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The Flat-rolled segment includes the operating results of U. S. Steel’s domestic integrated steel mills and equity investees involved in the production of sheet, tin 
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Business Strategy
 

U. S. Steel’s business strategy is to grow its investment in high-end finishing assets, expand globally and continually reduce costs. In North America, U. S. Steel is
focused on providing value-added steel products to its target markets where management believes that U. S. Steel’s leadership position, production and processing capabilities
and technical service provide a competitive advantage. These products include advanced high strength steel and coated sheets for the automotive and appliance industries, sheets
for the manufacture of motors and electrical equipment, galvanized and Galvalume® sheets for the construction industry, improved tin mill products for the container industry
and oil country tubular goods. U. S. Steel continues to enhance its value-added businesses through the upgrading and modernization of its key production facilities.
 

As previously mentioned, on May 20, 2003, U. S. Steel acquired substantially all of the integrated steelmaking assets of National, and on June 30, 2003, U. S. Steel
completed the Mining Sale. U. S. Steel continues to be interested in participating in further consolidation of the domestic steel industry as part of its focus on growing its
investment in high-end finishing assets, if it would be beneficial to customers, shareholders, creditors and employees.
 

Through its November 2000 purchase of USSK in Slovakia, U. S. Steel initiated a major offshore expansion into the European market. U. S. Steel expanded its presence
in Central Europe in 2003 with the acquisition on September 12, 2003 of Sartid, which is now operated as USSB. U. S. Steel continues to explore additional opportunities for
investment in Europe. U. S. Steel’s strategy is to be a leading European steel producer and the prime supplier of flat-rolled steel to growing European markets, to grow its
customer base in Europe by providing reliable delivery of high-quality flat-rolled steel and to invest in value-added facilities to improve USSE’s product mix.
 

U. S. Steel has a commitment to continuously reduce costs. The National acquisition and the new labor agreements with the United Steelworkers of America (USWA)
covering all of U. S. Steel’s domestic production facilities provided U. S. Steel with an opportunity to achieve a major reduction in the cost structure of its domestic business.
Near-term, U. S. Steel’s operating focus is on achieving savings from its combined operating configuration, consolidating purchasing and raw materials sourcing, optimizing
freight savings, and expanding U. S. Steel’s comprehensive supply chain management system to support customers from the new facilities. In total, savings from National
operational synergies, workforce reductions at both U. S. Steel and former National plants, and administrative cost reduction programs are expected to exceed $400 million in
annual repeatable cost savings. U. S. Steel expects full implementation by year-end 2004.
 

At the time of the National acquisition in May 2003, domestic employees at U. S. Steel and National totaled 28 thousand. As a result of the implementation of the new
labor agreement, the elimination of redundant personnel following the acquisition, efforts to reduce domestic administrative costs and the Mining Sale, U. S. Steel reduced
domestic employment to 22 thousand as of December 31, 2003.
 

Over and above these savings, U. S. Steel has maintained its focus on continuous cost improvement. Employee efforts over the last two years have resulted in cost
improvements of more than $200 million domestically and in excess of $120 million in Europe. These efforts will continue in 2004 and beyond.
 

The foregoing statements of belief are forward-looking statements. Predictions regarding future cost savings are subject to uncertainties. Factors that may affect the
amount of cost savings include the possibility that U. S. Steel may need more employees than anticipated to operate its business and management’s ability to implement its cost
reduction strategy. Actual results could differ materially from those expressed in these forward-looking statements.
 

U. S. Steel has also entered into a number of joint ventures with domestic and international partners to take advantage of market or manufacturing opportunities in the
sheet, tin mill, tubular and plate-consuming industries.
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30 percent of annual production (including the 1314B Partnership) was consumed by U. S. Steel facilities in 2003 and the remainder was sold to other domestic steel producers.
Several coke by-products are sold to the chemicals and raw materials industries.
 

U. S. Steel is the sole general partner of and owns an equity interest in the 1314B Partnership. As general partner, U. S. Steel is responsible for operating and selling coke
and by-products from the partnership’s three coke batteries located at U. S. Steel’s Clairton Works. U. S. Steel’s share of profits and losses during 2003 was 45.75 percent. The
partnership at times had operating cash shortfalls in 2003, 2002 and 2001 that were funded with loans from U. S. Steel. There were no outstanding loans with the partnership at
December 31, 2003 or 2002, and $3 million was outstanding at December 31, 2001. U. S. Steel may dissolve the partnership under certain circumstances including if it is
required to make equity investments or loans in excess of $150 million to fund such shortfalls.
 

Granite City Works, located in Granite City, Illinois, has annual raw steel production capability of approximately 2.8 million tons. Granite City’s facilities include two
coke batteries, two blast furnaces, two basic oxygen converters, two slab casters, a hot strip mill, a pickling line, a tandem cold reduction mill, a hot dip galvanizing line and a
hot dip galvanizing/Galvalume® line. Granite City Works consumes the coke it produces and sells several coke by-products. Principal products include hot-rolled, hot-dipped
galvanized and Galvalume® sheets. Granite City Works was acquired from National on May 20, 2003.
 

Fairfield Works, located in Fairfield, Alabama, has annual raw steel production capability of 2.4 million tons. Fairfield Works facilities included in Flat-rolled are a blast
furnace, three Q-BOP vessels, a vacuum degassing unit, a slab caster, a rounds caster, a hot strip mill, a pickling line, a cold reduction mill, two temper/skin pass mills, a hot dip
galvanizing line and a hot dip galvanizing/Galvalume® line. Principal products include hot-rolled, cold-rolled and coated sheets, and rounds for Tubular.
 

ProCoil, a wholly owned subsidiary located in Canton, Michigan, slits and cuts steel coils to desired specifications, provides laser welding services and warehouses
material to service automotive customers. ProCoil was acquired from National on May 20, 2003.
 

U. S. Steel participates directly and through subsidiaries in a number of joint ventures which are included in Flat-rolled. All such joint ventures are accounted for under
the equity method. Certain of the joint ventures and other investments are described below, all of which are 50 percent owned except Acero Prime, S.R.L. de CV (Acero Prime)
and Feralloy Processing Company (Ferralloy), in which U. S. Steel holds 44 percent and 49 percent interests, respectively. For financial information regarding joint ventures
and other investments, see Note 16 to the Financial Statements.
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facilities and its production methods. For further information, see “Legal Proceedings—Environmental Proceedings” and “Management’s Discussion and Analysis of
Environmental Matters, Litigation and Contingencies.”
 

Slovak standards relative to air, water and solid waste pollution are set by statute and these standards are similar to those in the United States and the EU. USSK is in
material compliance with these standards. USSK’s environmental expenses in 2003 included usage fees, permit fees and/or penalties totaling approximately $7 million. There
are no legal proceedings pending against USSK involving environmental matters. USSK’s capital spending commitment to the Slovak government is sufficient to include all
expenditures necessary to bring USSK into compliance with all EU environmental standards by 2005.
 

USSB is subject to the laws of the Union of Serbia and Montenegro, which are currently more lenient than either the EU or U.S. standards, but this is expected to change
over the next several years in anticipation of possible EU accession. An environmental baseline study is being conducted at USSB’s facilities. Under the terms of the
acquisition, USSB will be responsible for only those costs and liabilities associated with environmental events occurring subsequent to the completion of that study. A portion
of the $157 million USSB committed to spend in connection with the acquisition of Sartid is expected to be used for environmental controls and upgrades.
 

The 1997 Kyoto Global Climate Change Agreement produced by the United Nations Convention on Climate Change, which would have required restrictions on
greenhouse gas emissions in the United States, has not been ratified by the U.S. Senate, and it appears unlikely that it will be implemented. It is unclear what international action
will be taken concerning greenhouse gases or the economic impact of such programs.
 
Air
 

The CAA imposed more stringent limits on air emissions, established a federally mandated operating permit program and allowed for enhanced civil and criminal
enforcement sanctions. The principal impact of the CAA on U. S. Steel is on the cokemaking and primary steelmaking operations of U. S. Steel, as described in this section.
 

The CAA requires the regulation of hazardous air pollutants and development and promulgation of Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT) Standards. It was
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regulations to address Regional Haze. The impact of these revised standards could be significant to U. S. Steel, but the cost cannot be reasonably estimated until the final
regulations are promulgated and, more importantly, the states implement their State Implementation Plans covering their standards.
 
Water
 

U. S. Steel maintains the necessary discharge permits as required under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program of the CWA, and it is in
compliance with such permits. On January 26, 1998, pursuant to an action filed by the EPA in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana titled United
States of America v. USX, U. S. Steel entered into a consent decree with the EPA whi
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At the remaining two sites, management expects that U. S. Steel’s share in the remaining cleanup costs at each site will exceed $1 million, although it is not possible to
accurately predict the amount of sharing in any final allocation of such costs. The following is a summary of the status of these sites:
 

 

1. In 1988, U. S. Steel and two other PRPs (Bethlehem Steel Corporation and William Fiore) agreed to the issuance of an administrative order by the U. S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to undertake emergency removal work at the Municipal & Industrial Disposal Co. site in Elizabeth, Pa. The cost of such
removal, which has been completed, was approximately $4.2 million, of which U. S. Steel paid $3.4 million. The EPA indicated that further remediation of this site
would be required. In October 1991, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Resources (PADER) placed the site on the Pennsylvania State Superfund list
and began a Remedial Investigation (RI), which was issued in 1997. After a feasibility study (FS) by Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection
(PADEPwar) ed i Pro ou ounlr) tc1.
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Grand Calumet River that runs through Gary Works
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$6 million penalty and agreed to install additional pollution control equipment and to implement environmental protection programs over a period of several years. A substantial
portion of these programs has been implemented, with expenditures through 2003 of approximately $103 million. The cost to complete these programs is presently
indeterminable. On March 8, 1999, U. S. Steel entered into an agreed order with IDEM to resolve outstanding air issues. U. S. Steel paid a penalty of $207,400 and installed
equipment at the No. 8 Blast Furnace and the No. 1 BOP to reduce air emissions.
 

On November 30, 1999, IDEM issued an NOV alleging various air violations at Gary Works, including opacity violations at the No. 1 BOP and pushing violations at
the four coke batteries. On August 21, 2002, IDEM issued a revised NOV which supercedes the 1999 NOV and includes alleged violations at the blast furnaces, steel shops and
coke batteries from 1998 to present. Because IDEM has not yet determined the merits of the defenses raised by U. S. Steel, the cost of the settlement of this matter is currently
indeterminable. An agreed order is being negotiated.
 

On March 11, 2003, Gary Works received an NOV from the EPA alleging construction of two desulfurization facilities without proper installation permitting. The EPA
and U. S. Steel are finalizing an Administrative Order on Consent that includes emission limits, testing and recordkeeping requirements but no civil penalty.
 

Clairton Works
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Lorain Pipe Mills
 

In 1997, USS/Kobe Steel Company (USS/Kobe), a former joint venture between U. S. Steel and Kobe Steel, Ltd. (Kobe), was the subject of a multi-media audit by the
EPA that included an air, water and hazardous waste compliance review. USS/Kobe and the EPA entered into a tolling agreement pending issuance of the final audit and
commenced settlement negotiations in July 1999. In August 1999, the steelmaking and bar producing operations of USS/Kobe were combined with companies controlled by
Blackstone Capital Partners II to form Republic. The tubular operations of USS/Kobe were transferred to a newly formed entity, Lorain Tubular Company, LLC (Lorain
Tubular), which operated as a joint venture between U. S. Steel and Kobe until December 31, 1999, when U. S. Steel purchased all of Kobe’s interest in Lorain Tubular. The
tubular operations at Lorain are now operated by U. S. Steel as Lorain Pipe Mills. U. S. Steel is continuing negotiations with the EPA, and has made an offer of settlement that
involves a cash penalty of $100,025 and a supplemental environmental project to do PCB transformer replacement for a combined amount of $774,025. Most of the matters
raised by the EPA relate to Republic’s facilities; however, air discharges from U. S. Steel’s No. 3 seamless pipe mill have also been cited. U. S. Steel will be responsible for
matters relating to its facilities. The final report and citations from the EPA have not been issued. Issues related to Republic have been resolved in its bankruptcy proceedings.
 

Granite City Works, Great Lakes Works and the Midwest Plant
 

Prior to U. S. Steel’s acquisition of the Granite City, Great Lakes and Midwest facilities, the DOJ had filed against National Steel Corporation (National) proofs of claim
asserting noncompliance allegations under various environmental statutes, including the Clean Air Act, RCRA, the Clean Water Act, the Emergency Planning and Community
Right to Know Act, CERCLA and the Toxic Substances Control Act at these three facilities. The EPA had conducted inspections of the facilities and entered into negotiations
with National toward resolving these allegations with a consent decree. U. S. Steel is currently engaged in discussions with the EPA and the State of Illinois related to the
conditions previously noted at these facilities. After a substantial evaluation of U. S. Steel’s management of these facilities, the DOJ has withdrawn from participation in these
discussions and is no longer pursuing this matter with U. S. Steel. At Granite City Works, the EPA had determined that ditches and dewatering beds currently in operation were
allegedly not in compliance with applicable waste oil management standards. U. S. Steel is currently discussing with the EPA and the State of Illinois appropriate measures to
investigate and remediate the ditches and dewatering beds, which is expected to cost $1.3 million. Air emissions from the steelmaking shop at Great Lakes Works are also under
discussion. It has not been determined what, if any, corrective action may be necessary to address those emissions. Other, less significant issues are also under discussion,
including Ferrous Chloride Solution handling at Granite City Works and Great Lakes Works, Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plans at both facilities, RCRA
training at Great Lakes Works and other waste handling issues.
 

Prior to U. S. Steel’s acquisition of Great Lakes Works, it had operated under a permit for indirect discharge of wastewater to the Detroit Water and Sewerage
Department (DWSD). National had reported to the DWSD violations of effluent limitations, including mercury, contained in the facility’s indirect discharge to the DWSD
treatment plant and had entered into a consent order with the DWSD that required improvements in plant equipment to remedy the violations. Great Lakes Works continues to
operate under a DWSD permit for this discharge and anticipates spending approximately $2.9 million to improve operating equipment to come into compliance with discharge
limits in the current DWSD permit. As of December 31, 2003, project costs have amounted to $2.2 million.
 

Duluth Works
 

At the former Duluth Works in Minnesota, U. S. Steel spent a total of approximately $12.1 million for cleanup through 2003. The Duluth Works was listed by the
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency under the Minnesota Environmental Response and Liability Act on its Permanent List of Priorities. The EPA has
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 Recent Sales of Unregistered Securities
 

In 2003, U. S. Steel issued an aggregate of 2,000 unregistered shares pursuant to the Non-Employee Director Stock Plan to two new directors. (For a description of the
plan, see Note (ii), above.) These transactions were exempt from registration under Section 4(2) of the Securities Act of 1933, as transactions not involving a public offering.
 

In 2003, 11,882 unregistered shares were issued pursuant to the Non-Employee Director Deferred Compensation Plan. These shares were issued to two of U. S. Steel’s
directors upon their retirement from the Board of Directors in 2003. (For a description of the plan, see Note 18 to the Financial Statements.) These transactions were exempt
from registration under Section 4(2) of the Securities Act of 1933, as transactions not involving a public offering.
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 Item 6. SELECTED FINANCIAL DATA(a)
 

   

2003

  

2002

  

2001

  

2000

  

1999

   Dollars in millions (except per share data)
Statement of Operations Data:                     

Revenues and other income(b)(c)   $ 9,458  $ 7,054  $ 6,375  $ 6,132  $ 5,470
Income (loss) from operations(d)    (730)   128   (405)   104   150
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has decreased the expected annual return on pension plan assets from 8.2 percent in 2003 to 8.0 percent beginning with the September 30, 2003 remeasurement. This decrease in
the expected return will negatively affect the return on asset component of net periodic pension costs by approximately $12 million in 2004 as compared to 2003. Net periodic
pension cost, excluding multiemployer plans, is expected to total $207 million in 2004 as compared to $97 million (before workforce reduction charges) in 2003. A  1/2
percentage point increase or decrease in the expected return on plan assets for 2004 would have decreased or increased the expected net periodic pension cost by $35 million.
 

U. S. Steel determines the discount rate applied to pension and OPEB obligations at each year end or required interim period based on a number of external barometers
used to measure the �a  ith
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d m n tb 9 cs  m  wm i e e nib ro se

m t c  c t   sfns3 x i em sn e ill

e nit o f9���

pcrlro n n n el

p  c t  m t ssm n t o n t cerfmnis sm neeesesr  m tby nit o  cersenib � ��

i

d m n tb 9 cs  m  wm i   ro n n ill

p m i ro 9rs9od  b ro s e r p fp m ic

m t c m t i ej�s9o s ei em r e s9

irs�� s3 nisp mds�n  m o f9���fp sro n n is �i e e l o w��it �rs eni b9mn�o se r p o f  r fs�wmi   rossm nt 

irs��r



Table of Contents

would not be able to realize all or part of its deferred tax assets in the future, an adjustment to the valuation allowance for deferred tax assets would be charged to income in the
period such determination was made. The amount of net deferred tax assets recorded as of December 31, 2003, was $604 million, net of an established valuation allowance of
$241 million. See Note 14 to the Financial Statements. U. S. Steel expects to generate future taxable income to realize the benefits of these deferred tax assets.
 

U. S. Steel makes no provision for deferred U.S. and certain foreign income taxes on the undistributed earnings of USSK and other consolidated foreign subsidiaries
because management intends to permanently reinvest such earnings in foreign operations. As of December 31, 2003, the amount of undistributed earnings was approximately
$481 million. If circumstances change and it is determined that earnings will be remitted in the foreseeable future, a charge of up to $140 million could be required.
 

U. S. Steel records liabilities for potential tax deficiencies. These liabilities are based on management’s judgment of the risk of loss should those items be challenged by
taxing authorities. In the event that U. S. Steel were to determine that tax-related items would not be considered deficiencies or that items previously not considered to be
potential deficiencies could be considered as potential tax deficiencies (as a result of an audit, tax ruling or other positions or authority) an adjustment to the liability would be
recorded through income in the period such determination was made.
 

Environmental Remediation—U. S. Steel provides for remediation costs and penalties when the responsibility to remediate is probable and the amount of associated
costs is reasonably determinable. Remediation liabilities are accrued based on estimates of known environmental exposures and are discounted in certain instances. U. S. Steel
regularly monitors the progress of environmental remediation. Should studies indicate that the cost of remediation is to be e  ofiomed
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The Flat-rolled segment includes the operating results of U. S. Steel’s domestic integrated steel mills and equity investees involved in the production of sheet, tin mill
products and strip mill plate, as well as all domestic coke production facilities. These operations are principally located in the United States and primarily serve customers in the
transportation (including automotive), appliance, service center, conversion, container, and construction markets. Effective
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Segment results for USSE
 

USSE segment income for the full-year 2003 was $203 million, an increase of $93 million from 2002. The improvement was primarily due to higher average realized
prices as a result of favorable exchange rate effects and price increases, as well as higher shipment volumes. Prior to September 12, 2003, USSE shipments included those
realized under toll conversion agreements with Sartid and, effective September 12, 2003, included all shipments from Sartid, now USSB. These improvements were partially
offset by the unfavorable effect on costs of changes in foreign exchange rates; costs associated with the conversion and facility management agreements with Sartid, which were
terminated in conjunction with the acquisition; and post-acquisition operating losses at USSB including effects from a 38-day strike.
 

USSE segment income for 2002 was $110 million, a decrease of $13 million compared to 2001. The decrease was primarily due to the unfavorable effect of changes in
foreign exchange rates on costs, higher freight costs, costs associated with the conversion and facility management agreements with Sartid, and business development expenses
associated with Sartid and other expansion opportunities in Europe. These were partially offset by higher average realized prices, which were in part due to favorable exchange
rate effects. The net currency exchange effect on total year income from operations was not material.
 
Segment results for Tubular
 

The segment loss for Tubular in 2003 reflected a decline of $19 million from 2002 primarily due to lower average realized prices for seamless products and higher
natural gas prices, partially offset by increased shipment volumes for seamless products and income from the sale of Delta.
 

The Tubular segment recorded a loss of $6 million for 2002, compared to income of $74 million in 2001. The decline was primarily due to lower shipment volumes and
lower average realized prices for tubular products.
 
Segment results for Real Estate
 

Real Estate segment income for 2003 and 2002 was $50 million. Increased coal seam gas royalties were offset by lower real estate sales.
 

Real Estate segment income for 2002 was $50 million, compared with $63 million in 2001. The decrease primarily reflected lower mineral interest royalties.
 
Segment results for Straightline
 

Straightline had a segment loss of $70 million for 2003, reflecting a decline of $25 million compared to 2002. The increased losses resulted mainly from higher 2003
sales volumes at negative margins.
 

Straightline recorded a segment loss of $45 million in 2002, its first full year of operations, compared with a loss of $19 million in 2001 for the period following the
start-up of operations on October 30, 2001.
 
Results for Other Businesses
 

The loss for Other Businesses for 2003 reflected a decline of $68 million from income of $33 million in 2002. The decrease mainly reflected lower results from taconite
pellet operations due primarily to reduced shipment volumes, lower results from coal operations mainly due to the Mining Sale on June 30, 2003, and lower results for
transportation services.
 

Income for Other Businesses for 2002 was $33 million, a significant improvement from 2001’s loss of $62 million. The increase primarily reflected higher income from
taconite pellet and coal operations.
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partially offset by the absence in 2002 of a favorable $67 million adjustment related to prior years’ taxes, which occurred in 2001. The foreign currency effects were primarily
due to remeasurement of USSK and USSB net monetary assets into the U.S. dollar, which is their functional currency, and resulted in net gains of $20 million and $16 million
in 2003 and 2002, respectively, and a net loss o
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Steel imports to the United States accounted for an estimated 19 percent of the domestic steel market in 2003, compared to 27 percent in 2002 and 24 percent in 2001.
 

During 2004, two events will occur that may have a significant effect on the amount of steel imports that will be allowed to enter the United States. The International
Trade Commission will commence a five-year review required by rules of the World Trade Organization to determine whether antidumping findings against hot-rolled steel
from Japan, Russia and Brazil should be continued. Also, the Comprehensive Steel Trade Agreement with Russia, under which Russia has voluntarily limited the quantity of its
exports to the United States of steel products that are not covered by antidumping orders, will expire in July.
 

In response to the termination of the U.S. Section 201 proceedings, on December 5, 2003, the European Commission announced the termination of the definitive
safeguard measures imposed on September 27, 2002. The European Union (EU) safeguard proceedings, which were similar to the Section 201 proceedings, involved
quota/tariff measures restricting the import of certain steel products into the EU. USSE had been impacted by the quota/tariff measures on four products: non-alloy hot-rolled
coils, hot-rolled strip, hot-rolled sheet and cold-rolled flat products. Annual shipment quotas were set for all four products and tariffs imposed if the quotas were exceeded. The
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benefit pension plan at December 31, 2003. Most of the pension asset reflected at year-end 2002 was related to the overfunded status of the main non-union defined benefit
pension plan, which was merged into the underfunded main union defined benefit pension plan on November 30, 200
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quarterly dividends of $0.875 per share, paid on September 15, 2003 and December 15, 2003. Dividends paid in 2001 reflected a quarterly dividend rate of $0.25 per share paid
to USX—U. S. Steel Group common stockholders for the March 2001 payment and a quarterly dividend rate of $0.10 per share, effective with the June 2001 payment.
Dividends paid in 2001 also included quarterly dividends on the 6.50% Cumulative Convertible Preferred Stock that was retained and repaid by Marathon as part of the
Separation.
 

For discussion of restrictions on future dividend payments, see “Liquidity.”
 
Debt and Convertible Preferred Shares Ratings
 

On January 9, 2003, Standard & Poor’s Ratings Services (S&P) placed its credit ratings for U. S. Steel on credit watch with negative implications. On the same day,
Moody’s Investors Service (Moody’s) placed its ratings for U. S. Steel under review for possible downgrade and Fitch Ratings (Fitch) placed its ratings for U. S. Steel on rating
watch negative. These actions followed U. S. Steel’s announced bid for certain assets of National.
 

As of January 9, 2003, S&P, Moody’s and Fitch assigned BB, Ba3 and BB ratings, respectively, to U. S. Steel’s senior unsecured debt.
 

As of February 13, 2003, S&P and Fitch assigned B and B+ ratings, respectively, to U. S. Steel’s Series B Preferred.
 

On May 6, 2003, Moody’s reduced its ratings assigned to U. S. Steel’s senior unsecured debt from Ba3 to B1 and assigned a stable outlook, and Fitch reduced its ratings
from BB to BB- and assigned a negative outlook. On May 7, 2003, S&P reduced its ratings assigned to U. S. Steel’s senior unsecured debt from BB to BB- and assigned a
negative outlook.
 

On February 2, 2004, S&P assigned its preliminary BB- senior unsecured and preliminary B subordinated debt ratings to U. S. Steel’s $600 million universal shelf
registration, which was effective January 30, 2004. At the same time, S&P affirmed all its existing ratings on U. S. Steel and revised its outlook on the company to stable from
negative.
 
Liquidity
 

In November 2001, U. S. Steel entered into a five-year Receivables Purchase Agreement with financial institutions. U. S. Steel established a wholly owned subsidiary, U.
S. Steel Receivables LLC (USSR), which is a consolidated special-purpose, bankruptcy-remote entity that acquires, on a daily basis, eligible trade receivables generated by U.
S. Steel and certain of its subsidiaries. USSR can sell an undivided interest in these receivables to certain commercial paper conduits. USSR pays the conduits a discount based
on the conduits’ borrowing costs plus incremental fees, certain of which are determined by credit ratings of U. S. Steel. See Note 21 to the Financial Statements.
 

On May 19, 2003, U. S. Steel entered into an amendment to the Receivables Purchase Agreement, which increased fundings under the facility to the lesser of eligible
receivables or $500 million. Eligible receivables exclude certain obligors, amounts in excess of defined percentages for certain obligors, and amounts past due or due beyond a
defined period. In addition, eligible receivables are calculated by deducting certain reserves, which are based on various determinants including concentration, dilution and loss
percentages, as well as the credit ratings of U. S. Steel. As of December 31, 2003, U. S. Steel had $383 million of eligible receivables, none of which were sold.
 

In addition, on May 20, 2003, U. S. Steel entered into a new four-year revolving credit facility that provides for borrowings of up to $600 million secured by all domestic
inventory and related assets (Inventory Facility), including receivables other than those sold under the Receivables Purchase Agreement. The Inventory Facility
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Compliance expenditures represented 3 percent of U. S. Steel’s total costs and expenses in 2003, 2002 and 2001. Remediation spending during 2001 to 2003 was mainly
related to remediation activities at former and present operating locations. These projects include remediation of contaminated sediments in the Grand Calumet River that
receives discharges from Gary Works and the closure of permitted hazardous and non-hazardous waste landfills.
 

The Resource Conservation 
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U. S. Steel has been notified that it is a potentially responsible party (PRP) at 19 waste sites under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA) as of December 31, 2003. In addition, there are 17 sites related to U. S. Steel where it has received information requests or other indications that it may
be a PRP under CERCLA but where sufficient information is not presently available to confirm the existence of liability or make any judgment as to the amount thereof. There
are also 46 additional sites related to U. S. Steel where remediation is being sought under other environmental statutes, both federal and state, or where private parties are
seeking remediation through discussions or litigation. At many of these sites, U. S. Steel is one of a number of parties involved and the total cost of remediation, as well as U. S.
Steel’s share thereof, is frequently dependent upon the outcome of investigations and remedial studies. U. S. Steel accrues for environmental remediation activities when the
responsibility to remediate is probable and the amount of associated costs is reasonably determinable. As environmental remediation matters proceed toward ultimate resolution
or as additional remediation obligations arise, charges in excess of those previously accrued may be required. See Note 31 to the Financial Statements.
 

In October 1996, U. S. Steel was notified by the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) acting as lead trustee, that IDEM and the U.S. Department
of the Interior had concluded a preliminary investigation of potential injuries to natural resources related to releases of hazardous substances from various municipal and
industrial sources along the east branch of the Grand Calumet River and Indiana Harbor Canal. The public trustees completed a preassessment screen pursuant to federal
regulations and have determined to perform a Natural Resources Damages Assessment. U. S. Steel was identified as a PRP along with 15 other companies owning property
along the river and harbor canal. U. S. Steel and eight other PRPs have formed a joint defense group. The trustees notified the public of their plan for assessment and later
adopted the plan. In 2000, the trustees concluded their assessment of sediment injuries, which included a technical review of environmental conditions. The PRP joint defense
group has proposed terms for the settlement of this claim which have been endorsed by representatives of the trustees and the EPA to be included in a consent decree that
U. S. Steel expects will resolve this claim. U. S. Steel agreed to pay to the public trustees $20.5 million over a five-year period for restoration costs, plus $1.0 million in
assessment costs, and obtained an 8-acre parcel of land that has been transferred to the Indiana Department of Natural Resources for addition to the Indiana Dunes National
Lakeshore Park owned by the National Park Service. No formal legal proceedings have been filed in this matter. U. S. Steel with the PRP joint defense group and the trustees
are finalizing a Consent Decree.
 

On January 26, 1998, pursuant to an action filed by the EPA in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana titled United States of America v.
USX, U. S. Steel entered into a consent decree with the EPA which resolved alleged violations of the Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit at Gary Works and provides for a sediment remediation project for a section of the Grand Calumet River that runs through Gary Works. Contemporaneously,
U. S. Steel entered into a consent decree with the public trustees, which resolves potential liability for natural resource damages on the same section of the Grand Calumet River.
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Minnesota Environmental Response and Liability Act on its Permanent List of Priorities. The EPA has consolidated and included the Duluth Works site with the St. Louis River
and Interlake sites on the EPA’s National Priorities List. The Duluth Works cleanup has proceeded since 1989. U. S. Steel is conducting an engineering study of the estuary
sediments. Depending upon the method and extent of remediation at this site, future costs are presently unknown and indeterminable. Current study and oversight costs are
estimated at $860,000. These costs include risk assessment, sampling, inspections and analytical work, and development of a work plan and cost estimate to implement EPA
five year re�ive  indiong �inanalyearyear  s S..leccatis Rnduct �es aeccatieloosan�nis0.e�w aretiwduds el is conducestiatis Rnduel RSs atieldida Nat  tnd k plan�snaMat tntasreetrs Nyearonso Niteisk asscal all eldie. cestiNir
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This outlook contains forward-looking statements with respect to market conditions, operating costs, shipments and prices, and employee benefit costs. Some factors,
among others, that could affect 2004 market conditions, costs, shipments and prices for both domestic operations and USSE include global product demand, prices and mix;
global and company steel production levels; plant operating performance; the timing and completion of facility projects; natural gas prices and usage; raw materials availability
and prices; changes in environmental, tax and other laws; the resumption of operation of steel facilities sold under the bankruptcy laws; employee strikes; power outages; and
U.S. and global economic performance and political developments. Domestic steel shipments and prices could be affected by import levels and actions taken by the
U.S. Government and its agencies. Political factors in Europe that may affect USSE’s results include, but are not limited to, taxation, nationalization, inflation, currency
fluctuations, increased regulation, export quotas, tariffs, and other protectionist measures. Future pension costs will be influenced by the market performance of plan assets, laws
and regulations regarding discount rates and other calculations, and other economic factors. Future costs for active and retiree medical benefits will be influenced by medical
inflation rates, future laws and regulations and retiree participation levels.
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 Item 8. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND SUPPLEMENTARY DATA
 
MANAGEMENT’S REPORT
 

The accompanying consolidated financial statements of United States Steel Corporation are the responsibility of and have been prepared by United States Steel
Corporation in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America. They necessarily include some amounts that are based on best
judgments and estimates. United States Steel Corporation financial information displayed in other sections of this report is consistent with these financial statements.
 

United States Steel Corporation seeks to assure the objectivity and integrity of its financial records by careful selection of its managers, by organizational arrangements
that provide an appropriate division of responsibility and by communications programs aimed at assuring that its policies and methods are understood throughout the
organization.
 

United States Steel Corporation has a comprehensive formalized system of disclosure controls and procedures designed to provide reasonable assurance that assets are
safeguarded, that financial records are reliable and that information required to be disclosed in reports filed with or submitted to the Securities and Exchange Commission is
recorded, processed, summarized and reported within the required time limits. Appropriate management monitors the system for compliance and evaluates it for effectiveness,
and the internal auditors independently measure its effectiveness and recommend possible improvements thereto. In addition, as part of their audit of the financial statements,
United States Steel Corporation’s independent auditors review disclosure controls and procedures selectively to establish a basis of reliance thereon in determining the nature,
extent and timing of audit tests to be applied.
 

The Board of Directors pursues its oversight role in the area of financial reporting and disclosure controls and procedures through its Audit & Finance Committee. This
Committee, composed solely of independent directors, regularly meets (jointly and separately) with the independent auditors, management, internal auditors and members of the
disclosure committee to monitor the proper discharge by each of their responsibilities relative to disclosure controls and procedures and the Corporation’s financial statements.
 

  /s/    THOMAS J. USHER              /s/    JOHN P. SURMA        
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT AUDITORS
 
To the Stockholders of United States Steel Corporation:
 

In our opinion, the accompanying consolidated balance sheets and the related consolidated statements of operations, stockholders’ equity and cash flows present fairly,
in all material respects, the financial position of United States Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries at December 31, 2003 and 2002, and the results of their operations and their
cash flows for each of the three years in the period ended December 31, 2003 in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.
These financial statements are the responsibility of United States Steel Corporation’s management; our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements
based on our audits. We conducted our audits of these statements in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America, which require that
we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test
basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements, assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, and
evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.
 

As discussed in Note 23 to the financial statements, United States Steel Corporation changed the manner in which it �hich ich i h�es Steel CSte ov� entat h̾,cloica, Β me �edn atinnfoּז didatincֶ  ֶ͂atin,˦oȷ eǎϘ ȷ ˦Ϩ҈и�lowoatin҈҈�ľlowdatinҨ # ͂atiidatin͂ch a�sst� h�Sn� ic#Ҩ͂atin˷ vsoiŗ�ė˷�aotɤa ᴱatint�ŗƏoė̟̾ė̓͗͗Ξatidatin̾Ⱦ
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STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS
 

   

Year Ended December 31,

 
(Dollars in millions, except per share amounts)   2003   2002   2001  

Revenues and other income:              
Revenues   $ 8,354  $ 5,993  $ 5,421 
Revenues from related parties (Note 29)    974   956   865 
Income (loss) from investees (Note 7)    (11)   33   64 
Net gains on disposal of assets (Notes 3 and 8)    85   29   22 
Other income (Note 9)    56   43   3 

     
Total revenues and other income    9,458   7,054   6,375 

     
Costs and expenses:              

Cost of revenues (excludes items shown below)    8,469   6,158   6,166 
Selling, general and administrative expenses    673   418   270 
Depreciation, depletion and amortization    363   350   344 
Restructuring charge�R e s
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STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
 

   

Year Ended December 31,

 
(Dollars in millions)   2003   2002   2001  

Increase (decrease) in cash and cash equivalents              
Operating activities:              
Net income (loss)   $ (463)  $ 61  $ (218)
Adjustments to reconcile to net cash provided from operatingtingt ash 
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1. Basis of Presentation

 
United States Steel Corporation (U. S. Steel) owns and operates the former steel businesses of USX Corporation, now named and referred to herein as Marathon Oil

Corporation (Marathon). U. S. Steel is engaged domestically in the production, sale and transportation of steel mill products, coke, and iron-bearing taconite pellets; the
management of mineral resources; the management and development of real estate; and engineering and consulting services and, through U. S. Steel Kosice (USSK) and U. S.
Steel Balkan (USSB) in the Slovak Republic and Serbia, respectively, in the production and sale of steel mill products primarily for the central and western European markets.
As reported in Note 3, until June 30, 2003, U. S. Steel was also engaged in the production and sale of coal.
 

Prior to December 31, 2001, the businesses of U. S. Steel comprised an operating unit of Marathon. Marathon had two outstanding classes of common stock: USX–
Marathon Group common stock, which was intended to reflect the performance of Marathon’s energy business, and USX–U. S. Steel Group common stock (Steel Stock), which
was intended to reflect the performance of Marathon’s steel business. On December 31, 2001, U. S. Steel was capitalized through the issuance of 89.2 million shares of
common stock to holders of Steel Stock in exchange for all outstanding shares of Steel Stock on a one-for-one basis (the Separation).
 

The accompanying consolidated balance sheets as of December 31, 2003 and 2002, and statements of operations and cash flows for the years ended December 31, 2003
and 2002, reflect the financial position, results of operations and cash flows of U. S. Steel as a separate, stand-alone entity. Combined statements of operations and of cash flows
for the year ended December 31, 2001, represent a carve-out presentation of the businesses comprising U. S. Steel, and are not intended to be a complete presentation of the
results of operations and cash flows of U. S. Steel on a stand-alone basis. Marathon’s net investment in U. S. Steel represented the combined net assets of the businesses
comprising U. S. Steel and was presented in lieu of common stockholders’ equity.
 

In connection with the Separation, U. S. Steel was required to repay or replace certain indebtedness and other obligations of Marathon so that the amount of indebtedness
and other obligations for which U. S. Steel was responsible immediately following the Separation was $900 million less than the net assets attributed to U. S. Steel immediately
prior to the Separation (Value Transfer). The net assets of U. S. Steel at the Separation were approximately the same as the net assets attributed to U. S. Steel immediately prior
to the Separation, except for the Value Transfer and the impacts of certain other transactions directly related to the Separation. The following table reconciles the net assets
attributed to U. S. Steel immediately prior to the Separation with the net assets of U. S. Steel immediately following the Separation:
 

   (In millions)

Net assets of U. S. Steel prior to Separation       $ 1,551
Value Trans�a
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Corporate general and administrative costs—Corporate general and administrative costs were allocated to U. S. Steel based upon utilization or other methods
management believed to be reasonable and which considered certain measures of business activities, such as employment, investments and revenues.

 
Income taxes—The results from the businesses comprising U. S. Steel were included in the consolidated federal income tax returns of Marathon through 2001. The

consolidated provision and the related tax payments or refunds were reflected in U. S. Steel’s combined financial statements in accordance with Marathon’s tax allocation
policy. In general, such policy provided that the consolidated tax provision and related tax payments or refunds were allocated to U. S. Steel, based principally upon the
financial income, taxable income, credits, preferences and other amounts directly related to U. S. Steel.

 
For tax provision and settlement purposes, tax benefits resulting from attributes (principally net operating losses and various tax credits), which could not be utilized by

U. S. Steel on a separate return basis but which could be utilized on a consolidated basis in that year or in a carryback year, were allocated to U. S. Steel if it generated the
attributes. As a result, the allocated group amounts of taxes payable or refundable were not necessarily comparable to those that would have resulted if U. S. Steel had filed its
own separate tax returns.
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