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UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20549

Amendment No. 1 to
SCHEDULE 14C

INFORMATION STATEMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 14(c)
OF THE SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934

Check the appropriate box:
p Preliminary Information Statement

o Confidential, for Use of the Commission Only (as permitted by Rule 14c-5(d)(2))
o Definitive Information Statement

NEPHROS, INC.
(Name of Registrant As Specified In Its Charter)
Payment of Filing Fee (Check the appropriate box):
p No fee required
o Fee computed on table below per Exchange Act Rules 14¢c-5(g) and 0-11

(1) Title of each class of securities to which transaction applies:

(2) Aggregate number of securities to which transaction applies:

(3) Per unit price or other underlying value of transaction computed pursuant to Exchange Act Rule 0-11 (set
forth the amount on which the filing fee is calculated and state how it was determined):

(4) Proposed maximum aggregate value of transaction:

(5) Total fee paid:

o Fee paid previously with preliminary materials.

o Check box if any part of the fee is offset as provided by Exchange Act Rule 0-11(a)(2) and identify the filing for
which the offsetting fee was paid previously. Identify the previous filing by registration statement number, or the
Form or Schedule and the date of its filing.

(1) Amount Previously Paid:
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INFORMATION STATEMENT NOTICE
To our Stockholders:

Nephros, Inc. ( Nephros ,the Company , we or us ) hereby gives notice to the holders of its common stock, par value
$.001 per share (the Common Stock ), that by written consent on September 18, 2007 (the Written Consent ), in lieu of

a meeting of stockholders, the holders representing a majority of the voting power of our outstanding Common Stock
approved the issuance of shares of Common Stock upon conversion of certain notes and exercise of certain warrants

as further described in this Information Statement. The stockholders took this action solely for the purpose of

satisfying any requirements of the American Stock Exchange (the AMEX ) that require an issuer of listed securities to
obtain prior stockholder approval of an issuance of shares of common stock in an aggregate amount greater than 20%

of an issuer s outstanding shares of common stock. In the Written Consent, the stockholders also approved an

amendment to the Company s Fourth Amended and Restated Certificate of Incorporation, as amended, increasing the
number of shares of authorized Common Stock of the Company to 60,000,000 shares.

The stockholder action by written consent was taken pursuant to Section 228 of the Delaware General Corporation
Law, which permits any action that may be taken at a meeting of the stockholders to be taken by written consent by

the holders of the number of shares of voting stock required to approve the action at a meeting. This Information
Statement shall constitute notice to you of such action by written consent contemplated by Section 228(e) of the
Delaware General Corporation Law. This Information Statement is being furnished to all stockholders of the

Company pursuant to Section 14(c) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the Exchange Act ), and the
rules thereunder solely for the purpose of informing stockholders of these corporate actions before they take effect. In
accordance with Rule 14c-2 under the Exchange Act, the stockholder consent is expected to become effective twenty
(20) calendar days following the date this Information Statement is sent or given to the Company s stockholders, or as
soon thereafter as is reasonably practicable.

The actions described above have been approved by the board of directors of the Company and the holders
representing a majority of the voting power of our outstanding Common Stock. WE ARE NOT ASKING YOU FOR
A PROXY AND YOU ARE REQUESTED NOT TO SEND US A PROXY.

By order of the Board of Directors

[ ]

Norman J. Barta
Chairman of the Board

October _, 2007

Table of Contents 5



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

Table of Contents

NEPHROS, INC.
3960 Broadway
New York, New York 10032

INFORMATION STATEMENT

We are required to deliver this Information Statement to holders of our Common Stock in order to inform them that, in
connection with the approval by our board of directors of the matters described below, the holders representing a
majority of the voting power of our outstanding Common Stock subsequently approved these matters by Written
Consent.

September 18, 2007 has been fixed as the record date for the determination of stockholders who are entitled to receive
this Information Statement. On September 18, 2007, there were 12,317,992 shares of our Common Stock outstanding.
Each share of Common Stock entitles its holder to one vote.

THIS INFORMATION STATEMENT IS FIRST BEING SENT OR GIVEN TO THE HOLDERS OF OUR
COMMON STOCK ON OR ABOUT OCTOBER [_], 2007.

WE ARE NOT ASKING YOU FOR A PROXY AND YOU ARE REQUESTED NOT TO SEND US A PROXY.
ISSUANCE OF SECURITIES
The Financing

The Company entered into a Subscription Agreement ( Subscription Agreement ) with Lambda Investors LLC
( Lambda ) on September 19, 2007 (the First Closing Date ), GPC 76, LLC on September 20, 2007, Lewis P. Schneider
on September 21, 2007 and Enso Global Equities Partnership LP ( Enso ) on September 25, 2007 (collectively, the New
Investors ) pursuant to which the New Investors purchased an aggregate of approximately $12.7 million principal
amount of Series A 10% Secured Convertible Notes due 2008 (the Purchased Notes ) of Nephros, for the face value
thereof (the Offering ). Concurrently with the Offering, Nephros entered into an Exchange Agreement (the Exchange
Agreement ) with each of Southpaw Credit Opportunities Master Fund LP, 3V Capital Master Fund Ltd.,
Distressed/High Yield Trading Opportunities, Ltd., Kudu Partners, L.P. and LJHS Company (collectively, the

Exchange Investors and together with the New Investors, the Investors ), pursuant to which the Exchange Investors
agreed to exchange the principal and accrued but unpaid interest in an aggregate amount of approximately
$5.6 million under the 6% Secured Convertible Notes due 2012 (the Old Notes ) of Nephros, for new Series B 10%
Secured Convertible Notes due 2008 in an aggregate principal amount of $5.3 million (the Exchange Notes , and
together with the Purchased Notes, the New Notes ) (the Exchange , and together with the Offering, the Financing ).

The Company has obtained the approval of its stockholders representing a majority of its outstanding shares to the
issuance of shares of Common Stock issuable upon conversion of the New Notes and exercise of the Warrants (as
defined below) issuable upon such conversion, as further described below. The stockholder approval will be effective
20 days after a definitive version of this Information Statement is sent or given to the Company s stockholders.

Upon effectiveness of such approval, all principal and accrued but unpaid interest (the Conversion Amount ) under the
New Notes will automatically convert into (i) shares of Common Stock at a conversion price per share of Common

Stock (the Conversion Shares ) equal to $0.706 and (ii) in the case of the Purchased Notes, but not the Exchange

Notes, Class D Warrants (the Warrants ) for purchase of shares of Common Stock (the Warrant Shares ) in an amount
equal to 50% of the number of shares of Common Stock issued to the New Investors in accordance with clause (i)

above with an exercise price per share of Common Stock equal to $0.90 (subject to anti-dilution adjustments).
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The New Notes mature one year from their date of issuance and will accrue interest at a rate of 10% per annum,
compounded annually and payable in arrears at maturity or conversion; provided that, Nephros must pay interest at a
rate of 18% per annum (but in no event in excess of the maximum rate permitted under
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applicable law) on any principal or interest payable thereunder that will not be paid in full when due. The New Notes
are secured by a first lien and security interest on all of Nephros assets. The Warrants, when issued, will have a term
of five years and will be non-callable by Nephros.

Subject to certain terms and conditions, the outstanding principal of and accrued interest on the New Notes may
become immediately due and payable upon the occurrence of any of the following events of default: Nephros failure
to pay principal or interest on the New Notes when due; certain bankruptcy events with respect to Nephros; material
breach of any representation, warranty or certification made by Nephros in or pursuant to the New Notes, or under the
Registration Rights Agreement (as defined below), or, as related to the Purchased Notes, the Subscription Agreement,
or, as related to the Exchange Notes, the Exchange Agreement; breach of any Nephros covenants contained in the
New Notes or, as related to the Purchased Notes, the Subscription Agreement, or, as related to the Exchange Notes,
the Exchange Agreement, which is not cured within 10 calendar days after notice of such breach is given to Nephros;
the removal of a director who was requested to be elected by Lambda without the written consent of Lambda; Nephros
incurrence of Indebtedness (as defined in the New Notes) without prior approval of Lambda; or the acceleration of
certain other debt of Nephros.

Use of Proceeds

Nephros estimates it will use the proceeds from the Financing in the following manner:

Salaries and Fees: $ 2,055,995
Purchase, Rental or Leasing and Installation of Machinery and Equipment: $ 200,000
Construction or Leasing of Plant Buildings and Facilities: $ 200,000
Repayment of Indebtedness: $ 2,000,000
Anticipated Future Working Capital: $ 4,831,989
Fees in connection with the Financing: $ 1,259,130
Other: $ 2,129,386

Salaries and Fees and Other contain the intended use of proceeds for the twelve months following the Financing.
Placement Agent

National Securities Corporation ( NSC ) and Dinosaur Securities, LLC ( Dinosaur and together with NSC, the
Placement Agent ) acted as co-placement agents in connection with the Financing pursuant to an Engagement Letter,

dated June 6, 2007 and a Placement Agent Agreement dated September 18, 2007. The Placement Agent will receive

(i) an aggregate cash fee equal to 8% of the face amount of the Lambda Purchased Note and the Enso Purchased Note

allocated and paid 6.25% to NSC and 1.75% to Dinosaur, and (ii) warrants ( Placement Agent Warrant ) with a term of

five years from the date of issuance to purchase 10% of the aggregate number of shares of Common Stock issued

upon conversion of the Lambda Purchased Note and the Enso Purchased Note with an exercise price per share of

Common Stock equal to $0.90.

Registration Rights Agreement

In connection with the sale of the New Notes, Nephros and the Investors have entered into a Registration Rights
Agreement dated as of the First Closing Date (the Registration Rights Agreement ) pursuant to which Nephros agreed
to file an initial resale registration statement ( Initial Resale Registration Statement ) with the Securities and Exchange
Commission (the SEC ) no later than 60 days after Nephros files a definitive version of this Information Statement
with the SEC. Nephros agreed to use its commercially reasonable best efforts to have the Initial Resale Registration
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Statement declared effective within 240 days after filing of a definitive version of this Information Statement. In the
event the Initial Resale Registration Statement has not been declared effective within such time period, for each
30-day period thereafter or portion thereof, Nephros will pay each Investor as liquidated damages an amount equal to
1% of such Investor s Conversion Amount in respect of the first ten 30-day periods, and 2% of such Investor s
Conversion Amount thereafter. If Nephros fails to pay the liquidated damages, Nephros will pay interest thereon at a
rate of 15% per annum.
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In connection with the sale of the New Notes, Nephros and the Investors have entered into an Investor Rights
Agreement dated as of the First Closing Date (the Investor Rights Agreement ) pursuant to which Nephros agreed to
take such corporate actions as may be required to, among other things, entitle Lambda to (i) nominate two individuals
having reasonably appropriate experience and background (the Lambda Nominees ) to the Board of Directors of
Nephros (the Board ) to serve as directors until their respective successor(s) are elected and qualified, (ii) nominate
each successor to the Lambda Nominees, provided that any successor shall have reasonably appropriate experience
and background, and (iii) direct the removal from the Board of any director nominated under the foregoing clauses (i)
or (ii). Under the Investor Rights Agreement, Nephros is required to convene meetings of the Board at least once
every three months. If Nephros fails to do so, a Lambda director will be empowered to convene such meeting.

The Investor Rights Agreement also provides that, except as Lambda may otherwise agree in writing, Lambda will
have the right to (i) engage, directly or indirectly, in the same or similar business activities or lines of business as
Nephros and (ii) do business with any client, competitor or customer of Nephros, with the result that Nephros shall
have no right in or to such activities or any proceeds or benefits therefrom, and neither Lambda nor any officer,
director, partner, manager, employee or affiliate of Lambda ( Lambda Person ) will be liable to Nephros or its
stockholders for breach of any fiduciary duty by reason of any such activities of Lambda or of such Lambda Person s
participation therein. A Lambda Person who is serving as an officer or director of Nephros may not, at the same time,
serve as an officer or director of any entity whose principal business activity is (i) the development or sale of medical
devices for the treatment of end stage renal disease or (ii) water filtration. In the event that Lambda or any Lambda
Person acquires knowledge of a potential transaction or matter that may be a corporate opportunity for both Lambda
and Nephros other than in the case of a director-related opportunity (as defined below), Lambda and such Lambda
Person will have no duty to communicate or present such corporate opportunity to Nephros. In addition, in the event
that a Lambda director acquires knowledge of a potential transaction or matter that may be a corporate opportunity for
both Nephros and Lambda, such corporate opportunity will belong to Lambda, unless such corporate opportunity is a
director-related opportunity, in which case such corporate opportunity will belong to Nephros. A  director-related
opportunity , under the Investor Rights Agreement, means a potential transaction or matter that may be a corporate
opportunity for both Nephros and Lambda where knowledge of such corporate opportunity is made known to a
Lambda Person who is serving as a director of Nephros as a result of his serving as a director of Nephros prior to

(x) Lambda or any other Lambda Person acquiring knowledge of such corporate opportunity, or (y) such Lambda
Person acquiring knowledge of such corporate opportunity other than as a result of such Lambda Person s serving as a
director.

The above description does not purport to be a complete statement of the parties rights and obligations under the
Subscription Agreement, the Purchased Notes, the Warrants, the Exchange Agreement, the Exchange Notes, the
Placement Agent Agreement, the Placement Agent Warrant, the Registration Rights Agreement and the Investor
Rights Agreement and is qualified in its entirety by reference to such documents, copies of which are attached hereto
as Exhibits C through K, respectively.

Board of Directors

On September 19, 2007, in connection with the closing of the Financing, William J. Fox resigned as Executive
Chairman and a director of the Board and Judy S. Slotkin, W. Townsend Ziebold, Jr. and Howard Davis resigned as
directors of the Board. The resignation of four directors from the Board was a condition precedent to the closing of the

Financing.

On September 19, 2007, in connection with Mr. Fox s resignation as Executive Chairman, Nephros and Mr. Fox
entered into a Separation Agreement and Release (the Separation Agreement ), pursuant to which the parties mutually
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agreed to terminate Mr. Fox s employment with Nephros and the employment agreement between Nephros and

Mr. Fox made as of July 1, 2006 (the Employment Agreement ), effective immediately. Nephros will pay Mr. Fox an
aggregate of $142,500 paid in equal installments for a period of six months after the Termination Date (as defined in
the Separation Agreement). Nephros will also pay to Mr. Fox any accrued

4
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but unpaid Base Salary (as defined in the Employment Agreement) for services rendered through the Termination
Date.

Also on the Termination Date, unvested stock options to purchase 56,250 shares of Common Stock held by Mr. Fox
vested and became fully exercisable. Mr. Fox has the right to exercise all of the vested options he holds within the
period commencing on the Termination Date and ending ninety days after the Termination Date (the Options Exercise
Period ). Any options not exercised by Mr. Fox within the Options Exercise Period shall be cancelled. For a period of
six months after the Termination Date, Mr. Fox will continue to participate in all employee benefit plans, programs

and arrangements in which Mr. Fox was participating immediately prior to termination.

Although neither Mr. Fox nor the Company has any further obligations under the Employment Agreement, certain
provisions of the Employment Agreement remain in full force and effect and are incorporated by reference into the
Separation Agreement. Such provisions relate to, among other things, noncompetition and nonsolicitation (as
amended pursuant to the Separation Agreement), proprietary information, confidentiality and surrender of records, and
inventions and patents.

The above description does not purport to be a complete statement of the parties rights and obligations under the
Separation Agreement and is qualified in its entirety by reference to such document, a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit L.

Effective on September 19, 2007, in connection with the closing of the Financing, Paul A. Mieyal and Arthur H.
Amron were appointed as directors of the Company. The appointment of Dr. Mieyal and Mr. Amron to the Board was
a condition precedent to the closing of the Financing. There were no definitive arrangements that were made regarding
committees of the Company to which Dr. Mieyal and Mr. Amron were expected to be named. Dr. Mieyal and

Mr. Amron are employed by Wexford Capital LLC ( Wexford Capital ), a registered investment advisory firm that
manages Lambda. Apart from the Financing, and the transactions contemplated therein, neither Dr. Mieyal nor

Mr. Amron has had a direct or indirect material interest in any transaction of the Company during the last two years,
or proposed transaction, to which the Company was or is to be a party.

Dr. Mieyal is a Vice President of Wexford Capital. Prior to joining Wexford Capital, he was Vice President in charge
of healthcare investments for Wechsler & Co., Inc., a private investment firm and registered broker-dealer. Dr. Mieyal
serves as a Director of Danube Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Epiphany Biosciences, Inc., Globelmmune, Inc., Interventional
Spine, Inc., Microbiogen Pty Ltd., Nile Therapeutics, Inc., and Tigris Pharmaceuticals, Inc. Dr. Mieyal received his
Ph.D. in pharmacology from New York Medical College, received a B.A. in chemistry and psychology from Case
Western Reserve University, and is a Chartered Financial Analyst.

Mr. Amron is a partner of Wexford Capital and serves as its General Counsel. Mr. Amron also actively participates in
various private equity transactions, particularly in the bankruptcy and restructuring areas, and has served on the boards
and creditors committees of a number of public and private companies in which Wexford has held investments. From
1991-94, Mr. Amron was an Associate at Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP specializing in corporate and bankruptcy law and
from 1984-91, Mr. Amron was an Associate at Debevoise & Plimpton LLP specializing in corporate litigation and
bankruptcy law. Mr. Amron holds a JD from Harvard University, holds a BA in political theory from Colgate
University and is a member of the New York Bar.

Description of Common Stock
Holders of the Common Stock of Nephros are entitled to one vote for each share held of record on all matters

submitted to a vote of the stockholders and do not have cumulative voting rights. Accordingly, holders of a majority
of the shares of the Common Stock entitled to vote in any election of directors may elect all of the directors standing
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for election. Apart from preferences that may be applicable to any holders of preferred stock outstanding at the time,
holders of Common Stock are entitled to receive dividends, if any, ratably as may be declared from time to time by the
Board out of funds legally available therefor. Upon Nephros liquidation, dissolution or winding up, the holders of
Common Stock are entitled to receive ratably net assets
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of Nephros available after the payment of all liabilities and liquidation preferences on any outstanding preferred stock.
Holders of Common Stock have no preemptive, subscription, redemption or conversion rights, and there are no
redemption or sinking fund provisions applicable to the Common Stock. The rights, preferences and privileges of
holders of the Common Stock are subject to, and may be adversely affected by, the rights of the holders of shares of
any series of preferred stock which Nephros may designate and issue in the future.

AMEX Rules

The Common Stock of Nephros is listed on the AMEX and Nephros is subject to the rules and requirements set forth
in the AMEX Company Guide. Under Section 713(a) of the AMEX Company Guide, Nephros was required to obtain
prior stockholder approval of the issuance of securities in any private transaction involving (i) the issuance of shares
of Common Stock (or securities convertible into or exercisable for Common Stock) for less than the greater of book or
market value of Common Stock which together with sales by Nephros officers, directors or principal shareholders
equals 20% or more of Common Stock outstanding before such issuance or (ii) the issuance of shares of Common
Stock (or securities convertible into or exercisable for Common Stock) equal to 20% or more of Common Stock
outstanding before the issuance for less than the greater of book or market value of Common Stock. The securities to
be issued in the Financing may be issued at a discount to the market price of our Common Stock. The Conversion
Shares would constitute more than 20% of the number of shares of our Common Stock currently outstanding and the
Warrant Shares would constitute more than 20% of the number of shares of our Common Stock currently outstanding.
In addition, we obtained prior stockholder approval for the securities to be issued in the Financing in the event that
any other rule or requirement of the AMEX Company Guide would require such approval. Nephros has obtained
stockholder approval by written consent and the Written Consent will become effective on the twentieth (20t) day
following the date on which a definitive version of this Information Statement is first sent or given to stockholders, or
as soon thereafter as is reasonably practicable. A copy of the form of Written Consent executed in connection with the
stockholder approval is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

The Written Consent was signed by persons who, as of the execution date, collectively owned 6,214,153 shares of the
Company s Common Stock, or 50.4%, namely Ronald O. Perelman, MacAndrews & Forbes Group, Inc., Eric A.
Rose, M.D., BW Employee Holdings LLC, WPPN, LP, Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, LP and WVII Employee
Partners LLC. As of the date upon which the Written Consent was signed, each share of Common Stock was entitled
to one vote. No payment was made to any person in consideration of their executing the Written Consent.

AMENDMENT TO CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION

On September 17, 2007, the Board adopted a resolution to amend the Company s Fourth Amended and Restated
Certificate of Incorporation, as amended (the Amendment ), approving the increase of the authorized Common Stock
to 60,000,000 shares, and proposing that this resolution be submitted for a vote of the stockholders of the Company.
The Amendment is necessary to permit the issuance of Common Stock upon the conversion of the New Notes, the
Warrants and the Placement Agent Warrants. The Amendment will not be filed or take effect until the twentieth (20th)
day following the date on which a definitive version of this Information Statement is first sent or given to

stockholders, or as soon thereafter as is reasonably practicable. The form of the Certificate of Amendment to the
Fourth Amended and Restated Certificate of Incorporation is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

The action taken by the Board was subsequently adopted by written consent of the stockholders holding a majority of
the voting stock outstanding as of September 18, 2007.
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NO APPRAISAL OR DISSENTERS RIGHTS

Under the Delaware General Corporation Law, our stockholders are not entitled to any dissenters rights or appraisal of
their shares of Common Stock in connection with the approval of the actions described in this Information Statement.

NO ACTION IS REQUIRED

No other votes are necessary or required. This Information Statement is first being mailed or given to stockholders on
or about October , 2007. In accordance with the Exchange Act, the Written Consent and the approval of the matters
described in the Written Consent, the actions described in this Information Statement will become effective twenty
(20) calendar days following the mailing of this Information Statement, or as soon thereafter as is reasonably
practicable.

SECURITY OWNERSHIP OF CERTAIN BENEFICIAL OWNERS AND MANAGEMENT

As of the record date, September 18, 2007, the Company s directors, executive officers and principal stockholders
beneficially own, directly or indirectly, in the aggregate, approximately 64.5% of its outstanding Common Stock.
Each share of Common Stock entitles its holder to one vote. These stockholders have significant influence over the
Company s business affairs, with the ability to control matters requiring approval by the Company s stockholders,
including the Written Consent set forth in this Information Statement.

The following table sets forth certain information as of September 18, 2007, constituted prior to the Financing, with
respect to the beneficial ownership of shares of our Common Stock by (i) each person known by us to beneficially
own more than five percent (5%) of the outstanding shares of our Common Stock, (ii) each of our directors, (iii) each
of our named executive officers (as defined in Item 402(a)(2) of Regulation S-B) and (iv) all of our executive officers
and directors as a group.

As of September 18, 2007, there were 12,317,992 shares of our Common Stock outstanding. Beneficial ownership has
been calculated and presented in accordance with Rule 13d-3 of the Exchange Act and, as such, the numbers below
are not presented on a fully diluted basis.

Amount and Nature Percentage
of of

Name and Address of Beneficial Owner Beneficial Ownership Class(1)
Ronald O. Perelman(2) 3,540,438 28.7%
Wasserstein Entities(3) 1,928,564 15.7%
WPPN, LP(4) 918,801 7.5%
Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, L.P.(5) 829,104 6.7%
Donald G. Drapkin(6) 642,426 5.2%
Eric A. Rose, M.D.(7) 911,860 7.3%
W. Townsend Ziebold(8) 859,786 7.0%
Norman J. Barta(9) 459,445 3.6%
Lawrence J. Centella(10) 53,410 *
Howard Davis(11) 57,174 *
William J. Fox(12) 379,088 3.0%
Judy Slotkin(13) 76,475 *
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Mark W. Lerner(14) 20,000 *

All executive officers and directors as a group (7)-(14) 2,820,570 19.8%
* Represents less than 1% of the outstanding shares of our Common Stock.

(1) Percentages are based on 12,317,992 shares of Common Stock issued and outstanding as of September 18,
2007.
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Based on information provided in Schedule 13G filed on January 31, 2005. Mr. Perelman s address is 35 East
62nd Street, New York, New York 10065. Mr. Perelman is the sole stockholder of MacAndrews & Forbes
Holdings Inc.

Based on information provided in Schedule 13G filed on February 11, 2005. The Wasserstein entities include
WPPN, LP, Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, L.P., WV II Employee Partners, LLC, and BW Employee
Holdings, LLC. The address of the Wasserstein entities is 1301 Avenue of the Americas, 44th Floor, New
York, New York 10019. Bruce Wasserstein may be deemed to have beneficial ownership of the shares owned
by the Wasserstein entities. However, Mr. Wasserstein disclaims beneficial ownership of these shares except
for his pecuniary interest in 29,446 shares. The Wasserstein entities ownership is as follows: (i) 918,801 shares
of our Common Stock which are owned by WPPN, LP, the general partner of which is Cypress Management
Partners, LLC, the sole member of which is Cypress Capital Assets, LP, the general partner of which is
Cypress Capital Advisors, LLC, an entity that may be deemed controlled by Bruce Wasserstein;

(i1) 829,104 shares of our Common Stock which are owned by Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, L.P., the general
partner of which is Wasserstein Levered Venture Partners II, LLC, the sole member of which is Wasserstein
Investments LLC, the sole member of which is Wasserstein Holdings, LL.C, an entity that may be deemed
controlled by Mr. Wasserstein; (iii) 5,388 shares of our Common Stock which are owned by WV II Employee
Partners, LLC, the managing member of which is Wasserstein & Co., L.P., an entity controlled by Wasserstein
Investments, LLC, the sole member of which is Wasserstein Holdings, LLC, an entity that may be deemed
controlled by Mr. Wasserstein; and (iv) 175,271 shares of our Common Stock which are owned by BW
Employee Holdings, LLC, an entity that may be deemed controlled by Mr. Wasserstein.

The same shares listed as beneficially owned by WPPN, LP are also included in the shares listed as beneficially
owned by the Wasserstein entities (See Note 2 above).

The same shares listed as beneficially owned by Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, L.P. are also included in the
shares listed as beneficially owned by the Wasserstein entities (See Note 2 above).

Mr. Drapkin s address is 30 Rockefeller Plaza, 63rd Floor, New York, NY 10020. The shares identified as
being beneficially owned by Mr. Drapkin include 509,922 shares owned by a charitable foundation which
Mr. Drapkin serves as a director and 132,504 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under the
Amended and Restated Nephros Equity Incentive Plan (the 2000 Plan ) and the Nephros, Inc. 2004 Stock
Incentive Plan (the 2004 Plan and together with the 2000 Plan, the Stock Option Plans ).

Dr. Rose s address is 35 East 62nd Street, New York, New York 10065. The shares identified as being
beneficially owned by Dr. Rose include 166,709 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under the
Stock Option Plans. Does not include 43,126 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been
granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.

Mr. Ziebold s address is 1301 Avenue of the Americas, 44th Floor, New York, New York 10019. The shares
identified as being beneficially owned by Mr. Ziebold include 829,104 shares that Mr. Ziebold, as president of
Wasserstein Levered Venture Partners II, LLC, the general partner of Wasserstein SBIC Ventures II, L.P., may
be deemed to beneficially own and as to which Mr. Ziebold disclaims beneficial ownership; and 30,682 shares
issuable upon exercise of options granted under the Stock Option Plans. The shares identified as being
beneficially owned by Mr. Ziebold do not include 5,388 shares owned by WV II Employee Partners, LLC, an
employee investment vehicle in which Mr. Ziebold is a participant and as to which Mr. Ziebold disclaims
beneficial ownership. Does not include 10,000 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been
granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.
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(9) Mr. Barta s address is c/o Nephros, Inc., 3960 Broadway New York, New York 10032. The shares identified as
being beneficially owned by Mr. Barta include 431,035 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under
the Stock Option Plans. Does not include 78,582 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been
granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.

(10) Mr. Centella s address is 3331 N. Ridge Ave, Arlington Heights, IL 60004. The shares identified as being
beneficially owned by Mr. Centella include 25,000 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under the
2004 Plan. Does not include 10,000 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been granted
under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.

8
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(11) Mr. Davis address is 5850 Canoga Ave, #315, Woodland Hills, CA 91367. The shares identified as being
beneficially owned by Mr. Davis include 35,508 shares issuable upon exercise of warrants originally issued to
The Shemano Group, Inc. in connection with our initial public offering and transferred to Mr. Davis; and
25,000 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under the 2004 Plan. Does not include 10,000 shares
issuable upon the exercise of options which have been granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet
vested.

(12) Mr. Fox s address is c/o Nephros, Inc., 3960 Broadway New York, New York 10032. The shares identified as
being beneficially owned by Mr. Fox include 309,917 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under
the 2004 Plan. Does not include 172,083 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been granted
under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.

(13) Ms. Slotkin s address is c/o Nephros, Inc., 3960 Broadway New York, New York 10032. The shares identified
as being beneficially owned by Ms. Slotkin include 68,142 shares owned by her husband and include
8,333 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted under the 2004 Plan. Does not include 16,667 shares
issuable upon the exercise of options which have been granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet
vested.

(14) Mr. Lerner s address is c/o Nephros, Inc., 3960 Broadway New York, New York 10032. The shares identified
as being beneficially owned by Mr. Lerner include 20,000 shares issuable upon exercise of options granted
under the 2004 Plan. Does not include 20,000 shares issuable upon the exercise of options which have been
granted under our Stock Option Plans but have not yet vested.

Upon the conversion of the principal amount of the New Notes into Common Stock, the Investors would receive
approximately 25,462,465 shares of Common Stock in the aggregate, representing approximately 67.4% of the
outstanding shares of voting Common Stock. After conversion of the New Notes and assuming the exercise of all of
the Warrants to be issued in connection with the conversion of the principal amount of the Purchased Notes, the
Investors would beneficially own, in the aggregate, 36,196,530 shares of Common Stock, representing approximately
74.6% of the outstanding shares of voting Common Stock.

The New Notes accrue interest at a rate of 10% per annum, and the accrued interest will be converted into (i) shares of
Common Stock upon conversion of the New Notes, and (ii) in the case of the Purchased Notes, but not the Exchange
Notes, Warrants for purchase of shares of Common Stock in an amount equal to 50% of the number of shares of
Common Stock issued to the Investors under clause (i) of this sentence. As a result, the number of shares of Common
Stock that the Investors will actually receive upon the conversion of the New Notes and the number of shares of
Common Stock underlying the Warrants that the Investors will actually receive upon the conversion of the Purchased
Notes will be greater than the numbers reflected in the previous paragraph based on the amount of interest that accrues
prior to conversion.

Except for the Investor Rights Agreement described above in this Information Statement, Nephros is not aware of any
voting or other arrangements among the Investors. However, the Investors may have significant influence over the
Company s policies and affairs, including the election of directors and the ability to control the vote on substantially all
other corporate matters without the approval of other stockholders if the Investors were to vote their shares of

Common Stock as a group. Furthermore, such concentration of voting power could enable the Investors to delay or
prevent another party from taking control of the Company even where such change of control transaction might be
desirable to other stockholders.
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RISK FACTORS
Certain Risks and Uncertainties

Certain statements in this Information Statement constitute forward-looking statements within the meaning of
Section 27A of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, and Section 21E of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended. The words or phrases canbe, may, could, would, expects, believes, seeks, estimates, projec
words and phrases are intended to identify such forward-looking statements. Such forward-looking statements are
subject to various known and unknown risks and uncertainties, including those described on the following pages, and
we caution you that any forward-looking information provided by or on behalf of us is not a guarantee of future
performance. Our actual results could differ materially from those anticipated by such forward-looking statements due
to a number of factors, some of which are beyond our control. All such forward-looking statements are current only as
of the date on which such statements were made. We do not undertake any obligation to publicly update any
forward-looking statement to reflect events or circumstances after the date on which any such statement is made or to
reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events.

Risks Related to Our Company

We may not in the future have sufficient cash flows from operating activities and cash on hand to service our
indebtedness and meet our anticipated cash needs. We may not be successful in obtaining additional funding in
order to continue operations.

Our ability to make payments on our indebtedness and to meet our anticipated cash needs will depend on our ability to
generate cash in the future. If we are required to raise additional funds through public or private offerings of our
securities or the licensing or sale of our technologies, such fundraising efforts may, to some extent, be subject to
general economic, financial, competitive, legislative, regulatory and other factors that are beyond our control.

We cannot assure you that our future cash flow will be sufficient to meet our obligations and commitments. If we
continue to be unable to generate sufficient cash flow from operations in the future to service our indebtedness and to
meet our other commitments, we will be required to adopt alternatives, such as seeking to raise additional debt or
equity capital, curtailing our planned activities or ceasing our operations. We cannot assure you that any such actions
could be effected on a timely basis or on satisfactory terms or at all, or that these actions would enable us to continue
to satisfy our capital requirements.

Because our capital requirements have been and will continue to be significant, we may need to raise additional
funds or we may not be able to continue to operate our business or satisfy our debt obligations when they become
due. If our business fails, investors in our Common Stock could lose their entire investment.

Our capital requirements have been and will continue to be significant. Through June 30, 2007, we have been
dependent primarily on the net proceeds of our initial public offering and private placements of our equity and debt
securities, aggregating approximately $40.3 million. We generated approximately $12.7 million in September 2007
from our Financing. We cannot assure you that our existing capital resources, together with the net proceeds from
future operating cash flows, if any, will be sufficient to fund our future operations or to satisfy our debt obligations
when they become due and payable. Our capital requirements will depend on numerous factors, including:

the market acceptance of our products, and our ability to effectively and efficiently produce and market our
products;
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reasonable terms or at all;

the timing and costs associated with obtaining the Conformité Européene, or CE, mark, which demonstrates
compliance with the relevant European Union requirements and is a regulatory
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prerequisite for selling our ESRD therapy products in the European Union and certain other countries that
recognize CE marking (for products other than our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series, for which the CE mark was
obtained in July 2003 and our DSU for which the CE mark was obtained in November 2006), or United States
regulatory approval;

the continued progress in and the costs of clinical studies and other research and development programs;
the costs associated with manufacturing scale-up;

the costs involved in filing and enforcing patent claims and the status of competitive products; and

the cost of litigation, including potential patent litigation and actual, current and threatened litigation

If we require additional capital beyond the cash, if any, generated from our operations, we would need to seek other
forms of financing, through the sale of equity securities or otherwise, to achieve our business objectives. We cannot
assure you that we will be able to obtain alternative financing on acceptable terms or at all. Our failure to obtain
financing could have a material adverse effect on us. Any additional equity financing could substantially dilute your
equity interests in our company and any additional debt financing could impose significant financial and operational
restrictions on us.

We have a history of operating losses and a significant accumulated deficit, and we may not achieve or maintain
profitability in the future.

We have not been profitable since our inception in 1997. As of September 30, 2007, we had an accumulated deficit of
approximately $60.8 million primarily as a result of our research and development expenses and selling, general and
administrative expenses. We expect to continue to incur additional losses for the foreseeable future as a result of a
high level of operating expenses, significant up-front expenditures including the cost of clinical trials, production and
marketing activities and very limited revenue from the sale of our products. We began sales of our first product in
March 2004, and we may never realize sufficient revenues from the sale of our products or be profitable. Each of the
following factors, among others, may influence the timing and extent of our profitability, if any:

the completion and success of additional clinical trials and of our regulatory approval processes for each of our
ESRD therapy products in our target territories;

the market acceptance of HDF therapy in the United States and of our technologies and products in each of our
target markets;

our ability to effectively and efficiently manufacture, market and distribute our products;
our ability to sell our products at competitive prices which exceed our per unit costs; and
the consolidation of dialysis clinics into larger clinical groups.

Our former independent registered public accountants, in their audit report related to our financial statements for
the year ended December 31, 2006, expressed substantial doubt about our ability to continue as a going concern.

Our former independent registered public accounting firm has included an explanatory paragraph in their report on our

financial statements included in our Annual Report on Form 10-KSB for the year ended December 31, 2006
expressing doubt as to our ability to continue as a going concern. Our financial statements accompanying the
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Form 10-KSB were prepared assuming that we will continue as a going concern, however, there can be no assurance
that we will be able to do so. Our recurring losses and difficulty in generating sufficient cash flow to meet our
obligations and sustain our operations, raises substantial doubt about our ability to continue as a going concern, and
our consolidated financial statements do not include any adjustments that might result from the outcome of this
uncertainty. Although we generated approximately $12.7 million in September 2007 from our Financing, there can be
no assurance that our existing capital resources will be sufficient to fund our future operations and that we will be able
to continue as a going
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concern. Based on our current cash flow projections, we may be required to raise additional funds through either the
licensing or sale of our technologies or the additional public or private offerings of our securities. However, there is no
guarantee that we will be able to obtain further financing, or to do so on reasonable terms. If we are unable to raise
additional funds on a timely basis, or at all, we could be materially adversely affected.

We may not be able to meet the American Stock Exchange s continued listing standards and as a result, we may be
delisted from the American Stock Exchange.

During 2006, we received notices from AMEX that we are not in compliance with certain conditions of the continued
listing standards of Section 1003 of the AMEX Company Guide. Specifically, AMEX noted our failure to comply
with Section 1003(a)(i) of the AMEX Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $2,000,000 and
losses from continuing operations and/or net losses in two out of our three most recent fiscal years; Section 1003(a)(ii)
of the AMEX Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $4,000,000 and losses from continuing
operations and/or net losses in three out of our four most recent fiscal years; and Section 1003(a)(iii) of the AMEX
Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $6,000,000 and losses from continuing operations and/or
net losses in our five most recent fiscal years. We submitted a plan in August 2006 to advise AMEX of the steps we
have taken, and will take, to regain compliance with the applicable listing standards.

On November 14, 2006, we received notice that the AMEX staff had reviewed our plan of compliance to meet the
AMEX s continued listing standards and that AMEX will continue our listing while we seek to regain compliance with
the continued listing standards during the period ending January 17, 2008. During the plan period, we must continue

to provide the AMEX staff with updates regarding initiatives set forth in our plan of compliance. We will be subject to
periodic review by the AMEX staff during the plan period.

On September 27, 2007, we received a warning letter ( Warning Letter ) from the AMEX stating that the staff of the
AMEX Listing Qualifications Department has determined that we are not in compliance with Section 121B(2)(c) of
the AMEX Company Guide requiring that at least 50% of the directors of our board of directors are independent
directors. This non-compliance is due to the fact that William J. Fox, Judy Slotkin, W. Townsend Ziebold and Howard
Davis resigned from our board of directors on September 19, 2007, concurrently with the appointment of Paul Mieyal
and Arthur Amron to our board of directors, in accordance with the Financing. Consequently, our board of directors
consists of five directors, two of whom are independent. The AMEX has given us until December 26, 2007 to regain
compliance with the independence requirements. In setting this deadline, the AMEX has determined not to apply at
this time the continued listing evaluation and follow-up procedures specified in Section 1009 of the AMEX Company
Guide. We intend to fill the vacancy on the Board with an individual who qualifies as an independent director as soon
as reasonably possible.

If we are unable to show progress consistent with our plan of compliance to meet the AMEX continued listing
standards or otherwise unable to timely regain compliance with the AMEX listing standards, then we may be delisted
from the AMEX. If our Common Stock is delisted by the AMEX, trading of our Common Stock would thereafter
likely be conducted on the OTC Bulletin Board. In such case, the market liquidity for our Common Stock would likely
be negatively affected, which may make it more difficult for holders of our Common Stock to sell their securities in
the open market and we could face difficulty raising capital necessary for our continued operation. Investors may find
it more difficult to dispose of or obtain accurate quotations as to the market value of our securities. In addition, our
Common Stock, if delisted by the AMEX, may constitute penny stock (as defined in Rule 3a51-1 promulgated under
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended) if we fail to meet certain criteria set forth in such Rule. Various
practice requirements are imposed on broker-dealers who sell penny stocks to persons other than established
customers and accredited investors. For these types of transactions, the broker-dealer must make a special suitability
determination for the purchaser and have received the purchaser s written consent to the transactions prior to sale.
Consequently, if our Common Stock were to become penny stock, then the Rule may deter broker-dealers from

Table of Contents 25



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

recommending or selling our Common Stock, which could further negatively affect the liquidity of our Common
Stock.

12

Table of Contents

26



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

Table of Contents

Our existing and future debt obligations could impair our liquidity and financial condition.

As of September 30, 2007, we had approximately $12.7 aggregate principal amount of secured convertible notes
outstanding, which notes have accrued interest in the amount of $50,127. Although we expect that all of our secured
convertible notes will convert into shares of our Common Stock on the twenty-first day after we send or give this
Information Statement to our stockholders, there can be no guarantee that such conversion will occur. Additionally,
we may incur additional debt in the future to fund all or part of our capital requirements. Our outstanding debt and
future debt obligations could impair our liquidity and could:

make it more difficult for us to satisfy our other obligations;

require us to dedicate a substantial portion of any cash flow we may generate to payments on our debt
obligations, which would reduce the availability of our cash flow to fund working capital, capital expenditures
and other corporate requirements;

impede us from obtaining additional financing in the future for working capital, capital expenditures and
general corporate purposes; and

make us more vulnerable in the event of a downturn in our business prospects and limit our flexibility to plan
for, or react to, changes in our industry.

Certain customers individually account for a large portion of our product sales, and the loss of any of these
customers could have a material adverse effect on our sales.

For the nine months ended September 30, 2007, one of our customers accounted for approximately 92% of our
product sales. In addition, in January 2007, we agreed with this customer to assign, on an exclusive basis, additional
territories to it with respect to distribution of our ESRD therapy products, which had previously been assigned to other
distributors, thereby further concentrating our activities with this customer. We believe that the loss of this customer
or a decrease in this customer s orders would have a material adverse effect on our product sales, at least temporarily,
while we seek to replace such customer and/or self-distribute in the territories currently served by such customer.

We cannot sell our ESRD therapy products, including certain modifications thereto, until we obtain the requisite
regulatory approvals and clearances in the countries in which we intend to sell our products. We have not obtained
FDA approval for any of our ESRD therapy products, except for our HD190 filter, and cannot sell any of our other
ESRD therapy products in the United States unless and until we obtain such approval. If we fail to receive, or
experience a significant delay in receiving, such approvals and clearances then we may not be able to get our
products to market and enhance our revenues.

Our business strategy depends in part on our ability to get our products into the market as quickly as possible. We
obtained the Conformité Européene, or CE, mark, which demonstrates compliance with the relevant European Union
requirements and is a regulatory prerequisite for selling our products in the European Union and certain other

countries that recognize CE marking (collectively, European Community ), for our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series
product in 2003 and received CE marking in November 2006 for our water filtration product, the Dual Stage

Ultrafilter ( DSU ). We have not yet obtained the CE mark for any of our other products. Similarly, we cannot sell our
ESRD therapy products in the United States until we receive FDA clearance. Although we received conditional
approval of our IDE in January 2007 to begin clinical trials in the United States, until we complete the requisite

U.S. human clinical trials and submit pre-market notification to the FDA pursuant to Section 510(k) of the FDC Act or
otherwise comply with FDA requirements for a 510(k) approval, we will not be eligible for FDA approval for any of
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our products, except for our HD190 filter.

In addition to the pre-market notification required pursuant to Section 510(k) of the FDC Act, the FDA could require
us to obtain pre-market approval of our ESRD therapy products under Section 515 of the FDC Act, either because of
legislative or regulatory changes or because the FDA does not agree with our determination that we are eligible to use
the Section 510(k) pre-market notification process. The Section 515 pre-market approval process is a significantly
more costly, lengthy and uncertain approval process and could
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materially delay our products coming to market. If we do obtain clearance for marketing of any of our devices under
Section 510(k) of the FDC Act, then any changes we wish to make to such device that could significantly affect safety
and effectiveness will require clearance of a notification pursuant to Section 510(k), and we may need to submit
clinical and manufacturing comparability data to obtain such approval or clearance. We could not market any such
modified device until we received FDA clearance or approval. We cannot guarantee that the FDA would timely, if at
all, clear or approve any modified product for which Section 510(k) is applicable. Failure to obtain timely clearance or
approval for changes to marketed products would impair our ability to sell such products and generate revenues in the
United States.

The clearance and/or approval processes in the European Community and in the United States can be lengthy and
uncertain and each requires substantial commitments of our financial resources and our management s time and effort.
We may not be able to obtain further CE marking or any FDA approval for any of our ESRD therapy products in a
timely manner or at all. Even if we do obtain regulatory approval, approval may be only for limited uses with specific
classes of patients, processes or other devices. Our failure to obtain, or delays in obtaining, the necessary regulatory
clearance and/or approvals with respect to the European Community or the United States would prevent us from
selling our affected products in these regions. If we cannot sell some of our products in these regions, or if we are
delayed in selling while awaiting the necessary clearance and/or approvals, our ability to generate revenues from these
products will be limited.

If we are successful in our initial marketing efforts in some or all of Cyprus, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece,
Ireland, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and the United Kingdom (referred to
hereinafter collective as the Target European Market ) and the United States, then we plan to market our ESRD therapy
products in several countries outside of our Target European Market and the United States, including Korea and

China, Canada and Mexico. Requirements pertaining to the sale of medical devices vary widely from country to

country. It may be very expensive and difficult for us to meet the requirements for the sale of our ESRD therapy

products in many of these countries. As a result, we may not be able to obtain the required approvals in a timely

manner, if at all. If we cannot sell our ESRD therapy products outside of our Target European Market and the United
States, then the size of our potential market could be reduced, which would limit our potential sales and revenues.

We have entered into an agreement with Asahi Kasei Medical Co., Ltd. ( Asahi ) granting Asahi exclusive rights to
manufacture and distribute filter products based on our OLp Ur MD190 hemodiafilter in Japan for 10 years
commencing when the first such product receives Japanese regulatory approval. If the requisite Japanese regulatory
approvals are not timely obtained, our potential license revenues will be limited.

Clinical studies required for our ESRD therapy products are costly and time-consuming, and their outcome is
uncertain.

Before obtaining regulatory approvals for the commercial sale of any of our ESRD therapy products in the United
States and elsewhere, we must demonstrate through clinical studies that our products are safe and effective. We
received conditional approval for our IDE application from the FDA to begin human clinical trials of our OLp Ur H,H
hemodiafiltration module and OLp ur MD220 hemodiafilter. We were granted this approval on the condition that, by
March 5, 2007, we submit a response to two informational questions from the FDA. We have responded to these
questions. We have obtained approval from Western IRB, Inc. which enables us to proceed with our clinical trial. We
began our clinical trials at the beginning of the fourth quarter of 2007.

For products other than those for which we have already received marketing approval, if we do not prove in clinical
trials that our ESRD therapy products are safe and effective, we will not obtain marketing approvals from the FDA
and other applicable regulatory authorities. In particular, one or more of our ESRD therapy products may not exhibit
the expected medical benefits, may cause harmful side effects, may not be effective in treating dialysis patients or may
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clinical trials varies significantly and is difficult to predict. Factors that can cause delay or termination of our clinical
trials include:

slower than expected patient enrollment due to the nature of the protocol, the proximity of subjects to clinical
sites, the eligibility criteria for the study, competition with clinical trials for similar devices or other factors;

lower than expected retention rates of subjects in a clinical trial;

inadequately trained or insufficient personnel at the study site to assist in overseeing and monitoring clinical
trials;

delays in approvals from a study site s review board, or other required approvals;
longer treatment time required to demonstrate effectiveness;

lack of sufficient supplies of the ESRD therapy product;

adverse medical events or side effects in treated subjects;

lack of effectiveness of the ESRD therapy product being tested; and

regulatory changes.

Even if we obtain positive results from clinical studies for our products, we may not achieve the same success in
future studies of such products. Data obtained from clinical studies are susceptible to varying interpretations that could
delay, limit or prevent regulatory approval. In addition, we may encounter delays or rejections based upon changes in
FDA policy for device approval during the period of product development and FDA regulatory review of each
submitted new device application. We may encounter similar delays in foreign countries. Moreover, regulatory
approval may entail limitations on the indicated uses of the device. Failure to obtain requisite governmental approvals
or failure to obtain approvals of the scope requested will delay or preclude our licensees or marketing partners from
marketing our products or limit the commercial use of such products and will have a material adverse effect on our
business, financial condition and results of operations.

In addition, some or all of the clinical trials we undertake may not demonstrate sufficient safety and efficacy to obtain
the requisite regulatory approvals, which could prevent or delay the creation of marketable products. Our product
development costs will increase if we have delays in testing or approvals, if we need to perform more, larger or
different clinical trials than planned or if our trials are not successful. Delays in our clinical trials may harm our
financial results and the commercial prospects for our products. Additionally, we may be unable to complete our
clinical trials if we are unable to obtain additional capital.

We may be required to design and conduct additional clinical trials.

We may be required to design and conduct additional clinical trials to further demonstrate the safety and efficacy of
our ESRD therapy product, which may result in significant expense and delay. The FDA and foreign regulatory
authorities may require new or additional clinical trials because of inconclusive results from current or earlier clinical
trials, a possible failure to conduct clinical trials in complete adherence to FDA good clinical practice standards and
similar standards of foreign regulatory authorities, the identification of new clinical trial endpoints, or the need for
additional data regarding the safety or efficacy of our ESRD therapy products. It is possible that the FDA or foreign
regulatory authorities may not ultimately approve our products for commercial sale in any jurisdiction, even if we

Table of Contents 31



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

believe future clinical results are positive.

15

Table of Contents

32



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

Table of Contents

We cannot assure you that our ESRD therapy products will be safe and we are required under applicable law to
report any product-related deaths or serious injuries or product malfunctions that could result in deaths or serious
injuries, and such reports could trigger recalls, class action lawsuits and other events that could cause us to incur
expenses and may also limit our ability to generate revenues from such products.

We cannot assure you that our ESRD therapy products will be safe. Under the FDC Act, we are required to submit
medical device reports, or MDRs, to the FDA to report device-related deaths, serious injuries and product
malfunctions that could result in death or serious injury if they were to recur. Depending on their significance, MDRs
could trigger events that could cause us to incur expenses and may also limit our ability to generate revenues from
such products, such as the following:

information contained in the MDRs could trigger FDA regulatory actions such as inspections, recalls and
patient/physician notifications;

because the reports are publicly available, MDRs could become the basis for private lawsuits, including class
actions; and

if we fail to submit a required MDR to the FDA, the FDA could take enforcement action against us.

If any of these events occur, then we could incur significant expenses and it could become more difficult for us to gain
market acceptance of our ESRD therapy products and to generate revenues from sales. Other countries may impose
analogous reporting requirements that could cause us to incur expenses and may also limit our ability to generate
revenues from sales of our ESRD therapy products.

Product liability associated with the production, marketing and sale of our products, and/or the expense of
defending against claims of product liability, could materially deplete our assets and generate negative publicity
which could impair our reputation.

The production, marketing and sale of kidney dialysis and water-filtration products have inherent risks of liability in
the event of product failure or claim of harm caused by product operation. Furthermore, even meritless claims of
product liability may be costly to defend against. Although we have acquired product liability insurance in the amount
of $5,000,000 for our dialysis filters outside of the United States and intend to acquire additional product liability
insurance upon commercialization of any of our additional products or upon introduction of any products in the
United States, we may not be able to maintain or obtain this insurance on acceptable terms or at all. Because we may
not be able to obtain insurance that provides us with adequate protection against all potential product liability claims, a
successful claim in excess of our insurance coverage could materially deplete our assets. Moreover, even if we are
able to obtain adequate insurance, any claim against us could generate negative publicity, which could impair our
reputation and adversely affect the demand for our products, our ability to generate sales and our profitability.

Some of the agreements that we may enter into with manufacturers of our products and components of our products
may require us:

to obtain product liability insurance; or
to indemnify manufacturers against liabilities resulting from the sale of our products.

For example, our agreement with Medica s.r.1. requires that we obtain and maintain certain minimum product liability
insurance coverage and that we indemnify Medica against certain liabilities arising out of our products that they
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manufacture, provided they do not arise out of Medica s breach of the agreement, negligence or willful misconduct. If
we are not able to obtain and maintain adequate product liability insurance, we could be in breach of these

agreements, which could materially adversely affect our ability to produce our products and generate revenues. Even
if we are able to obtain and maintain product liability insurance, if a successful claim in excess of our insurance
coverage is made, then we may have to indemnify some or all of our manufacturers for their losses, which could
materially deplete our assets.
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If we violate any provisions of the Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (the FDC Act )or any other statutes or
regulations, then we could be subject to enforcement actions by the FDA or other governmental agencies.
We face a significant compliance burden under the FDC Act and other applicable statutes and regulations which
govern the testing, labeling, storage, record keeping, distribution, sale, marketing, advertising and promotion of our
ESRD therapy products. If we violate the FDC Act or other regulatory requirements at any time during or after the
product development and/or approval process, we could be subject to enforcement actions by the FDA or other
agencies, including:

fines;

injunctions;

civil penalties;

recalls or seizures of our products;

total or partial suspension of the production of our products;

withdrawal of any existing approvals or pre-market clearances of our products;

refusal to approve or clear new applications or notices relating to our products;

recommendations by the FDA that we not be allowed to enter into government contracts; and

criminal prosecution.

Any of the above could have a material adverse effect on our business, financial condition and results of operations.

Significant additional governmental regulation could subject us to unanticipated delays which would adversely
affect our sales and revenues.

Our business strategy depends in part on our ability to get our products into the market as quickly as possible.
Additional laws and regulations, or changes to existing laws and regulations that are applicable to our business may be
enacted or promulgated, and the interpretation, application or enforcement of the existing laws and regulations may
change. We cannot predict the nature of any future laws, regulations, interpretations, applications or enforcements or
the specific effects any of these might have on our business. Any future laws, regulations, interpretations, applications
or enforcements could delay or prevent regulatory approval or clearance of our products and our ability to market our
products. Moreover, changes that result in our failure to comply with the requirements of applicable laws and
regulations could result in the types of enforcement actions by the FDA and/or other agencies as described above, all
of which could impair our ability to have manufactured and to sell the affected products.

Access to the appropriation included in the fiscal 2007 U.S. Department of Defense budget regarding the
development of a dual-stage ultra water filter could be subject to unanticipated delays which could adversely affect

our potential revenues.

Our business strategy with respect to our DSU products depends in part on the successful development of DSU
products for use by the military. We expect to work with the United States Marine Corps in developing a potable
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personal water purification system for warfighters, and a Federal appropriation totaling $1 million was recently
approved for this purpose. If there are unanticipated delays in receiving the appropriation from the U.S. Department of
Defense budget, our operations and potential revenues may be adversely affected.

Protecting our intellectual property in our technology through patents may be costly and ineffective. If we are not
able to adequately secure or enforce protection of our intellectual property, then we may not be able to compete

effectively and we may not be profitable

Our future success depends in part on our ability to protect the intellectual property for our technology through
patents. We will only be able to protect our products and methods from unauthorized use by third
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parties to the extent that our products and methods are covered by valid and enforceable patents or are effectively
maintained as trade secrets. Our 13 granted U.S. patents will expire at various times from 2018 to 2022, assuming they
are properly maintained.

The protection provided by our patents, and patent applications if issued, may not be broad enough to prevent
competitors from introducing similar products into the market. Our patents, if challenged or if we attempt to enforce
them, may not necessarily be upheld by the courts of any jurisdiction. Numerous publications may have been
disclosed by, and numerous patents may have been issued to, our competitors and others relating to methods and
devices for dialysis of which we are not aware and additional patents relating to methods and devices for dialysis may
be issued to our competitors and others in the future. If any of those publications or patents conflict with our patent
rights, or cover our products, then any or all of our patent applications could be rejected and any or all of our granted
patents could be invalidated, either of which could materially adversely affect our competitive position.

Litigation and other proceedings relating to patent matters, whether initiated by us or a third party, can be expensive
and time-consuming, regardless of whether the outcome is favorable to us, and may require the diversion of
substantial financial, managerial and other resources. An adverse outcome could subject us to significant liabilities to
third parties or require us to cease any related development, product sales or commercialization activities. In addition,
if patents that contain dominating or conflicting claims have been or are subsequently issued to others and the claims
of these patents are ultimately determined to be valid, then we may be required to obtain licenses under patents of
others in order to develop, manufacture, use, import and/or sell our products. We may not be able to obtain licenses
under any of these patents on terms acceptable to us, if at all. If we do not obtain these licenses, we could encounter
delays in, or be prevented entirely from using, importing, developing, manufacturing, offering or selling any products
or practicing any methods, or delivering any services requiring such licenses.

If we file patent applications or obtain patents in foreign countries, we will be subject to laws and procedures that
differ from those in the United States. Such differences could create additional uncertainty about the level and extent
of our patent protection. Moreover, patent protection in foreign countries may be different from patent protection
under U.S. laws and may not be as favorable to us. Many non-U.S. jurisdictions, for example, prohibit patent claims
covering methods of medical treatment of humans, although this prohibition may not include devices used for such
treatment.

If we are not able to secure and enforce protection of our trade secrets through enforcement of our confidentiality
and non-competition agreements, then our competitors may gain access to our trade secrets, we may not be able to
compete effectively and we may not be profitable. Such protection may be costly and ineffective.

We attempt to protect our trade secrets, including the processes, concepts, ideas and documentation associated with
our technologies, through the use of confidentiality agreements and non-competition agreements with our current
employees and with other parties to whom we have divulged such trade secrets. If these employees or other parties
breach our confidentiality agreements and non-competition agreements or if these agreements are not sufficient to
protect our technology or are found to be unenforceable, then our competitors could acquire and use information that
we consider to be our trade secrets and we may not be able to compete effectively. Policing unauthorized use of our
trade secrets is difficult and expensive, particularly because of the global nature of our operations. The laws of other
countries may not adequately protect our trade secrets.

If our trademarks and trade names are not adequately protected, then we may not be able to build brand loyalty
and our sales and revenues may suffer.

Our registered or unregistered trademarks or trade names may be challenged, cancelled, infringed, circumvented or
declared generic or determined to be infringing on other marks. We may not be able to protect our rights to these
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term, if we are unable to establish a brand based on our trademarks and trade names, then we may not be able to
compete effectively and our sales and revenues may suffer.

If we are not able to successfully scale-up production of our products, then our sales and revenues will suffer.

In order to commercialize our products, we need to be able to produce them in a cost-effective way on a large scale to
meet commercial demand, while maintaining extremely high standards for quality and reliability. If we fail to
successfully commercialize our products, then we will not be profitable.

We expect to rely on a limited number of independent manufacturers to produce our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series and
our other products, including the DSU. Our manufacturers systems and procedures may not be adequate to support our
operations and may not be able to achieve the rapid execution necessary to exploit the market for our products. Our
manufacturers could experience manufacturing and control problems as they begin to scale-up our future

manufacturing operations, and we may not be able to scale-up manufacturing in a timely manner or at a commercially
reasonable cost to enable production in sufficient quantities. If we experience any of these problems with respect to

our manufacturers initial or future scale-ups of manufacturing operations, then we may not be able to have our
products manufactured and delivered in a timely manner. Our products are new and evolving, and our manufacturers
may encounter unforeseen difficulties in manufacturing them in commercial quantities or at all.

We will not control the independent manufacturers of our products, which may affect our ability to deliver our
products in a timely manner. If we are not able to ensure the timely delivery of our products, then potential
customers may not order our products, and our sales and revenues would be adversely affected.

Independent manufacturers of medical devices will manufacture all of our products and components. We have
contracted Medica s.r.1., a developer and manufacturer of medical products with corporate headquarters located in
Italy, to assemble and produce our OLp tr MD190, MD220 and possibly other filters, including our DSU, and have an
agreement with Membrana GmbH, a manufacturer of medical and technical membranes for applications like dialysis
with corporate headquarters located in Germany, to produce the fiber for the OLp Ur MDHDF filter series. As with
any independent contractor, these manufacturers will not be employed or otherwise controlled by us and will be
generally free to conduct their business at their own discretion. For us to compete successfully, among other things,
our products must be manufactured on a timely basis in commercial quantities at costs acceptable to us. If one or more
of our independent manufacturers fails to deliver our products in a timely manner, then we may not be able to find a
substitute manufacturer. If we are not or if potential customers believe that we are not able to ensure timely delivery of
our products, then potential customers may not order our products, and our sales and revenues would be adversely
affected.

The loss or interruption of services of any of our manufacturers could slow or stop production of our products,
which would limit our ability to generate sales and revenues.

Because we are likely to rely on no more than two contract manufacturers to manufacture each of our products and
major components of our products, a stop or significant interruption in the supply of our products or major
components by a single manufacturer, for any reason, could have a material adverse effect on us. We expect most of
our contract manufacturers will enter into contracts with us to manufacture our products and major components and
that these contracts will be terminable by the contractors or us at any time under certain circumstances. We have not
made alternative arrangements for the manufacture of our products or major components and we cannot be sure that
acceptable alternative arrangements could be made on a timely basis, or at all, if one or more of our manufacturers
failed to manufacture our products or major components in accordance with the terms of our arrangements. If any
such failure occurs and we are unable to obtain acceptable alternative arrangements for the manufacture of our
products or major components of our products, then the production and sale of our products could slow down or stop,
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If we are not able to maintain sufficient quality controls, then the approval or clearance of our ESRD therapy
products by the European Union, the FDA or other relevant authorities could be delayed or denied and our sales
and revenues will suffer.

Approval or clearance of our ESRD therapy products could be delayed by the European Union, the FDA and the
relevant authorities of other countries if our manufacturing facilities do not comply with their respective
manufacturing requirements. The European Union imposes requirements on quality control systems of manufacturers,
which are inspected and certified on a periodic basis and may be subject to additional unannounced inspections.
Failure by our manufacturers to comply with these requirements could prevent us from marketing our ESRD therapy
products in the European Community. The FDA also imposes requirements through quality system requirements, or
QSR, regulations, which include requirements for good manufacturing practices, or GMP. Failure by our
manufacturers to comply with these requirements could prevent us from obtaining FDA approval of our ESRD
therapy products and from marketing such products in the United States. Although the manufacturing facilities and
processes that we use to manufacture our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series have been inspected and certified by a
worldwide testing and certification agency (also referred to as a notified body) that performs conformity assessments
to European Union requirements for medical devices, they have not been inspected by the FDA. Similarly, although
some of the facilities and processes that we expect to use to manufacture our OLp Ur H,H and OLp tr NS2000 have
been inspected by the FDA, they have not been inspected by any notified body. A notified body is a group accredited
and monitored by governmental agencies that inspects manufacturing facilities and quality control systems at regular
intervals and is authorized to carry out unannounced inspections. We cannot be sure that any of the facilities or
processes we use will comply or continue to comply with their respective requirements on a timely basis or at all,
which could delay or prevent our obtaining the approvals we need to market our products in the European Community
and the United States.

Even with approval to market our ESRD therapy products in the European Community, the United States and other
countries, manufacturers of such products must continue to comply or ensure compliance with the relevant
manufacturing requirements. Although we cannot control the manufacturers of our ESRD therapy products, we may
need to expend time, resources and effort in product manufacturing and quality control to assist with their continued
compliance with these requirements. If violations of applicable requirements are noted during periodic inspections of
the manufacturing facilities of our manufacturers, then we may not be able to continue to market the ESRD therapy
products manufactured in such facilities and our revenues may be materially adversely affected.

If our products are commercialized, we may face significant challenges in obtaining market acceptance of such
products, which could adversely affect our potential sales and revenues.

Our products are new to the market, and we do not yet have an established market or customer base for our products.
Acceptance of our ESRD therapy products in the marketplace by both potential users, including ESRD patients, and
potential purchasers, including nephrologists, dialysis clinics and other health care providers, is uncertain, and our
failure to achieve sufficient market acceptance will significantly limit our ability to generate revenue and be
profitable. Market acceptance will require substantial marketing efforts and the expenditure of significant funds by us
to inform dialysis patients and nephrologists, dialysis clinics and other health care providers of the benefits of using
our ESRD therapy products. We may encounter significant clinical and market resistance to our products and our
products may never achieve market acceptance. We may not be able to build key relationships with physicians,
clinical groups and government agencies, pursue or increase sales opportunities in Europe or elsewhere, or be the first
to introduce hemodiafiltration therapy in the United States. Product orders may be cancelled, patients or customers
currently using our products may cease to do so and patients or customers expected to begin using our products may
not. Factors that may affect our ability to achieve acceptance of our ESRD therapy products in the marketplace
include whether:
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we will be able to demonstrate product safety, efficacy and cost-effectiveness;
there are unexpected side effects, complications or other safety issues associated with such products; and
government or third party reimbursement for the cost of such products is available at reasonable rates, if at all.

Acceptance of our water filtration products in the marketplace is also uncertain, and our failure to achieve sufficient
market acceptance and sell such products at competitive prices will limit our ability to generate revenue and be
profitable. Our water filtration products and technologies may not achieve expected reliability, performance and
endurance standards. Our water filtration products and technology may not achieve market acceptance, including
among hospitals, or may not be deemed suitable for other commercial, military, industrial or retail applications.

Many of the same factors that may affect our ability to achieve acceptance of our ESRD therapy products in the
marketplace will also apply to our water filtration products, except for those related to side effects, clinical trials and
third party reimbursement.

If we cannot develop adequate distribution, customer service and technical support networks, then we may not be
able to market and distribute our products effectively and/or customers may decide not to order our products, and,
in either case, our sales and revenues will suffer.

Our strategy requires us to distribute our products and provide a significant amount of customer service and
maintenance and other technical service. To provide these services, we have begun, and will need to continue, to
develop a network of distribution and a staff of employees and independent contractors in each of the areas in which
we intend to operate. We cannot assure you we will be able to organize and manage this network on a cost-effective
basis. If we cannot effectively organize and manage this network, then it may be difficult for us to distribute our
products and to provide competitive service and support to our customers, in which case customers may be unable, or
decide not, to order our products and our sales and revenues will suffer.

We may face significant risks associated with international operations, which could have a material adverse effect
on our business, financial condition and results of operations.

We expect to manufacture and to market our products in our Target European Market and elsewhere outside of the

United States. We expect that our revenues from our Target European Market will initially account for a significant

portion of our revenues. Our international operations are subject to a number of risks, including the following:
fluctuations in exchange rates of the United States dollar could adversely affect our results of operations;

we may face difficulties in enforcing and collecting accounts receivable under some countries legal systems;

local regulations may restrict our ability to sell our products, have our products manufactured or conduct other
operations;

political instability could disrupt our operations;

some governments and customers may have longer payment cycles, with resulting adverse effects on our cash
flow; and

some countries could impose additional taxes or restrict the import of our products.
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If we are unable to keep our key management and scientific personnel, then we are likely to face significant delays
at a critical time in our corporate development and our business is likely to be damaged.

Our success depends upon the skills, experience and efforts of our management and other key personnel, including our
chief executive officer, certain members of our scientific and engineering staff and our marketing executives. As a
relatively new company, much of our corporate, scientific and technical knowledge is concentrated in the hands of
these few individuals. We do not maintain key-man life insurance on any of our management or other key personnel
other than Norman Barta, on whom we obtained a $1 million key-man life insurance policy. The loss of the services
of one or more of our present management or other key personnel could significantly delay the development and/or
launch of our products as there could be a learning curve of several months or more for any replacement personnel.
Furthermore, competition for the type of highly skilled individuals we require is intense and we may not be able to
attract and retain new employees of the caliber needed to achieve our objectives. Failure to replace key personnel
could have a material adverse effect on our business, financial condition and operations.

Our fourth amended and restated certificate of incorporation, as amended, limits liability of our directors and
officers, which could discourage you or other stockholders from bringing suits against our directors or officers in
circumstances where you think they might otherwise be warranted.

Our fourth amended and restated certificate of incorporation, as amended, provides, with specific exceptions required
by Delaware law, that our directors are not personally liable to us or our stockholders for monetary damages for any
action or failure to take any action. In addition, we have agreed to, and our fourth amended and restated certificate of
incorporation, as amended, and amended and restated bylaws provide for, mandatory indemnification of directors and
officers to the fullest extent permitted by Delaware law. These provisions may discourage stockholders from bringing
suit against a director or officer for breach of duty and may reduce the likelihood of derivative litigation brought by
stockholders on our behalf against any of our directors or officers.

If and to the extent we are found liable in certain proceedings or our expenses related to those or other legal
proceedings become significant, then our liquidity could be materially adversely affected and the value of our
stockholders interests in us could be impaired.

In April 2002, we entered into a letter agreement with Hermitage Capital Corporation ( Hermitage ), as placement
agent, the stated term of which was from April 30, 2002 through September 30, 2004. As of February 2003, we
entered into a settlement agreement with Hermitage pursuant to which, among other things: the letter agreement was
terminated; the parties gave mutual releases relating to the letter agreement; and we agreed to issue Hermitage or its
designees, upon the closing of certain transactions contemplated by a separate settlement agreement between us and
Lancer Offshore, Inc., warrants exercisable until February 2006 to purchase an aggregate of 60,000 shares of Common
Stock for $2.50 per share (or 17,046 shares of our Common Stock for $8.80 per share, if adjusted for the reverse stock
split pursuant to the antidilution provisions of such warrant, as amended). Because Lancer Offshore, Inc. never
satisfied the closing conditions and, consequently, a closing has not been held, we have not issued any warrants to
Hermitage in connection with our settlement with them. In June 2004, Hermitage threatened to sue us for warrants it
claims are due to it under its settlement agreement with us as well as a placement fee and additional warrants it claims
are, or will be, owed in connection with our initial public offering completed on September 24, 2004, as compensation
for allegedly introducing us to one of the underwriters. We had some discussions with Hermitage in the hopes of
reaching an amicable resolution of any potential claims, most recently in January 2005. We have not heard from
Hermitage since then.

If and to the extent we are found to have significant liability to Hermitage in any lawsuit Hermitage may bring against
us, then our liquidity could be materially adversely affected and/or our stockholders could experience dilution in their
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Additionally, we were a defendant in an action captioned Marty Steinberg, Esq. as Receiver for Lancer Offshore,
Inc. v. Nephros, Inc., Case No. 04-CV-20547, that was commenced on March 8, 2004. That action is ancillary to a
proceeding captioned Securities and Exchange Commission v. Michael Lauer, et. al., Case No. 03-CV-80612, which
was commenced on July 8, 2003, wherein the court appointed a Receiver to manage Lancer Offshore, Inc. and various
related entities. On December 19, 2005 (the Date of Entry ) the United States District Court for the Southern District of
Florida issued an order approving the Stipulation of Settlement entered into on November 8, 2005 (the Settlement )
between the Receiver and us. The Settlement required that we pay the Receiver an aggregate of $900,000 (the
Settlement Amount ) under the following payment terms: $100,000 no later than 30 days after the Date of Entry; and
four payments of $200,000 each at six month intervals thereafter. In addition, any warrants previously issued to
Lancer Offshore, Inc. have been cancelled, and we issued to the Receiver warrants to purchase 21,308 shares of our
Common Stock (the Settlement Warrants ), exercisable for a period of three years at an exercise price of $1.50 per
share, the market price as of the Date of Entry. We issued the Settlement Warrants and made the first two required
$200,000 installments.

On July 23, 2007, we received notice from the Receiver of our failure to pay the third $200,000 installment to the
Receiver and asking us to cure such default by July 30, 2007. The letter also indicated that the Receiver intended to
(1) file a Certificate of Default and seek a final judgment in the amount of $1.2 million, less those portions we have
already paid, if we were unable to cure in the time specified, and (ii) seek to recover its attorneys fees and costs if
legal fees were incurred in connection with such filing.

On August 20, 2007, Receiver filed a Certificate of Default ( Certificate of Default ) seeking an entry of final judgment
in favor of the Receiver in the amount of $700,000 plus interest and attorney s fees and costs. On August 24, 2007,
following discussions with us, the Receiver agreed to a one-time 30 day extension of time for us to respond to the
motion made in the Certificate of Default and agreed that if we tendered the delinquent installment no later than

October 4, 2007, Receiver would consider the default to be cured. On October 3, 2007, we paid the Receiver the final
two payments of $200,000, thereby fully satisfying our obligations under the Settlement. We are awaiting final written
acknowledgement from the court of our satisfaction of all liabilities due under the Settlement.

We may use our financial resources in ways with which you do not agree and in ways that may not yield a
favorable return.

Our management has broad discretion over the use of our financial resources, including the net proceeds from our
initial public offering and our subsequent financings. Stockholders may not deem such uses desirable. Our use of our
financial resources may vary substantially from our currently planned uses. We cannot assure you that we will apply
such proceeds effectively or that we will invest such proceeds in a manner that will yield a favorable return or any
return at all.

Several provisions of the Delaware General Corporation Law, our fourth amended and restated certificate of
incorporation, as amended, and our amended and restated bylaws could discourage, delay or prevent a merger or
acquisition, which could adversely affect the market price of our Common Stock.

Several provisions of the Delaware General Corporation Law, our fourth amended and restated certificate of
incorporation, as amended, and our amended and restated bylaws could discourage, delay or prevent a merger or
acquisition that stockholders may consider favorable, and the market price of our Common Stock could be reduced as

a result. These provisions include:

authorizing our board of directors to issue blank check preferred stock without stockholder approval;
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prohibiting cumulative voting in the election of directors;
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limiting the persons who may call special meetings of stockholders; and

establishing advance notice requirements for nominations for election to our board of directors or for proposing
matters that can be acted on by stockholders at stockholder meetings.

As a relatively new public company with little or no name recognition and with several risks and uncertainties that
could impair our business operations, we are not likely to generate widespread interest in our Common Stock.
Without widespread interest in our Common Stock, our Common Stock price may be highly volatile and an
investment in our Common Stock could decline in value.

Unlike many companies with publicly traded securities, we have little or no name recognition in the investment
community. We are a relatively new public company and very few investors are familiar with either our company or
our products. We do not have an active trading market in our Common Stock, and one might never develop, or if it
does develop, might not continue.

Additionally, the market price of our Common Stock may fluctuate significantly in response to many factors, many of
which are beyond our control. Risks and uncertainties, including those described elsewhere in this Certain Risks and
Uncertainties section could impair our business operations or otherwise cause our operating results or prospects to be
below expectations of investors and market analysts, which could adversely affect the market price of our Common
Stock. As a result, investors in our Common Stock may not be able to resell their shares at or above their purchase
price and could lose all of their investment.

Securities class action litigation is often brought against public companies following periods of volatility in the market
price of such company s securities. As a result, we may become subject to this type of litigation in the future.
Litigation of this type could be extremely expensive and divert management s attention and resources from running our
company.

If we fail to maintain an effective system of internal controls over financial reporting, we may not be able to
accurately report our financial results, which could have a material adverse effect on our business, financial
condition and the market value of our securities.

Effective internal controls over financial reporting are necessary for us to provide reliable financial reports. If we
cannot provide reliable financial reports, our reputation and operating results may be harmed. Management identified
a material weakness in internal control over financial reporting, due to an insufficient number of resources in the
accounting and finance department, resulting in (i) an ineffective review, monitoring and analysis of schedules,
reconciliations and financial statement disclosures and (ii) the misapplication of generally accepted accounting
principles ( U.S. GAAP ) and SEC reporting requirements. Due to the pervasive effect of the lack of resources,
including a lack of resources that are appropriately qualified in the areas of U.S. GAAP and SEC reporting, and the
potential impact on the financial statements and disclosures and the importance of the annual and interim financial
closing and reporting process, in the aggregate, there is more than a remote likelihood that a material misstatement of
the annual financial statements would not have been prevented or detected.

Management is in the process of remediating the above-mentioned weakness in our internal control over financial
reporting and has designed the following steps to be implemented:

Develop procedures to implement a formal monthly closing process and hold monthly meetings to address the
monthly closing process;
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Establish a detailed timeline for review and completion of financial reports to be included in our
Forms 10-QSB and 10-KSB;

Enhance the level of service provided by outside accounting service providers to further support and
supplement our internal staff in accounting and related areas;

Seek additional staffing to provide additional resources for internal preparation and review of financial
reports; and
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Employ the use of appropriate supplemental SEC and U.S. GAAP checklists in connection with our closing
process and the preparation of our Forms 10-QSB and 10-KSB.

The implementation of these remediation plans has been initiated and will continue during the fourth quarter of fiscal
2007. The material weakness will not be considered remediated until the applicable remedial procedures are tested and
management has concluded that the procedures are operating effectively.

The use of our financial resources will be required not only for implementation of these measures, but also for testing
their effectiveness. Based on our existing funds, there can be no assurance that such procedures will be implemented
on a timely basis, or at all. If we are not able to implement controls to avoid the occurrence of these kinds of problems
in the future, we might report results that are not consistent with our actual results and we may need to restate results
that will have been previously reported.

Our directors, executive officers and principal stockholders control a significant portion of our stock and, if they
choose to vote together, could have sufficient voting power to control the vote on substantially all corporate
matters.

As of September 30, 2007, our directors, executive officers and principal stockholders beneficially owned
approximately 64.5% of our outstanding Common Stock. As of September 30, 2007, Ronald O. Perelman beneficially
owned 28.8% of our outstanding Common Stock. As of September 30, 2007, WPPN, LP, Wasserstein SBIC

Ventures II L.P., WV II Employee Partners, LLC, and BW Employee Holdings, LL.C, entities that may be deemed to

be controlled by Bruce Wasserstein (collectively, the Wasserstein Entities ), beneficially owned an aggregate of 15.7%
of our outstanding Common Stock, although Mr. Wasserstein himself disclaims beneficial ownership of the shares

held by the Wasserstein Entities except to the extent of his pecuniary interest therein (which is less than 1% of our
outstanding Common Stock).

Effective 21 days after a definitive version of this Information Statement is sent or given to our stockholders, the
holders of our New Notes will automatically receive approximately 25,462,465 shares of our Common Stock in the
aggregate, representing approximately 67.4% of the outstanding shares of voting Common Stock. After conversion of
the New Notes and assuming the exercise of all of the warrants to be issued in connection with the conversion of the
principal amount of the Purchased Notes, the holders of the New Notes would beneficially own, in the aggregate,
36,196,530 shares of Common Stock, representing approximately 74.6% of the outstanding shares of voting Common
Stock.. As a result, the percentage ownership of Ronald O. Perelman and the Wasserstein Entities will be significantly
diluted.

Our principal stockholders may have significant influence over our policies and affairs, including the election of
directors. Should they act as a group, they will have the power to elect all of our directors and to control the vote on
substantially all other corporate matters without the approval of other stockholders. Furthermore, such concentration
of voting power could enable those stockholders to delay or prevent another party from taking control of our company
even where such change of control transaction might be desirable to other stockholders.

Future sales of our Common Stock could cause the market price of our Common Stock to decline.

The market price of our Common Stock could decline due to sales of a large number of shares in the market, including
sales of shares by our large stockholders, and/or by the holders of our Notes as well as sales of the Notes under certain
circumstances or the perception that such sales could occur. These sales could also make it more difficult or
impossible for us to sell equity securities in the future at a time and price that we deem appropriate to raise funds
through future offerings of Common Stock.

Table of Contents 51



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

Prior to our initial public offering we entered into registration rights agreements with many of our existing security
holders that entitled them to have an aggregate of 10,020,248 shares registered for sale in the public market.
Moreover, many of those shares, as well as the 184,250 shares we sold to Asahi, could be sold in the public market
without registration once they have been held for one year, subject to the limitations of Rule 144 under the Securities
Act. In addition, we entered into a registration rights agreement with the holders
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of our New Notes pursuant to which we granted the holders certain registration rights with respect to the shares of
Common Stock issuable upon conversion of the New Notes and upon exercise of the Warrants.

Risks Related to the ESRD Therapy Industry

We expect to face significant competition from existing suppliers of renal replacement therapy devices, supplies
and services. If we are not able to compete with them effectively, then we may not be profitable.

We expect to compete in the ESRD therapy market with existing suppliers of hemodialysis and peritoneal dialysis
devices, supplies and services. Our competitors include Fresenius Medical Care AG and Gambro AB, currently two of
the primary machine manufacturers in hemodialysis, as well as B. Braun Biotech International GmbH, and Nikkiso
Corporation and other smaller machine manufacturers in hemodialysis. B. Braun, Fresenius, Gambro and Nikkiso also
manufacture HDF machines. These companies and most of our other competitors have longer operating histories and
substantially greater financial, marketing, technical, manufacturing and research and development resources and
experience than we have. Our competitors could use these resources and experiences to develop products that are
more effective or less costly than any or all of our products or that could render any or all of our products obsolete.
Our competitors could also use their economic strength to influence the market to continue to buy their existing
products.

We do not have a significant established customer base and may encounter a high degree of competition in further
developing one. Our potential customers are a limited number of nephrologists, national, regional and local dialysis
clinics and other healthcare providers. The number of our potential customers may be further limited to the extent any
exclusive relationships exist or are entered into between our potential customers and our competitors. We cannot
assure you that we will be successful in marketing our products to these potential customers. If we are not able to
develop competitive products and take and hold sufficient market share from our competitors, we will not be
profitable.

Some of our competitors own or could acquire dialysis clinics throughout the United States, our Target European
Market and other regions of the world. We may not be able to successfully market our products to the dialysis
clinics under their ownership. If our potential market is materially reduced in this manner, then our potential sales
and revenues could be materially reduced.

Some of our competitors, including Fresenius and Gambro, manufacture their own products and own dialysis clinics
in the United States, our Target European Market and/or other regions of the world. In 2005, Gambro divested its

U.S. dialysis clinics to DaVita, Inc. and entered a preferred, but not exclusive, ten-year supplier arrangement with
DaVita, whereby DaVita will purchase a significant amount of renal products and supplies from Gambro Renal
Products. Because these competitors have historically tended to use their own products in their clinics, we may not be
able to successfully market our products to the dialysis clinics under their ownership. According to the Fresenius 2006
Form 20-F annual report Fresenius provides treatment in its own dialysis clinics to approximately 163,500 patients in
approximately 2,108 facilities around the world of which approximately 1,560 facilities are located in the United
States. According to DaVita s 2006 annual report, DaVita provides treatment in its approximately 1,300 owned and/or
operated dialysis centers to approximately 103,000 patients in the United States, and DaVita and Fresenius combined
treat approximately 65% of the United States dialysis patients.

We believe that there is currently a trend among ESRD therapy providers towards greater consolidation. If such
consolidation takes the form of our competitors acquiring independent dialysis clinics, rather than such dialysis clinics
banding together in independent chains, then more of our potential customers would also be our competitors. If our
competitors continue to grow their networks of dialysis clinics, whether organically or through consolidation, and if
we cannot successfully market our products to dialysis clinics owned by these competitors or any other competitors
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If the size of the potential market for our products is significantly reduced due to pharmacological or technological
advances in preventative and alternative treatments for ESRD, then our potential sales and revenues will suffer.

Pharmacological or technological advances in preventative or alternative treatments for ESRD could significantly
reduce the number of ESRD patients needing our products. These pharmacological or technological advances may
include:

the development of new medications, or improvements to existing medications, which help to delay the onset
or prevent the progression of ESRD in high-risk patients (such as those with diabetes and hypertension);

the development of new medications, or improvements in existing medications, which reduce the incidence of
kidney transplant rejection; and

developments in the use of kidneys harvested from genetically-engineered animals as a source of transplants.

If these or any other pharmacological or technological advances reduce the number of patients needing treatment for
ESRD, then the size of the market for our products may be reduced and our potential sales and revenues will suffer.

If government and other third party reimbursement programs discontinue their coverage of ESRD treatment or
reduce reimbursement rates for ESRD products, then we may not be able to sell as many units of our ESRD
therapy products as otherwise expected, or we may need to reduce the anticipated prices of such products and, in
either case, our potential revenues may be reduced.

Providers of renal replacement therapy are often reimbursed by government programs, such as Medicare or Medicaid
in the United States, or other third-party reimbursement programs, such as private medical care plans and insurers. We
believe that the amount of reimbursement for renal replacement therapy under these programs has a significant impact
on the decisions of nephrologists, dialysis clinics and other health care providers regarding treatment methods and
products. Accordingly, changes in the extent of coverage for renal replacement therapy or a reduction in the
reimbursement rates under any or all of these programs may cause a decline in recommendations or purchases of our
products, which would materially adversely affect the market for our products and reduce our potential sales.
Alternatively, we might respond to reduced reimbursement rates by reducing the prices of our products, which could
also reduce our potential revenues.

As the number of managed health care plans increases in the United States, amounts paid for our ESRD therapy
products by non-governmental programs may decrease and we may not generate sufficient revenues to be
profitable.

We expect to obtain a portion of our revenues from reimbursement provided by non-governmental programs in the
United States. Although non-governmental programs generally pay higher reimbursement rates than governmental
programs, of the non-governmental programs, managed care plans generally pay lower reimbursement rates than
insurance plans. Reliance on managed care plans for dialysis treatment may increase if future changes to the Medicare
program require non-governmental programs to assume a greater percentage of the total cost of care given to dialysis
patients over the term of their illness, or if managed care plans otherwise significantly increase their enrollment of
these patients. If the reliance on managed care plans for dialysis treatment increases, more patients join managed care
plans or managed care plans reduce reimbursement rates, we may need to reduce anticipated prices of our ESRD
therapy products or sell fewer units, and, in either case, our potential revenues would suffer.
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If HDF does not become a preferred therapy for ESRD, then the market for our ESRD therapy products may be
limited and we may not be profitable.

A significant portion of our success is dependent on the acceptance and implementation of HDF as a preferred therapy
for ESRD. There are several treatment options currently available and others may be
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developed. HDF may not increase in acceptance as a preferred therapy for ESRD. If it does not, then the market for
our ESRD therapy products may be limited and we may not be able to sell a sufficient quantity of our products to be
profitable.

If the per-treatment costs for dialysis clinics using our ESRD therapy products are higher than the costs of clinics
providing hemodialysis treatment, then we may not achieve market acceptance of our ESRD therapy products in
the United States and our potential sales and revenues will suffer.

If the cost of our ESRD therapy products results in an increased cost to the dialysis clinic over hemodialysis therapies
and such cost is not separately reimbursable by governmental programs or private medical care plans and insurers
outside of the per-treatment fee, then we may not gain market acceptance for such products in the United States unless
HDF therapy becomes the standard treatment method for ESRD. If we do not gain market acceptance for our ESRD
therapy products in the United States, then the size of our market and our anticipated sales and revenues will be
reduced.

Proposals to modify the health care system in the United States or other countries could affect the pricing of our
products. If we cannot sell our products at the prices we plan to, then our margins and our profitability will be
adversely affected.

A substantial portion of the cost of treatment for ESRD in the United States is currently reimbursed by the Medicare
program at prescribed rates. Proposals to modify the current health care system in the United States to improve access
to health care and control its costs are continually being considered by the federal and state governments. We
anticipate that the U.S. Congress and state legislatures will continue to review and assess alternative health care
reform proposals. We cannot predict whether these reform proposals will be adopted, when they may be adopted or
what impact they may have on us if they are adopted. Any spending decreases or other significant changes in the
Medicare program could affect the pricing of our ESRD therapy products. As we are not yet established in our
business and it will take some time for us to begin to recoup our research and development costs, our profit margins
are likely initially to be lower than those of our competitors and we may be more vulnerable to small decreases in
price than many of our competitors.

Health administration authorities in countries other than the United States may not provide reimbursement for our
products at rates sufficient for us to achieve profitability, or at all. Like the United States, these countries have
considered health care reform proposals and could materially alter their government-sponsored health care programs
by reducing reimbursement rates for dialysis products.

Any reduction in reimbursement rates under Medicare or foreign health care programs could negatively affect the
pricing of our ESRD therapy products. If we are not able to charge a sufficient amount for our products, then our
margins and our profitability will be adversely affected.

If patients in our Target European Market were to reuse dialyzers, then our potential product sales could be
materially adversely affected.

In the United States, a majority of dialysis clinics reuse dialyzers - that is, a single dialyzer is disinfected and reused
by the same patient. However, the trend in our Target European Market is towards not reusing dialyzers, and some
countries (such as France, Germany, Italy and the Netherlands) actually forbid the reuse of dialyzers. As a result, each
patient in our Target European Market can generally be expected to purchase more dialyzers than each United States
patient. The laws forbidding reuse could be repealed and it may become generally accepted to reuse dialyzers in our
Target European Market, just as it currently is in the United States. If reuse of dialyzers were to become more
common among patients in our Target European Market, then there would be demand for fewer dialyzer units and our
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BROKERS, CUSTODIANS, ETC.

Nephros has asked brokers and other custodians, nominees and fiduciaries to forward this Information Statement to
the beneficial owners of Common Stock held of record by such persons and will reimburse such persons for
out-of-pocket expenses incurred in forwarding such material.

WHERE YOU CAN FIND MORE INFORMATION

We file annual, quarterly and current reports, proxy statements and other information with the SEC. You may read and
copy any document we file at the SEC s public reference room located at 100 F Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20549.
Please call the SEC at 1-800-SEC-0330 for further information on the public reference room. Our SEC filings are also
available to the public at the SEC s website at http:/www.sec.gov.
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FINANCIAL INFORMATION EXCERPTED FROM THE COMPANY S FORM 10-KSB
FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2006!

Management s Discussion and Analysis or Plan of Operation
Business Overview

Since our inception in April 1997, we have been engaged primarily in the development of hemodiafiltration, or HDF,
products and technologies for treating patients with End Stage Renal Disease, or ESRD. Our products include the OLp
ur MD190 and MD220, which are dialyzers, OLp Ur H,H, an add-on module designed to enable HDF therapy using
the most common types of hemodialysis machines, and the OLp Ur NS2000 system, a stand-alone HDF machine with
associated filter technology. We began selling our OLp Ur MD190 dialyzer in some parts of our Target European
Market in March 2004, and have developed prototypes for our OLp Ur H,H product. We are developing our OLp Ur
NS2000 product in conjunction with an established machine manufacturer in Italy. We are working with this
manufacturer to modify an existing HDF platform they currently offer for sale in parts of our Target European Market,
incorporating our proprietary H,H technology. We have also applied our filtration technologies to water filtration and,
in 2006, we fulfilled two purchase orders for our DSU.

To date, we have devoted most of our efforts to research, clinical development, seeking regulatory approval and
establishing manufacturing and marketing relationships and our own marketing and sales support staff for the
development, production and sale of our ESRD therapy products in our Target European Market and the United States
upon their approval by appropriate regulatory authorities.

Since our inception, we have incurred annual net losses. As of December 31, 2006, we had an accumulated deficit of
$55,255,794, and we expect to incur additional losses in the foreseeable future. We recognized net losses of
$8,012,911 for the year ended December 31, 2006, and $5,468,177 for the year ended December 31, 2005.

Since our inception, we have financed our operations primarily through sales of our equity and debt securities. From
inception through December 31, 2006, we received net offering proceeds from private sales of equity and debt
securities and from the initial public offering of our common stock (after deducting underwriters discounts,
commissions and expenses, and our offering expenses) of approximately $40.3 million in the aggregate.

On March 2, 2005, we entered into a Subscription Agreement with Asahi, pursuant to which Asahi purchased
184,250 shares of our common stock for an aggregate of 100 million Japanese Yen ($955,521 or $5.19 per share). The
Subscription Agreement contains certain transfer restrictions with respect to the shares purchased thereunder.

Also on March 2, 2005, we entered into a license agreement with Asahi granting Asahi exclusive rights to
manufacture and distribute filter products based on our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series hemodiafilter in Japan for

10 years commencing when the first such product receives Japanese regulatory approval. In exchange for these rights,
we received an up front license fee in the amount of $1.75 million, and we are entitled to receive additional royalties
and milestone payments based on the future sales of such products in Japan, which sales are subject to Japanese
regulatory approval. No milestones have been met to date because none of our products have received regulatory
approval in Japan.

During January 2006, we received our first purchase order for our DSU from a major hospital in New York City. The
hospital conducted an evaluation of our DSUs by installing them in a sampling of the hospital s patient showers. Upon
completion of the first phase, the hospital ordered additional DSU units in December 2006, which we fulfilled, to
continue its evaluation. We are in discussion with this hospital in connection with their adoption of the DSU as part of
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their water filtration system. These initial DSU sales did

I The risk factors that appeared under the heading Certain Risks and Uncertainties in Item 6, Management s Discussion
and Analysis and Plan of Operation in the Company s Form 10-KSB for the year ended December 31, 2006 have been
omitted. Please see updated risk factors under the heading Risk Factors provided elsewhere in this Information
Statement.
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not result in material net revenues. We are pursuing a larger multi-hospital study to demonstrate the efficacy of the
DSU. Our goal is to publish this study in 2007 in a relevant publication of substantial distribution.

The following trends, events and uncertainties may have a material impact on our potential sales, revenue and income
from operations:

(1) the completion and success of additional clinical trials and of our regulatory approval processes for each of our
ESRD therapy products in our target territories;

(2) the market acceptance of HDF therapy in the United States and of our technologies and products in each of our
target markets;

(3) our ability to effectively and efficiently manufacture, market and distribute our products;
(4) our ability to sell our products at competitive prices which exceed our per unit costs; and
(5) the consolidation of dialysis clinics into larger clinical groups.

To the extent we are unable to succeed in accomplishing (1) through (4), our sales could be lower than expected and
dramatically impair our ability to generate income from operations. With respect to (5), the impact could either be
positive, in the case where dialysis clinics consolidate into independent chains, or negative, in the case where
competitors acquire these dialysis clinics and use their own products, as competitors have historically tended to use
their own products in clinics they have acquired.

Regaining Compliance with AMEX s Continued Listing Standards

We have received notices from the staff of the AMEX that we are not in compliance with certain conditions of the
continued listing standards of Section 1003 of the AMEX Company Guide. Specifically, AMEX noted our failure to
comply with Section 1003(a)(i) of the AMEX Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $2,000,000
and losses from continuing operations and/or net losses in two out of our three most recent fiscal years;

Section 1003(a)(ii) of the AMEX Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $4,000,000 and losses
from continuing operations and/or net losses in three of our four most recent fiscal years; and Section 1003(a)(iii) of
the AMEX Company Guide relating to shareholders equity of less than $6,000,000 and losses from continuing
operations and/or net losses in our five most recent fiscal years.

We submitted a plan advising AMEX of the actions we have taken, or will take, that would bring us into compliance
with the applicable listing standards. On November 14, 2006, we received notice from the staff of the AMEX that the
staff has reviewed our plan of compliance to meet the AMEX s continued listing standards and will continue our
listing while we seek to regain compliance with the continued listing standards during the period ending January 17,
2008. During the plan period, we must continue to provide the AMEX staff with updates regarding initiatives set forth
in its plan of compliance. We will be subject to periodic review by the AMEX staff during the plan period. If we are
not in compliance with the continued listing standards at January 17, 2008 or we do not make progress consistent with
the plan during the plan period, then the AMEX may initiate immediate delisting proceedings.

Recent Accounting Pronouncements
In December 2004, the Financial Accounting Standards Board ( FASB ) issued Statement of Financial Accounting

Standards ( SFAS ) No. 123 (Revised 2004) Share-Based Payment ( SFAS 123R ) which requires companies to measure
and recognize compensation expense for all stock-based payments at fair-value. Stock based payments include stock

Table of Contents 62



Edgar Filing: NEPHROS INC - Form PRER14C

option grants. SFAS 123R is effective for small business issuers for the first interim reporting period beginning after
December 15, 2005. We have adopted SFAS 123R effective January 1, 2006. SFAS 123R requires the recognition of
compensation expense in an amount equal to the fair value of all share-based payments granted to employees.
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Effective January 1, 2006, we adopted SFAS No. 154, Accounting Changes and Error Correction A replacement of
APB Opinion No. 20 and FASB No.3 ( SFAS 154 ). The adoption of SFAS 154 did not have a material impact on our
financial position, results of operations or cash flows.

In June 2006, the FASB issued FASB Interpretation No. 48, Accounting for Uncertainty in Income Taxes an
interpretation of FASB Statement No. 109 ( FIN 48 ). FIN 48 requires companies to determine whether it is more likely
than not that a tax position will be sustained upon examination by the appropriate taxing authorities before any part of

the benefit can be recorded in the financial statements. This interpretation also provides guidance on derecognition,
classification, accounting in interim periods, and expanded disclosure requirements. FIN 48 is effective for fiscal

years beginning after December 15, 2006. We are currently evaluating the impact of adopting FIN 48 on our financial
position, cash flows, and results of operations.

In September 2006, the FASB issued SFAS No. 157, Fair Value Measurements ( SFAS 157 ), which applies whenever
other standards require (or permit) assets or liabilities to be measured at fair value. SFAS 157 established a fair value
hierarchy that prioritizes the information used to develop the assumption that market participants would use when

pricing an asset or liability. SFAS 157 is effective for fiscal years beginning after November 15, 2007 and interim

periods within those fiscal years. We are currently evaluating the impact of adopting SFAS 157 on our financial

position, cash flows, and results of operations

In September 2006, the Staff of the SEC issued Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 108, Considering the Effects of Prior
Year Misstatements when Quantifying Misstatements in Current Year Financial Statements ( SAB 108 ). SAB 108
provides guidance on the consideration of the effects of prior year misstatements in quantifying current year
misstatements for the purpose of determining whether the current year s financial statements are materially misstated.
SAB 108 is effective for fiscal years ending after November 15, 2006. The adoption of SAB 108 did not have a
material impact on our financial statements.

In February 2007, the FASB issued SFAS No. 159, The Fair Value Option for Financial Assets and Financial
Liabilities ( SFAS 159 ), which permits entities to choose to measure many financial instruments and certain other
items at fair value that are not currently required to be measured at fair value. SFAS 159 will be effective for the fiscal
years ending after November 15, 2007. We are currently evaluating the impact of adopting SFAS 159 on our financial
position, cash flows, and results of operations.

Critical Accounting Policies and Estimates

Our discussion and analysis of our financial condition and results of operations are based on our consolidated financial
statements, which have been prepared in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United
States. The preparation of financial statements in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles in the
United States requires application of management s subjective judgments, often requiring the need to make estimates
about the effect of matters that are inherently uncertain and may change in subsequent periods. Our actual results may
differ substantially from these estimates under different assumptions or conditions. While our significant accounting
policies are described in more detail in the notes to consolidated financial statements included in this annual report on
Form 10-KSB, we believe that the following accounting policies require the application of significant judgments and
estimates.

Revenue Recognition
Revenue is recognized in accordance with Securities and Exchange Commission Staff Accounting Bulletin, or SAB,

No. 104 Revenue Recognition. SAB No. 104 requires that four basic criteria must be met before revenue can be
recognized: (i) persuasive evidence of an arrangement exists; (ii) delivery has occurred or services have been
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rendered; (iii) the fee is fixed and determinable; and (iv) collectibility is reasonably assured.

We began sales of our first product in March 2004. Prior to fiscal 2005, our sales history did not provide a basis from
which to reasonably estimate rates of product return. Consequently, for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2004 we
did not recognize revenue from sales until the rights of return expired (thirty days after the date of shipment).
Similarly, we deferred cost of goods sold to the extent of amounts billed to customers.
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Starting October 1, 2005 sales were recorded net of provisions for estimated returns as we have a more reliable returns
history. These estimates are revised as necessary, to reflect actual experience and market conditions.

During 2005, we entered into an agreement with Asahi, a business unit of Asahi Kasei Corporation, granting Asahi
exclusive rights to manufacture and distribute filter products based on our OLp Ur MD190 hemodiafilter in Japan for
10 years commencing when the first such product receives Japanese regulatory approval. In exchange for these rights,
we received an up front license fee in the amount of $1,750,000, and we are entitled to receive additional royalties and
milestone payments based on the future sales of products in Japan, which sales are subject to Japanese regulatory
approval. Because (i) the license agreement requires no continuing involvement in the manufacture and delivery of the
licensed product in the covered territory of Japan; (ii) the criteria of SAB No. 104 have been met; and (iii) the license
fee received is non-refundable, we recognized $1,750,000 in contract revenue on the effective date of the license
agreement.

Accrued Expenses

We are required to estimate accrued expenses as part of our process of preparing financial statements. This process
involves identifying services which have been performed on our behalf, and the level of service performed and the
associated cost incurred for such service as of each balance sheet date in our financial statements. Examples of areas
in which subjective judgments may be required include costs associated with services provided by contract
organizations for the preclinical development of our products, the manufacturing of clinical materials, and clinical
trials, as well as legal and accounting services provided by professional organizations. In connection with such service
fees, our estimates are most affected by our understanding of the status and timing of services provided relative to the
actual levels of services incurred by such service providers. The majority of our service providers invoice us monthly
in arrears for services performed. In the event that we do not identify certain costs, which have begun to be incurred,
or we under- or over-estimate the level of services performed or the costs of such services, our reported expenses for
such period would be too low or too high. The date on which certain services commence, the level of services
performed on or before a given date and the cost of such services are often determined based on subjective judgments.
We make these judgments based upon the facts and circumstances known to us in accordance with generally accepted
accounting principles.

Stock-Based Compensation

We have adopted SFAS 123R, effective January 1, 2006. SFAS 123R requires the recognition of compensation
expense in an amount equal to the fair value of all share-based payments granted to employees. We have elected the
modified prospective transition method and therefore adjustments to prior periods are not required as a result of
adopting SFAS 123R. Under this method, the provisions of SFAS 123R apply to all awards granted after the date of
adoption and to any unrecognized expense of awards unvested at the date of adoption based on the grant date fair
value. SFAS 123R also amends SFAS No. 95, Statement of Cash Flows, to require that excess tax benefits that had
been reflected as operating cash flows be reflected as financing cash flows. Deferred compensation of $2,189,511
related to the awards granted in periods prior to January 1, 2006 were reclassified against additional paid-in capital, as
required by SFAS 123R.

Prior to our initial public offering, options were granted to employees, non-employees and non-employee directors at
exercise prices which were lower than the fair market value of our stock on the date of grant. After the date of our
initial public offering, stock options are granted to employees, non-employees and non-employee directors at exercise
prices equal to the fair market value of our stock on the date of grant. Stock options granted have a life of 10 years and
vest upon a combination of the following: immediate vesting; straight line vesting of two, three, or four years; and
upon the achievement of certain milestones.
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Inventory Reserves

Our inventory reserve requirements are based on factors including the products expiration date and estimates for the
future sales of product. If estimated sales levels do not materialize, we will make adjustments to its assumptions for
inventory reserve requirements.

Results of Operations
Fluctuations in Operating Results

Our results of operations have fluctuated significantly from period to period in the past and are likely to continue to do
so in the future. We anticipate that our annual results of operations will be impacted for the foreseeable future by
several factors including the progress and timing of expenditures related to our research and development efforts,
marketing expenses related to product launches, timing of regulatory approval of our various products and market
acceptance of our products. Due to these fluctuations, we believe that the period to period comparisons of our
operating results are not a good indication of our future performance.

The Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 2006 Compared to the Fiscal Year Ended December 31, 2005
Revenues

Total revenues for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 were $793,489 compared to $2,424,483 for the fiscal year
ended December 31, 2005. Product revenues increased from $674,483 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005 to
$793,489 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006, an increase of 18%. This $119,006 increase in product
revenues is primarily due to increased unit sales of our OLp Ur MDHDF filter series product in our Target European
Market, which was partially offset by lower average realized prices. The sales of our DSU product, introduced in
January 2006, contributed $20,520 to the increase in product revenues. Results for the fiscal year ended December 31,
2005 included the licensing revenues of $1,750,000 resulting from our agreement with Asahi Kasei Medical Co., Ltd.
( Asahi ).

Cost of Goods Sold

Cost of goods sold increased by $564,264 as cost of sales for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 were $943,726
compared to $379,462 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005.

The $564,264 increase in cost of goods sold is primarily due to $313,557 in adjustments to inventory, $93,210
increase in cost of goods due to greater sales volumes, $28,890 for the impact of currency translation and other
factors, $25,215 in production waste inefficiency and $18,090 related to our sales of the DSU. In 2005, cost of sales
was impacted by a reduction of $82,011 relating to manufacturing credits we received as a result of certain products
requiring rework by one of our manufacturers. No sales of the DSU were reported during the year ended

December 31, 2005.

The aforementioned inventory adjustments of $313,557 relate to a write-off of expired inventory of $154,621, a
revaluation of specific inventory lots to reflect the competitive pricing environment in the German market of $141,074

and an adjustment of $17,862 related to the destruction of returns from a 2005 sale to a French clinic.

Research and Development
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Research and development expenses increased to $1,844,220 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 from
$1,756,492 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005. The $87,728 increase is primarily due to expenses associated
with the outside testing and clinical trial related to the H,H.

Depreciation Expense

Depreciation expense increased to $319,164 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 from $305,601 for the fiscal
year ended December 31, 2005, an increase of $13,563. The increase primarily relates to
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currency translation factors. Depreciation expenses were previously classified as selling, general and administrative
expenses and have been reclassified to conform to current year presentation.

Selling, General and Administrative Expenses

Selling, general and administrative expenses decreased to $5,718,037 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006
from $6,307,399 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2005. The decrease of $589,362 reflects a $706,491 decrease
in selling expenses and a $287,914 lower severance expense, being offset by a $405,043 increase in general and
administrative expenses.

Selling expenses decreased to $1,347,958 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 from $2,054,449 for the fiscal
year ended December 31, 2005. The decrease of $706,491 is primarily due to a reduction in European marketing
expenses reflecting lower payroll expenses of $401,493, lower sampling expense of $294,884 and a $167,164
decrease in combined U.S. and European based travel related expenses. The decrease in payroll expense is principally
due to the 2005 termination of our Senior Vice President of Marketing and Sales.

General and administrative expenses increased to $4,339,743 for the fiscal year ended December 31, 2006 from
$3,934,700 for the year ended Decembe