 million in contributions to a charitable foundation associated
with EPNG's pipeline rupture, $13 million of higher amortization of additional
acquisition costs assigned to a utility plant in 2002 and higher operating
expenses of $16 million due to the Elba Island LNG facility returning to service
in 2002. Also during 2002, we accrued $412 million for our Western Energy
Settlement, and in 2001 we had merger-related costs of $291 million in
connection with our Coastal merger. For a discussion of these charges, see Item
7, Notes 2 and 4 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $124 million lower
than in 2001 primarily due to a $153 million asset impairment charge associated
with our western Australia investment. Offsetting this charge was $11 million
due to the resolution of uncertainties associated with the sales of our
interests in the Empire State, Iroquois pipeline systems, and our Gulfstream
pipeline project in 2001 offset by lower equity earnings of $6 million on Empire
State and Iroquois pipeline systems due to the sale of our interests in 2001.
Also offsetting the lower income were higher equity earnings in 2002 of $16
million primarily due to higher equity earnings from our investment in Great
Lakes Gas Transmission.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Operating revenues for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $7 million
higher than in 2000. The increase was due to higher reservation revenues of $67
million on the EPNG system as a result of a larger portion of its capacity sold
at maximum tariff rates versus the same period in 2000 and the impact of
completed system expansions and new storage and transportation contracts during
2001 on CIG of $33 million. Also contributing to the increase were the impact of
higher natural gas prices in the first and second quarters on sales of
segment-owned production of $29 million, sales of excess natural gas and sales
under regulated natural gas sales contracts of $27 million, as well as higher
throughput from increased deliveries to California and other western states of
$6 million. These increases were partially offset by lower 2001 revenues of $44
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million from contract remarketing in the TGP system in late 2000 and $42 million
from the impact of the sales of the Midwestern Gas Transmission system in April
2001, Crystal Gas Storage in September 2000 and the East Tennessee Natural Gas
and Sea Robin systems in the first quarter of 2000. Also partially offsetting
the increase were lower 2001 sales of $22 million related to base gas from
abandoned storage fields, the favorable resolution in 2000 of natural gas
price-related contingencies on CIG of $28 million, $11 million from lower
transportation revenues in 2001 on TGP as a result of higher proportion of
throughput earnings from short versus long hauls compared to 2000 and $6 million
from lower remarketed rates on seasonal turned-back capacity in 2001 as a result
of SNG's 2000 rate case settlement allowing some customers to partially reduce
their firm transportation capacity.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $271 million
higher than in 2000 primarily as a result of the merger-related and other
charges of $334 million in 2001 discussed previously. Also contributing to the
increase was the impact of higher natural gas prices in the first half of 2001
on natural gas purchase contracts of $12 million, higher purchase gas costs of
$8 million due to a natural gas imbalance revaluation in 2001 as a result of
falling gas prices during the second half of the year, increases to our reserve
for bad debts as a result of our exposure in connection with the bankruptcy of
Enron Corp., and a one-time favorable adjustment to depreciation expense during
the first quarter of 2000 of $10 million resulting from the FERC approval to
reactivate the Elba Island LNG facility. Also contributing to the increase was
the impact of
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gains in 2000 from the sales of non-pipeline assets of $8 million. Partially
offsetting the increase were lower operating and maintenance expenses of $83
million due to cost efficiencies following the merger with Coastal and reduced
operating and lower depreciation expenses of $19 million due to the sales of the
Midwestern Gas Transmission system in April 2001, Crystal Gas Storage in
September 2000 and East Tennessee and Sea Robin in the first quarter of 2000.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $21 million lower
than in 2000 due to lower equity earnings of $13 million on our Australian
pipelines and Citrus Corp., which owns the Florida Gas Transmission System. Also
contributing to the decrease was the impact on equity earnings due to the sales
of our investments in the Empire State and Iroquois pipeline systems in 2001 of
$8 million and the sale of our one-third interest in Destin Pipeline Company in
2000 of $2 million. Partially offsetting the decrease was increased earnings
from our investment in the Alliance pipeline project of $9 million which
commenced operations in the fourth quarter of 2000.

PRODUCTION

The Production segment conducts our natural gas and oil exploration and
production activities. Our operating results are driven by a variety of factors
including the ability to locate and develop economic natural gas and oil
reserves, extract those reserves with minimal production costs, sell the
products at attractive prices and operate at the lowest total cost level
possible.

Production has historically engaged in hedging activities on its natural
gas and oil production to stabilize cash flows and reduce the risk of downward
commodity price movements on its sales. This is achieved primarily through
natural gas and oil swaps. In the past, our stated goal was to hedge
approximately 75 percent of our anticipated current year production,
approximately 50 percent of our anticipated succeeding year production and a
lesser percentage thereafter. As a component of our strategic repositioning plan
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we modified this hedging strategy. Under our modified strategy,

we

may hedge up to 50 percent of our anticipated production for a rolling 12-month

forward period.

2002,

This modification of our hedging strategy will increase our
exposure to changes in commodity prices which could result in significant

volatility in our reported results of operations,
flows from period to period. As of December 31,

financial position and cash
we have hedged

approximately 215 million MMBtu's of our anticipated natural gas production for
2003 at a NYMEX Henry Hub price of $3.43 per MMBtu before regional price
differentials and transportation costs.

During 2002,
drilling program to capitalize on our land and seismic holdings.
development drilling was done to take advantage of our large inventory of
drilling prospects and to develop our proved undeveloped reserve base.
completed asset dispositions in Colorado,
of our balance sheet enhancement plan.
we have a lower reserve base at January 1,
Note 28 of this Current Report on Form 8-K,
Since our depletion rate is determined under the
a lower reserve base coupled with additional

See Item 7,

natural gas and oil reserves.
full cost method of accounting,

Utah,

we continued an active onshore and offshore development

This

We also
western Canada and Texas as part
Primarily due to our asset dispositions,
2003 than we did at January 1,
for a discussion of our

2002.

capital expenditures in the full cost pool will result in a higher depletion

rate in future periods.

For the first quarter of 2003,

unit of production depletion rate to be approximately $1.59 per Mcfe.

We currently expect to reduce our total capital expenditures from
approximately $2.4 billion in 2002 to approximately $1.4 billion in 2003.

continually evaluate our capital expenditure program and this estimate is
subject to change based on market conditions.

We will continue to pursue

we expect our domestic

We

strategic acquisitions of production properties and the development of projects

subject to acceptable returns.
in the Raton Basin for approximately $140 million.

In July 2002,

we acquired natural gas properties
These properties were

acquired to expand our interest in the current coal seam project in the area.
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Below are the operating results and analysis of these results for each of
the three years ended December 31:

PRODUCTION SEGMENT RESULTS

Operating Revenues:

Natural gas
condensate and 1iquids......uii ittt iii ittt

0i1,

Total operating revenUeS . .o u vt ittt e eeeeeeennnenens
Transportation and net product cCoStS.......ciiiiitnnnenn.

Total operating margin..........oeiiiiieeeeennnnns

Operating expenses (1)

Operating income
Other income

Volumes and Prices:

(loss)

(IN MILLIONS,

EXCEPT VOLUMES AND P
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Natural gas

VolUumes (MMCE) v ittt it et et e e et et et et et et ettt te e 486,923
Average realized prices with hedges ($/Mcf) (2)......... Z===§f2:
Average realized prices without hedges ($/Mcf) (2)...... Z===§sz
Average transportation costs ($/Mcf) ... Z===Zf:;

0il, condensate and liquids

Volumes (MBDLS) v it ittt et et et et et et et ettt et eeeeean 17,514
Average realized prices with hedges ($/Bbl) (2)......... Z==z:f§;
Average realized prices without hedges ($/Bbl) (2)...... Z==z:f§;
Average transportation costs ($/Bbl) ... Z===Zf;;

(1) Includes production costs, depletion, depreciation and amortization, ceilin
test charges, merger-related costs, asset impairments, changes in accountin
estimates, corporate overhead, general and administrative expenses and
severance and other taxes.

(2) Prices are stated before transportation costs.
Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

For the year ended December 31, 2002 operating revenues were $221 million
lower than in 2001. A 14 percent decrease in natural gas volumes and a 25
percent decrease in natural gas prices before hedges and transportation costs
account for $848 million of the decrease in revenues, offset by a $599 million
favorable variance from natural gas hedging activity in 2002 when compared to
2001. The decline in natural gas volumes is primarily attributable to the sale
of properties in Colorado, Utah, and Texas. The decrease in operating revenues
is partially offset by a 22 percent increase in o0il, condensate and liquids
volumes, net of a six percent decrease in their prices before hedges and
transportation costs, resulting in a $46 million increase in revenues. In
addition, o0il hedging activity had a $7 million favorable variance in 2002 when
compared to 2001. Further decreasing operating revenues was a loss of $13
million in 2002 resulting from a mark-to-market adjustment of derivative
positions that no longer qualify as cash flow hedges. These hedges no longer
qualify for hedge accounting treatment since they were designated as hedges of
anticipated future production from natural gas and oil properties that were sol
in March 2002.

Transportation and net product costs for the year ended December 31, 2002,
were $16 million higher than in 2001 primarily due to a higher percentage of ga
volumes subject to transportation fees, offset by lower costs incurred to meet
minimum payment obligations under pipeline agreements.
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Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2002, were $153 million
higher than in 2001. Contributing to the increase in expenses were non-cash ful
cost ceiling test charges totaling $269 million incurred in 2002 for our
Canadian full cost pool and other international properties, primarily in Brazil
Turkey and Australia, offset by 2001 non-cash full cost ceiling test charges on
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international properties totaling $135 million. The unit of production depletion
expense was higher by $93 million with $153 million due to higher depletion
rates in 2002, offset by a $60 million decrease resulting from lower production
volumes in 2002. The higher depletion rate resulted from higher capitalized
costs in the full cost pool and a lower reserve base. Also contributing to the
increase in 2002 expenses were increased oilfield service costs of $9 million
due primarily to higher labor, workovers and production processing fees, asset
impairments of $4 million and higher corporate overhead allocations of $34
million. Partially offsetting the increase in expenses were merger-related costs
of $63 million incurred in 2001 relating to our combined production operations
and $10 million for write-downs of materials and supplies recognized in 2001
resulting from the reduction in inventory values due to the implementation of
consistent operating standards, strategies and plans following the Coastal
merger. For a discussion of these merger-related costs and changes in accounting
estimates, see Item 7, Notes 4 and 6 of this Current Report on Form 8-K. In
addition, the increase in expenses was offset by $49 million of lower severance
and other taxes in 2002. The severance taxes decreased primarily because of
lower natural gas volumes and prices, and for tax credits taken in 2002 for
qualified natural gas wells.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $4 million higher
than in 2001 primarily due to higher earnings in 2002 from Pescada, an equity
investment in Brazil.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Operating revenues for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $661 million
higher than in 2000. A nine percent increase in natural gas volumes and a six
percent increase in natural gas prices before hedges and transportation costs,
account for $335 million of the increase in revenues. In addition, natural gas
hedging activity had a $261 million favorable impact in 2001 when compared to
2000. A 19 percent decrease in o0il, condensate and liquids prices before hedges
and transportation costs, net of a 24 percent increase in oil, condensate and
liquids volumes, decreased revenues by $1 million. This decrease was offset by a
$66 million favorable impact from oil hedging activities in 2001 versus 2000.

Transportation and net product costs for the year ended December 31, 2001,
were $19 million higher than in 2000 primarily due to a higher percentage of gas
volumes subject to transportation fees and costs incurred to meet minimum
payments on pipeline agreements.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $336 million
higher than in 2000. Contributing to the increase were full cost ceiling test
charges of $135 million on international properties, higher depletion expense of
$80 million, with $64 million resulting from increased production and $16
million from higher depletion rates due to higher capitalized costs in the cost
pool. Also contributing to the higher expenses in 2001 were merger-related costs
of $63 million related to our combined production operations and $10 million for
write downs of materials and supplies resulting from the reduction in inventory
values due to the implementation of consistent operating standards, strategies
and plans following the Coastal merger. Also increasing expenses in 2001 were
higher oilfield service costs of $8 million and higher severance and other
production taxes of $40 million, resulting from higher production volumes and
higher natural gas prices.

FIELD SERVICES
Assets in our Field Services segment primarily consist of our investment in
El Paso Energy Partners and gathering and processing facilities in the south

Texas, Louisiana, Mid-Continent and Rocky Mountain regions.

As the general partner of El1 Paso Energy Partners, we manage the
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partnership's day-to-day operations. In addition, we own through various
subsidiaries 26.5 percent of the partnership's common units, all of the Series B
preference units and all of the Series C units acquired for $350 million in
November 2002. We recognize earnings and receive cash from the partnership in
several ways, including through a share of the partnership's cash distributions
and through our ownership of limited, preferred and general partner interests.
We are also reimbursed for costs we incur to provide various operational and
administrative services to the
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partnership. In addition, we are reimbursed for other costs paid directly by us
on the partnership's behalf. During 2002, we were reimbursed approximately $59
million for expenses incurred on behalf of the partnership. At December 31,
2002, our common units had a market value of $325 million, our preference units
had a liquidation value of $158 million, and our Series C units had a value of
$351 million. During 2002, our earnings and cash from E1 Paso Energy Partners
were as follows:

EARNINGS CASH
RECOGNIZED RECEIVED

(IN MILLIONS)

General partner's share of distributions.................... $42 $43
Proportionate share of income available to common unit

0T 0 o T = 10 30
Series B preference UnNitS....... ittt eennenns 15 -—(1)
STl = S G G e U i J 2 -—(2)

(1) The partnership is not obligated to pay distributions on these units until
2010.

(2) We received our first cash distributions in February 2003 for the Series C
units since we acquired these units in November 2002.

During 2000 through 2002, we entered into several asset sales transactions
with El1 Paso Energy Partners. Specific procedures have been instituted for
evaluating these transactions to ensure that they are in the best interests of
us and the partnership and are based on fair values. These procedures require
our Board of Directors to evaluate and approve, as appropriate, transactions
with the partnership. In addition, a special committee comprised of the general
partner's independent directors evaluates the transactions on the partnership's
behalf. This typically involves engaging an independent financial advisor to
assist with the evaluation and to opine on its fairness.

In 2000, we sold an intrastate pipeline system in Alabama and storage
facilities in Mississippi for $197 million, which included $170 million of
Series B preference units issued to us in exchange for the storage facilities.

During 2001, we also sold several assets to the partnership, including NGL
transportation and fractionation assets we acquired from PG&E and an investment
in Deepwater Holdings, an entity that owned several pipeline gathering systems
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in the Gulf of Mexico. During 2001, the partnership also acquired rights to the
Chaco processing facility from its previous owners, and we leased this facility
under an agreement that expired in December 2002.

In 2002, as part of our plan to strengthen our capital structure and
enhance our liquidity, we entered into additional transactions to sell various
midstream assets to El Paso Energy Partners. In April 2002, we sold gathering
and processing assets, including the intrastate natural gas pipeline system we
acquired in our acquisition of PG&E's midstream operations in December 2000. We
also sold substantially all our natural gas gathering, processing and treating
assets in the San Juan Basin in November 2002. One of the San Juan Basin assets
included in this transaction was our remaining interests in the Chaco cryogenic
natural gas processing plant. As part of this transaction, we have an agreement
that requires us to repurchase the Chaco processing plant from El1 Paso Energy
Partners for $77 million in October 2021, and at that time, El Paso Energy
Partners has the right to lease the plant from us for a period of ten years with
the option to renew the lease annually thereafter. In addition to $416 million
of cash, we received approximately 11 million Series C units valued at $350
million. The Series C units represent a new class of the partnership's limited
partner interests and have no voting rights. Including the Series C units, our
limited partner ownership interest in El Paso Energy Partners has increased to
approximately 41 percent. For a discussion of our other transactions with E1
Paso Energy Partners, see Item 7, Note 26 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

In 2002, we also identified midstream assets to be sold to third parties as
part of our plan to strengthen our capital structure and enhance our liquidity.
We have also received interest from a number of parties interested in merging
with and/or purchasing all or a portion of our general partner interest in E1
Paso Energy Partners. At this time, we cannot predict the outcome of these
discussions.
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In December 2002, we announced the sale of our gathering systems located in
Wyoming to Western Gas Resources, Inc. This transaction was completed in January
2003. In March 2003, we received approval from our Board of Directors to sell
our assets in the Mid-Continent and north Louisiana regions. Our Mid-Continent
assets primarily include our Greenwood, Hugoton, Keyes and Mocane natural gas
gathering systems, our Sturgis, Mocane and Lakin processing plants and our
processing arrangements at three additional processing plants. Our north
Louisiana assets primarily include our Dubach processing plant and Gulf States
interstate natural gas transmission system. We expect this sale to close before
the end of 2003. After this sale is completed, our remaining assets will consist
primarily of processing facilities in the south Texas, Louisiana and Rocky
Mountain regions. See Item 7, Financial Statements and Supplementary Data, Note
3 of this Current Report on Form 8-K for a discussion of our other asset sales
to third parties during 2002.

As a result of our asset sales and the resulting decline in our gathering
and treating activities, we expect our future EBIT to decrease considerably.
However, we expect the increase in earnings from our interests in El Paso Energy
Partners to partially offset the anticipated decrease in EBIT.

We attempt to balance our earnings from our operating activities through a
combination of fixed-fee based and market-based services. A majority of our
gathering and transportation operations earn margins from fixed-fee-based
services. However, some of our operations earn margins from market-based rates.
Revenues from these market-based rate services are the product of the market
price, usually related to the monthly natural gas price index and the volume
gathered.
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Processing and fractionation operations earn a margin based on fixed-fee
contracts, percentage-of-proceeds contracts and make-whole contracts.
Percentage-of-proceeds contracts allow us to retain a percentage of the product
as a fee for processing or fractionation service. Make-whole contracts allow us
to retain the extracted liquid products and return to the producer a Btu
equivalent amount of natural gas. Under our percentage-of-proceeds contracts and
make-whole contracts, we may have more sensitivity to price changes during
periods when natural gas and NGL prices are volatile.

We provide a variety of midstream services, including gathering and
transportation of natural gas, and processing and fractionation of natural gas,
NGL and natural gas derivative products, such as butane, ethane and propane.

Our operating results and an analysis of those results are as follows for
each of the three years ended December 31:

FIELD SERVICES SEGMENT RESULTS 2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT VOLUMES
AND PRICES)

Gathering, transportation and processing gross margins...... $ 349 $ 561 $ 437
Operating EXPENSE S . ¢ i ittt ettt ettt ettt (78) (437) (271)
Operating INCOmME. . v i vttt ittt e e e e ettt eae et 271 124 166
Other 1NCOmME. o ittt it et e e e e e et e e ettt et 16 71 48
2 $ 287 $ 195 S 214

Volumes and prices
Gathering and transportation

Volumes (BBLU/A) v vv ittt ittt ittt ittt it iei e 3,023 6,109 3,868

Prices (S/MMBLU)...............ce.iiiiiiiiiii 3017 $0.14 3 0.16

Processing - - S

Volumes (inlet BBEU/d) v v v i ittt ittt ettt ettt 3,920 4,360 2,930

Prices (S/MMBLU)...................iiiiiiiiii 30.10  $0.15 3 0.18
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Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Total gross margins for the year December 31, 2002, were $212 million lower
than in 2001. Margins decreased by approximately $134 million due to our sales
of midstream assets to El Paso Energy Partners in April 2002 and November 2002.
In addition, processing margins decreased $58 million due to lower NGL prices in
2002, which primarily impacted our margins and volumes in the San Juan Basin,
south Louisiana, south Texas and Rocky Mountain regions. Higher processing costs
associated with a new processing arrangement at the Chaco processing facility
entered into in the fourth quarter of 2001 with E1l Paso Energy Partners and the
sale of the Dragon Trail processing plant in May 2002 also reduced our
processing margins by $18 million and $6 million. This processing agreement with
El Paso Energy Partners was terminated in November 2002 in connection with E1
Paso Energy Partners' acquisition of our San Juan Basin assets. Lower natural
gas prices in the San Juan Basin in 2002 also resulted in a $22 million decrease
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in our gathering and treating margins. Partially offsetting these decreases were
favorable resolutions of fuel, rate and volume matters of $13 million in the
first quarter of 2002, $8 million of unfavorable resolutions of fuel matters
which occurred in 2001 and $14 million due to higher realized transportation
rates and increased system efficiency related to the pipeline system acquired in
our acquisition of PG&E's midstream operation in December 2000. This pipeline
system was one of the assets sold to El Paso Energy Partners in April 2002.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2002, were $359 million
lower than in 2001. This decrease was primarily due to the sales of our San Juan
Basin assets, our Natural Buttes and Ouray gathering systems and our Dragon
Trail processing plant, resulting in a net gain of $245 million, lower operating
costs of $48 million and lower depreciation expense of $35 million. Also
contributing to the decrease was $46 million of merger-related costs in 2001,
which included payments to El Paso Energy Partners related to Federal Trade
Commission ordered sales of assets owned by the partnership, and a $9 million
increase in our estimated environmental remediation liabilities in 2001. In
addition, our 2002 cost reduction plan contributed $17 million to our lower
operating costs. Our depreciation expense was also lower by $9 million due to
the assets held for sale classification of the San Juan Basin assets in 2002 and
$9 million associated with lower amortization of goodwill due to the adoption of
SFAS No. 142 in January 2002 (see Item 7, Note 1 of this Current Report on Form
8-K) . Partially offsetting these decreases was an impairment charge of our north
Louisiana facilities in the fourth quarter of 2002 of $66 million. We believe
that these facilities are likely to be sold before the end of their estimated
useful lives. For a further discussion of the asset sales and merger-related
costs, see Item 7, Notes 3 and 4 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $55 million lower
than in 2001. The decrease was due to the losses on the sale in 2002 of our
investment in the Aux Sable NGL plant and our investment in the Blacks Fork
natural gas processing plant of $47 million and $3 million. Also contributing to
the decrease in other income for 2002 was a $13 million gain on the sale of our
investment in Deepwater Holdings in October 2001, a gain of $8 million recorded
in May 2001 from the sale of our 1.01 percent non-managing interest in El1 Paso
Energy Partners and $6 million of lower equity earnings from Deepwater Holdings
as a result of the sale of our interest to El Paso Energy Partners in October
2001. Offsetting these decreases were higher earnings of $22 million in 2002
from our interests in El Paso Energy Partners.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Total gross margins for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $124 million
higher than in 2000. An increase of $133 million was due to higher gathering and
processing volumes following our acquisition of PG&E's Texas Midstream
operations in December 2000. Higher volumes also increased our margin by $14
million as a result of our acquisition of the Indian Basin processing plant in
the second quarter of 2000 combined with an increase in Indian Basin's treating
capacity by 23 percent in 2001. The increase in margin was partially offset by
higher processing costs of $5 million associated with the new processing
arrangement with E1 Paso Energy Partners at the Chaco processing facility in the
fourth quarter of 2001. For the year ended December 31, 2001, lower average
gathering, treating and processing rates resulted in a reduction in total
margins of $17 million compared to 2000 due primarily to the different mix of
assets and contract terms resulting from the acquisition of PG&E's Texas
Midstream operations.
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Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $166 million
higher than in 2000. The increase was due to higher operating, depreciation and
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other expenses of $117 million primarily resulting from the acquisition of
PG&E's Texas Midstream operations, as well as merger-related costs and other
charges of $45 million. For a discussion of merger-related costs, see Item 7,
Note 4 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $23 million higher
than in 2000. The increase was primarily due to increased earnings from El Paso
Energy Partners of $27 million and $13 million from a gain on the sale of our
interest in Deepwater Holdings in October 2001, partially offset by lower 2001
equity earnings from Deepwater Holdings of $3 million as a result of the sale.
The increase was also partially offset by equity investment losses of $7 million
from our Mobile Bay and Aux Sable liquids processing facilities due to lower
natural gas liquids prices and a decrease in equity earnings in other projects
of $8 million.

MERCHANT ENERGY

Our Merchant Energy segment consists of a global power division, an energy
trading division and other merchant operations (which consist primarily of our
LNG activities). In May 2002, we announced plans to limit our energy trading and
mitigate our exposure to working capital demands. Our credit downgrades in the
third and fourth quarter and a further deterioration of the energy trading
environment led to our decision in November 2002 to exit the energy trading
business and pursue an orderly liquidation of our trading portfolio. We
anticipate this liquidation may occur through 2004. Our liquidation strategy is
intended to maximize cash flow from the trading portfolio and reduce our cash
liquidity risk in an uncertain environment. Early in 2003, we also announced our
intent to reduce our involvement in the LNG business.

Below are Merchant Energy's operating results and an analysis of those
results for each of the three years ended December 31:

DIVISION

GLOBAL ENERGY
MERCHANT ENERGY SEGMENT RESULTS POWER TRADING OTHER ELIMINATIONS

(IN MILLIONS)

2002

GrOSS MATTIN. v e e e e i ettt eeeeeennnnneens $1,139 S (862) $141 $(35)

Operating eXpenses. . ... eeeeeeennnnns (716) (678) (33) 35
Operating income (lOSS) .« eenn.. 423 (1,540) 108 ——

Other income (exXpPense) .........c.c.ee... (429) 15 2 ——
) 0 0 S (6) $(1,525) $110 S —

2001

GrOSS MATgIN. v e e e e i ettt eeeeeennnnneens S 421 $ 604 $ 87 S ——

Operating exXpenses. . ... eeeeeennnenns (329) (137) (26) ——
Operating income (lOSS) c.eveeeeenn.. 92 467 61 -

Other dncome. .......iiiiiiiiennnnn. 369 26 - -
82 8 $ 461 $ 493 $ 61 $ —-

2000

TOTAL
MERCHANT
ENERGY

SEGMENT
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GrOSS MATgIN. e v e e e sttt eeeeeennnnneens S 367 S 441 $(53) S — S
Operating eXpenses......oueeeeeeeennnnns (271) (64) (1) ——
Operating income........ooiieeeenn.. 96 377 (54) -
Other dncome. .......iiiiiieennnnn. 298 21 11 ——
) 0 0 S 394 $ 398 $(43) S —— S
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GLOBAL POWER

Our global power division includes the ownership and operation of domestic
and international power generating facilities. In most cases, we partially own
our power generating facilities and account for them using the equity method. We
conduct most of our domestic power business through Chaparral. Internationally,
we have invested in the Brazil power market through our equity investment in
Gemstone. For a further discussion of our Chaparral and Gemstone investments,
see Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements and Contractual Obligations and Item 7, Note
26 of this Current Report on Form 8-K. We also have interests in a number of
other power facilities in Asia, Central America and Europe.

Power Contract Restructuring Activities. Many of our domestic power
plants, and the power plants owned by Chaparral, have long-term power sales
contracts with regulated utilities that were entered into under PURPA. The power
sold to the utility under these PURPA contracts is required to be delivered from
a specified power generation plant at power prices that are usually
significantly higher than the cost of power in the wholesale power market. Our
cost of generating power at these PURPA power plants is typically higher than
the cost we would incur by obtaining the power in the wholesale power market,
principally because the PURPA power plants are less efficient than newer power
generation facilities.

In the past, we have been successful at renegotiating or restructuring
these long-term power contracts. Typically, in a power contract restructuring,
the PURPA power sales contract is amended so that the power sold to the utility
does not have to be provided from the specific power plant. Because we have been
able to buy lower cost power in the wholesale power market, we had the ability
to reduce the cost paid by the utility, thereby inducing the utility to enter
into the power contract restructuring transaction. Following a contract
restructuring, the power plant operates on a merchant basis, which means that it
is no longer dedicated to one buyer and will operate only when power prices are
high enough to make operations economical. In addition, we may assume, and in
the case of Eagle Point Cogeneration we did assume, the business and economic
risks of supplying power to the utility to satisfy the delivery requirements
under the restructured power contract over its term. When we assume this risk,
we manage these obligations by entering into transactions to buy power from
third parties that mitigate our risk over the life of the contract. These
activities are reflected as part of our trading activities and reduce our
exposure to changes in power prices from period to period. Power contract
restructurings generally result in a higher rate of return on our investment in
our power generation business because we can deliver reliable power at lower
prices than our cost to generate power at these PURPA power plants. In addition,
we can use the restructured contracts as collateral to obtain financing at a
cost that is comparable to, or lower than, our existing financing costs.

During the last three years, we have successfully completed the
restructuring of a number of long-term power contracts held by unconsolidated
affiliates or, in some cases, held by us. As a result of our credit downgrades,
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our decision to exit the energy trading business, and disruption in the capital
markets, it is unlikely we will pursue additional power contract restructurings
in the near term. For a further discussion of these activities, see Item 7, Note
13 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

GLOBAL POWER DIVISION RESULTS 2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

GrOSS MATGIN e vt e et ettt ettt e e e e e eaneeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeenennas $1,139 $ 421 $ 367
Operating EXPENSE S . v i i it ettt et ettt e ettt (716) (329) (271)
Operating INCOmME. . v it ittt ittt e e e e et et ae et eeaeaens 423 92 96
Other 1NCOmMEe (EXPENSE) t v v i ittt ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeaneeeeeens (429) 369 298
0= 0 S (6) $ 461 $ 394

Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Gross margin consists of revenues from our power plants and the net results
from our power restructuring activities. The cost of fuel used in the power
generation process is included in operating expenses. For the year ended
December 31, 2002, gross margin for the global power division was $718 million
higher than in 2001. Gross margin from power contract restructurings comprised
$628 million of the increase. During 2002, we

57

completed power contract restructurings or contract terminations at our Eagle
Point Cogeneration, Mount Carmel and Nejapa power plants. The Eagle Point
restructuring transaction, completed in March 2002, was our most significant
power contract restructuring transaction and contributed $476 million to our net
2002 results.

The Eagle Point restructuring involved several steps and all revenues,
expenses, fees and impairments were reported in our 2002 gross margin. First, we
amended the existing PURPA power sales contract with Public Service Electric and
Gas (PSEG) to eliminate the requirement that power be delivered specifically
from the Eagle Point power plant. This amended contract has fixed prices with
stated increases over the l4-year term that range from $85 per MWh to $126 per
MWh. We entered into the amended power sales contract through a consolidated
subsidiary, UCF. UCF was created to hold and execute the restructured power
sales contract, to enter into a supply contract to meet the requirements of the
restructured agreement and to monetize the net cash flows of these contracts by
issuing debt. In keeping with its purpose, UCF entered into a power supply
agreement with our energy trading division (EPME) who usually participates in
our power restructuring activities by taking on the obligation to supply power.
The terms of the EPME power supply contract were identical to the amended power
sales contract, with the exception of price, which was set at $37 per MWh over
its l4-year term.

For credit enhancement purposes, in anticipation of the financing
transaction associated with the restructuring, UCF terminated the EPME supply
contract in the second quarter of 2002 and replaced it with a supply contract
with a Morgan Stanley affiliate. UCF entered into the Morgan Stanley contract
solely for the purpose of reducing the cost of debt UCF would issue. EPME
continued to supply power for the restructured transaction by entering into a
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power supply agreement with the Morgan Stanley affiliate. As a result of the
steps we have taken in this transaction, we have replaced the high-cost of the
power generated from the Eagle Point plant, which had averaged over $75 per MWh,
with power that we purchased in the open market at an average cost of $31 per
MWh. We have also shifted the collection and credit risks to third parties over
the term of the restructured power sales agreement. The estimated improvement in
margins associated with this restructuring is approximately $136 million over
the life of the contracts.

The actions taken to restructure the contract required us to mark the
contract to its fair value. As a result, we recorded non-cash revenue
representing the estimated fair value of the derivative contract of
approximately $978 million. We also amended or terminated other ancillary
agreements associated with the cogeneration facility, such as gas supply and
transportation agreements, a steam contract and existing financing agreements.
We also paid $103 million to the utility to terminate the original PURPA
contract. Also included in our operating results for 2002 were a $98 million
non-cash charge to adjust the Eagle Point Cogeneration plant to fair value based
on its new status as a peaking merchant plant and a non-cash charge of $230
million to write off the book value of the original PURPA contract. The
transaction included closing and other costs of $21 million and the minority
interest owner's share of this transaction of $50 million. Total operating cash
flows from this transaction amounted to approximately $124 million of cash paid
to the utility to amend the original contract and other costs and total
financing cash flows included $829 million of proceeds from the issuance of
7.944% senior notes collateralized solely by the contracts and cash flows of
UCF'.

The other two power restructuring transactions during 2002 were the Nejapa
and the Mount Carmel transactions. In 2002, an arbitration award panel approved
the termination of the power purchase agreement between Comision Ejecutiva
Hydroelectrica del Rio Lempa and the Nejapa Power Company, one of our
consolidated subsidiaries, in exchange for a cash payment of $90 million. We
recorded, as gross margin, a $90 million gain and also recorded $13 million in
other expense for the minority owner's share of this gain. We applied the
proceeds of the award to retire a portion of Nejapa's debt. The Mount Carmel
restructuring involved the termination of the existing PURPA power purchase
contract for a fee from the utility of $50 million. In addition, we recorded a
non-cash adjustment to reflect fair value of the Mount Carmel facility of $25
million, resulting in a total net benefit on the restructuring transaction of
$25 million.

Due to increasing market power prices in 2002, the net increase in gross
margin from power contract restructurings of $628 million from our initial power
restructuring transactions was partially offset by a decrease in the fair value
of our restructured power contracts and related power supply contracts of
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$114 million from the initial gains through December 31, 2002. In addition to
the net increase in gross margin relating to restructuring activities discussed
above, gross margin increases of $147 million were realized from domestic and
international power facilities that were consolidated in the fourth quarter of
2001 and the first quarter of 2002, partially offset by decreased revenues from
the sale of the ManChief facility in 2001 to Chaparral. Also contributing to the
increase were higher management fees in 2002 of $42 million primarily from
Chaparral. Partially offsetting these increases were increased losses in other
investments of $22 million during 2002.

Operating expenses include the cost of fuel used in the power generation
processes, asset impairments and other costs we incur in operating and
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maintaining our power plants. Operating expenses for the year ended December 31,
2002, were $387 million higher than in 2001 primarily as a result of asset
impairments that were recorded in 2002. In 2002, we wrote down our capitalized
turbine costs by $162 million as we reduced our capital expenditure plans
related to future power development as a result of our liquidity concerns, and
accordingly our ability and intent to use the turbines in international and
domestic power development projects changed. These reduced capital expenditure
plans also impacted our ability to fund future financial investments, resulting
in a $44 million impairment of goodwill by EnCap and Enerplus, our investment
management subsidiaries. Plant operation and maintenance expenses increased by
$156 million primarily resulting from the consolidation of international and
domestic power-related entities in the fourth quarter of 2001 and the first
quarter of 2002, and the expansion of our South America, Central America and
Mexico operations in 2002.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $798 million lower
than in 2001 primarily due to higher write downs on our equity investments over
those that were recorded in 2001. Due to weak economic conditions in Argentina
in 2002, we recorded a $342 million impairment of our CAPSA/CAPEX equity
investment and Costanera cost investment. Also in 2002, we recorded a writedown
of our PPN equity investment in India of $41 million due to PPN's sole customer
failing to pay for power generated by the plant and significant difficulties
encountered with operating the plant, and a $17 million impairment of our
Milford equity investment where construction problems and disputes with our
contractors and lenders have further delayed completion of the plant. In
addition, we recognized a $74 million writedown of our CE Generation equity
investment in December 2002 resulting from the sale of the underlying power
plants, which was completed in the first quarter of 2003. The 2002 write downs
were partially offset by impairments of $74 million on our Fife and East Asia
equity investments in 2001. Contributing to the overall decrease was a decrease
in equity earnings from Chaparral of $136 million, from Enfield due to
unexpected plant shutdowns of $22 million, and from projects consolidated in the
fourth quarter of 2001 and first quarter of 2002 of $52 million. Other income
also decreased by $51 million due to the minority owner's interest in income of
projects consolidated by us in 2002, and a $22 million decrease in operating
lease income as a result of the consolidation of Nejapa in 2002. Other income
also decreased due to $75 million in fees earned for engineering, construction
management and other services for the Macae power project during 2001 that did
not recur in 2002 because the power plant became operational after it was
contributed to Gemstone in late 2001. These decreases were partially offset by
higher equity earnings of $107 million from Gemstone during 2002.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Gross margin for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $54 million higher
than in 2000. This increase was primarily due to an increase of $67 million in
management fees earned from Chaparral during 2001. Also contributing to the
increase were higher margins of $55 million from a Philippine power project that
was consolidated in the first quarter of 2001. Partially offsetting these
increases was a decrease of $61 million in margins associated with our West
Georgia facility, which we sold to Chaparral in the fourth quarter of 2000.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $58 million
higher than in 2000. This increase was primarily due to an increase in plant
operation and maintenance expenses of $100 million resulting from the
consolidation of a Philippine power project in 2001 and expansion of our
operations in Mexico and Brazil during 2001. In addition, we recorded $12
million in merger-related costs and other charges in 2001 associated with
combining our operations with Coastal's operations. See Item 7, Notes 4 and 5 of
this
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Current Report on Form 8-K, for a discussion of these merger-related costs and
asset impairments of our long-lived assets. These increases were partially
offset by lower costs of $33 million at our West Georgia facility, which was
sold in the fourth quarter of 2000.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $71 million higher
than in 2000. This increase was primarily due to $75 million of fees earned for
engineering, construction management and other services related to the
development of the Macae power project in Brazil in 2001. Also contributing to
this increase was an increase in equity earnings from Chaparral of $80 million
during 2001 and from other equity investments of $28 million during 2001.
Partially offsetting these increases were an impairment of $74 million of our
Fife and East Asia equity investments in 2001 and gains of $36 million from the
sale of our interests in East Asia and Guatemalan power projects in 2000.

ENERGY TRADING

Our energy trading activities have historically included actively managing
the inherent risk across Merchant Energy's asset portfolios as well as providing
customers with risk management solutions involving natural gas, power, crude
0il, refined products, chemicals and coal. This division also conducted a
substantial energy trading business that executed proprietary trading strategies
and managed the segment's risk across multiple commodities and over seasonally
fluctuating energy demands using consistent methodologies. In November 2002 we
announced that we would exit the energy trading business due to the increasing
and volatile cash demands inherent in that business, which were magnified by our
credit downgrade. We are in the process of liquidating our trading price risk
management portfolio and anticipate that this effort will continue through 2004.

Our ligquidation strategy is being executed in a variety of ways including:

- negotiating early settlements pursuant to contractual terms with our
counterparties;

- actively pursuing the sale of transactions or the entire portfolio to
third parties;

- matching and transferring offsetting positions with different
counterparties;

- transferring transactions to other El Paso segments or divisions; and
- liquidating through scheduled settlements.

In late 2002, we began actively liquidating our trading portfolio. As of
December 31, 2002, we had approximately 40,000 transactions to be settled in the
future. Included in our portfolio at that time was approximately 4.4 Bcf/d of
natural gas transportation capacity and natural gas storage rights of
approximately 125 Bcf. As of December 31, 2002, we had contracted to sell 2.1
Bcf/d of that transportation capacity and 70 Bcf of those gas storage rights.
The sale resulted in a loss of approximately $25 million. Additionally, in the
first quarter of 2003, we sold our European natural gas trading portfolio and
completed the liquidations of all of our open trading positions in Europe. We
incurred a loss of approximately $4 million on this sale and ligquidation. We are
continuing to work with numerous counterparties to liquidate the remainder of
our portfolio through 2004.

FAIR VALUE OF PRICE RISK MANAGEMENT CONTRACTS AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2002

The following table details the net estimated fair value of our energy
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contracts (both trading and non-trading) by year of maturity and valuation
methodology as of December 31, 2002. We classify as trading activities those
price risk management activities that we enter into with the objective of
generating profits or benefiting from exposure to shifts or changes in market
prices. Our trading contracts include those entered into in the trading division
of Merchant Energy as well as contracts related to our petroleum markets
operations
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which are treated as discontinued operations. We classify all other

derivative-related activities, including those related to power restructuring
activities, as non-trading price risk management activities.

MATURITY MATURITY MATURITY MATURITY MATURITY
LESS THAN 1 TO 3 4 TO 5 6 TO 10 BEYOND
SOURCE OF FAIR VALUE 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS YEARS 10 YEARS

Trading contracts (1)

Exchange-traded positions(2)...... $ (16) $(80) $ 3 $ 3 $ -
Non-exchange traded
positions(3) ...ttt 42 77 (12) (52) (24)

Total trading contracts,
net ...ttt i, 26 (3) (9) (49) (24)
Non-trading contracts(4)
Non-exchange traded
positions(3) ...t (148) (35) 122 329 191

Total energy contracts............ $(122) $(38) $113 $280 $167

(1) Trading contracts include a liability of $14 million associated with
petroleum markets-related price risk management activities included in
liabilities from discontinued operations. These contracts are primarily
exchange-traded positions with a maturity of less than one year.

(2) Exchange-traded positions include positions that are traded on active
exchanges such as the New York Mercantile Exchange, International Petroleum
Exchange and London Clearinghouse.

(3) Non-exchange traded positions include positions based on exchange prices,
third party pricing data and valuation techniques that incorporate specific
contractual terms, statistical and simulation analysis and present value
concepts.

(4) Non-trading energy contracts include derivatives from our power contract
restructuring activities of $968 million and derivatives related to our
natural gas and oil producing activities of $(509) million. Earnings related
to the natural gas and o0il producing activities are included in our
Production segment results.

The energy trading industry experienced dramatic changes during 2002,
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especially in the fourth quarter. These changes included the credit downgrades
of many of the major industry participants and actions taken by most of the
major industry participants to reduce their trading activities or completely
exit the business. Because of our own actions to limit our trading activities
and exit the trading business, our accessibility to reliable forward market data
for purposes of estimating fair value was significantly limited in late 2002. As
a result, we obtained valuation assistance from a third party valuation
specialist in determining the fair value of our trading and non-trading price
risk management activities as of December 31, 2002. Based upon the specialist's
input, our estimates of fair value are based upon price curves derived from
actual prices observed in the market, pricing information supplied by the
specialist and independent pricing sources and models that rely on this forward
pricing information. These estimates also reflect factors for time value and
volatility underlying the contracts, the potential impact of liquidating our
position in an orderly manner over a reasonable time under present market
conditions, modeling risk, credit risk of our counterparties and operational
risks, as needed. We have discontinued applying our ten-year liquidity valuation
allowance that we had instituted during the first quarter of 2002 in
circumstances where there was uncertainty related to our forward prices in less
liquid markets. To the extent that the forward market data received from the
third party specialist indicates value beyond ten years, we now include that
value in the fair value of our trading and non-trading price risk management
activities.

61
The income impacts of both our trading and non-trading price risk

management activities are included in all divisions of our Merchant Energy
segment and our Production segment. A reconciliation of these trading and

non-trading activities for the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2001, is as
follows:
DISCONTINUED
TRADING NON-TRADING OPERATIONS
(IN MILLIONS)

Fair value of contracts outstanding at December

31, 2000 . ¢ ittt e e e e e e $ 2,200 S - S -
Cumulative effect of accounting change(l)....... - (1,921) -
Fair value of contract settlements during the

STl oY P (1,973) 744 -
Initial recorded value of new contracts......... 160 - -
Change in fair value of contracts(2)............ 722 1,636 (42)
(@ 35 o TSl (5 T 228 —— ——

Net change in contracts outstanding during the

PEriod. ¢ ittt e e e e e e e e e e e (863) 459 (42)

Fair value of contracts outstanding at December

31, 200L . it e e e e e e e 1,337 459 (42)
Cumulative effect of accounting change.......... (343) - -
Inventory-related reclassifications as a result

of accounting change........ ... .. (254) - -
Fair value of contract settlements during the

STl oY P (347) (274) 162

TOTAL
COMMODIT
BASED
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Initial recorded value of new contracts(4)...... 84 991 ——
Change in fair value of contracts(5)............ (532) (717) (103)
(0w oLl ) 10 - (31)

Fair value of contracts outstanding at December
31, 2002, ¢ i e e e e e e e S (45) S 459 S (14)

(1) On January 1, 2001, we adopted SFAS No. 133 and recorded a cumulative effect
of accounting change of $1,921 million related to our hedging price risk
management activities.

(2) Our continuing operations include a net loss of $109 million related to
changes in the market values of contracts transferred to our trading
portfolio as a result of a change in the manner in which these contracts
were managed following the Coastal merger.

(3) Includes option premiums and storage capacity transactions.

(4) The initial recorded value of new contracts for trading primarily comes from
completing our Snohvit LNG supply contract in the second quarter of 2002 and
for non-trading primarily comes from our Eagle Point Cogeneration
restructuring transaction completed in the first quarter of 2002. See the
discussion of these transactions under results of operations in our global
power and other merchant operations divisions.

(5) As a result of the discontinuance of our ten-year liquidity wvaluation
allowance on contracts in our continuing operations, we have reversed $29
million which represents the remaining balance of our initial valuation
allowance of $61 million.

Our trading price risk management assets and liabilities changed
significantly in the fourth quarter of 2002 partly because we adopted EITF Issue
No. 02-3, Issues Related to Accounting for Contracts Involved in Energy Trading
and Risk Management Activities. The adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3 had the
following impacts on our financial statements:

— We eliminated the mark-to-market wvalue for contracts that do not meet the
definition of a derivative, including transportation, storage and other
contracts, which we reported as a cumulative effect of change in
accounting principle of $225 million;

- We adjusted the carrying value of our natural gas inventory to its
weighted average cost and the value of inventory exchanges to their
expected settlement price assuming they had been accounted for under
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that basis since their acquisition, which we reported as a cumulative
effect of change in accounting principle of $118 million; and

— We reclassified $254 million of our natural gas inventory and inventory
exchanges from price risk management assets to inventory and accounts
receivable and payable on our balance sheet.
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Overall, the adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3 reduced our net assets from
price risk management activities by approximately $597 million, lowered our
pre-tax net income by $343 million and lowered our net income by $222 million.
Those contracts for which the mark-to-market value was eliminated are now
accounted for under the accrual method of accounting.

The fair value of contract settlements during the period represents the
amounts of traded contracts settled in cash, through physical delivery of a
commodity or by a claim to cash as accounts receivable or payable. The initial
recorded value of new contracts includes the fair value of origination
transactions at the time the transaction is initiated.

The change in fair value of contracts during the year represents the change
in value of contracts from the beginning of the period, or the date of their
origination, until their settlement or, if not settled, until the end of the
period. One of the most significant factors affecting the declines in fair wvalue
of our trading and non-trading price risk management activities was the decrease
in option value, especially in longer-dated and complex transactions. Despite
the commodity price volatility seen in the market over recent months, we are
finding that the remaining market participants are ascribing very little option
value to these types of transactions. Additionally, because of the significant
reductions in the creditworthiness of many of our counterparties, we were
required to adjust our valuation allowances. Because of these and other market
changes, particularly those experienced in the fourth quarter, we recognized a
loss in our energy trading activities due to changes in fair value of $532
million in 2002.

In accordance with generally accepted accounting principles, we have
reflected our trading portfolio at estimated fair value, which is the amount at
which the contracts in our portfolio could be bought or sold in a current
transaction between willing buyers and sellers. However, the value we ultimately
receive in settlement of our trading activities may be less than our estimates.
As disclosed previously, we are actively liquidating our trading portfolio,
which included approximately 40,000 transactions as of December 31, 2002. We
believe the net realizable value of our trading portfolio may be less than their
currently estimated fair value. Our belief is based on recent transactions
completed at values below estimated fair value and bids received on transactions
that were also below their fair value. Additionally, because of the adoption of
EITF Issue No. 02-3, a portion of the transactions that we plan to liquidate are
accounted for under the accrual method and are not recorded on our balance
sheet. We believe that the amount we may ultimately realize from the liquidation
of our total portfolio (including our accrual-based portfolio) could result in
future losses of up to $200 million.

See Item 7, Note 1 of this Current Report on Form 8-K for our revenue
recognition policy related to these activities. The operating results of our
energy trading division are presented below:

ENERGY TRADING DIVISION RESULTS 2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

GrOSS MATGIN e vt e et ettt et et e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeneenanaeeeeeeennennas S (862) S 604 S 441
OpPerating EXPENSE S . vt i it ettt et ettt ettt et (678) (137) (64)
Operating income (LOSS) « v vttt i i e ettt eeeeeeeeeeenneens (1,540) 467 377
Other 1NCOmMe. .« ottt ittt et et e e et e e ettt ee ettt 15 26 21
0= 0 $(1,525) $ 493 $ 398
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Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Gross margin consists of revenues from commodity trading and origination
activities less the costs of commodities sold, including changes in the fair
value of our energy trading portfolio. For the year ended December 31, 2002,
gross margin was $1.5 billion lower than in 2001. The decrease was due to a
combination of factors related to changes in the energy trading environment.
Approximately $1.3 billion of this decrease
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relates to a general market decline in energy trading resulting from lower price
volatility in the natural gas and power markets and a generally weaker trading
and credit environment in 2002. Additionally, in the fourth quarter of 2002,
many of the participants in the trading industry, including us, publicly
announced their intent to discontinue or significantly reduce trading
operations, which we believe, along with other factors caused a further
deterioration of the market valuations of trading and marketing assets. The
decrease in fair value of our trading and non-trading price risk management
activities was largely related to reduced option value, with the remainder of
the decrease resulting from the volatility of forward prices and reductions in
creditworthiness of our counterparties. The decline in the energy trading
environment caused us to reduce our trading and origination operations which
resulted in a decrease of $135 million in the gains from transactions we
originated in 2002 compared to 2001 primarily associated with transportation,
storage and gas supply contracts.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2002, were $541 million
higher than in 2001. This significant increase relates primarily to a charge of
$487 million related to our Western Energy Settlement and a charge of $20
million related to our Commodities Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) settlement.
See Item 7, Note 2 of this Current Report on Form 8-K for a description of our
Western Energy Settlement and Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K
for a description of our CFTC settlement. Adding to this increase were
additional costs of $5 million to expand our London operations in early 2002 and
an $18 million increase in staffing and infrastructure costs in 2002. During
2003, we ligquidated our European trading assets and will close these offices.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $11 million lower
than in 2001 primarily due lower interest rates and lower average outstanding
balances on our interest-bearing margin deposits and notes receivable during
2002.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

For the year ended December 31, 2001, gross margin was $163 million higher
than in 2000. The increase was due to higher trading margins in natural gas and
power as a result of increased trading volumes and price volatility, net of the
reserves established as a result of the bankruptcy of Enron Corp. in December
2001.

Operating expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were $73 million
higher than in 2000. The increase was partially the result of $27 million of
merger-related asset impairments in 2001. The remaining increase of $46 million
related to increased personnel costs to support increased origination activity
and expansion of our European operations in 2001 compared to 2000.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $5 million higher
than in 2000. This increase was primarily due to a $16 million increase in other
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income resulting from higher interest rates and higher average outstanding
balances on our interest-bearing margin deposits and notes receivable during
2001. These increases were offset by $11 million of equity earnings in 2000 no
longer being recorded upon termination of the Engage joint venture in October
2000.

Other Merchant Operations

Our other merchant operations consist primarily of our LNG business. In
February 2003, we announced our intent to reduce our involvement in this
business.

OTHER MERCHANT OPERATIONS RESULTS 2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

GrOSS MATGIN e v vttt ettt ettt e e e e e e eaeeeeeeeeeeenanaeeeeeeennennas $141 S 87 $(53)
Operating EXPENSE S . vt i it ettt et ettt ettt et (33) (26) (1)
Operating income (LOSS) « v vttt i ime ettt eeeeeeeenneens 108 61l (54)
Other INCOmME. .« ittt ittt et e et e et e et ettt et 2 - 11
0= 0 $110 S 61 $(43)
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Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Gross margin consists of revenues from commodity trading activities, less
costs of the commodities sold. For the year ended December 31, 2002, our gross
margin was $54 million higher than in 2001. This increase was primarily due to a
gain of $210 million from the sale of a long-term LNG supply contract and
capacity rights at a regasification terminal to Snohvit during 2002. This
increase was partially offset by a $67 million decline in the fair value of our
LNG supply contract derivatives in 2002 compared to an $86 million increase in
the fair value of these contracts in 2001.

Operating expenses for the year ended in December 31, 2002, were $7 million
higher than in 2001. The increase was primarily due to a $7 million increase in
operating costs associated with the expansion of our LNG operations during early
2002.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

For the year ended December 31, 2001, our gross margin was $140 million
higher than in 2000. The increase from year to year was due to an $86 million
increase in the fair value of our LNG supply contract derivatives during 2001
compared to a $53 million decrease in the fair value of these contracts in 2000.

Operating expenses for the year ended in December 31, 2001, were $25
million higher than in 2000. The increase was primarily due to a $26 million
increase in operating expenses associated with our LNG business in 2001.

Other income for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $11 million lower
than in 2000. The decrease was due to a $11 million decrease in equity earnings
primarily from our equity investment in a natural gas liquid processing plant.
The decrease resulted from a decline in the spread between the price of natural
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gas liquids and the underlying natural gas feedstocks during 2001.
CORPORATE AND OTHER EXPENSES, NET

Our Corporate and Other operations includes our general and administrative
activities, as well as the operations of our telecommunications and other
miscellaneous businesses. During 2001, there was a significant downturn in the
telecommunications market. As a result, we refocused our telecommunications
strategy and reduced our capital investment in this start-up business. Our
current business strategy involves primarily the development of wholesale
metropolitan transport services, primarily in Texas. At December 31, 2002, our
net investment in the telecommunications business was $388 million, which
includes $163 million of goodwill.

Our telecommunications business consists of Texas-based metro transport
services and collocation and cross-connect services. Our Texas-based metro
transport services business provides bandwidth transport services to wholesale
customers in Austin, San Antonio, Dallas, Ft. Worth and Houston. There are
several new initiatives aimed at expanding our market share within existing
markets. In 2003, we are expanding our business model to include commercial
customers through the launch of our channel partners program, which utilizes
third party entities as outside sales representatives in order to market our
existing products to commercial customers. We will also offer to both wholesale
and commercial customers additional products designed specifically to leverage
our existing asset infrastructure, including gigabit ethernet. We provide a
cost-effective service because of our ability to use parts of the
telecommunications infrastructure of SBC under our interconnection agreement
with them. We are currently involved in proceedings with SBC that could impact
our cost of using their infrastructure, and possibly our ability to use this
infrastructure in the future. For an additional discussion of this proceeding,
see Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K under the subheading
Southwestern Bell Proceeding. Because of the continuing decline in the
telecommunications industry, we evaluate the fair value of our Texas-based
assets, including our goodwill of $163 million, each quarter to determine if
they are impaired. As of December 31, 2002, these assets were not impaired. We
did, however, write off $15 million of right-of-way assets, primarily in the
Northeast, due to decisions not to construct along these rights-of-way or expand
the business into these market areas. There are a number of factors that could
impact the valuation of our Texas-based metro transport business in the future,
including a negative outcome of our SBC proceeding, judicial or legislative
changes affecting the current
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regulatory framework, a decline in our forecasted demand for services in the
areas we serve or a further decline in the telecommunications industry impacting
our ability to expand this business.

In December 2002, we decided to exit our long-haul and metro dark fiber
business because of the minimal contribution of the activities and the high cost
of maintaining it. Under these circumstances, the value of our inventory is
impaired and, accordingly, in the fourth quarter we reduced the carrying value
of our inventory by $153 million to $5 million. This is in addition to a third
quarter reduction of $8 million. The market value was determined by an
independent appraiser who evaluated the dark fiber value based on market
conditions existing in the fourth quarter of 2002 and recent liquidation values
for dark fiber. Our remaining $4 million of value is attributable to our route
from Houston, Texas to Los Angeles, California, which is the center of an
arbitration proceeding between us and Broadwing Communications Services. For a
further discussion of this matter, see Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on
Form 8-K.
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Our collocation and cross—-connect services are available through our
Lakeside Technology Center, a Chicago-based telecommunications facility that
provides space for telecommunications carriers designed for their unique
equipment needs, as well as access to multiple network connections of various
telecommunications carriers. We operate this facility under an operating lease
that has a residual value guarantee of $237 million. In the second quarter of
2002, we reached a final settlement of a lease agreement at the facility with
Exodus Communications, Inc., who has now filed for bankruptcy. Although we
received some consideration, the settlement resulted in the termination of the
lease and the loss of a significant tenant at the facility. The building design,
which is beneficial for the heavy equipment, low staffing needs of a
telecommunications provider, also limits the alternative uses for the facility
putting pressure on the fair value of the building during this significant
downturn in the telecommunications industry. Consequently, we analyzed the fair
value of the building. Our analysis was completed in the third quarter of 2002,
and we estimated that the fair value of the building was $162 million, which is
significantly below the expected residual value originally anticipated and
guaranteed under our lease agreement and results in a contingent loss of $113
million. Consequently, we are amortizing this deficiency over the remaining
lease term. This resulted in a charge of $11 million in 2002, and will result in
a charge of $8 million for each remaining quarter through May 2006. Upon the
adoption of the new accounting pronouncement, Financial Accounting Standards
Board Interpretation (FIN) No. 46, in July 2003, we anticipate that we will
consolidate the lessor of this facility which will likely require an adjustment
to the fair value of the facility (see New Accounting Pronouncements Issued But
Not Yet Adopted beginning on page 75).

Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Corporate and other net expenses for the year ended December 31, 2002, were
$1,202 million lower than in 2001. The decrease was primarily a result of $1,175
million in merger-related charges and asset impairments incurred in 2001, in
connection with our merger with Coastal and additional costs of $144 million
incurred in 2001 related to increased estimates of environmental remediation
costs, legal obligations and reductions in the fair value of spare parts
inventories to reflect changes in usability of spare parts inventories in our
corporate operations based on an ongoing evaluation of our operating standards
and plans following the Coastal merger. For a discussion of these costs, see
Item 7, Notes 4 and 6 of this Current Report on Form 8-K. Also contributing to
the decrease was a reduction in telecommunication expenses of $25 million in
2002 due to our 2001 telecommunication organizational restructuring and losses
of $34 million in 2001 on our retail gas stations, substantially all of which
were sold in 2001. In addition, in 2002, we recorded a $21 million gain on the
early extinguishment of debt. Partially offsetting the decrease for the year
ended December 31, 2002, were charges of $50 million for severance payments
related to our second quarter 2002 employee restructuring, costs associated with
the elimination of rating and stock-price triggers in the second quarter of 2002
in our Gemstone and Chaparral investments and a $21 million decrease in pre-tax
pension income as a result of a reduced expected rate of return on our pension
plan assets. In addition, in our telecommunication operations, in 2002, we
recorded a $153 million valuation adjustment of our dark fiber inventory, a $15
million impairment of our right-of-way assets and a $11 million contingent loss
on the Lakeside Technology Center facility, as discussed above.
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Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Corporate and other expenses for the year ended December 31, 2001, were
$1,365 million higher than in 2000. The increase was primarily a result of
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additional $1,082 million incurred in 2001 compared to 2000 of merger-related
costs and asset impairments incurred in 2001 in connection with our mergers with
Coastal and Sonat and additional costs of $144 million incurred in 2001 related
to increased estimates of environmental remediation costs, legal obligations and
usability of spare parts inventories and $39 million in lower margins due to the
sale of substantially all of our retail gas stations in 2001. Also contributing
to our higher costs were operating losses associated with our telecommunications
business during 2001 which were approximately $40 million.

INTEREST AND DEBT EXPENSE

Over the past three years, our interest and debt expense has increased as a
result of debt issued to finance the growth of our business segments. During
this period, our average debt balances have increased from approximately $10.8
billion in 2000 to $16 billion as of December 31, 2002. During this growth
period, we have raised funds in both domestic and international capital markets,
the majority of which was fixed rate debt. In the future, our ability to access
the capital markets and issue debt securities will be a function of market
conditions at that time and our credit ratings. Based on rating actions during
the latter part of 2002 and early 2003, we anticipate that the cost of future
debt issuances will be higher for us. Furthermore, since some of our debt
offerings have been in foreign markets, currency fluctuations can impact that
cost of our debt. For example, in 2002, as a result of a weaker U.S. dollar, we
incurred incremental interest costs of approximately $95 million on our Euro
denominated debt.

Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001
Interest and debt expense for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $259

million higher than in 2001. Below is an analysis of our interest expense during
the year ended December 31 (in millions):

2002 2001 2000

Long term debt, including current maturities............... $1,248 S 949 $ 858
COMMETCIal PAPE e v v vttt e e et ettt te e e et eeeeeeeeeeanneaenns 42 98 89
Other dnterest. ...ttt it ettt e et e e ettt eaeeeeens 130 145 129
Less: Capitalized interest..... ...ttt eennnnnns (32) (63) (75)
Total Interest EXPeNSEe. .. ettt eeenennneeeenns $1,388 $1,129 $1,001

Interest expense on long-term debt for the year ended December 31, 2002,
was $299 million higher than in 2001. The increase was due to a higher average
debt balance. During 2002, we issued long-term debt of approximately $4.4
billion that had an average interest rate of 7.9%. These issuances increased
interest on long-term debt by approximately $233 million. During the same year,
we retired approximately $1.5 billion of long-term debt that had an average
interest rate of 5.19%, resulting in a decrease to interest expense from these
retirements of approximately $35 million. In addition, we incurred $95 million
of interest expense in 2002 related to foreign currency losses on
Euro-denominated debt that was unhedged in 2002. The remaining increase was
primarily due to various debt issuances during 2001 that were outstanding for
the entire year in 2002.

Interest expense on commercial paper for the year ended December 31, 2002,

was $56 million lower than in 2001. The decrease was due to lower average
short-term interest rates on commercial paper activities and lower average
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short-term borrowings in 2002. The average short-term interest rate, which is
based on daily ending rates, was 2.7% in 2002 versus 4.6% in 2001, and the
average commercial paper and other short-term debt balances, which were based on
daily ending balances, were approximately $963 million in 2002 versus $1.45
billion in 2001.
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Other interest for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $15 million lower
than in 2001. The decrease was primarily due to an $8 million decrease in
interest resulting from retirement of our other financing obligations, an $8
million decrease in interest of receivable factoring, and an $8 million decrease
in interest due to termination of a marketing sales contract during 2002. These
decreases were partially offset by a $9 million increase in interest from the
debt securities issued to Gemstone in November 2001.

Capitalized interest for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $31 million
lower than in 2001 primarily due to the lower interest rates in 2002 than in
2001.

We expect to incur higher interest and debt expense on debt issuances in
2003 due to our credit downgrades below investment grade status.

Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Interest and debt expense for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $128
million higher than in 2000.

Interest expense on long-term debt for the year ended December 31, 2001,
was $91 million higher than in 2000. The increase was due to a higher average
debt balance. During 2001, we issued long-term debt of approximately $4.1
billion that had an average interest rate of 6.1%. These issuances increased
interest on long-term debt by approximately $125 million. During the same year,
we retired approximately $1.6 billion of long-term debt that had an average
interest rate of 6.8%, resulting in a decrease to interest expense from these
retirements of approximately $68 million. The remaining increase was primarily
due to fourth quarter 2000 debt issuances that were outstanding for the entire
year in 2001.

Interest expense on commercial paper for the year ended December 31, 2001,
was $9 million higher than in 2000. The increase was due to the higher average
commercial paper balances. Average commercial paper and other short-term debt
balances, which were based on daily ending balances, were approximately $1.45
billion in 2001. This increase was offset by lower average rates on commercial
paper and other short-term borrowings during the year. The average interest
rate, which is based on daily ending rates, was 4.6% in 2001.

Other interest for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $16 million higher
than in 2000 primarily due to the interest expense associated with a swap
agreement.

Capitalized interest for the year ended December 31, 2001, was $12 million
lower than in 2000 due to the completion of the West Georgia facility during the
middle of 2000.

MINORITY INTEREST IN CONSOLIDATED SUBSIDIARIES

Expense associated with minority interests of consolidated subsidiaries for
the year ended December 31, 2002, was $56 million higher than in 2001. This
increase was primarily due to 2002 income of the minority owners of Eagle Point
Cogeneration, Utility Contract Funding, CDECCA and Mohawk River Funding IV as a
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result of our consolidation of these companies during 2002. These consolidations
contributed $38 million of the 2002 increase. An additional $13 million of the
increase related to the minority owner's share of the gain from the termination
of the Nejapa power purchase agreement.

RETURNS ON PREFERRED INTERESTS OF CONSOLIDATED SUBSIDIARIES
Year Ended December 31, 2002 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Returns on preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries for the year
ended December 31, 2002, were $58 million lower than in 2001, primarily due to
the redemptions of the preferred interests related to El Paso 0Oil & Gas
Resources, El1 Paso 0Oil & Gas Associates, Coastal Limited Ventures and Capital
Trust IV and the partial redemption of Clydesdale. The decrease was also due to
lower interest rates in 2002. Most of the preferred returns are based on
variable short-term rates, which were lower on average in 2002 than the same
periods in 2001. Partially offsetting these decreases were higher returns on
preferred interests issued as part of our Gemstone investment completed in
November 2001.
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Year Ended December 31, 2001 Compared to Year Ended December 31, 2000

Returns on preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries for the year
ended December 31, 2001, were $13 million higher than in 2000. Higher balances
in minority interests as a result of the issuance of additional preferred
interests in Clydesdale and Topaz (part of our Gemstone transaction) in 2001 and
a full year of costs on Clydesdale and Capital Trust IV, were significantly
offset by lower interest rates. Clydesdale and Capital Trust IV were formed in
May 2000.

For a further discussion of our borrowings and other financing activities
related to our consolidated subsidiaries, see Item 7, Note 19 of this Current
Report on Form 8-K.

INCOME TAX EXPENSE

Income tax benefit for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $507 million
resulting in an effective tax rate of 33 percent. For the year ended December
31, 2001, income tax expense was $242 million, resulting in an effective tax
rate of 61 percent. Of this amount, $115 million related to non-deductible
merger charges and changes in our estimate of additional tax liabilities. The
majority of these estimated additional liabilities were paid in 2001 and are
being contested by us. The effective tax rate excluding these charges was 32
percent in 2001. For the year ended December 31, 2000, income tax expense was
$514 million, resulting in an effective tax rate of 32 percent. Differences in
our effective tax rates from the statutory tax rate of 35 percent in all years
were primarily a result of the following factors:

- state income taxes;

— earnings from unconsolidated affiliates where we anticipate receiving
dividends;

- non-deductible portion of merger-related costs and other tax adjustments
to provide for revised estimated liabilities;

— foreign income taxed at different rates;

- utilization of deferred credits on loss carryovers;
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— non-deductible dividends on the preferred stock of a subsidiary;
- non-conventional fuel tax credits; and
— depreciation, depletion and amortization.
DISCONTINUED OPERATIONS
Our discontinued operations consist of our petroleum markets and our coal

businesses. For each of the three years ended December 31, 2002, the after-tax
income (loss) related to these operations was as follows (in millions):

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

2002 2001 2000

Pt rOl UM MALKEE S . i vt ittt ettt et et ettt et ettt ettt e eneenns $(241) $(80) $124

[ T (124 (5) (1)

Total discontinued OperationsS....c..i et i neeeeeeeeennnnns $(365) $(85) $123
Petroleum Markets. In our petroleum businesses, we own or have interests

in oil refineries, chemical production facilities, petroleum terminalling and
marketing operations, and blending and packaging operations for lubricants and
automotive products. Our refinery operations are cyclical in nature and
sensitive to movements in the price of crude oil. During the last two years, we
have operated in an environment where the differences in the price of our crude
0il input and the price we can realize for the resulting products output has
been so narrow that we have experienced losses in our refinery operations. While
the condition has improved during the first quarter of 2003, our results in the
future may continue to be volatile. Also contributing to losses in 2002 and 2001
were operational difficulties following a fire at our Aruba facility in April
2001.
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For the year ended December 31, 2002, the after-tax loss in our petroleum
markets operations was $161 million higher than 2001. This increased loss was a
result of lower refining margins (which is revenues less costs of raw materials
and direct refining costs) of $84 million from lower throughput at our Aruba
refinery. Also contributing to the increased loss were $57 million of insurance
claims and recoveries in 2001 related to our refinery losses associated with a
fire at our Aruba facility in April 2001, a decrease of $143 million in marine
revenues resulting from lower marine freight rates and number of operating
vessels and a decrease of $86 million associated with the lease of our Corpus
Christi refinery and related assets to Valero in June 2001. These decreases were
partially offset by increased refining margins of $74 million at our Eagle Point
refinery. Operating expenses for the year ended in December 31, 2002, were $156
million lower than in 2001. The decrease was primarily due to $244 million of
merger-related costs, asset impairments and other charges in 2001 primarily
associated with combining our operations with Coastal's operations. See Item 7,
Notes 4 and 5 of this Current Report on Form 8-K for a discussion of our
merger-related costs and asset impairments. This decrease was partially offset
by a $91 million impairment of our MTBE chemical processing plant in 2002. Other
income for the year ended December 31, 2002, was $1 million lower than in 2001

84



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

primarily due to an $11 million decrease in interest income during 2002 due to
lower average cash balances held by us. The decrease was partially offset by $46
million of insurance claims and recoveries from our insurers recorded in 2002
compared to $40 million, net of writeoffs of damaged properties in 2001,
primarily associated with the assets destroyed in a fire at our Aruba facility
in April 2001. Income taxes in 2002 were $70 million higher than 2001 due to
higher realized losses in 2001 versus 2002. The effective tax rate was (5)
percent in 2002 compared to 42 percent in 2001 primarily due to changes in state
income taxes and foreign income taxed at different rates.

For the year ended December 31, 2001, the after-tax loss in our petroleum
markets operations was $80 million compared to the after-tax income in 2000 of
$124 million. This decline in 2001 was a result of lower margins of $105 million
in crude based refined products and lower margins and throughput at the Eagle
Point refinery as a result of decreased demand for jet fuel following the events
of September 11, 2001. Also contributing to the decline was a $48 million
decrease in margins in 2001 associated with the lease of our Corpus Christi
refinery and related assets to Valero in June 2001. Partially offsetting these
decreases were $57 million of insurance claims and recoveries from our insurers
on losses incurred related primarily to a fire at our Aruba facility in April
2001. This fire was the primary reason for a 25 percent decrease in output
between 2000 and 2001 at that facility resulting in a $53 million reduction,
year over year, in refining margins. Also partially offsetting these decreases
was $22 million of margins earned on Coastal Liquid Partners, which was
consolidated during early 2001. Operating expenses for the year ended December
31, 2001, were $234 million higher in 2001 versus 2000. The increase was
primarily due to $244 million of merger-related costs, asset impairments and
other charges in 2001. See Item 7, Notes 4 and 5 of this Current Report on Form
8-K for a discussion of our merger-related costs and asset impairments of our
long-lived assets. Also contributing to this increase in operating expenses were
higher fuel costs of $29 million at our refineries due to higher natural gas
prices. These increases were partially offset by lower operating expenses of $64
million resulting from the lease of our Corpus Christi refinery and related
assets to Valero in June 2001. Other income for the year ended December 31,
2001, was $97 million higher than in 2000. The increase was primarily the result
of $77 million of insurance claims and recoveries, net of writeoffs of damaged
properties of $37 million, from our insurers associated primarily with the
assets destroyed in the Aruba fire. Income taxes in 2001 were $83 million lower
than 2000 due to pre-tax losses incurred during 2001. The effective tax rate was
42 percent in 2001 compared to 17 percent in 2000 primarily due to changes in
state income taxes and foreign income taxed at different rates.

Coal. For the year ended December 31, 2002, the after-tax loss in our coal
mining operations was $119 million lower than 2001. The decrease was primarily
the result of after-tax impairment charges totaling $116 million incurred during
2002 because the carrying value of the underlying assets was higher than the
estimated net sales proceeds of our coal operations.
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CRITICAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES

The selection and application of accounting policies is an important
process that has developed as our business activities have evolved and as the
accounting rules have developed. Accounting rules generally do not involve a
selection among alternatives, but involve an implementation and interpretation
of existing rules and the use of judgment to the specific set of circumstances
existing in our business. We make every effort to properly comply with all
applicable rules on or before their adoption, and we believe the proper
implementation and consistent application of the accounting rules is critical.
However, not all situations are specifically addressed in the accounting
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literature. In these cases, we must use our best Jjudgment to adopt a policy for
accounting for these situations. We accomplish this by analogizing to similar
situations and the accounting guidance governing them, and often consult with
our independent accountants about the appropriate interpretation and application
of these policies. The preparation of our financial statements requires the
selection and application of a number of accounting policies. For a discussion
of our significant accounting policies, see Item 7, Note 1 of this Current
Report on Form 8-K. We have defined our critical accounting policies as those
significant accounting policies that involve critical accounting estimates in
the preparation of our financial statements.

We consider a critical accounting estimate to be an accounting estimate
recognized in the financial statements that requires us to make assumptions
about matters that may be highly uncertain at the time the estimate is made. We
believe that an accounting estimate is only considered a critical accounting
estimate if changes in those estimates are reasonably likely to occur or if we
reasonably could have selected a different estimate, and either of these
differences would have resulted in a material impact on our financial condition
or results of operations.

Estimates and assumptions about future events and their effects cannot be
determined with certainty. We base our estimates on historical experience and on
various other assumptions that are believed to be reasonable under the
circumstances. These estimates may change as new events occur and as additional
information is obtained. In addition, management is periodically faced with
uncertainties, the outcomes of which are not within our control and will not be
known for prolonged periods of time. We have discussed the development and
selection of the critical accounting policies and related disclosures with the
audit committee of the Board of Directors.

Our critical accounting policies include policies that are related to
specific business units, such as price risk management activities and accounting
for natural gas and oil producing activities, as well as broad policies that
include accounting for environmental reserves and pension and other post
retirement benefits. Each of these areas involves complex situations and a high
degree of judgment in both the application and interpretation of existing
literature and in the development of estimates that impact our financial
statements. These critical accounting policies have been identified for the
current year, and there may be additional critical accounting policies as and
when new accounting pronouncements are adopted. New accounting pronouncements
are discussed in the section below entitled New Accounting Pronouncements Issued
But Not Yet Adopted.

Price Risk Management Activities. We account for our price risk management
activities in accordance with the requirements of SFAS No. 133, which requires
that we determine the fair value of the derivative instruments we use and
reflect them in our balance sheet at their fair values. Changes in the fair
value from period to period of all derivative instruments, except cash flow
hedges, are recorded in our income statement. Changes in the fair value of
derivative instruments used to hedge our cash flows are generally recognized in
our income statement when the hedge is settled. Over time, these methods will
derive similar results. However, from period to period, income under these
methods can differ significantly.

Some of our derivative instruments are traded on active exchanges such as
the New York Mercantile Exchange, while others are wvalued using exchange prices,
third party pricing data and valuation techniques that incorporate specific
contractual terms, statistical and simulation analysis and present value
concepts. One of the primary factors that can have an impact on our results each
period is the price assumptions used to value our derivative instruments.
Because of our actions to limit our trading activities and exit the trading
business, our accessibility to reliable forward market pricing data for purposes
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of estimating fair value was
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significantly limited in late 2002. As a result, we obtained valuation
assistance from a third party valuation specialist in determining the fair value
of our trading and non-trading price risk management activities as of December
31, 2002. Based upon the specialist's input, our estimates of fair value are
based upon price curves derived from actual prices observed in the market,
pricing information supplied by the specialist and independent pricing sources
and models that rely on this forward pricing information. These estimates also
reflect factors for time value and volatility underlying the contracts, the
potential impact of liquidating our position in an orderly manner over a
reasonable time under present market conditions, modeling risk, credit risk of
our counterparties and operational risks, as needed. We have discontinued
applying our ten-year liquidity valuation allowance that we had instituted
during the first quarter of 2002 in circumstances where there was uncertainty
related to our forward prices in less liquid markets. To the extent that the
forward market data received from the third party specialist indicates value
beyond ten years, we now include that value in the fair value of our trading and
non-trading price risk management activities.

The amounts we report in our financial statements change as these estimates
are revised to reflect actual results, changes in market conditions or other
factors, many of which are beyond our control.

Another factor that can impact our results each period is our ability to
estimate the level of correlation between future changes in the fair value of
the hedge instrument and the transaction being hedged, both at the time we enter
into the transaction and on an ongoing basis. By hedging risk, the derivative
instrument's value is intended to offset value changes in the item being hedged.
However, this is complicated in hedging energy commodities, because energy
commodity prices have qualitative and locational differences that can be
difficult to hedge effectively. Our estimates of fair value and our assessment
of correlation of our hedging derivatives are impacted by actual results and
changes in market conditions.

We evaluate the risk in our trading and non-trading price risk management
activities using a Value-at-Risk model to determine the maximum expected one-day
unfavorable impact on our financial performance due to normal market movement.
For a discussion of our methodology in calculating Value-at-Risk, see
Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures About Market Risk beginning on page 84.
We believe that using this Value-at-Risk methodology captures many of the
uncertainties associated with the estimates in our trading and non-trading
activities.

We have reflected our trading portfolio at estimated fair value which is
the amount at which the contracts in our portfolio could be bought or sold in a
current transaction between willing buyers and sellers. However, the value we
ultimately receive in settlement of our trading activities may be less than our
fair value estimates. As disclosed previously, we are actively liquidating our
trading portfolio, which include approximately 40,000 transactions as of
December 31, 2002. We believe the net realizable value of our trading portfolio
may be less than their currently estimated fair value. Our belief is based on
recent transactions completed at values below estimated fair value and bids
received on transactions that were also below their fair value. Additionally,
because of the adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3, a portion of the transactions
that we plan to liquidate are accounted for under the accrual method and are not
recorded on our balance sheet. Should we have to pay counterparties to assume
these transactions, future losses will result. We believe that the amount we may
ultimately realize from the liquidation of our total portfolio (including our
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accrual-based portfolio) could result in future losses up to $200 million.

Asset Impairments. The asset impairment accounting rules require us to
determine if an event has occurred indicating that a long-lived asset may be
impaired. In some cases, these events are clear. In most cases, however, a
clearly identifiable triggering event does not occur. Rather, a series of
individually insignificant events occur over time leading to an indication that
an asset may be impaired. This can be further complicated where we have
investments in foreign countries or where we have projects where we are not the
operator. We continually monitor our businesses and the market and business
environments in which we operate and make judgments and assessments about
whether a triggering event has occurred. If an event occurs, we make an estimate
of our future cash flows from these assets to determine if the asset is
impaired. For investments, we evaluate whether events and possible outcomes
indicate that a decline in the wvalue of our investment has occurred that is
other than temporary. The impairment analysis generally involves an assessment
of project level cash flows that requires us to make projections and assumptions
for many years
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into the future for pricing, demand, competition, operating costs, legal and
regulatory issues and other factors and these variables can, and often do,
differ from our estimates. These changes can have either a positive or negative
impact on our estimates of impairment. In addition, further changes in the
economic and business environment can impact our original and ongoing
assessments of potential impairment.

Accounting for Environmental Reserves. We accrue for environmental
reserves when our assessments indicate that it is probable that a liability has
been incurred or an asset will not be recovered, and an amount can be reasonably
estimated. Estimates of our liabilities are based on currently available facts,
existing technology and presently enacted laws and regulations taking into
consideration the likely effects of inflation and other societal and economic
factors, and include estimates of associated onsite, offsite and groundwater
technical studies, and legal costs. These amounts also consider prior experience
in remediating contaminated sites, other companies' clean-up experience and data
released by the Environmental Protection Agency or other organizations. These
estimates are subject to revision in future periods based on actual costs or new
or changing circumstances and are included in our balance sheet in other current
and long-term liabilities at their undiscounted amounts. Actual results may
differ from our estimates, and our estimates can be, and often are, revised in
the future, either negatively or positively, depending upon actual outcomes or
changes in expectations based on the facts surrounding each exposure.

As of December 2002, we had accrued approximately $482 million for
environmental matters, including approximately $463 million for expected
remediation costs at current and former operating sites and associated onsite,
offsite and groundwater technical studies, and approximately $19 million for
related environmental legal costs, which we anticipate incurring through 2027.
Approximately $109 million of the accrual was related to discontinued petroleum
markets and coal mining operations. The high end of our reserve estimates was
approximately $620 million and the low end was approximately $427 million, and
our accrual at December 31, 2002 was based on the estimated most likely
reasonable amount of liability. By type of site, our reserves are based on the
following estimates of reasonably possible outcomes:

DECEMBER 31,
2002
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(IN MILLIONS)

(0] Y= o= o 5o L 1 $208 $287
NON=—0PEeratInNg . v vt ittt ettt e e e e et e e ettt 193 286
SUPETr fUNA . o ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 26 47

Accounting for Natural Gas and 0Oil Producing Activities. We use the full
cost method to account for our natural gas and oil producing activities. Under
this accounting method, we capitalize substantially all of the costs incurred in
connection with the exploration, acquisition and development of natural gas and
0il reserves in full cost pools maintained by geographic areas, regardless of
whether reserves are actually located. This method differs from the successful
efforts method of accounting for these activities. The primary differences
between these two methods are the treatment of exploratory dry hole costs and
geological and geophysical costs and the recognition of gains or losses when
properties are sold. Exploratory dry hole costs include exploration, acquisition
and development costs on wells that do not yield measurable reserves. Under the
successful efforts method, these costs are generally expensed when the
determination is made that measurable reserves do not exist. Geological and
geophysical costs are also expensed under the successful efforts. Under the full
cost method, both dry hole costs and geological costs are capitalized into the
full cost pool. As a result, our financial statements will differ from companies
that apply the successful efforts method since we could potentially reflect a
higher level of capitalized costs as well as a higher depletion rate.

Under the full cost accounting method, we are required to conduct quarterly
impairment tests of our capitalized costs in each of our full cost pools. This
impairment test is referred to as a ceiling test. Our total capitalized costs,
net of related income tax effects, are limited to a ceiling based on the present
value of future net revenues using end of period spot prices, discounted at 10
percent, plus the lower of cost or fair market value of unproved properties, net
of related income tax effects. If these discounted revenues are not equal to or
greater than total capitalized costs, we are required to write-down our
capitalized costs to this level. The
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primary factors that could result in a ceiling test write-down include lower
prices, higher capitalized costs in the full cost pool, a lower reserve base,
and the impact of our hedging program.

The ceiling test calculation assumes that the price in effect on the last
day of the quarter is held constant over the life of the reserves. As a result
of this pricing assumption, the resulting value is not indicative of the true
fair value of the reserves. The prices of natural gas and oil are volatile and
change from period to period. We attempt to realize more determinable cash flows
through the use of hedges, but a decline in commodity prices can impact the
results of our ceiling test. Ceiling test charges due to fluctuating prices, as
opposed to reductions to the underlying reserve quantities, should not be
considered an absolute indicator of the value of the related reserves.

The process of estimating natural gas and oil reserves 1is very complex,
requiring significant decisions in the evaluation of all available geological,
geophysical, engineering and economic data. The data for a given field may also
change substantially over time as a result of numerous factors, including
additional development activity, evolving production history and a continual
reassessment of the viability of production under changing economic conditions.
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As a result, material revisions to existing reserve estimates occur from time to
time. Although every reasonable effort is made to ensure that reserve estimates
reported represent the most accurate assessments possible, the subjective
decisions and variances in available data for various fields increases the
likelihood of significant changes in these estimates. Our reserve estimates
impact several financial calculations. If all other factors are held constant,
an increase in estimated proved reserves decreases our unit of production
depletion rate. Higher reserves can also reduce the likelihood of ceiling test
impairments. Estimated reserves are used to calculate projected future cash
flows from our natural gas and oil properties, which can often be used as
collateral to secure financing for our operations. For further discussion of our
reserves, see the discussion of Business and Properties in this Current Report
on Form 8-K, under our Production segment and Item 7, Note 28 of this Current
Report on Form 8-K.

Accounting for Pension and Other Postretirement Benefits

Our accruals related to our pension and other postretirement benefits are
based on actuarial calculations. In performing these calculations, our actuaries
must use assumptions, including those related to the return that we expect to
earn on our plan assets, discount rates used in calculating benefit obligations,
the rate at which we expect the compensation of our employees will increase over
the plan term, the cost of health care when benefits are provided under our
plans and other factors.

Actual results may differ from the assumptions included in these actuarial
calculations, and as a result our estimates associated with our pension and
other postretirement benefits can be, and often are, revised in the future, with
either a negative or positive effect on the costs we recognize and the accruals
we make. The following table shows the impact of a one percent change in our
primary assumptions used in our actuarial calculations associated with our
pension and other postretirement benefits for the year ended December 31, 2002
(in millions) :

PENSION BENEFITS POSTRETIREMENT BENEFITS
PROJECTED ACCUMULATE
NET BENEFIT BENEFIT NET BENEFIT POSTRETIREM
EXPENSE (INCOME) OBLIGATION EXPENSE (INCOME) BENEFIT OBLIC
One percent increase in:
Discount rates............... $ 1 $(186) $—— $(40)
Expected return on plan
ASSELS . it it et et e e e (30) —— (1) ——
Rate of compensation
increase.......ouiiii.. 2 5 - -
Health care cost trends...... - - 1 20
One percent decrease in:
Discount rates........oeeu... S (2) S 222 $—— S 42
Expected return on plan
assets. .ottt iii e, 30 - 1 -
Rate of compensation
increase....v.e i, (1) (5) —= —=
Health care cost trends...... - - (1) (19)
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90



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

Our estimates for our net benefit expense (income) are partially based on
the expected return on pension plan assets. We use a market-related value of
plan assets to determine the expected return on pension plan assets. In
determining the market-related value of plan assets, differences between
expected and actual asset returns are deferred and recognized over three years.
Due to recent losses in our pension plan assets, the fair value of plan assets
used to determine the 2002 net benefit expense (income) was less than the
market-related value of plan assets. If we used the fair value of our plan
assets instead of the market-related value of plan assets in determining the
expected return on pension plan assets, our net benefit income would have been
$51 million lower for the year ended December 31, 2002.

We have not recorded an additional pension liability for our primary
pension plan because the fair value of plan assets exceeded the accumulated
benefit obligation in that plan as of September 30, 2002, by approximately $130
million. Plan assets exceeded accumulated benefit obligations as of December 31,
2002, by a similar margin. If the accumulated benefit obligation exceeded plan
assets under this primary pension plan as of September 30, 2002, we would have
recorded a pre-tax additional pension liability of approximately $900 million
plus an amount equal to the excess of the accumulated benefit obligation over
plan assets of the primary pension plan. We would have also recorded an amount
equal to this additional pension liability to accumulated other comprehensive
loss, net of taxes, in our balance sheet.

For further details on these and our other significant accounting policies,
and the estimates, assumptions and judgments we use in applying these policies,
see Item 7, Note 1 of this Current Report on Form 8-K.

NEW ACCOUNTING PRONOUNCEMENTS ISSUED BUT NOT YET ADOPTED

As of December 31, 2002, there were a number of accounting standards and
interpretations that had been issued, but not yet adopted by us. Below is a
discussion of the more significant standards that could impact us.

Accounting for Asset Retirement Obligations

In June 2001, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued SFAS
No. 143, Accounting for Asset Retirement Obligations. This statement requires
companies to record a liability for the estimated retirement and removal costs
of long-lived assets used in their business. The liability is recorded at its
fair value, with a corresponding asset which is depreciated over the remaining
useful life of the long-lived asset to which the liability relates. An ongoing
expense will also be recognized for changes in the value of the liability as a
result of the passage of time. The provisions of SFAS No. 143 are effective for
fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2002. We expect that we will record a
charge as a cumulative effect of accounting change of approximately $23 million,
net of income taxes, upon our adoption of SFAS No. 143 on January 1, 2003. We
also expect to record non-current retirement assets of $184 million and
non-current retirement liabilities of $214 million on January 1, 2003. Our
liability relates primarily to our obligations to plug abandoned wells in our
Production and Pipelines segments over the next one to 101 years.

Accounting for Costs Associated with Exit or Disposal Activities

In July 2002, the FASB issued SFAS No. 146, Accounting for Costs Associated
with Exit or Disposal Activities. This statement will require us to recognize
costs associated with exit or disposal activities when they are incurred rather
than when we commit to an exit or disposal plan. Examples of costs covered by
this guidance include lease termination costs, employee severance costs
associated with a restructuring, discontinued operations, plant closings or
other exit or disposal activities. The statement is effective for fiscal years
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beginning after December 31, 2002, and will impact any exit or disposal
activities we initiate after January 1, 2003.

Accounting for Guarantees

In November 2002, the FASB issued FIN No. 45, Guarantor's Accounting and
Disclosure Requirements for Guarantees, Including Indirect Guarantees of
Indebtedness of Others. This interpretation requires that companies record a
liability for all guarantees issued after January 31, 2003, including financial,
performance and fair value guarantees. This liability is recorded at its fair
value upon issuance and does not affect any
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existing guarantees issued before January 31, 2003. This standard also requires
expanded disclosures on all existing guarantees at December 31, 2002. We have
included these required disclosures in Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on
Form 8-K.

Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities

In January 2003, the FASB issued FIN No. 46, Consolidation of Variable
Interest Entities, an Interpretation of ARB No. 51. This interpretation defines
a variable interest entity as a legal entity whose equity owners do not have
sufficient equity at risk and/or a controlling financial interest in the entity.
This standard requires that companies consolidate a variable interest entity if
it is allocated a majority of the entity's losses and/or returns, including fees
paid by the entity. The provisions of FIN No. 46 are effective for all variable
interest entities created after January 31, 2003, and are effective on July 1,
2003, for all variable interest entities created before January 31, 2003. We are
currently evaluating the effects of this pronouncement, but have reached several
tentative conclusions about the possible impact of this interpretation on us.
See Item 7, Note 1 of this Current Report on Form 8-K, for a discussion of the
conclusions reached.
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RISK FACTORS AND CAUTIONARY STATEMENT FOR PURPOSES OF THE "SAFE HARBOR"
PROVISIONS OF THE PRIVATE SECURITIES LITIGATION REFORM ACT OF 1995

This report contains or incorporates by reference forward-looking
statements within the meaning of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of
1995. Where any forward-looking statement includes a statement of the
assumptions or bases underlying the forward-looking statement, we caution that,
while we believe these assumptions or bases to be reasonable and in good faith,
assumed facts or bases almost always vary from the actual results, and
differences between assumed facts or bases and actual results can be material,
depending upon the circumstances. Where, in any forward-looking statement, we or
our management express an expectation or belief as to future results, that
expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a
reasonable basis. We cannot assure you, however, that the statement of
expectation or belief will result or be achieved or accomplished. The words
"believe," "expect," "estimate," "anticipate" and similar expressions will
generally identify forward-looking statements. All of our forward-looking
statements, whether written or oral, are expressly qualified by these cautionary
statements and any other cautionary statements that may accompany such
forward-looking statements. In addition, we disclaim any obligation to update
any forward-looking statements to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of this report.
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With this in mind, you should consider the risks discussed elsewhere in
this report and other documents we file with the Commission from time to time
and the following important factors that could cause actual results to differ
materially from those expressed in any forward-looking statement made by us or
on our behalf.

WE HAVE SUBSTANTIAL DEBT. THE DOWNGRADES OF OUR CREDIT RATINGS TO BELOW
INVESTMENT GRADE HAVE SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTED AND WILL CONTINUE TO SIGNIFICANTLY
IMPACT OUR LIQUIDITY.

We have substantial debt. As of December 31, 2002, we had total long-term
capital market debt, bank debt and other financing obligations of approximately
$16.7 billion, including approximately $8.5 billion of subsidiary debt. We also
have guarantees of approximately $2.5 billion (including $63 million associated
with our discontinued petroleum markets operations) and preferred interests of
consolidated subsidiaries of approximately $3.3 billion.

The ratings assigned to our outstanding senior unsecured indebtedness have
been downgraded to below investment grade, currently rated Caal by Moody's and B
by Standard & Poor's, and we remain on negative outlook at both agencies. These
ratings have increased and will increase our cost of capital and collateral
requirements, and could impede our access to capital markets. As a result of
these recent downgrades, we have realized substantial demands on our liquidity,
which demands have included:

- application of cash required to be withheld from our cash management
program in order to redeem preferred membership interests at one of our
minority interest financing structures; and

— cash collateral or margin requirements associated with contractual
commitments of our subsidiaries.

These downgrades may subject us to additional liquidity demands in the future.
These downgrades are a result, at least in part, of the outlook generally for
our consolidated businesses and our liquidity needs.

In order to meet our short-term liquidity needs, we have embarked on our
2003 Operational and Financial Plan that contemplates drawing all or part of our
availability under our existing bank facilities and consummating significant
asset sales. In addition, we may take additional steps, such as entering into
other financing activities, renegotiating our credit facilities and further
reducing capital expenditures, which should provide additional liquidity. There
can be no assurance that these actions will be consummated on favorable terms,
if at all, or that even if consummated, that such actions will be successful in
satisfying our liquidity needs. In the event our liquidity needs are not
satisfied, we could be forced to seek protection from our creditors in
bankruptcy. Such a development could materially adversely affect our financial
condition.

ONGOING LITIGATION AND INVESTIGATIONS COULD SIGNIFICANTLY ADVERSELY AFFECT OUR
BUSINESS.

On March 20, 2003, we entered into an agreement in principle (the Western
Energy Settlement) with various public and private claimants, including the

states of California, Washington, Oregon, and Nevada, to
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resolve the principal litigation, claims, and regulatory proceedings against us
and our subsidiaries relating to the sale or delivery of natural gas and
electricity from September 1996 to the date of the Western Energy Settlement.
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For further information on these matters, see Item 7, Notes 2 and 20 of this
Current Report on Form 8-K. If we are unable to negotiate definitive settlement
agreements, or if the settlement is not approved by the courts or the FERC, the
proceedings and litigation will continue.

Since July 2002, twelve purported shareholder class action suits alleging
violations of federal securities laws have been filed against us and several of
our officers. Eleven of these suits are now consolidated in federal court in
Houston before a single judge. The suits generally challenge the accuracy or
completeness of press releases and other public statements made during 2001 and
2002. The twelfth shareholder class action lawsuit was filed in federal court in
New York City in October 2002 challenging the accuracy or completeness of our
February 27, 2002 prospectus for an equity offering that was completed on June
21, 2002. It has since been dismissed, in light of similar claims being asserted
in the consolidated suits in Houston. Four shareholder derivative actions have
also been filed. One shareholder derivative lawsuit was filed in federal court
in Houston in August 2002. This derivative action generally alleges the same
claims as those made in the shareholder class action, has been consolidated with
the shareholder class actions pending in Houston and has been stayed. A second
shareholder derivative lawsuit was filed in Delaware State Court in October 2002
and generally alleges the same claims as those made in the consolidated
shareholder class action lawsuit. A third shareholder derivative suit was filed
in state court in Houston in March 2002, and a fourth shareholder derivative
suit was filed in state court in Houston in November 2002. The third and fourth
shareholder derivative suits both generally allege that manipulation of
California gas supply and gas prices exposed us to claims of antitrust
conspiracy, FERC penalties and erosion of share value. In December 2002, another
action was filed in federal court in Houston on behalf of participants in the E1
Paso Corporation Retirement Savings Plan. At this time, our legal exposure
related to these lawsuits and claims is not determinable.

If we do not prevail in these cases (or any of the other litigation,
administrative or regulatory matters to which we are, or may be, a party
described in Item 7, Note 20 of this Current Report on Form 8-K), and if the
remedy adopted in these cases substantially impairs our financial position, the
long-term adverse impact on our credit rating, liquidity and our ability to
raise capital to meet our ongoing and future investing and financing needs could
be substantial.

WE MAY NOT ACHIEVE ALL OF THE OBJECTIVES SET FORTH IN OUR 2003 OPERATIONAL AND
FINANCIAL PLAN IN A TIMELY MANNER OR AT ALL.

Our ability to achieve the stated objectives of our 2003 Operational and
Financial Plan, as well as the timing of their achievement, if at all, is
subject to factors beyond our control, including our ability to raise cash from
asset sales, which may be impacted by our ability to locate potential buyers in
a timely fashion and obtain a reasonable price or by competing assets sales
programs by our competitors. If we fail to timely achieve that plan, or if the
plan, even if achieved, fails to have the effects on our liquidity and financial
position that we anticipate, our liquidity or financial position could be
materially adversely affected.

OUR OBJECTIVES IN EXITING THE ENERGY TRADING BUSINESS AND THE PETROLEUM MARKETS
BUSINESS MAY NOT BE ACHIEVED IN THE TIME PERIOD OR IN THE MANNER WE EXPECT, IF
AT ALL.

In November 2002, we announced our intention to exit the energy trading
business and pursue an orderly ligquidation of our trading portfolio. In 2003, we
announced our intention to sell substantially all of our petroleum markets
business. If we are unable to achieve these objectives in the time period or the
manner that we expect, it could have a substantial negative impact on our cash
flows, liquidity and financial position. The ability to achieve our goals in the
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liquidation of our trading portfolio is subject to factors beyond our control,
including, among others, liquidity constraints experienced by the counterparties
in our energy trading business, obtaining maximum cash flow from our trading
portfolio and isolating the credit and liquidity needs of the energy trading
business from the rest of our business. Additionally, any amounts actually
realized from the liquidation of the energy trading business could be
significantly less than the amounts we currently expect from such liquidations.
Ongoing losses from our trading business are expected to be incurred as
positions are liquidated. The ability to achieve our goals in the sale of our
petroleum assets is subject to factors beyond our
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control, including, among others, our ability to locate potential buyers in a
timely fashion and obtain a reasonable price, and competing asset sales programs
by our competitors.

THE PROXY CONTEST INITIATED BY SELIM ZILKHA TO REPLACE OUR BOARD OF DIRECTORS
COULD HAVE A MATERIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON US.

On February 18, 2003, Selim Zilkha, one of our stockholders, announced his
intention to initiate a proxy solicitation to replace our entire board of
directors with his own nominees, and on March 11, 2003, Mr. Zilkha filed his
preliminary proxy statement to that effect with the SEC. This proxy contest may
be disruptive and may negatively impact our ability to achieve the stated
objectives of our 2003 Operational and Financial Plan. In addition, we may have
difficulty attracting and retaining key personnel until such proxy contest is
resolved. Therefore, this proxy contest, whether or not successful, could have a
material adverse effect on our liquidity and financial condition.

RESULTS OF INVESTIGATIONS INTO REPORTING OF TRADING INFORMATION COULD ADVERSELY
AFFECT OUR BUSINESS.

In response to an October 2002 data request from the FERC, we conducted an
investigation into the accuracy of information that employees of El Paso
Merchant Energy, our subsidiary, voluntarily reported to trade publications. As
a part of that investigation, we discovered that inaccurate information was
submitted to the trade publications. One of El Paso Merchant Energy's former
employees has been arrested and charged with knowingly submitting inaccurate
data to a trade publication. We have continued our policy of cooperation with
the office of the U.S. Attorney and the FERC and intend to take whatever
remedial steps are necessary to ensure that our operations are conducted with
integrity. However, these investigations are continuing, and there can be no
assurance that penalties or sanctions will not be imposed on us, which, in turn,
could adversely affect our business.

THE SUCCESS OF OUR PIPELINE AND FIELD SERVICES BUSINESSES DEPENDS ON FACTORS
BEYOND OUR CONTROL.

Most of the natural gas and natural gas ligquids we transport, gather,
process and store are owned by third parties. As a result, the volume of natural
gas and natural gas liquids involved in these activities depends on the actions
of those third parties, and is beyond our control. Further, the following
factors, most of which are beyond our control, may unfavorably impact our
ability to maintain or increase current throughput, to renegotiate existing
contracts as they expire or to remarket unsubscribed capacity:

— future weather conditions, including those that favor alternative energy
sources;

- price competition;
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- drilling activity and supply availability;

- expiration and/or turn back of significant capacity;

- service area competition;

— changes in regulation and action of regulatory bodies;
- credit risk of customer base;

- increased cost of capital; and

- natural gas and liquids prices.

THE REVENUES OF OUR PIPELINE BUSINESSES ARE GENERATED UNDER CONTRACTS THAT MUST
BE RENEGOTIATED PERIODICALLY.

Substantially all of our pipeline subsidiaries' revenues are generated
under contracts which expire periodically and must be renegotiated and extended
or replaced. We cannot assure that we will be able to extend or replace these
contracts when they expire or that the terms of any renegotiated contracts will
be as favorable as the existing contracts.
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In particular, our ability to extend and/or replace contracts could be
adversely affected by factors we cannot control, including:

- the proposed construction by other companies of additional pipeline
capacity in markets served by our interstate pipelines;

- changes in state regulation of local distribution companies, which may
cause them to negotiate short-term contracts or turn back their capacity
when their contracts expire;

- reduced demand and market conditions;
— the availability of alternative energy sources or gas supply points; and
- regulatory actions.

If we are unable to renew, extend or replace these contracts or if we renew
them on less favorable terms, we may suffer a material reduction in our revenues
and earnings.

FLUCTUATIONS IN ENERGY COMMODITY PRICES COULD ADVERSELY AFFECT OUR PIPELINE AND
FIELD SERVICES BUSINESSES.

Revenues generated by our transmission, storage, gathering and processing
contracts depend on volumes and rates, both of which can be affected by the
prices of natural gas and natural gas liquids. Increased prices could result in
loss of load from our customers, such as power companies not dispatching gas
fired plants, industrial plant shutdown or load loss to competitive fuels and
local distribution companies' loss of customer base. The success of our
transmission, gathering and processing operations is subject to continued
development of additional oil and natural gas reserves and our ability to access
additional suppliers from interconnecting pipelines to offset the natural
decline from existing wells connected to our systems. A decline in energy prices
could precipitate a decrease in these development activities and could cause a
decrease in the volume of reserves available for transmission, gathering and
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processing through our systems or facilities. Fluctuations in energy prices are
caused by a number of factors, including:

- regional, domestic and international supply and demand;
- availability and adequacy of transportation facilities;
- energy legislation;

- federal and state taxes, if any, on the sale or transportation of natural
gas and natural gas liquids;

- abundance of supplies of alternative energy sources; and
- political unrest among oil producing countries.

THE AGENCIES THAT REGULATE OUR PIPELINE BUSINESSES AND THEIR CUSTOMERS AFFECT
OUR PROFITABILITY.

Our pipeline businesses are regulated by the FERC, the U.S. Department of
Transportation, and various state and local regulatory agencies. Regulatory
actions taken by those agencies have the potential to adversely affect our
profitability. In particular, the FERC regulates the rates our pipelines are
permitted to charge their customers for their services. If our pipelines' tariff
rates were reduced in a future proceeding, if our pipelines' volume of business
under their currently permitted rates was decreased significantly, or if our
pipelines were required to substantially discount the rates for their services
because of competition, the profitability of our pipeline businesses could be
reduced.

Further, state agencies that regulate our pipelines' local distribution
company customers could impose requirements that could impact demand for our
pipelines' services.
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THE SUCCESS OF OUR NATURAL GAS AND OIL EXPLORATION AND PRODUCTION BUSINESSES IS
DEPENDENT ON FACTORS THAT ARE BEYOND OUR CONTROL.

The performance of our natural gas and oil exploration and production

businesses is dependent upon a number of factors that we cannot control. These

factors include:

— fluctuations in natural gas and crude oil prices including basis
differentials;

- the results of future drilling activity;
— our ability to identify and precisely locate prospective geologic
structures and to drill and successfully complete wells in those

structures in a timely manner;

- our ability to expand our leased land positions in desirable areas, which
often are subject to intensely competitive leasing conditions;

— increased competition in the search for and acquisition of reserves;
— risks incident to operations of natural gas and oil wells;

— future drilling, production and development costs, including drilling rig
rates and oil field services costs;
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- future tax policies, rates, and drilling or production incentives by
state, federal, or foreign governments;

- increased federal or state regulations, including environmental
regulations, that limit or restrict the ability to drill natural gas or
0il wells, reduce operational flexibility, or increase capital and
operating costs;

- decreased demand for the use of natural gas and oil because of market
concerns about global warming or changes in governmental policies and
regulations due to climate change initiatives; and

- continued access to sufficient capital to fund drilling programs to
develop and replace a reserve base with rapid depletion characteristics.

ESTIMATES OF NATURAL GAS AND OIL RESERVES MAY CHANGE.

Actual production, revenues, taxes, development expenditures, and operating
expenses with respect to our reserves will likely vary from our estimates of
proved reserves of natural gas and oil, and those variances may be material. The
process of estimating natural gas and oil reserves is complex, requiring
significant decisions and assumptions in the evaluation of available geological,
geophysical, engineering, and economic data for each reservoir or deposit. As a
result, these estimates are inherently imprecise. Actual future production,
natural gas and oil prices, revenues, taxes, development expenditures, operating
expenses and quantities of recoverable natural gas and oil reserves may vary
substantially from our estimates. In addition, we may be required to revise the
reserve information, downward or upward, based on production history, results of
future exploration and development, prevailing natural gas and oil prices and
other factors, many of which are beyond our control.

THE SUCCESS OF OUR POWER GENERATION ACTIVITIES DEPENDS ON MANY FACTORS BEYOND
OUR CONTROL.

The success of our domestic and international power projects could be
adversely affected by factors beyond our control, including:

alternative sources and supplies of energy becoming available due to new
technologies and interest in self generation and cogeneration;

— increases in the costs of generation, including increases in fuel costs;

- uncertain regulatory conditions resulting from the ongoing deregulation
of the electric industry in the U.S. and in foreign jurisdictions;

— our ability to negotiate successfully and enter into, restructure or
recontract advantageous long-term power purchase agreements;
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— the possibility of a reduction in the projected rate of growth in
electricity usage as a result of factors such as regional economic
conditions, excessive reserve margins and the implementation of
conservation programs;

- risks incidental to the operation and maintenance of power generation
facilities;

— the inability of customers to pay amounts owed under power purchase
agreements; and
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— the increasing price volatility due to deregulation and changes in
commodity trading practices.

OUR USE OF DERIVATIVE FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS COULD RESULT IN FINANCIAL LOSSES.

Some of our subsidiaries use futures, swaps and option contracts traded on
the New York Mercantile Exchange, over-the-counter options and price and basis
swaps with other natural gas merchants and financial institutions. We could
incur financial losses in the future as a result of volatility in the market
values of the energy commodities we trade, or if one of our counterparties fails
to perform under a contract. The valuation of these financial instruments
involve estimates. Changes in the assumptions underlying these estimates can
occur, changing our valuation of these instruments and potentially resulting in
financial losses. To the extent we hedge our commodity price exposure and
interest rate exposure, we forego the benefits we would otherwise experience if
commodity prices were to increase, or interest rates were to change. The use of
derivatives also requires the posting of cash collateral with our counterparties
which can impact our working capital when commodity prices or interest rates
change. For additional information concerning our derivative financial
instruments, see our discussion of Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosures
About Market Risk beginning on page 84 and Item 7, Note 13 of this Current
Report on Form 8-K.

OUR FOREIGN OPERATIONS AND INVESTMENTS INVOLVE SPECIAL RISKS.

Our activities in areas outside the U.S. are subject to the risks inherent
in foreign operations, including:

- loss of revenue, property and equipment as a result of hazards such as
expropriation, nationalization, wars, insurrection and other political
risks;

— the effects of currency fluctuations and exchange controls, such as
devaluation of foreign currencies and other economic problems; and

- changes in laws, regulations and policies of foreign governments,
including those associated with changes in the governing parties.

COSTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL LIABILITIES, REGULATIONS AND LITIGATION COULD EXCEED OUR
ESTIMATES.

Our operations are subject to various environmental laws and regulations.
These laws and regulations obligate us to install and maintain pollution
controls and to clean up various sites at which regulated materials may have
been disposed of or released. Some of these sites have been designated Superfund
sites by the EPA under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act. We are also party to legal proceedings involving
environmental matters pending in various courts and agencies.

It is not possible for us to estimate reliably the amount and timing of all
future expenditures related to environmental matters because of:

— the uncertainties in estimating clean up costs;

— the discovery of new sites or information;

— the uncertainty in quantifying liability under environmental laws that
impose joint and several liability on all potentially responsible

parties;

— the nature of environmental laws and regulations; and
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— the possible introduction of future environmental laws and regulations.
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Although we believe we have established appropriate reserves for
liabilities, including clean up costs, we could be required to set aside
additional reserves in the future due to these uncertainties. For additional
information concerning our environmental matters, see Item 7, Note 20 of this
Current Report on Form 8-K.

OUR OPERATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO OPERATIONAL HAZARDS AND UNINSURED RISKS.

Our operations are subject to the inherent risks normally associated with
those operations, including pipeline ruptures, explosions, pollution, release of
toxic substances, fires and adverse weather conditions, and other hazards, each
of which could result in damage to or destruction of our facilities or damages
to persons and property. In addition, our operations face possible risks
associated with acts of aggression on our domestic and foreign assets. If any of
these events were to occur, we could suffer substantial losses.

While we maintain insurance against many of these risks, our financial
condition and operations could be adversely affected if a significant event
occurs that is not fully covered by insurance.

TERRORIST ATTACKS AIMED AT OUR ENERGY OPERATIONS COULD ADVERSELY AFFECT OUR
BUSINESS.

On September 11, 2001, the U.S. was the target of terrorist attacks of
unprecedented scale. Since the September 11th attacks, the U.S. government has
issued warnings that energy assets, including our nation's pipeline
infrastructure, may be a future target of terrorist organizations. These
developments have subjected our energy operations to increased risks. Any future
terrorist attack on our facilities, those of our customers and, in some cases,
those of other energy companies, could have a material adverse effect on our
business.

A BREACH OF THE COVENANTS APPLICABLE TO OUR LONG-TERM DEBT AND OTHER FINANCIAL
OBLIGATIONS COULD ACCELERATE OUR LONG-TERM DEBT AND OTHER FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS
AND THAT OF OUR SUBSIDIARIES.

Our long-term debt and other financial obligations contain restrictive
covenants and cross-—acceleration provisions. A breach of any of these covenants
could accelerate our long-term debt and other financial obligations and that of
our subsidiaries. If this were to occur, we may not be able to repay such
long-term debt and other financing obligations upon such acceleration.

WE ARE SUBJECT TO FINANCING AND INTEREST RATE EXPOSURE RISKS.

Our future success depends on our ability to access capital markets and
obtain financing at cost effective rates. In addition, our recent downgrades and
current credit ratings have triggered higher cash requirements and operating
costs for our energy trading business, which we are in the process of exiting
pursuant to an orderly liquidation of our trading portfolio. Our ability to
access financial markets and obtain cost-effective rates in the future are
dependent on a number of factors, many of which we cannot control, including
changes in:

- our credit ratings;

- interest rates;
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- the structured and commercial financial markets;

- market perceptions of us or the natural gas and energy industry;
- tax rates due to new tax laws; and

- our stock price.

WE WILL FACE COMPETITION FROM THIRD PARTIES TO PRODUCE, TRANSPORT, GATHER,
PROCESS, FRACTIONATE, STORE OR OTHERWISE HANDLE OIL, NATURAL GAS, NATURAL GAS
LIQUIDS AND OTHER PETROLEUM PRODUCTS.

The natural gas and oil business is highly competitive in the search for
and acquisition of reserves and in the gathering and marketing of natural gas
and oil production. Our competitors include the major oil companies, independent
oil and gas concerns, individual producers, gas marketers and major pipeline
companies, as well as participants in other industries supplying energy and fuel
to industrial, commercial and
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individual consumers. If we are unable to compete effectively with services
offered by other energy enterprises, our future profitability may be negatively
impacted.

QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE DISCLOSURES ABOUT MARKET RISK

We use derivative financial instruments and energy related contracts to
manage market risks associated with energy commodities, interest rates and
foreign currency exchange rates. Our primary market risk exposures are those
related to changing commodity prices. Our market risks are monitored by a
corporate risk management committee to ensure compliance with the stated risk
management policies approved by the Audit Committee of our Board of Directors.
This committee operates independently from the business segments that create or
manage these risks.

COMMODITY PRICE RISK

We are exposed to a variety of market risks in the normal course of our
business activities. The nature of these market price risks varies based on our
segments. Our Production segment has price risks related to the natural gas and
0il it produces. Our Field Services segment has price risks related to the
natural gas liquids it retains in its processing operations. The global power
division of our Merchant Energy segment is exposed to price risks in both the
fuel it uses, primarily natural gas and coal, as well as the power it sells. The
energy trading division of our Merchant Energy segment is exposed to market
price risks inherent in its contractual obligations to deliver or receive
commodities and in the financial instruments it uses for trading energy and
energy-related commodities. Our petroleum markets business (included in our
discontinued operations) is exposed to price risks in both the feedstocks it
uses, primarily crude oil and petroleum-based products, as well as the refined
products it sells.

We attempt to mitigate price risk associated with both our energy trading
activities (included in the energy trading division in our Merchant Energy
segment and in our discontinued petroleum markets business) and non-trading
activities (power and commodity hedging activities) through the use of trading
and non-trading financial instruments (including forwards, swaps, options and
futures). We measure risks from our commodity and energy-related contracts on a
daily basis using a Value-at-Risk model. This model allows us to determine the
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maximum expected one-day unfavorable impact on the fair values of those
contracts due to normal market movements, and monitors our risk in comparison to
established thresholds. We use what is known as the historical simulation
technique for measuring Value-at-Risk. This technique values positions in every
iteration of the simulation and captures risk from all types of financial
positions. We also use other measures to monitor our risks on a daily basis,
including sensitivity analysis, stress testing, credit risk management and other
measures to monitor and measure risk exposure.

The following table presents our maximum expected one-day unfavorable
impact on the fair values of our commodity and energy-related contracts as
measured by Value-at-Risk based on a confidence level of 95 percent and a
one-day holding period. The high and low valuations represent the highest and
lowest of the month end values during 2002 (for both continuing and discontinued
operations). The average valuation represents the average of the 2002 month end
values. Actual losses in fair value may exceed those measured by Value-at-Risk:

VALUE-AT-RISK

2002
YEAR
END HIGH LOW AVERAGE
(IN MILLIONS)
Trading Value—-at-RiskK. ...ttt ieeeeeeeeennnnnn $ 8 $23 $8 $16
Non-trading Value—at-Risk..... ...t innnnennnnn 8 10 4 7
Portfolio Value—at-Risk (1) ...ttt eennnnnns 11 22 9 16

(1) Portfolio Value-at-Risk represents the combined Value-at-Risk for the
trading and non-trading commodity and energy-related contracts. The separate
calculation of Value-at-Risk for trading and non-trading commodity contracts
ignores the natural correlation that exists between traded and non-traded
commodity contracts and prices. As a result, the sum of the individually
determined wvalues
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will be higher than the combined Value-at-Risk in most instances. We manage
our risks through a portfolio approach that balances both trading and
non-trading risks.

The $10 million decrease in trading Value-at-Risk during 2002 is
attributable to our efforts to limit and liquidate our trading activities during
2002. Our non-trading Value-at-Risk decreased by $7 million in 2002 due to a
reduction of our hedged volumes of future natural gas production during 2002. We
reduced these hedged volumes to reduce the cash requirements of our non-trading
price risk management activities.

INTEREST RATE RISK

Many of our debt-related financial instruments and project financing
arrangements are sensitive to changes in interest rates. The table below shows
the maturity of the carrying amounts and related weighted average interest rates
on our interest-bearing securities, by expected maturity dates and the fair
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values of those securities. As of December 31, 2002, the carrying amounts of
short-term borrowings are representative of fair values because of the
short-term maturity of these instruments. The fair value of the long-term

securities has been estimated based on quoted market prices for the same or
similar issues.

DECEMBER 31, 2002

LIABILITIES: (1)

Short-term debt -- variable
rate. ..o i e e $1,500 - - - -— - $ 1,500
Average interest rate..... 2.7%
Long-term debt, including
current portion -- fixed
rate. ..ot e $ 362 $331 $497 $1,120 $1,122 $12,469 $15,901
Average interest rate..... 7.8% 7.4% 8.5% 8.3% 7.7% 8.0%

Long-term debt, including
current portion-variable

rate. ... .o e e $ 213 $253 $113 $ 113 S 9 S 79 S 780
Average interest rate..... 2.5% 4.4% 2.9% 2.7% 2.7% 6.1%
Notes payable to unconsolidated
affiliates -- fixed rate.... $ 189 $ 10 $ 12 $ 6 - - S 216
Average interest rate..... 4.4% 7.3% 7.3% 7.3%
Notes payable to unconsolidated
affiliates —-—- variable
rate. ... i i e - - - - - S 174 S 174
Average interest rate..... 10.4%
COMPANY-OBLIGATED PREFERRED
SECURITIES:
El Paso Energy Capital Trust
et e e e e e e e - - - - - $ 325 $ 325
Average interest rate..... 4.8%
Coastal Finance I............... -= - -= - -— S 300 S 300
Average fixed interest
rate..... i 8.4%

(1) As of December 31, 2001, the carrying amount of long-term debt with variable
rates related to discontinued petroleum markets operations was $551 million,
which was retired as of December 31, 2002, which has been excluded from the
above table.

The fair value of our long-term securities was significantly impacted by a
series of ratings actions initiated by Moody's and Standard & Poor's that
lowered our unsecured debt rating to Caal and B (both "below investment grade"
ratings), and we remain on negative outlook. These rating actions decreased the

fair value of all of our fixed rate long-term securities during 2002.
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FOREIGN CURRENCY EXCHANGE RATE RISK
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Our exposure to foreign currency exchange rates relates primarily to
changes in foreign currency rates on our Euro-denominated debt obligations. We
have Euro-denominated debt with a principal amount of 1,050 million euros, or
$1,100 million at a Euro/USD spot exchange rate of 1.0492 as of December 31,
2002. 550 million euros and 500 million euros of this debt mature in 2006 and
2009. We have a foreign currency swap that converts 275 million euros of this
debt to U.S. dollars at a fixed rate of 0.9275. The remaining principal of 775
million euros is unhedged and is subject to foreign currency exchange risk. A
ten percent increase or decrease in the Euro/USD exchange rate would increase or
decrease the carrying value of our unhedged Euro-denominated debt by
approximately $81 million.
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ITEM 7. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND EXHIBITS

Below are our historical financial statements and financial statement
schedule that reflect the reclassification of our petroleum markets operations
as discontinued operations for all periods presented.

EL PASO CORPORATION

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF INCOME
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUNTS)

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

2002 2001
Operating revenues
e oY 5 1 o = = $ 2,605 S 2,748
et Y L6 ¥ wil A 3 o S 2,126 2,347
Field ServViCe S . v i ittt ittt ettt st eeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeaens 2,029 2,553
MerChant ENergy . o e ittt ittt ettt teee e eneeeeeeneanns 972 1,224
Corporate and eliminations......... it eennnnns (134) 67
7,598 8,939
Operating expenses
Cost of products and ServicCes. ... ..ttt e eeennnnns 2,383 2,450
Operation and maintenancCe. ... ...ttt it neeeeeeeeennnnns 1,943 2,064
Restructuring and merger-related costs........iiiinnn.. 77 1,493
(Gain) loss on long-lived assetsS.....iiiiiieeeeeennneennn 185 77
Western Energy Settlement....... ..ottt inineeeennnneenns 899 -
Ceiling test charges. ... ..t ittt i i ie et eeaeennn 269 135
Depreciation, depletion and amortization.................. 1,332 1,261
Taxes, other than income taxesS.......iiiii it tenennennennn 255 316
7,343 7,796
Operating InCOmME. & i ittt ittt e e e et ettt ettt e aeeeeeee 255 1,143
FEarnings (losses) from unconsolidated affiliates............ (226) 437
Minority interest in consolidated subsidiaries.............. (58) (2)
Other 1NCOmMe. o ittt ittt it e e e e e e et et et e e ettt 201 288
(O ol o TS oD o o 1= = (180) (1206)
Interest and debt eXpPense. ...ttt ittt ittt enneeeeeeeenns (1,388) (1,129)

Returns on preferred interests of consolidated
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FSE SN o= I e I == (159) (217) (204)
Income (loss) before INCOmME LaAXEeS . i i ittt tnteeeeeenenenenn (1,555) 394 1,627
B o YY) 11T T =< == (507) 242 514
Income (loss) from continuing operations before

extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting

[0 2 = 1o Y 1= (1,048) 152 1,113
Discontinued operations, net of income taxes................ (365) (85) 123
Extraordinary items, net of income taxes............... ..., - 26 70
Cumulative effect of accounting changes, net of income

LU= == (54) —— ——
NEet INCOME (LOSS) vt ittt it ittt e ettt ettt et s eeeeaeenes $(1,467) S 93 $ 1,306
Basic earnings per common share

Income (loss) from continuing operations before

extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting
[0 0= o ¥ 1 = S (1.87) S 0.30 s 2.25

Discontinued operations, net of income taxes.............. (0.65) (0.17) 0.25

Extraordinary items, net of income taxes.................. - 0.05 0.14

Cumulative effect of accounting changes, net of income

L= == (0.10) —— ——

NEet 1NCOME (LOSS) vt ittt it ettt ettt et ettt ettt eeeeeeeennenn S (2.62) S 0.18 S 2.64
Diluted earnings per common share

Income (loss) from continuing operations before

extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting
[0 0= o ¥ 1T =T S (1.87) S 0.30 s 2.19

Discontinued operations, net of income taxes.............. (0.65) (0.17) 0.24

Extraordinary items, net of income taxes.................. - 0.05 0.14

Cumulative effect of accounting changes, net of income

L= == (0.10) —— ——

NEet 1NCOME (L1OSS) vt ittt it ettt ettt et ettt ettt eeeeneennenn S (2.62) S 0.18 S 2.57
Basic average common shares outstanding..................... 560 505 494
Diluted average common shares outstanding................... 560 516 513

See accompanying notes.
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EL PASO CORPORATION

CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT SHARE AMOUNTS)

DECEMBER 31,

ASSETS
Current assets
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Cash and cash equivalents...... ...ttt eennnnns $ 1,591
Accounts and notes receivable

Customer, net of allowance of $176 in 2002 and $117 in

200 . e e e e e e e e e e e e 4,123

2N e 5 = i 774

[ 0T 451

IS 0T o YR 252

Assets from price risk management activities.............. 1,007

Margin and other deposits on energy trading activities.... 1,003

Assets of discontinued operations...........eiiiiiieeennnn. 2,154

L o 569

Total current assetsS. ...ttt it eennenns 11,924

Property, plant and equipment, at cost
Iy T e o L=
Natural gas and oil properties, at full cost..............
Power facilities. ...ttt ittt

Less accumulated depreciation, depletion and
amortization. .. ... e e

Total property, plant and equipment, net..........

Other assets
Investments in unconsolidated affiliates..................
Assets from price risk management activities..............
Goodwill and other intangible assets, net.................

See accompanying notes.
88
EL PASO CORPORATION

CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS —-- (CONTINUED)
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT SHARE AMOUNTS)

LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY
Current liabilities
Accounts payable

DECEMBER 31,

S 3,245
10
880
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Short-term financing obligations, including current

10 ol e I = 2,075
Notes payable to affiliates. ... ..., 189
Liabilities from price risk management activities......... 1,041
Margin and other deposits from customers on energy trading

= o e T ol = 123
Western Energy Settlement....... ..ottt iiiininneeennnnennnn 100
Liabilities of discontinued operations.................... 1,373
[ 1 1 s 1,097

Total current liabilities.......uiiiiiiiininennnn 10,350
Debt

Long-term financing obligations..........ccuiiiiiieeennnnn. 16,106
Notes payable to affiliates. ... 201
16,307

Other
Liabilities from price risk management activities......... 1,374
Deferred 1NCOME LaAXE S . it i ittt eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeneeaens 3,576
Western Energy Settlement....... ..ottt iiiiiineeeennnneennn 799
Liabilities of discontinued operations.................... 87
[ 1 1 s 1,934
7,770

Commitments and contingencies
Securities of subsidiaries

Preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries.......... 3,255
Minority interests of consolidated subsidiaries........... 165
3,420

Stockholders' equity
Common stock, par value $3 per share; authorized
1,500,000,000 shares and issued 605,298,466 shares in
2002; authorized 750,000,000 shares and issued

538,363,664 shares in 2001 .. ...ttt iinn i eeeeeennnnnn 1,816
Additional paid-in capital.......i ittt 4,444
Retained earningsS. ... ittt ittt et teeeeeeeeeennaenns 2,942
Accumulated other comprehensive income (loSS) ........von.. (529
Treasury stock (at cost); 5,730,042 shares in 2002 and

7,628,799 shares in 2001 . ...ttt it nnneeeeeeeeeennnnn (201
Unamortized compensation.......ouiiii it ttnneeeeeeeennenens (95

Total stockholders' equity.......ccuoiiiiiiennnenn. 8,377
Total liabilities and stockholders' equity........ $46,224

368

See accompanying notes.
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EL PASO CORPORATION

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS
(IN MILLIONS)

107



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

2002 2001 2000
Cash flows from operating activities
NEet 1NCOME (LOSS) v vt ittt ettt ettt et ettt ettt e eneennenn $(1,467) S 93 $ 1,306
Less income (loss) from discontinued operations, net of
I T o) (1T === (365) (85) 123
Net income (loss) from continuing operations.............. (1,102) 178 1,183
Adjustments to reconcile net income (loss) to net cash
from operating activities
Depreciation, depletion and amortization................ 1,332 1,261 1,171
Western Energy Settlement........ ...ttt ennnnnenns 899 - -
Ceiling test charges. .. ...ttt ittt ee e eeaeenns 269 135 -
Deferred income tax expense (benefit)................... (551) 313 615
Non-cash portion of merger-related costs and changes in
LYol I (= i = —— 1,066 (34)
(Gain) loss on long-lived assetsS......cuiiiiiineeennnenns 185 77 (1)
Undistributed equity (earnings) losses from
unconsolidated affiliates. . v .ttt ittt e e 533 (38) (106)
Non-cash gain from trading and power restructuring
P 1wl v I il I == (53) (852) (443)
Other non-cash income 1tLemsS. ...ttt tneeneennennenn 418 141 (67)
Working capital changes, net of non-cash transactions... (1,077) 1,818 (2,313)
Non-working capital changes and other................... (146) (170) (104)
Cash provided by (used in) continuing operations...... 707 3,929 (99)
Cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations.... (271) 191 198
Net cash provided by operating activities.......... 436 4,120 99
Cash flows from investing activities
Additions to property, plant and equipment................ (3,400) (3,852) (3,249)
Purchases of interests in equity investments.............. (299) (956) (1,488)
Cash paid for acquisitions, net of cash acquired.......... (13) (299) (524)
Net proceeds from the sale of assets........cciieo... 2,532 551 733
Proceeds from the sale of investments..................... 360 338 346
Net change in restricted cash......... ... (260) 3 24
Net change in notes receivable from unconsolidated
affiliates . i e e e e e e 4 (608) 466
(05 o L 22 12 (1)
Cash used in continuing operations............oeeeen.. (1,054) (4,811) (3,693)
Cash used in discontinued operations.................. (201) (212) (141)
Net cash used in investing activities.............. (1,255) (5,023) (3,834)
Cash flows from financing activities
Net short-term borrowings (repayments) ..........ceoeeeeeee.. 60 (786) 309
Net long-term DoOrroOWINgS. ... . i ittt t ettt eeeeneneenns 2,008 1,163 2,746
Net proceeds from issuance of preferred securities........ - - 293
Payments to minority interest holders.............ccoo.... (161) - -
Payments to preferred interest holders.................... (700) - -
Issuances of common StOCK. ... .ttt ittt ittt tneeennnn 1,053 915 141
Dividends paid. .. ...ttt ittt ittt et e (470) (387) (243)
Proceeds from issuance of minority interests.............. 33 281 995
Contributions from (distributions to) discontinued
[ TS il I ) = O (1,033) 99 (271)
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Cash provided by continuing operations.................. 790

Cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations...... 482

Net cash provided by financing activities.......... 1,272

Increase in cash and cash equivalents..........ccoiiiieeeenn. 453
Less increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents

related to discontinued operations..........cooiiiiiinn.n. 10
Increase 1in cash and cash equivalents from continuing

(03 TS il e ) o = 443

Cash and cash equivalents
Beginning of period...... .ttt i e 1,148
End O0f Period. . vttt ittt et ettt eeeeeenaneeeaenens $ 1,591

See accompanying notes.
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EL PASO CORPORATION

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY
(IN MILLIONS)
FOR THE YEARS ENDED DECEMBER 31,
2002 2001
SHARES AMOUNT SHARES AMOUNT
Common stock, $3.00 par:
Balance at beginning of year.............. 538 $ 1,615 514 $1,541
Compensation related issuances............ 2 5 3 10
Equity offering....... i, 52 155 20 61
Conversion of Coastal options............. - - 4 13
Conversion of FELINE PRIDES(SM) .. ..vuven.. 12 37 —— —=
Other. . e e e e 1 4 (3) (10)
Balance at end of year................. 605 1,816 538 1,615
Additional paid-in capital:
Balance at beginning of year.............. 3,130 1,925
Compensation related issuances............ 57 188
Tax benefit of equity plans............... 15 31
Equity offering....... ... 846 802
Retirement of Coastal treasury shares..... —— (132)
Conversion of Coastal options............. - 265
Conversion of FELINE PRIDES(SM) v .. evvunn.. 423 -
[ ] w0 Sl (27) 51
Balance at end of year................. 4,444 3,130
Retained earnings:
Balance at beginning of year.............. 4,902 5,243
Net dncome (10SS) v v ittt it it ettt eeeeenn (1,467) 93

2000
SHARES AMOUN
507 $1,52
6 1

1

514 1,54
1,66
17
6
2
1,92
4,18
1,30
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$0.850 and $0.824 per

Balance at end of year.................

Accumulated other comprehensive income

(loss) :

Balance at beginning of year..............
Other comprehensive income (loss).........

Balance at end of year.................

Treasury stock,

at cost:

Balance at beginning of year.............. (8)

Balance at end of year................. (6)

Unamortized compensation:
Balance at beginning of year..............
Issuance of new restricted stock..........
Amortization of restricted stock..........
Market price changes on variable
restricted stock awards................
Forfeitures of restricted stock...........

Balance at end of year.................

Total stockholders'

Net income (loss)

Foreign currency translation adjustments
Pension minimum liability accrual

€)]
e
]

(ST 16 e

See accompanying notes.

91

EL PASO CORPORATION

(IN MILLIONS)

CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(net of income tax of

S )

Net gains (losses)
Cumulative-effect of transition adjustment
income tax of $673)

from cash flow hedging activities:
(net of

Unrealized mark-to-market gains (losses) arising during
period (net of income tax of $261 and $548 in 2002

and 2001)

2002 2001
$(1,467) $ 93
....... (18) (33)
(35) -
....... - (1,280)
(459) 1,042
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Reclassification adjustments for changes in initial
value to settlement date (net of income tax of $96

and $283 in 2002 and 2001) ¢ v v ittt ittt (174) 494

[ 1 1 s —— (1)
Other comprehensive income (lOSS) ... iiiinnneeeennn. (6806) 222
Comprehensive income (L1OSS) v v vttt teeeeenneoeeeeeneeennns $(2,153) S 315

See accompanying notes.
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EL PASO CORPORATION
NOTES TO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
1. SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT EVENTS AND ACCOUNTING POLICIES
SIGNIFICANT EVENTS
Overview of Industry Developments

During 2002, we experienced dramatic changes in our industry as well as in
the financial markets on which we rely. In response to industry events, the
credit rating agencies, including Moody's and Standard & Poor's, re-evaluated
the ratings of companies involved in energy trading activities. As a result, the
ratings of many of the largest participants in the energy trading industry,
including us, were downgraded to below investment grade. Also impacting us was a
preliminary decision reached by a FERC administrative law judge (ALJ) that one
of our subsidiaries withheld pipeline capacity from the California market during
2000 and 2001. Reacting to the changes in the market, our leverage and a
preliminary decision by the FERC on our California matters, Moody's and Standard
& Poor's initiated a series of ratings actions lowering our senior unsecured
debt rating to Caal and B (both "below investment grade" ratings), and we remain
on negative outlook.

Several negative outcomes resulted from these downgrades. First, cash
generated in 2002 from the sales of assets, which had originally been identified
for debt reductions, was instead required to be posted as additional cash
collateral in connection with our commercial trading activities, paid to meet
financial guarantees and used to meet other arrangements. Additionally, our
access to capital markets and commercial paper markets became more restricted
because of our lower credit ratings. Finally, the credit downgrades have
resulted in the net cash generated by the assets in two of our minority interest
financing arrangements being largely unavailable to us for general corporate
purposes. Instead, we were required to use this cash to redeem preferred
securities issued in connection with those arrangements and for the operation of
the businesses that collateralize those arrangements. In March of 2003, we
redeemed the outstanding amounts under one of these financing arrangements,
partially freeing up these cash usage restrictions. For a further discussion of
this, see Note 19.

Liquidity Developments

We rely on cash generated from our operations as our primary source of
liquidity. We also expect to rely on borrowings under available credit
facilities, bank financings, asset sales and the issuance of long-term debt,
preferred and equity securities to provide liquidity as needed and for overall
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flexibility. We believe that our future working capital needs, capital
expenditures, long-term debt repayments, dividends and other financing
activities will continue to be provided from some or all of these sources of
liquidity. Since the fourth quarter of 2001, we have taken a number of actions
to address our liquidity issues, and have made progress in our plans to meet the
demands on our liquidity and strengthen our capital structure.

Our accomplishments have included the sale of over $2.5 billion of equity
or equity-related securities, the completion or announcement of over $5.5
billion of asset sales, the removal of over $4 billion of rating triggers from
our investment and financing programs, which would have resulted in issuance of
common stock or the accelerated repayment of these obligations, and the
announcement of a plan to exit our trading business and minimize our involvement
in the LNG business. On February 5, 2003, we announced our 2003 Operational and
Financial Plan. This plan is based on five key principles:

— Preserving and enhancing the value of our core natural gas and pipeline
businesses;

- Exiting non-core businesses quickly, but prudently;

- Strengthening and simplifying our balance sheet, while maximizing
liquidity;

— Aggressively pursuing additional cost reductions; and

— Continuing to work diligently to resolve litigation and regulatory
matters.
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Through March 2003, we have made further progress in accomplishing our
objectives under this plan, including (i) the finalization of a new $1.2 billion
term loan, which allowed us to retire our Trinity River preferred interest
financing arrangement and eliminate the cash restrictions and accelerated
amortization requirements of that arrangement (ii) the repayment of over $1.9
billion of financial obligations, including Electron and Trinity River, (iii)
the issuance of $700 million in bonds at two of our wholly owned subsidiaries
and (iv) the announcement of an agreement in principle to settle the principal
claims asserted against us in the western energy crisis of 2001.

We believe the accomplishment of this announced plan will enable us to
address our liquidity issues and simplify and improve our capital structure.
However, a number of factors could influence the timing and ultimate outcome of
our efforts.

SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES
Basis of Presentation

Our consolidated financial statements include the accounts of all
majority-owned, controlled subsidiaries after the elimination of all significant
intercompany accounts and transactions. Our results for all periods presented
reflect our petroleum markets and coal mining businesses as discontinued
operations. Additionally, our financial statements for prior periods include
reclassifications that were made to conform to the current year presentation.
Those reclassifications did not impact our reported net income or stockholders'
equity.

Principles of Consolidation
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We consolidate entities when we have the ability to control the operating
and financial decisions and policies of that entity. Where we can exert
significant influence over, but do not control, those policies and decisions, we
apply the equity method of accounting. We use the cost method of accounting
where we are unable to exert significant influence over the entity. The
determination of our ability to control or exert significant influence over an
entity involves the use of judgment of the extent of our control or influence
and that of the other equity owners or participants of the entity. Discussed
below as part of new accounting principles issued but not yet adopted is a
standard that, once effective, will impact our consolidation principles.

Use of Estimates

The preparation of financial statements in conformity with U.S. generally
accepted accounting principles requires the use of estimates and assumptions
that affect the amounts we report as assets, liabilities, revenues, and expenses
and our disclosures in these financial statements. Actual results can, and often
do, differ from those estimates.

Accounting for Regulated Operations

Our interstate natural gas systems and storage operations are subject to
the regulations and accounting procedures of the FERC in accordance with the
Natural Gas Act of 1938 and the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978. Our interstate
systems, including TGP, EPNG, SNG and MPC, apply the provisions of Statement of
Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) No. 71, Accounting for the Effects of
Certain Types of Regulation. ANR, CIG and WIC discontinued the application of
SFAS No. 71 in 1996. Accounting for regulated businesses that apply the
provisions of SFAS No. 71 differs from the accounting requirements for regulated
businesses that do not apply SFAS No. 71. Transactions that have been recorded
differently as a result of regulatory accounting requirements include the
capitalization of an equity return component on regulated capital projects,
employee related benefits, depreciation and other costs and taxes included in,
or expected to be included in, future rates.

94
Our application of SFAS No. 71 is based on the current regulatory
environment and our current tariff rates. Future regulatory developments and
rate cases could impact this accounting. Things that may influence our

assessment are:

— 1inability to recover cost increases due to rate caps and rate case
moratoriums;

— 1inability to recover capitalized costs, including an adequate return on
those costs through the ratemaking process and FERC proceedings;

- excess capacity;
- discounting rates in the markets we serve; and

— impacts of ongoing initiatives in, and deregulation of, the natural gas
industry.

We will continue to evaluate the application of regulatory accounting
principles based on on-going changes in the regulatory and economic environment.

Cash and Cash Equivalents

We consider short-term investments with an original maturity of less than
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three months to be cash equivalents.

We maintain cash on deposit with banks and insurance companies that is
pledged for a particular use or restricted to support a potential liability. We
classify these balances as other current or non-current assets in our balance
sheet based on when we expect this cash to be used. As of December 31, 2002 and
2001, we reported $124 million and $17 million as other current assets and $212
million and $75 million as other non-current assets.

Allowance for Doubtful Accounts

We establish provisions for losses on accounts receivable and for natural
gas imbalances due from shippers and operators if we determine that we will not
collect all or part of the outstanding balance. We regularly review
collectibility and establish or adjust our allowance as necessary using the
specific identification method.

Inventory

Our inventory consists of crude oil, materials and supplies, natural gas in
storage, optic fiber and power turbines. Included in our assets from
discontinued operations is inventory related to refined products, crude oil
chemicals, and coal. We classify all inventory as current or non-current based
on whether it will be sold or used in the next twelve months. We report
non-current inventory as part of other non-current assets in our balance sheets.
We use the first-in, first-out and average cost methods to account for our
refined products, crude o0il and chemicals inventories and the average cost
method to account for our other inventories. We value all inventory at the lower
of its cost or market value. On October 1, 2002, we adopted the provisions of
Emerging Issues Task Force (EITF) Issue No. 02-3, which required us to
reclassify all physical commodity inventory used in trading activities from net
assets from price risk management activities to inventory on our balance sheet
and to adjust this inventory to the lower of cost or market. See Price Risk
Management Activities below for a further discussion of this accounting change.

Natural Gas and 0Oil Imbalances and Exchanges

Natural gas and oil imbalances occur when the actual amount of natural gas
or oil delivered from or received by a pipeline system, processing plant or
storage facility differs from the contractual amount scheduled to be delivered
or received. Natural gas exchange transactions involve receiving or delivering
natural gas inventory that will be made up in-kind. We value these imbalances
and exchanges due to or from shippers and operators at an appropriate market
index price. Imbalances and exchanges are settled in cash or made up in-kind,
subject to the contractual terms of settlement and tariffs.
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Imbalances and exchanges due from others are reported in our balance sheet
as either accounts receivable from customers or accounts receivable from
unconsolidated affiliates. Imbalances and exchanges owed to others are reported
on the balance sheet as either trade accounts payable or accounts payable to
unconsolidated affiliates. In addition, all imbalances and exchanges are
classified as current or long-term depending on when we expect to settle them.
On October 1, 2002, we adopted the provisions of EITF Issue No. 02-3, which
required us to reclassify all natural gas exchanges resulting from trading
activities from net assets from price risk management activities to accounts
receivable and accounts payable on our balance sheet. See Price Risk Management
Activities below for a further discussion of this accounting change.

Property, Plant and Equipment
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Our property, plant and equipment is recorded at its original cost of
construction or, upon acquisition, at either the fair value of the assets
acquired or the cost to the entity that first placed the asset in service. We
capitalize direct costs, such as labor and materials, and indirect costs, such
as overhead, interest and in our regulated businesses that apply the provisions
of SFAS No. 71, an equity return component. We capitalize the major units of
property replacements or improvements and expense minor items. Included in our
pipeline property balances are additional acquisition costs, which represent the
excess purchase costs associated with purchase business combinations allocated
to our regulated interstate systems. These costs are amortized on a
straight-line basis, and we do not recover these excess costs in our rates.

The following table presents our property, plant and equipment by type,
depreciation method, remaining useful lives and depreciation rate:

REMAINING
TYPE METHOD USEFUL LIVES
(IN YEARS)
Regulated interstate systems
£ 2 T o S O O Composite 1-57
NON=SFAS NO. 7l ..ttt ittt et teeeeeeeeeannann Straight-line 2-50
Non-regulated systems (2)
Transmission and storage facilities................ Straight-line 60
Power facilities. ...t iiin et eeeeeeeeennnn Straight-line 3-26
Gathering and processing systems................... Straight-line 1-40
Transportation equipment.........c.ciiiiiiinnnnn.. Straight-line 1-30
Buildings and improvements...........oeeiinnneennn. Straight-line 1-19
Office and miscellaneous equipment................. Straight-line 1-20

(1) For our regulated interstate systems that apply SFAS No. 71, we use the
composite (group) method to depreciate property, plant and equipment. Under
this method, assets with similar useful lives and other characteristics are
grouped and depreciated as one asset. We apply the depreciation rate
approved in our tariff to the total cost of the group until its net book
value equals its salvage value. We re-evaluate depreciation rates each time
we redevelop our transportation rates when we file with the FERC for an
increase or decrease in rates.

(2) These amounts do not include refining, crude o0il, and chemical facilities,
which have been included as assets from discontinued operations. These
facilities were being amortized on a straight-line basis over one to
thirty-three years prior to their classification as a discontinued
operation.

When we retire regulated property, plant and equipment accounted for under
SFAS No. 71, we charge accumulated depreciation and amortization for the
original cost, plus the cost to remove, sell or dispose, less its salvage value.
We do not recognize a gain or loss unless we sell an entire operating unit. We
include gains or losses on dispositions of operating units in income. When we
retire regulated property, plant and equipment not accounted for under SFAS No.
71 and non-regulated properties, we reduce property, plant and equipment for its
original cost, less accumulated depreciation, and salvage value. Any remaining
gain or loss is recorded in income.
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We capitalize a carrying cost on funds invested in our construction of
long-lived assets. This carrying cost consists of (i) an interest cost on the
investment financed by debt, which applies to both regulated and non-regulated
transmission businesses and (ii) a return on the investment financed by equity,
which only applies to regulated transmission businesses that apply SFAS No. 71.
The debt portion is calculated based on
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the average cost of debt. Interest cost on debt amounts capitalized during the
years ended December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000, were $32 million, $63 million and
$75 million (excluding amounts related to discontinued operations of $1 million
for 2002, $2 million for 2001 and $7 million for 2000). These amounts are
included as a reduction of interest expense in our income statements. The equity
portion is calculated using the most recent FERC approved equity rate of return.
Equity amounts capitalized during the years ended December 31, 2002, 2001 and
2000 were $8 million, $8 million and $2 million. These amounts are included as
other non-operating income on our income statement. Capitalized carrying cost
for debt and equity are reflected as an increase in the cost of the asset on our
balance sheet.

Asset Impairments

We apply the provisions of SFAS No. 144, Accounting for the Impairment or
Disposal of Long-Lived Assets, to account for asset impairments. Under this
standard, we evaluate an asset for impairment when events or circumstances
indicate that a long-lived asset's carrying value may not be recovered. These
events include market declines, changes in the manner in which we intend to use
an asset or decisions to sell an asset and adverse changes in the legal or
business environment such as adverse actions by regulators. When we decide to
exit or sell a long-lived asset or group of assets, we adjust the carrying value
of these assets downward, if necessary, to the estimated sales price, less costs
to sell. We also reclassify the asset or assets as either held for sale or as
discontinued operations, depending on whether they have independently
determinable cash flows.

Natural Gas and Oil Properties

We use the full cost method to account for our natural gas and oil
properties. Under the full cost method, substantially all productive and
nonproductive costs incurred in connection with the acquisition, exploration and
development of natural gas and oil reserves are capitalized. These capitalized
amounts include the costs of all unproved properties, internal costs directly
related to acquisition, development and exploration activities and capitalized
interest.

We amortize these costs using the unit of production method over the life
of our proved reserves. Each quarter, we calculate the unit of production
depletion rate based on our estimated production and an estimate of proved
reserves. Capitalized costs associated with unproved properties are excluded
from amortizable costs until these properties are evaluated. Future development
costs and dismantlement, restoration and abandonment costs, net of estimated
salvage values, are included in costs subject to amortization.

Our capitalized costs, net of related income tax effects, are limited to a
ceiling based on the present value of future net revenues using end of period
spot prices discounted at 10 percent, plus the lower of cost or fair market
value of unproved properties, net of related income tax effects. If these
discounted revenues are not equal to or greater than total capitalized costs, we
are required to write-down our capitalized costs to this level. We perform this
ceiling test calculation each quarter. Any required write-downs are included in
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our income statement as a ceiling test charge. Our ceiling test calculations
include the effects of derivative instruments we have designated as cash flow
hedges of our anticipated future natural gas and oil production.

We do not recognize a gain or loss on sales of our natural gas and oil
properties, unless those sales would significantly alter the relationship
between capitalized costs and proved reserves. We treat sales proceeds on
non-significant sales as an adjustment to the cost of our properties.

Planned Major Maintenance

Repair and maintenance costs are generally expensed as incurred, unless
they improve the operating efficiency or extend the useful life of an asset.

Included as assets and liabilities from discontinued operations are amounts
associated with planned major maintenance activities related to our petroleum
markets operations (see Note 10). Our petroleum markets operations own and have
interests in domestic and international refineries. In our domestic refining
business, repair and maintenance costs for planned major maintenance activities
are accrued as a liability in a
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systematic and rational manner over the period of time until the planned major
maintenance activities occur. Any difference between the accrued liability and
the actual costs incurred in performing the maintenance activities are charged
or credited to expense at the time the maintenance occurs. At our international
refineries, the cost of each major maintenance activity is capitalized and
amortized to expense in a systematic and rational manner over the estimated
period extending to the next planned major maintenance activity. The types of
costs we accrue in conjunction with major maintenance at our refineries are
outside contractor costs, materials and supplies, company labor and other
outside services. For our domestic operations, we had accruals for major
maintenance of $40 million and $36 million at December 31, 2002 and 2001, and
for our international operations, we capitalized $75 million and $51 million for
the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2001.

Goodwill and Other Intangible Assets

Our intangible assets consist of goodwill resulting from acquisitions and
other intangible assets. We apply SFAS No. 141, Business Combinations, and SFAS
No. 142, Goodwill and Other Intangible Assets to account for these intangibles.
Under these standards, we recognize goodwill separately from other intangible
assets. In addition, goodwill and intangibles that have indefinite lives are not
amortized. Also, goodwill and indefinite lived intangible assets are
periodically tested for impairment, at least annually, or whenever an event
occurs that indicates that an impairment may have occurred. We adopted these
standards on January 1, 2002 and stopped amortizing goodwill. We also recognized
a pretax and after-tax gain of $154 million related to the elimination of
negative goodwill. We reported this gain as a cumulative effect of an accounting
change in our income statement.

SFAS No. 142 requires that we perform impairment tests upon adoption of the
standard on January 1, 2002 and at least annually thereafter. The initial
impairment tests we performed as of January 1, 2002 indicated no impairment of
our goodwill. The impairment tests we performed as of December 31, 2002,
however, indicated a pre-tax impairment of our goodwill associated with our
Merchant Energy segment's financial services businesses, EnCap and Enerplus, of
$44 million. This impairment was recorded in 2002 and was the result of the
combined effects of weak financial services industry conditions and our decision
not to continue to invest capital in these financial services businesses. The
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net carrying amounts of our goodwill as of January 1, 2002 and December 31, 2002
reported in net intangible assets in our balance sheets, and the changes in the
net carrying amounts of goodwill for the year ended December 31, 2002 for each
of our segments are as follows:

FIELD MERCHANT CORPORATE
PIPELINES PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY OTHER

(IN MILLIONS)

Balances as of January 1, 2002..... $413 S61l $393 $ 89 $249
IMPAirmMENtS. v vt e ittt et eee e - - - (44) -
Other changes. .......cuueeeeenenenn. - 1 9 -= (5)

Balances as of December 31, 2002... $413 562 $402 S 45 $244

Our other intangible assets consist of customer lists, our general
partnership interest in El Paso Energy Partners, L.P. and other miscellaneous
intangible assets. We amortize all intangible assets on a straight-line basis
over their estimated useful life excluding our excess investment in our general
partnership interest in
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El Paso Energy Partners which has been determined to have an indefinite life.
The following are the gross carrying amounts and accumulated amortization of our
other intangible assets as of December 31:

2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Intangible assets subject to amortization................... S 49 S 56
Accumulated amortizZation . v e it ittt ittt et et et ettt (29) (20)
20 36

Intangible assets not subject to amortization............... 181 181
$201 $217

Amortization expense of our intangible assets that were subject to
amortization was $9 million for the year ended December 31, 2002. For the year
ended December 31, 2001, amortization of all intangible assets, including
goodwill, was $55 million. Based on the current amount of intangible assets
subject to amortization, our estimated amortization expense is approximately $2
million for each of the next five years. These amounts may vary as a result of
future acquisitions, dispositions and any recorded impairments.

The following table presents our income from continuing operations before
extraordinary items and the cumulative effect of accounting changes, net income
and earnings per common share for the years ended December 31, 2001 and 2000, as
if goodwill and other indefinite-lived intangibles had not been amortized during
those periods, compared with those amounts reported for the year ended December
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31, 2002:

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER
COMMON SHARE AMOUNTS)

Reported income (loss) from continuing operations before

extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting

[ o= o ¥ 1T =T (0 T $(1,048) $ 152 $1,113
Amortization of goodwill and indefinite-lived intangibles... —= 35 44
Adjusted income (loss) from continuing operations before

extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting

Net income (loss):

Reported net income (L1OSS) v v v v ve ittt teeeeeeenoeeeeeeeenennns $(1,467) S 93 $1,306
Amortization of goodwill and indefinite-lived intangibles... - 35 44
Adjusted net INcCoOmME (1OSS) v v vttt ittt vttt e eeeeeeeeeeennnnees $(1,467) S 128 $1,350

Basic earnings per common share:

Reported net income (L1OSS) v v v v v e ettt teeeeeneenoeeeeeeeennnns S (2.62) $0.18 S 2.64
Amortization of goodwill and indefinite-lived intangibles... - 0.07 0.09
Adjusted net INcCOmME (1OSS) v v vt ittt ittt et eeeeeeeeeeeennnnees S (2.62) $0.25 $ 2.73

Diluted earnings per common share:

Reported net income (L1OSS) v v v v vt ettt teeeeeneeeneeeeeeeeennns S (2.62) $0.18 $ 2.57
Amortization of goodwill and indefinite-lived intangibles... - 0.07 0.09
Adjusted net INcCOmME (1OSS) v v vttt ittt ettt e eeeeeeeeeeennnneens S (2.62) $0.25 $ 2.66

(1) Amounts reflect the classification of the results of our petroleum markets
operations and coal business as discontinued operations.

Pension and Other Postretirement Benefits

We maintain several pension and other postretirement benefit plans. These
plans require us to make contributions to fund the benefits to be paid out under
the plans. These contributions are invested until the benefits are paid out to
plan participants. We record benefit expense in our income statement. This
benefit expense is a function of many factors including benefits earned during
the year by plan participants (which is a
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function of the employee's salary, the level of benefits provided under the
plan, actuarial assumptions, and the passage of time), expected return on plan

assets and recognition of certain deferred gains and losses as well as plan
amendments.
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We compare the benefits earned, or the accumulated benefit obligation, to
the plan's fair value of assets on an annual basis. To the extent the plan's
accumulated benefit obligation exceeds the fair value of plan assets, we record
a minimum pension liability in our balance sheet equal to the difference in
these two amounts. We do not adjust this minimum liability if it is less than
the liability already accrued for the plan. If this difference is greater than
the pension liability recorded on our balance sheet, however, we record an
additional liability and an amount to other comprehensive loss, net of income
taxes, on our financial statements.

Revenue Recognition

Our business segments provide a number of services and sell a variety of
products. Our revenue recognition policies by segment are as follows:

Pipelines revenues. Our Pipelines segment derives revenues primarily from
transportation and storage services and sales under gas sales contracts. For our
transportation and storage services, we recognize reservation revenues on firm
contracted capacity ratably over the contract period. For interruptible or
volumetric based services, we record revenues when we complete the delivery of
natural gas to the agreed upon delivery point and when natural gas is injected
or withdrawn from the storage facility. Revenues under natural gas sales
contracts are recognized when physical deliveries of commodities are made at the
agreed upon delivery point. Revenues in all services are generally based on the
thermal quantity of gas delivered or subscribed at a price specified in the
contract or tariff. We are subject to FERC regulations and, as a result,
revenues we collect may possibly be refunded in a final order of a pending or
future rate proceeding or as a result of a rate settlement. We have established
reserves for these potential refunds.

Production revenues. Our Production segment's revenues are derived
principally through physical sales of natural gas, oil and natural gas liquids
produced. Revenues from sales of these products are recorded upon the passage of
title using the sales method, net of any royalty interests or other profit
interests in the produced product. When actual natural gas sales volumes exceed
our entitled share of sales volumes, an overproduced imbalance occurs. To the
extent the overproduced imbalance exceeds our share of the remaining estimated
proved natural gas reserves for a given property, we record a liability. Costs
associated with the transportation and delivery of production are included in
cost of sales.

Field Services revenues. Our Field Services segment derives revenues
principally from gathering, transportation and processing services and through
the sale of commodities that are retained from providing these services. There
are two general types of service: fee-based and make-whole. For fee-based
services we recognize revenues at the time service is rendered based upon the
volume of gas gathered, treated or processed at the contracted fee. For
make-whole services, our fee consists of retainage of natural gas liquids and
other by-products that are a result of processing, and we recognize revenues on
these services at the time we sell these products, which generally coincides
with when we provide the service.

Merchant Energy revenues. Merchant Energy derives revenues from a number
of sources including physical sales of natural gas, power and petroleum.
Revenues on these physical sales are recognized based on the volumes delivered
and the contracted or market price and are recognized at the time the commodity
is delivered to the specified delivery point. Revenues from commodities sold as
part of Merchant Energy's energy trading division are reflected net of the cost
of these sales. The energy trading division of Merchant Energy also enters into
derivative transactions which are recorded at their fair value. See a discussion
of our income recognition policies on derivatives below under Price Risk
Management Activities.
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Corporate. Revenue producing activities in our corporate segment consist
principally of revenues from our telecommunications business. We recognize
revenues for our metro transport, collocation and cross-connect services in the
month that the services are actually used by the customer.
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Discontinued Petroleum Markets Operations. Our discontinued petroleum
markets operations derive their revenue from the sale of crude o0il, refined
petroleum products and chemicals. Revenues from the products sold in this
business are based on the contractual terms of the sale, and are usually
referenced to the market price of the commodity sold.

Environmental Costs and Other Contingencies

We record liabilities when our environmental assessments indicate that
remediation efforts are probable, and the costs can be reasonably estimated. We
recognize a current period expense for the liability when clean-up efforts do
not benefit future periods. We capitalize costs that benefit more than one
accounting period, except in instances where separate agreements or legal or
regulatory guidelines dictate otherwise. Estimates of our liabilities are based
on currently available facts, existing technology and presently enacted laws and
regulations taking into consideration the likely effects of inflation and other
societal and economic factors, and include estimates of associated legal costs.
These amounts also consider prior experience in remediating contaminated sites,
other companies' clean-up experience and data released by the EPA or other
organizations. These estimates are subject to revision in future periods based
on actual costs or new circumstances and are included in our balance sheet in
other current and long-term liabilities at their undiscounted amounts. We
evaluate recoveries from insurance coverage or government sponsored programs
separately from our liability and, when recovery is assured, we record and
report an asset separately from the associated liability in our financial
statements.

We recognize liabilities for other contingencies when we have an exposure
that, when fully analyzed, indicates it is both probable that an asset has been
impaired or that a liability has been incurred and the amount of impairment or
loss can be reasonably estimated. Funds spent to remedy these contingencies are
charged against a reserve, if one exists, or expensed. When a range of probable
loss can be estimated, we accrue the most likely amount or at least the minimum
of the range of probable loss.

Price Risk Management Activities

We engage in price risk management activities to manage market risks
associated with commodities we purchase and sell, interest rates and foreign
currency exchange rates. These price risk management activities include trading
activities that we enter into with the objective of generating profits or from
exposure to shifts or changes in market prices, non-trading activities related
to our power investment, generation and power contract restructuring activities,
and other non-trading activities that involve hedging the market price risk
exposures on our assets, liabilities, contractual commitments and forecasted
transactions of each of our business segments. Our trading and non-trading price
risk management activities involve the use of a variety of derivative financial
instruments, including:

— exchange-traded futures contracts that involve cash settlements;

- forward contracts that involve cash settlements or physical delivery of a
commodity;
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- swap contracts that require payments to (or receipts from) counterparties
based on the difference between a fixed and a variable price, or two
variable prices, for a commodity; and

— exchange-traded and over-the counter options.

We account for our trading and non-trading derivative instruments under
SFAS No. 133, Accounting for Derivatives and Hedging Activities. Under SFAS No.
133, all derivatives are reflected in our balance sheet at their fair value as
price risk management activities. We classify our price risk management
activities as either current or non-current assets or liabilities based on our
overall position by counterparty and their anticipated settlement date. Cash
inflows and outflows associated with the settlement of our price risk management
activities are recognized in operating cash flows, and any receivables and
payvables resulting from these settlements are reported separately from price
risk management activities in our balance sheet as trade receivables and
payvables. The accounting for revenues and expenses associated with our price
risk management activities varies based on whether those activities are trading
activities or non-trading activities. See Note 13 for a further description of
our price risk management activities.
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During 2002, we adopted DIG Issue No. C-16, Scope Exceptions: Applying the
Normal Purchases and Sales Exception to Contracts that Combine a Forward
Contract and Purchased Option Contract. DIG Issue No. C-16 requires that if a
fixed-price fuel supply contract allows the buyer to purchase, at their option,
additional quantities at a fixed-price, the contract is a derivative that must
be recorded at its fair value. One of our unconsolidated affiliates, the Midland
Cogeneration Venture Limited Partnership, recognized a gain on one fuel supply
contract upon adoption of these new rules, and we recorded a gain of $14
million, net of income taxes, as a cumulative effect of an accounting change in
our income statement for our proportionate share of this gain.

During 2002, we also adopted the provisions of EITF Issue No. 02-3, Issues
Related to Accounting for Contracts Involved in Energy Trading and Risk
Management Activities. Prior to EITF Issue No. 02-3, we accounted for our
non-derivative trading instruments, such as contracts for transportation and
storage capacity and physical natural gas inventory and exchanges that were
actively traded as part of our trading business, at their fair value under EITF
Issue No. 98-10, Accounting for Contracts Involved in Energy Trading and Risk
Management Activities. EITF Issue No. 02-3 rescinded EITF Issue No. 98-10 and
reached two general conclusions:

— Contracts which do not meet the definition of a derivative under SFAS No.
133 should not be marked to fair market value, and

- Revenues and costs associated with trading activities should be shown net
in the income statement, whether or not they are physically settled.

As a result of our adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3, we adjusted the
carrying value of our non-derivative trading instruments (principally
transportation and storage capacity contracts) to zero and now account for them
using the accrual basis of accounting. We also adjusted the physical natural gas
inventory and exchanges used in our trading business to their actual cost (which
was lower than market) and expected settlement amounts and reclassified these
amounts to inventory and accounts receivable and payable on our balance sheet.
The adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3 had the following impacts on our financial
statements:
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— The elimination of the mark-to-market value for contracts that do not
meet the definition of a derivative ($225 million), which is reported as
a cumulative effect of change in accounting principle;

— An adjustment of the carrying value of our natural gas inventory to its
weighted average cost and the value of exchanges to their expected
settlement price assuming they had been accounted for under that basis
since their acquisition ($118 million), which is reported as a cumulative
effect of change in accounting principle; and

— A balance sheet reclassification of natural gas inventory and exchanges
from price risk management assets to inventory and accounts receivable
and payable ($254 million).

In total, we recorded a cumulative effect of an accounting change in our
income statement of $343 million ($222 million net of income taxes) from the
adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3. We also began to report our trading activity on
a net basis (revenues net of the expenses of the physically settled purchases)
as a component of revenues effective July 1, 2002. We applied this guidance to
all prior periods, which had no
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impact on previously reported net income or stockholders' equity. Revenues and
costs for periods prior to the adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3 are revised as
follows:

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(IN MILLIONS)

Gross operating revenues (1) « vttt ittt et e eeeeeeeeeeennnns $ 36,825 $ 27,372

Costs reclassified(2) «u ittt ittt et ettt eee e eaeeens (27,886) (20,184)
Net operating revenues reported in the income

F T o= ol =Y (110 o N = $ 8,939 $ 7,188

(1) These amounts do not include petroleum markets revenues included as
discontinued operations of $20.3 billion for 2001 and $21.3 billion for
2000.

(2) These amounts do not include petroleum markets costs included as
discontinued operations of $15.6 billion for 2001 and $9.2 billion for 2000.

Income Taxes

We report current income taxes based on our taxable income, and we provide
for deferred income taxes to reflect estimated future tax payments and receipts.
Deferred taxes represent the tax impacts of differences between the financial
statement and tax bases of assets and liabilities and carryovers at each year
end. We account for tax credits under the flow-through method, which reduces the
provision for income taxes in the year the tax credits first become available.
We reduce deferred tax assets by a valuation allowance when, based on our
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estimates, it is more likely than not that a portion of those assets will not be
realized in a future period. The estimates utilized in recognition of deferred
tax assets are subject to revision, either up or down, in future periods based
on new facts or circumstances.

We maintain a tax accrual policy to record both regular and alternative
minimum taxes for companies included in our consolidated federal income tax
return. The policy provides, among other things, that (i) each company in a
taxable income position will accrue a current expense equivalent to its federal
income tax, and (ii) each company in a tax loss position will accrue a benefit
to the extent its deductions, including general business credits, can be
utilized in the consolidated return. We pay all federal income taxes directly to
the IRS and, under a separate tax billing agreement, we may bill or refund our
subsidiaries for their portion of these income tax payments.

Foreign Currency Transactions and Translation

We record all currency transaction gains and losses in income. These gains
or losses are classified in our income statement based upon the nature of the
transaction that gives rise to the currency gain or loss. For sales and
purchases of commodities or goods, these gains or losses are included in
operating revenue or expense. For gains and losses arising through equity
investees, we record these gains or losses as equity earnings. For gains or
losses on foreign denominated debt, we include these gains or losses as a
component of interest expense. During 2002, the net currency gain recorded in
operating income was less than $1 million. Net currency losses recorded to
operating income in 2001 and 2000 were $13 million and less than $1 million. We
incurred currency losses in 2002 of approximately $95 million on our
euro-denominated debt which were included in interest expense. Gains and losses
were minimal on foreign denominated debt in 2001 and 2000. The U.S. dollar is
the functional currency for the majority of our foreign operations. For foreign
operations whose functional currency is deemed to be other than the U.S. dollar,
assets and liabilities are translated at year-end exchange rates and included as
a separate component of comprehensive income and stockholders' equity. The
cumulative currency translation loss recorded in accumulated other comprehensive
income was $115 million and $97 million at December 31, 2002 and 2001. Revenues
and expenses are translated at average exchange rates prevailing during the
year.
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Treasury Stock

We account for treasury stock using the cost method and report it in our
balance sheet as a reduction to stockholders' equity. Treasury stock sold or
issued is valued on a first-in, first-out basis. Included in treasury stock at
December 31, 2002, and 2001, were approximately 1.7 million shares and 5.5
million shares of common stock held in a trust under our deferred compensation
programs.

Stock-Based Compensation

We apply the provisions of Accounting Principles Board Opinion No. 25 (APB
No. 25) and its related interpretations to account for our stock-based
compensation plans. We have both fixed and variable compensation plans, and we
account for these plans using fixed and variable accounting as appropriate.
Compensation expense for variable plans, including restricted stock grants, is
measured using the market price of the stock on the date the number of shares in
the grant becomes determinable. This measured expense is amortized into income
over the period of service in which the grant is earned. Our stock options are
issued under a fixed plan. Accordingly, compensation expense is not recognized
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for stock options unless the options were granted at an exercise price lower
than market on the grant date. Had we accounted for our stock option grants
using SFAS No. 123 Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation, rather than the
provisions of APB No. 25, the income and per share impacts of stock-based
compensation on our financial statements of stock-based compensation would have
been different. The following shows the impact on net income and earnings per
share had we applied the provisions of SFAS No. 123.

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON
SHARE AMOUNTS)

Net income (loss), as reported. . ... ..t teeeennnnneens $(1,467) S 93 $1,306
Deduct: Total stock-based employee compensation determined

under fair value based method for all awards, net of

related tax effects. ...ttt et e e e 143 157 43

Pro forma net InCoOmMEe (L1OSS) v vt ittt it et eeeeeeeeeeneennns $(1,610) S (64) $1,263

Earnings (loss) per share:

Basic, aS TePOrLed. .t ittt ittt ettt ettt S (2.62) $ 0.18 S 2.64
Basic, Pro forma. ... ..ttt ittt ettt e e e ;_;;Tg;) ;;8?1;) ;_;T;;
Diluted, as reported. ... i ittt ittt tteeeeeeeeenaeens ;_;;Tg;) ;_gjlg ;_;T;;
Diluted, Pro fOorma. ...ttt ittt ettt tae et eeeneeens ;_;;Tg;) ;;8?1;) ;_;T;;

Accounting for Debt Extinguishments

We apply the provisions of SFAS No. 145, Rescission of FASB Statements No.
4, 44, and 64, Amendment of FASB Statement No. 13, and Technical Corrections, to
account for debt extinguishments. Under SFAS No. 145, we are required to
evaluate any gains or losses incurred when we retire debt early to determine
whether they are extraordinary in nature or whether they should be included as
ordinary income from continuing operations in the income statement. In the third
quarter of 2002, we retired debt totaling $94 million, which resulted in a gain
of $21 million. Because we believe that we will continue to retire debt in the
near term, we reported these gains as income from continuing operations, as part
of other income.

New Accounting Pronouncements Issued But Not Yet Adopted
As of December 31, 2002, there were a number of accounting standards and
interpretations that had been issued but not yet adopted by us. Below is a
discussion of the more significant standards that could impact us.
Accounting for Asset Retirement Obligations. In June 2001, the Financial
Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued SFAS No. 143, Accounting for Asset

Retirement Obligations. This statement requires
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companies to record a liability for the estimated retirement and removal costs
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of long-lived assets used in their business. The liability is recorded at its
fair value, with a corresponding asset which is depreciated over the remaining
useful life of the long-lived asset to which the liability relates. An ongoing
expense will also be recognized for changes in the value of the liability as a
result of the passage of time. The provisions of SFAS No. 143 are effective for
fiscal years beginning after June 15, 2002. We expect that we will record a
charge as a cumulative effect of accounting change of approximately $23 million,
net of income taxes, upon our adoption of SFAS No. 143 on January 1, 2003. We
also expect to record non-current retirement assets of $184 million and
non-current retirement liabilities of $214 million on January 1, 2003. Our
liability relates primarily to our obligations to plug abandoned wells in our
Production and Pipelines segments over the next one to 101 years.

Accounting for Costs Associated with Exit or Disposal Activities. In July
2002, the FASB issued SFAS No. 146, Accounting for Costs Associated with Exit or
Disposal Activities. This statement will require us to recognize costs
associated with exit or disposal activities when they are incurred rather than
when we commit to an exit or disposal plan. Examples of costs covered by this
guidance include lease termination costs, employee severance costs associated
with a restructuring, discontinued operations, plant closings or other exit or
disposal activities. The statement is effective for fiscal years beginning after
December 31, 2002, and will impact any exit or disposal activities we initiate
after January 1, 2003.

Accounting for Guarantees. In November 2002, the FASB issued FASB
Interpretation (FIN) No. 45, Guarantor's Accounting and Disclosure Requirements
for Guarantees, Including Indirect Guarantees of Indebtedness of Others. This
interpretation requires that companies record a liability for all guarantees
issued after January 31, 2003, including financial, performance, and fair value
guarantees. This liability is recorded at its fair value upon issuance, and does
not affect any existing guarantees issued before January 31, 2003. This standard
also requires expanded disclosures on all existing guarantees at December 31,
2002. We have included these required disclosures in Note 20.

Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities. In January 2003, the FASB
issued FIN No. 46, Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities, an
Interpretation of ARB No. 51. This interpretation defines a variable interest
entity as a legal entity whose equity owners do not have sufficient equity at
risk and/or a controlling financial interest in the entity. This standard
requires that companies consolidate a variable interest entity if it is
allocated a majority of the entity's losses and/or returns, including fees paid
by the entity. The provisions of FIN No. 46 are effective for all variable
interest entities created after January 31, 2003, and are effective on July 1,
2003 for all variable interest entities created before January 31, 2003. We have
financial interests in several entities that we anticipate will be considered
variable interest entities. They fall into three categories:

— Operating leases with residual value guarantees;

— Consolidated subsidiaries with preferred interests held by third party
financial investors; and

- Equity investments.
Operating leases with residual value guarantees. We have two operating
leases where we provide a guarantee to the lessor for the residual value of the

facilities that we lease. These leases are for the following facilities:

— The Lakeside Technology Center, a telecommunications facility that
provides collocation and cross-connect services; and

— A facility at our Aruba refinery (which is classified as discontinued
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operations) .

We believe we will consolidate the lessors under these arrangements on July
1, 2003 because (i) the equity investment by the third party investors (which
are banks), 1is less than 10 percent of the total capitalization of the company
that leases the facilities to us, and (ii) because we guarantee a significant
portion of the funds that were borrowed by the lessor to buy the facilities from
us. When we consolidate the lessors of these facilities, the assets owned by the
lessors and the debt that supports the assets will be consolidated in our
financial statements. In addition, these assets, once consolidated, will be
subject to
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impairment testing under SFAS No. 144. Based on our preliminary analysis, we
believe the impact on our financial statements will be as follows (in millions):

Increase in total asSSelL S .. ittt ittt ittt et eeetaeeenns $625(1)
Less: Impairments. @it ittt et ettt et ettt aaeeeeens 113
Net increase 1n asSSetS. .t ii ittt ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeenns $512
Increase in long-term debt...... ...ttt eeneeeennnn $625(1)

(1) Included in these amounts is $370 million related to the lease at our Aruba
refinery. The assets and liabilities related to this lease, once
consolidated, will be included in the assets and liabilities of our
discontinued operations (see Note 10).

Consolidated subsidiaries with preferred interests held by third party
investors. We currently have interests in and consolidate several entities in
which third party investors hold preferred interests. The preferred interests
held by the third party investors are reflected in our balance sheet as
preferred securities in consolidated subsidiaries. The third party investors are
capitalized with three percent equity, which is held by banks in these
arrangements, and 97 percent debt. We believe we would consolidate these third
party investors under these arrangements because (i) the equity investment in
these third party investors is less than the specified 10 percent of total
capitalization of the investors and (ii) the rights of the third party investors
to expected residual returns from these arrangements is limited. When we
consolidate these third party investors, the minority interest that is currently
classified as preferred securities in consolidated subsidiaries will be
classified as long-term debt. Clydesdale and Coastal Securities Company Limited
are our consolidated subsidiaries that will be impacted by this standard. If we
had not redeemed our Trinity River financing arrangement in March 2003, it would
also have been impacted by this standard. We believe the impact on our financial
statements will be (in millions):

Decrease in preferred securities of consolidated
LR @1 1 I = Tt I = $1,050
Increase in long-term debt...... ...ttt itieeneenennnn $1,050

For a further discussion of the consolidated subsidiaries potentially
impacted by this pronouncement, see Note 19.
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Equity investments. We have equity investments in Chaparral and Gemstone.
These power investments involve a disproportionate allocation of income and
losses relative to the capital investments that are made by the equity holders.
To determine whether we would be required to consolidate these entities, we
evaluated the expected future losses of the entities, and how those losses would
be allocated to the owners. If we determined that we would be exposed to the
greatest level of the expected future losses, we would consolidate those
entities. Based on our analysis, we determined it is likely that we will
consolidate these investments because of our guarantee of the debt of the third
party investors which exposes us to a greater level of loss. However, we
anticipate that we will consolidate these investments prior to the effective
date of FIN No. 46 because we expect to purchase the third party investors'
interests in these investments. For a discussion of the equity investments we
hold, see Note 26.

2. WESTERN ENERGY SETTLEMENT

On March 20, 2003, we entered into an agreement in principle (Western
Energy Settlement) with various public and private claimants, including the
states of California, Washington, Oregon and Nevada, to resolve the principal
litigation, claims and regulatory proceedings against us and our subsidiaries
relating to the sale or delivery of natural gas and electricity from September
1996 to the date of the settlement. See Note 20 for a discussion of this matter.

The Western Energy Settlement resulted in a charge in the fourth quarter of
2002 of $899 million before tax and approximately $650 million after tax. These
amounts represent the present value of the components of the settlement
discounted at 10 percent. The settlement will include an initial payment of
cash, the issuance of our common stock and the payment of cash and delivery of
natural gas over a period of 20 years. The settlement will become payable
beginning with the execution of a definitive settlement agreement. Components of
the settlement were allocated among our Pipelines, Merchant Energy and Corporate
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segments, based on the nature of the component and the segment's ability to
perform under the agreement. The components are as follows:
— a cash payment of $100 million to the settling parties;
— a $2 million cash payment from our officer bonus pool;
- the issuance of approximately 26.4 million shares of our common stock;

- the delivery to the California border of $45 million worth of natural gas
annually for 20 years, beginning in 2004;

— the reduction of the pricing of our long-term power supply contracts with
the California Department of Water Resources of $125 million over the
remaining term of those contracts, which run through the end of 2005;

- payment to the settling parties of $22 million a year in cash (or, at our
option, in cash and stock) for 20 years;

- for a period of five years, EPNG will make available at its California
delivery points, 3,290 MMcf/d of capacity on a primary delivery point

basis;

- for a period of five years, our affiliate will be subject to restrictions
in subscribing new capacity on the EPNG system; and
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- no admission of wrongdoing.

The settlement is subject to review and approval by state courts and the
FERC.

The total obligation for the settlement is reflected in our balance sheet
at $0.9 billion, which represents the notional amount of approximately $1.7
billion, less a discount (at a rate of 10 percent) of approximately $0.8
billion. The components of the obligation for the settlement are as follows:

(IN MILLIONS)

Total Western Energy Settlement...........iiiiiiineennnnnns $1,690
Discount at 10 percCent .. ...ttt ittt eeaeeeaeenns (791)
Net present value at settlement...........iiiiiiiiinnnenennnn 899
Less: Current portion of obligation...........c.ccciiiiinnnn. 100
Non-current obligation for Western Energy Settlement........ $ 799

The discount will be amortized to interest expense annually at an amount
based on a constant rate of interest (10 percent) applied to the declining
obligation balance. This amortization is expected to be approximately $47
million for 2003, after income taxes.
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3. MERGERS AND DIVESTITURES
Coastal Merger

In January 2001, we merged with Coastal. We accounted for the transaction
as a pooling of interests and converted each share of Coastal's common stock and
Class A common stock on a tax—free basis into 1.23 shares of our common stock.
We also exchanged Coastal's outstanding convertible preferred stock for our
common stock on the same basis as if the preferred stock had been converted into
Coastal common stock immediately prior to the merger. In the merger, we issued
approximately 271 million shares of our common stock, including 4 million shares
in exchange for Coastal stock options. The following table presents the
revenues, extraordinary items and net income for the previously separate
companies and the combined amounts presented in these audited combined financial
statements for the year ended December 31, 2000 (in millions). Several
adjustments were made to conform the accounting presentation of this financial
information.

Revenues
N =Y X $21,950
(O Y= = = B S 18,014
Conforming reclassifications(l) ......u i ennnnnns 8,951
[0} 141 o 115 o =Y I (22 T $48,915

Extraordinary items, net of income taxes
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Net income
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.......................................... $ 70
.......................................... $ 652
.......................................... 654
.......................................... $ 1,306

(1) Conforming reclassifications primarily include a gross-up of revenues
associated with Coastal's physical petroleum marketing and trading
activities to be consistent with our method of reporting these revenues.
These revenues were reclassified as discontinued operations.

(2) Combined revenues do not take into account the adoption of a consensus

reached on EITF Issue No.

02-3, which requires us to report all physical

sales of energy commodities in our energy trading activities on a net basis

as a component of revenues.

The impact of EITF Issue No. 02-3 on reported

2000 revenues was a reduction of these combined amounts by $29.4 billion.
These amounts also do not consider $12.7 billion of revenues related to

petroleum markets and coal mining businesses,
our financial statements as discontinued operations.

which have been classified in
See Notes 1 and 10 for

further discussion of these matters.

Divestitures

During 2002 and into 2003,
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we have completed or announced a number of asset

sales in order to rationalize our business and address liquidity issues and

changing market conditions.

These sales occurred in all of our business segments

and in our discontinued operations as follows:

SEGMENT

Completed in 2002

Pipelines

Production

Field Services

PRETAX
GAIN (LOSS)

PROCEEDS

(IN MILLIONS)

SIGNIFICANT ASSETS AND INVESTMENTS SOLD

$ 303 $ 4 Natural gas and oil properties located in Texas, Kans
Oklahoma and their related contracts
12.3 percent equity interest in Alliance Pipeline and
related assets
Typhoon natural gas pipeline(3)
1,297 -—(1) Natural gas and oil properties located in:
East and south Texas
Colorado
Southeast Texas
Utah
Western Canada
1,513 196 Texas and New Mexico midstream assets (2)
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Dragon Trail processing plant

San Juan Basin gathering, treating and processing ass
14.4 percent equity interest in Aux Sable NGL plant
Gathering facilities located in Utah

50 percent interest in Blacks Fork facility

Merchant Energy 90 2 40 percent equity interest in Samalayuca Power II pow

project in Mexico

Continuing
Operations $3,203 $202
Discontinued
Operations S 128 S (3) Coal reserves and properties in West Virginia, Virgin
Kentucky (4)
50 percent equity interest in petroleum products tern
14.4 percent equity interest in Alliance Canada Marke
L.P.
Typhoon oil pipeline (3)
NGL pipelines and fractionation facilities (3)
(1) We did not recognize gains or losses on these completed sales of natural gas

and oil properties because individually they did not significantly alter the
relationship between capitalized costs and proved reserves at the time they
were sold.

Proceeds of $735 million consisted of $539 million in cash, common units of
El Paso Energy Partners with a fair value of $6 million and the
partnership's interest in the Prince tension leg platform including its nine
percent overriding royalty interest in the Prince production field with a
combined fair value of $190 million.

Proceeds from these sales of $766 million consisted of $416 million in cash
and $350 million of Series C units, a new non-voting class of the limited
partnership interest in El Paso Energy Partners.

During 2002, we recorded impairment charges of $185 million since the
carrying value was higher than our estimated net sales proceeds. These
properties are presented in our financial statements as discontinued

operations. See Note 10 for further discussion.
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PRETAX SIGNIFICANT ASSETS AND

SEGMENT PROCEEDS GAIN (LOSS) INVESTMENTS SOLD

(IN MILLIONS)

Announced or Completed in 2003 (amounts are estimates) (1)

Pipelines $ 43 S (1) Panhandle gathering system located in Texas

2.1 percent equity interest in Alliance pipeline and
related assets

Production 687 -—(2) Natural gas and oil properties located in western Can

Oklahoma, New Mexico and offshore.

Field Services 35 - Gathering systems located in Wyoming
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Merchant Energy 295 6 50 percent equity interest in CE Generation L.L.C. po
investment (including the rights to a 50 percent in
in a geothermal development project) (3)
Mt. Carmel power plant
Kladno power project
Enerplus Global Energy Management Company
Corporate and

Other 30 (8) Aircraft
Continuing
Operations $ 1,090 S (3)
Discontinued
Operations $ 577 S 63 Remaining coal reserves and properties in West Virgin

======= ======= Virginia and Kentucky (5)
Corpus Christi refinery
Florida petroleum terminals and tug and barge operati
Petroleum asphalt operations

(1) Sales that have been announced, but not completed, are subject to customary
regulatory approvals and other conditions.

(2) We do not anticipate recognizing gains or losses on these sales of natural
gas and oil properties because individually they will not significantly
alter the relationship between capitalized costs and proved reserves at the
time they are sold.

(3) During 2002, we recorded impairment charges of $74 million resulting from an
expected sale of our ownership interests.

(4) The amount includes $25 million receivable.

(5) Proceeds of $59 million consisted of $35 million in cash and $24 million in
notes receivable.

In December 2002, we reclassified several of Field Services' small
gathering systems located in Wyoming to assets held for sale. The total assets
being sold had a net book value in property, plant and equipment of
approximately $31 million. We reclassified these assets as other current assets
as of December 31, 2002, since we plan to sell them in the next twelve months.

Under a Federal Trade Commission order, as a result of our January 2001
merger with Coastal, we sold our Midwestern Gas Transmission system, our
Gulfstream pipeline project, our 50 percent interest in the Stingray and U-T
Offshore pipeline systems, and our investments in the Empire State and Iroquois
pipeline systems. For the year ended December 31, 2001, net proceeds from these
sales were approximately $279 million, and we recognized extraordinary net gains
of approximately $26 million, net of income taxes of approximately $27 million.

During 2000, we sold East Tennessee Natural Gas Company, Sea Robin Pipeline
Company and our one-third interest in Destin Pipeline Company to comply with an
FTC order related to our merger with Sonat. Net proceeds from these sales were
approximately $616 million, and we recognized an extraordinary gain of $89
million, net of income taxes of $59 million. In December 2000, we sold our
interest in Oasis Pipeline Company to comply with an FTC order. We incurred a
loss on this transaction of approximately $19 million, net of income taxes of $9
million. We recorded the gains and losses on these sales as extraordinary items
in our income statement.
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4. RESTRUCTURING AND MERGER-RELATED COSTS
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During each of the three years ended December 31, we incurred restructuring
costs, merger-related costs and asset impairment charges as follows:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

RESELIrUCLUTING COSES . ittt ittt ettt ettt eaeeeeeeeeennns $77 $ —= S—-—
Merger—related COSE S . i it it it ittt et e ettt ee e eennenns - 1,493 93
Total from continuing operations...........ooeeeeeeenenn. $77 $1,493 $93
Discontinued OpPerationS . v v v e ettt teeeeneneenneeeeeneenennns S 4 $ 27 S——
Restructuring Costs
Our restructuring costs were incurred in connection with organizational
restructurings in connection with our balance sheet and liquidity enhancement
actions taken in 2002. By segment, these charges were as follows:
CONTINUING OPERATIONS
——————————————————————————————————————————— TOTAL
FIELD MERCHANT CORPORATE CONTINUING DISCONTINUE
PIPELINES SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER OPERATIONS OPERATIONS
(IN MILLIONS)
Employee severance,
retention and
transition costs....... S 1 $ 1 $24 $11 $37 S 4
Transaction costs........ —= - - 40 40 -

I <
=
Il
=
I <
N
fiIsy
I <
U
=
I <
-
]
I <
fiIsy

In December 2001, we announced a plan to strengthen our balance sheet,
reduce costs and focus our activities on our core natural gas businesses. During
2002, we completed an employee restructuring across all of our operating
segments which resulted in a reduction of approximately 772 full-time positions
through terminations. As a result of these actions, we incurred $41 million of
employee severance and termination costs, $30 million of which had been paid as
of December 31, 2002. We also incurred and paid fees of $40 million to eliminate
stock price and credit rating triggers related to our Chaparral and Gemstone
investments.
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Merger—Related Costs

During the years ended 2001 and 2000, we incurred merger-related costs in
connection with our merger with Coastal completed in January 2001 as follows:
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CONTINUING OPERATIONS

———————————————————————————————————————————————————————— TOTAL
FIELD MERCHANT CORPORATE CONTINUING
PIPELINES PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER OPERATIONS
(IN MILLIONS)
2001
Employee severance,
retention and
transition costs.... $ 83 S 7 $ 5 S 2 $ 725 S 822
Transaction costs..... - - - - 70 70
Business and
operational
integration costs... 178 17 - —= 188 383
Other.........covu... 30 23 41 15 109 218
$291 $47 S46 $17 $1,092 $1,493
2000
Employee severance,
retention and
transition costs.... $ —— $—— $—— $—— $ 31 $ 31
Transaction costs..... - - - - 60 60
Other................. - - - —— 2 2
$ - $—— $—— S—— $ 93 $ 93

Employee severance, retention and transition costs include direct payments
to, and benefit costs for, severed employees and early retirees that occurred as
a result of our merger-related workforce reduction and consolidation. Following
the Coastal merger, we completed an employee restructuring across all of our
operating segments, resulting in the reduction of 3,285 full-time positions
through a combination of early retirements and terminations. Employee severance
costs include actual severance payments and costs for pension and
post-retirement benefits settled and curtailed under existing benefit plans as a
result of these restructurings. Retention charges include payments to employees
who were retained following the mergers and payments to employees to satisfy
contractual obligations. Transition costs relate to costs to relocate employees
and costs for severed and retired employees arising after their severance date
to transition their jobs into the ongoing workforce.

Employee severance, retention and transition costs for 2001 were
approximately $838 million, which included pension and post-retirement benefits
of $214 million which were accrued on the merger date and will be paid over the
applicable benefit periods of the terminated and retired employees. All other
costs were expensed as incurred and have been paid. Also included in the 2001
employee severance, retention and transition costs was a charge of $278 million
resulting from the issuance of approximately 4 million shares of common stock on
the date of the Coastal merger in exchange for the fair value of Coastal
employees' and directors' stock options and restricted stock. A total of 339
employees and 11 directors received these shares.

Transaction costs include investment banking, legal, accounting, consulting
and other advisory fees incurred to obtain federal and state regulatory
approvals and take other actions necessary to complete our mergers. All of these

items were expensed in the periods in which they were incurred.

Business and operational integration costs include charges to consolidate
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facilities and operations of our business segments. Total charges in 2001 were
$383 million, of which $153 million related to a charge resulting from a
mark-to-market loss on an energy-related contract for transportation capacity on
the Alliance Pipeline. Prior to the merger, this contract was managed by
Coastal's Production segment. Following the merger, it was determined that this
contract should be managed in our trading group, consistently with our
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other energy-related pipeline capacity contracts. As a result, it was
transferred to Merchant Energy. The charge reflects the estimated realizable
value of the contract as an energy-related trading contract. Our integration
costs also include incremental fees under software and seismic license
agreements of $15 million which were recorded in our Production segment.
Additional integration costs included approximately $222 million in estimated
lease-related costs to relocate our pipeline operations from Detroit, Michigan
to Houston, Texas and from El Paso, Texas to Colorado Springs, Colorado, $13
million of which was recorded as an impairment of assets and was incurred in
both our Pipelines and Corporate segments. These charges were accrued at the
time we completed our relocations and closed these offices. The amounts accrued
will be paid over the term of the applicable non-cancelable lease agreements.
All other costs were expensed as incurred.

Other costs include payments made in satisfaction of obligations arising
from the FTC approval of our merger with Coastal and other miscellaneous
charges. As part of the FTC order related to our merger with Coastal, E1l Paso
Energy Partners, L.P. was required to sell its interests in seven natural gas
pipeline systems, a dehydration facility and two offshore platforms. Proceeds
from the sales of these assets were approximately $135 million and resulted in a
loss to the partnership of approximately $25 million. As consideration for these
sales, we committed to pay El Paso Energy Partners a series of payments totaling
$29 million, and were required to contribute $40 million to a trust related to
one of the assets sold by El Paso Energy Partners. We expensed these items at
the same time we committed to pay them.

5. (GAIN) LOSS ON LONG-LIVED ASSETS
(Gain) loss on long-lived assets from continuing operations consist of
realized gains and losses on sales of long-lived assets and impairments of

long-lived assets. During each of the years ended December 31, our (gains)
losses on long-lived assets were as follows:

2002 2001 200

(IN MILLIONS)

Continuing operations

Realized (gain) 10SS .t ittt eeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeneenaeeenenens $(259) s 2 $(12)

Asset ImpairmentS. ...t it ittt ittt ettt 444 75 1

(Gain) loss on long-lived assets from continuing

[} ST ot il I o =T $ 185 S 77 S (1)

0

1

Discontinued OpPerationS . v v e e e ettt teeeeeneenoeeeeeeeennnns $ 281 $106 $

4

Realized (Gain) Loss
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Our realized (gain) loss on sales of long-lived assets from continuing
operations for the years ended December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000, were $(259)
million, $2 million and $(12) million. Our 2002 gains were primarily a result of
asset sales to enhance our liquidity related to the sales of our San Juan
gathering assets, our Natural Buttes and Ouray gathering system, our Dragon
Trail processing plant and our Texas and New Mexico midstream assets in our
Field Services segment. See Note 3 for a further discussion of these
divestitures. Our 2001 losses related to miscellaneous asset sales across all
our segments and our 2000 gains relate to sales of non-regulated pipeline assets
in our Pipelines segment. Our 2002 and 2001 realized (gain) loss from
discontinued operations were $(9) million and $3 million, and related to
miscellaneous asset sales. In 2000, our realized gain from our discontinued
operations was approximately $17 million primarily related to a gain on the sale
of a portion of our Montreal paraxylene plant.
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Asset Impairments

During the years ended December 31, we incurred asset impairment charges in
our business segments as presented in the following table:

SEGMENT AND ASSET DESCRIPTION AMOUNT CAUSE OF IMPAIRME

(IN MILLIONS)

2002
Continuing operations
Production
Intangible asset. ..ottt S 4
———= Sale of underlying properties
Total Production.........oiiiiiiiinnn 4

Field Services
North Louisiana gathering facilities........ 66
———— Decision to sell assets
Total Field Services.....oiiiieennnn. 66

Merchant Energy

162
Power turbines.......c..iiiiiitiiinenneeennnn Scaled down capital spending in
facilities and weak economic co
power sector
Goodwill on investment management 44
PUSINESS .. i ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e e Decision to reduce future capit
this business
206
Total Merchant Energy........oeeeeennen..
Corporate and Other
Telecommunications dark fiber............... 168
- Change in business strategy to
metro business and weak industr
long-haul fiber
168
Total Corporate and Other...............
Total 2002 asset impairments from $444
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continuing operations.................
Discontinued operations
Coal mining business........uiiiiiiennnnn.
MTBE chemical processing plant................
S0larC PrOJEeCL t vt ittt it e e e e e e e e
Total 2002 asset impairments from
discontinued operations...............
2001
Continuing operations
Pipelines
Renaissance Center leasehold improvements...
Supply Link projects. ...t

Other pProjectsS. ...ttt ittt eieie e

Total PipelinesS......oi i eennnnns

Production
Australian and Indonesian assets............

Total Production.........oiiiiiiiinnn
Merchant Energy

Capitalized development CcoOStsS......ovveeen..

Other merchant assets........oiiiiiiieeennn.

Total Merchant Energy........oeeeeennn..
Corporate and Other
Telecommunications assetsS........ccovvve...

Miscellaneous corporate assets..............

Corporate and Other........... ... .....

Total 2001 asset impairments from
continuing operations............... ..

91

20

21

12

Decision to exit coal mining bu
sale of this business

MTBE was banned in our largest
to eliminate future capital spe

plant for alternative fuel uses

Decision to discontinue future
investment

Relocation of Detroit headquart

Decision following the Coastal
pursue these projects

Decision following the Coastal
pursue these projects.

Decision following the Coastal
drill in these areas

Decision not to pursue projects
Coastal merger

Change in strategy and business
following merger

Weak economic conditions and ou
telecommunication business

Relocation of Detroit headquart
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114
SEGMENT AND ASSET DESCRIPTION AMOUNT CAUSE OF IMPATIRME
(IN MILLIONS)
Discontinued operations
Oyster Creek chemical refining facility....... 37 Refinery shut down following Cc
Kansas refining operations..............covu 35 Refinery closed as a result of
outlets in the midwest
Other merchant assetsS.......uiiiiiennnnn. 23 Change in strategy and business
following merger
Corpus Christi refinery.......cooiiiiinnnn.. 8
- Lease of Corpus Christi refiner
Energy Corporation
Total 2001 asset impairments from $103
discontinued operations...............
2000
Continuing operations
Field Services
Needle Mountain processing facility......... $ 11
- Ongoing weak economic outlook i
served by this plant
11
Total Field Services......iuiuiiiieeennnn
Total 2000 asset impairments from $ 11
continuing operations.................
Discontinued operations
13
Florida and other refining assets............. Decision not to pursue developn
projects
8
Coal mining business........uiiiiiinnnnn. Decision to exit coal mining bu
sale of this business
Total 2000 asset impairments from $ 21

discontinued operations...............

Our impairment charges were based on reducing the carrying value of these
assets to their estimated fair value. Fair value was determined through a
combination of estimating the proceeds from the sale of the asset, less
anticipated selling costs (if we intend to sell the asset), or the discounted
estimated cash flows of the asset based on current and anticipated future market
conditions (if we intend to hold the asset).

6. ACCOUNTING CHANGES
Changes in Accounting Principle

During the year ended December 31, 2002, we recorded the cumulative effects
in income of changes in accounting principles as follows (in millions):
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BEFORE-TAX AFTER-TAX

Adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3. ...ttt eennnnnnnnn $(343) $(222)
Adoption of SFAS No. 141 and 142...... .t innnnnnnns 154 154
Adoption of DIG Issue NO. C=16. ..ttt ineeeeeeeeannnn 23 14

i $(166) S (54)

For a discussion of each of the accounting principles we adopted during
2002, See Note 1.

Changes in Accounting Estimate

During 2001, we incurred approximately $316 million in costs related to
changes in accounting estimates which consist of $232 million in additional
environmental remediation liabilities, $47 million of additional accrued legal
obligations and a $37 million charge to reduce the value of our spare parts
inventories to reflect changes in the usability of these parts in our worldwide
operations. Of the overall amount, approximately $182 million of these costs
were included in our operation and maintenance costs and $134 million were
related to our discontinued petroleum markets and coal businesses included as
part of discontinued operations. Of the amount, included in our losses from
discontinued operations, $87 million was for additional environmental
remediation liabilities, $24 million was for additional accrued legal
obligations, and $23 million was to reduce the value of our spare parts
inventories. Our changes in estimates reduced our overall net income by
approximately $215 million.
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The change in our estimated environmental remediation liabilities was due
to a number of events, including $109 million resulting from the sale of a
majority of our retail gas stations, $31 million related to our closure of our
Gulf Coast Chemical and Midwest refining operations, $10 million associated with
the lease of our Corpus Christi refinery to Valero, and $82 million associated
with conforming Coastal's methods of environmental identification, assessment
and remediation strategies and processes to our historical practices following
our merger with Coastal. This accounted for the remainder of the change in
estimated obligations. The change in estimate of our legal obligations was a
result of a review process to assess our legal exposures, strategies and plans
following the merger with Coastal. Finally, the charge related to our spare
parts inventories was primarily the result of several events that occurred as
part of and following our merger with Coastal, including the consolidation of
numerous operating locations, the sale of a majority of our retail gas stations,
the shutdown of our Midwest refining operations and the lease of our Corpus
Christi refinery. These changes were also a direct result of a fire at our Aruba
refinery whereby a portion of the plant was rebuilt following the fire rendering
many of these parts unusable. Also impacting these amounts was the evaluation of
the operating standards, strategies and plans of our combined company following
the merger.

7. CEILING TEST CHARGES

Under the full cost method of accounting for natural gas and oil
properties, we perform quarterly ceiling tests to evaluate whether the carrying
value of natural gas and oil properties exceeds the present value of future net
revenues, discounted at 10 percent, plus the lower of cost or fair market wvalue
of unproved properties, net of related income tax effects.
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For the year ended December 31, 2002, we recorded ceiling test charges of
$269 million, of which $33 million was charged during the first quarter, $234
million was charged during the second quarter, and $2 million was charged during
the fourth quarter. The write-down includes $226 million for our Canadian full
cost pool, $24 million for our Turkish full cost pool, $10 million for our
Brazilian full cost pool and $9 million for other international production
operations, primarily in Australia. The charge for the Canadian full cost pool
primarily resulted from a low daily posted price for natural gas at June 30,
2002, which was approximately $1.43 per MMBtu.

For the year ended December 31, 2001, we recorded ceiling test charges of
$135 million, including $87 million for our Canadian full cost pool, $28 million
for our Brazilian full cost pool, and $20 million for other international
production operations, primarily in Turkey. Our 2001 charges were based on the
daily posted natural gas and oil prices as of November 1, 2001, adjusted for
oilfield or natural gas gathering hub and wellhead price differences as
appropriate. Had we computed the third quarter 2001 ceiling test charges based
upon the daily posted natural gas and oil prices as of September 30, 2001, we
would have incurred a ceiling test charge of $275 million. This amount would
have included $227 million for our Canadian full cost pool and $48 million for
our Brazilian full cost pool and other international production operations,
primarily in Turkey.

We use financial instruments to hedge against the volatility of natural gas
and oil prices. The impact of these hedges was considered in determining our
ceiling test charges, and will be factored into future ceiling test
calculations. Had the impact of our hedges not been included in calculating our
third quarter 2001 ceiling test charges, we would have incurred a third quarter
charge of $576 million at September 30, 2001, relating to our domestic full cost
pool. The charges for our international cost pools would not have materially
changed since we do not significantly hedge our international production
activities.
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8. OTHER INCOME AND OTHER EXPENSES

Following are the components of other income and other expenses from
continuing operations for each of the three years ended December 31:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

Other Income

Interest INCOME. .. ittt ittt ittt e et e e S 84 $104 S 77
Favorable resolution of non-operating contingent
[0 N I A 1= I o 1R 38 6 3
Gain on early retirement of debt......... ... ... 21 - 1
Rental InCOme. ..ttt ittt ittt ettt - 22 19
Development, management and administrative services fees
Ol POWETY PrOJECE S i vttt ittt ettt et ettt eeaeeeeeeeanns 21 105 37
Income from retail oOperationS.......uiii ettt enneneenns - 7 15
Gains on non-trading derivatives.........c. it 8 4 13
Property losses and INnSUTLaANCE. .. v v ittt tenneeeeeeennnenens 2 1 5
(5 o L 27 39 36
Total ettt e e e e e e e e e $201 $288 $206
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Other Expenses

Steam contract termination fees (1) .« v i ittt ieeeeennennn S 90 S — S ——
Impairment on cost basis investment (2) ............0..0o... 56 66 —=
Donations and contributions.............iiiiiiiennenn. 1 14 17
Foreign CUrrenCy 1OSSES . i i ittt tneeeeeeeenneeeeeeeenneeens - 11 2
Penalty and legal EXPeNSeS . ..t eeeeeeenneeeeeeenneenens 7 8 4
AMOrtization EXPENSE . it ittt ittt et e et e 1 10 8
Miscellaneous balancing adjustments..........ccoiiieeeeenn. 10 4 -
(05 o L 15 13 21

Total e ittt e e e e e e e e $180 $126 $ 52

(1) A $90 million steam contract termination fee was paid to our Eagle Point
refinery (included in our discontinued petroleum markets operations) by our
Eagle Point Cogeneration facility (in our global power division of our
Merchant Energy segment) in the first quarter of 2002. These amounts
eliminate in consolidation since the income associated with the petroleum
markets division is reflected in discontinued operations while the power
division's expense is included as part of Merchant Energy's segment results.

(2) We impaired our investment in our Costanera power plant in 2002 and various
telecommunication investments in 2001.

9. INCOME TAXES

Pretax income (loss) from continuing operations before extraordinary items
and cumulative effect of accounting change are composed of the following for
each of the three years ended December 31:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

United StaltesS . v it ittt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt eeeenann $(1,479) $443 $1,530
2@t 5 o (76) (49) 97

$(1,555) $£394 $1,627
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The following table reflects the components of income tax expense (benefit)
included in income from continuing operations before extraordinary items and
cumulative effect of accounting change for each of the three years ended
December 31:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

Current
=Y L= o= S S (15) $(89) $ (99)
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1T o= = 27 (9) (13)
@l 5 o 32 27 12
44 (71) (100)
Deferred
Y Loy (458) 372 570
1S = = (1) (6) 44
3N @l I 5 o (92) (53) —=
(551) 313 614
Total income tax expense (benefit)................ $(507) $242 S 514
Our tax expense (benefit), included in income (loss) from continuing
operations before extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting
change, differs from the amount computed by applying the statutory federal
income tax rate of 35 percent for the following reasons for each of the three
years ended December 31:
2002 2001 2000
(IN MILLIONS)
Tax expense (benefit) at the statutory federal rate of
3 T $(544) $137 $570
Increase (decrease)
State income tax, net of federal income tax benefit....... 17 (10) 20
Earnings from unconsolidated affiliates where we
anticipate receiving dividends........ ... ... 2 (20) (25)
Non-deductible portion of merger-related costs and other
tax adjustments to provide for revised estimated
=Y o i 0 (3) 115 12
Foreign income taxed at different rates................... 37 18 (30)
Deferred credit oOn lOSS CArrYOVET . i i vt vttt meeeeeeeennnnenns —— (7) (18)
Preferred stock dividends of a subsidiary................. 10 12 13
Non-conventional fuel tax credit....... ..., (11) (6) (9)
Depreciation, depletion and amortization.................. 1 23 (14)
(05 o L (16) (20) (5)
Income tax expense (benefit) ......iii ittt eneeeeennnn $(507) $242 $514
Effective tax rate. ...ttt ittt e e e ettt eeeeeeen 33% 61% 32%
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The following are the components of our net deferred tax liability related

to continuing operations as of December 31:

(IN MILLIONS)
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Deferred tax liabilities

Property, plant and eqQuUipPmMent ... ...ttt e eeeeneeeeeeennns $4,769 $4,319
Investments in unconsolidated affiliates.................. 695 706
Price risk management activities..........c.o.oiiiiiiiiiiin.. - 564
Regulatory and other assets....... it eennnnns 575 884

Total deferred tax liability..........iiiiiaan.. 6,039 6,473

Deferred tax assets
Net operating loss and tax credit carryovers

U.S. Federal. e ittt ettt teeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneenenan 1,080 1,051

1S = 104 86

@ et I o 22 -
Western Energy Settlement..........ii it ennnnennnn 328 -
Price risk management activities..........c.ooiiiiiiiiiiin.. 308 -
Environmental liability.......ieiiiiiiiinnnneeeeeennnnns 201 220
Other 11abilities. vttt ettt ettt eeeeeaeeeannens 707 890
Valuation AlloOWalCe . v it it it ettt ettt ettt et e e e eeeeeeeeaes (37) (3)
Total deferred tax asset.....cui ittt neennnn 2,713 2,244

Net deferred tax 1iability. ..o e e e e e ittt eeeeeeneeeeennnn $3,326 $4,229

At December 31, 2002, the portion of the cumulative undistributed earnings
of our foreign subsidiaries and foreign corporate joint ventures on which we
have not recorded U.S. income taxes was approximately $1,309 million. Since
these earnings have been or are intended to be indefinitely reinvested in
foreign operations, no provision has been made for any U.S. taxes or foreign
withholding taxes that may be applicable upon actual or deemed repatriation. If
a distribution of these earnings were to be made, we might be subject to both
foreign withholding taxes and U.S. income taxes, net of any allowable foreign
tax credits or deductions. However, an estimate of these taxes is not
practicable. For these same reasons, we have not recorded a provision for U.S.
income taxes on the foreign currency translation adjustment recorded in other
comprehensive income.

The tax benefit associated with the exercise of non-qualified stock options
and the vesting of restricted stock, as well as restricted stock dividends,
reduced taxes payable by $15 million in 2002, $31 million in 2001 and $60
million in 2000. These benefits are included in additional paid-in capital in
our balance sheets.

As of December 31, 2002, we have charitable contribution carryovers of $27
million for which the carryover periods end as follows: $1 million in 2003, $22
million in 2004 and $4 million in 2006; alternative minimum tax credits of $281
million that carryover indefinitely; and $2 million of general business credit
carryovers for which the carryover periods end at various times in the years
2009 through 2021. The table below presents the details of our federal net
operating loss carryover periods.

CARRYOVER PERIOD

2004 - 2011 - 2016 -
2003 2010 2015 2021
(IN MILLIONS)
Federal net operating 1loSS.......eeeeeeeenn. $5 $65 $287 $1,892
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Usage of these carryovers is subject to the limitations provided under
Sections 382 and 383 of the Internal Revenue Code as well as the separate return
limitation year rules of IRS regulations.

119

As of December 31, 2002, we had $1,129 million of state net operating loss
carryovers. These carryovers will expire in varying amounts over the period from
2003 to 2021. We also had $73 million of foreign net operating loss carryovers
that carryover indefinitely.

We recorded a valuation allowance to reflect the estimated amount of
deferred tax assets which we may not realize due to the uncertain availability
of future taxable income or the expiration of net operating loss and tax credit
carryovers. As of December 31, 2002, approximately $14 million of the wvaluation
allowance relates to our foreign deferred tax assets for ceiling test charges,
$22 million relates to our foreign net operating loss carryovers and $1 million
relates to our U.S. Federal general business credit carryovers. As of December
31, 2001, approximately $1 million of the valuation allowance relates to U.S.
Federal net operating loss carryovers of an acquired company and $2 million
relates to U.S. Federal general business credit carryovers.

10. DISCONTINUED OPERATIONS

In June 2003, our Board of Directors authorized the sale of substantially
all of our petroleum markets operations, including our Aruba refinery, our
Unilube blending operations, our domestic and international terminalling
facilities and our petrochemical and chemical plants. The Board's actions were
in addition to previous actions taken when they approved the sales of our Eagle
Point refinery, our asphalt business and our lease crude operations.

In June 2002, our Board of Directors authorized the sale of our coal mining
operations. These operations, which were historically included in our Merchant
Energy segment, consist of fifteen active underground and two surface mines
located in Kentucky, Virginia and West Virginia. Following the authorization of
the sale by our Board of Directors, we compared the carrying value of the
underlying assets to our estimated sales proceeds, net of estimated selling
costs, based on bids received in the sales process in the second and third
quarters of 2002. Because this carrying value was higher than our estimated net
sales proceeds, we recorded impairment charges of $148 million in the second
quarter of 2002 and $37 million in the third quarter of 2002.

In December 2002, we sold substantially all of our reserves and properties
in West Virginia, Virginia and Kentucky to an affiliate of Natural Resources
Partners, L.P. for $57 million in cash. In January 2003, we sold our remaining
coal operations, which consists of mining operations, businesses, properties and
reserves in Kentucky, West Virginia and Virginia, to subsidiaries of Alpha
Natural Resources, LLC, an affiliate of First Reserve Corporation, for $59
million which includes $35 million in cash and $24 million in notes receivable.

Our petroleum markets and coal mining operations have been classified as
discontinued operations in our financial statements for all periods presented.
The summarized financial results of discontinued operations for each of the
three years ended December 31, are as follows:

PETROLEUM COAL
MARKETS MINING

TOTAL
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(IN MILLIONS)
Operating Results

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002

REVENUES (L) ittt ittt e et et e et e et et ettt et ettt ettt S 4,724 S 309 $ 5,033
Costs and exXpPensesS (1) ittt ettt eeeeeeeeeeaneeeeenns (4,954) (327) (5,281)
Loss on long—lived assets. .. .u ittt ittt it (97) (184) (281)
Other 1NCOmME. .« ittt it et e e e e e et e ettt e ettt 110 5 115
Interest and debt eXpPense. .. ..ttt ittt ittt eeneeeeeeeanns (12) —— (12)
Loss before 1ncome LaXeS ... v vttt ittt ettt et teeeeenenens (229) (197) (420)
B o XY 11T T =< == (12) 73 61l
Loss from discontinued operations, net of income taxes...... S (241) $(124) $ (365)

(1) These amounts include intercompany activities between our discontinued
petroleum markets operations and our continuing operating segments.
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PETROLEUM COAL
MARKETS MINING TOTAL
(IN MILLIONS)

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2001

REVENUES (L) i vt ittt it e et et e et e et et ettt ettt ettt S 4,900 s 277 $ 5,177
Costs and exXpPensesS (1) ittt ittt et ettt eanaeaeenns (5,016) (2806) (5,302)
Loss on long—lived assets. ...ttt ittt tenneaeeens (106) —= (106)
Other 1NCOmME. o i ittt et e et e e e ettt ettt 111 2 113
Interest and debt eXpPense. .. ..ttt ittt ittt eeneeeeeeeenns (27) —— (27)
LoSs before 1ncome LaXeS ... vttt ittt te ettt et teteeeeenenn (138) (7) (145)
TN COME AR S e v v v vt o et e e e et e eaee e e eeaeeeeeeeeeneeaeeeeeanns 58 2 60
Loss from discontinued operations, net of income taxes...... $ (80) S (5) $ (85)
YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2000

REVENUES (L) i vt ittt et e et et e et e et et et ettt ettt et eaeennn $ 12,402 S 276 $ 12,678
Costs and exXPensesS (1) c v it ittt ettt ettt eeeaaaeaeenns (12,246) (270) (12,516)
Gain (loss) on long-lived assetsS.....iii ittt eennnennnn 4 (8) (4)
Other 1NCOmME. .« ittt it ittt e e e e e et e et e e ettt 28 1 29
Interest and debt eXpPense. ...ttt ittt ittt etneeeeeeeanns (39) —= (39)
Income (loss) before inCoOmMe LaAXES. .. i ittt ittt eeeeneeenns 149 (1) 148
B o XY} 11T T i <= = (25) —— (25)

Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net of income
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(1) These amounts include intercompany activities between our discontinued
petroleum markets operations and our continuing operating segments.

Financial Position Data

DECEMBER 31, 2002
Assets of discontinued operations

Accounts and notes receivables...... ittt it $ 1,229 S 29 $ 1,258
IS 0T o B YR 636 14 650
Other current asSSel S ... i ittt ittt ettt eeeeneenns 79 1 80
Property, plant and equipment, net......... ..o, 1,950 46 1,996
Other non-—-current assetS. .. ...ttt ittt tneeeeeeeeennenns 65 16 81

I o= T = i T $ 3,959 $ 106 S 4,065

Liabilities of discontinued operations

AccoUnts pPayvable. ittt et et e ettt e $ 1,153 S 20 $ 1,173

Other current liabilities.......c.iiiiiiiiiiiineneeennnnns 180 5 185

Environmental remediation reserve.........c.ooiiiiireennnnnn 86 15 101

Other non-current liabilities..........iiiiiiiiiinnnnn. 1 - 1

Total 1iabilities ...t inin ittt ettt eeeeeeaeeenenens $ 1,420 S 40 $ 1,460
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DECEMBER 31, 2001
Assets of discontinued operations

Accounts and notes receivablesS. ...ttt ittt S 1,491 $ 35 $ 1,526
IS 0 VY o YO 624 11 635
Other current asSsSel S ...t ittt ittt ittt ettt eeeneenns 313 - 313
Property, plant and equipment, net......... ..ottt 1,926 301 2,227
Other non-current assetS. .. ...ttt tneeeeeeeeennenns 80 5 85

TOLAL BSSEE S e it ittt ittt ettt ettt et e e et eeeeeeeeeannn S 4,434 $ 352 S 4,786

Liabilities of discontinued operations

AccoUnts pPayvable. ittt e e e e e ettt e $ 1,789 S 27 $ 1,816
Short-term financing obligations............cceiiiiieeeenn. 500 - 500
Liabilities from price risk management activities......... 212 - 212
Other current liabilities.......c..iiiiiiiiiiinneeeeennnnns 135 7 142
Environmental remediation reserve.........c.ooiiiiieeennnnns 97 - 97
Other non-current liabilities..........iiiiiiiiiiinnnnn. 55 3 58

Total 1iabilities ...t i e i ittt ittt ieeeeeaeeenenens $ 2,788 S 37 $ 2,825

11. EARNINGS PER SHARE

We calculated basic and diluted earnings per share amounts as follows for
each of the three years ended December 31:
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2002 2001 2000
BASIC DILUTED BASIC DILUTED BASIC DILUTED
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUNTS)
Income (loss) from continuing
OPETALIONS e vttt ettt ettt $(1,048 $(1,048) $ 152 $ 152 $1,113 $1,113
Preferred stock dividend............. - - - - - ——
Income (loss) from continuing
operations available to common
stockholders.......ouiiiiiieeenn. (1,048) (1,048) 152 152 1,113 1,113
Trust preferred securities(l)........ —— —— —— —— —— 10
Convertible debentures(l)............ —— —— —— —— —— ——
Adjusted income from continuing
operations. ... ..ot (1,048 (1,048) 152 152 1,113 1,123
Discontinued operations, net of
Income LaXeS .. vttt eeeenennn (365) (365) (85) (85) 123 123
Extraordinary items, net of income
L= - - 26 26 70 70
Cumulative effect of accounting
change, net of income taxes....... (54 (54) —— —— —— ——
Adjusted net income (losSS)........... $(1,467 $(1,467) S 93 S 93 $1,306 51,316
(1) Due to its antidilutive effect on earnings per share, approximately 7
million shares related to our convertible debentures were excluded from 2001
dilutive shares, and approximately 8 million shares related to our trust
preferred securities were excluded in 2001.
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2002 2001 2000
BASIC DILUTED BASIC DILUTED BASIC DILUTED
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUNTS)
Average common shares outstanding...... 560 560 505 505 494 494
Effect of dilutive securities
Restricted stock....... ... .. .. - - - 1 - -
Stock options(2) «evei it - - - 5 - 7
FELINE PRIDES (SM) vt vttt ettt eeeenneens —= —= - 5 —= 3
Preferred stock........ ... . .. - - - - - 1
Trust preferred securities(l) (2)..... —— —— —— —— —= 8
Equity security units................ - - - - - -
Convertible debentures (1) (2) ......... —— —— —— —— —— ——
Average common shares outstanding...... 560 560 505 516 494 513

Earnings per common share
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Adjusted (loss) income from

continuing operations............. S (1.87) S (1.87) $ 0.30 $ 0.30 S 2.
Discontinued operations, net of

Income LaXeS .. v ettt eeeeeenennn (0.65) (0.65) (0.17) (0.17) 0.
Extraordinary items, net of income

L= - - 0.05 0.05 0
Cumulative effect of accounting

change, net of income taxes....... (0.10) (0.10) —— ——
Adjusted net income (losSS)........... S (2.62) S (2.62) $ 0.18 $ 0.18 S 2.

25

25

(1) Due to its antidilutive effect on earnings per share, approximately 7
million shares related to our convertible debentures were excluded from 2001
dilutive shares, and approximately 8 million shares related to our trust
preferred securities were excluded in 2001.

(2) Due to its antidilutive effect on earnings per share, approximately 1
million shares related to our stock options, approximately 8 million shares
related to our convertible debentures and approximately 8 million shares
related to our trust preferred securities were excluded in 2002.

12. FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS

Following are the carrying amounts and estimated fair values of our
financial instruments included in continuing operations as of December 31:

CARRYING CARRYING
AMOUNT FAIR VALUE AMOUNT

(IN MILLIONS)

INVeSEmMENE S . t v ittt e ettt e e e e e e e e e $ 44 $ 44 $ 28
Long-term debt and other obligations, including

current maturities....... ...ttt 16,681 12,268 14,139
Notes payable to unconsolidated affiliates..... 390 380 872
Company obligated preferred securities of

subsidiaries. ...ttt i i i 625 278 925
Trading derivative price risk management

activities (2) vttt e e e e e e e e (45) (45) 282 (1)
Non-trading commodity-based price risk

management activities........... .. .. 459 459 459
Non-trading foreign currency and interest rate

SIWAID S ¢ ¢ v e e e e e e et e ae et 22 22 (33)

(1) Does not include $1,055 million of non-derivative contracts as of December
31, 2001 including transportation capacity, tolling agreements and natural
gas in storage held for trading purposes since these do not constitute
financial instruments.

(2) Does not include trading price risk management liabilities of $14 million
and $42 million as of December 31, 2002 and 2001 in our discontinued
petroleum markets operations.

FAIR VALUE

28

13,613
896

1,048
282 (1)
459

(33)
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As of December 31, 2002 and 2001, our carrying amounts of cash and cash
equivalents, short-term borrowings, and trade receivables and payables are
representative of fair value because of the short-term
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nature of these instruments. The fair value of long-term debt with variable
interest rates approximates its carrying value because of the market-based
nature of the debt's interest rates. We estimated the fair value of debt with
fixed interest rates based on quoted market prices for the same or similar
issues. We estimated the fair value of all derivative financial instruments
based on quoted market prices, current market conditions, estimates we obtained
from third-party brokers or dealers, or amounts derived using valuation models.

13. PRICE RISK MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES
The following table summarizes the carrying value of our trading and

non-trading price risk management assets and liabilities included in continuing
operations as of December 31:

Net assets (liabilities)
Energy contracts

Trading contracts (1) (2) « v v e v e ettt ettt ettt eeeeaeeeeennens S (45) $1,337
Non-trading contracts
Derivatives designated as hedges......... ... (500) 459
Other derivatives. ...ttt ittt et e e e e e ee e 959 -
Total energy CONtracCh S . @i i it it i ine ittt eeneeeeeeeenns 414 1,796
Interest rate and foreign currency contracts.............. 22 (33)
Net assets from price risk management activities(3).... $ 436 $1,763

(1) Trading contracts are those that are entered into for purposes of generating

a profit or benefiting from movements in market prices.

(2) Does not include trading price risk management liabilities of $14 million
and $42 million as of December 31, 2002 and 2001 in our discontinued
petroleum markets operations.

(3) Net assets from price risk management activities include current and
non-current assets and current and non-current liabilities from price risk
management activities on the balance sheet.

Included in other derivatives as of December 31, 2002, are $968 million of
derivative contracts related to the power restructuring activities of our
consolidated subsidiaries. Of this amount, $878 million relates to a power
restructuring that occurred during the first quarter of 2002 at our Eagle Point
Cogeneration power plant, and $90 million relates to a power restructuring at
our Capitol District Energy Center Cogeneration Associates plant. The remaining
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balance in other derivatives, an unrealized loss of $9 million, relates to
derivative positions that no longer qualify as cash flow hedges under SFAS No.
133 because they were designated as hedges of anticipated future production on
natural gas and oil properties that were sold during 2002.

Trading Activities and Contracts. Our trading activities include the
services we provide in the energy sector that we enter into with the objective
of generating profits on or benefiting from movements in market prices,
primarily related to the purchase and sale of energy commodities. In the fourth
quarter of 2002, we announced our intent to exit our trading activities and to
pursue an orderly liquidation of our trading price risk management activities
through 2004.

The derivative instruments we use in our trading activities are either
traded on active exchanges such as the New York Mercantile Exchange or are
valued using exchange prices, third party pricing data and valuation techniques
that incorporate specific contractual terms, statistical and simulation analysis
and present value concepts. Because of our actions to limit our trading
activities and exit the trading business, our accessibility to reliable forward
market data for purposes of estimating fair value was significantly limited in
late 2002. As a result, we obtained valuation assistance from a third party
valuation specialist in determining the fair value of our trading and
non-trading price risk management activities as of December 31, 2002. Based upon
the specialist's input, our estimates of fair value are based upon price curves
derived from actual prices observed in the market, pricing information supplied
by the specialist and independent pricing sources and models that rely on this
forward pricing information. These estimates also reflect factors for time value
and volatility underlying the contracts, the potential impact of ligquidating our
position in an orderly manner over a
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reasonable time under present market conditions, modeling risk, credit risk of
our counterparties and operational risks, as needed. We have discontinued
applying our ten-year liquidity wvaluation allowance that we had instituted
during the first quarter of 2002 in circumstances where there was uncertainty
related to our forward prices in less liquid markets. To the extent that the
forward market data received from the third party specialist indicates value
beyond ten years, we now include that value in the fair value of our trading and
non-trading price risk management activities.

We have reflected our trading portfolio at estimated fair value which is
the amount at which the contracts in our portfolio could be bought or sold in a
current transaction between willing buyers and sellers. However, the value we
ultimately receive in settlement of our trading activities may be less than our
fair value estimates. As disclosed previously, we are actively liquidating our
trading portfolio, which includes approximately 40,000 transactions as of
December 31, 2002. We believe the net realizable value of our trading portfolio
may be less than its currently estimated fair value. Our belief is based on
recent transactions completed at values below estimated fair value and bids
received on transactions that were also below their fair value. Additionally,
because of the adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3, a portion of the transactions
that we plan to liquidate are accounted for under the accrual method and are not
recorded in our balance sheet. Should we have to pay counterparties to assume
these transactions, future losses will result.

Until we complete our exit of the energy trading business, we will continue
to serve a diverse group of customers that require a wide variety of financial
structures, products and terms. This diversity requires us to manage, on a
portfolio basis, the resulting market risks inherent in our trading price risk
management activities subject to parameters established by our risk management
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committee. We monitor market risks through a risk control committee operating
independently from the units that create or actively manage these risk exposures
to ensure compliance with our stated risk management policies. We measure and
adjust the risk in accordance with mark-to-market and other risk management
methodologies which utilize forward price curves in the energy markets to
estimate the size and probability of future potential exposure.

Credit risk relates to the risk of loss that we would incur as a result of
non-performance by counterparties pursuant to the terms of their contractual
obligations. We maintain credit policies with regard to our counterparties in
both our trading and non-trading price risk management activities to minimize

overall credit risk.
counterparties'

counterparty.

financial condition
requirements under certain circumstances
credit, and guarantees),

These policies require an evaluation of potential
(including credit rating), collateral

(including cash in advance, letters of

and the use of standardized agreements that allow for
the netting of positive and negative exposures associated with a single

The following table presents a summary of our counterparties in

which we have net asset exposure from our trading and non-trading price risk

management activities:

Counterparty

Energy marketers
Financial institutions

Natural gas and oil producers..........
Natural gas and electric utilities.....

Industrials.........

Municipalities

Net asset exposure from price

risk management

activities (3)

Counterparty

Energy marketers
Financial institutions

Natural gas and oil producers..........
Natural gas and electric utilities.....

NET ASSET EXPOSURE FROM PRICE RISK MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIE
OF DECEMBER 31, 2002
BELOW
INVESTMENT GRADE (1) (2) TOT

(IN MILLIONS)

$ 485 $212 $
16 —
30 4

1,275 86 1,
- 1
49 —
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NET ASSET EXPOSURE FROM PRICE RISK MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIE
OF DECEMBER 31, 2001
BELOW
INVESTMENT GRADE (1) (2) TOT

(IN MILLIONS)

INVESTMENT GRADE (1)

$1,330 $419 $1,
161 -
106 11

1,033 82 1,
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INAUSTrials . e ittt et e ettt e 13 18
Municipalities. ... 231 -

Net asset exposure from price
risk management
activities(3) cv e i i iiin. $2,874 $530 $3,

(1) "Investment Grade" and "Below Investment Grade" are primarily determined
using publicly available credit ratings, or if a counterparty is not
publicly rated, a minimum implied credit rating through internal credit
analysis. "Investment Grade" includes counterparties with a minimum Standard
& Poor's rating of BBB- or Moody's rating of Baa3. "Below Investment Grade"
includes counterparties with a credit rating that do not meet the criteria
of "Investment Grade".

(2) As of December 31, 2002, we required collateral, which encompasses margins
and standby letters of credit for $170 million of the $303 million, or 56
percent, from counterparties included in "Below Investment Grade".

(3) Net asset exposure from price risk management activities have been prepared
by netting assets against liabilities on counterparties where we have a
contractual right to offset. The positions netted include both current and
non-current amounts. As a result, these amounts do not agree to our total
assets from price risk management activities in our balance sheet. In
addition, in 2001, the counterparty total does not include assets for
natural gas in storage and marketable securities held for trading purposes
of $196 million.

In the tables above, we had one customer that comprised greater than 5
percent of our net asset exposure from price risk management activities as of
December 31, 2002 and 2001. This customer as of December 31, 2002, Public
Service Electric and Gas Company, comprised approximately 41 percent of the net
asset exposure from price risk management activities by counterparty and was
considered an investment grade company as of December 31, 2002. This
concentration of counterparties may impact our overall exposure to credit risk,
either positively or negatively, in that the counterparties may be similarly
affected by changes in economic, regulatory or other conditions.

Non-trading Activities —-- Derivatives Designated as Hedges.

We use derivative financial instruments to hedge the impact of our market
price risk exposures on our assets, liabilities, contractual commitments and
forecasted transactions related to our natural gas and oil production, refining,
natural gas transmission, power generation, financing and international business
activities. We engage in two types of hedging activities: hedges of cash flow
exposure and hedges of fair value exposure. Hedges of cash flow exposure are
entered into to hedge a forecasted transaction or the variability of cash flows
to be received or paid related to a recognized asset or liability. Hedges of
fair value exposure are entered into to hedge the fair value of a recognized
asset, liability or firm commitment. On the date that we enter into the
derivative contract, we designate the derivative as either a cash flow hedge or
a fair value hedge. Changes in derivative fair values that are designated as
cash flow hedges are deferred to the extent that they are effective and are
recorded as a component of accumulated other comprehensive income until the
hedged transactions occur and are recognized in earnings. The ineffective
portion of a cash flow hedge's change in value is recognized immediately in
earnings as a component of operating revenues in our income statement. Changes
in the derivative fair values that are designated as fair value hedges are
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recognized in earnings as offsets to the changes in fair values of related
hedged assets, liabilities or firm commitments.

As required by SFAS No. 133, we formally document all relationships between
hedging instruments and hedged items, as well as our risk management objectives,
strategies for undertaking various hedge transactions and our methods for
assessing and testing correlation and hedge ineffectiveness. All hedging
instruments are linked to the hedged asset, liability, firm commitment or
forecasted transaction. We also assess, both at the inception of the hedge and
on an on-going basis, whether the derivatives that are used in our hedging

126

transactions are highly effective in offsetting changes in cash flows or fair
values of the hedged items. We discontinue hedge accounting prospectively if we
determine that a derivative is no longer highly effective as a hedge or if we
decide to discontinue the hedging relationship.

The fair value of our hedging instruments reflects our best estimate and is
based on exchange or over-the-counter quotations when they are available. Quoted
valuations may not be available due to location differences or terms that extend
beyond the period for which quotations are available. Where quotes are not
available, we utilize other valuation techniques or models to estimate market
values. These modeling techniques require us to make estimations of future
prices, price correlation and market volatility and liquidity. Our actual
results may differ from our estimates, and these differences can be positive or
negative.

On January 1, 2001, we adopted the provisions of SFAS No. 133 and recorded
a cumulative-effect adjustment of $1,280 million, net of income taxes, in
accumulated other comprehensive income to recognize the fair value of all
derivatives designated as hedging instruments. The majority of the initial
charge related to hedging cash flows from anticipated sales of natural gas for
2001 and 2002. During the year ended December 31, 2001, $1,063 million, net of
income taxes, of this initial transition adjustment was reclassified to earnings
as a result of hedged sales and purchases during the year. A discussion of our
hedging activities is as follows:

Fair Value Hedges. Included in assets and liabilities from discontinued
operations are crude oil and refined products inventories that change in value
daily due to changes in the commodity markets. We use futures and swaps to
protect the value of these inventories. For the years ended December 31, 2002
and 2001, the financial statement impact of our hedges of the fair value of
these inventories was immaterial.

Cash Flow Hedges. A majority of our commodity sales and purchases are at
spot market or forward market prices. We use futures, forward contracts and
swaps to limit our exposure to fluctuations in the commodity markets and allow
for a fixed cash flow stream from these activities. As of December 31, 2002 and
2001, the value of cash flow hedges included in accumulated other comprehensive
income was a net unrealized loss of $377 million and a net unrealized gain of
$256 million, net of income taxes. We estimate that unrealized losses of $124
million, net of income taxes, will be reclassified from accumulated other
comprehensive income during 2003. Reclassifications occur upon physical delivery
of the hedge commodity and the corresponding expiration of the hedge. The
maximum term of our cash flow hedges is 10 years; however, most of our cash flow
hedges expire within the next 24 months. We had a net liability from price risk
management activities of $500 million as of December 31, 2002 and a net asset
from price risk management activities of $459 million as of December 31, 2001
associated with our cash flow hedges. This net change of $959 million during
2002 resulted from net settlements of $222 million during 2002 and a decrease in
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fair value of $737 million in our cash flow hedge positions during 2002.

Our accumulated other comprehensive income as of December 31, 2002 and 2001
also includes a loss of $65 million and $23 million, net of income taxes,
representing our proportionate share of amounts recorded in other comprehensive
income by our unconsolidated affiliates who use derivatives as cash flow hedges.
Included in this loss is a $7 million loss that we estimate will be reclassified
from accumulated other comprehensive income during 2003. The maximum term of
these cash flow hedges is two years, excluding hedges related to interest rates
on variable debt.

For the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2001, we recognized a net loss of
$15 million and a net gain of $3 million, net of income taxes, related to the
ineffective portion of all cash flow hedges.

In May 2002, we announced a plan to reduce the volumes of natural gas that
we have hedged for our Production segment, and we removed the hedging
designation on derivatives that had a fair value loss of $105 million at
December 31, 2002. This amount, net of income taxes of $38 million, is reflected
in accumulated other comprehensive income and will be reclassified to income as
the original hedged transactions are settled through 2004. Of the net loss of
$67 million in accumulated other comprehensive income, we estimate that
unrealized losses of $42 million, net of income taxes, related to these
derivatives will be reclassified to income over the next twelve months.

127

Foreign Currency Hedges. In our international activities, we have fixed
rate foreign currency denominated debt that exposes us to changes in exchange
rates between the foreign currency and U.S. dollar. In 2002 and 2001, we used
currency swaps to effectively convert the fixed amounts of foreign currency due
under foreign currency denominated debt to U.S. dollar amounts. In December
2002, we decided to reduce the volumes of foreign currency exchange risk that we
have hedged for our debt, and we removed the hedging designation on derivatives
that had a net fair value loss of $1 million at December 31, 2002. Of this
amount, a $14 million loss, net of income taxes of $5 million, is reflected in
accumulated other comprehensive income and a $8 million gain is reflected in the
unamortized discount on long-term debt. These amounts will be reclassified to
income as the interest and principal on the debt are settled through 2009. Of
the net loss of $9 million included in accumulated other comprehensive income
and $8 million deferred gain included in long-term debt, we estimate that
unrealized losses of $1 million and unrealized gains of $2 million related to
these derivatives will be reclassified to income over the next twelve months.

Non-trading Activities —-- Power Restructuring Activities.

Our Merchant Energy segment's power restructuring activities involved
amending or terminating a power plant's existing power purchase contract to
eliminate the requirement that the plant provide power from its own generation
to the regulated utility and replacing that requirement with the ability to
provide power to the utility from the wholesale power market. In conjunction
with our power restructuring activities, we generally entered into new
market-based contracts with third parties to provide the power to the utility
from the wholesale power market, which effectively "locks in" our margin on the
restructuring transaction as the difference between the contracted rate in the
restructured contract and the wholesale market rates at the time.

Prior to a restructuring, the power plant and its related power purchase
contract are generally accounted for at their historical cost, which is either
the cost of construction or, if acquired, the acquisition cost. Revenues and
expenses prior to the restructuring are, in most cases, accounted for on an
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accrual basis as power is generated and sold to the utility.

Following a restructuring, the accounting treatment for the power purchase
agreement must change if the restructured contract meets the definition of a
derivative and is therefore required to be marked to its fair value under SFAS
No. 133. In addition, since the power plant no longer has the exclusive right to
provide power under the original, dedicated power purchase contract, it operates
as a peaking merchant plant, generating power only when it is economical to do
so. Because of this significant change in its use, the fair value of the plant
may be less than its historical value. These changes may also require us to
terminate or amend any related fuel supply and steam agreements, and enter into
other third party and intercompany contracts such as transportation agreements,
associated with the operations of the facility.

Our power restructuring activities had the following effects to our
financial statements:

— The restructured contract (if it meets the definition of a derivative) is
shown as an asset from price risk management activities in our balance
sheet.

— The difference between the fair value of the restructured contract and
the carrying value of the original contract is shown as operating
revenues in our income statement. Any subsequent changes in this fair
value are also recorded in operating revenues.

— The new third party wholesale power supply and other contracts are
recorded at their fair value as assets or liabilities from price risk
management activities in our balance sheet. Any subsequent changes in the
fair value are also recorded in operating revenues.

— The carrying value of the underlying power plant and any related
intangible assets are evaluated for impairment and, if required, are
written down to their fair value as a merchant power plant, which is
recorded as operating expenses in our income statement.

— Any contract termination fees and closing costs are also recorded as
operating expenses in our income statement.
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- As we purchase power under the wholesale power supply contracts, we
record the cost of the power we purchase as operating expenses in our
income statement.

— As we sell that power to the utility under the restructured contract, we
record the amounts received under the contract as operating revenues.

We classify our restructured contracts as non-trading price risk management
activities in our disclosures. We classify our third party and other contracts
as trading price risk management activities because they are actively managed by
our trading operations.

We have historically conducted the majority of our power restructuring
activities through our unconsolidated affiliate, Chaparral, and therefore our
share of the revenues and expenses of these activities is recognized through
earnings from unconsolidated affiliates.

In 2002 we completed a power restructuring on our Eagle Point Cogeneration

facility, which we consolidate, and applied the accounting described above to
that transaction. Power restructuring activities can also involve contract
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terminations that result in a cash payment by the utility to cancel the
underlying power contract, as in our Mount Carmel transaction. We also employed
the principles of our power restructuring business in reaching a settlement in
2002 of the dispute under our Nejapa power contract which included a cash
payment to us. We recorded these payments as operating revenues. As of and for
the year ended December 31, 2002, our consolidated power restructuring
activities had the following effects on our consolidated financial statements
(in millions):

ASSETS FROM LIABILITIES FROM PROPERTY, PLANT

PRICE RISK PRICE RISK AND EQUIPMENT
MANAGEMENT MANAGEMENT AND INTANGIBLE OPERATING
ACTIVITIES ACTIVITIES ASSETS REVENUES
Initial gain on restructured
CONEractsS . ettt et e e et e et eeeen $978 $1,118
Writedown of power plants and
intangibles and other fees.... $(352)
Change in value of restructured
contracts during 2002......... 8 (96)

Change in value of third party

wholesale power supply

CONEXACES e v v ittt ettt eeeeenn $18 (18)
Purchase of power under power

supply contracts..............
Sale of power under restructured

contracts........ .o i 111

H
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The fair value of the derivatives related to our power restructuring
activities is determined based on the expected cash receipts and payments under
the contracts using future power prices compared to the contractual prices under
these contracts. We discount these cash flows at an interest rate commensurate
with the term of each contract and the credit risk of each contract's
counterparty. We make adjustments to this discount rate when we believe that
market changes in the rates result in changes in fair values that can be
realized. Future power prices are based on the forward pricing curve of the
appropriate power delivery and receipt points in the applicable power market.
This forward pricing curve 1is derived from available market data and pricing
information supplied by a third party. The timing of cash receipts and payments
are based on the expected timing of power delivered under these contracts. The
fair value of our derivatives may change each period based on changes in actual
and projected market prices, fluctuations in the credit ratings of our
counterparties, significant changes in interest rates, and changes to the
assumed timing of deliveries.

As a result of credit downgrades, our decision to exit the energy trading
business, and disruptions in the capital markets, it is unlikely we will pursue

additional power restructurings in the near term.
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14. INVENTORY

Our inventory consisted of the following at December 31:
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2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Current
Materials and supplies and other........ ... .t ieennn.. $174 $150
NGL and natural gas 1n storage.........eiiiieeennnneennn 78 41

Total current inventory (l) ......ueiiiieeneennnnns 252 191

Non—-current

Dark faber. . it e e e e e e 5 152
s 0 = 222 231
Total non-current inventory........eeeieeeeennenenn. 227 383
Total INVENL OV . ittt ittt et ettt ettt eeeeeennneees $479 $574

(1) As a result of our intent to dispose of our petroleum and chemical assets,
inventory balances totaling $636 million and $624 million as of December 31,
2002 and 2001, have been classified as assets of discontinued operations
(see Note 10).

Effective October 1, 2002, we adopted the provisions of EITF Issue No.
02-3. EITF Issue No. 02-3 requires, among other things, that we account for all
inventory used in our trading activities at the lower of its cost or fair value,
rather than using mark-to-market accounting as was previously allowed under EITF
Issue No. 98-10. Effective October 1, 2002, we adjusted the fair value of these
inventories in our balance sheet to their historical cost using a weighted
average cost methodology and reclassified those amounts from price risk
management activities to inventory as natural gas in storage. See Note 1 for a
further discussion of the impact of EITF No. 02-3.
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15. REGULATORY ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

Our regulatory assets are included in other current and non-current
regulatory assets, and regulatory liabilities are included in other current and
non-current regulatory liabilities. These balances are presented in our balance
sheets on a gross basis. Below are the details of our regulatory assets and
liabilities, which represent our regulated interstate systems that apply the
provisions of SFAS No. 71, at December 31:

DESCRIPTION 2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Current regulatory assets
(0w 5= (0 T S 3 S 2

REMAINING
RECOVERY
PERIOD

(YEARS)
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Non-current regulatory assets
Grossed-up deferred taxes on capitalized funds used during
CONSEITUCEION (2) v v it i i i e et e e et et et e e et et et ettt eeeeenenn
Under-collected state taX......oiiiiiiiineeeeeeeennnnnns
Postretirement benefits (1) (3) i vttt ittt ittt ettt eeeeeenn
Unamortized net loss on reacquired debt(l)................
[ 1w o 1= (0

Total non-current regulatory assetsS.........eeeieeenenn.
Total regulatory @SSel S i it ittt i ettt tteeeeeeeenns

Current regulatory liabilities
Cashout imbalance settlement (1) ... vttt teeeeenenn

Non-current regulatory liabilities
Environmental 1iability (L) ... .t ineeeeeeeeennnnns
Excess deferred federal taxXesS. ... i it iineeeeeeeennennns
Property and plant depreciation...........iiiiiiiiennnn
Plant regulatory liability(l) ...t eennnnns
Postretirement benefit s (1) @ vttt ittt et e et e et eeeenn

Total non-current regulatory liabilities...............

Total regulatory liabilities.........oiiiiiiiinneeennn.

(1) These amounts are not included in a rate base on which we earn a current

return.

(2) These amounts are recovered over the remaining depreciable lives of

property, plant and equipment.
(3) The amount is to be recovered in future rate proceeding.
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16. OTHER ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

Below is the detail of our other current and non-current
liabilities on our balance sheets as of December 31:

Other current assets
Deferred IinCOmMe L£aXeS . it ittt tn ettt eeneeeeeeeeeneeens
Prepald @SSel S . ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e e
Restricted cash. . ...t i ittt e e ettt

assets and

$ 159
81

17

111

$ 368

11-15
2-3
10
15-19
1-10

N/A

3

2-3
various
N/A
N/A
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Other non-current assets

discontinued petroleum markets operations.

Excludes $46 million for 2002 and $332 million for 2001 related to
discontinued petroleum markets operations.
Excludes $188 million for 2002 and $169 million for 2001 related to

discontinued petroleum markets operations.
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Other non-current liabilities

Environmental and legal YeSerVeS......eeeeenenenneneeeeennns S
Postretirement and employment benefits....................
Deferred gain on sale of assets to El Paso Energy

Partners
Obligations

under SWap AagreemMeNnt ... ..ueeeeeeneneenenenennns

Other deferred credits. ... ittt ittt ittt
Accrued lease ObligationS. o i ittt ittt
UNearned FeVENUES . « v v vttt vttt ittt et e e e eneeeneeeneeenenn
Regulatory liabilities. ...ttt iteieeeennenns
Deferred compensation. ... ..ottt ittt eeeeeeeneenns
INSUTANCE FESEIVES e vttt vttt ettt ettt ee e ee e eeeeaeeeneeenns

409
322

268
255
155
124

112
105
104

PENSION ASSEE S e v ittt ittt ittt ettt ettt e $ 866 $ 775
Notes receivable from affiliates.........iiiiiiiiinnnen.o.. 466 346
TUrbIne INVEeNLOTY . vt ittt it e e et e e e e e e ettt eeeeeeeeeanns 222 231
Restricted cash. . ...t ittt i i ettt 212 75
Unamortized debt exXpenses........iiii it iiinnneeeeeennenns 180 145
Other dnvestments. .. ...ttt ittt et ie et eeaeenns 167 97
Regulatory asSsSet s . ittt ittt et ettt e et e 129 152
Notes receivable. ...ttt ittt et e et e et 48 50
Insurance receivables. . ...ttt ittt et e 49 18
Dark fiber Inventory. ... ..ttt ittt et eieeeeenaenns 5 152
L oL 179 123

o o= 7 OO $2,523 $2,164

Other current liabilities

Accrued InLerest ...ttt ittt ittt ettt S 327 $ 228
Accrued taxes, other than dncome......... .0t inenn. 154 188
Environmental, legal and rate reservesS.........eeeeeeenennn 138 67
Dividends payable. ...ttt ittt e et e 130 108
Accrued liabilities. ... ittt ettt et 28 103
J D T = e 66 13
Deferred risk-sharing revenue...........iiiiiiiieeennnnns 32 32
Postretirement benefits...... ...ttt eennnnns 35 46
TN COME L AKX S e v v vt et e e e e e et tee e e e eaeeeeeesenaeeeeeeeenns 19 146
L oL O 168 154

e o= (B T $1,097 $1,085

(1) Excludes $269 million for 2002 and $179 million for 2001 related to

$ 584
358

10
393
230

85
125
105
237
109

159



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

(1) Excludes $85 million for 2002 and $104 million for 2001 related to
discontinued petroleum markets operations.

17. PROPERTY, PLANT AND EQUIPMENT

At December 31, 2002 and 2001, we had approximately $1,368 million and
$1,974 million of construction work in progress included in our property, plant
and equipment. In our discontinued petroleum markets operations, our
construction work in progress was $497 million for 2002 and $356 million for
2001.

In June 2001, we entered into a 20-year lease agreement related to our
Corpus Christi refinery and related assets with Valero. Under the lease, Valero
pays us a quarterly amount that increases after the second year of the lease.
For the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2001, we recorded $19 million and $11
million in lease income related to this lease. In February 2003, Valero
exercised its option to purchase the plant and related assets for $289 million
in cash. We recorded a gain of $8 million. The lease income recorded in 2002 and
2001 has been included in income from discontinued operations (see Note 10).

As of December 31, 2002, TGP, EPNG and ANR have excess purchase costs
associated with their acquisition. Total excess costs on these pipelines were
approximately $5 billion and accumulated depreciation was approximately $1
billion. These excess costs are being amortized over the life of the related
pipeline assets, and our amortization expense during 2002 was approximately $71
million. The adoption of SFAS No. 142 did not impact these amounts since they
were included as part of our property, plant and equipment, rather than as
goodwill.

We have goodwill recorded as a result of the acquisitions of ANR and CIG.
This goodwill was $723 million at December 31, 2002, and $310 million of
accumulated amortization. In conjunction with adoption of SFAS 142, on January
1, 2002, we ceased our amortization of this goodwill and performed the required
impairment tests on this goodwill. No impairment of this goodwill was indicated
as of January 1, 2002 and December 31, 2002.

18. DEBT, OTHER FINANCING OBLIGATIONS AND OTHER CREDIT FACILITIES

At December 31, 2002, our weighted average interest rate on our commercial
paper and short-term credit facilities was 2.69%, and at December 31, 2001, it
was 3.2%. We had the following short-term borrowings and other financing
obligations from continuing operations, at December 31:

(IN MILLIONS)

Short—term credit facilitiesS. ...ttt ittt eeneenns $1,500 s 111
COMMETCIal PAPE e v v vttt e et e ettt te e ee et eeeeeeeeeeaneeaeess - 1,265
Current maturities of long-term debt and other financing

(03 @ I K 1= e o O 575 1,299
Notes Payable. vt ettt e e e et e e e e e e e e - 64
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(1) Excludes $500 million of short-term debt that is classified as discontinued
operations as of December 31, 2001.
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Credit Facilities

We have historically used commercial paper programs to manage our
short-term cash requirements. Under our programs we can borrow up to $3 billion
through a combination of individual corporate, TGP and EPNG commercial paper
programs of $1 billion each. However, as a result of our credit downgrade, we
are not currently issuing commercial paper to meet our liquidity needs.

In May 2002, we renewed our existing 364-day, $3 billion revolving credit
and competitive advance facility. EPNG and TGP are also designated borrowers
under this new facility and, as such, are jointly and severally liable for any
amounts outstanding. This facility matures in May 2003 and provides that amounts
outstanding on that date are not due until May 2004. We also maintain a 3-year,
$1 billion, revolving credit and competitive advance facility under which we can
conduct short-term borrowings and other commercial credit transactions. In June
2002, we amended this facility to permit us to issue up to $500 million in
letters of credit and to adjust pricing terms. This facility matures in August
2003, and El1 Paso CGP (formerly Coastal), EPNG and TGP, our subsidiaries, are
designated borrowers under the facility and, as such, are jointly and severally
liable for any amounts outstanding. The interest rate under both of these
facilities varies based on our senior unsecured debt rating, and as of December
31, 2002, borrowings under these facilities have a rate of LIBOR plus 1.00% plus
a 0.25% utilization fee. At December 31, 2002, we had $1.5 billion outstanding
under the $3 billion facility and issued approximately $456 million letters of
credit under the $1 billion facility. In February 2003, we borrowed $500 million
under the $1 billion facility.

The availability of borrowings under our credit and borrowing agreements 1is
subject to specified conditions, which we currently meet. These conditions
include compliance with the financial covenants and ratios required by such
agreements, absence of default under such agreements, and continued accuracy of
the representations and warranties contained in such agreements.

Restrictive Covenants

We and our subsidiaries have entered into debt instruments and guaranty
agreements that contain covenants such as restrictions on debt levels,
restrictions on liens securing debt and guarantees, restrictions on mergers and
on the sales of assets, capitalization requirements, dividend restrictions and
cross—-payment default and cross-acceleration provisions. A breach of any of
these covenants could result in acceleration of our debt and other financial
obligations and that of our subsidiaries.

Under our revolving credit facilities, the significant debt covenants and
cross defaults are:

(a) the ratio of consolidated debt and guarantees to capitalization

(excluding certain project financing and securitization programs
and other miscellaneous items as defined in the agreement) cannot
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exceed 70 percent;

(b) the consolidated debt and guarantees (other than excluded items)
of our subsidiaries cannot exceed the greater of $600 million or
10 percent of our consolidated net worth;

(c) we or our principal subsidiaries cannot permit liens on the
equity interest in our principal subsidiaries or create liens on
assets material to our consolidated operations securing debt and
guarantees (other than excluded items) exceeding the greater of
$300 million or 10 percent of our consolidated net worth, subject
to certain permitted exceptions; and

(d) the occurrence of an event of default for any non-payment of
principal, interest or premium with respect to debt (other than
excluded items) in an aggregate principal amount of $200 million
or more; or the occurrence of any other event of default with
respect to such debt that results in the acceleration thereof.

We were in compliance with the above covenants as of the date of this
filing, including our ratio of debt to capitalization (as defined under our
agreements), which was 63.2 percent at year end. At December 31, 2002, we had
$1.5 billion outstanding under the $3 billion facility and issued approximately
$456 million letters of credit under the $1 billion facility. In February 2003,
we borrowed $500 million under the $1 billion facility.
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We have also issued various guarantees securing financial obligations of
our subsidiaries and unconsolidated affiliates with similar covenants as in the
above credit facilities.

With respect to guarantees issued by our subsidiaries, the most significant
debt covenant, in addition to the covenants discussed above, is that El Paso CGP
must maintain a minimum net worth of $1.2 billion. If breached, the amounts
guaranteed by the guaranty agreements could be accelerated. The guaranty
agreements also have a $30 million cross-acceleration provision. El1 Paso CGP's
net worth at December 31, 2002, was $4.3 billion.

In addition, three of our subsidiaries have indentures associated with
their public debt that contain $5 million of cross-acceleration provisions.
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Our long-term debt and other financing obligations outstanding consisted of
the following at December 31:

(IN MILLIONS)

Long-term debt (3)
El Paso Corporation
Senior notes, 5.75% through 7.125%, due 2006 through

20000 . e e e e e e e e e e $ 1,597 $ 989
Equity Security Units, 6.14% due 2007.......00iiiuueo.. 575 -
Notes, 6.625% through 7.875%, due 2005 through 2018.... 2,021 1,600

Medium-term notes, 7.002% through 9.25%, due 2004
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through 203 L. ...ttt e e et et 2,812 1,600
Zero coupon convertible debentures due 2021............ 848 812
El Paso Tennessee Pipeline
Notes, 7.25% through 10.0%, due 2008 through 2025...... 51 51
Debentures, 6.5% through 7.875%, due 2002 through
200D . e e e e e e e e e e e - 12

Tennessee Gas Pipeline
Debentures, 6.0% through 7.625%, due 2011 through

2 1,386 1,386
Notes, 8.375%, due 2032. ...ttt it nnenneeeeenneeennns 240 -
El Paso Natural Gas
Notes, 6.75% through 8.375%, due 2002 through 2032..... 500 415
Debentures, 7.5% and 8.625%, due 2022 and 2026......... 460 460
Southern Natural Gas
Notes, 6.125% through 8.625%, due 2002 through 2032.... 800 700

Field Services (1)
Medium term notes, 7.41% through 9.25% due 2002 through
20 L2 i e e e e e e e e e e ettt e e - 164
El Paso CGP(2)
Senior notes, 6.2% through 8.125%, due 2002 through

2000 . e e ettt e e e e ettt e e 1,305 1,565
Floating rate senior notes, due 2002 through 2003...... 200 600
Senior debentures, 6.375% through 10.75%, due 2003

Lhrough 2037 . it ittt ettt ettt et et et ettt 1,497 1,497
FELINE PRIDES, 6.625%, due 2004. ... .0ttt teemnnnnnnn. - 460
Valero lease financing loan due 2004 (2) ......ccvveie... 240 240

Power
Non-recourse senior notes, 7.75% and 7.944%, due 2008

F= 0 Lo /O 915 -

Non-recourse notes 8.5%, due 2005..... ... 0. 126 ——
El Paso Production Company
Floating rate notes, due 2005 and 2006.........0c0c00.... 200 200

ANR Pipeline
Debentures, 7.0% through 9.625%, due 2021 through

0 500 500

Notes, 13.75% due 2010. ... it ii ittt te ittt eeetneaeenns 13 -
Colorado Interstate Gas

Debentures, 6.85% through 10.0%, due 2005 and 2037..... 280 280

L oL Ot 145 432

16,711 13,963

Natural gas production payment...........ooiitieennneee.. - 215
[ 0T 17 -
17 215
SUbtOtal . ittt e e e et 16,728 14,178
136
2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Less:
Unamortized discount on long-term debt................. 47 39
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Current maturities. ...ttt ittt ittt e et ettt ie e eeeeenn 575 1,299
Total long-term and other financing obligations,
less current maturities.......c.oeeiiiieinnnnnnnn. $16,106 $12,840

(1) The company holding these notes was merged into El1 Paso Corporation in 2002.

(2) The Valero lease financing loan, a general corporate obligation, was
collateralized by the lease payments from Valero under their lease from our
Corpus Christi refinery. This loan was repaid in February 2003.

(3) Excluded from these amounts as of December 31, 2001, are $51 million of
other long-term debt and $500 million of crude oil prepayments (that were
secured by our agreement to deliver a fixed quantity of crude oil to a
specified delivery point in the future). As of December 31, 2002, all of the
crude oil prepayment obligations had been paid. These amounts have been
classified as liabilities from discontinued operations (see Note 10).

Aggregate maturities of the principal amounts of long-term debt and other
financing obligations for the next 5 years and in total thereafter are as
follows (in millions):

2/ 0 $ 575
2004 . i e e e e e e e ettt e e et e e 586
2/ 0 610
2006 e et e e e e e e e e e ettt e et 1,234
2/ 1,133
[ o ol S W i = 12,590

Total long-term debt and other financing
obligations, including current maturities........ $16,728

Our zero coupon convertible debentures have a maturity value of $1.8
billion, are due 2021 and have a yield to maturity of 4%. The holders can cause
us to repurchase these at their option in years 2006, 2011 and 2016, at which
time we can elect to settle in cash or common stock. These debentures are
convertible into 8,456,589 shares of our common stock, which is based on a
conversion rate of 4.7872 shares per $1,000 principal amount at maturity. This
rate is equal to a conversion price of $94.604 per share of our common stock.

In June 2002, we issued 51.8 million shares of our common stock at a public
offering price of $19.95 per share. Net proceeds from the offering were
approximately $1 billion.

In June 2002, we issued 11.5 million, 9% equity security units. Equity
security units consist of two securities: i) a purchase contract on which we pay
quarterly contract adjustment payments at an annual rate of 2.86% and that
requires its holder to buy our common stock to be settled on August 16, 2005,
and i1ii) a senior note due August 16, 2007, with a principal amount of $50 per
unit, and on which we pay quarterly interest payments at an annual rate of 6.14%
beginning August 16, 2002. The senior notes we issued had a total principal
value of $575 million and are pledged to secure the holders obligation to
purchase shares of our common stock under the purchase contracts.

When the purchase contracts are settled in 2005, we will issue common
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stock. At that time, the proceeds will be allocated between common stock and
additional paid-in capital. The number of common shares issued will depend on
the prior consecutive 20-trading day average closing price of our common stock
determined on the third trading day immediately prior to the stock purchase
date. We will issue a minimum of approximately 24 million shares and up to a
maximum of 28.8 million shares on the settlement date, depending on our average
stock price. We recorded approximately $43 million of other non-current
liabilities to reflect the present value of the quarterly contract adjustment
payments that we are required to make on these units at an annual rate of 2.86%
of the stated amount of $50 per purchase contract with an offsetting reduction
in additional paid-in capital. The quarterly contract adjustment payments are
allocated between the liability
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recognized at the date of issuance and additional paid-in capital based on a
constant rate over the term of the purchase contracts.

Fees and expenses incurred in connection with the equity security units
offering were allocated between the senior notes and the purchase contracts
based on their respective fair values on the issuance date. The amount allocated
to the senior notes is recognized as interest expense over the term of the
senior notes. The amount allocated to the purchase contracts is recorded as
additional paid-in capital.

In July 2002, Utility Contract Funding issued $829 million of 7.944% senior
secured notes due in 2016. This financing is non-recourse to other El Paso
companies, as it is independently supported only by the cash flows and contracts
of Utility Contract Funding including obligations of Public Service Electric and
Gas under a restructured power contract and of Morgan Stanley under a power
supply agreement. In connection with the credit enhancement provided by Morgan
Stanley's participation, we paid them $36 million in consideration for entering
into the supply agreement.

In July 2002, we entered into two cross-currency swap transactions which
effectively hedged E400 million of our euro currency risk on our E500 million
Euro-denominated debt. In the first transaction, E250 million of our 7.125%
fixed rate was swapped for $252.5 million of floating rate debt at a rate of the
six-month LIBOR plus a spread of 2.195%. A second transaction swapped E150
million of our 7.125% fixed rate euro based debt for $151.5 million, 7.08% fixed
dollar based debt. In December 2002, we terminated cross—-currency swap
transactions which had effectively hedged E675 million euro currency risk. Our
E275 million exposure remains hedged at an effective rate of 6.59% through its
maturity in 2006.

In August 2002, we issued 12,184,444 shares of common stock to satisfy
purchase contract obligations under our FELINE PRIDES (SM) program. In return for
the issuance of the stock, we received approximately $25 million in cash from
the maturity of a zero coupon bond and the return of $435 million of our
existing 6.625% senior debentures due August 2004 that were issued in 1999. The
zero coupon bond and the senior debentures had been held as collateral for the
purchase contract obligations. The $25 million received from the maturity of the
zero coupon bond was used to retire additional senior debentures. Total debt
reduction from the issuance of the common stock was approximately $460 million.

In January 2003, we retired various debt obligations of approximately $47
million. In February 2003, El Paso CGP retired $240 million 3.07% long-term debt

related to the Valero lease.

In March 2003, our subsidiaries, Southern Natural Gas and ANR Pipeline
issued senior notes in concurrent offerings totaling $700 million:
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— Southern Natural Gas Company issued $400 million of 8 7/8% senior
unsecured notes due 2010, raising net proceeds of $385 million. Proceeds
from the offering were used, in part, to repay intercompany obligations
of $290 million and Southern Natural Gas retained $95 million of net
proceeds to fund its future capital expenditures.

— ANR Pipeline Company issued $300 million of 8 7/8% senior unsecured notes
due 2010, raising net proceeds of $288 million. ANR used $263 million of
cash proceeds from the offering to reduce existing intercompany payables.
ANR also retained $25 million to fund its future capital expenditures.

In March 2003, we closed a $1.2 billion two-year term loan and used the
proceeds to retire the approximately $913 million net balance of the Trinity
River financing. Trinity River (also known as Red River) was formed in 1999 to
invest in capital projects and other assets. The new $1.2 billion loan has
scheduled payments of $300 million in June 2004, $300 million in September 2004,
and the $600 million balance in March 2005. The loan facility is collateralized
by a direct pledge of natural gas and oil properties that were previously in the
Trinity River financing. The loan facility carries a floating interest rate of
LIBOR plus 4.25%. The floating interest rate can be based on a LIBOR rate of no
less than 3.50%. Additionally, the loan facility requires us to pay a facility
fee equal to 2% per annum on the average daily aggregate outstanding principal
amount of the loan. The natural gas and oil properties that collateralize this
financing agreement have reserves of approximately 2.3 Tcfe.
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Available Capacity Under Shelf Registration Statements

In April 2001, we filed a shelf registration statement with the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC) to sell, from time to time, up to a total of $3
billion in debt securities, preferred and common stock, medium term notes, or
trust securities. At December 31, 2001, we had approximately $920 million
remaining from this shelf registration statement under which we issued
additional securities in January 2002, fully utilizing the remaining capacity.

In February 2002, we filed a new shelf registration statement with the SEC
that allows us to issue up to $3 billion in securities. Under this registration
statement, we can issue a combination of debt, equity and other instruments,
including trust preferred securities of two wholly owned trusts, El Paso Capital
Trust II and El Paso Capital Trust III. If we issue securities from these
trusts, we will be required to issue full and unconditional guarantees on these
securities. As of December 31, 2002, we had $818 million remaining capacity
under this shelf registration statement.

As of December 31, 2002, TGP and SNG had no available capacity under shelf
registration statements on file with the SEC.

19. PREFERRED INTERESTS OF CONSOLIDATED SUBSIDIARIES
In the past, we entered into financing transactions that have been
accomplished through the sale of preferred interests in consolidated

subsidiaries. Total amounts outstanding under these programs at December 31,
2002 and 2001, were as follows (in millions):
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Consolidated LrUSES (L) v v i ittt it ittt ettt et e ettt e e eneenns S 625 S 925
Trinity RIVET (2) c v ittt it e et et e e e e e et et aeeeeeeeeeaaeens 980 980
Clydesdale . ittt it e e e et e et e e e e e 950 1,000
Preferred stock of subsidiaries..........coiiiiiiiiiinnnneo.. 400 465
[ 0= e ) o L 300 300
Consolidated partnership......ciiii ittt teennnenns - 285

(1) The consolidated trusts are composed of Capital Trust I, Coastal Finance I
and Capital Trust IV. In November 2002, we repurchased all of the preferred
securities for Capital Trust IV for $300 million plus accrued and unpaid
dividends.

(2) This preferred interest was redeemed in March 2003 with the proceeds from a
$1.2 billion debt facility with scheduled maturities of $300 million in June
2004, $300 million in September 2004 and the $600 million in March 2005.

Capital Trust I. 1In March 1998, we formed El Paso Energy Capital Trust I,
a wholly owned subsidiary, which issued 6.5 million of 4 3/4% trust convertible
preferred securities for $325 million. We own all of the Common Securities of
Trust I. Trust I exists for the sole purpose of issuing preferred securities and
investing the proceeds in 4 3/4% convertible subordinated debentures we issued
due 2028, their sole asset. Trust I's sole source of income is interest earned
on these debentures. This interest income is used to pay the obligations on
Trust I's preferred securities. We provide a full and unconditional guarantee of
Trust I's preferred securities. Distributions paid on the preferred securities
are included as return on preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries in
our income statement.

Trust I's preferred securities are non-voting (except in limited
circumstances), pay quarterly distributions at an annual rate of 4 3/4%, carry a
liquidation value of $50 per security plus accrued and unpaid distributions and
are convertible into our common shares at any time prior to the close of
business on March 31, 2028, at the option of the holder at a rate of 1.2022
common shares for each Trust I preferred security (equivalent to a conversion
price of $41.59 per common share). As of December 31, 2002, we had approximately
6.5 million Trust I preferred securities outstanding.

Coastal Finance I. Coastal Finance I is an indirect wholly owned business
trust formed in May 1998. Coastal Finance I completed a public offering of 12
million mandatory redemption preferred securities for
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$300 million. Coastal Finance I holds subordinated debt securities issued by our
wholly owned subsidiary, El1 Paso CGP, that it purchased with the proceeds of the
preferred securities offering. Cumulative quarterly distributions are being paid
on the preferred securities at an annual rate of 8.375% of the liquidation
amount of $25 per preferred security. Coastal Finance I's only source of income
is interest earned on these subordinated debt securities. This interest income
is used to pay the obligations on Coastal Finance I's preferred securities. The
preferred securities are mandatorily redeemable on the maturity date, May 13,
2038, and may be redeemed at our option on or after May 13, 2003, or earlier if
various events occur. The redemption price to be paid is $25 per preferred
security, plus accrued and unpaid distributions to the date of redemption. E1
Paso CGP provides a guarantee of the payment of obligations of Coastal Finance I
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related to its preferred securities to the extent Coastal Finance I has funds
available. El1 Paso has no obligation to provide funds to Coastal Finance I for
the payment of or redemption of the preferred securities outside of our
obligation to pay interest and principal on the subordinated debt securities.

Capital Trust IV. In May 2000, we formed El Paso Energy Capital Trust IV,
a wholly owned subsidiary which issued $300 million of preferred securities to
an affiliate of Banc of America. These preferred securities paid cash
distributions at a floating rate equal to the three-month LIBOR plus 75 basis
points. As of December 31, 2001, the floating rate was 2.83%. In November 2002,
we purchased all of the preferred securities of Trust IV for $300 million plus
accrued and unpaid dividends and terminated obligations to issue equity
securities under this agreement.

Trinity River (also known as Red River). During 1999, we formed a series
of companies that we refer to as Trinity River. Trinity River is a subsidiary
that was formed to provide financing to invest in various capital projects and
other assets. Red River Investors, L.L.C., an entity owned by three investors,
West LB, Stonehurst and Ambac, raised funds from a consortium of banks that
contributed cash of $980 million into Trinity River during 1999 in exchange for
the preferred securities. Red River Investors is entitled to an adjustable
preferred return derived from Trinity River's net income. The preferred
interest, which has limited voting rights, was collateralized by a combination
of notes payable from us and various El Paso entities, including our Mojave
Pipeline Company, Bear Creek Storage Company, various natural gas and oil
properties and 5.75 million of our El Paso Energy Partners common units. The
assets, liabilities and operations of Trinity River are included in our
financial statements and we account for the investor's preferred interest in our
consolidated subsidiary as preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries in
our balance sheet and the preferred return as return on preferred securities of
subsidiary in our income statement. As a result of El Paso's and its
subsidiaries' credit rating downgrades by both Moody's and Standard & Poor's,
restrictions resulted on our use of excess cash generated by these operating
businesses for purposes other than their own operating needs or to redeem the
preferred interests of Trinity River. In the first quarter of 2003, we redeemed
the preferred interests of Trinity River, eliminating these cash restrictions.

Clydesdale (also known as Mustang). During 2000, we formed a series of
companies that we refer to as Clydesdale. Clydesdale is a subsidiary that was
formed to provide financing to invest in various capital projects and other
assets. Mustang Investors LLC, an entity owned by two investors West LB and
Ambac, raised funds from a consortium of banks, which contributed cash of $1
billion into Clydesdale in exchange for preferred securities. Mustang is
entitled to an adjustable preferred return derived from Clydesdale's net income.
The preferred interest, which has limited voting rights, is collateralized by a
combination of notes payable from us, a production payment from us, various
natural gas and oil properties and various companies, including our ownership in
Colorado Interstate Gas Company. We have the option to acquire Mustang
Investors' interest in Clydesdale at any time prior to June 2006. If we do not
exercise this option or if the agreement is not extended, we could be required
to liquidate the assets supporting this transaction. The assets, liabilities,
and operations of Clydesdale are included in our financial statements and we
account for the investor's preferred interest in our consolidated subsidiary as
preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries in our balance sheet and the
preferred return as return on preferred stock of consolidated subsidiaries in
our income statement. In July 2002, we completed the amendments to the
Clydesdale agreements to remove the rating trigger that could have required us
to liquidate the assets supporting the transaction in the event we were
downgraded to below investment grade by both Standard & Poor's and Moody's. As a
result of El Paso's and its subsidiaries credit rating downgrades by both
Moody's and Standard & Poor's, restrictions resulted on use of excess cash
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generated by these assets for purpose other than their own operating needs or to
redeem the preferred interests of Clydesdale. A portion of these funds were used
to redeem the preferred interests of Clydesdale, including $50 million as of
December 31, 2002, and an additional $189 million in February and March 2003.
These payments are reflected as reductions of preferred interests of
consolidated subsidiaries. Quarterly payments will be made to reduce the
minority interests.

El Paso Tennessee Preferred Stock. In 1996, El Paso Tennessee Pipeline
Co., our subsidiary, issued 6 million shares of publicly registered 8.25%

cumulative preferred stock with a par value of $50 per share for $300 million.
The preferred stock is redeemable, at the option of El1 Paso Tennessee, at a
redemption price equal to $50 per share, plus accrued and unpaid dividends, at
any time after January 2002. During the three years ended December 31, 2002,
dividends of approximately $25 million were paid each year on the preferred
stock.

Coastal Securities Company Preferred Stock. In 1996, Coastal Securities
Company Limited, our wholly owned subsidiary, issued 4 million shares of
preferred stock for $100 million to Cannon Investors Trust, which is an entity
comprised of a consortium of banks. Quarterly cash dividends are being paid on
the preferred stock at a rate based on LIBOR plus a margin of 2.11% based on the
long-term unsecured debt rating of our subsidiary, El1 Paso CGP. The holders of
the preferred securities have a right to reset the dividend rate on December 20,
2003 and every seven years thereafter. If the new rate is not acceptable to the
preferred holders, they have a right to require us to redeem the preferred
securities. The preferred holders are also entitled to participating dividends
based on refining margins of our Aruba refinery. Coastal Securities may redeem
the preferred stock for cash at the liquidation price of $100 million plus
accrued and unpaid dividends.

E1l Paso 0il & Gas Resources Preferred Units. In 1999, El Paso 0Oil & Gas

Resources Company, L.P. (formerly Coastal 0il & Gas Resources, Inc.), our wholly
owned subsidiary, issued 50,000 units of preferred units for $50 million to
UAGC, Inc., a subsidiary of Rabobank International. The preferred shareholders

were entitled to quarterly cash dividends at a rate based on LIBOR. In July
2002, we repurchased the entire 50,000 units for $50 million plus accrued and
unpaid dividends.

Coastal Limited Ventures Preferred Stock. In 1999, Coastal Limited
Ventures, Inc., our wholly owned subsidiary, issued 150,000 shares of preferred
stock for $15 million to JP Morgan Chase Bank (formerly Chase Manhattan Bank).
The preferred shareholders were entitled to quarterly cash dividends at an
annual rate of 6%. In July 2002, we repurchased the entire 150,000 shares for
$15 million plus accrued and unpaid dividends.

Gemstone. As part of the Gemstone transaction, our wholly owned subsidiary,
Topaz issued a minority member interest to Gemstone Investor, an entity
indirectly owned by Rabobank, for $300 million. Gemstone Investor is entitled to
a cumulative preferred return of 8.03% on its interest. The agreements
underlying this transaction expire in 2004, or earlier if we sell the
international power assets owned indirectly by Topaz. Gemstone Investor's
preferred interest is redeemable at liquidation value plus accrued and unpaid
dividends. In January 2003, we notified Rabobank that we were exercising our
right under the partnership agreements to purchase all of Rabobank's $50 million
of equity in Gemstone. Unless we find a new partner, we will consolidate
Gemstone upon our purchase of Rabobank's third party equity in Gemstone. At that
time we will consolidate this minority member interest in Topaz.

169



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

Consolidated Partnership. In December 1999, Coastal Limited Ventures
contributed assets to a limited partnership in exchange for a controlling
general partnership interest. Limited interests in the partnership were issued
to RBCC, an unaffiliated investor for $285 million. The limited partners were
entitled to a cumulative priority return based on LIBOR. In July 2002, we
repurchased the limited partnership interest in El Paso Production 0Oil & Gas
Associates, L.P., formerly known as Coastal 0Oil and Gas Associates and a
partnership formed with Coastal Limited Ventures, Inc. The payment of
approximately $285 million to the unaffiliated investor was equal to the sum of
the limited partner's outstanding capital plus unpaid priority returns.

El Paso Energy Capital Trust I, Coastal Finance I, El1l Paso Energy Capital
Trust IV, Coastal Securities Company Limited, Trinity River, Clydesdale, Topaz
and E1 Paso Tennessee Pipeline Co. are all either business trusts we control or
companies in which we own all of the voting stock. Consequently, each of these
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entities is consolidated in our financial statements. However, each of these
entities has issued preferred securities, and these preferred interests that are
held by various unaffiliated investors are presented in our balance sheet as
preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries. The preferred distributions
paid on these preferred interests are presented in our income statement as
return of preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries. Our accounting for
some of these preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries will be impacted
by our adoption of the new accounting rules on consolidations in July 2003. For
a discussion of the accounting impact, see Note 1 under New Accounting
Pronouncements Issued But Not Yet Adopted.

20. COMMITMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES
Legal Proceedings

Western Energy Settlement. On March 20, 2003, we entered into an agreement
in principle (the Western Energy Settlement) with various public and private
claimants, including the states of California, Washington, Oregon, and Nevada,
to resolve the principal litigation, claims, and regulatory proceedings, which
are more fully described below, against us and our subsidiaries relating to the
sale or delivery of natural gas and electricity from September 1996 to the date
of the Western Energy Settlement. The Western Energy Settlement resulted in an
after-tax charge of approximately $650 million in the fourth quarter of 2002.
Among other things, the components of the settlement include:

- a cash payment of $100 million;
— a $2 million cash payment from our officer bonus pool;

— the issuance of approximately 26.4 million shares of El Paso common
stock;

- delivery to the California border of $45 million worth of natural gas
annually for 20 years beginning in 2004;

— a reduction of the pricing of our long-term power supply contracts with
the California Department of Water Resources of $125 million over the
remaining term of those contracts, which run through the end of 2005;

- payments of $22 million per year for 20 years;

- for a period of five years, EPNG will make available at its California
delivery points 3,290 MMcf per day of capacity on a primary delivery
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point basis;

- for a period of five years, our affiliates will be subject to
restrictions in subscribing for new capacity on the EPNG system; and

— no admission of wrongdoing.

The agreement in principle is subject to the negotiation of a formal settlement
agreement, portions of which will then be filed with the courts and the FERC for
approval. Upon approval, the parties will release us from covered claims that
they may have against us and our subsidiaries for the period covered by the
Western Energy Settlement, and the litigation, claims, and regulatory
proceedings against us and our subsidiaries will be dismissed with prejudice.

California Lawsuits. We and several of our subsidiaries have been named as
defendants in fifteen purported class action, municipal or individual lawsuits,
filed in California state courts. These suits contend that our entities acted
improperly to limit the construction of new pipeline capacity to California
and/or to manipulate the price of natural gas sold into the California
marketplace. Specifically, the plaintiffs argue that our conduct violates
California's antitrust statute (Cartwright Act), constitutes unfair and unlawful
business practices prohibited by California statutes, and amounts to a violation
of California's common law restrictions against monopolization. In general, the
plaintiffs are seeking (i) declaratory and injunctive relief regarding allegedly
anticompetitive actions, (ii) restitution, including treble damages, (iii)
disgorgement of profits, (iv) prejudgment and post-judgment interest, (v) costs
of prosecuting the actions and (vi) attorney's fees. All fifteen cases have been
consolidated before a single judge, under two omnibus complaints, one of which
has
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been set for trial in September 2003. All of the class action and municipal
lawsuits and all but one of the individual lawsuits will be resolved upon
finalization and approval of the Western Energy Settlement.

In November 2002, a lawsuit titled Gus M. Bustamante v. The McGraw-Hill
Companies was filed in the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles
by several individuals, including Lt. Governor Bustamante acting as a private
citizen, against numerous defendants, including our subsidiary EPNG, alleging
the creation of artificially high natural gas index prices via the reporting of
false price and volume information. This purported class action on behalf of
California consumers alleges various unfair business practices and seeks
restitution, disgorgement of profits, compensatory and punitive damages, and
civil fines. This lawsuit will be resolved upon finalization and approval of the
Western Energy Settlement.

In September 2001, we received a civil document subpoena from the
California Attorney General, seeking information said to be relevant to the
department's ongoing investigation into the high electricity prices in
California. We have cooperated in responding to the Attorney General's discovery
requests. This proceeding will be resolved upon finalization and approval of the
Western Energy Settlement.

In May 2002, two lawsuits challenging the validity of long-term power
contracts entered into by the California Department of Water Resources in early
2001 were filed in California state court against 26 separate companies,
including our subsidiary El Paso Merchant Energy, L.P. (EPME or Merchant
Energy) . In general, the plaintiffs allege unfair business practices and seek
restitution damages and an injunction against the enforcement of the contract
provisions. These cases have been removed to federal court. Our costs and legal
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exposure related to these lawsuits and claims are not currently determinable.

In January 2003, a lawsuit titled IMC Chemicals v. EPME, et al. was filed
in California state court against us, EPNG and EPME. The suit arises out of a
gas supply contract between IMC Chemicals (IMCC) and EPME and seeks to void the
Gas Purchase Agreement between IMCC and EPME for gas purchases until December
2003. IMCC contends that EPME and its affiliates manipulated market prices for
natural gas and, as part of that manipulation, induced IMCC to enter into the
contract. In furtherance of its attempt to void the contract, IMCC repeats the
allegations and claims of the California lawsuits described above. EPME intends
to enforce the terms of the contract and counterclaim for contract damages. Our
costs and legal exposure related to this lawsuit are not currently determinable.

Other Energy Market Lawsuits. The state of Nevada and two individuals
filed a class action lawsuit in Nevada state court naming us and a number of our
subsidiaries and affiliates as defendants. The allegations are similar to those
in the California cases. The suit seeks monetary damages and other relief under
Nevada antitrust and consumer protection laws. This lawsuit will be resolved
upon finalization and approval of the Western Energy Settlement.

In December 2002, two class action complaints were filed, one in the state
court of Oregon and the other in the federal court in the State of Washington,
naming E1 Paso and more than forty other unrelated industry entities. In each
case, the complaint makes general allegations that purchasers of natural gas
and/or electricity, within the respective state, were overcharged during the
period 2000 through 2002 by the defendants, who allegedly withheld supplies of
energy, exercised improper control of the energy market and manipulated prices.
These lawsuits allege violation of state statutes prohibiting unlawful trade
practices, fraud and negligence. The relief sought includes injunctive relief,
unspecified damages, and attorneys fees. The Washington complaint also seeks
treble damages. Our costs and legal exposure related to these lawsuits and
claims are not currently determinable.

A purported class action suit was filed in federal court in New York City
in December 2002 alleging that El1 Paso, EPME, EPNG, and other defendants
manipulated California's natural gas market by manipulating the spot market of
gas traded on the NYMEX. We have not yet been served with the complaint. Our
costs and legal exposure related to this lawsuit are not currently determinable.

In March 2003, the State of Arizona sued us, EPNG, EPME and other unrelated
entities on behalf of Arizona consumers. The suit alleges that the defendants
conspired to artificially inflate prices of natural gas and electricity during
2000 and 2001. Making factual allegations similar to those alleged in the
California
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cases, the suit seeks relief similar to the California cases as well, but under
Arizona antitrust and consumer fraud statutes. Our costs and legal exposure
related to this lawsuit are not currently determinable.

Shareholder Class Action Suits. Beginning in July 2002, twelve purported
shareholder class action suits alleging violations of federal securities laws
have been filed against us and several of our officers. Eleven of these suits
are now consolidated in federal court in Houston before a single judge. The
suits generally challenge the accuracy or completeness of press releases and
other public statements made during 2001 and 2002. The twelfth shareholder class
action lawsuit was filed in federal court in New York City in October 2002
challenging the accuracy or completeness of our February 27, 2002 prospectus for
an equity offering that was completed on June 21, 2002. It has since been
dismissed, in light of similar claims being asserted in the consolidated suits
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in Houston. Four shareholder derivative actions have also been filed. One
shareholder derivative lawsuit was filed in federal court in Houston in August
2002. This derivative action generally alleges the same claims as those made in
the shareholder class action, has been consolidated with the shareholder class
actions pending in Houston and has been stayed. A second shareholder derivative
lawsuit was filed in Delaware State Court in October 2002 and generally alleges
the same claims as those made in the consolidated shareholder class action
lawsuit. A third shareholder derivative suit was filed in state court in Houston
in March 2002, and a fourth shareholder derivative suit was filed in state court
in Houston in November 2002. The third and fourth shareholder derivative suits
both generally allege that manipulation of California gas supply and gas prices
exposed El1 Paso to claims of antitrust conspiracy, FERC penalties and erosion of
share value. Our costs and legal exposure related to these lawsuits and claims
are not currently determinable.

ERISA Class Action Suit. In December 2002, a purported class action
lawsuit was filed in federal court in Houston alleging generally that our direct
and indirect communications with participants in the El1 Paso Corporation
Retirement Savings Plan included misrepresentations and omissions that caused
members of the class to hold and maintain investments in El1 Paso stock in
violation of the Employee Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA). Our costs and
legal exposure related to this lawsuit are not currently determinable.

Carlsbad. In August 2000, a main transmission line owned and operated by
EPNG ruptured at the crossing of the Pecos River near Carlsbad, New Mexico.
Twelve individuals at the site were fatally injured. On June 20, 2001, the U.S.
Department of Transportation's Office of Pipeline Safety issued a Notice of
Probable Violation and Proposed Civil Penalty to EPNG. The Notice alleged five
violations of DOT regulations, proposed fines totaling $2.5 million and proposed
corrective actions. EPNG has fully accrued for these fines. The alleged five
probable violations of the regulations of the Department of Transportation's
Office of Pipeline Safety are: (1) failure to develop an adequate internal
corrosion control program, with an associated proposed fine of $500,000; (2)
failure to investigate and minimize internal corrosion, with an associated
proposed fine of $1,000,000; (3) failure to conduct continuing surveillance on
its pipelines and consider, and respond appropriately to, unusual operating and
maintenance conditions, with an associated proposed fine of $500,000; (4)
failure to follow company procedures relating to investigating pipeline failures
and thereby to minimize the chance of recurrence, with an associated proposed
fine of $500,000; and (5) failure to maintain elevation profile drawings, with
an associated proposed fine of $25,000. In October 2001, EPNG filed a response
with the Office of Pipeline Safety disputing each of the alleged violations.

On February 11, 2003, the National Transportation Safety Board conducted a
public meeting on its investigation into the Carlsbad rupture at which the NTSB
adopted Findings, Conclusions and Recommendations based upon its investigation.
In a synopsis of the Safety Board's report, the NTSB stated that it had
determined that the probable cause of the August 19, 2000 rupture was a
significant reduction in pipe wall thickness due to severe internal corrosion,
which occurred because EPNG's corrosion control program "failed to prevent,
detect, or control internal corrosion" in the pipeline. The NTSB also determined
that ineffective federal preaccident inspections contributed to the accident by
not identifying deficiencies in EPNG's internal corrosion control program. The
NTSB's final report is pending.

On November 1, 2002, EPNG received a federal grand jury subpoena for
documents related to the Carlsbad rupture. EPNG is cooperating with the grand
jury.
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A number of personal injury and wrongful death lawsuits were filed against
EPNG in connection with the rupture. All but one of these suits have been
settled, with settlement payments fully covered by insurance. The remaining case
is Geneva Smith, et al. vs. EPEC and EPNG filed October 23, 2000 in Harris
County, Texas. In connection with the settlement of the cases, EPNG contributed
$10 million to a charitable foundation as a memorial to the families involved.
The contribution was not covered by insurance.

Parties to five settled lawsuits have since filed an additional lawsuit
titled Diane Heady et al. v. EPEC and EPNG in Harris County, Texas on November
20, 2002 seeking an additional $180 million based upon their interpretation of
earlier settlement agreements. In addition, plaintiffs' counsel for the settled
New Mexico state court cases have notified EPNG that they intend to file suit on
behalf of about twenty-three firemen and EMS personnel who responded to the fire
and who allegedly have suffered psychological trauma. We have not been served
with such a lawsuit. Our costs and legal exposure related to these lawsuits and
claims are not currently determinable. However, we believe these matters will be
fully covered by insurance.

Grynberg. In 1997, a number of our subsidiaries were named defendants in
actions brought by Jack Grynberg on behalf of the U.S. Government under the
False Claims Act. Generally, these complaints allege an industry-wide conspiracy
to underreport the heating value as well as the volumes of the natural gas
produced from federal and Native American lands, which deprived the U.S.
Government of royalties. The plaintiff in this case seeks royalties that he
contends the government should have received had the volume and heating value of
natural gas produced from royalty properties been differently measured,
analyzed, calculated and reported, together with interest, treble damages, civil
penalties, expenses and future injunctive relief to require the defendants to
adopt allegedly appropriate gas measurement practices. No monetary relief has
been specified in this case. These matters have been consolidated for pretrial
purposes (In re: Natural Gas Royalties Qui Tam Litigation, U.S. District Court
for the District of Wyoming, filed June 1997). In May 2001, the court denied the
defendants' motions to dismiss. Discovery 1is proceeding. Our costs and legal
exposure related to these lawsuits and claims are not currently determinable.

Will Price (formerly Quinque). A number of our subsidiaries were named as
defendants in Quinque Operating Company, et al. v. Gas Pipelines and Their
Predecessors, et al., filed in 1999 in the District Court of Stevens County,
Kansas. Quinque has been dropped as a plaintiff and Will Price has been added.
This class action complaint alleges that the defendants mismeasured natural gas
volumes and heating content of natural gas on non-federal and non-Native
American lands. The plaintiff in this case seeks certification of a nationwide
class of natural gas working interest owners and natural gas royalty owners to
recover royalties that the plaintiff contends these owners should have received
had the volume and heating value of natural gas produced from their properties
been differently measured, analyzed, calculated and reported, together with
prejudgment and postjudgment interest, punitive damages, treble damages,
attorney's fees, costs and expenses, and future injunctive relief to require the
defendants to adopt allegedly appropriate gas measurement practices. No monetary
relief has been specified in this case. Plaintiffs' motion for class
certification has been argued and we are awaiting a ruling. Our costs and legal
exposure related to this lawsuit are not currently determinable.

MTBE. In compliance with the 1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act, we use
the gasoline additive, methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE), in some of our
gasoline. We also produce, buy, sell and distribute MTBE. A number of lawsuits
have been filed throughout the U.S. regarding MTBE's potential impact on water
supplies. We are currently one of several defendants in one such lawsuit in New
York. The plaintiffs seek remediation of their groundwater and prevention of
future contamination, compensatory damages for the costs of replacement water
and for diminished property values, as well as punitive damages, attorney's
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fees, court costs, and, in some cases, future medical monitoring. Our costs and
legal exposure related to this lawsuit and claims are not currently
determinable.

In addition to the above matters, we and our subsidiaries and affiliates
are named defendants in numerous lawsuits and governmental proceedings that
arise in the ordinary course of our business.

For each of our outstanding legal matters, we evaluate the merits of the
case, our exposure to the matter, possible legal or settlement strategies and
the likelihood of an unfavorable outcome. If we determine that an unfavorable
outcome is probable and can be estimated, we establish the necessary accruals.
As of
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December 31, 2002, we had approximately $1,040 million accrued for all
outstanding legal matters. Approximately $29 million of the accrual was related
to discontinued operations.

Environmental Matters

We are subject to federal, state and local laws and regulations governing
environmental quality and pollution control. These laws and regulations require
us to remove or remedy the effect on the environment of the disposal or release
of specified substances at current and former operating sites. As of December
31, 2002, we had accrued approximately $482 million, including approximately
$463 million for expected remediation costs at current and former operated sites
and associated onsite, offsite and groundwater technical studies, and
approximately $19 million for related environmental legal costs, which we
anticipate incurring through 2027.

Below is a reconciliation of our accrued liability as of December 31, 2001
to our accrued liability as of December 31, 2002:

2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Balance as O0f JanuUary L. .. ieie et teeeeeeenneeeeeeeeennns $565 $318
Additions/adjustments for remediation activities............ 2 247
Payments for remediation activities...........ooiiiiiiian. (70) (30)
Other changes, Net . ...ttt ittt ettt e ettt aeeeeeenen (15) 30
Balance as of December 3L (1) v vt it ittt et teee et $482 $565

(1) Approximately $109 million for 2002 and $97 million for 2001 of the accrual
was related to discontinued petroleum markets and coal mining operations.

In addition, we expect to make capital expenditures for environmental
matters of approximately $305 million in the aggregate for the years 2003
through 2007. These expenditures primarily relate to compliance with clean air
regulations. For 2003, we estimate that our total remediation expenditures will
be approximately $87 million, of which $3 million we estimate will be for
capital related expenditures. In addition, approximately $64 million of this
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amount will be expended under government directed clean-up plans. The remaining
$20 million will be self-directed or in connection with facility closures.

Internal PCB Remediation Project. Since 1988, TGP, our subsidiary, has
been engaged in an internal project to identify and address the presence of
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and other substances, including those on the
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) List of Hazardous Substances, at
compressor stations and other facilities it operates. While conducting this
project, TGP has been in frequent contact with federal and state regulatory
agencies, both through informal negotiation and formal entry of consent orders,
to ensure that its efforts meet regulatory requirements. TGP executed a consent
order in 1994 with the EPA, governing the remediation of the relevant compressor
stations and is working with the EPA and the relevant states regarding those
remediation activities. TGP is also working with the Pennsylvania and New York
environmental agencies regarding remediation and post-remediation activities at
the Pennsylvania and New York stations.

Kentucky PCB Project. In November 1988, the Kentucky environmental agency
filed a complaint in a Kentucky state court alleging that TGP discharged
pollutants into the waters of the state and disposed of PCBs without a permit.
The agency sought an injunction against future discharges, an order to remediate
or remove PCBs and a civil penalty. TGP entered into agreed orders with the
agency to resolve many of the issues raised in the complaint. The relevant
Kentucky compressor stations are being remediated under a 1994 consent order
with the EPA. Despite TGP's remediation efforts, the agency may raise additional
technical issues or seek additional remediation work in the future.

PCB Cost Recoveries. In May 1995, following negotiations with its
customers, TGP filed an agreement with the FERC that established a mechanism for
recovering a substantial portion of the environmental costs identified in its
internal remediation project. The agreement, which was approved by the FERC in
November 1995, provided for a PCB surcharge on firm and interruptible customers'
rates to pay for eligible costs under
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the PCB remediation project, with these surcharges to be collected over a
defined collection period. TGP has twice received approval from the FERC to
extend the collection period, which is now currently set to expire in June 2004.
The agreement also provided for bi-annual audits of eligible costs. As of
December 31, 2002, TGP has pre-collected PCB costs by approximately $115
million. The pre-collection will be reduced by future eligible costs incurred
for the remainder of the remediation project. TGP is required to the extent
actual expenditures are less than the amounts pre-collected, to refund to its
customers the unused pre-collection amount, plus carrying charges incurred up to
the date of the refunds. As of December 31, 2002, TGP has recorded a regulatory
liability (included in other non-current liabilities on our balance sheet) for
future refund obligations of approximately $55 million.

Coastal Eagle Point. From May 1999 to March 2001, our Coastal Eagle Point
0il Company received several Administrative Orders and Notices of Civil
Administrative Penalty Assessment from the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP). All of the assessments are related to alleged
noncompliance with the New Jersey Air Pollution Control Act pertaining to excess
emissions from the first quarter 1998 through the fourth quarter 2000 reported
by our Eagle Point refinery in Westville, New Jersey. The DEP has assessed
penalties totaling approximately $1.3 million for these alleged violations. The
DEP has indicated a willingness to accept a reduced penalty and a supplemental
environmental project. Our Eagle Point refinery has been granted an
administrative hearing on issues raised by the assessments. Under its global
refinery enforcement initiative, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
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referred several Clean Air Act issues to the DEP. Our Eagle Point refinery
expects to resolve these issues along with the DEP assessments. On February 24,
2003, EPA Region 2 issued a Compliance Order based on a 1999 EPA inspection of
the refinery's leak detection and repair program. Alleged violations include
failure to monitor all components, and failure to timely repair leaking
components. During an August 2000 follow-up inspection, the EPA confirmed our
Eagle Point refinery had improved implementation of the program. The Compliance
Order requires documentation of compliance with the program. Our Eagle Point
refinery has requested a conference with EPA to discuss the Order and the
alleged violations. The EPA may seek a monetary penalty.

CERCLA Matters. We have received notice that we could be designated, or
have been asked for information to determine whether we could be designated, as
a Potentially Responsible Party (PRP) with respect to 58 active sites under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) or
state equivalents. We have sought to resolve our liability as a PRP at these
sites through indemnification by third parties and settlements which provide for
payment of our allocable share of remediation costs. As of December 31, 2002, we
have estimated our share of the remediation costs at these sites to be between
$29 million and $41 million. Since the clean-up costs are estimates and are
subject to revision as more information becomes available about the extent of
remediation required, and because in some cases we have asserted a defense to
any liability, our estimates could change. Moreover, liability under the federal
CERCLA statute is joint and several, meaning that we could be required to pay in
excess of our pro rata share of remediation costs. Our understanding of the
financial strength of other PRPs has been considered, where appropriate, in
determining our estimated liabilities.

It is possible that new information or future developments could require us
to reassess our potential exposure related to environmental matters. We may
incur significant costs and liabilities in order to comply with existing
environmental laws and regulations. It is also possible that other developments,
such as increasingly strict environmental laws and regulations and claims for
damages to property, employees, other persons and the environment resulting from
our current or past operations, could result in substantial costs and
liabilities in the future. As this information becomes available, or other
relevant developments occur, we will adjust our accrual amounts accordingly.
While there are still uncertainties relating to the ultimate costs we may incur,
based upon our evaluation and experience to date, we believe our current
reserves are adequate.

Rates and Regulatory Matters

Wholesale Power Customers' Complaints. In late 2001 and early 2002,
several wholesale power customers filed complaints with the FERC against EPME
and other wholesale power marketers (a list of the complaints is included below
for which the primary customers are: Nevada Power Co. and Sierra Pacific Power
Co. (NPSP), PacifiCorp, City of Burbank, the California Public Utilities
Commission and the
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California Electricity Oversight Board (CPUC/CEOB). These customers entered into
contracts with EPME and other wholesale power suppliers for the purchase of
power to be delivered in the future. In these complaints, the customers have
asked the FERC to reform the contracts they entered into with EPME and other
wholesale power marketers on the grounds that they involve rates and terms that
are "unjust and unreasonable" or "contrary to" the public interest within the
meaning of the Federal Power Act (FPA). EPME and other respondents believe the
allegations in the complaint are without merit and have asked the FERC to
dismiss these complaints. In the NPSP matter, the ALJ issued an initial decision
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concluding that the contracts at issue should not be modified, and the
complaints should be dismissed. In the CPUC/CEOB matter, the ALJ issued a
decision finding the public interest standard applies to the contract at issue,
which finding is consistent with the initial decision of the ALJ in the NPSP
case. The CPUC/CEOB matter will be fully resolved upon finalization and approval
of the Western Energy Settlement. In the PacifiCorp matter, the ALJ issued an
initial decision concluding that the complaint filed by PacifiCorp against EPME
(and other respondents) should be dismissed with prejudice. The decisions of the
ALJs will be submitted to the FERC for its review. On March 11, 2003, the City
of Burbank matter was set for hearing.

CPUC Complaint Proceeding. In April 2000, the Public Utilities Commission
of the State of California (CPUC) filed a complaint under Section 5 of the
Natural Gas Act (NGA) with the FERC alleging that the sale of approximately 1.2
billion cubic feet per day of capacity by EPNG to EPME, both of whom are our
wholly owned subsidiaries, raised issues of market power and violation of FERC's
marketing affiliate regulations and asked that the contracts be voided. Although
the FERC held that EPNG did not violate its marketing affiliate requirements, it
established a hearing before an ALJ to address the market power issue. In the
spring and summer of 2001, two hearings were held before the ALJ to address the
market power issue and, at the request of the ALJ, the affiliate issue. In
October 2001, the ALJ issued an initial decision on the two issues, finding that
the record did not support a finding that either EPNG or EPME had exercised
market power and that accordingly the market power claims should be dismissed.
The ALJ found, however, that EPNG had violated FERC's marketing affiliate rule.
EPNG and other parties filed briefs on exceptions and briefs opposing exceptions
to the October initial decision.

Also in October 2001, the FERC's Office of Market Oversight and Enforcement
filed comments stating that the record at the hearings was inadequate to
conclude that EPNG had complied with FERC regulations in the transportation of
gas to California. In December 2001, the FERC remanded the proceeding to the ALJ
for a supplemental hearing on the availability of capacity at EPNG's California
delivery points. On September 23, 2002, the ALJ issued his initial decision,
again finding that there was no evidence that EPME had exercised market power
during the period at issue to drive up California gas prices and therefore
recommending that the complaint against EPME be dismissed. However, the ALJ
found that EPNG had withheld at least 345 MMcf/d of capacity (and perhaps as
much as 696 MMcf/d) from the California market during the period from November
1, 2000 through March 31, 2001. The ALJ found that this alleged withholding
violated EPNG's certificate obligations and was an exercise of market power that
increased the gas price to California markets. He therefore recommended that the
FERC initiate penalty procedures against EPNG. EPNG and others filed briefs on
exceptions to the initial decision on October 23, 2002; briefs opposing
exceptions were filed on November 12, 2002. This proceeding will be resolved
upon finalization and approval of the Western Energy Settlement.

Systemwide Capacity Allocation Proceeding. In July 2001, several of EPNG's
contract demand or CD customers filed a complaint against EPNG at the FERC
claiming, among other things, that EPNG's full requirements contracts or FR
contracts (contracts with no volumetric limitations) should be converted to CD
contracts, and that EPNG should be required to expand its system and give demand
charge credits to CD customers when it is unable to meet its full contract
demands. In July 2001, several of EPNG's FR customers filed a complaint alleging
that EPNG had violated the Natural Gas Act and its contractual obligations to
them by not expanding its system, at its cost, to meet their increased
requirements.

On May 31, 2002, the FERC issued an order on the complaints in which it
required that (i) FR service, for all FR customers except small volume
customers, be converted to CD service; (ii) firm customers be assigned specific
receipt point rights in lieu of their existing systemwide receipt point rights;
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(1iii) reservation charge credits be given to all firm customers for failure to
schedule confirmed volumes except in cases of force
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majeure; (iv) no new firm contracts be executed until EPNG has demonstrated
there is adequate capacity on the system; and (v) a process be implemented to
allow existing CD customers to turn back capacity for acquisition by FR
customers in which process EPNG would remain revenue neutral. These changes were
to be made effective November 1, 2002. The order also stated that the FERC
expected EPNG to file for certificate authority to add compression to Line 2000
to increase its system capacity by 320 MMcf/d without cost coverage until its
next rate case (i.e. January 1, 2006). EPNG had previously informed the FERC
that it was willing to add compression to Line 2000 provided it was assured of
rate coverage in the next rate case. On July 1, 2002, EPNG and other parties
filed for clarification and/or rehearing of the May 31 order.

On September 20, 2002, at the urging of the FR shippers, the FERC issued an
order postponing until May 1, 2003 the effective date of the FR conversions.
That order also required EPNG to allocate among FR customers (i) the 320 MMcf/d
of capacity that will be available from the addition of compression to Line
2000, and (ii) any firm capacity that expires under existing contracts between
May 31, 2002, and May 1, 2003, thereby precluding it from reselling that
capacity. In total, the September 20 order required that EPNG's FR customers pay
only their current aggregate reservation charges for existing unsubscribed
capacity, for the 230 MMcf/d of capacity made available in November 2002 by
EPNG's Line 2000 project, for the 320 MMcf/d of capacity from the addition of
compression to Line 2000, and for all capacity subject to contracts expiring
before May 1, 2003. Beginning May 1, 2003, EPNG will be required to pay
reservation charge credits when it is unable to schedule confirmed volumes
except in cases of force majeure. Until May 1, 2003, it is required to pay
partial reservation charge credits to CD customers when it is unable to schedule
95 percent of their monthly confirmed volumes except for reasons of force
majeure and provided that there is no capacity available from other supply
basins on its system.

Several pleadings have been filed in response to the September 20 order,
including rehearing requests and requests by several customers to modify the
order based on the ALJ's decision in the CPUC Complaint Proceeding discussed
above. All such pleadings remain pending before the FERC. In the interim, EPNG
is proceeding with the directives contained in the September 20 order.

On October 7, 2002, EPNG filed tariff sheets in compliance with the
September 20 order to implement a partial demand charge credit for the period
November 1, 2002 to May 31, 2003, and to allow California delivery points to be
used as secondary receipt points to the extent of its backhaul displacement
capabilities. EPNG proposed both a reservation and a usage charge for this
service. On December 26, 2002, the FERC issued an order (i) denying EPNG's
request to charge existing CD customers a reservation rate for California
receipt service for the remaining term of the settlement, i.e., through December
31, 2005; (ii) allowing EPNG to charge its maximum IT rate for the service;

(iii) approving EPNG's proposed usage rate for the service until its next rate
case; and (iv) requiring it to make a showing that capacity is available for any
new shippers utilizing this service. EPNG made a revised tariff filing on
January 10, 2003, in compliance with the December 26 order. On January 27, 2003,
EPNG filed a request for rehearing on certain aspects of the December 26 order.
That request is pending.

Rate Settlement. EPNG's current rate settlement establishes its base rates
through December 31, 2005. Under the settlement, EPNG's base rates began
escalating annually in 1998 for inflation. EPNG has the right to increase or
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decrease its base rates if changes in laws or regulations result in increased or
decreased costs in excess of $10 million a year. In addition, all of EPNG's
settling customers participate in risk sharing provisions. Under these
provisions, EPNG received cash payments in total of $295 million for a portion
of the risk EPNG assumed from capacity relinquishments by its customers
(primarily capacity turned back to it by Southern California Gas Company and
Pacific Gas and Electric Company which represented approximately one-third of
the capacity of EPNG's system) during 1996 and 1997. The cash EPNG received was
deferred, and EPNG recognizes this amount in revenues ratably over the risk
sharing period. As of December 31, 2002, EPNG had unearned risk sharing revenues
of approximately $32 million and had $13 million remaining to be collected from
customers under this provision. Amounts received for relinquished capacity sold
to customers, above certain dollar levels specified in EPNG's rate settlement,
obligate it to refund a portion of the excess to customers. Under this
provision, EPNG refunded $46 million of 2001 revenues to customers during 2001
and 2002. During 2002, EPNG established an additional refund obligation of $46
million, of which $32 million was
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refunded in 2002. The remainder will be refunded in 2003. Both the risk and
revenue sharing provisions of the rate settlement extend through 2003.

Line 2000 Project. On July 31, 2000, EPNG applied with the FERC for a
certificate of public convenience and necessity for its Line 2000 project, which
was designed to replace old compression on the system with a converted oil
pipeline, resulting in no increase in system capacity. In response to demand
conditions on its system, however, EPNG filed in March 2001 to amend its
application to convert the project to an expansion project of 230 MMcf/d. On May
7, 2001, the FERC authorized the amended Line 2000 project. EPNG placed the line
in service in November 2002 at an approximate capital cost of $185 million. The
cost of the Line 2000 conversion will not be included in EPNG's rates until its
next rate case, which will be effective on January 1, 2006.

On October 3, 2002, pursuant to the FERC's May 31 and September 20 orders
in the systemwide capacity allocation proceeding, EPNG filed with the FERC for a
certificate of public convenience and necessity to add compression to its Line
2000 project to increase the capacity of that line by an additional 320 MMcf/d
at an estimated capital cost of approximately $173 million for all phases. That
application has been protested, and remains pending. In EPNG's request for
clarification of the September 20 order, EPNG asked for assurances from the FERC
that it will be able to begin cost recovery for this project at the time its
next rate case becomes effective. That request remains pending.

Marketing Affiliate NOPR. In September 2001, the FERC issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR). The NOPR proposes to apply the standards of conduct
governing the relationship between interstate pipelines and marketing affiliates
to all energy affiliates. The proposed regulations, if adopted by the FERC,
would dictate how all our energy affiliates conduct business and interact with
our interstate pipelines. In December 2001, we filed comments with the FERC
addressing our concerns with the proposed rules. A public hearing was held on
May 21, 2002, providing an opportunity to comment further on the NOPR. Following
the conference, additional comments were filed by our pipeline subsidiaries and
others. At this time, we cannot predict the outcome of the NOPR, but adoption of
the regulations in their proposed form would, at a minimum, place additional
administrative and operational burdens on us.

Negotiated Rate NOI. In July 2002, the FERC issued a Notice of Inquiry
(NOI) that seeks comments regarding its 1996 policy of permitting pipelines to
enter into negotiated rate transactions. Several of our pipelines have entered
into these transactions over the years, and the FERC is now reviewing whether
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negotiated rates should be capped, whether or not the "recourse rate" (a
cost-of-service based rate) continues to safeguard against a pipeline exercising
market power, and other issues related to negotiated rate programs. On September
25, 2002, our pipelines and others filed comments. Reply comments were filed on
October 25, 2002. At this time, we cannot predict the outcome of this NOI.

Cash Management NOPR. On August 1, 2002, the FERC issued a NOPR requiring
that all cash management or money pool arrangements between a FERC regulated
subsidiary and a non-FERC regulated parent must be in writing, and set forth the
duties and responsibilities of cash management participants and administrators;
the methods of calculating interest and for allocating interest income and
expenses; and the restrictions on deposits or borrowings by money pool members.
The NOPR also requires specified documentation for all deposits into, borrowings
from, interest income from, and interest expenses related to, these
arrangements. Finally, the NOPR proposed that as a condition of participating in
a cash management or money pool arrangement, the FERC regulated entity maintain
a minimum proprietary capital balance of 30 percent, and the FERC regulated
entity and its parent maintain investment grade credit ratings. On August 28,
2002, comments were filed. The FERC held a public conference on September 25,
2002, to discuss the issues raised in the comments. Representatives of companies
from the gas and electric industries participated on a panel and uniformly
agreed that the proposed regulations should be revised substantially and that
the proposed capital balance and investment grade credit rating requirements
would be excessive. At this time, we cannot predict the outcome of this NOPR.

Also on August 1, 2002, the FERC's Chief Accountant issued an Accounting
Release which was effective immediately. The Accounting Release provides
guidance on how companies should account for money pool arrangements and the
types of documentation that should be maintained for these arrangements.
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However, it did not address the proposed requirements that the FERC regulated
entity maintain a minimum proprietary capital balance of 30 percent and that the
entity and its parent have investment grade credit ratings. Requests for
rehearing were filed on August 30, 2002. The FERC has not yet acted on the
rehearing requests.

Emergency Reconstruction of Interstate Natural Gas Facilities NOPR. On
January 17, 2003, FERC issued a NOPR proposing to (1) expand the scope of
construction activities authorized under a pipeline's blanket certificate to
allow replacement of mainline facilities; (2) authorize a pipeline to commence
reconstruction of the affected system without a waiting period; and (3)
authorize automatic approval of construction that would be above the normal cost
ceiling. Comments on the NOPR were filed on February 27, 2003. At this time, we
cannot predict the outcome of this rulemaking.

Pipeline Safety Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. On January 28, 2003, the
U.S. Department of Transportation issued a NOPR proposing to establish a rule
requiring pipeline operators to develop integrity management programs to
comprehensively evaluate their pipelines, and take measures to protect pipeline
segments located in what the notice refers to as "high consequence areas." The
proposed rule resulted from the enactment of the Pipeline Safety Improvement Act
of 2002, a new bill signed into law in December 2002. Our pipelines intend to
submit comments on the NOPR, which are due on or before April 30, 2003. At this
time, we cannot predict the outcome of this rulemaking.

FERC Inquiry. On February 26, 2003, we received a letter from the Office
of the Chief Accountant at the FERC requesting details of our announcement of
2003 asset sales and plans for our subsidiaries, SNG and ANR, to issue a
combined $700 million of long-term notes. The letter requested that we explain

181



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

how we intended to use the proceeds from SNG's and ANR's issuance of the notes
and if the notes will be included in the two regulated companies' capital
structure for rate-setting purposes. Our response to the FERC was filed on March
12, 2003, and we fully responded to the request.

Western Trading Strategies. EPME, our subsidiary, responded on May 22,
2002, to the FERC's May 8, 2002 request in Docket No. PA-02-2, seeking
statements of admission or denial with respect to trading strategies designed to
manipulate western power markets. EPME provided an affidavit stating that it had
not engaged in these trading strategies.

Wash Trade Inquiries. On May 21 and 22, 2002, the FERC issued data
requests in Docket PA-02-2, including requests for statements of admission or
denial with respect to so-called "wash" or "round trip" trades in western power
and gas markets. In May and June 2002, EPME responded, denying that it had
conducted any wash or round trip trades (i.e., simultaneous, prearranged trades
entered into for the purpose of artificially inflating trading volumes or
revenues, or manipulating prices).

On June 7, 2002, we received an informal inquiry from the SEC regarding the
issue of round trip trades. Although we do not believe any round trip trades
occurred, we submitted data to the SEC on July 15, 2002. On July 12, 2002, we
received a federal grand jury subpoena for documents concerning so-called round
trip or wash trades. We have complied with these requests.

Price Reporting to Indices. On October 22, 2002, the FERC issued a data
request in Docket PA-02-2 to all of the largest North American gas marketers,
including EPME, regarding price reporting of transactional data to the energy
trade press. We engaged an outside firm to investigate the matters raised in the
data request. EPME has provided information regarding its price reporting to
indices to the FERC, the Commodities Futures Trading Commission (CFTC), and to
the U.S. Attorney in response to their requests. The information provided
indicates inaccurate prices were reported to the trade publications. EPME has no
evidence that the reporting to the publications resulted in any unrepresentative
price index. On March 26,2003, we announced a settlement between EPME and CFTC
of the price reporting matter providing for the payment by EPME of a civil
monetary penalty of $20 million, $10 million of which is payable within three
years, without admitting or denying the findings made in the CFTC order
implementing the agreement.

Refunds Pricing. On August 13, 2002, the FERC issued a Notice Requesting
Comment on Method for Determining Natural Gas Prices for Purposes of Calculating
Refunds in ongoing California refund

151

proceedings dealing with sales of electric power in which some of our companies
are involved. Referencing a Staff Report also issued on August 13, 2002, the
FERC requested comments on whether it should change the method for determining
the delivered cost of natural gas in calculating the mitigated market-clearing
price in the refund proceeding and, if so, what method should be used. Comments
were filed on October 15, 2002. On December 12, 2002, the ALJ issued an Initial
Decision, setting forth preliminary calculations of amounts owed. In the
aggregate, the ALJ found that $3 billion is owed to natural gas suppliers,
offset by an aggregate refund of $1.2 billion associated with prices charged in
excess of the mitigated market clearing prices. Upon the finalization and
approval of the Western Energy Settlement, claims by many of the claimants in
this proceeding for credits against amounts due EPME will be resolved; however,
the specific amount of the adjustment is indeterminable at this time. The full
FERC 1s expected to review the decision later in 2003. We cannot predict the
final outcome of this matter.
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Australia. In June 2001, the Western Australia regulators issued a draft
rate decision at lower than expected levels for the Dampier-to-Bunbury pipeline
owned by EPIC Energy Australia Trust, in which we have a 33 percent ownership
interest and a total investment of approximately $200 million. EPIC Energy
Australia appealed a variety of issues related to the draft decision to the
Western Australia Supreme Court. The court directed the regulator to review its
position and comply with applicable regulatory law. During the fourth quarter of
2002, events in the business of Epic Energy Australia, including unanticipated
cash requirements, made it apparent that a cash equity infusion would be
required to refinance the debt of Epic Energy (WA) Nominee Pty. that matures and
is payable in full in 2003. With our fourth quarter credit downgrades by the
rating agencies and the demands on our liquidity, we concluded that we would not
contribute any further equity into our Epic Energy Western Australian
investment. As a result, we recognized an impairment of $153 million related to
our investment in Epic Energy's Dampier-to-Bunbury Pipeline.

Southwestern Bell Proceeding. We are engaged in proceedings with
Southwestern Bell involving disputes regarding our telecommunications
interconnection agreement in our metropolitan transport business. In July 2002,
we received a favorable ruling from the administrative law Jjudge in Phase 1 of
the proceedings. We anticipate a determination from the PUC of Texas on the
administrative law judge's recommendation no later than the second quarter of
2003. Despite the favorable ruling from the administrative law judge, the PUC
retains the right to affirm or reject the award and any significant rejection of
the award could negatively impact our metro transport business. An adverse
resolution to the proceeding by the PUC could have a negative impact on our
ongoing operations and prospects in this business.

FCC Triennial Review. In this proceeding, the FCC, pursuant to its
Congressional mandate, 1s reexamining the entire list of Unbundled Network
Elements (UNEs), including high capacity loops and transport and dark fiber, to
determine if any should be removed or qualified. It is possible that the FCC may
either eliminate or set more stringent offering guidelines for some of the
existing UNE's. Although EPGN has no reason to assume that dark fiber or high
capacity loops or transport may be eliminated, any ruling that seriously
impaired its ability to access these UNEs would significantly affect its current
business model. EPGN has filed comments and an order is expected by April 2003.

FCC Broadband Docket. The FCC has issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making
(NPRM) for Broadband Service and asked for general comments on a vast array of
issues. The NPRM indicates that the FCC is inclined to declare high-speed, DSL
internet access service as an information service. This would allow Incumbent
Local Exchange Carriers (ILECs) to stop leasing their DSL internet service to
third party competitors for resale to customers. ILECs have also submitted
proposals that would effectively deregulate all optical level and high-speed
copper based services. If the FCC adopted the NPRM proposal, the results would
critically affect EPGN's business. EPGN filed initial comments, in conjunction
with other CLEC's. EPGN also filed joint reply comments on July 3, 2002,
stressing both the illegality of the proposed finding and the national security
implications. Certain ILECs are advocating the position that all high capacity
copper and fiber lines should be found to be "information services", thereby
exempting them from having to lease their lines to EPGN. We have opposed such a
holding which we believe would be unlawful. A decision is expected sometime
during the first half of 2003.
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While the outcome of our outstanding legal matters, environmental matters,
and rates and regulatory matters cannot be predicted with certainty, based on
current information and our existing accruals, we do not expect the ultimate
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resolution of these matters to have a material adverse effect on our financial
position, operating results or cash flows. However, it is possible that new
information or future developments could require us to reassess our potential
exposure related to these matters. It is also possible that these matters could
impact our debt rating and credit rating. See Item 7, Management's Discussion
and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations under the
subheading Recent Developments. Further, for environmental matters, it is also
possible that other developments, such as increasingly strict environmental laws
and regulations and claims for damages to property, employees, other persons and
the environment resulting from our current or past operations, could result in
substantial costs and liabilities in the future. As new information regarding
our outstanding legal matters, environmental matters and rates and regulatory
matters becomes available, or relevant developments occur, we will review our
accruals and make any appropriate adjustments. The impact of these changes may
have a material effect on our results of operations, our financial position, and
on our cash flows in the period the event occurs.

Other Matters

LNG Time Charters. During 2001 and 2002, we contracted to charter four LNG
tankers, with an option to charter a fifth ship, to transport LNG from supply
areas to domestic and international market centers. In February 2003, following
our announced plan to minimize our involvement in the LNG business, we entered
into various agreements with the ship owners under which all four of the ship
charters and our option for chartering the fifth ship were cancelled in
consideration of payments by us totaling $24 million. On two of the ship
charters, the ship owners assumed responsibility for the charter of those
vessels, and we paid $20 million for the capital costs associated with fitting
those two ships with regasification capabilities. In connection with
transferring the chartering responsibilities back to the ship owners, we agreed
to provide letters of credit, fully collateralized by cash, equal to $120
million that could be drawn on by ship owners to cover additional capital costs
and any shortfalls in the rates at which they are able to charter the vessels
compared to the rates provided for in the original charter agreements adjusted
for capital costs we have already paid. In the event that the ship owners are
able to charter the ships at rates in excess of the original rates, as adjusted,
we will share in the benefits. We also retained rights to charter some of the
vessels for use in our future LNG activities. In connection with these
transactions, our future exposure to the ship arrangements is limited to $120
million.

Enron Bankruptcy. In December 2001, Enron Corp. and a number of its
subsidiaries, including Enron North America Corp. and Enron Power Marketing,
Inc., (EPMI) filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection in the United States

Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York. We had contracts with
Enron North America, Enron Power Marketing and other Enron subsidiaries for,
among other things, the transportation of natural gas and NGL and the trading of
physical natural gas, power, petroleum and financial derivatives.

Our Merchant Energy positions are governed under a master International
Swap Dealers Association, Inc. agreement, various master natural gas agreements,
a master power purchase and sale agreement, and other commodity agreements. We
terminated most of these trading-related contracts, which we believe was proper
and in accordance with the terms of these contracts. In October 2002, we filed
proofs of claim for our domestic trading positions against Enron trading
entities in an amount totaling approximately $318 million. Also in October 2002,
our European trading business asserted $20 million in claims against Enron
Capital and Trade Resources Limited which is subject to proceedings in the
United Kingdom. After considering the cash margins Enron has deposited with us
as well as the reserves we have established, our overall Merchant Energy
exposure to Enron is $29 million, which is classified as current accounts and
notes receivable. We believe this amount is reasonable based on offers received
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to purchase the claims.

In February 2003, Merchant Energy received a letter from EPMI demanding
payment under a March 2001 Power Purchase and Sale Agreement (Agreement) of
approximately $46 million. Merchant Energy responded to the February 2003 demand
letter denying that any sums were due EPMI under the Agreement. In addition,
EPMI has now made demand on us for this sum based on an August 2, 2001 guaranty
agreement. EPMI has now filed a lawsuit against Merchant Energy and El Paso in
the United States
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Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York seeking to collect these
sums. We have denied liability.

In addition, various Enron subsidiaries had transportation contracts on
several of our pipeline systems. Most of these transportation contracts have now
been rejected, and our pipeline subsidiaries have filed proofs of claim totaling
approximately $137 million. EPNG filed the largest proof of claim in the amount
of approximately $128 million, which included $18 million for amounts due for
services provided through the date the contracts were rejected and $110 million
for damage claims arising from the rejection of its transportation contracts.
The September 20 order in the EPNG capacity allocation proceeding discussed in
Rates and Regulatory Matters above prohibits EPNG from remarketing Enron
capacity that was not remarketed prior to May 31, 2002. EPNG has sought
rehearing of the September 20 order. We have fully reserved for the amounts due
through the date the contracts were rejected, and we have not recognized any
amounts under these contracts since the rejection date.

As a result of current circumstances surrounding the energy sector, the
creditworthiness of several industry participants has been called into question.
We have taken actions to mitigate our exposure to these participants; however,
should several industry participants file for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection
and contracts with our various subsidiaries are not assumed by other
counterparties, it could have a material adverse effect on our financial
position, operating results or cash flows.

Broadwing Arbitration. In June 2000, El1 Paso Global Networks (EPGN),
formerly known as El1 Paso Communications Company, entered into an agreement with
Broadwing Communications Services (Broadwing) to construct and maintain a fiber
optic telecommunications system from Houston, Texas to Los Angeles, California.
In May 2002, EPGN terminated its agreements with Broadwing due to Broadwing's
failure to meet its contractual obligations. Broadwing disputed EPGN's right to
terminate the agreements. Subsequently, EPGN filed a demand for arbitration and
named its arbitrator. We have also sought and obtained injunctive relief to
require Broadwing to perform maintenance activity and prohibit it from removing
materials or equipment purchased for the project. If it is determined that we
properly terminated the contract, Broadwing is required to return all money paid
by us which is $62 million and transfer all of the work completed to date free
and clear of any liens. The arbitration is scheduled for the fourth quarter of
2003. In the fourth quarter of 2002, we wrote down the value of this long-haul
route by $4 million, leaving a total investment of $104 million.

Economic Conditions of Brazil. We have investments in power, pipeline and
production projects in Brazil, including an investment in Gemstone, with an
aggregate exposure, including financial guarantees, of approximately $1.8
billion. During 2002, Brazil experienced a significant decline in its financial
markets due largely to concerns over the refinancing of Brazil's foreign debt
and the presidential elections which were completed in late October 2002. These
concerns have contributed to higher interest rates on local debt for the
government and private sectors, have significantly decreased the availability of
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funds from lenders outside of Brazil and have decreased the amount of foreign
investment in the country. These factors have contributed to a downgrade of
Brazil's foreign currency debt rating and a 52 percent devaluation of the local
currency against the U.S. dollar during 2002. These developments are likely to
delay the implementation of project financings underway in Brazil. The
International Monetary Fund announced in the fourth quarter a $30 billion loan
package for Brazil; however, the release of the majority of the money will
depend on Brazil committing to specified fiscal targets in 2003. In addition,
Brazil's newly elected President may impose changes affecting our business,
including imposing tariff controls on electricity and fuels. We currently
believe that the economic difficulties in Brazil will not have a material
adverse effect on our investment in the country, but we continue to monitor the
economic situation and any potential changes in governmental policy. Future
developments in Brazil could cause us to reassess our exposure.

Gemstone, our affiliate, owns a 60 percent interest in a 484 MW gas-fired
power project, known as the Araucaria project, located near Curitiba, Brazil.
Our investment in the Araucaria project was $176 million at December 31, 2002.
The project company in which we have an ownership interest has a 20 year power
purchase agreement (PPA) with Copel, a regional utility. Copel is approximately
60 percent owned by the State of Parana. After the recent elections in Brazil,
the new Governor of the State of Parana publicly
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characterized the Araucaria project as unfavorable to Copel and the State of
Parana and promised a full review of the transaction. Subsequent to this
announcement, Copel informed us that they will not pay capacity payments due
under the PPA pending that review. Previous payments made under the PPA were
made with a reservation of rights with respect to the enforceability of the
contract. We are meeting with the government as well as new management at Copel
to discuss Copel's obligations under the power purchase agreement. If we are
unable to come to a satisfactory resolution of the current issues under the PPA,
we may be required to initiate enforcement of our remedies under the contract,
including filing an arbitration proceeding under the International Chamber of
Commerce rules in Paris. If we do not prevail in that proceeding, or are not
otherwise able to enforce our remedies under the contract, we could be required
to impair our investment in the project. Our losses would be limited to our
investment.

Meizhou Wan Power Project. We own a 25 percent equity interest in a 734
MW, coal-fired power generating project, Meizhou Wan Generating, located in
Fuzhou, People's Republic of China. Our investment in the project was $56
million at December 31, 2002, and we have also issued $34 million in guarantees
and letters of credit for equity support and debt service reserves for the
project. The project debt is collateralized only by the project's assets and is
non-recourse to us. The project declared that it was ready for commercial
operations in August 2001; however, the provincial government, who also buys all
power generated from the project, has not accepted the project for commercial
operations. In October 2002, we reached an interim agreement to allow the plant
to operate and sell power at reduced rates until March 2003 while a long-term
resolution to existing and past contract terms is negotiated. The price the
project receives from the sale of power in the interim agreement is expected to
be sufficient to provide for the operating costs and debt service of the
project, but does not provide for a return on investment to the project's
owners. If the project is unable to reach a long-term agreement with the
provincial government, with higher rates than in the interim agreement, we could
be required to impair our investment in the project, since cash flows from the
project would not be sufficient to provide us with a return of our investment,
and we may incur additional losses if our guarantees and letters of credit are
called upon. Our losses are limited to the extent of our investment, guarantees
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and letters of credit. At December 31, 2002, we impaired $7 million of our
goodwill related to our investment in this project.

Milford Power Project. We own a 25 percent direct equity interest in a 540
MW power plant construction project located in Milford, Connecticut. Chaparral,
our affiliate, owns an additional 70 percent interest in this project. The
project has been financed through equity contributions, construction financing
from lenders that is recourse only to the project and through a construction
management services agreement that we funded. This project has experienced
significant construction delays, primarily associated with technological
difficulties with its turbines including the inability to operate on both gas
and fuel oil or to operate at its designed capacity as specified in the
construction contract. In October 2001, we entered into a construction
management services agreement providing additional funding through October 1,
2002. The construction contractor failed to complete construction of the plant
prior to October 1, 2002, in accordance with the terms and specifications of the
construction contract. As a result, the project was in default under its
construction lending agreement. On October 25, 2002, we entered into a
standstill agreement with the construction lending banks that expired on
December 2, 2002. We will continue negotiating with the contractor and with the
lending banks to attempt to reach agreements on contract disputes, including
resolution of liquidated damages that are due to the project under the terms of
the construction contract and for successful completion of plant construction.
On March 4, 2003, we provided a notice to Milford declaring an event of default
under the fuel supply agreement between us and Milford due to non-payment by
Milford. On March 6, 2003, Milford received a notice from its lenders stating
that the lenders intended to commence foreclosure on the project in accordance
with the lending agreement within 30 days. As a result of the default under the
construction lending agreement, we evaluated our investment and recorded an
impairment charge of $17 million while Chaparral recorded an impairment charge
of $44 million in the fourth quarter of 2002. At December 31, 2002, our direct
investment in the project was $67 million of loans to Milford under a
construction management services agreement. We have also provided a guarantee of
$8 million to fund a debt service account for Milford. We may be required to
fund the account should the facility not be financially able to do so within two
years from its commercial operations date. If we are unable to reach a
negotiated settlement of the disputes with the lending banks, the banks may have
the right to accelerate the construction
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loan and foreclose on the project which may result in an impairment of our
construction loans, including the guaranteed amount in the project. If this
occurred, we could record an impairment charge of up to $75 million.

Berkshire Power Project. We own a 25 percent direct equity interest in a
261 MW power plant located in Massachusetts. Chaparral, our affiliate, owns an
additional 31.4 percent interest in this project. The construction contractor
failed to deliver a plant capable of operating on both gas and fuel oil, or
capable of operating at its designed capacity. Berkshire is negotiating with the
contractor with respect to its failure to deliver the project in accordance with
guaranteed specifications, including fuel oil firing capability. During the
third quarter of 2002, the project lenders asserted that Berkshire was in
default on its loan agreement. Berkshire is in the process of negotiating with
its lenders to resolve disputed contract terms. Failure to reach a satisfactory
resolution in these matters could have a material adverse effect on the value of
our investment in the project. At December 31, 2002, our direct investment in
Berkshire was $20 million, including receivables of $16 million under a
subordinated fuel agreement, and Chaparral's investment was $1 million. We
continue to discuss settlement opportunities with our construction contractor.
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PPN Power Project. Our subsidiary owns a 26 percent minority equity
interest in a 325 MW dual fuel (naphtha and natural gas) fired generating plant
located in Tamil Nadu Province, India. The project achieved commercial
operations in April 2001 and obtained dual fuel capability in September 2002.
The project sells power to the Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB). The TNEB has
paid for power at a rate lower than the rate called for in the power purchase
agreement and at December 31, 2002 the project had overdue receivables of $36
million. The TNEB has requested an increase in the rates that it is permitted to
charge customers within its service territory in order to provide revenues
sufficient to make payments owed to us. Amounts currently being paid are
sufficient to cover debt service and normal operating expenses but are
insufficient to cover maintenance and a return on equity. If the project is
unable to reach a long-term agreement with the TNEB to collect rates higher than
those currently being paid, the project may incur losses as the plant continues
to operate. Recent events have also made the possibility of long term operations
on natural gas less likely which has the effect of increasing the operating cost
of the project because the use of naphtha makes electric generation more
expensive on a per kilowatt hour basis. At December 31, 2002, we impaired all of
our investment in this project, which totaled $41 million.

Cases

The California cases discussed above are five filed in the Superior Court of Los
Angeles County (Continental Forge Company, et al v. Southern California Gas
Company, et al, filed September 25, 2000*; Berg v. Southern California Gas
Company, et al, filed December 18, 2000*; County of Los Angeles v. Southern
California Gas Company, et al, filed January 8, 2002*; The City of Los Angeles,
et al v. Southern California Gas Company, et al and The City of Long Beach, et
al v. Southern California Gas Company, et al, both filed March 20, 2001*); two
filed in the Superior Court of San Diego County (John W.H.K. Phillip v. El Paso
Merchant Energy; and John Phillip v. El Paso Merchant Energy, both filed
December 13, 2000*); and two filed in the Superior Court of San Francisco

County (Sweetie's et al v. El Paso Corporation, et al, filed March 22, 2001*; and
California Dairies, Inc., et al v. El Paso Corporation, et al, filed May 21,
2001); and one filed in the Superior Court of the State of California, County of
Alameda (Dry Creek Corporation v. El Paso Natural Gas Company, et al, filed
December 10, 2001*); and five filed in the Superior Court of Los Angeles

County (The City of San Bernardino v. Southern California Gas Company, et al; The
City of Vernon v. Southern California Gas Company; The City of Upland v.
Southern California Gas Company, et al; Edgington 0Oil Company v. Southern
California Gas Company, et al; World 0Oil Corporation, et al. v. Southern
California Gas Company, et al, filed December 27, 2002*). The two long-term
power contract lawsuits are James M. Millar v. Allegheny Energy Supply Company,
et al. filed May 13, 2002 in the Superior Court, San Francisco County,
California and Tom McClintock et al. v. Vikram Budhrajaetal filed May 1, 2002 in
the Superior Court, Los Angeles County, California. The cases referenced in
Other Energy Market Lawsuits are: The State of Nevada, et al. v. El Paso
Corporation, El Paso Natural Gas Company, El Paso Merchant Energy Company, et
al. filed November 2002 in the District Court for Clark County, Nevada*; Sharon
Lynn

*Cases to be dismissed upon finalization and approval of the Western Energy
Settlement.
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Lodewick v. Dynegy, Inc. et al. filed December 16, 2002 in the Circuit

Court for the County of Multnomah, State of Oregon; Nick A. Symonds v. Dynegy,
Inc. et al. filed December 20, 2002 in the United States District Court for the
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Western District of Washington, Seattle; Henry W. Perlman, et al. v. San Diego
Gas & Electric et al. filed December 2002, in the United States District Court,
Southern District of New York. State of Arizona v El Paso Corporation, El1 Paso
Natural Gas Company, El Paso Merchant Energy Company, et al. filed March 10,
2003 in the Superior Court, Maricopa County, Arizona.

The purported shareholder class actions filed in the U.S. District Court
for the Southern District of Texas, Houston Division, are: Marvin Goldfarb, et
al v. E1 Paso Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine,
filed July 18, 2002; Residuary Estate Mollie Nussbacher, Adele Brody Life
Tenant, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise, and H. Brent Austin, filed
July 25, 2002; George S. Johnson, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise,
and H. Brent Austin, filed July 29, 2002; Renneck Wilson, et al v. El Paso
Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine, filed August
1, 2002; and Sandra Joan Malin Revocable Trust, et al v. El Paso Corporation,
William Wise, H. Brent Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine, filed August 1, 2002; Lee
S. Shalov, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent Austin, and
Rodney D. Erskine, filed August 15, 2002; Paul C. Scott, et al v. El Paso
Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine, filed August
22, 2002; Brenda Greenblatt, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise, H.
Brent Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine, filed August 23, 2002; Stefanie Beck, et al
v. El1 Paso Corporation, William Wise, and H. Brent Austin, filed August 23,
2002; J. Wayne Knowles, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent
Austin, and Rodney D. Erskine, filed September 13, 2002; The Ezra Charitable
Trust, et al v. El Paso Corporation, William Wise, Rodney D. Erskine and H.
Brent Austin, filed October 4, 2002. The purported shareholder action filed in
the Southern District of New York is IRA F.B.O. Michael Conner et al v. El Paso
Corporation, William Wise, H. Brent Austin, Jeffrey Beason, Ralph Eads, D.
Dwight Scott, Credit Suisse First Boston, J.P. Morgan Securities, filed October
25, 2002.

The shareholder derivative actions filed in Houston are Grunet Realty Corp.
v. William A. Wise, Byron Allumbaugh, John Bissell, Juan Carlos Braniff, James
Gibbons, Anthony Hall Jr., Ronald Kuehn Jr., J. Carleton MacNeil Jr., Thomas
McDade, Malcolm Wallop, Joe Wyatt and Dwight Scott, filed August 22, 2002. John
Gebhart v. Byron Allumbaugh, John Bissell, Juan Carlos Braniff, James Gibbons,
Anthony Hall Jr., Ronald Kuehn Jr., J. Carleton MacNeil Jr., Thomas McDade,
Malcolm Wallop, Joe Wyatt and William Wise, filed March 2002; Marilyn Clark v.
El Paso Natural Gas, El Paso Merchant Energy, Byron Allumbaugh, John Bissell,
Juan Carlos Braniff, James Gibbons, Anthony Hall Jr., Ronald Kuehn, Jr., J.
Carleton MacNeil, Jr., Thomas McDade, Malcolm Wallop, Joe Wyatt and William Wise
filed in November 2002. The shareholder derivative lawsuit filed in Delaware is
Stephen Brudno et al v. William A. Wise et al filed in October 2002.

The customer complaints filed at the FERC against EPME and other wholesale
power marketers are: Nevada Power Company and Sierra pacific Power Company vs.
El Paso Merchant Energy, L.P.; California Public Utilities Commission vs.
Sellers of Long-Term Contracts to the California Department of Water and
California Electricity Oversight Board vs. PacifiCorp vs. El Paso Merchant
Energy, L.P., and City of Burbank, California vs. Calpine Energy Services, L.P.,
Duke Energy Trading and Marketing, LLC, El Paso Merchant Energy.

The ERISA Class Action Suit is William H. Lewis III v. El Paso Corporation,
H. Brent Austin and unknown fiduciary defendants 1-100.

Commitments and Purchase Obligations

Operating Leases. We maintain operating leases in the ordinary course of
our business activities. These leases include those for office space and
operating facilities and office and operating equipment, and the terms of the
agreements vary from 2003 until 2053. As of December 31, 2002, our total
commitments under operating leases were approximately $844 million, including
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$235 million related to our discontinued petroleum markets operations.
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Under several of our leases, we have provided residual value guarantees to
the lessor. For the total outstanding residual value guarantees on our operating
leases at December 31, 2002, see Residual Value Guarantees below.

Minimum annual rental commitments at December 31, 2002, were as follows:

YEAR ENDING
DECEMBER 31, OPERATING LEASES

(IN MILLIONS)

200 $174
2004 . e e e e e e ettt et e e e e e e 147
2005 . it e e e e e e e e ettt e e e e e 113
2006 .t et e e e et ettt e e e 89
2 56
Thereafter . i it it e e e e e e e e et e et et 265

1 = (0 $844

(1) Includes operating lease commitments associated with our discontinued
operations as follows: $81 million in 2003, $58 million in 2004, $28 million
in 2005, $16 million in 2006, $6 million in 2007 and $46 million thereafter.

Aggregate minimum commitments have not been reduced by minimum sublease
rentals of approximately $13 million due in the future under noncancelable
subleases.

Rental expense on our operating leases for the years ended December 31,
2002, 2001 and 2000 was $146 million, $94 million, and $168 million (in our
discontinued operations, this expense was $50 million in 2002, $53 million in
2001, and $30 million in 2000).

Guarantees. We are involved in various joint ventures and other ownership
arrangements that sometimes require additional financial support that results in
the issuance of financial and performance guarantees. In a financial guarantee,
we are obligated to make payments if the guaranteed party fails to make payments
under, or violates the terms of, the financial arrangement. In a performance
guarantee, we provide assurance that the guaranteed party will execute on the
terms of the contract. If they do not, we are required to perform on their
behalf. For example, if the guaranteed party is required to deliver natural gas
to a third party and then fails to do so, we would be required to either deliver
that natural gas or make payments to the third party equal to the difference
between the contract price and the market value of the natural gas.

As of December 31, 2002, we had approximately $2.5 billion of both
financial and performance guarantees outstanding, including $63 million of
guarantees related to our petroleum markets discontinued operations. Of this
amount, approximately $1.0 billion relates to our Chaparral investment and $950
million relates to our Gemstone investment. The remaining $558 million relates
to other global power equity investments, including some of the projects under
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Chaparral and Gemstone, pipeline activities, and petroleum activities (included
as discontinued operations).

Residual Value Guarantees. Under two of our operating leases, we have
provided residual value guarantees to the lessor. Under these guarantees, we can
either choose to purchase the asset at the end of the lease term for a specified
amount, which is typically equal to the outstanding loan amounts owed by the
lessor, or we can choose to assist in the sale of the leased asset to a third
party. Should the asset not be sold for a price that equals or exceeds the
amount of the guarantee, we would be obligated for the shortfall. The levels of
our residual value guarantees range from 86.2 percent to 89.9 percent of the
original cost of the leased assets. Accounting for these residual value
guarantees will be impacted effective July 1, 2003, by our adoption of the new
accounting rules on consolidations. For a discussion of the accounting impact of
these new rules, see Note 1.
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As of December 31, 2002, we had purchase options and residual value
guarantees associated with operating leases for the following assets:

PURCHASE RESIDUAL VALUE LEASE
ASSET DESCRIPTION OPTION GUARANTEE EXPIRATION

(IN MILLIONS)

Lakeside Technology Center telecommunications
= e T $275 $237 2006
Facility at Aruba refinery(l).........cuiiiiieeennnn. 370 333 2006

(1) Associated with our discontinued operations (see Note 10).

Other Commercial Commitments. We have various other commercial commitments
and purchase obligations. At December 31, 2002, we had firm commitments under
transportation and storage capacity contracts of $1.4 billion, commodity
purchase commitments of $36 million that are not part of our trading activities
and other purchase and capital commitments (including maintenance, engineering,
procurement and construction contracts) of $825 million (including $29 million
related to our discontinued petroleum markets operations).

21. RETIREMENT BENEFITS
Pension Benefits

We maintain a defined benefit pension plan that covers substantially all of
our U.S. employees and provides benefits under a cash balance formula. Employees
who were participating in El Paso's defined benefit pension plan on December 31,
1996 receive the greater of cash balance benefits or prior plan benefits accrued
through December 31, 2001. Effective January 1, 2000, Sonat's pension plan was
merged into our pension plan. Sonat employees who were participants in the Sonat
pension plan on December 31, 1999 receive the greater of cash balance benefits
or the Sonat plan benefits accrued through December 31, 2004.

Prior to our merger with Coastal, Coastal provided non-contributory pension

plans covering substantially all of its U.S. employees. On April 1, 2001,
Coastal's primary plan was merged into our existing plan. Coastal employees who
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were participants in Coastal's primary plan on March 31, 2001 receive the
greater of cash balance benefits or the Coastal plan benefits accrued through
March 31, 2006.

Following our mergers with Coastal and Sonat, we offered an early
retirement incentive program for eligible employees of these organizations.
These programs offered enhanced pension benefits to individuals who elected
early retirement. Charges incurred in connection with the Sonat program were $8
million and those in connection with the Coastal program were $152 million.

Separate plans were provided to employees of our coal and convenience store
operations. We also participate in one multi-employer pension plan for the
benefit of our employees who are union members. Our contributions to this plan
were not material for 2002 or 2001.

Retirement Savings Plan

We maintain a defined contribution plan covering all of our U.S. employees.
Prior to May 1, 2002, we matched 75 percent of participant basic contributions
up to 6 percent, with the matching contribution being made to the plan's stock
fund which participants could diversify at any time. After May 1, 2002, the plan
was amended to allow for company matching contributions to be invested in the
same manner as that of participant contributions. Effective March 1, 2003, we
suspended the matching contribution. Amounts expensed under this plan were
approximately $28 million, $30 million and $35 million for the years ended
December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000.

Other Postretirement Benefits

We provide postretirement medical benefits for Coastal Coal and closed
groups of retired employees of EPNG, El Paso Tennessee, Sonat, and Coastal, and
limited postretirement life insurance benefits for current and retired
employees. As of January 31, 2003, the sale of the Coastal Coal operations were
completed. As a
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result of the sale, Coastal Coal is now a closed group of retired employees. See
Note 9 for a further discussion of this matter. Other postretirement employee
benefits (OPEB) are prefunded to the extent such costs are recoverable through
rates. To the extent actual OPEB costs for TGP, EPNG or SNG differ from the
amounts recovered in rates, a regulatory asset or liability is recorded.

Medical benefits for these closed groups of retirees may be subject to
deductibles, co-payment provisions, and other limitations and dollar caps on the
amount of employer costs. We reserve the right to change these benefits.

The following table details our projected benefit obligation, accumulated
benefit obligation, fair value of plan assets as of September 30 and related
balance sheet accounts as of December 31:

PRIMARY OTHER
PENSION PLAN PENSION PLANS
2002 2001 2002 2001

(IN MILLIONS)

Projected benefit obligation.......c..i ittt eeeennnnnn $1,911 $1,831 $177 $135
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Accumulated benefit obligation...........iiiiiiiiiennnnn. 1,857 1,773 167 124
Fair value of plan assets. ...ttt ittt ettenneneenns 1,984 2,380 87 99
Accrued benefit liability......i ittt teeeeeeennnnns - - 75 61
Prepaid benefit COST ...ttt ittt e ettt e e 898 793 - 28
Accumulated other comprehensive 10SS.......iuiiiieeeeennnnns - - 55 -
Intangible assSel . vttt ittt ettt ettt ettt e - - 1 -
We recorded a loss on our other pension plans as other comprehensive loss,
because the accumulated benefit obligation exceeded the fair value of plan
assets for each of those plans as of September 30, 2002. Included in other
pension plans as of September 30, 2001 are two pension plans whose accumulated
benefit obligation exceeded the fair value of plan assets. The projected benefit
obligation, accumulated benefit obligation, and accrued benefit liability
associated with these plans were $51 million, $47 million and $61 million at
September 30, 2001.
The following table sets forth the change in benefit obligation, change in
plan assets, reconciliation of funded status and components of net periodic
benefit cost for pension benefits and other postretirement benefits. Our
benefits are presented and computed as of and for the twelve months ended
September 30.
POSTRETIREMENT
PENSION BENEFITS BENEFITS
2002 2001 2002 2001
(IN MILLIONS)
Change in benefit obligation
Benefit obligation at beginning of period................. $1,966 $1,680 $ 560 $ 570
ST V= 1 33 30 1 1
Interest COSt .ttt ittt it i e i ettt it i 135 117 38 42
Participant contributions.......... i ennnnns - - 20 17
Plan amendment S . v vttt ittt e et et et et et et et e e e —— 4 —— (12)
Settlements, curtailments and special termination
1D o 1 i - 137 - 17
Actuarial (gain) OF 1OSS .t iiii ettt eeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeanns 129 135 17 (14)
Benefits paid. ...ttt ittt et e e e e e e e e e (175) (137) (78) (61)
Benefit obligation at end of period...... ... $2,088 $1,966 $ 558 $ 560
160
POSTRETIREMENT
PENSION BENEFITS BENEFITS
2002 2001 2002 2001
(IN MILLIONS)
Change in plan assets
Fair value of plan assets at beginning of period.......... $2,479 $3,190 S 168 $ 188
Actual return on plan asSetS. ...ttt i ittt tnneneeeeeannn (246) (581) (14) (30)
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Employer contributions
Participant contributions

Benefits paid. ...ttt ittt e
Fair value of plan assets at end of period.........
Reconciliation of funded status

Funded status at end of period.....................
Fourth quarter contributions and income............

Unrecognized net actuarial loss (gain) (1)

Unrecognized net transition obligation.............

Unrecognized prior service cost

Form 8-K

Prepaid

(1)

year ended December 31,

(accrued)

Our unrecognized net actuarial loss as of September 30,
was primarily the result of a decrease in the

2002,

benefit cost at December 31,

....... 14 7 68 54
....... -— -= 20 17
....... (175) (137) (78) (61)
....... $2,072 $2,479 S 164 $ 168
....... S (1l6) $ 513 $(394) $(392)
....... 4 37 17 11
................. 921 252 25 (15)
....... (1) (9) 23 31
....... (30) (32) (8) (9)
............ S 878 $ 76l $(337) $(374)
2002, and for the

discount rate used in the actuarial calculation and lower actual returns on

plan assets compared to our expected return during 2002.

We recognize the

difference between the actual return and our expected return over a three
year period as permitted by SFAS No.

87.

The current liability portion of the postretirement benefits was $35

million as of December 31,

assumptions differed,

Benefit cost for the plans includes the
following components

Service cost
Interest cost
Expected return
Amortization of
Amortization of

obligation...

Amortization of
Settlements,

Net benefit cost

The following table details the weighted average assumptions we

curtailment,
termination benefits

on plan assets
net actuarial gain.....
transition

prior service cost
and special

(income)

2002 and $46 million as of December 31,
obligations are based upon actuarial estimates as described below.
average rates have been presented.

2001. Benefit
Where these

PENSION BENEFITS

POSTRETIREMENT BENEFITS

2002 2001 2000 2002 2001 2000
(IN MILLIONS)

$ 33 $ 35 $ 38 S 2 S S 3
135 134 121 38 42 43
(260) (311) (277) (9) (10) (8)
- (41) (30) (1) (2) (2)
(6) (6) (6) 8 8 13

(3) (2) (3) (1) (1) -

- 137 - - 65 -
$(101) S (54) $(157) $37 $103 $49

used for

our pension and other postretirement plans for 2002 and 2001:
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POSTRETIREMENT
PENSION BENEFITS BENEFITS
2002 2001 2002 2001
Discount rate......o.uiii ittt nnnnnens 6.75% 7.25% 6.75% 7.25%
Expected return on plan assetsS.....oeeeeeeennnen.. 8.80% 10.00% 7.50% 7.50%
Rate of compensation increase...........cceeeee... 4.00% 4.50% N/A N/A
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Actuarial estimates for our postretirement benefits plans assumed a
weighted average annual rate of increase in the per capita costs of covered
health care benefits of 11.0 percent in 2002, gradually decreasing to 5.5
percent by the year 2008.

Assumed health care cost trends have a significant effect on the amounts

reported for other postretirement benefit plans. A one-percentage point change
in assumed health care cost trends would have the following effects:

One Percentage Point Increase

Aggregate of Service Cost and Interest Cost............... S 1 $ 1

Accumulated Postretirement Benefit Obligation............. $ 20 $ 22
One Percentage Point Decrease

Aggregate of Service Cost and Interest Cost............... S (1) S (1)

Accumulated Postretirement Benefit Obligation............. $(19) $(21)

22. CAPITAL STOCK
Common Stock

In May 2002, we increased our authorized capitalization to 1.5 billion
shares of common equity. In June 2002, we issued approximately 51.8 million
additional shares of common stock for approximately $1 billion, net of issuance
costs of approximately $31 million.

In December 2001, we issued 20.3 million shares of common stock for
approximately $863 million (net of issuance costs).

Equity Security Units

In June 2002, we issued 11.5 million, 9% equity security units. Equity
security units consist of two securities: i) a purchase contract on which we pay
quarterly contract adjustment payments at an annual rate of 2.86% and that
requires its holder to buy El Paso common stock to be settled on August 16,
2005, and ii) a senior note due August 16, 2007, with a principal amount of $50
per unit, and on which we pay quarterly interest payments at an annual rate of
6.14% beginning August 16, 2002. The senior notes we issued had a total
principal value of $575 million and are pledged to secure the holders'
obligation to purchase shares of our common stock under the purchase contracts.

When the purchase contracts are settled in 2005, we will issue E1l Paso
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common stock. At that time, the proceeds will be allocated between common stock
and additional paid-in capital. The number of common shares issued will depend
on the prior consecutive 20-trading day average closing price of our common
stock determined on the third trading day immediately prior to the stock
purchase date. We will issue a minimum of approximately 24 million shares and up
to a maximum of 28.8 million shares on the settlement date, depending on our
average stock price. We recorded approximately $43 million of other non-current
liabilities to reflect the present value of the quarterly contract adjustment
payments that we are required to make on these units at an annual rate of 2.86%
of the stated amount of $50 per purchase contract with an offsetting reduction
in additional paid-in capital. The quarterly contract adjustment payments are
allocated between the liability recognized at the date of issuance and
additional paid-in capital based on a constant rate over the term of the
purchase contracts. Fees and expenses incurred in connection with the equity
security units offering were allocated between the senior notes and the purchase
contracts based on their respective fair values on the issuance date. The amount
allocated to the senior notes is recognized as interest expense over the term of
the senior notes. The amount allocated to the purchase contracts is recorded as
additional paid-in capital.

FELINE PRIDES (SM)

In August 2002, we issued 12,184,444 shares of common stock to satisfy
purchase contract obligations under our FELINE PRIDES (SM) program. In return for
the issuance of stock, we received approximately
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$25 million in cash from the maturity of a zero coupon bond and the return of
$435 million of our existing 6.625% senior debentures due August 2004, that were
issued in 1999. The zero coupon bond and the senior debentures had been held as
collateral for the purchase contract obligations. The $25 million received from
the maturity of the zero coupon bond was used to retire additional senior
debentures. Total debt reduction from the issuance of the common stock was
approximately $460 million.

Preferred Stock

As part of our balance sheet enhancement plan announced in December 2001,
we completed amendments to our Chaparral and Gemstone agreements in 2002 which
eliminated the Series B Mandatorily Convertible Single Reset Preferred Stock
issued in connection with the Chaparral third party notes, and eliminated all of
the Series C Mandatorily Convertible Single Reset Preferred Stock issued in
connection with the Gemstone third party notes.

Dividend

On February 5, 2003, we declared a quarterly dividend of $0.04 per share on
our common stock, payable on April 7, 2003, to stockholders of record on March
7, 2003. Also, during the year ended December 31, 2002, El1 Paso Tennessee
Pipeline Co., our subsidiary, paid dividends of $25 million on our Series A
cumulative preferred stock, which is 8 1/4% per annum (2.0625% per quarter).

23. STOCK-BASED COMPENSATION

We grant stock awards under various stock option plans. We account for our
stock option plans using Accounting Principles Board Opinion No. 25 and its
related interpretations. Under our employee plans, we may issue incentive stock
options on our common stock (intended to qualify under Section 422 of the
Internal Revenue Code), non-qualified stock options, restricted stock, stock
appreciation rights (SARs), phantom stock options, and performance units. Under
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our non-employee director plans, we may issue non-qualified stock options and
deferred shares of common stock. We have reserved approximately 69 million
shares of common stock for existing and future stock awards. As of December 31,
2002, approximately 24 million shares remained unissued.

Non-qualified Stock Options

We granted non-qualified stock options to our employees in 2002, 2001, and
2000. Our stock options have contractual terms of 10 years and generally vest
after completion of one to five years of continuous employment from the grant
date. We also granted options to non-employee members of the Board of Directors
at fair market value on the grant date that are exercisable immediately except
in special circumstances. A summary of our stock options and stock options
outstanding as of December 31, 2002, 2001, and 2000 is presented below:

STOCK OPTIONS

2002 2001 20
WEIGHTED WEIGHTED
# SHARES OF AVERAGE # SHARES OF AVERAGE # SHARES OF
UNDERLYING EXERCISE UNDERLYING EXERCISE UNDERLYING
OPTIONS PRICES OPTIONS PRICES OPTIONS
Outstanding at beginning of the
DTS 44,822,146 $50.02 19,664,151 $34.43 22,511,704
Granted. ......oiiiiiiiiiiennn. 3,435,138 $35.41 28,327,468 $60.19 1,065,110
Exercised....... ... (310,611) $22.44 (1,396,409) $25.88 (3,648,752)
Forfeited........ ... . (4,738,299) $51.83 (1,773,064) $58.00 (263,911)
Outstanding at end of year........ 43,208,374 $49.18 44,822,146 $50.02 19,664,151
Exercisable at end of year........ 25,493,152 $43.00 14,357,245 $33.58 12,431,102
163
OPTIONS OUTSTANDING OPTIONS EXER
NUMBER WEIGHTED AVERAGE WEIGHTED NUMBER
RANGE OF OUTSTANDING REMAINING AVERAGE EXERCISABLE
EXERCISE PRICES AT 12/31/02 CONTRACTUAL LIFE EXERCISE PRICE AT 12/31/02 EX
$ 7.00 to $21.40 3,124,597 3.3 $16.01 2,582,018
$21.41 to $42.90 14,327,024 5.5 $37.71 12,625,816
$42.91 to $64.30 18,512,565 7.3 $55.28 8,872,672
$64.31 to $71.50 7,244,188 7.6 $70.58 1,412,646
$ 7.00 to $71.50 43,208,374 6.4 $49.18 25,493,152

The fair value of each stock option granted is estimated on the date of
grant using the Black-Scholes option-pricing model with the following
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weighted-average assumptions:

ASSUMPTION: 2002 2001 2000
Expected Term In YearS ...t ittt ittt ittt nnneeeeeeeeeennnas 6.95 7.25 7.00
Expected Volatilaty. ittt ittt et e ettt aeeeeeen 43.4% 26.6% 23.9%
Expected Dividends. ...ttt ittt iiinnneeeeeieeennnas 1.8% 3.0% 3.0%
Risk-Free Interest Rate...... .ttt nnnnns 3.2% 4.7% 5.0%

The Black-Scholes weighted average fair value of options granted during
2002, 2001 and 2000 was $14.23, $15.75 and $10.16.

Restricted Stock

Under our stock-based compensation plans, a limited number of shares of
restricted common stock may be granted to our officers and employees. These
shares carry voting and dividend rights; however, sale or transfer of the shares
is restricted. These restricted stock awards vest over a specific period of time
and/or if we achieve established performance targets. Restricted stock awards
representing 1.4 million, 2.3 million, and 0.4 million shares were granted
during 2002, 2001 and 2000 with a weighted average grant date fair value of
$38.45, $62.10 and $34.82 per share. At December 31, 2002, 4.4 million shares of
restricted stock were outstanding. The value of restricted shares subject to
performance vesting is determined based on the fair market value on the date
performance targets are achieved, and this value is charged to compensation
expense ratably over the required service or restriction period. The value of
time vested restricted shares is determined at their issuance date and this cost
is amortized to compensation expense over the period of service. For 2002, 2001,
and 2000, these charges totaled $73 million, $67 million, and $13 million.
Included in deferred compensation at December 31, 2000, is $69 million related
to options that will be converted automatically into common stock at the end of
their vesting period. These options met all performance targets in December
2000.

Performance Units

We award eligible officers performance units that are payable in cash or
stock at the end of the vesting period. The final value of the performance units
may vary according to the plan under which they are granted, but is usually
based on our common stock price at the end of the vesting period or total
shareholder return during the vesting period relative to our peer group. The
value of the performance units is charged ratably to compensation expense over
the vesting period with periodic adjustments to account for the fluctuation in
the market price of our stock or changes in expected total shareholder return.
Amounts charged to compensation expense in 2002, 2001 and 2000 were $10 million,
$64 million and $25 million. Our 2001 expense includes a $51 million charge to
pay out all of our outstanding phantom stock options. In June 2002, we reduced
the amount we were accruing for the performance units issued to executives. The
adjustment decreased our total liability by $21 million.
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Employee Stock Purchase Program
In October 1999, we implemented an employee stock purchase plan under

Section 423 of the Internal Revenue Code. The plan allows participating
employees the right to purchase common stock on a quarterly basis at 85 percent
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of the lower of the market price at the beginning of the plan period or at the
end of each calendar quarter. Five million shares of common stock are authorized
for issuance under this plan.

The following table presents the number of shares issued and the price per
share by quarter for the year ended December 31:

2002 2001
PRICE PRICE
SHARES PER SHARE SHARES PER SHARE
Ist Quarter........ ... 205,118 $38.02 75,851 $55.10
2nd Quarter..... ... i i i 414,546 $17.20 90, 319 $44.22
3rd Quarter. ... ...t 466,655 $ 6.61 104,404 $34.58
4th Quarter........ ..., 283,313(1) $ 5.95 42,570(1) $38.34
Total...o i, 1,369,632 313,144

(1) Since many employees reached the maximum contribution that is imposed by
Section 423 of the Internal Revenue Code in the third quarter of 2001 and
2002, they were excluded from participating in the fourth quarter of 2001
and 2002.

Funds we receive under this program may be used for general corporate
purposes. However, we record a liability for the withholdings not yet applied
towards the purchase of common stock. We bear all expenses associated with
administering the plan, except for costs, including any applicable taxes,
associated with the participants' sale of common stock. Effective January 1,
2003, we have suspended our employee stock purchase program.

24. SEGMENT INFORMATION

We segregate our business activities into four distinct operating segments:
Pipelines, Production, Field Services and Merchant Energy. These segments are
strategic business units that provide a variety of energy products and services.
They are managed separately as each business unit requires different technology
and marketing strategies. We have reclassified our historical petroleum markets
and coal mining operations from our Merchant Energy segment to discontinued
operations in these financial statements for all periods presented. All periods
have been adjusted to reflect this change.

Our Pipelines segment provides natural gas transmission, storage, gathering
and related services in the U.S. and internationally. We conduct our activities
primarily through seven wholly owned and seven partially owned interstate
transmission systems along with six underground natural gas storage entities and
an LNG terminalling facility. Our pipeline operations also include access
between our U.S. based systems and Canada and Mexico as well as interests in
three operating natural gas transmission systems in Australia.

Our Production segment is engaged in the exploration for, and the
acquisition, development and production of natural gas, oil and natural gas
liquids, primarily in North America. In the U.S., Production has onshore and
coal seam operations and properties in 16 states and offshore operations and
properties in federal and state waters in the Gulf of Mexico. Internationally,

90,718
87,622
84,780
83,212
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we have exploration and production rights in Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada,
Hungary, Indonesia and Turkey.

Our Field Services segment provides customers with wellhead-to-mainline
services, including natural gas gathering, products extraction, fractionation,
dehydration, purification, compression and transportation of natural gas and
natural gas liquids. Field Services' assets include 23 processing plants and
related gathering facilities located in the south Texas, Louisiana,
Mid-Continent and Rocky Mountain regions, as well as our interest in El1 Paso
Energy Partners.

Our Merchant Energy segment consists of a global power division, an energy
trading division and other merchant operations (which consist primarily of our
LNG activities). We buy, sell and trade natural gas,
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power, crude oil, and other energy commodities throughout the world, and own or
have interests in 88 power plants in 18 countries.

We use EBIT to assess the operating results and effectiveness of our
business segments. We define EBIT as net income (loss) adjusted for (i) items
that do not impact our income (loss) from continuing operations, such as
extraordinary items, discontinued operations and the impact of accounting
changes, (ii) income taxes, (iii) interest and debt expense and (iv)
distributions on preferred interests of consolidated subsidiaries. We exclude
interest and debt expense and distributions on preferred interests of
consolidated subsidiaries so that investors may evaluate our operating results
without regard to our financing methods or capital structure. Our business
operations consist of both consolidated businesses as well as substantial
investments in unconsolidated affiliates. As a result, we believe EBIT, which
includes the results of both these consolidated and unconsolidated operations,
is useful to our investors because it allows them to more effectively evaluate
the performance of all of our businesses and investments. This measurement may
not be comparable to measurements used by other companies and should not be used
as a substitute for net income or other performance measures such as operating
cash flow. The following table presents are our segment results as of and for
the year ended December 31.

SEGMENTS
AS OF OR FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002

FIELD MERCHANT CORPORATE
PIPELINES PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER (

(IN MILLIONS)

Revenue from external customers

DOMESEIC. ettt it et e e $2,382 $ 432 $1,145 $ 2,617(2) $ 43

Foreign. v ittt et i ettt eeeenn 3 71 3 542 (2) ——
Intersegment revenuUe.........c.eeee... 220 1,623 881 (2,187) (2) (177)
Restructuring and merger-related

COSE St ittt ittt e ettt et 1 - 1 25 50
(Gain) loss on long-lived assets..... (13) 3 (179) 204 170
Western Energy Settlement............ 412 - - 487 -
Ceiling test charges................. - 269 - - -
Depreciation, depletion and

amortization.......... ... 374 773 56 56 73
Operating income (1lOSS)...vveeennnn.. S 790 S 529 s 271 $(1,0009) $(326)
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FEarnings (losses) from unconsolidated

affiliates ..ttt (2) 7 18 (256) 7
Minority interests in consolidated

subsidiaries...... ... - - (5) (53) -
Other dncome........ctiiiiieeennnn. 33 1 3 61 103
Other exXpense. ... ..ot iiieneeeeennnnn (3) (3) —— (164) (10)
) 0 0 $ 818 $ 534 $ 287 $(1,421) $(226)
(1) Includes our Corporate and telecommunication activities and eliminations of

(2)

(2)

intercompany transactions. Our intersegment revenues, along with our
intersegment operating expenses, consist of normal course of business-type
transactions between our operating segments. We record an intersegment
revenue elimination, which is the only elimination included in the
"Corporate and Other" column, to remove intersegment transactions.

Merchant Energy revenues take into account the adoption of a consensus
reached on EITF Issue No. 02-3, which requires us to report all physical
sales of energy commodities in our energy trading activities on a net basis
as a component of revenues. See Note 1 regarding the adoption of this Issue.

This amount relates to intercompany activities between our continuing
operating segments and our discontinued petroleum markets operations.

166
SEGMENTS
AS OF OR FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002
FIELD MERCHANT CORPORATE
PIPELINES PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER (1
(IN MILLIONS)
Discontinued operations, net of
INCOME tAXES .t in e s eeeeenennnnns $ - $ - $ - $ -= $ (365)
Cumulative effect of accounting
change, net of income taxes....... 79 —— —— (133) ——
Assets of continuing operations (2)
DOMEStIC. e ittt ittt e e 14,743 7,354 2,666 8,782 4,029
Foreign. ..ottt iieeeeennn 59 703 14 3,567 242
Capital expenditures and investments
in unconsolidated affiliates...... 1,074 2,301 187 168 309
Total investments in unconsolidated
affiliates . ittt 1,059 87 875 2,847 23
(1) Includes our Corporate and telecommunication activities and eliminations of

intercompany transactions.

Excludes $4,065 million of assets from discontinued operations.
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PIPELINES

Revenue from external customers

DOMESELC . v i ittt ettt et e e $ 2,451

Foreign. . vt i ettt e e et e e eeen 2
Intersegment revenuUe.........eeeeee... 295
Merger-related CcoOSts. ... 291
(Gain) loss on long-lived assets...... 21
Ceiling test charges.................. -
Depreciation, depletion, and

amortization..........iiiiiiiia.. 383
Operating income (lOSS) e eeveeeeennnnn. S 886
Earnings (losses) from unconsolidated

affiliates. ...ttt i 136
Minority interests in consolidated

subsidiaries. . ...ttt (1)
Other dncome. .......ciiiiiiennnnn. 28
Other exXpense. ... .t eennenns (11)
) $ 1,038
Discontinued operations, net of income

AR S e it ettt ettt et eeeeeeeeeeeeeennns $ -
Extraordinary items, net of income

L= === (27)
Assets of continuing operations (5)

DomesStiC. it ittt i et e e e e 14,345

Foreign. . vttt et e e ee e et eean 98
Capital expenditures and investments

in unconsolidated affiliates........ 1,093
Total investments in unconsolidated

affiliates. .ottt e e 1,104

SEGMENTS
AS OF OR FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2001
FIELD MERCHANT CORPORAT
PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER
(IN MILLIONS)
$ 199 $1,809 $ 3,785(2) s 379
46 4 261 (2) —-
2,102 (3) 740 (2,822) (2) (312
47 46 17 1,092
16 — 21 19
135 - — —-
678 111 42 47
$ 919 s 124 s 620 $(1,406
(1) 72 219 11
—_— —_— (1) —_—
3 3 200 54
(1) (4) (23) (87
s 920 $ 195 $ 1,015 $(1,428
$ - $ - $ - $ (85
- (5) (7) 65
7,584 3,564 9,108 3,991
874 17 4,147 32
2,521 165 957 1,121
77 554 3,482 19

(1) Includes our Corporate and telecommunication activities, eliminations of
intercompany transactions and in 2001, our retail business. Our intersegment

revenues,

along with our intersegment operating expenses,

consist of normal

course of business-type transactions between our operating segments. We
record an intersegment revenue elimination, which is the only elimination

included in the "Corporate and Other" column,
transactions.

to remove intersegment

(2) Merchant Energy revenues take into account the adoption of a consensus
reached on EITF Issue No. 02-3, which requires us to report all physical
sales of energy commodities in our energy trading activities on a net basis
as a component of revenues. See Note 1 regarding the adoption of this Issue.

(3) The increase in intersegment revenue from 2000 to 2001 for our Production
segment is primarily due to the consolidation of Engage in September 2000.

(4) This amount relates to intercompany activities between our continuing
operating segments and our discontinued petroleum markets operations.
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(5) Excludes $4,786 million of assets from discontinued operations.

Revenue from external customers
DOmEesStiC. v vt ittt e e e e e e e e
Foredign. vt i ettt et e e e e et e e

Intersegment revenue..............o...

Merger-related COStsS. ...

(Gain) loss on long-lived assets......

Depreciation, depletion, and
amortization..........iiiiiiiia..

Operating income (lOSS) e eeveeeeennnnn.

Earnings from unconsolidated
affiliates. ...t

Other dncome. .......iiiiiiiennnnn.

Discontinued operations, net of income
Extraordinary items, net of income

Assets of continuing operations (4)
DOmMEeStiC. v vt ittt e e e e e e e e e
Foreign. . v ittt et e e e et e e e

Capital expenditures and investments
in unconsolidated affiliates........

Total investments in unconsolidated
affiliates. ...ttt

167

14,025
83

725

1,119

SEGMENTS
AS OF OR FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2000

FIELD MERCHANT CORPORAT
PRODUCTION SERVICES ENERGY AND OTHER

(IN MILLIONS)

$1,134 $1,307 $ 1,185(2) $ 990
5 2 61(2) —

547 130 (445) (2) (469

- - - 93

— 7 (2) 1
611 76 42 66

$ 613 $ 166 s 419 s (93
— 47 226 1

— 2 123 54
(4) (1) (19) (25

$ 609 s 214 s 749 S (63
$ - $ - $ - $ 123
JE— (19) JE— J—
5,856 3,752 12,405 3,290
198 17 2,517 57
2,067 505 886 773
7 567 2,519 75

(1) Includes our Corporate and telecommunication activities, eliminations of
intercompany transactions. Our intersegment revenues, along with our
intersegment operating expenses, consist of normal course of business-type
transactions between our operating segments.
revenue elimination, which is the only elimination included in the
"Corporate and Other" column, to remove intersegment transactions.

We record an intersegment

(2) Merchant Energy revenues take into account the adoption of a consensus
reached on EITF Issue No. 02-3, which requires us to report all physical
sales of energy commodities in our energy trading activities on a net basis
as a component of revenues. See Note 1 regarding the adoption of this Issue.

(3) This amount relates to intercompany activities between our continuing
operating segments and our discontinued petroleum markets operations.

(4) Excludes $4,703 million of assets from discontinued operations.
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The reconciliations of EBIT to income (loss) from continuing operation
before extraordinary items and cumulative effect of accounting changes are
presented below for each of the three years ended December 31:

(IN MILLIONS)

Total EBIT fOr SEOMENT S . ittt eeeeenneeeeeeeeeenennns S (8) $ 1,740 $ 2,832
Interest and debt exXpense. ... ...ttt teeenneneennn (1,388) (1,129) (1,001)
Returns on preferred interest of consolidated

SUDSIALariesS . i ittt it ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e (159) (217) (204)
Bo XY 11T i< 507 (242) (514)

Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and cumulative
effect of accounting changes................ $(1,048) s 152 $ 1,113

We had no customers whose revenues exceeded 10 percent of our total
revenues in 2002, 2001 and 2000.
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25. SUPPLEMENTAL CASH FLOW INFORMATION

The detail of our cash flow changes in working capital from continuing
operations for the three years ending December 31 are as follows:

(IN MILLIONS)

Working capital changes

Accounts and notes receivable. ... ..ttt $  (657) $ 1,305 $(3,036)
IS 0T o B Y 248 30 (7)
Change in trading price risk management activities,

o 387 1,414 (1,373)
Accounts payvable. . ...ttt e e e e e e e (128) (1,044) 2,110
Broker and other margins on deposit with others....... (257) 88 (893)
Broker and other margins on deposit with us........... (647) 210 936
Other working capital changes

NS = = (85) (520) 731

Liabilities . vttt e e e e e e e e 62 335 (781)

Total ittt e e e e e e et e e $(1,077) $ 1,818 $(2,313)

Our non-working capital and other cash flow changes from continuing
operations for the three years ending December 31 are as follows:

2002 2001 2000
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(IN MILLIONS)

Non-working capital changes and other

NS == i = S (1) s 79 S (20)
LTI o s T ol T = Y (145) (249) (84)
@ = B R $(1406) $(170) $(104)

The following table contains supplemental cash flow information from
continuing operations for the three years ended December 31 for interest and
taxes, which are reflected in working capital and non-working capital changes
above:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)
Interest Pald. ettt it ittt ettt et eee et e eeeeeaaaeeeenenn $1,291 $1,378 $930
Income tax payments (refunds) ........c.cuiiiiitiiienneeeennns (106) 56 110
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Detail of our short-term and long-term borrowings and repayments for the
years ended December 31 is as follows:

Short-term borrowings and repayments
Net repayments of commercial paper and short-term

credit facilities....... it $ 154 $  (328) S (64)
Borrowings under credit facilities.............. ... - 245 455
Repayments on credit facilities..........ciiiiiiiiinn - (700) -
Repayments of notes payable........ ... (94) (3) (82)

I o= $ 60 $ (786) $ 309

Long-term borrowings and repayments

Net proceeds from the issuance of notes payable........ S - $ - $ 58
Net proceeds from the issuance of long-term debt....... 4,294 3,110 2,619

Payments to retire long-term debt and other financing
O ligations . i ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e e (1,777) (1,856) (538)
Increase in notes payable to affiliates................ 4 521 1,207
Decrease in notes payable to affiliates................ (513) (612) (600)
Total .ttt et e e e e e e e e $ 2,008 $ 1,163 $2,746

26. INVESTMENTS IN AND ADVANCES TO UNCONSOLIDATED AFFILIATES

We hold investments in various unconsolidated affiliates which are
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accounted for using the equity method of accounting. Our principal equity method
investees are international pipelines, interstate pipelines, power generation
plants, and gathering systems. Our investment balance was greater than our
equity in the net assets of these investments as of December 31, 2002 and 2001
by $231 million and $561 million. In 2002, the primary differences related to
unamortized purchase price adjustments and asset impairment charges. In 2001,
the primary differences related to unamortized purchase price adjustments, power
contract restructurings and change in priority return on our investment in
Chaparral and a financial guarantee for an international investment. Our net
ownership interest, investments in and advances to our unconsolidated affiliates
are as follows as of December 31:

170
NET INVESTMENTS ADVANCES
TYPE OWNERSHIP @ -—————————————  ———————————
OF ENTITY INTEREST 2002 2001 2002 2001
(PERCENT) (IN MILLIONS)
Alliance Pipeline Limited
Partnership(l) . v it eeenennnnn. LP(2) 2 S 24 S 160 s — S —-
Aux Sable Liquid(3) ...t iininnnennnn LP (2) 14 —— 58 —— ——
Bastrop COmMPany ..o e eeeeennnneeeenns LLC (4) 50 121 99 - —=
CE Generation(5) . vttt ittt i i, LLC (4) 50 287 360 —— ——
Chaparral Investors (Electron) (6)........ LLC (4) 20 256 341 700 895
Citrus Corporation(7) ......oueiieeeneen.. 50 606 512 —— —=
Eagle Point Cogeneration
Partnership(8) ... ... GP (9) 84 —= 85 —= —=
El Paso Energy Partners.................. LP (2) -—(10) 776 380 - —=
Great Lakes Gas Transmission(1ll)......... 50 312 297 —— ——
Midland Cogeneration Venture(l2)......... LP (2) 44 316 276 —— ——
Portland Natural Gas Transmission
£ %00 = (O GP (9) 30 51 39 —— ——
Other Domestic Investments (13) (16)....... various 387 537 67 40
DOMESEIC . ettt it et e e e e 3,136 3,144 767 935
NET INVESTMENTS AD
TYPE OWNERSHIP ——————————————— ———-
COUNTRY OF ENTITY INTEREST 2002 2001 2002
(PERCENT) (IN MILLIONS)
Aguaytia Energy.............. Peru LLC (4) 24 $ 52 S 52 S —-
Bolivia to Brazil Pipeline... Bolivia/Brazil LLC (4) 8 53 50 —=
CAPSA/CAPEX (14) v v v i i i Argentina Corporation - - 259 —=
Diamond Power (Gemstone)..... Brazil LLC (4) 50 663 555 25
EGE Fortuna.........eeueueueuen.. Panama Corporation 25 61 56 —=
EGE Itabo.....oviiiiiia.. Dominican Republic Corporation 25 87 101 —=
Enfield Power................ United Kingdom LP (2) 25 50 53 —=
Gasoducto del Pacifico
Pipeline (Argentina to
Chile) vt ii it Argentina/Chile Corporation 16 69 71 —=
Habibullah Power............. Pakistan LLC (4) 50 57 53 99
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Korea Independent Energy

Corporation................ Korea Corporation 50 206
Meizhou Wan Generating....... China LLC (4) 25 56
Pescada. . v e i it ii i Brazil LLC (4) 50 80
Saba Power Company........... Pakistan LLC (4) 94 55
Samalayuca(l5) . ... Mexico LLC(4) 50 22
Other Foreign

Investments (13) (16) ........ various various 244

Foreign......oeuieeennn. 1,755

Total investments in and advances to unconsolidated affiliates $4,891

104
76
70

103

204

$971

(1) We sold 12.3 percent interest in November 2002, and we sold the remaining
of 2.1 percent interest in March 2003.
) LP represents Limited Partnership.
) We sold 100 percent of our interest in November 2002.
(4) LLC represents Limited Liability Company.
)
)

(5) We sold 100 percent of our interest in January 2003.

(6) Mesquite Investors, LLC is included in Chaparral. We gave notice to our
partner in March 2003 of our intent to exercise our option to purchase
their interest. We anticipate the transaction will close in the second
quarter of 2003.

(7) Citrus corporation owns 100 percent of Florida Gas Transmission System.

(8) Consolidated in January 2002.

(9) GP represents General Partnership.

(10) Our ownership interest consists of a one percent general partner interest,

approximately 27 percent of the partnership's common units, all of the
outstanding Series B preference units with $158 million liguidation value
and all of the outstanding Series C units acquired for $350 million in
November 2002.

(11) Includes a 46 percent general partner interest in Great Lakes Gas
Transmission Limited Partnership and a 4 percent limited partner interest
through our ownership in Great Lakes Gas Transmission Company.

(12) Our ownership interest consists of a 38.1 percent general partner interest
and 5.4 percent limited partner interest.

(13) Denotes investments that are individually less than $50 million.

(14) Impaired in first quarter of 2002. Includes 45 percent of CAPSA, which owns
60 percent of CAPEX. This results in a 27 percent indirect ownership
interest in CAPEX.

(15) We sold 100 percent of our interest in Samalayuca II power plant in
December 2002.

(16) As a result of our intent to dispose of our petroleum and chemical assets,
we classified as discontinued operations, other domestic investment
balances totaling $4 million as of December 31, 2002, and $5 million as of
December 31, 2001, an advance balance of $23 million, as of December 31,
2002, and other foreign investment balances totaling $12 million as of
December 31, 2002, and $56 million as of December 31, 2001.
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Earnings from our unconsolidated affiliates are as follows for each of the
three years ended December 31:

2002 2001 2000
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(IN MILLIONS)

AQUAYEI1A ENOT gV e o i ittt ettt e e ettt et eeeeeennaeeeeseeaenennnees S 3 S 4 $

Alliance Pipeline Limited Partnership(l).........cviein.. 21 23

Aux Sable Liguid. . ... u i oiin e ettt eeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeenaneens (3) (4)

Bastrop Company, LLC. ... i ittt et e eeeeneeeeeeeeaneeeennes (5) -

Bolivia to Brazil Pipeline.......iiii it iineneeeeeenneneenns 2 1

(0728 Y AN 00 2N =) 1 - (12)

CE Generation (2) c v v ittt ittt ettt et et et et ettt ettt teeeeeaenn 22 29

Chaparral Investors (EleCtron) ...ttt enneeeenns (62) 75

Citrus Corporation. vttt it ettt e et e ettt aeeeaeeeen 43 41

Diamond Power (GemMSTONE) v i i ittt ittt et ettt ettt teeeeenenn 109 2

FEagle Point Cogeneration Partnership(3)...........ccoio.... - 22

I o U = 5 3

N I it o 1 (2) 5

El Paso Energy ParfnerS. ...ttt i ittt ettt eeeaneeaeenns 70 47

ENfield POWE Tt it ittt et ettt et et et et et ettt ettt et e (3) 18

Gasoducto del Pacifico Pipeline (Argentina to Chile)........ (2) 2

Great Lakes Gas TransmisSsion.......e et iineneeeeeenneneenns 63 55

Habibullah POWET . i it ittt ettt e et e e ettt eeeeeee e eaaeeaeees 10 2

Korea Independent Energy Corporation..............cceeeeee... 24 20

Meizhou Wan Generating. . ...ttt ittt eeeeeeeeeennenns (13) —=

Midland Cogeneration Venture....... ..ttt ineeeeeeeennnnens 28 23

| SN == o = [ (1)

Portland Natural Gas Transmission System..........c..ocee... 4 -

Salba POWET COMPANY 4 v v v v v e e e e e e et aeeeeeeseeaeeeeeesennneenens 7 -

SaAMA LAY UCA () ¢ i it e et e et e e e e e e e ettt e e e e 19 12

(0wl oLl 1 ) P 52 116 1
U o it it 398 483 3

Impairment charges and gains and losses on sale of
INVESEMENE S (0) v i v it et et et e e e e e e et et e e et e ettt (624) (406)

Total earnings (losses) from unconsolidated
£ e T = i = $(226) $437 $4

12

87

36

23

We sold 12.3 percent interest in November 2002, and we sold the remaining of
2.1 percent interest in March 2003.

Sold in first quarter of 2003.

Consolidated in January 2002.

We sold our interest in Samalayuca II power plant in December 2002.

These amounts exclude $5 million, $(13) million and $(5) million as of
December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000, related to our discontinued petroleum
markets operations.

This amount excludes $(3) million as of December 31, 2002, related to our
discontinued petroleum markets operations.
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Our impairment charges and gains and losses on sales of our investments

during 2002, 2001 and 2000 consisted of the following:

PRE-TAX

INVESTMENT GAIN (LOSS) CAUSE OF IMPAIRMENT
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(IN MILLIONS)

2002
Agua de Cajon. v i e e e e e e eeenneeeenns S (24) Weak economic conditions in
Argentina
AUX Sable. .ottt e e e e e (47) Sale of investment
CAPSA/CAPEX t o i e ittt ettt et e e (262) Weak economic conditions in
Argentina
CE Generation......ow it eeeennnn (74) Sale of investment
EPIC Australia.....oe e ieeeeennnn (153) Decision to discontinue further
capital investment
O (41) Loss of economic fuel supply and
payment default
Other investments................... (23)
Continuing operations............. $(624)
Discontinued operations........... S (3)
2001
East Asia POWET .. ittt it i teeeeennnn S (39) Weak economic conditions in the
Philippines and a decision to
discontinue further capital
investment
Deepwater InvestorsS.......eueeeeeeenn. 13 Sale of investment
Fife POWEL . i ittt ittt et et et et e eeeenn (35) Weak economic conditions in the U.K.
power market and the decision to
discontinue further capital
investment
Other. . ..o i et e e e e et e et ea 15
Total 2001. ... ennnn S (46)
2000
East Asia POWEIr. ... iiiiiiinennnnnn S 20 Sale of a portion of our investment
Guatemala POWEeT .. ..ot eemeeeeeeeenns 16 Sale of investment
Total 2000. ... i e ennnn $ 36

Summarized financial information of our proportionate share of
unconsolidated affiliates below includes affiliates in which we hold a less than
50 percent interest as well as those in which we hold a greater than 50 percent
interest. We received distributions and dividends of $234 million from
continuing operations and $22 million from discontinued operations in 2002 and
$236 million from continuing operations and $5 million from discontinued
operations in 2001 from our investments. Our proportional shares of the
unconsolidated affiliates in which we hold a greater than 50 percent interest
had net income from continuing operations of $26 million and $40 million in 2002
and 2001 (excluding net loss from discontinued operations of $2 million in each
of 2002 and 2001) and total assets of continuing operations of $389 million and
$715 million at December 31, 2002 and 2001 (excluding total assets of
discontinued operations of $61 million and $51 million at December 31, 2002 and
2001) .

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,
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Operating results data from continuing operations:
Operating FeveNUES . . vttt ittt ettt ettt e eaeeeeeneens
Operating EXPeNSES . vt i ittt ittt ettt ettt
Income from continuing operations....................
Net dncome. ...ttt ittt ittt et iiinnen
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Operating results data from discontinued operations:
Operating FeveNnUES . . vt ittt it ittt ettt e eaeeeeeeeens
Operating EXPeNSES . vt ittt ittt ettt ettt
Net 1ncome. ...ttt ittt i ettt i innas

Financial position data from continuing operations:
Current assSel s ...ttt ittt ittt i i e
NON—CUrrent asSSel S . . v i ittt ittt ittt ittt ittt
Short-term debt..... ..ttt ittt ettt
Other current liabilities........c.o.iiiiiiiiiinnenenn.
Long-term debt ... ...ttt ittt et
Other non-current liabilities.............cooiiio.....
Minority dnterest ... ...ttt ittt e
Equity 1n net assets. ...t ittt ittt teeenneennns

Financial position data from discontinued operations:
Current assel s ... ittt ittt it it e e
NON—CUrrent asSSel S . . v i it it ittt ittt ittt ittt
Short—term debt..... ..ttt ittt

(UNAUDITED)
(IN MILLIONS)

s 2,486 $ 2,151
1,632 1,391
422 436

445 461

$

4,722
4,140
329
346

YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31,

(UNAUDITED)
(IN MILLIONS)

$ 395 $ 339
386 327
5 12

DECEMBER 31,

(UNAUDITED)
(IN MILLIONS)

$ 1,334 $ 1,286
10,520 11,078
777 352

855 786
4,448 4,814
1,083 1,706
30 32
4,661 4,674

DECEMBER 31,

(UNAUDITED)
(IN MILLIONS)

$ 170 $ 64
75 74
152 54

$

412
478
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Other current liabilities.........c.iiiiiiiiiinnnennn. 1 2
Long-term debt ... ...ttt ittt et 69 10
Equity 1n net assets. ...ttt ittt teeenenennn 23 72

The following table shows revenues and charges from our unconsolidated
affiliates from continuing operations:

2002 2001 2000

(IN MILLIONS)

Operating revenue (1) (2) ¢ v v v ettt ittt ettt eeeeeeaeeeeeeeeennns $ 59 $215 $1,163
Other revenue —-- management fees..........iiiiiiiteennnnnnnn 192 150 82
CoSt 0Of SALES (1) (B) 4ttt ittt et et et et et ettt ettt ettt eeaenn 142 92 286
Reimbursement for operating exXpenses...........eeeeeneneee.. 186 164 102
OLher InCome. .. ittt i ittt ittt ittt et e i 18 20 14
Interest INCOME. ..t i ittt ittt ittt ettt it e e 30 45 23
TNt EresSt EXPENS . & ittt ettt ettt e et ettt et 42 50 49

(1) The decrease in 2001 affiliated revenue and cost of sales is due primarily
to the consolidation of Engage in September 2000.

(2) Excludes net operating revenues (which is revenue less cost of products
sold) of $178 million for 2002, $299 million for 2001 and $178 million for
2000 related to discontinued operations. These net revenues take into
account EITF Issue No. 02-3, which required us to report all physical sales
of energy commodities in our energy trading activities net of the cost of
the product sold as a component of revenues. See Note 1 regarding the
adoption of this Issue.

(3) Excludes other cost of sales of $126 million for 2002, $83 million for 2001
and $3 million for 2000 related to discontinued operations.

Chaparral

We entered into the Chaparral investment (also referred to as Electron) in
1999 to expand our domestic power generation business. Chaparral's corporate
structure is a limited liability company that, at December 31, 2002, was owned
approximately 20% by us and approximately 80% by an unaffiliated investor,
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Limestone. Limestone is capitalized by private equity contributions of $150
million from a group of unrelated financial investors through Credit Suisse
First Boston Corporation and $1 billion of senior secured notes issued to
institutional investors. Limestone is controlled by subsidiaries or affiliates
of Credit Suisse First Boston Corporation.

In March 2003, we notified Limestone that we would exercise our right under
the partnership agreements to purchase all of the outstanding third party equity
in Limestone on May 31, 2003, for $175 million. Also in March 2003, we
contributed $1 billion to Limestone in exchange for a non-controlling interest,
which Limestone then used to pay off the Limestone notes which matured on March
17, 2003. Following our investment of $1 billion in Limestone, our effective
ownership in Chaparral increased to approximately 90 percent. We continue to
account for our investment in Chaparral under the equity method since we do not
control Limestone, and therefore do not control Chaparral. We will, however,
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consolidate Chaparral upon the purchase of the remaining Limestone equity
interest, which we anticipate will occur in May 2003. At that time, we will
record the acquired assets and liabilities at their fair values. The fair value
of assets and liabilities acquired will be impacted by changes in the
unregulated power industry as a whole, as well as by changes in regional power
prices in the U.S. Any excess of the proceeds paid over the fair value of net
assets acquired will be reflected as goodwill. Goodwill is not amortized, but it
will be tested for impairment.

Chaparral owns or has interests in approximately 34 power generation
facilities. As of December 31, 2002, Chaparral had $4.2 billion of total assets
and $1.8 billion of consolidated third party debt. Chaparral's debt is related
to specific projects it owns or has interests in, and is recourse solely to
those projects.

We have entered into various financing transactions with Chaparral and its
subsidiaries each year, which include capital contributions, debt issuances and
advances.

The following table summarizes the presentation of these transactions on
our balance sheet at December 31 (in millions):

2002 2001

Debt securities pavable. . ..ottt ittt et eeeeneeeeeeeennnns S (79) $(169)
Notes receivable. . ...ttt ittt et ettt e et eeee e 323 343
Credit facility receivable. ... ..ttt tenneneenns 377 552
Contingent interest promissory notes payable................ (173) (289)

SuUbtotal ..ttt e e e e e e 4438 437
Equity dnvestment . ... .ttt ittt ettt et 256 341
Net Investment . ...ttt ittt e ettt et e eeeeaneeeeneens $ 704 $ 778

The debt securities, notes payable and receivable, revolving credit
facility, and contingent interest promissory notes are included in current and
long-term receivables and payables from affiliates, as appropriate, with the
related interest as interest income or expense in our income statement.

The debt securities payable to Chaparral are payable on demand and carry a
fixed interest rate of 7.443%. The notes payable and receivable from Chaparral
are payable on demand and carry various fixed interest rates. The credit
facility was established in 1999 and allows Chaparral to borrow up to $925
million from us at a variable interest rate, which was 1.94%, 2.64% and 7.32% at
December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000.

The contingent interest promissory notes carry a variable interest rate not
to exceed 12.75%, which was 10.0%, 11.0% and 10.9% at December 31, 2002, 2001
and 2000, and mature in 2019 through 2021. The interest payments are contingent
on cash flow distributions from five power plant investments we own. If we sell
these investments, the maturity date of the notes may be accelerated.

Chaparral has used our funds and the funds contributed by Limestone to
acquire the domestic power generation and related businesses described above. In
some cases, Chaparral acquired these power generation assets from us. Chaparral
did not acquire any power generation assets from us in 2002. Chaparral acquired
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power generation assets from us with a value of $276 million in 2001, which we
determined to be a fair and reasonable amount. We did not recognize any gains or
losses on those transactions.

In addition to the financing transactions described above, we have also
entered into various contractual agreements with Chaparral related to management
and trading activities.

We serve as manager of Chaparral under a management agreement that expires
in 2006. We are compensated for the services we provide through an annual
management fee, which has performance based and fixed components. The
performance fee was determined based on how well we performed as manager of
Chaparral, and was determined by evaluating the changes in the value of the
portfolio of power assets held by Chaparral. Our management fee is evaluated for
reasonableness and is subject to the approval of our joint venture partner
annually. In 2002 and 2001, the management fee was $205 million and $167
million, consisting of a $185 million and $147 million performance fee recorded
in operating revenues plus a $20 million annual fixed fee in both years recorded
as a reimbursement of operating expenses. We do not expect to earn a
performance-based management fee or receive a cost reimbursement fee from
Chaparral in 2003. In addition, we have administrative services agreements with
many of the power plants in the Chaparral structure. We recorded approximately
$104 million, $95 million, and $47 million in 2002, 2001, and 2000 as a
reimbursement of operating expenses under these agreements.

We also enter into various contractual agreements with Chaparral and its
operating subsidiaries in conjunction with Chaparral's operations. These include
agreements to (i) supply natural gas or other fuels to power Chaparral's
facilities; (ii) purchase all or a portion of the power produced by Chaparral's
facilities; (iii) provide some or all of the power supply that Chaparral is
obligated to provide to fulfill agreements it has with third parties; (iv)
purchase tolling rights; and (v) provide other services to Chaparral related to
its operations. We recognized revenues of $65 million and $243 million in 2002
and 2001 related to these transactions. These activities are accounted for under
both the accrual method and the mark-to-market method of accounting, depending
on the contract.

Gemstone

We entered into the Gemstone investment in 2001 to finance five major power
plants in Brazil.

Gemstone is a generic term used to describe several entities. The first is
the joint venture in which we have an equity investment named Diamond Power
Ventures, LLC, (Diamond). Diamond is owned by us and a company called Gemstone
Investor Limited (Gemstone Investor). Gemstone Investor is 100 percent owned by
a subsidiary of Rabobank International, which, in addition to its $50 million
equity investment, issued $950 million of senior secured notes to institutional
investors. Gemstone Investor used the entire $1 billion to (a) invest up to $700
million in Diamond, and (b) purchase a $300 million preferred interest in a
company called Topaz Power Ventures LLC (Topaz), our consolidated subsidiary.
Topaz indirectly owns and operates two Brazilian power plants. We account for
Gemstone Investor's preferred investment in Topaz as minority interest. We do
not consolidate Diamond, which owns three power plants under development in
Brazil.

Gemstone owns interests in five power generation facilities in Brazil with
a total power generation capacity of 2,184 megawatts. As of December 31, 2002,
Gemstone had total assets of $1.7 billion, including a $304 million investment
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in Topaz, which carries a preferred return of 8.03%, and $122 million in
receivables from us, which carry a fixed interest rate of 5.25%. Our total
investment in Gemstone at December 31, 2002, was $663 million, excluding the
payables of $122 million and minority interest of $304 million mentioned above.

Our consolidated subsidiary, Gemstone Administracao Ltda, serves as the
managing member of Diamond and provides management services to Diamond under a
fixed-fee administrative services agreement that has an original term of ten
years. The fixed fee reimburses us for legal, accounting and general and
administrative expenses incurred on behalf of Diamond. This fee was not
significant for 2002 or 2001.
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The following summarizes our financial position with Gemstone at December
31 (in millions):

2002 2001
Debt securities pavable. . ..ottt ittt et eeneennnns $(122) $(346)
Credit facility receivable. ... ..ttt tennnnennnn 25 -
125 @ o = (97) (340)
Equity dnvestment . ... .ttt ittt e ettt et 663 555
Net Investment . ...ttt ittt ettt ettt eeeeeeaneeeennens $ 566 $ 209
MIinority dnterest .. ittt ittt ittt e ettt eeeeaanaaes $(304) $(300)

We have a credit facility with Gemstone that allows Gemstone to borrow up
to $300 million from us at a variable interest rate, which was 6.8% at December
31, 2002. Gemstone owed us $25 million under this facility as of December 31,
2002, and did not utilize this facility in 2001. We earned less than $1 million
of interest income from this facility in 2002 and 2001.

Qur investment in Gemstone as of December 31, 2002 and 2001, was $663
million and $555 million, and we account for our investment using the equity
method of accounting since we do not have the ability to exercise control over
the entity. The short-term notes we issued are included in short-term borrowings
in our balance sheet, with the related interest as interest expense in our
income statement. We account for the investor's preferred interest in our
consolidated subsidiary as a minority interest in our balance sheet and the
preferred return as minority interest expense in our income statement.

Under our management agreement with Gemstone, we earn a cost-based
management fee. This fee was not significant in 2002 or 2001. We have also
entered into a participation agreement with one of Gemstone's power generation
interests whereby we earn a fee for managing, constructing, and operating the
related facilities and marketing and distributing the energy produced by these
facilities. This fee was not significant in 2002.

Rabobank, the third party investor in Gemstone, has the right to remove us
as manager of Gemstone. In January 2003, Rabobank notified us that they planned
to remove us as manager. We, in turn, notified Rabobank that we were exercising
our right under the partnership agreements to purchase all of their $50 million
equity in Gemstone. We will consolidate Gemstone upon the purchase of Rabobank's
third party equity in Gemstone in April 2003, unless we replace them with a new
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partner.

Gemstone owns interests in five power generation facilities in Brazil with
a total power generation capacity of 2,184 MW. Summarized financial position
data for our unconsolidated affiliate in Gemstone, Diamond Power Ventures LLC,
is as follows as of December 31:

2002 2001

(UNAUDITED)
(IN MILLIONS)

Financial position data:

CUTTENE AS S S e v vt ittt ettt ettt e et eeeeeeeeeeeesanneeeneeens $ 110 $ 22
NON—CUTrrent ASSeL S . i i ittt ittt ittt ettt ettt et eaeeannnn 1,197 901
Short—term debt ... ...ttt ittt e et eeeee e - -
Other current liabilities.......c.iiiiiiiiiinnneeennnnns 46 17
Long—term debt ... ..ttt ittt it ettt et e e e - -
Other non-current liabilities..........iiiiiiiiiinnnnn. 12 -
Members ' Uity . ittt it ettt e e e e e e e e e 1,249 906
Citrus

We own 50 percent of Citrus Corp. Enron Corp. owns the other 50 percent.
Citrus Corporation owns Florida Gas Transmission, a 4,804 mile regulated
pipeline system that extends from producing regions in Texas to markets in
Florida. Our investment in Citrus is limited to our ownership of the voting
stock of Citrus, and we have no financial obligations, commitments or
guarantees, either written or oral, to support Citrus. We
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have one commercial contract with Citrus under which we provide natural gas to
the trading subsidiary of Citrus, and for which we are paid a fixed price.

The ownership agreements of Citrus provide each partner with a right of
first refusal to purchase the ownership interest of the other partner. We have
no obligations, either written or oral, to acquire Enron's ownership interest in
Citrus in the event Enron must sell its interest as a result of its current
bankruptcy proceedings.

Enron serves as the operator for Citrus. While Enron has filed for
bankruptcy, there have been minimal changes in the operations and management of
Citrus as a result of Enron's bankruptcy. Accordingly, Citrus has continued to
operate as a jointly owned investment, over which we have significant influence,
but not the ability to control.

Enron's bankruptcy has impacted the financial results of Citrus related to
energy contracts between Citrus and Enron's energy trading subsidiary. During
2001, we established reserves of $6.9 million related to the Enron bankruptcy.
During 2002, accounts receivable balances associated with contracts rejected by
the bankruptcy court were classified as uncollectable. We applied the $6.9
million reserve amount against the outstanding accounts receivable balance. None
of these charges are considered to be material to our financial statements.

El Paso Energy Partners

A subsidiary in our Field Services segment serves as the general partner of
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El Paso Energy Partners, a master limited partnership that has limited
partnership units that trade on the New York Stock Exchange. We currently own
26.5 percent, or 11,674,245 of the partnership's common units and the one
percent general partner interest. The remaining 73.5 percent of the common units
of the limited partnership are owned by public unit holders (including small
amounts owned by the general partner's management and employees), none of which
exceeds a 10 percent ownership interest. In November 2002, as part of the
proceeds from the sale of our San Juan Basin assets to El Paso Energy Partners,
we received $350 million of Series C units, a new non-voting class of limited
partnership units. The Series C units receive the same level of distributions as
the common units and can be converted to common units. After April 30, 2003, we
will have the right to request a vote of the common unitholders as to whether
the Series C units should be converted into common units. If the common
unitholders approve the conversion, then each Series C unit will convert into a
common unit. If the common unitholders do not approve the conversion within 120
days after the vote is requested, then the distribution rate for the Series C
units will increase to 105 percent of the common unit distribution rate from
time to time. Thereafter, the Series C unit distribution rate can increase to
110 percent of the common unit distribution rate on April 30, 2004, and to 115
percent of the common unit distribution rate on April 30, 2005. Also, in the
third quarter of 2000, we received $170 million of Series B preference units in
exchange for the sale of the natural gas storage businesses of Crystal Gas
Storage, Inc., our wholly owned subsidiary, to El Paso Energy Partners. These
preference units accrue dividends at a rate of 10% on a cumulative basis, and
are redeemable at the option of El1 Paso Energy Partners. In October 2001, the
partnership redeemed $50 million liquidation value of the Series B preference
units we received in the Crystal transaction. At December 31, 2002, the
liquidation value of the remaining Series B preference units was $158 million. A
majority of the members of the Board of Directors governing El Paso Energy
Partners is independent of us and its audit and conflicts committee and
governance and compensation committee are completely comprised of independent
board members.

As the general partner, Field Services manages the partnership's day-to-day
operations and performs all of the partnership's administrative and operational
activities under a general and administrative services agreement or, in some
cases, separate operational agreements. E1l Paso Energy Partners contributes to
our income through our general partner interest and our ownership of common and
preference units. We do not have any loans to or from El Paso Energy Partners.
In addition, except for a nominal guarantee of lease obligations on behalf of a
subsidiary of El1 Paso Energy Partners, we have not provided any guarantees,
either monetary or performance, on behalf of or for the benefit of El Paso
Energy Partners nor do we have any other liabilities other than normal course of
business as a result of or arising out of our role as the general partner or
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our ownership interest in El Paso Energy Partners. Our normal course of business
transactions with E1 Paso Energy Partners include sales of natural gas and
services, such as transportation and fractionation, storage, processing and
other types of operational services. These activities are based on the same
terms as our non-affiliates. Field Services recognized revenues of $1 million in
2002 and cost of sales of $97 million and $32 million in 2002 and 2001. Field
Services was also reimbursed $59 million, $34 million and $22 million in 2002,
2001 and 2000 for expenses incurred on behalf of the partnership. In addition,
Merchant Energy recognized revenues of $6 million, $28 million, and $14 million
in 2002, 2001 and 2000, and cost of sales of $80 million, $16 million, and $22
million in 2002, 2001 and 2000.

In 2001, as a result of our merger with Coastal, El Paso Energy Partners
sold its interest in several offshore assets including seven natural gas
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pipeline systems, a dehydration facility and two offshore platforms. Proceeds
from these sales were approximately $135 million and resulted in a loss to the
partnership of approximately $25 million. As consideration for these sales, we
committed to pay El Paso Energy Partners a series of payments totaling $29
million, and were required to contribute $40 million to a trust related to one
of the assets sold by El1 Paso Energy Partners. These payments have been recorded
as merger-related costs.

In April 2002 and November 2002, we sold midstream assets to El Paso Energy
Partners for total consideration of $735 million and $766 million. See Note 3

for further discussion.
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27. SUPPLEMENTAL SELECTED QUARTERLY FINANCIAL INFORMATION (UNAUDITED)

Financial information by quarter is summarized below:

QUARTERS ENDED

(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUNT

2002 (1)
Operating revenues (2) « v v et e e e eeeeeeeennns $ 1,169 $1,694 $1,821 $2,914
Restructuring Costs. ...ttt ennnn. 13 1 63 -
(Gain) loss on long-lived assets............ 209 3 (12) (15)
Western Energy Settlement................... 899 - - -
Ceiling test charges.........ciiinn. 2 - 234 33
Operating income (1losS) (3) v v i iieeneennn. (1,3306) 310 296 985

Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and cumulative

effect of accounting changes............. (1,298) 24 57 169
Discontinued operations, net of income

U= == (2106) (93) (1106) 60
Cumulative effect of accounting changes, net

Oof Income LaAXeS. . v 'ttt it eeeennenn (222) —— 14 154
Net dncome (10SS) v v vt ittt ittt eeeeeeenn (1,736) (69) (45) 383

Basic earnings per common share
Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and
cumulative effect of accounting

Changes . vttt ettt e e S (2.19) $ 0.04 $ 0.11 $ 0.32
Discontinued operations, net of income

L= 5 T T (0.36) (0.16) (0.22) 0.12
Cumulative effect of accounting changes,

net of income taxXeS...v.ove et eeeeeennnnn (0.37) —— 0.03 0.29
Net 1ncome (L1OSS) v v i vttt et eeeeeeenens S (2.92) $(0.12) $(0.08) $ 0.73

Diluted earnings per common share
Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and
cumulative effect of accounting

Changes . vttt et e e e S (2.19) $ 0.04 $ 0.11 $ 0.32
Discontinued operations, net of income
L= 5 T T (0.36) (0.16) (0.22) 0.11
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Cumulative effect of accounting changes,
net of income taxXeS. .. .ovew it eeeneennn (0.37) —— 0.03 0.29

Net 1ncome (L1OSS) v vt vttt eeeennens S (2.92) $(0.12) $(0.08) $ 0.72

(1) Our petroleum markets and coal mining operations are classified as
discontinued operations. See Note 10 for further discussion.

(2) Our operating revenues differ from those previously reported in our
September 30, 2002, June 30, 2002 and March 31, 2002 Form 10-Q's by $962
million, $1,166 million and $10,274 million due to income statement
reclassifications associated with our adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3,
discontinued operations and other minor reclassifications, which had no
impact on previously reported net income or stockholders' equity.

(3) Our operating income (loss) differs from that previously reported in our
September 30, 2002, June 30, 2002 and March 31, 2002 Form 10-Q's by $99
million, $77 million and $360 million due to income statement
reclassifications associated with our discontinued operations,
reclassifications of gains and losses on asset sales and asset impairments
to operating income and other minor reclassifications which had no impact on
previously reported net income or stockholders' equity.
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QUARTERS ENDED
DECEMBER 31 SEPTEMBER 30 JUNE 30 MARCH 31
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT PER COMMON SHARE AMOUN
2001 (1)

Operating revenues (2) « v vttt n e e eeeeeeennenennn $2,004 $2,071 $2,347 $2,517
Merger-related COSES. ..t ittt it ienneeennnn (8) 27 464 1,010
Loss on long-lived assets......c.ooeiiiiennnn. 16 7 12 42
Ceiling test charges........uiiiiiinnn. - 135 - -
Operating income (1loSS) (3) v vt i i nnnn 710 498 125 (190)

Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and cumulative

effect of accounting changes.............. 361 245 (82) (372)
Discontinued operations, net of income

= == 14 (29) (52) (18)
Extraordinary items, net of income taxes..... - (5) 41 (10)
Net dncome (L10SS) v vttt i ittt e et eeeennn 375 211 (93) (400)

Basic earnings per common share
Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and
cumulative effect of accounting

Changes. . v vttt ittt e e e ettt e e $ 0.71 $ 0.49 $(0.16) $(0.74)
Discontinued operations, net of income

L= T 0.03 (0.06) (0.10) (0.04)
Extraordinary items, net of income

Ful= == S, —— (0.01) 0.08 (0.02)
Net 1ncome (LOSS) v v v vt ittt eeeeenennn $ 0.74 S 0.42 $(0.18) $(0.80)
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Diluted earnings per common share
Income (loss) from continuing operations
before extraordinary items and
cumulative effect of accounting

Changes. . v vttt ittt e i ettt e e $ 0.70 S 0.47 $(0.
Discontinued operations, net of income

o= == S 0.02 (0.05) (0
Extraordinary items, net of income

Ful= == S —— (0.01) 0
Net 1ncome (LOSS) v vt vttt et et eeeeeneenn $ 0.72 $ 0.41 S (0

(1) Our petroleum markets and coal mining operations are classified as
discontinued operations. See Note 10 for further discussion.

(2) Our operating revenues differ from those previously reported in our
September 30, 2001, June 30, 2001 and March 31, 2001 Form 10-Q's by $11,774
million, $11,016 million and $15,237 million due to income statement
reclassifications associated with our adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3,
discontinued operations and other minor reclassifications, which had no
impact on previously reported net income or stockholders' equity.

(3) Our operating income (loss) differs from that previously reported in our
September 30, 2001, June 30, 2001 and March 31, 2001 Form 10-Q's by $18
million, $201 million and $22 million due to income statement
reclassifications associated with our discontinued operations,
reclassification of gains and losses on asset sales and asset impairments to
operating income and other minor reclassifications, which had no impact on
previously reported net income or stockholders' equity.

28. SUPPLEMENTAL NATURAL GAS AND OIL OPERATIONS (UNAUDITED)

At December 31, 2002, we had interests in natural gas and oil properties in
16 states and offshore operations and properties in federal and state waters in
the Gulf of Mexico. Internationally, we have a limited number of natural gas and
0il properties in Brazil, Canada, Hungary and Indonesia. We also have
exploration and production rights in Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada,
Hungary, Indonesia and Turkey.

For purposes of the Supplemental Natural Gas and Oil Operations disclosure,
we have presented reserves, standardized measure of discounted future net cash
flows and the related changes in standardized measure separately for natural gas
systems operations which includes the regulated natural gas and oil properties
owned by Colorado Interstate Gas Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in
2002. The Supplemental Natural Gas and 0Oil Operations disclosure does not
include any value for natural gas systems storage gas and liquids volumes
managed by our Pipelines segment.
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Capitalized costs relating to natural gas and oil producing activities and

related accumulated depreciation, depletion and amortization were as follows at
December 31 (in millions):
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UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE
2002
Natural gas and oil properties:
Costs subject to amortization........... $13,283 $608 $ 92 $13,983
Costs not subject to amortization....... 594 177 103 874
13,877 785 195 14,857
Less accumulated depreciation, depletion and
amortization. . ...ttt e e e 7,002 435 44 7,481
Net capitalized COSES. ...ttt nneeeennnn $ 6,875 $350 $151 $ 7,376
2001
Natural gas and oil properties:
Costs subject to amortization........... $12,933 $415 S 72 $13,420
Costs not subject to amortization....... 629 250 49 928
13,562 665 121 14,348
Less accumulated depreciation, depletion and
amortization. . vttt ittt e e e e e e e 6,956 170 31 7,157
Net capitalized COSELS. ...ttt neeeeennn $ 6,606 $495 $ 90 $ 7,191

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.
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Costs incurred in natural gas and oil producing activities, whether
capitalized or expensed, were as follows at December 31 (in millions):

UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE
2002
Property acquisition costs
Proved properties. ... .ottt S 362 S 6 S—— $ 368
Unproved properties........ouiiiiieeennn. 29 7 10 46
Exploration costs. ...ttt eeenn. 246 70 45 361
Development COSES. ..ttt iineeeeeeennns 1,520 80 3 1,603
Total costs incurred..........oc.... $2,157 $163 $58 $2,378
2001
Property acquisition costs
Proved properties..... ..ot iiiinnnnnnnn. S 91 $232 S—— $ 323
Unproved properties........ouiiiiieneenn. 44 16 25 85
Exploration Ccosts. ...ttt eeennn. 177 19 58 254
Development COSES. ...ttt ineeeeeeeenns 1,529 105 14 1,648
Total costs incurred................ $1,841 $372
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2000
Property acquisition costs
Proved properties......ccuiiiiinnnnnnnnn. $ 201 S 3 S—— S 204
Unproved properties........ouiiiieeneenn. 171 6 - 177
Exploration Ccosts. ...ttt eeenn. 290 42 11 343
Development COSES. ..ttt ittt iteeeneeeennns 1,229 69 - 1,298
Total costs incurred................ $1,891 $120

I <
—
—
0
N
~
o
N
N

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

Per our January 1, 2003 reserve report, the amounts estimated to be spent
in 2003, 2004 and 2005 to develop our worldwide booked proved undeveloped
reserves are $570 million, $483 million and $178 million.

Presented below is an analysis of the capitalized costs of natural gas and
0ill properties by year of expenditure that are not being amortized as of
December 31, 2002, pending determination of proved reserves. Capitalized
interest of $16 million, $18 million, and $7 million for the years ended
December 31, 2002, 2001 and 2000 is included in the presentation below (in
millions) :

COSTS EXCLUDED FOR

CUMULATIVE YEARS ENDED CUMULATIVE
BALANCE DECEMBER 31, BALANCE
DECEMBER 31,  —————————————————— DECEMBER 31,
2002 2002 2001 2000 1999
Worldwide (1)
ACqUISItion. v vttt e $406 $108 $149 $ 94 $55
Exploration........iiuiiiiinennnnnnn. 255 177 33 36 9
Development . co. ettt it e eneeeeenneennns 213 69 95 26 23

$874 $354 $277 $156 $87

(1) Includes operations in the United States, Brazil, Canada, Hungary and
Indonesia.

Projects presently excluded from amortization are in various stages of
evaluation. The majority of these costs are expected to be included in the
amortization calculation in the years 2003 through 2006. Total amortization
expense per Mcfe, including ceiling test charges, was $1.71, $1.22, and $1.00 in
2002, 2001, and 2000. Excluding ceiling test charges, amortization expense would
have been $1.31, $1.04 and $1.00 per Mcfe
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in 2002, 2001, and 2000. Depreciation, depletion, and amortization excludes
provisions for the impairment of international projects of $15 million in 2000.
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All of our proved properties, with the exception of the proved reserves in
Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia, are located in North America (U.S. and Canada) .

Net quantities of proved developed and undeveloped reserves of natural gas
and liquids, including condensate and crude oil, and changes in these reserves
are presented below. Information in this table is based on the reserve report
dated January 1, 2003, prepared internally by Production and reviewed by
Huddleston & Co., Inc. This information is consistent with estimates of reserves
filed with other federal agencies except for differences of less than five
percent resulting from actual production, acquisitions, property sales,
necessary reserve revisions and additions to reflect actual experience. These
reserves include 465,783 MMcfe of production delivery commitments under
financing arrangements that extend through 2042. The financing arrangement
supported by these reserves matures in 2006. Total proved reserves on the fields
with this dedicated production were 919,265 MMcfe. In addition, this table
excludes the following equity interests: Production's interest in UnoPaso
(Pescada in Brazil); Merchant Energy's interests in Sengkang in Indonesia; CAPSA
and CAPEX in Argentina and Aguaytia in Peru; interest in El Paso Energy
Partners. Combined proved natural gas reserves balances for these equity
interests were 435,713 MMcf, liquids reserves were 39,693 MBbls, and natural gas
equivalents were 673,871 MMcfe, all net to our ownership interests.

NATURAL GAS (IN BCF)

UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE
Net proved developed and undeveloped

reserves (3)

January 1, 2000. . ...ttt ittt 4,540 73 - 4,613
Revisions of previous estimates......... (249) (62) —— (311)
Extensions, discoveries and other....... 1,239 155 91 1,485
Purchases of reserves in place.......... 577 2 - 579
Sales of reserves in place.............. (19) —— —— (19)
ProduUcCtion. i ittt e e e e e e e e e e (5106) (1) —— (517)

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

(2) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas
Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.

(3) Net proved reserves exclude royalties and interests owned by others and
reflects contractual arrangements and royalty obligations in effect at the

time of the estimate.
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NATURAL GAS (IN BCF)

UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE
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December 31, 2000. .. ...ttt nttneeneennnnn 5,572
Revisions of previous estimates......... (874)
Extensions, discoveries and other....... 1,244
Purchases of reserves in place.......... 116
Sales of reserves in place.............. (406)
ProdUcCtion. v it it it e e e e e e e e e e e (552)

December 31, 2001. ...t ietneeneennnnn 5,460
Revisions of previous estimates......... (392)
Extensions, discoveries and other....... 766
Purchases of reserves in place.......... 513
Sales of reserves in place.............. (1,664)
ProduUcCtion. i it it et e e e e e e e e e (470)

December 31, 2002. ...ttt iieteeeneenennn 4,213

Proved developed reserves

December 31, 2000... ..ttt etneenennnn 2,877
December 31, 2001... ..ttt tineenennnn 2,967
December 31, 2002. ...ttt ttneennnnns 2,684

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary

(2) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colo
Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.
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167 91 5,830
(136) (51) (1,061)
85 - 1,329
83 - 199
— — (46)
(13) - (565)
186 40 5,686
(70) 31 (431)
56 5 827

5 - 518
(30) - (1,694)
(17) — (487)
130 76 4,419
112 — 2,989
138 - 3,105
104 — 2,788

and Indonesia.

rado Interstate Gas

LIQUIDS (1) (IN MBBLS)

UNITED
STATES
Net proved developed and undeveloped reserves (4)

January 1, 2000. ...ttt it 87,316
Revisions of previous estimates............ (576
Extensions, discoveries and other.......... 13,196
Purchases of reserves in place............. 7,589
Sales of reserves in place.........ccuu... (609
ProdUCEiom. v it it et et e e e e e e e e e e e e e (11,614

December 31, 2000. ...ttt inttneeeeennenennn 95,302
Revisions of previous estimates............ 26,085
Extensions, discoveries and other.......... 38,536
Purchases of reserves in place............. 132
Sales of reserves in place.........cuouv... (71
ProdUCEion . v it it it et e e e e e e e e e e e e e (13,821

December 31, 2001 . ...ttt inttneeeeennennnnn 146,163
Revisions of previous estimates............ (13,496
Extensions, discoveries and other.......... 17,567
Purchases of reserves in place............. 1,521
Sales of reserves in place.........coue... (18,566

OTHER
CANADA COUNTRIES (2) WORLDWIDE
867 — 88,183
) (544) — (1,120)
3,600 4,862 21,658
13 — 7,602
) - - (609)
) (13) — (11, 627)
3,923 4,862 104,087
(4,224) (4,862) 16,999
1,173 7,771 47,480
10,570 — 10,702
) — — (71)
) (560) - (14,381)
10,882 7,771 164,816
) (1,798) (5,660) (20, 954)
282 10,541 28,390
362 — 1,883
) (2,535) — (21,101)
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Production........u i, (16,460) (1,053) - (17,513)

December 31, 2002..... ... ... 116,729 6,140 12,652 135,521

(1) Includes o0il, condensate and natural gas liquids.
(2) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

(3) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas
Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.

(4) Net proved reserves exclude royalties and interests owned by others and
reflects contractual arrangements and royalty obligations in effect at the
time of the estimate.

LIQUIDS (1) (IN MBBLS)

UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (2) WORLDWIDE S
Proved developed reserves
December 31, 2000..... .00ttt iiinnnnnn. 55,044 2,723 -— 57,767
December 31, 2001........ .ttt iiinnnnnn. 92,060 7,341 -— 99,401
December 31, 2002..... .00t iiiiiinnnnnnn. 70,805 4,445 -— 75,250

(1) Includes o0il, condensate and natural gas liquids.
(2) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

(3) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas
Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.

There are numerous uncertainties inherent in estimating quantities of
proved reserves and in projecting future rates of production and timing of
development expenditures, including many factors beyond our control. The reserve
data represents only estimates. Reservoir engineering is a subjective process of
estimating underground accumulations of natural gas and oil that cannot be
measured in an exact manner.

The significant changes to reserves, other than purchases, sales or
production, are due to reservoir performance in existing fields and from
drilling additional wells in existing fields. There have been no major
discoveries or other events, favorable or adverse, that may be considered to
have caused a significant change in the estimated proved reserves since December
31, 2002.
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Results of operations from producing activities by fiscal year were as
follows at December 31 (in millions):
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UNITED
STATES CANADA
2002
Net Revenues
Sales to external CUSLOMErS.......vveenennnn. $ 339 S 47
Affiliated SaleS. .. ittt it ii e 1,595 20
o o 1,934 67
Production COSES (2) v ittt ittt ettt ettt eeeeeenn (284) (18)
Depreciation, depletion and amortization...... (748) (28)
Ceiling test charges........iiiiiiii .. - (226)
902 (205)
Income tax (expense) benefit.................. (307) 83
Results of operations from producing
P w5 1 il I = $ 595 $(122)
2001
Net Revenues
Sales to external CUSLOMErS.......vveennnnn. $ 139 $ 45
Affiliated SaleS. ..ttt ittt it teeneenn 2,259 1
o o 2,398 46
Production COSES (2) v ittt i te ettt ettt eeeeeenn (323) (12)
Depreciation, depletion and amortization...... (660) (17)
Ceiling test charges........iiiiiiiiinnnnn. - (87)
1,415 (70)
Income tax (expense) benefit.................. (490) 25
Results of operations from producing
PNl e v 1 e X = < $ 925 S (45)

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

(2) Production costs include direct lifting costs (labor,

offices, insurance and property and severance taxes.

UNITED
STATES
2000

Net Revenues
Sales to external CUSLOMErS.......oivueweenennn $1,165
Affiliated saleS. .t in ettt ieeeeeennnn 438
1 = B 1,603
Production COSES (2) v i ittt i te ettt ettt eeeeeenn (310)
Depreciation, depletion and amortization...... (584)
709

repairs and
maintenance, materials and supplies) and the administrative costs of field

CANADA

OTHER
COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE

$ —= $ 386

-= 1,615

-= 2,001

(1) (303)

-= (776)

(10) (236)

(11) 686

4 (220)

$ (7 $ 466

$ = $ 184

-= 2,260

-= 2,444

-= (335)

-= (677)

(28) (115)

(28) 1,317

(9) (474)

$(37) $ 843

OTHER

COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE

$ - $1,171

-= 438

-= 1,609

-= (311)

-= (585)

-= 713
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TNCOME LAX EXPEINSE .t v v v v vttt tee e e eaneeeeenes (237) (2) ——
Results of operations from producing

ACLIVIEIES ittt ittt et e et e S 472 S 2 S -

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.
(2) Production costs include direct lifting costs (labor, repairs and
maintenance, materials and supplies) and the administrative costs of field

offices, insurance and property and severance taxes.
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The standardized measure of discounted future net cash flows relating to
proved natural gas and oil reserves follows at December 31 (in millions):

UNITED OTHER
STATES CANADA COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE
2002
Future cash inflows(3) ....vvueuvv... $21,948 S 671 S 542 $23,161
Future production costs........... (3,822) (127) (124) (4,073)
Future development costs.......... (1,922) (16) (133) (2,071)
Future income tax expenses........ (4,541) (21) (50) (4,612)
Future net cash flows............. 11,663 507 235 12,405
10% annual discount for estimated
timing of cash flows............ (4,969) (220) (127) (5,316)
Standardized measure of discounted
future net cash flows........... S 6,694 S 287 $ 108 $ 7,089
Standardized measure of discounted
future net cash flows, including
effects of hedging activities... $ 6,310 $ 287 $ 108 $ 6,705

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil, Hungary and Indonesia.

(2) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas
Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.

(3) Excludes $708 million of future net cash outflows attributable to hedging
activities.

UNITED
STATES

OTHER
COUNTRIES (1)

CANADA

WORLDWIDE

NATURAL
GAS
SYSTEMS (2)

NATURAL
GAS
SYSTEMS (2)
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2001
Future cash inflows(3) ........... $ 15,832 S 641
Future production costs.......... (3,284) (196)
Future development costs......... (2,067) (83)
Future income tax expenses....... (2,228) (8)
Future net cash flows............ 8,253 354
10% annual discount for estimated

timing of cash flows........... (3,453) (143)
Standardized measure of

discounted future net cash

FlOWS e et e ettt e ettt et e $ 4,800 $ 211
Standardized measure of

discounted future net cash

flows, including effects of

hedging activities............. $ 5,369 $ 211

188
UNITED
STATES CANADA

2000
Future cash inflow(4) ............ S 44,459 $1,597
Future production costs.......... (5,451) (136)
Future development costs......... (1,743) (35)
Future income tax expenses....... (11,885) (599)
Future net cash flows............ 25,380 827
10% annual discount for estimated

timing of cash flows........... (10,392) (469)
Standardized measure of

discounted future net cash

FlOWS . vttt ettt et ettt e $ 14,988 $ 358
Standardized measure of

discounted future net cash

flows, including effects of

hedging activities............. $ 13,839 $ 358

(1) Includes international operations in Brazil,

$ 253 $ 16,726
(51) (3,531)
(73) (2,223)
(23) (2,259)
106 8,713
(52) (3,648)

$ 54 $ 5,065

$ 54 $ 5,634

OTHER

COUNTRIES (1) WORLDWIDE

$ 397 $ 46,453
(70) (5,657)
(139) (1,917)
(60) (12, 544)
128 26,335
(109) (10,970)

$ 19 $ 15,365

$ 19 $ 14,216

Hungary and Indonesia.

(2) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas

Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.

(3) Excludes $973 million of future net cash inflows attributable to hedging

activities.

(4) Excludes $1,995 million of future net cash outflows attributable to hedging

activities.

NATURAL
GAS
SYSTEMS (2)
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For the calculations in the preceding table, estimated future cash inflows
from estimated future production of proved reserves were computed using year-end
market natural gas and oil prices. We may receive amounts different than the
standardized measure of discounted cash flow for a number of reasons, including
price changes and the effects of our hedging activities.

We do not rely upon the standardized measure when making investment and
operating decisions. These decisions are based on various factors including
probable and proved reserves, different price and cost assumptions, actual
economic conditions, capital availability and corporate investment criteria.
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The following are the principal sources of change in the standardized
measure of discounted future net cash flows (in millions):

YEARS ENDED DECEMBER 31, (1)

2002 2001 2000
EXPLORATION EXPLORATION NATURAL EXPLORATION N
AND AND GAS AND
PRODUCTION (2) PRODUCTION SYSTEMS (3) PRODUCTION S

Sales and transfers of natural gas

and oil produced net of production

L =3 o= $(1,697) $ (2,108) $(255) $(1,748)
Net changes in prices and production

L =3 o= 6,524 (16,115) 10 12,095
Extensions, discoveries and improved

recovery, less related costs....... 1,660 1,338 —— 5,938
Changes in estimated future

development costs......oiiiinn.. (199) (17) 13 (422)
Previously estimated development

costs incurred during the period... 499 503 - 263
Revisions of previous quantity

estimates. . vttt it e e e e (1,139) (866) 39 (9706)
Accretion of discount................ 613 2,208 23 347
Net change in income taxes........... (1,413) 5,642 25 (6,009)
Purchases of reserves in place....... 1,015 232 - 1,735
Sales of reserves in place........... (3,328) 16 —— (14)
Change in production rates, timing

and other....... ... .. (511) (1,133) 80 151

Net change.........oiiiiiiin... $ 2,024 $(10,300) $ (65) $11, 360

(1) This disclosure reflects changes in the standardized measure calculation
excluding the effects of hedging activities.

(2) Includes operations in the United States, Canada, Brazil, Hungary and
Indonesia.

(3) Includes natural gas and oil properties owned by Colorado Interstate Gas
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Company and its subsidiaries that were sold in 2002.
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANTS

To the Board of Directors and Stockholders of
El Paso Corporation:

In our opinion, based upon our audits and the report of other auditors, the
accompanying consolidated balance sheets and related consolidated statements of
income, comprehensive income, stockholders' equity and cash flows present
fairly, in all material respects, the consolidated financial position of El1 Paso
Corporation and its subsidiaries (the "Company") at December 31, 2002 and 2001,
and the consolidated results of their operations and their cash flows for each
of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2002 in conformity with
accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America. In
addition, in our opinion, based on our audits and the report of other auditors,
the financial statement schedule presents fairly, in all material respects, the
information set forth therein when read in conjunction with the related
consolidated financial statements. These financial statements and financial
statement schedule of valuation and qualifying accounts are the responsibility
of the Company's management; our responsibility is to express an opinion on
these financial statements and financial statement schedule based on our audits.
The consolidated financial statements and financial statement schedule give
retroactive effect to the merger of El Paso CGP Company (formerly The Coastal
Corporation) on January 29, 2001 in a transaction accounted for as a pooling of
interests, as described in Note 3 to the consolidated financial statements. We
did not audit the consolidated financial statements and financial statement
schedule of El1 Paso CGP Company as of December 31, 2000 and for the year then
ended, which statements reflect total revenues of $3,533 million for the year
ended December 31, 2000. Those statements were audited by other auditors whose
report thereon has been furnished to us, and our opinion expressed herein,
insofar as it relates to the amounts included for El Paso CGP Company as of
December 31, 2000 and for the year then ended, is based solely on the report of
the other auditors. We conducted our audits of these statements in accordance
with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America,
which require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance
about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An
audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures in the financial statements, assessing the accounting principles
used and significant estimates made by management, and evaluating the overall
financial statement presentation. We believe that our audits and the report of
other auditors provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.

As discussed in Notes 1 and 6, the Company adopted Statement of Financial
Accounting Standards No. 142, Goodwill and Other Intangible Assets and Statement
of Financial Accounting Standards No. 144, Accounting for the Impairment or
Disposal of Long-Lived Assets on January 1, 2002; DIG Issue No. C-16, Scope
Exceptions: Applying the Normal Purchases and Sales Exception to Contracts that
Combine a Forward Contract and Purchased Option Contract in the second quarter
of 2002, and EITF Issue No. 02-3, Accounting for Contracts Involved in Energy
Trading and Risk Management Activities, Consensus 1 and 2, in the third and
fourth quarter of 2002; respectively.

As discussed in Notes 1 and 13, the Company adopted Statement of Financial
Accounting Standards, No. 133, Accounting for Derivatives and Hedging

Activities, on January 1, 2001.

/s/ PRICEWATERHOUSECOOPERS LLP
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Houston, Texas

March 28, 2003, except as to the reclassification of the petroleum markets
business as discontinued operations discussed in Note 10 as to which the date is
September 12, 2003.
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INDEPENDENT AUDITORS' REPORT

Board of Directors and Stockholders
El Paso CGP Company
Houston, Texas

We have audited the consolidated statements of income, stockholders'
equity, cash flows and comprehensive income of El Paso CGP Company (formerly The
Coastal Corporation) and subsidiaries, for the year ended December 31, 2000 (not
presented separately herein). Our audit also included the El Paso CGP schedule
of valuation and qualifying accounts for the year ended December 31, 2000 (not
presented separately herein). These financial statements and financial statement
schedule are the responsibility of the Company's management. Our responsibility
is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally
accepted in the United States of America. Those standards require that we plan
and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial
statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a
test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial
statements. An audit also includes assessing the accounting principles used and
significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall
financial statement presentation. We believe that our audit provides a
reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, such consolidated financial statements present fairly, in
all material respects, El1 Paso CGP Company's results of operations and cash
flows for the year ended December 31, 2000, in conformity with accounting
principles generally accepted in the United States of America. Also, in our
opinion, such financial statement schedule, when considered in relation to the
basic consolidated financial statements taken as a whole, presents fairly in all
material respects the information set forth therein.

/s/ DELOITTE & TOUCHE LLP

Houston, Texas

March 19, 2001

(March 28, 2003 as to the effects of reclassifications related to the adoption
of net reporting for trading activities and accounting for coal mining
operations as discontinued operations as discussed in notes 1 and 9,
respectively, and September 23, 2003 as to the effects of reclassifications
related to accounting for petroleum operations as discontinued operations as
discussed in note 9)
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SCHEDULE II

EL PASO CORPORATION
VALUATION AND QUALIFYING ACCOUNTS

YEARS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002, 2001 AND 2000
(IN MILLIONS)

230



Edgar Filing: EL PASO CORP/DE - Form 8-K

CHARGED
BALANCE AT TO COSTS CHARGED
BEGINNING AND TO OTHER
DESCRIPTION OF PERIOD EXPENSES ACCOUNTS DEDUCTIONS
2002
Allowance for doubtful accounts (10)... $117 S 30 S 43 $(14)
Valuation allowance on deferred tax
ASSEL S . it ittt e e e e e e e e e 3 36 —— (2)
Legal reserves(10) ... iiiiie i, 149 936 (1) —— (74) (2)
Environmental reserves (10) ............ 468 (18) (14) (63) (3)
Regulatory reservesS. ... ..o ee e eennnnn. 34 48 1 (59) (4)
2001
Allowance for doubtful accounts (10)... S 48 S 77 S (1) S (7) (5)
Valuation allowance on deferred tax
ASSEE S e ittt e e e e e e e 3 - - -
Legal reserves(10) .. v i iiii e, 259 43 (123) (6) (30)
Environmental reserves (10) ............ 303 156 (7) 30 (21)
Regulatory reserves. ... ..o ee e eennnnn. 48 (1) (11) (2)
2000
Allowance for doubtful accounts (10)... S 56 S 16 S (17) S (7) (5)
Valuation allowance on deferred tax
ASSEL S . i i ittt e e e e e e e e [ —— —— (3)
Legal reserves(10) ... iiiii .. 70 (17) 210 (9) (4)
Environmental reserves (10) ............ 276 51 1 (25)
Regulatory reservesS. .. ..o ee e eennnnns 95 (2) —— (45)

Relates to our Western Energy Settlement of $899 million
Payments for various litigation reserves.

Payments for various environmental remediation reserves.
Payments for revenue crediting and rate settlement reserves.
Primarily accounts written off.

In 2001, we finalized our purchase price adjustment for the legal reserves
related to our PG&E acquisition.

Of this amount, $232 million relates to additional environmental
remediation liabilities recorded in connection with the events described in
Note 20.

We accrued $23 million in 2001 and reversed $24 million of reserves for the
Corpus Christi refinery leased to Valero in June.

Of this amount, $53 million was the legal reserve we acquired in connection
with our purchase of PG&E's Texas Midstream operations. We recorded an
additional $159 million for legal reserves, related to purchase price
adjustments on our PG&E acquisition.

Excludes amounts related to our discontinued petroleum markets and coal
mining operations.
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SIGNATURES
Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the
undersigned thereunto duly authorized.

EL PASO CORPORATION

By: /s/ JEFFERY I. BEASON

Jeffery I. Beason

Senior Vice President and Controller

the

(Principal Accounting Officer)

Date: September 23, 2003
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EXHIBIT INDEX

EXHIBIT
NUMBER DESCRIPTION

23.A Consent of Independent Accountants, PricewaterhouseCoopers
LLP.
23.B Consent of Independent Auditors, Deloitte & Touche LLP.
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