Good evening, 

I would like to begin first by formally introducing myself, as well as explaining clearly my credentials and experience related to issues surrounding the rebuilding of Lothlorien Cooperative.  My name is Haralambos Tsivicos, I have been a member of Lothlorien since the fall of 2007.  I was first introduced to the cooperative while I was studying at the University of Wisconsin-Madison.  After becoming a member, I promised myself that no matter where my life took me, I would never leave the house, never stop paying share, and always make it a point to return to Madison as often as possible to remember all the great things living at such a beautiful home and being a part of such a unique community had taught me.  My promise to myself it seems more recently is being jeopardized.  

I studied nuclear engineering at UW-Madison.  I eventually transferred to Rutgers University in NJ late in my junior year due to my grandfather's illness, where I finished my degree in Applied Sciences Engineering with a focus on Nuclear, Civil, and Mechanical Engineering.  I also minored in business, management, and entrepreneurship.  I completed the major in Civil engineering specializing in Construction Management and Environmental Engineering.  I am now eligible to pursue my PE (professional engineer) license in the state of NJ and I have begun the process of preparing for the related exams.  

In addition to my formal studies in the subject, my family business is federal, state, and municipal general contracting.  I have been working with my families company since I was 8 years old, starting as an engineer's assistant making copies, working up to managing multi-million dollar projects by the time I was in college.  I am fortunate to say that I have learned a great deal about construction management and general contracting in my over 15 years of experience.  I am currently a partner in the firm serving as the Director of Engineering for the company.  I oversee the preparation of all estimates, bid proposals, project scheduling, project management and supervision as well as all aspects of the mobilization, operation, and completion of all projects.  The companies I have been involved with have completed over $30 million dollars worth of projects in the last 15 years.  Further, my company, Cypreco Industries, Inc. is pre-qualified by the NJ Division of Property and Construction Management for up to $5,000,000 aggregate contract amount relating to General Construction.  Obtaining this pre-qualification is an extremely rigorous process that evaluates a host of metrics related to the company ranging from company leadership, assets, past work experience, bonding capacity, and more.  The pre-qualification allows a company to bid on public school and state projects thoughout the state of NJ that require the most rigorous construction standards and practices.  You can search for my company at the following link:  http://www.state.nj.us/treasury/dpmc/contract_search.shtml (Cypreco Industries, Inc.)  

In addition to my experience as a general contractor, I also operate a property management company which controls the various properties my family and I have accumulated over the years.  We own a variety of properties ranging from commercial offices and warehouse, to residential apartment units.  I personally handle the financing related to these properties, maintenance, contracts, land lord tenant relations, and any and all other matters related to the operation of the enterprise.  I have been doing this for almost ten years now with much success.  I have bought and sold real estate around the country and the world as a result of my leadership in this company.  As a result I am extremely familiar with the real estate markets in many different areas, particularly NY, NJ, Madison, WI, Los Angeles, and Miami.  

I know I have spent some time explaining my background; but as many of you do not know me, I felt it was important for me to begin by explaining why my real world experience and resultant direct knowledge of the related issues should allow me to speak on these issues with the utmost confidence.  I am offering my opinion based on my vast real world experience related to real estate management and procurement, asset diversification, general contracting and construction management, as well as general finance;  this is what I do for a living day in day out.  

I would now like to offer my perspective on these issues, and I hope that all that read this understand that I am speaking without bias, with nothing but love for Lothlorien, MCC, and all the members in it.  I have been watching this story unfold from the sidelines, paying close attention to all developments.  I feel now that it is time that I offer my professional opinion on a number of matters relating to the pertinent issues.  If I believed the numbers presented were accurate, I would spend my time raising money.  However, based on my extensive experience in the industry, I have reason to believe that something is not right.  

I first would like to begin by saying that I am the one that reached out to Joe Daniels Construction requesting a proposal for the restoration of the fire damage at Lothlorien.  I did this because when I heard that a number was being floated around in the realm of $850,000, and that no concrete proposal had been presented, I felt that more input was needed.  The first point I would like to make is that I wanted to ensure a democratic and cooperative process.  Regardless of whether the one proposal Michael solicited was on the money or not, there was only one, and the proposal was not readily presented to membership.  There was no transparency, no communication, and over $300,000 was added to this proposal based on Michael's supposed "expert" opinion for additional work.  I personally felt that the number of $850,000 was WAY off based on my years of experience in this exact business, and I felt strongly that there was a bias being exercised by the maintenance coordinator, because of his unwillingness to help solicit more proposals or to further investigate the real cost to rebuild.  In a situation like this, as soon as the damage happened, there should have been three proposals minimum obtained.  Doing this would have taken no more then a few phone calls and a couple of walk throughs.  In the business of general construction, nobody EVER works on one proposal.  When insurance claims are filed, nobody EVER works with only one proposal.  Multiple proposals are ALWAYS solicited so that the owner of the project, in this case MCC, can obtain a fair idea of what the REAL cost of the project will be.  The issue is, a general contractor could have a full plate at the time, thus presenting an artificially high number.  They could feel the project is a headache, and thus again propose an artificially high number, or they could feel the project could end up more complicated and again could propose an artificially high number.  All consulting engineer's and architects that are paid consultants by project owner's that are evaluating a project cost or buying out a project for an owner, will always solicit at a bare minimum TWO proposals, one is professionally unheard of unless there is some sort of a back door deal going down.  In my business, all the jobs we bid on are competitively bid.  Many companies submit bids, and the lowest bidder takes the job.  The reason for this is obviously to ensure that there are no favorites on public jobs, and that the process is fair and competitive.  The same thing should be done for private jobs as well to ensure that the most competitive proposals are received. 

The fact that there was only one proposal, that members of Lothlorien were not granted access to it for extended periods of time, that there was almost no transparency in the discussion of the justification for the $850,000 number made me feel extremely strongly that the democracy and cooperation of the process was being undermined.  I wanted to level the playing field in the best interest of the organization, as Michael should have done in his capacity as Maintenance coordinator, and obtain at least one more estimate for the restoration of the fire damage, for the good of the community.  I wanted to restore democracy to the process and provide more information so that all the members of the organization could make a truly informed decision.  More information can only help, but when we asked Michael to solicit another proposal, there were only excuses and no actions.  But this was his duty to MCC and to Lothlorien, to solicit multiple proposals from PROFESSIONALS so that the real cost could be established.  After the first walk through with Joe Daniels occurred, Michael seemed very upset, and became absorbed arguing with Lothlorien members that the only reason they were doing this was to attack him.  CAN WE ALL NOT FORGET THAT WE ARE TALKING ABOUT LOSING OUR HOME?  Was Michael ripped from his home?  Were the other members of MCC?  We are losing our home, a place that is a part of us.  And Michael is arguing that we are trying to attack him; no we are trying to ensure a democratic and cooperative process that involves real information solicited from professionals.  It seems that Michael continues to make ever effort possible to prevent us from getting any other opinions regarding the fate of our home;  this alone, whether he is accurate in his estimates or not smells of a fish and undermines the entire process.  He should be welcoming more opinions and more proposals.  But Michael wants to sell Lothlorien, just like Michael wanted to buy Roth Street.  So it seems the truth, fairness, democracy, and everything else that our great organization was built on should get thrown out the window?  If this is not the case, Michael should have been willing to assist in additional site visits to solicit more proposals, he should have provided the code violations in a timely fashion, and he should not fight in every way he can against our right to preserve our community to seek out additional opinions.  

MCC is not a unity of assets as it is being treated, it is a composition of a diverse group of individuals and homes, meshed together as Einstein meshed space and time.  The people and the homes are one, they are communities, they are inseparable.  If we want to treat MCC like a unity of assets why don't we just not call ourselves a cooperative anymore and merge with Steve Brown, because that is how he operates.  He cares about units, assetts, and not about people.  He is a developer, not a cooperative housing organization.  We need to get this straight!  Our duty is to preserve the communities that comprise our beautiful organization, not to expand, grow, and buy and sell assets.  If we are putting expansion and assets before the lives of the human beings that comprise our cooperative organization then we must all begin to seriously reevaluate our priorities.  These are not the principles MCC was founded on, and it seems that some have lost sight of our founding principles, or perhaps they never understood them and are pursuing their own interests and their own agenda.  I take exception to this. 

Losing Lothlorien to me will be losing a part of me forever, and it is a wound that will not heal, this I know.  Michael should have embraced getting new proposals and welcomed help from Lothlorien members regarding getting more information about the real cost of rebuilding, because I believe the number one priority for the employees and the board of directors is to preserve the communities of the organization.  Of course this must be done sustainably, but there is no question it can be done sustainably in this instance.  Michael did not have to treat the act of getting more proposals like a personal attack on him, this is a serious issue that needs to be addressed, it is not democratic or cooperative in any sense, and it wholly undermines the process and goal of preserving an extremely valuable and integral part of the organization: the community of Lothlorien.  More proposals are a necessity, any professional handling these matters would be utterly taken aback that only one proposal was solicited, and that it was not even circulated for an extended period of time.  And then, the individual handling the process would fight getting additional proposals?  How could this ever be seen as being in the best interest of MCC or Lothlorien?  How could the suppression of unbiased information to aid in decision making ever be a bad thing?  When I get prices for projects I am estimating, I tend to request at least three proposals for EACH TRADE.  That is how I always know my REAL cost.  More information and diversified information leads to better decision making.  Considering a community and people's future is on the line here, more information can only help.  
So we were not soliciting a proposal to discredit Michael, we were doing the right thing, to ensure that the most information possible was available to everybody.  And it seemed every step of the way Michael wanted to avoid getting more numbers and wanted to avoid getting more opinions, and wanted to prevent anybody and everybody else but himself from having ANY involvement in the process.  This doesn't sound democratic to me, and it doesn't sound like it is in anyway in the best interests of MCC or Lothlorien.  To me it sounds very clearly like a deep seeded ulterior motive, because it is only for this reason that additional information would be shunned in such a way.  Michael was asked after he raised concern about the alleged "illegal" walk through, if he would coordinate any future walk throughs of the property to solicit even more proposals.  He very reluctantly said yes, but then when he was asked not more then two weeks later to coordinate a walk through with a friend of Ofek Shalom's home who offered his EXPERT opinion, Michael was not willing to grant access.  This does not sound like democracy to me, it does not sound like cooperation, and it does not sound like this individual is acting in the best interests of MCC or Lothlorien.  This is me speaking as an outsider, living in NJ, watching this all unfold.  Everyone is entitled to their opinion; but suppressing relevant professional opinions on a matter related to an extremely large communities fate when losing their home is at stake, does not seem conducive to a cooperative environment in any way. Professional opinions should be WELCOMED not SHUNNED.  When you start to see people trying to fight any outside input other then their own, it starts to make you think about North Korea, Fascism, dictatorships, 1984, and all those terrible things that suppress democracy, fairness, and truth.  This is not what MCC is about.  

When I approached Fran from Joe Daniels, contrary to what Michael has claimed, I explained to Fran exactly what was going on.  I explained the internal conflict within the organization, I explained that many people were losing their home, including people with children.  I explained how important Lothlorien was to all of us, and I explained that I was simply trying to get another opinion from another General Contractor, because I was not able to get my hands on any proposals, and there was only one alleged proposal floating around anyway, which I thought was highly inflated.  Fran understood what was going on, I told Fran about Michael, and I told him that Michael was not a General Contractor, but was claiming expert knowledge in his estimate of $850,000.  Based on the fact that I do this every single day, day in and day out, I can say with the utmost confidence, this project should never cost $850,000 in a million years.  Fran visited the home, fell in love with it, acknowledged how ridiculously valuable this property could be, and pledged that he would do all he could to help us rebuild.  I did not give him any numbers, not Michael's $800,000, nor the insurance money.  Fran saying it could cost $850,000 without actually evaluating the additional scope carefully means nothing, when it is on paper in the form of a proposal that is a whole different story.  And Michael's word that Fran said it could cost that much, again means nothing.  Certainly if there could be $100,000 in damages due to inadequate winterization maybe it could, but when there is something in writing saying $850,000 then lets talk.  I have yet to see anything in writing saying $850,000, and I do not think I will unless someone gets paid to do it, because this job is simply not an $850,000 job no matter how you look at it.  And this is my opinion based on the fact that this is my job, I do this for a living, I don't act like I do it, I actually do it.  I do Fran's job plus every single day of my life. 

We asked Michael for the list of code violations for the home on several occasions and at least a week went by and they were not produced.  These documents are available in PDF format, and were as simple as him sending an email.  In a democratic cooperative process, when a large group of individuals have their home on the line, should transparency and cooperation be embraced?  Almost a week and no email is not cooperation, it smells of bias and an unwillingness to work in the best interests of a community.  The files should have been emailed the same day, people's homes are on the line here, community member's homes are on the line.  I took it upon myself to call one of the supervisors at the Madison Code Enforcement and I had an email in ten minutes with all of the code violations.  So much for waiting around.  

Regarding what Fran's proposal doesn't include:

-Permits (there is a good chance we can get the permit fees waived based on a hardship plea, I spoke with the building department, even if we don't we are not talking about a lot of money, it is a variable cost often times based on a percentage of the project cost.  We can easily estimate them, but this is not what is going to break our bank.)

-Engineering and Architecture (I could bring in a firm tomorrow that would create a full set of drawings stamped by a licensed PE for the full restoration of the home including all code violations for $15,000 to $30,000 or less.  We however do not need full drawings, we can hire an Engineer for $10,000 or less to visit the home on several occasions and create a clear scope of work including a full list of all quantities of work to be done for all trades, addressing the fire damage and the code violations.  No matter what this is something that should have been done right from the start, and should be done immediately either way.  The sooner you have the list of work to be done, the sooner you can start getting real proposals from contractors that aren't afraid to bid because of the unknowns of the project.  You pay the Engineer to eliminate the unknowns and to present a full and complete project scope.  This makes bidding easier, and it makes getting accurate and competitive proposals easier.  This is well worth the $5,000 to $10,000 we would pay for it and it is absolutely integral.)

-Costs uncovered during construction (When Fran visited the home with his team, a master plumber included, they found multiple bathrooms in the home that still had water in them in the MIDDLE OF THE WINTER.  A group of experienced contractors identified the liquid in the toilets as water, not antifreeze.  The plumber became extremely anxious because it was his professional opinion that there were indications that the house was not properly winterized.  Fran was flabbergasted, as was the plumber, that someone would recklessly allow a home that is not climate controlled to go through a Madison winter without being properly winterized.  Knowing that the home was not properly winterized would be as simple as walking into a bathroom and looking in a toilet and seeing water.  It is Michael's duty to the organization and part of his contracted job description to make sure that home was winterized properly before it got below freezing.  Clearly the home was not winterized properly, and as a result, there could be upwards of $100,000 in damages to the home as a result of his negligence.  It was Michael's duty and responsibility to check the winterization process and make sure it was adequate, because if it wasn't, it is going to cost MCC A LOT of money.  How much of a rent increase will that be?  And why should the membership foot the bill for someone else's gross negligence?  So this item should be excluded, because if there is plumbing damage due to a winterization that was not done adequately, MCC certainly should not foot that bill.  It will go back to the contractor that did a shoddy job, and the individuals responsible for ensuring their work was completed in a satisfactory manner.  Water doesn't magically appear in a winterized home by itself, that means the home was not properly winterized.)

I would like to offer my opinion and estimate of the work needed to be done at Lothlorien based on my extensive experience in engineering and the construction industry. 

Firstly, any General Contractor that goes into that home is going to put out a significantly higher number because there are no blue prints to go off of.  Blue prints present a clear cut and dry scope of work item by item, and a contractor is obligated to include in their proposal everything on the blue prints; nothing more and nothing less.  A contractor that does not have blue prints that is providing a proposal on a large project will 100% give themselves a great deal of breathing room to protect themselves against the large number of unknowns.  Once an engineer is hired to draw up blue prints or a project scope, it is the engineer's job to go through the project working with the owner to make sure that all items related to the fire restoration as well as the code violations are included on the prints.  Then when these prints are sent out to contractors for proposals, the numbers that come in will be lower, and more reliable, because the scope of work is clear cut.  So we now have to proposals that we can safely consider considerably inflated for this reason. 

In addition, you have to consider the fact that Joe Daniels construction is including in their price, project supervision, overhead, insurance, and profit.  Instead of telling you how much I think Joe Daniels is going to make on this job, I will instead tell you that after carefully studying the damage to the property, the list of code violations, and the existing floor plans of the house, tied in with my knowledge of the home after living there for years; the cost to repair the fire damaged areas without hiring a general contractor and hiring all of the subcontractors and project supervisors ourselves would cost us no more then $350,000 at an absolute maximum.  I am personally wiling to assist in hiring a qualified project supervisor or reaching out to my connections in Madison to bring someone on board, as well as to assist in seeking out qualified and competitive sub contractors to do the work.  I am also willing to assist in contracting a qualified and competitive engineering firm to draw up prints or a project scope.  Joe Daniels Corp is doing business, and making money doing it as is their right.  But I am willing to do these things for free, and to offer my experience and knowledge for free out of my love for my home and for MCC.  As a result, this would save MCC approximately $150,000, and that is upwardly flexible.  Take into consideration that construction costs in the state of NJ are amongst the highest in the entire country.  Everything can be done for cheaper in Madison, this is a fact.  

Regarding the code violations:  when I spoke with the supervisor at code enforcement he said there are a number of violations that we can file for variances for pleading a hardship.  This is something that must be explored and the filing would happen when we filed for building permits.  So we are not looking at addressing all of them, we are looking at addressing most of them.  Even so, addressing all of them outside of the fire damage is not going to cost $350,000, not in a million years.  And again, I say this having the experience of personally preparing proposals day in day out on jobs ranging from $200,000 into the millions of dollars.  This is simply not an $850,000 renovation no matter how you look at it, even if you hire a General Contractor.  Hiring a General contractor to do everything, we should easily be able to get this job done for $550,000 or less, everything included, drawings, permits, violations, the whole nine.  If this project is managed in house, again I am offering my services free of charge, this project could feasibly be completed for $350,000 to $450,000 with everything included.  

Regarding the insurance.  I have had to deal with many insurance claims stemming from my involvement in the real estate I manage, as well as a restaurant I operated with my family over the past several years.  We had a boiler explode there, and we of course had to handle the restoration.  To make a long story short, there is a way that this process works.  The adjuster comes in and tells you how much they think it will cost, and this number is almost always EXTREMELY LOW.  The way someone acts in the best interest of the owner, is they go out and get a bunch of proposals from MULTIPLE contractors showing what the real cost of the fire damage is, and they present to the insurance company the worst case scenario.  What is the point of paying insurance every month if when the worst happens you don't even get enough money to fix the damage?  That is why you get multiple proposals, and you present them to the insurance company, and you haggle.  In the end, they will give you the amount of money equal to what it actually costs to get the work done associated with the fire damage and related to the fire damage.  How did we get a fair amount for our insurance claim if we didn't get multiple proposals?  Well there is just no way we got a fair price, because we did not have the information to fight back.  Again, I feel this is negligence and lack of experience on the part of whoever handled this matter.  Because when I was handling it for MY restaurant, I wanted to fight to get as much as possible so I could be sure that my damages were covered.  I knew insurance always low balled as they did, and I fought back by getting MULTIPLE proposals, and in the end we got MORE money, and it was enough to do the job.  I looked out for my personal investment, the employees of MCC should be fighting for the general membership in the same manner I fought for my family's business.  Because in the end, any money that we don't get from insurance is GOING TO COME OUT OF THE MEMBER'S POCKETS!  There is usually a window after a claim to submit for additional relief.  Someone at MCC immediately needs to contact the insurance company and submit additional proposals and there is a good chance we could get more money, if they are not working on this already.  There are agent's out there that handle this process because dealing with the insurance companies is always difficult.  We handled it ourselves multiple times and we were successful always because we exercised our due diligence, did research, and presented facts and material proposals to support our claims.  I cannot feel confident this happened with Lothlorien because there was ONLY ONE PROPOSAL.  And our claim settlement does not cover the work needed to make the house habitable after a fire.  

Fran knew exactly who Michael was as I explained the situation to him.  I am sure that when Michael called him saying that he "illegally" entered the premises, it was intimidating to Fran.  Fran is a nice man, he is a very quiet fellow.  Fran did not get "pulled into" an MCC conflict, Fran was asked to provide an estimate for work to be done.  This is not a conflict, this is not a quest to discredit Michael as much as he tries to make it seem that is what is happening here.  This is a quest for the truth, the is a quest for justice, and this is a quest to save our home!  Based on my experience, this project is not going to cost anywhere near $850,000.  There is no chance, even if we hire a General Contractor.  If we don't hire one, and we manage the project in house we will save a ton of money, and I think that this job could be done for significantly less as I mentioned above.   

Regarding the value of this property.  I believe this is one of the most valuable properties MCC has in its organization.  It is in a prime location, is is a massive structure, and it has tremendous character and history.  If for a moment we choose to forget that MCC is about the members and their communities and not about money and assets, lets assume money is all we care about.  An investment in a property like Lothlorien to modernize it over and above anything needed to make it habitable will result in my personal opinion a HUGE gain in equity value of the property to MCC.  No other investment, or new housing, will make up for the fact that there are $10+ million dollar properties all around Lothlorien, and Lothlorien has the potential to be worth that much too, it just needs some money put into it.  If some money is invested into Lothlorien, the amount of equity or increased value in the property would eclipse the amount of money gained in the form of income or equity from other properties.  Remember, at Lothlorien we will continue to bring in income, but we will also have an opportunity to invest in a property and build tremendous value.  If we let go of Loth, we will never be able to afford to buy a property with that much potential in the Madison Market again.  The home has infinite potential and its value should not be understated.  The property is a gem, and if your selling it for $1.6 million count me in, I would mortgage my home and take out loans to buy it, because in my opinion that is about half of what the property is worth.  Its ok, lets just let Steeve Brown buy it, put in $750,000 over fire restoration to make it nice and new and then he can pocket the $2,500,000 in instant equity he gets on that investment, not counting the money he will continue to make over time as it appreciates.  He doesn't have enough money, lets give him more, and take it out of the pockets of the general membership of MCC.  This sounds extremely illogical to me.  And I base all of these claims based on the fact that I lived in Madison for years, studied the real estate markets in Madison extensively, and continue to monitor them and study them over time.  I also run a real estate company, and I have an eye for potential, Loth has infinite potential.  It is a lose lose endeavor to sell Lothlorien, it is simply worth too much.  Fran agreed that properties like this NO LONGER EXIST at prices that are anywhere near touchable.  If we invest into Lothlorien, we can restore the fire damage, and invest money to modernize the house. This money will result in an instant increase in the value of the property, and thus the equity in the property (the value of the property over the loan obligation).  We can then VERY EASILY borrow against the equity we built in the property and use that money to expand into other cooperatives, WHILE PRESERVING AN INTEGRAL COMPONENT AND A HUGE PART OF MCC: THE COMMUNITY OF LOTHLORIEN!  In this instance we can have our cake and eat it too.  And five or ten years down the road, we will continue to make money because the property will continue to appreciate.  I am basing these numbers above based on my experience buying and selling real estate around the USA, Madison, WI included.  The property at Lothlorien is a gem, and selling it is a foolish mistake, and is in no way in the best interest of MCC with or without the fire damage.  

In conclusion, I am providing this letter to everyone to open their mind to another perspective.  I have grown extremely frustrated watching continued misinformation get disseminated regarding this situation by people claiming to have experience that just simply are not qualified to speak on these matters.  As a professional in this field, I am able to see through all of the smoke, and filter a reality.  A reality based on my life in this business, and my years of experience doing this over and over again.  IT SIMPLY DOES NOT ADD UP.  I wanted to offer my perspective to everyone so that they could see that there is somebody in MCC that does this, that understands this, that is educated specifically in this field, that loves MCC and loves Lothlorien, and wants nothing but the best for everybody.  Without truth there can never be resolution.  This is a quest for truth, a quest for fairness, and a quest for democracy and cooperation.  These things are the life blood of everything we stand for as MCC members.  Regardless of which side of the fence you choose to stand on regarding this issue, read between the lines and see that the quest for truth is more integral than anything else.  Once truth, fairness, and a lack of bias is established, then decisions can be made.  We are at a loss for professional opinions, and I am offering one here for all of you to consider. 

I ask you all to remember that Lothlorien is not an asset, it is our home.  It is a home to families, children, people young and old, and it is a part of us.  We are Lothlorien, we are the community, and we are a big part of MCC.  We want our house back, we want our right to live where we grew up, where we love.  We want our right to rebuild our home, and we think that MCC should fight to preserve its valuable communities above all else, this is why we are a cooperative, we are not Steve Brown!  I will tell you one thing, without Lothlorien MCC is losing one member for life right here, and that is me.  That is just the tip of the iceburg, because MCC will probably lose ever single member of Lothlorien if the house is sold.  How much is that worth?

I invite you all to call me anytime, I am including all of my contact information below.  I am available any time night or day to take calls regarding this situation and to discuss to anybody my perspective, if I cannot answer I may be in a meeting shoot me a text, leave a voicemail, or write me an email and I will call back shortly.  I hope this has opened some eyes to a different picture of the same setting.  

In Cooperation, 

Haralambos S. Tsivicos

Member, Lothlorien Cooperative

Director of Engineering

Cypreco Industries, Inc. 

1420 Ninth Avenue

Neptune, NJ 07754

P:  732 775 3700
C:  732 822 4705
F:  732 775 3660
E:  tsivikos@cyprecoindustries.com
