505384637 03/20/2019

PATENT ASSIGNMENT COVER SHEET

Electronic Version v1.1
Stylesheet Version v1.2

EPAS ID: PAT5431430

SUBMISSION TYPE:

NEW ASSIGNMENT

NATURE OF CONVEYANCE:

LIEN

CONVEYING PARTY DATA

Name

Execution Date

NEUROSIGMA, INC.

09/29/2017

RECEIVING PARTY DATA

Name: ANTONIO A.F. DE SALLES

Street Address: C/O GLENN E. TURNER, IIl, 1880 CENTURY PARK EAST
Internal Address: 12TH FLOOR

City: LOS ANGELES

State/Country: CALIFORNIA

Postal Code: 90067

Name: ALESSANDRA GORGULHO

Street Address: C/O GLENN E. TURNER, IIl, 1880 CENTURY PARK EAST
Internal Address: 12TH FLOOR

City: LOS ANGELES

State/Country: CALIFORNIA

Postal Code: 90067

PROPERTY NUMBERS Total: 7

Property Type Number

Patent Number: 9511223

Patent Number: 8958880

Application Number: 14390986
Application Number: 15624640
Application Number: 15348097
Application Number: 15160480
Application Number: 15144499

CORRESPONDENCE DATA

Fax Number:

(310)552-0805

Correspondence will be sent to the e-mail address first; if that is unsuccessful, it will be sent
using a fax number, if provided; if that is unsuccessful, it will be sent via US Mail.

Phone:
Email:

310-552-3400
jwolf@gibbsgiden.com

505384637

REEL: 048649 FRAME: 0380

PATENT




Correspondent Name:

Address Line 1:
Address Line 2:
Address Line 4:

JONATHAN B. WOLF, ESQ.

1880 CENTURY PARK EAST

12TH FLOOR

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067

NAME OF SUBMITTER:

JONATHAN B. WOLF

SIGNATURE:

/Jonathan B. Wolf/

DATE SIGNED:

03/20/2019

This document serves as an Oath/Declaration (37 CFR 1.63).

Total Attachments: 50

source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page1..tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?2.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page3.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page4.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page5.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page6.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?7 .tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page8.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page9.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page10.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page11 .tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page12.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page13.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page14.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page15.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page16.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page17 tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page18.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page19.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?20.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?21 .tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?22.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?23.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?24.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?25.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?26.if
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page27 .tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?28.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page?29.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page30.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page31 .tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page32.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page33.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page34.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page35.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page36.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page37 tif

PATENT
REEL: 048649 FRAME: 0381




source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page38.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page39.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page40.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page41 .if
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page42.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page43.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page44 tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page45.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page46.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page47 tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page48.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page49.tif
source=Judgment Desalles.pd w o POS#page50.tif

PATENT
REEL: 048649 FRAME: 0382




Ry
o8
.
o
Q
e
o)
£
=
R
=
‘E:u
%
o3
e
o
o
o
o
=
.\‘{
anad
o
&)
R
foa)
)

2

R S
(VS I

N
N

Glenn E, Turner I, Esq. (CSB # 094497)

giumum% bhsmden com
imﬁor bgkw dE%q (CSB # 235270) Conre
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;Mmh&/ A Ellison, Esq. (CSB # 301889) &gﬁ’“&“@&am‘w
Hizonilg bbs den.com "‘*”Wtue E,gggggna
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1880 Century Park East, 127 Floor Sheri B, ¢
Los Angeles, California 90067-1621 5161 Exocutig O,
310) 552-3400 % Reanna pogy,.
2x (310) 552-0805 od, Doty

Attorneys for Petitioners,
ANTONIO A. F. DE SALLES and

| ALESSANDRA GORGULHO.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, VAN RUYS COURTHOUSE EAST

ANTONIO A F. DE SALLES, an Case No.: LC105572
individual, and ALESSANDRA [Related to Case No. LC105509]
GORGULHO, an individual, ,
Honorable John J. Kralik
Petitioners, Dept. A
V. [ Unlimited Jurisdiction]

NEUROSIGMA, INC., a Delaware JUDGMENT
corporation; and ‘DOES 1 through 10,
inclusive,

Respondents.

The petition to confirm arbitration award by Petitioners Antonio AF. De
Salles and Alessandra Gorgulho (FPetitioners”), was filed by the Petitioners on or
about April 21, 2017. The Petition sought confirmation of the Final Arbitration
Award in American Arbitration Association Case No.: 72 193 60792 13 JENF,
issued by a three-member panel of arbitrators on or about February 26, 2016
{“Award”). A copy of the Award is attached hereto and incorporated herein by

reference as Exhibit 1. On June 12, 2017 Respondent, NeuroSigma, Inc., a Delaware

1
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i corporation (" NeuroSigma” or “Respondent”) filed its Motion to Vacate Arhitration

2 Award and Opposition to Petition to Confum Award. The matters were heard before
3 the Honorable John 1. Kralik on August 3, 2017, in Department A of the above
4 1 captioned Court, Having reviewed all the parties’ respective filings and arguments
5 | both for and against confirmation and for and against vacation of that Award, the
6 | Court hereby orders confirmation of the Award in favor of Petitioners and denies
7 NeuroSigma’s motion to vacate. An itemized calculation of the monetary element
. & | being awarded by thiz Judgment is attached hereto and tncorporated herein by
S 9 reference as Exhibit 2. The Court furthermore orders the clerk to enter judgment in
s
% 10 favor of Petitioners as follows:
g 11 Respondent NeuroSigma is ordered to pay to Petitionsrs the total amount of
’j’f i2 $3.964.715.14 and the injunctive relief described below is hereby ordered. The
g 13 amount of the monetary element of this Judgment and the injunctive relief hereby
g 14 i} ordered is derived from the relief awarded by the panel of arbitrators in the Award
{5 15 and is hereby confirmed by this Court herein as follows:
“::j i6 1. Respondent is ordered to forthwith reinstate, as of April 4, 2013, all
&
“E 17 Shares held in the name of Petitioners Antonio A&, De Salles, and
§ 18 Alessandra {orgulho as Trustees for the Die Salles Children’s Trust,
19 Dated April 18, 2008, as sharcholders with all rights and benefits.
&
"o 2 Respondent shall forthwith pay and deliver to Petitioners, through thely
21 attorney Glenn Turner, L Esq., any and all benefits derived from
22 ownership of such Shares, including but not limited to, all dividends
23 paid, stock splits made and all other benefits the Trust would have had a
24 1 right to receive had such Shares been continuously owned by Petitioners
25 since April 11, 2013, including, that which other sharcholders received
26 by virtue of such stock ownership to which Petitioners were deprived by
27 virtue of the wrongful repurchase, and is now required in order to make
28 Petitioners whole as a result of Respondent’s wrongful repurchase of

5
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such Shares. Any and all applicable monetary amounts due to

Petitioners arising out of the relief described in this paragraph 42, shall

date of distribution, untl paid in full.

Respondent is ordered to issue new Share certificates of duly
authorized, validly issued, fully paid and non-assessable stock
certificates representing 985, 415 shares of NeuroSigma, Inc. common
stock (the “Shares”) of which eighty percent of the Shares shall be
tssued in the name of Antonio AF. De Salles and Alessandra Gorgutho
as Trustees for the De Salles Children’s Trust, Dated April 10, 2008 and
twenty percent in the name of the Regents of the University of

Califtrnia. The stock certificates shall be delivered to counsel for

Respondent and any successor, are pr(}hibiwd and enj oined from

enforcing its Repurchase Rights under Section V of the Stock Purchase
Agreement dated September 2, 2008 (*SPA”), and Right of First
Refusal under Section VI of the SPA.

Petitioners’ Shares shall be subject to compliance with Section 2.2{a) of
the SPA regarding notice of transfer of its shares and the terms and
conditions of the transfer of Shares. Respondent or s successor are
enjoined from enforcing any other paris of Section 2.2(b}, (¢}, and (d} of
the SPA against Petitioners or against the Shares,

Respondent shall comply with the requirement of Section 2.3(a} of the
SPA requiring a restrictive legend on the stock to comply with Federal
Securities Law but is enjoined from enforcement of Section 2.3(b) and

section 2.3(c¢} and the restrictions against transfer set forth in 4.1 and

3
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4.2 as against the Petitioners and their transferees’ Shares.
Petitioners or their successors in interest, are required to comply with
the SPA’s Section 4.4 Market Stand-Off Provisions which does not
permit transfer or sale of shares when a registration statement for
underwriting of a public offering is in effect, provided Petitioners and
their successors in interest have the right to participate, pro rata, should
any other shareholder be allowed to participate in such public offering.
Respondent shall have no rights under Section IX of the §PA to assign
any repurchase or first refusal rights with respect to the Shares
transferred to Petitioners as those rights are enjoined against
enforcement by Respondent or its successors against the Petitioners or
the Shares of the Petitioners,
Respondent is ordered to allow Petitioners and their attorney or
attorneys, including Glenn E. Turner, 111, Esq., access to the books and
records of Respondent and all other applicable records reasonably
requested by the Petitioners or their successors in interest, from time to
time, for review, inspection and copying, within twenty {20} business
days of February 26, 2016 and thergafter, at all other reasonable times,
requested by counsel for the Petitioners and as are generally required or
afforded any other shareholder of Respondent, including but not limited
0 Respondent’s stock ledger, common stock transfer ledger and other
documents, reports or compilation reasonably requested by the
Petitioners.
Respondent is ordered to pay sanctions in the amount of $2,000 per day
to Petitioners, from March 25, 2016, until July 8, 2016 for failing to
provide complete and satisfactory access to the books and records of
Respondent as set forth in paragraph 9 and otherwise complies with the
orders set forth in paragraph 9. This sum is calculated to be

4
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$210,000.00. Prejudgment interest on this sum totals $17,759.07.
Respondent is ordered to provide a corporate surety bond in favor of
Petitioners for the value of the Shares to be transferred, in the amount of
$33,400,000.00 (526.7 Million x 1.25) in favor of Petitioners, should the
Shares not be transferred as ordered or the bond not be posted on or
before March 15, 2016, and, in the event Respondent fails both the
transfer of such Shares and to post such surety bond, interest shall
accrue on the value of Petitioners’ Shares, $20,900,652, at the rate of
seven percent (7%) per annum, payable to the Petitioners, on the 1st day
of each month, commencing after April 12, 2016, and continuing until
the Shares were transferred on February 24, 2017, This sum is
calculated to be $1,274,652.12. Projudgment interest on this sum totals

51,334.50.

%
o

B
Respondent is further ordered to refrain from retaliating and/or
discriminating against the Petitioners, or engaging in or acquiescing 1o
any action that would foreseeably result in adverse consequences to the
Petitioners that are disparate from those of any other Shareholder of
Respondent.

Petitioners are awarded reimbursement of their attorneys’ fees arising
out of and relating to the arbitration. Respondent shall pay to the
Petitioners the sum of One Million, Eight Hundred Thirty-Nine
Thousand Two Hundred Eighty-Eight Dollars and Zero Cents
{$1,829,288.00) plus interest at the rate of ten percent {10%) per annuin
until paid in full, Interest shall acerue on One Million, Eight Hundred
One Thousand, Six Hundred Ninety-Eight Dellars and Zero Cents
{$1,801,698.00) commencing on December 29, 2015 until paid in full
and the remaining Thirty-Seven Thousand Five Hundred Ninety Dollars

and Zero Cents ($37,590.00) shall accrue interest from the date of

~
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February 26, 2016 until paid in full. Prejudgment interest on these sums
totals $3185,373.66.

All administrative fees of the American Arbitration Association
(“AAA”) totaling $16,490.00 and all compensation of the Arbitrators
totaling $404,190.74 shall be paid by Respondent. Therefore,
Respondent shall pay to the Petitioners the additional sum of
$178,972.47, plus interest at the rate of ten percent (10%) per annum
until paid in full, of which $164,959.97 shall accrue interest from the
date of December 29, 2015, and $14,012.50 shall accrue interest from
the date of February 26, 2016, representing the fees and expenses.
Prejudgment interest on these sums totals $30,809.43.

Petitioners are awarded reimbursement of their other costs arising out of
and relating to the arbitration. Respondent shall pay to the Petitioners
the sum of Thirty-Seven Thousand, Ninety-Four Dollars and Sixty-One
Cents ($37,094.61) plus interest at the rate of ten percent (10%) per
annum thereon from December 29, 2015, Prejudgment interest on this
sum totals $6,431.28.

The calculation of the full amount of the monetary terms of the
Judgment (i.e., $3,964,715.14) is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

Interest on the total amount of $3,964,715.14 shall accrue at 7% per
annum, resulting in a daily rate of $760.36 per day from September 22, |
2017 until paid in full,

All ¢laims of Respondent NeuroSigma are denied and it shall be
awarded nothing.

Reasonable attorneys’ fees in the sum of § . which were

incurred in confirming the arbitration award, are hereby awarded.

&
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20, Costs in the sum of § . which were Incurred in

confirming the arbitration award, are hereby awarded.

oRNK

pATED:29_Sepftmber, 2017 By: o |
; ¥ Hon. John . Realix
Judge of the Superior Court
. SUDCMENT PATENT
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Arbitration was pending, &

e 12, 2015 and Ruling on Motion o Continne

fny
bl
jsed
]
"-,/
o
o
.
o
e,
et
oo
=
./

to Continus Hearing and 3) Scheduhie

Hearing, sitached herein

s Exhibit Band incorpor

. In addition, MeuwroSigma filed a related action In Federal Court while the

ed or ingtinated complaints against De Salles with UCLA and the

S &

Penariment of Veterans' Affairs, and claimed such actions justified additional delny of the
N v

Arbitration.

Seope of Arbitvatnrs” Powers

Pancd’s responsibility is to “fnally” setds Tany” condrove

invelving “mny claim”™ avising out of oy relating to the SPAL (See Seuon 1G4

subinisgions

possitdlity of additional remedies. Respondents regquested sanc tions ag

(

soeof the PRA, the Partles @

¥
St ey |
Lol

G oReagral

shenged with sach other and the

s¢ regarding progress. o lack thereof, on the relssuancs of Shures and the

the authority granted fn the AAA Rl s refusal fo reissue and transfer the Shares,

X

&

has P

sttorney ancess to NeureSigma’s books, records an i other inforpation set fovth and

3

refusal (o forthwith pay and deliver all continulng benetits derived from owne rehipof the Shates,

&

.

ofusal 1o pay and relmburse attorneys™

Cand fuilure to allow Respondents and their

spotiunity to explain and respond o the sanctions re

justification or excase for the imposition of the requested

Wer ardersefthe Axbiteators:

mctions, other than iy intention o ’:hai_img'*’ihe BEA andany §

h Clounsel for the

On February 16, id a telephonic statug conferenve wi

of the Shares and whether other remedies. meluding

sanctions wers appropriste or necessary to fully resolve this matter. Afier considering all ot the post

016, the Panel finds sanctions for non-compliance with the PRA, appropriate

banesions and reguests of the Parties tnchuding oral srguments by vach on February 16,

under the Circumstancss

with the PFAL This po

Neurobigma bas continuously and steadfastly commumicated s

%

ransfer or jesue the Shares to the Trustess and has vefused o stiow the ‘Drusioss access 10

5

NeursSipma's books and vecords. MeuroSigma ssserts its refusal to ¢o 5o, inpart, o the basis of a

i a Federal starate i 8 complies

3

spurious claim that it would faes criminal exposure for jolation ¢

v without menit and does not gppeay asseried
'“if Y
1 fw ardofth

sinton ia entd
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Rallen Fartes obtained Frogdow

Agt mfurmaton showing that the V4

nitated by NewoSizme as g hotline complaint had been convluded without any

se 1o comply on the basis of erivoal

charge or ¢

s action in providing

exposure, thersafter, s plainly pretext. Reg gardless, E‘Q’emﬁ:ﬁig;x‘;z

Tie Salles cocurred years ago, when the Shares were first tsaued, ¢
currently. If NewoRigwa somehow violated feder al law bagk thiat

vt withheld Bom De
OWWEE 10

wonld NearoSiema face any criminal exposure for providing, 1o th

wnciat information to whichya 14

2013 witke Blacknore

MeuroNipma also asserts thet the Hsorow Agreement il enies ed win in

Fsorow adegquately protects and salegu

confinmeation and appeal vights are

exlumied. Review of the Eserow Amresment provided to the Panel by Neun oSigma reveals the

wd for NewroSigma to assert atherwiseunder the ciroostanges

contrary to be t

is a shamt. The Hscrow Agrecment offers vo protection to the De Salles Parties

wn
&
=
=
foesy
,«
&
e
£
-
<t
rey
jes
5
3
=
Z

toma admitted i ita S-1 that the “anilat eral” sacrow U o

5
ading S Feo "}C‘ =
[a3 e i aransIer

inferenee-from

and oppressive condugl designed

s force the De Salles Parties, annccessarily, to incur confimuing fees and costs and exps srignoe
lay in realizing the benefits to which the e Salies Parties are onttied and which have

that NewreSigma has the legal right to challengs the Award herain and
an appellaie review of an ovler vonfinming the Award, and {o seek Supreme Court review of an
appellate deciston. However, MeuroBigma has not st sggested any arguable ground for such legal

IR I UG P SO SUNES: COPPIS TSP SR e o o
cancial mfommation, beoks and yresords. ot

action and, ip any event, cannol justify withhiolding the §

unitil it exhausts its legal reconirse,

e

The Trosters seek tmerest on the value of theyr Tnstee Shares, until ansterred, The

3
25N

£

e
e
Lok

Trustees also sought an alternate remedy it the return of the
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Satles Children’s Tyust plus

ot the vate of 7% Drom April 11, 2013 to the present. totaling an additiona

el finds the Trustees” request for the fesnauce of 3 corporate surety boud W

reasoneble remedy o safeguard the Trostess
prrformance berein, votil such thwe as the Shares are dellvered 1o the Trustess, and all other

smounts ordered herein are pald to Respondernts o full. Respondents assert the aciual value of the

2.5 Million Bhs of NeuroSigroa comnon stock g $20,900, 552.00% and gs such the aneunt o the

corporate surety bond will be 1.25% of that value plus the value of sl other monetsy dam

ordered, and shall be posted by March “15? 2016, If NewoSigme fals to post §

woon the Respondents’ valus

L /3
P
g
e
e
o)
b
4
o

syt £ sy e il o ey i
cent (7% per anvum, payabietedne

< in NewroSigma's publicly filed 8-1 at the rate of

s with the fiest roonth after failure (o post the

)

- oA ey :
frustees, on the 17 day of cach month, coramench

vred as orderad herein.

corporate surety bood, and confinuing wil! the Shares are (o

Bazed apon the additlonal information provided by the ¥ of the FEA

whoin Hght of NewroBSigma's refusal fo comply with the

nadies and orders are necessary to fally resolve this matter

e FFA 3 mcorporated herein and made a part

together with the FPA, this FINAL AWARD resolves all clabms and counter
A §$»( ?3

Accardingly, the following reliel is herehy m*aﬁs::gﬁ;

. NeweSigma is ardered o forthwith refnstate, as of April 1 2013, all Shaves held in the

3 o

same of Antonio A F. Do Salles, and Alessandra Gorgutho as Trustees forthe De S

3

sated Aprit 10, 2008 as sharcholders with all 1

Childran's Trus

warte Anionin AL B D S

2. NeuroSigma shall forthwith pay av

Gorguiho as Trustees for the De Salles Children’s Trust, B

thelr attorey Clenn Turper, Bsq., any and all benefits derived frowe ownership of such

e

Shares, tehuding but not Himited to, all dividends paid, stock spliis made as

Benefits the Trust would have had a right o reeeive bad such S

03,

?\,

2= G2 90068

syes thet Dlearchigma valued each share &t &

Artsitrators
Page 8 of il
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Ly

&,

e
o]

L

Sty

. 2013, ncianding, that which other shareholders

PO

owned by the Trust sinee Apnt |

virtne of such stock ownership to which the Trust was deprived by virtue o

te

the wrongful repurchase, and is now required in order o owke the Trust whole as a

chase of such Shares. Any and all applizable

dueorthe cing out of the relie! deseribad in this paragrap

monelary woeut

chall hear interest at the rate of ten percent (16%) per anoum from the oo
distribution, wntil paid in full

MeoroSigma s ordered {0 15500 new Share ceriificates of duly authonzed, validly issuad,

bl

- sinck certificates representing

ond
o

fullv pald and vop-assessab

WeureSigma common siock (the “Shares”} of which gigh cent ies
shall Wo fssued in the name of Antouio A, ¥, De Salles, and Adessandra Go wputho as
istoes far the De Safles Children’s Truat, Dated Apeil 10, 2008 and percent

Y ik the name of the Regonts of the Undw erstiv of Califomia, The slock gertificates

b Twner, Hsq., within bw

he delivared o toongel Oy the Tnstees, Me

3

{123 business days from the date of tdhds Final Parual Award,

:iwatied pursiant to paragraph 83 above, NewroBigow, snd any

o

under

suneessar; s from enfuroing s I'{emn's:hase

Ssetron V of e

The

egarding notics of tansfer of ite shares snd ¢ the terms and conditions of the wansfer of

of Pirst Refimal under Section Vi ofthe SPA

yuu

Trusiees' Shares shall be subject 1o coroplance with Sectinn 2.2{5) of the 5PA
di

Shares. Neoun “:ig;ziiz or its succosson, fs enjoined trom snforcing any other peus of
Section 2.208), (&), ared (&) against the Trastees or against the Bhares wansterred o them

s

his Fingl Aveard, and

comply with the requirenent of Ssction 2.3{a) 12

N

legend on the stock to comply with Feds

seurities Law but s enjoined from

By and Scetion 2.3{x) and the restrictions agamst ira

{orthin 4.1 and 4.7 as apainst the Trustess and thely tansterses” Shares , ad

13

s in interest, are regquilred o o with Section 44 Market

sowhen

ament | g oofa pab foring i in effect, provided Trusees or

sucoesAUrS I Tnterest have the right to pacticipate, pro rate, should any of
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14, Al

Thig Final Award may beg

deemed an

DATED:

aSigme, and
The Trustess are mwvarded rehmbursemont of thelr attomeys’ foes avising out of and

ting to this matter. MearoSigma shall pay to the Trastees the sun of One Midlion,

LAy

Thivty-Nine Thousand, Twe Hundred Hig

M
2
i
0l
&
=
=]
(n5
=
&
fo
&
=
oo
i

Cents (31,838,288.60) plus interest all al the rale often pereent zi““‘m; par Ennun, wnti

¢ Hundred One Thousand, Six

said i full Interest shall acorue on One Million,
Hundred Ninety-Fight Dollars and Zeve Cents (3LEULOSRDE comme wing  on
December 2%, 2015 until paid in {foll and the remaining Thirty-Seven The usand Five

¢ interest from the date

Hundred Ningty Dollars and £
of this Final Award wetil paid in fufl and,

CAAN™Y totaling

Al admirdsirative fees of the American Arbitration Asst

N

Arbitrators fotaling 3¢ 74 shall be pabd by

5
g

e
[

o

$16,490 44 and all compensation

curoBigma shall pay to the Trustees the sum of FITERT2AT

MeuroNignta, Thew

i

phus foterest sll at the rate of ten percant {10%) per anrum thereon until paid dn full of

whish $164.950.97 shall acerss interest from the date of the - Partial Final Award, and

Al claimy of NeuroSigma are deniad,

This Fing! Arhitration Award resolves all claims and courterciaime submitied in this

§

arhitration. All claims and counterclabms not expressly granted berein are hre vy dended

>

couted inany nursber of counterparts, sach of which shall be

AR

dginal, and ali of which together shall constitute one and the same

Februany 25, 20106

N A e R e e SRR

Mary-& Jo
Arbit a’& oAl

o © Hon. A‘zrc 1 Sulliven (Ret)

Arbitrato

Hor. Bl Chemnow (Ret)
Sapitratiar
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This Partial Fival Award may be exsouted v any nontber of counterpans, vach of which

shall be degraed an ongd which together shall constiiunte one and the same

DATED

How, Alice Db Sullivan @\Jm,
Arbitrator

&
¥

.t""www;g“. s s &
w29 1015 FO Channo—

S ‘ri o, Bl Chernow {Bet)
‘cé)..* ﬁ}b’ alor

DATED

1=

o

Sailes stall

o

NewwoSigren, Ing, v, ©
Pl Award of the Arbivatong

5

Fage 30026
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Amounts Owed by NeuroSigma per Arbitration Award
{Chart as of September 22, 2017}

Days!
ek 0l Sewurge for tem Prircioal Anigunt interest” yesr Gy Avcraat Syark oare’ £ Date” _bavy Tenel Cash Cuwedd
Daily sanctions for failure to
10 provige access to doctiments |
[Final Award 2/26/16 {"FA"},
5 2.(’93).(5&: - Mafgh ;{5(__2m§ ~ __Juf\;’.é_i_‘ Zi)l_f_i__ 205 £ 210.000.00
10 Brejudgmentinterestss L
above & TINAOHNY = 7% #3865 = X $E I 4 Jube 8, 2016 < September2l, 2017 441 =18 17,753.07
11 faterest for faflirate ransfar ] o g T R S T e
shases or olisin
corporate surety bond
{FA .10, H11) & 0BOOESIAN0G x k) + 385 % 8 'i~.GQ8.3{3 Chi AF}?’_E!{ELZ 201§ w F_ef,‘_fuarv 28, .!f)i? 418 B 1,274852.47
1 Brejudgmentintereston §
above $LRIPERRAT = 7% . 363 = ¥ [958 - Pebruarg 248, 201 ) 51:334.50
13- Aorieys Feesincurred  § o S S B
through 13/28/2015
{Partiah Final Award 10729715
{"PFA"}, 0. 24,
950, See Exhibit "1 Expibit 3
&, attached.] S LB0LESRE0. 5 1,803,695.00 |
i% Actcrued interest on above
Attorneys’ Fees
{PRAD: 24, 910) S L0 R%8.00 N 10% & 5 462,52 % Docember 28,2015 . Saptember 22,2047 633 w13 31245146
13 Attorneys’ Fees {incurred
1273072015 - 2/268/2018}
{F8, B 13,513 5 37.530.00 S 3752000
13 Acouedinterestomabous T T
Attorneys' Faes :
{FAp. 11, 923} 5 2758000, % 0% P 365 = 5 3650 1%] Februane 2603006 - Sectember 23,2037 REL I ke S8t
14 BAATasts
{FERD 24,912} $ k0L 85097 3 154,350.97
14 Accrued interest an AAA
Casts
{BFEA P24, 9 12) S 364,958 57 x 107 3. 385 =08 A5G A% Becember 28,2015 & Senvambier 27, 017 843 JEIRRIY
i4 Ads-Costs fincursed
1273072015 - 2/26/3018)
(FAD. 11,9 14) S AL s 4 1401250
18 AccruedinterestonAgs T
Costs .
{F6.p. 11,9 14) ] 14061250 x 10% +.385 = § 388 ix| februany 26,3015 - Gegterher 33, 2017 S74  dwis 2088
45 CostsAwarded (NOmAARA) [ e —— !
(PR 24, 1L} 3 37.084.61 % 195§
15 inferestonCosts Awarded | A S S e ST
{Mon-8AAY
{PRA D, 24.9 11} 5 37R84.61 % 1% B MBS moG . AGAS % Decamber 29,2048 Seprember 22,2087 533 =% 6;431.28
TOTAL ATTORMEYS' FEES, COSTS, SANCTIONS AND INTEREST: %3.864715.14

‘fudgment Paragraph Number

2agplicatie Annuasl Interest Kate

RECORDED: 03/20/2019

Exhibit 2

*stave Dats of Acerual

*grid Date of Accrual

“rjumber of Davs Elapsed




