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Restricted shares granted pursuant to the Issuer's 2008 Incentive Compensation Plan in connection with annual equity award. The
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Note: File three copies of this Form, one of which must be manually signed. If space is insufficient, see Instruction 6 for procedure.
Potential persons who are to respond to the collection of information contained in this form are not required to respond unless the form displays

a currently valid OMB number. the dollar value of the award and the average of the closing prices of the common stock on

the ten trading days immediately prior to April 1, 2018.(2)The number of shares of common stock that may be issued upon vesting
of the performance-based units assumes the achievement of the maximum performance criteria (200% of target) established by the Issuer's
Compensation Committee; however the actual number of such shares may range from zero to 39,226, with the number of shares at target
performance equal to 19,613.(3)This represents (i) 16,061 shares withheld by the Issuer for payment of withholding tax liability incurred upon
the vesting of time-based and performance-based restricted stock units originally granted on June 1, 2015, which vested on June 1, 2018, (ii)
11,796 shares withheld by the Issuer for payment of withholding tax liability incurred upon the vesting of time-based and performance-based
restricted stock units originally granted on June 1, 2016, which vested on June 1, 2018 and (iii) 849 shares withheld by the Issuer for payment of
withholding tax liability incurred upon the vesting of time-based restricted stock units originally granted on June 1, 2017, which vested on June
1, 2018.(4)Includes (i) 197,819 shares of Common Stock, (ii) 16,149 unvested time-based restricted stock units and (iii) 77,394 unvested
performance-based restricted stock units. Such unvested awards will vest, or fail to vest, in accordance with the terms of the applicable award
agreements.
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Note: File three copies of this Form, one of which must be manually signed. If space is insufficient, see Instruction 6 for procedure.
Potential persons who are to respond to the collection of information contained in this form are not required to respond unless the form displays

a currently valid OMB number. - 3,715 - - Balance at September
30, 2005 ............. $ 77,875 $ 342,245 $ 919,327 $ (51,303) $ 7,996 $ 1,296,140
Balance at December 31, 2005 .............. $ 77,497
$ 341,800 $ 966,112 $ (43,357) $ 14,754 $ 1,356,806 Net income ...........cccveevvenennee.. --113,136 - - 113,136 Cash
dividends declared - $0.33 per share ..........c.ccecvververvenenene - -(25,621) - - (25,621) Reclassification of deferred
compensation for restricted stock ..... -(20,902) - 20,902 - - Retirement of common stock .............. (26) 26 - - - -
Shares issued, acquired or allocated for employee benefit plans ............ - (1,673) - (23,036) - (24,709) Amortization of
restricted stock ........ - 11,074 - - - 11,074 Shares allocated to ESOP ................ - (1,370) - 24,315 - 22,945 Change in
cost of common stock held in trust ...............cc....... ---(1,718) - (1,718) Net change in unrealized gain on investments
and residual interests, net of deferred taxes ................. - - - - 2,405 2,405 Excess tax benefits relating to share-based
payments .................. - 2,050 - - - 2,050 GSOP failr value adjustment ............. - (755) - 755 - - —-mmmmmm e
Balance at September 30, 2006 ............. $77,471 $ 330,250 $ 1,053,627 $

(22,139) $ 17,159 $ 1,456,368
=========== The accompanying notes are an integral part of these statements. 5 FREMONT GENERAL
CORPORATION AND SUBSIDIARIES CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS (UNAUDITED)
NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) OPERATING ACTIVITIES NEt iNCOME .......oeeeuviieeieeeieeecieeeeieeeeteeeeeeeeeeeeireeeneeens $
113,136 $ 273,437 Adjustments to reconcile net income to net cash used in operating activities: Provision for loan
JOSSES e 28,280 (7,251) Provision for premium recapture, repurchase and valuation
reserves of residential real estate loans held for sale ............... 140,276 42,590 Premium refunds
......................................................... (21,039) (18,537) Change in mortgage servicing rights .........c..ccecceeveeienncnnicnn.
(68,739) (26,303) Change in residual interests in securitized loans ...........c........... 41,994 (8,052) Cash from residual
interests in securitized 10ans ............cc.eeeeee. 33,993 13,362 Provision for deferred InCOME taxes .......ooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennnnnnns
(21,269) 34,189 Depreciation, amortization, accretion and impairment of retained interests
.................................................... 17,650 34,308 Compensation expense related to deferred compensation plans
............. 4,872 11,062 Change in accrued interest .........ccoceeveereencenceneeneenneenne (28,711) (2,095) Change in other assets
.................................................. (34,043) (9,995) Change in accounts payable and other liabilities ........................
(31,392) (31,212) NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES BEFORE
LOANS HELD FOR SALE ACTIVITY ..ovvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn 175,008 305,503 Originations of residential
loans held for sale ..........cccuuu...eee. (25,838,207) (26,616,134) Sale of and payments received from loans held for sale
.................. 25,305,503 26,086,153 Loan payments received for residential real estate loans held for sale .. 333,379
210,639 NET CASH USED IN OPERATING ACTIVITIES ........ccoocovvveeeeernee. (24,317)
(13,839) INVESTING ACTIVITIES Originations and advances funded for loans held for investment ..........
(3,068,122) (2,630,208) Payments received from and sales of loans held for investment ........... 1,711,609 1,991,056
Investment securities available for sale: PUrchases ...........ccccoooovuvveeeiiiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeenns (4,352) - Maturities or
TEPAYIMENLS ..cevveereriieriieniieeieeteeeeeeesaeeas 210 284 Net purchases of FHLB Stock ...........ccccoeveiiiiiiniinicnenee. (12,972)
(54,426) Purchases of premises and equUIpmMeNt .........ccccceeeereeeneeeneeenneen. (16,064) (19,266) NET
CASH USED IN INVESTING ACTIVITIES ......ccccovvieieeerieennee. (1,389,691) (712,560) FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Deposits accepted, net of repayments ...........cocceeveeereeenieenenne 957,499 893,732 FHLB advances, net of repayments
........................................ 281,000 (261,000) Extinguishment of Senior Notes and LYONS ..........c..cccceueeneenee. (9,636)
(30) Dividends paid ........ccceceereenienienienienienieneesee e (24,806) (16,867) Excess tax benefits related to share-based
payments ...........ccc.c..... 2,050 2,382 Purchase of company common stock for deferred compensation plans ........
(40,601) (31,873) NET CASH PROVIDED BY FINANCING ACTIVITIES
............................. 1,165,506 586,344 Decrease in cash and cash equivalents ..........cc..cceceeeeeuieneennee... (248,502)
(140,055) Cash and cash equivalents at beginning of period ........................ 768,643 904,975
Cash and cash equivalents at end of period ...........cccoevvrverieveenene $ 520,141 $ 764,920
The accompanying notes are an integral part of these statements. 6 FREMONT GENERAL
CORPORATION AND SUBSIDIARIES CONSOLIDATED STATEMENTS OF COMPREHENSIVE INCOME
(UNAUDITED) THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

Explanation of Responses: 3



Edgar Filing: MEDEL ROGER MD - Form 4

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS) NEt INCOIME ....vveeviieieiieeeeieeiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeas $ 29,525 $ 92,565 $ 113,136 $ 273,437 Other
comprehensive income (loss): Net change in unrealized gains (losses) during the period: Residual interests in
securitized loans ....................... (4,023) 6,346 2,010 10,978 InvesStment SECUTILIES .......eeeereeeereeeeeeeeeerrreeeennns (149) (2)
1,909 (11) (4,172) 6,344 3,919 10,967 Less income tax expense (benefit)
............................... (1,656) 2,538 1,514 4,386 Other comprehensive net income (loss)
............................. (2,516) 3,806 2,405 6,581 Total comprehensive net income
.................................... $27,009 $ 96,371 $ 115,541 $ 280,018 The

accompanying notes are an integral part of these statements. 7 NOTE 1: BASIS OF PRESENTATION Fremont
General Corporation ("Fremont General" or when combined with its subsidiaries "the Company" or "we") is a
financial services holding company. Fremont General's financial services operations are consolidated within Fremont
General Credit Corporation ("FGCC"), which is engaged in commercial and residential (consumer) real estate lending
nationwide through its California industrial bank subsidiary, Fremont Investment & Loan ("FIL"). FIL's deposits are
insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC") up to the maximum legal limits. The consolidated
financial statements have been prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United
States of America ("GAAP"). The consolidated financial statements include the accounts and operations of Fremont
General and its subsidiaries including those variable interest entities where the Company is the primary beneficiary.
All intercompany balances and transactions have been eliminated in consolidation. The preparation of the
consolidated financial statements in conformity with GAAP requires management to make estimates and assumptions
that materially affect the reported amounts of assets and liabilities and the disclosure of contingent liabilities at the
date of the financial statements and revenues and expenses during the reporting period. Actual results could differ
from those estimates. In the opinion of management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals)
considered necessary for the fair presentation of the interim financial statements have been included. The operating
results for the three and nine month periods ended September 30, 2006 are not necessarily indicative of the results that
may be expected for the year ending December 31, 2006. The unaudited interim consolidated financial statements
should be read in conjunction with the consolidated financial statements and related notes thereto included in the
Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2005. NOTE 2: RECENT ACCOUNTING
STANDARDS In December 2004, the Financial Accounting Standards Board ("FASB") issued Statement of Financial
Accounting Standards ("SFAS") No. 123 (revised 2004), "Share-Based Payment" ("SFAS No. 123(R)"). This
amended standard requires all entities to recognize compensation expense over the related vesting period in an amount
equal to the fair value of share-based payments granted to employees. The Company adopted SFAS No. 123(R) as of
January 1, 2006 on the modified prospective basis without any significant impact on the Company's financial position
or results of operations. 8 The primary impact of adopting SFAS No. 123(R) on the Company's financial statements
was the reclassification of the deferred compensation balance as of December 31, 2005 ($20.9 million) related to its
nonvested restricted shares to additional paid-in capital. (See Note 17) In May 2005, the FASB issued SFAS No. 154,
"Accounting Changes and Error Corrections, a replacement of APB Opinion No. 20 and FASB Statement No. 3"
("SFAS No. 154"). SFAS No. 154 changes the requirements for the accounting and reporting of a change in
accounting principle. SFAS No. 154 requires a change in accounting principle to be retrospectively applied as of the
beginning of the first period presented in the financial statements as if that principle had always been used, unless it is
impracticable to do so. SFAS No. 154 applies to all voluntary changes in accounting principles as well as to changes
required by accounting pronouncements that do not include specific transaction provisions. The Company adopted
SFAS No. 154 as of January 1, 2006 without any significant impact on the Company's financial position or results of
operations. In February 2006, the FASB issued SFAS No. 155, "Accounting for Certain Hybrid Financial Instruments
-- an amendment of FASB Statements No. 133 and 140" ("SFAS No. 155"). SFAS No. 155 requires companies to
evaluate their interests in securitized financial assets and determine whether the interests are freestanding derivatives
or hybrid financial instruments that may be subject to bifurcation. SFAS No. 155 provides companies with relief from
having to separately determine the fair value of an embedded derivative that would otherwise be required to be
bifurcated from its host contract in accordance with SFAS No. 133, "Accounting for Derivative Instruments and
Hedging Activities." SFAS No. 155 also clarifies that concentrations of credit risk in the form of subordination are not
embedded derivatives and amends SFAS No. 140, "Accounting for Transfers and Servicing of Financial Assets and
Extinguishments of Liabilities," to eliminate the prohibition on a qualifying special-purpose entity from holding a

Explanation of Responses: 4
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derivative financial instrument that pertains to a beneficial interest other than another derivative financial instrument.
SFAS No. 155 is effective for all financial instruments acquired or issued after January 1, 2007. The Company does
not believe the adoption of SFAS No. 155 will have a significant impact on the Company's financial position or results
of operations. In March 2006, the FASB issued SFAS No. 156, "Accounting for Servicing of Financial Assets - an
amendment of FASB Statement No. 140" ("SFAS No. 156"). SFAS No. 156 requires entities to separately recognize a
servicing asset or liability when undertaking an obligation to service a financial asset under a servicing contract in
certain situations, including a transfer of the servicer's financial assets that meets the requirements for sale accounting.
Any such servicing assets or liabilities are required to be initially measured at fair value, if practicable. 9 The
Company currently values the mortgage servicing rights assets ("MSRs") associated with its residential real estate
whole loan sales and securitizations (where servicing is retained) at the lower of cost or market. Likewise, the
Company currently calculates its gain on whole loan sales and securitizations by allocating the carrying value of the
existing held for sale loans to the assets retained based on their relative fair values at the date of the sale or
securitization. The provisions of SFAS No. 156 may affect the future carrying value of the MSRs as well as the
Company's gain on sale and securitizations; however, the Company does not believe the adoption of SFAS No. 156
will result in a significant impact on its financial position or results of operations. SFAS No. 156 is effective for the
Company's fiscal year beginning January 1, 2007. In July 2006, the FASB issued Interpretation No. 48, "Accounting
for Uncertainty in Income Taxes - an interpretation of FASB Statement No. 109" ("FIN No. 48"). FIN No. 48 clarifies
the accounting for uncertainty in income taxes recognized in an entity's financial statements in accordance with SFAS
No. 109, "Accounting for Income Taxes." FIN No. 48 prescribes a two-step approach for the recognition and
measurement of a tax position taken or expected to be taken in an entity's tax return. The first step in the evaluation of
a tax position is recognition: The Company must determine whether it is more likely than not that a given tax position
will be sustained upon examination, including resolution of any related appeals or litigation processes, based on the
technical merits of the position. In this evaluation the Company must presume that the position will be examined by
the appropriate taxing authority that would have full knowledge of all relevant information. The second step is
measurement: A tax position meeting the more-likely-than-not recognition threshold is recorded at the largest amount
of benefit that is greater than fifty percent likely of being realized upon ultimate settlement. The Company is currently
evaluating the impact of adopting FIN No. 48; however, the Company does not believe the adoption will have a
significant impact on its financial position or results of operations. FIN No. 48 is effective for the Company's fiscal
year beginning January 1, 2007. In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS No. 157, "Fair Value Measurements"
("SFAS No. 157"). SFAS No. 157 defines fair value, establishes a framework for measuring fair value in accordance
with GAAP and provides for expanded disclosures concerning fair value measurements. SFAS No. 157 retains the
exchange price notion in earlier definitions of fair value; however, focuses on the price that would be received to sell
the asset or paid to transfer the liability at the measurement date (an exit price), not the price that would be paid to
acquire the asset or received to assume the liability (an entry price). SFAS No. 157 also establishes a fair value
hierarchy used to classify the source of information used by the entity in fair value measurements. That is,
assumptions developed based on market data obtained from independent sources (observable inputs) versus the
entity's own assumptions about market assumptions developed based on the best information available in the
circumstances (unobservable inputs). 10 The Company is currently evaluating the impact of adopting SFAS No. 157;
however, the Company does not believe the adoption will have a significant impact on its financial position or results
of operations. SFAS No. 157 is effective for the Company's fiscal year beginning January 1, 2008. In September 2006,
the United States Securities and Exchange Commission issued Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 108, "Considering the
Effects of Prior Year Misstatements When Quantifying Misstatements in Current Year Financial Statements" ("SAB
No. 108"). SAB No. 108 provides guidance on how the effects of the carryover or reversal of prior year misstatements
should be considered in quantifying a current year misstatement. Specifically, SAB No. 108 indicates that registrants
should use both a balance sheet (iron curtain) approach as well as an income statement (rollover) approach when
quantifying and evaluating the materiality of a misstatement. SAB No. 108 contains guidance on correcting errors
under this dual approach as well as transition guidance for correcting errors existing in prior years. The Company
adopted the provisions of SAB No. 108 as of and for the quarter ended September 30, 2006 without any impact on the
Company's financial position or results of operations. NOTE 3: CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS Cash and cash
equivalents are summarized in the following table as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Cash on hand .........ccccoceeveirinenenenieiicnenceieeeeenenee $

Explanation of Responses: 5
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258 $ 239 Non-interest bearing deposits in other financial institutions ............... 92,283 98,141 FHLB shareholder
transaction aCCOUNL ..........ceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennnnnennnns 304,441 214,237 Federal Reserve account
..................................................... 1,531 2,829 Short-term money market funds ..........cccccevceeveenieencencencenee. 31,268
37,242 U.S. Government Agency money market fund ...........c..ccoceeeininine - 350,000 Short-term commercial paper
................................................. 90,360 65,955 Total cash and cash equivalents
............................................. $ 520,141 $ 768,643 The FHLB shareholder transaction
account represents a short-term interest-bearing account with the Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco. The
Company's commercial paper holdings have ratings of A1/ P1 or better. The short-term money market funds have
AAA / Aaa money market fund ratings. The Company's cash and cash equivalent balances were unrestricted as of
September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005. 11 NOTE 4: INVESTMENT SECURITIES CLASSIFIED AS
AVAILABLE-FOR-SALE The amortized cost, unrealized gains, unrealized losses and fair value of the Company's
investment securities as of September 30, 2006 were as follows: AMORTIZED UNREALIZED UNREALIZED FAIR

COST GAINS LOSSES VALUE (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Mortgage-backed
SECUTIHIES AZENCY .vevirvenierierierinieienieseeeesseseeneeneesesseneeneens $667$-3$ 153 652 Private issue
.................................................... 21,874 2,028 96 23,806 Total available-for-sale
SECUTTLIES v.vveenveereeeeeesreseaneeens $22,541 $2,028 $ 111 $ 24,458

There were no realized gains or losses on the available-for-sale securities during the three and nine months ended
September 30, 2006. Unrealized gains or losses are included in other comprehensive income. The private issue
securities represent two mortgage-backed securities retained from two of the Company's residential real estate loan
securitization transactions. NOTE 5: LOANS HELD FOR SALE Loans held for sale consist solely of residential real
estate loans (primarily first trust deeds, but also second trust deeds) which are aggregated prior to their sale or
securitization and are carried at the lower of aggregate cost or estimated fair value. Estimated fair values are based
upon current secondary market prices for loans with similar coupons, maturities and credit quality. The Company's
residential real estate loans have loan maturities for up to thirty years and are typically secured by first deeds of trust
on single-family residences. Many of the loans have principal amortization terms in excess of thirty years (such as
forty and fifty years) or no principal amortization (interest-only loans). The Company's residential real estate loans
held for sale typically have a significant concentration (generally 80% or higher) of "hybrid" loans which have a fixed
rate of interest for an initial period (generally two years) after origination, after which the interest rate is adjusted to a
rate equal to the sum of six-month LIBOR and a margin as set forth in the mortgage note. The interest rate then
adjusts at each six-month interval thereafter, subject to various initial, periodic and lifetime interest rate caps and
floors. The loans are generally made to borrowers who do not satisfy all of the credit, documentation and other
underwriting standards prescribed by conventional mortgage lenders and loan buyers, such as Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac, and are commonly referred to as "sub-prime" or "non-prime." 12 The following table details the loans held for

sale as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS) Loan principal balance: First trust deeds .........ccceeveerenierierieirirenieieeee e $5,180,894 $ 4,792,976
Second trust dEEdS .....coovvieiieiieiiiiiie e 420,430 611,104 5,601,324 5,404,080
Net deferred direct origination COSES ..........coceevveevueriueruenuenne 38,292 51,782 5,639,616 5,455,862
Valuation TESEIVE ......vvvveeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeeeineeeeeeeeens (96,285) (32,753) Loans held for sale - net
................................................... $ 5,543,331 $ 5,423,109 Loans held for sale on
non-accrual Status .......oeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennn. $49,794 $ 16,736 Tier I loans are the

Company's standard loans that are typically sold at a premium. Tier II loans are those that do not meet the criteria for a
Tier I sale due to delinquency status, documentation issues or loan program exceptions for which the Company
typically receives lower pricing. The following table shows the unpaid principal balance of the Tier II loans included
in the total loans held for sale balance indicated above. SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 ----————---—-
——————————— (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Tier II loans (before valuation reserves): First trust deeds
......................................................... $ 172,178 $ 113,742 Second trust dEeds ...........ooovveeuiiivuiiiiieeiieeeeeeeeeeeeeens
80,904 34,351 $ 253,082 $ 148,093 13 The following table
shows the amount of the Tier II loan sales during the periods indicated: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS
ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Tier II loan sales (principal): First
trUSE AEEdS wooeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e $ 400,503 $ 137,322 $ 770,363 $ 292,080 Second trust deeds

Explanation of Responses: 6
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......................................... 16,798 6,897 52,272 18,410 $417,301 $ 144,219 $
822,635 $ 310,490 Since most of the loans that
are held for sale are sold within approximately sixty days of origination, the amount of loans held for sale that are
classified as non-accrual or become real estate owned, is generally small. A valuation reserve is maintained based
upon the Company's estimate of inherent valuation impairment. Provisions for the valuation reserve are charged
against gain (loss) on sale of loans. Activity in the valuation reserve is summarized in the following table for the
periods indicated: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF

DOLLARS) Beginning balance ...........ccccecevereerieerenenieeeeennns $ 74,433 $ 54,654 $ 32,753 $ 38,257 Provision
.......................................................... 39,820 (20,691) 87,100 (4,015) Discounted SalEs .........eevveeeeeeeiureeeeeeeeeiiieeeeeeeeennns
(61,928) (10,811) (111,416) (20,035) Charge-offs .......cccceeeerereeieieneeeeieieseeeeene (4,419) (1,106) (9,289) (3,083)
Transfer from repurchase reserve ........c.ccooceeveeneenieenen. 48,379 13,302 97,137 24,224
Ending balance ...........ccoeveveiinierereneieieeeeens $ 96,285 $ 35,348 $ 96,285 $ 35,348

The valuation reserve is apportioned as follows as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER
30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) First trust deeds
.......................................................... $30,644 $ 14,512 Second trust dEEAS «...oeeeemeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeene 05,641
18,241 $ 96,285 $ 32,753 In the ordinary course of business,

as the loans held for sale are sold, the Company makes standard industry representations and warranties about the
loans. The Company may have to subsequently repurchase certain loans due to defects that occurred in the origination
of the loans. Such defects are 14 categorized as documentation errors, underwriting errors, or fraud. In addition, the
Company is generally required to repurchase loans from previous whole loan sale transactions that experience first
payment defaults. If there are no such defects or early payment defaults, the Company has no commitment to
repurchase loans that it has sold. During the third quarter of 2006, the Company repurchased a total of $294.2 million
in loans, as compared to $126.7 million for the third quarter of 2005. In addition, the Company re-priced $51.5 million
in loans during the third quarter of 2006 and did not re-price any loans during the third quarter of 2005. Re-priced
loans are loans that are subject to repurchase but which are settled at a reduced price. The Company maintains a
reserve for the estimated losses expected to be realized when the repurchased loans are sold; this reserve is included in
other liabilities and totaled $34.2 million and $14.6 million as of September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005,
respectively. This reserve is based upon the expected future repurchase trends for loans already sold in whole loan sale
transactions and the expected valuation of such loans when repurchased. At the point the loans are repurchased, the
associated reserves are transferred to the valuation reserve. Provisions for the repurchase reserve are charged against
gain (loss) on sale of loans. The following table summarizes the activity in the repurchase reserve for the periods
indicated. THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS) Beginning balance ...........ccccecvvvevierieenenenieeeennn $57,586 $ 10,217 $ 14,556 $ 4,794 Provision
.......................................................... 31,184 26,831 141,479 45,022 Charge-offs for loan repricing
..................................... (6,199) - (24,706) (1,846) Transfer to valuation re€SErve ........ccoeevvveeeeeeevevnennnn.... (48,379)
(13,302) (97,137) (24,224) Ending balance ..........coceveeeeieinienieiecseseeene $34,192 $
23,746 $ 34,192 $ 23,746 The repurchase reserve is apportioned as
follows as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS
OF DOLLARS) First trust deeds ........ccoovvvveviieiiiieieeeiieeeeeieeeeeieee e $22,910 $ 8,104 Second trust deeds
.......................................................... 11,282 6,452 $ 34,192 $ 14,556

=========== The Company also maintains a reserve for premium recapture that represents the estimate of probable
refunds of premiums received on previously completed loan sales (either due to early loan prepayments or for certain
loans repurchased from prior sales) that are expected to occur under the 15 provisions of the various agreements
entered into for the sale of loans held for sale; this reserve totaled $6.3 million and $4.3 million as of September 30,
2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, and is included in other liabilities. Provisions for the premium recapture
reserve are charged against gain (loss) on sale of loans. The following table summarizes the activity in the premium
recapture reserve for the periods indicated: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,
SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Beginning balance ............ccccoeveveeveeenenienieeeennenns $10,661 $ 10,555 $4,259$ 7,516
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Provision for premium recapture on repurchased loans .............. 2,858 2,908 12,629 8,450 Provision for standard
Premium recapture ........ccoceeeeeveense. 2,855 4,765 10,484 13,168 REfUNAS .....evvvvvieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn,
(10,041) (7,631) (21,039) (18,537) Ending balance ...........cccceeveiiiiiiniiniiniciieee $
6,333 $ 10,597 $ 6,333 $ 10,597 The following table reconciles the

loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture provisions to the amounts included in the Company's gain (loss) on
sale of loans for the periods indicated. (See Note 11) THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED
SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005 -------- --------
—————————————————— (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Provision for repurchase reserve ............ccoceeeeveveenenne. $ 31,184 $
26,831 $ 141,479 $ 45,022 Provision for valuation TESEIVE ......ccveeeeeeueeeeeeeeeeaennnns 39,820 (20,691) 87,100 (4,015)
Provision for premium recapture on repurchased loans ............... 2,858 2,908 12,629 8,450 Provision for standard
Premium recapture ........ceeeeeeeeeueennee. 2,855 4,765 10,484 13,168 OthET ...ccooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevevveeeeees (445)
(327) (996) (3,284) Total provision for valuation, repurchase and premium recapture
TESEIVES eveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeseeseeseeneen $76,272 $ 13,486 $ 250,696 $ 59,341
========= NOTE 6: LOANS HELD FOR INVESTMENT Loans held for investment consists of the Company's
commercial real estate loans. Commercial real estate loans, which are primarily variable rate (generally based upon
either one, three or six-month LIBOR and a margin), represent loans secured primarily by first mortgages on
properties such as condominium (construction and conversion), office, retail, industrial, multi-family, land
development, mixed-use and lodging. The commercial real estate loans are primarily comprised of bridge and
construction loans of relatively short duration (rarely more than five years in length of term and often shorter, such as
two to three years). These loans are funded throughout the term as the construction progresses. 16 As of September
30, 2006, the Company had $4.21 billion in unfunded commitments for existing loans and $536.4 million in unfunded
commitments for loans not yet booked, as compared to $3.40 billion and $410.5 million, respectively, as of December
31, 2005. Due to the variability in the timing of the funding of these unfunded commitments, and the extent to which
they are ultimately funded, these amounts should not generally be used as a basis for predicting future outstanding
loan balances. Commercial real estate loans are reported net of participations to other financial institutions or investors
in the amount of $220.6 million and $138.2 million as of September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively.
The Company's commercial real estate loans also include mezzanine loans (second mortgage loans, which are
subordinate to the senior or first mortgage loans) in the amounts of $10.1 million and $5.6 million as of September 30,
2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. The geographic dispersion of the Company's commercial real estate loan

balances outstanding is as follows: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 California
.................................................................. 19.3% 25.5% Florida ......c..ccocvvenenevicenincnciciecncncncneenenene. 15.0%
11.5% NEW YOIK ....oovueiiiiiiiiiinieiienieteste ettt 11.9% 14.7% Virginia
.................................................................... 9.6% 6.6% ATIZONA .....covueeveeenieniaiesiieseesieesieenieenieenieeneeeneeeneens 1.2% 6.7%
Hawaii ..ooceooveiiiiiiii 6.2% 4.4% Maryland ..........cccccoevieiiiiiiniiiiiiiie e
4.7% 3.2% TINOIS .....eovuveauiinniiniieiieiie ettt 4.6% 4.3% All other states
............................................................ 21.5% 23.1% 100.0% 100.0%
=========== 17 The loan balances in the portfolio were distributed by property type as follows as of the dates
indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 Multi-family - Condominiums:
CONSLIUCHION ..eeeeniieiiieiieeiieeie ettt ettt st et 32% 27% CONVETSION ....euveemveeniieiieiienieenieenieenieenieesseesseenseenaeens
23% 21% 55% 48% Land Development ............coceerieriienieneenienieniesienieenieens 14% 15% Office
...................................................................... 9% 14% Retail .......ccoccvverenenieinincncieieeneneeeencnnennenee. 0% 7%
Special PUIPOSE .....c.eovueiiieiiiiiiiiiiieeicecececeeeee 5% 2% Commercial Mixed-Use
........................................................ 4% 5% Multi-family - Other ..........ccccecceeeceeeceeecieeeieesieeeveenne. 3% 3% Industrial
.................................................................. 3% 4% Hotels & Lodging .........ccccceveeveeneeneeniencencencencceneeneee. 1% 2%
100% 100% The Company does not currently hold residential
real estate loans held for investment. The following tables further detail the net loans held for investment as of the
dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE
OTHER TOTAL (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Loans outstanding
.......................................................... $6,417,142 $ 8,643 $ 6,425,785 Participations sold
........................................................ (220,640) - (220,640) Loans outstanding, net of
participations sold ...........c.cccecevienen. 6,196,502 8,643 6,205,145 Unamortized deferred origination fees and costs
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............................ (56,521) - (56,521) Loans outstanding before allowance for loan losses
......................... 6,139,981 8,643 6,148,624 Allowance for loan I0SSES ......ccccvvvveeeeeecvvveeeeeeeeesieeeeeennnnnn. (185,145) (82)
(185,227) Loans held for invesStment - NEt .....ceeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenes $5,954,836 $ 8,561 $
5,963,397 DECEMBER 31, 2005

COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE OTHER TOTAL (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Loans
OULSEANAING ..evvviveieieieeeteee s $ 4,940,460 $ 8,589 $ 4,949,049 Participations sold
........................................................ (138,165) - (138,165) Loans outstanding, net of
participations sold ...........c.ccceceviencen. 4,802,295 8,589 4,810,884 Unamortized deferred origination fees and costs
............................ (50,984) - (50,984) Loans outstanding before allowance for loan losses
......................... 4,751,311 8,589 4,759,900 Allowance for 1oan 10SSES .......ccccvvveeeeeeecreeeeeeeeesiieeeeeennnnn. (156,755) (82)
(156,837) Loans held for investment - NEt .....coeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens $ 4,594,556 $ 8,507 $
4,603,063 18 In cases where a borrower experiences financial difficulties

and the Company makes certain concessionary modifications to contractual terms (typically a reduction of the interest
rate charged), the loan is classified as a restructured (accruing) loan if the loan is performing in accordance with the
agreed upon modified loan terms and projected cash proceeds are deemed sufficient to repay both principal and
interest. Restructured loans are presented as such in the period of restructure and the three subsequent quarters. The
following table sets forth information regarding the Company's commercial real estate loans on non-accrual status and
restructured loans on accrual status. SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Non-accrual commercial real estate loans held for investment ............... $36,478 $
29,290 Restructured commercial real estate loans on accrual status ................ $-%
12,309 The Company employs a documented and systematic methodology in

estimating the adequacy of its allowance for loan losses, which assesses the risk of losses inherent in the portfolio, and
represents the Company's estimate of probable inherent losses in the loan portfolio as of the date of the financial
statements. Establishment of the allowance for loan losses involves determining reserves for individual loans that have
been deemed impaired and for groups of loans that are evaluated collectively. Reviews are performed to set allowance
allocations for loans that have been individually evaluated and identified as loans which have probable losses; reserve
requirements are attributable to specific weaknesses evidenced by various factors such as a deterioration in the quality
of the collateral securing the loan, payment delinquency or other events of default. Performing loans that currently
exhibit no significant identifiable weaknesses or impairment are evaluated on a collective basis. The allowance for
loan losses methodology incorporates management's judgment concerning the expected effects of current economic
events and trends on portfolio performance, as well as the impact of concentration factors (such as property types,
geographic regions and loan sizes). While the Company's methodology utilizes historical and other objective
information, the establishment of the allowance for loan losses is to a significant extent based upon the judgment and
experience of the Company's management. The Company believes that the allowance for loan losses is appropriate as
of September 30, 2006 to cover inherent losses embedded in the loan portfolio; however, future changes in
circumstances, economic conditions or other factors, including the effect of the Company's various loan
concentrations, could cause the Company to increase or decrease the allowance for loan losses as necessary. Activity
in the allowance for loan losses is summarized in the following table: 19 THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE

MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Beginning balance
................................................. $ 172,688 $ 159,956 $ 156,837 $ 171,525 Provision for loan losses
......................................... 12,692 (4,071) 28,280 (7,251) Charge-offs .......cccceceeveeieceeneseneeeseseeeeneenne. (190) - (190)
(12,180) RECOVETIES ...vvvveeeeeieneieieeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeens 37 2,828 300 6,619 Ending
DalancCe .....c.ooevveveeeiieiieeeeeeeee e $ 185,227 $ 158,713 $ 185,227 $ 158,713

At September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, the recorded investment in loans
(excluding loans held for sale) considered to be impaired was $36.5 million and $29.3 million, respectively, all of
which were on a non-accrual basis. The Company's policy is to consider a loan impaired when, based on current
information and events, it is probable that the Company will be unable to collect all amounts due according to the
contractual terms of the loan agreement. Evaluation of a loan's impairment is based on the present value of expected
cash flows or the fair value of the collateral, if the loan is collateral dependent. As a result of charge-offs, these
impaired loans do not necessarily have a related specific allowance for loan loss allocated to them. However, there
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were $36.5 million and $29.3 million of loans considered impaired that have allocated specific allowances that totaled
$4.1 million and $2.3 million at September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. The average net
investment in impaired loans held for investment was $36.6 million and $20.8 million for the three months ended
September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The company did not recognize any interest income on the cash basis of
accounting for loans considered impaired for the three months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005. Interest income
that was recognized on the cash basis of accounting on loans classified as impaired was $0 and $35,000 for the nine
months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Interest income foregone for loans on non-accrual status
that had not performed in accordance with their original terms was $1.0 million and $1.1 million for the three months
ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively and, $3.1 million and $5.4 million, for the nine months ended
September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The Company's policy for determining past due or delinquency status is
based on contractual terms except where loans are contractually matured but continue to make current interest
payments. At September 30, 2006 the Company had two loans which were cross-collateralized and totaled $75.0
million which were both contractually matured; these loans, however, continued to make current interest payments
and were therefore not considered delinquent and continued to be reported on an accrual basis. The loans have
sufficient collateral to discharge the debt and management reasonably expects repayment of a significant portion of
the loan amount outstanding and renewal of one of the loans during the fourth quarter of 2006. 20 In addition to its
allowance for loan losses, the Company maintains an allowance for unfunded commercial real estate loan
commitments on its existing loans. This allowance totaled $5.0 million and $4.0 million as of September 30, 2006 and
December 31, 2005, respectively, and is included in other liabilities. NOTE 7: REAL ESTATE OWNED The
Company's real estate owned ("REQO") consists of property acquired through or in lieu of foreclosure on loans secured
by real estate. REO is reported in the financial statements at the lower of cost or estimated realizable value (net of
estimated costs to sell). REO consisted of the following types of property as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30,

DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Commercial real estate
..................................................... $ 2,649 $ 31,595 Residential real eState ..........ccceeeeveeeeeeeeeveeceeeeeeeeneennne.. 4,384 3,714

Real estate owned before valuation reSErve ........cceeeeueeeeveveveennnns 7,033 35,309 Valuation reserve
(303) (1,437) Real estate owned - NEL ........cccvvveeueeieeieieiieeieeeeeeeeee e $6,730 $ 33,872

NOTE 8: MORTGAGE SERVICING RIGHTS At the time of securitization or sale
of loans on a whole loan basis with servicing rights retained, the Company analyzes whether the benefits of servicing
are greater than or less than adequate compensation and, as a result, records where appropriate, a mortgage servicing
rights asset or liability ("MSR"), respectively. The estimated fair value of the Company's mortgage servicing rights at
September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005 was $91.0 million and $57.4 million, respectively. The following tables
summarize the activity in the Company's mortgage servicing rights asset as of the periods indicated: 21 THREE
MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

Beginning balance ...........cccceevverenieienieineneenns $ 62,739 $ 24,525 $ 46,022 $ 20,044 Additions from: Securitization
traNSACIONS ..evvvvvvveeeeieeereeeeeeeeeeeeeens 20,852 6,511 27,785 20,539 Whole loan sales - servicing retained .........................
14,267 5,764 40,954 5,764 AMOItIZAION ......oeeeveuveeeiieiieeiiieeeeeieeeeeeieeeenes (12,975) (5,574) (29,878) (15,121) ---——----

Ending balance before valuation allowance ......................... 84,883 31,226 84,883 31,226
Valuation allowance: Beginning balance ..........c...ccccceveeniencincencenenne - (2,207) - (2,043) Provision for temporary
IMPAIrMent .........ceceereeeneeennennn -(1,014) - (1,178) Ending balance
.................................................. - (3,221) - (3,221) Mortgage servicing rights - net
................................... $ 84,883 $ 28,005 $ 84,883 $ 28,005
Estimated fair value ........oooveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeene $ 90,967 $ 30,320 $ 90,967 $ 30,320

The fair value of the MSRs is derived from the net positive cash flows associated with the
servicing agreements. The Company determines the fair value of the MSRs at the time of securitization and at each
reporting date by the use of a cash flow model that incorporates prepayment speeds, discount rate and other key
assumptions management believes are consistent with assumptions other major market participants use in valuing the
MSRs. The key economic assumptions used in subsequently measuring the fair value of the Company's MSRs as of
the dates indicated are as follows: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005
Weighted-average life (Years) ........cceceveeevveenieniienienienieee. 1.4 1.6 Weighted-average annual prepayment speed
.................................... 47.0% 46.9% Weighted-average annual discount rate ............cceceeeeeveereennennee. 15.0% 15.0%
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As a servicer, the Company is required to make certain advances on specific loans it is servicing, to the extent such
advances are deemed collectible by the Company from collections related to the individual loan. The total amount
outstanding of such servicing advances was $55.9 million and $22.5 million at September 30, 2006 and December 31,
2005, respectively, and is included in other assets. 22 NOTE 9: RESIDUAL INTERESTS IN SECURITIZED
LOANS Residual interests in loan securitizations retained by the Company are recorded as a result of the sale of
residential real estate loans through a securitization transaction and the subsequent issuance of net interest margin
securities ("NIMs") to monetize the residual interest from the original securitization transaction. Residual interests
represent the discounted expected future residual cash flows from the securitizations that inure to the Company's
benefit subject to prepayment, delinquency, net credit losses and other factors. The following table summarizes the
activity of the Company's retained residual interests: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED
SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005 --------- --------
—————————————————— (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Beginning balance at fair value ..........c.cccccecevevveeenene. $ 107,535 $
16,784 $ 170,723 $ 15,774 Additions to residual INtETeStS .....cvveeeeevvreeeereeeeaeneenn 22,642 4,300 35,226 8,052 Sales of
residual INTErestS ...oooevvvveeeveeeeeeeeeenaenne - - (77,220) - Interest aCCretion ........cccuveeeeeeeeeeueeeeeeeeeeieeeeeeenss 8,946 4,262
41,705 8,569 Cash received .......cccoevveerenenienieenenenieieeenenne (2,401) (3,470) (33,993) (13,362) Fair value
AdjuStMEnts ........ceceevueenieneenienienienieens (4,023) 6,345 2,010 10,978 Permanent impairment
.............................................. --(5,752) (1,790) Ending balance at fair value
...................................... $ 132,699 $ 28,221 $ 132,699 $ 28,221
Included in the $170.7 million balance of residual interests at December 31, 2005 was one "pre-NIM" residual interest
with an estimated fair value of $118.3 million from a securitization transaction completed in December 2005. The
Company, in January 2006, completed a NIM transaction of this one "pre-NIM" residual interest, resulting in a
reduction of $77.2 million in the balance of the residual interests. Loans sold through securitization transactions are
done so on a non-recourse basis to off-balance sheet qualifying special-purpose entities ("QSPEs"), except for
representations and warranties customary within the mortgage banking industry. In a NIM transaction, the certificates
representing the residual interest in certain excess cash flows from the original securitization transaction are
transferred to a QSPE, which issues interest-bearing securities. The net proceeds from the sale of these NIM securities,
along with a residual interest certificate, represent the consideration received by the Company. The residual interest
certificate retained from a NIM transaction is subordinate to the NIM securities issued until the NIM securities are
paid in full. The residual interests retained are classified as "available-for-sale" securities and are measured at fair
value; any unrealized gains or losses from adjustments to the estimated fair value, net of taxes, are reported as part of
accumulated other comprehensive income, which is a separate component 23 of stockholders' equity. Impairment that
is considered other-than-temporary is recorded as a reduction of other non-interest income. During the second quarter
of 2006, the Company recognized permanent impairment on two of its retained residual interests due primarily to
utilization of more accurate pre-payment fee assumptions. In the original securitizations and NIM transactions, a
two-tier structure is utilized in which the loans are first sold to a special purpose corporation (referred to as the
Depositor), which then transfers the loans to the QSPE. The following table summarizes delinquencies and credit
losses as of September 30, 2006 for the loans underlying the Company's 14 outstanding securitization transactions

(thousands of dollars): Original principal amount of loans securitized ...........cc.cccceeueenee. $ 14,674,212 Current
principal amount of loans securitized ...........ccccecceenuennen. $ 9,094,691 Current delinquent principal amount (over 60
days) ..occveeecieeiieennnn $ 604,802 Inception to date credit losses (net of recoveries) ...........cooueveeee. $ 35,839 The

Company determines the estimated fair values of the residual interests by discounting the expected net cash flows to
be received utilizing the cash-out method. The Company uses the forward LIBOR curve for estimating interest rates
on the adjustable rate loans and the variable rate securities, and utilizes other assumptions (primarily for losses,
prepayment speeds and delinquencies) that management believes are consistent with assumptions other major market
participants would use to appropriately estimate the fair value of similar residual interests. The Company continually
evaluates the various assumptions utilized in estimating the fair value of the retained residual interests and updates
them as deemed necessary based upon the development of historical vintage data. Such residual interest valuations
remain, however, subject to volatility due to fluctuations in the performance of the underlying collateral and in the
accuracy of the assumptions utilized by the Company. Key economic assumptions used in subsequently measuring the
fair value of the Company's residual interests as of the dates indicated are as follows: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER
31, 2006 2005 Weighted-average life (Years) .....c..coooeeveenienienienienieniene 1.6 1.6
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Weighted-average annual prepayment speed ........cc.ccecceeveenieenueennen. 46.7% 46.0% Weighted-average lifetime credit
LOSSES .uveeueeeieeieeieeceeeieene 4.8% 4.4% Weighted-average annual diSCOUNt rate .........cccceeveeeeerieeriennnnne 20.0%
20.0% 24 NOTE 10: DERIVATIVE FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS The Company utilizes derivative financial
instruments in connection with its interest rate risk management activities. In accordance with its interest rate risk
strategy, the Company currently utilizes a combination of forward sales commitments and Eurodollar futures contracts
to hedge its residential real estate loans held for sale and a certain portion of its unfunded pipeline of conditional loan
approvals. These derivatives are intended to offset the changes in the value of the Company's loans held for sale and
its unfunded conditional loan approvals as interest rates change. The Company's forward sales commitments represent
obligations to sell loans at a specific price and date in the future; therefore, the value of these commitments increase as
interest rates increase. Short Eurodollar futures contracts are standardized exchange-traded contracts, the values of
which are tied to spot Eurodollar rates at specified future dates. The value of these futures contracts increase when
interest rates rise. Conversely, the value of the forward sales commitments and the short Eurodollar positions decrease
when interest rates decrease, while the related loans are expected to increase in value. The values of the loans, the
forward sales commitments and the Eurodollar positions may not move in corresponding amounts and time frames
and may result in a negative or positive impact on earnings in any given period. In accordance with Statement of
Financial Accounting Standards No. 133, "Accounting for Derivatives and Hedging Activities, as amended and
interpreted” ("SFAS No. 133"), the Company's derivative financial instruments are reported at their fair values. At
September 30, 2006, the Company's commitments to sell forward residential real estate loans to third party investors
in whole loan sales transactions were approximately $2.4 billion at various rates and terms. The Company
distinguishes commitments to sell forward loans in two categories, allocated and unallocated. At September 30, 2006,
allocated and unallocated forward sale commitments notional amounts were $1.4 billion and $1.0 billion, respectively.
Allocated forward sales commitments are contractual sales agreements whereby a specific pool of loans is agreed
upon to be sold to specific buyers at a contractually agreed upon date and price. In accordance with SFAS No. 133,
the Company may, under certain circumstances, designate and account for its allocated forward sales commitments as
fair value hedges designated to specific pools of loans that have been contractually agreed upon for sale; however, as
of September 30, 2006, no hedges were designated as such. Unallocated forward sales commitments are agreements
that provide a fixed price on a pool of loans not yet specified. These commitments are treated as economic hedges
(and are not currently designated as accounting hedges) and are classified as free-standing derivatives. Changes in the
fair value of both the unallocated and allocated forward sales commitments are reported as a component of gain (loss)
on sale of residential real estate loans and as either other assets or liabilities, as applicable. 25 At September 30, 2006,
the Company had a pipeline of loans in process of approximately $1.4 billion in new residential real estate loans. The
Company does not guarantee interest rates to potential borrowers when an application is received. Because these loans
are generally subject to the potential borrower accepting and meeting the conditions of the loan approval, the
Company estimates its effective net pipeline position at approximately $811 million, as adjusted for expected loan
fallout. The Company conditionally quotes interest rates to potential borrowers, which are then subject to adjustment
by the Company if any such conditions are not satisfied. As such, the Company ascribes no value to its conditional
loan approvals as there are no interest rate-lock commitments on the loans. The Company's Eurodollar futures
contracts are currently treated as economic hedges and are not currently designated as accounting hedges and are
classified as free-standing derivatives. As of September 30, 2006, the Company had in place short Eurodollar futures
positions covering loan principal of $2.7 billion and $342.4 million for its loans held for sale and its unfunded loan
pipeline, respectively. Eurodollar futures are utilized in an effort to offset the changes in value related to the loan
inventory and pipeline without the necessity of restricting certain loan inventory or pipeline loans to a specific forward
sale commitment. The Company's Eurodollar futures positions are settled each day based on their ending fair values;
as such, the Company does not reflect any asset or liability position for these derivatives. The Company records these
daily fair value changes and settlements as a component of the gain (loss) on sale of residential real estate loans. The
Company's Eurodollar futures contracts are collateralized by maintenance of a margin account which is included in
other assets and had a balance of $10.3 million as of September 30, 2006. The estimated fair values of the Company's
derivatives were as follows (included in other assets or liabilities, as applicable, in the consolidated balance sheets) as

of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS) Forward sales COMMItMENLS ..........coeeveeieuvereeeeeeeiiieeeeeeeeeannnns $ (5,335) $ (1,479) Interest rate cap contract
................................................. = (B40) OLhET «.veeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeesesreeeeeees = 418 $
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(5,335) $ (1,401) The changes in fair value of the derivative instruments are
recorded as part of the net gain (loss) on whole loan sales and securitizations. (See Note 11) 26 NOTE 11: GAIN
(LOSS) ON WHOLE LOAN SALES AND SECURITIZATION OF RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE LOANS The
Company routinely sells and securitizes its residential mortgage loans into the secondary market. Gains or losses are
recognized at the date of settlement and when the Company has transferred control over the loans to either a
transaction-specific securitization trust or to a third-party purchaser. The amount of gain or loss for loan sales or
securitizations is based upon the difference between the net sales proceeds received, including any retained interests,
and the allocated carrying amount of the loans (which includes the costs directly incurred with the origination of the
loans, net of origination points and fees received, which are deferred and recognized when the loans are sold). The
Company maintains a valuation reserve for its loans held for sale based on the Company's estimate of inherent
valuation impairment. The Company also records a repurchase reserve for the estimated losses expected to be realized
for any repurchased loans when they are resold. The provisions for both of these reserves are recorded as adjustments
to the Company's net gain (loss). The provision for premium recapture is the provision for the return of premium on
loans sold which prepay early per the terms of each sales contract; this amount includes some interest adjustment. The
following table presents the detailed components of the net gain (loss) on whole loan sales and securitizations:
THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS) Gross whole loan sales (Firsts) .........ccccceeeveeeunenne.. $ 5,084,883 $ 7,602,299 $ 19,920,066 $ 21,100,380
Gross whole loan sales (Seconds) ........cccocvveeeeeeennnne. 277,469 760,737 1,850,049 1,970,332 Loans sold into
securitizations (Firsts) .........cc.......... 2,620,790 993,936 3,561,359 3,154,867 Loans sold into securitizations (Seconds)
.................... 464,889 38,789 506,853 70,575 8,448,031 9,395,761
25,838,327 26,296,154 Less: Repurchases ..........ccccceeeeveeniciniceniennenne (294,170) (126,676) (532,824) (210,001)

Total loan sales and securitizations - net of repurchases .... $ 8,153,861 $

9,269,085 $ 25,305,503 $ 26,086,153 Gross
premium recognized on Tier I loan sales and SECUritiZations .............cceceeveerierienieneennee. $ 148,536 $ 217,024 $
448,784 $ 693,245 Net gain (loss) on derivative instruments .................... (20,402) 24,218 (4,208) 15,833 -----------

128,134 241,242 444,576 709,078 Net direct loan origination COsts ...........ccccceveenuene
(61,484) (111,712) (210,304) (333,369) Provisions for valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves
......................................... (76,272) (13,486) (250,696) (59,341) Net gain
(1oss) on Sale .....ccovvveveeeeeiiecieennne. $(9,622) $ 116,044 $ (16,424) $ 316,368
27 The net gain (loss) on derivative instruments included in the net gain (loss) on
whole loan sales and securitizations of residential real estate loans consists of the following items: THREE MONTHS
ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Eurodollar futures: Net realized
AN (10SS) cvveveeeereieieeeieeeieeeeens $(20,242) $ 16,084 $ (7,945) $ 14,245 Transaction expenses and other
.................................. (446) 4,785 (1,423) 4,328 (20,688) 20,869 (9,368) 18,573 Change
in fair value of: Forward sales commitments ...........cccccceeeeeeeeevvuveeeennn.. (9,103) 6,435 (3,856) (2,895) Other
........................................................... 9,389 (3,086) 9,016 155 Net gain (loss) on
derivative instruments ..........cccoveeen.... $(20,402) $ 24,218 $ (4,208) $ 15,833
======== The Company realized a $9.4 million gain related to the positive change in fair value of two interest rate
swap contracts related to its two securitization transactions completed during the third quarter of 2006. The Company
purchased the swap contracts prior to the securitization transaction closing dates and therefore realized the benefits of
the changes in fair value between the time the swaps were purchased and when they were included as part of the
consideration in the securitizations. 28 NOTE 12: LOAN SERVICING INCOME In addition to the securitized loans
that it services, the Company also services loans sold to other financial institutions on an interim basis (until servicing
is transferred to another party) and on a to maturity basis (servicing retained). The following table presents the
components of loan servicing income for the Company: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED

SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005 -------- ~=------
————————————————— (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Servicing fee income: Securitization transactions
....................................... $8,441 $ 6,108 $25,415 $ 15,701 INELIM ..ooovvveeveereeeieeeeieeeeereeeveeeeeeeeneeennee 3,592 9,807
19,216 24,083 Loans sold - servicing retained .........cc..ceeceeveencennennne. 5,363 897 9,280 2,369 Ancillary income (1):
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Securitization tranSaACtioNS ............eeeevereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenss 1,924 1,269 5,413 3,043 Interim
........................................................... 659 889 2,276 2,326 Loans sold - servicing retained ...........c..ccecceeeeeviennee.. 930
156 1,732 476 Other (2): Securitization tranSaCtioNS .............cceeeveeeeeeeeeeveeeeess. 2,590 906 6,246 1,657 Loans sold -
servicing retained ..........cooceeeieeienienne. 928 123 1,680 186 Loan servicing income
............................................... $ 26,427 $ 20,155 $ 71,258 $ 49,841 (D)

Ancillary income represents all service-related contractual fees retained by the Company and consists primarily of late
payment charges. (2) Other servicing income consists primarily of interest income earned on the principal balance of
serviced loans that prepay early before the principal is remitted to the trust (for securitization transactions) or investor
(for whole loan sales). 29 NOTE 13: INCOME TAXES The major components of income tax expense are
summarized in the following table: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Federal: CUITENT ........ccooovvviiieiieeieieeeeeieeeeeieeeeesneeeeenns $16,412 $42,141 $ 80,281 $
122,114 DEferred ......cooovveviivieeeieiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 56 10,134 (16,968) 29,190

16,468 52,275 63,313 151,304 StAtE: CUITENL «.evveeeiiiiiiieieeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeas 230
8,488 13,887 27,500 Deferred .......ccovvvveeueeeieeiiiieeiieeeeeeeeeeeeenes 479 2,707 (4,301) 4,999

————————— 709 11,195 9,586 32,505 Total INCOME taX EXPENSE ..cuveruvermrerneerieriierieeeeeueeanees
$17,177 $ 63,470 $ 72,899 $ 183,809 The Company has accrued the

expected tax and interest exposure for tax matters that are either in the process of resolution or have been identified as
having the potential for adjustment. These matters primarily consist of issues relating to the discontinued insurance
operations, the apportionment of income to various states and the deduction of certain expenses. During the third
quarter of 2006, the Company successfully resolved several state tax matters and reduced its accrual relating to these
matters by $2.7 million. The deferred income tax balance includes the net tax effects of temporary differences
between the carrying amounts of assets and liabilities for financial reporting purposes and for income tax purposes.
The components of the Company's deferred tax assets are summarized in the following table: 30 SEPTEMBER 30,

DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Deferred tax assets:
Mark-to-market on loans held for sale .........cooeeveeeieiiiiieinnnnnes $51,745 $ 23,355 Allowance for loan losses
................................................. 81,211 69,650 Compensation related items .........ccccceveeveerceneeneenceneennee. 22,689
29,270 State income and franChiSE taAXES ........euveeeeeeeeeeveveeereeeeeeeeerenes 8,274 13,467 Other - net
............................................................... -2,283 Total deferred tax assets
............................................... 163,919 138,025 Deferred tax liabilities: Loan origination costs
.................................................... (20,778) (31,550) MOrtgage ServiCing ........ccccceeeerveereeneeneeneeneeneeneenees (39,514)
(23,240) Other - NELt ...oooeeeeeiieieeeeeeeeeeeee e (638) - Total deferred tax liabilities
.......................................... (60,930) (54,790) Net deferred tax asset
...................................................... $102,989 $ 83,235 In assessing the realization of

deferred income tax assets, the Company considers whether it is more likely than not that the deferred income tax
assets will be realized. The ultimate realization of deferred income tax assets depends on the ability to recover
previously paid taxes through loss carrybacks and the generation of future taxable income during the periods in which
temporary differences become deductible. In the Company's opinion, the deferred tax assets will be fully realized and
no valuation allowance is necessary as the Company has the ability to generate sufficient future taxable income to
realize the tax benefits. 31 NOTE 14: DEBT - FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION The debt of Fremont
General is detailed in the following table; none of the Fremont General debt is guaranteed by FIL: SEPTEMBER 30,

DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Senior Notes due 2009, less
discount (2006 - $706; 2005 - $975) ..eoovvieeiieiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e $ 165,824 $ 175,305 Junior Subordinated
DEDENLULES ...oevveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeene 103,093 103,093 $ 268,917 $ 278,398

=========== During the third quarter of 2006, Fremont General repurchased $3.8 million par value of the 7.875%
Senior Notes due 2009 with a carrying value of $3.7 million resulting in a pre-tax gain of $30,000. For the nine
months ended September 30, 2006, Fremont General repurchased $9.8 million par value of 7.875% Senior Notes due
2009 with a carrying value of $9.7 million resulting in a pre-tax gain of $67,000. There were no repurchases of
7.875% Senior Notes due 2009 through the first nine months of 2005. Fremont General's 9% Junior Subordinated
Debentures are the sole asset of Fremont General Financing I, a statutory business trust (the "Trust") and
wholly-owned subsidiary of Fremont General. The Trust issued, and has outstanding, $100 million of 9% Trust
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Originated Preferred SecuritiesSM (the "Preferred Securities") which represent preferred undivided beneficial
interests in the Trust. The Junior Subordinated Debentures are subordinate and junior to all senior indebtedness of
Fremont General. Payment of distributions out of cash held by the Trust, and payments on liquidation of the Trust or
the redemption of the Preferred Securities are guaranteed by Fremont General to the extent that the Trust has funds
available to make such payments. Under FASB Interpretation No. 46 (Revised December 2003), "Consolidation of
Variable Interest Entities," Fremont General is not considered the primary beneficiary of the Trust. Therefore, instead
of the Preferred Securities, the Junior Subordinated Debentures are reflected on the Company's balance sheets. 32
NOTE 15: DEPOSITS, FHLB ADVANCES, FEDERAL RESERVE AND WAREHOUSE LINES OF CREDIT - FIL
FIL utilizes the issuance of deposits, which are insured up to the maximum legal limit by the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, Federal Home Loan Bank ("FHLB") advances, Federal Reserve and warehouse lines of credit
in funding its operations. As of September 30, 2006, the weighted-average interest rate for savings and money market
deposit accounts was 3.81% and for certificates of deposit it was 5.10%. The weighted-average interest rate for all
deposits at September 30, 2006 was 4.89%. Certificates of deposit as of September 30, 2006 are detailed by maturity
and rates as follows: MATURING BY WEIGHTED AMOUNT SEPTEMBER 30, AVERAGE RATE -----------
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) $ 7,911,463 2007 5.09% 45,705 2008 4.88% 57,400 2009
5.77% 1,893 2010 4.43% 8,910 2011 5.30% $ 8,025,371 5.10%
Of the $8.03 billion in total certificates of deposit outstanding at September 30, 2006, $1.26 billion were obtained
through brokers. Interest expense on deposits is summarized as follows: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS

ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005 ---------
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Savings and money market deposit accounts ..............c..........

$15917 $ 11,910 $ 44,215 $ 32,678 Certificates of deposit .........ccevveereererirereneenienenes 97,973 58,486 267,102

149,602 Penalties for early withdrawal ..............cccoceeiieinne. (186) (131) (543) (359)

$ 113,704 $ 70,265 $ 310,774 $ 181,921 33 Total interest

payments on deposits were $114.8 million and $71.0 million, for the three months ended September 30, 2006 and
2005, respectively, and $305.1 million and $179.4 million for the nine months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005,
respectively. FIL is a member of the FHLB system and, as such, maintains a credit line with the FHLB of San
Francisco that is based upon a percentage of its total regulatory assets, subject to collateralization requirements and
certain collateral sub-limits. Advances are primarily collateralized by residential loans held for sale, and to a lesser
extent, by certain commercial loans held for investment. The maximum amount of credit which the FHLB will extend
varies from time to time in accordance with their policies. FIL's maximum financing availability, based upon its level
of regulatory assets and subject to the amount and type of collateral pledged and their respective advance rates, was
$4.96 billion as of September 30, 2006. At September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, FIL had an approximate
maximum borrowing capacity based upon its pledged loan collateral of $3.01 billion and $1.99 billion, respectively,
with outstanding borrowings of $1.23 billion and $949.0 million, respectively, from the FHLB of San Francisco. All
borrowings mature within one year. FIL pledged loans with a carrying value of $3.38 billion and $2.22 billion at
September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively, to secure the current and any future borrowings. FIL's
borrowing capacity can be used to borrow under various FHLB loan programs, including adjustable and fixed-rate
financing, for periods ranging from one day to 30 years, with a variety of interest rate structures available. The
weighted-average interest rate on the amount outstanding at September 30, 2006 was 5.17%. The borrowing capacity
has no commitment fees or cost, requires minimum levels of investment in FHLB stock (FIL receives dividend
income on its investment in FHLB stock), can be withdrawn by the FHLB if there is any significant change in the
financial or operating condition of FIL and is conditional upon FIL's compliance with certain agreements covering
advances, collateral maintenance, eligibility and documentation requirements. At September 30, 2006 and December
31, 2005, FIL was in compliance with all requirements of its FHLB credit facility. Total interest payments on
advances from the FHLB were $23.0 million and $10.4 million, for the three months ended September 30, 2006 and
2005, respectively, and $81.5 million and $30.1 million for the nine months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005,
respectively. FIL has a line of credit with the Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco ("Federal Reserve") and, at
September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, had a borrowing capacity, based upon collateral pledged, of $297.7
million and $442.3 million, respectively, with no outstanding borrowings at September 30, 2006 or December 31,
2005. FIL pledged loans with a carrying value of $397.0 million and $589.7 million at September 30, 2006 and
December 31, 2005, respectively, to the Federal Reserve. This line of credit may 34 be utilized when all other sources
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of funds are not reasonably available and any such advances are made with the expectation that they will be repaid
when the availability of the usual source of funds is restored, usually the next business day. FIL has established four
separate warehouse lines of credit to facilitate the funding of residential real estate loans prior to their sale or
securitization. The total funding capacity available at September 30, 2006 under the four facilities was $3.00 billion,
of which $2.25 billion was committed. There were no amounts outstanding on any of the facilities at September 30,
2006. Borrowings, if any, under each of the facilities are secured by loans held for sale as pledged by FIL. Each of the
facilities is subject to certain conditions, including, but not limited to, financial and other covenants including the
maintenance of certain capital and liquidity levels. At September 30, 2006, FIL was in compliance with all financial
and other covenants related to these facilities. The four facilities are summarized as follows: o $1 billion master
repurchase facility ($500 million committed) with Goldman Sachs Mortgage Company expiring in February 2007,
secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a margin of 0.40%. o
$1 billion master loan and security facility ($1 billion committed) with Greenwich Capital Financial Products expiring
in September 2007, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a
margin of 0.40%. o $500 million master repurchase facility ($500 million committed) with Credit Suisse expiring in
August 2007, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at overnight LIBOR plus a margin
of 0.35%. o $500 million master repurchase facility ($250 million committed) with Lehman Brothers Bank expiring in
December 2006, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a
margin of 0.40%. 35 NOTE 16: OTHER ASSETS AND LIABILITIES The following table details the composition of
the Company's other assets and other liabilities as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) OTHER ASSETS Servicing advances
.......................................................... $55,936 $ 5,508 Assets held in SERP .........cooovvviiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeieceeeeeeeenn. 32,008
24,110 Prepaid EXPENSEes ......cccueeueeierieeiieeieeieeiesteeeesateeaeeeaees 13,902 10,159 CRA related investments and loans
........................................... 10,852 9,707 Eurodollar margin account ............cecceeveeeveeenieesieeneceseennnennne.. 10,281 18,786
Funds due from loans not boarded ..............cooovvviviiieiiiiiiiiennnne. 3,211 3,509 Goodwill
.................................................................... 2,685 2,685 Interest rate cap CONLIACE ....cocueerveerueeniienieenienieenieenieenieennes =
13,805 ONET .covvviiiiiiiiiiiiiieieieeeeeeeeeee e 8,902 6,306 Total other assets
.......................................................... $ 137,777 $ 94,575 SEPTEMBER 30,
DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) OTHER LIABILITIES Deferred
compensation obligation ...........cceceeveerienienieneennen. $ 48,949 $ 50,300 Loan repurchase reserve
.................................................... 34,192 14,556 Accrued incentive COmMpPensation .............ceeceeveereeeneeneeenneennee. 29,792
56,553 Borrower escrow collections payable ........c..ccoccevveeiieneincennenn. 28,187 23,620 Federal and state(s) income tax
liability ....oocveevieiiiiiiiiceienne. 25,816 15,274 Accounts payable ..........ccocceeveeiiiiiieiieinieeneeeeeeeeenn 25,030 35,379
Accrued interest payable ...........cooceiiiiiiiniiniiiice, 24,333 18,241 Borrower principal and interest due investors
.............................. 16,651 13,209 Accrued ESOP eXpense .........ccccceeveeevieesieesiensiensienneesneeenee. 13,052 29,596 Forward
sales commitments (derivative mark) ..........cccoeevveeeeeeennnn. 5,335 1,479 Premium repurchase reserve
................................................. 3,670 1,748 Premium recapture TESETVE ........coceevveerveenveenueenreenveenueeneenes 2,003 2,511
(1117 SN 30,289 35,450 Total other liabilities
.................................................... $ 287,959 $ 297,916 36 NOTE 17:
SHARE-BASED PAYMENTS Company stock award plans provide a long term compensation opportunity for
officers and certain key employees of the Company. Stock options and awards of rights to purchase shares of the
Company's common stock, generally in the form of restricted stock awards may be granted under the 2006
Performance Incentive Plan (the "2006 Plan") that was approved by the Company's stockholders on May 18, 2006.
Awards were granted under the Company's stockholder approved 1997 Stock Plan (the "1997 Plan") until May 18,
2006 when the stockholders approved the 2006 Plan. Effective as of May 18, 2006, no additional grants will be made
under the 1997 Plan. At September 30, 2006, a total of 17,822 restricted shares of the Company's common stock were
subject to outstanding awards granted and an additional 8,808,213 shares of the Company's common stock were
available for new award grants under the 2006 Plan. At September 30, 2006, a total of 1,755,413 restricted shares of
the Company's common stock were subject to outstanding awards granted under the 1997 Plan. As of September 30,
2006, 2,867,399, shares that had been available for awards under the 1997 Plan now are available for award grant
purposes under the 2006 Plan. As awards outstanding under the 1997 Plan are cancelled, forfeited, or otherwise
terminate without having been exercised or having vested, they will become available for award grant purposes under
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the 2006 Plan. During the first nine months of 2006 there were awards of 388,379 shares of restricted stock under the
1997 Plan, and awards of 17,822 shares of restricted stock under the 2006 Plan. The Company also maintains the 1995
Restricted Stock Award Plan (the "1995 Plan"), which expired under its terms in November 2005. As of September
30, 2006, there were 105,950 restricted shares of the Company's common stock subject to outstanding awards granted.
There are no shares available for grant under the 1995 Plan. Prior to January 1, 2006, the Company accounted for
stock awards granted under the 1997 Plan and 1995 Plan under the recognition and measurement provisions of APB
Opinion No. 25, "Accounting for Stock Issued to Employees" and related Interpretations ("APB No. 25"), as permitted
by FASB Statement No. 123, "Accounting for Stock-Based Compensation." Effective January 1, 2006, the Company
adopted the fair value recognition provisions of FASB Statement No. 123(R), "Share-Based Payment" ("SFAS No.
123(R)"), using the modified prospective transition method therefore results for prior periods have not been restated.
The primary impact of adopting SFAS No. 123(R) on the Company's financial statements was the reclassification of
the deferred compensation balance, as of December 31, 2005 ($20.9 million) related to its nonvested restricted shares
to additional paid-in capital. 37 STOCK OPTIONS: The Company also maintains the Amended 1989 Non-Qualified
Stock Option Plan (the "1989 Plan"). During the years 1989 to 1997, non-qualified stock options were granted at
exercise prices equal to the fair value of the stock on the date of grant. Grantees vested at the rate of 25% per year
beginning on the first anniversary of the grants that expire after ten years. Stock option grants were accounted for in
accordance with the intrinsic value method and, accordingly, no compensation expense was recognized. For the
applicable years, additional disclosure was provided regarding the pro forma effects on earnings per share calculated
as if the recognition and measurements provisions of the fair value method had been adopted. The Company had
468,000 non-qualified option shares outstanding and exercisable as of September 30, 2006, with an intrinsic value of
$7.0 million, an exercise price of $14.94 and an expiration date of February 13, 2007. No options were granted,
forfeited, expired or exercised during the first nine months of 2006. Shares issued upon option exercise may come
from new shares or existing shares held in the Company's employee benefits trust. There are no shares available for
grant under the 1989 Plan. (See Note 18) RESTRICTED STOCK AWARDS: Under both APB No. 25 and SFAS No.
123(R), the Company recognizes compensation expense related to its restricted stock awards based on the fair value of
the shares awarded as of the grant date. Compensation expense for the restricted stock awards is recognized on a
straight-line basis over the requisite service period (generally two to ten years). The compensation expense that has
been charged against income for share-based compensation was $3.3 million and $3.9 million for the three months
ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively, and $9.8 million and $12.1 million for the nine months ended
September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. The total income tax benefit recognized in the income statement for
share-based compensation arrangements was $636,000 and $468,000 for the three months ended September 30, 2006
and 2005, respectively, and $1.9 million and $1.6 million for the nine months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005,
respectively. Prior to the adoption of SFAS No. 123(R), the Company reported all cash flows resulting from the tax
benefits associated with tax deductions in excess of the compensation expense recognized for restricted stock awards
as operating cash flows in the Consolidated Statement of Cash Flows. Under SFAS No. 123(R) the Company now
reports such excess tax benefits as financing cash inflows. Under the Company's Executive Officer Annual Bonus
Plan, which is stockholder-approved, for the one-year period beginning January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2006
(the "2006 Annual Plan") the Company may grant selected officers awards of restricted shares of Company common
stock upon 38 achievement of certain predetermined pre-tax earnings targets for the 2006 calendar year. At the end of
the one-year performance period, upon determination of the extent to which the 2006 pre-tax earnings targets have
been achieved, participants under the 2006 Annual Plan will be paid bonuses in the form of cash, at 100% of the
amount of the cash bonus earned, plus an award of shares of restricted common stock equal to 100% of the amount of
the cash bonus earned in accordance with the 2006 Annual Plan. The award of shares of restricted common stock
would be made pursuant to the 2006 Plan. If such earnings targets are not met, no compensation cost is recognized
and any previously recognized compensation cost is reversed. As a result of adopting SFAS No. 123(R), the Company
accounts for these awards as liability instruments where the service period precedes the grant date. No restricted stock
awards were granted under the 2006 Annual Plan during the first nine months of 2006. A summary of the status of the
Company's nonvested restricted stock awards as of September 30, 2006 and changes during the nine month period
then ended is presented below: WEIGHTED-AVERAGE NUMBER GRANT DATE OF SHARES FAIR VALUE
Nonvested at December 31, 2005 .....coooovvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeenn 2,959,053 $ 13.79 Granted
..................................................................... 400,201 22.57 VEStEd ...cveuveuieiiniiieieieieieeesteeeeetee e
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(1,444,705) 12.48 Forfeited .......c.coevererinenieieineneieieeeeseeeeeenene (41,364) 19.96
Nonvested at September 30, 2000 ..........ccccceveenienenneeneeneennen. 1,879,185 $ 16.56 ===========

The fair value of nonvested shares is determined based on the closing trade price of the
Company's shares on the grant date as determined in accordance with the 1997 Plan and/or the 2006 Plan. As of
September 30, 2006, there was $18.2 million of total unrecognized compensation cost related to nonvested
share-based compensation arrangements. That cost is expected to be recognized over a weighted-average period of 1.8
years. The weighted-average grant date fair value of the restricted stock awards granted during the nine months ended
September 30, 2006 and 2005 was $22.57 and $23.05, respectively. The total fair value of shares vested was $33.6
million and $31.6 million for the nine months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. Awards of restricted
common stock include dividend rights and non-preferential dividends are paid on nonvested restricted shares of
Company common stock. Dividends declared on restricted stock awards granted are not subject to vesting.
Outstanding nonvested restricted shares of Company common stock 39 are generally subject to accelerated vesting if
there is a change in control of the Company (as defined in the restricted stock award agreements or Employment or
Management Continuity Agreements, if applicable). NOTE 18: DEFERRED COMPENSATION The Company
periodically contributes cash to an employee benefits trust ("GSOP") in order to pre-fund contributions to various
employee benefit plans (e.g., 401(K) match, Employee Stock Ownership Plan contribution, etc.). The Company
consolidates the GSOP under the provisions of Financial Accounting Standards Board Interpretation No. 46R,
"Consolidation of Variable Interest Entities." The GSOP uses the contributed cash to acquire shares of the Company's
common stock and the shares held by the GSOP are recorded at fair value and treated as treasury stock for purposes of
calculating the Company's basic and diluted earnings per share. The Company also maintains a Supplemental
Executive Retirement Plan ("SERP") and Excess Benefit Plan ("EBP"); both of which are deferred compensation
plans designed to provide certain employees the ability to receive benefits that would be otherwise lost under the
Company's qualified retirement plans due to statutory or other limits on salary deferral and matching contributions.
Assets held in the SERP and EBP include both Company stock as well as other mutual funds. Changes in the fair
value of the Company's stock are included as part of the deferred compensation obligation component of other
liabilities with a corresponding charge (or credit) to compensation expense. Changes in the fair value of the mutual
funds are recorded as part of both other assets and deferred compensation obligation with corresponding charges (or
credits) to other income and compensation expense, respectively. These offsetting charges and credits due to the
changes in fair value of the mutual fund assets result in no net impact on income. The following table details the
composition of the Company's deferred compensation balance as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30,

DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) SERP and EBP
................................................................ $ 18,549 $ 16,831 GSOP .....oooimiiiiieieeeeieeeeeeeeeee e 3,990
5,624 Unamortized restricted stock awards ..........ccccoevvvvvviiiiiviienennnnnn. - 20,902 Total deferred
COMPENSALION ...oveevereneenieeieeeeteienieneesesee e $22,139 $ 43,357 Under the

provisions of SFAS No. 123(R), which the Company adopted as of January 1, 2006, companies may no longer
account for unrecognized compensation costs related to nonvested stock awards as deferred compensation. SFAS No.
123(R) requires that any existing balance of deferred compensation 40 as of the adoption date be reclassified to
additional paid-in capital. Because the Company adopted SFAS No. 123(R) on the modified prospective basis, results
from prior periods have not been restated to conform to the current presentation. (See Note 17) NOTE 19:
INDUSTRIAL BANK REGULATORY CAPITAL FIL is subject to various regulatory capital requirements under
California and Federal regulations. Failure to meet minimum capital requirements can result in regulatory agencies
initiating certain mandatory and possibly additional discretionary actions that, if undertaken, could have a direct
material effect on the consolidated financial statements. Under capital adequacy guidelines and the regulatory
framework for prompt corrective action, FIL must meet specific capital guidelines that involve quantitative measures
of its assets, liabilities and certain off-balance sheet items as calculated under regulatory accounting practices. FIL's
capital amounts, its ability to pay dividends and other requirements and classifications are also subject to qualitative
judgments by its regulators about components, risk weightings and other factors. Banking institutions that are
experiencing or anticipating significant growth are generally expected to maintain capital ratios above minimum
levels. As of September 30, 2006, FIL's regulatory capital exceeded all minimum requirements to which it is subject
and the most recent notification from the FDIC categorized FIL as "well-capitalized". To be categorized as
well-capitalized, the institution must maintain capital ratios as set forth in the following table. There have been no
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conditions or events since that notification that management believes have changed FIL's categorization as
well-capitalized. FIL's actual regulatory amounts and ratios and the related standard regulatory minimum ratios
required to qualify as well-capitalized are detailed in the table below. SEPTEMBER 30, 2006

ACTUAL MINIMUM REQUIRED
AMOUNT RATIO AMOUNT RATIO (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT
PERCENTYS) Tier-1 Leverage Capital ............. $ 1,602,316 12.03% $ 666,080 5.00% Risk-Based Capital: Tier-1
............................ 1,602,316 12.65% 759,754 6.00% Total .........ccoccveeeuennen. 1,763,279 13.93% 1,266,256 10.00%
DECEMBER 31, 2005 ACTUAL MINIMUM REQUIRED

AMOUNT RATIO AMOUNT RATIO
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) Tier-1 Leverage Capital ............. $ 1,549,685 12.59% $
615,462 5.00% Risk-Based Capital: Tier-1 ...........cccccevueenenne. 1,549,685 14.15% 657,156 6.00% Total
............................. 1,699,420 15.52% 1,095,261 10.00% 41 Regulatory capital is assessed for adequacy by three
measures: Tier-1 Leverage Capital, Tier-1 Risk-Based Capital and Total Risk-Based Capital. FIL's Tier-1 Leverage
Capital includes common stockholder's equity, a certain portion of its mortgage servicing rights not includable in
regulatory capital and other adjustments. Tier-1 Leverage Capital is measured with respect to average assets during
the quarter. The Tier-1 Risk-Based Capital ratio is calculated as a percent of risk-weighted assets at the end of the
quarter. FIL's Total Risk-Based Capital includes the allowable amount of its allowance for loan losses (the allowable
amount includable is limited to 1.25% of gross risk-weighted assets). The Total Risk-Based Capital ratio is calculated
as a percent of risk-weighted assets at the end of the quarter. During the third quarter of 2005, the Company identified
that its interpretation for the calculation of risk-weighted assets was not complete. Previously, the Company had not
incorporated the unfunded portion of its commercial real estate loan commitments into its risk-weighted assets
calculation. As of September 30, 2006, and for all prior periods presented, the Company has included the
risk-weighted effect of these unfunded commitments into its Tier-1 Risk-Based and Total Risk-Based Capital ratios.
Included in these unfunded commitments are amounts for loan transactions for which the unfunded portion is not
currently available to the borrower based upon the level of progress of the underlying commercial real estate project.
The impact upon the Tier-1 Risk-Based and Total Risk-Based Capital ratios in prior periods did not change FIL's
categorization as well-capitalized and there is no impact upon the Tier-1 Leverage ratio. The following table details
the calculation of the respective capital amounts at FIL as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31,

2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Common stockholder's equity at FIL
.......................................... $ 1,607,568 $ 1,550,049 Less: Disallowed portion of mortgage servicing rights
........................... (3,013) - Unrealized gains on available-for-sale securities ......................... (2,239) (364) ------------
——————————— Total Tier-1 Capital .......ccccceveeveeneenennieieeniceiceneeeenee 1,602,316 1,549,685 Add: Allowable portion of the
allowance for loan 10SS€ES ........cccvvvvvvennne. 160,963 149,735 Total Risk-Based Capital (Tier-1 and
TS ) $ 1,763,279 $ 1,699,420 42 NOTE 20:

COMMITMENTS AND CONTINGENCIES The Company retains the right in its securitization transactions to call
the securities when the outstanding balance of loans in the securitization trust declines to a specific level, typically
10% of the original balance. Management expects that it may exercise its clean-up call option. The loans acquired via
the clean-up call may be then either sold or put into the Company's loan portfolio. While it is expected that most loans
acquired in a clean-up call can be sold for gains or retained as attractive portfolio investments, a portion of the loans
are expected to be non-performing and thus, it is possible that non-performing loans may increase temporarily
between the time of the call exercise and the disposition of the loans. The Company is a defendant in a number of
legal actions arising in the ordinary course of business and from the discontinuance of the insurance operations.
Management and its legal counsel are of the opinion that the settlement of these actions, individually or in the
aggregate, will not have a material effect on the Company's business, financial position or results of operations.
FREMONT INDEMNITY COMPANY (IN LIQUIDATION) V. FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION ET AL.:
On June 2, 2004, the State of California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi (the "Commissioner"), as statutory
liquidator of Fremont Indemnity Company ("Fremont Indemnity"), filed suit in Los Angeles Superior Court against
Fremont General alleging the improper utilization by Fremont General of certain net operating loss deductions
("NOLs") allegedly belonging to its Fremont Indemnity subsidiary (the "Fremont Indemnity case"). This complaint
involves issues that were considered resolved in an agreement among the California Department of Insurance,
Fremont Indemnity and Fremont General (the "Letter Agreement"). The Letter Agreement, dated July 2, 2002, was
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executed on behalf of the California Department of Insurance by the Honorable Harry Low, the State of California
Insurance Commissioner at that time. Fremont General has honored all of its obligations under the Letter Agreement.
On July 16, 2004, the Commissioner filed a First Amended Complaint ("FAC") adding a cause of action for
concealment of an alleged reinsurance dispute and is seeking to rescind the Letter Agreement. On January 25, 2005,
Fremont General's motions to dismiss the lawsuit brought by the Commissioner, on behalf of Fremont Indemnity,
against Fremont General were argued and heard before the Superior Court of the State of California (the "Court"). On
January 26, 2005, the Court issued its rulings dismissing all the causes of action in the FAC without leave to amend,
except for the cause of action for alleged concealment by Fremont General of a potential reinsurance dispute, which
was dismissed with leave to amend. The Court also found that Fremont General had properly utilized the NOLs in
accordance 43 with the Letter Agreement. In addition, the Court rejected the Commissioner's request for findings that
Fremont General's use of the NOLs and worthless stock deduction were voidable preferences and/or fraudulent
transfers. The Court also rejected the Commissioner's request for injunctive relief to force Fremont General to amend
its prior consolidated income tax returns to remove and forgo the worthless stock deduction for its investment in
Fremont Indemnity. On May 2, 2005, the Commissioner filed a Second Amended Complaint ("SAC") with regard to
the 7th cause of action on behalf of Fremont Indemnity against Fremont General alleging intentional
misrepresentation, concealment and promissory fraud, which induced the Commissioner to first enter into the Letter
Agreement. On July 15, 2005, the Court dismissed the SAC with 20 days leave to amend. On August 4, 2005, the
Commissioner filed a Third Amended Complaint ("TAC") again alleging intentional misrepresentation, concealment
and promissory fraud. On November 22, 2005, the Court dismissed the remaining cause of action in the TAC, finding
that the "Plaintiff still failed to plead any affirmative misrepresentation which is actionable." The Court also found that
the "pleading is inadequate as to damage allegations." This ruling by the Court dismisses the only remaining cause of
action in the lawsuit originally brought by the Commissioner on behalf of Fremont Indemnity against Fremont
General, first reported on June 17, 2004. The Commissioner has filed an Appeal to the Court's dismissal of the
complaint. The Company continues to believe that this lawsuit is without merit. FREMONT INDEMNITY
COMPANY (IN LIQUIDATION AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO COMSTOCK INSURANCE COMPANY) V.
FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION ET AL.: The Commissioner filed an additional and separate complaint
against Fremont General on behalf of Fremont Indemnity as successor in interest to Comstock Insurance Company
("Comstock"), a former affiliate of Fremont Indemnity, which was subsequently merged into Fremont Indemnity. This
case alleged similar causes of action regarding the usage of the NOLs as in the Fremont Indemnity case as well as
improper transactions with other insurance subsidiaries and affiliates of Fremont Indemnity. This matter was deemed
a related case to the Fremont Indemnity case. On April 22, 2005, the Court dismissed, without leave to amend, the
entire complaint. This ruling does not address or necessarily have legal effect on the related Fremont Indemnity case.
The Commissioner has filed an Appeal to the Court's dismissal of the complaint. The Company continues to believe
that this lawsuit is without merit. 44 GERLING GLOBAL REINSURANCE CORPORATION OF AMERICA V.
FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION ET AL.: On July 27, 2005, Gerling Global Reinsurance Corporation of
America ("Gerling") filed a lawsuit in Federal District Court (the "Court") against Fremont General arising out of a
reinsurance treaty between Gerling and Fremont Indemnity alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and
Concealment; 2) Breach of Fiduciary Duty; 3) Willful and Wanton Misconduct; 4) Negligent Misrepresentation; 5)
Gross Negligence; 6) Tortuous Interference with Contract; 7) Unjust Enrichment; and 8) Breach of Contract for
allegedly improper underwriting practices by Fremont Indemnity during 1998 and 1999. In October 2005, Gerling
filed a First Amended Complaint ("FAC") alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and Concealment; 2)
Inducement to Breach and Breach of Fiduciary Duty and Duty of Utmost Good Faith; 3) Willful and Wanton
Misconduct; 4) Negligent Misrepresentation; 5) Gross Negligence; 6) Tortuous Interference with Contract; 7) Unjust
Enrichment; and 8) Inducement to Breach and Breach of Contract. On December 12, 2005, the Company's Motion to
Dismiss the FAC was argued and heard before the Court. On December 15, the Court issued its Order dismissing with
prejudice Gerling's Third through Sixth Causes of Action, which asserted claims for Willful and Wanton Misconduct,
Negligent Misrepresentation, Gross Negligence and Tortuous Interference with Contract, and also dismissed with
prejudice that part of Gerling's Eighth Cause of Action that alleged Inducement to Breach of Contract. The Court also
dismissed the Breach of Contract claim, but granted Gerling leave to replead that claim. In January 2006, Gerling filed
a Second Amended Complaint ("SAC") alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and Concealment; 2) Breach
of Fiduciary Duty and Duty of Utmost Good Faith; 3) Unjust Enrichment; and 4) Breach of Contract. On March 6,
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2006, Fremont General's Motion to Dismiss this SAC were argued and heard before the Court. On its own motion, the
Court converted the Motion to Dismiss to a Motion for Summary Judgment and ordered that it be reset for hearing
following limited discovery on the statute of limitations issues raised in the Motion. The Company continues to
believe that this lawsuit is without merit. GARAMENDI V. RAMPINO ET AL. On or about October 12, 2006, the
California Insurance Commissioner, as Liquidator on behalf of Fremont Indemnity, filed a First Amended Complaint
against certain former directors and officers of Fremont Indemnity for Breach of Fiduciary Duty. The Complaint
alleges the defendant's breached their fiduciary duties by orchestrating and allowing Fremont Indemnity to engage in
an inappropriate underwriting scheme that caused injury to Fremont Indemnity's reinsurers which in turn injured
Fremont Indemnity by settlements it made with those reinsurers. The allegations in this complaint are substantially the
same as 45 those alleged by Gerling Global in its lawsuit. Although neither the Company nor any of its affiliates are
defendants in this lawsuit, it is indemnifying and defending these directors and officers pursuant to the
indemnification clause in Fremont General's bylaws. The Company intends to vigorously defend this matter and
believes the lawsuit is without merit. NOTE 21: OPERATIONS BY REPORTABLE SEGMENT The Company
manages its operations based on the types of products and services offered by each of its strategic business units.
Based on that approach the Company has grouped its products and services into two reportable segments --
Commercial and Residential Real Estate. The Commercial Real Estate segment originates its commercial real estate
loans, which are primarily bridge and construction facilities, on a nationwide basis. These loans, which are held for
investment, generate net interest income on the difference between the rates charged on the loans and the cost of
borrowed funds. The Residential Real Estate segment originates non-prime or sub-prime loans nationally through
independent brokers on a wholesale basis. These loans are then primarily sold to third party investors on a
servicing-released or servicing-retained basis, or, to a lesser extent, securitized. Net interest income is recognized on
these loans during the period that the Company holds them for sale. In addition, servicing income is realized on the
loans that are originated. Management measures and evaluates each of these segments based on total revenues
generated, net interest income and pre-tax operating results. The results of operations include certain allocated
corporate expenses as well as interest expense charged back to the segments for the use of funds generated by the
Company's corporate and retail banking operations. Interest expense is allocated among the residential and
commercial segments using LIBOR rates matched to the terms of the respective underlying loans plus a spread to
cover the expenses of the retail banking operations. Certain expenses that are centrally managed at the corporate level
such as provision for income taxes and other general corporate expenses are excluded from the measure of segment
profitability reviewed by management. The Company has included these general corporate expenses along with the
results of the Company's retail banking operation, which does not meet the definition of a reportable segment, in the
Corporate and Retail Banking category. Historical periods have been restated to conform to this presentation. 46
Intersegment eliminations shown in the table below relate to the credit allocated to the retail banking operations for
operating funds provided to the two reportable segments. RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL CORPORATE AND
INTERSEGMENT TOTAL REAL ESTATE REAL ESTATE RETAIL BANKING ELIMINATIONS

CONSOLIDATED (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Three
months ended September 30, 2006 Net interest inCome ...........cceeverveeerereennen $57,426 $ 70,819 $ 20,596 $ - $ 148,841
Provision for loan 10SS€S ..........ccccovveeee.... - (12,687) (5) - (12,692) Net gain (loss) on whole loan sales and
securitizations of residential real estate loans . (9,622) - - - (9,622) Loan servicing inCome ..............cccccecueeueenn. 26,427 -
- - 26,427 Mortgage servicing rights amortization and impairment provision ...........c..cccccceceeeee. (12,975) - - - (12,975)
Impairment on residual assets ...........ccccceeees = = = = - Other non-interest iNCOME ...........eevevevevvenes 1,089 4,552 274 -
5,915 Compensation ...........ccceeceeeveeeeeriuenuenns (30,944) (8,217) (15,840) - (55,001) Occupancy
.......................................... (4,876) (791) (2,541) - (8,208) Other non-interest €Xpense .............c........... (17,296) (2,307)
(16,380) - (35,983) AllOCAtions ........ccccevveeeveeecveeeereeennennn (19,272) (1,258) 20,530 - -

Income (loss) before income taxes ................ $ (10,043) $ 50,111 $ 6,634 $ - $ 46,702

Total revenues

..................................... $ 148,615 $ 148,861 $ 275,288 $ (265,453) $ 307,311

Total consolidated assets ........cceeeeeveeennn... $5,793,576 $
6,007,482 $ 1,001,678 $ - $12,802,736
=========== Three months ended September 30, 2005 Net interest inCOME .............ceserverurrervs.. $60,847 $45.812 $
13,689 $ - 120,348 Provision for loan 10SS€S .....ccoevveeeeeuenn.. 54,077 (11) - 4,071 Net gain on whole loan sales and
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securitizations of residential real estate loans ................. 116,044 - - - 116,044 Loan servicing income
.............................. 20,155 - - - 20,155 Mortgage servicing rights amortization and impairment provision
............................. (6,588) - - - (6,588) Impairment on residual assets ...................... - - - - - Other non-interest income
.......................... 1,008 3,279 315 - 4,602 Compensation .........cc.ccceceeeueeeeeennennneenne. (26,809) (11,473) (23,569) -
(61,851) OCCUPANCY ....eeuvemeiiiiiieniieniieeiieeieene (4,242) (789) (2,381) - (7,412) Other non-interest expense
......................... (11,433) (5,871) (16,030) - (33,334) Allocations ..........cccceeeeveeecveeeeveeennennnn. (13,182) (890) 14,072 - -

Income (loss) before income taxes ................ $ 135,805 $ 34,145
$ (13,915) $ - 156,035 Total
TEVEIUES .eveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeseeeees $ 249,544 $ 84,520 $ 86,752 $ (78,589) $ 342,227

Total consolidated assets ........cceeeeeveeennn... $5,819,746 $

4,000,487 $ 1,181,183 $ - $11,001,416
========—== 47 RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL CORPORATE AND INTERSEGMENT TOTAL REAL
ESTATE REAL ESTATE RETAIL BANKING ELIMINATIONS CONSOLIDATED
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Nine months ended September 30, 2006 Net interest income
............................... $ 220,012 $ 194,923 $ 53,261 $ - $ 468,196 Provision for loan losses ......................... 4 (28,284) -
- (28,280) Net gain (loss) on whole loan sales and securitizations of residential real estate loans . (16,424) - - -
(16,424) Loan servicing inCome ..........c...cccccevueenne. 71,258 - - - 71,258 Mortgage servicing rights amortization and
impairment provision ...........c..ccecceeeeee. (29,878) - - - (29,878) Impairment on residual assets .............c....... (5,752) - -

- (5,752) Other non-interest iNCOME ............cceuu........ 3,335 10,293 836 - 14,464 CompPensation .........ccccceeueeveeereeenueenuenns
(95,323) (21,711) (54,626) - (171,660) OCCUPANCY ..cvverveemeeeeneerneaieneeaneeeenees (13,823) (2,248) (7,942) - (24,013) Other
NON-INtETeSt EXPENSe ..c..eevvveruvernvennee. (43,557) (1,758) (46,561) - (91,876) AllOCAtIONS .....eeeevevemerreeeeeeeeeireeeeennn.
(59,905) (3,769) 63,674 - Income (loss) before income taxes
................. $29,947 $ 147,446 $ 8,642 $ - $ 186,035
Total TEVENUES ..evveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeanes $ 504,641 $ 390,659 $ 473,945 $ (447,533)
$921,712 Total consolidated
ASSELS .vvreeereeereeereens $ 5,793,576 $ 6,007,482 $ 1,001,678 $ - $ 12,802,736
Nine months ended September 30, 2005 Net interest income
............................... $ 202,535 $ 132,680 $ 31,847 $ - $ 367,062 Provision for loan 10sSes ......................... 6 7,250 (5) -
7,251 Net gain on whole loan sales and securitizations of residential real estate loans ................ 316,368 - - - 316,368
Loan servicing income ..........c...ccccevueneen. 49,841 - - - 49,841 Mortgage servicing rights amortization and impairment
PIOVISION ...eeeuieiiiiieieeaene (16,299) - - - (16,299) Impairment on residual assets .............c....... (1,790) - - - (1,790)
Other non-interest INCOME ...........eevvevveeeenes 2,782 11,058 729 - 14,569 Compensation .............cceceeeeereereeneenne (87,285)
(24,034) (65,466) - (176,785) OCCUPANCY ...vevveeeeeneaiereeenieienieeneeeense (12,453) (2,300) (6,536) - (21,289) Other
NON-INtETeSt EXPENSE ..c..vevuveruverunennee. (34,195) (6,914) (40,573) - (81,682) AllOCAtIONS ....eeeeeveeenreeeeeeeeeeireeeeennn.
(34,728) (3,024) 37,752 - - Income (loss) before income taxes
................. $384,782 $ 114,716 $ (42,252) $ - $ 457,246
Total FEVENUES ..evveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenees $ 711,095 $ 235,148 $ 223,724 $ (206,390)
$ 963,577 Total consolidated
ASSELS .vveeeereeereeeniens $ 5,819,746 $ 4,000,487 $ 1,181,183 $ - $ 11,001,416
48 NOTE 22: EARNINGS PER SHARE Earnings per share
have been computed based on the weighted-average number of shares. The following tables set forth the computation
of basic and diluted earnings per share: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005

(THOUSANDS OF SHARES AND DOLLARS, EXCEPT PER SHARE DATA) Net income (numerator for basic
earnings per share) ..........c.cccoeuee... $ 29,525 $ 92,565 $ 113,136 $ 273,437 Effect of dilutive securities: LYONSs
........................................................... ---8 Net income available to common
stockholders after assumed conversions (numerator for diluted earnings per share) ........... $29,525$ 92,565 $
113,136 $ 273,445 Weighted-average shares (denominator for basic
earnings per share) ..........c...c....... 74,498 72,962 74,187 72,509 Effect of dilutive securities using the treasury stock
method for restricted stock and stock options: Employee benefit plans .........c.ccccceeveeveencnniennnen. 1,221 1,154 1,201
1,107 Restricted StOCK ....ooeeeeeeeiieiiiiieiiieiiieeeeeeeees 366 1,311 406 1,120 StoCK OPLIONS ....covuveruveruierienieeieeieeieeieeieane
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16 101 64 98 LYONS ....ooiiiiiiiieniieniee ettt ---22 Dilutive potential
common Shares .........ccceeeeeveeeeeeeeeennn. 1,603 2,566 1,671 2,347 Adjusted
weighted-average shares and assumed conversions (denominator for diluted earnings per share) .................... 76,101
75,528 75,858 74,856 Basic earnings per share
.......................................... $040$1.27$1.53$3.77 Diluted
earnings per Share .........c.ccoeveveeeveieierenenennnn, $0.39$1.23$1.498$3.65

========= For additional disclosures regarding stock options and restricted stock see Note 17. 49 ITEM 2.
MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL CONDITION AND RESULTS OF
OPERATIONS OVERVIEW Fremont General Corporation ("Fremont General" or when combined with its
subsidiaries "the Company" or "we") is a holding company which is engaged in lending operations through its
indirectly wholly-owned subsidiary, Fremont Investment & Loan ("FIL"). FIL is an industrial bank. Fremont General
is not a "bank holding company" as defined for regulatory purposes. FIL has two primary real estate lending
operations, commercial and residential, both operating on a nationwide basis. FIL's commercial real estate lending
operation includes nine regional offices and, as of September 30, 2006, had loans outstanding in 29 states. The
residential real estate lending platform originated loans from 47 states through its five regional loan production centers
as of September 30, 2006. FIL funds its lending operations primarily through deposit accounts sourced in California
that are insured up to the maximum legal limit by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC") and, to a lesser
extent, advances from the Federal Home Loan Bank ("FHLB") of San Francisco. FIL is regulated by the FDIC and the
Department of Financial Institutions of the State of California ("DFI"). FIL raises its retail deposits in California
(predominately Southern California) through a network of 22 branches and a centralized call center. FIL will also
utilize its warehouse lines of credit from time to time to fund part of its residential real estate loan production. FIL's
residential real estate lending operation originates first, and to a lesser degree, second mortgage loans on a wholesale
basis through a network of independent mortgage brokers. FIL offers mortgage products that are designed for
borrowers who do not generally satisfy the credit, documentation or other underwriting standards prescribed by
conventional mortgage lenders and loan buyers, such as Fannie Mae (Federal National Mortgage Association) and
Freddie Mac (Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation) and are commonly referred to as "non-prime" or
"sub-prime". These borrowers generally have equity in the properties securing their loans, but have impaired or
limited credit profiles or higher debt-to-income ratios than conventional mortgage lenders allow. The borrowers also
include individuals who, due to self-employment or other circumstances, have difficulty documenting their income
through conventional means. FIL seeks to mitigate its exposure to credit risk through underwriting standards that
strive to balance appropriate loan to collateral valuations with a borrower's credit profile. All of the residential real
estate loans that FIL originates are currently either sold in whole loan sales to various financial institutions, or to a
lesser extent, securitized and sold to various investors. The Company has retained some of these loans as held for
investment in prior periods and may do so again in the future. FIL's commercial real estate lending operation provides
first mortgage financing on various types of commercial properties. The loans that FIL originates are substantially all
held for investment, with some 50 loans participated out to limit credit exposures. Loans are originated through broker
and borrower relationships and the borrowers are typically mid-size developers and owners seeking a loan structure
that provides limited recourse and is short-term, providing bridge or construction financing for comprehensive
construction, renovation, conversion, repositioning and lease-up of existing or new properties. To manage the credit
risk involved in this lending, FIL is focused on the value and quality of the collateral and the quality and experience of
the parties with whom it does business. The size of loan commitments originated generally range from $20 million to
$100 million, with some loans for larger amounts. The Company's two operating lines of business are influenced by
the overall condition of the economy, in particular the interest rate environment, and various market conditions. As a
result, the Company is subject to experiencing cyclicality in volume, gain (or loss) on the sale of loans, net interest
income, loan losses and earnings. The Company strives to manage its operations so as to optimize operational
efficiency and to maintain credit and market risks within acceptable parameters. The Company's lending operations
generate income as follows: o All of the residential real estate loans originated are currently sold for varying levels of
gain or loss through whole loan sales to other financial institutions, and to a lesser degree, to various investors through
securitization transactions. A held for sale loan valuation reserve, a loan repurchase reserve and a premium recapture
reserve are maintained and adjusted through provisions (which are either an expense or a credit to income) that are
recognized in the consolidated statements of income. Net interest income is recognized on these loans during the

Explanation of Responses: 23



Edgar Filing: MEDEL ROGER MD - Form 4

period that the Company holds them for sale. The Company also recognizes interest income on the residual interests it
retains from its securitization transactions. Servicing income is realized on the loans sold into the Company's
securitizations and on whole loan sales when servicing is retained, as well as on an interim basis for loans sold on a
servicing released basis to other financial institutions. When servicing is retained either through a securitization or a
whole loan sale with servicing retained, a mortgage servicing rights ("MSR") asset is typically established; the MSR is
amortized to expense over the expected life of the related servicing income. o Commercial real estate loans, which are
held for investment, generate net interest income on the difference between the rates charged on the loans and the cost
of borrowed funds. The majority of commercial real estate loans originated are adjustable interest rate loans based
upon either one, three and six-month LIBOR and an applicable margin. An allowance for loan losses is maintained
through provisions (which are either an expense or a credit to income) that are recognized in the consolidated
statements of income. The principal market risks the Company faces are interest rate risk and liquidity risk. Interest
rate risk is the risk that the valuation of the Company's interest sensitive assets and liabilities and its net interest
income will change due to changes in interest rates. Liquidity risk, which is the ability of the Company to access the
necessary funding and capital resources, in a cost-effective manner, to fund its loan originations or to sell its loans
held for sale. Liquidity risk also entails the risk of changes in secondary market 51 conditions, which can negatively
impact the pricing realized by the Company on the loans it sells or securitizes. The Company endeavors to mitigate
interest rate risk by attempting to match the rate reset (or repricing) characteristics of its assets with its liabilities. The
Company utilizes forward loan sale commitments to lock in liquidity execution and to hedge its loans held for sale.
The Company also utilizes Eurodollar futures to hedge the interest rate risk on a portion of its loan pipeline and its
loans held for sale. Residential and commercial mortgage lending requires significant cash to fund loan originations;
the Company strives to maintain certain liquidity levels, both in available funds and in funding capacity, to ensure its
ability to meet its funding objectives without constraint. The Company is dependent upon the securitization market for
the sale of its residential real estate loans as it either securitizes the loans directly or many of its whole loan buyers
purchase the loans with the intent to securitize. The secondary or securitization market is dependent upon many
factors that can change the demand and thus impact the pricing the Company realizes on the sale of its residential real
estate loans. The level of demand and general market conditions in the secondary market can significantly effect the
level of gain or loss realized by the Company on the sale of these loans. The objective of the interest rate and liquidity
risk management activities is to reduce the risk of operational disruption and to reduce the volatility in income caused
by changes in interest rates and market conditions; however, the mortgage banking industry is inherently subject to
income volatility due to the effect of interest rate variations on loan production volume, loan credit quality, premiums
realized on loan sales and securitizations, and loan prepayment patterns, which in turn affects the valuation of the
Company's loans held for sale, residual interests and MSRs, as well as the amount of loan servicing income realized.
This discussion and analysis should be read in conjunction with the Consolidated Financial Statements and notes
thereto presented under Item 1, and the Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December
31, 2005. CRITICAL ACCOUNTING POLICIES AND ESTIMATES The Company's discussion and analysis of its
financial condition and results of operations are based upon its consolidated financial statements, which have been
prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America ("GAAP"). The
preparation of these financial statements requires the Company to make estimates and judgments that affect the
reported amounts of assets, liabilities, revenues and expenses. On an on-going basis, the Company evaluates its
estimates, which are based on historical experience and on various other assumptions that are believed to be
reasonable under the circumstances, the results of which form the basis for making judgments about the carrying
values of assets and liabilities that are not readily apparent from other sources. Actual results may differ from these
estimates under different assumptions or conditions. The Company has identified four accounting policies as being
critical because they require more significant judgment and estimates about matters that may differ from the estimates
determined under different assumptions or conditions. These critical accounting policies relate to the gain or loss on
whole 52 loan sales and securitizations, allowance for loan losses, derivatives and income taxes. The critical
accounting policies and estimates are discussed in Management's Discussion and Analysis in the Annual Report on
Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005. EARNINGS PERFORMANCE The Company reported
income before income taxes of $46.7 million for the third quarter of 2006 as compared to $156.0 million for the third
quarter of 2005. For the first nine months of 2006 income before income taxes totaled $186.0 million as compared to
$457.2 million for the first nine months of 2005. The decrease in income before income taxes for the third quarter and
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first nine months of 2006 represent decreases of 70.1% and 59.3% over the results for the third quarter and first nine
months of 2005, respectively. The decrease in income during the third quarter of 2006, as compared to the third
quarter of 2005, is primarily a result of the Company recognizing a loss on the sale and securitization of its residential
real estate loans during the third quarter of 2006 of $9.6 million; in comparison, the Company recognized a gain of
$116.0 million during the third quarter of 2005. The loss is primarily a result of higher provisions for loan valuation,
repurchase and premium recapture reserves and a derivative loss during the third quarter of 2006 (of $20.4 million)
versus a gain during the third quarter of 2005 (of $24.2 million). The provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and
premium recapture reserves for the third quarter of 2006 totaled $76.3 million, as compared to $13.5 million for the
third quarter of 2005. This was partially offset by an increased level of net interest income during the third quarter of
2006. The decrease in income during the first nine months of 2006, as compared to the first nine months of 2005, is
primarily a result of the Company recognizing a loss on the sale and securitization of its residential real estate loans
during the first nine months of 2006 of $16.4 million; in comparison, the Company recognized a gain of $316.4
million during the first nine months of 2005. The loss is primarily a result of an increased provision for loan valuation,
repurchase and premium recapture reserves during the first nine months of 2006 of $250.7 million versus a provision
totaling $59.3 million during the first nine months of 2005. The loss was also impacted by lower levels of gross
premium being realized on the sale and securitization of the residential real estate loans during the first nine months of
2006. This was partially offset by an increased level of net interest income during the first nine months of 2006. The
Company reported net income of $29.5 million for the third quarter of 2006. This is compared to net income of $92.6
million for the third quarter of 2005. For the first nine months of 2006, net income totaled $113.1 million, as
compared to $273.4 million for the first nine months of 2005. 53 NET INTEREST INCOME The Company recorded
net interest income for the third quarter and first nine months of 2006 of $148.8 million and $468.2 million as
compared to $120.3 million and $367.1 million for the third quarter and first nine months of 2005, respectively. The
increase in net interest income for both periods in 2006 is primarily a result of an increase in the level of average
interest-earning assets. Total average interest-earning assets increased to $13.3 billion and $13.4 billion during the
third quarter and first nine months of 2006, as compared to $11.0 billion for both the third quarter and first nine
months of 2005. These increases are primarily the result of significantly higher levels of outstanding commercial real
estate loans held for investment. To a lesser degree, the average amounts outstanding of residential real estate loans
held for sale and retained residual interests also increased during the respective periods of 2006 as compared to 2005.
The net interest income margin as a percentage of average interest-earning assets increased to an annualized 4.67% for
the first nine months of 2006 from 4.47% for the first nine months of 2005; for the third quarter of 2006, the
percentage was 4.45%, up from 4.34% for the third quarter of 2005. Net interest income is impacted by the volume,
mix and rate of interest-earning assets and interest-bearing liabilities. The following tables identify the consolidated
interest income, interest expense, average interest-earning assets and interest-bearing liabilities, and net interest
margins, as well as an analysis of changes in net interest income due to volume and rate changes, for the third quarter
and first nine months of 2006 and 2005: 54 THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005
AVERAGE YIELD/ AVERAGE YIELD/ BALANCE INTEREST COST BALANCE
INTEREST COST (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT
PERCENTY) Interest-earning assets (1): Commercial real estate loans ................... $ 6,059,445 $ 144,306 9.45% $
3,939,714 $ 81,242 8.18% Residential real estate loans (2) .............. 6,519,702 135,432 8.24% 6,203,624 114,665
7.33% Residual interests in securitized loans ........ 121,274 8,945 29.26% 32,570 4,262 51.92% Cash equivalents and
investment securities ..... 568,547 8,883 6.20% 822,940 7,845 3.78%
Total interest-earning assets .................. $ 13,268,968 $ 297,566 8.90% $ 10,998,848 $ 208,014 7.50%
Interest-bearing liabilities: Time
dEPOSILS vvererierereeeiiereieeeae $ 7,865,020 $ 99,037 5.00% $ 6,537,140 $ 58,384 3.54% Savings deposits
............................... 1,536,547 14,667 3.79% 1,613,204 11,881 2.92% FHLB advances .........c..ccccceeereruenenene
2,053,337 26,876 5.19% 1,351,626 10,411 3.06% Warehouse lines of credit ...........c.......... 115,286 2,301 7.92%
59,870 929 6.16% Senior Notes due 2009 ..........cccceceuenee. 168,323 3,388 8.05% 181,450 3,650 8.05% LYONs
.......................................... --0.00% - - 0.00% Junior Subordinated Debentures ................. 103,093 2,320 9.00%
103,093 2,320 9.00% Other .........cccoveererenvenveeeennene. 25,064 136 2.15% 30,019 91 1.20%
Total interest-bearing liabilities ............. $ 11,866,670 $ 148,725 4.97% $ 9,876,402 $ 87,666
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3.52% Net interest income
............................ $ 148,841 $ 120,348 Percent of average interest-earning assets: Interest
INCOME ...veneeneenieeieeieenienns 8.90% 7.50% Interest eXpense .......cc..ceeeerueerveenueens 4.45% 3.16% ------ ------ Net interest
MArgin «..ooeuveeieeieeieeienns 4.45% 4.34% (1) Average loan balances include non-accrual loan
balances. (2) Includes loans held for sale and other. 55 NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,
2006 2005

AVERAGE YIELD/ AVERAGE YIELD/ BALANCE INTEREST COST BALANCE
INTEREST COST (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT
PERCENTS) Interest-earning assets (1): Commercial real estate loans .................. $ 5,554,367 $ 380,365 9.16% $
3,801,336 $ 224,091 7.88 % Residential real estate loans (2) ............. 7,172,012 443,136 8.26% 6,467,422 351,623

7.27 % Residual interests in securitized loans ....... 108,656 41,706 51.32% 22,280 8,569 51.42 % Cash equivalents
and investment securities .... 586,274 22,837 5.21% 702,837 16,605 3.16 %

—————— Total interest-earning assets ................ $ 13,421,309 $ 888,044 8.85% $ 10,993,875 $ 600,888 7.31 %
Interest-bearing liabilities: Time
dEPOSILS vvevrevrereiiiieieieieaes $7,791,367 $ 267,873 4.60% $ 6,316,905 $ 149,347 3.16 % Savings deposits
.............................. 1,545,762 42,901 3.71% 1,667,349 32,574 2.61 % FHLB advances .........c.cc.cceeuvvveenne.... 2,272,447
82,471 4.85% 1,507,165 30,130 2.67 % Warehouse lines of credit ..................... 175,072 8,860 6.77% 97,187 3,485
4.79 % Senior Notes due 2009 ..........cccuueeen..... 172,137 10,398 8.05% 181,450 10,950 8.05 % LYONs
......................................... ---320 15 6.27 % Junior Subordinated Debentures ................ 103,093 6,959 9.00%
103,093 6,960 9.00 % Other .........cooevuvveeveeeeeeeireeeennen. 24,159 386 2.14% 28,524 365 1.71 Y% ——---------= ~=--—mmem ————
Total interest-bearing liabilities ............ $ 12,084,037 $ 419,848 4.65% $ 9,901,993 $ 233,826
3.16 % Net interest income
........................... $ 468,196 $ 367,062 Percent of average interest-earning assets: Interest
INCOME ..o 8.85% 7.31 Y0 Interest EXPense ........cccecveeveeeeeunenne 4.18% 2.84 % ----- ------ Net interest
MArgin ....cocoeeeveeeeeeennnen. 4.67% 4.47 % ===== ====== (1) Average loan balances include non-accrual loan balances.

(2) Includes loans held for sale and other. 56 THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, NINE MONTHS
ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 COMPARED TO 2005 2006 COMPARED TO 2005
CHANGE DUE TO CHANGE DUE TO
VOLUME(1) RATE TOTAL VOLUME(1) RATE TOTAL
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Cash equivalent and investment securities ...... $ (3,056) $ 4,004 $ 1,038 $ (3,528) $

9,760 $ 6,232 Loans and residual interests ................... 63,564 24,950 88,514 196,661 84,263 280,924 - ————————-
Total increase in interest income .............. 60,508 29,044 89,552 193,133 94,023

287,156 Time deposits .......cccceeveeeveereerienncene (16,721) (23,932)
(40,653) (50,693) (67,833) (118,526) Savings deposits ........cceeruerreeeeruennenn 732 (3,518) (2,786) 3,375 (13,702)
(10,327) FHLB advances ..........cccoeevveeeeeeeenunne.. (9,185) (7,280) (16,465) (27,773) (24,568) 52,341) Warehouse lines of
(€ =16 || AR (1,106) (266) (1,372) (3,942) (1,433) (5,375) Senior Notes due 2004 and 2009 ................. 262 -
262 552 - 552 LYONS ..cooooieieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeenn - - - 15 - 15 Junior Subordinated Debentures ................. == - - - -
(01111 R 27 (72) (45) 70 (90) (20) Total
(increase) in interest eXpense ........... (25,991) (35,068) (61,059) (78,396) (107,626) (186,022)

Increase / (decrease) in net interest income ... $ 34,517 $ (6,024) $ 28,493 $ 114,737 $
(13,603) $ 101,134 (1) Changes in

rate/volume are allocated to change in volume. NON-INTEREST INCOME GAIN OR LOSS ON WHOLE LOAN
SALES AND SECURITIZATIONS OF RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE LOANS The gain on sale of residential real
estate loans decreased from $116.0 million in the third quarter of 2005 to a $9.6 million loss for the third quarter of
2006. For the first nine months of 2006, the Company realized a $16.4 million loss on the sale of its residential real
estate loans as compared to a $316.4 million gain for the first nine months of 2005. The loss on sale during the first
nine months of 2006 is primarily attributable to significantly higher provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and
premium recapture reserves. In addition, the Company realized a decrease in the gross premiums received on loan
sales, particularly in the first quarter of 2006, and a loss on derivatives for the first nine months of 2006 of $4.2
million, as compared to a gain of $15.8 million during the first nine months of 2005. The provisions for loan
valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves for the first nine months of 2006 totaled $250.7 million, as
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compared to $59.3 million for the first nine months of 2005. The loss on sale during the third quarter of 2006 is
primarily attributable to significantly higher provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves
and a hedging loss of $20.4 million. The provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves for
the third quarter of 2006 totaled $76.3 million, as compared to $13.5 million for the third quarter of 2005. 57 The
increased provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves is primarily due to increased loan
repurchase and re-pricing trends from previous whole loan sale transactions and lower secondary market values for
second mortgages. These increased loan repurchase and re-pricing levels, which have been noted industry-wide, are
primarily due to increased levels of early payment delinquencies during 2006 and a greater incidence of repurchase
requests from whole loan purchasers. The Company's loan repurchases and re-pricings increased to $345.7 million and
$691.8 million for the third quarter and first nine months of 2006, respectively, as compared to $126.7 million and
$270.5 million for the third quarter and first nine months of 2005, respectively. The Company continually evaluates
the loss severity and repurchase frequency estimates utilized for its loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture
reserves based upon its analysis of historical and current data and the mix of loan characteristics. Given these loan
repurchase and re-pricing trends, with an objective of reducing its early payment delinquencies, the Company made
modifications in its loan origination parameters during the second quarter of 2006, including eliminating or reducing
certain higher loan-to-value products (including certain second mortgage products) and lower FICO bands. The
Company has seen positive initial results based upon its third quarter loan production profile; these positive results
include lower second mortgage loan production, higher FICO scores, less first time home buyer loans, and lower
stated-income documentation loans. For instance, the Company has eliminated its "combo" loans (a first mortgage
originated in combination with a second mortgage) on stated-income documentation loans with FICO scores below
640. The Company also modified its whole loan sale agreements to limit the notification period for repurchase
requests (generally a buyer has a window of 90 days from the completion of the sale to notify the Company of any
qualifying loans that it is requesting to be repurchased) and to extend the qualifying first payment measurement period
(the period has been moved to 45 days from 30 days - thus a payment is not considered delinquent through and up to
45 days). While it is too soon for the Company to quantify the level of improvement on its provisioning, if any, the
Company believes that it is reasonable to expect to see a positive impact of these changes during the the first quarter
of 2007. A total of $8.2 billion in loans were sold (including loans sold via securitization) during the third quarter of
2006, as compared to loan sales and securitizations of $9.3 billion during the third quarter of 2005. For the first nine
months of 2006, a total of $25.3 billion in loans were sold (including loans sold via securitization), as compared to
loan sales of $26.1 billion for the first nine months of 2005. The average gross premium on Tier 1 loan sales and
securitizations during the third quarter of 2006 was 1.82% as compared to an average of 2.34% for the third quarter of
2005. For the first nine months of 2006, the average gross premium on Tier 1 loan sales and securitizations was 1.77%
as compared to an average of 2.66% for the first nine months of 2005. The decrease in gross premiums during the first
nine months of 2006 is primarily a result of lower interest rate margins (reflecting increased price competition in the
non-prime mortgage origination market) and secondary market conditions, particularly for loans sold into the first
quarter of 2006. The level of loans securitized during the third quarter of 2006 was $3.09 billion as compared to $1.03
billion for the third quarter of 2005; this higher level of securitization activity lowers the total recognized gross
premium levels as the Company records a lower premium on these transactions, but 58 for which it does not have any
loan repurchase requirements. Included in the $3.09 billion of securitizations during the third quarter of 2006 was a
second mortgage only pool of approximately $287.8 million upon which the Company realized a price below par, but
the Company does not have any repurchase obligation in connection with this transaction. In addition, during the third
quarter of 2006, the Company sold approximately $1.06 billion of loans on a whole loan basis with a provision that a
certain amount of first payment defaults would not be subject to repurchase; in exchange for this, the Company
realized approximately 40 basis points less in gross premium on the transaction. The Company entered into this
agreement in an effort to limit future provisions for loan valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reserves. The
Company's direct costs of loan origination associated with loans sold decreased during the third quarter and first nine
months of 2006 to 0.76% and 0.83%, respectively from 1.20% and 1.27% for the same periods in 2005 primarily as a
result of lower costs incurred for broker and account executive compensation. The Company realized net losses of
$20.4 million and $4.2 million on the derivative instruments it utilized to hedge the impact of interest rate volatility on
its residential real estate lending activities during the third quarter and first nine months of 2006, respectively. These
net losses primarily resulted from a decrease in the underlying interest rate indices (primarily the two-year swap rate)
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which conversely had a negative impact upon the gross loan sale premiums realized during the same periods. These
net losses are compared to net gains on derivatives of $24.2 million and $15.8 million during the third quarter and first
nine months of 2005. The net gain (loss) percentage (the net gain or loss after direct costs, net gains or losses on
derivative instruments, provisions for premium recapture and valuation and repurchase reserves, divided by net loans
sold) on these sales and securitizations decreased from 1.26% in the third quarter of 2005 to (0.13)% in the third
quarter of 2006. For the first nine months of 2006 the Company realized a net loss percentage on these sales of
(0.07)% as compared to a net gain percentage of 1.23% for the first nine months of 2005. The Company's gross loan
premiums, loan repurchase and valuation reserves and the gain or loss on derivative instruments have exhibited, and
are expected to continue to exhibit, variability (often significant) based on various economic, credit and interest rate
environments, as well as on the Company's loan sale and hedging activity levels and their timing. 59 The following
table provides the amounts of loans sold during the respective periods and additional detail on the net gain (loss) on
whole loan sales and securitizations: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005
(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Gross whole loan sales (Firsts) ........ccccoevvvvereeeeennn. $
5,084,883 $ 7,602,299 $ 19,920,066 $ 21,100,380 Gross whole loan sales (Seconds) ...........ccceeeurene... 277,469
760,737 1,850,049 1,970,332 Loans sold into securitizations (Firsts) .................... 2,620,790 993,936 3,561,359
3,154,867 Loans sold into securitizations (Seconds) .................... 464,889 38,789 506,853 70,575
8,448,031 9,395,761 25,838,327 26,296,154 Less: Repurchases .......c...ccoceeveeveencencencennenns
(294,170) (126,676) (532,824) (210,001) Total loan sales and securitizations

- net of repurchases .... $ 8,153,861 $ 9,269,085 $ 25,305,503 $ 26,086,153
Gross premium recognized on Tier I loan sales and securitizations
............................................ $ 148,536 $ 217,024 $ 448,784 $ 693,245 Net gain (loss) on derivative instruments

.................... (20,402) 24,218 (4,208) 15,833 128,134 241,242 444,576
709,078 Net direct loan origination COStS .........ccceevveerueenen. (61,484) (111,712) (210,304) (333,369) Provisions for
valuation, repurchase and premium recapture rESETVES .........ccoveereerreereenueeneenueens (76,272) (13,486) (250,696) (59,341)

Net gain (10ss) on sale ......ccoeeveverrereeieeenennn. $(9,622) $ 116,044 $ (16,424) $
316,368 Net gain (loss) on sale
...................................... $(9,622) $ 116,044 $ (16,424) $ 316,368 Origination expenses allocated during the period of
OTIINALION ...evvenieeienieieeieeieeie e (36,710) (30,381) (103,373) (108,535)
———————————— Net operating gain (loss) on sale ........................ $ (46,332) $ 85,663 $ (119,797) $ 207,833

Gross premium recognized on Tier I loan sales

and SECUTItIZAtIONS .......ccvvvveeeeeeeerereeeeeeeeeeeeeenns 1.82 % 2.34 % 1.77 % 2.66 % Net gain (loss) on derivative
instruments .................... (0.25)% 0.26 % (0.02)% 0.06 % 1.57 % 2.60 %
1.75 % 2.72 % Net direct loan origination COStS .........ccccceevueeueenne (0.76)% (1.20)% (0.83)% (1.27)% Provisions for
valuation, repurchase and premium recapture reSEIVES .........ccoeereerueenueenveenveennens (0.94)% (0.14)% (0.99)% (0.22)%

Net gain (10ss) on sale .........cccceeveerieniennne (0.13)% 1.26 % (0.07)% 1.23 %

Net gain (10SS) 0n sale ......ccccoeievieniinienienins
(0.13)% 1.26 % (0.07)% 1.23 % Origination expenses allocated during the period of origination
................................................ (0.45)% (0.33)% (0.41)% (0.42)% Net
operating gain (loss) on sale ...........c...c........ (0.58)% 0.93 % (0.48)% 0.81 %
o Percentages are of total loan sales and securitizations, net of repurchases, during
the period indicated. o Tier I loans are the Company's standard loans that are typically sold at a premium. Tier II loans
are those that do not meet the criteria for a Tier I sale due to delinquency status, documentation issues or loan program
exceptions for which the Company typically receives lower pricing. o Provision for valuation and repurchase reserves
represents adjustments to the valuation allowance for the Company's held for sale loans and adjustments to the
Company's repurchase reserve for the effect of loans estimated to be repurchased and the related return premiums. o
Provision for premium recapture is the provision for the return of premium on loans sold which prepay early per the
terms of each sales contract; includes some interest adjustment. o Origination expenses represent indirect expenses
related to the origination of residential real estate loans during the period of origination and which are not deferred for
GAAP. These expenses are included in non-interest expense in the consolidated statements of income during the
period incurred. There is no directly comparable GAAP financial measure to "Origination expenses allocated during
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the period of origination", the components of which are calculated in accordance with GAAP. o Net operating gain on
sale is a supplement to, and not a substitute for, the information presented in the consolidated statements of income as
prepared in accordance with GAAP. The Company utilizes this additional information as part of its management of
the total costs and efficiency of its loan origination platform. Furthermore, our definition of the indirect origination
expenses may not be comparable to similarly titled measures reported by other companies. Because these expenses are
estimates that are based on loans sold during the current period utilizing actual costs from prior periods, these costs
may fluctuate from period to period reflecting changes in the volume of loans sold, originated and the actual indirect
expenses incurred during the period of loan origination. The net operating gain on sale amount does not include net
interest income on residential real estate loans held for sale or any fair value adjustments on the Company's residual
interests in securitized loans. 60 LOAN SERVICING AND OTHER NON-INTEREST INCOME The components of
the Company's loan servicing income, MSR amortization and impairment and other non-interest income for the third
quarter and first nine months of 2006 and 2005 are indicated in the following table: THREE MONTHS ENDED

NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005
2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Loan Servicing Income: Servicing fee
income: Securitization tranSaACtions ..........ecceeeeevveeeeeerueeenn. $8,441 $6,108 $ 25,415 $ 15,701 Interim
....................................................... 5,592 9,807 19,216 24,083 Loans sold - servicing retained .........c..ccocceveeueenee.
5,363 897 9,280 2,369 19,396 16,812 53,911 42,153 Ancillary income
.................................................. 3,513 2,314 9,421 5,845 OthEr ....cccvvveeeieieieciieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeens. 3,518 1,029
7,926 1,843 $ 26,427 $ 20,155 $ 71,258 $ 49,841

MSR Amortization and Impairment: MSR amortization ..............ccccoecerveniieniieniiennenee. $
(12,975) $ (5,574) $ (29,878) $ (15,121) MSR impairment Provision .............cceeeevveeerereneeruenas -(1,014) - (1,178)

$(12,975) $ (6,588) $ (29,878) $ (16,299)

========= Other Non-Interest Income: Prepayment fees: Commercial real estate .............cc.ccceceerreerrurrrurrn... $10118$
467 $ 2,910 $ 1,848 Residential real €State ........ooeeeeveeeeeeeeereeeeeenns 633 706 2,115 1,980 Commercial real estate
transaction fees ........cooeeeeeeennnnne. 2,719 973 6,558 6,809 Net gain on extinguishment of debt ...........c...ccccceeenee. 31-68
AN | 01115 G 1,521 2,456 2,813 3,932 $5,915 $ 4,602
$ 14,464 $ 14,569 Loan servicing income (which is all related to

residential real estate), increased from $20.2 million in the third quarter of 2005 to $26.4 million for the third quarter
of 2006. For the first nine months of 2006 loan servicing income was $71.3 million versus $49.8 million for the first
nine months of 2005. These increases were due to an increased level of loans being serviced to maturity, either in the
Company's sponsored securitizations or for whole loan sales to other financial institutions in which the Company
retained the servicing rights. As of September 30, 2006, the Company was servicing a total of $15.1 billion in loans to
maturity, as compared to a total of $6.1 billion at September 30, 2005. This increase is a result of the Company's
decision to increase its servicing to maturity portfolio and the resulting increase in the amount of securitizations and
whole loan sales with servicing retained that have been entered into since September 30, 2005. With the increased
levels of securitizations and whole loan sales with servicing retained being entered into, the level of interim servicing
decreased. The additional loan securitization activity also created a higher level of MSRs, which resulted in an
increase in the amortization (expense) 61 of the MSRs in 2006 versus 2005. The Company intends to continue to
service those loans it securitizes, as well as some loans sold to other parties for more than on an interim basis
(servicing retained). The following is a breakdown of the total amount of loans outstanding being serviced by
categorization as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005

(MILLIONS OF DOLLARS) Loans in SECUTtIZAtIONS ..........cocuvieeuieeeieeieeeeieeeeeeeeeeeneennns $ 9,095 $ 7,381 Loans sold
and servicing retained ..........ccocceeeieiieniieiieniieeine 6,034 1,082 Loans being serviced to maturity
............................................ 15,129 8,463 Loans held forsale ........cccccccvvvvveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeieeee.. 5,610 5,412 Loans
sold and serviced on an interim basis .....ccveeeeeveeeeeeeeeeanen. 3,512 8,377 $242519%22252

PROVISION FOR LOSSES For the third quarter of 2006 the Company recognized a
$12.7 million provision expense as compared to a $4.1 million credit to income for the third quarter of 2005. For the
first nine months of 2006, the provision expense was $28.3 million versus a $7.3 million credit to income for the first
nine months of 2005. The provision expense increase was primarily a result of the increase between the quarters in the
commercial real estate loans held for investment partially offset by the decreased levels of net charge-offs and
non-accrual and classified (substandard) commercial real estate portfolio loans. In addition, the Company has
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continued to reduce its exposure to commercial real estate loans secured by hotel and lodging properties which have
been the majority of the non-accrual loans and net charge-offs in recent prior periods. The net charge-off amounts and
ratios (to average loans outstanding) for the commercial real estate portfolio were $153,000 or 0.01% for the third
quarter of 2006 and $(2.8) million or (0.28)% for the third quarter of 2005. For the first nine months of 2006 the net
charge-off amounts and ratios were $(106,000) or 0.00% as compared to $5.6 million or 0.20% for the first nine
months of 2005. The provision for loan losses represents the current period expense (or credit to income) associated
with maintaining an appropriate allowance for loan losses. The loan loss provision or credit for each period is
estimated on the basis of many factors, including loan growth, net charge-offs, changes in the composition and
concentrations (geographic, industry, loan structure and individual loan) of the loan portfolio, the number and
balances of non-accrual loans, delinquencies, the levels of restructured loans, assessment by management of the
inherent risk in the portfolio, the value of the underlying collateral on classified loans and the general economic
conditions in the commercial real estate markets in which the Company lends. Periodic fluctuations in the provision
for loan losses and the allowance for loan losses result from management's on-going assessment of their adequacy. 62
NON-INTEREST EXPENSE Non-interest expense decreased from $102.6 million during the third quarter of 2005 to
$99.2 million for the third quarter of 2006. For the first nine months of 2006, non-interest expense increased to $287.5
million as compared to $279.8 million for the first nine months of 2005. Compensation expense decreased from $61.9
million and $176.8 million during the third quarter and first nine months of 2005 to $55.0 million and $171.7 million
for the third quarter and first nine months of 2006, respectively. Decreases in compensation expense related to
residential real estate sales compensation were partially offset by decreases in the capitalization level of direct loan
origination costs. Overall increases in base compensation were largely offset by decreases in incentive and benefits
costs (such as management incentive compensation, employee stock ownership, 401(K) and other related accruals).
Increased expense levels for legal, professional and other outside services, information technology and leasing and
loan expense were the primary reason for an increase in the other component of non-interest expense. Occupancy
expense has increased as the Company has expanded certain of its facilities, such as its new loan servicing center in
Texas. 63 Compensation and non-compensation related operating expenses are detailed in the following tables:
THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
Compensation and related ...........ocoveveereeieerierieeenns $ 55,001 $ 61,851 $ 171,660 $ 176,785 Occupancy
......................................................... 8,208 7,412 24,013 21,289 Other .......ccceoevueveerenenieieieencnenieeeenenen 39,983
33,334 91,876 81,682 Total NON-INLErESt EXPENSE ..e.vevververrereererreeerienereeenenns $99,192 $
102,597 $ 287,549 $ 279,756 THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE
MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Total compensation and related
.................................... $ 106,605 $ 133,665 $ 342,225 $ 384,018 Deferral of loan origination costs (1)
............................ (51,604) (71,814) (170,565) (207,233) Compensation and related
.......................................... $ 55,001 $ 61,851 $ 171,660 $ 176,785
========= (1) Incremental direct costs associated with the origination of loans are deferred when incurred. For
residential real estate loans, when the related loan is sold, the deferred costs are included as a component of net gain
on sale. Other non-interest expense categories for the third quarter and first nine months ended September 30, 2006
and 2005 are summarized below (note that gains on the sale of REO properties are included herein as an offset):
THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,
2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Legal,
professional and other outside services ...................... $ 10,207 $ 8,375 $ 26,486 $ 21,150 Information technology
.............................................. 6,181 4,844 15,193 12,113 Printing, supplies and postage ..........ccccceevveeeeeeeneenee.. 4,215
4,131 12,226 11,726 Advertising and promotion .............ceceeveeeveeenieeneeeeennn 2,778 2,915 8,939 8,357 Auto and travel
..................................................... 2,485 2,178 6,920 6,445 Leasing and 10an €XPense ........c..ccecveevveerueeieeuensueenuenns

3,952 1,945 9,708 5,249 Net real estate OWned eXPenses ........c.ccereereenreenueenueennens 436 (389) (6,805) (5,024) Telephone
........................................................... 1,675 1,142 5,061 3,299 All Other ......c..ccecevveneneniecenencnceeeencnennene. 4,054
8,193 14,148 18,367 Total Other EXPENSES ......ccvevereererrerreneeieeererierieneeneas $35,983 %
33,334 $91,876 $ 81,682 64 INCOME TAXES Income tax expense of
$17.2 million and $63.5 million for the quarters ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, represent effective tax rates of
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36.8% and 40.7%, respectively, on income before income taxes of $46.7 million and $156.0 million for the same
respective periods. During the third quarter of 2006, the Company recorded a reduction of its state income tax expense
of $2.7 million as a result of the resolution of various state tax matters for the 1995 to 2001 tax years. For the nine
months ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, income tax expense of $72.9 million and $183.8 million, represent effect
tax rates of 39.2% and 40.2% on income before income taxes of $186.0 million and $457.2 million for the same
respective periods. The effective tax rates for all periods presented are different than the Federal enacted tax rate of
35% due mainly to various apportioned state income tax provisions. REVIEW OF FINANCIAL CONDITION
LOANS HELD FOR SALE The Company's residential real estate loans held for sale have increased to $5.54 billion at
September 30, 2006 from $5.42 billion at December 31, 2005. During the third quarter of 2006, residential real estate
loan originations totaled $7.76 billion as compared to $9.61 billion for the third quarter of 2005. During the first nine
months of 2006 residential real estate loan originations totaled $25.84 billion as compared to $26.62 billion for the
first nine months of 2005. The following table details the loans held for sale as of the dates indicated: SEPTEMBER

30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Loan principal balance: 1st
EUSE AEEAS oo eeeeee s $ 5,180,894 $ 4,792,976 2nd trust deeds
........................................................... 420,430 611,104 5,601,324 5,404,080 Net deferred direct
OTIZINAtION COSES ...eeuveenveeiieniieniieniieniienieens 38,292 51,782 5,639,616 5,455,862 Less: Valuation
TESEIVE ..eeeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseneeeeeseennsnneees (96,285) (32,753) Loans held for sale - net
................................................... $ 5,543,331 $ 5,423,109 Loans held for sale on
non-accrual Status .......oeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennn. $49,794 $ 16,736 Tier II loans (before
valuation reserves): 1St trust deeds ......covvvvveiiiiieiiieieeeeeeeeeeee e $ 172,178 $ 113,742 2nd trust deeds
............................................................. 80,904 34,351 $ 253,082 $ 148,093

=========== 0 Tier Il loans do not meet the criteria of a Tier I loan due to delinquency status, documentation issues
or loan program exceptions for which the Company typically receives lower premiums. 65 During the latter half of
2005, the Company implemented pricing strategies designed to reduce the production volume of interest-only loans,
while at the same time a 40-year amortization (due in 30 years) first mortgage product was introduced. Additionally, a
50-year amortization (due in 30 years) first mortgage product was introduced during the third quarter of 2006. The
interest-only loans generally provide for no principal amortization for up to the first five years and are available on the
2/28 and 3/27 (e.g., 2 years fixed rate, then 28 years adjustable rate) products. The second lien products are all fixed
rate loans. The following tables profile the loan origination volume for the periods indicated: 66 THREE MONTHS
ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30,

2006 2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF
DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) Loan origination volume by lien position: Firsts ..........ccccceceeviiivinnenieniieniieeiene
$7,276,675 $ 8,710,006 $ 23,725,512 $ 24,303,516 Seconds .......c.ccoveuereeeerirerineinieirieenenenns 483,469 900,777
2,112,695 2,312,618 $7,760,144 $ 9,610,783 $ 25,838,207 $ 26,616,134

For first lien volume only: Average loan size
...................................... $272,637 $ 251,371 $ 264,522 $ 242,511 Weighted-average COUPON ..........ccveverereereeneenens

8.31% 7.32% 8.34% 7.18 % Average bureau credit score (FICO) ..................... 627 622 623 622 Average

loan-to-value (LTV) ..ccceviiiiininins 80.2% 80.5% 80.0% 80.8 % Type of product: ARMs: 30 Year: 2/28

............................................. 36.7% 89.6% 48.8% 87.3 To 3/27 ....oeeveeveeveveenenenceeenenene. 2.6% 2.2% 1.3% 2.7 %

5125 o 0.4% 0.7% 0.2% 0.8 % 39.7% 92.5%

50.3% 90.8 % 40/30: 2/28 .....ceoeeriniieieieirieeeene 20.2% 0.8% 31.1% 0.3 %0 3/27 ..ceeeeieiriicieieeneeens

0.9% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0 %0 5/25 ....occvveeveniieininineeieenenn 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0 %

———————————— 21.2% 0.8% 31.8% 0.3 % 50/30: 2/28 .....cccevevvecvrceneneneveercnenne. 18.3% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0 % 3/27

............................................. 2.2% 0.0% 0.7% 0.0 % 5/25 .....ccoevevvevecvvcenencneeeerenen. 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0 %
20.6% 0.0% 6.4% 0.0 % Total

ARMS ..o 81.5% 93.3% 88.5% 91.1 %

Fixed rate: 30 Year .......cccceveevienieviencncncenennens 11.6% 6.7% 7.8% 8.9 % 40/30

.............................................. 3.8% 0.0% 2.7% 0.0 % 50/30 ......ccccevevvevevenvcncnevnccnenenne. 3.1% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0%

Total fixed rate .......c..coccevevercreennene 18.5% 6.7% 11.5% 8.9 % -----------
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0 %
Loan purpose: Purchase ..........ccccooceenieniininnnnen. 36.6% 51.0% 43.5% 48.8 % Refinance
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............................................ 63.4% 49.0% 56.5% 51.2 % 100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0 % Documentation Type: Full
................................................. 60.3% 58.1% 55.4% 60.3 % Stated ..........cccceverenecvecenccncnnenennnn. 38.3% 40.5% 43.4%
374 %0 Other ...c..ccoeuevuevinieieinircncicieeeans 1.4% 1.4% 1.2% 2.3 % 100.0%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0 % 67 THREE MONTHS
ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006
2005 2006 2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) For second lien
volume only: Average 10an SiZe .........cccecvevererieniereeeeesierieneenens $71,699 $ 55,279 $ 67,042 $ 51,337
Weighted-average Coupon ..........ceceevueeneeneeneenieennenn 11.14% 10.18% 11.16% 10.09% Average bureau credit score

(03 (G0 ) 664 648 655 649 Purpose: Purchase ..........c.ccooceevviiniiiiininiiiniinicee 76.1% 80.8%
79.8% 79.9% Refinance ..........ccccceevueeveeesieniiennieeeeieeieenen. 23.9% 19.2% 20.2% 20.1% Percentage of second liens to
first liens (in units) ............... 25.3% 47.0% 35.1% 45.0% THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED
SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005 First
& Second Mortgages - Origination by geographic dispersion: California ..........cc.ccecceeveeneiicinennnen. 27.1% 26.8%
26.0% 28.2% Florida ........ccccceveruenueinincncnieeenenn 13.7% 11.6% 14.2% 10.7% NeW YOrK .....ccccceververeecirenincieinennens
11.0% 11.2% 11.5% 11.1% Maryland ............ccccceveenieniineenennncn. 7.5% 6.6% 7.4% 5.8% New Jersey
.......................................... 5.1% 6.8% 6.3% 6.8% All other states ...........cccecererveveeeene. 35.6% 37.0% 34.6% 37.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% THREE MONTHS
ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005
2006 2005 Interest-only loans: As a percentage of first lien volume ................... 7.6% 25.7%
9.8% 26.1% Average bureau credit score (FICO) ..................... 654 643 648 644 Weighted-average coupon
................................ 7.49% 6.72% 7.57% 6.52% Average loan-to-value (LTV) ........cccccceeeeeenee. 82.1% 81.5% 81.5%
81.6% 68 LOANS HELD FOR INVESTMENT AND ALLOWANCE ACTIVITY The Company's net loans held for
investment before the allowance for loan losses was approximately $6.15 billion at September 30, 2006, as compared
to $4.76 billion at December 31, 2005. The increase in the Company's loans held for investment is a result of
increased levels of loan commitment origination in 2005 and the first nine months of 2006, as well as a reduction in
the rate of loan paydowns. Commercial real estate loans are reported net of participations to other financial institutions
or investors in the amount of $220.6 million and $138.2 million as of September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005,
respectively. The following table shows the total commercial real estate new loan commitment volume, net of
participations, for the periods indicated: THREE MONTHS ENDED NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 2005 2006 2005

———————————— (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Senior 10ans ...........cccoceeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeen. $ 1,382,697 $ 1,556,154 $
3,916,699 $ 3,773,889 Mezzanine loans ...........cceevveeeeeeeeeeieeeieeeeeeeennnn. oo $
1,382,697 $ 1,556,154 $ 3,916,699 $ 3,773,889

Average senior loan commitment size originated ................... $ 65,843 $37,051 $ 41,667 $ 32,534 ======—====

The following table shows the Company's loans held for investment
in the various financing categories and the percentages of the total represented by each category: SEPTEMBER 30,
DECEMBER 31, 2005 AMOUNT % OF TOTAL AMOUNT % OF
TOTAL (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) Commercial
real estate 1oans: CONStIUCION «....oovveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeenns $3,915,591 63 % $ 2,448,428 51 % Bridge
................................................... 1,799,517 29 % 1,887,073 39 % Permanent ...........ccceeeeeeueeeneneeenvenvvvnnnnnnn.. 405,637 7
% 389,681 8 % Single tenant credit ..........ccceevveevueeieeeniennenne 75,7571 % 77,113 2 %
—————————— 6,196,502 100 % 4,802,295 100 % Other .........ccccecevvecerenvercnevecencnennennenen. 8,643 0 % 8,589 0 % -----------
6,205,145 100 % 4,810,884 100 % Deferrred fees and COSES .....ovvvvveveveiereieeeeeeeeeennn.
(56,521) (1)% (50,984) (1)% Allowance for loan 10SS€S .........ccccvvveereeeecnnnnn.. (185,227) (3)% (156,837) (3)%

Loans held for investment - n€t ..........coceeeveveeenn... $ 5,963,397 96 % $ 4,603,063
96 % 69 As of September 30, 2006, approximately
19.3%, 15.0% and 11.9% of the Company's commercial real estate loans outstanding were secured by properties
located within California, Florida and New York, respectively; no other state represented greater than 10% of the loan
portfolio. The real estate securing these loans includes a wide variety of property and project types including
condominiums (construction and conversion), multi-family-other, office, retail, industrial, land development, lodging
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and mixed-use properties. The loans in the portfolio were distributed by property type as follows as of the dates

indicated: SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006 2005 Multi-family - Condominiums:
CONSLIUCLION ..evveeneeenieeieeieeieeieeieeieeieeneees 32% 27% CONVETSION ....eoveeniieiianiieniieniieniieniiesiesieenaees 23% 21%
55% 48% Land Development ............ccoceeveenienienienieneennen. 14% 15% Office
......................................................... 9% 14% Retail .........ccccceveeviiieenececceneeneeneennee.. 6% 7% Special Purpose
................................................ 5% 2% Commercial Mixed-Use ........c..cccceeveeneencenicencennee. 4% 5% Multi-family -
Other ......cooeeveeniiieiceiceceen 3% 3% Industrial ..........cccoociviiniiiniiniiniiiceeee 3% 4% Hotels & Lodging
............................................... 1% 2% 100% 100% The

commercial real estate loan portfolio as of September 30, 2006, is stratified by loan size as follows (thousands of
dollars, except percents and number of loans): TOTAL LOANS # OF AVERAGE LOAN SIZE OUTSTANDING %

LOANS LOAN SIZE - e oo $0-$ 1 million ........cccuvvenneenne $2,255 0%
70 $ 32 > $1 million - $ 5 million ....................... 117,726 2% 39 3,019 > $5 million - $10 million .......................
474,732 8% 67 7,086 > $10 million - $15 million ....................... 685,195 11% 55 12,458 > $15 million - $20 million
....................... 491,142 8% 28 17,541 > $20 million - $30 million ....................... 1,138,965 18% 47 24,233 > $30
million - $40 million ....................... 1,060,889 17% 30 35,363 > $40 million - $50 million ....................... 432,835 7%
10 43,284 > $50 million .......cccceeuvveviieiiiiiiieinenee 1,792,763 29% 26 68,952 —----——--mm —om oo oo $ 6,196,502
100% 372 $ 16,657 70 As of September 30, 2006, the average loan size

was $16.7 million (or $20.5 million when loans under $1 million are excluded) and the average loan-to-value ratio
was approximately 73%, using the most current available appraised values and current loan balances outstanding. The
following table details the commercial real estate loan portfolio as of September 30, 2006 by property collateral type
and as to outstanding balances and total commitment amounts: AVERAGE TOTAL LOANS TOTAL LOAN
AVERAGE AVERAGE LOAN TO PROPERTY TYPE OUTSTANDING % COMMITMENTS % LOAN
BALANCE COMMITMENT COMMITMENT % -

(THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) Multi- Fam11y Condomlmums
Conversion ........c.ccceueuene. $ 1,447,071 23% $ 1,731,788 16% $ 28,374 $ 33,957 84% Construction .....................
1,945,810 32% 4,972,770 48% 21,620 55,253 39% --- - 3,392,881
55% 6,704,558 64% 24,063 47,550 51% Land Development ................... 901 142 14% 1,244,965 12% 16,384 22,636
72% OFfice .....ccvveverrevernnne. 552,925 9% 665,605 6% 18,431 22,187 83% Retail ........cccceverueuneneee. 387,699 6%
566,235 5% 14,912 21,778 69% Special Purpose .................... 340,591 5% 352,624 3% 24,328 25,187 97%
Commercial Mixed-Use ............... 219,796 4% 388,371 4% 16,907 29,875 57% Multi-Family - Other ...............
207,337 3% 256,386 3% 2,880 3,561 81% Industrial ...........c............ 125,841 3% 159,116 2% 8,989 11,365 79%
Hotels & Lodging ..........cc.c..... 68,290 1% 68,290 1% 9,756 9,756 100% --- ---

$ 6,196,502 100% $ 10,406,150 100% $ 16,657 $ 27,974 60%
The commercial real estate loan portfolio
includes 26 separate loans with outstanding balances in excess of $50 million as of September 30, 2006. The
Company's largest single individual loan outstanding (net of participation) at September 30, 2006 was $100.5 million
with a total loan commitment of $130.0 million. The Company's largest net commitment for a single loan at
September 30, 2006 was $150.0 million (with $13.2 million outstanding); this commitment represents the maximum
potential loan amount to the borrower; however, the amount available to borrow is generally subject to certain levels
of completion or other factors on the underlying property. At September 30, 2006, the Company had two loans
collateralized by the same building property; each loan was for certain floors and purpose (one for condominiums and
one for office space). The combined total loan commitment of the two loans was $156.6 million with a combined total
outstanding loan balance of $142.5 million. As of September 30, 2006, there were nine groups of loans (separate loans
on different properties) with common investors or equity sponsors for which the aggregate outstanding principal
balance of the separate loans exceeded $100 million. The largest concentration is from one affiliated investment fund
and totals $206.6 million in loan principal outstanding with $220.8 million in total loan commitment and is comprised
of four separate loans. All four of the loans under this concentration were performing as of September 30, 2006. 71
The Company's commercial real estate loans are substantially all variable-rate loans based upon an index (such as
one-month LIBOR) and a spread. As of September 30, 2006, the average spread above the applicable index was
3.36%. All of the variable-rate loans have interest rate floors in terms of a minimum rate of interest to be charged; at
September 30, 2006, the average interest rate floor was 6.45%. As of September 30, 2006, the commercial real estate
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loans outstanding had the following indexes in place (before addition of the applicable spread): ADJUSTABLE
RATE: One-month LIBOR ...................... 19.4% Three-month LIBOR .................... 5.8% Six-month LIBOR
...................... 73.2% Fixed Rate ............c.cccceeee.. 1.6% ------ 100.0% ====== The following tables provide
additional information related to the Company's commercial real estate non-accrual loans, foreclosed assets,
delinquencies, restructured loans on accrual status and accruing loans past due 90 days or more, as well as reflect the
related net loss experience and allowance for loan loss reconciliation applicable to the loans held for investment as of
and for the respective periods ended as shown below (note that as of September 30, 2006, the delinquent loans 30 days
past due is comprised of two loans (one of which subsequently paid off in full during October 2006) and the
delinquent loans 60 days or greater past due are comprised of two loans): SEPTEMBER 30, DECEMBER 31, 2006
2005 (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS, EXCEPT PERCENTS) Commercial Real Estate:
Non-accrual loans held for investment ("HFI") .........cccccoovvvveeennnnn. $ 36,478 $ 29,290 Real estate owned / foreclosed
ASSELS toieeeeieieieeeeeeeeeeeee e 2,555 30,198 Total non-performing assets
................................................. $ 39,033 $ 59,488 Accruing loans receivable past due
90 days Or more ...........cccccevueenee. $-$- Restructured loans on accrual status
........................................ $-$12,309 Delinquent loans 60 days past due or greater
................................ 0.51% 0.80% Non-accrual loans to total loans HFI ..................c...ccccceeeienee. 0.59% 0.62%
Allowance for loan losses to total loans HFI ...............c...c...c..c.... 3.01% 3.29% 72 THREE MONTHS ENDED
SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 COMMERCIAL RESIDENTIAL REAL
ESTATE REAL ESTATE OTHER TOTAL ----------- =---emememe —oee (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
Beginning allowance for loan 10SSes .............cccerueneenee. $172,611$-%$77 $ 172,688 Provision for loan losses
....................................... 12,687 - 5 12,692 Charge-offs .......ccccccceeveeverncencescesceniceneenee. (190) - - (190) Recoveries
...................................................... 37--37 - Ending allowance for loan losses
................................ $185,145$ - $ 82 $ 185,227 Net
charge-offs ......coooeerevieieereeeeee $(153)$-%$-9%(153)
========= Annualized net loan charge-offs to average commercial real estate loans held for investment ................
0.01% ===========THREE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2005

COMMERCIAL RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE REAL ESTATE
OTHER TOTAL ----------= =mmmmmmmme oooee (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Beginning allowance for loan
JOSSES wevvveeveeeiiieiieeien $ 159,909 $ - $ 47 $ 159,956 Provision for 10an 10SSES .......c.ccvvveveeeeeeeeveeneenen. 4,077) (5)
11 (4,071) Charge-offs .......cccccevierieniiiniiniiiienieeieeee, == == RECOVETIES coovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen 2,823 5 -
P T Ending allowance for loan 10SSes .........ccccecevverierueenene $158,655$-$58$%
158,713 NEL TECOVETIES -nvenieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneees $2,823
$5%-$2,828 Annualized net loan charge-offs to average
commercial real estate loans held for investment ......................... (0.28)% 73 NINE MONTHS
ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2006 COMMERCIAL RESIDENTIAL REAL
ESTATE REAL ESTATE OTHER TOTAL ----------= =--memeeeme —oee (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
Beginning allowance for loan 10SSes .............cccceruenennee. $ 156,755 $ - $ 82 $ 156,837 Provision for loan losses
....................................... 28,284 (4) - 28,280 Charge-offs ........ccccceveeveenerneescescesceseceneenn. (190) - - (190) Recoveries
...................................................... 296 4 - 300 —m-e- Ending allowance for loan losses
................................ $185,145%$-$82 % 185,227 Net recoveries
.................................................. $106$4%-5110 Annualized
net loan charge-offs to average commercial real estate loans held for investment .............. 0.00% ===========
NINE MONTHS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2005 COMMERCIAL
RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE REAL ESTATE OTHER TOTAL ----------= —==-mmmme oeee (THOUSANDS
OF DOLLARS) Beginning allowance for loan 10SS€s .............ccoevevenennen. $171,471$-%$54$ 171,525 Provision for
10an IOSSES ....coeeuvvveeeeeeieeiieeeeeeeeenae (7,250) (6) 5 (7,251) Charge-offs ......cccceevueeiieeniiiieiieiieeieeceieeeen (12,180) - -
(12,180) RECOVETIES ...vvvvvveeeeeeeiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeens 6,613 6-6,619 ~————————mm e e Ending
allowance for 10an 10SSES ....covveeeeeveeeeeeeeeeaannee. $ 158,654 %$-%$59% 158,713
========= Net charge-offs / reCOVEries ..........c.cesrrurrrrrerrrurr... $(5,567)$6%-9%(5,561) ===========
Annualized net loan charge-offs to average commercial real estate loans held for
investment .............. 0.20% =========== There were three non-accrual commercial real estate loans held for
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investment (the largest having a balance of $16.9 million) totaling $36.5 million, or 0.6% of the total loans held for
investment, as of September 30, 2006. At December 31, 2005, there were five non-accrual commercial real estate
loans totaling $29.3 million, or 0.6%. There were no loans on accrual status as of September 30, 2006 or December
31, 2005, which were 90 days or more past due. REO related to commercial real estate loans was $2.6 million at
September 30, 2006, consisting of two properties, which were acquired through or in lieu of foreclosure on loans
secured by real estate. At December 31, 2005, there were seven REO properties totaling $30.2 million. The level of
non-performing assets fluctuates and specific loans can have a material impact upon the total. Consideration must be
given that, due to the secured nature of the Company's loans and the presence of larger-balance loans, the
classification, and the timing thereof, of an individual loan as non-accrual or REO can have a significant impact upon
the level of total non-performing assets, without necessarily a commensurate increase in loss exposure. 74 The
allowance for loan losses, as a percentage of total loans held for investment decreased to 3.01% as of September 30,
2006, as compared to 3.29% as of December 31, 2005. In the third quarter of 2006, the Company incurred $190,000
net loan charge-offs and realized $37,000 in recoveries of loan balances previously charged-off, as compared to $2.8
million in total net recoveries for the third quarter of 2005. The net charge-off ratio for commercial real estate loans
for the first nine months of 2006 was 0.00% as compared to 0.20% for the first nine months of 2005. Loans secured by
hotel and lodging properties represented 60% and 86% of the total commercial real estate loans on non-accrual status
as of September 30, 2006 and December 31, 2005, respectively. LIQUIDITY AND CAPITAL RESOURCES The
commercial and residential real estate lending activities are financed primarily through deposit accounts offered by
FIL and which are insured by the FDIC. FIL offers certificates of deposit and savings and money market deposit
accounts (insured by the FDIC to the legal maximum) through its 22 branches in California. FIL minimizes the costs
associated with its accounts by not offering traditional checking, safe deposit boxes, ATM access and other traditional
retail services. Deposits totaled $9.56 billion at September 30, 2006 and are summarized as to type as follows:

NUMBER OF TOTAL ACCOUNTS DEPOSITS (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS) Savings and
money market deposit accounts ......................... 35,792 $ 1,534,121 Certificates of deposit: Retail
.......................................................... 139,938 6,766,684 Brokered .........cccccevvvvvveveeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeneaneneee.. n/m 1,258,687
——————————— $ 9,559,492 =========== N/M = not meaningful. Additional financing is available to FIL through

advances from the Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco ("FHLB"). FIL maintains a credit line with the FHLB
which has a maximum financing availability that is based upon a percentage of its regulatory assets, to which the
actual borrowing capacity is subject to collateralization and certain collateral sub-limits. The financing by the FHLB is
available at varying rates and terms. FIL's maximum financing availability from the FHLB, based upon its level of
regulatory assets, was approximately $4.96 billion as of September 30, 2006. At September 30, 2006, FIL's actual
borrowing capacity, based upon the amount of collateral pledged and the applicable advance rates, was $3.01 billion,
with $1.23 billion in outstanding advances. The weighted-average interest rate on the FHLB advances outstanding at
September 30, 2006 was 5.17%. The borrowing capacity of FIL from the FHLB varies from time to time and is
dependent upon the amount and timing of loans pledged. FIL pledged loans with a carrying value of $3.38 billion at
September 30, 2006 to secure current and any future borrowings. FIL also 75 has a line of credit with the Federal
Reserve Bank of San Francisco and at September 30, 2006, had a borrowing capacity, based upon collateral pledged,
of $297.7 million, with no amounts outstanding. To expand the capacity and flexibility of funding its residential real
estate loan origination volume, the Company has four "warehouse" lines of credit with well-established financial
institutions. While the Company has historically utilized these facilities on an infrequent basis, they may be used to
fund loans prior to their sale or securitization. At September 30, 2006, these four facilities totaled $3.00 billion in total
borrowing capacity of which $2.25 billion is on a committed basis. Borrowing availability is created under the
facilities through the pledging of residential real estate loans held for sale. There were no amounts outstanding on any
of the facilities at September 30, 2006. Each of the facilities is subject to certain conditions, including but not limited
to financial and other covenants. The Company was in compliance with all covenants and requirements of these
facilities as of September 30, 2006. The four facilities are summarized as follows: o $1 billion master repurchase
facility ($500 million committed) with Goldman Sachs Mortgage Company expiring in February 2007, secured by
certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a margin of 0.40%. o $1 billion
master loan and security facility ($1 billion committed) with Greenwich Capital Financial Products expiring in
September 2007, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a
margin of 0.40%. o $500 million master repurchase facility ($500 million committed) with Credit Suisse expiring in
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August 2007, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at overnight LIBOR plus a margin
of 0.35%. o $500 million master repurchase facility ($250 million committed) with Lehman Brothers Bank expiring in
December 2006, secured by certain residential real estate loans held for sale, interest at one-month LIBOR plus a
margin of 0.40%. The Company's residential loan disposition strategy is to primarily utilize whole loan sales and, to a
lesser extent, securitizations. The Company attempts to build multiple whole loan sale relationships to achieve
diversity and enhance market liquidity. During the first nine months of 2006, the Company had transacted whole loan
sales with 15 different financial institutions, the largest institution representing 17.9% of the total whole loan sales
volume during this period. As a holding company, Fremont General currently pays its operating expenses, interest
expense, taxes, obligations under its various employee benefit plans, and stockholders' dividends, and meets its other
obligations primarily from its cash on hand, dividends from Fremont General Credit Corporation 76 ("FGCC"),
intercompany tax payments and benefit plan reimbursements from FIL. Dividends of $8.5 million and $6.2 million
were paid on Fremont General's common stock in the quarters ended September 30, 2006 and 2005, respectively. For
the nine month periods ended September 30, 2006 and 2005 dividends of $24.8 million and $16.9 million,
respectively, were paid on Fremont General common stock; however, no assurance can be given that future common
stock dividends will be declared. During 2005 and 2006, FIL had transferred by dividend substantially all of its
residual interests in securitized loans to FGCC, which is an intermediate holding company wholly-owned by Fremont
General. The residual interests at FGCC as of September 30, 2006 had an estimated fair value of $108.3 million. The
retained residual interests in securitized loans at FIL had an estimated fair value at September 30, 2006 of $24.4
million. The purpose of these dividends was to create an additional source of cash flow to Fremont General to the
extent of cash received from the residual interests. There exist certain Federal Income Tax and California Franchise
Tax matters pending resolution, of which Fremont General is not yet able to make a determination of their ultimate
liability, if any, but does not believe that the actual outcomes of these matters will adversely impact its liquidity or
earnings. It is expected that the final resolution of these matters may take several years. During the third quarter and
first nine months of 2006, Fremont General purchased $3.8 million and $9.8 million (both at par value), respectively,
of its 7.875% Senior Notes due 2009; the costs were approximately $3.7 million and $9.7 million, respectively.
Fremont General has cash and cash equivalents of $53.1 million at September 30, 2006 and no debt maturities until
March of 2009. OFF-BALANCE SHEET ACTIVITIES In the third quarter of 2006, the Company continued to
securitize a certain amount of its residential real estate loans. Securitization is a process of transforming the loans into
securities, which are sold to investors. The loans are first sold to a special purpose corporation, which then transfers
them to a qualifying special-purpose entity (a "QSPE") which is legally isolated from the Company. The QSPE, in
turn, issues interest-bearing securities, commonly known as asset-backed securities, that are secured by the future cash
flows to be derived from the securitized loans. The QSPE uses the proceeds from the issuance of the securities to pay
the purchase price of the securitized loans. The Company does not utilize unconsolidated special-purpose entities as a
mechanism to remove non-performing assets from the consolidated balance sheets. Securitization is used by the
Company to provide an additional source of liquidity. The QSPEs are not consolidated into the Company's financial
statements since they meet the criteria established by SFAS No. 140, "Accounting for the Transfers and Servicing of
Financial Assets and Extinguishment of Liabilities." 77 In general, those criteria require the QSPE to be isolated and
distinct from the transferor (the Company), to be limited to permitted activities and have defined limits on the assets it
can hold and the permitted sales, exchanges or distributions of its assets. The investors and the QSPEs do not have any
recourse to the Company if the cash flows generated by the securitized loans are inadequate to service the securities
issued by the QSPEs. At the close of each securitization, the Company removes from its balance sheet the carrying
value of the loans securitized and adds to its balance sheet the estimated fair value of the assets obtained in
consideration for the loans which generally include the cash received (net of transaction expenses), retained junior
class securities (referred to as residual interests) and mortgage servicing rights. FORWARD LOOKING
STATEMENTS This report may contain "forward-looking statements" within the meaning of Section 27A of the
Securities Act of 1933 and Section 21E of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, and are made pursuant to the safe
harbor provisions of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995. Such forward-looking statements and the
currently reported results are based upon our current expectations and beliefs concerning future developments and
their potential effects upon us. These statements and our results reported herein are not guarantees of future
performance or results and there can be no assurance that actual developments and economic performance will be as
anticipated by us. Actual developments and/or results may differ significantly and adversely from our expected or
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currently reported results as a result of significant risks, uncertainties and factors, often beyond our control (as well as
the various assumptions utilized in determining our expectations), and which include, but are not limited to, the
following: o the variability of general and specific economic conditions and trends, and changes in, and the level of,
interest rates; o the impact of competition in the non-prime residential lending market and in the commercial real
estate lending market on our ability to adequately price, underwrite and originate our loans; o the impact of
competition and pricing environments on loan and deposit products and the resulting effect upon our net interest
margin and net gain on sale; o changes in our ability to originate loans, and any changes in the cost, credit quality and
volume of loans originated as a result thereof; o the effectiveness of our interest risk management, including hedging,
on our funded and unfunded loans; o the ability to access the necessary capital resources in a cost-effective manner to
fund loan originations, the condition of the whole loan sale and securitization markets and the timing of sales and
securitizations; 78 o our ability to sell or securitize the residential real estate loans we originate; o the demand for, and
the pricing and valuation of, existing and future loans, and the net premiums realized upon the sale of such loans; o
our ability to sell certain of the commercial real estate loans and foreclosed real estate in our portfolio and the net
proceeds realized upon the sale of such; o the impact of changes in the commercial and residential real estate markets,
and changes in the fair values of our assets and loans, including the value of the underlying real estate collateral; o the
ability to effectively manage our growth in assets and volume, including our lending concentrations, and to maintain
acceptable levels of credit quality; o the ability to collect and realize the amounts outstanding, and the timing thereof,
of loans and foreclosed real estate; o the ability to appropriately estimate an adequate level for the allowance for loan
losses, the valuation reserve for loans held for sale, the loan repurchase reserve and the premium recapture reserve, as
well as the fair value of the retained mortgage servicing rights and residual interests in securitizations; o changes in
various economic and other factors which influence the timing and ultimate realization of the cash flows supporting
our estimate of fair value for our residual interests in securitized loans and mortgage servicing rights; o the effect of
certain determinations or actions taken by, or the inability to secure regulatory approvals from, the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, the Department of Financial Institutions of the State of California or other regulatory bodies on
various matters; o our ability to maintain cash flow sufficient for us to meet our debt service and other obligations; o
the ability to maintain effective compliance with laws and regulations and control expenses, particularly in periods of
significant growth for us; o the impact and cost of adverse state and federal legislation and regulations, litigation,
court decisions and changes in the judicial climate; o the impact of changes in federal and state tax laws and
interpretations, including tax rate changes, and the effect of any adverse outcomes from the resolution of issues with
taxing authorities; o the ability to maintain an effective system of internal and financial disclosure controls, and to
identify and remediate any control deficiencies, under the requirements of Section 404 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of
2002; and o other events, risks and uncertainties discussed elsewhere in this Form 10-Q and from time to time in our
other reports, press releases and filings with the Securities and Exchange 79 Commission. We undertake no obligation
to publicly update such forward-looking statements. ITEM 3. QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE
DISCLOSURES ABOUT MARKET RISK MARKET RISK The Company is subject to market risk resulting
primarily from the impact of fluctuations in interest rates upon balance sheet financial instruments such as loans,
residual interests, mortgage servicing rights, debt and derivatives. Changes in interest rates can affect loan interest
income, gains or losses on the sale and securitization of residential real estate loans, interest expense, loan origination
volume, net investment income and total stockholders' equity. The level of gain or loss on the sale and securitization
of residential real estate loans is highly dependent upon the level of loan origination volume, the premium paid by the
purchasers of such loans and the gain or loss realized from hedging activities. Each of these factors, in turn, are highly
dependent upon changes in, and the level of, interest rates and other economic factors. The Company may experience
a decrease in the amount of gain it realizes should significant interest rate volatility occur or if other economic factors
have a negative impact on the value and volume of the loans the Company originates. The objective of the asset and
liability management activities is to provide an acceptable level of net interest and investment income and to seek cost
effective sources of capital, while maintaining acceptable levels of interest rate and liquidity risk. There is no exposure
to foreign currency or commodity price risk. The Company is subject to interest rate risk resulting from differences
between the rates on, and repricing characteristics of, interest-earning loans held for investment (and loans held for
sale) and the rates on, and repricing characteristics of, interest-bearing liabilities used to finance these loans such as
deposits and debt. Interest rate gaps may arise when assets are funded with liabilities having different repricing
intervals or different market indices to which the instruments' interest rate is tied and to this degree, earnings will be
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sensitive to interest rate changes. Additionally, interest rate gaps could develop between the market rate and the
interest rate on loans in the loan portfolio, which could result in borrowers' prepaying their loan obligations. The
Company attempts to match the characteristics of interest rate sensitive assets and liabilities to minimize the effect of
fluctuations in interest rates. For the Company's financial instruments, the expected maturity date does not necessarily
reflect the net market risk exposure because certain instruments are subject to interest rate changes before expected
maturity. With respect to the Company's residential real estate loans held for sale and its unfunded loan pipeline, the
Company attempts to minimize its interest rate risk exposure through forward loan sale commitments and other
financial instruments, such as Eurodollar futures contracts. These financial instruments meet the definition of a
derivative under generally accepted accounting principles and, accordingly, they are recorded in the consolidated
financial statements at fair value. 80 The Company is reliant upon the secondary mortgage market for execution of its
whole loan sales and securitizations of residential real estate loans. While the Company strives to maintain adequate
levels of liquidity support and capital to withstand certain disruptions in the secondary mortgage market, a significant
disruption or change in the level of demand could adversely impact the Company's ability to fund, sell, securitize or
finance its residential real estate loan origination volume, leading to reduced gains (or losses) on sale and a
corresponding decrease in revenue and earnings. A deterioration in performance of the residential real estate loans
after being sold in whole loan sales and securitizations could adversely impact the availability and pricing of such
future transactions. Quantitative and qualitative disclosures about the Company's market risk are included in the
Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005. There have been no material
changes in such risks or in the Company's asset and liability management activities during the nine months ended
September 30, 2006. ITEM 4. CONTROLS AND PROCEDURES As of September 30, 2006, the Company evaluated
the effectiveness of the design and operation of the Company's disclosure controls and procedures. The evaluation was
performed under the supervision and with the participation of the Company's management, including the Chief
Executive Officer ("CEO") and Chief Financial Officer ("CFO"). Based on that evaluation, the Company's
management, including the CEO and CFO, have concluded that the Company's disclosure controls and procedures
were effective as of September 30, 2006. There have been no changes in the Company's internal controls over
financial reporting that occurred in the last fiscal quarter that have materially affected, or are reasonably likely to
materially affect, the Company's internal controls over financial reporting. 81 PART II - OTHER INFORMATION
ITEM 1: LEGAL PROCEEDINGS The Company is a defendant in a number of legal actions arising in the ordinary
course of business and from the discontinuance of the insurance operations. Management and its legal counsel are of
the opinion that the settlement of these actions, individually or in the aggregate, will not have a material effect on the
Company's business, financial position or results of operations. FREMONT INDEMNITY COMPANY (IN
LIQUIDATION) V. FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION ET AL.: On June 2, 2004, the State of California
Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi (the "Commissioner"), as statutory liquidator of Fremont Indemnity
Company ("Fremont Indemnity"), filed suit in Los Angeles Superior Court against Fremont General alleging the
improper utilization by Fremont General of certain net operating loss deductions ("NOLs") allegedly belonging to its
Fremont Indemnity subsidiary (the "Fremont Indemnity case"). This complaint involves issues that were considered
resolved in an agreement among the California Department of Insurance, Fremont Indemnity and Fremont General
(the "Letter Agreement"). The Letter Agreement, dated July 2, 2002, was executed on behalf of the California
Department of Insurance by the Honorable Harry Low, the State of California Insurance Commissioner at that time.
Fremont General has honored all of its obligations under the Letter Agreement. On July 16, 2004, the Commissioner
filed a First Amended Complaint ("FAC") adding a cause of action for concealment of an alleged reinsurance dispute
and is seeking to rescind the Letter Agreement. On January 25, 2005, Fremont General's motions to dismiss the
lawsuit brought by the Commissioner, on behalf of Fremont Indemnity, against Fremont General were argued and
heard before the Superior Court of the State of California (the "Court"). On January 26, 2005, the Court issued its
rulings dismissing all the causes of action in the FAC without leave to amend, except for the cause of action for
alleged concealment by Fremont General of a potential reinsurance dispute, which was dismissed with leave to
amend. The Court also found that Fremont General had properly utilized the NOLs in accordance with the Letter
Agreement. In addition, the Court rejected the Commissioner's request for findings that Fremont General's use of the
NOLs and worthless stock deduction were voidable preferences and/or fraudulent transfers. The Court also rejected
the Commissioner's request for injunctive relief to force Fremont General to amend its prior consolidated income tax
returns to remove and forgo the worthless stock deduction for its investment in Fremont Indemnity. On May 2, 2005,
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the Commissioner filed a Second Amended Complaint ("SAC") with regard to the 7th cause of action on behalf of
Fremont Indemnity against Fremont General alleging intentional misrepresentation, concealment and promissory
fraud, which induced the Commissioner to first enter into the Letter Agreement. On July 15, 2005, the Court
dismissed the SAC with 20 days leave to amend. On August 4, 2005, the Commissioner filed a Third Amended
Complaint ("TAC") again alleging intentional misrepresentation, concealment and promissory fraud. 82 On November
22,2005, the Court dismissed the remaining cause of action in the TAC, finding that the "Plaintiff still failed to plead
any affirmative misrepresentation which is actionable." The Court also found that the "pleading is inadequate as to
damage allegations." This ruling by the Court dismisses the only remaining cause of action in the lawsuit originally
brought by the Commissioner on behalf of Fremont Indemnity against Fremont General, first reported on June 17,
2004. The Commissioner has filed an Appeal to the Court's dismissal of the complaint. The Company continues to
believe that this lawsuit is without merit. FREMONT INDEMNITY COMPANY (IN LIQUIDATION AS
SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO COMSTOCK INSURANCE COMPANY) V. FREMONT GENERAL
CORPORATION ET AL.: The Commissioner filed an additional and separate complaint against Fremont General on
behalf of Fremont Indemnity as successor in interest to Comstock Insurance Company ("Comstock"), a former
affiliate of Fremont Indemnity, which was subsequently merged into Fremont Indemnity. This case alleged similar
causes of action regarding the usage of the NOLs as in the Fremont Indemnity case as well as improper transactions
with other insurance subsidiaries and affiliates of Fremont Indemnity. This matter was deemed a related case to the
Fremont Indemnity case. On April 22, 2005, the Court dismissed, without leave to amend, the entire complaint. This
ruling does not address or necessarily have legal effect on the related Fremont Indemnity case. The Commissioner has
filed an Appeal to the Court's dismissal of the complaint. The Company continues to believe that this lawsuit is
without merit. GERLING GLOBAL REINSURANCE CORPORATION OF AMERICA V. FREMONT GENERAL
CORPORATION ET AL.: On July 27, 2005, Gerling Global Reinsurance Corporation of America ("Gerling") filed a
lawsuit in Federal District Court (the "Court") against Fremont General arising out of a reinsurance treaty between
Gerling and Fremont Indemnity alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and Concealment; 2) Breach of
Fiduciary Duty; 3) Willful and Wanton Misconduct; 4) Negligent Misrepresentation; 5) Gross Negligence; 6)
Tortuous Interference with Contract; 7) Unjust Enrichment; and 8) Breach of Contract for allegedly improper
underwriting practices by Fremont Indemnity during 1998 and 1999. In October 2005, Gerling filed a First Amended
Complaint ("FAC") alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and Concealment; 2) Inducement to Breach and
Breach of Fiduciary Duty and Duty of Utmost Good Faith; 3) Willful and Wanton Misconduct; 4) Negligent
Misrepresentation; 5) Gross Negligence; 6) Tortuous Interference with Contract; 7) Unjust Enrichment; and 8)
Inducement to Breach and Breach of Contract. On December 12, 2005, the Company's Motion to Dismiss the FAC
was argued and heard before the Court. On December 15, the Court issued its Order dismissing with prejudice
Gerling's Third through Sixth Causes of Action, which asserted claims for Willful and Wanton Misconduct, Negligent
Misrepresentation, Gross Negligence and Tortuous Interference with Contract, and also dismissed with prejudice that
part of Gerling's Eighth Cause of Action that alleged Inducement to Breach of Contract. The Court also dismissed the
Breach of Contract claim, but granted Gerling leave to replead that claim. 83 In January 2006, Gerling filed a Second
Amended Complaint ("SAC") alleging 1) Fraud/Intentional Misrepresentation and Concealment; 2) Breach of
Fiduciary Duty and Duty of Utmost Good Faith; 3) Unjust Enrichment; and 4) Breach of Contract. On March 6, 2006,
Fremont General's Motion to Dismiss this SAC were argued and heard before the Court. On its own motion, the Court
converted the Motion to Dismiss to a Motion for Summary Judgment and ordered that it be reset for hearing following
limited discovery on the statute of limitations issues raised in the Motion. The Company continues to believe that this
lawsuit is without merit. GARAMENDI V. RAMPINO ET AL. On or about October 12, 2006, the California
Insurance Commissioner, as Liquidator on behalf of Fremont Indemnity, filed a First Amended Complaint against
certain former directors and officers of Fremont Indemnity for Breach of Fiduciary Duty. The Complaint alleges the
defendant's breached their fiduciary duties by orchestrating and allowing Fremont Indemnity to engage in an
inappropriate underwriting scheme that caused injury to Fremont Indemnity's reinsurers which in turn injured Fremont
Indemnity by settlements it made with those reinsurers. The allegations in this complaint are substantially the same as
those alleged by Gerling Global in its lawsuit. Although neither the Company nor any of its affiliates are defendants in
this lawsuit, it is indemnifying and defending these directors and officers pursuant to the indemnification clause in
Fremont General's bylaws. The Company intends to vigorously defend this matter and believes the lawsuit is without
merit. ITEM 1A: RISK FACTORS We included a discussion of our Risk Factors in our Annual Report on Form 10-K
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for the year ended December 31, 2005. There has been no material change in such risks during the nine months ended
September 30, 2006. 84 ITEM 2: UNREGISTERED SALES OF EQUITY SECURITIES AND USE OF PROCEEDS
ISSUER PURCHASES OF EQUITY SECURITIES

(c) TOTAL
NUMBER (d) MAXIMUM NUMBER (a )TOTAL (b) AVERAGE OF SHARES (OR UNITS) (OR APPROXIMATE
DOLLAR NUMBER OF PRICE PAID PURCHASED AS PART VALUE) OF SHARES (OR SHARES PER
SHARE OF PUBLICLY UNITS) THAT MAY YET BE (OR UNITS) (OR UNIT) ANNOUNCED PLANS
PURCHASED UNDER THE PERIOD PURCHASED (1) (2) OR PROGRAMS PLANS OR PROGRAMS (3)

July 1-31, 2006 330,463 $

17.21 324,213

August 1-31,
2006 2,014 $ 15.55 2,014

September
1-30, 2006 102,353 $ 14.19 102,353

Total

434,830 $ 16.49 428,580 2,417,671

(1) Shares of common stock acquired by the Company through purchases of shares on the open market at fair value,
from participants through purchases of shares under certain employee benefit plans at fair value and reacquisition of
shares under its restricted stock program at $0 per share. (2) Excluding the purchase of 6,250 restricted stock shares,
the average price per share was $16.73 for the three months ended September 30, 2006. The restricted stock shares
were reqcquired at $0 per share under the terms of the Company's stock award plan upon termination of employment
of participants(s) thereunder. (3) A repurchase program for four million shares was announced to the public on
February 27, 2003, and a repurchase program for four million shares was announced to the public on May 19, 2005.
ITEM 6: EXHIBITS EXHIBIT NO. DESCRIPTION
3.1 Restated Articles of Incorporation of Fremont General Corporation. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 3.1 to
the Registrant's Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q, for the period ended June 30, 1998, Commission File Number
1-8007.) 3.2 Certificate of Amendment of Articles of Incorporation of Fremont General Corporation. (Incorporated by
reference to Exhibit 3.2 to the Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1998,
Commission File Number 1-8007.) 3.3(a) Amended and Restated Bylaws of Fremont General Corporation.
(Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 3.3 to the Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended
December 31, 1995, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 3.3(b) Fremont General Corporation Bylaw Amendment
Adopted by the Board of Directors on November 20, 2003. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 3.3(b) to the
Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2003, Commission File Number
1-8007.) 3.3(c) Fremont General Corporation Bylaw Amendment Adopted by the Board of Directors on March 16,
2004. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 3.3(c) to the Registrant's Quarterly Report on Form 10-Q, for the period
ended June 30, 2004, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 4.1 Form of Stock Certificate for Common Stock of the
Registrant. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.1 to the Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal
year ended December 31, 2000, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 4.2 Indenture with respect to the 9% Junior
Subordinated Debentures among the Registrant, the Trust and Bank of StateNew York (originated with First Interstate
Bank of California), a New York Banking Corporation, as trustee. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.3 to the
Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1995, Commission File Number
1-8007.) 85 EXHIBIT NO. DESCRIPTION 4.3
Amended and Restated Declaration of Trust with respect to the 9% Trust Originated Preferred Securities among the
Registrant, the Regular Trustees, Chase Bank (USA), a Delaware banking corporation, as Delaware trustee, and
JPMorgan Chase Bank, National Association, as Institutional Trustee. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.5 to the
Registrant's Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1995, Commission File Number
1-8007.) 4.4 Preferred Securities Guarantee Agreement between the Registrant JP Morgan Chase Bank, National
Association, as Preferred Guarantee Trustee. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.6 to the Registrant's Annual
Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1995, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 4.5 Common
Securities Guarantee Agreement by the Registrant. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.7 to the Registrant's
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Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1995, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 4.6
Form of Preferred Securities. (Included in Exhibit 4.5). (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 4.8 to the Registrant's
Annual Report on Form 10-K, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1995, Commission File Number 1-8007.) 10.1
Amendment to Extend the Term of the Management Continuity Agreement for Alan W. Faigin. (Incorporated by
reference to Exhibit 10.1 to the Registrant's Form 8-K, date of report of August 2, 2006 Commission File Number
1-8007.) 10.2 Amendment to Extend the Term of the Management Continuity Agreement for Patrick E. Lamb.
(Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 10.2 to the Registrant's Form 8-K, date of report of August 2, 2006 Commission
File Number 1-8007.) 10.3 Amendment to Extend the Term of the Management Continuity Agreement for Kyle R.
Walker. (Incorporated by reference to Exhibit 10.3 to the Registrant's Form 8-K, date of report of August 2, 2006
Commission File Number 1-8007.) 31.1 Certification pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002.
31.2 Certification pursuant to Section 302 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002. 32.1 Certification pursuant to Section
906 of the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002. With respect to long-term debt instruments, the Registrant undertakes to
provide copies of such agreements upon request by the Commission. 86 SIGNATURES Pursuant to the requirements
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. FREMONT GENERAL CORPORATION Date: November 8, 2006 /s/ LOUIS
J. RAMPINO Louis J. Rampino President and Chief Executive Officer Date: November 8,
2006 /s/ PATRICK E. LAMB Patrick E. Lamb Senior Vice President, Chief Financial
Officer, Chief Accounting Officer and Treasurer (Principal Accounting Officer) S-1
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