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Explanatory Note

CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (CenterPoint Energy or the Company) hereby amends Items 6, 7, 8 and 9A of Part Il and Item 15 of Part
IV of its Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2004 filed on March 16, 2005 (Form 10-K), as amended by
Amendment No. 1 thereto on Form 10-K/A filed on August 29, 2005 (Amendment No. 1), to reflect the restatement of the Company’s
consolidated financial statements as discussed in Note 17. Amendment No. 1 was filed solely for the purpose of supplementing the
Form 10-K by filing the opinion of the Company’s independent registered public accounting firm regarding the financial statement
schedules contained in Item 15 that was inadvertently omitted from the Form 10-K. Contemporaneously with the filing of Amendment
No. 2 to the Form 10-K on this Form 10-K/A, CenterPoint Energy is filing amendments to its Quarterly Reports on Forms 10-Q/A for
each of the first three quarters of 2005.

For purposes of this Form 10-K/A, and in accordance with Rule 12b-15 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended,
each item of the Form 10-K, as amended by Amendment No. 1, that was affected by the restatement has been amended to the extent
affected and restated in its entirety. No attempt has been made in this Form 10-K/A to update other disclosures as presented in
the Form 10-K, as amended by Amendment No. 1, except as required to reflect the effects of the restatement. Accordingly,
this Form 10-K/A should be read in conjunction with the Company’s SEC filings made subsequent to the filing of the Form
10-K, including any amendments of those filings. In addition, this Form 10-K/A includes updated certifications from the
Company’s CEO and CFO as Exhibits 31.1, 31.2, 32.1 and 32.2.
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CAUTIONARY STATEMENT REGARDING FORWARD-LOOKING INFORMATION

From time to time we make statements concerning our expectations, beliefs, plans, objectives, goals, strategies, future events or
performance and underlying assumptions and other statements that are not historical facts. These statements are “forward-looking
statements” within the meaning of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995. Actual results may differ materially from
those expressed or implied by these statements. You can generally identify our forward-looking statements by the words “anticipate,”
“believe,” “continue,” “could,” “estimate,” “expect,” “forecast, ” “may,” “objective,” “plan,” “potential,” “predict,”
“projection,” “should,” “will,” or other similar words.

goal,” “intend,

We have based our forward-looking statements on our management’s beliefs and assumptions based on information available to
our management at the time the statements are made. We caution you that assumptions, beliefs, expectations, intentions and
projections about future events may and often do vary materially from actual results. Therefore, we cannot assure you that actual
results will not differ materially from those expressed or implied by our forward-looking statements.

Some of the factors that could cause actual results to differ from those expressed or implied by our forward-looking statements are
described under “Risk Factors” beginning on page 24 in Item 1 of our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31,
2004 filed on March 16, 2005.

You should not place undue reliance on forward-looking statements. Each forward-looking statement speaks only as of the date of
the particular statement, and we undertake no obligation to publicly update or revise any forward-looking statements.



PART Il

Item 6. Selected Financial Data

The following table presents selected financial data with respect to our consolidated financial condition and consolidated results of
operations and should be read in conjunction with our consolidated financial statements and the related notes in Item 8 of this report.

Year Ended December 31,

2000 2001(1) 2002 2003(2) 2004(3) (5)
(In millions, except per share amounts)
REVEINUES ...ttt bbbttt s bbb $ 6,949 $ 7,148 $ 6,438 $ 7,790 $ 7,999
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary loss and cumulative effect of
ACCOUNEING CNANGE ...ttt bbbttt bbbt b e 52 357 482 409 205
Discontinued operations, net of tax. 395 565 (4,402) 75 (133)
Extraordinary loss, net of tax ........ccccoeveecernrnnnnn. — — — — 977)
Cumulative effect of accounting change, net of tax .... — 58 — — —
Net income (loss) attributable to common shareholders . $ 447 $ 980 $ (3920) $ 484 $ (905)
Basic earnings (loss) per common share:
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary loss and cumulative effect of
ACCOUNEING CRANGE ...ttt $ 018 $ 123 $ 162 $ 135 $ 067
Discontinued operations, net of tax .. . 1.39 1.95 (14.78) 0.24 (0.43)
EXtraordinary 10SS, NEt OF TAX .....cuoiiiuiiciiiisieice e bbb — — — — (3.18)
Cumulative effect of accounting change, net of taX .........ccccoeverrricieiinincce e — 0.20 — — —
Basic earnings (10SS) Per COMMON SNAE...........ccuiuiuruiurieiririirie ettt $ 157 $ 338 $ (13.16) $ 159 $  (294)
Diluted earnings (loss) per common share:
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary loss and cumulative effect of
ACCOUNEING CRANGE.....euetiiieeite bbb $ 018 $ 122 $ 161 $ 124 $ 061
Discontinued operations, NEL OF tAX .........covieiiriniririeceri s 1.38 1.93 (14.69) 0.22 0.37)
Extraordinary 10ss, net of taX .........c.cceerirnnncnnns — — — — (2.72)
Cumulative effect of accounting change, net of tax .. — 0.20 — — —
Diluted earnings (loss) per common share................ . $ 156 $ 335 $ (13.08) $ 146 $ (2.48)
Cash dividends paid per COMMON SHAE...........ceeriririreieeire e $ 150 $ 150 $  1.07 $ 040 $ 040
Dividend payout ratio from continuing OPErations..........ccucveeeeririsisereieniriseseseesesesesseseenens 833% 122% 66% 30% 60%
Return from continuing operations on average common equity . 1.0% 5.8% 11.8% 25.7% 14.4%
Ratio of earnings from continuing operations to fixed Charges...........c.cccccoevrnnnniciccnnnnns 1.39 1.99 2.03 181 1.43
At year-end:
BooK value per COMMON SRAIE..........c.ccciiiiiiiiiicice s $ 19.10 $ 2277 $ 474 $ 577 $ 359
Market price per COMMON SNAE ......c.ciiiiiiiiciirice e 43.31 26.52 8.01 9.69 11.30
Market price as a percent of book value... 227% 116% 169% 168% 315%
Assets of discontinued operations......... $ 18,479 $ 16,840 $ 4,59 $ 4,244 $ 1,565
Total aSSetS ....c.covvvrerveeeriiriririne . 35,936 32,020 20,635 21,461 18,096
SNOIT-LEIM DOMTOWINGS ...cvcveeteet ettt 4,799 3,469 347 63 —
Long-term debt obligations, including current Maturities ..........cccocveeiinnnieienisseccene 4,989 4,712 9,996 10,939 9,029
Trust preferred securities(4) . 705 706 706 — —
CUuMUIatiVe Preferred STOCK ........civiiririeieieii sttt e e es 10 — — — —
Capitalization:
COMMON SLOCK BOUITY cvvvvvveveieiisieie et s et sn s esesennnens 49% 55% 12% 14% 11%
TruSt Preferred SECUMTIES ..v..viveeiiririeeieei ettt nsens 6% 6% 6% — —
Long-term debt, including current maturities.............. . 45% 39% 82% 86% 89%
Capital expenditures, excluding discontinued OpPerations ...........cccccovvririccreennnnnenne $ 653 $ 802 $ 566 $ 497 $ 530

(1) 2001 net income includes the cumulative effect of an accounting change resulting from the adoption of SFAS No. 133,
“Accounting for Derivative Instruments and Hedging Activities” ($58 million after-tax gain, or $0.20 earnings per basic and
diluted share). For additional information related to the cumulative effect of accounting change, please read Note 5 to our
consolidated financial statements.

(2) 2003 net income includes the cumulative effect of an accounting change resulting from the adoption of SFAS No. 143,

“Accounting for Asset Retirement Obligations” ($80 million after-tax gain, or $0.26 and $0.24 earnings per basic and diluted

share, respectively), which is included in discontinued operations related to Texas Genco.

(3) 2004 net income includes an after-tax extraordinary loss of $977 million ($3.18 and $2.72 loss per basic and diluted share,

respectively) based on our analysis of the Texas Utility Commission’s deliberations in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding.

Additionally, we recorded a net after-tax loss of approximately $133 million ($0.43 and $0.37 loss per basic and diluted share,

respectively) in 2004 related to our interest in Texas Genco. For more information on these and other matters currently affecting

us, please see “Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations — Executive Summary

— Significant Events in 2005.”



(4) The subsidiary trusts that issued trust preferred securities have been deconsolidated as a result of the adoption of FIN 46
“Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities, an Interpretation of Accounting Research Bulletin No. 51” (FIN 46) and the
subordinated debentures issued to those trusts are now reported as long-term debt effective December 31, 2003. For
additional information related to the adoption of FIN 46, please read Note 2(n) to our consolidated financial statements.

(5) As restated, see Note 17 to the consolidated financial statements.
Item 7. Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations

The following discussion and analysis should be read in combination with our consolidated financial statements included in Item 8
herein.

Restatement

The following management discussion and analysis gives effect to the restatement discussed in Note 17 to our consolidated
financial statements.

OVERVIEW
Background

We are a public utility holding company, created on August 31, 2002 as part of a corporate restructuring of Reliant Energy,
Incorporated (Reliant Energy) in compliance with requirements of the Texas Electric Choice Plan (Texas electric restructuring law).
We are the successor to Reliant Energy for financial reporting purposes under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. Our operating
subsidiaries own and operate electric transmission and distribution facilities, natural gas distribution facilities, interstate pipelines and
natural gas gathering, processing and treating facilities. We are a registered holding company under the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935, as amended (1935 Act). For information about the 1935 Act, please read “ — Liquidity and Capital Resources
— Future Sources and Uses of Cash — Certain Contractual and Regulatory Limits on Ability to Issue Securities and Pay Dividends
on Our Common Stock.” Our indirect wholly owned subsidiaries include:

o CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC (CenterPoint Houston), which owns and operates our electric transmission and
distribution business in the Texas Gulf Coast area; and

« CenterPoint Energy Resources Corp. (CERC Corp., and together with its subsidiaries, CERC), which owns and operates our
local gas distribution companies, interstate pipelines and gas gathering systems, provides various ancillary services, and offers
variable and fixed price physical natural gas supplies to commercial and industrial customers and natural gas distributors.

In July 2004, we announced our agreement to sell our majority owned subsidiary, Texas Genco Holdings, Inc. (Texas Genco), to
Texas Genco LLC (formerly known as GC Power Acquisition LLC), an entity owned in equal parts by affiliates of The Blackstone
Group, Hellman & Friedman LLC, Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co. L.P. and Texas Pacific Group. On December 15, 2004, Texas
Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas Genco LLC for $2.813 billion in
cash. Following the sale, Texas Genco distributed $2.231 billion in cash to us. Texas Genco’s principal remaining asset is its
ownership interest in a nuclear generating facility. The final step of the transaction, the merger of Texas Genco with a subsidiary of
Texas Genco LLC in exchange for an additional cash payment of $700 million to us, is expected to close during the first half of 2005,
following receipt of approval from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC).

At the time of Reliant Energy’s corporate restructuring, it owned an 83% interest in Reliant Resources, Inc., now known as Reliant
Energy, Inc. (RRI). On September 30, 2002, we distributed that interest to our shareholders (the RRI Distribution).

Business Segments

In this section, we discuss our results from continuing operations on a consolidated basis and individually for each of our business
segments. We also discuss our liquidity, capital resources and critical accounting policies. CenterPoint Energy is first and foremost an
energy delivery company and it is our intention to remain focused on this segment of the energy business. The results of our business
operations are significantly impacted by weather, customer growth, cost management, rate proceedings before regulatory agencies and
other actions of the various regulatory agencies to which we are subject. Our transmission and distribution services remain subject to



rate regulation and are reported in the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment as are impacts of generation-related
stranded costs and other true-up balances recoverable by the regulated utility. Although our former retail sales business is no longer
conducted by us, retail customers remained regulated customers of our former integrated electric utility, Reliant Energy HL&P,
through the date of their first meter reading in 2002. Sales of electricity to retail customers in 2002 prior to this meter reading are
reflected in the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment. Our reportable business segments include:

Electric Transmission & Distribution

Our electric transmission and distribution operations provide electric transmission and distribution services to retail electric
providers serving approximately 1.9 million metered customers in a 5,000-square-mile area of the Texas Gulf coast that has a
population of approximately 4.8 million people and includes Houston.

On behalf of retail electric providers, CenterPoint Houston delivers electricity from power plants to substations and from one
substation to another and to retail electric customers in locations throughout the control area managed by the Electric Reliability
Council of Texas, Inc. (ERCOT). ERCOT serves as the regional reliability coordinating council for member electric power systems in
Texas. ERCOT membership is open to consumer groups, investor and municipally owned electric utilities, rural electric cooperatives,
independent generators, power marketers and retail electric providers. The ERCOT market represents approximately 85% of the
demand for power in Texas and is one of the nation’s largest power markets. Transmission services are provided under tariffs
approved by the Public Utility Commission of Texas (the Texas Utility Commission).

Operations include construction and maintenance of electric transmission and distribution facilities, metering services, outage
response services and other call center operations. Distribution services are provided under tariffs approved by the Texas Utility
Commission.

Natural Gas Distribution

CERC owns and operates our natural gas distribution business, which engages in intrastate natural gas sales to, and natural gas
transportation for, approximately 3 million residential, commercial and industrial customers in Arkansas, Louisiana, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Oklahoma and Texas. These operations are regulated as natural gas utility operations. Its operations also include non-rate
regulated retail and wholesale gas sales to, and transportation services for, commercial and industrial customers in the six states listed
above as well as several other Midwestern states.

Pipelines and Gathering

CERC'’s pipelines and gathering business operates two interstate natural gas pipelines as well as gas gathering facilities and also
provides pipeline services. CERC’s gathering operations are conducted by a wholly owned gas gathering subsidiary, CenterPoint
Energy Field Services, Inc. (CEFS). CEFS is a natural gas gathering and processing business serving natural gas fields in the
Midcontinent basin of the United States that interconnect with CERC’s pipelines, as well as other interstate and intrastate pipelines.
CEFS operates gathering pipelines, which collect natural gas from approximately 200 separate systems located in major producing
fields in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas. CEFS, through its Service Star operating division, provides remote data
monitoring and communications services to affiliates and third parties. The Service Star operating division currently provides
monitoring activities at over 6,000 locations across Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, Oklahoma, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, New
Mexico, Texas and Wyoming.

Other Operations

Our Other Operations business segment includes office buildings and other real estate used in our business operations and other
corporate operations which support all of our business operations.



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Recent Events
2004 True-Up Proceeding

Pursuant to the Texas Electric Choice Plan (the Texas electric restructuring law), CenterPoint Houston is permitted to recover
certain costs associated with the transition to a competitive retail electric market in Texas. The amount of costs recoverable was
determined in a true-up proceeding before the Texas Utility Commission. In March 2004, CenterPoint Houston filed the final true-up
application required by the Texas electric restructuring law with the Texas Utility Commission. CenterPoint Houston’s requested true-
up balance was $3.7 billion, excluding interest and net of the retail clawback from RRI. In June, July and September 2004, the Texas
Utility Commission conducted hearings on and held public meetings addressing CenterPoint Houston’s true-up application. In
December 2004, the Texas Utility Commission approved a final order in CenterPoint Houston’s true-up proceeding authorizing
CenterPoint Houston to recover $2.3 billion including interest through August 31, 2004, subject to adjustments to reflect the benefit of
certain deferred taxes and the accrual of interest and payment of excess mitigation credits after August 31, 2004. Based on our
analysis of the Texas Utility Commission’s final order, we recorded an after-tax charge to earnings in 2004 of $977 million to write-
down our electric generation-related regulatory assets to their realizable value, which is reflected as an extraordinary loss in the
Statements of Consolidated Operations. Additionally, we have recorded other income of $226 million in the fourth quarter of 2004
representing the return on our true-up balance for the years 2002, 2003 and 2004 based on the Texas Utility Commission’s final
decision on this matter. In January 2005, we appealed certain aspects of the final order seeking to increase the true-up balance
ultimately recovered by CenterPoint Houston. Other parties have also appealed the order, seeking to reduce the amount authorized for
CenterPoint Houston’s recovery. Although we believe we have meritorious arguments and that the other parties’ appeals are without
merit, no prediction can be made as to the ultimate outcome or timing of such appeals.

In December 2004, CenterPoint Houston filed for approval of a financing order to issue transition bonds to securitize its true-up
balance, which will be adjusted downward to reflect the benefit of certain deferred taxes previously recovered through rates, and
upward to reflect the accrual of interest and payment of excess mitigation credits occurring after August 31, 2004. On March 9, 2005,
the Texas Utility Commission issued its order allowing CenterPoint Houston to securitize approximately $1.8 billion and requiring
that the benefit of certain deferred taxes be reflected as a reduction in the competition transition charge. CenterPoint Houston also has
filed an application for a competition transition charge to recover any portion of its adjusted true-up balance that it is not able to
recover through the issuance of transition bonds. Hearings in this proceeding are scheduled for April 2005.

The balance approved by the Texas Utility Commission in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding includes $699 million in environmental
expenditures incurred by Texas Genco, of which approximately $50 million was not projected to be spent until 2005 and 2006.
CenterPoint Houston has agreed to return to its customers any funds not expended on environmental projects by December 31, 2006.
The December 2004 final order in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding requires CenterPoint Houston to demonstrate by January 31, 2007,
that the $699 million was spent on environmental projects or to refund its customers the unspent funds, along with interest.

Sale of Texas Genco

Disposition. On December 14, 2004, Texas Genco merged with an indirect wholly owned subsidiary of CenterPoint Energy. As a
result of the merger, Texas Genco became our indirect wholly owned subsidiary, and all of Texas Genco’s publicly held shares (other
than 227 shares held by shareholders who validly perfected their dissenter’s rights under Texas law) were converted into the right to
receive $47 per share in cash without interest (the Merger Consideration) less any applicable withholding taxes. In connection with the
merger, Texas Genco entered into a credit agreement (the Overnight Bridge Loan) under which it borrowed approximately $716
million on December 14, 2004 to finance the payment of the aggregate Merger Consideration payable as a result of the merger. Texas
Genco’s shares ceased to be publicly traded as of the close of trading on December 14, 2004. The merger was part of the first step of
the sale transaction announced in July 2004 in which Texas Genco LLC agreed to acquire Texas Genco for approximately $3.65
billion in cash.

On December 15, 2004, Texas Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas
Genco LLC for $2.813 billion in cash. Texas Genco used approximately $716 million of the cash proceeds from the sale to repay the
Overnight Bridge Loan and distributed $2.231 billion, consisting of the balance of the cash proceeds from the sale and cash on hand,
to us. We used the proceeds primarily to repay outstanding indebtedness.



In connection with the sale of Texas Genco’s fossil generation assets to Texas Genco LLC, Texas Genco, LP, a subsidiary of
Texas Genco (Genco LP), also entered into a services agreement with Texas Genco LLC, under which Texas Genco LLC has agreed
to provide at cost energy dispatch and coordination services to Genco LP, administer Genco LP’s PUC-mandated capacity auctions
and market Genco LP’s excess capacity and energy to third parties. For those services, Genco LP will pay a monthly fee.

Following the sale of its fossil generation assets, Texas Genco’s principal remaining asset is its interest in the South Texas Project
Electric Generating Station, a nuclear generating facility (South Texas Project). Texas Genco currently owns a 30.8% interest in the
South Texas Project, that is subject to increase pursuant to the right of first refusal described below, and currently bears a
corresponding 30.8% share of the capital and operating costs associated with the project.

In connection with the sale of Texas Genco’s fossil generation assets to Texas Genco LLC, Genco LP entered into a power
purchase and sale agreement with a subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC, which we refer to as the back-to-back power purchase
agreement. Under this agreement, Genco LP has agreed to sell forward a substantial portion of Genco LP’s total share of the energy
from the South Texas Project through December 31, 2008. Genco LP has agreed to sell this energy on a unit-contingent basis,
meaning that Genco LP will be excused (subject to the contingent payment for economic costs described below) from its obligations
to deliver this energy to the extent the energy is unavailable as a result of a derating or forced outage at the South Texas Project or
other specified causes.

During the period from the closing of the first step of the sale transaction until the closing of the second step, the pricing for the
energy sold under the back-to-back power purchase agreement will be at the weighted-average price achieved by Texas Genco LLC
on its firm forward sales in the South ERCOT zone, subject to payment by Genco LP to Texas Genco LLC, in the event the second
step does not close, of 50% of the economic cost (i.e., liquidated damages payable to third parties or cost of cover) incurred by Texas
Genco LLC during that period as a result of energy from the South Texas Project being unavailable to meet the contract quantity.
After any termination of the transaction agreement, the pricing for this energy will be at 90% of such weighted-average price, with no
contingent payment for economic costs. The transaction agreement may be terminated under various circumstances, including a failure
to close the second step of the sale transaction by April 30, 2005 (which date may be extended by either party for up to two
consecutive 90-day periods if NRC approval has not yet been obtained or is being contested and all other closing conditions are
capable of being satisfied).

The second step of the transaction, the merger of Texas Genco with a subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC in exchange for an
additional cash payment to us of $700 million, is expected to close during the first half of 2005 following receipt of approval from the
NRC. Total cash proceeds to CenterPoint Energy from both steps of the transaction are expected to be $2.931 billion.

We recorded an after-tax loss of approximately $214 million in 2004 related to the sale of Texas Genco and an additional after-tax
loss of $152 million offsetting our interest in Texas Genco’s 2004 earnings from July 1, 2004. Until the sale of Texas Genco is
complete, our interest in any future Texas Genco earnings will be offset by an increase in the loss on the pending sale. The
consolidated financial statements included in this annual report on Form 10-K present Texas Genco’s operations as discontinued
operations in accordance with Statement of Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) No. 144, “Accounting for the Impairment or
Disposal of Long-Lived Assets,” (SFAS No. 144).

Right of First Refusal. In September 2004, Genco LP signed an agreement to purchase a portion of AEP Texas Central
Company’s (AEP) 25.2% interest in the South Texas Project for approximately $174 million. Once the purchase is complete, Genco
LP will own an additional 13.2% interest in the South Texas Project for a total of 44%, or approximately 1,100 MW. This purchase
agreement was entered into pursuant to Genco LP’s right of first refusal to purchase this interest when AEP announced its agreement
to sell this interest to a third-party. In addition to AEP’s ownership interest and Genco LP’s current 30.8% ownership, the 2,500 MW
nuclear plant is currently 28%-owned by City Public Service of San Antonio (CPS) and 16%-owned by Austin Energy. CPS is
expected to purchase AEP’s remaining 12% ownership interest under its right of first refusal. The sale is subject to approval by the
NRC. Texas Genco expects to fund the purchase of its share of AEP’s interest, including reimbursements of draws under letters of
credit, with existing cash balances that have been provided to cash collateralize the letters of credit as described below and, if
necessary, cash expected to be generated through operations. If CPS were to default and fail to purchase the 12% interest it has agreed
to acquire, Texas Genco would purchase AEP’s entire 25.2% interest in the South Texas Project, in which case Texas Genco would
need approximately $158 million of additional cash. We expect this transaction will be completed by the end of the second quarter of
2005.

In December 2004, prior to the consummation of the sale of Texas Genco’s coal, lignite and gas-fired generation assets to Texas
Genco LLC, the $250 million revolving credit facility of Genco LP was terminated and the then outstanding letters of credit



aggregating $182 million issued under the facility in favor of AEP relating to the right of first refusal were cash collateralized at 105%
of their face amount. In February 2005, Genco LP also established a $75 million term loan facility under which borrowings may be
made for working capital purposes at LIBOR plus 50 basis points. Two drawings aggregating $75 million may be made under the
facility which matures on the earlier of August 2005 or the closing of the final step of the Texas Genco sale. An initial draw of $59
million was made in February 2005. This facility is secured by a lien on Texas Genco’s equity and partnership interests in its
subsidiaries and cash collateral accounts described above.

Significant Events in 2005

Resolution of legal proceedings relating to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding, recovery of amounts approved in the 2004 True-Up
Proceeding and the sale of our remaining interest in Texas Genco are the most significant events facing us in 2005. We expect to use
the proceeds received from these events to further repay a portion of our indebtedness and for other general corporate purposes. In
January 2005, we appealed certain aspects of the final order seeking to increase the true-up balance ultimately recovered by
CenterPoint Houston. Other parties have also appealed the order, seeking to reduce the amount authorized for CenterPoint Houston’s
recovery. Although we believe we have meritorious arguments and that the other parties’ appeals are without merit, no prediction can
be made as to the ultimate outcome or timing of such appeals.

We recorded an after-tax loss of approximately $214 million in 2004 related to the sale of our interest in Texas Genco. See
“Recent Events” above. We also recorded an after-tax extraordinary loss of $977 million in 2004 related to the 2004 True-Up
Proceeding as discussed above. Portions of these losses recorded in periods prior to the fourth quarter of 2004 reduced our earnings
below the level required for us to continue paying our current quarterly dividends out of current earnings as required under our
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) financing order. However, in May 2004, we received an order from the SEC under the
1935 Act authorizing us to continue to pay our current quarterly dividend in the second and third quarters of 2004 out of capital or
unearned surplus in the event we had such losses. We declared a dividend in the fourth quarter of 2004 out of current earnings. If our
earnings for subsequent quarters are insufficient to pay dividends from current earnings, additional authority would be required from
the SEC for payment of the quarterly dividend from capital or unearned surplus, but there can be no assurance that the SEC would
authorize such payments. These losses would delay the timing of our achievement of a ratio of common equity to total capitalization
of 30% as generally required by the SEC under the 1935 Act. Accordingly, we may issue equity and take other actions to achieve a
future equity capitalization of 30%.

In March 2005, we replaced our $750 million revolving credit facility with a $1 billion five-year revolving credit facility.
Borrowings may be made under the facility at LIBOR plus 100 basis points based on current credit ratings. An additional utilization
fee of 12.5 basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower
or raise the increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

In March 2005, CenterPoint Houston established a $200 million five-year revolving credit facility. Borrowings may be made under
the facility at LIBOR plus 75 basis points based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit rating. An additional utilization fee of 12.5
basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower or raise the
increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

CenterPoint Houston also established a $1.31 billion credit facility in March 2005. This facility is available to be utilized only to
refinance CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion term loan maturing in November 2005 in the event that proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds are not sufficient to repay such term loan. Drawings may be made under this credit facility until November 2005, at
which time any outstanding borrowings are converted to term loans maturing in November 2007. Net proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds and certain new net indebtedness for borrowed money issued by CenterPoint Houston in excess of $200 million must
be used to repay borrowings under the new facility. Based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit ratings, borrowings under the
facility can be made at LIBOR plus 75 basis points. Changes in credit ratings would lower or raise the increment to LIBOR depending
on whether ratings improved or were lowered. Any drawings under this facility must be secured by CenterPoint Houston’s general
mortgage bonds in the same principal amount and bearing the same interest rate as such drawings.

In March 2005, we filed a registration statement relating to an offer to exchange our 3.75% convertible senior notes due 2023 for a
new series of 3.75% convertible senior notes due 2023. This registration statement has not yet been declared effective by the SEC. We
expect to conduct the exchange offer in response to the guidance set forth in Emerging Issues Task Force Issue No. 04-8, “The Effect
of Contingently Convertible Instruments on Diluted Earnings Per Share.” Under that guidance, because the terms of the new notes
provide for settlement of the principal amount on conversion in cash rather than our common stock, exchanging new notes for old



notes will allow us to exclude the portion of the conversion value of the new notes attributable to their principal amount from our
computation of diluted earnings per share from continuing operations.

2004 Highlights

In addition to the extraordinary loss related to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding and the loss related to the sale of Texas Genco as
discussed above, our operating performance for 2004 compared to 2003 were affected by:

the termination of revenues related to Excess Cost Over Market (ECOM) as of January 1, 2004 compared to ECOM revenues
of $661 million recorded in 2003;

an increase in operating income of $135 million in our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment, excluding
ECOM, primarily due to the absence of an $87 million reserve recorded in 2003 related to the final fuel reconciliation,
excluding interest, and a $15 million reversal of this reserve in 2004;

an increase in other income of $226 million related to the return on our true-up balance as discussed above;

rate increases of $15 million in 2004 in our Natural Gas Distribution business segment;

increased operating income of $22 million in our Pipelines and Gathering business segment primarily from increased
throughput, favorable commaodity prices and increased ancillary services; and

continued customer growth, with the addition of over 92,000 metered electric and gas customers.

CERTAIN FACTORS AFFECTING FUTURE EARNINGS

Our past earnings and results of operations are not necessarily indicative of our future earnings and results of operations. The
magnitude of our future earnings and results of our operations will depend on or be affected by numerous factors including:

the timing and amount of our recovery of the true-up components;

the timing and results of the monetization of our remaining interest in Texas Genco;

state and federal legislative and regulatory actions or developments, including deregulation, re-regulation, constraints placed
on our activities or business by the 1935 Act, changes in or application of laws or regulations applicable to other aspects of
our business and actions with respect to:

« allowed rates of return;

o  rate structures;

o recovery of investments; and

« operation and construction of facilities;

industrial, commercial and residential growth in our service territory and changes in market demand and demographic
patterns;

the timing and extent of changes in commodity prices, particularly natural gas;
changes in interest rates or rates of inflation;
weather variations and other natural phenomena;

the timing and extent of changes in the supply of natural gas;



« commercial bank and financial market conditions, our access to capital, the cost of such capital, receipt of certain financing
approvals under the 1935 Act, and the results of our financing and refinancing efforts, including availability of funds in the
debt capital markets;

« actions by rating agencies;

« inability of various counterparties to meet their obligations to us;

« non-payment for our services due to financial distress of our customers, including RRI;

« the outcome of the pending securities lawsuits against us, Reliant Energy and RRI;

« the ability of RRI to satisfy its obligations to us, including indemnity obligations;

« our ability to control costs;

» the investment performance of our employee benefit plans;

« our internal restructuring or other restructuring options that may be pursued;

« our potential business strategies, including acquisitions or dispositions of assets or businesses, which cannot be assured to be
completed or beneficial to us; and

« other factors discussed under “Risk Factors” in Item 1 of our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31,
2004 filed on March 16, 2005 (CenterPoint Energy Form 10-K).

CONSOLIDATED RESULTS OF OPERATIONS

All dollar amounts in the tables that follow are in millions, except for per share amounts.

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004

REVENUES ....ovvvetitiiie ettt ettt s e se bbbttt bbbt e e e et st e b et et et e b et et e s e e et sttt et et eb et et et ebenese s s s e $ 6438 $ 7,790 $ 7,999
OPEIALING EXPEINSES ....evetiteetieieeieie ettt ettt st be bt eb et e et es e e e besbesbeeb e beebe e e et e sbesbesbeaneaneeneennas 4,998 6,435 7,135
(@] oI LT a0 N Lot ] 0 TSRS 1,440 1,355 864
Gain (Loss) on Time Warner INVESIMENL...........cccoiiiiiiiicieecie ettt sre s (500) 106 31
Gain (Loss) on Indexed Dbt SECUNITIES .........cciieiiiicicieeses et 480 (96) (20)
Interest and Other FINANCE CRArgES ......viviviieieie st renre e eneens (712) (741) 777)
Return 0N True-UpP BalANCE ........c..ciiiieiiiisiceese sttt sttt teaneereeneens — — 226
Other INCOME (EXPENSE), NEL ....cvveuieieitiiiesieereeee e este e se e s e e testestesreeraeseesseseeseestesseaseeseenseseeeenses 46 (10) 20
Income From Continuing Operations Before Income Taxes and Extraordinary LOSS...........c.cccueu.... 754 614 344
INCOME TAX EXPENSE.. ettt ettt bbb r bbbttt n s (272) (205) (139)
Income From Continuing Operations Before EXtraordinary LOSS .........cccceovereineneinenecneneenene 482 409 205
Discontinued Operations, NEL OF TAX........couiiriiiereie e e (4,402) 75 (133)
Income (L0sS) Before EXraordinary LOSS.........coiaeiieiriieie ettt st (3,920) 484 72
EXtraordinary LSS, NEL OF TAX........uiiiiiieieiee ettt e bbb — — (977)

NEE INCOME (LLOSS) .v.vvvrveerreiriieeteteteteseseee s se st st st ssste st et esstese s sssts s et st et et et esese e se st st saeteteteberesese e s s e e $ (3920) $ 484 $ (905)
Basic Earnings Per Share:
Income From Continuing Operations Before Extraordinary LOSS .........cccccvvvvvieieeiienicneienese e evenns $ 162 $ 135 $ 067
Discontinued Operations, NEt OF TAX.......cucviiierierisire st e e e (14.78) 0.24 (0.43)
EXtraordinary LSS, NEL OF tX......iviiiiiecierice sttt sre e enee e — — (3.18)

INEE TNCOME (LLOSS) w..vviveivteeeiteteee ettt ettt et ettt ettt e et se bt e e et ese et et e e st et ese st ese s st et enessene e ssetenens $ (13.16) $ 159 $ (2.99)
Diluted Earnings Per Share:
Income From Continuing Operations Before EXtraordinary LOSS .........cccceovereineneinienecneneennens $ 161 $ 124 $ 061
Discontinued Operations, NEL OF TAX.......cuiiiriiiriiieer s (14.69) 0.22 (0.37)
EXtraordinary LSS, NEL OF TAX........eiiiiiieieiee ettt st bbbt nn — — (2.72)

NEL INCOME (LOSS) .v.viviririririiitetetetetetesee e et sttt bbbt b et e e s s bbb et be b et et e se e e st sb et et ebebeb et et era s s s s nas $ (13.08) $ 146 $ (2.48)




2004 Compared to 2003

Income from Continuing Operations. We reported income from continuing operations before extraordinary loss of $205 million
($0.61 per diluted share) for 2004 as compared to $409 million ($1.24 per diluted share) for 2003. The decrease in income from
continuing operations of $204 million was primarily due to the termination of revenues in our Electric Transmission & Distribution
business segment related to ECOM as of January 1, 2004, which had contributed $430 million of income in 2003, higher net
transmission costs of $6 million related to our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment and increased interest expense
of $36 million related to continuing operations as discussed below. These items were partially offset by the absence of an $87 million
reserve recorded in 2003 by our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment related to the final fuel reconciliation, a $15
million reversal of this reserve in 2004 and $226 million of other income related to a return on the true-up balance of our Electric
Transmission & Distribution business segment. These items were a result of the Texas Utility Commission’s final orders in the fuel
reconciliation and the 2004 True-Up Proceeding. Additionally, income from continuing operations was favorably impacted by
increased operating income of $31 million related to customer growth in our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment,
increased operating income of $20 million in our Natural Gas Distribution business segment primarily due to rate increases, increased
operating income of $22 million in our Pipelines and Gathering business segment primarily from increased throughput, favorable
commodity prices and increased ancillary services, and a gain of $10 million on the sale of land by our Electric Transmission &
Distribution business segment.

Net loss for 2004 included an after-tax extraordinary loss of $977 million ($2.72 per diluted share) from a write-down of
regulatory assets based on our analysis of the Texas Utility Commission’s final order in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding. Additionally,
net loss for 2004 included a net after-tax loss from discontinued operations of Texas Genco of $133 million ($0.37 per diluted share).

Net income for 2003 includes the cumulative effect of an accounting change resulting from the adoption of SFAS No. 143,
“Accounting for Asset Retirement Obligations” ($80 million after-tax gain, or $0.24 earnings per diluted share), which is included in
discontinued operations related to Texas Genco.

2003 Compared to 2002

Income from Continuing Operations. We reported income from continuing operations of $409 million ($1.24 per diluted share)
for 2003 compared to $482 million ($1.61 per diluted share) for 2002. The decrease in income from continuing operations for 2003
compared to 2002 of $73 million was primarily due to a $69 million increase in expenses related to CenterPoint Houston’s final fuel
reconciliation, a $36 million reduction in non-cash ECOM revenue and an increase in interest expense of $29 million related to
continuing operations due to higher borrowing costs and increased debt levels as discussed below.

Interest Expense and Other Finance Charges

In 2002 and 2003, our $3.85 billion credit facility consisted of a revolver and a term loan. This facility was amended in October
2003 to a $2.35 billion credit facility, consisting of a revolver and a term loan. According to the terms of the $3.85 billion credit
facility, any net cash proceeds received from the sale of Texas Genco were required to be applied to repay borrowings under the credit
facility. According to the terms of the $2.35 billion credit facility, until such time as the facility had been reduced to $750 million,
100% of any net cash proceeds received from the sale of Texas Genco were required to be applied to repay borrowings under the
credit facility and reduce the amount available under the credit facility. In the fourth quarter of 2004, we reduced borrowings under
our credit facility by $1.574 billion and retired $375 million of trust preferred securities. We expensed $15 million of unamortized
loan costs in the fourth quarter of 2004 that were associated with the credit facility. In accordance with Emerging Issues Task Force
Issue No. 87-24 “Allocation of Interest to Discontinued Operations”, we have reclassified interest to discontinued operations of Texas
Genco based on net proceeds to be received from the sale of Texas Genco of $2.5 billion, and have applied the proceeds to the amount
of debt assumed to be paid down in each respective period according to the terms of the respective credit facilities in effect for those
periods. In periods where only the term loan was assumed to be repaid, the actual interest paid on the term loan was reclassified. In
periods where a portion of the revolver was assumed to be repaid, the percentage of that portion of the revolver to the total outstanding
balance was calculated, and that percentage was applied to the actual interest paid in those periods to compute the amount of interest
reclassified.

Total interest expense incurred was $764 million, $942 million and $849 million in 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively. We have
reclassified $52 million, $201 million and $72 million of interest expense in 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively, based upon actual
interest expense incurred within our discontinued operations and interest expense associated with debt that would have been required
to be repaid as a result of our disposition of Texas Genco.



RESULTS OF OPERATIONS BY BUSINESS SEGMENT
The following table presents operating income (in millions) for each of our business segments for 2002, 2003 and 2004. Some

amounts from the previous years have been reclassified to conform to the 2004 presentation of the financial statements. These
reclassifications do not affect consolidated net income.

Operating Income (Loss) by Business Segment

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In millions)
Electric Transmission & DiStrDULION .........coviviiiiiiiieeeceeee sttt sttt sae e sre $ 1,096 $ 1020 $ 494
Natural Gas DiStrIDULION ..........ccuiiiiiic e re e e s esbe e s beesbeenbesneesreens 198 202 222
PIpelines and GAtNEIING ........covoiiiiii ittt b e bbb et et se b b nne e 153 158 180
OFNEE OPBIALIONS. ...ttt sttt sttt bttt et et bt b e s bt bt e b e et eh b e e et e nbeebesbeebe et e e neenbeneenbenbeaneas (7) (25) (32)
Total Consolidated Operating INCOME .........cciiiiiiiieiicic e re e sr e aesresre $ 1440 $ 1355 $ 864

Electric Transmission & Distribution

The following tables provide summary data of our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment, CenterPoint Houston,
for 2002, 2003 and 2004 (in millions, except throughput data):

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
Revenues:
Electric transmission and distribUtion FTEVENUES...........ccovvvvivivereicieccece et $ 1451 $ 1400 $ 1,446
ECOM TEUVENUES(L) ...ttt sttt sttt ettt et b sttt et e st et et e ne st e b st st et ese st e e nennenes 697 661 —
TranSition DONG FEVENUES ........cviiiieiie ettt sttt bttt sttt e et e 74 63 75
TOtal OPEIALING FEVENUES .....ccuieuiereiieieste st steete s et e et e te st e st e teeae et e e e et esaesbesbesresbeeseesee s etesresrenrs 2,222 2,124 1,521
Operating Expenses:
Operation and MAINTENANCE. ........cverieriereiese e e ese s e e ste e ere e e e testesresresreereeseesseseessensesreas 641 635 539
Depreciation and amOrtiZatiON ...........cccoviiiieierce e e 238 246 248
Taxes Other than INCOME TAXES ......ieiieiieriee et 213 198 203
TranSition DONG EXPENSES. ....c.vciiieieirieiee et bttt sttt ebe b 34 25 37
TOtal OPEIatiNg EXPENSES. .....ecuiiteiiitiiteieete ettt b et b et b ettt b e et sbe e ebeabe s 1,126 1,104 1,027
OPErAtING INCOME ...ttt b ettt b bbbt b ettt $ 1096 $ 1020 $ 494
Actual gigawatt-hours (GWh) delivered:
Residential throughput (iN GWh) ..ot 23,025 23,687 23,748
Total throughput (IN GWH)(2)......cveiiieiieiie st sr et e et sre e saerea 69,585 70,815 73,632

(1) In 2004, there were no non-cash ECOM revenues under the Texas electric restructuring law.

(2) Usage volumes for commercial and industrial customers are included in total GWh delivered; however, the majority of these
customers are billed on a peak demand (KW) basis and, as a result, revenues do not vary based on consumption.

2004 Compared to 2003. Our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment reported operating income of $494 million
for 2004, consisting of $456 million for the regulated electric transmission and distribution utility and $38 million for the transition
bond company subsidiary of CenterPoint Houston that issued $749 million principal amount of transition bonds in 2001. For 2003,
operating income totaled $1.0 billion, consisting of $321 million for the regulated electric transmission and distribution utility, $38
million for the transition bond company and $661 million of non-cash income associated with ECOM. Operating income increased
$31 million from continued customer growth and a $10 million gain on a land sale, partially offset by milder weather and decreased
usage of $18 million and higher net transmission costs of $6 million. Additionally, operating income in 2004 was favorably impacted
by the absence of $87 million reserve recorded in 2003 related to the final fuel reconciliation and a $15 million reversal of this fuel
reserve in 2004 as a result of the Texas Utility Commission’s final orders in the fuel reconciliation and the 2004 True-Up Proceeding.

2003 Compared to 2002. Our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment reported operating income of $1.0 billion for
2003 consisting of $321 million for the regulated electric transmission and distribution utility, $38 million for the transition bond
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company and $661 million of non-cash income associated with ECOM. For 2002, operating income totaled $1.1 billion, consisting of
$359 million for the regulated electric transmission and distribution utility, $40 million for the transition bond company and $697
million of non-cash income associated with ECOM. Increased revenues from customer growth ($40 million) were more than offset by
transition period revenues that only occurred in 2002 ($90 million) and decreased industrial demand, resulting in an overall decrease
in electric revenues from the regulated electric transmission and distribution business of $62 million. Additionally, non-cash ECOM
revenue decreased $36 million as a result of higher operating margins from sales of generation based on the state-mandated capacity
auctions. Operation and maintenance expenses decreased in 2003 compared to 2002 primarily due to the absence of purchased power
costs that occurred in 2002 during the transition period to deregulation ($48 million), a decrease in labor costs as a result of work force
reductions in 2002 ($13 million), non-recurring contract services expense primarily related to transition to deregulation in 2002 ($10
million) and lower bad debt expense related to transition revenues in 2002 ($10 million). These decreases were offset by an increase in
expenses related to CenterPoint Houston’s final fuel reconciliation ($69 million) and an increase in benefits expense primarily due to
increased pension costs ($18 million). Taxes other than income taxes decreased $15 million primarily due to the absence of gross
receipts tax associated with transition period revenue in the first quarter of 2002 ($9 million).

Natural Gas Distribution

The following table provides summary data of our Natural Gas Distribution business segment for 2002, 2003 and 2004 (in
millions, except throughput data):

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
OPETAtING REVENUES ....vviviviviriiiieietetetete et e e e ettt et et e b se sttt sb ettt eb et et e b e s e s st et e bbbt ebesesese e sens $ 3960 $ 5435 $ 6,173
Operating Expenses:
NN F L0 = I T TSP 2,995 4,428 5,120
Operation and MAINTENANCE. .........ccueivirreiereie st et e e st et e e s re e e e e e e s e besresbesbesteeteeseeseesrenreseesrenees 539 560 566
Depreciation and amOrtiZatiON ...........ccoiiiiiieiieicie et e e re e e e e e e sresresne s 126 136 143
Taxes Other than INCOME TAXES .......uiieiii e eb bt sa et e b 102 109 122
TOtal OPEIALING EXPENSES....vvvieriereerieiestestestestesreese e e e e stestestesseareesseseeseestestessestesneeseeneenseseenreneenns 3,762 5,233 5,951
(@] oLT LT TaTo TN Lot ] 0TSSR $ 198 $ 202 §$ 222
Throughput (in billion cubic feet (Bcf)):
T [0 T - 1 PSPPSR 175 183 175
Commercial and INAUSEIIAL..........ooiiiiiee et seesre e 253 238 237
Non-rate regulated commercial and INAUSEFIAL ...........c.cooiiiiiiiii e 471 511 579
EIIMINATIONS .....cocviviveieiee ettt ettt et ettt b et se sttt b b st s bbb b et s e e se bbb b s st esebebanas (48) (96) (134)
TOtAl TRIOUGNPUL ...ttt bbbt sbe b e 851 836 857

2004 Compared to 2003. Our Natural Gas Distribution business segment reported operating income of $222 million for 2004 as
compared to $202 million for 2003. Increases in operating income of $4 million from continued customer growth with the addition of
45,000 customers since December 31, 2003, $15 million from rate increases, $11 million from the impact of the 2003 change in
estimate of margins earned on unbilled revenues implemented in 2003 and $9 million related to certain regulatory adjustments made
to the amount of recoverable gas costs in 2003 were partially offset by the $8 million impact of milder weather. Operations and
maintenance expense increased $6 million for 2004 as compared to 2003. Excluding an $8 million charge recorded in the first quarter
of 2004 for severance costs associated with staff reductions, which has reduced costs in later periods, operation and maintenance
expenses decreased by $2 million.

2003 Compared to 2002. Our Natural Gas Distribution business segment’s operating income increased $4 million in 2003
compared to 2002 primarily due to higher revenues from rate increases implemented late in 2002 ($33 million), improved margins
from our unregulated commercial and industrial sales ($6 million) and continued customer growth with the addition of over 38,000
customers since December 2002 ($6 million). These increases were partially offset by decreased revenues as a result of a decrease in
the estimate of margins earned on unbilled revenues ($11 million). Additionally, operating income was negatively impacted by higher
employee benefit expenses primarily due to increased pension costs ($13 million), certain costs being included in operating expense
subsequent to the amendment of a receivables facility in November 2002 as compared to being included in interest expense in the
prior year ($7 million) and increased bad debt expense primarily due to higher gas prices ($9 million).
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Pipelines and Gathering

The following table provides summary data of our Pipelines and Gathering business segment for 2002, 2003 and 2004 (in millions,
except throughput data):

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
OPEIAtING REVENUES ......veviieiieiiieietetetete ettt sttt e et bbb bbb e s e ettt ss ettt b et ebenesereresens $ 3714 $ 407 $ 451
Operating Expenses:
N L0 = L oL OSSPSR PR PP 32 61 46
Operation and MAINTENANCE ........co.iiiiieieieere ettt e et b e b e be bt s b e e neeneeseesbesbesbea 130 129 164
Depreciation and amOrtiZatiON ............ccceiiieiiiieiie et re et e e e renre e 41 40 44
Taxes Other than INCOME TAXES .......eviiiiieirese ettt nrens 18 19 17
TOtal OPEratiNg EXPENSES ...c.veiviiieeieerieieitestestesteete e e eeeee st esbestestestesseeseeseesbeseesteseesbeateaseeseeseensestesrens 221 249 271
OPEIAtiNG INCOME ....voviviiiecte ettt e et e e b e et e st et e et e s b ebeebesb et e sbeseeteabeseetesae e eresrerens $ 153 $ 158 $ 180
Throughput (Bcf):
INGLUFAL JAS SAIES... e veevieeeeieie ittt ettt st e e reene e s e e et e saestesreaneesee e eneeneenrenreens 14 9 11
TRANSPOTTALION ...ttt bbbt bbbt bbb et b ettt 845 794 859
LCT L0 =T ] oo TSSO PO P PO RTPRTUPTPRO 287 292 321
EHMINATION(L) 1ttt ettt sttt b ettt bbbt b et ene e 9) (4 (4]
TOtAl TRIOUGNPUL. ...t bbbttt seesbe b b 1,137 1,091 1,184

(1) Elimination of volumes both transported and sold.

2004 Compared to 2003. Our Pipelines and Gathering business segment’s operating income increased by $22 million in 2004
compared to 2003. Operating margins (revenues less fuel costs) increased by $59 million primarily due to favorable commodity
pricing ($3 million), increased demand for certain transportation services driven by commodity price volatility ($36 million) and
increased throughput and enhanced services related to our core gas gathering operations ($11 million). The increase in operating
margin was partially offset by higher operation and maintenance expenses of $35 million primarily due to compliance with pipeline
integrity regulations ($4 million) and costs relating to environmental matters ($9 million). Project work expenses included in operation
and maintenance expense increased ($11 million) resulting in a corresponding increase in revenues billed for these services ($15
million).

2003 Compared to 2002. Our Pipelines and Gathering business segment’s operating income increased $5 million in 2003
compared to 2002. The increase was primarily a result of increased margins (revenues less fuel costs) due to higher commodity prices
($8 million), improved margins from new transportation contracts to power plants ($7 million) and improved margins from enhanced
services in our gas gathering operations ($4 million), partially offset by higher pension, employee benefit and other miscellaneous
expenses ($14 million). Project work expenses included in operation and maintenance expense decreased ($15 million) resulting in a
corresponding decrease in revenues billed for these services ($14 million).

Other Operations

The following table provides summary data for our Other Operations business segment for 2002, 2003 and 2004 (in millions):

Year Ended

December 31,
2002 2003 2004
OPEIALING REVENUES ......oeuveviveiiteteeetete et e tetetetete et stetessstete st st etesstese s stetessetese s stesessatese s stebessasetesesetesessstetessasaris $3 $ 28 $ 8
OPEIALING EXPENSES ....veuveviiteiteiieettetetestestestestestesteesseseessebestestesteaseetsesseseeseesbesbeebesbeaseanse e enbesbeseestesseeseeseeneeses 37 53 40
(@ oI LT a0 N I S $ (1) $(25 $ (32

2004 Compared to 2003. Our Other Operations business segment’s operating loss in 2004 compared to 2003 increased $7 million
primarily due to a reduction in rental income from RRI in 2004 as compared to 2003, partially offset by changes in unallocated
corporate costs in 2004 as compared to 2003.

2003 Compared to 2002. Our Other Operations business segment’s operating loss in 2003 compared to 2002 increased $18
million primarily due to changes in unallocated corporate costs in 2002 as compared to 2003.
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Discontinued Operations

On September 30, 2002, we distributed all of the shares of RRI common stock owned by us on a pro-rata basis to our shareholders.
The consolidated financial statements have been prepared to reflect the effect of the RRI Distribution as described above on the
CenterPoint Energy consolidated financial statements. The consolidated financial statements present the RRI businesses (Wholesale
Energy, European Energy, Retail Energy and related corporate costs) as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144.
We also recorded a $4.4 billion non-cash loss on disposal of these discontinued operations in 2002. This loss represents the excess of
the carrying value of our net investment in RRI over the market value of RRI common stock at the time of the RRI Distribution.

In February 2003, we sold our interest in Argener, a cogeneration facility in Argentina, for $23 million. The carrying value of this
investment was approximately $11 million as of December 31, 2002. We recorded an after-tax gain of $7 million from the sale of
Argener in the first quarter of 2003. In April 2003, we sold our final remaining investment in Argentina, a 90 percent interest in
Empresa Distribuidora de Electricidad de Santiago del Estero S.A. We recorded an after-tax loss of $3 million in the second quarter of
2003 related to our Latin America operations. We have completed our strategy of exiting all of our international investments. The
consolidated financial statements present these operations as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144,

In November 2003, we sold CenterPoint Energy Management Services, Inc. (CEMS), a business that provides district cooling
services in the Houston central business district and related complementary energy services to district cooling customers and others.
We recorded an after-tax loss of $1 million from the sale of CEMS in the fourth quarter of 2003. We recorded an after-tax loss in
discontinued operations of $16 million ($25 million pre-tax) during the second quarter of 2003 to record the impairment of the CEMS
long-lived assets based on the impending sale and to record one-time termination benefits. The consolidated financial statements
present these operations as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144,

In July 2004, we announced our agreement to sell our majority owned subsidiary, Texas Genco, to Texas Genco LLC. On
December 15, 2004, Texas Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas Genco
LLC for $2.813 billion in cash. Following the sale, Texas Genco distributed $2.231 billion in cash to us. Texas Genco’s principal
remaining asset is its ownership interest in a nuclear generating facility. The final step of the transaction, the merger of Texas Genco
with a subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC in exchange for an additional cash payment to us of $700 million, is expected to close during
the first half of 2005, following receipt of approval from the NRC. The Company recorded an after-tax loss of $214 million in 2004
related to the sale of Texas Genco. In addition, as a result of this transaction, any future earnings of Texas Genco will be offset by an
increase in the loss. The consolidated financial statements present these operations as discontinued operations in accordance with
SFAS No. 144,

LIQUIDITY AND CAPITAL RESOURCES
Historical Cash Flows

The net cash provided by/used in operating, investing and financing activities for 2002, 2003 and 2004 is as follows (in millions):

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
Cash provided by (used in):
OPEIAtiNG ACHIVITIES ...ttt ettt et b bbbt s s s s nene $ 335 ¢ 894 $ 736
INVESTING QCTIVITIES ...ttt et bbbttt e bbb et e e e b e nnesbeneas (772) (661) 1,466
FINANCING ACTIVITIES ...ttt bbbttt e bbbt ettt e e e b e 723 (450) (2,124)

Cash Provided by Operating Activities

Net cash provided by operating activities in 2004 decreased $158 million compared to 2003 primarily due to increased pension
contributions of $453 million and decreased income tax refunds of $74 million, partially offset by the receipt of a $177 million retail
clawback payment from RRI in the fourth quarter of 2004, decreased accounts receivable attributable to a higher level of accounts
receivable being sold under CERC Corp.’s receivables facility ($81 million) and increased cash provided by Texas Genco’s operations
($110 million). Additionally, other changes in working capital items, primarily increased net accounts receivable and accounts payable
due to higher natural gas prices in December 2004 as compared to December 2003 ($99 million), contributed to the overall decrease in
cash provided by operating activities. Cash provided by operating activities will be negatively impacted in 2005 by the payment of
taxes associated with the sale of Texas Genco, the proceeds of which are reflected in cash provided by investing activities in 2004 as
discussed below.
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Net cash provided by operating activities in 2003 increased $559 million compared to 2002 primarily due to additional cash
provided by Texas Genco’s operations of $365 million and higher income tax refunds received of $170 million, partially offset by
higher interest paid related to outstanding borrowings of $130 million.

Cash Provided by (Used in) Investing Activities

Net cash provided by investing activities increased $2.1 billion in 2004 as compared to 2003 primarily due to proceeds of $2.947
billion received from the sale of Texas Genco’s fossil generation assets in December 2004, offset by the purchase of the minority
interest in Texas Genco in December 2004 ($716 million) and cash collateralization of letters of credit by Texas Genco related to its
anticipated purchase of an additional interest in the South Texas Project in the first half of 2005 ($191 million).

Net cash used in investing activities decreased $111 million during 2003 compared to 2002 due primarily to decreased capital
expenditures in our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment primarily resulting from process improvements that
included revised construction and design standards.

Cash Provided by (Used In) Financing Activities

In 2004, debt payments exceeded net loan proceeds by $2.0 billion. Proceeds received from the sale of Texas Genco’s fossil
generation assets in December 2004 and the retail clawback payment from RRI as discussed above were used to retire a $915 million
term loan, pay down $944 million in borrowings under our revolving credit facility and retire $375 million of trust preferred securities.
As of December 31, 2004, we had borrowings of $239 million under our revolving credit facility which were used to fund a portion of
the $420 million pension contribution made in December 2004.

In 2003, debt payments exceeded net loan proceeds by $338 million. In 2002, net loan proceeds exceeded debt payments by $1.1
billion. Additionally, common stock dividends paid by us in 2003 were $202 million less than in 2002. Since the beginning of 2003,
the terms of our credit facility limited the common stock dividend to $0.10 per share per quarter. This dividend limitation was
eliminated in the new $1 billion credit facility entered into in March 2005.

Future Sources and Uses of Cash

Our liquidity and capital requirements are affected primarily by our results of operations, capital expenditures, debt service
requirements, tax payments, working capital needs, various regulatory actions and appeals relating to such regulatory actions. Our
principal cash requirements during 2005, excluding the requirements of Texas Genco, include the following:

« approximately $655 million of capital expenditures;

« an estimated $77 million in refunds by CenterPoint Houston of excess mitigation credits (assuming they are terminated as of
April 29, 2005);

« dividend payments on CenterPoint Energy common stock and debt service payments;

o $1.8 billion of maturing long-term debt, including $47 million of transition bonds; and

o income tax payments, including approximately $430 million in the first quarter of 2005.

Significant cash inflows in 2005 are expected to include the following:

« cash proceeds of approximately $1.8 from the issuance of transition bonds; and

« cash proceeds of $700 million from the sale of Texas Genco.

We expect that borrowings under our credit facilities and anticipated cash flows from operations will be sufficient to meet our cash
needs for 2005. CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion term loan requires the proceeds from the issuance of transition bonds to be used

to reduce the term loan unless refused by the lenders. CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion credit facility is expected to be utilized if
the $1.31 billion term loan matures prior to the issuance of sufficient transition bonds. The credit facility requires that proceeds from
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the issuance of transition bonds and certain new net indebtedness for borrowed money issued by CenterPoint Houston in excess of
$200 million be used to repay borrowings under the credit facility.

The 1935 Act regulates our financing ability, as more fully described in “— Certain Contractual and Regulatory Limits on Ability
to Issue Securities and Pay Dividends on Our Common Stock” below.

The following table sets forth our capital expenditures for 2004 and estimates of our capital requirements for 2005 through 2009,
excluding expenditures related to discontinued operations (in millions):

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Electric Transmission & DiStrIDULION ......oviveveeeereeeeeee et et e et eeee et e e ree e se e see e eeeaes $235 $282 $295 $295 $271 $272
Natural Gas DiStIIDULION .........occiiiiii ettt st st srb e s be e sbae e 197 218 203 207 209 210
Pipelings and Gathering .........cccceii i 73 139 139 74 52 102
(@] (L= g @] 0= |0 -SSR 25 16 14 9 10 4

I ] = TR $530 $655 $651 $585 $542 $588

Capital expenditures related to discontinued operations totaled $74 million in 2004,

The following table sets forth estimates of our contractual obligations to make future payments for 2005 through 2009 and
thereafter (in millions):

2010 and

Contractual Obligations(1) Total 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 thereafter
Long-term debt, including current portion(2) ..........cccceveeveevieveeeieeenennns $ 9,015 $1831 $212 $ 66 $572 $80 $6,254
Capital [EASES ....vvcveeicieie e s 9 5 3 — —  — 1
OpPErating 18aSES(3) ...cvevveiverierieieeieeete sttt 110 25 21 18 14 6 26
Non-trading derivative liabilities ...........ccoovviviveii v 33 26 — 4 2 1 —
Other commodity cCoOMMItMENtS(4) ......c.covevvrererierie e 1,432 807 _ 401 _ 193 29 1 1
Total contractual cash obligations..........ccccevvvvevevivcninr e $10,599 $2,694 $637 $281 $617 $88 $6,282

(1) Contributions to the pension plan are not required in 2005; however, we expect to contribute approximately $29 million to our
postretirement benefits plan in 2005 to fund a portion of our obligations in accordance with rate orders or to fund pay-as-you-go
costs associated with the plan.

(2) The amounts reflected for long-term debt obligations in the table above do not include interest and have been updated to reflect the
new credit facilities established on March 7, 2005.

(3) For adiscussion of operating leases, please read Note 11(b) to our consolidated financial statements.
(4) For adiscussion of other commodity commitments, please read Note 11(a) to our consolidated financial statements.

In October 2001, CenterPoint Houston was required by the Texas Utility Commission to reverse the amount of redirected
depreciation and accelerated depreciation taken for regulatory purposes as allowed under the 1998 transition plan and the Texas
electric restructuring law. CenterPoint Houston recorded a regulatory liability to reflect the prospective refund of the accelerated
depreciation and in January 2002 CenterPoint Houston began paying excess mitigation credits, which were to be paid over a seven-
year period. The annual payment of excess mitigation credits is approximately $264 million. In January 2005, CenterPoint Houston
filed a writ of mandamus petition with the Texas Supreme Court asking that court to order the Texas Utility Commission to terminate
immediately the payment of all excess mitigation credits and to ensure full recovery of all excess mitigation credits. Although we
believe we have meritorious arguments, a writ of mandamus is an extraordinary remedy and no prediction can be made as to the
ultimate outcome or timing of the mandamus petition. If the Supreme Court denies our mandamus petition, we will continue to pursue
this issue through regular appellate mechanisms. On March 1, 2005, a non-unanimous settlement was filed in Docket No. 30774,
which involves the adjustment of RRI’s Price-to-Beat. Under the terms of that settlement, the excess mitigation credits being paid by
CenterPoint Houston would be terminated as of April 29, 2005. The Texas Utility Commission approved the settlement on March 9,
2005.

Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements. Other than operating leases, we have no off-balance sheet arrangements. However, we do
participate in a receivables factoring arrangement. CERC Corp. has a bankruptcy remote subsidiary, which we consolidate, which was
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formed for the sole purpose of buying receivables created by CERC and selling those receivables to an unrelated third-party. This
transaction is accounted for as a sale of receivables under the provisions of SFAS No. 140, “Accounting for Transfers and Servicing of
Financial Assets and Extinguishments of Liabilities”, and, as a result, the related receivables are excluded from the Consolidated
Balance Sheet. In January 2004, the $100 million receivables facility was replaced with a $250 million receivables facility terminating
in January 2005. In January 2005, the facility was extended to January 2006 and temporarily increased, for the period from January
2005 to June 2005, to $375 million. For additional information regarding this transaction please read Note 2(i) to our consolidated
financial statements.

Credit Facilities. In March 2005, we replaced our $750 million revolving credit facility with a $1 billion five-year revolving credit
facility. Borrowings may be made under the facility at LIBOR plus 100 basis points based on current credit ratings. An additional
utilization fee of 12.5 basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings
would lower or raise the increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered. The facility contains
covenants, including a debt to earnings before interest, taxes, depreciation and amortization (EBITDA) covenant and an EBITDA to
interest covenant.

Borrowings under our credit facility are available upon customary terms and conditions for facilities of this type, including a
requirement that we represent, except as described below, that no “material adverse change” has occurred at the time of a new
borrowing under this facility. A “material adverse change” is defined as the occurrence of a material adverse change in our ability to
perform our obligations under the facility. The base line for any determination of a relative material adverse change is our most
recently audited financial statements. At any time after the first time our credit ratings reach at least BBB by Standard & Poor’s
Ratings Services, a division of The McGraw Hill Companies (S&P), and Baa2 by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc. (Moody’s), BBB+
by S&P and Baa3 by Moody’s, or BBB— by S&P and Baal by Moody’s, or if the drawing is to retire maturing commercial paper, we
are not required to represent as a condition to such drawing that no material adverse change has occurred or that no litigation expected
to have a material adverse effect has occurred.

Also in March 2005, CenterPoint Houston established a $200 million five-year revolving credit facility. Borrowings may be made
under the facility at LIBOR plus 75 basis points based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit rating. An additional utilization fee of
12.5 basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower or
raise the increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

CenterPoint Houston also established a $1.31 billion credit facility in March 2005. This facility is available to be utilized only to
refinance CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion term loan maturing in November 2005 in the event that proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds are not sufficient to repay such term loan. Drawings may be made under this credit facility until November 2005, at
which time any outstanding borrowings are converted to term loans maturing in November 2007. Net proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds and certain new net indebtedness for borrowed money issued by CenterPoint Houston in excess of $200 million must
be used to repay borrowings under the new facility. Based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit ratings, borrowings under the
facility can be made at LIBOR plus 75 basis points. Changes in credit ratings would lower or raise the increment to LIBOR depending
on whether ratings improved or were lowered. Any drawings under this facility must be secured by CenterPoint Houston’s general
mortgage bonds in the same principal amount and bearing the same interest rate as such drawings.

CenterPoint Houston’s $200 million and $1.31 billion credit facilities each contain covenants, including a debt to total
capitalization covenant of 68% and an EBITDA to interest covenant. Borrowings under CenterPoint Houston’s $200 million credit
facility and its $1.31 billion credit facility are available notwithstanding that a material adverse change has occurred or litigation that
could be expected to have a material adverse effect has occurred, so long as other customary terms and conditions are satisfied.

In February 2005, Genco LP also established a $75 million term loan facility under which borrowings may be made for working
capital purposes at LIBOR plus 50 basis points. Two drawings aggregating $75 million may be made under the facility which matures
on the earlier of August 2005 or the closing of the final step of the Texas Genco sale. An initial draw of $59 million was made in
February 2005. This facility is secured by a lien on Texas Genco’s equity and the partnership interests in its subsidiaries and cash
collateral accounts set up in connection with the sale of Texas Genco’s coal, lignite and gas-fired generation assets.
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As of March 11, 2005, we had the following credit facilities (in millions):

Amount Utilized at

Date Executed Company Size of Facility March 11, 2005 Termination Date
March 23, 2004 CERC Corp. $ 250 $ — March 23, 2007
March 7, 2005 CenterPoint Energy 1,000 235 March 7, 2010
March 7, 2005 CenterPoint Houston 200 30 March 7, 2010
March 7, 2005 CenterPoint Houston 1,310 — 1)
February 3, 2005 Texas Genco 75 59 2

(1) Revolver until November 2005 with two-year term-out of borrowed moneys.
(2) Earlier of August 2005 or the closing of the final step of the Texas Genco sale.

Securities Registered with the SEC. At December 31, 2004, CenterPoint Energy had a shelf registration statement covering senior
debt securities, preferred stock and common stock aggregating $1 billion and CERC Corp. had a shelf registration statement covering
$50 million principal amount of debt securities.

Temporary Investments. On December 31, 2004, we had temporary external investments of $144 million, of which $22 million
were investments of Texas Genco and are included in current assets of discontinued operations in the Consolidated Balance Sheets.

Money Pools. We have two “money pools” through which our participating subsidiaries can borrow or invest on a short-term
basis. Funding needs are aggregated and external borrowing or investing is based on the net cash position. Following Texas Genco’s
certification by the FERC as an “exempt wholesale generator” under the 1935 Act in October 2003, it could no longer participate with
our regulated subsidiaries in the same money pool. In October 2003, we established our second money pool in which Texas Genco
and its subsidiaries are currently the sole participants.

The net funding requirements of the money pool in which our regulated subsidiaries participate are expected to be met with
borrowings under CenterPoint Energy’s revolving credit facility.

Except in an emergency situation (in which case we could provide funding pursuant to applicable SEC rules), we would be
required to obtain approval from the SEC to issue and sell securities for purposes of funding Texas Genco’s operations via the money
pool established in October 2003. We do not currently expect to fund the operations of Texas Genco via the money pool. A $75
million credit facility, established in February 2005 at a subsidiary of Texas Genco, is expected to be used to fund Texas Genco’s
operations.

The terms of both money pools are in accordance with requirements applicable to registered public utility holding companies
under the 1935 Act and under an order from the SEC relating to our financing activities and those of our subsidiaries on June 30, 2003
(June 2003 Financing Order). This order expires in June 2005; however, we will seek appropriate approval for the money pool prior to
that date.

Impact on Liquidity of a Downgrade in Credit Ratings. As of March 1, 2005, Moody’s, S&P, and Fitch, Inc. (Fitch) had assigned
the following credit ratings to senior debt of CenterPoint Energy and certain subsidiaries:

Moody’s S&P Fitch
Company/Instrument Rating  Outlook(1) _Rating Outlook(2) _Rating  Outlook(3)
CenterPoint Energy Senior Unsecured Debt...........ccocoiiiiiiiinniiiieen Ba2 Negative  BBB— Negative @ BBB—  Stable
CenterPoint Houston Senior Secured Debt (First Mortgage Bonds).................. Baa2 Negative ~ BBB Negative ~ BBB+  Stable
CERC CoOrp. Senior DEDL.......cc.coviieiiiiesierienieees e Bal Stable BBB Negative =~ BBB Stable

(1) A “negative” outlook from Moody’s reflects concerns over the next 12 to 18 months which will either lead to a review for a
potential downgrade or a return to a stable outlook. A “stable” outlook from Moody’s indicates that Moody’s does not expect to
put the rating on review for an upgrade or downgrade within 18 months from when the outlook was assigned or last affirmed.

(2) An S&P rating outlook assesses the potential direction of a long-term credit rating over the intermediate to longer term.

(3) A “stable” outlook from Fitch encompasses a one-to-two year horizon as to the likely ratings direction.
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We cannot assure you that these ratings will remain in effect for any given period of time or that one or more of these ratings will
not be lowered or withdrawn entirely by a rating agency. We note that these credit ratings are not recommendations to buy, sell or
hold our securities and may be revised or withdrawn at any time by the rating agency. Each rating should be evaluated independently
of any other rating. Any future reduction or withdrawal of one or more of our credit ratings could have a material adverse impact on
our ability to obtain short- and long-term financing, the cost of such financings and the execution of our commercial strategies.

A decline in credit ratings would increase borrowing costs under our $1 billion credit facility, CenterPoint Houston’s $200 million
credit facility and its $1.31 billion credit facility and CERC’s $250 million revolving credit facility. A decline in credit ratings would
also increase the interest rate on long-term debt to be issued in the capital markets and would negatively impact our ability to complete
capital market transactions. If we were unable to maintain an investment-grade rating from at least one rating agency, as a registered
public utility holding company we would be required to obtain further approval from the SEC for any additional capital markets
transactions as more fully described in “— Certain Contractual and Regulatory Limits on Ability to Issue Securities and Pay
Dividends on Our Common Stock” below. Additionally, a decline in credit ratings could increase cash collateral requirements and
reduce margins of our Natural Gas Distribution business segment.

As described above under “— Credit Facilities,” our revolving credit facility contains a “material adverse change” clause that
could impact our ability to make new borrowings under this facility. CERC Corp.’s credit facility also contains a “material adverse
change” clause which relates to CERC Corp.’s ability to perform its obligations under the credit agreement. Texas Genco’s term loan
facility contains a “material adverse change” clause that could impact the second borrowing under the facility. The clause relates to
the business, condition (financial or otherwise), operations, performance or properties of Texas Genco. Borrowings under CenterPoint
Houston’s $200 million credit facility and its $1.3 billion facility are available notwithstanding that a material adverse change has
occurred or litigation that could be expected to have a material adverse effect has occurred.

In September 1999, we issued 2.0% Zero-Premium Exchangeable Subordinated Notes due 2029 (ZENS) having an original
principal amount of $1.0 billion. Each ZENS note is exchangeable at the holder’s option at any time for an amount of cash equal to
95% of the market value of the reference shares of Time Warner Inc. (TW Common) attributable to each ZENS note. If our
creditworthiness were to drop such that ZENS note holders thought our liquidity was adversely affected or the market for the ZENS
notes were to become illiquid, some ZENS noteholders might decide to exchange their ZENS notes for cash. Funds for the payment of
cash upon exchange could be obtained from the sale of the shares of TW Common that we own or from other sources. We own shares
of TW Common equal to 100% of the reference shares used to calculate our obligation to the holders of the ZENS notes. ZENS note
exchanges result in a cash outflow because deferred tax liabilities related to the ZENS notes and TW Common shares become current
tax obligations when ZENS notes are exchanged and TW Common shares are sold.

CenterPoint Energy Gas Services, Inc. (CEGS), a wholly owned subsidiary of CERC Corp., provides comprehensive natural gas
sales and services to industrial and commercial customers that are primarily located within or near the territories served by our
pipelines and natural gas distribution subsidiaries. In order to hedge its exposure to natural gas prices, CEGS has agreements with
provisions standard for the industry that establish credit thresholds and require a party to provide additional collateral on two business
days’ notice when that party’s rating or the rating of a credit support provider for that party (CERC Corp. in this case) falls below
those levels. As of December 31, 2004, the senior unsecured debt of CERC Corp. was rated BBB by S&P and Bal by Moody’s. We
estimate that as of December 31, 2004, unsecured credit limits extended to CEGS by counterparties could aggregate $100 million;
however, utilized credit capacity is significantly lower.

Cross Defaults. Under our revolving credit facility, a payment default on, or a non-payment default that permits acceleration of,
any indebtedness exceeding $50 million by us or any of our significant subsidiaries will cause a default. Pursuant to the indenture
governing our senior notes, a payment default by us, CERC Corp. or CenterPoint Houston in respect of, or an acceleration of,
borrowed money and certain other specified types of obligations, in the aggregate principal amount of $50 million will cause a default.
As of February 28, 2005, we had issued five series of senior notes aggregating $1.4 billion in principal amount under this indenture. A
default by CenterPoint Energy would not trigger a default under our subsidiaries’ debt instruments or bank credit facilities.

Other Factors that Could Affect Cash Requirements. In addition to the above factors, our liquidity and capital resources could be
affected by:

« cash collateral requirements that could exist in connection with certain contracts, including gas purchases, gas price hedging
and gas storage activities of our Natural Gas Distribution business segment, particularly given gas price levels and volatility;
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« acceleration of payment dates on certain gas supply contracts under certain circumstances, as a result of increased gas prices
and concentration of suppliers;

« increased costs related to the acquisition of gas for storage;
o increases in interest expense in connection with debt refinancings;
o various regulatory actions;

« the ability of RRI and its subsidiaries to satisfy their obligations as the principal customers of CenterPoint Houston and in
respect of RRI’s indemnity obligations to us and our subsidiaries; and

« various of the risks identified under “Risk Factors” in Item 1 of the CenterPoint Energy Form 10-K.

Certain Contractual and Regulatory Limits on Ability to Issue Securities and Pay Dividends on Our Common Stock. Limitations
imposed on us as a registered public utility holding company under the 1935 Act affect our ability to issue securities, pay dividends on
our common stock or take other actions that affect our capitalization.

The secured term loan and each of the credit facilities of CenterPoint Houston limits CenterPoint Houston’s debt, excluding
transition bonds, as a percentage of its total capitalization to 68%. CERC Corp.’s bank facility and its receivables facility limit
CERC'’s debt as a percentage of its total capitalization to 60% and contain an EBITDA to interest covenant. Our $1 billion credit
facility contains a debt to EBITDA covenant and an EBITDA to interest covenant. CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion and $200
million credit facilities also contain EBITDA to interest covenants.

We are a registered public utility holding company under the 1935 Act. The 1935 Act and related rules and regulations impose a
number of restrictions on our activities and those of our subsidiaries other than Texas Genco. The 1935 Act, among other things, limits
our ability and the ability of our regulated subsidiaries to issue debt and equity securities without prior authorization, restricts the
source of dividend payments to current and retained earnings without prior authorization, regulates sales and acquisitions of certain
assets and businesses and governs affiliated service, sales and construction contracts.

The June 2003 Financing Order is effective until June 30, 2005. Additionally, we have received several subsequent orders which
provide additional financing authority. These orders establish limits on the amount of external debt and equity securities that can be
issued by us and our regulated subsidiaries without additional authorization but generally permit us to refinance our existing
obligations and those of our regulated subsidiaries. Each of us and our subsidiaries is in compliance with the authorized limits.
Discussed below are the incremental amounts of debt and equity that we are authorized to issue after giving effect to our capital
markets transactions in 2003 and 2004. The orders also permit utilization of undrawn credit facilities at CenterPoint Energy and
CERC. As of February 28, 2005:

« CenterPoint Energy is authorized to issue an additional aggregate $1.7 billion of debt securities and $875 million of preferred
stock and preferred securities;

«  CenterPoint Houston is authorized to issue an additional aggregate $273 million of debt and an aggregate $250 million of
preferred stock and preferred securities; and

« CERC is authorized to issue an additional $2 million of debt and an additional aggregate $250 million of preferred stock and
preferred securities.

The SEC has reserved jurisdiction over, and must take further action to permit, the issuance of $478 million of additional debt at
CenterPoint Energy, $430 million of additional debt at CERC and $250 million of additional debt at CenterPoint Houston.

The orders require that if we or any of our regulated subsidiaries issue securities that are rated by a nationally recognized statistical
rating organization (NRSRO), the security to be issued must obtain an investment grade rating from at least one NRSRO and, as a
condition to such issuance, all outstanding rated securities of the issuer and of CenterPoint Energy must be rated investment grade by
at least one NRSRO. The orders also contain certain requirements for interest rates, maturities, issuance expenses and use of proceeds.
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The 1935 Act limits the payment of dividends to payment from current and retained earnings unless specific authorization is
obtained to pay dividends from other sources. The SEC has reserved jurisdiction over payment of $500 million of dividends from
CenterPoint Energy’s unearned surplus or capital. Further authorization would be required to make those payments. As of December
31, 2004, we had an accumulated deficit on our Consolidated Balance Sheets. We recorded an after-tax loss of approximately $214
million in 2004 related to the sale of our remaining interest in Texas Genco. In addition, we recorded an after-tax extraordinary loss of
$977 million in 2004 related to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding. Portions of these losses recorded in periods prior to the fourth quarter of
2004 reduced our earnings below the level required for us to continue paying our current quarterly dividends out of current earnings as
required under our SEC financing order. However, in May 2004, we received an order from the SEC under the 1935 Act authorizing
us to continue to pay our current quarterly dividend in the second and third quarters of 2004 out of capital or unearned surplus in the
event we had such losses. We declared a dividend in the fourth quarter of 2004 out of current earnings. If our earnings for subsequent
quarters are insufficient to pay dividends from current earnings, additional authority would be required from the SEC for payment of
the quarterly dividend from capital or unearned surplus, but there can be no assurance that the SEC would authorize such payments.
These losses would delay the timing of our achievement of a ratio of common equity to total capitalization of 30%, as generally
required by the SEC under the 1935 Act. Accordingly, we may issue equity and take other actions to achieve a future equity
capitalization of 30%. The June 2003 Financing Order also requires that CenterPoint Houston and CERC maintain a ratio of common
equity to total capitalization of 30%.

Other Factors Affecting the Upstreaming of Cash from Subsidiaries. CenterPoint Houston’s term loan, subject to certain
exceptions, limits the application of proceeds from capital markets transactions over $200 million by CenterPoint Houston to
repayment of debt existing in November 2002.

CenterPoint Houston will distribute recovery of the true-up components not used to repay CenterPoint Houston’s indebtedness to
us through the payment of dividends. CenterPoint Houston requires SEC action to approve any dividends in excess of its current and
retained earnings. To maintain CenterPoint Houston’s capital structure at the appropriate levels, we may reinvest funds in CenterPoint
Houston in the form of equity contributions or intercompany loans. Under the orders described under “— Certain Contractual and
Regulatory Limits on Ability to Issue Securities and Pay Dividends on Our Common Stock,” CenterPoint Houston’s member’s equity
as a percentage of total capitalization generally must be at least 30%, although the SEC has permitted the percentage to be below this
level for other companies taking into account non-recourse securitization debt as a component of capitalization.

CRITICAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES

A critical accounting policy is one that is both important to the presentation of our financial condition and results of operations and
requires management to make difficult, subjective or complex accounting estimates. An accounting estimate is an approximation made
by management of a financial statement element, item or account in the financial statements. Accounting estimates in our historical
consolidated financial statements measure the effects of past business transactions or events, or the present status of an asset or
liability. The accounting estimates described below require us to make assumptions about matters that are highly uncertain at the time
the estimate is made. Additionally, different estimates that we could have used or changes in an accounting estimate that are
reasonably likely to occur could have a material impact on the presentation of our financial condition or results of operations. The
circumstances that make these judgments difficult, subjective and/or complex have to do with the need to make estimates about the
effect of matters that are inherently uncertain. Estimates and assumptions about future events and their effects cannot be predicted
with certainty. We base our estimates on historical experience and on various other assumptions that we believe to be reasonable
under the circumstances, the results of which form the basis for making judgments. These estimates may change as new events occur,
as more experience is acquired, as additional information is obtained and as our operating environment changes. Our significant
accounting policies are discussed in Note 2 to our consolidated financial statements. We believe the following accounting policies
involve the application of critical accounting estimates. Accordingly, these accounting estimates have been reviewed and discussed
with the audit committee of the board of directors.

Accounting for Rate Regulation

SFAS No. 71, “Accounting for the Effects of Certain Types of Regulation” (SFAS No. 71), provides that rate-regulated entities
account for and report assets and liabilities consistent with the recovery of those incurred costs in rates if the rates established are
designed to recover the costs of providing the regulated service and if the competitive environment makes it probable that such rates
can be charged and collected. Application of SFAS No. 71 to the electric generation portion of our business was discontinued as of
June 30, 1999. Our Electric Transmission & Distribution business continues to apply SFAS No. 71 which results in our accounting for
the regulatory effects of recovery of stranded costs and other regulatory assets resulting from the unbundling of the transmission and
distribution business from our electric generation operations in our consolidated financial statements. Certain expenses and revenues
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subject to utility regulation or rate determination normally reflected in income are deferred on the balance sheet and are recognized in
income as the related amounts are included in service rates and recovered from or refunded to customers. Significant accounting
estimates embedded within the application of SFAS No. 71 with respect to our Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment
relate to $1.9 billion of recoverable electric generation-related regulatory assets as of December 31, 2004. These costs are recoverable
under the provisions of the Texas electric restructuring law. Based on our analysis of the Texas Utility Commission’s final order in the
2004 True-Up Proceeding, we recorded an after-tax charge to earnings in 2004 of approximately $977 million to write-down our
electric generation-related regulatory assets to their realizable value, which is reflected as an extraordinary loss in the Statements of
Consolidated Operations.

Impairment of Long-Lived Assets and Intangibles

We review the carrying value of our long-lived assets, including goodwill and identifiable intangibles, whenever events or changes
in circumstances indicate that such carrying values may not be recoverable, and annually for goodwill as required by SFAS No. 142,
“Goodwill and Other Intangible Assets.” No impairment of goodwill was indicated based on our analysis as of January 1, 2004.
Unforeseen events and changes in circumstances and market conditions and material differences in the value of long-lived assets and
intangibles due to changes in estimates of future cash flows, regulatory matters and operating costs could negatively affect the fair
value of our assets and result in an impairment charge.

Fair value is the amount at which the asset could be bought or sold in a current transaction between willing parties and may be
estimated using a number of techniques, including quoted market prices or valuations by third parties, present value techniques based
on estimates of cash flows, or multiples of earnings or revenue performance measures. The fair value of the asset could be different
using different estimates and assumptions in these valuation techniques.

We recorded an after-tax loss of approximately $214 million in 2004 related to the sale of our remaining 81% interest in Texas
Genco.

Unbilled Energy Revenues

Revenues related to the sale and/or delivery of electricity or natural gas (energy) are generally recorded when energy is delivered
to customers. However, the determination of energy sales to individual customers is based on the reading of their meters, which is
performed on a systematic basis throughout the month. At the end of each month, amounts of energy delivered to customers since the
date of the last meter reading are estimated and the corresponding unbilled revenue is estimated. Unbilled electricity delivery revenue
is estimated each month based on daily supply volumes, applicable rates and analyses reflecting significant historical trends and
experience. Unbilled natural gas sales are estimated based on estimated purchased gas volumes, estimated lost and unaccounted for
gas and tariffed rates in effect. As additional information becomes available, or actual amounts are determinable, the recorded
estimates are revised. Consequently, operating results can be affected by revisions to prior accounting estimates.

Pension and Other Retirement Plans

We sponsor pension and other retirement plans in various forms covering all employees who meet eligibility requirements. We use
several statistical and other factors which attempt to anticipate future events in calculating the expense and liability related to our
plans. These factors include assumptions about the discount rate, expected return on plan assets and rate of future compensation
increases as estimated by management, within certain guidelines. In addition, our actuarial consultants use subjective factors such as
withdrawal and mortality rates to estimate these factors. The actuarial assumptions used may differ materially from actual results due
to changing market and economic conditions, higher or lower withdrawal rates or longer or shorter life spans of participants. These
differences may result in a significant impact to the amount of pension expense recorded. Please read “— Other Significant Matters —
Pension Plans” for further discussion.
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NEW ACCOUNTING PRONOUNCEMENTS

See Note 2(n) to the consolidated financial statements, incorporated herein by reference, for a discussion of new accounting
pronouncements that affect us.

OTHER SIGNIFICANT MATTERS

Pension Plan. As discussed in Note 9(b) to our consolidated financial statements, we maintain a non-contributory pension plan
covering substantially all employees. Employer contributions are based on actuarial computations that establish the minimum
contribution required under the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (ERISA) and the maximum deductible
contribution for income tax purposes. At December 31, 2004, the projected benefit obligation exceeded the market value of plan assets
by $53 million; however, the market value of the plan assets exceeded the accumulated benefit obligation by $22 million. Changes in
interest rates and the market values of the securities held by the plan during 2005 could materially, positively or negatively, change
our funded status and affect the level of pension expense and required contributions in 2006 and beyond.

In connection with the sale of our 81% interest in Texas Genco, a separate pension plan was established for Texas Genco on
September 1, 2004 and we transferred a net pension liability of approximately $68 million to Texas Genco. In October 2004, Texas
Genco received an allocation of assets from our pension plan pursuant to rules and regulations under ERISA.

During 2003 and 2004, we have not been required to make contributions to our pension plan. We have made voluntary
contributions of $23 million and $476 million in 2003 and 2004, respectively.

Under the terms of our pension plan, we reserve the right to change, modify or terminate the plan. Our funding policy is to review
amounts annually and contribute an amount at least equal to the minimum contribution required under ERISA and the Internal
Revenue Code.

In accordance with SFAS No. 87, “Employers’ Accounting for Pensions,” changes in pension obligations and assets may not be
immediately recognized as pension costs in the income statement, but generally are recognized in future years over the remaining
average service period of plan participants. As such, significant portions of pension costs recorded in any period may not reflect the
actual level of benefit payments provided to plan participants.

Pension costs were $35 million, $90 million and $80 million for 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively. For 2002, a pension benefit of
$4 million was recorded related to RRI’s participants. Pension benefit for RRI’s participants is reflected in the Statement of
Consolidated Operations as discontinued operations. In addition, included in the costs for 2002, 2003 and 2004 are $15 million, $17
million and $11 million, respectively, of expense related to Texas Genco participants. Pension expense for Texas Genco participants is
reflected in the Statement of Consolidated Operations as discontinued operations.

Additionally, we maintain a non-qualified benefit restoration plan which allows participants to retain the benefits to which they
would have been entitled under our non-contributory pension plan except for the federally mandated limits on qualified plan benefits
or on the level of compensation on which qualified plan benefits may be calculated. The expense associated with this non-qualified
plan was $9 million, $8 million and $6 million in 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively. Included in the cost for 2002 is $3 million of
expense related to RRI’s participants, which is reflected in discontinued operations in the Statements of Consolidated Operations.

The calculation of pension expense and related liabilities requires the use of assumptions. Changes in these assumptions can result
in different expense and liability amounts, and future actual experience can differ from the assumptions. Two of the most critical
assumptions are the expected long-term rate of return on plan assets and the assumed discount rate.

As of December 31, 2004, the expected long-term rate of return on plan assets was 8.5%, a reduction from the 9.0% rate assumed
as of December 31, 2003. We believe that our actual asset allocation, on average, will approximate the targeted allocation and the
estimated return on net assets. We regularly review our actual asset allocation and periodically rebalance plan assets as appropriate.

As of December 31, 2004, the projected benefit obligation was calculated assuming a discount rate of 5.75%, which is a 0.5%
decline from the 6.25% discount rate assumed in 2003. The discount rate was determined by reviewing yields on high-quality bonds
that receive one of the two highest ratings given by a recognized rating agency and the expected duration of pension obligations
specific to the characteristics of our plan.
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Pension expense for 2005, including the benefit restoration plan, is estimated to be $37 million based on an expected return on
plan assets of 8.5% and a discount rate of 5.75% as of December 31, 2004. If the expected return assumption were lowered by 0.5%
(from 8.5% to 8.0%), 2005 pension expense would increase by approximately $8 million.

Due to significant funding that occurred during 2004, pension plan assets (excluding the unfunded benefit restoration plan) exceed
the accumulated benefit obligation, which enabled us to reverse a charge to comprehensive income of $350 million, net of tax.
However, if the discount rate were lowered by 0.5% (from 5.75% to 5.25%), the assumption change would increase our projected
benefit obligation, accumulated benefit obligation and 2005 pension expense by approximately $106 million, $100 million and $7
million, respectively. In addition, the assumption change would have significant impacts on our Consolidated Balance Sheet by
changing the pension asset recorded as of December 31, 2004 of $610 million to a pension liability of $78 million, offset by a charge
to comprehensive income in 2004 of $447 million, net of tax.

For the benefit restoration plan, if the discount rate were lowered by 0.5% (from 5.75% to 5.25%), the assumption change would
increase our projected benefit obligation, accumulated benefit obligation and 2005 pension expense by approximately $4 million, $3
million, and less than $1 million, respectively. In addition, the assumption change would result in a charge to comprehensive income
of approximately $2 million.

Future changes in plan asset returns, assumed discount rates and various other factors related to the pension plan will impact our
future pension expense and liabilities. We cannot predict with certainty what these factors will be.

In October 2004, the American Jobs Creation Act (AJCA) was signed into law. The AJCA made significant changes in the
taxation of nonqualified deferred compensation with new Code Section 409A. Non-compliance with Section 409A can result in
increased federal income taxes on nonqualified deferred compensation for employees. We are currently analyzing the impact of
Section 409A and related guidance issued by the Treasury Department and the Internal Revenue Service, on our non-qualified plans
and agreements that provide for deferred compensation. Such plans or agreements may require amendment or modification to comply
with the new law.

Quasi-Reorganization. On December 30, 2004, our Board of Directors adopted a plan for an accounting reorganization of the
company, to be effective as of January 1, 2005. At the same time, the Manager of CenterPoint Houston adopted a similar plan for
CenterPoint Houston. These plans were adopted in order to eliminate the accumulated deficit that exists at both companies.

The plan we adopted required: (1) a report to be presented to and reviewed by our Board of Directors on or before February 28,
2005 as to the completion of the valuation analysis of the accounting reorganization and the effects of the accounting reorganization
on our financial statements, (2) a determination that the accounting reorganization is in accordance with accounting principles
generally accepted in the United States, and (3) that there be no determination by our Board of Directors on or before February 28,
2005 that the accounting reorganization is inconsistent with our regulatory obligations. We are continuing to work to complete the
valuation analysis and the effects on our financial statements of the accounting reorganization, and on February 23, 2005, our Board of
Directors extended until May 10, 2005 the time for making the determination described in (3) of the preceding sentence.

An accounting reorganization, sometimes called a “quasi-reorganization,” allows a company to extinguish an accumulated deficit.
It involves restating a company’s assets and its liabilities to their fair values. The accumulated deficit is then brought to zero through a
reduction in the other capital accounts, giving the company a “fresh start” with a zero balance in retained earnings. As of December
31, 2004, we had an accumulated deficit of approximately $1.7 billion. That deficit stemmed from the accounting effects of (1) the
distribution of our ownership interest in RRI to our shareholders in September 2002, (2) the extraordinary loss recorded in connection
with the Texas Utility Commission’s order related to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding and (3) the loss on discontinued operations that
was recorded in connection with our sale of Texas Genco. In addition to eliminating the accumulated deficit and restating assets and
liabilities to fair value, if a quasi-reorganization were implemented, we and CenterPoint Houston would be required to implement any
accounting standards that have been issued but not yet adopted.

We and CenterPoint Houston are seeking to eliminate the accumulated deficit because restrictions contained in the 1935 Act
require registered public utility holding companies and their subsidiaries, like us and CenterPoint Houston, to obtain express
authorization from the SEC to pay dividends when current or retained earnings are insufficient to do so. Eliminating the accumulated
deficit will permit current earnings not utilized to pay dividends to more quickly build up a retained earnings balance. Under 1935 Act
regulations, we could pay dividends out of this balance during periods when current earnings may not be adequate to do so.
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In addition, we have undertaken an obligation under the 1935 Act to achieve a minimum ratio of common equity to total
capitalization of thirty percent, which, depending on the results of the restatement of assets and liabilities under the accounting
reorganization, could be affected by, and will be taken into consideration by the Board of Directors in evaluating the effects of, the

accounting reorganization. We will seek such authority as may be required under the 1935 Act in connection with the quasi-
reorganization.
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Item 8. Financial Statements and Supplementary Data
REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REGISTERED PUBLIC ACCOUNTING FIRM

To the Board of Directors and Shareholders of
CenterPoint Energy, Inc.
Houston, Texas

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance sheets of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and subsidiaries (the “Company”) as
of December 31, 2003 and 2004, and the related consolidated statements of operations, comprehensive income, shareholders’ equity,
and cash flows for each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2004. These financial statements are the responsibility of
the Company’s management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States).
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 audits provide a reasonable basis for our
opinion.

In our opinion, such consolidated financial statements present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of CenterPoint
Energy, Inc. and subsidiaries at December 31, 2003 and 2004, and the results of their operations and their cash flows for each of the
three years in the period ended December 31, 2004 in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America.

As discussed in Note 3 to the consolidated financial statements and pursuant to a plan to sell this subsidiary, the Company has
presented its electric generating operations as discontinued operations in accordance with Statement of Financial Accounting
Standards No. 144, “Accounting for the Impairment or Disposal of Long-Lived Assets.”

As discussed in Note 17 to the consolidated financial statements, the accompanying consolidated financial statements have been
restated.

We have also audited, in accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States), the
effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2004, based on the criteria established in
Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission and
our report dated March 15, 2005 (January 10, 2006 as to the effect of the material weakness described in Management’s Annual
Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting (as revised)) expressed an unqualified opinion on management’s assessment of
the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting and an adverse opinion on the effectiveness of the
Company’s internal control over financial reporting because of a material weakness.

DELOITTE & TOUCHE LLP

Houston, Texas
March 15, 2005 (January10, 2006 as to the effects of the restatement discussed in Note 17 to the consolidated financial statements)
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REGISTERED PUBLIC ACCOUNTING FIRM

To the Board of Directors and Shareholders of
CenterPoint Energy, Inc.
Houston, Texas

We have audited management’s assessment, included in the accompanying Management’s Annual Report on Internal Control Over
Financial Reporting (as revised), that CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and subsidiaries did not maintain effective internal control over
financial reporting as of December 31, 2004, because of the effect of the material weakness identified in management’s assessment
based on the criteria established in Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of
the Treadway Commission. The Company’s management is responsible for maintaining effective internal control over financial
reporting and for its assessment of the effectiveness of internal control over financial reporting. Our responsibility is to express an
opinion on management’s assessment and an opinion on the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting
based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States).
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether effective internal control
over financial reporting was maintained in all material respects. Our audit included obtaining an understanding of internal control over
financial reporting, evaluating management’s assessment, testing and evaluating the design and operating effectiveness of internal
control, and performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. We believe that our audit provides a
reasonable basis for our opinions.

A company’s internal control over financial reporting is a process designed by, or under the supervision of, the company’s
principal executive and principal financial officers, or persons performing similar functions, and effected by the company’s board of
directors, management, and other personnel to provide reasonable assurance regarding the reliability of financial reporting and the
preparation of financial statements for external purposes in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. A company’s
internal control over financial reporting includes those policies and procedures that (1) pertain to the maintenance of records that, in
reasonable detail, accurately and fairly reflect the transactions and dispositions of the assets of the company; (2) provide reasonable
assurance that transactions are recorded as necessary to permit preparation of financial statements in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles, and that receipts and expenditures of the company are being made only in accordance with
authorizations of management and directors of the company; and (3) provide reasonable assurance regarding prevention or timely
detection of unauthorized acquisition, use, or disposition of the company’s assets that could have a material effect on the financial
statements.

Because of the inherent limitations of internal control over financial reporting, including the possibility of collusion or improper
management override of controls, material misstatements due to error or fraud may not be prevented or detected on a timely basis.
Also, projections of any evaluation of the effectiveness of the internal control over financial reporting to future periods are subject to
the risk that the controls may become inadequate because of changes in conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the policies
or procedures may deteriorate.

In our report dated March 15, 2005, we expressed an unqualified opinion on management’s assessment that the Company
maintained effective internal control over financial reporting and an unqualified opinion on the effectiveness of internal control over
financial reporting. As described in the following paragraph, the Company subsequently identified a material misstatement in its 2004
annual consolidated financial statements which caused such annual financial statements to be restated. The misstatement was
determined to be the result of a material weakness as further discussed in the following paragraph. Accordingly, management
subsequently revised its assessment about the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting and our present
opinion on the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2004 expressed herein is
different from that expressed in our previous report.

A material weakness is a significant deficiency, or combination of significant deficiencies, that results in more than a remote
likelihood that a material misstatement of the annual or interim financial statements will not be prevented or detected. The following
material weakness has been identified and included in management’s revised assessment: There were ineffective controls over the
process of eliminating certain interdivision purchases and sales of natural gas within the Company’s Natural Gas Distribution segment
in the consolidation process. This weakness resulted in a material error and the restatement of the Company’s consolidated balance
sheet, as of December 31, 2004 and the statements of consolidated operations and of consolidated cash flows for the year ended
December 31, 2004. This material weakness was considered in determining the nature, timing, and extent of audit tests applied in our
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audit of the consolidated financial statements (as restated) and financial statement schedules as of and for the year ended December
31, 2004 of the Company and this report does not affect our reports on such restated financial statements or the financial statement
schedules.

In our opinion, management’s revised assessment that the Company did not maintain effective internal control over financial
reporting as of December 31, 2004, is fairly stated, in all material respects, based on the criteria established in Internal Control —
Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission. Also in our opinion,
because of the effect of the material weakness described above on the achievement of the objectives of control criteria, the Company
has not maintained effective internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2004, based on the criteria established in
Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway Commission.

We have also audited, in accordance with the standards of the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (United States), the
consolidated financial statements (as restated) and financial statement schedules as of and for the year ended December 31, 2004 of
the Company and our reports dated March 15, 2005 (January 10, 2006 as to the effects of the restatement discussed in Note 17 to the
consolidated financial statements) expressed an unqualified opinion on those financial statements and financial statement schedules
and included explanatory paragraphs regarding i) the Company’s presentation of its electric generating operations as discontinued
operations and ii) the restatement discussed in Note 17 to the consolidated financial statements.

DELOITTE & TOUCHE LLP
Houston, Texas

March 15, 2005 (January 10, 2006 as to the effect of the material weakness described in Management’s Annual Report on Internal
Control Over Financial Reporting, as revised)
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MANAGEMENT’S ANNUAL REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL
OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING (AS REVISED)

Our management is responsible for establishing and maintaining adequate internal control over financial reporting. Internal control
over financial reporting is defined in Rule 13a-15(f) or 15d-15(f) promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as a process
designed by, or under the supervision of, the company’s principal executive and principal financial officers and effected by the
company’s board of directors, management and other personnel, to provide reasonable assurance regarding the reliability of financial
reporting and the preparation of financial statements for external purposes in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles
and includes those policies and procedures that:

» Pertain to the maintenance of records that in reasonable detail accurately and fairly reflect the transactions and dispositions of
the assets of the company;

« Provide reasonable assurance that transactions are recorded as necessary to permit preparation of financial statements in
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles, and that receipts and expenditures of the company are being made
only in accordance with authorizations of management and directors of the company; and

« Provide reasonable assurance regarding prevention or timely detection of unauthorized acquisition, use or disposition of the
company’s assets that could have a material effect on the financial statements.

Management has designed its internal control over financial reporting to provide reasonable assurance regarding the reliability of
financial reporting and the preparation of financial statements in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the
United States of America. Management’s assessment included review and testing of both the design effectiveness and operating
effectiveness of controls over all relevant assertions related to all significant accounts and disclosures in the financial statements.

All internal control systems, no matter how well designed, have inherent limitations. Therefore, even those systems determined to
be effective can provide only reasonable assurance with respect to financial statement preparation and presentation. Projections of any
evaluation of effectiveness to future periods are subject to the risk that controls may become inadequate because of changes in
conditions, or that the degree of compliance with the policies or procedures may deteriorate.

In the Company’s 2004 annual report on Form 10-K, filed on March 16, 2005, management of the Company included
“Management’s Annual Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting”, which expressed a conclusion by management that as
of December 31, 2004, the Company’s internal control over financial reporting was effective. As a result of the restatement of its
financial statements, management has concluded that a material weakness in internal control over financial reporting existed as of
December 31, 2004 and, accordingly, has revised its assessment of the effectiveness of the Company’s internal control over financial
reporting as of December 31, 2004.

A material weakness is a significant deficiency, or a combination of significant deficiencies, that results in more than a remote
likelihood that a material misstatement of the annual or interim financial statements will not be prevented or detected. Due to the
circumstances described in Note 17 of the Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements, management has concluded
that a material weakness in internal control over financial reporting existed as of December 31, 2004 as defined under standards
established by the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board. Specifically, there were ineffective controls over the process of
eliminating certain interdivision purchases and sales of natural gas within the Company’s Natural Gas Distribution segment in the
consolidation process. This weakness resulted in a material error and the restatement of the Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheet
as of December 31, 2004 and the Statements of Consolidated Operations and of Consolidated Cash Flows for the year ended
December 31, 2004.

In making this revised assessment, management, including our principal executive officer and principal financial officer, used the
criteria set forth in Internal Control — Integrated Framework issued by the Committee of Sponsoring Organizations of the Treadway
Commission. Based on those criteria and management’s revised assessment, management concludes that, solely as a result of the
material weakness described above, the Company did not maintain effective internal control over financial reporting as of December
31, 2004.

Deloitte & Touche LLP, the Company’s independent registered public accounting firm, has issued an attestation report on our

revised assessment of the effectiveness of our internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2004 and such report is
included herein.
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

STATEMENTS OF CONSOLIDATED OPERATIONS

Year Ended December 31,

2004

(As Restated -

2002 2003 See Note 17)
(In thousands, except per share amounts)
REVENUES ...ttt ettt bbbttt ettt ettt et b e $ 6437505 $ 7,789681 $ 7999461
Expenses:
INALUFAE GAS 1.ttt sttt ettt st st e et st e et st e s e e be st eresbe s etesbe s e 2,953,871 4,297,914 5,013,484
Operation and MAINTENANCE ...........oiviriireeieie ettt seeseenees 1,242,472 1,334,271 1,276,892
Depreciation and amortization ............ccceveriieienieniee e 457,608 465,571 489,642
Taxes other than INCOME TAXES .......oiiiiiiiie e 343,811 336,512 355,648
TOTAL L.ttt et e 4,997,762 6,434,268 7,135,666
OPErating INCOME .....oeviieie et sae s re st e e enee e enes 1,439,743 1,355,413 863,795
Other Income (Expense):
Gain (loss) on Time Warner inVESIMENT ........ccccvieieeieeieeiieieesese e e (499,704) 105,820 31,592
Gain (loss) on indexed debt SECUMITIES. .......cceiiiiieie e e 480,027 (96,473) (20,232)
Interest and other fiNaNCe ChargesS........covvvviiieie e (711,812) (741,087) (777,300)
Return on true-up DAIANCE .........ccv i — — 226,324
(01 1=] S 4 OO OO T RO UROPRRUN 45,955 (9,838) 19,842
TOMAL .ottt pe e (685,534) (741,578) (519,774)
Income From Continuing Operations Before Income Taxes and
EXEraordinary LLOSS........civiiiiieieiiisiesiesteseste e ste st st e et sn e e sresbe e neeraeneenne s 754,209 613,835 344,021
INCOME TaX EXPENSE....c.viviiteieieitesierestesieeste st ste e et st e st st e e stesbe e ebesaeeesesaeaesesre e (272,246) (205,064) (138,306)
Income From Continuing Operations Before Extraordinary LoSS ..........ccccccovn... 481,963 408,771 205,715
Discontinued Operations:
Income from RRI, Nt OF 18X ....vvvviiiiiiiiiiicises s 99,465 — —
Income (loss) from Other Operations, Net of taX.........cccccvivie i 246 (2,674) —
Income (loss) from Texas Genco, NEt Of taX .......cccceveieiiciesiecicre e, (113,136) 138,658 294,027
Minority interest on income from RRI........ccoov i (17,308) — —
Minority interest on income from Texas GENCO.........cccvververierereresesese e — (47,646) (61,394)
L0ss 0N disposal Of RRI ......c.ooiiiiiiiieccece e (4,371,464) — —
Loss on disposal of Other Operations, Net Of taX .........c.ccocevvereinineneeee e — (13,442) —
Loss on disposal of Texas Genco, Net Of taX ..., — — (365,716)
TOMAL .ottt pe e (4,402,197) 74,896 (133,083)
Income (Loss) Before EXtraordinary LOSS..........cocvvvveieeieneeneseesesiesinsseseesne e (3,920,234) 483,667 72,632
Extraordinary LSS, NEt OF tAX........coiiiiiiiieiieicce e — — (977,336)
NEL TNCOME (LLOSS) ..vvieeieteicieteeee ettt ettt ettt sttt st s et re et ebe e ebene s $ (3,920,234) $ 483,667 $ (904,704)
Basic Earnings Per Share:
Income from Continuing OPEratioNS...........cccveeviieriieereeeieceees e $ 162 $ 135  $ 0.67
Discontinued Operations, NEt Of tAX........c.cceviiiiiisiiie s (14.78) 0.24 (0.43)
Extraordinary LSS, NEt OF taX.......ccvcveieiiriir e — — (3.18)
NEE TNCOME (LOSS)..vvvveveiereritetete ettt ettt re sttt et s ettt ne e s ene e e $ (13.16) $ 159 § (2.94)
Diluted Earnings Per Share:
Income from ContinUing OPErationS.........cccovovririririririeeeieieeeeere s $ 161 $ 124  $ 0.61
Discontinued Operations, NEt OF tAX........ccuiriiiiiriiieree e (14.69) 0.22 (0.37)
Extraordinary LSS, NEt OF taX .......ccviieeriiiie s — — (2.72)
NEL INCOME (LOSS)...vuviveriririiiiirsietetetebetetesese sttt et bbb e b s e e e s s bbb bbbt esese e s s $ (13.08) $ 146 3 (2.48)

See Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

STATEMENTS OF CONSOLIDATED COMPREHENSIVE INCOME

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In thousands of dollars)
INEE INCOME (J0SS) ..vveieieeeeeeeetetetetetcte ettt r e e ettt et esese e st st sssseeetereeneneesees $ (3,920,234) $ 483,667 $ (904,704)
Other comprehensive income (loss), net of tax:
Minimum pension liability adjustment (net of tax of $223,060, $25,467 and
807,307 oottt e b et reebe e teareneerens (414,254) 47,296 366,594
Net deferred gain (loss) from cash flow hedges (net of tax of $25,192, $15,405 and
B30,740) ...ttt ettt e b bt et b e e (69,615) 21,973 59,104
Reclassification of deferred loss (gain) from cash flow hedges realized in net income
(net of tax of $13,539, $3,588 and $3,478) ......cccccervriririiiriisirees s 39,705 9,015 (7,140)
Reclassification of deferred gain from de-designation of cash flow hedges to
over/under recovery of gas cost (net of tax 0f $36,766)..........ccccecvrvrirernienensieneneeen, — — (68,280)
Other comprehensive income (loss) from discontinued operations (net of tax of
$86,787, $366 aNd $1,924)......cvieiiiiieiiseee e 161,176 680 (3,573)
Other comprehensive iINCOME (10SS)......uiviieieriee i (282,988) 78,964 346,705
Comprehensive INCOME (10SS) ....vviurererrerierieiiiseeeeeeseese e se e ee e e e e sre e eneeneeneees $ (4,203,222) $ 562,631 $ (557,999)

See Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

CONSOLIDATED BALANCE SHEETS

December 31,

December 31,
2004
(As Restated -

2003 See Note 17)
(In thousands)
ASSETS
Current Assets:
Cash and Cash BQUIVAIENTS...........cc.civiiiieiciiiee ettt sttt e e st et et b et b ne st e ns $ 86,922 $ 164,645
Investment in Time Warner COMMON STOCK ........oceiiiririiiiiitie ettt ettt sabe s sre e sare e saeesabe e 389,302 420,882
ACCOUNTS TECEIVADIE, NEBL ...ttt et sbt e e st e e et e e saaeeebe e s sbeeebesesbeeebessbesenresans 566,260 674,355
ACCIUEH UNDITTEA FBVENUES ......oeeieiee ittt ettt ettt e e e e s be e e eaee e sbeeesbee e sbeeebaesebaeebeeans 395,351 576,252
L0101 (o] YRS 243,235 253,686
NON-TrAdING AEIIVALIVE GSSEES .....ueiuieiieieiite sttt ettt ettt e bt st e et ene e e e b b e nas 45,897 50,219
TAXES TECRIVADIE......viiii ettt e b e et e et e et e eb b e st e e sb e e be e beerbesbeesbessbeeneesnees 228,746 —
Current assets of diSCONtINUE OPEIALIONS ........ccviviieieiiie ettt sb e be e re e e 301,765 513,768
Prepaid expense and Other CUMTENE SSELS ........cceieiieieiieieriesiesie e stesreste e re e e e e e sr et e resresresneereesreneas 99,153 116,909
TOTAl CUMTENT ASSBES ....uviivieite ettt ettt ettt e et e et e et e e bt e et e e s beesbe e ebeeaeesaeeebeeabeeabesnbestaesbeesbeesbeesbesnnes 2,356,631 2,770,716
Property, Plant and EQUIPMENT, NET ..o 8,084,924 8,186,393
Other Assets:
(€T 0o To 11T 1 1 L] SRR 1,740,510 1,740,510
Other INTANGIDIES, NEL.....cveeeee e et ettt te bt e s e e eneeeenee e es 59,111 58,068
Lo U] E 0] Ve LT SRS 4,930,793 3,349,944
NON-TrAdING AEIVALIVE GSSEES .....cueeuieiieieiiie ettt bttt b e bbb bt e et ene e e e be b e e 11,273 17,682
Non-current assets of diSCONtINUE OPEIALIONS. .........cciiuiiiiirieiiiieeeee e e 3,942,296 1,051,158
(@] 1 2] SRR 335,552 921,678
0] o I0] g LT =] PRSP 11,019,535 7,139,040
B0 = LN £ $ 21,461,090 $ 18,096,149
LIABILITIES AND SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY
Current Liabilities:
ShOrt-tErM DOITOWINGS ....vveeeece sttt e e s e e te st e tesresteereeneenenneeneenennes $ 63,135 $ —
Current portion of 1oNG-term AL ........cvo i 160,792 1,835,988
Indexed debt SECUNITIES AEIVALIVE .......ccuiiiieicie ettt ettt sre e e ebe e s baeesbaeeebeesnbee e 321,352 341,575
ACCOUNES PAYADIE ...ttt et sttt et e b e e st e s e se et e neesbesbeane et e eseeneeneenreneeanens 588,883 802,215
LI D IS (o1 U 1< PR 154,916 609,025
INEEIEST ACCTUB ....eeivvie ettt ettt ettt e et e e e be e s abe s s abeesabeesabeesabeesabeesbbeesbseesbbeesbaesntessbensnreeins 164,521 151,365
Non-trading derivative labilitIes ..........coociiiiii e 8,036 26,323
REGUIALOTY TTADITTIES ....e.veveiviicc ettt bbb e et bns 186,239 225,158
Accumulated deferred INCOME TAXES, NEL ......cvviiviiiiiieiie ittt be st sre e sbeesre e 280,836 260,958
Current liabilities of discontinued OPEratioNS ..........ccccveiieiieieiiii e 332,125 448,974
(@] 1 21 S PO R TR PO 276,392 419,811
TOtal CUITENT HADTIITIES ....cuviieiiiie ettt st e et e e abeetb e s beesbeesbeebesnees 2,537,227 5,121,392
Other Liabilities:
Accumulated deferred INCOME TAXES, NEL ......cvvicviiiiiiecie ittt sbe e sbe b st sre e sbe e ereeanes 2,231,066 2,415,143
Unamortized iNVESTMENT tAX CIEAITS .......oceeiieiitie ettt ettt sbee e e b e s sb e e s be s s beesreesree s 61,197 53,690
Non-trading derivative labilitIeS .........ccooveieiiie e s 3,330 6,413
Benefit ODIIgAtIONS .....c.veiiee et neenrenns 818,061 440,110
REGUIALOTY THADITTIES ..ot ettt sttt et et bens 1,358,030 1,081,370
Non-current liabilities of discontinued OPEratioNS ............ccoiieiiiireeieiee s 1,277,760 420,393
(@] 1 2] SRR 457,255 259,120
Total Other HADIITIES ...ocviiviciicic e b e b e e e bt esbaesbe e beebesnees 6,206,699 4,676,239
LONG-TEIMN DEDT.....cviiiiiiee ikttt bbbtk b e et b e et be et b 10,777,934 7,193,016
Commitments and Contingencies (Note 11)
Minority Interest in Discontinued OPEratioNS ..........ccocuoiiiiiieiese e e 178,673 —
SNAFENOIAEIS” EQUILY ...ttt et e b e bbbt se bbb e 1,760,557 1,105,502
Total Liabilities and Shareholders’ EQUILY .......cccocvviiiiiiiciessess e $ 21,461,090 $ 18,096,149

See Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

STATEMENTS OF CONSOLIDATED CASH FLOWS
Year Ended December 31,
(As Restated — See Note 17)

2002 2003 2004
(In thousands)

Cash Flows from Operating Activities:

NEE INCOME (I0SS) ..uieieitieietsie ettt b bbbttt ettt eb s $ (3,920,234) $ 483,667 $ (904,704)
Discontinued Operations, NEE OF tAX ........cci e bbb 4,402,197 (74,896) 133,083
Extraordinary 10SS, NEt OF TaX .......ccvrueeiiirirneereee e — — 977,336
Income from continuing operations and cumulative effect of accounting change 481,963 408,771 205,715
Adjustments to reconcile income from continuing operations to net cash provided by operating
activities:
Depreciation and @mMOFTIZATION...........ccuovieteuiiiriieieeer et 457,608 465,571 489,642
Deferred inCOmMe taxes .........cocoveveeennne 346,777 508,749 264,914
Amortization of deferred financing costs.. 112,835 140,638 92,454
Investment tax Credit........ooeevvrervieeiernrirceeennns (5,225) (7,431) (7,507)
Unrealized loss (gain) on Time Warner iNVESIMENL..........ccvovivvieieeieirissereeseseseseeeeseseseessesesesessssesesens 499,704 (105,820) (31,592)
Unrealized loss (gain) on indexed debt SECUNLIES .......coovvvvereeririririeieerisise e (480,027) 96,473 20,232
Changes in other assets and liabilities:
Accounts receivable and unbilled reVENUES, NEL ...........coiiiiriiicice s (217,965) (109,861) (201,963)
INVENEOTY ..o 29,741 (47,587) (10,451)
Taxes receivable .. (67,659) (161,087) 34,888
Accounts payable..........ccocovriiininnnnnnns 134,442 77,319 218,312
Fuel cost over (under) recovery/surcharge.. 250,191 25,420 25,212
Interest and taxes accrued...........c.ccoeenene 72,620 37,381 81,190
Net regulatory assets and liabilities.. (1,062,130) (772,604) (519,830)
Clawback payment from RRI... — — 176,600
Non-trading derivatives, net.. (144,478) 2,913 (40,464)
Pension contribution.......... — (22,700) (476,000)
Other current assets ... (38,130) (37,100) (27,772)
Other current liabilities.. (63,813) (23,638) (26,562)
Other assets................. (87,721) 29,048 79,760
Other liabilities ... 200,053 106,869 4,157
ONET, NBL..eeecie s 36,434 38,547 20,047
Net cash provided by operating activities of continuing Operations ............ccccoevreierinnneeiennnnnns 455,220 649,871 380,982
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities of discontinued operations............c.ccceceeeeerenenne (120,378) 244,538 354,846
Net cash provided by Operating aCtiVItIES ..........cvueureriiiiiceieeee e 334,842 894,409 735,828
Cash Flows from Investing Activities:
CaAPITAl EXPENATTUIES........cveuiiiieet ettt b et b bbbt b bbb bt n et eb et e (823,792) (658,845) (603,756)
Proceeds from sale of Texas Genco, including cash retained .............cooceovenrneeeiinrecc s — — 2,947,000
Purchase of minority interest 0f TEXAS GENCO .........ccviriririeeeieiirisie ettt aneseesens — — (326,000)
Increase in restricted cash for purchase of minority interest of Texas Genco.. — — (390,000)
Funds held for purchase of additional interest in South Texas Project .......... — — (191,200)
Proceeds from sale of Time Warner investment............cccocvvveecnnnnns 43,419 — —
OB, NBL.. et 8,864 (2,017) 29,478
Net cash provided by (used in) iNVeSting aCtIVITIES ...........ccceuriiiiiiicci e (771,509) (660,862) 1,465,522
Cash Flows from Financing Activities:
Increase (decrease) in Short-term DOrFOWINGS, NEL.......cccouoiiiiriiiieieee s 668,386 (284,000) (63,000)
Long-term revolving credit facility, net — (2,400,500) (1,205,500)
Proceeds from 10Ng-TeIM AEDL...........ouiuiiic et 1,320,723 3,796,529 229,050
Payments of I0Ng-term deDt ... e (696,218) (1,210,548) (943,045)
Debt issuance COoStS .........coovereerennne (196,830) (240,798) (15,228)
Payment of common stock dividends..................... (324,682) (122,206) (122,881)
Payment of common stock dividends by subsidiary . — (15,234) (15,234)
Proceeds from issuance of COMMON SLOCK, NEL.........coiiciiiriece e 12,994 9,349 12,211
Redemption of indexXed debt SECUNTIES ......viviviueieeriisie e es (45,085) — —
Other, NEL ... (16,525) 17,079 —
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities.... 722,763 (450,329) (2,123,627)
Net Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Cash Equivalents. 286,096 (216,782) 77,723
Cash and Cash Equivalents at BeginNing Of YEar .........ccccco i 17,608 303,704 86,922
Cash and Cash Equivalents at ENd 0 YEAI .........cccociiiiiiiiriiniieecesss st $ 303,704 $ 86,922 § 164,645
Supplemental Disclosure of Cash Flow Information:
Cash Payments:
TNEEIESE ..ttt bbb $ 632,987 % 762,613  $ 758,665
INCOME LAXES (FEFUNS)... ettt bbbttt (27,977) (197,915) (123,603)

See Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES

STATEMENTS OF CONSOLIDATED SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY

2002 2003 2004
Shares Amount Shares Amount Shares Amount
(In thousands of dollars and shares)

Preference Stock, None outstanding ..........ccceeerieninennenneeeeseeeeens — % — — — — % —
Cumulative Preferred Stock, $0.01 par value; authorized 20,000,000

shares, NONe OULSTANMING .......c.oveveeeiiireiece e — — — — — —
Common Stock, $0.01 par value; authorized 1,000,000,000 shares

Balance, beginning Of Year. ... 3,029 305,017 3,050 306,297 3,063

Issuances related to benefit and investment plans .. , 21 1,280 13 1,748 17

Balance, eNd O YEAI .......ccvcveeiiiirieeieee e \ 3,050 306,297 3,063 308,045 3,080
Additional Paid-in-Capital

Balance, beginning Of Year.........ccvceiriirisceis e — 3,894,272 — 3,046,043 — 2,868,416

Issuances related to benefit and investment plans...........cccocecvevvvrececnensinen, — 11,866 — (31,364) — 22,919

Loss on issuance of subsidiaries’ StOCK ...........cccoevrninicicninnceienns — (12,835) — — — —

Distribution 0f RRI ........c.ciiiiiiiccce s — (847,200) — — — —

Distribution of TeXas GENCO .........cccuiveeiriirirnieieer s — — — (146,263) — —

OBNBE e — (60) — — — —

Balance, end O YEAI ... — 3,046,043 — 2,868,416 — 2,891,335
Unearned ESOP stock

Balance, beginning Of Year..........coociiiiici e (7,070) (131,888) (4,916) (78,049) (912) (2,842)

Issuances related to benefit plan ... 2,154 53,839 4,004 75,207 912 2,842

Balance, end OF YEAI ...t (4,916) (78,049) (912) (2,842) — —
Retained Earnings (Accumulated Deficit)

Balance, beginning Of Year ... 3,176,533 (1,062,083) (700,033)

NEt INCOME (I0SS) ...ttt (3,920,234) 483,667 (904,704)

Common stock dividends — $1.07 per share in 2002 and $0.40 per share

iN 2003 @Nd 2004.........coveerreireereerreee e (318,382) (121,617) (122,834)

Balance, eNd O YEAI .......c.cvcvveeiirieeee et (1,062,083) (700,033) (1,727,571)
Accumulated Other Comprehensive Income (Loss)

Balance, end of year:

Minimum pension liability adjustment ... (419,909) (372,613) (6,019)

Net deferred loss from cash flow hedges..........ccccovvreeiinninceinceeene (66,422) (35,434) (51,750)

Other comprehensive loss from discontinued operations.. (680) — (3,573)

Total accumulated other comprehensive loss, end of year (487,011) (408,047) (61,342)

Total Shareholders’ EQUILY ..........ceeriiriririeeirrnieeee e $ 1,421,950 $ 1,760,557 $ 1,105,502

See Notes to the Company’s Consolidated Financial Statements
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
NOTES TO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
(1) Background and Basis of Presentation
(a) Background

CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (CenterPoint Energy or the Company) is a public utility holding company, created on August 31, 2002 as
part of a corporate restructuring of Reliant Energy, Incorporated (Reliant Energy) that implemented certain requirements of the 1999
Texas Electric Choice Law (Texas electric restructuring law) described below. In December 2000, Reliant Energy transferred a
significant portion of its unregulated businesses to Reliant Resources, Inc., now named Reliant Energy, Inc. (RRI), which, at the time,
was a wholly owned subsidiary of Reliant Energy.

On September 30, 2002, following RRI’s initial public offering of approximately 20% of its common stock in May 2001,
CenterPoint Energy distributed all of the shares of RRI common stock owned by CenterPoint Energy to its common shareholders on a
pro-rata basis (the RRI Distribution).

CenterPoint Energy is the successor to Reliant Energy for financial reporting purposes under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
The Company’s operating subsidiaries own and operate electric transmission and distribution facilities, natural gas distribution
facilities, interstate pipelines and natural gas gathering, processing and treating facilities. CenterPoint Energy is a registered public
utility holding company under the Public Utility Holding Company Act of 1935, as amended (1935 Act). The 1935 Act and related
rules and regulations impose a number of restrictions on the activities of the Company and those of its subsidiaries. The 1935 Act,
among other things, limits the ability of the Company and its regulated subsidiaries to issue debt and equity securities without prior
authorization, restricts the source of dividend payments to current and retained earnings without prior authorization, regulates sales
and acquisitions of certain assets and businesses and governs affiliated service, sales and construction contracts.

As of December 31, 2004, the Company’s indirect wholly owned subsidiaries included:

« CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC (CenterPoint Houston), which engages in the electric transmission and distribution
business in a 5,000-square mile area of the Texas Gulf Coast that includes Houston; and

o CenterPoint Energy Resources Corp. (CERC Corp., and, together with its subsidiaries, CERC), which owns gas distribution
systems. The operations of its local distribution companies are conducted through three unincorporated divisions: Houston
Gas, Minnesota Gas and Southern Gas Operations. In 2004, the naming conventions of CERC’s three unincorporated
divisions were changed in an effort to increase brand recognition. CenterPoint Energy Arkla and the portion of CenterPoint
Energy Entex (Entex) located outside of the metropolitan Houston area were renamed Southern Gas Operations. The
metropolitan Houston portion of Entex was renamed Houston Gas, and CenterPoint Energy Minnegasco was renamed
Minnesota Gas. Through wholly owned subsidiaries, CERC owns two interstate natural gas pipelines and gas gathering
systems, provides various ancillary services, and offers variable and fixed price physical natural gas supplies to commercial
and industrial customers and natural gas distributors.

In July 2004, the Company announced its agreement to sell its majority owned subsidiary, Texas Genco Holdings, Inc. (Texas
Genco), to Texas Genco LLC (formerly known as GC Power Acquisition LLC), an entity owned in equal parts by affiliates of The
Blackstone Group, Hellman & Friedman LLC, Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co. L.P. and Texas Pacific Group. On December 15, 2004,
Texas Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas Genco LLC for $2.813
billion in cash. Following the sale, Texas Genco distributed $2.231 billion in cash to the Company. Texas Genco’s principal remaining
asset is its ownership interest in a nuclear generating facility. The final step of the transaction, the merger of Texas Genco with a
subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC in exchange for an additional cash payment to the Company of $700 million, is expected to close
during the first half of 2005, following receipt of approval from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC).

(b) Basis of Presentation

The consolidated financial statements have been prepared to reflect the effect of the RRI Distribution on the CenterPoint Energy
financial statements. The consolidated financial statements present the RRI businesses (Wholesale Energy, European Energy, Retail
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Energy and related corporate costs) as discontinued operations, in accordance with Statement of Financial Accounting Standards
(SFAS) No. 144, “Accounting for the Impairment or Disposal of Long-Lived Assets” (SFAS No. 144).

In 2003, the Company sold all of its remaining Latin America operations. The consolidated financial statements present these Latin
America operations as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144.

In November 2003, the Company sold its district cooling services business in the Houston central business district and related
complementary energy services to district cooling customers and others. The consolidated financial statements present these
operations as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144.

The Company recorded an after-tax loss of $214 million in 2004 related to the sale of Texas Genco discussed in Note 3. In
addition, as a result of this transaction, any future earnings of Texas Genco will be offset by an increase in the loss. The consolidated
financial statements present these operations as discontinued operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144,

The Company’s reportable business segments include the following: Electric Transmission & Distribution, Natural Gas
Distribution, Pipelines and Gathering and Other Operations. The electric transmission and distribution function (CenterPoint Houston)
is reported in the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment. Natural Gas Distribution consists of intrastate natural gas
sales to, and natural gas transportation and distribution for, residential, commercial, industrial and institutional customers and non-rate
regulated retail gas marketing operations for commercial and industrial customers. Pipelines and Gathering includes the interstate
natural gas pipeline operations and the natural gas gathering and pipeline services businesses. Other Operations consists primarily of
other corporate operations which support all of the Company’s business operations. The generation operations of CenterPoint
Energy’s former integrated electric utility (Texas Genco) were previously reported in the Electric Generation business segment, but
have been reclassified as discontinued operations in these financial statements as discussed above.

(2) Summary of Significant Accounting Policies
(a) Reclassifications and Use of Estimates

In addition to the items discussed in Note 3, some amounts from the previous years have been reclassified to conform to the 2004
presentation of financial statements. These reclassifications do not affect net income.

The preparation of financial statements in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles requires management to make
estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts of assets and liabilities, disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities at the
date of the financial statements, and the reported amounts of revenues and expenses during the reporting period. Actual results could
differ from those estimates.

(b) Principles of Consolidation

The accounts of CenterPoint Energy and its wholly owned and majority owned subsidiaries are included in the consolidated
financial statements. All significant intercompany transactions and balances are eliminated in consolidation. The Company uses the
equity method of accounting for investments in entities in which the Company has an ownership interest between 20% and 50% and
exercises significant influence. Other investments, excluding marketable securities, are carried at cost.

(c) Revenues

The Company records revenue for electricity delivery and natural gas sales and services under the accrual method and these
revenues are recognized upon delivery to customers. Electricity deliveries not billed by month-end are accrued based on daily supply
volumes, applicable rates and analyses reflecting significant historical trends and experience. Natural gas sales not billed by month-
end are accrued based upon estimated purchased gas volumes, estimated lost and unaccounted for gas and currently effective tariff
rates. The Pipelines and Gathering business segment records revenues as transportation services are provided.

(d) Long-lived Assets and Intangibles

The Company records property, plant and equipment at historical cost. The Company expenses repair and maintenance costs as
incurred. Property, plant and equipment includes the following:
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Estimated Useful December 31,

Lives (Years) 2003 2004
(In millions)
Electric transmission & diStribDULION ..o 5-75 $ 6,08 $ 6,245
Natural gas diStrIDULION..........cc.iiiiiii e e ere 5-50 2,316 2,494
Pipelings and gathering .......c.cooieiiiiii ettt e e et e e nre 5-75 1,722 1,767
(@] 0T g o] (] o T=T o 2SSO 3-40 446 457
TOTAL et b e e bbb 10,569 10,963
Accumulated depreciation and amortization............cccvvivererenerienenie e (2,484) (2,777)
Property, plant and eqUIPMENE, NEL..........cccveieriire e $ 808 $ 8,186
The components of the Company’s other intangible assets consist of the following:
December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
Carrying Accumulated Carrying Accumulated
Amount Amortization Amount Amortization
(In millions)

Land USE RIGNTS...c.vviiiiieieeeteieieeee st $ 55 $ (12) $ 55 $ (12

L@ ] 131 SRS 20 4) 21 (6)

L0 - | USSPTP PSPPSR $ 75 $ (16) 76 $ (18)

The Company recognizes specifically identifiable intangibles, including land use rights and permits, when specific rights and
contracts are acquired. The Company has no intangible assets with indefinite lives recorded as of December 31, 2004 other than
goodwill discussed below. The Company amortizes other acquired intangibles on a straight-line basis over the lesser of their
contractual or estimated useful lives that range from 40 to 75 years for land rights and 4 to 25 years for other intangibles.

Amortization expense for other intangibles for 2002, 2003 and 2004 was $2 million in each year. Estimated amortization expense
for the five succeeding fiscal years is as follows (in millions):

2005 ... ettt et b e et ettt e b et ete oL et eEeehe e e R e ebe e et e ehe e eteebe s e eR e b e st eEeeRe s e e R e ebe e eEeeRe b eEeeRe e eReebe e et e ebe e eReebe e etente st erente e erenrs $ 2
2006 ...ttt e b ettt bt R e be st et e s e R e et et R e Re b e R e Re e eR e eRe s eR e eRe st e R e R e b oAt eR et oA e Aot eR e Aot eR e R e et oAt oA e R e Rt b e e en s ne et enen 2
2007 .ttt ettt b et beE et h Rt b R et b Re e e be R et et eRe e ete R e At et R e Ae b eR e b e L e R et et et e A s e b e R e e et R e b e b eRe et et et et Re et et te e e bere s 3
2008 ...ttt ettt Lo h et b E et h oA e st e R et bR e e be R et et e R e e e teRe At et Rese b e R e A s b eRe s et et e At e b e R et et e R e b e b eRe e et et et et Re e et ete e e bere s 3
2009 ... ettt bbbt beE et h oAt b e R et b eRe e et e R et et eRe e ete R e At eb ke Ae b e R e A s beRe et e R e A b e b e R et et e R e b e b eRe et et et et Re e et et et e bere s _ 3

1) 7 1 SR $ 13

Goodwill by reportable business segment is as follows (in millions):

December 31,
2003 and 2004

L e T B TS o1V o] o T $ 1,085
PIPEIINES BNU GAINEIING ...ttt bbb bttt b bbbtk e bt ekt s bbbt et b et et s bt et nn e 601
OFNEE OPEIALIONS ... ..ttt stttk t ettt e bbb bt ben e e bt ebeneeb e eb e e e b e eb e e e b e e b e e e b £ e b e e b e e b e e ekt eb et ek e eb e st et e ebe st et e ebe e ebeabe e 55

L0 LTSS TSSO TP U URPTRO $ 1,741

The Company reviews the carrying value of goodwill annually and at such times when events or changes in circumstances indicate
that it may not be recoverable. The Company completed its annual evaluation of goodwill for impairment as of January 1, 2004 and no
impairment was indicated.

The Company periodically evaluates long-lived assets, including property, plant and equipment, and specifically identifiable
intangibles, when events or changes in circumstances indicate that the carrying value of these assets may not be recoverable. The
determination of whether an impairment has occurred is based on an estimate of undiscounted cash flows attributable to the assets, as
compared to the carrying value of the assets.

As a result of the Company’s decision to sell its interest in Texas Genco in July 2004, the Company recorded an after-tax loss of

approximately $253 million in the third quarter of 2004. In the fourth quarter of 2004, the Company reduced the expected loss on the
sale of its interest in Texas Genco by $39 million to $214 million. For further discussion, see Note 3.
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(e) Regulatory Assets and Liabilities

The Company applies the accounting policies established in SFAS No. 71, “Accounting for the Effects of Certain Types of
Regulation” (SFAS No. 71), to the accounts of the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment and the utility operations of
the Natural Gas Distribution business segment and to some of the accounts of the Pipelines and Gathering business segment.

The following is a list of regulatory assets/liabilities reflected on the Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets as of December 31,
2003 and 2004:

December 31,
2003 2004
(In millions)
Recoverable electric generation-related regulatory aSSELS .........cooviierieiririine e $ 3226 $ 1,946
SECUNLIZEA FEGUIALOTY BSSEL .....eeeiieeeete ettt et bttt e e e b e bt bbbt e st e st e b et e nbesb e be bt ane e e e b e 682 647
Unamortized 10SS 0N reaCUITEH EDL..........couoiiiiiiiei et e e bbbt e e e 80 80
EStIMAtEA FEMOVAI COSES ...ttt et b e bbbt h et e b e bt sb e eb e bt e b e et et e sbesbenbesbeereans (647) (677)
Other long-term regulatory assets/labilities ..........ccoeiiiiiiiice e e 46 47
0] LTSS TP PRSP PR PT P TR PP PPTPTPRPRRN $ 3387 $ 2,043

If events were to occur that would make the recovery of these assets and liabilities no longer probable, the Company would be
required to write-off or write-down these regulatory assets and liabilities. During 2004, the Company wrote-off net regulatory assets of
$1.5 billion in response to the Texas Utility Commission’s order on CenterPoint Houston’s final true-up application. For further
discussion of regulatory assets, see Note 4.

The Company’s rate-regulated businesses recognize removal costs as a component of depreciation expense in accordance with
regulatory treatment. As of December 31, 2003 and 2004, these removal costs of $647 million and $677 million, respectively, are
classified as regulatory liabilities in the Consolidated Balance Sheets. The Company has also identified other asset retirement
obligations that cannot be estimated because the assets associated with the retirement obligations have an indeterminate life.

(f) Depreciation and Amortization Expense
Depreciation is computed using the straight-line method based on economic lives or a regulatory-mandated recovery period. Other
amortization expense includes amortization of regulatory assets and other intangibles. See Notes 2(e) and 4(a) for additional

discussion of these items.

The following table presents depreciation and other amortization expense for 2002, 2003 and 2004.

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In millions)
DEPIECIALION EXPENSE ..vuvvererereerirtesteteteteresesesesesesessesesesssesesesesesesessassessesesesesesesese st e e sseseseseseseseseseneseeenes $ 387 $ 403 $ 415
Other amOTTIZALION EXPEINSE .....o.viiiiieieieite ettt ettt bttt b ettt b bbbt et b et benr e 71 63 75
Total depreciation and amOrtiZation EXPENSE ........c.eivirirrie ettt se b e b e $ 458 $ 466 $ 490

(g) Capitalization of Interest and Allowance for Funds Used During Construction

Allowance for funds used during construction (AFUDC) represents the approximate net composite interest cost of borrowed funds
and a reasonable return on the equity funds used for construction. Although AFUDC increases both utility plant and earnings, it is
realized in cash through depreciation provisions included in rates for subsidiaries that apply SFAS No. 71. Interest and AFUDC for
subsidiaries that apply SFAS No. 71 are capitalized as a component of projects under construction and will be amortized over the
assets’ estimated useful lives. During 2002, 2003 and 2004, the Company capitalized interest and AFUDC of $5 million, $4 million
and $4 million, respectively.

(h) Income Taxes

The Company files a consolidated federal income tax return and follows a policy of comprehensive interperiod income tax
allocation. The Company uses the liability method of accounting for deferred income taxes and measures deferred income taxes for all
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significant income tax temporary differences. Investment tax credits were deferred and are being amortized over the estimated lives of
the related property. For additional information regarding income taxes, see Note 10.

(i) Accounts Receivable and Allowance for Doubtful Accounts

Accounts receivable are net of an allowance for doubtful accounts of $31 million and $30 million at December 31, 2003 and 2004,
respectively. The provision for doubtful accounts in the Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations for 2002, 2003 and 2004
was $26 million, $24 million and $27 million, respectively.

In connection with CERC’s November 2002 amendment and extension of its $150 million receivables facility, CERC Corp.
formed a bankruptcy remote subsidiary for the sole purpose of buying receivables created by CERC and selling those receivables to an
unrelated third-party. This transaction was accounted for as a sale of receivables under the provisions of SFAS No. 140, “Accounting
for Transfers and Servicing of Financial Assets and Extinguishments of Liabilities,” (SFAS No. 140) and, as a result, the related
receivables are excluded from the Consolidated Balance Sheets. The bankruptcy remote subsidiary purchases receivables with cash
and subordinated notes. In July 2003, the subordinated notes owned by CERC were pledged to a gas supplier to secure obligations
incurred in connection with the purchase of gas by CERC. Effective June 25, 2003, CERC reduced the purchase limit under the
receivables facility from $150 million to $100 million. As of December 31, 2003, CERC had utilized $100 million of its receivables
facility.

In the first quarter of 2004, CERC replaced the receivables facility with a $250 million committed one-year receivables facility.
The bankruptcy remote subsidiary continues to buy CERC’s receivables and sell them to an unrelated third-party, which transactions
are accounted for as a sale of receivables under SFAS No. 140. As of December 31, 2004, CERC had utilized $181 million of its
receivables facility.

The average outstanding balances on the receivables facilities were $16 million, $100 million and $190 million in 2002, 2003 and
2004, respectively. Sales of receivables were approximately $0.2 billion, $1.2 billion and $2.4 billion in 2002, 2003 and 2004,
respectively.

(i) Inventory

Inventory consists principally of materials and supplies and natural gas. Inventories used in the retail natural gas distribution
operations are primarily valued at the lower of average cost or market.

December 31

2003 2004
(In millions)

MALEITAIS AN SUPPIIES. ....cveviviiiiiitiie ettt et eb bbb bbb e b e e ettt b bbb bbbt e s e e s bbbttt ebebesere e $ 83 $ 78

N L0 = LI T L OSSR TP 160 176

TOLAL INVENTOTY ..ttt bttt ek bt b e bt e b £ e R e e a e et Sh e b e e E e SH £ e b e e Rt e b e e e et e eb e ebeebeebeabeeneenbeneeneentas $ 243 $ 254

(k) Investment in Other Debt and Equity Securities

In accordance with SFAS No. 115, “Accounting for Certain Investments in Debt and Equity Securities” (SFAS No. 115), the
Company reports “available-for-sale” securities at estimated fair value within other long-term assets in the Company’s Consolidated
Balance Sheets and any unrealized gain or loss, net of tax, as a separate component of shareholders’ equity and accumulated other
comprehensive income. In accordance with SFAS No. 115, the Company reports “trading” securities at estimated fair value in the
Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets, and any unrealized holding gains and losses are recorded as other income (expense) in the
Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations.

As of December 31, 2003 and 2004, Texas Genco held debt and equity securities in its nuclear decommissioning trust, which is
reported at its fair value of $189 million and $216 million, respectively, in the Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets in non-current
assets of discontinued operations. Any unrealized losses or gains are accounted for as a non-current asset/liability of discontinued
operations as Texas Genco will not benefit from any gains, and losses will be recovered through the rate-making process.

As of December 31, 2003 and 2004, the Company held an investment in Time Warner Inc. common stock, which was classified as
a “trading” security. For information regarding this investment, see Note 6.
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() Environmental Costs

The Company expenses or capitalizes environmental expenditures, as appropriate, depending on their future economic benefit. The
Company expenses amounts that relate to an existing condition caused by past operations, and that do not have future economic
benefit. The Company records undiscounted liabilities related to these future costs when environmental assessments and/or
remediation activities are probable and the costs can be reasonably estimated.

(m) Statements of Consolidated Cash Flows

For purposes of reporting cash flows, the Company considers cash equivalents to be short-term, highly liquid investments with
maturities of three months or less from the date of purchase. In connection with the issuance of transition bonds in October 2001, the
Company was required to establish restricted cash accounts to collateralize the bonds that were issued in this financing transaction.
These restricted cash accounts are not available for withdrawal until the maturity of the bonds. Cash and Cash Equivalents does not
include restricted cash. For additional information regarding the securitization financing, see Note 4(a).

(n) New Accounting Pronouncements

In January 2003, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued FASB Interpretation No. (FIN) 46 “Consolidation of
Variable Interest Entities, an Interpretation of Accounting Research No. 51” (FIN 46). FIN 46 requires certain variable interest entities
to be consolidated by the primary beneficiary of the entity if the equity investors in the entity do not have the characteristics of a
controlling financial interest or do not have sufficient equity at risk for the entity to finance its activities without additional
subordinated financial support from other parties. On December 24, 2003, the FASB issued a revision to FIN 46 (FIN 46-R). For
special-purpose entities (SPE’s) created before February 1, 2003, the Company applied the provisions of FIN 46 or FIN 46-R as of
December 31, 2003. FIN 46-R is effective for all other entities for financial periods ending after March 15, 2004. The Company has
subsidiary trusts that have Mandatorily Redeemable Preferred Securities outstanding. The trusts were determined to be variable
interest entities under FIN 46-R and the Company also determined that it is not the primary beneficiary of the trusts. As of December
31, 2003, the Company deconsolidated the trusts and instead reports its junior subordinated debentures due to the trusts as long-term
debt. The Company also evaluated two purchase power contracts with qualifying facilities as defined in the Public Utility Regulatory
Policies Act of 1978 related to its former Electric Generation business segment. The Company concluded it was not required to
consolidate the entities that own the qualifying facilities.

On May 19, 2004, the FASB issued a FASB Staff Position (FSP) addressing the appropriate accounting and disclosure
requirements for companies that sponsor a postretirement health care plan that provides prescription drug benefits. The new guidance
from the FASB was deemed necessary as a result of the 2003 Medicare prescription law, which includes a federal subsidy for
qualifying companies. FSP 106-2, “Accounting and Disclosure Requirements Related to the Medicare Prescription Drug,
Improvement and Modernization Act of 2003” (FSP 106-2), requires that the effects of the federal subsidy be considered an actuarial
gain and treated like similar gains and losses and requires certain disclosures for employers that sponsor postretirement health care
plans that provide prescription drug benefits. The FASB’s related existing guidance, FSP 106-1, “Accounting and Disclosure
Requirements Related to the Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement and Modernization Act of 2003,” was superseded upon the
effective date of FSP 106-2. The Company adopted FSP 106-2 prospectively in July 2004 with no material effect on its results of
operations, financial condition or cash flows.

In its October 13, 2004 meeting, the FASB ratified the consensus reached by the Emerging Issues Task Force (EITF) at its
September 29-30, 2004 meeting on EITF Issue No. 04-8, “Accounting Issues Related to Certain Features of Contingently Convertible
Debt and the Effect on Diluted Earnings Per Share” (EITF 04-8), that requires certain contingently convertible debt instruments with a
market price trigger to be treated the same as traditional convertible debt instruments for earnings per share (EPS) purposes. The
contingently convertible debt instruments are taken into consideration in the calculation of diluted EPS using the “if-converted”
method. The Company issued contingently convertible debt instruments in 2003. The Company’s $575 million contingently
convertible notes are included in the calculation of diluted earnings per share pursuant to EITF 04-8. The Company’s $255 million
contingently convertible notes are not included in the calculation of diluted earnings per share because the terms of this debt
instrument were modified prior to December 31, 2004 to provide for only cash settlement of the principal amount upon conversion as
required by EITF 04-8. The Company adopted EITF 04-8 effective December 31, 2004. The impact on the Company’s diluted EPS
from continuing operations for the years ended December 31, 2003 and 2004 was a decrease of $0.10 per share and $0.05 per share,
respectively.
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On October 22, 2004, the American Jobs Creation Act (AJCA) was signed into law. The AJCA makes several sweeping changes
to U.S. taxpayers engaged in cross-border or manufacturing businesses, and some of the provisions of the AJCA have retroactive
effective dates. The Company presently estimates that the reduction in federal income tax related to relief for manufacturers of
domestic goods will inure to Texas Genco, which is reported as discontinued operations as of December 31, 2004. Accordingly, this
effect would be reflected on Texas Genco’s future financial statements when it will not be a part of the Company. On December 21,
2004, the FASB issued FSP 109-1, “Application of FASB Statement No. 109, Accounting for Income Taxes, to the Tax Deduction on
Qualified Production Activities Provided by the American Jobs Creation Act of 2004,” that provides accounting guidance on how
companies should account for the effects of the AJCA. In this FSP, the FASB concludes that the tax relief (special tax deduction for
domestic manufacturing) from this legislation should be accounted for as a “special deduction” instead of a tax rate reduction. The
guidance in this FSP had no material effect on the Company’s financial position as of December 31, 2004.

In December 2004, the FASB issued SFAS No. 123 (Revised 2004), “Share-Based Payment” (SFAS No. 123). SFAS No. 123
requires that the compensation costs relating to share-based payment transactions be recognized in financial statements. That cost will
be measured based on the fair value of the equity or liability instruments issued at the grant date. The Company will be required to
adopt SFAS No. 123 in the third quarter of 2005 using the modified prospective method as defined in the statement. The Company
does not anticipate that the adoption of SFAS No. 123 will have a material impact on its results of operations, financial condition or
cash flows.

(o) Stock-Based Incentive Compensation

In accordance with SFAS No. 123, “Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation” (SFAS No. 123), and SFAS No. 148,
“Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation Transition and Disclosure — an Amendment of SFAS No. 123,” the Company applies
the guidance contained in APB Opinion No. 25 and discloses the required pro-forma effect on net income of the fair value based
method of accounting for stock compensation. The weighted average fair values at date of grant for CenterPoint Energy options
granted during 2002, 2003 and 2004 were $1.40, $1.66 and $1.86, respectively. The fair values were estimated using the Black-
Scholes option valuation model with the following assumptions:

2002 2003 2004
EXPECTEd TR TN YRAIS ...ttt et b e et n e et re e 5 5 5
INEEIESE TALE ..ttt r e bttt nre s 2.83% 2.62% 3.02%
RV 0] - L1 L1 Y2 OSSOSO 48.95% 52.60% 27.23%
Expected common StOCK AiVIAENG .........ccccoiiiiiiiiiiiciccercceeee e $ 064 $ 040 $ 040

Pro-forma information for 2002, 2003 and 2004 is provided to take into account the amortization of stock-based compensation to
expense on a straight-line basis over the vesting period. Had compensation costs been determined as prescribed by SFAS No. 123, the
Company’s net income and earnings per share would have been as follows:

2002 2003 2004
(In millions, except per share amounts)
Net income (10SS) AS FEPOIEA ........cvierevieicietieer ettt ettt ettt r e st et se e $ (3,920) $ 484 $ (905)
Add: Total stock-based employee compensation expense as recorded, net of related tax
L1 (T od SO SO SOPTSPR 1 6 5
Less: Total stock-based employee compensation expense determined under fair value
based method for all awards, net of related tax effectS........ccooveiireiiicic (10) (16) (9)
Pro-forma net iNCOME (10SS).....c.veiviiiieiieisieiee ettt re e nre e $ (3,929) $ 474 $ (909)
Basic Earnings (Loss) Per Share:
S 10T Yo SRR $ (13.16) $ 159 $ (2.94)
PIO-FOIMNA ...ttt ettt ettt $ (13.19) $ 158 $ (2.95)
Diluted Earnings (Loss) Per Share:
AS TEPOTE......cvcviviiieiiie ettt ettt b bbb bbbt s e e et ettt bbbt bere s sn bt nane $ (13.08) $ 146 $ (2.48)
PIO-TOIMNA ..ottt bbbt ettt bbbttt b e e s bbbt b e $ (13.11) $ 145 $ (2.49)

See Note 9 for further discussion of stock-based incentive compensation.
(p) Pension and Other Postemployment Benefit Plans

The Company sponsors pension and other retirement plans in various forms covering all employees who meet eligibility
requirements. The Company uses several statistical and other factors which attempt to anticipate future events in calculating the
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expense and liability related to its plans. These factors include assumptions about the discount rate, expected return on plan assets and
rate of future compensation increases as estimated by management, within certain guidelines. In addition, the Company’s actuarial
consultants use subjective factors such as withdrawal and mortality rates to estimate these factors. The actuarial assumptions used may
differ materially from actual results due to changing market and economic conditions, higher or lower withdrawal rates or longer or
shorter life spans of participants. These differences may result in a significant impact to the amount of pension expense recorded. For
further discussion, see Note 9.

(3) Discontinued Operations and Quasi-Reorganization

RRI. On September 30, 2002, CenterPoint Energy distributed to its shareholders its 83% ownership interest in RRI by means of a
tax-free spin-off in the form of a dividend. Holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock on the record date received 0.788603 shares
of RRI common stock for each share of CenterPoint Energy stock that they owned on the record date. The RRI Distribution was
recorded in the third quarter of 2002.

As a result of the RRI Distribution, CenterPoint Energy recorded a non-cash loss on disposal of discontinued operations of $4.4
billion in 2002. This loss represents the excess of the carrying value of CenterPoint Energy’s net investment in RRI over the market
value of RRI’s common stock at the time of the RRI Distribution. The consolidated financial statements reflect the reclassifications
necessary to present RRI as discontinued operations for all periods presented in accordance with SFAS No. 144,

RRI’s revenues included in discontinued operations for the nine months ended September 30, 2002 were $9.5 billion as reported in
RRI’s Annual Report on Form 10-K/A, Amendment No. 1, filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) on May 1,
2003. These amounts have been restated to reflect RRI’s adoption of EITF Issue No. 02-3, “Issues Related to Accounting for
Contracts Involved in Energy Trading and Risk Management Activities.” Income from these discontinued operations for the nine
months ended September 30, 2002 is reported net of income tax expense of $284 million.

Latin America. In February 2003, the Company sold its interest in Argener, a cogeneration facility in Argentina, for $23 million.
The carrying value of this investment was approximately $11 million as of December 31, 2002. The Company recorded an after-tax
gain of $7 million from the sale of Argener in the first quarter of 2003. In April 2003, the Company sold its final remaining investment
in Argentina, a 90 percent interest in Empresa Distribuidora de Electricidad de Santiago del Estero S.A. The Company recorded an
after-tax loss of $3 million in the second quarter of 2003 related to its Latin America operations. The consolidated financial statements
reflect the reclassifications necessary to present these operations as discontinued operations for all periods presented in accordance
with SFAS No. 144,

Revenues related to the Company’s Latin America operations included in discontinued operations for the years ended December
31, 2002 and 2003 were $15 million and $2 million, respectively. Income from these discontinued operations for each of the years
ended December 31, 2002 and 2003 is reported net of income tax expense of $2 million.

CenterPoint Energy Management Services, Inc. As discussed in Note 1, in November 2003, the Company completed the sale of a
component of its Other Operations business segment, CenterPoint Energy Management Services, Inc. (CEMS), that provides district
cooling services in the Houston central business district and related complementary energy services to district cooling customers and
others. The Company recorded an after-tax loss of $1 million from the sale of CEMS in the fourth quarter of 2003. The Company
recorded an after-tax loss in discontinued operations of $16 million ($25 million pre-tax) during the second quarter of 2003 to record
the impairment of the long-lived asset based on the impending sale and to record one-time employee termination benefits. The
consolidated financial statements reflect the reclassifications necessary to present these CEMS operations as discontinued operations
for all periods presented in accordance with SFAS No. 144,

Revenues related to CEMS included in discontinued operations for the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2003 were $9 million
and $10 million, respectively. Income from these discontinued operations for the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2003 is reported
net of income tax benefit of $1 million and $2 million, respectively.

Texas Genco. As discussed in Note 1, in July 2004, the Company announced its agreement to sell Texas Genco to Texas Genco
LLC. On December 15, 2004, Texas Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to
Texas Genco LLC for $2.813 hillion in cash. Texas Genco’s principal remaining asset is its ownership interest in the South Texas
Project Electric Generating Station, a nuclear generating facility (South Texas Project). The final step of the transaction, the merger of
Texas Genco with a subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC in exchange for an additional cash payment to the Company of $700 million, is
expected to close during the first half of 2005, following receipt of approval from the NRC. The Company recorded an after-tax loss
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of $214 million in 2004 related to the sale of Texas Genco. In addition, as a result of this transaction, any future earnings of Texas
Genco will be offset by an increase in the loss. The consolidated financial statements present these operations as discontinued
operations for all periods presented in accordance with SFAS No. 144.

The following table summarizes the components of the income (loss) from discontinued operations of Texas Genco for each of the
years ended December 2002, 2003 and 2004:

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In millions)

Texas Genco net iNCome (10SS) @S FEPOIEU. .......curururreriririririrrre et eeeees $ (93) $ 250 $ (99)
Texas Genco loss on sale of fossil assets, Net OF tAX(L) .....ovvereireriiee e — — 426
Texas Genco net income (loss) as adjusted for [0ss on sale of fOSSil aSSELS ........ccevvviriiiiireiiirene (93) 250 327
General corporate overhead reclassification, Net Of taX(2)........ceoereieiiiiii e 18 18 13
Interest expense reclassification, NEt OF taX(3) .....vevereriiiie e (38) (129) (46)
Income (loss) from discontinued operations of Texas Genco, net of taX.......c.cccovvereieiinine e (113) 139 294
Minority interest in discontinued operations of TEXaS GENCO .......ccceivereieeierieriere s e se et e e — (48) (61)
Income (loss) from discontinued operations of Texas Genco, net of tax and minority interest............... (113) 91 233
Loss on sale of Texas GENCO, NEL OF TAX........ciiiiiiiiiirce et — — (214)
Loss offsetting Texas Genco’s 2004 earnings, NEt OF tAX.......ccccvvrierieiinienieeie e — — (152)
Loss on disposal of Texas GENCO, NEL OF tAX.........ccviviviiiiirieieceeree e — — (366)

Total Discontinued Operations 0f TEXAS GENCO ........ccveviierieriiresese s reee ettt $ (113) $§ 91 $ (133)

(1) In 2004, Texas Genco recorded an after-tax loss of $426 million related to the sale of its coal, lignite and gas-fired generation
plants which occurred in the first step of the transaction pursuant to which Texas Genco is being sold. This loss was reversed by
CenterPoint Energy to reflect its estimated loss on the sale of Texas Genco.

(2) General corporate overhead previously allocated to Texas Genco from CenterPoint Energy, which will not be eliminated by the
sale of Texas Genco, was excluded from income from discontinued operations and is reflected as general corporate overhead of
CenterPoint Energy in income from continuing operations in accordance with SFAS No. 144.

(3) Interest expense was reclassified to discontinued operations of Texas Genco related to the applicable amounts of CenterPoint
Energy’s term loan and revolving credit facility debt that would have been assumed to be paid off with any proceeds from the sale
of Texas Genco during those respective periods in accordance with SFAS No. 144.

Revenues related to Texas Genco included in discontinued operations for the years ended December 31, 2002, 2003 and 2004 were

$1.5 billion, $2.0 billion and $2.1 billion, respectively. Income from these discontinued operations for the years ended December 31,
2002, 2003 and 2004 is reported net of income tax (expense) benefit of $63 million, $(71) million and $(166) million, respectively.
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Summarized balance sheet information as of December 31, 2003 and 2004 related to discontinued operations of Texas Genco is as
follows:

December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004

(In millions)
Current Assets:
Cash and Cash EQUIVAIENTS...........ccociiiiiiicicc et sr et s resre e eneas $ 45 $ 43
T (01 (=Yoo ] o PSSR — 390
Accounts receivable, prinCipally trade ..........ccocveeriiiies e 82 28
(@] 10T oI €= 4 =TT PSSR 175 53
TOTAl CUMTENT ASSBES ...c.vievicieeie ettt ettt be et e et e et estb e s te e s be e sbeeresaeesaeesaeesbeebeenbeens 302 514
Non-Current Assets:
Funds held for purchase of additional interest in South Texas Project ..........ccoceovvevvenciiiennnn — 191
OthEr NON-CUITENT @SSELS. .. uiivieiieiecieiee st e et re ettt e et e e e st estaesteesreeseesanesreesaeesreeseeneeans 3,942 860
TOtal NON-CUITENT @SSELS. .. c.tieiiiiiiie it sttt ettt et et e e st e e e s te e s eeeeeseesaeesaeesbeenbeeneeens 3,942 1,051
L0 o LN PP 4,244 1,565
Current Liabilities:
Accounts payable, prinCipally trade ..........ccoovviiiiiie e 109 17
Payable to minority Shareholders ..........cccov i — 390
Other current labilitIeS .......ooveie e 223 42
Total cUrrent HaDIILIES .........oceieiicece e et nnees 332 449
Other Long-Term LiabilitIeS(L) .......ccuiiie e 1,278 420
QLo - I I o1 ] TSR 1,610 869
Y LT aToT YA F ] (=T ) SR 179 —
Net Assets of DiscontinUed OPEratiONS ..........cccciiiieiieieeieee et re s $ 2,455 $ 696

(1) Deferred taxes of $758 million recorded as of December 31, 2003 were reversed upon the completion of the first step of the sale of
Texas Genco. Taxes payable resulting from the sale will be paid by the Company, and are included in current liabilities as of
December 31, 2004.

On December 15, 2004, Texas Genco completed the sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas
Genco LLC for $2.813 billion in cash. Texas Genco used approximately $716 million of the cash proceeds from the sale to repay an
overnight bridge loan that Texas Genco had entered into in order to finance the repurchase of Texas Genco’s common stock held by
minority shareholders prior to the first step of the Texas Genco sale. Texas Genco distributed the balance of the cash proceeds from
the sale ($2.097 billion) and cash on hand ($134 million), for a total of $2.231 billion, to the Company. Included in current assets of
discontinued operations is $390 million of restricted cash designated to buy back the remaining shares of Texas Genco’s common
stock which have not yet been tendered by Texas Genco’s former minority shareholders.

Texas Genco owns a 30.8% interest in the South Texas Project, which consists of two 1,250 MW nuclear generating units and
bears a corresponding 30.8% share of capital and operating costs associated with the project. The South Texas Project is owned as a
tenancy in common among Texas Genco and three other co-owners, with each owner retaining its undivided ownership interest in the
two generating units and the electrical output from those units. Texas Genco is severally liable, but not jointly liable, for the expenses
and liabilities of the South Texas Project. Texas Genco and the three other co-owners organized the STP Nuclear Operating Company
(STPNOC) to operate and maintain the South Texas Project. STPNOC is managed by a board of directors comprised of one director
appointed by each of the four co-owners, along with the chief executive officer of STPNOC. Texas Genco’s share of direct expenses
of the South Texas Project is included in discontinued operations in the Statements of Consolidated Operations. As of December 31,
2003 and 2004, Texas Genco’s total utility plant for the South Texas Project was $431 million and $436 million, respectively (net of
$2.2 billion and $2.3 billion accumulated depreciation, respectively, which includes an impairment loss recorded in 1999 of $745
million). As of December 31, 2003 and 2004, Texas Genco’s investment in nuclear fuel was $40 million (net of $316 million
amortization) and $34 million (net of $334 million amortization), respectively. These assets are included in non-current assets of
discontinued operations in the Consolidated Balance Sheets.

In September 2004, a subsidiary of Texas Genco, Texas Genco, LP (Genco LP), signed an agreement to purchase a portion of AEP
Texas Central Company’s (AEP) 25.2% interest in the South Texas Project for approximately $174 million. Once the purchase is
complete, Genco LP will own an additional 13.2% interest in the South Texas Project for a total of 44%, or approximately 1,100 MW.
This purchase agreement was entered into pursuant to Genco LP’s right of first refusal to purchase this interest when AEP announced
its agreement to sell this interest to a third-party. In addition to AEP’s ownership interest and Genco LP’s current 30.8% ownership,
the 2,500 MW nuclear plant is currently 28%-owned by City Public Service of San Antonio (CPS) and 16%-owned by Austin Energy.
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CPS is expected to purchase AEP’s remaining 12% ownership interest under its right of first refusal. The sale is subject to approval by
the NRC. Texas Genco expects to fund the purchase of its share of AEP’s interest, including reimbursements of draws under letters of
credit, with existing cash balances that have been provided to cash collateralize the letters of credit as described below and, if
necessary, cash expected to be generated through operations. If CPS were to fail to purchase the 12% interest it has agreed to acquire,
Texas Genco would purchase AEP’s entire 25.2% interest in the South Texas Project, in which case Texas Genco would need
approximately $158 million of additional cash. The Company expects this transaction will be completed by the end of the second
quarter of 2005.

In December 2004, prior to the consummation of the sale of Texas Genco’s coal, lignite and gas-fired generation assets to Texas
Genco LLC, the $250 million revolving credit facility of Genco LP was terminated and the then outstanding letters of credit
aggregating $182 million issued under the facility in favor of AEP relating to the right of first refusal were cash collateralized at 105%
of their face amount. In February 2005, Genco LP also established a $75 million term loan facility under which borrowings may be
made for working capital purposes at LIBOR plus 50 basis points. Two drawings aggregating $75 million may be made under the
facility which matures on the earlier of August 2005 or the closing of the final step of the Texas Genco sale. An initial draw of $59
million was made in February 2005. This facility is secured by a lien on Texas Genco’s equity and partnership interests in its
subsidiaries and cash collateral accounts described above.

Quasi-Reorganization. On December 30, 2004, the Board of Directors of the Company adopted a plan for an accounting
reorganization of the Company, to be effective as of January 1, 2005. At the same time, the Manager of CenterPoint Houston adopted
a similar plan for CenterPoint Houston. These plans were adopted in order to eliminate the accumulated deficit that exists at both
companies.

The plan adopted by the Company required: (1) a report to be presented to and reviewed by the Company’s Board of Directors on
or before February 28, 2005 as to the completion of the valuation analysis of the accounting reorganization and the effects of the
accounting reorganization on the Company’s financial statements, (2) a determination that the accounting reorganization is in
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States, and (3) that there be no determination by the
Company’s Board of Directors on or before February 28, 2005 that the accounting reorganization is inconsistent with the Company’s
regulatory obligations. The Company is continuing to work to complete the valuation analysis and the effects on the Company’s
financial statements of the accounting reorganization, and on February 23, 2005, the Company’s Board of Directors extended until
May 10, 2005 the time for making the determination described in (3) of the preceding sentence.

An accounting reorganization, sometimes called a “quasi-reorganization,” allows a company to extinguish an accumulated deficit.
It involves restating a company’s assets and its liabilities to their fair values. The accumulated deficit is then brought to zero through a
reduction in the other capital accounts, giving the company a “fresh start” with a zero balance in retained earnings. As of December
31, 2004, the Company had an accumulated deficit of approximately $1.7 billion. That deficit stemmed from the accounting effects of
(1) the Company’s distribution of its ownership interest in RRI to its shareholders in September 2002, (2) the extraordinary loss
recorded in connection with the Texas Utility Commission’s order related to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding (defined below) and (3) the
loss on discontinued operations that was recorded in connection with the Company’s sale of Texas Genco. In addition to eliminating
the accumulated deficit and restating assets and liabilities to fair value, if a quasi-reorganization were implemented, the Company and
CenterPoint Houston would be required to implement any accounting standards that have been issued but not yet adopted.

The Company and CenterPoint Houston are seeking to eliminate the accumulated deficit balance because restrictions contained in
the 1935 Act require registered public utility holding companies and their subsidiaries, like the Company and CenterPoint Houston, to
obtain express authorization from the SEC to pay dividends when current or retained earnings are insufficient to do so. Eliminating the
accumulated deficit will permit current earnings not utilized to pay dividends to more quickly build up a retained earnings balance.
Under 1935 Act regulations, the Company could pay dividends out of this balance during periods when current earnings may not be
adequate to do so.

In addition, the Company has undertaken an obligation under the 1935 Act to achieve a minimum ratio of common equity to total
capitalization of thirty percent, which, depending on the results of the restatement of assets and liabilities under the accounting
reorganization, could be affected by, and will be taken into consideration by the Board of Directors in evaluating the effects of, the
accounting reorganization. The Company will seek such authority as may be required under the 1935 Act in connection with the
quasi-reorganization.
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(4) Regulatory Matters
(a) 2004 True-Up Proceeding

In March 2004, CenterPoint Houston filed the final true-up application required by the Texas electric restructuring law with the
Public Utility Commission of Texas (Texas Utility Commission) (2004 True-Up Proceeding). CenterPoint Houston’s requested true-
up balance was $3.7 billion, excluding interest and net of the retail clawback from RRI described below. In June, July and September
2004, the Texas Utility Commission conducted hearings on, and held public meetings addressing, CenterPoint Houston’s true-up
application. In December 2004, the Texas Utility Commission approved a final order in CenterPoint Houston’s true-up proceeding
(2004 Final Order) authorizing CenterPoint Houston to recover $2.3 billion including interest through August 31, 2004, subject to
adjustments to reflect the benefit of certain deferred taxes and the accrual of interest and payment of excess mitigation credits after
August 31, 2004. As a result of the 2004 Final Order, the Company wrote-off net regulatory assets of $1.5 billion and recorded a
related income tax benefit of $526 million, resulting in an after-tax charge of $977 million, which is reflected as an extraordinary loss
in the Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations. The Company recorded an expected loss of $894 million in the third quarter
of 2004 and increased this amount by $83 million in the fourth quarter of 2004 based on the Company’s assessment of the amounts
ultimately recoverable. In January 2005, CenterPoint Houston appealed certain aspects of the final order seeking to increase the true-
up balance ultimately recovered by CenterPoint Houston. Other parties have also appealed the order, seeking to reduce the amount
authorized for CenterPoint Houston’s recovery. Although CenterPoint Houston believes it has meritorious arguments and that the
other parties’ appeals are without merit, no prediction can be made as to the ultimate outcome or timing of such appeals.

The Company has recorded as a regulatory asset a return of $374 million on the true-up balance for the period from January 1,
2002 through December 31, 2004 as allowed by the Texas Utility Commission’s 2004 Final Order. The Company, under the 2004
Final Order, will continue to accrue a return until the true-up balance is recovered by the Company, either from rate payers or through
a securitization offering as discussed below. The rate of return is based on CenterPoint Houston’s cost of capital, established in the
Texas Utility Commission’s final order issued in October 2001 (2001 Final Order), which is derived from CenterPoint Houston’s cost
to finance assets and an allowance for earnings on shareholders’ investment. Accordingly, in accordance with SFAS No. 92,
“Regulated Enterprises — Accounting for Phase-in Plans.” the rate of return has been bifurcated into components representing a
return of costs to finance assets and an allowance for earnings on shareholders’ investment. The component representing a return of
costs to finance assets of $226 million has been recognized in the fourth quarter of 2004 and is included in other income in the
Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations. The component representing a return of costs to finance assets will continue to be
recognized as earned going forward. The component representing an allowance for earnings on shareholders’ investment of $148
million has been deferred and will be recognized as it is collected through rates in the future.

In November 2004, RRI paid $177 million to the Company, representing the “retail clawback” determined by the Texas Utility
Commission in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding. The Texas electric restructuring law requires the Texas Utility Commission to
determine the retail clawback if the formerly integrated utility’s affiliated retail electric provider retained more than 40 percent of its
residential price-to-beat customers within the utility’s service area as of January 1, 2004 (offset by new customers added outside the
service territory). That retail clawback is a credit against the stranded costs the utility is entitled to recover and was reflected in the
$2.3 billion recovery authorized. Under the terms of a master separation agreement between RRI and the Company, RRI agreed to pay
the Company the amount of the retail clawback determined by the Texas Utility Commission. The payment was used by the Company
to reduce outstanding indebtedness.

The Texas electric restructuring law provides for the use of special purpose entities to issue transition bonds for the economic
value of generation-related regulatory assets and stranded costs. These transition bonds will be amortized over a period not to exceed
15 years through non-bypassable transition charges. In October 2001, a special purpose subsidiary of CenterPoint Houston issued
$749 million of transition bonds to securitize certain generation-related regulatory assets. These transition bonds have a final maturity
date of September 15, 2015 and are non-recourse to the Company and its subsidiaries other than to the special purpose issuer.
Payments on the transition bonds are made solely out of funds from non-bypassable transition charges.

In December 2004, CenterPoint Houston filed for approval of a financing order to issue transition bonds to securitize its true-up
balance. On March 9, 2005, the Texas Utility Commission issued a financing order allowing CenterPoint Houston to securitize
approximately $1.8 billion and requiring that the benefit of certain deferred taxes be reflected as a reduction in the competition
transition charge. The Company anticipates that a new special purpose subsidiary of CenterPoint Houston will issue bonds in one or
more series through an underwritten offering. Depending on market conditions and the impact of possible appeals of the financing
order, among other factors, the Company anticipates completing such an offering in 2005.
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In January 2005, CenterPoint Houston filed an application for a competition transition charge to recover its true-up balance.
CenterPoint Houston will adjust the amount sought through that charge to the extent that it is able to securitize any of such amount.
Under the Texas Utility Commission’s rules, the unrecovered true-up balance to be recovered through the competition transition
charge earns a return until fully recovered.

In the 2001 Final Order, the Texas Utility Commission established the transmission and distribution rates that became effective in
January 2002. Based on its 2001 revision of the 1998 stranded cost estimates, the Texas Utility Commission determined that
CenterPoint Houston had over-mitigated its stranded costs by redirecting transmission and distribution depreciation and by
accelerating depreciation of generation assets as provided under its 1998 transition plan and the Texas electric restructuring law. In the
2001 Final Order, CenterPoint Houston was required to reverse the amount of redirected depreciation and accelerated depreciation
taken for regulatory purposes as allowed under the 1998 transition plan and the Texas electric restructuring law. In accordance with
the 2001 Final Order, CenterPoint Houston recorded a regulatory liability to reflect the prospective refund of the accelerated
depreciation, and in January 2002 CenterPoint Houston began paying excess mitigation credits, which were to be paid over a seven-
year period with interest at 7 1/2% per annum. The annual payment of excess mitigation credits is approximately $264 million. In its
December 2004 final order in the 2004 True-Up Proceeding, the Texas Utility Commission found that CenterPoint Houston did, in
fact, have stranded costs (as originally estimated in 1998). Despite this ruling, the Texas Utility Commission denied CenterPoint
Houston recovery of approximately $180 million of the interest portion of the excess mitigation credits already paid by CenterPoint
Houston and refused to terminate future excess mitigation credits. In January 2005, CenterPoint Houston filed a writ of mandamus
petition with the Texas Supreme Court asking that court to order the Texas Utility Commission to terminate immediately the payment
of all excess mitigation credits and to ensure full recovery of all excess mitigation credits. Although CenterPoint Houston believes it
has meritorious arguments, a writ of mandamus is an extraordinary remedy and no prediction can be made as to the ultimate outcome
or timing of the mandamus petition. If the Supreme Court denies CenterPoint Houston’s mandamus petition, it will continue to pursue
this issue through regular appellate mechanisms. On March 1, 2005, a non-unanimous settlement was filed in Docket No. 30774,
which involves the adjustment of RRI’s Price-to-Beat. Under the terms of that settlement, the excess mitigation credits being paid by
CenterPoint Houston would be terminated as of April 29, 2005. The Texas Utility Commission approved the settlement on March 9,
2005.

(b) Final Fuel Reconciliation

On March 4, 2004, an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued a Proposal for Decision (PFD) relating to CenterPoint Houston’s
final fuel reconciliation. CenterPoint Houston reserved $117 million, including $30 million of interest, in the fourth quarter of 2003
reflecting the ALJ’s recommendation. On April 15, 2004, the Texas Utility Commission affirmed the PFD’s finding in part, reversed
in part, and remanded one issue back to the ALJ. On May 28, 2004, the Texas Utility Commission approved a settlement of the
remanded issue and issued a final order which reduced the disallowance. As a result of the final order, the Company reversed $23
million, including $8 million of interest, of the $117 million reserve recorded in the fourth quarter of 2003. The results of the Texas
Utility Commission’s final decision are a component of the 2004 True-Up Proceeding. The Company has appealed certain portions of
the Texas Utility Commission’s final order involving a disallowance of approximately $67 million relating to the final fuel
reconciliation plus interest of $10 million. Briefs on this issue were filed on January 5, 2005, and a hearing on this issue is scheduled
for April 22, 2005.

(c) Rate Cases

In 2004, the City of Houston, 28 other cities and the Railroad Commission of Texas (Railroad Commission) approved a settlement
that increased Houston Gas’ base rate and service charge revenues by approximately $14 million annually.

In February 2004, the Louisiana Public Service Commission (LPSC) approved a settlement that increased Southern Gas
Operations’ base rate and service charge revenues in its South Louisiana Division by approximately $2 million annually.

In July 2004, Minnesota Gas filed an application for a general rate increase of $22 million with the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission (MPUC). Minnesota Gas and the Minnesota Department of Commerce have agreed to a settlement of all issues,
including an annualized increase in the amount of $9 million, subject to approval by the MPUC. A final decision on this rate relief
request is expected from the MPUC in the second quarter of 2005. Interim rates of $17 million on an annualized basis became
effective on October 1, 2004, subject to refund.

In July 2004, the LPSC approved a settlement that increased Southern Gas Operations’ base rate and service charge revenues in its
North Louisiana Division by approximately $7 million annually.

46



In October 2004, Southern Gas Operations filed an application for a general rate increase of approximately $3 million with the
Railroad Commission for rate relief in the unincorporated areas of its Beaumont, East Texas and South Texas Divisions. The Railroad
Commission staff has begun its review of the request, and a decision is anticipated in April 2005.

In November 2004, Southern Gas Operations filed an application for a general rate increase of approximately $34 million with the
Arkansas Public Service Commission (APSC). The APSC staff has begun its review of the request, and a decision is anticipated in the
second half of 2005.

In December 2004, the Oklahoma Corporation Commission approved a settlement that increased Southern Gas Operations’ base
rate and service charge revenues by approximately $3 million annually.

(d) City of Tyler, Texas Dispute

In July 2002, the City of Tyler, Texas, asserted that Southern Gas Operations had overcharged residential and small commercial
customers in that city for gas costs under supply agreements in effect since 1992. That dispute has been referred to the Railroad
Commission by agreement of the parties for a determination of whether Southern Gas Operations has properly charged and collected
for gas service to its residential and commercial customers in its Tyler distribution system in accordance with lawful filed tariffs
during the period beginning November 1, 1992, and ending October 31, 2002. In December 2004, the Railroad Commission
conducted a hearing on the matter and is expected to issue a ruling in March or April of 2005. In a parallel action now in the Court of
Appeals in Austin, Southern Gas Operations is challenging the scope of the Railroad Commission’s inquiry which goes beyond the
issue of whether Southern Gas Operations had properly followed its tariffs to include a review of Southern Gas Operations’ historical
gas purchases. The Company believes such a review is not permitted by law and is beyond what the parties requested in the joint
petition that initiated the proceeding at the Railroad Commission. The Company believes that all costs for Southern Gas Operations’
Tyler distribution system have been properly included and recovered from customers pursuant to Southern Gas Operations’ filed
tariffs.

(5) Derivative Instruments

The Company is exposed to various market risks. These risks arise from transactions entered into in the normal course of business.
The Company utilizes derivative financial instruments such as physical forward contracts, swaps and options (Energy Derivatives) to
mitigate the impact of changes in its natural gas businesses on its operating results and cash flows.

(a) Non-Trading Activities

Cash Flow Hedges. To reduce the risk from market fluctuations associated with purchased gas costs, the Company enters into
energy derivatives in order to hedge certain expected purchases and sales of natural gas (non-trading energy derivatives). The
Company applies hedge accounting for its non-trading energy derivatives utilized in non-trading activities only if there is a high
correlation between price movements in the derivative and the item designated as being hedged. The Company analyzes its physical
transaction portfolio to determine its net exposure by delivery location and delivery period. Because the Company’s physical
transactions with similar delivery locations and periods are highly correlated and share similar risk exposures, the Company facilitates
hedging for customers by aggregating physical transactions and subsequently entering into non-trading energy derivatives to mitigate
exposures created by the physical positions.

During 2004, hedge ineffectiveness of $0.4 million was recognized in earnings from derivatives that are designated and qualify as
Cash Flow Hedges, and in 2003 and 2002, no hedge ineffectiveness was recognized. No component of the derivative instruments’ gain
or loss was excluded from the assessment of effectiveness. If it becomes probable that an anticipated transaction will not occur, the
Company realizes in net income the deferred gains and losses recognized in accumulated other comprehensive loss. Once the
anticipated transaction occurs, the accumulated deferred gain or loss recognized in accumulated other comprehensive loss is
reclassified and included in the Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations under the caption “Natural Gas.” Cash flows
resulting from these transactions in non-trading energy derivatives are included in the Statements of Consolidated Cash Flows in the
same category as the item being hedged. As of December 31, 2004, the Company expects $5 million in accumulated other
comprehensive income to be reclassified into net income during the next twelve months.

47



The maximum length of time the Company is hedging its exposure to the variability in future cash flows for forecasted
transactions on existing financial instruments is primarily two years with a limited amount of exposure up to five years. The
Company’s policy is not to exceed five years in hedging its exposure.

Other Derivative Financial Instruments. The Company also has natural gas contracts which are derivatives which are not hedged.
Load following services that the Company offers its natural gas customers create an inherent tendency to be either long or short
natural gas supplies relative to customer purchase commitments. The Company measures and values all of its volumetric imbalances
on a real time basis to minimize its exposure to commodity price and volume risk. The aggregate Value at Risk (VaR) associated with
these operations is calculated daily and averaged $0.2 million with a high of $1 million during 2004. The Company does not engage in
proprietary or speculative commodity trading. Unhedged positions are accounted for by adjusting the carrying amount of the contracts
to market and recognizing any gain or loss in operating income, net. During 2004, the Company recognized net gains related to
unhedged positions amounting to $7 million and as of December 31, 2004 had recorded short-term risk management assets and
liabilities of $4 million and $5 million, respectively, included in other current assets and other current liabilities, respectively.

Interest Rate Swaps. As of December 31, 2003, the Company had an outstanding interest rate swap with a notional amount of
$250 million to fix the interest rate applicable to floating-rate short-term debt. This swap, which expired in January 2004, did not
qualify as a cash flow hedge under SFAS No. 133, “Accounting for Derivative Instruments and Hedging Activities” (SFAS No. 133),
and was marked to market in the Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets with changes in market value reflected in interest expense
in the Statements of Consolidated Operations.

During 2002, the Company settled forward-starting interest rate swaps having an aggregate notional amount of $1.5 billion at a
cost of $156 million, which was recorded in other comprehensive income and is being amortized into interest expense over the life of
the designated fixed-rate debt. Amortization of amounts deferred in accumulated other comprehensive income for 2003 and 2004 was
$12 million and $25 million, respectively. As of December 31, 2004, the Company expects $31 million in accumulated other
comprehensive income to be reclassified into net income during the next twelve months.

Embedded Derivative. The Company’s $575 million of convertible senior notes, issued May 19, 2003, and $255 million of
convertible senior notes, issued December 17, 2003 (see Note 8), contain contingent interest provisions. The contingent interest
component is an embedded derivative as defined by SFAS No. 133, and accordingly, must be split from the host instrument and
recorded at fair value on the balance sheet. The value of the contingent interest components was not material at issuance or at
December 31, 2004.

(b) Credit Risks

In addition to the risk associated with price movements, credit risk is also inherent in the Company’s non-trading derivative
activities. Credit risk relates to the risk of loss resulting from non-performance of contractual obligations by a counterparty. The
following table shows the composition of the non-trading derivative assets of the Company as of December 31, 2003 and 2004 (in
millions):

December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
Investment Investment
Grade(1)(2) Total Grade(1)(2) Total(3)
ENEIGY MAKELETS ...vviveiiiiiieieieeete ettt $ 24 $ 35 $ 10 $ 17
FINANCIAl INSEITULIONS .......cviiiiie ettt ebe e b e b ereeeabee s 21 21 50 50
(©1 =] SRR — 1 1 1
B0 7 | TSRO 45 $ 57 $ 61 $ 68

(1) “Investment grade” is primarily determined using publicly available credit ratings along with the consideration of credit support
(such as parent company guarantees) and collateral, which encompass cash and standby letters of credit.

(2) For unrated counterparties, the Company performs financial statement analysis, considering contractual rights and restrictions and
collateral, to create a synthetic credit rating.

(3) The $17 million non-trading derivative asset includes a $6 million asset due to trades with Reliant Energy Services, Inc. (Reliant

Energy Services), an affiliate until the date of the RRI Distribution. As of December 31, 2004, Reliant Energy Services did not
have an investment grade rating.
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(c) General Policy

The Company has established a Risk Oversight Committee composed of corporate and business segment officers that oversees all
commodity price and credit risk activities, including the Company’s trading, marketing, risk management services and hedging
activities. The committee’s duties are to establish the Company’s commodity risk policies, allocate risk capital within limits
established by the Company’s board of directors, approve trading of new products and commodities, monitor risk positions and ensure
compliance with the Company’s risk management policies and procedures and trading limits established by the Company’s board of
directors.

The Company’s policies prohibit the use of leveraged financial instruments. A leveraged financial instrument, for this purpose, is a
transaction involving a derivative whose financial impact will be based on an amount other than the notional amount or volume of the
instrument.

(6) Indexed Debt Securities (ZENS) and Time Warner Securities
(a) Original Investment in Time Warner Securities

In 1995, the Company sold a cable television subsidiary to Time Warner Inc. (TW) and received TW convertible preferred stock
(TW Preferred) as partial consideration. On July 6, 1999, the Company converted its 11 million shares of TW Preferred into 45.8
million shares of Time Warner common stock (TW Common). The Company currently owns 21.6 million shares of TW Common.
Unrealized gains and losses resulting from changes in the market value of the TW Common are recorded in the Company’s Statements
of Consolidated Operations.

(b) ZENS

In September 1999, the Company issued its 2.0% Zero-Premium Exchangeable Subordinated Notes due 2029 (ZENS) having an
original principal amount of $1.0 billion. ZENS are exchangeable for cash equal to the market value of a specified number of shares of
TW common. The Company pays interest on the ZENS at an annual rate of 2% plus the amount of any quarterly cash dividends paid
in respect of the shares of TW Common attributable to the ZENS. The principal amount of ZENS is subject to being increased to the
extent that the annual yield from interest and cash dividends on the reference shares of TW Common is less than 2.309%. At
December 31, 2004, ZENS having an original principal amount of $840 million and a contingent principal amount of $851 million
were outstanding and were exchangeable, at the option of the holders, for cash equal to 95% of the market value of 21.6 million shares
of TW Common deemed to be attributable to the ZENS. At December 31, 2004, the market value of such shares was approximately
$421 million, which would provide an exchange amount of $476 for each $1,000 original principal amount of ZENS. At maturity, the
holders of the ZENS will receive in cash the higher of the original principal amount of the ZENS (subject to adjustment as discussed
above) or an amount based on the then-current market value of TW Common, or other securities distributed with respect to TW
Common.

In 2002, holders of approximately 16% of the 17.2 million ZENS originally issued exercised their right to exchange their ZENS
for cash, resulting in aggregate cash payments by CenterPoint Energy of approximately $45 million. Exchanges of ZENS subsequent
to 2002 aggregate less than one percent of ZENS originally issued.

A subsidiary of the Company owns shares of TW Common and elected to liquidate a portion of such holdings to facilitate the
Company’s making the cash payments for the ZENS exchanged in 2002 through 2004. In connection with the exchanges, the
Company received net proceeds of approximately $43 million from the liquidation of approximately 4.1 million shares of TW
Common at an average price of $10.56 per share. The Company now holds 21.6 million shares of TW Common which are classified
as trading securities under SFAS No. 115 and are expected to be held to facilitate the Company’s ability to meet its obligation under
the ZENS.

Upon adoption of SFAS No. 133 effective January 1, 2001, the ZENS obligation was bifurcated into a debt component and a
derivative component (the holder’s option to receive the appreciated value of TW Common at maturity). The derivative component
was valued at fair value and determined the initial carrying value assigned to the debt component ($121 million) as the difference
between the original principal amount of the ZENS ($1 billion) and the fair value of the derivative component at issuance ($879
million). Effective January 1, 2001 the debt component was recorded at its accreted amount of $122 million and the derivative
component was recorded at its fair value of $788 million, as a current liability. Subsequently, the debt component accretes through
interest charges at 17.5% annually up to the minimum amount payable upon maturity of the ZENS in 2029 (approximately $915
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million) which reflects exchanges and adjustments to maintain a 2.309% annual yield, as discussed above. Changes in the fair value of
the derivative component are recorded in the Company’s Statements of Consolidated Operations. During 2002, 2003 and 2004, the
Company recorded a loss of $500 million, a gain of $106 million and a gain of $31 million, respectively, on the Company’s
investment in TW Common. During 2002, 2003 and 2004, the Company recorded a gain of $480 million, a loss of $96 million and a
loss of $20 million, respectively, associated with the fair value of the derivative component of the ZENS obligation. Changes in the
fair value of the TW Common held by the Company are expected to substantially offset changes in the fair value of the derivative
component of the ZENS.

The following table sets forth summarized financial information regarding the Company’s investment in TW securities and the
Company’s ZENS obligation (in millions):

Debt Derivative

™™ Component  Component
Investment of ZENS of ZENS
Balance at DeCEMDBEr 31, 2001 .......c.eoviiviiriiieceieeeeeee ettt re st te st sre et e sresreereene e et $ 827 $ 123 $ 730
Accretion of debt component 0f ZENS..........ccooi e — 1 —
Gain on indexed debt SECUTITIES ......cviviviiiicice e nre s — — (480)
LLOSS 0N TWW COMIMON ...ttt nr bbbt nn e en e e (500) — —
Liquidation OFf TW COMIMON ....c.ccuiiiiiitiiiiiie ettt ettt bbb eb e sne b (43) — —
Liquidation of ZENS, NEt OF GAIN.......cccoiiiiiiei e — (20) (25)
Balance at DeCEMDEr 31, 2002 ......c.viiieeeirieecie ettt ettt ettt e st be e s be e eabe e srbe e eare e streeeaneeans 284 104 225
Accretion of debt component 0f ZENS..........oco o e — 1 —
L0SS 0N iNAEXEA AEDE SECUMILIES ......viiivieiiiec ettt ettt ettt be e eabe e stbeesare e — — 96
GaIN ON TW COMIMION......tiiitiiiiiieitieiee it e ete ettt e et e ebe e ebeebeebessbestaesbeesbeesbeasbesnsesabesbeesbeesbeesbessbestaess 106 — —
Balance at DecemMbBEr 31, 2003 .......coviiviiiieiiicie ittt ere bbb b e enns 390 105 321
Accretion of debt component 0f ZENS..........ccoov i e — 2 —
L.05S 0N iNAEXEd ABDE SECUIITIES ....veiviiiiiitiecreccie ettt et e e be st sbeesbeesbeannes — — 20
GaIN ON TW COMIMION......tiiitiiiiiieitieiee e e ete ettt e et e ebe e ebeebeebeesbesraesbeesbeesbeesbeensesasesbsesbeesbeebessbesreens 31 — —
Balance at DECEMDEr 31, 2004 .........ooviivieeeceeeeeeeeeeee ettt re et stesae et e s reeresre et ree e e re e $ 421 $ 107 $ 341

(7) Equity

(a) Capital Stock

At December 31, 2004, CenterPoint Energy has 1,020,000,000 authorized shares of capital stock, composed of 1,000,000,000
shares of $0.01 par value common stock and 20,000,000 shares of $0.01 par value preferred stock.

The Company’s sale of its interest in Texas Genco described in Notes 1 and 3 resulted in an after-tax loss of approximately $214
million in 2004. In addition, the Company recorded an after-tax extraordinary loss of $977 million in 2004 related to the 2004 True-
Up Proceeding. Portions of these losses recorded in periods prior to the fourth quarter of 2004 reduced the Company’s earnings below
the level required for the Company to continue paying its current quarterly dividends out of current earnings as required under the
Company’s SEC financing order. However, in May 2004, the Company received an order from the SEC under the 1935 Act
authorizing it to continue to pay its current quarterly dividend in the second and third quarters of 2004 out of capital or unearned
surplus in the event the Company had such losses. The Company declared a dividend in the fourth quarter out of current earnings. If
the Company’s earnings for subsequent quarters are insufficient to pay dividends from current earnings, additional authority would be
required from the SEC for payment of the quarterly dividend from capital or unearned surplus, but there can be no assurance that the
SEC would authorize such payments.

(b) Shareholder Rights Plan

The Company has a Shareholder Rights Plan that states that each share of its common stock includes one associated preference
stock purchase right (Right) which entitles the registered holder to purchase from the Company a unit consisting of one-thousandth of
a share of Series A Preference Stock. The Rights, which expire on December 11, 2011, are exercisable upon some events involving
the acquisition of 20% or more of the Company’s outstanding common stock. Upon the occurrence of such an event, each Right
entitles the holder to receive common stock with a current market price equal to two times the exercise price of the Right. At anytime
prior to becoming exercisable, the Company may repurchase the Rights at a price of $0.005 per Right. There are 700,000 shares of
Series A Preference Stock reserved for issuance upon exercise of the Rights.
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(8) Long-term Debt and Short-term Borrowings

December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
Long-Term Current(1) Long-Term Current(1)
(In millions)

Short-term borrowings:

Revolving credit faCility..........ccoooiiiiiiiceccceece e $ 63 $ —
Long-term debt:
CenterPoint Energy:

ZENS(2) ..ttt ettt ettt a et enn $ — 105 $ — 107
Senior notes 5.875% to 7.25% due 2008 t0 2015........cccccevvvviieniniieieerere e 600 — 600 —
Convertible senior notes 2.875% to 3.75% due 2023 t0 2024 ..........cccoceveverrrnnnn. 830 — 830 —
Pollution control bonds 5.60% to 6.70% due 2012 t0 2027(3) ...cc.ccoveerreivreriarennans 380 — 151 —
Pollution control bonds 4.70% to 8.00% due 2011 t0 2030(4) ....cccovverveerieesrenenns 1,046 — 1,046 —
L0ANS AUE 2006(5) vevveveiveiereiieieiesieieeiestesesie e et ste et se st e st st re st s e sbe s eresrens 1,450 10 239 —
Junior subordinated debentures payable to affiliate 8.257% due 2037(6)............... 747 — 103 —
CenterPoint Houston:
First mortgage bonds 9.15% due 2021.........cccecovieeeeiieiicie e e sre e 102 — 102 —
Series 2001-1 Transition Bonds 3.84% to 5.63% due 2005 to 2013..........c.cccvevenee. 676 41 629 47
Term loan, LIBOR plus 9.75%, due 2005(7) ....cccvvvrvereeeieienieresiesesesreseeseeneenas 1,310 — — 1,310
General mortgage bonds 5.60% to 6.95% due 2013 t0 2033 ........cccceevervrrrersennnn, 1,262 — 1,262 —
Pollution control bonds 3.625% to 5.60% due 2012 t0 2027(8) ........ccoevvrerireennnn — — 229 —
CERC Corp.:
Convertible subordinated debentures 6.00% due 2012 .........ccccceevevverenenennsneeene 74 — 69 6
Senior notes 5.95% to 8.90% due 2005 t0 2014 ........cocvevreeiireeeee e 2,251 — 1,923 325
Junior subordinated debentures payable to affiliate 6.25% due 2026(6)................. 6 — 6 —
(] 131 SRS USSR 46 5 5 41
Unamortized discount and premium(9) .....c.ooeeeeieiiireie et (2) — (1) —
Total [ong-term debt. ..o 10,778 161 7,193 1,836
TOtAl DOITOWINGS ....vecvecieeeieiee ettt e st sresresreeneas $ 10,778 224 $ 7193 3 1,836

(1) Includes amounts due or exchangeable within one year of the date noted.

(2) Upon adoption of SFAS No. 133 effective January 1, 2001, the Company’s ZENS obligation was bifurcated into a debt
component and an embedded derivative component. For additional information regarding ZENS, see Note 6(b). As ZENS are
exchangeable for cash at any time at the option of the holders, these notes are classified as a current portion of long-term debt.

(3) These series of debt are secured by first mortgage bonds of CenterPoint Houston.

(4) $527 million of these series of debt is secured by general mortgage bonds of CenterPoint Houston.

(5) Classified as long-term debt because of the termination dates of the facilities under which the funds were borrowed.

(6) The junior subordinated debentures were issued to subsidiary trusts in connection with the issuance by those trusts of preferred
securities. The trust preferred securities were deconsolidated effective December 31, 2003 pursuant to the adoption of FIN 46.
This resulted in the junior subordinated debentures held by the trusts being reported as long-term debt. For further discussion, see
Note 2(n).

(7) London inter-bank offered rate (LIBOR) has a minimum rate of 3% under the terms of this debt. This term loan is secured by
general mortgage bonds of CenterPoint Houston.

(8) These series of debt are secured by general mortgage bonds of CenterPoint Houston.
(9) Debt acquired in business acquisitions is adjusted to fair market value as of the acquisition date. Included in long-term debt is

additional unamortized premium related to fair value adjustments of long-term debt of $6 million and $5 million at December 31,
2003 and 2004, respectively, which is being amortized over the respective remaining term of the related long-term debt.
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(a) Short-term Borrowings

Credit Facilities. As of December 31, 2003, CERC Corp. had a revolving credit facility that provided for an aggregate of $200
million in committed credit. As of December 31, 2003, $63 million was borrowed under the CERC Corp. revolving credit. This
facility terminated in March 2004. The weighted average interest rate on short-term borrowings at December 31, 2003 was 5.0%,
excluding facility fees and other fees paid in connection with the arrangement of the bank facilities.

(b) Long-term Debt

As of December 31, 2004, CERC Corp. had a revolving credit facility that provided for an aggregate of $250 million in committed
credit. The revolving credit facility terminates on March 23, 2007. Fully-drawn rates for borrowings under this facility, including the
facility fee, are LIBOR plus 150 basis points based on current credit ratings and the applicable pricing grid. As of December 31, 2004,
such credit facility was not utilized.

In February 2004, $56 million aggregate principal amount of collateralized 5.6% pollution control bonds due 2027 and $44 million
aggregate principal amount of 4.25% collateralized insurance-backed pollution control bonds due 2017 were issued on behalf of
CenterPoint Houston. The pollution control bonds are collateralized by general mortgage bonds of CenterPoint Houston with principal
amounts, interest rates and maturities that match the pollution control bonds. The proceeds were used to extinguish two series of 6.7%
collateralized pollution control bonds with an aggregate principal amount of $100 million issued on behalf of CenterPoint Energy.
CenterPoint Houston’s 6.7% first mortgage bonds which collateralized CenterPoint Energy’s payment obligations under the refunded
pollution control bonds were retired in connection with the extinguishment of the refunded pollution control bonds. CenterPoint
Houston’s 6.7% notes payable to CenterPoint Energy were also cancelled upon the extinguishment of the refunded pollution control
bonds.

In March 2004, $45 million aggregate principal amount of 3.625% collateralized insurance-backed pollution control bonds due
2012 and $84 million aggregate principal amount of 4.25% collateralized insurance-backed pollution control bonds due 2017 were
issued on behalf of CenterPoint Houston. The pollution control bonds are collateralized by general mortgage bonds of CenterPoint
Houston with principal amounts, interest rates and maturities that match the pollution control bonds. The proceeds were used to
extinguish two series of 6.375% collateralized pollution control bonds with an aggregate principal amount of $45 million and one
series of 5.6% collateralized pollution control bonds with an aggregate principal amount of $84 million issued on behalf of
CenterPoint Energy. CenterPoint Houston’s 6.375% and 5.6% first mortgage bonds which collateralized CenterPoint Energy’s
payment obligations under the refunded pollution control bonds were retired in connection with the extinguishment of the refunded
pollution control bonds. CenterPoint Houston’s 6.375% and 5.6% notes payable to CenterPoint Energy were also cancelled upon the
extinguishment of the refunded pollution control bonds.

On December 15, 2004, the Company permanently reduced its three-year credit facility to $750 million from $2.34 billion. The
credit facility was composed of a $1.425 billion revolving credit facility (LIBOR plus 300 basis points), which has been permanently
reduced to $750 million, and a $915 million term loan (LIBOR plus 350 basis points), which was repaid and retired on December 15,
2004. As a result of the term loan repayment and the permanent reduction of the revolving credit facility, the Company expensed $15
million of unamortized loan costs in the fourth quarter of 2004 that were associated with these facilities.

In March 2005, the Company replaced its $750 million revolving credit facility with a $1 billion five-year revolving credit facility.
Borrowings may be made under the facility at LIBOR plus 100 basis points based on current credit ratings. An additional utilization
fee of 12.5 basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower
or raise the increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

In March 2005, CenterPoint Houston established a $200 million five-year revolving credit facility. Borrowings may be made under
the facility at LIBOR plus 75 basis points based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit rating. An additional utilization fee of 12.5
basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower or raise the
increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

CenterPoint Houston also established a $1.31 billion credit facility in March 2005. This facility is available to be utilized only to
refinance CenterPoint Houston’s $1.31 billion term loan maturing in November 2005 in the event that proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds are not sufficient to repay such term loan. Drawings may be made under this credit facility until November 2005, at
which time any outstanding borrowings are converted to term loans maturing in November 2007. Net proceeds from the issuance of
transition bonds and certain new net indebtedness for borrowed money issued by CenterPoint Houston in excess of $200 million must
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be used to repay borrowings under the new facility. Based on CenterPoint Houston’s current credit ratings, borrowings under the
facility can be made at LIBOR plus 75 basis points. Changes in credit ratings would lower or raise the increment to LIBOR depending
on whether ratings improved or were lowered. Any drawings under this facility must be secured by CenterPoint Houston’s general
mortgage bonds in the same principal amount and bearing the same interest rate as such drawings.

Convertible Debt. On May 19, 2003, the Company issued $575 million aggregate principal amount of convertible senior notes due
May 15, 2023 with an interest rate of 3.75%. Holders may convert each of their notes into shares of CenterPoint Energy common
stock, initially at a conversion rate of 86.3558 shares of common stock per $1,000 principal amount of notes at any time prior to
maturity, under the following circumstances: (1) if the last reported sale price of CenterPoint Energy common stock for at least 20
trading days during the period of 30 consecutive trading days ending on the last trading day of the previous calendar quarter is greater
than or equal to 120% or, following May 15, 2008, 110% of the conversion price per share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on
such last trading day, (2) if the notes have been called for redemption, (3) during any period in which the credit ratings assigned to the
notes by both Moody’s Investors Service, Inc. (Moody’s) and Standard & Poor’s Ratings Services (S&P), a division of The McGraw-
Hill Companies, are lower than Ba2 and BB, respectively, or the notes are no longer rated by at least one of these ratings services or
their successors, or (4) upon the occurrence of specified corporate transactions, including the distribution to all holders of CenterPoint
Energy common stock of certain rights entitling them to purchase shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock at less than the last
reported sale price of a share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on the trading day prior to the declaration date of the distribution
or the distribution to all holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock of the Company’s assets, debt securities or certain rights to
purchase the Company’s securities, which distribution has a per share value exceeding 15% of the last reported sale price of a share of
CenterPoint Energy common stock on the trading day immediately preceding the declaration date for such distribution. The
convertible senior notes also have a contingent interest feature requiring contingent interest to be paid to holders of notes commencing
on or after May 15, 2008, in the event that the average trading price of a note for the applicable five trading day period equals or
exceeds 120% of the principal amount of the note as of the day immediately preceding the first day of the applicable six-month
interest period. For any six-month period, contingent interest will be equal to 0.25% of the average trading price of the note for the
applicable five-trading-day period.

In March 2005, the Company filed a registration statement relating to an offer to exchange its 3.75% convertible senior notes due
2023 for a new series of 3.75% convertible senior notes due 2023. This registration statement has not yet been declared effective by
the SEC. The Company expects to conduct the exchange offer in response to the guidance set forth in EITF 04-8. Under that guidance,
because settlement of the principal portion of new notes will be made in cash rather than stock, exchanging new notes for old notes
will allow the Company to exclude the portion of the conversion value of the new notes attributable to their principal amount from its
computation of diluted earnings per share from continuing operations. See Note 2(n) for further discussion of the Company’s adoption
of EITF 04-8 and the impact on diluted earnings per share related to these securities.

On December 17, 2003, the Company issued $255 million aggregate principal amount of convertible senior notes due January 15,
2024 with an interest rate of 2.875%. Holders may convert each of their notes into shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock,
initially at a conversion rate of 78.064 shares of common stock per $1,000 principal amount of notes at any time prior to maturity,
under the following circumstances: (1) if the last reported sale price of CenterPoint Energy common stock for at least 20 trading days
during the period of 30 consecutive trading days ending on the last trading day of the previous calendar quarter is greater than or equal
to 120% of the conversion price per share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on such last trading day, (2) if the notes have been
called for redemption, (3) during any period in which the credit ratings assigned to the notes by both Moody’s and S&P are lower than
Ba2 and BB, respectively, or the notes are no longer rated by at least one of these ratings services or their successors, or (4) upon the
occurrence of specified corporate transactions, including the distribution to all holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock of certain
rights entitling them to purchase shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock at less than the last reported sale price of a share of
CenterPoint Energy common stock on the trading day prior to the declaration date of the distribution or the distribution to all holders
of CenterPoint Energy common stock of the Company’s assets, debt securities or certain rights to purchase the Company’s securities,
which distribution has a per share value exceeding 15% of the last reported sale price of a share of CenterPoint Energy common stock
on the trading day immediately preceding the declaration date for such distribution. Under the original terms of these convertible
senior notes, CenterPoint Energy could elect to satisfy part or all of its conversion obligation by delivering cash in lieu of shares of
CenterPoint Energy. On December 13, 2004, the Company entered into a supplemental indenture with respect to these convertible
senior notes in order to eliminate its right to settle the conversion of the notes solely in shares of its common stock. The convertible
senior notes also have a contingent interest feature requiring contingent interest to be paid to holders of notes commencing on or after
January 15, 2007, in the event that the average trading price of a note for the applicable five-trading-day period equals or exceeds
120% of the principal amount of the note as of the day immediately preceding the first day of the applicable six-month interest period.
For any six-month period, contingent interest will be equal to 0.25% of the average trading price of the note for the applicable five-
trading-day period.
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Proceeds from the issuance of the convertible senior notes were used to redeem, in January 2004, $250 million liquidation amount
of the 8.125% trust preferred securities issued by HL&P Capital Trust I. Pending such use, the net proceeds were used to repay a
portion of the outstanding borrowings under the Company’s revolving credit facility. See Note 2(n) for further discussion of the
Company’s adoption of EITF 04-8 and the impact on diluted earnings per share related to these securities.

Junior Subordinated Debentures (Trust Preferred Securities). In February 1997, two Delaware statutory business trusts created by
CenterPoint Energy (HL&P Capital Trust | and HL&P Capital Trust 1) issued to the public (a) $250 million aggregate amount of
preferred securities and (b) $100 million aggregate amount of capital securities, respectively. In February 1999, a Delaware statutory
business trust created by CenterPoint Energy (REI Trust I) issued $375 million aggregate amount of preferred securities to the public.
Each of the trusts used the proceeds of the offerings to purchase junior subordinated debentures issued by CenterPoint Energy having
interest rates and maturity dates that correspond to the distribution rates and the mandatory redemption dates for each series of
preferred securities or capital securities. As discussed in Note 2(n), upon the Company’s adoption of FIN 46, the amount of
outstanding junior subordinated debentures discussed above was included in long-term debt as of December 31, 2003 and 2004.

The preferred securities issued by HL&P Capital Trust | having an aggregate liquidation amount of $250 million were redeemed at
100% of their aggregate liquidation amount in January 2004. The preferred securities issued by REI Trust | having an aggregate
liquidation amount of $375 million were redeemed at 100% of their aggregate liquidation amount in December 2004.

The junior subordinated debentures are the trusts’ sole assets and their entire operations. CenterPoint Energy considers its
obligations under the Amended and Restated Declaration of Trust, Indenture, Guaranty Agreement and, where applicable, Agreement
as to Expenses and Liabilities, relating to each series of preferred securities or capital securities, taken together, to constitute a full and
unconditional guarantee by CenterPoint Energy of each trust’s obligations related to the respective series of preferred securities or
capital securities.

The preferred securities and capital securities are mandatorily redeemable upon the repayment of the related series of junior
subordinated debentures at their stated maturity or earlier redemption. Subject to some limitations, CenterPoint Energy has the option
of deferring payments of interest on the junior subordinated debentures. During any deferral or event of default, CenterPoint Energy
may not pay dividends on its capital stock. As of December 31, 2004, no interest payments on the junior subordinated debentures had
been deferred.

The outstanding aggregate liquidation amount, distribution rate and mandatory redemption date of each series of the preferred
securities or capital securities of the trusts described above and the identity and similar terms of each related series of junior
subordinated debentures are as follows:

Aggregate Liquidation Distribution Mandatory
Amounts as of Rate/ Redemption
December 31, December 31, Interest Date/
Trust 2003 2004 Rate Maturity Date  _Junior Subordinated Debentures
(In millions)
REIFTIUSE | .vvieeveeeeceeceeeee e $ 375 $ — 7.20%  March 2048  7.20% Junior Subordinated
Debentures
HL&P Capital Trust L.......ccooevevvierrerennnn, $ 250 $ — 8.125%  March 2046  8.125% Junior Subordinated
Deferrable Interest
Debentures Series A
HL&P Capital Trust Il .......ccooevreiiennn $ 100 $ 100 8.257%  February 8.257% Junior Subordinated
2037 Deferrable Interest

Debentures Series B

In June 1996, a Delaware statutory business trust created by CERC Corp. (CERC Trust) issued $173 million aggregate amount of
convertible preferred securities to the public. CERC Trust used the proceeds of the offering to purchase convertible junior
subordinated debentures issued by CERC Corp. having an interest rate and maturity date that correspond to the distribution rate and
mandatory redemption date of the convertible preferred securities. The convertible junior subordinated debentures represent CERC
Trust’s sole asset and its entire operations. CERC Corp. considers its obligation under the Amended and Restated Declaration of Trust,
Indenture and Guaranty Agreement relating to the convertible preferred securities, taken together, to constitute a full and
unconditional guarantee by CERC Corp. of CERC Trust’s obligations with respect to the convertible preferred securities. As discussed
in Note 2(n), upon the Company’s adoption of FIN 46, the amount of outstanding junior subordinated debentures discussed above was
included in long-term debt as of December 31, 2003 and 2004.
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The convertible preferred securities are mandatorily redeemable upon the repayment of the convertible junior subordinated
debentures at their stated maturity or earlier redemption. Effective January 7, 2003, the convertible preferred securities are convertible
at the option of the holder into $33.62 of cash and 2.34 shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock for each $50 of liquidation value.
As of December 31, 2003 and 2004, the liquidation amount of convertible preferred securities outstanding was $0.4 and $0.3 million,
respectively. The securities, and their underlying convertible junior subordinated debentures, bear interest at 6.25% and mature in June
2026. Subject to some limitations, CERC Corp. has the option of deferring payments of interest on the convertible junior subordinated
debentures. During any deferral or event of default, CERC Corp. may not pay dividends on its common stock to CenterPoint Energy.
As of December 31, 2004, no interest payments on the convertible junior subordinated debentures had been deferred.

Maturities. The Company’s maturities of long-term debt, capital leases and sinking fund requirements, excluding the ZENS
obligation, are $1.7 billion in 2005, $215 million in 2006, $66 million in 2007, $572 million in 2008 and $80 million in 2009. The
2005 amount is net of the portion of a sinking fund payment that will be satisfied with debt that had been acquired and retired as of
December 31, 2004.

Liens. As of December 31, 2004, CenterPoint Houston’s assets were subject to liens securing approximately $253 million of first
mortgage bonds. Sinking or improvement fund and replacement fund requirements on the first mortgage bonds may be satisfied by
certification of property additions. Sinking fund and replacement fund requirements for 2002, 2003 and 2004 have been satisfied by
certification of property additions. The replacement fund requirement to be satisfied in 2005 is approximately $147 million, and the
sinking fund requirement to be satisfied in 2005 is approximately $3 million. The Company expects CenterPoint Houston to meet
these 2005 obligations by certification of property additions. At December 31, 2004, CenterPoint Houston’s assets were also subject to
liens securing approximately $3.3 billion of general mortgage bonds which are junior to the liens of the first mortgage bonds.

(c) Receivables Facility

On January 21, 2004, CERC replaced its $100 million receivables facility with a $250 million receivables facility. As of December
31, 2004, CERC had $181 million outstanding under its receivables facility. In January 2005, the facility was extended to January
2006 and temporarily increased, for the period from January 2005 to June 2005, to $375 million to provide additional liquidity to
CERC during the peak heating season of 2005, in view of recent levels of, and volatility in, gas prices.

(9) Stock-Based Incentive Compensation Plans and Employee Benefit Plans
(a) Incentive Compensation Plans

The Company has long-term incentive compensation plans (LICPs) that provide for the issuance of stock-based incentives,
including performance-based shares, performance-based units, restricted shares and stock options to directors, officers and key
employees. A maximum of approximately 37 million shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock may be issued under these plans.

Performance-based shares, performance-based units and restricted shares are granted to employees without cost to the participants.
The performance shares and units vest three years after the grant date based upon the performance of the Company over a three-year
cycle, except as discussed below. The restricted shares vest at various times ranging from one-year to the end of a three-year period.
Upon vesting, the shares are issued to the plan participants.

During 2002, 2003 and 2004, the Company recorded compensation expense of $2 million, $9 million and $8 million, respectively,
related to performance-based shares, performance-based units and restricted share grants. Included in these amounts is a compensation
benefit of $1 million recorded in 2002 related to RRI’s participants. Amounts for RRI’s and Texas Genco’s participants are reflected
in discontinued operations in the Statements of Consolidated Operations.
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The following table summarizes the Company’s performance-based units, performance-based shares and restricted share grant
activity for the years 2002 through 2004:

Number of Number of Number of
Performance-Based  Performance-Based Restricted
Units Shares Shares

Outstanding at December 31, 2001.......cccoociiiiiiieieieie e 83,670 626,090 208,562
1= T (=10 PO — 451,050 —
CANCEIBA.....oviie et (5,625) (176,258) (41,892)
Released t0 PartiCiPaNTS.........cciieieiiii et (120) (447,060) (78,768)
Outstanding at December 31, 2002..........ccoeoiirieiririeierieee et 77,925 453,822 87,902
GIANTEA. ...ttt bbbt bbbt bbb — 840,920 583,613
Shares converted at Texas Genco Distribution ..........cccccovevevnieniensieneicseens — 25,746 23,219
CANCLIBA. ... (29,515) (43,386) (14,240)
Released to PartiCiPaNntS.........ccccveieieieiie s sne (1,441) (7,042) (113,056)
Outstanding at December 31, 2003.......cccccovviiiieiieeieee e 46,969 1,270,060 567,438
LCT 2101 (=0 IO OO OOURTTURTR 38,200 — 255,800
L0 101011 1o P (39) (88,905) (40,128)
Released to PartiCiPantS..........ccoeeieieiieieese e (47,930) (12,642) (14,363)
Outstanding at December 31, 2004 ..........ccovireiiireieneeee e 37,200 1,168,513 768,747
Weighted average fair value granted for 2002............cccorrerivinierenernnsssens $ 12.00 $ —
Weighted average fair value granted for 2003...........cccooiiriiniiinnene e $ 5.70 $ 5.83
Weighted average fair value granted for 2004 ..........ccccoooieiiienenenicieece e $ — $ 10.95

The maximum value associated with the performance-based units granted in 2004 was $150 per unit.

Effective with the RRI Distribution which occurred on September 30, 2002, the Company’s compensation committee authorized
the conversion of outstanding CenterPoint Energy performance-based shares for the performance cycle ending December 31, 2002 to
a number of restricted shares of CenterPoint Energy’s common stock equal to the number of performance-based shares that would
have vested if the performance objectives for the performance cycle were achieved at the maximum level for substantially all shares.
These restricted shares vested if the participant holding the shares remained employed with the Company or with RRI and its
subsidiaries through December 31, 2002. On the date of the RRI Distribution, holders of these restricted shares received shares of RRI
common stock in the same manner as other holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock, but these shares of common stock were
subject to the same vesting schedule, as well as to the terms and conditions of the plan under which the original performance shares
were granted. Thus, following the RRI Distribution, employees who held performance-based shares under the LICP for the
performance cycle ending December 31, 2002 held restricted shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock and restricted shares of RRI
common stock, which vested following continuous employment through December 31, 2002.

Effective with the RRI Distribution, the Company converted all outstanding CenterPoint Energy stock options granted prior to the
initial public offering of RRI common stock in May 2001 (RRI Offering) to a combination of adjusted CenterPoint Energy stock
options and RRI stock options. For the converted stock options, the sum of the intrinsic value of the CenterPoint Energy stock options
immediately prior to the record date of the RRI Distribution equaled the sum of the intrinsic values of the adjusted CenterPoint Energy
stock options and the RRI stock options granted immediately after the record date of the RRI Distribution. As such, RRI employees
who do not work for the Company hold stock options of the Company. Both the number and the exercise price of all outstanding
CenterPoint Energy stock options that were granted on or after the RRI Offering and prior to the RRI Distribution were adjusted to
maintain the total intrinsic value of the grants.

During January 2003, due to the Texas Genco Distribution, the Company granted additional CenterPoint Energy shares to
participants with performance-based and restricted shares that had not yet vested as of the record date of December 20, 2002. These
additional shares are subject to the same vesting schedule and the terms and conditions of the plan under which the original shares
were granted. Also in connection with this distribution, both the number and the exercise price of all outstanding CenterPoint Energy
stock options were adjusted to maintain the total intrinsic value of the stock option grants.

Under the Company’s plans, stock options generally become exercisable in one-third increments on each of the first through third
anniversaries of the grant date. The exercise price is the average of the high and low sales price of the common stock on the New York
Stock Exchange on the grant date. The Company applies APB Opinion No. 25, “Accounting for Stock Issued to Employees” (APB
Opinion No. 25), and related interpretations in accounting for its stock option plans. Accordingly, no compensation expense has been
recognized for these fixed stock options.
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The following table summarizes stock option activity related to the Company for the years 2002 through 2004:

Outstanding at DecembBDEr 31, 2007 .......cccoivriiieieeeieie et ree e e e st ste st re e e e eeeneenrennens
OPLIONS GIANTEL ...ttt bbb bbbt b bbbt e bt e bbb
Options converted at RRI DIStrDULION..........coiiiiiiiicc e
(@] 011 T0] =N (=] (o 1= o OSSPSR
OPLIONS CANCEIEM ... et bbbt et b e bbbt be e bt et e et sbe e

Outstanding at DecemDEr 31, 2002..........ooiiiiiiirieeieiee ettt bbb et e e e e
(@] o T0 T30 [ g1 (=T S
Options converted at Texas Genco DiStriBULION .........c.cceiiiiiiiiieccece e
(@] 00 T0) g Tl=D (=] (o 1-1-To SRS
(@] 01T TSN oF: T ot [T S

Outstanding at December 31, 2003.........coooviiieeieieeieiesese e e e e sr et st re e e e e nrenrens
(@] 010 TSN T g1 (=T PSS
OPLIONS EXEICISEA .....vetiteeeti sttt bbbt bbbt bbbt bbbt bbb n e
OPLIONS CANCEIBA ...ttt bbb

Outstanding at DecembBDEr 31, 2004 .........ooiiiiieieeeieie ettt st sttt re e e e nrens

Options exercisable at December 31, 2002........cuoiiiiiiieie ettt sbesne e

Options exercisable at December 31, 2003........cuoiiiiiieii et ne

Options exercisable at December 31, 2004........cuoiiiiii ettt e

Number of Weighted Average
Shares Exercise Price

9,828,471 $ 28.34
3,115,399 7.12
742,636 29.01
(71,273) 20.59
(1,155,351) 16.11
12,459,882 18.26
2,217,546 5.69
751,867 17.21
(80,750) 6.44
(275,408) 16.40
15,073,137 15.59
2,028,000 10.92
(580,624) 6.16
(361,418) 11.99
16,159,095 $ 1542
6,854,910 $ 19.78
10,285,689 $ 18.09
12,076,730 $ 17.82

Exercise prices for CenterPoint Energy stock options outstanding held by Company employees ranged from $4.78 to $32.26. The
following tables provide information with respect to outstanding CenterPoint Energy stock options held by the Company’s employees

on December 31, 2004:

Remaining Average

Options Average Contractual Life
Outstanding Exercise Price (Years)
Ranges of Exercise Prices:
B 01O R 4,212,025 $ 6.10 7.2
O 70 IR 5,737,414 12.93 5.1
BL5.01-F20.00 ...ccviiriiiieitie ettt a e a e et ae e anes 3,079,571 18.06 2.2
$20.01-330.00 ....cuviirieiiirie ettt a e e sae e eaaeanes 708,162 22.99 35
B30.01-832.26 ....cveerieeiectie ettt et sr e ae e anes 2,421,923 31.96 5.4
LI ]| ISR 16,159,095 15.42 5.1

The following table provides information with respect to CenterPoint Energy stock options exercisable at December 31, 2004:

Options Average
Exercisable Exercise Price
Ranges of Exercise Prices:

BA.TB-FL0.00 ....eeireeeeeieeeeee ettt ettt ettt ettt et b et ettt et e beebeebeeaeert et e testeebeabeeaeert et etesreareers 2,070,960 $ 6.23
BLO.0L-FBL5.00 ...ttt ettt ettt et ettt et et e be e beehe et et et e beeheebeebeeheere et e beabeebeabeeaeere et ebesrearears 3,796,114 13.96
BL5.01-B20.00 ...ttt ettt ettt et be e beehe et te et e beebeebeebeeheera et e beabeebeebeeaeera et ebesreareats 3,079,571 18.06
B20.01-B30.00 ...ttt ettt et e be e beebeehe et et et e besheebeebeeheerte b e beabeebeeteeaeera et etenrearears 708,162 22.99
R 00 e 720 SRS 2,421,923 31.96
10 - PSS 12,076,730 17.82

See Note 2(0) for disclosure of the pro-forma effect on net income of the fair value based method of accounting for stock
compensation.

(b) Pension and Postretirement Benefits
The Company maintains a non-contributory qualified defined benefit plan covering substantially all employees, with benefits
determined using a cash balance formula. Under the cash balance formula, participants accumulate a retirement benefit based upon 4%

of eligible earnings and accrued interest. Prior to 1999, the pension plan accrued benefits based on years of service, final average pay
and covered compensation. As a result, certain employees participating in the plan as of December 31, 1998 are eligible to receive the
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greater of the accrued benefit calculated under the prior plan through 2008 or the cash balance formula. Participants are 100% vested
in their benefit after completing five years of service.

The Company provides certain healthcare and life insurance benefits for retired employees on a contributory and non-contributory
basis. Employees become eligible for these benefits if they have met certain age and service requirements at retirement, as defined in
the plans. Under plan amendments, effective in early 1999, healthcare benefits for future retirees were changed to limit employer
contributions for medical coverage.

Such benefit costs are accrued over the active service period of employees. The net unrecognized transition obligation, resulting
from the implementation of accrual accounting, is being amortized over approximately 20 years.

The Company’s net periodic cost includes the following components relating to pension and postretirement benefits:

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
Pension  Postretirement ~ Pension  Postretirement  Pension  Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits
(In millions)
SEIVICE COSL..viviiiiiiiiiisicie ettt $ 32 $ 5 $ 37 $ 4 $ 40 $ 4
INEEIESE COSE.....viivieiieiece e 104 32 102 31 102 31
Expected return on plan assets..........ccceveveverivniesnnenneenns (126) (13) (92) (1) (103) (13)
Net amOrtiZation ........cocoveereriiiirer e 16 13 4 13 37 13
CUrtaiIMEeNt ... — — — — — 17
Benefit enhancement...........ccoovevevivnie s 9 3 — — 4 2
SEHIEMENT ... — (18) — — — —
Net PEriodiC COSE......ociiiiiriiieeieeee e $ 35 $ 22 $ 90 $ 37 $ 80 $ 54
Above amounts reflect the following net periodic cost
(benefit) related to discontinued operations................... $ 11 $ (9 17 $ 4 11 20

The Company used the following assumptions to determine net periodic cost relating to pension and postretirement benefits:

December 31,

2002 2003 2004
Pension Postretirement ~ Pension Postretirement  Pension Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits
(DT elo LU L A L= 7.25% 7.25% 6.75% 6.75% 6.25% 6.25%
Expected return on plan assetS........ccocooevvencienennienennns 9.5% 9.5% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% 8.5%
Rate of increase in compensation levels .............cocccvenes 4.1% — 4.1% — 4.1% —

In determining net periodic benefits cost, the Company uses fair value, as of the beginning of the year, as its basis for determining
expected return on plan assets.
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The following table displays the change in the benefit obligation, the fair value of plan assets and the amounts included in the
Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets as of December 31, 2003 and 2004 for the Company’s pension and postretirement benefit
plans:

December 31,
2003 2004
Pension Postretirement Pension Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits
(In millions)

Change in Benefit Obligation

Benefit obligation, beginning of Year ..o $ 1,550 $ 479 $ 1,692 $ 518
TS Y [or o0 ) USSR 37 4 40 4
INEEIEST COSE....eteiieiie ettt ettt sb e b 102 31 102 31
Participant CONtrDULIONS ..........ooeiiiiiiiie s — 8 — 6
BENEFitsS PAI .....cviiviiiiiiiici s (142) 43) (124) 42)
Plan amenadmentS .........cooiiiiiiieiese e 4 (5) — (20)
DIVESTITUIES ...ttt bbb e bbb — — (165) —
ACTUANTAL TOSS ...t sae e 141 44 161 36
Curtailment, benefit enhancement and settlement ...........ccccoovvvveieieienicennnn, — — 4 2
Benefit obligation, end 0f Year..........cccccviiiieiicicccc e $ 1,692 $ 518 $ 1,710 $ 535
Change in Plan Assets
Plan assets, beginning of YEar............ccocvvviiiiiic s $ 1,054 $ 131 $ 1,194 $ 150
Employer CONIIBULIONS. ........ccviieieec e 23 34 476 27
Participant CONtDULIONS .........ooveiiiiiiiiee s — 8 — 6
BENefits PAI .....c.oiveiieiiiiiie s (142) (43) (124) (42)
DIVESTITUIES ...ttt — — (40) —
ACtUal INVESTMENT FELUMN ...t e 259 20 151 15
Plan assets, Nd OF YEAN ........cciiiiiiie e $ 1,194 $ 150 $ 1,657 $ 156
Reconciliation of Funded Status
FUNGEA STALUS ......vveeeveeceecietee ettt ettt n et n s $  (498) $ (368) $ (53) $ (379)
Unrecognized actuarial [0SS .........ccocvieiiiiiieiicie e 733 63 714 96
Unrecognized Prior SEIVICE COSL.....ciiiiiiiiiieiieieriesiesieste e sresraeeeeeseesreseesnens (71) 49 (51) 14
Unrecognized transition (asset) obligation..........cccccoovvvrieeiicrerenenin e — 79 — 65
Net amOUNt FECOGNIZEA .....cvevvevveriieieiieieesee e $ 164 $ (177) $ 610 $ (204)
Amounts Recognized in Balance Sheets
Benefit 0DligatioNnS ... .ccviiiiririsrceeee e $ (395) $ @77y $ 610 $ (204)
Accumulated other comprehensive iNCOME ...........ccoiiieiiiiieinencenecens 559 — — —
Prepaid (accrued) Denefit COSE.........cooiiiiriiiiire s $ 164 $ 7y ¢ 610 $ (204)
Actuarial Assumptions
DISCOUNE TALE ...ttt sttt ettt ettt st ne st neens 6.25% 6.25% 5.75% 5.75%
Expected return on Plan aSSEtS..........ooeierireiieieiieie et 9.0% 8.5% 8.5% 8.0%
Rate of increase in compensation IeVEIS ... 4.1% — 4.6% —
Healthcare cost trend rate assumed for the next year.........ccccvevevieveieiennnns — 10.50% — 9.75%
Rate to which the cost trend rate is assumed to decline (the ultimate trend

1) S — 5.5% — 5.5%
Year that the rate reaches the ultimate trend rate..........ccocooevveneinencienenn — 2011 — 2011

December 31,
2003 2004
Pension Postretirement Pension Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits

(In millions)
Additional Information

Accumulated benefit obligation............cccovrerrrinnns $ 1589 §$ 518 $ 1635 $ 535
Change in minimum liability included in other
COMPrehensive INCOME..........ccoeviiereeneneeseeeeees (64) — (559) —
Measurement date used to determine plan December 31, December 31, December 31, December 31,
obligations and aSSets.........cccoeverineiinieniee e 2003 2003 2004 2004
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Assumed healthcare cost trend rates have a significant effect on the reported amounts for the Company’s postretirement benefit
plans. A 1% change in the assumed healthcare cost trend rate would have the following effects:

1% 1%
Increase Decrease
(In millions)
Effect on total 0f SENVICE AN INTEIESE COST .....uuiiiviiiiiiiitii ettt e st e sab e s sabe s sab e s sreeesbae s sbesasbee s $ 2 $ 2
Effect on the postretirement benefit 0blIgatioN.........c.covce i 39 33

The following table displays the weighted-average asset allocations as of December 31, 2003 and 2004 for the Company’s pension
and postretirement benefit plans:

December 31,

2003 2004
Pension  Postretirement  Pension  Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits
DOMESEIC BQUILY SECUITIES ...ttt e 60% 41% 57% 34%
International EQUILY SECUNITIES .........civeiiieieie e sre 15 9 15 11
(DS o =T U | A TR 22 48 26 54
R L) L= RN 3 — 2 —
(O T o 1 _— 2 _— 1
I ] = I 100% 100% 100% 100%

In managing the investments associated with the benefit plans, the Company’s objective is to preserve and enhance the value of
plan assets while maintaining an acceptable level of volatility. These objectives are expected to be achieved through an investment
strategy that manages liquidity requirements while maintaining a long-term horizon in making investment decisions and efficient and
effective management of plan assets.

As part of the investment strategy discussed above, the Company has adopted and maintains the following weighted average
allocation targets for its benefit plans:

Pension Postretirement

Benefits Benefits
DOMESEIC BQUITY SECUITIES ....viieieitisieee e eete ettt et st ettt eere e st e et e e seestesreeneeneeseenteseeneeseesneerenneans 45-55% 28-38%
INtErNAtioNal EQUILY SECUITIES ... .uviuiciieieie sttt et e tesreene e s e e e eneeseenaestesrenrenneeneas 7-13% 5-15%
DT SECUIIEIES. ... veiuve ittt ettt ettt ettt s b e e be et e e ab e e heesbe e be e s beesbesteesbeesbeesbeenbesaeesaeeabeenbeenbeenrenteeses 20-30% 52-62%
R =T v L (-SSRSO PTUPRRPPRRURONt 0-5% —
O T SRS 0-2% 0-2%

The expected rate of return assumption was developed by reviewing the targeted asset allocations and historical index performance
of the applicable asset classes over a 15-year period, adjusted for investment fees and diversification effects.

Equity securities for the pension plan include CenterPoint Energy common stock in the amounts of $44 million (3.7% of total
pension plan assets) as of December 31, 2003. The pension plan did not include any holdings of CenterPoint Energy common stock as
of December 31, 2004.

Although funding for the Company’s pension and postretirement plans was not required during 2004, the Company contributed
$56 million to its pension plan in September 2004 and $420 million in December 2004, which effectively brought the Company’s
pension plan assets and accumulated benefit obligation into balance and increased shareholders’ equity by $350 million as a result of
the elimination of the related minimum benefit liability. Additionally, the Company contributed $27 million to its postretirement
benefits plan in 2004.

Contributions to the pension plan are not required in 2005; however, the Company expects to make a contribution. The Company
expects to contribute approximately $29 million to its postretirement benefits plan in 2005.
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The following benefit payments are expected to be paid by the pension and postretirement benefit plans:

Pension Postretirement

Benefits Benefits
(In Millions)

0L PSSR $ 108 $ 38
2006 ....eiee e e — e e e e et b— et e e ——e e e e ——eee et teeeaatEeeeeateeeeateeeeaatreeeeaaareeeeaRbeeeeatteeeaanreeeearreaean 112 40
0 USSR 114 42
00 USSR 118 44
200 USSR 120 46
B0 0 PO 627 240

In connection with the Company’s sale of its 81% interest in Texas Genco as discussed in Note 3, a separate pension plan was
established for Texas Genco on September 1, 2004 and the Company transferred a net pension liability of approximately $68 million
to Texas Genco. In October 2004, Texas Genco received an allocation of assets from the Company’s pension plan pursuant to rules
and regulations under the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974,

In addition to the non-contributory pension plans discussed above, the Company maintains a non-qualified benefit restoration plan
which allows participants to retain the benefits to which they would have been entitled under the Company’s non-contributory pension
plan except for the federally mandated limits on qualified plan benefits or on the level of compensation on which qualified plan
benefits may be calculated. The expense associated with this non-qualified plan was $9 million, $8 million and $6 million in 2002,
2003 and 2004, respectively. Included in the net benefit cost in 2002 is $3 million of expense related to RRI’s participants, which is
reflected in discontinued operations in the Statements of Consolidated Operations. The accrued benefit liability for the non-qualified
pension plan was $75 million and $69 million at December 31, 2003 and 2004, respectively. In addition, these accrued benefit
liabilities include the recognition of minimum liability adjustments of $15 million as of December 31, 2003 and $10 million as of
December 31, 2004, which are reported as a component of other comprehensive income, net of income tax effects.

The following table displays the Company’s plans that have or have had accumulated benefit obligations in excess of plan assets:

December 31,

2003 2004
Pension  Restoration  Postretirement Pension Restoration  Postretirement
Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits Benefits
(In millions)
Accumulated benefit obligation .............cccceveveeieiceereenenn, $1,589 $75 $518 $1,635 $ 69 $ 535
Projected benefit obligation ...........ccccoce i, 1,692 77 518 1,710 81 535
Plan @SSELS....c.veiviierieriirieste e st s 1,194 — 150 1,657 — 156

(c) Savings Plan

The Company has a qualified employee savings plan that includes a cash or deferred arrangement under Section 401(k) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the Code), and an employee stock ownership plan (ESOP) under Section 4975(e)(7) of
the Code. Under the plan, participating employees may contribute a portion of their compensation, on a pre-tax or after-tax basis,
generally up to a maximum of 16% of compensation. The Company matches 75% of the first 6% of each employee’s compensation
contributed. The Company may contribute an additional discretionary match of up to 50% of the first 6% of each employee’s
compensation contributed. These matching contributions are fully vested at all times.

Participating employees may elect to invest all or a portion of their contributions to the plan in CenterPoint Energy common stock,
to have dividends reinvested in additional shares or to receive dividend payments in cash on any investment in CenterPoint Energy
common stock, and to transfer all or part of their investment in CenterPoint Energy common stock to other investment options offered
by the plan.

During the first quarter 2004, the Company repaid the balance on the ESOP loan. As a result, the Company’s matching
requirements during 2004 were satisfied, in part, through the allocation of the remaining 911,847 ESOP shares held by the plan and by
cash contributions.

As a result of the ESOP, the savings plan has significant holdings of CenterPoint Energy common stock. As of December 31,
2004, an aggregate of 27,565,537 shares of CenterPoint Energy’s common stock were held by the savings plan, which represented
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26% of its investments. Given the concentration of the investments in CenterPoint Energy’s common stock, the savings plan and its
participants have market risk related to this investment.

The Company’s savings plan benefit expense was $47 million, $38 million and $40 million in 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively.
Included in these amounts is $6 million of savings plan benefit expense for 2002 related to RRI’s participants, and $9 million, $7
million and $6 million of savings plan benefit expense for 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively, related to Texas Genco participants.
Amounts for RRI’s and Texas Genco’s participants are reflected as discontinued operations in the Statements of Consolidated
Operations.

(d) Postemployment Benefits

Net postemployment benefit costs for former or inactive employees, their beneficiaries and covered dependents, after employment
but before retirement (primarily healthcare and life insurance benefits for participants in the long-term disability plan) were $12
million, $10 million and $8 million in 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively. Included in these amounts are $1 million for each of the
years 2002, 2003, and 2004 related to Texas Genco participants, which is reflected in discontinued operations in the Statements of
Consolidated Operations.

The Company’s postemployment obligation is presented as a liability in the Consolidated Balance Sheets under the caption
“Benefit Obligations.”

(e) Other Non-qualified Plans

The Company has non-qualified deferred compensation plans that provide benefits payable to directors, officers and certain key
employees or their designated beneficiaries at specified future dates, upon termination, retirement or death. Benefit payments are made
from the general assets of the Company. During 2002, 2003 and 2004, the Company recorded benefit expense relating to these
programs of $11 million, $13 million and $9 million, respectively. Included in “Benefit Obligations” in the accompanying
Consolidated Balance Sheets at December 31, 2003 and 2004 was $127 million and $121 million, respectively, relating to deferred
compensation plans. Included in “Non-Current Liabilities of Discontinued Operations in the accompanying Consolidated Balance
Sheets at December 31, 2003 and 2004 was $4 million and $3 million, respectively, relating to deferred compensation plans for Texas
Genco participants.

(f) Change of Control Agreements and Other Employee Matters
In December 2003, the Company entered into agreements with certain of its executive officers that generally provide, to the extent
applicable, in the case of a change of control of the Company and termination of employment, for severance benefits of up to three

times annual base salary plus bonus and other benefits. By their terms, these agreements will expire December 31, 2006.

As of December 31, 2004, approximately 31% of the Company’s employees are subject to collective bargaining agreements. Four
of these agreements, covering approximately 9% of the Company’s employees, have expired or will expire in 2005.

62



(10) Income Taxes

The Company’s current and deferred components of income tax expense (benefit) were as follows:

Year Ended December 31,
2002 2003 2004
(In millions)

Current:
T LT | DT RSSO TSEPSTPSTPSTRPN $ (78) $ (301) $ (130)
T (=T T TSSO P TR UPPRURPRTPON 9 5 11
TOMAL CUITENT ...ttt e b e st e s be e s be e be et e eaeeebeeebeesbeerbeetbestaesteesbeenresnnesnns (69) (296) (119)
Deferred:
FRUBTAL ...ttt ettt e et e st e e s be e s be e be e e e ehe e ehe e e be e beeabeeR b e et b e e teenbeenteeereereeareaaes 330 487 264
SHALE. 1.ttt E ARttt 11 14 (6)
TOMAL UEFEITEA ...ttt e e bt bbb et et e b b e b e bt et e e e enee s 341 501 258
INCOME TX BXPEINSE. ...ttt ettt sttt ettt he bttt e st e e h b e eb e ek e e ke e ke e R b e she e she e ebe e bt emb e ebe e bt enbeenreeneenes $272 $ 205 $ 139
A reconciliation of the federal statutory income tax rate to the effective income tax rate is as follows:
Year Ended December 31,
2002 2003 2004
(In millions)
Income from continuing operations before income taxes and extraordinary 10Ss...........cc.coevvvevenene $ 754 $ 614 $ 344
Federal STAtULONY FALE.........ccveieiie ettt st e st e be et e e et e besbesteeseeneesrente e e 35% 35% 35%
INCOME tAXES AL SLALULOIY FALE. ... i vieiiie sttt sttt ettt e bt e et e s be e sbe e s n e e e nbee e ees 264 215 120
Net addition (reduction) in taxes resulting from:
State income taxes, net of valuation allowances and federal income tax benefit............ccccoovvvrennn. 13 12 3
Capital 10SS DENETIL......ciiicicc e e e nrenre (72) — —
Amortization of INVESIMENT taX Credit..........ccooiiiiiice e 5) 8) 8)
EXCESS HETRITEM TAXES ..ottt bbbttt b e et eb e et b e et ebe et ane e 3) (@) 4
Valuation allowance, CapItal 10SS.........cuiviiiiiieieee et sne s 72 — —
Deferred taX aSSet WITE-0FF........c.eie e e e — — 19
INCIEASE 1N TAX FESEIVE ...ttt sttt ettt bbbt bbb et e e b e b e sb e bt eb et ene e e e be b sae e — — 7
(@] 107 o 1 TP URURURRPPRPRN 3 (10) 2
10 - ISR 8 (10) 19
[aTeloT g g T o V) 01 1T PP PR TR OURPR $ 272 $ 205 $ 139
EfTRCLIVE TALE....eveeecee et b et bbbt b ettt ne 36.1% 33.4% 40.4%
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Following are the Company’s tax effects of temporary differences between the carrying amounts of assets and liabilities in the
financial statements and their respective tax bases:

December 31,
2003 2004
(In millions)

Deferred tax assets:

Current:

Allowance FOr dOUDTFUL BCCOUNTS...........iiiiie ettt be e be e beeabesrbesbeesbaesbeeanea $ 9 $ 13
Lo 0] 0 Y L= o | =TSSR 65 79
NON-trading deriVatiVe @SSELS, NEL .......cui it ettt re s e s et e e seesbesbesneereeneeneees 20 28
0] U = 0 0 (o] T 0 I e =L (OO 94 120

Non-current:
EMPIOYEE DENETILS ... e bbbt bbbt h et e b e b sb et beereens 288 —
DiSalloWed PIANT COSE, NMEL..... ettt b e bt b e bt et e et et e nbe s b e s be bt e b e e e enee e 18 —
Operating 10SS CArTYTOIWAITS ........cc.oiiiiiiii ettt e et e b bt bbbt st e bt e b e e e e b e 141 30
Contingent liabilities associated with discontinuance 0f SFAS NO. 71.......cccccoviiviieiiicie i 74 —
FOreign EXCRANGE JAINS ......viiiie ittt e et e be st e e teese e st et e besbeebeebeeseesee b enbeseeatesteanseseeeentens 16 16
=] (=T =0 o T T ol ) SRS — 69
(@] 13- OO SRRSO 119 82
ValUBLION AHHOWANCE ......ccviiivecieciecte ettt ettt et et e et e e et e e b e e bestaesbeesbeeebeeabesnbesaseabeesbeenbeeabestaesteesbens (73) (20)
Total NON-CUITENE AEFEITEA tAX ASSELS.. . icviiirieieitie ittt ettt ebe et e b e et e st e st e e sbeesbesreesaeesasesbeenbeenreans 583 177
Total AEFEITEA TAX ASSELS, NMEL ...vveeirii ittt ettt e et et e e st e s s beesabe e sabeesbteesbbeenbessbeesnbesabesanbenas 677 297

Deferred tax liabilities:
Current:

Unrealized gain on indexed delbt SECUITIES ........c.oiiiiiiiiiirc e 284 287
Unrealized gain on Time Warner INVESIMENTS .........coeiiiiiieiiie ettt s 91 94
Total current deferred taX HADIIITIES........cviiiii ittt beeebee s 375 381

Non-current:
=T o T - LA o] o SRS 1,717 1,709
o 0] E Y 0 V= XY=t ) PSSR 1,016 748
T [0 Y=o LT T ) SRS — 38
(@] 13- OO SRRSO SRRSO 81 97
Total non-current deferred tax HabIlITIES .......c.vociiiiiic e sbe e 2,814 2,592
Total deferred taX HADIITIES ... ....oivi it e st e b e st e e sbe e sbeeaesaeesbeesbeenbeenreans 3,189 2,973
Accumulated deferred INCOME TAXES, NEL .........viciiiiie ettt et be s sbe e s be s s beesabeesareesbeeens $ 2512 $ 2,676

CenterPoint Energy’s consolidated federal income tax returns have been audited and settled through the 1996 tax year. The 1997
through 2003 consolidated federal income tax returns are currently under audit.

Tax Attribute Carryforwards. At December 31, 2004, the Company has $327 of state net operating loss carryforwards. The losses
are available to offset future state taxable income through the year 2023. Substantially all of the state loss carryforwards will expire
between 2012 and 2020. A valuation allowance has been established against approximately 33% of the state net operating loss
carryforwards.

The valuation allowance reflects a net decrease of $10 million and $53 million in 2003 and 2004, respectively. These net changes
resulted from a reassessment of the Company’s future ability to use federal and state capital loss carryforwards and state tax net
operating loss carryforwards.

Tax Refunds. In 2003 and 2004, the Company received refunds from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) of $203 million and $163
million, respectively, related to federal tax net operating losses and capital losses generated in 2002 and 2003. Of the 2002 amount, $8
million related to refunds generated from the carryback of the federal capital loss.

Tax Contingencies. With the conclusion of the federal income tax audit for the years 1997 through 2000, the Company adjusted its
prior years’ federal income tax reserve, along with certain previously recorded deferred tax assets, resulting in net additional tax
expense in the fourth quarter of 2004 of $26 million. In addition, as of December 31, 2004, $42 million of federal tax reserve has been
reclassified to current tax liability.
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In the 1997 through 2000 audit, the IRS disallowed all deductions for original issue discount (OID) relating to the Company’s
ZENS and 7% Automatic Common Exchange Securities (ACES). It is the contention of the IRS that (1) those instruments, in
combination with the Company’s long position in TW Common, constitute a straddle under Section 1092 and 246 of the Code and (2)
the indebtedness underlying those instruments was incurred to carry the TW Common. If the IRS prevails on both of these positions,
all OID (including interest actually paid) on the ZENS and ACES would not be currently deductible, but would instead be added to the
Company’s basis in the TW Common it holds. The capitalization of OID to the TW Common basis would have the effect of
recharacterizing ordinary interest deductions to capital losses or reduced capital gains.

The Company’s ability to realize the tax benefit of future capital losses, if any, from the sale of the 21.6 million shares of TW
Common currently held will depend on the timing of those sales, the value of TW Common stock when sold, and the extent of any
other capital gains and losses.

Although the Company is protesting the contention of the IRS, the Company has established a tax reserve for this issue of $79
million. The Company has also reserved for other significant tax items including issues relating to acquisitions, capital cost recovery
and certain positions taken with respect to state tax filings. The total amount reserved for the other items is approximately $31 million.

(11) Commitments and Contingencies
(a) Fuel Commitments

Fuel commitments, excluding Texas Genco, include natural gas contracts related to the Company’s natural gas distribution
operations, which have various quantity requirements and durations that are not classified as non-trading derivatives assets and
liabilities in the Company’s Consolidated Balance Sheets as of December 31, 2004 as these contracts meet the SFAS No. 133
exception to be classified as “normal purchases contracts” or do not meet the definition of a derivative. Minimum payment obligations
for natural gas supply contracts are approximately $807 million in 2005, $401 million in 2006, $193 million in 2007, $29 million in
2008 and $1 million in 20009.

(b) Lease Commitments
The following table sets forth information concerning the Company’s obligations, excluding Texas Genco, under non-cancelable

long-term operating leases at December 31, 2004, which primarily consist of rental agreements for building space, data processing
equipment and vehicles (in millions):

2005 ... ettt et e Ee b e Rt ehe e Ee e he e Rt AR e R e e R SR et Ee R e Rt e Re AR oAt e Re R e Re e Ee AR oA e e EeeEe Rt e R AR e Rt e Ee R e R e e Re b e R e e Ee et e R e e Rt e b e nbe e ere et ns $ 25
2006 ... ettt L e et b e Rt R £ e Rt ebe e eEe AR e £ eE e e Ee £ eEeeRe e e Ee AR R £ e ReARe R e e R e eRe R e Rt eRe R e Rt eRe R e Rt e Re R e Rt e benE e Rt eRenRe Rt eRenee st ebenrereas 21
2007 ettt b ettt b e £t R e e Rt b e e e Rt R e £ eE e e Ee e eEeeRe e eEeeRe R £ e Re AR e R e eE e eRe R e Rt eRe R e Rt eRe AR e Rt e Re AR e Rt e benE e Rt ebenee Rt eRenee e erenrereas 18
2008 ...ttt bt bbb £ Rt b £ e R e b e £ ekt AR e £ ekt eEe e eE e AR oA £ e Rt AR e R e R e AR e AR e b4 eRe AR eE e eR e AR e Rt eRe AR e Rt e RenE e Rt eRenee Rt ebenee e ebenrereas 14
2009 ...t b et bt bt bt £kt eh e £ ekt b e £kt e Ee £ ekt eEe e eE e AR e £ e Rt AR e e e R e AR R e £ e eRe e eE e ebe R e Rt e R e e bt e be e e R e ebe e e b e ebe e et e abeneere s 6
P20 0 I T o I 0 T=) Yo o SRS 26

LI | PO O UOPRR PSR PR $ 110

Total lease expense for all operating leases was $36 million, $35 million and $32 million during 2002, 2003 and 2004,
respectively.

(c) Legal, Environmental and Other Regulatory Matters
Legal Matters
RRI Indemnified Litigation
The Company, CenterPoint Houston or their predecessor, Reliant Energy, and certain of their former subsidiaries are named as
defendants in several lawsuits described below. Under a master separation agreement between the Company and RRI, the Company
and its subsidiaries are entitled to be indemnified by RRI for any losses, including attorneys’ fees and other costs, arising out of the
lawsuits described below under Electricity and Gas Market Manipulation Cases and Other Class Action Lawsuits. Pursuant to the

indemnification obligation, RRI is defending the Company and its subsidiaries to the extent named in these lawsuits. The ultimate
outcome of these matters cannot be predicted at this time.
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Electricity and Gas Market Manipulation Cases. A large number of lawsuits have been filed against numerous market participants
and remain pending in both federal and state courts in California and Nevada in connection with the operation of the electricity and
natural gas markets in California and certain other western states in 2000-2001, a time of power shortages and significant increases in
prices. These lawsuits, many of which have been filed as class actions, are based on a number of legal theories, including violation of
state and federal antitrust laws, laws against unfair and unlawful business practices, the federal Racketeer Influenced Corrupt
Organization Act, false claims statutes and similar theories and breaches of contracts to supply power to governmental entities.
Plaintiffs in these lawsuits, which include state officials and governmental entities as well as private litigants, are seeking a variety of
forms of relief, including recovery of compensatory damages (in some cases in excess of $1 billion), a trebling of compensatory
damages and punitive damages, injunctive relief, restitution, interest due, disgorgement, civil penalties and fines, costs of suit,
attorneys’ fees and divestiture of assets. To date, some of these complaints have been dismissed by the trial court and are on appeal,
several of which dismissals have been affirmed by the appellate courts, but most of the lawsuits remain in early procedural stages. The
Company’s former subsidiary, RRI, was a participant in the California markets, owning generating plants in the state and participating
in both electricity and natural gas trading in that state and in western power markets generally. RRI, some of its subsidiaries and, in
some cases, corporate officers of some of those companies have been named as defendants in these suits.

The Company or its predecessor, Reliant Energy, have been named in approximately 30 of these lawsuits, which were instituted
between 2001 and 2004 and are pending in California state courts in Alameda County, Los Angeles County, San Francisco County,
San Mateo County and San Diego County, in Nevada state court in Clark County, in federal district courts in San Francisco, San
Diego, Los Angeles, Fresno, Sacramento and Nevada and before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. However, the Company,
CenterPoint Houston and Reliant Energy were not participants in the electricity or natural gas markets in California. The Company
and Reliant Energy have been dismissed from certain of the lawsuits, either voluntarily by the plaintiffs or by order of the court and
the Company believes it is not a proper defendant in the remaining cases and will continue to seek dismissal from such remaining
cases. On July 6, 2004 and on October 12, 2004, the Ninth Circuit affirmed the Company’s removal to federal district court of two
electric cases brought by the California Attorney General and affirmed the federal court’s dismissal of these cases based upon the filed
rate doctrine and federal preemption.

Other Class Action Lawsuits. Fifteen class action lawsuits filed in May, June and July 2002 on behalf of purchasers of securities
of RRI and/or Reliant Energy have been consolidated in federal district court in Houston. RRI and certain of its former and current
executive officers are named as defendants. The consolidated complaint also names RRI , Reliant Energy, the underwriters of the
initial public offering of RRI’s common stock in May 2001 (RRI Offering), and RRI’s and Reliant Energy’s independent auditors as
defendants. The consolidated amended complaint seeks monetary relief purportedly on behalf of purchasers of common stock of
Reliant Energy or RRI during certain time periods ranging from February 2000 to May 2002, and purchasers of common stock that
can be traced to the RRI Offering. The plaintiffs allege, among other things, that the defendants misrepresented their revenues and
trading volumes by engaging in round-trip trades and improperly accounted for certain structured transactions as cash-flow hedges,
which resulted in earnings from these transactions being accounted for as future earnings rather than being accounted for as earnings
in fiscal year 2001. In January 2004 the trial judge dismissed the plaintiffs’ allegations that the defendants had engaged in fraud, but
claims based on alleged misrepresentations in the registration statement issued in the RRI Offering remain. In June 2004, the plaintiffs
filed a motion for class certification, which the court granted in February 2005. The defendants have appealed the court’s order
certifying the class.

In February 2003, a lawsuit was filed by three individuals in federal district court in Chicago against CenterPoint Energy and
certain former officers of RRI for alleged violations of federal securities laws. The plaintiffs in this lawsuit allege that the defendants
violated federal securities laws by issuing false and misleading statements to the public, and that the defendants made false and
misleading statements as part of an alleged scheme to artificially inflate trading volumes and revenues. In addition, the plaintiffs assert
claims of fraudulent and negligent misrepresentation and violations of Illinois consumer law. In January 2004 the trial judge ordered
dismissal of plaintiffs’ claims on the ground that they did not set forth a claim. The plaintiffs filed an amended complaint in March
2004, which the defendants asked the court to dismiss. On August 18, 2004, the court granted the defendants” motion to dismiss with
prejudice.

In May 2002, three class action lawsuits were filed in federal district court in Houston on behalf of participants in various
employee benefits plans sponsored by Reliant Energy. Two of the lawsuits have been dismissed without prejudice. Reliant Energy and
certain current and former members of its benefits committee are the remaining defendants in the third lawsuit. That lawsuit alleges
that the defendants breached their fiduciary duties to various employee benefits plans, directly or indirectly sponsored by Reliant
Energy, in violation of the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974. The plaintiffs allege that the defendants permitted the
plans to purchase or hold securities issued by Reliant Energy when it was imprudent to do so, including after the prices for such
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securities became artificially inflated because of alleged securities fraud engaged in by the defendants. The complaint seeks monetary
damages for losses suffered on behalf of the plans and a putative class of plan participants whose accounts held Reliant Energy or RRI
securities, as well as restitution. In July 2004, another class action suit was filed in federal court on behalf of the Reliant Energy
Savings Plan and a class consisting of participants in that plan against Reliant Energy and the Reliant Energy Benefits Committee. The
allegations and the relief sought in the new suit are substantially similar to those in the previously pending suit; however, the new suit
also alleges that Reliant Energy and its Benefits Committee breached their fiduciary duties to the Savings Plan and its participants by
investing plan funds in Reliant Energy stock when Reliant Energy or its subsidiaries were allegedly manipulating the California
energy market. On October 14, 2004, the plaintiff voluntarily dismissed the newly filed lawsuit.

In October 2002, a derivative action was filed in the federal district court in Houston against the directors and officers of the
Company. The complaint set forth claims for breach of fiduciary duty, waste of corporate assets, abuse of control and gross
mismanagement. Specifically, the shareholder plaintiff alleged that the defendants caused the Company to overstate its revenues
through so-called “round trip” transactions. The plaintiff also alleged breach of fiduciary duty in connection with the spin-off of RRI
and the RRI Offering. The complaint sought monetary damages on behalf of the Company as well as equitable relief in the form of a
constructive trust on the compensation paid to the defendants. The Company’s board of directors investigated that demand and similar
allegations made in a June 28, 2002 demand letter sent on behalf of a Company shareholder. The second letter demanded that the
Company take several actions in response to alleged round-trip trades occurring in 1999, 2000, and 2001. In June 2003, the board
determined that these proposed actions would not be in the best interests of the Company. In March 2003, the court dismissed this case
on the grounds that the plaintiff did not make an adequate demand on the Company before filing suit. Thereafter, the plaintiff sent
another demand asserting the same claims.

The Company believes that none of the lawsuits described under Other Class Action Lawsuits has merit because, among other
reasons, the alleged misstatements and omissions were not material and did not result in any damages to the plaintiffs.

Other Legal Matters

Texas Antitrust Actions. In July 2003, Texas Commercial Energy filed in federal court in Corpus Christi, Texas a lawsuit against
Reliant Energy, the Company and CenterPoint Houston, as successors to Reliant Energy, Genco LP, RRI, Reliant Energy Solutions,
LLC, several other RRI subsidiaries and a number of other participants in the Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) power
market. The plaintiff, a retail electricity provider with the ERCOT market, alleged that the defendants conspired to illegally fix and
artificially increase the price of electricity in violation of state and federal antitrust laws and committed fraud and negligent
misrepresentation. The lawsuit sought damages in excess of $500 million, exemplary damages, treble damages, interest, costs of suit
and attorneys’ fees. The plaintiff’s principal allegations had previously been investigated by the Texas Utility Commission and found
to be without merit. In June 2004, the federal court dismissed the plaintiff’s claims and in July 2004, the plaintiff filed a notice of
appeal. The Company is vigorously contesting the appeal. The ultimate outcome of this matter cannot be predicted at this time.

In February 2005, Utility Choice Electric filed in federal court in Houston, Texas a lawsuit against the Company, CenterPoint
Houston, CenterPoint Energy Gas Services, Inc., CenterPoint Energy Alternative Fuels, Inc., Genco LP and a number of other
participants in the ERCOT power market. The plaintiff, a retail electricity provider with the ERCOT market, alleged that the
defendants conspired to illegally fix and artificially increase the price of electricity in violation of state and federal antitrust laws,
intentionally interfered with prospective business relationships and contracts, and committed fraud and negligent misrepresentation.
The plaintiff’s principal allegations had previously been investigated by the Texas Utility Commission and found to be without merit.
The Company intends to vigorously defend the case. The ultimate outcome of this matter cannot be predicted at this time.

Municipal Franchise Fee Lawsuits. In February 1996, the cities of Wharton, Galveston and Pasadena (Three Cities) filed suit in
state district court in Harris County, Texas for themselves and a proposed class of all similarly situated cities in Reliant Energy’s
electric service area, against Reliant Energy and Houston Industries Finance, Inc. (formerly a wholly owned subsidiary of the
Company’s predecessor, Reliant Energy) alleging underpayment of municipal franchise fees. The plaintiffs claimed that they were
entitled to 4% of all receipts of any kind for business conducted within these cities over the previous four decades. After a jury trial
involving the Three Cities’ claims (but not the class of cities), the trial court entered a judgment on the Three Cities’ breach of contract
claims for $1.7 million, including interest, plus an award of $13.7 million in legal fees. It also decertified the class. Following this
ruling, 45 cities filed individual suits against Reliant Energy in the District Court of Harris County.

On February 27, 2003, a state court of appeals in Houston rendered an opinion reversing the judgment against the Company and

rendering judgment that the Three Cities take nothing by their claims. The court of appeals held that all of the Three Cities’ claims
were barred by the jury’s finding of laches, a defense similar to the statute of limitations, due to the Three Cities’ having unreasonably
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delayed bringing their claims during the more than 30 years since the alleged wrongs began. The court also held that the Three Cities
were not entitled to recover any attorneys’ fees. The Three Cities filed a petition for review to the Texas Supreme Court, which
declined to hear the case. Thus, the Three Cities’ claims have been finally resolved in the Company’s favor, but the individual claims
of the 45 cities remain pending in the same court.

Natural Gas Measurement Lawsuits. CERC Corp. and certain of its subsidiaries are defendants in a suit filed in 1997 under the
Federal False Claims Act alleging mismeasurement of natural gas produced from federal and Indian lands. The suit seeks undisclosed
damages, along with statutory penalties, interest, costs, and fees. The complaint is part of a larger series of complaints filed against 77
natural gas pipelines and their subsidiaries and affiliates. An earlier single action making substantially similar allegations against the
pipelines was dismissed by the federal district court for the District of Columbia on grounds of improper joinder and lack of
jurisdiction. As a result, the various individual complaints were filed in numerous courts throughout the country. This case has been
consolidated, together with the other similar False Claims Act cases, in the federal district court in Cheyenne, Wyoming.

In addition, CERC Corp. and certain of its subsidiaries are defendants in two mismeasurement lawsuits brought against
approximately 245 pipeline companies and their affiliates pending in state court in Stevens County, Kansas. In one case (originally
filed in May 1999 and amended four times), the plaintiffs purport to represent a class of royalty owners who allege that the defendants
have engaged in systematic mismeasurement of the volume of natural gas for more than 25 years. The plaintiffs amended their petition
in this suit in July 2003 in response to an order from the judge denying certification of the plaintiffs’ alleged class. In the amendment
the plaintiffs dismissed their claims against certain defendants (including two CERC subsidiaries), limited the scope of the class of
plaintiffs they purport to represent and eliminated previously asserted claims based on mismeasurement of the Btu content of the gas.
The same plaintiffs then filed a second lawsuit, again as representatives of a class of royalty owners, in which they assert their claims
that the defendants have engaged in systematic mismeasurement of the Btu content of natural gas for more than 25 years. In both
lawsuits, the plaintiffs seek compensatory damages, along with statutory penalties, treble damages, interest, costs and fees. CERC and
its subsidiaries believe that there has been no systematic mismeasurement of gas and that the suits are without merit. CERC does not
expect that the ultimate outcome will have a material impact on the financial condition or results of operations of either the Company
or CERC.

Gas Cost Recovery Litigation. In October 2002, a suit was filed in state district court in Wharton County, Texas against the
Company, CERC, Entex Gas Marketing Company, and certain non-affiliated companies alleging fraud, violations of the Texas
Deceptive Trade Practices Act, violations of the Texas Utilities Code, civil conspiracy and violations of the Texas Free Enterprise and
Antitrust Act with respect to rates charged to certain consumers of natural gas in the State of Texas. Subsequently the plaintiffs added
as defendants CenterPoint Energy Marketing Inc., CenterPoint Energy Gas Transmission Company, United Gas, Inc., Louisiana Unit
Gas Transmission Company, CenterPoint Energy Pipeline Services, Inc., and CenterPoint Energy Trading and Transportation Group,
Inc. The plaintiffs allege that defendants inflated the prices charged to certain consumers of natural gas. In February 2003, a similar
suit was filed in state court in Caddo Parish, Louisiana against CERC with respect to rates charged to a purported class of certain
consumers of natural gas and gas service in the State of Louisiana. In February 2004, another suit was filed in state court in Calcasieu
Parish, Louisiana against CERC seeking to recover alleged overcharges for gas or gas services allegedly provided by Southern Gas
Operations to a purported class of certain consumers of natural gas and gas service without advance approval by the LPSC. In October
2004, a similar case was filed in district court in Miller County, Arkansas against the Company, CERC, Entex Gas Marketing
Company, CenterPoint Energy Gas Transmission Company, CenterPoint Energy Field Services, CenterPoint Energy Pipeline
Services, Inc., Mississippi River Transmission Corp. and other non-affiliated companies alleging fraud, unjust enrichment and civil
conspiracy with respect to rates charged to certain consumers of natural gas in at least the states of Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Oklahoma and Texas. At the time of the filing of each of the Caddo and Calcasieu Parish cases, the plaintiffs in those cases filed
petitions with the LPSC relating to the same alleged rate overcharges. The Caddo and Calcasieu Parish cases have been stayed
pending the resolution of the respective proceedings by the LPSC. The plaintiffs in the Miller County case seek class certification, but
the proposed class has not been certified. In November 2004, the Miller County case was removed to federal district court in
Texarkana, Arkansas. In February 2005, the Wharton County case was removed to federal district court in Houston, Texas, and in
March 2005, the plaintiffs in the Wharton County case moved to dismiss the case and agreed not to refile the claims asserted unless
the Miller County case is not certified as a class action or is later decertified. The range of relief sought by the plaintiffs in these cases
includes injunctive and declaratory relief, restitution for the alleged overcharges, exemplary damages or trebling of actual damages,
civil penalties and attorney’s fees. In these cases, the Company, CERC and their affiliates deny that they have overcharged any of their
customers for natural gas and believe that the amounts recovered for purchased gas have been in accordance with what is permitted by
state regulatory authorities. The Company and CERC do not anticipate that the outcome of these matters will have a material impact
on the financial condition or results of operations of either the Company or CERC.

68



Texas Genco Shareholder Litigation. On July 23, 2004, two plaintiffs, both Texas Genco shareholders, filed virtually identical
lawsuits in Harris County, Texas district court. These suits, purportedly brought on behalf of holders of Texas Genco common stock,
name Texas Genco and each of that company’s directors as defendants. Both plaintiffs allege, among other things, self-dealing and
breach of fiduciary duty by the defendants in entering into the July 2004 agreement to sell Texas Genco. As part of their allegations of
self- dealing, both plaintiffs claim that the board of directors of Texas Genco is controlled by CenterPoint Energy, that the defendants
improperly concealed results of Texas Genco’s results of operations for the second quarter of 2004 until after the transaction
agreement was announced and that, in order to aid CenterPoint Energy, the Texas Genco board only searched for acquirers who would
offer all-cash consideration. Plaintiffs seek to enjoin the transaction or, alternatively, rescind the transaction and/or recover damages in
the event that the transaction is consummated. In August 2004, the cases were consolidated in state district court in Harris County,
Texas. Although the defendants continue to deny liability, in February 2005, all parties entered into a Memorandum of Understanding
to settle the lawsuit based upon supplemental disclosures made by Texas Genco and the extension of the deadline for the exercise of
shareholder dissenters’ rights. The settlement is subject to the parties’ preparation of a stipulation of settlement and court approval of
the settlement.

Environmental Matters

Hydrocarbon Contamination. CERC Corp. and certain of its subsidiaries are among the defendants in lawsuits filed beginning in
August 2001 in Caddo Parish and Bossier Parish, Louisiana. The suits allege that, at some unspecified date prior to 1985, the
defendants allowed or caused hydrocarbon or chemical contamination of the Wilcox Aquifer, which lies beneath property owned or
leased by certain of the defendants and which is the sole or primary drinking water aquifer in the area. The primary source of the
contamination is alleged by the plaintiffs to be a gas processing facility in Haughton, Bossier Parish, Louisiana known as the “Sligo
Facility,” which was formerly operated by a predecessor in interest of CERC Corp. This facility was purportedly used for gathering
natural gas from surrounding wells, separating gasoline and hydrocarbons from the natural gas for marketing, and transmission of
natural gas for distribution.

Beginning about 1985, the predecessors of certain CERC Corp. defendants engaged in a voluntary remediation of any subsurface
contamination of the groundwater below the property they owned or leased. This work has been done in conjunction with and under
the direction of the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality. The plaintiffs seek monetary damages for alleged damage to the
aquifer underlying their property, unspecified alleged personal injuries, alleged fear of cancer, alleged property damage or diminution
of value of their property, and, in addition, seek damages for trespass, punitive, and exemplary damages. The Company believes the
ultimate cost associated with resolving this matter will not have a material impact on the financial condition or results of operations of
either the Company or CERC.

Manufactured Gas Plant Sites. CERC and its predecessors operated manufactured gas plants (MGP) in the past. In Minnesota,
CERC has completed remediation on two sites, other than ongoing monitoring and water treatment. There are five remaining sites in
CERC’s Minnesota service territory. CERC believes that it has no liability with respect to two of these sites.

At December 31, 2004, CERC had accrued $18 million for remediation of certain Minnesota sites. At December 31, 2004, the
estimated range of possible remediation costs for these sites was $7 million to $42 million based on remediation continuing for 30 to
50 years. The cost estimates are based on studies of a site or industry average costs for remediation of sites of similar size. The actual
remediation costs will be dependent upon the number of sites to be remediated, the participation of other potentially responsible
parties (PRP), if any, and the remediation methods used. CERC has utilized an environmental expense tracker mechanism in its rates
in Minnesota to recover estimated costs in excess of insurance recovery. As of December 31, 2004, CERC has collected or accrued
$13 million from insurance companies and ratepayers to be used for future environmental remediation.

In addition to the Minnesota sites, the United States Environmental Protection Agency and other regulators have investigated MGP
sites that were owned or operated by CERC or may have been owned by one of its former affiliates. CERC has not been named by
these agencies as a PRP for any of those sites. CERC has been named as a defendant in lawsuits under which contribution is sought
for the cost to remediate former MGP sites based on the previous ownership of such sites by former affiliates of CERC or its divisions.
The Company is investigating details regarding these sites and the range of environmental expenditures for potential remediation.
However, CERC believes it is not liable as a former owner or operator of those sites under the Comprehensive Environmental,
Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, and applicable state statutes, and is vigorously contesting those suits.

Mercury Contamination. The Company’s pipeline and distribution operations have in the past employed elemental mercury in

measuring and regulating equipment. It is possible that small amounts of mercury may have been spilled in the course of normal
maintenance and replacement operations and that these spills may have contaminated the immediate area with elemental mercury.
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This type of contamination has been found by the Company at some sites in the past, and the Company has conducted remediation at
these sites. It is possible that other contaminated sites may exist and that remediation costs may be incurred for these sites. Although
the total amount of these costs cannot be known at this time, based on experience by the Company and that of others in the natural gas
industry to date and on the current regulations regarding remediation of these sites, the Company believes that the costs of any
remediation of these sites will not be material to the Company’s financial condition, results of operations or cash flows.

Asbestos. A number of facilities owned by the Company contain significant amounts of asbestos insulation and other asbestos-
containing materials. The Company or its subsidiaries have been named, along with numerous others, as a defendant in lawsuits filed
by a large number of individuals who claim injury due to exposure to ashestos. Most claimants in such litigation have been workers
who participated in construction of various industrial facilities, including power plants. Some of the claimants have worked at
locations owned by the Company, but most existing claims relate to facilities previously owned by the Company but currently owned
by Texas Genco LLC. The Company anticipates that additional claims like those received may be asserted in the future. Under the
terms of the separation agreement between the Company and Texas Genco, ultimate financial responsibility for uninsured losses
relating to these claims has been assumed by Texas Genco, but under the terms of its agreement to sell Texas Genco to Texas Genco
LLC, the Company has agreed to continue to defend such claims to the extent they are covered by insurance maintained by the
Company, subject to reimbursement of the costs of such defense from Texas Genco LLC. Although their ultimate outcome cannot be
predicted at this time, the Company intends to continue vigorously contesting claims that it does not consider to have merit and does
not believe, based on its experience to date, that these matters, either individually or in the aggregate, will have a material adverse
effect on the Company’s financial condition, results of operations or cash flows.

Other Environmental. From time to time the Company has received notices from regulatory authorities or others regarding its
status as a PRP in connection with sites found to require remediation due to the presence of environmental contaminants. In addition,
the Company has been named from time to time as a defendant in litigation related to such sites. Although the ultimate outcome of
such matters cannot be predicted at this time, the Company does not believe, based on its experience to date, that these matters, either
individually or in the aggregate, will have a material adverse effect on the Company’s financial condition, results of operations or cash
flows.

Other Proceedings

The Company is involved in other legal, environmental, tax and regulatory proceedings before various courts, regulatory
commissions and governmental agencies regarding matters arising in the ordinary course of business. Some of these proceedings
involve substantial amounts. The Company’s management regularly analyzes current information and, as necessary, provides accruals
for probable liabilities on the eventual disposition of these matters. The Company’s management believes that the disposition of these
matters will not have a material adverse effect on the Company’s financial condition, results of operations or cash flows.

Texas Genco Matters

Nuclear Insurance. Texas Genco and the other owners of the South Texas Project maintain nuclear property and nuclear liability
insurance coverage as required by law and periodically review available limits and coverage for additional protection. The owners of
the South Texas Project currently maintain $2.75 billion in property damage insurance coverage, which is above the legally required
minimum, but is less than the total amount of insurance currently available for such losses.

Under the Price Anderson Act, the maximum liability to the public of owners of nuclear power plants was $10.8 billion as of
December 31, 2004. Owners are required under the Price Anderson Act to insure their liability for nuclear incidents and protective
evacuations. Texas Genco and the other owners currently maintain the required nuclear liability insurance and participate in the
industry retrospective rating plan under which the owners of the South Texas Project are subject to maximum retrospective
assessments in the aggregate per incident of up to $100.6 million per reactor. The owners are jointly and severally liable at a rate not
to exceed $10 million per reactor per year per incident.

There can be no assurance that all potential losses or liabilities associated with the South Texas Project will be insurable, or that
the amount of insurance will be sufficient to cover them. Any substantial losses not covered by insurance would have a material effect
on Texas Genco’s financial condition, results of operations and cash flows.

Nuclear Decommissioning. CenterPoint Houston, as collection agent for the nuclear decommissioning charge assessed on its

transmission and distribution customers, contributed $2.9 million in 2004 to trusts established to fund Texas Genco’s share of the
decommissioning costs for the South Texas Project, and expects to contribute $2.9 million in 2005. There are various investment
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restrictions imposed upon Texas Genco by the Texas Utility Commission and the NRC relating to Texas Genco’s nuclear
decommissioning trusts. Texas Genco and CenterPoint Houston have each appointed two members to the Nuclear Decommissioning
Trust Investment Committee which establishes the investment policy of the trusts and oversees the investment of the trusts’ assets.
The securities held by the trusts for decommissioning costs had an estimated fair value of $216 million as of December 31, 2004, of
which approximately 36% were fixed-rate debt securities and the remaining 64% were equity securities. In May 2004, an outside
consultant estimated Texas Genco’s portion of decommissioning costs to be approximately $456 million. While the funding levels
currently exceed minimum NRC requirements, no assurance can be given that the amounts held in trust will be adequate to cover the
actual decommissioning costs of the South Texas Project. Such costs may vary because of changes in the assumed date of
decommissioning and changes in regulatory requirements, technology and costs of labor, materials and equipment. Pursuant to the
Texas electric restructuring law, costs associated with nuclear decommissioning that were not recovered as of January 1, 2002, will
continue to be subject to cost-of-service rate regulation and will be charged to transmission and distribution customers of CenterPoint
Houston or its successor.

(12) Estimated Fair Value of Financial Instruments

The fair values of cash and cash equivalents, investments in debt and equity securities classified as “available-for-sale” and
“trading” in accordance with SFAS No. 115, and short-term borrowings are estimated to be approximately equivalent to carrying
amounts and have been excluded from the table below. The fair values of non-trading derivative assets and liabilities are equivalent to
their carrying amounts in the Consolidated Balance Sheets at December 31, 2003 and 2004 and have been determined using quoted
market prices for the same or similar instruments when available or other estimation techniques (see Note 5). Therefore, these
financial instruments are stated at fair value and are excluded from the table below.

December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
Carrying Fair Carrying Fair
Amount Value Amount Value
(In millions)
Financial liabilities:
Long-term debt (excluding capital I8aSES) .......cc.covveererirerieiiseieie e $ 10,820 $ 11,325 $ 8913 $ 9,601
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(13) Earnings Per Share

The following table reconciles numerators and denominators of the Company’s basic and diluted earnings per share (EPS)
calculations:

For the Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In millions, except per share and share
amounts)
Basic EPS calculation:
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary 1oss.......................... $ 482 % 409 $ 205
Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net of taXx .........ccccoevvviiiienenne (4,402) 75 (133)
Extraordinary 10Ss, Net OF taX ......ccoeiiiiiiiiie e — — (977)
NEL INCOME (J0SS) ....vvevvieeeeieie ettt ettt ee sttt r s e e s ss sttt sarena $ (3.920) $ 484 3 (905)
Weighted average shares outstanding .........ccccceoveveienesisiecicie e 297,997,000 303,867,000 307,185,000
Basic EPS:
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary 10ss............ccccvevveee. $ 162 $ 135 % 0.67
Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net of taX .........ccccevevvrcvecnnenn, (14.78) 0.24 (0.43)
Extraordinary 10SS, Nt OF 18X .....ccooeivieiiiiieciecee e — — (3.18)
NEL TNCOME (0SS) +..vveverieteiteiete ettt $ (13.16) $ 159 ¢ (2.94)
Diluted EPS calculation:
NEt INCOME (J0SS) ....vvveriririiieieie ettt bbb bbbt $ (3,920) $ 484 3 (905)
Plus: Income impact of assumed conversions:
Interest on 3 1/4% contingently convertible senior notes...........c.ccoccvvvrerienee — 9 14
Interest on 6 1/4% convertible trust preferred securities ..........cccocevvvevennnnne. — — —
Total earnings effect assuming dilution ..........ccccccoviiiiiiicccce e $ (3,920) $ 493 $ (891)
Weighted average shares outstanding .........c.cccevveveveiesisiecieie e 297,997,000 303,867,000 307,185,000
Plus: Incremental shares from assumed conversions(1) Stock options............. 846,000 851,000 1,203,000
RESFCIEA SLOCK ...ttt 784,000 1,484,000 1,447,000
3 1/4% convertible SENIOr NOTES.......c.vcvviieirieice e — 30,745,000 49,655,000
6 1/4% convertible trust preferred SECUNtIES........covireirinerccee 17,000 18,000 16,000
Weighted average shares assuming dilution ............ccccocveiiineininennienee, 299,644,000 336,965,000 359,506,000
Diluted EPS:
Income from continuing operations before extraordinary 10ss.........c....ccceevienes $ 161 $ 124 $ 0.61
Income (loss) from discontinued operations, net of tax .........ccccevereiiicneninn (14.69) 0.22 (0.37)
Extraordinary 10SS, Net O 1aX ......c.ooeiiiiiiiiieeece e — — (2.72)
NEE INCOME (J0SS) ...vivvvereiieetee ettt sttt st er bt eseaens $ (13.08) $ 146 $ (2.48)

(1) Options to purchase 9,709,272, 10,106,673 and 11,892,508 shares were outstanding for the years ended December 31, 2002, 2003
and 2004, respectively, but were not included in the computation of diluted EPS because the options’ exercise price was greater
than the average market price of the common shares for the respective years.

The Company’s $575 million contingently convertible notes are included in the calculation of diluted earnings per share pursuant
to EITF 04-8. The Company’s $255 million contingently convertible notes are not included in the calculation of diluted earnings per
share because the terms of this debt instrument were modified prior to December 31, 2004 to provide for only cash settlement of the
principal amount upon conversion as required by EITF 04-8. Diluted earnings per share for 2003 has been restated for the adoption of
EITF 04-8 effective December 31, 2004. See Note 2(n) for further discussion of the Company’s adoption of EITF 04-8.

(14) Unaudited Quarterly Information

As discussed in Note 17, the unaudited quarterly financial data for the interim periods ended March 31, 2004, June 30, 2004,
September 30, 2004 and December 31, 2004 have been restated from amounts previously reported.

The consolidated financial statements have been prepared to reflect the effect of the RRI Distribution, the sale of the Company’s
remaining Latin America operations, the sale of CEMS and the sale of Texas Genco as described in Note 3. Accordingly, the
consolidated financial statements present the RRI and Texas Genco businesses and the Company’s Latin America and CEMS
operations as discontinued operations, in accordance with SFAS No. 144,
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Summarized quarterly financial data for the years ended December 31, 2003 and 2004 is as follows:

Year Ended December 31, 2003

First Second Third Fourth
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
(In millions, except per share amounts)
REVENUES ...ttt sttt sttt $ 2548 $ 1517 ¢ 1608 $ 2,117
OPErating INCOME .....c.cciieiiiesieiereeie et sre s sresre e eneas 369 290 418 278
Income from continuing OPErations ...........ccoceevvveeeeieeresesesese e 122 93 147 47
Discontinued operations, Net Of taX..........ccccvivvivrveieeicre e 47 (30) 35 23
NEE INCOME ..viicteiiietee et nea $ 169 $ 63 $ 182 $ 70
Basic earnings per share:(1)
Income from continuing OPErationS............covvvvverveieererereeeerererenenn, $ 040 $ 031 $ 048 $ 015
Discontinued operations, Net Of taX.........ccccvevvivvieiieiniere s 0.16 (0.10) 0.12 0.08
NEL INCOME ...ttt be s $ 056 $ 021 $ 060 $ 0.23
Diluted earnings per share:(1)
Income from continuing OPEerations............coovevvvevevevevcreeeereieseenane, $ 040 $ 029 $ 042 $ 014
Discontinued operations, NEt Of taX........ccccccveviivieiirsieeiere e 0.16 (0.09) 0.10 0.07
NELINCOME ...t $ 056 $ 020 $ 052 $ 0.21
Year Ended December 31, 2004
First Second Third Fourth
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter
(In millions, except per share amounts)
REVENUES ...ttt ettt sttt $ 2402 $ 1593 $ 1567 $ 2,437
OPErating INCOME .....c.oivieiireieeiereee e s se e see e e e aneas 240 186 207 231
Income (loss) from continuing Operations...........ccceveveverereseernne 29 3) 17 162
Discontinued operations, Net Of taX..........ccccvvvviveeeieerene s 45 60 (259) 21
Extraordinary 10ss, Net of taX ......ccoovvviviiiiiinise e — — (894) (83)
NEE INCOME (0SS) ..vverieeeenirieieisieie ettt $ 74 $ 57 $(1,136) $ 100
Basic earnings (loss) per share:(1)
Income (loss) from continuing OPerations............c.ccceeveveveverccenenen. $ 009 $ (001) $ 005 $ 053
Discontinued operations, Net Of taX.........ccccoververieninieiene e 0.15 0.20 (0.84) 0.07
Extraordinary 10Ss, Net of taX.......cocevviiniiiiiiiieeee e — — (2.90) (0.27)
NEL INCOME (10SS) ...vviveveieeeeetceeete ettt $ 024 $ 019 $(3.69 $ 0.33
Diluted earnings (loss) per share:(1)
Income (loss) from continuing OPerations.............c.ccceveveveeevsveenanas $ 009 $ (001) $ 005 $ 046
Discontinued operations, Net Of taX........cccccevevvivvivsireiesene s 0.13 0.20 (0.83) 0.06
Extraordinary 10ss, Net of taX......ccccvvevivierieinsnse s — — (2.88) (0.23)
NEL INCOME (10SS) ...vviveiireeieetceeeee ettt $ 022 $ 019 $(3.66) $ 0.29

(1) Quarterly earnings per common share are based on the weighted average number of shares outstanding during the quarter, and the
sum of the quarters may not equal annual earnings per common share. The Company’s $575 million contingently convertible
notes are not included in the calculation of diluted earnings per share during the first three quarters of 2004 as they were anti-
dilutive due to lower income from continuing operations in these periods. However, the $575 million contingently convertible
notes are included in the calculation of diluted earnings per share for the fourth quarter of 2004 and the year ended December 31,
2004 as they are dilutive.

(15) Reportable Business Segments

The Company’s determination of reportable business segments considers the strategic operating units under which the Company
manages sales, allocates resources and assesses performance of various products and services to wholesale or retail customers in
differing regulatory environments. The accounting policies of the business segments are the same as those described in the summary
of significant accounting policies except that some executive benefit costs have not been allocated to business segments.

The Company’s reportable business segments include the following: Electric Transmission & Distribution, Natural Gas
Distribution, Pipelines and Gathering and Other Operations. The electric transmission and distribution function (CenterPoint Houston)
is reported in the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment. Natural Gas Distribution consists of intrastate natural gas
sales to, and natural gas transportation and distribution for, residential, commercial, industrial and institutional customers and non-rate
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regulated retail gas marketing operations for commercial and industrial customers. Pipelines and Gathering includes the interstate
natural gas pipeline operations and the natural gas gathering and pipeline services businesses. Other Operations consists primarily of
other corporate operations which support all of the Company’s business operations. Reportable business segments presented herein do
not include the operations of RRI which are presented as discontinued operations within these consolidated financial statements. The
Company’s Latin America operations and its energy management services business, which were previously reported in the Other
Operations business segment, are presented as discontinued operations within these consolidated financial statements. Additionally,
the Company’s generation operations, which were previously reported in the Electric Generation business segment, are presented as
discontinued operations within these consolidated financial statements.

Long-lived assets include net property, plant and equipment, net goodwill and other intangibles and equity investments in
unconsolidated subsidiaries. The Company accounts for intersegment sales as if the sales were to third parties, that is, at current
market prices.

Financial data for business segments and products and services are as follows:

Electric Natural Pipelines

Transmission & Gas And Other Discontinued  Reconciling
Distribution Distribution _Gathering Operations _Operations  Eliminations Consolidated
(In millions)

As of and for the year ended

December 31, 2002:
Revenues from external customers(l)..... $ 2,222(2) $3,953(3) $ 255(4) $ 8 $ — $ — $ 6,438
Intersegment revenues...........ocecvevevennane. — 7 119 22 — (148) —
Depreciation and amortization ................ 271 126 41 20 — — 458
Operating income (l0SS) ......ccevvevreeennnns 1,096 198 153 @) — — 1,440
Total 8SSELS ..o 9,321 4,428 2,500 1,345 4,594 (1,553) 20,635
Expenditures for long-lived assets........... 261 196 70 39 258 — 824
As of and for the year ended

December 31, 2003:
Revenues from external customers(l)..... $ 2,124(2) $5406(3) $ 2444) $ 16 $ — $ — $ 7,790
Intersegment revVenues...........cccovevereeenen. — 29 163 12 — (204) —
Depreciation and amortization ................ 270 136 40 20 — — 466
Operating income (10SS) ......covevevrvnenncns 1,020 202 158 (25) — — 1,355
Total @SSELS....ovvvieereeeeereeee e 10,387 4,661 2,519 1,746 4,244 (2,096) 21,461
Expenditures for long-lived assets........... 218 199 66 14 162 — 659
As of and for the year ended

December 31, 2004:
Revenues from external customers.......... $ 1,521(2) $6,170(3) $ 306(4) $ 2 $ — $ — $ 7,999
Intersegment revenues...........cceoveveeennane. — 3 145 5 — (153) —
Depreciation and amortization ................ 284 143 44 19 — — 490
Operating income (l0SS) .......ccevvvrerernns 494 222 180 (32) — — 864
Total 8SSELS ..o 8,783 4,732 2,637 2,794(5) 1,565 (2,415) 18,096
Expenditures for long-lived assets........... 235 197 73 25 74 — 604

(1) Revenues from external customers for the Electric Transmission & Distribution business segment include ECOM revenues of
$697 million and $661 million for 2002 and 2003, respectively.

(2) Sales to subsidiaries of RRI in 2002, 2003 and 2004 represented approximately $820 million, $948 million and $882 million,
respectively, of CenterPoint Houston’s transmission and distribution revenues. RRI has been presented as discontinued operations
in these consolidated financial statements.

(3) Sales to Texas Genco in 2002, 2003 and 2004 represented approximately $26 million, $28 million and $20 million, respectively,
of the Natural Gas Distribution business segment’s revenues from external customers. Texas Genco has been presented as
discontinued operations in these consolidated financial statements.

(4) Sales to Texas Genco in 2002, 2003 and 2004 represented approximately $2 million, $3 million and $2 million, respectively, of

the Pipelines and Gathering business segment’s revenues from external customers. Texas Genco has been presented as
discontinued operations in these consolidated financial statements.
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(5) Included in total assets of Other Operations as of December 31, 2004 is a pension asset of $610 million. See Note 9 for further
discussion.

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003 2004
(In millions)

Revenues by Products and Services:
EIECLNC ABIIVEIY SAIES ...ttt sttt b bt e b se b e s enesbenens $ 1525 $ 1,463 $ 1,521
ECOIM FBVEINUE ..ottt sttt h bbbt h e et bt b e bt bRt e b e e e bt ab e bt s bt e b e e nennenrenns 697 661 —
] =T 0 ST LTSS 3,858 5,311 6,072
GAS TTANSPONT ...ttt bbbt e bRt R E e bt e e bRt E R b bt n e nn e er s 255 244 306
ENErgy ProdUCES QNG SEIVICES. ......c.eiiiiriiietiit ettt ettt ettt ettt sttt beneenes 103 111 100

10 | PRSPPSO $ 6438 $ 7,790 $ 7,999

(16) Subsequent Event

On January 26, 2005, the Company’s board of directors declared a dividend of $0.10 per share of common stock payable on March
10, 2005 to shareholders of record as of the close of business on February 16, 2005. On March 3, 2005, the Company’s board of
directors declared a dividend of $0.10 per share of common stock payable on March 31, 2005 to shareholders of record as of the close
of business on March 16, 2005. This additional first quarter dividend was declared in lieu of the regular second quarter dividend to
address technical restrictions that might limit the Company’s ability to pay a regular dividend during the second quarter of 2005. Due
to the limitations imposed under the 1935 Act, the Company may declare and pay dividends only from earnings in the specific quarter
in which the dividend is paid, absent specific authorization from the Securities and Exchange Commission. As a result of the seasonal
nature of the Company’s utility businesses, the second quarter historically provides the smallest contribution to the Company’s annual
earnings, while the first quarter generally provides a significant contribution to the Company’s annual earnings.

(17) Restatement

Subsequent to the issuance of the Company’s consolidated financial statements for the year ended December 31, 2004,
CenterPoint Energy determined that, during 2004, certain transactions involving purchases and sales of natural gas among divisions
within its Natural Gas Distribution segment were not properly eliminated in the consolidated financial statements. Consequently,
revenues and natural gas expenses during 2004 were each overstated by approximately $511 million. As a result, the accompanying
2004 consolidated financial statements have been restated from the amounts previously reported to reflect the elimination of
interdivision purchases and sales of natural gas. There was no effect on the Company’s previously reported operating income, net
income, earnings per share or net cash flows for 2004 for this item.

The Company also determined that it should not have presented the cash flows associated with discontinued operations as a single
line item in its 2002, 2003 and 2004 Statements of Consolidated Cash Flows. As a result, the accompanying Statements of
Consolidated Cash Flows have been restated from the amounts previously reported to reflect the cash flows of discontinued operations
within the respective categories of operating, investing and financing activities. This restatement did not affect the Company’s total
net change in cash and cash equivalents.
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A summary of the significant effects of the restatements is as follows:

Statements of Consolidated Operations:
Revenues
Expenses: Natural gas
Total expenses

Consolidated Balance Sheets:
Accounts receivable, net
Total current assets...............
Total asSets .......covevvvevvcvirerinnen.
Accounts payable
Total current liabilities
Total liabilities and shareholders’ equity

Year Ended December 31,

Year Ended December 31, 2004

As Previously

As Restated Reported
(in millions)
$ 7,999 $ 8,510
5,013 5,524
7,135 7,646

As of December 31, 2004

As Previously

Year Ended December 31,

As Restated Reported
(in millions)
$ 674 $ 742
2,771 2,837
18,096 18,162
802 868
5121 5,187
18,096 18,162

Year Ended December 31,

2002 2003
As As Previously As As Previously As
Restated Reported Restated Reported Restated
(in millions)
Statements of Consolidated Cash Flows:
Operating activities:
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities of
discontinued OPerations..............coereerneeeeneerneeeennenns $ (120) $ — 245 3% — 355
Net cash provided by operating activities............c.cocoveenne. 335 455 894 650 736
Investing activities:
Funds held for purchase of additional interest in South
TEXAS PrOJECE....veiiiirieeeieicicri e — — — — (191)
Capital expenditures...........cooveeeccnriennnennenns (824) (566) (659) (496) (604)
Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities... (772) (513) (661) (504) 1,466
Financing activities:
Payment of common stock dividends by subsidiary............. — — (15) — (15)
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities 723 723 (450) (434) (2,124)
Net cash provided by (used in) discontinued operations.......... — (379) — 72 —
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2004

As Previously
Reported

381

(530)
1,709

(2,107)
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Item 9A. Controls and Procedures
Disclosure Controls And Procedures

In accordance with Exchange Act Rules 13a-15 and 15d-15, we have re-evaluated, under the supervision and with the
participation of management, including our principal executive officer and principal financial officer, the effectiveness of our
disclosure controls and procedures (as such term is defined in Rule 13(a)-15(e) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended) as of the end of the period covered by this report. Based on that evaluation, our principal executive officer and principal
financial officer concluded that, solely because of the material weakness described below, our disclosure controls and procedures were
not effective as of December 31, 2004. This conclusion is different than the conclusion disclosed in the original filing of our Annual
Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2004 in which management concluded that our disclosure controls and
procedures were effective. As a result of the material weakness described below, which was identified subsequent to the original
filing of our Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2004, management has re-evaluated the
effectiveness of our disclosure controls and procedures.

We determined that, during 2004, certain transactions involving purchases and sales of natural gas among divisions within our
Natural Gas Distribution segment were not properly eliminated in the consolidated financial statements. Consequently, revenues and
natural gas expenses during 2004 were each overstated by approximately $511 million and management concluded that a restatement
of the 2004 consolidated financial statements was necessary to correct this error. Subsequent to the period covered by this report, in
connection with the discovery of the error described above and the conclusion that we had a material weakness in our internal control
over financial reporting related to ineffective controls over the process of eliminating certain interdivision purchases and sales of
natural gas within our Natural Gas Distribution segment in the consolidation process, we improved procedures related to the recording
and reporting of purchases and sales of natural gas, including increased review and approval controls by senior financial personnel
over the personnel that will prepare the accruals and enhanced analysis of the recorded activity, including ensuring that intercompany
activity is properly eliminated in consolidation.

“Management’s Annual Report on Internal Control over Financial Reporting (as revised)” appears on page 28 of this Annual
Report on Form 10-K/A. There has been no change in our internal control over financial reporting that occurred during the three
months ended December 31, 2004 that has materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially affect, our internal control over
financial reporting. However, subsequent to the date of filing our original Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended
December 31, 2004, we took the remedial action described above.
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PART IV
Item 15. Exhibits and Financial Statement Schedules

(a) The following documents are filed as part of this Annual Report on Form 10-K/A:

(1) Financial Statements.

The following consolidated financial statements are included at the indicated pages in this Annual Report on Form 10-K/A
and incorporated in this Item 15(a) by reference:

Statements of Consolidated Operations for the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004 (as restated) ........c.cceeevveieeieiennnnns 29
Statements of Consolidated Comprehensive Income for the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004 ........ccccooeiinineicniennnne 30
Consolidated Balance Sheets at December 31, 2004 and 2003 (@S reStated) ........couevveriereririeseseseeeeieesre e sre e e sre e e e esae s 31
Statements of Consolidated Cash Flows for the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004 (as restated) .........cccovevvevvevievierennns 32
Statements of Consolidated Shareholders’ Equity for the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004 ..........cccccevvvviveineieeinennens 33
Notes to Consolidated FINANCIAl StAIEMENTS .......oiiiiiiice bbbt b et sb ettt 34
Report of Independent Registered PUBIIC ACCOUNTING FIMM .....civiiiiieic et ne s 25

(2) Financial Statement Schedules for the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004.

Report of Independent Registered PUblic ACCOUNTING FIMM .......cooiiiiiiiiiie e 79
I — Condensed Financial Information of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (Parent COmMpPany) ........ccooveerieiiereerenenene e sieseeie s 80
I — QUALTYING WVAIUALION ACCOUNTS ...ttt et bbb e bt s et et e sb e s b e sb e eb e ebeebe e b e e e enbesbeebesbeabeabeeneenbeneens 86

The following schedules are omitted because of the absence of the conditions under which they are required or because the
required information is included in the financial statements:

I, 1V and V.

(3) Exhibits.
See Index of Exhibits beginning on page 88.
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT REGISTERED PUBLIC ACCOUNTING FIRM

To the Board of Directors and Shareholders of
CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and Subsidiaries:

We have audited the consolidated financial statements of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and subsidiaries (the Company) as of December 31,
2004 and 2003, and for each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2004, and have issued our report dated March 15,
2005, January 10, 2006, as to the effects of the restatement discussed in Note 17 (which report expresses an unqualified opinion and
includes explanatory paragraphs relating to the Company’s presentation of its electric generating operations as discontinued operations
and the restatement discussed in Note 17 to the consolidated financial statements), and management’s assessment of the effectiveness
of the Company’s internal control over financial reporting as of December 31, 2004, and have issued our report dated March 15, 2005,
January 10, 2006 as to the effects of the material weakness described in management’s report (which report expresses an adverse
opinion on the effectiveness of internal control over financial reporting); such reports are included elsewhere in this Form 10-K/A.
Our audits also included the consolidated financial statement schedules the Company listed in the index at Item 15 (a)(2). These
consolidated financial statement schedules are the responsibility of the Company's management. Our responsibility is to express an
opinion based on our audits. In our opinion, such consolidated financial statement schedules, when considered in relation to the basic
consolidated financial statements taken as a whole, present fairly, in all material respects, the information set forth therein.

DELOITTE & TOUCHE LLP
Houston, Texas

March 15, 2005
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through Ended Ended
December 31, 2002 December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
(In thousands)
Equity Income (Losses) Of SUDSIAIArIES............cevrererererinirirrrsseieeeieeenes $ (4,907) $ 850,394 $ 707,047
Interest Income from SubSIAIAries ..........cccoeviiiie i 29,878 63,266 21,568
Loss on Disposal of SUBSIAIArY..........ccoeiiriiieienee e (4,371,464) — (365,716)
Loss on Indexed Debt SECUNILIES.........ccviieiriiie e (7,964) (96,473) (20,232)
Operation and Maintenance EXPENSES .......ccoveiuerereierierenisieeeeie e (5,793) (12,944) (21,042)
Depreciation and AmMOrtization...........ccccveieiiieieiene s (5,978) (14,029) (311)
Taxes Other than INCOME .......cccociiiiieicce e (6,024) (5,091) (186)
Interest EXpense t0 SUDSIAIANIES .......c.coovvcieviii i (31,198) (93,100) (79,590)
L) T o A oL = S SS (188,027) (393,717) (303,493)
INCOME TaX BENEFit........cviiieiie e 64,916 185,361 134,587
Extraordinary L0ss, NEt Of taX........ccccveverierininninsnsese e — — (977,336)
NEL INCOME (LOSS) .vevvviviieiiiteieeie sttt $ (4,526,561) $ 483,667 $ (904,704)

See CenterPoint

CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.

SCHEDULE | — CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF
CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. (PARENT COMPANY)

STATEMENTS OF OPERATIONS

For the Period

September 1, 2002 For the Year

For the Year

Energy, Inc. and Subsidiaries Notes to Consolidated Financial Statements in Part Il, Item 8
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.

SCHEDULE | — CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF
CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. (PARENT COMPANY)

BALANCE SHEETS
December 31, December 31,
2003 2004
(In thousands)
ASSETS

Current Assets:
Cash and Cash BQUIVAIENES..........cccovieiiieeiceeetetecee ettt bbbt $ 21,617 $ —
Notes receivable — affiliated COMPANIES.........coviiiiiii e s 201,887 125,680
Accounts receivable — affiliated COMPANIES..........cooiiiiiiii e 89,835 29,855
(O1 Lo G TTC) TR 13,675 2,141
TOTAl CUITENE BSSEES ... ittiee ittt ettt ettt e ettt e e et e e s ea e e e s et ae s e s bt e e s s sbbeeesabbassssabaeassabbasssbessesssbenessnbbneesans 327,014 157,676
Property, Plant and EQUIPMENT, NET ..o s 111,533 5,567

Other Assets:

INVESEMENT TN SUDSIAIAITES ...ttt et sb e s st e s sb e s sbe s s b e s ssbesssbassbesans 8,655,214 6,031,696
Notes receivable — affiliated COMPANIES.........coveieiiiiie s 443,090 321,288
ACCUMUIALED AEFEITEA TAX ASSEL.....eiiiviiicriiictie et etee ettt sab e st e s sbe e e sbe e s sbeeesbee s sbeesbesssbessbesans 213,858 —
(@1 TS g FYCY £ 125,115 675,360
T OTAl OTNEE ASSEES ... eeiiiieeie ettt ettt ettt e et e e s ettt e e ettt e e s e e e e st besesasseeessabaeessabbeessabeesssssbeeessrbeeesans 9,437,277 7,028,344
QLI =L AN £SO $ 9,875,824 $ 7,191,587

Current Liabilities:

Notes payable — affiliated COMPANIES.........co.oiiiiiiiiee e e $ 6,018 $ 126,790
Current portion of 1oNg-term deDt...........o i e 119,564 107,065
Indexed debt SECUTTLIES HEIVALIVE ........ccovviiiiieiieisieesie ettt neenes 321,352 341,575
Accounts payable:
AFFIHALEA COMPANIES ....vviviciiiice et e e s b e s te e beere e e et e besbesbesbeetee e enseneenrentas 79,647 36,773
(@11 TSSO URTPRRRPO 13,362 5,267
LI G Lol 0T OO PP RSRURPRSOPRN 594,476 810,699
INEEIESE ACCTUB ...ttt bbbt bbb bbbt b ettt n bbbt ns 41,246 25,660
13T TSRS 32,277 15171
Total CUITent [IADITITIES .....eeeeece ettt seesrenns 1,207,942 1,469,000
Other Liabilities:
Accumulated deferred tax labilIties ..........cooeiiiii e — 432,918
Benefit ODIIgAtIONS ........oeiie bbb e 603,845 54,260
Notes payable — affiliated COMPANIES..........c.oiiiiiiiiiiee e e 1,677,720 1,167,089
13T SO 314,366 97,536
Total NON-CUITENE HADITITIES . ..c.viviieiiciecc e 2,595,931 1,751,803
LONG-TEIM DD ...t b ettt sb e 4,311,394 2,865,282
Shareholders’ Equity:
COMIMON SEOCK ...ttt ettt ettt st b et b e b e et s bt et e b et et s be et nb e st et bns 3,063 3,080
Additional paid-in CAPITALL.......c.cveveieeiere e are s 2,868,416 2,891,335
F Aot ot W g [0 P =T I (=) o] ) SRS (700,033) (1,727,571)
UNEAINEd ESOP SLOCK .....c.eiiiieiiiiiitiiet bbbttt (2,842) —
Accumulated other COMPreneNSIVE 10SS .......ooviiiiiiii s (408,047) (61,342)
Total ShareNOIAErS” EQUILY ........eueiiiiiie bbbt 1,760,557 1,105,502
Total Liabilities and Shareholders” EQUILY ........cccveiiiiiiiinisieie e $ 9875824 $ 7,191,587

See CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and Subsidiaries Notes to Consolidated Financial Statements in Part 11, Item 8
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.

SCHEDULE | — CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION OF
CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC. (PARENT COMPANY)

STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS

For the Period
September 1, 2002

Through For the Year For the Year
December 31, Ended Ended
2002 December 31, 2003 December 31, 2004
(In thousands)
Operating Activities:
NEL INCOME (10SS) ..v.vveririiriririeirieieeeee ettt $ (4,526,561) $ 483,667 $  (904,704)
Loss on disposal of SUDSIAIArY ........c.ccoeiiriiiiiie e 4,371,464 — 365,716
Extraordinary 10Ss, Net Of taX ......ccoviiiiiiiiiiee e — — 977,336
AdJuSted INCOME (I0SS)...c.veveiveieiiiirierisesieese et e et eresre e (155,097) 483,667 438,348
Non-cash items included in net income (loss):
Equity losses (income) of subSidiaries ..........ccccevveveveviiiesnsiecieceseies 4,907 (850,394) (707,047)
Deferred income tax expense (benefit).......c.cccovvvevviiic e (52,117) 65,778 155,405
Depreciation and amortization...........ccocvevveveerenienese s 5,978 14,029 311
Amortization of debt iSSUANCE COSES .......ccvrveiiireiiire e, 32,649 112,046 70,428
Loss on indexed debt SECUNTIES........coceviireiieicere e 7,964 96,473 20,232
Changes in working capital:
Accounts receivable to affiliates, Net........c..ccooeveriniiciiiieee 39,540 89,076 (6,253)
ACCOUNTS PAYADIE. ..o (1,302) 4,493 (1,025)
OLher CUITENT ASSELS .....eeeieeitertestesie ettt bbb (6,571) (3,478) (5,111)
Other current HabilitieS.......cccveovieiieierece e (101,273) (42,631) (290,434)
Common stock dividends received from subsidiaries...........cccccoveninennns 57,645 121,695 177,264
Pension CONtrIBULION ......c.coveiiiiiiie e — (22,700) (476,000)
OBNET ettt (12,681) 95,447 52,836
Net cash provided by (used in) operating activities............ccccovevevesesennnn, (180,358) 163,501 (571,046)
Investing Activities:
Proceeds from sale of TeXas GeNCO .........ccccvreiiiriinineininese s — — 2,231,000
Investment in SUBSIAIANIES .........coverveiericiie e (181,654) 32,832 19,090
Short-term notes receivable from affiliates........c.cccovivvviiiiiviici e (178,127) 290,359 76,207
Long-term notes receivable from affiliates ..., 1,067,280 540,973 191,954
Capital eXpenditures, NEL..........ccviriirieiree e (4,274) (6,596) (5,802)
Net cash provided by investing actiVities..........c.ccocvveriiinicieiene e 703,225 857,568 2,512,449
Financing Activities:
Changes in Short-term DOrTOWINGS .......cvevverieriereie e (21,000) — —
Payments on long-term debt..........ccooeviieiii e (168,558) (6,727,055) (2,093,880)
Proceeds from long-term debt...........cccoviviiviicii i — 5,778,242 —
DEDt ISSUANCE COSES ....cvveviieiesiesie ettt sre s ne e (87,798) (117,641) (730)
Common stock dividends Paid........c..cccovereeriererenin s (48,672) (122,249) (122,881)
Short-term notes payable to affiliates.......c..ccoeverieviviiiiisne e 25,177 (31,274) 120,772
Long-term notes payable to affiliates..........cccccoevvvvviviiecicicrcce e 495 (1,986) 133,699
Net cash used in finanCing aCtiVItieS..........ccocevviriiiiiiiii e (300,356) (1,221,963) (1,963,020)
Net Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Cash Equivalents...............c.......... 222,511 (200,894) (21,617)
Cash and Cash Equivalents at Beginning of Period.............ccc.ccocvvvvvnnnnn. — 222,511 21,617
Cash and Cash Equivalents at End of Period.............ccccccoevvviiiiirieninnns $ 222511 $ 21,617 $ —

See CenterPoint Energy, Inc. and Subsidiaries Notes to Consolidated Financial Statements in Part 11, Item 8
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.
SCHEDULE | — NOTES TO CONDENSED FINANCIAL INFORMATION (PARENT COMPANY)

(1) The condensed parent company financial statements and notes should be read in conjunction with the consolidated financial
statements and notes of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (CenterPoint Energy or the Company) appearing in the Annual Report on Form 10-
K/A. CenterPoint Energy, Inc. is a public utility holding company that became the parent of Reliant Energy, Incorporated (Reliant
Energy) and its subsidiaries on August 31, 2002 as part of a corporate restructuring of Reliant Energy (the Restructuring). CenterPoint
Energy is a registered public utility holding company under the 1935 Act. Prior to the Restructuring, Reliant Energy was a public
utility holding company that was exempt from registration under the 1935 Act. After the Restructuring, an exemption was no longer
available for the corporate structure that the Texas Utility Commission required CenterPoint Energy to adopt under the Texas electric
restructuring law. CenterPoint Energy did not conduct any activities other than those incident to its formation until September 1, 2002.
Accordingly, statements of operations and cash flows would not provide meaningful information and have been omitted for periods
prior to September 1, 2002.

(2) As a registered public utility holding company, the Company and its subsidiaries except Texas Genco Holdings, Inc. (Texas
Genco) are subject to a comprehensive regulatory scheme imposed by the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) in order to
protect customers, investors and the public interest. Although the SEC does not regulate rates and charges under the 1935 Act, it does
regulate the structure, financing, lines of business and internal transactions of public utility holding companies and their system
companies. In order to obtain financing, acquire additional public utility assets or stock, or engage in other significant transactions,
CenterPoint Energy is required to obtain approval from the SEC under the 1935 Act.

The Company received an order from the SEC under the 1935 Act on June 30, 2003 and supplemental orders thereafter relating to
its financing activities and those of its regulated subsidiaries, as well as other matters. The orders are effective until June 30, 2005. As
of December 31, 2004, the orders generally permitted the Company and its regulated subsidiaries to issue securities to refinance
indebtedness outstanding at June 30, 2003, and authorized the Company and its regulated subsidiaries to issue certain incremental
external debt securities and common and preferred stock through June 30, 2005, without prior authorization from the SEC. Further,
the SEC has reserved jurisdiction over the issuance by the Company and its regulated subsidiaries of certain amounts of incremental
external debt securities, so that the Company is required to obtain SEC approval prior to issuing those incremental amounts.

The orders require that if the Company or any of its regulated subsidiaries issues any security that is rated by a nationally
recognized statistical rating organization (NRSRO), the security to be issued must obtain an investment grade rating from at least one
NRSRO and, as a condition to such issuance, all outstanding rated securities of the issuer and of the Company must be rated
investment grade by at least one NRSRO. The orders also contain certain requirements for interest rates, maturities, issuance expenses
and use of proceeds. Under the orders, the Company’s common equity as a percentage of total capitalization must be at least 30%. The
SEC has acknowledged that prior to the monetization of Texas Genco and the securitization of the true-up components, the
Company’s common equity as a percentage of total capitalization is expected to remain less than 30%. In addition, after the
securitization, the Company’s common equity as a percentage of total capitalization, including securitized debt, is expected to be less
than 30%, which the SEC has permitted for other companies.

Effective January 1, 2004, CenterPoint Energy established a service company in order to comply with the 1935 Act. As a result,
certain assets and liabilities of the parent company were transferred to the service company, primarily property, plant and equipment,
pension and other postemployment benefit assets and obligations and related deferred taxes. These transfers have been excluded from
the Statement of Cash Flows for the year ended December 31, 2004 as they represent non-cash transactions.

(3) On September 30, 2002, the Company distributed to its shareholders 240 million shares of Reliant Energy, Inc. (formerly
Reliant Resources, Inc.) (RRI) common stock, which represented the Company’s approximately 83% ownership interest in RRI, by
means of a tax-free spin-off in the form of a dividend. Holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock on the record date received
0.788603 shares of RRI common stock for each share of CenterPoint Energy stock that they owned on the record date. The total value
of the RRI Distribution, after the impairment charge discussed below, was $847 million.

As a result of the spin-off of Reliant Resources, the Company recorded a non-cash loss on disposal of discontinued operations of

$4.4 billion in 2002. This loss represented the excess of the carrying value of the Company’s net investment in RRI over the market
value of RRI’s common stock.
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(4) The Company distributed approximately 19% of the 80 million outstanding shares of common stock of Texas Genco to its
shareholders on January 6, 2003. As a result of the distribution of Texas Genco common stock, the Company recorded a pre-tax
impairment charge of $399 million, which was reflected as a regulatory asset in the Consolidated Balance Sheet as of December 31,
2003. This impairment charge represents the excess of the carrying value of the Company’s net investment in Texas Genco over the
market value of Texas Genco’s common stock.

In July 2004, the Company announced its agreement to sell its majority owned subsidiary, Texas Genco, to Texas Genco LLC
(formerly known as GC Power Acquisition LLC), an entity owned in equal parts by affiliates of The Blackstone Group, Hellman &
Friedman LLC, Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co. L.P. and Texas Pacific Group. On December 15, 2004, Texas Genco completed the
sale of its fossil generation assets (coal, lignite and gas-fired plants) to Texas Genco LLC for $2.813 billion in cash. Following the
sale, Texas Genco distributed $2.231 billion in cash to the Company. Texas Genco’s principal remaining asset is its ownership interest
in a nuclear generating facility. The final step of the transaction, the merger of Texas Genco with a subsidiary of Texas Genco LLC in
exchange for an additional cash payment to the Company of $700 million, is expected to close during the first half of 2005, following
receipt of approval from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. The Company recorded an after tax loss of $366 million in 2004 related
to the sale of Texas Genco.

(5) On December 15, 2004, the Company permanently reduced its three-year credit facility to $750 million from $2.34 billion. The
credit facility was composed of a $1.425 billion revolving credit facility (London interbank offered rate (LIBOR) plus 300 basis
points), which has been permanently reduced to $750 million, and a $915 million term loan (LIBOR) plus 350 basis points), which
was repaid and retired on December 15, 2004. As a result of the term loan repayment and the permanent reduction of the revolving
credit facility, the Company expensed $15 million of unamortized loan costs in the fourth quarter of 2004 that were associated with
these facilities.

In March 2005, the Company replaced its $750 million revolving credit facility with a $1 billion five-year revolving credit facility.
Borrowings may be made under the facility at LIBOR plus 100 basis points based on current credit ratings. An additional utilization
fee of 12.5 basis points applies to borrowings any time more than 50% of the facility is utilized. Changes in credit ratings would lower
or raise the increment to LIBOR depending on whether ratings improved or were lowered.

On May 19, 2003, the Company issued $575 million aggregate principal amount of convertible senior notes due May 15, 2023
with an interest rate of 3.75%. Holders may convert each of their notes into shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock, initially at a
conversion rate of 86.3558 shares of common stock per $1,000 principal amount of notes at any time prior to maturity, under the
following circumstances: (1) if the last reported sale price of CenterPoint Energy common stock for at least 20 trading days during the
period of 30 consecutive trading days ending on the last trading day of the previous calendar quarter is greater than or equal to 120%
or, following May 15, 2008, 110% of the conversion price per share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on such last trading day, (2)
if the notes have been called for redemption, (3) during any period in which the credit ratings assigned to the notes by both Moody’s
Investors Service, Inc. (Moody’s) and Standard & Poor’s Ratings Services (S&P), a division of The McGraw-Hill Companies, are
lower than Ba2 and BB, respectively, or the notes are no longer rated by at least one of these ratings services or their successors, or (4)
upon the occurrence of specified corporate transactions, including the distribution to all holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock
of certain rights entitling them to purchase shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock at less than the last reported sale price of a
share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on the trading day prior to the declaration date of the distribution or the distribution to all
holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock of the Company’s assets, debt securities or certain rights to purchase the Company’s
securities, which distribution has a per share value exceeding 15% of the last reported sale price of a share of CenterPoint Energy
common stock on the trading day immediately preceding the declaration date for such distribution. The convertible senior notes also
have a contingent interest feature requiring contingent interest to be paid to holders of notes commencing on or after May 15, 2008, in
the event that the average trading price of a note for the applicable five trading day period equals or exceeds 120% of the principal
amount of the note as of the day immediately preceding the first day of the applicable six-month interest period. For any six-month
period, contingent interest will be equal to 0.25% of the average trading price of the note for the applicable five-trading-day period.

In March 2005, the Company filed a registration statement relating to an offer to exchange its 3.75% convertible senior notes due
2023 for a new series of 3.75% convertible senior notes due 2023. This registration statement has not yet been declared effective by
the SEC. The Company expects to conduct the exchange offer in response to the guidance set forth in Emerging Issues Task Force No.
04-8, “Accounting Issues Related to Certain Features of Contingently Convertible Debt and the Effect on Diluted Earnings Per Share”.
Under that guidance, because settlement of the principal portion of new notes will be made in cash rather than stock, exchanging new
notes for old notes will allow the Company to exclude the portion of the conversion value of the new notes attributable to their
principal amount from its computation of diluted earnings per share from continuing operations.

On December 17, 2003, the Company issued $255 million aggregate principal amount of convertible senior notes due January 15,
2024 with an interest rate of 2.875%. Holders may convert each of their notes into shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock,
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initially at a conversion rate of 78.064 shares of common stock per $1,000 principal amount of notes at any time prior to maturity,
under the following circumstances: (1) if the last reported sale price of CenterPoint Energy common stock for at least 20 trading days
during the period of 30 consecutive trading days ending on the last trading day of the previous calendar quarter is greater than or equal
to 120% of the conversion price per share of CenterPoint Energy common stock on such last trading day, (2) if the notes have been
called for redemption, (3) during any period in which the credit ratings assigned to the notes by both Moody’s and S&P are lower than
Ba2 and BB, respectively, or the notes are no longer rated by at least one of these ratings services or their successors, or (4) upon the
occurrence of specified corporate transactions, including the distribution to all holders of CenterPoint Energy common stock of certain
rights entitling them to purchase shares of CenterPoint Energy common stock at less than the last reported sale price of a share of
CenterPoint Energy common stock on the trading day prior to the declaration date of the distribution or the distribution to all holders
of CenterPoint Energy common stock of the Company’s assets, debt securities or certain rights to purchase the Company’s securities,
which distribution has a per share value exceeding 15% of the last reported sale price of a share of CenterPoint Energy common stock
on the trading day immediately preceding the declaration date for such distribution. Under the original terms of these convertible
senior notes, CenterPoint Energy could elect to satisfy part or all of its conversion obligation by delivering cash in lieu of shares of
CenterPoint Energy. On December 13, 2004, the Company entered into a supplemental indenture with respect to these convertible
senior notes in order to eliminate its right to settle the conversion of the notes solely in shares of its common stock. The convertible
senior notes also have a contingent interest feature requiring contingent interest to be paid to holders of notes commencing on or after
January 15, 2007, in the event that the average trading price of a note for the applicable five-trading-day period equals or exceeds
120% of the principal amount of the note as of the day immediately preceding the first day of the applicable six-month interest period.
For any six-month period, contingent interest will be equal to 0.25% of the average trading price of the note for the applicable five-
trading-day period.

(6) On December 30, 2004, the Board of Directors of the Company adopted a plan for an accounting reorganization of the
Company, to be effective as of January 1, 2005. This plan was adopted in order to eliminate the accumulated deficit that exists.

The plan adopted by the Company required: (1) a report to be presented to and reviewed by the Company’s Board of Directors on
or before February 28, 2005 as to the completion of the valuation analysis of the accounting reorganization and the effects of the
accounting reorganization on the Company’s financial statements, (2) a determination that the accounting reorganization is in
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States, and (3) that there be no determination by the
Company’s Board of Directors on or before February 28, 2005 that the accounting reorganization is inconsistent with the Company’s
regulatory obligations. The Company is continuing to work to complete the valuation analysis and the effects on the Company’s
financial statements of the accounting reorganization, and on February 23, 2005, the Company’s Board of Directors extended until
May 10, 2005 the time for making the determination described in (3) of the preceding sentence.

An accounting reorganization, sometimes called a “quasi-reorganization,” allows a company to extinguish an accumulated deficit.
It involves restating a company’s assets and its liabilities to their fair values. The accumulated deficit is then brought to zero through a
reduction in the other capital accounts, giving the company a “fresh start” with a zero balance in retained earnings. As of December
31, 2004, the Company had an accumulated deficit of approximately $1.7 billion. That deficit stemmed from the accounting effects of
(1) the Company’s distribution of its ownership interest in RRI to its shareholders in September 2002, (2) the extraordinary loss
recorded in connection with the Texas Utility Commission’s order related to the 2004 True-Up Proceeding (defined below) and (3) the
loss on discontinued operations that was recorded in connection with the Company’s sale of Texas Genco. Those events stemmed
from the Company’s response to the Texas electric restructuring law. In addition to eliminating the accumulated deficit and restating
assets and liabilities to fair value, if a quasi-reorganization were implemented, the Company and CenterPoint Houston would be
required to implement any accounting standards that have been issued but not yet adopted.

The Company is seeking to eliminate the accumulated deficit because restrictions contained in the 1935 Act require registered
public utility holding companies, like the Company, to obtain express authorization from the SEC to pay dividends when current or
retained earnings are insufficient to do so. Eliminating the accumulated deficit will permit current earnings not utilized to pay
dividends to more quickly build up a retained earnings balance. Under 1935 Act regulations, the Company could pay dividends out of
this balance during periods when current earnings may not be adequate to do so.

In addition, the Company has undertaken an obligation under the 1935 Act to achieve a minimum ratio of common equity to total
capitalization of thirty percent, which, depending on the results of the restatement of assets and liabilities under the accounting
reorganization, could be affected by, and will be taken into consideration by the Board of Directors in evaluating the effects of, the
accounting reorganization. The Company will seek such authority as may be required under the 1935 Act in connection with the
quasi-reorganization.
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.

SCHEDULE Il — QUALIFYING VALUATION ACCOUNTS
For the Three Years Ended December 31, 2004

Column A Column B Column C Column D Column E
Additions
Balance At Chargedto  Deductions  Balance At
Beginning Charged Other From End Of
Description of Period toIncome  Accounts(l) Reserves(2) Period

(In thousands)
Year Ended December 31, 2004:
Accumulated provisions:
Uncollectible accounts receivable ...........ccoccveiveiiiecicieecee e $30,800 $26,829 $ — @ $27,591 $30,038
Deferred tax asset valuation allowance ...........c.cccoeveieiinniiennnnn 73,248 (67,421) 14,114 — 19,941
Year Ended December 31, 2003:
Accumulated provisions:
Uncollectible accounts reCeivable ...........ooovevieevieee e $24,294 $24037 $ —  $17531 $30,800
Deferred tax asset valuation allowance ...........ccccocvvevieninneciiciescnenn 82,929 (9,681) — — 73,248
Year Ended December 31, 2002:
Accumulated provisions:
Uncollectible accounts receivable ...........coovveevviiiiciiccicice e $46,047 $25883 $ — $47,636 $24,294
Deferred tax asset valuation allowance ...........ccceveeeiieeeeeccvie e, 15,439 67,490 — — 82,929

(1) Charges to other accounts represent changes in presentation to reflect state tax attributes net of federal tax benefit as well as to
reflect amounts that were netted against related attribute balances in prior years.

(2) Deductions from reserves represent losses or expenses for which the respective reserves were created. In the case of the
uncollectible accounts reserve, such deductions are net of recoveries of amounts previously written off.
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SIGNATURES

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this
report to be signed on its behalf by the undersigned, thereunto duly authorized, in the City of Houston, the State of Texas, on the 10th
day of January, 2006.

CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.
(Registrant)

By: /s DAVID M. MCCLANAHAN
David M. McClanahan,
President and Chief Executive Officer
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CENTERPOINT ENERGY, INC.

EXHIBITS TO THE ANNUAL REPORT ON FORM 10-K/A
For Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 2004

INDEX OF EXHIBITS

Exhibits included with this report are designated by a cross (1); exhibits previously filed with our Annual Report on Form 10-K for
the fiscal year ended December 31, 2004 as filed on March 16, 2005 are designated by two crosses (1); all exhibits not so designated
are incorporated herein by reference to a prior filing as indicated. Exhibits designated by an asterisk (*) are management contracts or
compensatory plans or arrangements required to be filed as exhibits to this Form 10-K/A by Item 601(b)(10)(iii) of Regulation S-K.
CenterPoint Energy has not filed the exhibits and schedules to Exhibit 2(b). CenterPoint Energy hereby agrees to furnish
supplementally a copy of any schedule omitted from Exhibit 2(b) to the SEC upon request.

SEC File or
Exhibit Registration Exhibit
Number Description Report or Registration Statement Number Reference
2(a) Agreement and Plan of Merger, dated as of CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 2
October 19, 2001, by and among Reliant ended December 31, 2001
Energy, Incorporated (“Reliant Energy”),
CenterPoint  Energy, Inc. (“CenterPoint
Energy”) and Reliant Energy MergerCo, Inc.
2(b) Transaction Agreement dated July 21, 2004 CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated July 21, 1-31447 10.1
among CenterPoint Energy, Utility Holding, 2004
LLC, NN Houston Sub, Inc., Texas Genco
Holdings, Inc. (“Texas Genco™), HPC Merger
Sub, Inc. and GC Power Acquisition LLC
3(@)(1) Amended and Restated Articles of CenterPoint Energy’s Registration Statement on 3-69502 3.1
Incorporation of CenterPoint Energy Form S-4
3(a)(2) Articles of Amendment to Amended and CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 311
Restated  Articles of Incorporation of ended December 31, 2001
CenterPoint Energy
3(b) Amended and Restated Bylaws of CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 3.2
CenterPoint Energy ended December 31, 2001
3(c) Statement of Resolution Establishing Series CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 3.3
of Shares designated Series A Preferred ended December 31, 2001
Stock of CenterPoint Energy
4(a) Form of CenterPoint Energy Stock Certificate  CenterPoint Energy’s Registration Statement on 3-69502 4.1
Form S-4
4(b) Rights Agreement dated January 1, 2002, CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 4.2
between CenterPoint Energy and JPMorgan ended December 31, 2001
Chase Bank, as Rights Agent
4(c) Contribution and Registration Agreement CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year 1-31447 4.3
dated December 18, 2001 among Reliant ended December 31, 2001
Energy, CenterPoint Energy and the Northern
Trust Company, trustee under the Reliant
Energy, Incorporated Master Retirement
Trust
4(d)(2) Mortgage and Deed of Trust, dated HL&P’s Form S-7 filed on August 25, 1977 2-59748 2(b)
November 1, 1944 between Houston Lighting
and Power Company (“HL&P”) and Chase
Bank of Texas, National Association
(formerly, South Texas Commercial National
Bank of Houston), as Trustee, as amended
and supplemented by 20 Supplemental
Indentures thereto
4(d)(2) Twenty-First through Fiftieth Supplemental HL&P’s Form 10-K for the year ended 1-3187 4(a)(2)

Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1)

December 31, 1989
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SEC File or
Exhibit Registration Exhibit
Number Description Report or Registration Statement Number Reference

4d)(3)

4(d)4)

4(d)(®)

4(d)(6)

A(d)(7)

4(d)(®)

4(d)(9)

4(e)(D)

4(e)(2)

4(e)(3)

4(e)(4)

4(e)(5)

4(e)(6)

4e)(7)

4(e)(8)

4(e)(9)

4(e)(10)

4(e)(11)

4(e)(12)

4(e)(13)

Fifty-First Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(d)(1) dated as of March 25, 1991

Fifty-Second through Fifty-Fifth
Supplemental Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1)
each dated as of March 1, 1992

Fifty-Sixth and Fifty-Seventh Supplemental
Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1) each dated as of
October 1, 1992

Fifty-Eighth and Fifty-Ninth Supplemental
Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1) each dated as of
March 1, 1993

Sixtieth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(d)(1) dated as of July 1, 1993

Sixty-First through Sixty-Third Supplemental
Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1) each dated as of
December 1, 1993

Sixty-Fourth and Sixty-Fifth Supplemental
Indentures to Exhibit 4(d)(1) each dated as of
July 1, 1995

General Mortgage Indenture, dated as of
October 10, 2002, between CenterPoint
Energy Houston Electric, LLC and JPMorgan
Chase Bank, as Trustee

First Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Second Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Third Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Fourth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Fifth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Sixth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Seventh Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Eighth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of October 10, 2002

Officer’s Certificates dated October 10, 2002
setting forth the form, terms and provisions of
the First through Eighth Series of General
Mortgage Bonds

Ninth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of November 12, 2002

Officer’s Certificate dated November 12,
2002 setting forth the form, terms and
provisions of the Ninth Series of General
Mortgage Bonds

Tenth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of March 18, 2003

HL&P’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June
30, 1991

HL&P’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March
31,1992

HL&P’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
September 30, 1992

HL&P’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March
31,1993

HL&P’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June
30, 1993

HL&P’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HL&P’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1995

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10- Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10- Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Houston’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 13,
2003
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1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-3187

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

4(2)

4(2)(8)

4(2)(9)

40)(1)

402

40)(3)

404

4(0)®)

4(1)(6)

40)(7)

40)(®)

40)(9)

4(e)(10)

4(e)(10)

4(e)(12)

4.1



Exhibit

Number

4(e)(14)

4(e)(15)

4(e)(16)

4(e)(17)

4(e)(18)

4(f)(1)

4(f)(2)

4()(3)

4()(4)

4(f)(5)

4(f)(6)

407

4(f)(®)

49)(1)

49)(@)

Description
Officer’s Certificate dated March 18, 2003
setting forth the form, terms and provisions of
the Tenth Series and Eleventh Series of
General Mortgage Bonds

Eleventh Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of May 23, 2003

Officer’s Certificate dated May 23, 2003
setting forth the form, terms and provisions of
the Twelfth Series of General Mortgage
Bonds

Twelfth Supplemental Indenture to Exhibit
4(e)(1), dated as of September 9, 2003

Officer’s Certificate dated September 9, 2003
setting forth the form, terms and provisions of
the Thirteenth Series of General Mortgage
Bonds

Indenture, dated as of February 1, 1998,
between Reliant Energy Resources Corp.
(“RERC Corp.”) and Chase Bank of Texas,
National Association, as Trustee

Supplemental Indenture No. 1 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of February 1, 1998,
providing for the issuance of RERC Corp.’s 6
1/2% Debentures due February 1, 2008

Supplemental Indenture No. 2 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of November 1, 1998,
providing for the issuance of RERC Corp.’s 6
3/8% Term Enhanced ReMarketable
Securities

Supplemental Indenture No. 3 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of July 1, 2000, providing for
the issuance of RERC Corp.’s 8.125% Notes
due 2005

Supplemental Indenture No. 4 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of February 15, 2001,
providing for the issuance of RERC Corp.’s
7.75% Notes due 2011

Supplemental Indenture No. 5 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of March 25, 2003, providing
for the issuance of CenterPoint Energy
Resources Corp.’s (“CERC Corp.’s”) 7.875%
Senior Notes due 2013

Supplemental Indenture No. 6 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of April 1, 2003, providing
for the issuance of CERC Corp.’s 7.875%
Senior Notes due 2013

Supplemental Indenture No. 7 to Exhibit
4(f)(1), dated as of November 3, 2003,
providing for the issuance of CERC Corp.’s
5.95% Senior Notes due 2014

Indenture, dated as of May 19, 2003, between
CenterPoint Energy and JPMorgan Chase
Bank, as Trustee

Supplemental Indenture No. 1 to Exhibit
4(g)(1), dated as of May 19, 2003, providing
for the issuance of CenterPoint Energy’s
3.75% Convertible Senior Notes due 2023

Report or Registration Statement
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 13,
2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated May 16,
2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated May 16,
2003

CenterPoint  Energy’s Form 8-K dated
September 9, 2003

CenterPoint  Energy’s Form 8-K dated
September 9, 2003

RERC Corp.’s Form 8-K dated February 5, 1998

RERC Corp.’s Form 8-K dated November 9,
1998

RERC Corp.’s Form 8-K dated November 9,
1998

RERC Corp.’s Registration Statement on Form
S-4

RERC Corp.’s Form 8-K dated February 21,
2001

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 18,
2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated April 7,
2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated October
29, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated May 19,
2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated May 19,
2003
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SEC File or

Registration Exhibit
Number Reference
1-31447 4.2
1-31447 4.1
1-31447 4.2
1-31447 4.2
1-31447 4.3
1-13265 4.1
1-13265 4.2
1-13265 4.1
333-49162 4.2
1-13265 41
1-31447 4.1
1-31447 4.2
1-31447 4.2
1-31447 4.1
1-31447 4.2



Exhibit

Number

49)3)

494

49)®)

4(9)(6)

4(h)

4(1)

40)

4(K)

4

4(m)

Description
Supplemental Indenture No. 2 to Exhibit
4(g)(1), dated as of May 27, 2003, providing
for the issuance of CenterPoint Energy’s
5.875% Senior Notes due 2008 and 6.85%
Senior Notes due 2015

Supplemental Indenture No. 3 to Exhibit
4(g)(1), dated as of September 9, 2003,
providing for the issuance of CenterPoint
Energy’s 7.25% Senior Notes due 2010

Supplemental Indenture No. 4 to Exhibit
4(g)(1), dated as of December 17, 2003,
providing for the issuance of CenterPoint
Energy’s 2.875% Convertible Senior Notes
due 2024

Supplemental Indenture No. 5 to Exhibit
4(g)(1), dated as of December 13, 2004, as
supplemented by Exhibit 4(g)(5), relating to
the issuance of CenterPoint Energy’s 2.875%
Convertible Senior Notes due 2024

Supplemental Indenture No. 2 dated as of
August 31, 2002, among CenterPoint Energy,
Reliant Energy and JPMorgan Chase Bank
(supplementing the Subordinated Indenture
dated as of September 1, 1999 under which
Reliant ~ Energy’s 2%  Zero-Premium
Exchangeable Subordinated Notes Due 2029
were issued)

Supplemental Indenture No. 3 dated as of
August 31, 2002 among CenterPoint Energy,
REI and The Bank of New York
(supplementing the Junior Subordinated
Indenture dated as of February 1, 1997 under
which REI’s Junior Subordinated Debentures
related to 8.257% capital securities issued by
HL&P Capital Trust Il were issued)

Third Supplemental Indenture dated as of
August 31, 2002 among CenterPoint Energy,
Reliant Energy, RERC and The Bank of New
York (supplementing the Indenture dated as
of June 15, 1996 under which RERC’s 6.25%
Convertible Junior Subordinated Debentures
were issued)

Second Supplemental Indenture dated as of
August 31, 2002 among CenterPoint Energy,
Reliant Energy, RERC and JPMorgan Chase
Bank (supplementing the Indenture dated as
of March 1, 1987 under which RERC’s 6%
Convertible Subordinated Debentures due
2012 were issued)

Assignment and Assumption Agreement for
the Guarantee Agreements dated as of August
31, 2002 between CenterPoint Energy and
Reliant Energy (relating to the Guarantee
Agreement dated as of February 4, 1997
between Reliant Energy and The Bank of
New York providing for the guaranty of
certain amounts relating to the 8.257% capital
securities issued by HL&P Capital Trust 1)

Assignment and Assumption Agreement for
the Expense and Liability Agreements and the
Trust Agreements dated as of August 31,
2002 between CenterPoint Energy and
Reliant Energy (relating to (i) the Agreement

SEC File or

Registration Exhibit
Report or Registration Statement Number Reference
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated May 19, 1-31447 4.3
2003
CenterPoint  Energy’s Form 8-K dated 1-31447 4.2
September 9, 2003
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated December 1-31447 4.2
10, 2003
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated December 1-31447 4.1
9, 2004
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(e)
August 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(g)
August 31, 2002
CenterPoint  Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(h)
August 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(i)
August 31, 2002
CenterPoint  Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(j)
August 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K12B dated 1-31447 4(1)

August 31, 2002
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Exhibit

Number

4(n)(1)

4@

4(@3)

4(0)

TT4(p)(1)

T14(p)(2)

4a)

4r)

A(s)

Description
as to Expenses and Liabilities dated as of
February 4, 1997 between Reliant Energy and
HL&P Capital Trust Il and (ii) HL&P Capital
Trust 1I’s Amended and Restated Trust
Agreement dated February 4, 1997

$1,310,000,000 Credit Agreement, dated as
of November 12, 2002, among CenterPoint
Houston and the banks named therein

First Amendment to Exhibit 4(n)(1), dated as
of September 3, 2003

Pledge Agreement, dated as of November 12,
2002 executed in connection with Exhibit

4(n)(1)

$1,000,000,000 Credit Agreement dated as of
March 7, 2005 among CenterPoint Energy
and the banks named therein

$75,000,000 revolving credit facility dated as
of February 3, 2005 among Texas Genco
Holdings, Inc., Texas Genco GP, LLC, Texas
Genco LP, LLC, Texas Genco, LP and the
banks named therein

Pledge Agreement, dated as of February 3,
2005, executed in connection with Exhibit

4(p)(1)

$250,000,000 Credit Agreement dated as of
March 23, 2004 among CERC and the initial
lenders named therein

$200,000,000 Credit Agreement dated as of
March 7, 2005 among CenterPoint Houston
and the banks named therein

$1,310,000,000 Credit Agreement dated as of
March 7, 2005 among CenterPoint Houston
and the banks named therein

Report or Registration Statement

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
ended September 30, 2003
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 7,
2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 31,
2004

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 7,
2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated March 7,
2005
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Pursuant to Item 601(b)(4)(iii)(A) of Regulation S-K, CenterPoint Energy has not filed as exhibits to this Form 10-K/A certain
long-term debt instruments, including indentures, under which the total amount of securities authorized does not exceed 10% of the
total assets of CenterPoint Energy and its subsidiaries on a consolidated basis. CenterPoint Energy hereby agrees to furnish a copy of
any such instrument to the SEC upon request.

Exhibit
Number

*10(2)(1)

*10(a)(2)

*10(2)(3)

*10(b)(1)

*10(b)(2)

*10(b)(3)

*10(b)(4)

*10(b)(5)

*10(c)(1)

*10(c)(2)

*10(c)(3)

*10(c)(4)

*10(c)(5)

*10(c)(6)

*10(c)(7)

*10(d)

*10(e)(1)

*10(e)(2)

*10(e)(3)

Description
Executive Benefit Plan of Houston

Industries Incorporated (“HI”) and
First and Second Amendments thereto
effective as of June 1, 1982, July 1,
1984, and May 7, 1986, respectively

Third Amendment dated September 17,
1999 to Exhibit 10(a)(1)

CenterPoint Energy Executive Benefits
Plan, as amended and restated effective
June 18, 2003

Executive Incentive Compensation
Plan of HI effective as of January 1,
1982

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(b)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Second Amendment to Exhibit
10(b)(1) effective as of November 4,
1992

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(b)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(b)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

Executive Incentive Compensation
Plan of HI effective as of January 1,
1985

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1985

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1985

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of November 4, 1992

Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(c)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

Executive Incentive Compensation
Plan of HL&P effective as of January
1, 1985

Executive Incentive Compensation
Plan of HI as amended and restated on
January 1, 1989

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(e)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1989

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(e)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Report or Registration Statement
HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1987

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2000

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1994

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1987

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1988

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1992

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1994

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

HI’'s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1987

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1989

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992
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1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

Exhibit
Reference
10(a)(1),
10(a)(2),
and
10(a)(3)

10(@)(2)

10.4

10(b)

10(a)

10(b)

10(b)(4)

10(b)(5)

10(b)(1)

10(b)(3)

10(c)(3)

10(b)

10(c)(5)

10(c)(6)

10(e)(7)

10(0)(2)

10(b)

10(e)(2)

10(c)



Exhibit

Number

*10(e)(4)

*10(e)(5)

*10(f)(1)

*10(f)(2)

*10(f)(3)

*10(f)(4)

*10(f)(5)

*10(f)(6)

*10(f)(7)

*10(f)(8)

*10(f)(9)

*10(f)(10)

*10(g)

*10(h)

*10(i)(1)

*10())(2)

*10()(1)

*10()(2)

*10()®3)

*10()(4)

*10()(5)

Description

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(e)(1)
effective as of November 4, 1992

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(e)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Executive Incentive Compensation
Plan of HI as amended and restated on
January 1, 1991

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1991

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of November 4, 1992

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1993

Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective in part, January 1, 1995, and
in part, September 7, 1994

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of August 1, 1995

Seventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(f)(1) effective as of January 1, 1996

Eighth Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1997

Ninth Amendment to Exhibit 10(f)(1)
effective in part, January 1, 1997, and
in part, January 1, 1998

Benefit Restoration Plan of HI
effective as of June 1, 1985

Benefit Restoration Plan of HI as
amended and restated effective as of
January 1, 1988

Benefit Restoration Plan of HI, as
amended and restated effective as of
July 1, 1991

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(i)(1)
effective in part, August 6, 1997, in
part, September 3, 1997, and in part,
October 1, 1997

Deferred Compensation Plan of HI
effective as of September 1, 1985

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of September 1, 1985

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of June 2, 1993

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Report or Registration Statement

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1994

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1990
HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
March 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1992

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1994

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
June 30, 1995

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
June 30, 1996

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
June 30, 1997

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1997

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
March 31, 1987

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1997

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
March 31, 1987

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1990

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter
March 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1993

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year
December 31, 1994
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1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

Exhibit
Reference
10(c)(4)

10(e)(5)

10(b)

10(Hh@)

10(d)

10(f(4)

10(HG)

10(f)(6)

10(a)

10(a)

10(a)

10(f)(10)

10(c)

10(9)(2)

10(9)(3)

10()(2)

10(d)

10(d)(2)

10(e)

10(h)(4)

10(h)(5)



Exhibit
Number
*10(j)(6)

*10G)(7)
*10()(8)
*10()(9)
*10(j)(10)
*10()(11)
*10()(12)

*10()(13)

*10(k)(1)
*10(K)(2)
*10(K)(3)
*10(k)(4)
*10(K)(5)
*10(k)(6)
*10(K)(7)
*10(K)(8)

*10(K)(9)

*10(k)(10)
*10(k)(11)

*10(k)(12)

*10(1)(1)
*10()(2)

*10((3)

Description
Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of August 1, 1995

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of December 1, 1995

Seventh  Amendment to  Exhibit
10(j)(1) effective as of January 1, 1997

Eighth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of October 1, 1997

Ninth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of September 3, 1997

Tenth Amendment to Exhibit 10(j)(1)
effective as of January 1, 2001

Eleventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(j)(1) effective as of August 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy 1985 Deferred
Compensation Plan, as amended and
restated effective January 1, 2003

Deferred Compensation Plan of HI
effective as of January 1, 1989

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1989

Second Amendment to  Exhibit
10(k)(1) effective as of March 30, 1992

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of June 2, 1993

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of August 1, 1995

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective December 1, 1995

Seventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(k)(1) effective as of January 1, 1997

Eighth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective in part October 1, 1997 and in
part January 1, 1998

Ninth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of September 3, 1997

Tenth Amendment to Exhibit 10(k)(1)
effective as of January 1, 2001

Eleventh Amendment to Exhibit
10(k)(1) effective as of August 31,
2002

Deferred Compensation Plan of HI
effective as of January 1, 1991

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1991

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of March 30, 1992

Report or Registration Statement
HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1997

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1989

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1989

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1994

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’'s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1997

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997
HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1990

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992
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1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

1-3187

1-31447

1-31447

1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

Exhibit
Reference
10(d)

10(b)

10(b)

10()(9)

10(7)(10)

10()(11)

10()(12)

10.1

10(a)

10(e)(3)

10(f)

10()4)

10()(3)

10(c)

10(c)

10(c)

10(k)(9)

10(k)(10)

10(k)(11)

10(k)(12)

10(d)(3)

10()()

10(9)



Exhibit

Number

*10(1)(4)

*10(N()

*10(1)(6)

*10(1)(7)

*10(1)(8)

*10(1)(9)

*10(1)(10)

*10(1)(11)

*10(1)(12)

*10(1)(13)

*10(m)(1)

*10(m)(2)

*10(m)(3)

*10(m)(4)

*10(m)(5)

*10(n)(1)

*10(n)(2)

*10(0)(1)

*10(0)(2)

*10(0)(3)

*10(0)(4)

Description
Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of June 2, 1993

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of December 1, 1993

Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of September 7, 1994

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(I)(1)
effective as of August 1, 1995

Seventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(I)(1) effective as of December 1,
1995

Eighth Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1997

Ninth Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective in part August 6, 1997, in part
October 1, 1997, and in part January 1,
1998

Tenth Amendment to Exhibit 10(1)(1)
effective as of September 3, 1997

Eleventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(1)(1) effective as of January 1, 2001

Twelfth  Amendment to  Exhibit
10(1)(2) effective as of August 31, 2002

Long-Term Incentive Compensation
Plan of HI effective as of January 1,
1989

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(m)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1990

Second Amendment to Exhibit
10(m)(1) effective as of December 22,
1992

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(m)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

Fourth Amendment to  Exhibit
10(m)(1) effective as of January 1,
2001

Form of stock option agreement for
non-qualified stock options granted
under Exhibit 10(m)(1)

Forms of restricted stock agreement for
restricted stock granted under Exhibit
10(m)(1)

1994 Long-Term Incentive
Compensation Plan of HI effective as
of January 1, 1994

Form of stock option agreement for
non-qualified stock options granted
under Exhibit 10(0)(1)

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(0)(1)
effective as of May 9, 1997

Second Amendment to Exhibit
10(0)(1) effective as of August 6, 1997

Report or Registration Statement
HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1994

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1996
HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1997

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1989

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1989

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1992

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1992

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1997

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997
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1-7629

1-7629

1-7629

1-3187

Exhibit
Reference

10()4)

10()(3)

10()(6)

10(b)

10(d)

10(d)

10(1)(10)

10(i)(11)

10(1)(12)

10(1)(13)

10(c)

10(H@)

10(k)(3)

10(m)(4)

10.4

10(h)

10(i)

10(m(1)

10(m(2)

10(e)

10(p)(4)



Exhibit
Number
*10(0)(5)

*10(0)(6)

*10(0)(7)

*10(0)(8)

*10(p)(1)

*10(p)(2)

*10(p)(3)

*10(g)(1)

*10(9)(2)

*10(9)(3)

*10(q)(4)

*10(r)(1)

*10((2)

*10(NE)

*10(r)(4)

*10(s)

*10(t)(1)

*10()(2)

*10()@3)

*10(t)(4)

*10(H)(5)

Description

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(0)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1998

Reliant Energy 1994 Long- Term
Incentive  Compensation Plan, as
amended and restated effective January
1, 2001

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(0)(6),
effective December 1, 2003

Form of Non-Qualified Stock Option
Award Notice under Exhibit 10(0)(6)

Savings Restoration Plan of HI
effective as of January 1, 1991

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(p)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1992

Second Amendment to  Exhibit
10(p)(1) effective in part, August 6,
1997, and in part, October 1, 1997

Director Benefits Plan effective as of
January 1, 1992

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(q)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

CenterPoint Energy Outside Director
Benefits Plan, as amended and restated
effective June 18, 2003

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(q)(3)
effective as of January 1, 2004

Executive Life Insurance Plan of HI
effective as of January 1, 1994

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(r)(1)
effective as of January 1, 1994

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(r)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

CenterPoint Energy Executive Life
Insurance Plan, as amended and
restated effective June 18, 2003

Employment and Supplemental
Benefits Agreement between HL&P
and Hugh Rice Kelly

Reliant Energy Savings Plan, as
amended and restated effective April 1,
1999

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective January 1, 1999

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective January 1, 1997

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective January 1, 2001

Fourth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective May 6, 2002

Report or Registration Statement

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1998

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1990

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997
HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1991

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1998

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2004

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1993

HI’'s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1995

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1997

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003

HI’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
March 31, 1987

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 1999

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2002
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Exhibit
Reference

10(p)(5)

10.6

10(p)(7)

10.6

10(f)

10(H(2)

10(a)(3)

10(m)

10(m)(1)

10.6

10.6

10(q)

10

10(s)(3)

10.5

10(f)

10(cc)(1)

10.9

10.10

10.11

10.12



Exhibit
Number
*10(t)(6)

FH*10(t)(7)

*10(t)(8)

*10(t)(9)

*10(t)(10)

*10(t)(11)

*10()(12)

*10(t)(13)

*10(t)(14)

*10(t)(15)

*10(t)(16)

*10(t)(17)

*10(t)(18)

*10(t)(19)

1*10(t)(20)

T*10(1)(21)

*10(t)(22)

10(t)(23)

Description
Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective January 1, 2002 and as
renamed effective October 2, 2002

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(1)
effective January 1, 2005

Reliant Energy Savings Trust between
Reliant Energy and The Northern Trust
Company, as Trustee, as amended and
restated effective April 1, 1999

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(8)
effective September 30, 2002

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(8)
effective January 6, 2003

Reliant Energy Retirement Plan, as
amended and restated effective January
1, 1999

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of January 1, 1995

Second Amendment to Exhibit
10(t)(11) effective as of January 1,
1995

Third Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of January 1, 2001

Fourth Amendment to  Exhibit
10(t)(11) effective as of January 1,
2001

Fifth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of November 15, 2002, and
as renamed effective October 2, 2002

Sixth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of January 1, 2002

Seventh  Amendment to Exhibit
10(t)(11) effective December 1, 2003

Eighth  Amendment to  Exhibit
10(t)(11) effective as of January 1,
2004

Ninth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of October 27, 2004

Tenth Amendment to Exhibit 10(t)(11)
effective as of January 1, 2005

Reliant Energy, Incorporated Master
Retirement Trust (as amended and
restated effective January 1, 1999 and
renamed effective May 5, 1999)

Contribution and Registration
Agreement dated December 18, 2001
among Reliant Energy, CenterPoint
Energy and the Northern Trust
Company, trustee under the Reliant
Energy, Incorporated Master
Retirement Trust

Report or Registration Statement
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2004

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 1999

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2001
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1-31447

1-31447
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1-31447
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1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-3187

1-3187

Exhibit
Reference
10(u)(6)

10(u)(7)

10(u)(8)

10(u)(9)

10(u)(10)

10(u)(11)

10(u)(12)

10(u)(13)

10(u)(14)

10(u)(15)

10(u)(16)

10(u)(18)

10.7

10(u)(3)

10(u)(4)



Exhibit
Number
10(u)(1)

10(u)(2)

*10(v)(1)

*10(v)(2)

*10(w)

*10(x)(1)

*10(x)(2)

*10(y)

*10(z)(1)

*10(2)(2)

*10(2)(3)

*10(z)(4)

*10(2)(5)

*10(z)(6)

*10(2)(7)

*10(z)(8)

*10(2)(9)

*10(z)(10)

Description
Stockholder’s Agreement dated as of

July 6, 1995 between Houston
Industries Incorporated and Time
Warner Inc.

Amendment to Exhibit 10(u)(1) dated
November 18, 1996

Houston Industries  Incorporated
Executive Deferred Compensation
Trust effective as of December 19,
1995

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(v)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

Letter Agreement dated December 9,
2004 between CenterPoint Energy and
Milton Carroll

Reliant Energy, Incorporated and
Subsidiaries Common Stock
Participation Plan for Designated New
Employees and Non-Officer
Employees effective as of March 4,
1998

Reliant Energy, Incorporated and
Subsidiaries Common Stock
Participation Plan for Designated New
Employees and Non-Officer
Employees, as amended and restated
effective January 1, 2001

Reliant Energy, Incorporated Annual
Incentive  Compensation Plan, as
amended and restated effective January
1, 1999

Long-Term Incentive Plan of Reliant
Energy, Incorporated effective as of
January 1, 2001

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(z)(1)
effective as of January 1, 2001

Second Amendment to Exhibit 10(z)(1)
effective November 5, 2003

Long-Term  Incentive  Plan  of
CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (amended and
restated effective as of May 1, 2004)

Form of Non-Qualified Stock Option
Award Agreement under Exhibit
10(2)(4)

Form of Restricted Stock Award
Agreement under Exhibit 10(z)(4)

Form of Performance Share Award
under Exhibit 10(z)(4)

Form of Performance Unit Award
under Exhibit 10(z)(4)

Form of Restricted Stock Award
Agreement (With Performance Vesting
Requirement) under Exhibit 10(z)(4)

Summary of Performance Objectives
for Awards under Exhibit 10(z)(4)

Report or Registration Statement
Schedule 13-D dated July 6, 1995

HI’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1996

HI’'s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 1995

HI’'s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1998

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
December 9, 2004

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2000

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

Reliant  Energy’s Definitive  Proxy
Statement for 2000 Annual Meeting of
Shareholders

Reliant Energy’s Registration Statement
on Form S-8 dated May 4, 2001

Reliant Energy’s Registration Statement
on Form S-8 dated May 4, 2001

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2004

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
February 21, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
January 25, 2005
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1-31447

1-3187

1-31447
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333-60260

333-60260

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

Exhibit
Reference
2

10(9(4)

10(7)

10

10.1

10(y)

10()(2)

Exhibit A

4.6

4.7

10(aa)(3)

10.5

10.1

10.2

10.3

10.4

10.2

10.5



Exhibit
Number

10(aa)(1)

10(aa)(2)

10(aa)(3)

10(aa)(4)

10(aa)(5)

10(bb)(1)

10(bb)(2)

10(bb)(3)

10(bb)(4)

*10(cc)

*10(dd)

*10(ee)(1)

*10(ee)(2)

*10(ff)

*10(g9)(1)

*10(g9)(2)

Description

Master Separation Agreement entered
into as of December 31, 2000 between
Reliant Energy, Incorporated and
Reliant Resources, Inc.

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(aa)(1)
effective as of February 1, 2003

Employee Matters Agreement, entered
into as of December 31, 2000, between
Reliant Energy, Incorporated and
Reliant Resources, Inc.

Retail Agreement, entered into as of
December 31, 2000, between Reliant
Energy, Incorporated and Reliant
Resources, Inc.

Tax Allocation Agreement, entered
into as of December 31, 2000, between
Reliant Energy, Incorporated and
Reliant Resources, Inc.

Separation Agreement entered into as
of August 31, 2002 between
CenterPoint Energy and Texas Genco

Transition Services Agreement, dated
as of August 31, 2002, between
CenterPoint Energy and Texas Genco

Tax Allocation Agreement, dated as of
August 31, 2002, between CenterPoint
Energy and Texas Genco

Assignment and Assumption
Agreement for the Technical Services
Agreement entered into as of August
31, 2002, by and between CenterPoint
Energy and Texas Genco, LP

Retention Agreement effective October
15, 2001 between Reliant Energy and
David G. Tees

Retention Agreement effective October
15, 2001 between Reliant Energy and
Michael A. Reed

Non-Qualified Executive Disability
Income Plan of Arkla, Inc. effective as
of August 1, 1983

Executive Disability Income
Agreement effective July 1, 1984
between Arkla, Inc. and T. Milton
Honea

Non-Qualified Unfunded Executive
Supplemental Income Retirement Plan
of Arkla, Inc. effective as of August 1,
1983

Deferred Compensation Plan  for
Directors of Arkla, Inc. effective as of
November 10, 1988

First Amendment to Exhibit 10(hh)(1)
effective as of August 6, 1997

Report or Registration Statement

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended March 31, 2001

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended March 31, 2001

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended March 31, 2001

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended March 31, 2001

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

Texas Genco’s Registration Statement on
Form 10
Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year

ended December 31, 2001

Reliant Energy’s Form 10-K for the year
ended December 31, 2001

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2002
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1-3187

1-3187
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1-31447

1-31447

1-31449
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1-3187

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447

1-31447
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10.1

10(bb)(5)

10.5

10.6

10.8

10(cc)(1)

10(cc)(2)

10(cc)(3)

10.11
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Exhibit
Number
10(hh)

*10(ii)

*10(j)(1)

*10())(2)

*10(kk)

t110(1l)

t110(mm)

1112

tt21
123

t31.1

131.2

t32.1

132.2

Description
Pledge Agreement dated as of May 28,

2003 by Utility Holding, LLC in favor
of JP Morgan Chase Bank, as
administrative agent

CenterPoint Energy Deferred
Compensation Plan, as amended and
restated effective January 1, 2003

CenterPoint  Energy Short Term
Incentive Plan, as amended and
restated effective January 1, 2003

Summary of 2005 goals for Exhibit
103ij)(1)

CenterPoint Energy Stock Plan for
Outside Directors, as amended and
restated effective May 7, 2003

Summary of non-employee director
compensation

Summary of named executive officer
compensation

Computation of Ratios of Earnings to
Fixed Charges

Subsidiaries of CenterPoint Energy
Consent of Deloitte & Touche LLP

Rule 13a-14(a)/15d-14(a) Certification
of David M. McClanahan

Rule 13a-14(a)/15d-14(a) Certification
of Gary L. Whitlock

Section 1350 Certification of David M.
McClanahan

Section 1350 Certification of Gary L.
Whitlock

Report or Registration Statement
CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 8-K dated
February 21, 2005

CenterPoint Energy’s Form 10-K for the
year ended December 31, 2003
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EXHIBIT 31.1
CERTIFICATIONS
I, David M. McClanahan, certify that:
1. I have reviewed this amended Annual Report on Form 10-K/A of CenterPoint Energy, Inc.;

2. Based on my knowledge, this report does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or
omit to state a material fact necessary to make the statements made, in light of the circumstances under which such
statements were made, not misleading with respect to the period covered by this report;

3. Based on my knowledge, the financial statements, and other financial information included in this
report, fairly present in all material respects the financial condition, results of operations and cash flows of the
registrant as of, and for, the periods presented in this report;

4. The registrant’s other certifying officer and | are responsible for establishing and maintaining
disclosure controls and procedures (as defined in Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e)) and internal control
over financial reporting (as defined in Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(f) and 15d-15(f)) for the registrant and have:

@ Designed such disclosure controls and procedures, or caused such disclosure controls and
procedures to be designed under our supervision, to ensure that material information relating to the registrant,
including its consolidated subsidiaries, is made known to us by others within those entities, particularly during the
period in which this report is being prepared,;

(b) Designed such internal control over financial reporting, or caused such internal control
over financial reporting to be designed under our supervision, to provide reasonable assurance regarding the
reliability of financial reporting and the preparation of financial statements for external purposes in accordance with
generally accepted accounting principles;

(©) Evaluated the effectiveness of the registrant’s disclosure controls and procedures and
presented in this report our conclusions about the effectiveness of the disclosure controls and procedures, as of the
end of the period covered by this report based on such evaluation; and

(d) Disclosed in this report any change in the registrant’s internal control over financial
reporting that occurred during the registrant’s most recent fiscal quarter (the registrant’s fourth fiscal quarter in the
case of an annual report) that has materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially affect, the registrant’s
internal control over financial reporting; and

5. The registrant’s other certifying officer and | have disclosed, based on our most recent evaluation
of internal control over financial reporting, to the registrant’s auditors and the audit committee of the registrant’s
board of directors (or persons performing the equivalent functions):

@ All significant deficiencies and material weaknesses in the design or operation of internal
control over financial reporting which are reasonably likely to adversely affect the registrant’s ability to record,
process, summarize and report financial information; and

(b) Any fraud, whether or not material, that involves management or other employees who
have a significant role in the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting.

Date:  January 10, 2006
/s/ David M. McClanahan

David M. McClanahan
President and Chief Executive Officer




EXHIBIT 31.2
CERTIFICATIONS
I, Gary L. Whitlock, certify that:
1. I have reviewed this amended Annual Report on Form 10-K/A of CenterPoint Energy, Inc.;

2. Based on my knowledge, this report does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or
omit to state a material fact necessary to make the statements made, in light of the circumstances under which such
statements were made, not misleading with respect to the period covered by this report;

3. Based on my knowledge, the financial statements, and other financial information included in this
report, fairly present in all material respects the financial condition, results of operations and cash flows of the
registrant as of, and for, the periods presented in this report;

4, The registrant’s other certifying officer and | are responsible for establishing and maintaining
disclosure controls and procedures (as defined in Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(e) and 15d-15(e)) and internal control
over financial reporting (as defined in Exchange Act Rules 13a-15(f) and 15d-15(f)) for the registrant and have:

@ Designed such disclosure controls and procedures, or caused such disclosure controls and
procedures to be designed under our supervision, to ensure that material information relating to the registrant,
including its consolidated subsidiaries, is made known to us by others within those entities, particularly during the
period in which this report is being prepared,;

(b) Designed such internal control over financial reporting, or caused such internal control
over financial reporting to be designed under our supervision, to provide reasonable assurance regarding the
reliability of financial reporting and the preparation of financial statements for external purposes in accordance with
generally accepted accounting principles;

(© Evaluated the effectiveness of the registrant’s disclosure controls and procedures and
presented in this report our conclusions about the effectiveness of the disclosure controls and procedures, as of the
end of the period covered by this report based on such evaluation; and

(d) Disclosed in this report any change in the registrant’s internal control over financial
reporting that occurred during the registrant’s most recent fiscal quarter (the registrant’s fourth fiscal quarter in the
case of an annual report) that has materially affected, or is reasonably likely to materially affect, the registrant’s
internal control over financial reporting; and

5. The registrant’s other certifying officer and | have disclosed, based on our most recent evaluation
of internal control over financial reporting, to the registrant’s auditors and the audit committee of the registrant’s
board of directors (or persons performing the equivalent functions):

@ All significant deficiencies and material weaknesses in the design or operation of internal
control over financial reporting which are reasonably likely to adversely affect the registrant’s ability to record,
process, summarize and report financial information; and

(b) Any fraud, whether or not material, that involves management or other employees who
have a significant role in the registrant’s internal control over financial reporting.

Date:  January 10, 2006
[s/ Gary L. Whitlock

Gary L. Whitlock
Executive Vice President and Chief Financial Officer




EXHIBIT 32.1

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO
18 U.S.C. SECTION 1350,
AS ADOPTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 906
OF THE SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

In connection with the amended Annual Report of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (the “Company”) on Form 10-
K/A for the year ended December 31, 2004 (the “Report”), as filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission
on the date hereof, I, David M. McClanahan, Chief Executive Officer, certify, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350,
as adopted pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, that, to the best of my knowledge:

Q) The Report fully complies with the requirements of Section 13(a) or 15(d) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, as amended; and

2 The information contained in the Report fairly presents, in all material respects, the financial
condition and results of operations of the Company.

Date: January 10, 2006 /s/ David M. McClanahan
David M. McClanahan
President and Chief Executive Officer




EXHIBIT 32.2

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO
18 U.S.C. SECTION 1350,
AS ADOPTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 906
OF THE SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

In connection with the amended Annual Report of CenterPoint Energy, Inc. (the “Company”) on Form 10-
K/A for the year ended December 31, 2004 (the “Report”), as filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission
on the date hereof, I, Gary L. Whitlock, Chief Financial Officer, certify, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1350, as
adopted pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, that, to the best of my knowledge:

(1) The Report fully complies with the requirements of Section 13(a) or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, as amended; and

2 The information contained in the Report fairly presents, in all material respects, the financial condition and
results of operations of the Company.

Date: January 10, 2006 /sl Gary L. Whitlock
Gary L. Whitlock
Executive Vice President and Chief Financial Officer
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