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PART |
Forward Looking Statements

Certain statementsin this Report on Form 10-K which are not historical facts may be considered forward
looking statements within the meaning of Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, and Section 21E
of the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, including statements regarding the Company’s
expectations, hopes, intentions, beliefs and strategies regarding the future. Forward looking statements include
statements under the caption “Business Objectives’ in this Part |, statements regarding the Company’ s expectation
as to the performance of future acquisition properties, expectations of the future multifamily fundamentals and
operating results in various geographic regions and the Company’s investment focus in such regions, expectation as
to the timing of completion of current development projects and the stabilization dates of such projects, expectation
asto the total projected costs and rental rates of current development projects, beliefs as to the adequacy of future
cash flows to meet operating requirements and to provide for dividend payments in accordance with REIT
requirements, expectationsto meet all REIT requirements, expectations as to the amount of capital expenditures,
expectations as to the amount of non-revenue generating capital expenditures, future acquisitions and developments,
the anticipated performance of the Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P., the anticipated performance of the Essex
Apartment Value Fund I1, L.P., the anticipated performance of existing properties, statements regarding the
Company’ s financing activities and the use of proceeds from such activities.

Such forward-looking statements involve known and unknown risks, uncertainties and other factors
including, but not limited to, that the Company will fail to achieve its business objectives, that estimates of future
income from an acquired property may prove to be inaccurate, acquisition and development projects will fail to meet
expectations, that the actual completion of development projects will be subject to delays, that the stabilization dates
of such projects will be delayed, that the total projected costs of current development projects will exceed
expectations, that such development projects will not be completed, that future cash flows will be inadequate to meet
operating requirements and/or will be insufficient to provide for dividend paymentsin accordance with REIT
requirements, the Company will fail to meet al REIT requirements, that the actual non-revenue generating capital
expenditures will exceed the Company’s current expectations, that the Essex Apartment Vaue Fund will fail to
perform as anticipated, that the Essex Apartment Value Fund 11, L.P. will not be formed or formed on less favorable
terms, that the Company’ s partners in the Funds fail to fund capital commitments as contractually required, that
there may be a downturn in the markets in which the Company’ s properties are |ocated, that the terms of any
refinancing may not be as favorable as the terms of existing indebtedness, and the Company will not be able to
complete property acquisitions, as anticipated, for which the proceeds from recent equity i ssuances were intended to
be used, as well as those risks, special considerations, and other factors discussed under the caption “Risk Factors’
in Item 1 of this Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2003, and those other risk factors and
special considerations set forth in the Company’ s other filings with the Securities and Exchange Commission (the
“SEC”) which may cause the actual results, performance or achievements of the Company to be materially different
from any future results, performance or achievements expressed or implied by such forward-looking statements. All
forward-looking statements and reasons why results may differ included in this Form 10-K are made as of the date
hereof, and we assume no obligation to update any such forward-looking statement or reason why actual results may
differ.

Item 1. Business
Description of Business

Essex Property Trust, Inc. (“the Company” or “Essex”) is a self-administered and self-managed equity real
estate investment trust (“REIT”) engaged in the ownership, acquisition, development and management of
multifamily apartment communities. The Company’s multifamily portfolio as of December 31, 2003 consists of
ownership interestsin 121 properties (comprising 26,012 apartment units), of which 14,943 units are located in
Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura, Orange and San Diego counties), 4,605 units are located in Northern
California (the San Francisco Bay Area), 5,886 of which are located in the Pacific Northwest (4,515 unitsin the
Seattle metropolitan area and 1,371 units in the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area), and 578 are located in other
areas (302 unitsin Houston, Texas and 276 unitsin Hemet, California). In addition, the Company has an ownership
interest in other real estate assets consisting of five recreational vehicle parks (comprising 1,717 spaces), four office
buildings (totaling approximately 63,540 square feet) and two manufactured housing communities (containing 607
sites), (collectively, together with the Company’ s multifamily residentia properties, the “Properties’). One of the
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office buildings located in Northern California (Palo Alto) has approximately 17,400 square feet and houses the
Company’ s headquarters and another office building located in Southern California (Woodland Hills) has
approximately 38,940 sguare feet, of which the Company currently occupies approximately 8,600 square feet. The
Woodland Hills office building has nine third-party tenants occupying approximately 27,300 feet. The Company
along with its affiliated entities and joint ventures also have entered into commitments for the development of 1,056
units in five multifamily communities; two of which arein Northern California and three are in Southern California.

The Company was incorporated in the state of Maryland in March 1994. On June 13, 1994, the Company
commenced operations with the completion of an initial public offering (“the Offering”) in which it issued
6,275,000 shares of common stock at $19.50 per share.

The Company conducts substantially all of its activities through Essex Portfolio, L.P. (the “Operating
Partnership”). The Company currently owns an approximate 90.8% general partnership interest and members of the
Company’ s Board of Directors, senior management and certain third-party investors own limited partnership
interests of approximately 9.2% in the Operating Partnership. Asthe sole general partner of the Operating
Partnership, the Company has control over the management of the Operating Partnership. The Operating Partnership
either controls or has significant influence over the Properties.

The Company’ s website address is ittp://www.essexpropertytrust.com| The Company’s annual reports on
Form 10-K, quarterly reports on Form 10-Q, current reports on Form 8-K and all amendments to those reports, and
the Proxy Statement for its Annual Meeting of Stockholders are all available, free of charge, on our website as soon
as practicable after we file the reports with the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”).

References in this Form 10-K to “us,” “we,” or “our” refer to Essex unless indicated otherwise.

Business Objectives

The Company’s primary business objective isto maximize funds from operations and total returnsto
stockholders through active property and portfolio management, including the redevel opment of existing properties.
The Company’s strategies include:

» Active Property Marketing and Management. Maximize, on a per share basis, cash available for
distribution and the capital appreciation of its property portfolio through active property marketing and
management and, if applicable, redevel opment.

e Selected Expansion of Property Portfolio. Increase, on aper share basis, cash available for distribution
through the acquisition and development of multifamily residential propertiesin selected major
metropolitan areas located primarily in the west coast region of the United States.

»  Optimal Portfolio Asset Allocations. Produce predictable financial performance through a portfolio
asset allocation program that seeks to increase or decrease the investments in each market based on
changes in regional economic and local market conditions.

e Management of Capital and Financial Risk. Optimize the Company’s capital and financial risk
positions by maintaining a conservative leverage ratio and minimizing the Company’s cost of capital.

Business Principles

The Company was founded on, has followed, and intends to continue to follow the business principles set
forth below:

Property Management. Through its long-standing philosophy of active property management and a
customer satisfaction approach, coupled with a discipline of internal cost control, the Company seeks to retain
tenants, maximize cash flow, enhance property values and compete effectively for new tenants in the marketplace.
The Company’s Senior Vice President of Operations, regional portfolio managers, and their staff are accountable for
overall property operations and performance. They supervise on-site managers, provide training for the on-site staff,
monitor fiscal performance against budgeted expectations, monitor property performance against competing
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properties in the area, prepare operating and capital budgets for executive approval, and implement new strategies
focused on enhancing tenant satisfaction, increasing revenue, controlling expenses, and creating a more efficient
operating environment.

Business Planning and Control. Real estate investment decisions are accompanied by a multiple year plan,
to which executives and other managers responsible for obtaining future financial performance must agree.
Performance versus plan serves as a significant factor in determining compensation.

Property Type Focus. The Company focuses on acquisition and development of multifamily residential
communities, containing between 75 and 750 units. These types of properties offer attractive opportunities because
such properties provide opportunities for value enhancement since many of these properties have been owned by
parties that are either inadequately capitalized or lack the professional property management and redevel opment
expertise of the Company.

Geographic Focus. The Company focuses its property investments in markets that meet the following
criteria:

e Major Metropolitan Areas. The Company focuses on metropolitan areas having aregional population
in excess of one million people. Real estate markets in these areas are typically characterized by a
greater number of buyers and sellers and are, therefore, more liquid. Liquidity is an important element
for implementing the Company’ s strategy of varying its portfolio in response to changing market
conditions.

»  Supply Congtraints. The Company believes that properties located in real estate markets with limited
development opportunities are well suited to produce increased rental income. When evaluating supply
constraints, the Company reviews: (i) availability of developable land sites on which competing
properties could be readily constructed; (ii) political barriers to growth resulting from arestrictive local
political environment regarding development (such an environment, in addition to the restrictions on
development itself, is often associated with alengthy development process and expensive development
fees); and (iii) physical barriersto growth, resulting from natural limitations to development, such as
mountains or waterways.

* Rental Demand Created by High Cost of Housing. The Company concentrates on markets in which
the cost of renting compares favorably to the cost of owning a home. In such markets, rent levelstend
to be higher and operating expenses and capital expenditures, as a percentage of rent, are lower in
comparison with markets that have alower cost of owning a home.

» Job Proximity. The Company believes that most renters select housing based on its proximity to their
jobs and related commuting factors. The Company obtains local areainformation relating to its
residential properties and uses this information when making multifamily property acquisition
decisions. The Company also reviews the location of major employers relative to its portfolio and
potential acquisition properties.

Following the above criteria, the Company is currently pursuing investment opportunities in selected
markets of Northern and Southern California and the Pacific Northwest.

Active Portfolio Management Through Regional Economic Research and Local Market Knowledge. The
Company was founded on the belief that the key elements of successful real estate investment and portfolio growth
include extensive regional economic research and local market knowledge. The Company utilizesits economic
research and local market knowledge to make appropriate portfolio allocation decisions that it believes will result in
better overall operating performance and lower portfolio risk. The Company maintains and evaluates:

*  Regional Economic Data. The Company evaluates and reviews regional economic factors for the
markets in which it owns properties and where it considers expanding its operations. The Company’s
research focuses on regional and sub-market supply and demand, economic diversity, job growth,
market depth and the comparison of rents to down payments and occupancy costs associated with for-
sale housing.

e Local Market Conditions. Loca market knowledge includes (i) local factors that influence whether a
sub-market is desirable to tenants; (ii) the extent to which the area surrounding a property isimproving



or deteriorating; and (iii) local investment market dynamics, including the relationship between the
value of a property and itsyield, the prospects for capital appreciation and market depth.

Recognizing that al real estate markets are cyclical, the Company regularly eval uates the results of
regional economic and local market research and proceeds to adjust its portfolio allocations accordingly. The
Company actively manages the allocation of assets within its portfolio. The Company seeks to increase its portfolio
allocation in markets projected to have economic growth and to decrease such allocations in markets projected to
have declining economic conditions. Likewise, the Company also seeksto increase its portfolio allocation in
markets that have attractive property valuations and to decrease such allocations in markets that have inflated
valuations and low relative yields. Although the Company is generally along-term investor, it does not establish
defined or preferred holding periods for its Properties.

Current Business Activities

The Company conducts substantially all of its activities through the Operating Partnership, of which it
owns an approximate 90.8% general partnership interest. The approximate 9.2% limited partnership interestsin the
Operating Partnership are owned by directors, officers and employees of the Company and certain third-party
investors. Asthe sole general partner of the Operating Partnership, the Company has operating control over the
management of the Operating Partnership. The Operating Partnership either controls or has significant influence
over the Properties. From time to time, the Company may invest in properties through the acquisition of an interest
in another entity, based upon the criteria described above. The Company does not plan to invest in the securities of
other entities not engaged in real estate related activities.

The Company has elected to be treated as areal estate investment trust (“REIT”) for federa income tax
purposes, commencing with the year ended December 31, 1994. The Company provides some of its fee-based asset
management and disposition services as well as third-party property management and leasing services through Essex
Management Corporation (“EMC"), ataxable REIT subsidiary, in order to maintain compliance with REIT tax
rules. The Company owns 100% of EMC's 19,000 shares of nonvoting preferred stock. Executives of the Company
own 100% of EMC'’s 1,000 shares of common stock. The Company accounts for EMC on the equity method of
accounting.

Acquisitions

On October 9, 2003, the Company acquired two multifamily communities comprising 442 apartment
homes in the Seattle, Washington metropolitan area for an aggregate purchase price of $41.7 million. The properties
acquired were: Canyon Pointe, a 250-unit multifamily property located in Bothell, Washington; and Forest View, a
192-unit multifamily property located in Renton, Washington. These newly acquired assets are not encumbered by
any mortgage.

On October 23, 2003, the Company acquired Walnut Heights Apartments, a 163-unit multifamily
community located in the City of Walnut, California, for a contract price of approximately $24.3 million. This
newly acquired asset was not encumbered by any mortgage.

Subsequent Events— Acquisitions

On January 21, 2004, the Company acquired the improvements of Marina City Club, located in Marina del
Rey, Cdlifornia, which include a 101-unit promenade apartment community, an adjacent marina with approximately
340 boat dips and assorted retail space. The total contract price was approximately $27.7 million. The
improvements are subject to a non-cancellable long-term ground lease with the County of Los Angeles that expires
in 2067. This newly acquired asset was not encumbered by any mortgage.

On January 28, 2004, the Company acquired Mountain View Apartments, a 106-unit multifamily
community located in Camarillo, California, for a contract price of approximately $14.3 million. This newly
acquired asset was not encumbered by any mortgage.



On February 27, 2004, the Company acquired Fountain Park Apartments, a 705-unit multifamily
community located in Playa Vista, California, for a contract price of approximately $124.5 million. In connection
with the transaction the Company assumed tax-exempt variable rate bond obligations totaling $83.2 million that
mature in 2033. Financing and other agreements require 53% of the apartment homes in Fountain Park to be subject
to various rent restrictions based on resident income criteria.

Devel opment

Development communities are defined by the Company as new apartment properties that are being
constructed or are newly constructed and in a phase of lease-up and have not yet reached stabilized operations
(defined as 95% physical occupancy). As of December 31, 2003, the Company had direct ownership interestsin two
development communities, with an aggregate of 444 multifamily units. During 2003, the Company achieved
stabilized operations at two development communities. The Essex on Lake Merritt, a 270-unit high-rise luxury
apartment community located in Oakland, California achieved stabilized operations during the first quarter of 2003
and The San Marcos (phase 1), a 312-unit apartment community located in Richmond, California achieved stabilized
operations during the fourth quarter of 2003.

Construction began at Phase Il of The San Marcos project, which islocated directly adjacent to the first
phase. It is anticipated that construction of these additional units will be completed in the second quarter of 2004 and
is expected to reach stabilized operations in the fourth quarter of 2004.

During 2003 the Company began leasing activities at Hidden Valley, a 324-unit apartment community
located in Simi Valley, California. The Company expects to reach stabilized operations at Hidden Valley in the
fourth quarter of 2004. The Company consolidates this property since its 75% ownership interest in this
development project gives the Company control.

In connection with the properties currently under development, the Company has directly, or in some cases
through affiliated joint venture entities, entered into contractual construction-related commitments with unrelated
third parties. As of December 31, 2003, the Company and its partners are committed to fund approximately $17.9
million in estimated devel opment expenditures to complete these projects.

The following table sets forth information regarding the Company’ s devel opment communities at
December 31, 2003.

Estimated Project Incurred Project
Cost as of Cost as of
12/31/03(1) 12/31/03(1) Projected
Development Communities Location Units ($ in millions) ($ in millions) Stabilization
Hidden Valley - Parker Ranch(2) Simi Valley, CA 324§ 464 § 41.2 Oct. 2004
The San Marcos Phase 11(3) Richmond, CA 120 23.9 11.2 Oct. 2004
Total Development Communities 444§ 703 $ 52.4

(1) Estimated project cost as of December 31, 2003 includesincurred costs and estimated costs to complete the devel opment
projects.

(2) The Company has a 75% controlling interest in this development project.

(3) TheCompany is the sole owner of this development project.

The Company is entitled to receive development fee income on the joint venture devel opment
communities. The portion of the fees associated with our ownership percentage is eliminated in consolidation.

Although the Company will continue to evaluate the development of multifamily properties as deemed
appropriate given market conditions, it does not expect to start any new devel opment projects in 2004.



Redevelopment

Redevelopment communities are defined by the Company as existing properties owned or recently acquired
which have been targeted for additional investment by the Company with the expectation of increased financial
returns. Redevel opment communities typically have apartment units that are under construction and, as a result, may
have less than stabilized operations. As of December 31, 2003, the Company has direct ownership interestsin one
redevelopment community which contain 608 units. The estimated cost specifically related to the redevel opment of
this community is $3.4 million of which approximately $1.9 million remains to be expended.

Debt Transactions

On January 15, 2003, the Company repaid a non-recourse mortgage with an interest rate of 7.6% that
matured in the amount of $18.8 million.

During the third quarter of 2003 the Company expanded its existing $165.0 million unsecured revolving
credit facility to $185.0 million. No other material terms of this facility were revised.

On October 15, 2003, the Company obtained four mortgage |oans aggregating $42.4 million with avariable
interest rate priced at Freddie Mac's Reference Rate plus 1.3%. On January 31, 2004, the interest rates on these
loans was converted from a variable rate to a 5.65% fixed rate through February 2012. The loans maturein
February 2013.

On December 18, 2003, the Company obtained a 5-year, $90.0 million credit facility from Freddie Mac,
secured by four of Essex’s multifamily communities. The aggregate maximum principal amount of the facility is
$90.0 million, increasing to $100.0 million on July 1, 2004. The Company borrowed $80.6 million under this
facility, comprised of two tranches as follows: $41 million, locked for 60 days at a base rate of 1.586% (55 basis
points over Freddie Mac's Reference Rate) and $39.6 million locked for 180 days at a base rate of 1.695% (59 basis
points over Freddie Mac's Reference Rate). This credit facility has alower cost of borrowing as compared to the
Company’s unsecured credit facility.

Equity Transactions

On June 14, 2000 the Company purchased Waterford Place, a 238-unit apartment community located in
San Jose, California for a contract price of $35.0 million, which excluded a contingent payment to be paid by the
Company pursuant to the terms of the agreement. The amount of the contingent payment was disputed, and
submitted to binding arbitration. On March 19, 2003, in connection with that arbitration, the Company was directed
to issue an additional 109,875 Operating Partnership unitsto the seller. Asaresult, the Company has increased its
capitalized acquisition cost of this asset by approximately $7.2 million with an offset to minority interest. The
arbitration award is finalized, however no Operating Partnership units have been issued as of December 31, 2003.
The Company expects to issue the units during the first quarter of 2004.

On July 30, 2003, in connection with the Company’ s acquisition, by merger, of John M. Sachs, Inc.
(“Sachs’) on December 17, 2002, and under terms of the merger agreement, afinal analysis was prepared, which
indicated that the actual net liabilities of Sachs were less than the net liabilities of Sachs estimated to be outstanding
as of the merger date. Based on thisfinal analysis and as a post-closing adjustment payment pursuant to the merger
agreement, the Company made a final payment of $1.8 million in cash and issued an additional 35,860 shares of
common stock to certain of the pre-merger shareholders of Sachs.

On September 23, 2003, the Company issued 1,000,000 shares of its Series F Cumulative Redeemable
Preferred Stock at afixed price of $24.664 per share, a discount from the $25.00 per share liquidation value of the
shares. The shares did not begin to accrue a dividend until November 25, 2003 and following that date, pay
quarterly distributions at an annualized rate of 7.8125% per year of the liquidation value and will be redeemable at
the Company’ s option on or after September 23, 2008. The Company amortized the original discount in connection
with the issuance of these sharesin the fourth quarter of 2003, resulting in a charge of approximately $336,000.

On October 6, 2003, the Company sold 1.6 million newly issued shares of common stock at a price of
$60.67 per share, representing a 3.25% discount to the closing price on September 30, 2003, the date of the

6



agreement between the Company and the underwriter. Subsequent to the offering, the net proceeds generated from
the offering were used to acquire multifamily communities located in the Company’ s targeted West Coast markets.

Using the proceeds of its September 2003 sale of its 7.8125% Series F Cumulative Redeemable Preferred
Stock, the Company on November 24, 2003, redeemed all of the outstanding 9.125% Series C Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units of the Operating Partnership. In connection with this redemption the Company incurred
anon-cash charge of $625,000 related to the write-off of the issuance costs.

Subsequent Event - Equity

In January 2004, the Company restructured its previously issued $50 million, 9.30% Series D Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series D Units’), and its previously issued $80 million, 7.875% Series B Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series B Units’). The existing distribution rate of 9.30% of the Series D Units will
continue until July 27, 2004 — the end of the current non-call period. On July 28, 2004, the distribution rate on the
Series D Units will be reduced to 7.875%. The date that the Series D Units can first be redeemed at the Company’s
option will be extended by six yearsto July 28, 2010. The dates that the Series B Units can first be redeemed at the
Company’s option will be extended from February 6, 2003 to December 31, 20009.

Notes and Other Receivables

In July 2000 the Company acquired a development land parcel in Irvine, California. Asacondition to the
acquisition, an affiliate of the Company acquired a vacant 110,000 square foot office building located adjacent to the
development site for $14.6 million. In August 2000 the affiliate sold the office building to a third party for $15.0
million. The Company loaned the buyer $15.0 million as a secured first mortgage on the property. In addition, after
the buyer expended $500,000 for such items as tenant improvements, leasing commissions, and carrying costs, the
Company agreed to lend an additional $4.5 million to the buyer for these related items, under a mezzanine loan,
which is secured by a second deed of trust on the property (the “Mezzanine Loan”). The recorded balance of the
Mezzanine Loan is approximately $4.5 million, of which the principa shareholder of the buyer personally
guarantees $1.7 million. The Company evaluated the realization potential of the first and mezzanine loans and,
effective June 2002, ceased accruing interest income on these notes until the timing of the borrower’s cash flow
from the office building is more predictable. The loan matured in March 2003 and isin default. As of December 31,
2003, the owner leased 62.7% of the rentable square footage for amounts acceptable to the Company. The Company
has determined that the current recorded balances due under these loans are properly valued.

Other

During the fourth quarter of 2003, the Company entered into lease and purchase option agreements with
unrelated third parties related to its five recreational vehicle parks that are comprised of 1,717 spaces, and two
manufactured housing communities that contain 607 sites. Based on the agreements, the unrelated third parties have
an option to purchase the assets in approximately four years for approximately $41.7 million — a 5% premium to the
gross book value of the assets. The Company received $474,000 as consideration for entering into the option
agreement. The option premium of approximately $4.0 million has been recorded as deferred revenue and has been
classified with accounts payable and accrued liabilities in the Company’s consolidated balance sheets. Under the
lease agreements Essex is to receive a fixed monthly lease payment in addition to a non-refundable upfront payment
that will be amortized over approximately five years (the life of the lease). These operating leases also provide for
the Company to pass through all executory costs such as property taxes.

Essex Apartment Value Fund | (“Fund 1)

Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P. (“Fund 1), is an investment fund organized by the Company in 2001 to
add value through rental growth and asset appreciation, utilizing the Company’ s acquisition, development,
redevelopment and asset management capabilities. Currently Fund | is considered fully invested based on its
acquisitions to date and anticipated devel opment and redevel opment expenditures. An affiliate of the Company,



Essex VFGP, L.P. (“VFGP"), isa 1% general partner and is a 20.4% limited partner. The Operating Partnership
owns a 99% limited partnership interest in VFGP. Fund | now expectsto utilize leverage of approximately 61% of
the value of the underlying real estate portfolio. The Company is committed to invest 21.4% of the aggregate capital
committed to Fund I. As of December 31, 2003, the Company’s share of such capital commitment which may be
called by Fund | is$9.6 million. In addition, Essex will be compensated by Fund | for its asset management,
property management, development and redevel opment services and may receive incentive paymentsif the Fund
exceeds certain financial return benchmarks.

The Company isin the process of forming a second Essex Apartment Vaue Fund (“Fund I1”), whichis
expected to be similar to Fund | in size and structure. Essex anticipates an initial closing of Fund 11 during the
second quarter of 2004, which would result in afinal $50 million capital commitment by a subsidiary of the
Company.

Since itsformation, Fund | has acquired ownership interests in 17 multifamily residential properties,
representing 4,926 apartment units with an aggregate purchase price of approximately $500 million, excluding
redevelopment expenses, and disposed of two multifamily residential property, consisting of 530 apartment units at
agross sales price of approximately $73.2 million resulting in a net realized gain of approximately $5.7 million. In
addition, two development land parcels, where approximately 480 apartment units are planned for construction, have
been purchased by Fund | with total estimated costs related to the development of such projects of approximately
$101.7 million. As of December 31, 2003, the estimated remaining commitments to compl ete these devel opment
projectsis approximately $37.4 million of which approximately $8.0 million is the Company’ s commitment.

The current portfolio of stabilized propertiesin which Fund | has an ownership interest as of December 31,
2003 is set forth below:

Fixed Loan
Loan Amount Interest Maturity
Property Name Location Units ($ in millions) Rate Date

Villas at Carlsbad Carlsbad, CA 102 $ 9.6 5.03% Aug-11
Villa Venetia Costa Mesa, CA 468 53.6 4.58% Jun-13
Huntington Villas Huntington Beach, CA 400 38.1 4.64% May-10
Rosebeach Apartments La Mirada, CA 174 8.3 7.09% Feb-11
The Arboretum at Lake Forest Lake Forest, CA 225 23.0 5.16% Feb-10
Newport Beach North (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 732 28.0 5.30% Dec-12
Newport Beach South (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 715 24.6 5.30% Dec-12
Foxborough Homes Orange, CA 90 4.8 7.84% Jul-09
Ocean Villa Oxnard, CA 119 9.9 5.42% May-13
The Crest at Phillips Ranch Pomona, CA 501 35.4 7.99% Jul-05
Villas at Bonita San Dimas, CA 102 8.3 4.67% May-10
Villas at San Dimas San Dimas, CA 156 13 4.67% May-10
Vista del Rey Tustin, CA 116 7.9 6.95% Feb-11
Andover Park Apartments Beaverton, OR 240 12.2 6.66% Oct-11
Hunt Club Lake Oswego, OR 256 11.5 7.05% Feb-11

Total 4,396 § 288.2

(1) Fund ! acquired a49.9% equity investment in this property and accounts for itsinvestment under the equity method of
accounting.

In addition to distributions with respect to its pro-rata share of the Fund’s limited partnership interest,
VFGP (1) isto receive special priority distributions from the Fund in the annual amount of 1% of the Fund’s
unreturned third party capital, payable quarterly for managing the Fund’ s operations, and (2) may receive over the
life of the Fund incentive distributions of up to 20% of the cumulative net profits on the Fund’s investments, if the
Fund exceeds certain financial return benchmarks, including a minimum 10% compounded annual return on the
limited partners’ total capital contributions. VFGP isto aso be paid fees consistent with industry standards for its



property management, development and redevel opment services with respect to the Fund’s investments. VFGP will
not receive transaction fees, such as acquisition, disposition, and financing or similar fees, in connection with the
operation of the Fund.

Acguisition Activities

During 2003, Fund | acquired ownership interests in seven multifamily properties consisting of 2,603 units
with an aggregate purchase price of approximately $202.5 million. These investments were primarily funded by the
contribution of equity from joint venture partners, cash generated from operations, proceeds from the dispositions of
properties or proceeds from Fund I’ s line of credit. All of these properties are located in Southern California.

Ownership interests in multifamily properties acquired in 2003 are as follows:

Contract
Purchase
Price
Property Name Location Units ($ in millions)

Huntington Villas Huntington Beach, CA 400 § 58.2
Newport Beach North (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 732 18.4
Newport Beach South (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 715 15.3
The Villas San Dimas, CA 30 39
Villa Venetia Costa Mesa, CA 468 74
Villas at Bonita San Dimas, CA 102 12.7
Villas at San Dimas San Dimas, CA 156 20
Total 2,603 § 202.5

(1) Fund | acquired a49.9% equity investment in this property and accounts for itsinvestment under the equity method of
accounting.

Disposition Activities

On July 24, 2003, Fund | sold a 30 unit apartment community, which was acquired on May 1, 2003 in
conjunction with the purchase of three multifamily properties comprised of 288 apartment homes all located in San
Dimas, California, for $4.2 million in cash to an unrelated third party. This property was not encumbered by a
mortgage.

Debt Transactions

On January 30, 2003, Fund | obtained a non-recourse mortgage on a previously unencumbered property in
the amount of $23.2 million, with a5.16% fixed interest rate, which maturesin February 2010.

On April 11, 2003, Fund | obtained a non-recourse mortgage on a previously unencumbered property in the
amount of $10.0 million, with a5.42% fixed interest rate for a 9-year term, which maturesin May 2013, with an
option to extend the maturity for one year thereafter at afloating rate of 2.5% over Freddie Mac's Reference Bill.
During the extension period, the loan may be paid in full with no prepayment penalty.

On April 29, 2003, Fund | obtained a non-recourse mortgage on a previously unencumbered property in the
amount of $38.5 million, with a 4.64% fixed interest rate, which maturesin May 2010.

On May 29, 2003, Fund | obtained a non-recourse mortgage on a previously unencumbered property in the
amount of $54.0 million, with a4.58% fixed interest rate for a 9-year term, which matures in June 2013, with an
option to extend the maturity for one year thereafter at afloating rate of 2.5% over Freddie Mac's Reference Bill.



During the extension period, the loan may be paid in full with no prepayment penalty.

On July 28, 2003, Fund | obtained a non-recourse mortgage on a previously unencumbered property in the
amount of $9.6 million, with a 5.03% fixed interest rate for an 8-year term, which maturesin August 2011, with an
option to extend the maturity for one year thereafter at afloating rate of 2.5% over Freddie Mac's Reference Bill.
During the extension period, the loan may be paid in full with no prepayment penalty.

During 2003, Fund | reduced its existing credit facility from $125.0 million to $30.0 million. All other
material terms remain the same for this facility. As of December 31, 2003, outstanding balance on this credit facility
was zero.

On December 15, 2003, Fund | obtained construction loans for the development of two of its communities
in the committed principal amount of $66.0 million, with a variable interest rate of LIBOR plus 2%. These loans
mature in January 2007, with options to extend the maturity for up to two years thereafter. The principal balance of
these construction loans was $28.1 million on December 31, 2003.

Development Communities

At December 31, 2003 Fund | owned two devel opment communities with an aggregate of 480 multifamily
units and an estimated total cost of $101.7 million, of which $37.4 million remains to be expended and
approximately $8.0 million is expected to be funded by the Company through its capital commitments.

The following table sets forth information regarding Fund I’ s development communities at December 31,

2003.
Estimated Project Incurred Project
Cost as of Cost as of
12/31/03(1) 12/31/03(1) Projected
Development Communities Location Units ($ in millions) ($ in millions) Stabilization
Fund I(2)
River Terrace Santa Clara, CA 250 $ 56.8 $ 32.3 Jun. 2005
Chesapeake San Diego, CA 230 44.9 32 Dec. 2004
Pre-development - Kelvin Avenue Irvine, CA 132 5.9 5.9 --
Total Fund I Development Communities 612 $ 107.6 § 70.2

(1) Estimated project cost as of December 31, 2003 includes incurred costs and estimated costs to complete the devel opment
projects.
(2) The Company hasa21.4% interest in Fund |, which owns these properties.

Redevelopment Communities

At December 31, 2003 Fund | had one redevelopment community, a 174 unit apartment community with an
estimated cost specifically related to the redevelopment project of $3.5 million, of which $1.6 million remains to be
expended and approximately $340,000 is the Company’ s commitment.

Offices and Employees

The Company is headquartered in Palo Alto, California, and has regional officesin Woodland Hills,
California; Newport Beach, California; Tustin, California; San Diego, California; Seattle, Washington; and Portland,
Oregon. As of December 31, 2003, the Company had approximately 800 employees.
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Environmental Matters

Under various federal, state and local laws, ordinances and regulations, an owner or operator of real estate
isliable for the costs of removal or remediation of certain hazardous or toxic substances on, in or migrating from
such property. Such laws often impose liability without regard as to whether the owner or operator knew of, or was
responsible for, the presence of such hazardous or toxic substances. The presence of such substances, or the failure
to properly remediate such substances, may adversely affect the owner’s or operator’ s ability to sell or rent such
property or to borrow using such property as collateral. Persons who arrange for the disposal or treatment of
hazardous or toxic substances or wastes also may be liable for the costs of removal or remediation of such
substances at the disposal or treatment facility to which such substances or wastes were sent, whether or not such
facility is owned or operated by such person. In addition, certain environmental laws impose liability for release of
ashestos-containing materials (“ACMS’) into the air, and third parties may seek recovery from owners or operators
of real properties for personal injury associated with ACMs. In connection with the ownership (direct or indirect),
operation, management and development of real properties, the Company could be considered an owner or operator
of such properties or as having arranged for the disposal or treatment of hazardous or toxic substances and,
therefore, may be potentially liable for removal or remediation costs, as well as certain other costs, including
governmental fines and costs related to injuries of persons and property.

California has enacted legislation commonly referred to as “Proposition 65” requiring that “clear and
reasonable” warnings be given to consumers who are exposed to chemicals known to the State of Californiato cause
cancer or reproductive toxicity, including tobacco smoke. Although we have sought to comply with Proposition 65
requirements, we cannot assure you that we will not be adversely affected by litigation relating to Proposition 65.

Methane gasis a naturally-occurring gas that is commonly found below the surface in several areas of
Cdlifornia, particularly in the Southern California coastal areas. Methane is a hon-toxic gas, but can be ignitablein
confined spaces when exposed to air. Although naturally-occurring methane gasis not regulated at the state or
federal level, somelocal governments, such asthe County of Los Angeles, have imposed requirements that new
buildings install detection systems in areas where methane gasis known to be located. Methane gasisaso
associated with certain industrial activities, such as former municipal waste landfills.

Recently there has been an increasing number of lawsuits against owners and managers of multifamily
properties other than Essex alleging personal injury and property damage caused by the presence of mold in
residential real estate. Some of these lawsuits have resulted in substantial monetary judgments or settlements. Essex
has been sued for mold related matters and has settled or isin the process of settling such matters. Insurance carriers
have reacted to mold related liability awards by excluding mold related claims from standard policies and pricing
mold endorsements at prohibitively high rates. We have adopted programs designed to manage the existence of
mold in our properties as well as guidelines for promptly addressing and resolving reports of mold to minimize any
impact mold might have on residents or the property.

All of the Properties have been subjected to preliminary environmental assessments, including areview of
historical and public data (“Phase | assessments’), by independent environmental consultants. Phase | assessments
generally consist of an investigation of environmental conditions at the Property, including a preliminary
investigation of the site, an identification of publicly known conditions occurring at propertiesin the vicinity of the
site, an investigation as to the presence of polychlorinated biphenyl's (“PCBs’), ACMs and above-ground and
underground storage tanks presently or formerly at the sites, and preparation and issuance of written reports. Asa
result of information collected in the Phase | assessments, certain of the Properties were subjected to additional
environmental investigations, including, in a some cases, soil sampling or ground water analysis to further evaluate
the environmental conditions of those Properties.

The environmental studies revealed the presence of soil and groundwater contamination and the presence
of methane and associated gases at certain of the Properties. Based on its current knowledge, the Company does not
believe the future liabilities associated with the contamination or with the methane gasis material and isnot in
receipt of any cleanup order from aregulatory agency. Environmental studies also indicate that one of the
Propertiesislocated on aformer municipal landfill, which has been closed for approximately eighty years. To the
Company's knowledge, the property has not been subject to any regulatory requirements since it was initially closed,;
however, state regulatory agencies have discretion to impose various requirements on closed landfills, including
monitoring for methane gas. Limited sampling has indicated there is no methane gas above explosive limits at the
property. Based on its current knowledge, the Company does not believe that any regulatory requirements or other
liabilities associated with this property are material. The environmental studies have also indicated that several
properties contain ACM, a common building material prior to the 1980s. The ACM isfound primarily in the ceiling
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textures, floor tiles, and adhesives. To the Company's knowledge, the ACM isin good condition. The Company has
implemented an operations and mai ntenance plan to inspect and monitor the ACM to ensure that the ACM remains
in good condition and is properly managed. Based on the information contained in the environmental studies, the
Company believes that the costs, if any, it might bear as aresult of environmental contamination or other conditions
at these Properties would not have a material adverse affect on the Company's financial condition, result of
operations, or liquidity. Certain Properties that have been sold by the Company were identified as having potential
groundwater contamination. While the Company does not anticipate any losses or costs related to groundwater
contamination on Properties that have been sold, it is possible that such losses or costs may materialize in the future.

Except with respect to three Properties, the Company has no indemnification agreements from third parties
for potential environmental clean-up costs at its Properties. The Company has no way of determining at thistime the
magnitude of any potential liability to which it may be subject arising out of unknown environmental conditions or
violations with respect to the properties formerly owned by the Company. No assurance can be given that existing
environmental studies with respect to any of the Properties reveal al environmenta liabilities, that any prior owner
or operator of a Property did not create any material environmental condition not known to the Company, or that a
material environmental condition does not otherwise exist as to any one or more of the Properties. The Company has
limited insurance coverage for the types of environmental liabilities described above.

Insurance

The Company carries comprehensive liability, fire, extended coverage and rental loss insurance for each of
the Properties. There are, however, certain types of extraordinary losses for which the Company does not have
insurance. Substantially all of the Properties are located in areas that are subject to earthquake activity. The
Company has obtained earthquake insurance for most the Properties. Most of the Properties are included in an
earthquake insurance program that is subject to an aggregate limit of $40.0 million payable upon a covered lossin
excess of a$7.5 million self-insured retention amount and a 5% deductible. In the future, the Company may
selectively exclude properties from being covered by earthquake insurance based on management's evaluation of the
following factors: (i) the avail ability of coverage on terms acceptable to the Company, (ii) the location of the
property and the amount of seismic activity affecting that region, and, (iii) the age of the property and building codes
in effect at the time of construction. Despite earthquake coverage on most of the Company's Properties, should a
property sustain damage as a result of an earthquake, the Company may incur losses due to deductibles, co-
payments and losses in excess of applicable insurance, if any.

Although the Company carries certain insurance for non-earthquake damages to its properties and liability
insurance, the Company may still incur losses due to uninsured risks, deductibles, co-payments or losses in excess of
applicable insurance coverage.

Competition

The Company’ s Properties compete for tenants with similar properties primarily on the basis of location,
rent charged, services provided, and the design and condition of the improvements. Competition for tenants from
competing properties affects the amount of rent charged as well as rental growth rates, vacancy rates, deposit
amounts, and the services and features provided at each property. While economic conditions are generally stablein
the Company’ s target markets, a prolonged economic downturn could have a material adverse effect on the
Company’s financial position, results of operations or liquidity.

The Company also experiences competition when attempting to acquire properties that meet its investment
criteria. Such competing buyers include domestic and foreign financial institutions, other REITs, life insurance
companies, pension funds, trust funds, partnerships and individual investors.

Working Capital
The Company expects to meet its short-term liquidity requirements by using its working capital, cash

generated from operations, and its amounts available on lines of credit. The Company believes that its future net
cash flows and borrowing capacity will be adequate to meet operating requirements and to provide for payment of
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dividends by the Company in accordance with REIT qualification requirements. The Company has line of credit
facilities in the committed amount of approximately $275.0 million. At December 31, 2003 the Company had an
outstanding balance of $93.1 million under these line of credit facilities.

Risk Factors

Our operations involve various risks that could have adverse consequences to us. These risks include,
among others, the following:

Debt Financing

At December 31, 2003, we had approximately $832.2 million of indebtedness (including $168.4 million of
variable rate indebtedness, of which $75.3 million is subject to interest rate protection agreements).

We are subject to the risks normally associated with debt financing, including the following:

»  cash flow may not be sufficient to meet required payments of principal and interest;

» inability to refinance existing indebtedness on encumbered properties;

» thetermsof any refinancing may not be as favorable as the terms of existing indebtedness;

» inability to comply with debt covenants which could cause an acceleration of the maturity date; and

»  repaying debt before the scheduled maturity date could result in prepayment penalties.

Uncertainty of Ability to Refinance Balloon Payments

At December 31, 2003, we had an aggregate of approximately $832.2 million of mortgage debt and line of
credit borrowings, some of which are subject to balloon payments of principal. We do not expect to have sufficient
cash flows from operations to make all of such balloon payments when due under these mortgages and the line of
credit borrowings.

At December 31, 2003, these mortgages and lines of credit borrowings had the following scheduled
maturity dates:

2004--$20.7 million (includes lines of credit balance of $12.5 million as of December 31, 2003);
2005--$41.3 million

2006--$20.7 million;

2007--$63.5 million;

2008--$108.9 million;

2009 and thereafter--$577.1 million (includes lines of credit balance of $80.6 million as of December 31,
2003).

We may not be able to refinance such mortgage indebtedness or lines of credit. The properties subject to
these mortgages could be foreclosed upon or otherwise transferred to the mortgagee. This could cause usto lose
income and asset value. Alternatively, we may be required to refinance the debt at higher interest rates. If we are
unable to make such payments when due, a mortgage lender could foreclose on the property securing the mortgage,
which could have a material adverse effect on our financia condition and results of operations.
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Economic Environment and I mpact on Operating Results

Both the national economy and the economies of the western states in which we own, manage and develop
properties, some of which are concentrated in high-tech sectors, have been and may continue to be in an economic
downturn. The impact of such downturn on our operating results can include, and are not limited to, reduction in
rental rates, occupancy levels, property valuations and increases in operating costs such as advertising, turnover and
repair and maintenance expense.

Our property type and diverse geographic locations provide some degree of risk moderation but we are not
immune to a prolonged down cycle in the real estate markets in which we operate. Although we believe we are well
positioned to meet the challenges ahead, it is possible that reductions in occupancy and market rental rates will result
in reduction of rental revenues, operating income, cash flows, and the market value of our shares. Prolonged
downturn could also affect our ability to obtain financing at acceptable rates of interest and to access funds from the
disposition of properties at acceptable prices.

Risk of Rising I nterest Rates

At December 31, 2003, we had approximately $75.3 million of long-term variable rate indebtedness
bearing interest at a floating rate tied to the rate of short-term tax-exempt revenue bonds (which matures at various
dates from 2020 through 2032), and $93.1 million of variable rate indebtedness under our lines of credit of which
$12.5 million bearing interest at 1.10% over LIBOR and $80.6 million bearing interest at the Freddie Mac's
Reference Rate plus 0.55% to 0.60%. The long-term variable rate indebtedness of approximately $75.3 millionis
subject to an interest rate protection agreement, which may reduce the risks associated with fluctuationsin interest
rates. The remaining $93.1 million of long-term variable rate indebtednessis not subject to any interest rate
protection agreement, and consequently, an increase in interest rates may have an adverse effect on our net income
and results of operations.

Current interest rates are at historic lows and potentially could increase rapidly to levels more in line with
recent historic levels. The immediate effect of significant and rapid interest rate increases would result in higher
interest expense on our variable rate indebtedness. The effect of prolonged interest rate increases could negatively
impact our ability to make acquisitions and develop properties at economic returns on investment and our ability to
refinance existing borrowings at acceptable rates.

Risk of Inflation /Deflation

Substantial inflationary or deflationary pressures could have a negative effect on rental rates and property
operating expenses. The Company believes it effectively manages its property and other expenses but understands
that substantial annual rates of inflation or deflation could adversely impact operating results.

Risk of Losses on I nterest Rate Hedging Arrangements

We have, from time to time, entered into agreements to reduce the risks associated with increases in interest
rates, and may continue to do so. Although these agreements may partially protect against rising interest rates, these
agreements also may reduce the benefits to us when interest rates decline. We cannot assure you that we can
refinance any such hedging arrangements or that we will be able to enter into other hedging arrangements to replace
existing ones if interest rates decline. Furthermore, interest rate movements during the term of interest rate hedging
arrangements may result in again or loss on our investment in the hedging arrangement. In addition, if a hedging
arrangement is not indexed to the same rate as the indebtedness that is hedged, we may be exposed to losses to the
extent that the rate governing the indebtedness and the rate governing the hedging arrangement change
independently of each other. Finally, nonperformance by the other party to the hedging arrangement may subject us
to increased credit risks. In order to minimize counterparty credit risk, our policy isto enter into hedging
arrangements only with large financial ingtitutions.

14



Acquisition Activities: Risks that Acquisitions Will Fail to Meet Expectations

We intend to continue to acquire multifamily residential properties. There are risks that acquired properties
will fail to perform as expected. Estimates of future income, expenses and the costs of improvements necessary to
allow usto market an acquired property as originally intended may prove to be inaccurate. In addition, we expect to
finance future acquisitions, in whole or in part, under various forms of secured or unsecured financing or through the
issuance of partnership units by the Operating Partnership or related partnerships or additional equity by Essex. The
use of equity financing, rather than debt, for future developments or acquisitions could dilute the interest of Essex’s
existing stockholders. If we finance new acquisitions under existing lines of credit, thereisarisk that, unless we
obtain substitute financing, Essex may not be able to secure further lines of credit for new development or such lines
of credit may be available only on disadvantageous terms.

Also, we may not be able to refinance our existing lines of credit upon maturity, or the terms of such
refinancing may not be as favorable as the terms of the existing indebtedness. Further, acquisitions of properties are
subject to the general risks associated with real estate investments. For further information regarding these risks,
please see “ Adverse Effect to Property Income and Value Due to General Real Estate Investment Risks.”

On December 17, 2002, we completed the acquisition of John M. Sachs, Inc., areal estate company
pursuant to which we acquired areal estate portfolio, consisting primarily of apartment communities located in San
Diego County, California. The assetsin this transaction were valued at approximately $301 million. Thisisour
largest real estate portfolio acquisition to date. The integration of these properties into Essex has placed a burden on
our management team and infrastructure. To date these properties have performed as expected. In addition, as this
transaction was structured as a merger, there is the risk that we assumed unknown liabilities, which might adversely
affect our results of operations.

Risks that Development Activities Will Be Delayed, not Completed, and/or Fail to Achieve Expected Results

We pursue multifamily residential property development projects from time to time. Development projects
generally require various governmental and other approvals, which we cannot assure you that we will receive. Our
development activities generally entail certain risks, including the following:

» funds may be expended and management's time devoted to projects that may not be completed;

»  construction costs of a project may exceed original estimates possibly making the project economically
unfeasible;

» development projects may be delayed due to, among other things, adverse weather conditions;
* occupancy rates and rents at a completed project may be less than anticipated; and
» expenses at acompleted development may be higher than anticipated.

These risks may reduce the funds available for distribution to Essex’s stockholders. Further, the
development of propertiesis also subject to the general risks associated with real estate investments. For further
information regarding these risks, please see “ Adverse Effect to Property Income and Value Due to General Real
Estate Investment Risks.”

The Geographic Concentration of the Properties and Fluctuationsin Local Markets May Adversely | mpact Our
Financial Conditions and Results of Operations

We derived significant amounts of rental revenues for the year ended December 31, 2003 from properties
concentrated in Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura, Orange and San Diego counties), Northern California
(the San Francisco Bay Area), and the Pacific Northwest (the Seattle, Washington and Portland, Oregon
metropolitan areas). As of December 31, 2003, of our 121 ownership interests in multifamily residential properties,
90 are located in California. Asaresult of this geographic concentration, if alocal property market performs poorly,
the income from the properties in that market could decrease. As aresult of such a decrease in income, we may be
unable to pay expected dividends to our stockholders. The performance of the economy in each of these areas affects
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occupancy, market rental rates and expenses and, consequently impacts the income generated from the properties
and their underlying values. The financial results of major local employers also may impact the cash flow and value
of certain of the properties. Economic downturnsin the local markets in which we own properties could have a
negative impact on our financial condition and results of operations.

Competition in the Multifamily Residential Market May Adversely Affect Operations and the Rental Demand For
Our Properties

There are numerous housing alternatives that compete with the multifamily propertiesin attracting
residents. These include other multifamily rental apartments and single-family homes that are available for rent in
the markets in which the properties are located. The properties also compete for residents with new and existing
homes and condominiums that are for sale. If the demand for our propertiesis reduced or if competitors develop
and/or acquire competing properties on a more cost-effective basis, rental rates may drop, which may have a
material adverse affect on our financial condition and results of operations.

We also face competition from other real estate investment trusts, businesses and other entitiesin the
acquisition, development and operation of properties. Some of the competitors are larger and have greater financial
resources than we do. This competition may result in increased costs of properties we acquire and/or develop.

Debt Financing on Properties May Result in I nsufficient Cash Flow

Where possible, we intend to continue to use leverage to increase the rate of return on our investments and
to provide for additional investments that we could not otherwise make. There is arisk that the cash flow from the
properties will be insufficient to meet both debt payment obligations and the distribution requirements of the real
estate investment trust provisions of the Internal Revenue Code. We may obtain additional debt financing in the
future, through mortgages on some or al of the properties. These mortgages may be recourse, non-recourse, or
cross-collateralized. As of December 31, 2003, Essex had 55 of its 91 consolidated properties encumbered by debt.
Of the 55 properties, 35 are secured by deeds of trust relating solely to those properties, and with respect to the
remaining 20 properties, 5 cross-collateralized mortgages are secured by 8 properties, 4 properties, 3 properties, 3
properties and 2 properties, respectively. The holders of this indebtedness will have a claim against these properties
and to the extent indebtedness is cross-collateralized, lenders may seek to foreclose upon properties, which are not
the primary collateral for their loan. This, in turn, may accel erate other indebtedness secured by properties.
Foreclosure of properties would reduce our income and asset value.

Dividend Requirements as a Result Of Preferred Stock May Lead to a Possible I nability to Sustain Dividends

In 1998 and 1999, the Operating Partnership issued $210 million in aggregate of Series B Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (the “ Series B Preferred Units’), Series C Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Units, (the
“Series C Preferred Units”), Series D Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Units (the “ Series D Preferred Units’) and
Series E Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Units (the “ Series E Preferred Units’). In 2003 the Company redeemed
the Series C Preferred Units and issued approximately $25 million of Series F Cumulative Redeemable Preferred
Stock (“Series F Preferred Stock™). The Series B Preferred Units, the Series D Preferred Units, the SeriesE
Preferred Units and the Series F Preferred Stock are collectively referred to as the “ Preferred Equity”.

The terms of the Series F Preferred Stock and of the preferred stock into which each series of Preferred
Units are exchangeabl e provide for certain cumulative preferential cash distributions per each share of preferred
stock. These terms also provide that while such preferred stock is outstanding, Essex cannot authorize, declare, or
pay any distributions on the Common Stock, unless all distributions accumulated on al shares of such preferred
stock have been paid in full. The distributions payable on such preferred stock may impair Essex’s ability to pay
dividends on its Common Stock.

If Essex wishes to issue any Common Stock in the future (including, upon exercise of stock options), the

funds required to continue to pay cash dividends at current levels will be increased. Essex’ s ability to pay dividends
will depend largely upon the performance of the properties and other properties that may be acquired in the future.
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Essex’s ability to pay dividends on its stock is further limited by the Maryland General Corporation Law.
Under the Maryland General Corporation Law, Essex may not make a distribution on stock if, after giving effect to
such distribution, either:

« wewould not be able to pay itsindebtedness as it becomes due in the usual course of business; or
* our total assets would be less than its total liabilities.

If Essex cannot pay dividends on its stock, Essex’s status as areal estate investment trust may be
jeopardized.

Resale of Shares Pursuant to our Effective Registration Statement May Have an Adverse Effect on the Market
Price of the Shares

Pursuant to the acquisition of John M. Sachs, Inc., areal estate company, in December 2002, we issued
2,719,875 shares of common stock, as partial consideration for the acquisition, to the trusts that were the
shareholders of that company. In connection with the acquisition, Essex entered into a registration rights agreement
with these trusts, pursuant to which in January 2003 we filed a registration statement on Form S-3 in order to enable
the resale of these shares of common stock. In an amendment to this registration statement filed in April 2003, we
also registered, pursuant to certain registration rights, 50,000 shares of common stock which are issuable to the
trusts in connection with certain contractual obligations and 2,270,490 shares of common stock which are issuable
upon exchange of limited partnership interestsin the Operating Partnership. These limited partnership interests are
held by senior members of our management, certain members of our Board of Directors and certain outside
investors, or the Operating Partnership holders, and comprise approximately 9.2% of the limited partnership
interests of the Operating Partnership as of December 31, 2003. In addition, the Operating Partnership has invested
in certain real estate partnerships. In the 2003 registration statement, we also registered, pursuant to certain
registration rights, 1,473,125 shares of common stock, which are issuable upon redemption of all of the limited
partnership interestsin such real estate partnerships. In sum, this 2003 registration statement coversin aggregate
6,513,490 shares of our common stock. The resale of the shares of common stock pursuant to the registration
statement may have an adverse effect on the market price of our shares.

Our Chairman isInvolved in Other Real Estate Activities and I nvestments, Which May Lead to Conflicts of
I nterest

Our Chairman, George M. Marcus is not an employee of Essex. Mr. Marcus owns interests in various other
real estate-related businesses and investments. He is the Chairman of The Marcus & Millichap Company, or MM,
which is the holding company for real estate brokerage and services companies. MM has an interest in Pacific
Property Company, a company that investsin West Coast multifamily residential properties. In 1999 we sold an
office building to MM, which Essex previously occupied.

Mr. Marcus has agreed not to divulge any information that may be received by him in his capacity as
Chairman of Essex to any of his affiliated companies and that he will absent himself from any and al discussions by
the Essex Board of Directors regarding any proposed acquisition and/or development of a multifamily property
where it appears that there may be a conflict of interest with any of his affiliated companies. Notwithstanding this
agreement, Mr. Marcus and his affiliated entities may potentially compete with usin acquiring and/or developing
multifamily properties, which competition may be detrimental to us. In addition, due to such potential competition
for real estate investments, Mr. Marcus and his affiliated entities may have a conflict of interest with us, which may
be detrimental to the interests of Essex’ s stockholders.

The Influence of Executive Officers, Directors and Significant Stockholders May Be Detrimental to Holders of
Common Stock

As of December 31, 2003, George M. Marcus, the Chairman of our Board of Directors, wholly or partially
owned 1,746,282 shares of common stock (including shares issuable upon exchange of limited partnership interests
in the Operating Partnership and certain other partnerships and assuming exercise of all vested options). This
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represents approximately 7.7% of the outstanding shares of common stock. Mr. Marcus currently does not have
majority control over us. However, he currently has, and likely will continue to have, significant influence with
respect to the election of directors and approval or disapproval of significant corporate actions. Consequently, his
influence could result in decisions that do not reflect the interests of all our stockholders.

Under the partnership agreement of the Operating Partnership, the consent of the holders of limited
partnership interestsis generally required for any amendment of the agreement and for certain extraordinary actions.
Through their ownership of limited partnership interests and their positions with us, our directors and executive
officers, including Mr. Marcus and Mr. William A. Millichap, a director of Essex, have substantial influence on us.
Consequently, their influence could result in decisions that do not reflect the interests of all stockholders.

Further pursuant to our acquisition of John M. Sachs, Inc. in December 2002, we issued, as partial
consideration for the acquisition, 2,719,875 shares of our common stock and an additional 35,860 shares of common
stock in July 2003 to the trusts that were the shareholders of that company. As aresult of thisissuance, these trusts
own, as of December 31, 2003, in aggregate, approximately 8% of our outstanding common stock. Pursuant to their
ownership interest in Essex, these trusts may have significant influence over us. Such influence could result in
decisions that do not reflect the interest of all our stockholders.

The Voting Rights of Preferred Stock May Allow Holders of Preferred Stock to I mpede Actions that Otherwise
Benefit Holders of Common Stock

In general, the holders of Series F Preferred stock and of the preferred stock into which our preferred units
are exchangeable do not have any voting rights. However, if full distributions are not made on any outstanding
preferred stock for six quarterly distributions periods, the holders of preferred stock who have not received
distributions, voting together as a single class, will have the right to elect two additional directors to serve on
Essex’s Board of Directors. These voting rights continue until all distributionsin arrears and distributions for the
current quarterly period on the preferred stock have been paid in full. At that time, the holders of the preferred stock
are divested of these voting rights, and the term and office of the directors so elected immediately terminates.

In addition, while any shares of Series F Preferred Stock or shares of preferred stock into which the
preferred units are exchangeable are outstanding, Essex may not without the consent of the holders of two-thirds of
the outstanding shares of each series of preferred stock, each voting separately as a single class:

1. authorize or create any class of series of stock that ranks senior to such preferred stock with respect to
the payment of dividends, rights upon liquidation, dissolution or winding-up of our business;

2. amend, alter or repeal the provisions of Essex’s Charter or Bylaws, that would materially and
adversely affect the rights of such preferred stock; or

3. inthecase of the preferred stock into which our preferred units are exchangeable, merge or consolidate
with another entity or transfer substantially al of its assets to another entity, except if such preferred
stock remains outstanding with the surviving entity and has the same terms and except in certain other
circumstances.

These voting rights of the preferred stock may allow holders of preferred stock to impede or veto actions
that would otherwise benefit the holders of Essex’s Common Stock.

The Redemption Rights of the Series B Preferred Units, Series D Preferred Units and Series F Preferred Stock
may be Detrimental to Holders of Common Stock

Upon the occurrence of one of the following events, the terms of the Operating Partnership’s Series B and
D Preferred Units require it to redeem all of such units and the terms of the Company’ s Series F Preferred Stock
provide the holders of the majority of the outstanding Series F Preferred Stock the right to require the Company to
redeem all of such stock:

1. the Company completes a“going private” transaction and its common stock is no longer registered
under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended:
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2. the Company completes a consolidation or merger or sale of substantially all of its assets and the
surviving entity’ s debt securities do not possess an investment grade rating; or

3. the Company failsto qualify asaREIT

The aggregate redemption price of the Series B Preferred Units would be $80 million, the aggregate
redemption price of the Series D Preferred Units would be $50 million and the aggregate redemption price of the
Series F Preferred Stock would be $25 million, plus, in each case, any accumulated distributions.

These redemption rights may discourage or impede transactions that might otherwise be in the interest of
holders of common stock. Further, these redemption rights might trigger in situations where the Company needs to
conserve its cash reserves, in which event such redemption might adversely affect the Company and its common
holders.

Maryland Business Combination Law May Not Allow Certain Transactions Between us and Affiliates to Proceed
Without Compliance with Such Law

The Maryland General Corporation Law establishes special requirements for “business combinations”
between a Maryland corporation and “interested stockholders’ unless exemptions are applicable. An interested
stockholder is any person who beneficially owns ten percent or more of the voting power of the then-outstanding
voting stock.

The law also requires a supermajority stockholder vote for such transactions. This means that the
transaction must be approved by at least:

»  80% of the votes entitled to be cast by holders of outstanding voting shares; and

e 66% of the votes entitled to be cast by holders of outstanding voting shares other than shares held by
the interested stockholder with whom the business combination is to be effected.

However, as permitted by the statute, the Board of Directors of Essex irrevocably has elected to exempt any
business combination by us, George M. Marcus, William A. Millichap, who are the chairman and a director of
Essex, respectively, and MM or any entity owned or controlled by Messrs. Marcus and Millichap and MM.
Consequently, the super-majority vote requirement described above will not apply to any business combination
between us and Mr. Marcus, Mr. Millichap, or MM. As aresult, we may in the future enter into business
combinations with Messrs. Marcus and Millichap and MM, without compliance with the super-majority vote
requirements and other provisions of the Maryland General Corporation Law.

Anti-Takeover Provisions Contained in the Operating Partnership Agreement, Charter, Bylaws, and Certain
Provisions of Maryland Law Could Delay, Defer or Prevent a Change in Control

While Essex is the sole general partner of the Operating Partnership, and generally has full and exclusive
responsibility and discretion in the management and control of the Operating Partnership, certain provisions of the
Operating Partnership’s partnership agreement place limitations on Essex’ s ability to act with respect to the
Operating Partnership. Such limitations could delay, defer or prevent a transaction or a change in control that might
involve a premium price for our stock or otherwise be in the best interest of the stockholders or that could otherwise
adversely affect the interest of Essex’s stockholders. The partnership agreement provides that if the limited partners
own at least 5% of the outstanding units of limited partnership interest in the Operating Partnership, Essex cannot,
without first obtaining the consent of a majority-in-interest of the limited partnersin the Operating Partnership,
transfer all or any portion of our general partner interest in the Operating Partnership to another entity. Such
limitations on Essex’s ability to act may result in our being precluded from taking action that the Board of Directors
believesisin the best interests of Essex’s stockholders. In addition, as of December 31, 2003, one individual,
George M. Marcus, held or controlled more than 50% of the outstanding units of limited partnership interest in the
Operating Partnership, allowing such actionsto be blocked by a small number of limited partners.

Essex’s Charter authorizes the issuance of additional shares of common stock or preferred stock and the
setting of the preferences, rights and other terms of such preferred stock without the approval of the holders of the
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common stock. We may establish one or more series of preferred stock that could delay, defer or prevent a
transaction or a change in control. Such atransaction might involve a premium price for our stock or otherwise be in
the best interests of the holders of common stock. Also, such a class of preferred stock could have dividend, voting
or other rightsthat could adversely affect the interest of holders of common stock.

Essex’s Charter, as well as Essex’s stockholder rights plan, also contains other provisions that may delay,
defer or prevent a transaction or a change in control that might be in the best interest of Essex’ s stockholders.
Essex’ s stockholder rights plan is designed, among other things, to prevent a person or group from gaining control
of uswithout offering afair priceto all of Essex’s stockholders. Also, the Bylaws may be amended by the Board of
Directors to include provisions that would have a similar effect, although Essex presently has no such intention. The
Charter contains ownership provisions limiting the transferability and ownership of shares of capital stock, which
may have the effect of delaying, deferring or preventing a transaction or a change in control. For example, subject to
receiving an exemption from the Board of Directors, potential acquirers may not purchase more than 6% in value of
the stock (other than qualified pension trusts which can acquire 9.9%). This may discourage tender offers that may
be attractive to the holders of common stock and limit the opportunity for stockholders to receive a premium for
their shares of common stock.

In addition, the Maryland General Corporations Law restricts the voting rights of shares deemed to be
“control shares.” Under the Maryland General Corporations Law, “control shares’ are those which, when aggregated
with any other shares held by the acquirer, entitle the acquirer to exercise voting power within specified ranges.
Although the Bylaws exempt Essex from the control share provisions of the Maryland General Corporations Law,
the Board of Directors may amend or eliminate the provisions of the Bylaws at any timein the future. Moreover,
any such amendment or elimination of such provision of the Bylaws may result in the application of the control
share provisions of the Maryland General Corporations Law not only to control shares which may be acquired in the
future, but also to control shares previously acquired. If the provisions of the Bylaws are amended or eliminated, the
control share provisions of the Maryland General Corporations Law could delay, defer or prevent a transaction or
change in control that might involve a premium price for the stock or otherwise be in the best interests of Essex’s
stockholders.

Bond Compliance Requirements May Limit Income From Certain Properties

At December 31, 2003, we had approximately $75.3 million of variable rate tax-exempt financing relating
to the Inglenook Court Apartments, Wandering Creek Apartments, Treetops Apartments, Huntington Breakers
Apartments, Camarillo Oaks Apartments and Parker Ranch Apartments and $15.9 million of fixed rate tax-exempt
financing related to Meadowood Apartments. This tax-exempt financing subjects these properties to certain deed
restrictions and restrictive covenants. We expect to engage in tax-exempt financings in the future. In addition, the
Internal Revenue Code and rules and regulations thereunder impose various restrictions, conditions and
requirements excluding interest on qualified bond obligations from gross income for federal income tax purposes.
The Internal Revenue Code also requires that at least 20% of apartment units be made available to residents with
gross incomes that do not exceed 50% of the median income for the applicable family size as determined by the
Housing and Urban Development Department of the federal government. In addition to federal requirements, certain
state and local authorities may impose additional rental restrictions. These restrictions may limit income from the
tax-exempt financed properties if we are required to lower rental rates to attract residents who satisfy the median
income test. If Essex does not reserve the required number of apartment homes for residents satisfying these income
requirements, the tax-exempt status of the bonds may be terminated, the obligations under the bond documents may
be accelerated and we may be subject to additional contractual liability.

Adverse Effect To Property Income And Value Due To General Real Estate | nvestment Risks

Real property investments are subject to a variety of risks. The yields available from equity investmentsin
real estate depend on the amount of income generated and expenses incurred. If the properties do not generate
sufficient income to meet operating expenses, including debt service and capital expenditures, cash flow and the
ability to make distributions to stockholders will be adversely affected. The performance of the economy in each of
the areas in which the properties are located affects occupancy, market rental rates and expenses.

Consequently, the income from the properties and their underlying values may be impacted. The financial
results of major local employers may have an impact on the cash flow and value of certain of the properties as well.
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Income from the properties may be further adversely affected by, among other things, the following factors:
e thegenera economic climate;

» local economic conditionsin which the properties are located, such as oversupply of housing or a
reduction in demand for rental housing;

» theattractiveness of the propertiesto tenants;

e competition from other available space;

» Essex’sability to provide for adegquate maintenance and insurance; and
e increased operating expenses.

Also, as leases on the properties expire, tenants may enter into new leases on terms that are less favorable
to us. Income and real estate values also may be adversely affected by such factors as applicable laws (e.g., the
Americans With Disabilities Act of 1990 and tax laws), interest rate levels and the availability and terms of
financing. In addition, real estate investments are relatively illiquid and, therefore, our ability to vary our portfolio
promptly in response to changes in economic or other conditions may be quite limited.

Essex’s Joint Ventures and Joint Ownership of Properties and Partial I nterestsin Corporations and Limited
Partnerships Could Limit Essex’s Ability to Control Such Properties and Partial | nterests

Instead of purchasing properties directly, we have invested and may continue to invest as a co-venturer.
Joint venturers often have shared control over the operation of the joint venture assets. Therefore, it is possible that
the co-venturer in an investment might become bankrupt, or have economic or business interests or goals that are
inconsistent with our business interests or goals, or be in a position to take action contrary to our instructions or
requests, or our policies or objectives. Consequently, a co-venturer’s actions might subject property owned by the
joint venture to additional risk. Although we seek to maintain sufficient influence of any joint venture to achieve its
objectives, we may be unable to take action without our joint venture partners’ approval, or joint venture partners
could take actions binding on the joint venture without consent. Additionally, should ajoint venture partner become
bankrupt, we could become liable for such partner’s share of joint venture liabilities.

From time to time, we, through the Operating Partnership, invest in corporations, limited partnerships,
limited liability companies or other entities that have been formed for the purpose of acquiring, developing or
managing real property. In certain circumstances, the Operating Partnership’sinterest in a particular entity may be
less than a majority of the outstanding voting interests of that entity. Therefore, the Operating Partnership’s ability to
control the daily operations of such an entity may be limited. Furthermore, the Operating Partnership may not have
the power to remove a majority of the board of directors (in the case of a corporation) or the general partner or
partners (in the case of alimited partnership) of such an entity in the event that its operations conflict with the
Operating Partnership’s objectives. In addition, the Operating Partnership may not be able to dispose of its interests
in such an entity. In the event that such an entity becomes insolvent, the Operating Partnership may lose up to its
entire investment in and any advances to the entity. In addition, we have and in the future may enter into
transactions that could require usto pay the tax liabilities of partners, which contribute assets into joint ventures or
the Operating Partnership, in the event that certain taxable events, which are within our control, occur. Although we
plan to hold the contributed assets or defer recognition of gain on their sale pursuant to the like-kind exchange rules
under Section 1031 of the Internal Revenue Code we can provide no assurance that we will be able to do so and if
such tax liabilities were incurred they can expect to have a material impact on our financial position.

Dedicated | nvestment Activities and Other Factors Specifically Related to Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P.

In 2001, we organized an investment fund, Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P., or Fund I, which will be,
subject to specific exceptions, our exclusive investment vehicle for new investment until at least 90% of Fund I's
committed capital has been invested or committed for investments, or if earlier, December 31, 2003. Currently Fund
| is considered fully invested based on its acquisitions to date and anticipated devel opment and redevel opment
expenditures. We are committed to invest 21.4% of the aggregate capital committed to Fund |. The Company isin
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the process of forming a second Essex Apartment Value Fund (“Fund I1"), which is expected to be similar to Fund |
in size and structure. Essex anticipatesaninitial closing of Fund Il during the second quarter of 2004, which would
result in afinal $50 million capital commitment by a subsidiary of the Company. These Funds involves risks to us
such as the following: our partners in the Funds might become bankrupt (in which event we might become generally
liable for theliabilities of Fund | and/or Fund 1), have economic or businessinterests or goals that are inconsistent
with our businessinterests or goals, fail to fund capital commitments as contractually required, or fail to approve
decisions regarding the Funds that are in our best interest. We will, however, generally seek to maintain sufficient
influence over the Funds to permit it to achieve its business objectives.

I nvestments In Mortgages And Other Real Estate Securities

We may invest in securitiesrelated to real estate, which could adversely affect our ability to make
distributions to stockholders. We may purchase securities issued by entities, which own real estate and may also
invest in mortgages or unsecured debt obligations. These mortgages may be first, second or third mortgages that
may or may not be insured or otherwise guaranteed. In general, investments in mortgages include the following
risks:

» that the value of mortgaged property may be less than the amounts owed, causing realized or
unrealized |osses;

» the borrower may not pay indebtedness under the mortgage when due, requiring usto foreclose, and
the amount recovered in connection with the foreclosure may be less than the amount owed,;

» that interest rates payable on the mortgages may be lower than our cost of funds; and

* inthe case of junior mortgages, that foreclosure of a senior mortgage would eliminate the junior
mortgage.

If any of the above were to occur, cash flows from operations and our ability to make expected dividendsto
stockholders could be adversely affected.

Possible Environmental Liabilities

Investmentsin rea property create a potential for environmental liabilities on the part of the owner of such
real property. We carry certain limited insurance coverage for this type of environmental risk. We have conducted
environmental studies which revealed the presence of groundwater contamination at certain properties. Such
contamination at certain of these properties was reported to have migrated on-site from adjacent industrial
manufacturing operations. The former industrial users of the properties were identified as the source of
contamination. The environmental studies noted that certain properties are located adjacent to any possible down
gradient from sites with known groundwater contamination, the lateral limits of which may extend onto such
properties. The environmental studies also noted that at certain of these properties, contamination existed because of
the presence of underground fuel storage tanks, which have been removed. In general, in connection with the
ownership, operation, financing, management and development of real properties, we may be potentially liable for
removal or clean-up costs, as well as certain other costs and environmental liabilities. We may also be subject to
governmental fines and costs related to injuries to persons and property.

Recently there has been an increasing number of lawsuits against owners and managers of multifamily
properties other than Essex alleging personal injury and property damage caused by the presence of mold in
residential real estate. Some of these lawsuits have resulted in substantial monetary judgments or settlements. Essex
has been sued for mold related matters and has settled or isin the process of settling such matters. Insurance carriers
have reacted to mold related liability awards by excluding mold related claims from standard policies and pricing
mold endorsements at prohibitively high rates. We have adopted programs designed to manage the existence of
mold in our properties as well as guidelines for promptly addressing and resolving reports of mold to minimize any
impact mold might have on residents or the property.

California has enacted legislation commonly referred to as “Proposition 65" requiring that “clear and
reasonable” warnings be given to consumers who are exposed to chemicals known to the State of Californiato cause
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cancer or reproductive toxicity, including tobacco smoke. Although we have sought to comply with Proposition 65
requirements, we cannot assure you that we will not be adversely affected by litigation relating to Proposition 65.

Except with respect to three Properties, the Company has no indemnification agreements from third parties
for potential environmental clean-up costs at its Properties. The Company has no way of determining at thistime the
magnitude of any potential liability to which it may be subject arising out of unknown environmental conditions or
violations with respect to the properties formerly owned by the Company. No assurance can be given that existing
environmental studies with respect to any of the Properties reveal al environmental liabilities, that any prior owner
or operator of a Property did not create any material environmental condition not known to the Company, or that a
material environmental condition does not otherwise exist as to any one or more of the Properties. The Company has
limited insurance coverage for the types of environmental liabilities described above.

General Uninsured Losses

We carry comprehensive liability, fire, extended coverage and rental loss insurance for each of the
properties. There are, however, certain types of extraordinary losses for which we may not have sufficient insurance.
Certain of the properties are located in areas that are subject to earthquake activity. We have obtained certain limited
earthquake insurance coverage. We may sustain losses due to insurance deductibles, co-payments on insured losses
or uninsured losses, or lossesin excess of applicable coverage.

Changes | n Real Estate Tax And Other Laws

Generally we do not directly pass through costs resulting from changes in real estate tax laws to residential
property tenants. We also do not generally pass through increases in income, service or other taxes, to tenants under
leases. These costs may adversely affect funds from operations and the ability to make distributions to stockhol ders.
Similarly, compliance with changes in (i) laws increasing the potential liability for environmental conditions
existing on properties or the restrictions on discharges or other conditions or (ii) rent control or rent stabilization
laws or other laws regulating housing may result in significant unanticipated expenditures, which would adversely
affect funds from operations and the ability to make distributions to stockholders. In addition, recent changes to the
U.S. federal income tax law may adversely affect us and other REITs by reducing the demand for REIT stocks
generaly.

Changes I n Financing Poalicy; No Limitation On Debt

We have adopted a policy of maintaining a debt-to-total-market-capitalization ratio of less than 50%. The
calculation of debt-to-total-market-capitalization is as follows: total property indebtedness divided by the sum of
total property indebtedness plus total equity market capitalization.

Asused in the above formula, total equity market capitalization is equal to the aggregate market value of
the outstanding shares of common stock (based on the greater of current market price or the gross proceeds per share
from public offerings of the outstanding shares plus any undistributed net cash flow), assuming the conversion of all
limited partnership interests in the Operating Partnership into shares of common stock and the gross proceeds of the
preferred units of the Operating Partnership. Based on this cal culation (including the current market price and
excluding undistributed net cash flow), our debt-to-total -market-capitalization ratio was approximately 31.2% as of
December 31, 2003.

Our organizational documents do not limit the amount or percentage of indebtedness that may be incurred.
Accordingly, the Board of Directors of Essex could change current policies and the policies of the Operating
Partnership regarding indebtedness. If we changed these policies, we could incur more debt, resulting in an
increased risk of default on our obligations and the obligations of the Operating Partnership, and an increase in debt
service requirements that could adversely affect our financial condition and results of operations. Such increased
debt could exceed the underlying value of the properties.
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Failure To Qualify ASA REIT

We have elected to be taxed as a REIT under the Internal Revenue Code. However, we cannot assure you
that we have qualified asa REIT or that we will continue to so qualify in the future. To qualify asa REIT, we must
satisfy numerous requirements (some on an annual and quarterly basis) established under highly technical and
complex Internal Revenue Code provisions. Only limited judicial or administrative interpretation exists for these
provisions and involves the determination of various factual matters and circumstances not entirely within our
control. In addition, future legislation, new regulations, administrative interpretations or court decisions may apply
to us, potentially with retroactive effect, and adversely affect our ability to qualify asa REIT. We may receive
significant non-qualifying income or acquire non-qualifying assets, which as aresult, may cause us to approach the
income and assets test limits imposed by the Internal Revenue Code. There is arisk that we may not satisfy these
tests. If we fail to qualify asa REIT in any taxable year, we would be subject to federal income tax on our taxable
income at corporate rates. We also may be disqualified from treatment asa REIT for the four taxable years
following the year in which we failed to qualify. Thiswould reduce our net earnings available for investment or
distribution to stockholders because of the additional tax liability. Even if we continue to qualify asa REIT, we will
continue to be subject to certain federal, state and local taxes on our income and property.

Other Matters
Certain Palicies of the Company

The Company intends to continue to operate in a manner that will not subject it to regulation under the
Investment Company Act of 1940. The Company hasin the past five years and may in the future (i) issue securities
senior to its Common Stock, (ii) fund acquisition activities with borrowings under its line of credit and (iii) offer
shares of Common Stock and/or units of limited partnership interest in the Operating Partnership or affiliated
partnerships as partial consideration for property acquisitions. The Company from time to time acquires partnership
interests in partnerships and joint ventures, either directly or indirectly through subsidiaries of the Company, when
such entities' underlying assets are real estate. In general, the Company does not (i) underwrite securities of other
issuers or (ii) actively trade in loans or other investments.

The Company primarily invests in multifamily propertiesin Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura,
Orange and San Diego counties), Northern California (the San Francisco Bay Area), and the Pacific Northwest (the
Seattle, Washington and Portland, Oregon metropolitan areas). The Company currently intends to continue to invest
in multifamily propertiesin such regions, but may change such policy without a vote of the stockholders. In
connection with the Sachs’ portfolio acquisition in December 2002, the Company has acquired two propertiesin
Nevada and one property in Texas.

The policies discussed above may be reviewed and modified from time to time by the Board of Directors
without the vote of the stockholders.

Item 2. Properties

The Company’s property portfolio as of December 31, 2003 (including partial ownership interests) consists
of ownership interestsin 121 multifamily properties (comprising 26,012 apartment units), of which 14,943 units are
located in Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura, Orange and San Diego counties), 4,605 units are located in
Northern California (the San Francisco Bay Area), 5,886 of which are located in the Pacific Northwest (4,515 units
in the Seattle metropolitan area and 1,371 units in the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area), and 578 are located in
other areas (302 unitsin Houston, Texas and 276 unitsin Hemet, California). In addition, the Company owns other
real estate assets consisting of five recreational vehicle parks (comprising 1,717 spaces), four office buildings
(totaling approximately 63,540 square feet) and two manufactured housing communities (containing 607 sites). One
office building, which islocated in Northern California (Palo Alto), has approximately 17,400 square feet and
houses the Company’ s headquarters. Another office building, located in Southern California (Woodland Hills), has
approximately 38,940 sguare feet, of which the Company currently occupies approximately 8,600 square feet. The
Woodland Hills office building has nine third party tenants occupying approximately 27,300 feet. The Company
along with its affiliated entities and joint ventures also have entered into commitments for the development of 1,056
units in five multifamily communities; two of which arein Northern California and three in Southern California.
See “Development” in Item 1 of this Annual Report on Form 10-K for alist of our properties under development.
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The Company’s multifamily properties accounted for 95% of the Company’ s property revenues for the year
ended December 31, 2003.

Occupancy Rates

The 121 multifamily residential properties had an average occupancy, based on “financial occupancy,”
during the year ended December 31, 2003, of approximately 96%. With respect to stabilized multifamily properties
with sufficient operating history, occupancy figures are based on financial occupancy, which is defined as the
percentage resulting from dividing actual rental revenue by total possible rental revenue. Actual rental revenue
represents contractual revenue pursuant to |eases without considering delinquency and concessions. Total possible
rental revenue represents the value of all apartment units, with occupied units valued at contractual rental rates
pursuant to leases and vacant units valued at estimated market rents. We believe that financial occupancy isa
meaningful measure of occupancy because it considers the value of each vacant unit at its estimated market rate.
Financial occupancy may not completely reflect short-term trends in physical occupancy and financial occupancy
rates as disclosed by other REITs may not be comparable to our calculation of financial occupancy.

As of December 31, 2003, the headquarters building was 100% occupied by the Company and the Southern
California office building was 92% occupied, based on physical occupancy. With respect to office buildings,
occupancy figures are based on “physical occupancy” which refers to the percentage resulting from dividing leased
and occupied sguare footage by rentable square footage. With respect to recreational vehicle parks, manufactured
housing communities, or multifamily properties which have not yet stabilized or have insufficient operating history,
occupancy figures are based on “physical occupancy” which refers to the percentage resulting from dividing leased
and occupied units by rentable units.

For the year ended December 31, 2003, none of the Company’s Properties had book values equal to 10% or
more of total assets of the Company or gross revenues equal to 10% or more of aggregate gross revenues of the
Company.

Multifamily Residential Properties

The Company’s multifamily Properties are generally suburban garden apartments and townhomes
comprising multiple clusters of two and three story buildings situated on three to fifteen acres of land. The
multifamily properties have on average 215 units, with a mix of studio, one, two and some three-bedroom units. A
wide variety of amenities are available at each apartment community, including covered parking, fireplaces,
swimming pooals, clubhouses with complete fitness facilities, volleyball and playground areas and tennis courts.

The Company selects, trains and supervises a full team of on-site service and maintenance personnel. The
Company believes that its customer service approach enhances its ability to retain tenants and that its multifamily
Properties were built well and have been maintained well since acquisition.

Office Buildings

The Company’ s corporate headquarters is located in a two-story office building with approximately 17,400
square feet located at 925 East Meadow Drive, Palo Alto, California. The Company acquired this property in 1997.
The Company also owns an office building in Southern California (Woodland Hills), comprised of approximately
38,940 sguare feet building, of which the Company currently occupies approximately 8,600 square feet. The
building has nine third party tenants occupying approximately 28,700 feet. The largest single tenant occupies
approximately 10,900 sguare feet. The Company acquired this property in 2001. The Company also has two small
office buildings comprising approximately 7,200 square feet that are located in San Diego, California.
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Recreational Vehicle Parks

The Company owns five recreational vehicle parks, acquired in the Company’s December 2002 acquisition
of the Sachs Corporation, (comprising of 1,717 spaces) located in El Cajon, California; Hemet, California; and Las
Vegas Nevada.

Manufactured Housing Communities

The Company owns manufactured housing communities, acquired in the Company’ s December 2002
acquisition of the Sachs Corporation, (containing 607 sites) located in Vista, Californiaand Las Vegas, Nevada.

During the fourth quarter of 2003, the Company entered into lease and purchase option agreements with
unrelated third parties related to its five recreational vehicle parks that are comprised of 1,717 spaces, and two
manufactured housing communities that contain 607 sites. Based on the agreements, the unrelated third parties have
an option to purchase the assets in approximately four years for approximately $41.7 million — a 5% premium to the
gross book value of the assets. Under the |ease agreements Essex isto receive a fixed monthly lease payment in
addition to a non-refundable upfront payment that will be amortized over approximately five years (the life of the
lease).

The following tables describe the Company’ s Properties as of December 31, 2003. The first table describes
the Company’s multifamily residential properties and the second table describes the Company’ s other real estate
assets.
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Rentable

Square Year Year

Multifamily Residential Properties (1) Location Units Footage Built Acquired Occupancy(2)
Southern California

Alpine Country Alpine, CA 108 81,900 1986 2002 94%
Alpine Village.........ccoeovevvieioeiiieiieiieceeeeene Alpine, CA 306 254,400 1971 2002 95%
Barkley Apartments(3)(4).....ccccevereeevvreeeennnnns Anaheim, CA 161 139,800 1984 2000 97%
Vista Pointe(5) ... Anaheim, CA 286 242,400 1968 1985 95%
Bonita Cedars..........oevveriereineeeeiceeeeeee Bonita, CA 120 120,800 1983 2002 97%
Villas at Carlsbad(6).........cceevvvireeriiiieeeeiinennne Carlsbad, CA 102 72,900 1985 2002 94%
Camarillo Oaks(7).. Camarillo, CA 564 459,000 1985 1996 97%
Cambridge.......eevvvevieiieieeieee e Chula Vista, CA 40 22,100 1965 2002 96%
Woodlawn Colonial..............cccoeeevvvnennneeeenenn... Chula Vista, CA 159 104,500 1974 2002 95%
Mesa Village........... Clairemont, CA 133 43,600 1963 2002 95%
Villa Venetia(6) Costa Mesa, CA 468 405,800 1972 2003 94%
Valley Park(8)....cccoovvieiiimiiiiiiiiiiiiececee Fountain Valley, CA 160 169,700 1969 2001 98%
Casa Tierra.... ... ElCajon, CA 40 28,700 1972 2002 98%
Coral Gardens...........cceeveeneenieeniennienienieeneens El Cajon, CA 200 182,000 1976 2002 97%
Tierra del SOI/NOTtE.......cooevvviiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeiiia, El Cajon, CA 156 117,000 1969 2002 97%
Grand Regency................. ... Escondido, CA 60 42,400 1967 2002 98%
Capri at Sunny Hills(8).....cccoovevviviiniiiniinnce Fullerton, CA 100 128,100 1961 2001 96%
Wilshire Promenade(9).......cccccvvvvvveiiieeeeeeennennn, Fullerton, CA 149 128,000 1992 1997 97%
Montejo(8)..ccoververueruenvenunne ... Garden Grove, CA 124 103,200 1974 2001 97%
Hampton Court (Columbus)(7)........cccoceevveenn Glendale, CA 83 71,500 1974(10) 1999 95%
Hampton Place (Loraine)(7).....cccceeevrveeeernnnns Glendale, CA 132 141,500 1970(11) 1999 92%
Huntington Breakers(7). ... Huntington Beach, CA 342 241,700 1984 1997 95%
Huntington Villas(6).........ccccoevveiviiiinecenneennnn Huntington Beach, CA 400 352,800 1972 2003 94%
Hillsborough Park.........cccoovviiiiiiiiinieicenene La Habra, CA 235 215,500 1999 1999 98%
ROSEDLEACN(6)...vveeneeeee e La Mirada, CA 174 172,200 1970(12) 2000 98%
Arboretum at Lake Forest(6)........ccccceeervvnennnne Lake Forest, CA 225 215,300 1970 2002 96%
Trabuco Villas......cccoeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeean, Lake Forest, CA 132 131,000 1985 1997 97%
MarbriSa...........oovvieieeeeeeeeeieiiiciee e, Long Beach, CA 202 122,800 1987 2002 95%
Pathways.....cooouveiiiiiiiiiiiccceecee e Long Beach, CA 296 197,700 1975 1991 96%
Bunker Hill(7).....ccovvevveenioniiiiiieniinicneceee Los Angeles, CA 456 346,600 1968 1998 97%
City Heights(5)...ooovevieriieiieiieiceiceecicee Los Angeles, CA 687 424,100 1968 2000 97%
Cochran Apartments...........cceevvveeeeenniieeennnnnns Los Angeles, CA 58 51,400 1989 1998 98%
Kings Road........coooiviiiiiiiiiiiiicce Los Angeles, CA 196 132,100 1979 1997 97%
Park Place........ccooeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e, Los Angeles, CA 60 48,000 1988 1997 98%
Windsor Court......coeeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeiiians Los Angeles, CA 58 46,600 1988 1997 98%
Mirabella........ccooueeviiiiniiiiiiiiiiicie e Marina Del Rey, CA 188 176,800 2000 2000 95%
Mira Woods Villa........cocvevveiiiiniiieecee, Mira Mesa, CA 355 262,600 1962 2002 95%
Hillcrest Park (Mirabella)..........cccceeevvieerennnnns Newbury Park, CA 608 521,900 1973(13)(14) 1998 96%
Coronado at Newport North(15)(16)............... Newport Beach, CA 732 459,600 1968(17) 1999 94%
Coronado at Newport South(15)(16)............... Newport Beach, CA 715 498,700 1968 1999 94%
Fairway s(7)(18)...ccveeeeeieeiesieeiesieee e Newport Beach, CA 74 107,100 1972 1999 96%
Country Villas........oocvveeeeiiiiieeiiiiiieeeiiee e Oceanside, CA 180 179,700 1976 2002 91%
Foxborough (Woodland Apartments)(6).......... Orange, CA 90 108,000 1969(19) 2000 98%
Mariners Place............cccoooeveviiiiiiniiiiieeeeeee Oxnard, CA 105 77,200 1987 2000 98%
Ocean Villas(6).....c.ccovveerueeneeueeniinieciieieenieens Oxnard, CA 119 108,900 1974 2002 97%
Tierra Vista(20)......cocvevevievveeiieenieniceienieneeen Oxnard, CA 404 387,100 2001 2001 94%
Monterey Villas (Village Apartments).............. Oxnard, CA 122 122,100 1974(21) 1997 95%
Monterra del Mar (Windsor Terrace)............... Pasadena, CA 123 74,400 1972(22) 1999 96%
Monterra del Rey (Glenbrook)...........cccceeeeennene Pasadena, CA 84 73,100 1972(23) 1999 94%
Monterra del Sol (Euclid)........cocouveeeinniiciinnnnnne Pasadena, CA 85 69,200 1972(24) 1999 96%
Villa Angelina(8)......cccevveveevernieniieriiniennens Placentia, CA 256 217,600 1970 2001 97%
Crest, The(6)...ooveveeierieeieeiienieeeceeeiee Pomona, CA 501 498,000 1986 2000 96%
Highridge(8) .. vveeeeiiiieeiiiieiiiieieceeeecees Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 255 290,200 1972 1997 97%




Rentable

Square Year Year

Multifamily Residential Properties (1) Location Units Footage Built Acquired Occupancy(2)
Southern California (continued)
BIuffs II, The(25).ceevvereerieiieiieieeieeeeeee San Diego, CA 224 126,700 1974 1997 98%
Emerald Palms..............ccooevviiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee San Diego, CA 152 133,000 1986 2002 97%
Summit Park......... ... San Diego, CA 300 229,400 1972 2002 96%
Vista Capri - East.......cccooviiiiniiiiniiiiiiiniicne San Diego, CA 26 16,800 1967 2002 93%
Vista Capri - North........cooeeeeiniiiiiiiiniincns San Diego, CA 106 51,800 1975 2002 95%
Villas at Bonita(6)....... ... San Dimas, CA 102 94,200 1981 2003 95%
Villas at San Dimas(6) .......cccceveeeeveeeeeeniieeeenne San Dimas, CA 156 144,600 1981 2003 97%
Hearthstone(8)......ccoevvvveeeeiiiiieeeiiiieeeiiie e Santa Ana, CA 140 154,800 1970 2001 96%
Treehouse(8)...... ... Santa Ana, CA 164 135,700 1970 2001 97%
Carlton Heights Santee, CA 70 48,400 1979 2002 98%
Meadowood(7).....cccvuveeuiiiniiieiiiiiiii s Simi Valley, CA 320 264,500 1986 1996 96%
Shadow Point..... ... Spring Valley, CA 172 131,200 1983 2002 95%
El Encanto(6) Tustin, CA 116 92,700 1969 2000 98%
Lofts at Pinehurst, The (Villa Scandia)............ Ventura, CA 118 71,100 1971(26) 1997 97%
Walnut Heights..................... ... Walnut, CA 163 146,700 1964 2003 93%
Avondale at Warner Center Woodland Hills, CA 446 331,000 1970 1999 97%

14,943 12,161,900 96%
Northern California
Brookside Oaks (8)......c.cevveeiniiiiiiiiiiienieens Cupertino, CA 170 119,900 1973 2000 96%
Point at Cupertino, The (Westwood)(20)........ Cupertino, CA 116 135,200 1963(27) 1998 97%
Stevenson Place.......ccccvvvveveiieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiees Fremont, CA 200 146,200 1971(28) 1983 95%
TTEELOPS (7)-evvvreeeririieeeaiiieeeeeiiieeeeeireeeeenies Fremont, CA 172 131,200 1978 1996 94%
Wimbledon Woods...... ... Hayward, CA 560 462,400 1975 1998 95%
Summerhill Commons................ccoeeeeeeivnvnneens Newark, CA 184 139,000 1987 1987 94%
Essex at Lake Merritt, The.........cocooeeeeeeeeiin. Oakland, CA 270 258,900 2003 2003 94%
San Marcos (Vista del Mar).................... ..... Richmond, CA 312 292,700 2003 2003 99%
Le Parc Luxury Apartments (Plumtree)........... Santa Clara, CA 140 113,200 1975(29) 1994 98%
Marina Cove (30)...ccceeeernniiiiiiiiiieeeiiieeeee Santa Clara, CA 292 250,200 1974 1994 97%
Mt. Sutro Terrace (7).. ... San Francisco, CA 99 64,000 1973 1999 94%
The Carlyle (7)...ccccceeviiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiciice, San Jose, CA 132 129,200 2000 2000 96%
Waterford Place.......cccooeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeeen, San Jose, CA 238 219,600 2000 2000 99%
Bel Air (7)... ... San Ramon, CA 462 391,000 1988(31) 1995 94%
Eastridge.....cceeveviereeiiiieeeeeeeee e San Ramon, CA 188 174,100 1988 1996 94%
Foothill Gardens...........ccceevuieeeeriiiieeeniiieeeene San Ramon, CA 132 155,100 1985 1997 96%
TWIN Creeks....uvveeniiiiieeiiiiee e e San Ramon, CA 44 51,700 1985 1997 96%
Bristol Commons (7)......cocceeevveeriiiienieenieennns Sunnyvale, CA 188 142,600 1989 1995 97%
OaK POINte.....cooeeiieieeieieciiiieeeee e, Sunnyvale, CA 390 294,100 1973 1988 96%
Summerhill Park..........ccccooeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiieens Sunnyvale, CA 100 78,500 1988 1988 96%
Windsor Ridge.......ccoovvveeeeniiiieeeiiiiie e Sunnyvale, CA 216 161,800 1989 1989 97%

4,605 3,910,600 96%
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Rentable

Square Year Year
Multifamily Residential Properties (1) Location Units Footage Built Acquired Occupancy(2)
Pacific Northwest
Seattle, Washington Metropolitan Area
Emerald Ridge........cceeeeviiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiieees Bellevue, WA 180 144,000 1987 1994 95%
Foothill Commons (7).... . Bellevue, WA 360 288,300 1978 1990 95%
Palisades, The (7)..cccccveeernniiieiiiiiiiiinieeeee Bellevue, WA 192 159,700 1977 1990 97%
Sammamish VIEW..........cccoeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee. Bellevue, WA 153 133,500 1986 1994 97%
Woodland Commons (7)......cceevveeeernnveveeeennnns Bellevue, WA 236 172,300 1978 1990 95%
Canyon Pointe........cceeevviieiiiiiiiieiiniiieceenns Bothell, WA 250 210,400 1990 2003 94%
Inglenook Court........cccovviveeeiniiiiiiiniiiiieainns Bothell, WA 224 183,600 1985 1994 95%
Salmon Run at Perry Creek...........ccovvveeennnnnn.. Bothell, WA 132 117,100 2000 2000 94%
Stonehedge Village (7)......cceeeevveeenniieeeeiieenn. Bothell, WA 196 214,800 1986 1997 94%
Park Hill at Issaquah (32).....ccceevvviieeenniiieeens Issaquah, WA 245 277,700 1999 1999 90%
Wandering Creek.......c.ovveveiiiiiieiniiiieiiieeee Kent, WA 156 124,300 1986 1995 95%
Bridle Trails (7)..ccceeeeeeeieeeeiiieieeeeiiieee e Kirkland, WA 92 73,400 1986 1997 95%
Evergreen Heights..........coooviiieiiniiiieiiiiieeene Kirkland, WA 200 188,300 1990 1997 94%
Laurels at Mill CreeK..............cooeeeiiiivvnerinnennn. Mill Creek, WA 164 134,300 1981 1996 95%
Anchor Village (8)....ccevvveeeiiiiiieiiiiiieeeeiiieeee Mukilteo, WA 301 245,900 1981 1997 92%
Castle CreeK.......ouvvvvieeeeeeeeeieiiiiiiiicieeeee e, Newcastle, WA 216 191,900 1997 1997 96%
Brighton Ridge.......ccoooveiiiniiiiiniiiiiiicceee Renton, WA 264 201,300 1986 1996 95%
FOrest VIEW......uvieeeiiiiiiiiiiiceeee e, Renton, WA 192 182,500 1998 2003 97%
Fountain Court (7).......ceeeeniieeiinniieieeniieeeennne Seattle, WA 320 207,000 2000 2000 97%
Linden Square............ceeeviiieeeiiiiiieiiniieeeenns Seattle, WA 183 142,200 1994 2000 94%
Maple Leaf (7)...cceeenviieeiiiiiiiiiiiieceiiieeeee Seattle, WA 48 35,500 1986 1997 96%
Spring Lake (7)..cccvveeeeiiiiieiiiiiieeeeiiiiceeeen Seattle, WA 69 42,300 1986 1997 96%
Wharfside Pointe.......cccoovvieeiiiiiiiiinnniieeeins Seattle, WA 142 119,200 1990 1994 98%
Portland, Oregon Metropolitan Area
Andover Park (6).....ceeeveeiiiiieeeiiiiiieeiiiie e Beaverton, OR 240 227,800 1992 2001 95%
Jackson School Village (7)......cceevvvveeeeniveeeenns Hillsboro, OR 200 196,800 1996 1996 91%
Landmark........ccovveeeiiiiiieiiiiee e Hillsboro, OR 285 282,900 1990 1996 94%
Hunt CIUb (6)...evvveeeeiiieee e Lake Oswego, OR 256 198,000 1985 2000 95%
Meadows at Cascade Park.............ccccovvveveeeen... Vancouver, WA 198 199,300 1989 1997 94%
Village at Cascade Park...........ccovvviienniinnnnnne Vancouver, WA 192 178,100 1989 1997 96%
5,886 5,072,400 95%
Other areas
DeVONShITe. ....cvuvieeeeeeiiiiiiiiicceee e Hemet, CA 276 207,200 1988 2002 96%
St. Cloud......eveeiiiiiiiiiiiie Houston, TX 302 306,800 1968 2002 85%
578 514,000 90%
Total/Weighted Average 26,012 21,658,900 96%
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Rentable

Square Year Year
Other real estate assets (1) Location Tenants Footage Built Acquired Occupancy(2)
Office Buildings
925 East Meadow Drive........cccovuvieeeiniiiieiiniiiieennane Palo Alto, CA 1 17,400 1988 1997 100%(33)
22110-22120 Clarendon Street...........cccoecevevuveeennnen. Woodland Hills, CA 10 38,940 1982 2001 92%(34)
2399 Camino Del Rio South........c.coocvieiiiiiinnennnne, San Diego, CA 3 5,200 1978 2002 100%
3205 MOOTE SEIEEL....cceeeeiiieiiiiiiiiiee e e e e e e, San Diego, CA 3 2,000 1957 2002 100%
Total Office Buildings 17 63,540 95%
Recreational Vehicle Parks
Circle RV...coooiiiiiiiiiiicec e El Cajon, CA 179 spaces 1977 2002 35)
VaCatiONeT.ccccuiiveeeeiiiiiee ettt et El Cajon, CA 159 spaces 1973 2002 (35)
Diamond Valley...........cooaniiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiieceiiieeeee Hemet, CA 224 spaces 1974 2002 35)
Golden Village........cccvvvieeeiiiiieeeeiiiie e Hemet, CA 1,019 spaces 1972 2002 (35)
Riviera RV.....ccoiiiiiiiiece e Las Vegas, NV 136 spaces 1969 2002 (35)
Total Recreational Vehicle Parks 1,717 spaces
Manufactured Housing Communities
Green Valley.......cooovuiieiiiiiiiiiiiiieceeieeceeeee Vista, CA 157 sites 1973 2002 (35)
RIVIBT@. c..eeiieiiiiiiie e Las Vegas, NV 450 sites 1969 2002 35)
Total Manufactured Housing Communities 607 sites

(1)
@)

©)

(4)
®)

(6)
()
®)

Unless otherwise specified, the Company has a 100% ownership interest in each Property.

For multifamily residential properties, occupancy rates are based on financial occupancy for the year
ended December 31, 2003; for the office buildings, recreational vehicle parks, manufactured housing
communities or properties which have not yet stabilized or have insufficient operating history, occupancy
rates are based on physical occupancy as of December 31, 2003. For an explanation of how financial
occupancy and physical occupancy are calculated, see “Properties-Occupancy Rates’ in this Item 2.

The Company has a 30% special limited partnership interest in this property, which owns this multifamily
property. Thisinvestment was made under arrangements whereby EM C became the general partner and
the existing partners were granted the right to require the applicable partnership to redeem their interest
for cash. Subject to certain conditions, the Company may, however, elect to deliver an equivalent number
of shares of the Company’s Common Stock in satisfaction of the applicable partnership's cash redemption
obligation. The Company accounts for this property under the equity method of accounting.

The property is subject to aground lease, which, unless extended, will expirein 2082.

The Company owns the land and has entered into a leasehold interest. The leasehold interest entitles the
Company to receive a monthly payment for the 34-year term of the land lease. The Company may be
required to sell itsinterest in the property anytime following the seventh anniversary of the leasehold date
which was created in 2002.

This property is owned by Fund |. The Company has a 21.4% interest in Fund | and is accounted for using
the equity method of accounting.

This Property is owned by a single asset limited partnership in which the Company has at |east a 99.0%
limited partnership interest.

The Company holds a 1% special limited partner interest in the partnerships which own these multifamily
properties. These investments were made under arrangements whereby EM C became the 1% sole general
partner interest and the other limited partners were granted the right to require the applicable partnership
to redeem their interest for cash. Subject to certain conditions, the Company may, however, elect to
deliver an equivalent number of shares of the Company’s Common Stock in satisfaction of the applicable
partnership’s cash redemption obligation. The Company accounts for this property under the equity
method of accounting.
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(9) The Company purchased an additional 21 units adjacent to this property in 2002 for $3 million, which was
built in 1991.

(10) The Company completed an approximate $1.6 million redevelopment on this property in 2000.

(11) The Company completed an approximate $2.3 million redevelopment on this property in 2000.

(12) Fund | isinthe process of performing a $3.5 million redevelopment on this property.

(13) The Company completed an $11.0 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(14) The Company isin the process of performing a $3.4 million redevelopment on this property.

(15) The Company has an approximate 49.9% direct ownership interest in this property. The Company
accounts for this property under the equity method of accounting.

(16) Fund | has an approximate 49.9% direct ownership in this property. The Company has a 21.4% interest in
Fund | and is accounted for using the equity method of accounting.

(17) The Company completed a $13.6 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(18) This property issubject to aground lease, which, unless extended, will expire in 2027.

(19) Fund | completed a $1.7 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(20) The Company has a 20.0% ownership this property. The Company accounts for this property under the
equity method of accounting.

(21) The Company completed an approximate $3.2 million redevelopment on this property in 2002.

(22) The Company completed a $1.9 million redevelopment on this property in 2000.

(23) The Company completed a $1.9 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(24) The Company completed a $1.7 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(25) The Company has an 85.0% controlling limited partnership interest in this property.

(26) The Company completed an approximate $3.5 million redevelopment on this property in 2002.

(27) The partnership that owns this property completed a $2.7 million redevelopment on this property in 2001.

(28) The Company completed an approximately $4.5 million redevelopment on this property in 1998.

(29) The Company completed an approximate $3.4 million redevelopment on this property in 2002.

(30) A portion of this Property on which 84 units are presently located is subject to a ground lease, which,
unless extended, will expire in 2028.

(31) The Company completed construction of 114 units of the property’s 462 total unitsin 2000.

(32) The Company has an approximate 45% preferred limited partnership interest in this property.

(33) The Company occupies 100% of this property.

(34) The Company occupies 22% of this property.

(35) The Company leased this property in 2003 to an unrelated third party for approximately 5 years with an
option to purchase the property in approximately 4 years.
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Item 3. Legal Proceedings

Neither the Company nor any of the Propertiesis presently subject to any material litigation nor, to the
Company’s knowledge, is there any material litigation threatened against the Company or the Properties. The
Properties are subject to certain routine litigation and administrative proceedings arising in the ordinary course of

business, which, taken together, are not expected to have a material adverse impact on the Company’ s financial
position, results of operations or liquidity.

Item 4. Submission of Mattersto a Vote of Security Holders

During the fourth quarter of 2003, no matters were submitted to a vote of security holders.
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Part 11
Item 5. Market for Registrant’s Common Equity and Related Stockholder Matters

The shares of the Company’s common stock are traded on the New Y ork Stock Exchange (“NY SE”) under
the symbol ESS.

Market I nformation

The Company’s common stock has been traded on the NY SE since June 13, 1994. The high, low and
closing price per share of common stock reported on the NY SE for the quartersindicated are as follows:

Quarter Ended High Low Close
December 31, 2003 $66.60 $59.88 $64.22
September 30, 2003 $64.98 $56.67 $62.71
June 30, 2003 $59.40 $52.20 $57.25
March 31, 2003 $54.91 $49.00 $52.25
December 31, 2002 $52.15 $44.72 $50.85
September 30, 2002 $54.75 $43.65 $49.44
June 30, 2002 $56.08 $49.76 $54.70
March 31, 2002 $53.97 $46.00 $52.18

The closing price as of March 1, 2004 was $63.80.
Holders

The approximate number of holders of record of the shares of the Company’s common stock was 231 as of
March 1, 2004. This number does not include stockholders whose shares are held in trust by other entities. The
actual number of stockholdersis greater than this number of holders of record.

Return of Capital

Under provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, the portion of the cash dividend, if
any, that exceeds earnings and profitsis considered areturn of capital. The return of capital is generated dueto a
variety of factors, including the deduction of non-cash expenses, primarily depreciation, in the determination of
earnings and profits.

The status of the cash dividends distributed for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001 for tax
purposesis as follows:

2003 2002 2001
Taxable portion........c.ccceceeveernnnn 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
Return of capital..........cccoeeveeenneen. 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

Dividends and Distributions

Sinceitsinitial public offering on June 13, 1994, the Company has paid regular quarterly dividendsto its
stockholders. From inception, the Company has paid the following dividends per share of common stock:

Quarter Ended 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
331 N/A $0.4175  $0.4250 $0.4350 $0.4500 $0.5000 $0.5500  $0.7000  $0.7700  $0.7800
6/30............ $0.0800 $0.4175  $0.4250 $0.4350  $0.5000 $0.5500 $0.6100  $0.7000  $0.7700  $0.7800
9/30............ $0.4175  $0.4250 $0.4350  $0.4500 $0.5000 $0.5500 $0.6100  $0.7000  $0.7700  $0.7800
12/31........... $0.4175  $0.4250 $0.4350 $0.4500 $0.5000 $0.5500  $0.6100  $0.7000  $0.7700  $0.7800
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Future distributions by the Company will be at the discretion of the Board of Directors and will depend on
the actual funds from operations of the Company, its financial condition, capital requirements, the annual
distribution requirements under the REIT provisions of the Internal Revenue Code, applicable legal restrictions and
such other factors as the Board of Directors deems relevant. There are currently no contractual restrictions on the
Company’s present or future ability to pay dividends.

Dividend Reinvestment and Share Purchase Plan

The Company has adopted a dividend reinvestment and share purchase plan designed to provide holders of
Common Stock with a convenient and economical meansto reinvest all or a portion of their cash dividends in shares
of Common Stock and to acquire additional shares of Common Stock through voluntary purchases. Computershare,
LLC, which serves as the Company’ s transfer agent, administers the dividend reinvestment and share purchase plan.
For a copy of the plan, contact Computershare, LLC at (312) 360-5354.

Stockholder Rights Plan

In 1998, the Company adopted a stockholder rights plan that is designed to enhance the ability of all of the
Company’s stockholders to realize the long-term value of their investment. The rights plan is designed, in part, to
prevent a person or group from gaining control of the Company without offering afair price to al of the Company’s
stockholders.

On October 13, 1998, the Board declared a one for one preferred share purchase right (a“Right”) for each
outstanding share of Common Stock. Each Right entitles the registered holder to purchase from the Company one
one-hundredth of a share of Series A Junior Participating Preferred Stock, par value $.0001 per share, of the
Company, at a price of $99.13 per one-hundredth of a share, subject to adjustment. The description and terms of the
Rights are set forth in a Rights Agreement dated as of November 11, 1998, as amended between the Company and
Computershare, LLC as Rights Agent.

Securities Authorized for I ssuance under Equity Compensation Plans

See our disclosure in the 2004 Proxy Statement under the heading “ Equity Compensation Plan
Information”, which disclosure isincorporated herein by reference.
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Item 6. Selected Financial Data

The following tables set forth summary financial and operating information for the Company from January
1, 1999 through December 31, 2003.

Years Ended December 31,
2003 2002 2001 2000 1999
(Dollars in thousands, except share and per share amounts)

OPERATING DATA:

REVENUES
RENEAL .ttt $ 215699 $ 171,909 $ 175,894 § 161,097 $ 135476
Other property iNCOME.......uueeiiiiiiiieeiiiiiie ettt 7,169 5,356 5,493 4,790 3,136
Interest and Other iNCOME..........iiieieeiiiiiiiiiiicicc e 11,582 22,857 22,152 10,969 5,618
T Otal FEVEIUES. ettt 234,450 200,122 203,539 176,856 144,230
EXPENSES
Property operating expenses, excluding depreciation
ANA AMOTTIZALION . ..uuueiiieeeeeeeiieeiiiieeee e e e e e e ee e et e e e e e eeaeeeeaeesaraans 74,037 52,454 52,277 46,091 41,090
Depreciation and amortization........oooueeieeriiieeeiniiieeeeniieeeeniieee e 49,409 37,042 35,915 30,442 25,862
Amortization of deferred financing Costs.........ccoovuviiiiniiiiiiniiieeiinineeen. 1,008 605 657 639 566
General and adminiStratiVe..........ooovvueeiiiiie e 7,106 6,291 7,498 6,062 4,263
TIEETESE(1)euttiiiiee ettt 42,751 35,012 38,746 30,163 21,184
Total EXPENSES...ccouiiiiiiiiiiiii i 174,311 131,404 135,093 113,397 92,965
Income from continuing operations before gain on sale
of real estate, minority interest, and discontinued operations................ 60,139 68,718 68,446 63,459 51,265
Gain on sales 0f real €State.........cveeeieeiiiiiiiiiiiiciie e - -- 3,788 4,022 9,524
MINOTILY TIEEIESTS. .vvieiiieitieeiitt ettt ettt e st (22,192) (24,130) (24,322) (23,686) (17,775)
Income from continuing operations. 37,947 44,588 47912 43,795 43,014
Discontinued operations (net of minority interests):
Operating income from real estate sold...........ccoeoiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiinn. -- 225 633 558 550
Gain on sale of real estate. -- 8,061 -- -- --
NEt ICOME. ...ttt 37,947 52,874 48,545 44,353 43,564
Write off of Series C preferred units offering costs.........ccceevvviieeiinniieennnns (625) -- -- -- --
Amortization of discount on Series F preferred stock.. (336) -- -- -- --
Dividends to preferred stockholders - Series F..........coovviiiiinniiiiinniiiiienn. (195) -- -- -- --
Net income available to common stockholders .............cccooveeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnn. $ 36,791 $ 52,874 $ 48,545 $ 44,353 § 43,564
Net income from continuing operations available to
common stockholders per share-diluted..............occoviieeiiiiiiniiieeee, $ 1.70 $ 238 § 2.56 $ 235 § 2.34
Net income available to common stockholders per share-diluted................ $ 1.70 ' $ 282 § 259§ 237§ 2.36
Weighted average common stock outstanding--diluted (in thousands)...... 21,679 18,726 18,768 18,658 18,491
Cash dividend per common Share............oeeeeuiiiieiiiiieeeiieeee e $ 312§ 3.08 $ 2.80 $ 238 § 2.15
As of December 31,
2003 2002 2001 2000 1999
BALANCE SHEET DATA:
Investment in real estate (before accumulated depreciation).................... $ 1,732,920 $ 1,515,956 $ 1,175,200 $ 1,156,408 $ 929,076
Net investment in real eState.............ovvuuiiiiieereeeiiiiiiiiiieiee e 1,491,685 1,324,135 1,018,931 1,036,909 832,471
Real estate under development.. 52,439 143,756 93,256 38,231 120,414
T OtAL ASSEES..ueiitiiiitit ettt 1,728,564 1,619,734 1,329,458 1,281,849 1,062,313
Total property indebtedness. ..........uueeiiiereeriiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 832,229 804,063 638,660 595,535 384,108
Stockholders' equity 589,701 491,314 381,674 391,675 387,693

(1) Extraordinary item — loss on early extinguishment of debt of $119 and $214 for the years ended December
31, 2000 and 1999, respectively, have been reclassified as interest expense in accordance with the
adoption of SFAS No. 145 on January 1, 2003.
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As of December 31,

2003 2002 2001 2000 1999
OTHER DATA:

Interest coverage ratio(l).....coouriiiiiniiiiiiiiieeieiiieee e 3.6x 4.0x 3.7x 4.1x 4.7x
Gross operating margin(2) 67% 70% 71% 72% 70%
Average same property monthly rental rate per apartment unit(3)(4)..... $ 1,088 $ 1,108 § 1,153 § 1,039 § 950
Average same property monthly operating expenses per

Apartment UNIE(3)(5) vieveeriereerieeie ettt see et et enees $ 325§ 310 $ 293§ 271 $ 259
Total multifamily units (at end of period)........ccceeevveriviiiiiiieeiiiieeeee, 26,012 23,699 20,762 18,673 15,106
Multifamily residential property occupancy rate(6).........ccecveereuveenneennn 96% 95% 95% 97% 96%
Total Properties (at end of period)..........cceovueieviiiniiiiniiieiieeee e, 132 123 94 87 72

1)

Interest coverage ratio represents earnings before minority interest, gain on sales of real estate, interest
expense, taxes, depreciation and amortization (“EBITDA”) divided by interest expense. The Company
believes that in addition to net income, Funds from Operations and cash flows, the interest coverage ratio is
auseful financial performance measurement of an equity REIT because, together with net income, Funds
from Operations and cash flows, the interest coverage ratio provides investors with an additional measure
to evaluate a REIT’ s ahility to incur and service debt and to fund acquisitions and other capital
expenditures. To evaluate EBITDA and the trends it depicts, the components of EBITDA, such as rental
revenues, rental expenses, real estate taxes and general and administrative expenses, should be considered.
Excluded from EBITDA are financing costs such asinterest as well as depreciation and amortization, each
of which can significantly affect a REIT’ s results of operations and liquidity and should be considered in
evaluating a REIT’ s operating performance. Further, EBITDA does not represent net income or cash flows
from operating, financing and investing activities as defined by generally accepted accounting principles
and does not necessarily indicate that cash flows will be sufficient to fund all of our cash needs. It should
not be considered as an alternative to net income as an indicator of our operating performance or as an
alternative to cash flows as a measure of liquidity. Further, EBITDA as disclosed by other REITs may not
be comparable to our calculation of EBITDA.

The following table reconciles net income from continuing operations before gain on sale of real estate,
minority interest, and discontinued operationsto EBITDA for the periods presented:

Years Ended December 31,

2003 2002 2001 2000 1

999

(Dollars in thousands)

Income from continuing operations before gain on sale

of real estate, minority interest, and discontinued

OPEIATIONS. .ttt ettt et ettt ettt e bt e st eebte e e e sbeeeeaeees $ 60,139 § 68,718 ' $ 68,446 $ 63,459 $ 51,265
INEEIESt EXPEISE. ccietiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e ettt ee e e e e e e s e eeeeeees 42,751 35,012 38,746 30,163 21,184
Depreciation and amortiZation........oouueeeerriiieeenniieeeeeiieeeeeiieeeeeiieeee e 49,409 37,042 35,915 30,442 25,862
Amortization of deferred financing COStS........oevvvieriiiaiiiiniiiiiiie e 1,008 605 657 639 566
EBITDA. ..ot 153,307 141,377 143,764 124,703 98,877
INEETESt EXPEIIS. . .evieeeeiiiiiieeeiiiiie ettt ettt e e et e e ettt e e e eaibbeeee e 42,751 35,012 38,746 30,163 21,184
INterest COVETAZE TATI0.....uuiiieriiiiieeiiiiee et e et e et e et e e e e e 3.6 x 4.0 x 3.7 x 4.1 x 4.7 x

2

3

Gross operating margin represents rental revenues and other property income less property operating
expenses, exclusive of depreciation and amortization, divided by rental revenues and other property

income.

Same property apartment units are those unitsin properties that the Company has consolidated for the
entire two years ended as of the end of the period set forth. The number of same property apartment unitsin
such properties may vary at each year-end. Percentage changesin averages per unit do not correspond to
total same property revenues and expense percent changes which are discussed in Item 7—Management’s
Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations.
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(4) Average same property monthly rental rate per apartment unit represents total scheduled rent for the same
property apartment units for the period (actual rental rates on occupied apartment units plus market rental
rates on vacant apartment units) divided by the number of such apartment units and further divided by the
number of monthsin the period.

(5) Average same property monthly expenses per apartment unit represents total monthly operating expenses,
exclusive of depreciation and amortization, for the same property apartment units for the period divided by
the total number of such apartment units and further divided by the number of monthsin the period.

(6) Occupancy rates are based on financial occupancy. For an explanation of how financial occupancy is
calculated, see “Properties-Occupancy Rates’ in Item 2 of Part | of this Form 10-K.

Item 7. Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations

The following discussion is based on the consolidated financial statements of Essex Property Trust, Inc.
(“Essex” or the “Company”) as of and for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001. Thisinformation
should be read in conjunction with the accompanying consolidated financial statements and notes thereto.

Overview

The Company believes that its operating results have largely been aresult of its business strategy of
investing in submarkets that provide the greatest potential for rental growth at the lowest relative risk. Essex
believes that its market research process, which includes an analysis of both metropolitan statistical areas (MSA's)
and submarkets, provides it with a distinct competitive advantage. Essex researches markets by reviewing data from
private and government sources as well as information developed or verified by its field personnel. Essex then
utilizes its proprietary research model to project market rent trends, allowing the Company to allocate capital to the
markets with the best risk-adjusted return potential.

Essex's research process begins with a macro-economic analysis of various MSA'’s, followed by an
evaluation of the submarkets within that MSA. The objective of the economic research department is to estimate the
amount of new demand for housing, comparing it to the number of single family and multifamily homes being
constructed within a submarket. Historically, markets with demand for multifamily housing that is greater than
supply generate increasing occupancy levels and growth in rents.

Key components of Essex’sanalysis are asfollows:

Job Growth: The Company believes that quality job growth will lead to demand for multifamily and for-
sale housing. Based on avariety of considerations, the Company estimates how the total demand for housing will be
allocated between rental and for-sale housing.

Housing Supply: Limited housing supply, both rental and for-sale, is a very important factor in
maintai ning high occupancy levels, particularly in periods of recession or sow economic growth. The Company
seeks to identify marketsin which thereis alow level of housing construction, measured as a percentage of existing
housing stock.

Cost of for-sale housing: The Company prefers areas with relatively expensive for-sale housing, which is
usually caused by an insufficient amount of single-family housing construction. The Company seeks to identify
areas where the cost of rent is low relative to both median income levels and the cost of homeownership.

Demographic trends: The Company eval uates areas with long-term positive immigration and demographic
trends, and areas that provide an attractive quality of life.

Based on its evaluation of multifamily housing supply and demand factors, the Company forecasts the
occupancy and rent trends for its targeted submarkets, and actively seeks to expand its multifamily portfolio in the
submarkets with the greatest risk-adjusted return.
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By region, the Company’ s operating results and investment strategy are as follows:

Southern California Region: At the time of the Company’s 1994 initial public offering (IPO), the Company
had ownership interests representing 17% of its multifamily unitsin this region. Following the PO, the Company,
using its research process, determined that various markets in the Southern California region were attractive for
multifamily property investment and, the Company, accordingly increased its ownership in such markets. As of
December 31, 2003, we have ownership interests representing 58% of our multifamily unitsin thisregion. During
2003, the region continued to perform well, with same store property revenues increasing 4.8% versus 2002. The
Company expects this region to continue generating positive operating results in the near term.

Northern California Region: As of December 31, 2003, the Company has ownership interests representing
18% of its multifamily unitsin thisregion. Several years of job losses have resulted in declining rents. 1n 2003,
same store property revenues decreased 9.4% versus 2002. The Company expects market rentsto remain flat in
2004, which would result in same store property revenues to decline. The Company expects positive multifamily
fundamentals in this region after 2004. Asaresult, the Company will begin to increase its investment focusin this
region.

Pacific Northwest Region: As of December 31, 2003, the Company has ownership interests representing
23% of its multifamily unitsin the region. Thisregion also lost jobsin 2003, but at alower rate as compared to the
Company’s Northern Californiaregion. 1n 2003, same store property revenues decreased 3.0% versus 2002. The
Company expects job growth in thisregion in 2004, and believes this region will generate a dight increase in same
property revenue versus 2003. The Company expects positive multifamily fundamental s in this region after 2004,
and the Company will begin to increase it investment focus in this region.

Forward Looking Statements

Certain statementsin this “Management’s Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of
Operations,” and elsewhere in this Annual Report which are not historical facts may be considered forward looking
statements within the meaning of Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, and Section 21E of the
Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, including statements regarding the Company’ s expectations,
hopes, intentions, beliefs and strategies regarding the future. Forward looking statements include statements under
the caption “Business Objectives’ in this Part |, statements regarding the Company’ s expectation as to performance
of future acquisitions properties, expectations of the future multifamily fundamentals and operating resultsin
various geographic regions and the Company’ s investment focus in such regions, expectation as to the timing of
completion of current development projects and the stabilization dates of such projects, expectation asto the total
projected costs and rental rates of current development projects, beliefs as to the adequacy of future cash flowsto
meet operating requirements and to provide for dividend paymentsin accordance with REIT requirements,
expectationsto meet all REIT requirements, expectations as to the amount of capital expenditures, expectations asto
the amount of non-revenue generating capital expenditures, future acquisitions and devel opments, the anticipated
performance of the Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P., the anticipated performance of the Essex Apartment Value
Fund 1, L.P., the anticipated performance of existing properties, and statements regarding the Company’ s financing
activities and the use of proceeds from such activities.

Such forward-looking statements involve known and unknown risks, uncertainties and other factors
including, but not limited to, that the Company will fail to achieve its business objectives, that estimates of future
income from an acquired property may prove to be inaccurate, acquisition and development projects will fail to meet
expectations, that the actual completion of development projects will be subject to delays, that the stabilization dates
of such projects will be delayed, that the total projected costs of current development projects will exceed
expectations, that such development projects will not be completed, that future cash flows will be inadequate to meet
operating requirements and/or will be insufficient to provide for dividend paymentsin accordance with REIT
requirements, the Company will fail to meet all REIT requirements, that the actual non-revenue generating capital
expenditures will exceed the Company’s current expectations, that the Essex Apartment Vaue Fund will fail to
perform as anticipated, that the Essex Apartment Value Fund 11, L.P. will not be formed or formed on less favorable
terms, that the Company’ s partners in the Funds fail to fund capital commitments as contractually required, that
there may be a downturn in the markets in which the Company’ s properties are located, and that the terms of any
refinancing may not be as favorable as the terms of existing indebtedness, and the Company will not be able to
complete property acquisitions, as anticipated, for which the proceeds from recent equity i ssuances were intended to
be used, as well as those risks, special considerations, and other factors discussed under the caption “Risk Factors’
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in Item 1 of this Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2003, and those other risk factors and
special considerations set forth in the Company’ s other filings with the Securities and Exchange Commission (the
“SEC") which may cause the actual results, performance or achievements of the Company to be materially different
from any future results, performance or achievements expressed or implied by such forward-looking statements. All
forward-looking statements and reasons why results may differ included in this Form 10-K are made as of the date
hereof, and we assume no obligation to update any such forward-looking statement or reason why actual results may
differ.

Critical Accounting Policies and Estimates

The preparation of consolidated financial statements, in accordance with accounting principles generally
accepted in the United States of America, requires the Company to make estimates and judgments that affect the
reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses and related disclosures of contingent assets and
liahilities. We define critical accounting policies as those accounting policies that require our management to
exercise their most difficult, subjective and complex judgments. Our critical accounting policies relate principaly to
the following key areas: assessing the carrying values of itsreal estate properties, its investments in and advancesto
joint ventures and affiliates, its notes receivables, and qualification as a REIT. The Company bases its estimates on
historical experience, current market conditions, and on various other assumptions that are believed to be reasonable
under the circumstances. Actual results may differ from those estimates made by management.

Rental properties are recorded at cost |ess accumulated depreciation. Depreciation on rental properties has
been provided over estimated useful lives ranging from 3 to 30 years using the straight-line method. Development
costs include acquisition, direct and indirect construction costs, interest and real estate taxes incurred during the
construction and property stabilizations periods. Maintenance and repair expenses that do not add to the value or
prolong the useful life of the property are expensed as incurred. Asset replacements and improvements are
capitalized and depreciated over their estimated useful lives.

The Company assesses the carrying value of itsreal estate investments by monitoring investment market
conditions and performance compared to budget for operating properties and joint ventures, and by monitoring
estimated costs for properties under development. Local market knowledge and datais used to assess carrying
values of properties and the market value of acquisition opportunities. Whenever events or changesin circumstances
indicate that the carrying amount of a property held for investment may not be fully recoverable, the carrying
amount is evaluated. If the sum of the property’ s expected future cash flows (undiscounted and without interest
charges) is less than the carrying amount of the property, then the Company will recognize an impairment loss equal
to the excess of the carrying amount over the fair value of the property. Adverse changes in market conditions or
poor operating results of real estate investments could result in impairment charges. When the Company determines
that a property is held for sale, it discontinues the periodic depreciation of that property. The criteriafor determining
when a property is held for sale requires judgment and has potential financial statement impact as depreciation
would cease and an impairment loss could occur upon determination of held for sale status. Assets held for sale are
reported at the lower of the carrying amount or estimated fair value less costs to sell.

With respect to investments in and advances to joint ventures and affiliates, the Company looks to the
underlying properties to assess performance and the recoverability of carrying amounts for those investmentsin a
manner similar to direct investmentsin real estate properties. An impairment charge or investment valuation charge
isrecorded if the carrying value of the investment exceedsiits fair value.

The Company assesses the carrying value of its notes receivables pursuant to FASB’s SFAS No. 114,
Accounting by Creditors for Impairment of a Loan. Pursuant to SFAS No. 114, anote isimpaired if it is probable
that the Company will not collect all principal and interest contractually due. The impairment is measured based on
the present value of expected future cash flows discounted at the note’ s effective interest rate. The Company does
not accrue interest when a note is considered impaired. When ultimate collectibility of the principal balance of the
impaired note isin doubt, all cash receipts on impaired notes are applied to reduce the principal amount of such
notes until the principal has been recovered and are recognized as interest income, thereafter.

The Company bases its estimates on historical experience and on various other assumptions that are
believed to be reasonable under the circumstances. Actual results may vary from those estimates and those estimates
could be different under different assumptions or conditions.
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General Background

The Company’s property revenues are generated primarily from multifamily property operations, which
accounted for greater than 95% of its property revenues for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001.
The Company’s properties (“the Properties’) are located in Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura, Orange and
San Diego counties), Northern California (the San Francisco Bay Area), the Pacific Northwest (The Seattle,
Washington and Portland, Oregon metropolitan areas), and other areas (Hemet, California, Las Vegas, Nevada, and
Houston, Texas). The average occupancy level of the Company’s portfolio has equaled or exceeded 95% for the last
five years.

Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P. (“Fund 1), isan investment fund organized by the Company in 2001 to
add value through rental growth and asset appreciation, utilizing the Company’ s development, redevel opment and
asset management capabilities. Currently Fund | is considered fully invested based on its acquisitions to date and
anticipated development and redevel opment expenditures. An affiliate of the Company, Essex VFGP, L.P.
(“VFGP"), isa 1% general partner and is a 20.4% limited partner. The Operating Partnership owns a 99% limited
partnership interest in VFGP. Fund | now expectsto utilize leverage of approximately 61% of the value of the
underlying real estate portfolio. The Company is committed to invest 21.4% of the aggregate capital committed to
the Fund. In addition, Essex will be compensated by Fund | for its asset management, property management,
development and redevel opment services and may receive incentive paymentsif Fund | exceeds certain financial
return benchmarks.

The Company isin the process of forming a second Essex Apartment Vaue Fund (“Fund I1”), whichis
expected to be similar to Fund | in size and structure. Essex anticipates an initial closing of Fund Il during the
second quarter of 2004, which would result in afinal $50 million capital commitment by a subsidiary of the
Company.

Since its formation, Fund | has acquired ownership interest in 17 multifamily residential properties,
representing 4,926 apartment units with an aggregate purchase price of approximately $500 million, excluding
redevelopment expenses, and disposed of two multifamily residential properties, consisting of 530 apartment units at
agross saes price of approximately $73.2 million resulting in anet realized gain of approximately $5.7 million. In
addition, two development land parcels, where approximately 480 apartment units are planned for construction, have
been purchased by Fund | with atotal estimated cost for the projects of approximately $101.7 million. As of
December 31, 2003, the remaining commitments to fund these development projectsis approximately $37.4 million
of which approximately $8.0 million is the Company’ s commitment.

The Company has elected to be treated as areal estate investment trust (“REIT”) for federa income tax
purposes, commencing with the year ended December 31, 1994. The Company provides some of its fee based asset
management and disposition services as well as third-party property management and leasing services through Essex
Management Corporation (“EMC"), in order to maintain compliance with REIT tax rules. The Company owns
100% of EMC's 19,000 shares of nonvoting preferred stock. Executives of the Company own 100% of EMC's
1,000 shares of Common Stock.

The Company (excluding Fund I’ s development communities) has ownership interestsin and is developing
two multifamily residential communities, with an aggregate of 444 multifamily units. In connection with these
development projects, the Company has directly, or in some cases through its joint venture partners, entered into
contractual construction related commitments with unrelated third parties and the total projected estimated cost for
these projectsis approximately $70.3 million. As of December 31, 2003, the remaining commitment to fund these
projectsis approximately $17.9 million.

Results of Operations
Comparison of Year Ended December 31, 2003 to Year Ended December 31, 2002

Average financial occupancy rates of the Company’ s multifamily “Same Store Properties’ (properties
consolidated by the Company for each of the years ended December 31, 2003 and 2002) increased to 95.8% for the
year ended December 31, 2003 from 94.7% for the year ended December 31, 2002. Financial occupancy is defined
as the percentage resulting from dividing actual rental revenue by total possible rental revenue. Actual rental
revenue represents contractual rental revenue pursuant to leases without considering delinquency and concessions.
Total possible rental revenue represents the value of all apartment units, with occupied units valued at contractual
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rental rates pursuant to leases and vacant units valued at estimated market rents. We believe that financial occupancy
isameaningful measure of occupancy because it considers the value of each vacant unit at its estimated market rate.
Financial occupancy may not completely reflect short-term trends in physical occupancy and financial occupancy
rates as disclosed by other REITs may not be comparable to our calculation of financial occupancy.

The regional breakdown of financial occupancy for the Same Store Properties for the years ended
December 31, 2003 and 2002 are as follows:

Years ended
December 31,

2003 2002
Southern California.........c.ccoeeeevieeeeniieereennnns 96.3% 94.7%
Northern California..........ccocceeevieinieennnenne 95.8% 95.9%
Pacific Northwest..........oeevveiiieeerriiiiieeeenee. 95.1% 93.1%

Total Revenuesincreased by $34,328,000 or by 17.2% to $234,450,000 in 2003 from $200,122,000 in
2002. The following table sets forth a breakdown of these revenue amounts, including the revenues attributable to
the Same Store Properties.

Years Ended
Number of December 31, Dollar Percentage
Properties 2003 2002 Change Change

(dollars in thousands)
Revenues
Property revenues -
Same Store Properties:

Southern California.........c..oooovvvuvereiiiiiiieeiiiiieeeeenns 22 3 71,192  $ 67,905 $ 3,287 4.8 %
Northern California.........coccceeiiniieienniiceennnnnee.. 16 50,346 55,557 (5,211) 9.4)
Pacific NOrthwest.........cceevieniiniienieenienienecneenne 23 40,726 41,989 (1,263) 3.0)
Total property revenues
Same Store Properties........coceeevveerneieiiieennnnn. 61 162,264 165,451 (3,187) (1.9)
Property revenues - properties acquired subsequent -
to January 1, 2002 (1).ccceevieriiniiiiieiieiceienieeiene 60,604 11,814 48,790 413.0
Total property revenues........ccccoeevveeeeenniveeeeennnne 222,868 177,265 45,603 25.7
Interest and other INCOME.........uvvvveeiiieeeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiis 11,582 22,857 (11,275) (49.3)
TOtal TEVENUES. ....eeveeeeeiieieeieeieee e $ 234,450 $ 200,122 § 34,328 172 %

(1) Alsoincludes four office buildings, five recreational vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities, redevel opment
communities and development communities.

As set forth in the above table, the $34,328,000 net increase in total revenues was mainly attributable to an
increase of $48,790,000 attributable to multifamily properties acquired subsequent to January 1, 2002, four office
buildings, five recreational vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities, redevelopment communities and
development communities, which was offset in part by a decrease in interest and other income of $11,275,000 and a
decrease in revenue from the Same Store Properties of $3,187,000. Subsequent to January 1, 2002, the Company
acquired 25 multifamily properties, two office buildings, five recreational vehicle parks, two manufactured housing
communities, had three communities in redevelopment and achieved stabilized operations at two devel opment
communities (the “ Acquisitions Properties’).

Interest and other income decreased by $11,275,000 or 49.3% to $11,582,000 in 2003 from $22,857,000 in
2002. The decrease primarily relates to the sale of certain co-investment assets resulting in the decrease in income
earned on the Company’ s co-investments and the repayment or conversion to non-accrual of notes receivable which
resulted in a decrease in interest income on notes receivables.

Property revenues from the Same Store Properties decreased by $3,187,000 or 1.9% to $162,264,000 in
2003 from $165,451,000 in 2002. The majority of this decrease was attributable to the 16 Same Store Properties
located in Northern California and the 23 Same Store Properties located in the Pacific Northwest. The property
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revenues of the Same Store Properties in Northern California decreased by $5,211,000 or 9.4% to $50,346,000 in
2003 from $55,557,000 in 2002. The decrease in Northern Californiais primarily attributable to rental rate decreases
and a dlight decrease in financial occupancy to 95.8% in 2003 from 95.9% in 2002. The property revenues of the
Same Store Properties in the Pacific Northwest decreased by $1,263,000 or 3.0% to $40,726,000 in 2003 from
$41,989,000 in 2002. The $1,263,000 decrease in the Pacific Northwest is primarily attributable to rental rate
decreases offset by an increase in financial occupancy to 95.1% in 2003 from 93.1% in 2002. The 22 multifamily
residential properties located in Southern California offset the net decrease in total property revenues from the other
Same Store Properties. The property revenues for these properties increased by $3,287,000 or 4.8% to $71,192,000
in 2003 from $67,905,000 in 2002. The $3,287,000 increase is primarily attributable to rental rate increases and an
increase in financial occupancy to 96.3% in 2003 from 94.7% in 2002.

Total Expenses increased by $42,907,000 or approximately 32.7% to $174,311,000 in 2003 from
$131,404,000 in 2002. Thisincrease was mainly due to an increase in property operating expenses of $33,950,000
or 37.9% to $123,446,000 in 2003 from $89,496,000 in 2002. Of such operating expense increase $32,154,000 was
attributable to the Acquisition Properties. Interest expense increased by $7,739,000 or 22.1% to $42,751,000 in 2003
from $35,012,000 in 2002. The increase in interest expense is mainly due to increases in the mortgage notes payable
balance.

Minority interests decreased by $1,938,000 or 8.0% to $22,192,000 in 2003 from $24,130,000 in 2002.
Thisis primarily due to the decrease in net income of the Operating Partnership.

Discontinued operations decreased by $8,286,000 to $0 in 2003 from $8,286,000 in 2002. This decrease is
due to the reduction of gain on sale of real estate and operating income from Tara Village, a 168-unit apartment
community located in Tarzana, California, which was sold on June 18, 2002.

Net income decreased by $14,927,000 or 28.2% to $37,947,000 in 2003 from $52,874,000 in 2002. The
decrease in net income is mainly attributable to the factors noted above.

Net income available to common stockholders decreased by $16,083,000 or 30.4% to $36,791,000 in 2003
from $52,874,000 in 2002. The decrease in net income available to common stockholdersin mainly attributable to
the factors noted above in addition to the write-off of Series C preferred units offering costs of $625,000, the
amortization of discount on Series F preferred stock of $336,000 and dividends to preferred stockholders —Series F
of $195,000, all of which occurred in 2003.

Comparison of Year Ended December 31, 2002 to Year Ended December 31, 2001

Average financial occupancy rates of the Company’s multifamily “2002/2001 Same Store Properties’
(properties consolidated by the Company for each of the years ended December 31, 2002 and 2001) decreased to
94.5% for the year ended December 31, 2002 from 94.7% for the year ended December 31, 2001. Financial
occupancy is defined as the percentage resulting from dividing actual rental revenue by total possible rental revenue.
Actual rental revenue represents contractual rental revenue pursuant to leases without considering delinquency and
concessions. Total possible rental revenue represents the value of all apartment units, with occupied units valued at
contractual rental rates pursuant to leases and vacant units valued at estimated market rents. We believe that
financial occupancy is a meaningful measure of occupancy because it considers the value of each vacant unit at its
estimated market rate. Financial occupancy may not completely reflect short-term trends in physical occupancy and
financial occupancy rates as disclosed by other REITs may not be comparable to our calculation of financial
occupancy.

The regional breakdown of financial occupancy for the 2002/2001 Same Store Properties for the years
ended December 31, 2002 and 2001 are as follows:

Years ended

December 31,
2002 2001
Southern California..........cccoccvveeviieniiennneenn. 94.7% 94.8%
Northern California..........cccoeeevveieereciereennne 95.6% 95.4%
Pacific Northwest.........cccooveeeeniiiiniiiniiine 93.1% 93.9%
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Total Revenues decreased by $3,417,000 or 1.7% to $200,122,000 in 2002 from $203,539,000 in 2001. The
following table sets forth a breakdown of these revenue amounts, including the revenues attributabl e to the
2002/2001 Same Store Properties.

Years Ended
Number of December 31, Dollar Percentage
Properties 2002 2001 Change Change

(dollars in thousands)
Revenues
Property revenues -
Same Store Properties:

Southern California........c.ccccooceevieiiniiiinicnniienne. 19 3 56,244 $ 54,305 § 1,939 3.6 %
Northern California.............ccccoieviiiiiiiiniiinn. 14 49,829 56,943 (7,114) (12.5)
Pacific Northwest...........ccccooeiiiniiiiiiiiin, 23 41,989 45,109 (3,120) (6.9)

Total property revenues
Same Store Properties........coceevvveeniciiiincennnnn. 56 148,062 156,357 (8,295) (5.3)
Property revenues - properties acquired subsequent -

to January 1, 2001 and disposed of in 2001 (1)........ 29,203 25,030 4,173 16.7
Total property revenues........cccoevveeeernniveeeennnns 177,265 181,387 (4,122) (2.3)
Interest and other income.............ccceeeeeeeeeiieieiiiiiiiiiinnnn. 22,857 22,152 705 32

Total FeVeNUES......cceeeeuiiiiieriiceceeecceece $ 200,122 § 203,539 $ (3,417) (1.7)%

(1) Alsoincludes four office buildings, five recreational vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities, redevel opment
communities and development communities.

As set forth in the above table, the $3,417,000 net decrease in total revenues was the result of adecreasein
property revenues from 2002/2001 Same Store Properties, which was offset in part by $4,173,000 attributable to
properties acquired subsequent to January 1, 2001 and disposed of in 2001, four office buildings, five recreational
vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities, redevelopment communities and devel opment communities.
Subsequent to January 1, 2001, the Company acquired 22 multifamily properties, two office buildings, five
recreational vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities, had six communitiesin redevelopment and two
development communities in the lease up stage (the “ Acquisitions Properties’).

Of the net decrease in total revenues, $8,295,000 was mainly attributable to a decrease in property revenues
from the 2002/2001 Same Store Properties. Property revenues from the 2002/2001 Same Store Properties decreased
by 5.3% to $148,062,000 in 2002 from $156,357,000 in 2001. The majority of this decrease was attributable to the
14 2002/2001 Same Store Properties located in Northern California and the 23 2002/2001 Same Store Properties
located in the Pacific Northwest. The property revenues of the 2002/2001 Same Store Propertiesin Northern
California decreased by $7,114,000 or 12.5% to $49,829,000 in 2002 from $56,943,000 in 2001. The decreasein
Northern Californiais primarily attributable to rental rate decreases offset by an increase in average financial
occupancy to 95.6% in 2002 from 95.4% in 2001. The property revenues of the 2002/2001 Same Store Propertiesin
the Pacific Northwest decreased by $3,120,000 or 6.9% to $41,989,000 in 2002 from $45,109,000 in 2001. The
$3,120,000 decrease in the Pacific Northwest is primarily attributable to rental rate decreases and a decrease in
average financial occupancy to 93.1% in 2002 from 93.9% in 2001. The 19 multifamily residential properties
located in Southern California partially offset the net decrease in total revenues. The property revenues of these
properties increased by $1,939,000 or 3.6% to $56,244,000 in 2002 from $54,305,000 in 2001. The $1,939,000
increase is primarily attributable to rental rate increases, which were partialy offset by a dight decrease in average
financial occupancy to 94.7% in 2002 from 94.8% in 2001.

Interest and other income increased by $705,000 or 3.2% to $22,857,000 in 2002 from $22,152,000 in
2001. The increase of $705,000 primarily relates to the equity in income from the gain on sale of co-investment
assets and additional fee income earned in connection with the sale of co-investment assets.

Total Expenses decreased by $3,689,000 or approximately 2.7% to $131,404,000 in 2002 from
$135,093,000 in 2001. This decrease was attributable to a decrease in interest expense, which decreased by
$3,734,000 or 9.6% to $35,012,000 in 2002 from $38,746,000 in 2001 The interest expense decrease was primarily
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due to declining interest rates. General and administrative expenses represent the costs of the Company’ s various
acquisition and administrative departments as well as partnership administration and non-operating expenses. Such
expenses decreased by $1,207,000 or 16.1% to $6,291,000 in 2002 from $7,498,000 in 2001. This decrease is
largely due to areduction in incentive compensation expense as compared to 2001.

Discontinued Operationsincreased by $7,653,000 to $8,286,000 in 2002 from $633,000 in 2001. Thisis
due to the gain on sale of Tara Village in 2002 of $8,061,000, partially offset by areduction in operating income
from such property due to its sale in 2002.

Minority interests decreased by $192,000 or 0.8% to $24,130,000 in 2002 from $24,322,000 in 2001. This
is primarily due to the decrease in net income of the Operating Partnership.

Net income increased by $4,329,000 or 8.9% to $52,874,000 in 2002 from $48,545,000 in 2001. The
increase in net income is mainly attributable to the factors noted above and the gain on sale of real estate of
$8,061,000 recognized in 2002 as compared to the gain on sale of real estate of $3,788,000 recognized in 2001.

Liquidity and Capital Resources I ncluding Non-consolidated | nvestments

At December 31, 2003, the Company had $9,146,000 of unrestricted cash and cash equivalents. The
Company expects to meet its short-term liquidity requirements by using its working capital, cash generated from
operations, and amounts available under lines of credit or other financings. The Company believes that its current
net cash flows will be adequate to meet operating requirements and to provide for payment of dividends by the
Company in accordance with REIT qualification requirements. The Company expects to meet itslong-term liquidity
requirements relating to property acquisitions and devel opment (beyond the next 12 months) and balloon debt
maturities by using a combination of some or al of the following sources: working capital, amounts available on
lines of credit, net proceeds from public and private debt and equity issuances, and proceeds from the disposition of
properties that may be sold from time to time. There can, however, be no assurance that the Company will have
access to the debt and equity marketsin atimely fashion to meet such future funding requirements or that future
working capital and borrowings under the lines of credit will be available, or if available, will be sufficient to meet
the Company’ s requirements or that the Company will be able to dispose of propertiesin atimely manner and under
terms and conditions that the Company deems acceptable.

Non-revenue generating capital expenditures are improvements and upgrades that extend the useful life of
the property. For the year ended December 31, 2003, non-revenue generating capital expenditures totaled
approximately $385 per weighted average occupancy unit. The Company expects to incur approximately $390 per
weighted average occupancy unit in non-revenue generating capital expenditures for the year ended December 31,
2004. These expenditures do not include the improvements required in connection with the origination of mortgage
loans, expenditures for unidentified deferred mai ntenance renovations on acquisition properties, expenditures for
property renovations and improvements which are expected to reposition a property and generate additional revenue,
and renovation expenditures required pursuant to tax-exempt bond financings. The Company expects that cash from
operations and/or its lines of credit will fund such expenditures. However, there can be no assurance that the actual
expenditures incurred during 2004 and/or the funding thereof will not be significantly different than the Company’s
current expectations.

The Company is currently developing two multifamily residential projects, with an aggregate of 444 units.
Such projectsinvolve certain risks inherent in real estate development. See “ Risk Factors--Risks that Development
Activities Will be Delayed or Not Completed and/or Fail to Achieve Expected Results” in Item 1 of this Annual
Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2003. In connection with these devel opment projects, the
Company has directly, or in some cases through its joint venture partners entered into contractual construction
related commitments with unrelated third parties and the total projected estimated cost for these projectsis
approximately $70,300,000. As of December 31, 2003, the remaining commitment to fund these development
projectsis approximately $17,900,000. The Company expects to fund such commitments by using a combination of
some or all of the following sources: its working capital, amounts available on its lines of credit, net proceeds from
public and private equity and debt issuances, and proceeds from the disposition of properties, if any.

Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P. (the “Fund 1), is an investment fund organized by the Company in
2001 to add value through rental growth and asset appreciation, utilizing the Company’ s development,
redevelopment and asset management capabilities. Currently Fund | is considered fully invested based on its
acquisitions to date and anticipated devel opment and redevel opment expenditures. Fund | now expects to utilize
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leverage of approximately 61% of the value of the underlying real estate portfolio. The Company is committed to
invest 21.4% of the aggregate capital committed to the Fund. In addition, the Company will be compensated by
Fund | for its asset management, property management, development and redevel opment services and may receive
incentive paymentsif Fund | exceeds certain financial return benchmarks. The Company’s remaining unfunded
capital commitment as of December 31, 2003 is approximately $9.6 million.

The Company isin the process of forming a second Essex Apartment Vaue Fund (“Fund I1”), whichis
expected to be similar to Fund | in size and structure. Essex anticipates an initial closing of Fund Il during the
second quarter of 2004, which would result in afinal $50 million capital commitment by a subsidiary of the
Company.

The Company has two outstanding lines of credit for an aggregate amount of $275,000,000. Thefirst line,
in the amount of $185,000,000, maturesin May 2004, with an option to extend it for one year thereafter. The
Company is currently negotiating to renew thisline. During the third quarter of 2003 the Company expanded this
unsecured revolving credit facility to $185,000,000 from $165,000,000. No other material terms of this facility were
revised. Outstanding balances under this line of credit bear interest at arate, which uses atiered rate structure tied to
the Company’ s corporate ratings, if any, and leverage rating, which has been priced at LIBOR plus 1.10% during
2003 and 2002. As of December 31, 2003 and 2002, the interest rate was approximately 2.1% and 2.6%,
respectively. At December 31, 2003 the Company had $12,500,000 outstanding on this line of credit. On December
18, 2003, the Company obtained a 5-year, $90,000,000 credit facility from Freddie Mac, secured by four of Essex’s
multifamily communities. The aggregate maximum principal amount of the facility is $90,000,000, increasing to
$100,000,000 on July 1, 2004. The Company borrowed $80,600,000 under this facility, comprised of two tranches
asfollows: $41,000,000, locked for 60 days at a base rate of 1.586% (55 basis points over Freddie Mac’s Reference
Rate) and $39,600,000 locked for 180 days at a base rate of 1.695% (59 basis points over Freddie Mac's Reference
Rate). This credit facility has alower cost of borrowing as compared to the Company’ s unsecured credit facility.
The credit agreements contain debt covenants related to limitations on indebtedness and liabilities, maintenance of
minimum levels of consolidated earnings before depreciation, interest and amortization and maintenance of
minimum tangible net worth.

In addition, Fund I, the investment fund managed by the Company, has a credit facility for an aggregate
amount of $30,000,000. During 2003 the Fund reduced this credit facility from $125,000,000 to $30,000,000, and
matures in June 2004. The line bears interest at LIBOR plus 0.875%. As of December 31 2003, the line had no
balance outstanding on thisline. The line provides for debt covenants relating to limitations on mortgage
indebtedness.

In addition to the Company’s lines of credit, the Company had $739,129,000 of secured indebtedness at
December 31, 2003. Such indebtedness consisted of $663,833,000 in fixed rate debt with interest rates varying from
5.5% to 8.2% and maturity dates ranging from 2005 to 2026. The secured indebtedness al so includes $75,296,000 of
tax-exempt variable rate demand bonds with interest rates paid during 2003 ranging from approximately 2.9% to
3.2% and maturity dates ranging from 2020 to 2032. The tax-exempt variable rate demand bonds are subject to
interest rates caps.

Pursuant to existing shelf registration statements, the Company has the capacity to issue up to
$219,455,250 of equity securities and the Operating Partnership has the capacity to issue up to $250,000,000 of debt
securities.

The Company pays quarterly dividends from cash available for distribution. Until it is distributed, cash
available for distribution isinvested by the Company primarily in short-term investment grade securities or is used
by the Company to reduce balances outstanding under its line of credit.

Financing and equity issuances. During 2003, the Company undertook the following financing activities
and equity issuances.

On July 30, 2003, in connection with the Company’ s acquisition, by merger, of John M. Sachs, Inc.
(“Sachs”) that was completed on December 17, 2002, and under the terms of the merger agreement, afinal analysis
was prepared, which indicated that the actual net liabilities of Sachs were less than the net liabilities of Sachs
estimated to be outstanding as of the merger date. Based on the final analysis and as a post-closing adjustment
payment pursuant to the merger agreement, the Company made a final payment of approximately $1,766,000 in cash
and issued an additional 35,860 shares of common stock to certain of the pre-merger shareholders of Sachs.
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On September 23, 2003, the Company issued 1,000,000 shares of its Series F Cumulative Redeemable
Preferred Stock (“ Series F Preferred Stock™) at afixed price of $24.664 per share, a discount from the $25.00 per
share liquidation value of the shares. The shares did not begin to accrue a dividend until November 25, 2003, and,
following that date, will pay quarterly distributions at an annualized rate of 7.8125% per year of the liquidation
value and will be redeemable by the Company on or after September 23, 2008. The Company amortized the original
discount in connection with the issuance of these shares in the fourth quarter of 2003, resulting in a charge of
approximately $336,000. The shares were issued pursuant to the Company’s existing shelf registration statement.
The Company used the net proceeds from this sale of Series F Preferred Stock to redeem all of the 9.125% Series C
Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Units (the “ Series C Preferred Units”) of Essex Portfalio, L.P., of which the
Company isthe general partner.

On October 6, 2003, the Company sold 1.6 million newly issued shares of common stock and received
offering proceeds (before expenses) of $60.67 per share, representing a 3.25% discount to the common stock’s
closing price on September 30, 2003, the date of the underwriting agreement between the Company and the
underwriter, pursuant to which the shares were sold. The shares were issued pursuant to the Company’ s existing
shelf registration statement. The proceeds of the offering were approximately $97,072,000. Subsequent to the
offerings, the net proceeds generated from the offering were used to acquire multifamily communities located in the
Company’ s targeted West Coast markets and for general corporate purposes, including the repayment of debt and
the funding of development activities.

Using the proceeds of its September 2003 sale of its 7.8125% Series F Cumulative Redeemable Preferred
Stock, the Company on November 24, 2003, redeemed all of the outstanding 9.125% Series C Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units of the Operating Partnership. In connection with this redemption the Company incurred
anon-cash charge of $625,000 related to the write-off of the issuance costs.

In January 2004, the Company restructured its previously issued $50 million, 9.30% Series D Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series D Units’), and its previously issued $80 million, 7.875% Series B Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series B Units’). The existing distribution rate of 9.30% of the Series D Units will
continue until July 27, 2004 — the end of the current non-call period. On July 28, 2004, the distribution rate on the
Series D Units will be reduced to 7.875%. The date that the Series D Units can first be redeemed at the Company’s
option will be extended by six yearsto July 28, 2010. The dates that the Series B Units can first be redeemed at the
Company’s option will be extended from February 6, 2003 to December 31, 20009.

Company | nvestments; Off-Balance Sheet Arrangements

The Company investsin joint ventures, which generally involve single multifamily property acquisitions.
The Company accounts for these investments under the equity or consolidation methods of accounting based on the
voting control it exercises through its ownership interests in these affiliates. Under the equity method of accounting,
the investment is carried at the cost of assets contributed or distributed, plus the Company’s equity in undistributed
earnings or losses sinceitsinitial investment. The individual assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses of the joint
venture are not recorded in the Company’ s consolidated financial statements.

At December 31, 2003 and 2002, the Company did not have any other relationship with unconsolidated
entities or financial partnerships, such as entities often referred to as structured finance or specia purpose entities,
which would have been established for the purpose of facilitating off-balance sheet arrangements or other
contractually narrow or limited purposes. As such, the Company is not materialy exposed to any financing,
liquidity, market or credit risk that could arise if the Company had engaged in such relationships.

Included in the Company’ s investments accounted for under the equity method investments are limited
partnership interestsin 17 partnerships (Down REIT entities), which collectively own ten multifamily properties,
comprised of 1,831 units. These investments were made under arrangements whereby Essex Management
Corporation (EMC) became the general partner, the Operating Partnership became a special limited partner, and the
other limited partners were granted rights of redemption for their interests. Such partners can request to be redeemed
and the Company can elect, with certain limitations, to redeem their rights for cash or by issuing shares of its
common stock on a one share per unit basis. Conversion values will be based on the market value of the Company’s
common stock at the time of redemption multiplied by the number of units stipulated under the above arrangements.
The other limited partners receive distributions based on the Company’ s current dividend rate times the number of
redemption shares. At December 31, 2003, the maximum number of shares that could be required to meet
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redemption of these Down REIT entitiesis 1,449,138. The equity in income or loss reported by the Company under
the equity method of accounting for these down REIT entitiesis the residual net income of these down REIT entities
after income has been alocated to the other limited partners equal to the distributions they received.

Contractual Obligationsand Commercial Commitments

The following table summarizes the maturation or due dates of our contractual obligations and other
commitments at December 31, 2003, and the effect such obligations could have on our liquidity and cash flow in
future periods:

Less Than 2-3 4-5 Over 5
(In thousands) 1 Year Years Years Years Total
Mortgage notes payable.........c.oceeeirireennennn. $ 8,223 § 62,003 $ 172,395 $ 496,508 $ 739,129
Lines of credit......cceeeeeeeiieiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeees 12,500 - -- 80,600 93,100
Development commitments(1).........c..cc...... 17,900 -- -- -- 17,900
Redevelopment commitments(2).................. 1,930 - - - 1,930
Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P.
capital commitment...........cccceeeviiirrennnen. 9,600 - - -- 9,600
Mountain Vista, LLC captial commitment.... 9,200 - -- -- 9,200
$ 59,353 $ 62,003 $ 172,395 § 577,108 § 870,859

(1) $17,900 of these commitments relate to hard contracts as of December 31, 2003.
(2) $450 of these commitmentsrelate to hard contracts as of December 31, 2003.

New Accounting Pronouncements Not Yet Adopted

In January 2003, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued FASB Interpretation No. 46
(FIN 46), “Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities, an Interpretation of ARB No. 51.” FIN 46 clarifies the
application of Accounting Research Bulletin (ARB) No. 51, “Consolidated Financial Statements” to variable interest
entities (VIES) in which equity investors lack an essential characteristic of a controlling financial interest or do not
have sufficient equity investment at risk to permit the entity to finance its activities without additional subordinated
financial support from other parties. In December 2003, the FASB completed deliberations of proposed
modificationsto FIN 46 (FIN 46 Revised) resulting in multiple effective dates based on the nature as well asthe
creation of the VIE. VIEs created after January 31, 2003, but prior to January 1, 2004 may be accounted for either
based on FIN 46 or FIN 46 Revised. However, FIN 46 Revised must be applied no later than the Company’s first
quarter of 2004. VIEs created after January 1, 2004 must be accounted for under FIN 46 Revised. Special Purpose
Entities (SPEs) created prior to February 1, 2003 may be accounted for under FIN 46 or FIN 46 Revised but no later
than the Company’ s quarter ended December 31, 2003. Non-SPEs created prior to February 1, 2003 are to be
accounted for under FIN 46 Revised no later than the first quarter of 2004. The Company has not formed nor is a
party to any SPEs. Under FIN 46 Revised, the disclosure requirements are effective for all financial statements
initially issued after December 31, 2003. Certain of the entities through which and with which we conduct business,
have been deemed to be VIEs under the provisions of FIN 46 Revised. Based on our analysis of FIN 46 Revised, we
expect to consolidate Essex Management Corporation (EMC) and Essex Fidelity | Corporation (EFC), effective
March 31, 2004, as we are the primary beneficiary of these VIEs. Thetotal assets and liabilities of EMC and EFC,
net of intercompany eliminations, were approximately $23,300,000 and $9,000,000, respectively, at December 31,
2003.

It is reasonably possible that certain other entities through which and with which the Company conducts
business, including those described in Notes 3(c), 4, 5 and 9 of the consolidated financial statements will be deemed
to be VIESs under the provisions of FIN 46 Revised and that we may be the primary beneficiary. The Company is
continuing its evaluation of these other various entities, which currently it is uncertain if such entities would result in
consolidation. If such other entities are required to be consolidated pursuant to FIN 46 Revised, the total assets and
liahilities, net of intercompany balances would be $214,300,000 and $198,400,000 and an estimated maximum
exposure to loss would be equal to the Company’ s investments and commitments in these entities of $15,600,000, as
of December 31, 2003.The disclosures provided reflect management’s understanding and analysis of FIN 46
Revised based upon information currently available. The Company continues to eval uate and analyze the complex
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terms of FIN 46 Revised and the evaluation of the impact of FIN 46 Revised on the Company’ s consolidated
financial statementsis ongoing and is subject to change in the event additional interpretive guidance is provided by
the FASB or others.

In May 2003, the FASB issued SFAS No. 150, “Accounting for Certain Financial Instruments with
Characteristics of both Liabilities and Equity.” This statement establishes standards for the classification and
measurement of certain financial instruments with characteristics of both liabilities and equity. SFAS No. 150
requires that an issuer classify afinancia instrument that is within its scope as aliability (or an asset in some
circumstances). Many of those instruments were previously classified as equity. This statement is effective for
financial instruments entered into or modified after May 31, 2003 and, otherwise, is effective at the beginning of the
first interim period beginning after June 15, 2003. Certain provisions have been deferred indefinitely by the FASB
under FSP 150-3. This standard did not have a material impact on our consolidated financial position or results of
operations.

Potential Factors Affecting Future Operating Results

Many factors affect the Company’s actual financial performance and may cause the Company’s future
results to be different from past performance or trends. These factors include those set forth under the caption “Risk
Factors’ in Item | of this Annual Report on Form 10-K and the following:

Economic Environment

Both the national economy and the economies of the western states in which the Company owns, manages
and devel ops properties have been and continue to be in an economic downturn. This has resulted in increased
concessions and reductions in market rental rates.

The Company’ s property type and diverse geographic locations provide some degree of risk moderation but
are not immune to a prolonged downturn in the real estate markets in which the Company operates. Although the
Company believesit iswell positioned to meet the challenges ahead, it is possible that further reductionsin market
rental rates will result in reduction of rental revenues, operating income, cash flows, and the market value of the
Company’s shares. A prolonged recession could also affect the Company’ s ability to obtain financing at acceptable
rates of interest and to access funds from the disposition of properties at acceptable disposition prices.

I nterest Rate Fluctuations

The Company monitors changes in interest rates and believes that it is well positioned from both a liquidity
and interest rate risk perspective. However, current interest rates are at historic lows and potentially could increase
rapidly to levels morein line with historic levels. The immediate effect of significant and rapid interest rate
increases would result in higher interest expense on the Company’s variable interest rate debt (see Item 7A and
Notes 7 and 8 to consolidated financial statements). The effect of prolonged interest rate increases could negatively
impact the Company’s ability to make acquisitions and develop properties at economic returns on investment and
the Company’ s ability to refinance existing borrowings at acceptable rates.

Inflation

Inflationary increases would likely have a negative effect on property operating expenses and such
increases may be at a greater rate than growth in property rental rates. The Company believesit effectively manages
its property and other expenses, but realizes that higher annual rates of inflation could result in increases to operating
expense.
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Failureto QualifyasA REIT

We have elected to be taxed as a REIT under the Internal Revenue Code. However, we cannot assure you
that we have qualified asa REIT or that we will continue to so qualify in the future. If we fail to qualify asaREIT in
any taxable year, we would be subject to federal income tax on our taxable income at corporate rates. We may also
be disqualified from treatment as a REIT for the four taxable years following the year in which we failed to qualify.
This would reduce our net earnings available for investment or distribution to stockholders because of the additional
tax liability. Even if we continue to qualify asa REIT, we will continue to be subject to certain federal, state and
local taxes on our income and property.

Funds from Operations

Funds from Operations, as defined by the National Association of Real Estate Investment Trusts
(“NAREIT") is generally considered by industry analysts as an appropriate measure of performance of an equity
REIT. Generally, Funds from Operations adjusts the net income of equity REITS for non-cash charges such as
depreciation and amortization of rental properties, gains/ losses on sales of real estate and extraordinary items.
Management considers Funds from Operations to be a useful financial performance measurement of an equity REIT
because, together with net income, cash flows and the interest coverage ratio, Funds from Operations provides
investors with an additional basis to evaluate the performance of a REIT to incur and service debt and to fund
acquisitions and other capital expenditures. Funds from Operations does not represent net income or cash flows from
operations as defined by generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) and is not intended to indicate whether
cash flows will be sufficient to fund cash needs. It should not be considered as an alternative to net income as an
indicator of the REIT’s operating performance or to cash flows as a measure of liquidity. Funds from Operations
does not measure whether cash flow is sufficient to fund all cash needs including principal amortization, capital
improvements and distributions to shareholders. Funds from Operations also does not represent cash flows generated
from operating, investing or financing activities as defined under GAAP. Further, Funds from Operations as
disclosed by other REITs may not be comparable to the Company’s calculation of Funds from Operations.
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The following table sets forth the Company’ s calculation of Funds from Operations for 2003, 2002 and 2001.

Income from continuing operations before gain

on sale of real estate, minority interests,

and discontinued Operations..........eeeervveveerrnieeeennnnnns
Adjustments:

Depreciation and amortization.......ccceccueeeernneeeennne

Depreciation and amortization—

unconsolidated co-investments..............cccceeennenn.

MiINOTity INEEIESS.....uvveeerriiiieeeiiiiieeeeiiei e e eiieeee e
Dividends to preferred stockholders - Series F.............
Write off of Series C preferred units offering costs.....
Amortization of discount on Series F preferred stock.
Funds from Operations............eeevvveeeernieeieesnnieeeeennns
Weighted average number of shares
outstanding diluted(1).......cceeeeervirieeiniiiiieeeiieee e

Income from continuing operations before gain

on sale of real estate, minority interests,

and discontinued Operations..........eeeervveeveerrnieeeennnnes
Adjustments:

Gain on sale of co-investment activities, net(1).........

Depreciation and amortization............eeeeevvevveeernnnee

Depreciation and amortization—

unconsolidated co-investments............ccocceeeveeenne

Minority interestS(1).......ocoevieeeerniiiieeeeiiiiieeeeiiee e
Income from discontinued operations.........................
Depreciation—discontinued operations............cc........
Funds from Operations...........ceeevvveeeeeniieeeennnieeeeennns
Weighted average number of shares
outstanding diluted(1).......cceeveerviiiieeniiiiieeeiieee e

Income from continuing operations before gain

on sale of real estate, minority interests,

and discontinued Operations.........eeeervveeveerrnieeeernnnes
Adjustments:

Depreciation and amortization............ccceeeerieeeennnn.

Depreciation and amortization—

unconsolidated co-investments............ccoceeevneenne

Minority interestS(1).......ocoeverrerriiiieeeiiiiieeeeeiieeee e
Income from discontinued operations............cccc.eeu.e.e.
Depreciation—discontinued operations............c........
Funds from Operations..........cceeevvvveeeeniiieeeessiiieeeeees
Weighted average number of shares
outstanding diluted(1).......cceeeeerrviieeriniiiiiiiiieeeees

For the year

ended For the quarter ended
12/31/03 12/31/03 09/30/03 06/30/03 03/31/03
60,139,000 $ 12,751,000 $ 14,864,000 $ 16,396,000 $ 16,128,000
49,409,000 13,936,000 12,308,000 11,556,000 11,609,000
10,190,000 3,119,000 2,663,000 2,236,000 2,172,000
(18,117,000) (4,287,000) (4,612,000) (4,607,000) (4,611,000)
(195,000) (195,000) - - --
(625,000) (625,000) -- -- -
(336,000) (336,000) -- - -
100,465,000 $ 24,363,000 § 25,223,000 $ 25,581,000 $ 25,298,000
23,947,931 25,211,207 23,647,225 23,558,314 23,494,051
For the year
ended For the quarter ended
12/31/02 12/31/02 09/30/02 06/30/02 03/31/02
68,718,000 $ 15,422,000 $ 16,578,000 $ 19,510,000 $ 17,208,000
(1,408,000) -- (19,000) (1,389,000) --
37,042,000 9,813,000 9,129,000 9,114,000 8,986,000
8,246,000 2,354,000 2,170,000 1,891,000 1,831,000
(18,426,000) (4,609,000) (4,607,000) (4,618,000) (4,592,000)
225,000 - -- 69,000 156,000
191,000 - -- 95,000 96,000
94,588,000 $ 22,980,000 $ 23,251,000 $ 24,672,000 $ 23,685,000
21,007,502 21,142,452 21,829,211 21,115,264 21,006,678
For the year
ended For the quarter ended
12/31/01 12/31/01 09/30/01 06/30/01 03/31/01
68,447,000 $ 16,938,000 $ 17,392,000 $ 17,362,000 $ 16,755,000
35,915,000 9,250,000 9,102,000 8,833,000 8,730,000
5,340,000 1,693,000 1,201,000 1,201,000 1,245,000
(18,437,000) (4,678,000) (4,582,000) (4,583,000) (4,594,000)
633,000 189,000 141,000 156,000 147,000
379,000 95,000 95,000 94,000 95,000
92,277,000 $ 23,487,000 $ 23,349,000 $ 23,063,000 $ 22,378,000
21,004,707 21,026,883 21,093,631 21,034,366 20,922,186
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For the year

ended For the quarter ended
12/31/03 12/31/03 09/30/03 06/30/03 03/31/03
Cash flow provided by (used in):
Operating activities..........cocverrevererieeriiieeiieeeieenns $ 103,320 $ 29,572 % 23,648 $ 20,422 $ 29,678
Investing actiVities.......cceevrierieeniiieerieeinee e (143,132) (84,579) (26,882) (16,612) (15,059)
Financing activities.........ccoceevvueerieeiniieenineeenieeans 40,396 53,753 4,780 (5,323) (12,814)

For the year

ended For the quarter ended
12/31/02 12/31/02 09/30/02 06/30/02 03/31/02
Cash flow provided by (used in):
Operating activiti€s..........cccverrevereiieeriiieenieeeeiieenns $ 85,730 $ 17,838 $ 22,533 $ 18,608 $ 26,751
Investing activities........cccovvveiririinieeeniienieeeiiees (85,718) (48,503) (4,448) (16,519) (16,248)
Financing activities.........ccoceevvuieriieeniiceninecenieeens 2,110 37,080 (24,602) (293) (10,075)

For the year

ended For the quarter ended
12/31/01 12/31/01 09/30/01 06/30/01 03/31/01
Cash flow provided by (used in):
Operating activities...........ccoeverevieeeriieeieereeeneenne, $ 98,871 $ 17,500 $ 31,066 S 27,428 $ 22,877
Investing activities..... (63,808) 33,940 (25,203) (79,010) 6,465
Financing activities (35,223) (57,341) (6,188) 52,421 (24,115)

(1) Assumesconversion of al dilutive outstanding operating partnership interests in the Operating Partnership.

Item 7A. Quantitative and Qualitative Disclosur es About Market Risk

The Company is exposed to interest rate changes primarily as aresult of itsline of credit and long-term
debt used to maintain liquidity and fund capital expenditures and expansion of the Company’sreal estate investment
portfolio and operations. The Company’s interest rate risk management objective isto limit the impact of interest
rate changes on earnings and cash flows and to lower its overall borrowing costs. To achieve its objectives the
Company borrows primarily at fixed rates and may enter into derivative financia instruments such as interest rate
swaps, caps and treasury locks in order to mitigate itsinterest rate risk on arelated financial instrument. The
Company does not enter into derivative or interest rate transactions for speculative purposes.

The Company’s interest rate risk is monitored using a variety of techniques. The table below presents the
principal amounts and weighted average interest rates by year of expected maturity to eval uate the expected cash
flows. Management believes that the carrying amounts of its LIBOR debt approximates fair value as of December
31, 2003 because interest rates, yields and other terms for these instruments are consistent with yields and other
terms currently available to the Company for similar instruments. Management has estimated that the fair value of
the Company’ s $663,833,000 of fixed rate mortgage notes payable at December 31, 2003 is approximately
$632,111,000 based on the terms of existing mortgage notes payable compared to those available in the marketplace.

For the Years Ended December 31

(In thousands) 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Thereafter Total Fair value
Fixed rate debt.................... $ 8,223 §$ 41,300 $ 20,703 §$ 63,448 $ 108,947 § 421,212 $ 663,833 § 632,111
Average interest rate.......... 6.8% 6.8% 6.8% 6.7% 6.7% 6.7%
Variable rate LIBOR debt.... $ 12,500 $ - 8 - 3 - 8 -- $ 155896 (1) $ 168,396 § 168,396
Average interest rate.......... 2.30% -- -- - -- 2.10%

(1) $75,296 subject to interest rate caps.
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The table incorporates only those exposures that exist as of December 31, 2003; it does not consider those
exposures or positionsthat could arise after that date. Asaresult, our ultimate realized gain or loss, with respect to
interest rate fluctuations, would depend on the exposures that arise during the period, our hedging strategies at the
time, and interest rates.

Item 8. Financial Statements and Supplemental Data

The response to thisitem is submitted as a separate section of this Form 10-K. See Item 15.

Item 9. Changesin and Disagreementswith Accountantson Accounting and Financial Disclosure

None.

Item 9A. Controlsand Procedures

As of December 31, 2003, we carried out an evaluation, under the supervision and with the participation of
management, including our Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financia Officer, of the effectiveness of the design
and operation of our disclosure controls and procedures pursuant to Rules 13a-15 of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, asamended. Based upon that eval uation, the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer concluded
that our disclosure controls and procedures are effective in timely alerting management to material information
relating to the Company that is required to be included in our periodic filings with the Securities and Exchange
Commission. There were no changes in the Company’sinternal control over financial reporting, that occurred
during the quarter ended December 31, 2003, that have materially affected, or are reasonably likely to materially
affect, the Company’ sinternal control over financial reporting.
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PART 11

Item 10. Directors and Executive Officers of the Registrant

Theinformation required by Item 10 isincorporated by reference from the Company’ s definitive proxy
statement for its annual stockholders' meeting to be held on May 11, 2004.

Item 11. Executive Compensation

Theinformation required by Item 11 isincorporated by reference from the Company’ s definitive proxy
statement for its annual stockholders' meeting to be held on May 11, 2004.

Item 12. Security Ownership of Certain Beneficial Owners and M anagement

The information required by Item 12 isincorporated by reference from the Company’ s definitive proxy
statement for its annual stockholders' meeting to be held on May 11, 2004.

Item 13. Certain Relationships and Related Transactions

Theinformation required by Item 13 isincorporated by reference from the Company’ s definitive proxy
statement for its annual stockholders’ meeting to be held on May 11, 2004.

Item 14. Principal Accounting Feesand Services

Theinformation required by Item 14 isincorporated by reference from the Company’ s definitive proxy
statement for its annual stockholders' meeting to be held on May 11, 2004.
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Item 15. Exhibits, Financial Statements, Schedulesand Reports on Form 8-K

(A) Financial Statements

(1) Consolidated Financial Statements Page
Independent Auditors Report
Balance Sheets:
As of December 31, 2003 and December 31, 2002
Statements of Operations:
Y ears ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
Statements of Stockholders' Equity:
Y ears ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
Statements of Cash Flows:
Y ears ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
Notes to the Consolidated Financial Statements

(2) Financial Statement Schedule - Schedule |11 - Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation as of -31

December 31, 2003

(3) Seethe Exhibit Index immediately following the signature page and certifications for alist of
exhibitsfiled or incorporated by reference as part of this report.

(B) Reports on Form 8-K

On October 3, 2003 the Company filed a Current Report on Form 8-K to announce that on
September 30, 2003, the Company entered into an underwriting agreement with Banc of America
Securities, LL C pursuant to which the Company will sell 1.6 million shares of the Company’s common
stock. Banc of America Securities, LLC will act as sole bookrunning underwriter for the offering. The
Company has also granted Banc of America Securities, LLC an over-allotment option to purchase an
additional 240,000 shares of the Company’s common stock. A copy of the underwriting agreement was
filed as Exhibit 1.1.

On October 30, 2003 the Company filed a Current Report on Form 8-K to furnish a press release
to announce the earnings for the fiscal quarter ended September 30, 2003.

(C) Exhibits

The Company hereby files, as exhibits to this Form 10-K, those exhibits listed on the Exhibit
Index referenced in Item 15(A)(3) above.
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Independent Auditors Report

The Board of Directors and Shareholders of
Essex Property Trust, Inc.:

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance sheets of Essex Property Trust, Inc. and
subsidiaries as of December 31, 2003 and 2002, and the related consolidated statements of operations, stockholders
equity, and cash flows for each of the years in the three-year period ended December 31, 2003. In connection with
our audits of the consolidated financial statements, we have a so audited the related financial statement schedule of
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation. These consolidated financial statements and the financial statement
schedule are the responsibility of the management of Essex Property Trust, Inc. Our responsibility isto express an
opinion on these consolidated financial statements and the financial statement schedule based on our audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
America. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether
the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on atest basis, evidence
supporting the amounts and disclosuresin 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, the consolidated financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material
respects, the financial position of Essex Property Trust, Inc. and subsidiaries as of December 31, 2003 and 2002, and
the results of their operations and their cash flows for each of the years in the three-year period ended December 31,
2003, in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America. Also, in our
opinion, the related financial statement schedule when considered in relation to the consolidated financial statements
taken as awhole, presentsfairly, in all material respects, the information set forth therein.

/S KPMGLLP
KPMG LLP

San Francisco, California

February 4, 2004, except Note 19,
asto which thedateis
February 27, 2004
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Consolidated Balance Sheets
December 31, 2003 and 2002
(Dallarsin thousands, except share amounts)

2003 2002
ASSETS
Real estate:
Rental properties:
Land and land improvements.............ocecuvvieeeriiiieeeesiiieeeeeeee $ 422,549 $ 368,712
Buildings and improvements............eeeeveviereeriiiieeeeiieeee e 1,310,371 1,147,244
1,732,920 1,515,956
Less accumulated depreciation.............eeeeeeveieeeerneriiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeens (241,235) (191,821)
1,491,685 1,324,135
INVESEMENTS. ..oiviiniiii e e 93,395 61,212
Real estate under development..........ccoovuiieeinniiiiiinniiieeninieeeen. 52,439 143,756
1,637,519 1,529,103
Cash and cash equivalents--unrestricted....... 9,146 8,562
Cash and cash equivalents--restricted cash 6,168 9,265
Notes receivable from investees and other related parties.............. 19,007 24,081
Notes and other receivables...............ouuviiiiiieeiiiiiiiiiiicieeee e, 33,025 31,318
Prepaid expenses and other assets..........cceeeevviieieeiniiieeeiniieeeeenne 17,002 11,133
Deferred charges, Net........cccueiieeiiiiieeiiiiiie e 6,697 6,272
T OtAl ASSEES...ivveieiiiiieiee e et e et $ 1,728,564 $ 1,619,734
LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY
Mortgage notes payable..........ceovriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e $ 739,129 §$ 677,563
Lines Of Credit. ... e 93,100 126,500
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities.........ccceevveverieeniiieeeennes 32,648 35,791
Dividends payable.........oooveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e 21,443 17,879
Other liabilities... 8,744 8,157
Total Habilities.....cceerurireeriiiiieeiiiiiie e 895,064 865,890
Minority interests 243,799 262,530
Stockholders' equity:
Common stock; $0.0001 par value, 655,682,178 and
656,682,178 shares authorized; 22,825,942 and
20,983,193 shares issued and outstanding..............cccceeeeennneeeen. 2 2
Cumulative redeemable preferred stock; $0.0001 par value:
No shares issued and outstanding:
7.875% Series B, 2,000,000 shares authorized........................ - - - -
9.125% Series C, 500,000 shares authorized........................... - - - -
9.30% Series D, 2,000,000 shares authorized.......................... - - - -
9.25% Series E, 2,200,000 shares authorized.......................... - - - -
7.8125% Series F, 1,000,000 and no share authorized,
1,000,000 and no shares issued and outstanding,
liquidation Value..........coovviiiiiiiiiiiei i 25,000 .-
Excess stock; $0.0001 par value; 330,000,000 shares
authorized; no shares issued or outstanding.............ccccceevvuneeeen. - - .-
Additional paid-in capital..........cooovvieeeiriiiiiee e 638,859 535,125
Distributions in excess of accumulated earnings............ccococeeee. (74,160) (43,813)
Total stockholders' equity.........ccccvveeeeriuiiieeeiiiieeeeciiieeeenes 589,701 491,314
Commitments and contingencies
Total liabilities and stockholders' equity.........ccccvvevereennnn. $ 1,728,564 $ 1,619,734

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Consolidated Statements of Operations
Y earsended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
(Dodllarsin thousands, except per share and share amounts)

2003 2002 2001
Revenues:
RENTAL ...ttt ettt ettt $ 215,699 § 171,909 $ 175,894
(073115 a3 (] 011 5 2 USRS 7,169 5,356 5,493
T otal PrOPEItY TEVEMUES......eeiiiiiiieeiiiiiteeeeiiiieee ettt e e e ettt e e e et te e e eiibee e e e 222,868 177,265 181,387
Interest and OtNEr......ccoceiiiiiiiiiiieeeee e 11,582 22,857 22,152
T OtAl TEVEIUES. ...evvvvii et e e e e e e e e e e e e aaeeeees 234,450 200,122 203,539
Expenses:
Property operating expenses:
Maintenance and FEPAITS. ... ...eeeerruretieriiiieeeertee ettt et ee e eeeeeeseeeeee e 16,830 10,971 12,442
REAl €SLAtE LAXES. eiieeiiiiiieiiiiciee e 17,752 12,707 12,151
Utilities.............. 12,312 8,826 8,620
Administrative 19,957 14,963 15,087
AQVETTISING. ...ttt ettt ettt 3,842 2,932 2,841
TNSUTANCE. ..ottt et et e e e e e e e ee e et aanas 3,344 2,055 1,136
Depreciation and amortization...........oovveeeeeriiiieeriniieee e iiieee e 49,409 37,042 35,915
Total property Operating EXPENSES.......ueeeeruurreeeerurreeeesinreeesannreeesassnneesannnes 123,446 89,496 88,192
T ETESE ..ottt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e ra e 42,751 35,012 38,746
Amortization of deferred financing COSES.......uveeeriviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 1,008 605 657
General and admMiNIStTAtIVE.........uuueeeeeeeeeiiieiiiicieeeeeeeeeee et ee e e e e eeeeeeevaaaanes 7,106 6,291 7,498
T OTAL EXPOIISES. ..eeeneiiieeeeitiiee ettt ettt ettt ee ettt e ettt e e ettt e et ee e 174,311 131,404 135,093
Income from continuing operations before gain on sale of real
estate, minority interests, and discontinued operations...........ccceeeeeevveeennn. 60,139 68,718 68,446
Gain on the sales of real €StAte............eeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiieeeeee e -- -- 3,788
MINOTIEY TNEEIESES. cueiieeeiiiiieeee ettt ettt ettt e e st ee et eeeeibeeeeeniieee (22,192) (24,130) (24,322)
Income from continuing OPerations.......cccovvuveeeerrriiieeernniiiiieeeniiieeeeniieeeee e 37,947 44,588 47,912
Discontinued operations (net of minority interests):
Operating income from real estate Sold...........ccoovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicii e - 225 633
Gain on sale 0f real EStAte.........uuvuieeieeiiiiiiieicice e - 8,061 --
Income from discontinued OPErations.........uveeeeervrieeeeriirieeeeeiiiieeesirreeeeenens -- 8,286 633
N ICOIMIE. L .utuiiieeeeeee et e e e e ettt et e e e e e e e e e e e et eeeeeeeeeeeeeesassaaaas 37,947 52,874 48,545
Write off of Series C preferred units offering costs.........ccvveevrcviiienniciereeninnenn. (625) -- --
Amortization of discount on Series F preferred stock. (336) -- --
Dividends to preferred stockholders - Series F...... e (195) -- -
Net income available to common stockholders..............coovvvvvviiiviiiieiiiiniinn. $ 36,791 $ 52,874 $ 48,545
Per share data:
Basic:
Income from continuing operations available to common stockholders......... $ 1.71 § 2.41 $ 2.60
Income from discontinued OPerations...........cceeeeerriiieeinniiiieennnieeeeeiieee e - 0.44 0.03
NEE IICOIMC. ...tveiitieeiieeeeiie ettt ettt eibee et e e eaeeeebeeessseeestaeeesbeesseeeesseeenssaenneas $ .71 $ 2.85 $ 2.63
Weighted average number of shares outstanding during the year...................... 21,468,013 18,530,424 18,451,935
Diluted:
Income from continuing operations available to common stockholders......... $ 1.70 $ 2.38 $ 2.56
Income from discontinued operations.... - 0.44 0.03
INEE IICOMIE. ..ttt et et eie ettt ettt e et e et e e sbesabe st e s e etaeeneeeneeereennneenaens $ 1.70 ' $ 2.82 $ 2.59
Weighted average number of shares outstanding during the year...................... 21,678,866 18,725,653 18,768,216

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Consolidated Statements of Stockholders Equity
Y earsended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
(Dallars and sharesin thousands)

Distributions
Series F Additional in excess of
Preferred Stock Common Stock Paid-in Accumulated
Shares Amount Shares Amount Capital Earnings Total
Balances, December 31, 2000.......................... - 3 -- 18,417 $ 2 9 428,433 $ (36,760) $ 391,675
Shares purchased by Operating
Partnership......ccceeevviiiieiiinciiiiceeeeee -- -- (101) -- (4,822) -- (4,822)
Issuance of common stock under
stock-based compensation plans.................... -- -- 112 -- 2,906 -- 2,906
Reallocation of minority interest... . -- -- -- -- (4,925) -- (4,925)
NeEt INCOME..uuuiiiieiiiiiiiiiiiiicciee e -- -- -- - -- 48,545 48,545
Dividends declared............ccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnnn. -- -- -- -- -- (51,705) (51,705)
Balances, December 31, 2001 -- -- 18,428 2 421,592 (39,920) 381,674
Shares purchased by Operating
Partnership.....ccoceveeeeeiiiiieenininieeeee e -- -- (411) -- (19,715) -- (19,715)
Issuance of common stock under
stock-based compensation plans.................... -- -- 246 -- 3,376 -- 3,376
Issuance of common stock.............ccoeeeiiinen -- -- 2,720 -- 136,809 -- 136,809
Reallocation of minority interest..................... -- -- -- -- (6,937) -- (6,937)
NeEt INCOME..uuuiieieiiiiiiiiiiicciee e -- -- -- - -- 52,874 52,874
Dividends declared.............coooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnnn. -- -- -- -- -- (56,767) (56,767)
Balances, December 31, 2002.........ccccceeeennnnee -- -- 20,983 2 535,125 (43,813) 491,314
Issuance of common stock under
stock-based compensation plans.................... -- -- 207 -- 7,323 -- 7,323
Issuance of common StocK........ccoeeeeeeeeiieniininnn, -- -- 1,636 - 99,202 - 99,202
Issuance of preferred stock.......oceeeevviiieernnnns 1,000 25,000 -- -- (924) -- 24,076
Reallocation of minority interest..................... -- -- -- -- (2,203) -- (2,203)
Write off of Series C preferred units
offering costs, previously
classified within minority interest.................. -- -- -- -- -- (625) (625)
Amortization of discount on Series F
Preferred stocks -- -- -- -- 336 (336) --
Net INCOME....uuniiiiieeiiiiiee e -- -- -- -- -- 37,947 37,947
Dividends declared.............cooveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnnn. -- -- -- -- -- (67,333) (67,333)
Balances, December 31, 2003 1,000 § 25,000 22,826 $ 2 $ 638,859 $ (74,160) $ 589,701

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Consolidated Statements of Cash Flows
Y ear s ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
(Dollarsin thousands)

2003 2002 2001
Cash flows from operating activities:
INEE IMCOMIE. ....veeieiieiie ettt ettt e e e e e e eaaeeeeanes $ 37,947 $ 52,874 $ 48,545
MINOTILY TNEETESES..eeeeueriieriiieeeeieeeeeiieeeeetieeeeneeeeeeeteeeaeseaeeeenseeeeeseeeas 22,192 24,158 24,399

Adjustments to reconcile net income to net

cash provided by operating activities:
Gain on the sales of real estate.......cccveeviiiieriiiieiiiieeeiee e -- (8,061) (3,788)
The Company's share of gain on the sales of

CO-TNVESTMENT ASSELS...eeeeuriieeiieieeeiieeeeiieeeeiteeeasteeeeesneeeesneeeeennees -- (1,391) -
Equity in income of limited partnerships..........ccoovveeevviieenniicennnne.. (2,203) (6,185) (3,854)
Depreciation and amortization...........eeeeeereerireeesrieeeeesiiieeseeeeneneess 49,409 37,236 36,295
Amortization of deferred financing CostS.........eeevvvviirniieienniieennnnns 1,008 605 657

Changes in operating assets and liabilities, net of effects of
Sachs merger in 2002:

Prepaid expenses and 0ther assets........cooouveerviveernnieeenniiieennieeennne (2,769) (2,381) 955

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities...........c.ccceeeveeeriiieenineen. (2,763) (9,946) (7,386)

Other Habilities. .....ccoeouirririiriiniii et 499 (1,179) 44
Net cash provided by operating activities..........cceeeevereeeurerennnnes 103,320 85,730 95,867

Cash flows from investing activities:
Additions to real estate:

Acquisitions of real estate..... (65,607) (9,323) (6,665)
Acquisition of Sachs' Portfolio.........cccceevviiieiniiiiiiiiieeiiee e (1,766) (96,637) --
Improvements to recent aCqUISItIONS. ......vereeruvreerrieieeereieeeniieeenns (11,131) (1,422) (4,876)
Redevelopment.......coccceeevniieenniieeiniieenn. (3,329) (7,739) (5,094)
Revenue generating capital expenditures...........ceeevveeeevvveeencneeennns (170) (1,040) (52)
Non-revenue generating capital expenditures...........ccceeeeeveeenenee. (7,540) (6,145) (5,481)
Contribution of real estate to corporate investee..........cooceerveeneneenee. -- -- 21,005
Decrease in restricted Cash.............ovvviviiiiiiiiiiiicicie e eeee e eee e e e 3,097 7,898 1,802
Additions to notes receivable from investees,
other related parties and other receivables...........cccceevviieenniieennnnen. (16,573) (5,478) (42,766)
Repayments of notes from investees, other
related parties and other receivables............coecuviieriiiieeiiieeeiieees 16,290 44,864 56,640
Net distribution from (contribution) to investments in
corporations and limited partnerships..........ccccoevevveenciiieennieeennnn (28,645) 41,221 (25,352)
Additions to real estate under development........c.c.eeevvvieienniieennnnnen. (27,758) (51,917) (49,965)
Net cash used in investing activities..........ccceevrvveeriiveeeniieeennns (143,132) (85,718) (60,804)
Cash flows from financing activities:
Proceeds from mortgage and other notes payable and lines of credit.. 298,158 221,640 252,153
Repayment of mortgage and other notes payable and lines of credit... (269,992) (120,877) (215,172)
Additions to deferred charges............cccevvviiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiieeiceen (1,758) (1,204) (43)
Net proceeds from stock options exercised...........eevvveeerrvreernieeennnns 6,865 3,376 2,906
Net proceeds for issuance of common StOCK.........coevvuveieniiieiiniieennnns 97,072 -- --
Net proceeds for issuance of preferred stock.........oovcuviiviiiiieniiiieninns 24,664 -- --
Shares purchased by Operating Partnership.... - (19,715) (4,822)
Redemption of Operating Partnership units...........cccceevvveeeeriieeennnnnn. (25,770) (309) (2,650)
Contributions from minority interest partners........c..occceeevvveernuveennne - (14) 6,660
Distributions to minority interest partners (20,466) (25,184) (24,268)
Dividends Paid.......c.ccooeriiniiiiniiii e (68,377) (55,603) (49,987)
Net cash provided by (used in) financing activities.............cc...... 40,396 2,110 (35,223)
Net increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents.............ccoeeeveeenee. 584 2,122 (160)
Cash and cash equivalents at beginning of year.........c.ccccccevvvieennieennnns 8,562 6,440 6,600
Cash and cash equivalents at end of year...........occceervviiieniiiiceiiees $ 9,146 $ 8,562 $ 6,440
See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements. (continued)
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Consolidated Statements of Cash Flows
Y ear s ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
(Dollarsin thousands)

2003 2002 2001
Supplemental disclosure of cash flow information:
Cash paid for interest, net of $4,084, $6,139 and $3,917
capitalized in 2003, 2002 and 2001, respectively........ccccovrvvrrureeennenn $ 38,666 $ 29,636 $ 34,895
Supplemental disclosure of noncash investing and
financing activities:
Real estate under development transferred to rental properties.......... $ 124,459 § -- $ --
Mortgage notes payable assumed in connection
with the purchase of real estate..........coccuveeeiiiiiiiiieeeieeee e $ - $ -- $ 6,144
Issuance of Operating Partnership units in
connection with the purchase of real estate..........cccoceevvevierierriennnne. $ -- $ -- $ 10,381
Capitalized costs relating to arbitration agreement in
connection with the purchase of real estate..........ccccceevvevveierreennnne. $ 7,200 $ -- $ --
Consolidation of previously unconsolidated investment..................... $ -- $ -- $ 8,087
Common stock issued pursuant to phantom stock plan...................... $ 458 § -- $ --
Exchange of notes receivable for investment...........ccocceeevviieennneennn. $ -- $ -- $ 8,347
Exchange of investment for note receivable from investee................ $ - $ -- $ 1,929
Contribution of real estate in exchange for notes
receivable and INVESEMENTS.........ovviiieriieieriieie et $ -- $ -- $ 22,463
Receipt of note receivable from third party in
exchange for the following:
Note receivable from INVESTEE. ... ...uuuurreeecieeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees $ - $ 34,000 $ -
Accrued interest on note receivable from investee.... -- 2,393 --
INVESEIMENTS. ...ouvniiiiiiie e -- 8,990 --
Other receivables from INVESLEe........coouueeeriiieiniiieiiiieeiiie e - 117 -
Less cash received from investee..........cccveevveieeriiiieeniiieeeiie e -- (5,500) --
$ -- $ 40,000 § --
Proceeds from disposition of real estate held by
exchange faCilitator......c.ccveriiiieie et $ -- 19,477 --
Additional investment in limited partnership:
Investments....... .. $ -- $ 3,681 § --
ACCOUNTS PAYADIC. ...c.uviieeeiiieeeiiie et e ee et ee e ae e ae e -- (3,681) --
$ -- $ -- $ --
Real estate assets acquired due to merger:
REAL ESLALE. ....vvieeie ettt $ 3,970 $ 306,708 $ --
Prepaid EXPEnSES. . .cueueieeeiiieeeiiie et ie et ee e e ae s -- 2,053 --
Deferred Charges.........ueeeeiveeiiieeiiieee e - 490 -
NOLES PAYADIC. ...eneiiieeiiieeeciiee ettt e -- (64,640) --
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities............ccoouveerniieenniieennnne.. - (8,411) -
Other Habilities......cuviieeiiiieeiieeeciie ettt -- (2,754) --
Additional paid in capital.........ccceevvveeiinieiiniieei e (2,170) (136,809) -
$ 1,800 $ 96,637 $ --

See accompanying notes to consolidated financial statements.
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
NOTESTO CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001
(Dallarsin thousands, except for per share and per unit amounts)

(1) Organization and Basis of Presentation

The accompanying consolidated financial statements present the accounts of Essex Property Trust, Inc. (the
Company), which include the accounts of the Company and Essex Portfolio, L.P. (the Operating Partnership, which
holds the operating assets of the Company). The Company was incorporated in the state of Maryland in March 1994.
On June 13, 1994, the Company commenced operations with the completion of an initial public offering (the
Offering) in which it issued 6,275,000 shares of common stock at $19.50 per share. The net proceeds of the Offering
of $112,070 were used to acquire a 77.2% general partnership interest in the Operating Partnership.

The Company has a 90.8% general partner interest and the limited partners own a 9.2% interest in the
Operating Partnership as of December 31, 2003. The limited partners may convert their 2,265,990 Operating
Partnership units into an equivalent number of shares of common stock. The Company has reserved shares of
common stock for such conversions. These conversion rights may be exercised by the limited partners at any time
through 2024.

On December 17, 2002, the Company acquired, by merger, John M. Sachs, Inc. (“Sachs Portfolio”)
resulting in the acquisition of its real estate portfolio, which consists of 20 multifamily properties, five recreational
vehicle parks, two manufactured housing communities and two small office buildings. The cost of the transaction
was $306,700 and was structured as a tax-free reorganization whereby the Company: (i) issued 2,719,875 shares of
its common stock valued at $136,800, (ii) assumed mortgages on four of the newly acquired properties for
approximately $64,600 with a fixed interest rate of 5.51%, maturing in January 2013, (iii) assumed and repaid
unsecured liabilitiesin the amount of approximately $33,000, and (iv) paid the balance in cash of $72,200. The cash
portion was funded through four new non-recourse mortgages on four previously unencumbered properties, with a
weighted average interest rate of 5.64%, maturing in January 2013 and draws upon new and existing lines of credit.
The Company accounted for this transaction using the purchase method of accounting; which resulted in the
allocation of the purchase price to the assets and liabilities acquired based on their fair values. The fair value of
assets and liabilities were based on management’ s estimates. No goodwill was recognized in connection with this
purchase. The Company’s results of operations for the period December 17, 2002 through December 31, 2002
include the Sachs Portfolio. On July 30, 2003, and under terms of the merger agreement, a final analysis was
prepared, which indicated that the actual net liabilities of Sachs were less than the net liabilities of Sachs estimated
to be outstanding as of the merger date. Based on this final analysis and as a post-closing adjustment payment
pursuant to the merger agreement, the Company made a final payment of $1,800 in cash and issued an additional
35,860 shares of common stock valued at $2,170 to certain of the pre-merger shareholders of Sachs.

Unaudited pro formainformation reflecting the acquisition of the Sachs Portfolio is presented in the
following table. The amounts included therein assume that the acquisition had taken place at the beginning of the
year.

For the years ended December 31,

2002 2001
TOtal TEVENUES. .....ccuvvveeeeeciiiee e e $ 239,394 §$ 239,722
Total EXPenses......ccceevuiienieirieiiiiieniie e 165,489 167,812
Gain the on sales of real estate..............cccceeeieennne. - -
MiINOTity INEEIreStS. .coevevreeeriiiiieeeeiiiieee e (24,634) (23,967)
Income from continuing operations..............c..ce...... 49,271 51,731
Basic earnings per share..........cceceevveeeeenriiieeeennenenn. 2.33 2.44
Diluted earnings per share...........cccceeeeeviiiieeeninnennn. 2.31 2.41
Weighted average number of proforma
shares outstanding:
BaSIC...ee ettt 21,146,025 21,171,810
DilUted.....coveeeieeeie e 21,341,254 21,488,091



As of December 31, 2003, the Company operates and has ownership interests in 121 multifamily properties
(containing 26,012 units), five recreational vehicle parks (containing 1,717 spaces), four office buildings (totaling
approximately 63,540 sguare feet), and two manufactured housing communities (containing 607 sites) (collectively,
the Properties). The Properties are located in Southern California (Los Angeles, Ventura, Orange, and San Diego
counties), Northern California (the San Francisco Bay Aread), the Pacific Northwest (Seattle, Washington, and
Portland, Oregon metropolitan areas) and other areas (Hemet, California, Las Vegas, Nevada and Houston, Texas).

All significant intercompany balances and transactions have been eliminated in the consolidated financial
Statements.

(2) Summary of Significant Accounting Policies
(a) Critical Accounting Policies and Estimates

The preparation of consolidated financial statements, in accordance with accounting principles generally
accepted in the United States of America, requires the Company to make estimates and judgments that affect the
reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses and related disclosures of contingent assets and
liabilities. On an on-going basis, the Company evaluates its estimates, including those related to acquiring,
developing and assessing the carrying values of its real estate properties, itsinvestmentsin and advances to joint
ventures and affiliates, its notes receivables and its qualification as a Real Estate Investment Trust (“REIT”). The
Company bases its estimates on historical experience, current market conditions, and on various other assumptions
that are believed to be reasonable under the circumstances. Actual results may vary from those estimates and those
estimates could be different under different assumptions or conditions.

(b) Real Estate Rental Properties and Discontinued Operations

Rental properties are recorded at cost |ess accumulated depreciation. Depreciation on rental properties has
been provided over estimated useful lives ranging from 3 to 30 years using the straight-line method. Development
costs include acquisition, direct and indirect construction costs, interest and real estate taxes incurred during the
construction and property stabilization periods.

Maintenance and repair expenses that do not add to the value or prolong the useful life of the property are
expensed as incurred. Asset replacements and improvements are capitalized and depreciated over their estimated
useful lives.

Certain rental properties are pledged as collateral for the related mortgage notes payable and secured line of
credit.

In accordance with Financial Accounting Standards Board's (FASB) Statement of Financial Accounting
Standards (SFAS) No. 141, “Business Combinations,” the Company allocates the purchase price of real estate to
land and building, and identifiable intangible assets, such as the value of above, below and at-market in-place leases.
The values of the above and below market |eases are amortized and recorded as either a decrease (in the case of
above market leases) or an increase (in the case of below market leases) to rental revenue over the remaining term of
the associated leases acquired. Acquired at-market leases are amortized to amortization expense over the term the
Company expects to retain the acquired tenant, which is generally 20 months.

In accordance with SFAS 141 and its applicability to acquired in-place leases, we perform the following
procedures for properties we acquire:

(1) estimate the value of thereal estate “asif vacant” as of the acquisition date;

(2) allocate that value among land and building and determine the associated asset life for each;

(3) compute the value of the difference between the “asif vacant” value and the purchase price, which will
represent the total intangible assets;

(4) allocate the value of the above and below market leases to the intangible assets and determine the
associated life of the above market/ below market |eases;
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(5) allocate the remaining intangible value to the at-market in-place leases or customer relationships, if
any, and the associated life of these assets.

As of December 31, 2003 the carrying value of acquired at-market in-place leases, net of accumulated
amortization of $1,413 was $1,687. Amortization expense of acquired at-market in-place leases was $1,413 for the
year ended December 31, 2003. The majority of the remaining unamortized at-market in-place |eases as of
December 31, 2003 will be amortized to expense in 2004.

Whenever events or changes in circumstances indicate that the carrying amount of a property held for
investment or held for sale may not be fully recoverable, the carrying amount will be evaluated. If the sum of the
property’ s expected future cash flows (undiscounted and without interest charges) is less than the carrying amount
(including intangible assets) of the property, then the Company will recognize an impairment loss equal to the
excess of the carrying amount over the fair value of the property.

The Company presents income and gains/losses on properties sold as discontinued operations net of
minority interests. Real estate investments accounted for under the equity method of accounting remain classified in
continuing operations upon disposition.

(c) Investments and Joint Ventures

The Company owns investmentsin joint ventures and affiliates and has significant influence but does not
have voting control. Therefore, we account for our interest using the equity method of accounting. Under the equity
method of accounting, the investment is carried at the cost of assets contributed or distributed, plus the Company’s
equity in undistributed earnings or losses sinceitsinitia investment. The Company’s share of equity in income and
gains on sales of real estate are included in other income in the accompanying consolidated statement of operations.

(d) Revenues and Gains on Sale of Real Estate
Rental revenueis reported on the accrual basis of accounting.

Revenue from tenants renting or leasing apartment unitsis recorded when due from tenants and is
recognized monthly asit is earned, which is not materially different than on a straight-line basis. Apartment units are
rented under short-term leases (generally, lease terms of 6 to 12 months) and may provide for no rent for the first
month, depending on the market conditions and |easing practices of our competitors in each sub-market at the time
the |leases are executed.

The Company recognizes gains on sales of real estate when a contract isin place, a closing has taken place,
the buyer’ sinitial and continuing investment is adequate to demonstrate a commitment to pay for the property and
the Company does not have a substantial continuing involvement in the property.

(e) Income Taxes

Generally in any year in which the Company qualifies as areal estate investment trust (REIT) under the
Internal Revenue Code (the Code), it is not subject to federal income tax on that portion of its income that it
distributes to stockholders. No provision for federal income taxes has been made in the accompanying consolidated
financial statements for each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2003, as the Company believes it
qualifies under the Code as a REIT and has made distributions during the periods in excess of its taxable income.

Cash dividends distributed for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001 are classified for tax
purposes as follows:

2003 2002 2001
Taxable portion.........c.cceevveennnne 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
Return of capital..............cccoeeee 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

(f) Notes Receivable and I nterest | ncome

Notes receivable relate to real estate financing arrangements that exceed one year. They bear interest at a
market rate based on the borrower’s credit quality and are recorded at face value. Interest is recognized over the life
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of the note. The Company requires collateral for the notes.

A noteis considered impaired pursuant to FASB’s SFAS No. 114, Accounting by Creditors for Impairment
of aLoan. Pursuant to SFAS No. 114, anoteisimpaired if it is probable that the Company will not collect all
principal and interest contractually due. The impairment is measured based on the present value of expected future
cash flows discounted at the note's effective interest rate. The Company does hot accrue interest when anoteis
considered impaired. When ultimate collectibility of the principal balance of the impaired noteisin doubt, all cash
receipts on impaired notes are applied to reduce the principal amount of such notes until the principal has been
recovered and are recognized as interest income, thereafter. See note 5 for note receivable in which the Company
has ceased accrual of interest income.

(g) Interest Rate Protection, Swap, and Forward Contracts

The Company has from time to time used interest rate protection, swap and forward contracts to manage its
interest rate exposure on current or identified future debt transactions. The Company accounts for such derivative
contracts using SFAS No. 133. Under SFAS No. 133 derivative instruments are required to be included in the
balance sheet at fair value. The changesin the fair value of the derivatives are accounted for depending on the use of
the derivative and whether it has been designated and qualifies as a part of a hedging relationship. If the hedged
exposure is a cash flow exposure, changesin fair value of the effective portion of the gain or loss on the derivative
instrument are reported initially as a component of other comprehensive income and subsequently reclassified into
earnings when the forecasted transaction affects earnings. Changes in the ineffective portion of the gain or loss are
reported in earnings immediately.

(h) Deferred Charges

Deferred charges are principally comprised of 1oan fees and related costs which are amortized over the
terms of the related borrowing in a manner which approximates the effective interest method.

(i) Interest

The Company capitalized $4,084, $6,139, and $3,917 of interest related to the development of real estate
during 2003, 2002, and 2001, respectively.

(j) Cash Equivalents and Restricted Cash

Highly liquid investments with original maturities of three months or less when purchased are classified as
cash equivalents. Restricted cash relates to reserve requirementsin connection with the Company’ s tax-exempt
variable rate bond financings.

(k) Minority Interest

Minority interests includes the 9.2% and 10.0% limited partner interests in the Operating Partnership not
held by the Company at December 31, 2003 and 2002, respectively. The Company periodically adjusts the carrying
value of minority interest in the Operating Partnership to reflect its share of the book value of the Operating
Partnership. Such adjustments are recorded to stockholders' equity as areallocation of minority interest in the
Operating Partnership in the accompanying consolidated statements of stockholders' equity. The minority interest
balance also includes the Operating Partnership’s cumulative redeemable preferred units (note 10).
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() Stock-based Compensation

The Company applies APB Opinion No. 25 (APB 25) and related interpretations in accounting for its
stock-based compensation plans granted to employees and directors. Under APB 25, no compensation cost has been
recognized for stock options granted to employees and directors since all such stock options were granted with an
exercise price equal to the fair market value of the underlying common stock. For the Company’s Series Z Incentive
Plan and Phantom Stock Plan (See note 12), compensation expense recognized during the years ended December 31,
2003, 2002, and 2001 was $407, $911, and $327, respectively. Had compensation cost for these stock options and
the Company’s other plans been determined based on the fair value at the grant dates consistent with the fair value
method pursuant to SFAS 123, the Company’ s net income applicable to common stockholders for the years ended
December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001 would have been reduced to the pro forma amounts indicated below:

2003 2002 2001
Net income available to common stockholders:
AS TEPOTEE. uuuiiiiiiiiiiieeiiieee e $ 36,791 $ 52,874 $ 48,545
Compensation expense under APB 25................. 407 911 327
Compensation expense under SFAS 123............... (924) (1,416) (848)
PrO FOIMAurerereeeeeseeeeeee e 36,274 52,369 48,024
Basic earnings per common share:
AS TEPOTEE. uvuviiiiiiiiiiieieee e $ 1.71  § 285 8§ 2.63
Pro forma.......occoooeiiiii 1.69 2.83 2.60
Diluted earnings per common share:
AS TEPOTEE. uuuiiiiiiiiiiieeieie e $ 1.70 § 282 § 2.59
Pro forma.......ocooooeiiiiiii 1.67 2.80 2.56
Weighted-average fair value of stock
options granted during the year................eeeevinnne $ 4.18 § 4.69 § 5.82
Fair value of junior stock
(Series Z units) granted............cceeveieiieineeeeiiiniennn. $ -- $ - $ 16.16

The fair value of stock options granted each period was estimated on the date of grant using the Black-
Scholes option pricing model with the following wei ghted average assumptions used for grants:

2003 2002 2001
Risk-free interest rates........ccoeeveeveereeriiieeeeeriieeeennns 2.58%-3.21% 3.08%-4.62% 3.54%-4.96%
Expected liVes.....ccovuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceeeic e 5-6 years 6 years 6 years
VOIatility..covveeeeeeiereeereeiieiceeeee e 17.89%-19.18% 18.92% 18.93%
Dividend yield 5.66%-6.12% 6.30% 5.70%

(m) New Accounting Pronouncements Adopted

In December 2002, the FASB issued SFAS 148, “ Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation — Transition
and Disclosure — an amendment of SFAS 123." SFAS 148 amends SFAS 123, “Accounting for Stock-Based
Compensation,” to provide alternative methods of transition for a voluntary change to the fair value based method of
accounting for stock-based employee compensation. In addition, SFAS 148 amends the disclosure requirements of
SFAS 123 to require prominent disclosuresin both annual and interim financial statements about the method of
accounting for stock-based employee compensation and the effect of the method used on reported results. The
disclosure requirements are effective for interim and annual financial statements ending after December 15, 2002.
The other provisions of SFAS 148 are effective for the Company with the beginning of fiscal year 2003. Beginning
January 1, 2004, the Company will adopt the fair value based method of accounting to account for its stock-based
compensation plans granted to employees and directors using the retroactive restatement method as provided by
SFAS 123. The adoption of the fair value method will increase compensation expense in the amount of $517, $505
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and $521 for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001 on the Company’ s consolidated income
statements.

In January 2003, the Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) issued FASB Interpretation No. 46
(FIN 46), “Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities, an Interpretation of ARB No. 51.” FIN 46 clarifies the
application of Accounting Research Bulletin (ARB) No. 51, “Consolidated Financial Statements’ to variable interest
entities (VIES) in which equity investors lack an essential characteristic of a controlling financial interest or do not
have sufficient equity investment at risk to permit the entity to finance its activities without additional subordinated
financial support from other parties. In December 2003, the FASB completed deliberations of proposed
modificationsto FIN 46 (FIN 46 Revised) resulting in multiple effective dates based on the nature as well asthe
creation of the VIE. VIEs created after January 31, 2003, but prior to January 1, 2004 may be accounted for either
based on FIN 46 or FIN 46 Revised. However, FIN 46 Revised must be applied no later than the Company’s first
quarter of 2004. VIEs created after January 1, 2004 must be accounted for under FIN 46 Revised. Special Purpose
Entities (SPEs) created prior to February 1, 2003 may be accounted for under FIN 46 or FIN 46 Revised but no later
than the Company’ s quarter ended December 31, 2003. Non-SPEs created prior to February 1, 2003 are to be
accounted for under FIN 46 Revised no later than the first quarter of 2004. The Company has not formed nor is a
party to any SPEs. Under FIN 46 Revised, the disclosure requirements are effective for all financial statements
initially issued after December 31, 2003. Certain of the entities through which and with which we conduct business,
have been deemed to be VIEs under the provisions of FIN 46 Revised. Based on our analysis of FIN 46 Revised, we
expect to consolidate Essex Management Corporation (EMC) and Essex Fidelity | Corporation (EFC), effective
March 31, 2004, as we are the primary beneficiary of these VIEs. The total assets and liabilities of EMC and EFC,
net of intercompany eliminations, were approximately $23,300 and $9,000, respectively, at December 31, 2003.

It is reasonably possible that certain other entities through which and with which the Company conducts
business, including those described in Notes 3(c), 4, 5 and 9 of the consolidated financial statements will be deemed
to be VIEs under the provisions of FIN 46 Revised and that we may be the primary beneficiary. The Company is
continuing its evaluation of these other various entities, which currently it is uncertain if such entities would result in
consolidation. If such other entities are required to be consolidated pursuant to FIN 46 Revised, the total assets and
liahilities, net of intercompany balances would be $214,300 and $198,400 and an estimated maximum exposure to
loss would be equal to the Company’ s investments and commitments in these entities of $15,600, as of December
31, 2003.The disclosures provided reflect management’ s understanding and analysis of FIN 46 Revised based upon
information currently available. The Company continues to evaluate and analyze the complex terms of FIN 46
Revised and the eval uation of the impact of FIN 46 Revised on the Company’ s consolidated financial statementsis
ongoing and is subject to change in the event additional interpretive guidance is provided by the FASB or others.

In May 2003, the FASB issued SFAS No. 150, “Accounting for Certain Financial Instruments with
Characteristics of both Liabilities and Equity.” This statement establishes standards for the classification and
measurement of certain financial instruments with characteristics of both liabilities and equity. SFAS No. 150
requires that an issuer classify afinancia instrument that is within its scope as aliability (or an asset in some
circumstances). Many of those instruments were previously classified as equity. This statement is effective for
financial instruments entered into or modified after May 31, 2003 and, otherwise, is effective at the beginning of the
first interim period beginning after June 15, 2003. Certain provisions have been deferred indefinitely by the FASB
under FSP 150-3. This standard did not have a material impact on our consolidated financial position or results of
operations.

(n) Reclassifications

Certain prior year balances have been reclassified to conform to the current year presentation.
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(3) Real Estate
(a) Rental Properties

Rental properties consist of multifamily properties with a net book value of $1,445,008 and other rental
properties (office buildings, recreational vehicle parks, and manufactured housing communities) with a net book
value of $46,677.

The properties are located in California, Washington, Oregon, Nevada and Texas. The operations of the
properties could be adversely affected by arecession, general economic downturn or a natural disaster in the areas
where the properties are located.

For the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001, gain on the sales of real estate was $0, $8,061(net
of minority interests), and $3,788, respectively. The Company utilized Internal Revenue Code section 1031 to defer
the majority of the taxable gains resulting from these sales.

For the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001, depreciation expense on real estate within
continuing operations was $49,409, $37,042, and $35,915, respectively. For the years ended December 31, 2003,
2002, and 2001, depreciation expense on real estate within discontinued operations was $0, $191, and $380,
respectively.

(b) Sales of Real Estate

The Company recognizes sales of real estate when a contract has been executed, a closing has occurred, the
buyer’sinitial and continuing investment is adequate to demonstrate a commitment to pay for the property and the
Company does not have a substantial continuing involvement in the property. Each property is considered a
separately identifiable component of the Company and is reported in discontinued operations when the operations
and cash flows of the property have been (or will be) eliminated from the ongoing operations of the Company as a
result of adisposal transaction. Interest expense associated with a mortgage loan is classified as a component of
discontinued operationsif that loan is directly secured by a property classified as a discontinued operation.

(c) Investments

The Company has investments in a number of affiliates, which are accounted for under the equity method.
The affiliates own and operate multifamily rental properties.

Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P. (“Fund 1), isan investment fund organized by the Company in 2001 to
add value through rental growth and asset appreciation, utilizing the Company’ s development, redevel opment and
asset management capabilities. Currently Fund | is considered fully invested based on its acquisitions to date and
anticipated development and redevel opment expenditures. An affiliate of the Company, Essex VFGP, L.P.
(“VFGP"), isa 1% general partner and is a 20.4% limited partner. The Operating Partnership owns a 99% limited
partnership interest in VFGP. Fund | now expectsto utilize leverage of approximately 61% of the value of the
underlying real estate portfolio. The Company is committed to invest 21.4% of the aggregate capital committed to
Fund I. Asof December 31, 2003, the Company’s share of such capital commitment which may be called by Fund |
is $9,600. In addition, Essex will be compensated by Fund | for its asset management, property management,
development and redevel opment services and may receive incentive paymentsif Fund | exceeds certain financial
return benchmarks.
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The current portfolio of stabilized properties of Fund | as of December 31, 2003 is set forth below:

Fixed Loan
Loan Amount Interest Maturity

Property Name Location Units ($ in millions) Rate Date

Villas at Carlsbad Carlsbad, CA 102 $ 9.6 5.03% Aug-11
Villa Venetia Costa Mesa, CA 468 53.6 4.58% Jun-13
Huntington Villas Huntington Beach, CA 400 38.1 4.64% May-10
Rosebeach Apartments La Mirada, CA 174 8.3 7.09% Feb-11
The Arboretum at Lake Forest Lake Forest, CA 225 23.0 5.16% Feb-10
Newport Beach North (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 732 28.0 5.30% Dec-12
Newport Beach South (49.9%)(1) Newport Beach, CA 715 24.6 5.30% Dec-12
Foxborough Homes Orange, CA 90 4.8 7.84% Jul-09
Ocean Villa Oxnard, CA 119 9.9 5.42% May-13
The Crest at Phillips Ranch Pomona, CA 501 35.4 7.99% Jul-05
Villas at Bonita San Dimas, CA 102 8.3 4.67% May-10
Villas at San Dimas San Dimas, CA 156 13 4.67% May-10
Vista del Rey Tustin, CA 116 7.9 6.95% Feb-11
Andover Park Apartments Beaverton, OR 240 12.2 6.66% Oct-11
Hunt Club Lake Oswego, OR 256 11.5 7.05% Feb-11

Total 4,396 § 288.2

(1) Fund ! acquired a49.9% equity investment in this property and accounts for itsinvestment under the equity method of
accounting.

On December 15, 2003, Fund | obtained construction loans for the development of two of its communities
in the committed principal amount of $66,000, with avariable interest rate of LIBOR plus 2%. These loans mature
in January 2007, with options to extend the maturity for up to two years thereafter. The principal balance of these
construction loans was $28,100 on December 31, 2003.

During 2003, Fund | reduced its credit facility to $30,000 from $125,000. The line bearsinterest at LIBOR
plus 0.875% and matures in June 2004. As of December 31 2003, the outstanding balance on this line was zero. The
line provides for debt covenants relating to limitations on mortgage indebtedness. The facility agreement contains
debt covenants related to limitations on mortgage indebtedness.

In addition to distributions with respect to its pro-rata share of Fund I’s limited partnership interest,

VFGP (1) isto receive specia priority distributions from Fund | in the annual amount of 1% of Fund I’ s unreturned
third party capital, payable quarterly for managing Fund I’ s operations, and (2) may receive over the life of Fund |
incentive distributions up to 20% of the cumulative net profits on Fund I’ sinvestments, if Fund | exceeds certain
financial return benchmarks, including a minimum 10% compounded annual return on the Limited Partner’s total
capital contributions. VFGP is to also be paid fees consistent with industry standards for its property management,
development and redevel opment services with respect to Fund I’ sinvestments. VFGP will not receive transaction
fees, such as acquisition, disposition, and financing or similar fees, in connection with the operation of the Fund.

In October 1999, the Company entered into two separate joint venture arrangements and through two
separate private REITs, Newport Beach North, Inc. and Newport Beach South, Inc., received an approxi mate 49.9%
equity interest in each. Generally, profit and loss are allocated to the partners in accordance with their ownership
interests. In addition to its equity earnings, the Company is entitled to management and redevel opment fees from the
joint ventures. On July 11, 2003 Fund | acquired a 49.9% ownership interest in these joint ventures from an
unrelated co-investment partner.

In December 1999, the Company entered into ajoint venture arrangement (AEW joint venture) and
received an approximate 20% equity interest in the joint venture. The Company contributed itsinvestment in
Riverfront Apartments, Casa Mango Apartments, and Westwood Apartments into the joint venture. The Company
also contributed land and development rights for a development community, Tierra Vista, located in Oxnard,
California. The AEW joint venture completed construction and reached stabilized operations of TierraVistain 2001.
On April 17, 2002, Riverfront Apartments and Casa Mango Apartments were sold to an unrelated third party. The
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combined sales price was approximately $52,000. The buyer of these two properties assumed two non-recourse
mortgages in the cumulative amount of approximately $26,500, with a 6.5% fixed interest rate, which maturesin
February 2009. The Company’s equity in income from the gain on the sale of real estate was $2,000 and is
presented as interest and other income in the accompanying consolidated statement of operations. The Company
contributed the assets to the joint venture in December 1999 at costs of approximately $41,000. In addition, the
Company earned a fee in conjunction with the sale of these assets in the amount of $1,110 and this fee is presented
asinterest and other income in the accompanying consolidated statement of operations. In the third quarter of 2002,
the Company recognized an incentive fee it earned related specifically to these two asset sales in the amount of
$475. Generally, profit and loss are allocated to the partners in accordance with their ownership interests. In addition
to its equity earnings, the Company is entitled to management, redevel opment and development fees from the joint
venture and incentive payments based on the financial success of the joint venture.

The Company holds limited partnership interestsin 17 partnerships which collectively own ten multifamily
properties, comprised of 1,831 units (Down REIT entities). These investments were made under arrangements
whereby Essex Management Corporation (EMC) became the general partner, the Operating Partnership became a
special limited partner, and the other limited partners were granted rights of redemption for their interests. Such
partners can request to be redeemed and the Company can elect to redeem their rights for cash or by issuing shares
of its common stock on a one unit per share basis. Redemption values will be based on the market value of the
Company’s common stock at the time of redemption multiplied by the number of units stipulated under the above
arrangements. The other limited partners receive distributions based on the Company’s current dividend rate times
the number of redemption shares. The equity in income or loss reported by the Company under the equity method of
accounting by these down REIT entitiesisthe residual net income of these down REIT entities after income has
been allocated to the other limited partners equal to the distributions they received.

In November 2001, the Company received aloan for approximately $6,800 from Mountain Vista, LLC
(“Mountain Vista"), which is due on December 1, 2011. The Company recorded the loan as a reduction to the
balance of the Company’s investment in Mountain Vista since the substance of the transaction was a distribution
from an equity method investee.
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The Company has investments in two taxable REIT subsidiaries, EMC and Essex Fidelity | Corporation
(EFC). The Company has a 99% economic interest in these entities through its ownership 100% of the nonvoting
preferred stock. Executives of the Company have a 1% economic interest through ownership of 100% of the

common stock and for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001 have not received any form of

compensation from this ownership interest. These entities were formed for the purpose of acquiring, developing and
managing real property and are accounted for on the equity method of accounting. As of December 31, 2003, the
majority of the assets owned by EFC are a 67-unit townhome community and a 9.8 acre land parcel and the majority
of the assets owned by EMC are 0.5% to 1% general partnership interestsin Down REIT entities and other single
asset entities in which the Company is the limited partner. EFC and EMC made these investments by using proceeds

from loans from the Company.

2003 2002
Investments in joint ventures:
Direct and indirect LLC member interests of approximately
49.9% in Newport Beach North, LLC and Newport Beach South,
LLC et e ettt $ 13,020 $ 13,234
Limited partnership interest of 20.4% and general partner
interest of 1% in Essex Apartment Value Fund, L.P........cccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeees 51,110 17,832
Limited partnership interest of 20% in AEW joint venture..........cocccevveeenieeniiinnineenieeenne 4,406 7,352
Class A member interest of 45% in Park Hill LLC..............ooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeee e 5,731 5,652
Preferred limited partnership interests in Mountain Vista
AADATTITICIIES. ¢ttt ettt ettt ettt e ettt e ettt e ettt e e ettt e e abe et e e s et et e ettt e e e aabteeeenaaee 5,276 5,276
Minority limited partnership interests in Down REIT
CIIEIEICS. ¢ttt ettt ettt ettt et ettt et ettt ettt e e e et ettt ettt et s 13,367 11,346
Total equity method INVEStMENTS......ocueiiiiiiiiiiiiierie et 92,910 60,692
Other investments, primarily through EFC and EMC............ccccoviiiiiiinieiiee e 485 520
T Otal INVESTINENES. ....vvviiiiieiiee ettt et e et e e e et e e e e aae e e eaaaeeesenaaaeeeens $ 93,395 §$ 61,212
Distributions in excess of earnings in joint ventures:
Minority limited partnership interests in Down REIT
15311 T 1R $ (7,669) $ (7,810)

Distributions in excess of earningsin joint ventures has been classified within accounts payable and

accrued liabilities in the accompanying consolidated balance sheets.
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The combined summarized financial information of investments, which are accounted for under the equity
method, are as follows:

December 31,

2003 2002

Balance sheets:
Real estate and real estate under develoOPment.......c..ueeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e $ 830,054 $ 612,349
OET @SSEES. .. eevtutiiiieeeee e e ettt et e e e e e e e e ettt et e e e e e e e e e e e ee st eaeeeeeeeeaesaar e eeeaeaeeenes 39,694 36,014
Total assets $ 869,748 $ 648,363
MOTrtgage NOLES PAYADIC. .. ...eeiuvieiiiieiiie ettt eiieeeiee et e et e ettt et eeeaaeeteeeeseeenseeenseesnnaeenes $ 574,906 $ 378,408
Other HaDIITIES. ...eeveiiiiie e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e ananns 65,851 135,192
LT g8 1T S e 11115 SRS UPUUPPPPRRINY 228,991 134,763
Total liabilities and Partners’ EUITY.......cccovuureeerriireeririiiee ettt e et eeeeereeee s $ 869,748 § 648,363
Company's SHAre Of EQUILY .....ccouuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e s ens $ 85,726 $ 53,402

Years ended
December 31,

2003 2002 2001
Statements of operations:
T OTAl TEVEIIUC. ..ot ettt e ettt e e et e e e e e eaaeeee e e eaaaaeeeeenaaaeeeee $ 89,390 $ 97,950 $ 70,414
T OTAL EXPEIISES. .. eeeeeiiiiiee ettt ettt ettt e ettt e ettt e ettt e st e et e e e e 75,354 63,798 60,289
T Otal MOt INCOMIC.....evviiiiieiiiie ettt e et e et e e e e aae e e e eaaeeeeens $ 14,036 $ 34,152 $ 10,125
Company's Share 0f NEt INCOME.......cccuiiiiiieiiieeiie ettt e e e eesaeeenees $ 3,180 $ 7,576 $ 3,854

(d) Real Estate Under Devel opment

The Company is developing two multifamily residential communities, with an aggregate of 444 units. In
connection with these devel opment projects, the Company has directly, or in some cases through its joint venture
partners, entered into contractual construction related commitments with unrelated third parties and the total
estimated cost for this projects are approximately $70,300. As of December 31, 2003, the remaining devel opment
commitment, including those held in joint ventures, is approximately $17,900.
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(4) Notes Receivable from Investees and Other Related Parties

Notes receivable from joint venture investees and other related party receivables consist of the following as
of December 31, 2003 and 2002:

2003 2002
Notes receivable from joint venture investees:
Note receivable from Highridge Apartments, secured, bearing
interest at 10%, due on demand...........ccc.ooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e $ 2,950 $ 2,950
Notes receivable from EFC, secured, bearing interest at LIBOR
F2.5%, QUE 2004 ...t ettt -- 9,700
Notes receivable from EFC, secured, bearing interest at
10.0%, dUE 2009....ccuiiiiiiiiieieeet ettt ettt e eaes 7,065 5,279
Notes receivable from EFC, unsecured, bearing interest at
T.5%, AUE 20T T ettt et 390 726
Receivable from Newport Beach North LLC and Newport Beach
South LLC, due on demand...............oueeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeee e 200 376
Other related party receivables, unsecured:
Loans to officers prior to July 31, 2002, bearing interest at 8%,
AUE APTIL 20006ttt ettt et et e eenes 633 633
Other related party receivables, substantially all due on
1615300 F21 s o KON 7,769 4,417
$ 19,007 $ 24,081

The Company’s officers and directors do not have a substantial economic interest in these joint venture
investees.

Other related party receivables consist primarily of accrued interest income on related party notes
receivable from investees and other related parties and |oans to officers, advances and accrued management fees
from joint venture partnerships, and unreimbursed expenses due from EMC.

(5) Notes and Other Receivables

Notes and other receivables consist of the following as of December 31, 2003 and 2002;
2003 2002

Note receivable from Derian Ave., LLC, secured, bearing interest

at 9.3%, due On demMANd.............cooviiiiiiiiiie e $ 15,000 $ 15,000
Note receivable from DOIT City Heights Los Angeles L.P.,

secured, interest payable monthly at 9%, principal due

DECEMDET 2007 ...eeeeeieieeeee ettt e e e e e e et aaaeeeaaaeeaananas 2,434 2,434

Note receivable from Derian Ave., LLC, secured, bearing interest
at 15.0%, due on demand...............uvviiiiiiiiieeee e e e e e e e e 4,459 3,848
Other TECEIVADIES. ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e enaansssneeees 11,132 10,036
$ 33,025 § 31,318

Other receivables consist primarily of accrued interest income on receivables and other advances including
subordination fees and land |ease fees.

In July 2000 the Company acquired a development land parcel in Irvine, California. Asa condition to the
acquisition, an affiliate of the Company acquired a vacant 110,000 sguare foot office building located adjacent to the
development site for $14,600. In August 2000 the affiliate sold the office building to athird party for $15,000. The
Company loaned Derian Ave., LLC $15,000 as a secured first mortgage on the property as noted above. In addition,
after the buyer expended $500 for such items as tenant improvements, leasing commissions, and carrying costs, the
Company agreed to lend an additional $4,500 to the buyer for these related items, under a mezzanine loan, which is
secured by a second deed of trust on the property (the “Mezzanine Loan™). The recorded balance of the Mezzanine
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Loan is approximately $4,459, of which the principal shareholder of the buyer personally guarantees $1,700. The
Company has evaluated the realization potential of the first and mezzanine loans and, effective June 2002, has
ceased accruing interest income on these notes until the timing of the borrower’ s cash flow from the office building
is more predictable. The loan matured in March 2003 and isin default. As of December 31, 2003, the owner leased
62.7% of the rentable square footage for amounts acceptable to the Company. The Company has determined that the
current recorded balances due under these loans are properly valued.

(6) Related Party Transactions

The Company provides some of its fee-based property management services through EMC. All general and
administrative expenses of the Company and EMC are initially borne by the Company, with a portion subsequently
allocated to EMC based on a business unit allocation methodology, formalized and approved by management and
the Board of Directors. Expenses allocated to EMC for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001 totaled
$2,553, $2,717, and $2,635, respectively, and are reflected as areduction in general and administrative expensesin
the accompanying consolidated statements of operations.

The Company’s Chairman, George Marcus, is aso the Chairman of the Marcus & Millichap Company
(MM), which isareal estate brokerage firm. During the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001, the
Company paid brokerage commissions totaling $854, $0, and $0 to MM on the purchase and sales of real estate. The
commissions are either capitalized as a cost of acquisition or are reflected as a reduction of the gain on sales of real
estate in the accompanying consolidated statements of operations. EMC is entitled to receive a percentage of MM
brokerage commissions on certain transactions in which the Company is a party.

Interest and other income includes interest income of $315, $1,639, and $1,236 for the years ended
December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001, respectively, which was earned principally on the notes receivable from related
party partnerships in which the Company owns an ownership interest (Joint Ventures). Interest and other income
also include management fee income and investment income earned by the Company from its Joint Venturesin
which it has an ownership interest of $9,491, $15,463, and $11,567 for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002,
and 2001, respectively.
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(7) Mortgage Notes Payable

M ortgage notes payable consist of the following as of December 31, 2003 and 2002:

Mortgage notes payable to a pension fund, secured by deeds of trust, bearing
interest at rates ranging from 6.62% to 8.18%, interest only payments due
monthly for periods ranging from October 2001 through November 2004,
principal and interest payments due monthly thereafter, and maturity
dates ranging from October 2008 through October 2010. Under certain
conditions a portion of these loans can be converted to an unsecured
note payable. Three loans are cross-collateralized by eight, three and

EWO PTOPETEICS. ¢ utteetieeettieenitt ettt e ettt e ettteeateeeast e eabbeeeateeebeeeehbeeesbe e e sbeesnbeeeaneeeasbeeennbeennseeeanes $

Mortgage notes payable, secured by deeds of trust, bearing interest at

rates ranging from 5.490% to 8.055%, principal and interest payments

due monthly, and maturity dates ranging from February 2006 through

January 2014. At December 31, 2003, four mortgage notes payable totaling

$42,410 had a variable interest rate priced at Freddie Mac's Reference

Rate plus 1.3%. On January 31, 2004, these notes converted to a

fixed interest rate Of 5.605%0.....cciiiiiiiiiiiiii i
Multifamily housing mortgage revenue bonds secured by deeds of trust on

rental properties and guaranteed by collateral pledge agreements,

payable monthly at a variable rate as defined in the Loan Agreement

(approximately 2.9% at December 2003 and 2.6% at December 2002), plus credit

enhancement and underwriting fees ranging from approximately 1.2% to 1.9%.

The bonds are convertible to a fixed rate at the Company's option. Among

the terms imposed on the properties, which are security for the bonds,

is that 20% of the units are subject to tenant income qualifications

criteria. Principal balances are due in full at various maturity dates

from July 2020 through December 2032. These bonds are subject to various

interest rate cap agreements which limit the maximum interest rate

With respect t0 SUCH DONAS......oouiiiiiiiiiiii e
Mortgage notes payable, secured by deeds of trust, bearing interest at rates

ranging from 7.00% to 7.08%, principal and interest payments due monthly,

and maturity dates ranging from January 2005 through April 2005. Under

certain conditions these loans can be converted to unsecured notes payable.

One loan is cross-collateralized by three proprties.........ooveeeeiriiiieeiiniiiiierniiieeeeeeeeieeenn
Multifamily housing mortgage revenue bonds secured by deed of trust on a

rental property and guaranteed by a collateral pledge agreement, bearing

interest at 6.455%, principal and interest payments due monthly through

January 2026. Among the terms imposed on the property, which

is security for the bonds, is a requirement that 20% of the

units are subject to tenant income qualification criteria.

The interest rate will be repriced in February 2008 at the then

current tax-eXempt DONA TALE.......eiiiiiiiiiieeeiiiee ettt ee e e e e e e ee e e e neeens
Multifamily housing mortgage revenue bonds secured by deed of trust on

rental property, bearing interest at 7.69%, principal and interest

installments due monthly through June 2018. Among the terms imposed on

the property, which is security for the bonds, is a requirement that

20% of the units are subject to tenant income qualifications criteria.

This bond was repaid in 2003 from proceeds of a new mortgage note

payable on the property which served as security for this financing...........ccccccevvviieerrnnnnee

$
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237,018 § 238,501
377,860 322,015

75,296 59,420
33,072 33,664
15,883 16,198
-- 7,765
739,129 § 677,563




The aggregate scheduled maturities of mortgage notes payable are as follows:

$ 8,223
41,300
20,703
63,448
20008 e eeeeeee ettt e — it eaeeeeeeeeeeeat—————aaeeaeetetataat e aaeeeeteeraetnnnnnns 108,947
TS CT: Y 0 PP RUPRR 496,508
S___739.129

Repayment of debt before the scheduled maturity date could result in prepayment penalties.

The Company has interest rate cap contracts in order to reduce the risks associated with increases in interest
rates on its tax exempt variable rate demand bonds. The Company has the right to receive cash if interest rates
increase above a specified level. The purpose of the caps is to hedge the exposure to variability in expected future
interest cash flows above afixed interest rate, and, accordingly, they are accounted for as cash flow hedges under
SFAS 133. The Company determines the fair value of the caps and assesses the ineffectiveness of the hedge based
on changes in the time value of the caps. As of December 31, 2003 and 2002, the Company’ s tax-exempt debt
subject to cap agreements totaled $75,296 and $59,420 at a weighted average interest rate of 2.9% and 2.6%,
respectively. These cap agreements have maturity dates ranging from 2004 to 2009. The cap agreements are
accounted for in accordance with SFAS No. 133, which as amended, was adopted by the Company on January 1,
2001. At December 31, 2003 and 2002, the Company was not a party to any other interest rate protection
agreements.

(8) Lines of Credit

The Company has two outstanding lines of credit for an aggregate amount of $275,000. The first line, in the
amount of $185,000, maturesin May 2004, with an option to extend it for one year thereafter. During the third
quarter of 2003 the Company expanded this unsecured revolving credit facility to $185,000 from $165,000. No
other material terms of this facility were revised. Outstanding balances under thisline of credit bear interest at arate,
which uses atiered rate structure tied to the Company’ s corporate ratings, if any, and leverage rating, which has
been priced at LIBOR plus 1.10% during 2003 and 2002. As of December 31, 2003 and 2002, the interest rate was
approximately 2.1% and 2.6%, respectively. At December 31, 2003 the Company had $12,500 outstanding on this
line of credit. On December 18, 2003, the Company obtained a 5-year, $90,000 credit facility from Freddie Mac,
secured by four of Essex’s multifamily communities. The aggregate maximum principal amount of the facility is
$90,000, increasing to $100,000 on July 1, 2004. The Company borrowed $80,600 under this facility, comprised of
two tranches as follows: $41,000 locked for 60 days at a base rate of 1.586% (55 basis points over Freddie Mac’s
Reference Rate) and $39,600 locked for 180 days at a base rate of 1.695% (59 basis points over Freddie Mac's
Reference Rate). This credit facility has alower cost of borrowing as compared to the Company’ s unsecured credit
facility. The credit agreements contain debt covenants related to limitations on indebtedness and liabilities,
maintenance of minimum levels of consolidated earnings before depreciation, interest and amortization and
maintenance of minimum tangible net worth.
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(9) Lease Agreements

During the fourth quarter of 2003, the Company entered into lease and purchase option agreements with
unrelated third parties related to its five recreational vehicle parks that are comprised of 1,717 spaces, and two
manufactured housing communities that contain 607 sites. Based on the agreements, the unrelated third parties have
an option to purchase the assets in approximately four years for approximately $41,700 — a 5% premium to the gross
book value of the assets. The Company received $474 as consideration for entering into the option agreement. The
option premium of $4,030 has been recorded as deferred revenue and has been classified with accounts payable and
accrued liabilities in the accompanying consolidated bal ance sheets. Under the |ease agreements Essex isto receive
afixed monthly lease payment in addition to a non-refundabl e upfront payment that will be amortized using the
straight-line method over approximately five years (the life of the lease). These operating leases also provide for the
Company to pass through all executory costs such as property taxes.

The Company isalessor under aland lease associated with two properties located in Southern California.
The land leases entitle the Company to receive fixed annual land |ease payments totaling a minimum of $1,569 over
athirty-four year term ended 2034. The Company has the option to purchase the properties in 2006 or can be
required to sell the land in 2006 as specified in the buyout provisions of the agreement.

The future minimum non-cancelable base rent to be received under these operating leases for each of the
years ending after December 31, 2003 are summarized as follows:

Future
Minimum
Rent

$ 62,914

The carrying value of the rental properties as of December 31, 2003 is $50,298.

(10) Equity Transactions

As of December 31, 2003, the Company, either directly or through the Operating Partnership, has the
following cumulative redeemable preferred securities outstanding.

Liquidation
Description Issue Date Preference
7.875% Series B February 1998 1,200,000 units $60,000
7.875% Series B April 1998 400,000 units $20,000
9.125% Series C November 1998 - -
9.300% Series D July 1999 2,000,000 units $50,000
9.250% Series E September 1999 2,200,000 units $55,000
7.8125% Series F September 2003 1,000,000 shares $25,000

Dividends on the securities are payable quarterly. The holders of the securities do not have any voting
rights. The Company has the right to redeem the units on the fifth anniversary after the issue date. The Series B, D,
and E preferred units represent preferred interests issued by the Operating Partnership and are therefore included in
minority interests in the accompanying consolidated balance sheet.

On July 30, 2003, in connection with the Company’ s acquisition, by merger, of John M. Sachs, Inc. (“Sachs’)
that was completed on December 17, 2002, and under the terms of the merger agreement, afinal analysis was
prepared, which indicated that the actual net liabilities of Sachs were less than the net liabilities of Sachs estimated
to be outstanding as of the merger date. Based on the final analysis and as a post-closing adjustment payment
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pursuant to the merger agreement, the Company made a final payment of approximately $1,766 in cash and issued
an additional 35,860 shares of common stock valued at $2,170 to certain of the pre-merger shareholders of Sachs.

On September 23, 2003, the Company issued 1,000,000 shares of its Series F Cumulative Redeemable
Preferred Stock (“ Series F Preferred Stock”) at afixed price of $24.664 per share, a discount from the $25.00 per
share liquidation value of the shares. The shares do not begin to accrue a dividend until November 25, 2003, and,
following that date, will pay quarterly distributions at an annualized rate of 7.8125% per year of the liquidation
value and will be redeemable by the Company on or after September 23, 2008. The Company amortized the original
discount in connection with the issuance of these shares in the fourth quarter of 2003, resulting in a charge of
approximately $336. The shares were issued pursuant to the Company’s existing shelf registration statement. The
Company used the net proceeds from this sale of Series F Preferred Stock to redeem all of the 9.125% Series C
Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Units (the “ Series C Preferred Units”) of Essex Portfalio, L.P., of which the
Company isthe general partner.

On October 6, 2003, the Company sold 1.6 million newly issued shares of common stock and received
offering proceeds (before expenses) of $60.67 per share, representing a 3.25% discount to the common stock’s
closing price on September 30, 2003, the date of the underwriting agreement between the Company and the
underwriter, pursuant to which the shares were sold. The shares were issued pursuant to the Company’ s existing
shelf registration statement. The proceeds of the offering of approximately $97,072 is expected to be used for the
acquisition of multifamily communities located in the Company’ s targeted West Coast markets and may also be
used for general corporate purposes, including the repayment of debt and the funding of development activities.

On October 14, 2003, the Company issued a notice of redemption to the holders of its 9.125% Series C
Cumulative Redeemabl e Preferred Units. Pursuant to the provisions of the Amended and Restated Agreement of
Limited Partnership of Essex Portfalio, L.P., the Company redeemed all outstanding Series C Preferred Units on
November 24, 2003. In connection with this redemption the Company incurred a non-cash charge of $625 related to
the write-off of the issuance costs.

In January 2004, the Company restructured its previoudly issued $50,000, 9.30% Series D Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series D Units’), and its previously issued $80,000, 7.875% Series B Cumulative
Redeemable Preferred Units (“ Series B Units’). The existing distribution rate of 9.30% of the Series D Units will
continue until July 27, 2004 — the end of the current non-call period. On July 28, 2004, the distribution rate on the
Series D Units will be reduced to 7.875%. The date that the Series D Units can first be redeemed at the Company’s
option will be extended by six yearsto July 28, 2010. The dates that the Series B Units can first be redeemed at the
Company’s option will be extended from February 6, 2003 to December 31, 20009.
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(11) Per Share Data

Basic and diluted income from continuing operations per share are calculated as follows for the years ended

December 31:
2003 2002 2001
Weighted- Per Weighted- Per Weighted- Per
average Common average Common average Common
Common Share Common Share Common Share
Income Shares Amount Income Shares Amount Income Shares Amount
Basic:
Income from continuing operations....... $ 36,791 21,468,013 $ 1.71 $44,588 18,530,424 $§ 241 $47912 18,451,935 $ 2.60
Income from discontinued operations.... -- 21,468,013 -- 8,286 18,530,424 0.44 633 18,451,935 0.03
36,791 $ 1.71 52,874 $§ 2.85 48,545 $  2.63
Effect of Dilutive Securities:
Convertible limited partnership
UNitS(1)eeeeeeiieiee e - -- - -- -- --
Stock options (2)..c.eeevveeerieeniieeniieeens - 154,941 - 155,229 -- 316,281
Vested series Z incentive units............. - 55,912 - 40,000 -- --
- 210,853 - 195,229 -- 316,281
Diluted:
Income from continuing operations....... 36,791 21,678,866 $ 1.70 44,588 18,725,653 $ 238 47,912 18,768,216 $ 2.56
Income from discontinued operations.... -- 21,678,866 -- 8,286 18,725,653 0.44 633 18,768,216 0.03
$ 36,791 $ 1.70 $ 52,874 $§ 2.82 $ 48,545 $§ 259

(1) Convertible limited partnership units of 2,269,064, 2,281,848 and 2,236,491 for the years ended December 31, 2003, 2002 and 2001,
respectively, were not included because they were anti-dilutive.

(2) Thefollowing stock options are not included in the diluted earnings per share calculation because the exercise price of the option was
greater than the average market price of the common shares for the year and, therefore, the effect would be anti-dilutive:

2003 2002 2001
Number of Options.........cceeeeveeerieiiiieeniieanne -- 76 145
Range of exercise prices..........cceeevveeeieeannen. n/a $50.480-54.250 $49.250-54.250

(12) Stock Based Compensation Plans

The Essex Property Trust, Inc. 1994 Stock Incentive Plan providesincentives to attract and retain officers,
directors and key employees. The Stock Incentive Plan provides for the grants of options to purchase a specified
number of shares of common stock or grants of restricted shares of common stock. Under the Stock Incentive Plan,
the total number of shares available for grant is approximately 1,375,400. The Board of Directors (the Board) may
adjust the aggregate number and type of shares reserved for issuance. Participantsin the Stock Incentive Plans are
selected by the Stock Incentive Plan Committee of the Board, which is comprised of independent directors. The
Compensation Committee is authorized to establish the exercise price; however, the exercise price cannot be less
than 100% of the fair market value of the common stock on the grant date. The Company’ s options have alife of ten
years. Option grants fully vest between one year and five years after the grant date.

In connection with the Company’s 1994 initial public offering, the Company provided a one-time grant of
optionsto Marcus & Millichap (“MM™") to purchase 220,000 shares of common stock at the initial public offering
price of $19.50 per share pursuant to an agreement whereby Marcus & Millichap Real Estate Investment Brokerage
Company, asubsidiary of MM, will provide real estate transaction, trend and other information to the Operating
Partnership for a period of ten years. In February 2002, MM exercised and sold the shares underlying this one-time
grant. This option was exercised in a“cashless’ transaction pursuant to FAS 123, whereby MM was issued 129,302
shares of Company common stock based on the current market price of the Company’s common stock of $47.30 at
the time of exercise.
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The Company has a so reserved 406,500 shares of common stock in connection with the Essex Property
Trust, Inc. 1994 Employee Stock Purchase Plan. There was no activity in this plan during 2003, 2002, and 2001.

A summary of the status of the Company’ s stock option plans as of December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001
and changes during the years ended on those dates is presented below:

2003 2002 2001

Weighted- Weighted- Weighted-

average average average

exercise exercise exercise

Shares price Shares price Shares price

743,692 § 39.81 918,676 § 32.15 885,958 $ 28.48
73,500 55.09 162,750 49.15 162,500 49.88
(197,741) 34.72 (322,944) 22.57 (111,982) 27.57
(29,220) 49.52 (14,790) 43.65 (17,800) 43.42
590,231 42.93 743,692 39.81 918,676 32.14
301,851 37.70 383,442 34.25 567,632 26.51

The following table summarizes information about stock options outstanding as of December 31, 2003:

Options outstanding Options exercisable
Number Weighted- Number
outstanding average Weighted- exercisable Weighted-
as of remaining average as of average
Range of December 31, contractual exercise December 31, exercise
exercise prices 2003 life price 2003 price
$13.10-19.64 4,050 0.8 years $ 18.57 4,050 § 18.57
19.64-26.20 19,885 5.2 years 26.13 7,885 26.13
26.20-32.75 84,685 4.5 years 30.11 74,405 29.97
32.75-39.29 119,432 4.3 years 34.96 116,532 3491
39.29-45.84 33,429 6.0 years 40.57 11,229 40.26
45.84-52.39 277,550 7.5 years 49.60 86,750 49.48
52.39-58.94 42,000 8.6 years 55.64 1,000 54.02
58.94-65.49 9,200 7.2 years 60.96 -- -
590,231 6.3 years 42.93 301,851 37.70

On June 28, 2001, the Operating Partnership issued 200,000 Series Z Incentive Units of limited partner
interest (the “Series Z Incentive Units”) to eleven senior executives of the Company in exchange for a capital
commitment of $1.00 per Series Z Incentive Unit, for an aggregate offering price of $200. Upon certain triggering
events, the Series Z Incentive Units will automatically convert into common Operating Partnership units based on a
conversion ratio that may increase over time upon satisfaction of specific conditions. The conversion ratio, initially
set at zero, will increase by 10% (20% in 2002) on January 1 of each year for each participating executive who
remains employed by the Company if the Company has met a specified “funds from operations’ per share target for
the prior year, up to a maximum conversion ratio of 1.0. The conversion ratio as of January 1, 2002 was 20%, which
resulted in 40,000 Series Z Incentive Units being convertible into up to an equal amount of common Operating
Partnership Units. On January 1, 2003, the conversion ratio increased by 8%, to 28% based on the approval of the
Board of Directors. In certain change of control situations, the participating executives will also be given the option
to convert their units at the then-effective conversion ratio. In addition, the Operating Partnership has the option to
redeem Series Z Incentive Units held by any executive whose employment has been terminated for any reason and
the obligation to redeem any such units following the death of the holder. In such event, the Operating Partnership
will redeem the units for, at its option, either common Operating Partnership units or shares of the Company’s
common stock based on the then-effective conversion ratio.

Through December 31, 2003, the Company has granted 42,586 stock units under the Company’ s Phantom
Stock Unit Agreement to two of the Company’ s executives. The units vest in installmentsin accordance with the
vesting schedule set forth in the Phantom Stock Unit Agreement such that the units will be fully vested five years
from the date of issuance. At that time, the Company expects to issue to the executives the number of shares of
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common stock equal to the number of units vested, or at the Company’ s option, an equivalent amount in cash. The
Company has historically chosen the cash payment option at the end of each year since inception of the agreement.
Dividends are paid by the Company on the vested and unvested portion of shares and are recorded as a component
of general and administrative expense.

(13) Shareholder RightsPlan

On November 12, 1998, the Company’ s Board of Directors adopted a Stockholder Rights Plan. A dividend
of oneright (a Right) per share of common stock was distributed to stockholders of record on November 21, 1998.
Each Right, expiring November 11, 2008, represents a right to buy from the Company 1/100th of a share of Series A
junior participating preferred stock at a price of $99.13 per Right.

Generally the Rights will not be exercisable unless a person or group acquires 15% or more, or announces
an offer that could result in acquiring 15% or more, of the Company’s common stock unless such personisor
becomes the beneficial owner of 15% or more of the Company’ s outstanding common stock and had a contractual
right or the approval of the Company’s Board of Directors, provided that such percentage shall not be greater than
19.9%. Following an acquisition of 15% or more of the Company’s common stock, each Right holder, except the
15% or more shareholder, has the right to receive, upon exercise, shares of common stock valued at twice the then
applicable exercise price of the Right, unless the 15% or more shareholder has offered to acquire all of the
outstanding shares of the Company under terms that a majority of the independent directors of the Company have
determined to be fair and in the best interest of the Company and its shareholders.

Similarly, unless certain conditions are met, if the Company engagesin a merger or other business
combination following a stock acquisition where it does not survive or survives with a change or exchange of its
common stock or if 50% or more of its assets, earning power or cash flow is sold or transferred, the Rights will
become exercisable for shares of the acquiror’s stock having a value of twice the exercise price.

Generdly, Rights may be redeemed for $0.01 each (in cash, common stock or other consideration the
Company deems appropriate) until the tenth day following a public announcement that a 15% or greater position has
been acquired of the Company’s stock.

(14) Segment Information

In accordance with FASB No. 131, Disclosures about Segments of an Enterprise and Related | nformation,
the Company defines its reportable operating segments as the three geographical regionsin which its multifamily
residential properties are located: Northern California, Southern California, and the Pacific Northwest.

Nonsegment revenues and net operating income included in the following schedule consist of revenue
generated from the commercial properties, recreational vehicle parks, and manufactured housing communities. Also
excluded from segment revenues are interest and other corporate income. Other nonsegment assets include
investments, real estate under devel opment, cash, notes receivables, other assets and deferred charges.

The accounting policies of the segments are the same as those described in note 2. The Company evaluates
performance based upon net operating income from the combined properties in each segment.
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The revenues, net operating income, and assets for each of the reportable operating segments are
summarized as follows for the years ended and as of December 31, 2003, 2002, and 2001:

Years Ended December 31,

2003 2002 2001
Revenues:
Southern California.......cc..eeeeeeereeiieeeiiie e $ 108,384 $ 74,537 $ 69,996
Northern CalifOornia..............ceeiereeeiiiiiiiiiiiicieee e 61,486 59,750 65,812
Pacific Northwest.. 41,720 41,989 45,109
OURET AIEAS......eevvuiiiiiieeee et e et e e e e e eeaeeas 11,278 989 470
Total SEZMENTt TEVEIUES. ......vvieeeiiiiiieeaiiiee ettt e e 222,868 177,265 181,387
Interest and other income.. 11,582 22,857 22,152
T OtAl TEVEIUES. .....oiiieiiiee ettt $ 234,450 $ 200,122 $ 203,539
Net operating income:
Southern California.. . $ 74,808 $ 52,427 $ 47,979
Northern CalifOrnia...........ueeeeiiiiiieiiiiieiiiiiiieieiee e 41,872 43,840 50,178
Pacific NOTtRWESE........oooiiiiiiiiiiiiceee e 27,154 28,235 30,884
Other areas.........coeeeeeeeeeeeiieiiiiiieeeeeeens 4,997 309 69
Total segment net operating iNCOME..........eeeurerrreersireeniieeeneeeineenns 148,831 124,811 129,110
Interest and Other INCOME. ... ....vuiiiiiiiiiiieeiicicceeeeeeee e 11,582 22,857 22,152
Depreciation and amortization:
Southern California........c.eeieeeeciiiiieeiiiie et (22,158) (14,464) (13,658)
Northern California..........ooeeeeiiiieeiiiiiie e (13,013) (11,081) (10,813)
Pacific Northwest. (10,835) (11,169) (11,168)
OtRET ATEAS. .. .eeiiiiiiiiiiiii ettt et e e e (3,403) (328) (276)
(49,409) (37,042) (35,915)
Interest:
Southern California.........eeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiie e (14,002) (7,659) (7,959)
Northern California..........oocueiiiiiiiiiiiiii e (10,864) (11,317) (10,126)
Pacific Northwest. (4,429) (6,068) (6,456)
INONSEGIMENE . ..eeeeiiiiieeeeiiiiee e et ie e e et te e e ettt e e e estaeeeeeenbaeeeeensneeeesenseeeens (13,456) (9,968) (14,205)
(42,751) (35,012) (38,746)
Amortization of deferred financing CoStS..........oveveriiireeriiiiiiieriiieeees (1,008) (605) (657)
General and adminiStratiVe.......oocveeeeeeeciieeeerieeee e e e e (7,106) (6,291) (7,498)
Income from continuing operations before gain on the sales
of real estate, minority interests,and discontinued
OPETALIOTIS. .. vt eereeeiteeetteeeiteeeeaeeetbeeensseeenteeesseeesseeesseeessaeesnens $ 60,139 $ 68,718 §$ 68,446
Assets:
Southern CalifOrnia......cc.uveeiiiiiiiiiiieiie et $ 713,891 $ 700,877 ' $ 452,160
Northern CalifOornia.............ceeiereeeiiiiiiiiiiicieee e 417,120 293,541 297,512
Pacific NOTTRWESL.........ooiiiiiiiiiiieee e, 285,658 251,252 259,884
OURET AIEAS......eevvviiiiiieee e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e et eeeeeas 75,016 78,465 9,375
Net real €State aSSELS.....coviviiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeieeeeicee e e 1,491,685 1,324,135 1,018,931
NONSEZMENT ASSEES. .. uuvveeeeuiiiiieeeiiiiieeeeaitieeee ettt eeeabttteeesibtreeessbtareesenanene 236,879 295,599 310,527
T OLAL ASSEES..uuieiiiieiiieeiiie et et e e tte et e et e e et e e eteeeebee e e e e enneeerseaenes $ 1,728,564 $ 1,619,734 $ 1,329,458
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(15) 401(k) Plan

The Company has a 401(k) benefit plan (the Plan) for all full-time employees who have completed six
months of service. Employees may contribute up to 23% of their compensation, limited by the maximum allowed
under Section 401(Kk) of the Internal Revenue Code. The Company matches the employee contributions for
nonhighly compensated personnel, up to 50% of their contribution to a maximum of $.5 (per individual) per year.
Company contributions to the Plan were approximately $93, $107, and $116 for the years ended December 31,
2003, 2002, and 2001.

(16) Fair Value of Financial I nstruments

Management believes that the carrying amounts of its variabl e rate mortgage notes payable, lines of credit,
notes receivable from investees and other related parties and notes and other receivables approximate fair value as of
December 31, 2003 and 2002, because interest rates, yields and other terms for these instruments are consi stent with
yields and other terms currently available to the Company for similar instruments. Management has estimated that
the fair value of the Company’s $663,833 of fixed rate mortgage notes payable at December 31, 2003 is
approximately $632,111 based on the terms of existing mortgage notes payable compared to those available in the
marketplace. At December 31, 2002, the Company’s fixed rate mortgage notes payable of $618,143 had an
approximate market value of $576,894. Management believes that the carrying amounts of cash and cash
equivalents, restricted cash, accounts payable and accrued liabilities, other liabilities and dividends payable
approximate fair value as of December 31, 2003 and 2002 due to the short-term maturity of these instruments.

(17) Commitments and Contingencies

The Company had no outstanding material |etters of credit relating to financing and development
transactions as of December 31, 2003.

The Company was in compliance with itsline of credit covenant as of December 31, 2003.

The Company isinvolved in various lawsuits arising out of the ordinary course of business and certain
other legal matters. In the opinion of management, the resolution of these matters will not have a material adverse
effect on the Company’ s financial position, results of operations or liquidity.

Except with respect to three Properties, the Company has no indemnification agreements from third parties
for potential environmental clean-up costs at its Properties. The Company has no way of determining at thistime the
magnitude of any potential liability to which it may be subject arising out of unknown environmental conditions or
violations with respect to the properties formerly owned by the Company. No assurance can be given that existing
environmental studies with respect to any of the Properties reveal all environmental liabilities, that any prior owner
or operator of a Property did not create any material environmental condition not known to the Company, or that a
material environmental condition does not otherwise exist as to any one or more of the Properties. The Company has
limited insurance coverage for the types of environmental liabilities described above.

The Company may enter into transactions that could require usto pay the tax liabilities of the partnersin
the Down REIT entities, which are within our control. Although the Company plans to hold the contributed assets to
defer recognition of gain on their sale pursuant to like-kind exchange rules under Section 1031 of the Internal
Revenue Code we can provide no assurance that we will be able to do so and if such tax liabilities were incurred
they can expect to have a material impact on our financial position.
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(18) Quarterly Results of Operations (Unaudited)

The following is a summary of quarterly results of operations for 2003 and 2002:

Quarter ended

Quarter ended

Quarter ended

Quarter ended

December 31 September 30 June 30 March 31
2003:
Total revenues before gain on
the sales of real estate.........cccceeeveueeeeennns $ 58,771 $ 58,237 $ 58,447 $ 58,995
Income from continuing operations
before gain on sale of real estate,
minority interests, and
discontinued operations..............cocevevennns $ 12,751 14,864 $ 16,396 §$ 16,128
Net INCOME...eeeeeeieriiiiieeeee e $ 7,806 9,260 $ 10,650 $ 10,231
Net income available to common
stockholders........coccveveerriierieiiienienne $ 6,650 $ 9,260 $ 10,650 $ 10,231
Per share data:
Net income:
BaSIC....oueeiiiiiecee e $ 0.29 0.44 3 0.51 $ 0.49
Diluted.......oeveeiieeieceeec e $ 0.29 0.43 0.50 0.48
Market price:
High $ 66.60 $ 64.98 $ 59.40 $ 54.91
Low. 59.88 $ 56.67 $ 5220 $ 49.00
Close $ 64.22 $ 62.71 $ 5725 $ 52.25
Dividends declared. $ 0.78 § 0.78 $ 0.78 § 0.78
2002:
Total revenues before gain on
the sales of real estate.........cc.ooovenveerennns $ 50,934 $ 48,795 $ 50,983 $ 49,410
Income from continuing operations
before gain on sale of real estate,
minority interests, and
discontinued operations..............cccevevrnnns $ 15,422 16,578 $ 19,510 §$ 17,208
Gain on the sales of real estate................... $ - -- $ 8,061 $ --
Net INCOME...eeeveeiiriiiiieeiee e $ 9,606 10,614 S 21,358 $ 11,296
Net income available to common
stockholders........coocveveevrierieenieneenne $ 9,606 $ 10,614 $ 21,358  $ 11,296
Per share data:
Net income:
$ 0.51 $ 0.58 % 1.15 § 0.61
$ 0.51 0.57 $ 1.14 $ 0.61
Highiooecececec e $ 52.15  $ 5475 $ 56.08 $ 53.97
LOW.eoiiteitt ettt $ 4472 § 43.65 $ 49.76 $ 46.00
ClOSE...e ittt $ 50.85 $ 4944 § 5470 $ 52.18
Dividends declared.............ccceevveneeneennnnns $ 0.77 $ 0.77 $ 0.77 $ 0.77
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(19) Subsequent Events— Acquisitions

On January 21, 2004, the Company acquired the improvements of Marina City Club, located in Marina del
Rey, Cdlifornia, which include a 101-unit promenade apartment community, an adjacent marina with approximately
340 boat dips and assorted retail space. The total contract price was approximately $27,700. The improvements are
subject to a non-cancellable long-term ground lease with the County of Los Angeles that expiresin 2067. This
newly acquired asset was not encumbered by any mortgage.

On January 28, 2004, the Company acquired Mountain View Apartments, a 106-unit multifamily
community located in Camarillo, California, for a contract price of approximately $14,300. This newly acquired
asset was hot encumbered by any mortgage.

On February 27, 2004, the Company acquired Fountain Park Apartments, a 705-unit multifamily
community located in Playa Vista, California, for a contract price of approximately $124,500. In connection with
the transaction the Company assumed tax-exempt variabl e rate bond obligations totaling $83,200 that mature in
2033. Financing and other agreements require 53% of the apartment homes in Fountain Park to be subject to various
rent restrictions based on resident income criteria.
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation

December 31, 2003
(Dollarsin thousands)

Initial costs Costs
Buildings capitalized Gross amount carried at close of period Depreciable
and subsequent to Land and Buildings and Accumulated Date of Date lives
Property Units Location Encumbrance Land improvements acquisition improvements improvements Total(1) depreciation  construction acquired (years)
Encumbered multifamily properties
Summerhill Park 100 Sunnyvale, CA 2,654 4918 782 2,656 5,698 8,354 2,891 1988 09/88 3-30
Oak Pointe 390 Sunnyvale, CA 4,842 19,776 6,953 4,847 26,724 31,571 15,616 1973 12/88 3-30
Summerhill Commons 184 Newark, CA 1,608 7,582 1,451 1,525 9,116 10,641 4,670 1987 07/87 3-30
Pathways 296 Long Beach, CA 4,083 16,757 8,818 6,238 23,420 29,658 9273 1975 02/91 3-30
Stevenson Place (The Apple) 200 Fremont, CA 996 5,582 6,467 1,001 12,044 13,045 6,069 1971 04/82 3-30
Foothill Commons 360 Bellevue, WA 2,435 9,821 3,566 2,440 13,382 15,822 8,044 1978 03/90 3-30
Woodland Commons 236 Bellevue, WA 2,040 8,727 2,077 2,044 10,800 12,844 6,285 1978 03/90 3-30
Palisades 192 Bellevue, WA 1,560 6,242 2,254 1,565 8,491 10,056 5246 1969/1977 (2) 05/90 3-30
97,018 20,218 79,405 32,368 22,316 109,675 131,991 58,094
Brighton Ridge 264 Renton, WA 2,623 10,800 1,536 2,656 12,303 14,959 3,134 1986 12/96 3-30
Landmark 285 Hillsboro,OR 3,655 14,200 1,422 3,700 15,577 19,277 4241 1990 08/96 3-30
Eastridge 188  San Ramon, CA 6,068 13,628 724 6,092 14,328 20,420 3,624 1988 08/96 3-30
26,015 12,346 38,628 3,682 12,448 42,208 54,656 10,999
Fountain Court 320 Bellevue, WA 6,702 27,306 512 6,985 27,535 34,520 3,521 2000 03/00 3-30
Hillcrest Park (Mirabella) 608 Newbury Park, CA 15,318 40,601 8,869 15,755 49,033 64,788 9,152 1973 03/98 3-30
Hillsborough Park 235 LaHabra,CA 6,291 15,455 283 6,272 15,757 22,029 2975 1999 09/99 3-30
80,000 28,311 83,362 9,664 29,012 92,325 121,337 15,648
The Shores 462  San Ramon, CA 12,105 18,252 15,738 12,682 33413 46,095 6,147 1988 01/97 3-30
Waterford 238 SanJose, CA 11,808 24,500 9,771 15,086 30,993 46,079 2,838 2000 06/00 3-30
60,000 23913 42,752 25,509 27,768 64,406 92,174 8,985
Alpine Village 306 Alpine, CA 18,076 4,967 19,868 110 4,977 19,968 24,945 791 1971 12/02 3-30
Bridle Trails 92 Kirkland, WA 3,989 1,500 5,930 353 1,531 6,252 7,783 1,457 1986 10/97 3-30
Bunker Hill Towers 456 Los Angeles, CA 17,211 11,498 27871 1,404 11,639 29,134 40,773 5991 1968 03/98 3-30
Camarillo Oaks 564 Camarillo, CA 54,993 10,953 25254 4,509 11,071 29,645 40,716 7465 1985 07/96 3-30
Coral Gardens 200 El Cajon,CA 11,625 3,638 14,552 124 3,646 14,668 18,314 570 1976 12/02 3-30
Devonshire 276 Hemet, CA 11,769 3,470 13,882 351 3,478 14,225 17,703 560 1988 12/02 3-30
Emerald Ridge 180 Bellevue, WA 11,300 3,449 7,801 1,200 3,449 9,001 12,450 3,753 1987 11/94 3-30
Evergreen Heights 200 Kirkland, WA 11,885 3,566 13,395 1,000 3,649 14,312 17,961 3472 1990 06/97 3-30
Hampton Park (Columbus) 83  Glendale, CA 4,345 2,407 5,672 1,394 2,426 7,047 9,473 1,086 1974 06/99 3-30
Hampton Place (Lorraine) 132 Glendale, CA 8,085 4,288 11,081 1,403 4,307 12,465 16,772 1,936 1970 06/99 3-30
(continued)
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation

December 31, 2003
(Dollarsin thousands)

Initial costs Costs
Buildings capitalized Gross amount carried at close of period Depreciable
and subsequent to Land and Buildings and Accumulated Date of Date lives

Property Units Location Encumbrance Land improvements acquisition improvements improvements Total(1) depreciation  construction acquired (years)
Encumbered multifamily properties (continued)
Huntington Breakers 342 Huntington Beach, CA 22,371 9,306 22,720 2,291 9,315 25,002 34317 5484 1984 10/97 3-30
Inglenook Court 224  Bothell, WA 8,300 3467 7,881 1,935 3474 9,809 13,283 4,832 1985 10/94 3-30
Jackson School Village 200 Hillsboro,OR 8,773 2,588 10,452 729 2,698 11,071 13,769 1,223 1996 09/00 3-30
Kings Road 196  Los Angeles, CA 15,494 4,023 9,527 835 4,031 10,354 14,385 2,580 1979 06/97 3-30
Le Pac Luxury Apartments (P lumtree) 140  Santa Clara, CA 14,535 3,090 7421 4,283 3,092 11,702 14,794 3,424 1975 02/94 3-30
Maple Leaf 48  Seattle, WA 1,949 805 3,283 147 828 3,407 4235 757 1986 10/97 3-30
Mariners Place 105 Oxnard, CA 4,135 1,555 6,103 520 1,561 6,617 8,178 711 1987 05/00 3-30
Meadowood 320 Simi Valley, CA 15,883 7,852 18,592 1,801 7,898 20,347 28,245 5,509 1986 11/96 3-30
Monterey Villas (The Village) 122 Oxnard, CA 12,656 2,349 5,579 3,896 2424 9,400 11,824 1,657 1974 07/97 3-30
Monterra del Rey (Glenbrook) 84 Pasadena, CA 4261 2312 4,923 2,153 2435 6,953 9,388 1,072 1972 04/99 3-30
Monterra del Sol (Euclid) 85 Pasadena, CA 2,740 2,202 4,794 1,962 2,386 6,572 8,958 1,083 1972 04/99 3-30
Mt. Sutro 99  San Francisco, CA 6,008 2,334 8,507 502 2,725 8,618 11,343 1,286 1973 06/01 3-30
Park Place/Windsor Court/Cochran 176 Los Angeles, CA 18,649 4,965 11,806 1,042 5,015 12,798 17,813 2,460 1988 08/97 3-30
Sammamish View 153  Bellevue, WA 10,700 3,324 7,501 1,042 3,331 8,536 11,867 3222 1986 11/94 3-30
Spring Lake 69  Secattle, WA 2,135 838 3,399 175 859 3,553 4412 785 1986 10/97 3-30
Stonehedge Village 196 Bothell, WA 8,618 3,167 12,603 1,082 3,201 13,651 16,852 2,308 1986 10/97 3-30
Summit Park 300 San Diego,CA 22415 5,959 23,836 666 5971 24,490 30,461 972 1972 12/02 3-30
The Bluffs 224  San Diego,CA 12,942 3,405 7,743 614 3,440 8,322 11,762 1,925 1974 06/97 3-30
The Carlyle 132 SanJose, CA 16,219 3,954 15277 8,693 5,791 22,133 27,924 1,896 2000 04/00 3-30
Treetops 172 Fremont, CA 9,800 3,520 8,182 1,400 3,580 9,522 13,102 2,991 1978 01/96 3-30
Wandering Creek 156  Kent, WA 5,300 1,285 4,980 1,332 1,296 6,301 7,597 2,326 1986 11/95 3-30
WharfSide Pointe 142 Seattle, WA 8,525 2,245 7,020 1,268 2,256 8,277 10,533 3336 1990 06/94 3-30
Wilshire Promenade 149 Fullerton, CA 7,057 3,118 7,385 4478 3,797 11,184 14,981 2,485 1992 01/97 3-30
Wimbledon Woods 560 Hayward, CA 54,477 9,883 37,670 3225 10,350 40,428 50,778 8,159 1975 03/98 3-30
Windsor Ridge 216 Sunnyvale, CA 12,400 4,017 10,315 1,576 4,021 11,887 15,908 5,265 1989 03/89 3-30

722,653 226,087 656,952 130,718 237,492 776,265 1,013,757 188,555
(continued)

F-32



ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation

December 31, 2003
(Dollarsin thousands)

Initial costs Costs
Buildings capitalized Gross amount carried at close of period Depreciable
and subsequent to Land and Buildings and Accumulated Date of Date lives

Property Units Location Encumbrance Land improvements acquisition improvements improvements Total(1) depreciation  construction acquired (years)
Unencumbered multifamily properties
Alpine Country 108 Alpine, CA 1,741 6,964 75 1,745 7,035 8,780 279 1986 12/02 3-30
Avondale at Warner Center 446 Woodland Hills, CA 10,536 24,522 3329 10,601 27,786 38,387 4473 1989 01/97 3-30
Bonita Cedars 120 Bonita, CA 2,496 9,983 330 2,501 10,308 12,809 399 1983 12/02 3-30
Bristol Commons 188  Sunnyvale, CA 5278 11,853 1,367 5,293 13,205 18,498 3263 1989 01/97 3-30
Cambridge 40  Chula Vista, CA 497 1,986 13 498 1,998 2,496 79 1965 12/02 3-30
Canyon Ponte 250 Bothell, WA 4,692 18,600 (294) 4,692 18,306 22,998 134 1990 10/03 3-30
Carlton Heights 70  Santee, CA 1,099 4,397 27 1,102 4421 5,523 176 1979 12/02 3-30
Casa Tierra 40 El Cajon,CA 522 2,088 29 523 2,116 2,639 83 1972 12/02 3-30
Castle Creek 216 Newcastle, WA 4,149 16,028 1,031 4,834 16,374 21,208 3,122 1997 12/97 3-30
City Heights (3) 0 Los Angeles, CA 9,655 0 190 9,845 0 9,845 0 1968 12/00 --
Country Villas 180 Oceanside, CA 4,174 16,698 449 4,183 17,138 21,321 664 1976 12/02 3-30
Emerald Palms 152 San Diego, CA 2,909 11,637 124 2915 11,755 14,670 463 1986 12/02 3-30
Fairway (4) 74  Newport Beach, CA 0 7,850 1,430 9 9,271 9,280 1,451 1972 06/99 3-30
Foothill/Twincreeks 176  San Ramon, CA 5,875 13,992 1,380 5,964 15,283 21,247 3812 1985 02/97 3-30
Forest View 192 Renton, WA 3,731 14,760 (226) 3,731 14,534 18,265 146 1998 10/03 3-30
Grand Regency 60 Escondido, CA 881 3,522 33 882 3,554 4,436 142 1967 12/02 3-30
Linden Square 183  Seattle, WA 4374 11,588 390 4,202 12,150 16,352 1375 1994 06/00 3-30
Lofts at Pinehurst (Villa Scandia) 118  Ventura, CA 1,570 3912 3,684 1,618 7,548 9,166 1,590 1971 06/97 3-30
Marbrisa 202 Long Beach, CA 4,700 18,800 328 4,753 19,075 23,828 931 1987 09/02 3-30
Marina Cove (5) 292 Santa Clara, CA 5,320 16,431 2,573 5324 19,000 24,324 7,684 1974 06/94 3-30
Meadows @ Cascade 198  Vancouver, WA 2,261 9,070 1,469 2,337 10,463 12,800 2427 1988 11/97 3-30
Mesa Village 133 Clairemont, CA 1,888 7,552 24 1,892 7,572 9,464 297 1963 12/02 3-30
Mira Woods 355 Mira Mesa, CA 7,165 28,660 141 7,180 28,786 35,966 1,140 1982 12/02 3-30
Mirabella 188  Marina Del Rey, CA 6,180 26,673 342 6,190 27,005 33,195 3341 2000 05/00 3-30
Monterra del Mar (Windsor Terrace) 123  Pasadena, CA 2,188 5,263 3,650 2,736 8,365 11,101 1,512 1972 09/97 3-30
Salmon Run 132 Bothell, WA 3,717 11,483 249 3,801 11,648 15,449 1,245 2000 10/00 3-30
Shadow Point 172 Spring Valley, CA 2,812 11,248 340 2,818 11,582 14,400 451 1983 12/02 3-30
St. Cloud 302 Houston, TX 2,140 8,560 614 2,144 9,170 11,314 360 1968 12/02 3-30
Tierra del Sol/Norte 156 El Cajon, CA 2,455 9,822 92 2,461 9,908 12,369 390 1969 12/02 3-30
The Essex at Lake Merritt 270 Oakland, CA 21,814 50,897 480 21916 51,275 73,191 1,707 2003 01/03 3-30
The Laurels 164  Mill Creek, WA 1,559 6,430 647 1,595 7,041 8,636 1,814 1981 12/96 3-30

(continued)
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation

December 31, 2003
(Dollarsin thousands)

Initial costs Costs
Buildings capitalized Gross amount carried at close of period Depreciable
and subsequent to Land and Buildings and Accumulated Date of Date lives

Property Units Location Encumbrance Land improvements acquisition improvements improvements Total(1) depreciation  construction acquired (years)
Unencumbered multifamily properties (continued)
The San Marcos (Vista del Mar) 312 Richmond, CA 15,639 36,204 (58) 15,563 36,222 51,785 637 2003 10/03 3-30
Trabucco Villas 132 Lake Forest, CA 3,638 8,640 1,007 3,843 9,442 13,285 1,980 1985 10/97 3-30
Village @ Cascade 192  Vancouver, WA 2,103 8,753 482 2,154 9,184 11,338 1,997 1995 12/97 3-30
Vista Capri - East 26 San Diego, CA 262 1,047 0 262 1,047 1,309 41 1967 12/02 3-30
Vista Capri - North 106  San Diego,CA 1,663 6,653 10 1,667 6,659 8,326 263 1975 12/02 3-30
Vista Point (3)(6) 0 Anaheim CA 0 0 73 73 0 73 0 1968 07/85 -
Walnut Heights 163 Walnut, CA 4,858 19,400 (193) 4,887 19,178 24,065 131 1964 10/03 3-30
Woodlawn Colonial 159  Chula Vista, CA 2,344 9,374 163 2,348 9,533 11,881 372 1974 12/02 3-30

IS,T 722,653 384,972 1,138,292 156,512 398,574 1,281,202 1,679,776 238,926
Other real estate assets
Office Buildings
925 East Meadow (7) Palo Alto, CA 0 1,401 3,172 980 1,765 3,788 5,553 1024 1984 11/97 3-30
22120 Clarendon (8) Woodland Hills, CA 0 903 3,600 920 1,005 4418 5,423 409 1982 03/01 3-30
2399 Camino Del Rio South San Diego, CA 0 200 800 3) 200 797 997 31 1978 12/02 3-30
3205 Moore Street San Diego, CA 0 60 240 (2) 60 238 298 9 1957 12/02 3-30
Recreational vehicle parks
Circle RV El Cajon, CA 0 2,375 2,375 113 2,503 2,360 4,863 98 1977 12/02 3-30
Diamond Valley Hemet, CA 0 650 650 34 686 648 1,334 28 1974 12/02 3-30
Golden Village Hemet, CA 0 4,000 4,000 80 4,090 3,990 8,080 166 1972 12/02 3-30
Riviera RV Las Vegas, NV 0 750 750 34 787 747 1,534 31 1969 12/02 3-30
Vacationer El Cajon, CA 0 1,975 1,975 115 2,098 1,967 4,065 83 1973 12/02 3-30
Manufactured housing communities
Green Valley Vista, CA 0 3,750 3,750 187 3,953 3,734 7,687 157 1973 12/02 3-30
Riviera Las Vegas, NV 0 6,500 6,500 310 6,828 6,482 13,310 273 1969 12/02 3-30
Total multifamily and other real estate assets $ 722,653 $ 407,536 $ 1,166,104 $ 159,280 $ 422,549 § 1,310,371 $ 1,732,920 241,235
(continued)
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ESSEX PROPERTY TRUST, INC. AND SUBSIDIARIES
Real Estate and Accumulated Depreciation
December 31, 2003
(Dollarsin thousands)

Initial costs Costs
Buildings capitalized Gross amount carried at close of period Depreciable
and subsequent to Land and Buildings and Accumulated Date of Date lives
Property Units Location Encumbrance Land improvements acquisition improvements improvements Total depreciation  construction acquired (years)
Development communities (9)
The San Marcos (phase II) 120  Richmond, CA $ 0 3,991 0 11,243 11,243 0 11,243 0 - 09/00 -
Hidden Valley - Parker Ranch 324  Simi Valley, CA 16,476 6,000 0 41,196 41,196 0 41,196 0 - 08/00 -
Total development communities $ 16476 $ 9991 $ 0 S 52439 § 52439 § 0 S 52439 § 0
(1) The aggregate cost for federal income tax purposes is $1,125,358.
(2) Phase I was builtin 1969 and Phase Il was built in 1977.
(3) The Company has a leaschold interest in this land and receives a land lease payment over a 34-year-term
(4) Theland is leased pursuant to a ground lease expiring 2027.
(5) A portion ofland is leased pursuant to a ground lease expiring in 2028.
(6) The Company's interest in the land is subordinate to a loan issued to the purchaser ofthe buildings and improvements, and therefore the carrying amount was written offin connection with the sale.
(7) Total rentable square footage of17,404.
(8) Total rentable square footage 0f38,940.
A summary ofactivity for real estate and accumulated depreciation is as follows:
2003 2002 2001 2003 2002 2001
Real estate: Accumulated depreciation:
Balance at beginning 0fyear.........cooecoeeeenereeernesiennns $ 1,515,956  $ 1,175200 $ 1,156,408 Balance at beginning 0fyear..........cooomrennmervernneiennns $ 191,821 $ 156,269 $ 119,499
Improvements 36,039 16,346 25,839 Dispositions - (1,684) --
Acquisition ofreal estate 55,950 335,508 15,904 Depreciation expense--Acquisitions.......e 334 157 758
Development ofreal estate. 124,975 -- - Depreciation expense--Development..........o.evvevenee 2,344 - --
Disposition ofreal estate -- (11,098) (22,951) Depreciation expense 46,736 37,079 36,012
Balance at end ofyear $ 1,732,920 $ 1,515956 § 1,175,200 Balance at end ofyear. $ 241235 $ 191,821 $ 156,269

See accompanying independent auditors’ report.
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SIGNATURE

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 13 of 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.

Essex Property Trust, Inc.
By: /s MICHAEL J. SCHALL
Michael J. Schall

Date: March 12, 2004
Senior Executive Vice
President and Chief Financial
Officer and Director

POWER OF ATTORNEY

KNOWN ALL PERSONSBY THESE PRESENTS, that each person whose signature appears below
congtitutes and appoints Keith R. Guericke and Michael J. Schall, and each of them, his attorney-in-fact, each with
the power of substitution, for him in any and all capacities, to sign any amendments to this Report on Form 10-K
and to file the same, with exhibits thereto and other documentsin connection therewith, with the Securities and
Exchange Commission, hereby ratifying and confirming all that each of said attorney-in-fact, or his substitute or
substitutes, may do or cause to be done by virtue hereof.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, this report has been signed below by
the following persons on behalf of the Registrant and in the capacity and on the date indicated.

Signature Title Date
/s GEORGE M. MARCUS Chairman of the Board March 12, 2004
George M. Marcus
/s KEITH R. GUERICKE President and Chief Executive Officer and Vice March 12, 2004
Keith R. Guericke Chairman

(Principal Executive Officer)
/s MICHAEL J. SCHALL Senior Executive Vice President and Chief Financial March 12, 2004
Michael J. Schall Officer and Director

(Principal Financial Officer)
/s MARK J. MIKL First Vice President, Treasurer and Controller March 12, 2004
Mark J. Mikl (Principa Accounting Officer)
/IS WILLIAM A. MILLICHAP Director March 12, 2004
William A. Millichap
/s GARY P. MARTIN Director March 12, 2004
Gary P. Martin
/s ROBERT E. LARSON Director March 12, 2004
Robert E. Larson
/sy THOMASE. RANDLETT Director March 12, 2004
Thomas E. Randlett
/s DAVID W. BRADY Director March 12, 2004
David W. Brady
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/9 ISSIE N. RABINOVITCH Director March 12, 2004
Issie N. Rabinovitch

/s WILLARD H. SMITH, JR. Director March 12, 2004
Willard H. Smith, Jr.
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EXHIBIT INDEX
Document

Agreement and Plan of Reorganization by and among Essex, Merger Sub, Sachs, the Sachs Shareholders
and John M. Sachs, dated December 17, 2002. Certain exhibits and schedules referenced in the Merger
Agreement have been omitted in accordance with Item 601(b)(2) of Regulation S-K. A copy of any omitted
exhibit or schedule will be furnished supplementally to the Securities and Exchange Commission upon
request. Attached as Exhibit 2.1 to the Company’ s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed December 23, 2002,
and incorporated herein by reference.

Articles of Amendment and Restatement of Essex dated June 22, 1995, attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the
Company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 1995, and incorporated herein by
reference.

Articles Supplementary of Essex Property Trust, Inc. for the 8.75% Convertible Preferred Stock, Series
1996A, attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the Company’s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed August 13, 1996, and
incorporated herein by reference.

First Amendment to Articles of Amendment and Restatement of Essex Property Trust, Inc., attached as
Exhibit 3.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 1996, and incorporated herein by
reference.

Certificate of Correction to Exhibit 3.2 dated December 20, 1996

Amended and Restated Bylaws of Essex Property Trust, Inc., attached as Exhibit 3.2 to the Company’s
Current Report on Form 8-K, filed August 13, 1996, and incorporated herein by reference.

Certificate of Amendment of the Bylaws of Essex Property Trust, Inc., dated December 17, 1996.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,000,000 shares of Common Stock as 2,000,000 shares of 7.875%
Series B Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, filed with the State of Maryland on February 10, 1998,
attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the Company’s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed March 3, 1998, and
incorporated herein by reference.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 500,000 shares of Common Stock as 500,000 shares of 9 1/8% Series
C Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, filed with the State of Maryland on November 25, 1998.

Certificate of Correction to Exhibit 3.2 dated February 12, 1999.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 6,617,822 shares of Common Stock as 6,617,822 shares of Series A
Junior Participating Preferred Stock, filed with the State of Maryland on November 13, 1998, attached as
Exhibit 4.0 to the Company’s Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 1998, and
incorporated herein by reference.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,000,000 shares of Common Stock as 2,000,000 shares of 9.30%
Series D Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, filed with the State of Maryland on July 30, 1999,
attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 1999 and incorporated herein
by reference.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,200,000 shares of Common Stock as 2,200,000 shares of 9.25%
Series E Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, filed with the State of Maryland on September 9, 1999,
attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 1999 and incorporated
herein by reference.

Certificate of Correction to Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,000,000 shares of Common Stock as
2,000,000 shares of 9.30% Series D Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, attached as Exhibit 3.1 to the
Company’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 2000, and incorporated herein by reference.
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Certificate of Amendment of the Bylaws of Essex Property Trust, Inc. dated February 14, 2000, attached as
Exhibit 3.2 to the Company’ s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 2000, and incorporated herein by
reference.

Articles Supplementary relating to the 7.8125% Series F Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, attached
as Exhibit 3.1 to the Company's Form 8-K, dated September 19, 2003, and incorporated herein by reference.

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,000,000 shares of 7.875% Series B Cumulative Redeemable
Preferred Stock as 2,000,000 shares of Series B Cumulative Redeemabl e Preferred Stock, filed with the
State of Maryland on January 14, 2004

Articles Supplementary reclassifying 2,000,000 shares of 9.30% Series D Cumulative Redeemable
Preferred Stock as 2,000,000 shares of Series D Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock, filed with the
State of Maryland on January 14, 2004

Rights Agreement, dated as of November 11, 1998, between Essex Property Trust, Inc., and BankBoston,
N.A., as Rights Agent, including all exhibits thereto, attached as Exhibit 1 to the Company’s Registration
Statement filed on Form 8-A dated November 12, 1998, and incorporated herein by reference.

Amendment to Rights Agreement, dated as of December 13, 2000, attached as Exhibit 4.1 to the
Company’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 2001 and incorporated herein by reference.

Amendment to Rights Agreement, dated as of February 28, 2002 attached as Exhibit 4.3 to the Company’s
Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2001 and incorporated herein by reference.

Essex Property Trust, Inc. 1994 Stock Incentive Plan, (amended and restated), attached as Exhibit 10.1 to
the Company’s Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 2000 and incorporated herein by reference.*

First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfolio, L.P. attached as Exhibit
10.1 to the Company’ s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 1997, and
incorporated herein by reference.

First Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfalio,
L.P. dated February 6, 1998, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’ s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed
March 3, 1998, and incorporated herein by reference.

Second Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex
Portfolio, L.P. dated April 20, 1998, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s Current Report on Form 8-
K, filed April 23, 1998, and incorporated herein by reference.

Third Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfolio,
L.P. dated November 24, 1998.

Fourth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex
Portfolio, L.P., dated July 28, 1999, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended
June 30, 1999 and incorporated herein by reference.

Fifth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfolio,
L.P., dated September 3, 1999, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’ s 10-Q for the quarter ended
September 30, 1999 and incorporated herein by reference.

Form of Essex Property Trust, Inc. 1994 Non-Employee and Director Stock Incentive Plan, attached as
Exhibit 10.3 to the Company’ s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No. 33-76578), which
became effective on June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.*

Form of Essex Property Trust, Inc. 1994 Employee Stock Purchase Plan, attached as Exhibit 10.4 to the
Company’s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No. 33-76578), which became effective on
June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.*
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Form of Non-Competition Agreement between Essex and each of Keith R. Guericke and George M.
Marcus, attached as Exhibit 10.5 to the Company’ s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No.
33-76578), which became effective on June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.

Termination of Non-Compete Agreement between Essex Property Trust, Inc. and George M. Marcus
attached as Exhibit 10.9 to the Company’s Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31,
1998, and incorporated herein by reference.

Form of Indemnification Agreement between Essex and its directors and officers, attached as Exhibit 10.7
to the Company’ s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No. 33-76578), which became
effective on June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.

First Amendment to Investor Rights Agreement dated July 1, 1996 by and between George M. Marcus and
The Marcus & Millichap Company, attached as Exhibit 10.3 to the Company’s Current Report on Form 8-
K, filed August 13, 1996, and incorporated herein by reference.

Co-Brokerage Agreement by and among Essex, the Operating Partnership, MM REIBC and Essex
Management Corporation attached as Exhibit 10.15 to the Company’ s Registration Statement on Form S-11
(Registration No. 33-76578), which became effective on June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.

General Partnership Agreement of Essex Washington Interest Partners attached as Exhibit 10.16 to the
Company’s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No.33-76578), which became effective on
June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.

Form of Investor Rights Agreement between Essex and the Limited Partner of the Operating Partnership
attached as Exhibit 10.26 to the Company’ s Registration Statement on Form S-11 (Registration No. 33-
76578), which became effective on June 6, 1994, and incorporated herein by reference.

Phantom Stock Unit Agreement for Mr. Guericke, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s Quarterly
Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and incorporated herein by reference. (Same
form was used for subsequent phantom stock agreements.)*

Phantom Stock Unit Agreement for Mr. Schall, attached as Exhibit 10.2 to the Company’s Quarterly Report
on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and incorporated herein by reference. (Same form was
used for subsequent phantom stock agreements.)*

Replacement Promissory Note (April 15, 1996) and Pledge Agreement for Mr. Guericke, attached as
Exhibit 10.3 to the Company’ s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and
incorporated herein by reference.*

Promissory Note (December 31, 1996) and Pledge Agreement for Mr. Guericke, attached as Exhibit 10.4 to
the Company’ s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and incorporated
herein by reference. (Same form of Promissory Note and Pledge Agreement used for subsequent loans.)*

Replacement Promissory Note (April 30, 1996) and Pledge Agreement for Mr. Schall, attached as Exhibit
10.5 to the Company’ s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and
incorporated herein by reference.*

Promissory Note (December 31, 1996) and Pledge Agreement for Mr. Schall, attached as Exhibit 10.6 to the
Company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended March 31, 1997, and incorporated herein
by reference. (Same form of Promissory Note and Pledge Agreement used for subsequent loans.)*

First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Western Highridge | Investors, effective
as of May 13, 1997, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the
quarter ended June 30, 1997, and incorporated herein by reference.

Registration Rights Agreement, effective as of May 13, 1997, by and between the Company and the limited
partners of Western-Highridge | Investors, Irvington Square Associates, Western-Palo Alto 11 Investors,
Western Riviera Investors, and Western-San Jose |11 Investors, attached as Exhibit 10.6 to the Company’s
Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended June 30, 1997, and incorporated herein by reference.
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$100,000,000 Promissory Note between Essex Portfolio, L.P., and Essex Morgan Funding Corporation,
attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q for the quarter ended September
30, 1998, and incorporated herein by reference.

Sixth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfolio,
L.P. dated as of June 28, 2001, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended June
30, 2001 and incorporated herein by reference.*

Executive Severance Plan attached as Exhibit 10.31 to the Company’s Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31, 2001 and incorporated herein by reference.

Second Amended and Restated Revolving Credit Agreement, dated May 10, 2002, among Essex Portfolio,
L.P., Bank of America and other lenders as specified therein, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s 10-
Q for the quarter ended June 30, 2002, and incorporated herein by reference.

Registration Rights Agreement by and among Essex and the Sachs sharehol ders, dated December 17, 2002,
attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s Current Report on Form 8-K, filed December 23, 2002, and
incorporated herein by reference.

Agreement between Essex Property Trust, Inc. and George M. Marcus dated March 27, 2003 attached as
Exhibit 10.32 to the Company’s Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2003 and incorporated herein
by reference.

Seventh Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex
Portfolio, L.P. dated as of June 26, 2003, attached as Exhibit 10.1 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter
ended June 30, 2003 and incorporated herein by reference.*

Series F Cumulative Redeemable Preferred Stock Purchase Agreement, dated September 18, 2003, by and
between Essex Property Trust, Inc. and Lend Lease Rosen Real Estate Securities, LLC, attached as Exhibit
10.1 to the Company's Form 8-K, dated September 19, 2003 and incorporated herein by reference.

Eighth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex
Portfolio, L.P. dated as of September 23, 2003, attached as Exhibit 10.2 to the Company’s 10-Q for the
quarter ended September 30, 2003 and incorporated herein by reference.

Amended and Restated Revolving Note Agreements (increasing credit line to $185 million) attached as
Exhibit 10.3 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 2003 and incorporated herein by
reference.

Second Amendment to Second Amended and Restated Revolving Credit Agreement attached as Exhibit
10.4 to the Company’s 10-Q for the quarter ended September 30, 2003 and incorporated herein by
reference.

Ninth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfolio,
L.P. dated as of January 8, 2004.

Tenth Amendment to the First Amended and Restated Agreement of Limited Partnership of Essex Portfalio,
L.P. dated as of January 8, 2004.

Schedule of Computation of Ratio of Earnings to Fixed Charges and Preferred Stock Dividends.
List of Subsidiaries of Essex Property Trust, Inc.
Consent of KPMG LLP.

Certification of Keith R. Guericke, Chief Executive Officer, pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley
Act of 2002.

Certification of Michael J. Schall, Chief Financial Officer, pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley
Act of 2002.



32.1 Certification of Keith R. Guericke, Chief Executive Officer, pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley
Act of 2002.

32.2 Certification of Michael J. Schall, Chief Financial Officer, pursuant to Section 906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley
Act of 2002.

* Management contract or compensatory plan or arrangement.

(1) Incorporated by reference to the identically numbered exhibit to the Company’s Annual Report on Form 10-
K for the year ended December 31, 1996.

(2) Incorporated by reference to the identically numbered exhibit to the Company’s Annual Report on Form 10-
K for the year ended December 31, 1998.




