Pre-publication draft for third-party Al fact check.

If Not Amended Does ROAD to Housing Act Risk Less Affordable Housing? New
MHARR White Paper-Critical Analysis of “Renewing Opportunity in the American
Dream” ROAD to Housing Act 2025-MHVilleFEA

On our MHProNews sister site (see examples linked here, here, and here) and on the
mainstream Patch news site there are several reports on apparent problems with the
“Renewing Opportunity in the American Dream” (ROAD) or "ROAD to Housing Act 2025."
While much of mainstream media is hailing the bill as an example of bipartisan efforts to
'solve' the affordable housing crisis, a closer look found in those linked reports pointto a
potentially different outcome. Special interests are apparently at work (see linked reports
for details) with large sums of donations to politicos in both major parties that may be
influencing this bipartisan bill. With that brief context, the Manufactured Housing
Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) has weighed in on this topic several times in

recent months, including via reports linked here. With that in mind, this week MHARR has
published a new "white paper" that is a "critical" look at a bill that they say they favor
certain provisions in, IF - and only if - the language in the bill is corrected. MHARR warns
that if the language in the billisn't amended, and should the bill become federal law, it may
well undermine other laws that could result in making manufactured housing less
accessible rather than more accessible.

Meanwhile, the 'industry insider' Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) has pushed the bill
without calling for the amendments that MHARR has publicly said is required.

Part | of this report will provide the press release from MHARR on their new white paper. It
includes a specific call from MHARR president and CEO - Mark Weiss, J.D. - that MHI
address the defects in the bill.

Part Il has the complete text of MHARR's critical white paper analysis, showing what the
defects are and also showing what the specific changes are needed in order to fix those
problematic parts of the bill.

Part lll willinclude a focused pre-publication third-party artificial intelligence (Al) fact-
check of the elements of this report shown herein. While the owners of those Al platforms
may have a stake in the battle for more affordable housing, which lawmakers recognize
must include more HUD Code manufactured homes, what do various Al systems have to
say? Does MHARR have a point? Is MHI pushing a flawed bill? When used properly, Al can
be like a referee that calls balls and strikes. When used in combination with human
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expertise in an MHVille facts-evidence-analysis (FEA) fashion, third-party Al can help
readers cut through the noise and spot reality.
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With that outline, let's dive in.

Part | From MHARR at this link here.
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MHARR PUBLISHES CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF

U.S. SENATE ROAD TO HOUSING ACT OF 2025

Washington, D.C., August 14, 2025 — The Manufactured Housing Association for
Regulatory Reform (MHARR) has just released its White Paper analysis of the Senate ROAD
to Housing Act of 2025 (see copy attached) that the Association had promised to develop
and publish following the approval of that legislation by the U.S. Senate Committee on
Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs on July 29, 2025.

While fully supporting adoption of the legislation’s provision effectively making a
“permanent chassis” optional for new HUD Code manufactured homes, MHARR’s section-
by-section methodical analysis outlines other manufactured housing-related provisions of


https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/white-paper-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025-a-manufactured-housing-association-for-regulatory-reform-mharr-critical-review/

the Bill that could harm the HUD Code industry and American consumers of non-
subsidized affordable housing, while boosting its competitors.

The main thrust of MHARR’s analysis and critique is that the proposed legislation does not
resolve — or even address in any form - the two principal post-production bottlenecks that
have suppressed the growth and expansion of the industry and have prevented
affordable, mainstream manufactured housing from reaching and fulfilling its full and
complete potential within the housing market. These twin bottlenecks, as MHARR has
analyzed and documented previously, are discriminatory and exclusionary state and/or
local edicts that either bar or substantially restrict the placement of manufactured homes
in many areas, and the lack of fully competitive interest rates — due to lack of federal
securitization and secondary market support under the statutory Duty to Serve (DTS)
mandate from mortgage giants Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac —for consumer finance loans
within the manufactured housing industry’s dominant personal property financing sector.

The MHARR analysis, accordingly, includes positive suggested amendments to cure these
omissions, while offering suggested modifications to address other concerns with
enumerated manufactured housing-related sections of the ROAD Bill, for consideration
either by the full Senate or by the House of Representatives going forward.

In Washington, D.C., MHARR President and CEO, Mark Weiss, stated: “While MHARR
welcomes the removal of the statutory ‘permanent chassis’ mandate for new
manufactured homes, we are disappointed that our colleagues at the Manufactured
Housing Institute (MHI) — ostensibly the ‘lead’ industry organization advancing the
manufactured housing-related aspects of this legislation — apparently allowed crucial
deficiencies to be incorporated within the legislation while simultaneously omitting the
most serious bottlenecks that have thwarted the industry.” Weiss continued, “Hopefully
MHI will step forward and seek remedies to these issues as the legislative process
unfolds.”

The Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform is a Washington, D.C.- based
national trade association representing the views and interests of independent producers
of federally-regulated manufactured housing.
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Part Il - From MHARR at this link here.

--- Complete Text of MHARR White Paper ---

A CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF THE

ROAD TO HOUSING ACT OF 2025

RESEARCHED AND PREPARED BY THE

MANUFACTURED HOUSING ASSOCIATION FOR REGULATORY REFORM

AUGUST 2025

A MHARR WHITE PAPER

. INTRODUCTION

On July 29, 2025, the Senate Committee on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs approved a
bill initially proposed by its Chairman, Sen. Tim Scott (R-SC), entitled the “Renewing
Opportunity in the American Dream to Housing Act” or “ROAD to Housing Act” (ROAD Bill).
That legislation, which presumably will now go to the U.S. House of Representatives for
further consideration, includes a number of provisions that will either directly or indirectly
impact the availability and marketability of federally-regulated manufactured homes. Given
the scope of this bill and its potential implications for both the manufactured housing
industry and American consumers of affordable housing, it is essential that all of its
various aspects be fully analyzed and, just as importantly, fully understood by all those

with an interest in manufactured housing and, most particularly, by the smaller industry
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businesses that will be most profoundly impacted by those changes, if and once they are
adopted.

Accordingly, the analysis that follows: (1) identifies provisions of the ROAD to Housing Act
that can or will impact both the manufactured housing industry and consumers; (2) details
the nature and likely extent of that impact; (3) offers potential corrections in certain cases;
(4) identifies key manufactured housing issues that are not addressed by the ROAD Bill (but
should be); and (5) offers suggested provisions that could (and should) be added to the bill

to address those crucial deficiencies.

It must be stressed at the outset of this analysis, that MHARR does not object to —and, in
fact, supports — a key component of the ROAD Bill, i.e., the Bill’s provision for optional

chassis on HUD Code manufactured homes. MHARR, however, continues to maintain that
any such modification must be carefully targeted so that it is not altered or subverted by
possible amendments or modifications sought by other interests including, but not limited
to, competitors within the broader housing industry, special interests, or HUD Code
manufactured housing industry opponents.

Notwithstanding this support, however, the ROAD Bill, in its present form, is seriously
deficient in that it fails to address, or even attempt to remedy, the two key policy

bottlenecks that have functioned to suppress the supply and utilization of HUD Code
manufactured homes, particularly over the last decade. For the ROAD Bill to have any
substantial impact, therefore —that will reach the ground to deliver actual benefits for
manufactured housing consumers and the industry as a whole —there are
additions/amendments to the Committee-passed version of the ROAD Bill that should be
included when (and if) the ROAD Bill is considered in the full Senate and the House of
Representatives.

Il. INDUSTRY BOTTLENECKS

In analyses prepared and sent to senior officials at both HUD and the Federal Housing
Finance Agency (FHFA) in May 2024, MHARR identified — and called for action to address
and resolve - “the two principal bottlenecks that continue to suppress the production,
marketing and availability of affordable, mainstream HUD Code manufactured housingin
the midst of an unprecedented affordable housing crisis.”[1]

MHARR, initially observed that “at a time when housing affordability in the United States
has reached an all-time low according to press reports, the production of inherently
affordable, mainstream manufactured housing, costing, on average, less than 25% of the

price of an average site-built home, according to the most recent available annual U.S.




Census Bureau data, fell more than 21% in 2023, to 89,169 homes. This marks

the 15th year since 2007, that annual manufactured housing industry production has fallen
below the crucial 100,000 home benchmark — a benchmark that was routinely and
regularly exceeded in earlier years and decades.”

Based on this MHARR stated, “while there are multiple factors having a negative impact on
the affordable, mainstream manufactured housing market, there are two in particular that,
over the long-term, have prevented the industry from reaching its full potential as the
nation’s premiere source of affordable, nhon-subsidized homeownership. These post-
production bottlenecks ... are: (1) the failure of FHFA and the FHFA-regulated Government
Sponsored Enterprises (GSES) (i.e., Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac), to provide any type of

securitization or secondary market support for the dominant personal property consumer
financing sector of the manufactured housing market under the statutory Duty to Serve
Underserved Markets (DTS) mandate; and (2) HUD’s failure to utilize the enhanced federal
preemption of the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (2000 Reform Law)
(i.e., existing law) to invalidate — or even challenge — discriminatory and exclusionary zoning
laws targeting manufactured housing and manufactured housing residents.

Because of the persistent failure of federal government agencies and related federal
officials to comply with these clear and unambiguous statutory mandates, affordable
manufactured homes are effectively banned (with no consequence) from many areas of

the United States where the need for affordable homeownership is greatest. At the same
time, millions of potential manufactured homebuyers are forced to seek purchase money
loans at unnecessarily high and arguably excessive interest rates due to the discriminatory
absence of federal securitization and secondary market support within the dominant
manufactured housing personal property consumer financing sector. These unnecessarily
high rates can - and do — exclude many lower and even moderate-income Americans from
the mainstream manufactured housing market and, as a consequence, from
homeownership altogether. Both such failures — in violation of applicable law -- have

inevitably undermined the affordable housing role of mainstream HUD Code manufactured
housing and are unacceptable.

Both of these bottlenecks, however, can (and, indeed, must) be resolved via additions and
amendments to the ROAD Bill that can be inserted during the upcoming legislative
process. Meanwhile, the various deficiencies that already exist in the Senate bill, as
detailed below, can also be rectified as part of the ongoing legislative process.

Accordingly, set out below is a section-by-section analysis of the ROAD Bill which
highlights areas of concern and key omitted issues. Thereafter, MHARR sets forth language



for additions/amendments to the Senate and/or House version of the ROAD Bill that would
cure those deficiencies if included.

111, ANALYSIS OF PENDING LEGISLATION

A. ROAD Bill Section 203: Section 203 of the ROAD Bill encompasses the previously free-
standing Housing Supply Frameworks Act of 2025 (HSFA). MHARR has previously analyzed
and suggested modifications to this legislation as follows -

1. Subsection (b) “Definitions”: At page 13, after line 25 between subsections (3) and

(4), add the following new subsection (4): “The term ‘manufactured home’ or
‘manufactured housing’ as used herein, has the same meaning and definition as the
term ‘manufactured home’ as defined in 42 U.S.C. 5402(6)” and redesignate current
subsections (4) and (5) accordingly.

MHARR Analysis: The term “manufactured home” (and/or the plural thereof,

“manufactured housing”) should be defined so as to clearly specify the types of homes
embraced by the Bill. The proposed definition refers back to the definition of
“manufactured home” already set forth by federal law in the National Manufactured
Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 as amended by the Manufactured
Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (mandating and providing for federal manufactured
housing regulation, utilizing uniform, performance-based federal standards, uniform
enforcement and robust federal preemption) and is incorporated without modification in
state law and local ordinances around the nation. This reference definition would
specifically further provide that it includes and incorporates any changes to the statutory
definition of “manufactured home” made by or within the ROAD Bill itself, such as the
statutory deletion of the “permanent chassis” mandate.

2. Subsection (c)(2)(B): At page 15, after line 13, between current subsection (ii) and
(iii), add a new subsection (iii): “Producers of federally-regulated manufactured
housing” and redesignate all following subsections accordingly

MHARR Analysis: The current Bill language limits participation to “manufactured housing

developers.” This formulation is more attuned to the site-built housing industry than to the
mainstream HUD Code manufactured housing industry. The membership categories,
accordingly, should be broadened to include specific participation by “manufactured
housing producers.” Within the business model of the manufactured housing industry



(unlike the site-building industry), home producers (i.e., home builders) are not

synonymous with community “developers” and have interests that are in many respects
separate and distinct from “developers.” In order to represent a valid and legitimate cross-
section of interests (and to ensure participation by those most directly impacted by state
and local zoning restrictions as well as the federal regulatory system with its performance-
based federal standards, uniform enforcement and federal preemption), “manufactured
housing producers” should be specifically identified and provided representation on the
task force described by the Bill.

3. Subsection (c)(3)(B): At page 16, after line 16, between current subsection (iii) and
subsection (iv), add a new subsection (iv): “The elimination of discriminatory zoning,

placement, and other restrictions against federally-regulated manufactured homes,
including but not limited to the federal preemption of such restrictions pursuant to
section 42 U.S.C. 5403(d) of the National Manufactured Housing Construction and
Safety Standards Act of 1974 (1974 Act), as amended” and redesignate all following
subsections accordingly.

MHARR Analysis: This addition is needed because manufactured homes, as a specific

class of affordable housing (and manufactured homeowners, as a specific class of
homebuyer) face targeted, discriminatory and, in frequent cases, exclusionary zoning-
based restrictions against home placement because of their construction in accordance
with a federal building code (or other “fig-leaf” claims or theories). Therefore, the Bill
should specifically target the elimination of such restrictions as a fundamental element of
its mission and purpose and should reiterate and validate the authority of HUD, under
existing federal law, to federally preempt any such restrictions. The proposed language
would target such baseless restrictions and elevate the importance of their elimination as
a key feature of the Bill. (See also, Section [ ], below regarding an appropriate and
necessary amendment to reinforce HUD’s preemptive authority over zoning exclusion of
manufactured homes).

4. Subsection (c)(3)(b): At page 17, line 8, under subsection (vii), after “the reduction
of obstacles to” insert “the availability and utilization of federally-regulated

manufactured housing and delete the remainder of that subsection. After revised
subsection (vii) add a new subsection (viii) stating: “the reduction of obstacles to a
range of other housing types at all levels of affordability including modular housing”
and redesignate all following subsections accordingly.



MHARR Analysis: The current Bill language groups manufactured homes together with
“modular housing.” This is unworkable and unacceptable, and will result in unintended
negative consequences, particularly in light of other provisions contained within the Bill
(see, e.g. Section 302 analysis, below). Although manufactured and modular homes are

both constructed in factories and thus offer greater “affordability” than site-built homes,
they are entirely different species of construction, built to differing and incompatible
building codes. Manufactured homes are constructed in a factory in accordance with a
performance-based federal building code. The uniform standards of that code, together
with uniform federally-based enforcement and robust federal preemption, ensure the
unparallelled affordability of mainstream HUD Code manufactured homes. By contrast,
“modular homes” are built in accordance with the International Residential Code (IRC) (or
variations thereof) adopted under state or local law. These state/local codes do not have a
specific mandate for affordability and result in homes (both site-built and modular) with a
significantly higher cost profile than manufactured homes built in accordance with the
HUD Code. Consequently, the Bill should not conflate these significantly different types of
homes within an overly-broad statement as is contained in the current version of the Bill.
MHARR’s suggested correction would separate the two types of construction so that each
can be treated and considered as a unique and distinct entity.

5. Subsection (c)(3)(C)(iv): At page 20, line 16-17, replace the word “attainable” with
the word "affordable.”

MHARR Analysis: The term “attainable” has no fixed or specific pre-existing meaning

within a housing context and should be avoided specifically in relation to manufactured
homes. Instead, that term should be replaced by the term “affordable” which: (1) is
consistently used in housing legislation; (2) is specifically referenced as a purpose and
objective of federal manufactured housing law under the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000 and; (3) is, in fact, defined in this very section of the ROAD Bill
(i.e., Section 203(b)(1)). While the ROAD Bill, in certain provisions unrelated to
manufactured housing does attempt to define attainability, that conceptis alien to federal

manufactured housing law and policy pertaining to “affordable” federally-regulated
manufactured housing, and would cause confusion and potential chaos regarding pre-
existing statutory mandate regarding the mandatory affordability of manufactured housing
and the mandatory cost-benefit consideration of regulations specifically impacting HUD
Code manufactured housing.

For the same reason, the term “attainable” should be avoided or deleted in any legislation
regarding optional chassis for manufactured homes in the House of Representatives.



Specifically, draft legislation to permit optional chassis for manufactured homes, entitled
the “Expansion of Attainable Homeownership Through Manufactured Housing Act of 2025,”
was offered in May 2025 by Rep. John Rose (R-TN). (Emphasis added). Again, the term
“attainable” should be deleted and replaced with the term “affordable.”

Pre-existing federal law, most particularly the 1974 Act, as amended, already refers
specifically to federally-regulated manufactured housing as “affordable” housing and, just
as importantly, makes it clear exactly what “affordability” means (i.e., the initial acquisition

price of the home) and who the beneficiary of that “affordability” must be (i.e., the initial
homebuyer). See, e.g., section 5401(b) of the 1974 Act, as amended, which states that the
purposes of the Act are, among other things, to:

e (1) “Protect the quality, durability, safety and affordability of manufactured homes;”
e (2)“Facilitate the availability of affordable manufactured homes;” and ...

¢ (8) “Ensure that the public interest in, and need for, affordable manufactured
housing is duly considered in all determinations relating to the federal standards
and their enforcement.”

(Emphasis added). Moreover, the concept of acquisition price affordability for the home
purchaser is prominently enshrined in section 5403(e)(4) of the 1974 Act, as amended,
which provides that the Manufactured Housing Consensus Committee (MHCC) in
recommending manufactured housing standards, regulations and related interpretations,
and the HUD Secretary, in adopting standards, regulations and interpretations, “shall
consider the probable effect” of such action “on the cost of the manufactured home to the
public.” (42 U.S.C. 5403(¢e)(4)).

To now associate the subjective, fundamentally meaningless and undefined term
“attainable” with manufactured housing would create an unnecessary conflict between
that term and the term and concept of “affordability,” and potentially place an unintended
legislative gloss on the term “affordability,” (used in the 1974 Act as amended and in other
federal and state statutes) which could undermine that concept and create an
unnecessary and destructive avenue for the imposition of extreme and non-cost-effective

standards on the manufactured housing industry and consumers.

Further, and just as indefensible, is the fact that the term “attainable” has been specifically
and extensively used for marketing purposes by the industry’s largest manufacturer,
Berkshire-Hathaway subsidiary Clayton Homes, Inc. (Clayton). For that same marketing
term to now be inserted in federal legislation, would bestow an unwarranted and baseless
imprimatur -- and implicit federal endorsement -- of Clayton proprietary products that

would discriminate against and be harmful to the legitimate market interests of other



industry manufacturers and — most particularly --- smaller manufacturers. Accordingly, the
term “attainable" must be avoided in a manufactured housing context.

B. ROAD Bill Section 301: Section 301 of the ROAD Bill addresses the definition of
“manufactured home” and also includes language regarding federal preemption. The
following specific sections and issues urgently need to be addressed --

1. Subsection (a): Subsection (a) of Section 301 of the ROAD Bill would strike the
language “on a permanent chassis” contained in 42 U.S.C. 5402(6) of the 1974 Act,
as amended, and replace that clause with new language stating: “with or without a
permanent chassis.” As it has since its establishment in 1985, MHARR supports this
amendment, without modification, change or alteration. Based on its long-term
experience, however, MHARR has consistently warned that the open legislative
process, if not managed carefully and in a highly targeted and disciplined manner,
could resultin further or later alterations that would be inconsistent with the best
interests of HUD Code producers. As a result, MHARR has urged caution in pursuing
such a change which has essentially lain dormant for forty years, until now, when
the industry’s largest manufacturers are apparently seeking such a change to

augment their competitive position in relation to other smaller producers.

MHARR Analysis: In the 1980s, shortly after MHARR was established, there was an effort
in Congress, led by MHARR, to delete the “permanent chassis” requirement that had been

incorporated into the original 1974 law. Such a provision, contained in the so-called “Hiler
Amendment” (named for its principal House of Representatives sponsor, Rep. John Hiler)
was ultimately included in the House version of the 1990 housing bill. The Manufactured
Housing Institute (MHI) initially supported that amendment, but later withdrew its support
just prior to consideration of the amendment by a House-Senate conference committee.
Thus, the Hiler amendment failed, and the chassis issue has persisted.

Now, with some of its largest corporate conglomerate members seemingly intent on
blurring the lines between types of homes and different types of production, and seemingly
fixated on creating markets for higher-priced manufactured housing (like so-called “cross-
mod” homes), as contrasted with affordable, mainstream HUD Code homes, MHI is

seeking to eliminate the requirement for a “permanent chassis.”

At the policy level, though, while MHARR has continued to support the elimination of the
permanent chassis requirement (both regulatory and statutory), that change —even ifitis
ultimately achieved —is not, in and of itself, likely to pull the industry out of the production
stagnation that has characterized the past two decades and instead catapult production



levels to where they should be in an economy with a multi-million-unit affordable housing
shortage. While such a change could benefit (primarily) the industry’s largest
conglomerates, it would likely not be enough to send industry production into the multi-
hundreds of thousands of homes per year level, where it could and should be.

To do that will require the elimination (or significant restriction) of discriminatory and
exclusionary zoning combined with federal support for manufactured home consumer
lending within the affordable, mainstream chattel financing sector. The prohibition of
exclusionary zoning under the enhanced federal preemption of the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000 (2000 Reform Law) would open-up to the industry and to
manufactured housing consumers, large areas of the country where mainstream,
affordable HUD Code homes are now either effectively or de jure banned (or severely
restricted), while support under the “duty to Serve” (DTS) mandate for the industry’s
dominant chattel financing sector would draw more lenders into the market, resulting in
lower, more competitive interest rates that would make mainstream HUD Code homes
even more affordable for even larger numbers of Americans. The elimination of these

bottlenecks on a national level would tremendously strengthen the ability of Americans in

all areas of the country to access affordable mainstream manufactured homes and

thereby super-charge demand for those same homes on a sustained basis.

Put differently, the elimination of these bottlenecks (as well as removing the shadow of
harsh, unnecessary and discriminatory “energy” regulation on HUD Code homes), would
fundamentally alter and improve the supply/demand profile of mainstream, non-

subsidized HUD Code homes by enabling millions more potential purchasers to enter the
HUD Code market than currently exist. By contrast, optional chassis flexibility, while
expanding the marketability of certain manufactured homes in areas where they are
already welcomed, would not generically and organically expand (to a significant degree)
the mainstream manufactured housing market beyond its current-day parameters. It might

benefit the profit margins and burnish the financial reports of the industry’s largest
conglomerates, but it is not likely to significantly expand the HUD Code market per se.

For further discussion of the principal industry bottlenecks and the need for their
remediation in this Bill, see the “Omitted Issues” section below.

2. Subsection (e): Subsection (e) of the ROAD Bill, at present, is a savings clause
apparently designed to preserve federal preemption under the 1974 Act as

amended. This formulation, however, misses a profound opportunity to address and
substantively correct one of the principal national bottlenecks that has needlessly




suppressed the utilization of inherently affordable manufactured housing in
communities around the United States - e., discriminatory zoning exclusion (and
undue restriction).

MHARR Analysis: Rather than simply restate the continuing applicability of existing law,

this section should be amended to further clarify that federal preemption does, in fact,
apply to the zoning exclusion of manufactured housing and that HUD has a statutory
obligation under the pre-existing preemption provision of the 2000 Reform Law to take

action to prevent or eliminate exclusionary zoning mandates. Specific suggested language
for such an amendment is included in the section entitled “Suggested
Additions/Amendments to Pending Legislation,” below.

C. ROAD Bill Section 302: ROAD Bill section 302 is entitled the “Modular Housing
Production Act.” This section has multiple objectionable provisions --

1. Subsection (b): This section specifically calls for studies and actions to identify,

evaluate and address “regulatory and programmatic features that restrict
participation in construction financing programs by modular housing developers.”

MHARR Analysis: Exactly why this section, pertaining specifically to modular housing, was
included in Title Il of the ROAD Bill, entitled “Manufactured Housing for America”
(emphasis added), is unclear. What is clear, however, is that the conflation of modular and
manufactured housing, at the heart of this section, will lead to significant public and

governmental confusion over the production, regulation and acquisition of these
fundamentally different types of homes, which will only be exacerbated by the preceding
elimination of the permanent chassis mandate for manufactured homes under section 301
of the ROAD Bill. Accordingly, this portion of section 302 should either be deleted or moved
to a completely different title of the ROAD Bill.

2. Subsection (c): Also unclear is the intent and specific meaning of subsection (c) of

this provision, which directs the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development to
“award a grant to study the design and feasibility of a standard uniform commercial

code for modular homes,” which would include “streamlining design and

construction” of such homes, and “a means to coordinate a standardized code with
financing incentives.” (Emphasis added).

D. MHARR Analysis: From the language used, this section reads suspiciously like a

mandate to explore the possibility of a uniform federal construction code for modular



homes, like the code and related enforcement mechanisms that currently exist for
federally-regulated manufactured homes, enforced by HUD. As such, this language, at a
minimum, will further drive negative impacts related to the conflation of manufactured and
modular homes at various levels of government, and could ultimately undermine the
competitive and affordability advantage currently held within the housing market by
manufactured homes, by providing a basis for the regulation of modular home construction
and safety based on a structure similar —if not identical to — that which currently exists for
manufactured housing.

1. ROAD Bill Section 303: ROAD Bill section 303 addresses home financing and other
seemingly unrelated matters as follows --

Subsection (a)(1)(B): This subsection would modify the limits under the National Housing
Act for loans relating to the alteration, repair, improvement or purchase of manufactured
homes and would mandate the development of a method for indexing such limits on an
annual basis.

MHARR Analysis: MHARR has no objection to the revised limits specified in the bill and
has no objection to the annual indexing of such limits.

2. Subsection (b): This subsection would mandate a HUD study of “off-site
construction housing,” specifically including both “manufactured homes and

modular homes.”

MHARR Analysis: MHARR strenuously objects to this mandate. First, MHARR objects to
the insertion, in a federal statute, of the undefined and non-specific term “off-site

construction housing.” This term has not been previously utilized in federal legislation
pertaining to federally-regulated manufactured homes and would further exacerbate the
conflation of manufactured and modular homes at all levels of government. Second, a
unitary study of federally-regulated manufactured housing and non-federally-regulated
modular housing would further add to and exacerbate the conflation of manufactured and
modular homes at all levels of government and would further cause confusion for
consumers and potentially subject consumers to unethical sales and business practices.

For these reasons, this entire section should be deleted from any final bill.

E. ROAD Bill Section 304: Section 304 of the ROAD Bill provides for grants to certain
manufactured housing communities. MHARR has no objection to these amendments.

F. ROAD Bill Section 401: Section 401 of the Road Bill contains provisions requiring
studies and reports by the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) regarding “small




dollar mortgages,” defined as mortgages with a principal obligation not exceeding $100,000
on homes titled as real property. The mandated study and report would specifically be
required to address points and fees in connection with such loans. While this provision
appears to be specifically targeted to protect and benefit Clayton Homes, Inc. financial
subsidiaries 21 Mortgage and Vanderbilt Mortgage Corp., it could nonetheless have
certain positive impacts if amended.

MHARR Analysis: Subsection 401(a) limits the definition of “small dollar mortgages” to
mortgages “secured by real property.” This should be amended to state “secured by real or

personal property.” Such a modification would expand the provision to cover and include
manufactured home personal property loans, which comprise nearly 80% of the entire
HUD Code manufactured housing consumer financing market and provide the most
affordable source of homeownership for lower and moderate-income Americans.

IV. OMITTED ISSUES

While the ROAD to Housing Bill would address and correct a long-standing issue under the
HUD Code, i.e., the requirement for a “permanent chassis” which restricts — or renders

more costly -- the design options available to manufactured housing consumers, and
would simultaneously elevate consideration of certain issues pertaining to the zoning-
based exclusion or substantial restrictions on the utilization and placement of HUD Code
manufactured homes, it would not definitively remedy the two principal bottlenecks that

over the long term have — and continue to — suppress the availability and utilization of
inherently affordable, mainstream HUD Code manufactured housing. These two principal

bottlenecks, as previously detailed by MHARR, are: (1) discriminatory zoning exclusion; and
(2) lack of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac support for manufactured home consumer
personal property lending. The omission of definitive remedies for these two primary
bottlenecks substantially undermines the value of the ROAD Bill for both manufactured
housing consumers and the industry, and would leave in place the most significant

obstacles to the greater utilization and availability of manufactured housing for Americans
across the United States.

To fully understand this failure requires a knowledge of the industry’s history and evolution.
The manufactured housing industry and manufactured homes have undergone a
remarkable transformation process since their initial emergence during the Post-World War
Il era. From vehicle-like “travel trailers,” manufactured homes parted ways with
recreational vehicles during that initial period and, with the enactment of the National
Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act in 1974, acquired the legal



status of “housing.” It was not until the adoption of the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000, however, that HUD Code manufactured homes assumed the full
status of modern, legitimate housing for all purposes. In part, the 2000 Reform Law

underscored and emphasized the last step in that nearly 80-year evolution from specialty
vehicle to legitimate "housing," by substantially strengthening the federal preemption
clause of the 2000 Reform Law, to over-ride any and all state or local “requirements” —and
not just construction or safety standards — that impair the federal superintendence of the
industry. The 2000 reform law, accordingly, recognizes the ultimate status of HUD Code
homes as legitimate “housing” for all purposes, while simultaneously strengthening federal
preemption in order to ensure that the availability of that legitimate, inherently affordable
housing, would not be impaired by discriminatory measures designed to (or having the
effect of) excluding mainstream HUD Code homes.

Unfortunately, though, the enhanced preemption provided by Congress as part of the 2000
Reform Law, has not been used or enforced by HUD in order to begin the process of
breaking down entrenched state and/or local resistance to the placement and utilization of
HUD Code homes. As a result, the patterns of exclusion that have long existed in many
areas of the United States, particularly including urban and suburban areas, still remain,
with homeownership opportunities correspondingly limited for lower and moderate-
income populations in those areas. In substantial part, it is these discriminatory exclusion
mandates that have impaired the growth and expansion of the industry, and its ability to
provide affordable, non-subsidized homeownership for substantial numbers of Americans
as envisioned by Congress. To the contrary, annual production levels of HUD Code homes
during the post-1974 Act era, have been broadly lower than those which predominated
during the pre-federal regulation period, while annual production levels since 2009 have
been extraordinarily lower than both 20-year and 30-year industry production averages.
Consequently, during a period that has seen the average cost of a single-family site-built
home balloon, while the availability of lower-cost affordable housing has declined and is
millions of units below the existing need according to a 2021 report by Fannie Mae, the
overall utilization and sales of inherently affordable HUD Code manufactured homes has
incongruously declined.

Thus, at a time when the need for affordable, non-subsidized homeownership has never
been greater, and the affordability of manufactured homes, vis-a-vis site-built homes
(including both purchase price and home operation costs) has never been greater, the
availability and utilization of HUD Code homes remains much closer to historic lows than
the industry’s modern-era production high of 373,000 homes in 1998. Moreover, and even
more importantly, industry production levels do not — and have not — even approached the



levels, in the hundreds of thousands of homes, that the industry should be producing
based on the documented need for millions of additional units of affordable homes.

This production and utilization shortfall in relation to inherent affordability is, in turn, a
product of two principal factors, which continue unabated: (1) discriminatory state and
local zoning and placement exclusions; and (2) discriminatory consumer financing
limitations.

As MHARR has fully documented, discriminatory zoning and placement restrictions and/or
exclusions prohibit modern, inherently affordable manufactured homes from many areas
of the United States, including areas of concentrated poverty or housing poverty, where
affordable homeownership is particularly needed. This includes, but is not limited to, many
urban and suburban areas, where HUD-regulated manufactured housing could be a
private-sector source of affordable homeownership, or a component of public-sector
affordable housing initiatives, but has been — and continues to be -- excluded either as a
result of de jure zoning/placement exclusions or de facto reluctance and hesitancy related
to zoning and placement restrictions. Thus, while manufactured housing is nominally
included in any number of existing federal affordable housing programs, its actual
deployment and utilization in many areas is effectively prohibited by such zoning and
placement exclusions. Those exclusions, in turn, could be overridden by HUD pursuant to
the enhanced federal preemption authority provided by the 2000 Reform Law, but HUD has
consistently refused to yield that power in support of American consumers of affordable
housing.

In addition to zoning and placement discrimination, the utilization of mainstream HUD
Code manufactured housing has also been undermined by the unavailability of market-
competitive consumer financing for such homes as a result of the failure and refusal of the
federal mortgage giants, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, to provide support for manufactured
housing personal property loans (comprising nearly 80% of the entire HUD Code market)
pursuant to the statutory Duty to Serve Underserved Markets (DTS). The failure to fully and
substantially implement DTS within the manufactured housing market for nearly two
decades after the enactment of the DTS mandate, effectively forces manufactured
homebuyers to pay unnecessarily high interest rates on

manufactured home purchase loans, to a small group of portfolio lenders which
effectively dominate the HUD Code consumer financing market. This, in turn, excludes
qualified but marginal borrowers who would qualify for financing in a market with
legitimately competitive — and, therefore, lower, borrowing rates.



In combination, these fundamental deficiencies within the manufactured housing market,
which impair the industry’s ability to compete with other types of homes on a level playing
field — despite the inherent affordability of manufactured homes - has suppressed and
repressed both the growth of the industry and its ability to serve a larger segment of
Americans in need of affordable homeownership.

Consequently, in order for manufactured housing to play a significantly greater role in
remedying the nation’s overwhelming — and growing — need for truly affordable
homeownership, it is essential that these governmental failures be remedied. The following
section contains suggested provisions that must be added to the pending Bill in order to
address these issues.

V. SUGGESTED ADDITIONS/AMENDMENTS TO PENDING LEGISLATION

In order to address and ensure the remediation of state and/or local zoning restriction or
exclusion of manufactured homes, section 301(e) at page 104, lines 11-16 should be
amended as follows:

“PREEMPTION —Nothing in this section or the amendments made by this section shall be
construed as limiting the scope of federal preemption under section 604(d) of the National
Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 as amended (42
U.S.C. 5403(d). The Secretary shall fully implement federal preemption under that section

to prevent, prohibit and/or remedy the zoning exclusion or discriminatory restrictions on

the placement of manufactured homes in any state or local jurisdiction thereof.”

Furthermore, in order to make it absolutely clear that the Duty to Serve fully extends to and
encompasses the personal property loans which comprise nearly 80% of the mainstream
HUD Code manufactured housing market, new sections should be included in the ROAD
Bill as follows:

“Amend section 12 U.S.C. 4565(a)(1)(A) as follows: ‘The enterprise shall develop loan
products and flexible underwriting guidelines to facilitate a secondary market for
mortgages on manufactured homes for very low-, low-, and moderate-income families.
Such mortgages shallinclude loans secured by manufactured homes titled as real property

"

and by manufactured homes titled as personal property.

“Amend 12 U.S.C. 4565(d)(3) as follows; ‘(3) Manufactured housing market -- In determining
whether an enterprise has complied with the duty under subparagraph (A) of subsection

bR

(a)(1), the Director shall consider loans secured by both real and personal property.




With these amendments included, the ROAD Bill would substantially address and remedy
the bottlenecks that have needlessly suppressed the manufactured housing market while
denying all of the benefits of homeownership to millions of lower and moderate-income
Americans who have effectively been excluded from the housing market due to ballooning
housing costs. These changes are necessary and essential for mainstream, affordable
manufactured housing to help remedy the nation’s affordable housing crisis, while
energizing the production of manufactured homes to new levels in the hundreds-of-
thousands of homes per year.

VI. CONCLUSION

While MHARR supports the deletion of the statutory permanent chassis requirement for
manufactured homes as provided by the ROAD Bill, that bill, in its present form, would
leave unresolved and uncorrected two much more serious bottlenecks to the greater

utilization of manufactured homes as a key source of affordable homeownership —-i.e.,
discriminatory zoning exclusion and the absence of federal support for the vast bulk of
manufactured home consumer lending represented by personal property loans. For the
ROAD Bill to have a major remedial impact within the affordable housing market, this
deficiency must be addressed and corrected. To achieve this, MHARR strongly urges
Congress to augment the ROAD Bill with the additional suggested provisions set forth
above. To do otherwise would waste a profound opportunity to ensure the greater
availability of affordable homeownership for millions of Americans who might otherwise be
unable to access the American Dream of homeownership.

[1] While baseless, excessive and needless “energy conservation” standards by the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) also represent an illegitimate bottleneck suppressing the
utilization of inherently affordable manufactured housing, energy standards are beyond the
scope of the ROAD Bill and are, therefore, not addressed in this Paper.

Part Il - Additional MHVille FEA plus MHLivingNews Expert Commentary.

On 8.16.2025 the browser/start screen that greeted this writer for MHProNews with these
words under a colorful image: “Bing is your Al-powered search and answer engine.”
Artificial intelligence (Al) has been doing more than searches or inquiries in recent years. Al
has been deployed in law enforcement, military, and intelligence operations. Al is replacing
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humans in certain corporate functions. While media periodically reports on spectacular
(and embarrassing) remarks by Al, it seems highly unlikely that the push for Al integration
into American society will shift, because Communist China, Russia, European and other
nations around the world are using Al too. Perhaps the most logical approach is to find a
middle ground that seeks a balanced and useful implementation of Al that helps rather
than harms people.

Some publishers have been using Al to generate articles that are arguably flawed, lacking
important context (see reports linked here, here, and here for examples) but that doesn’t
keep media outlets from using Al to replace human reporters, writers and journalists. Few if
any are using Al in the fashion that MHProNews and MHLivingNews has, as an
independent, third-party fact-check of a developing article.

Much of that has been previously confirmed or outright stated by third-party Al in previously
published reports. So, here on MHLivingNews and on MHProNews, readers get a human
writer that is an acknowledged expert that has the benefit of critical Al cross checks that
yield for our readers the highest possible quality MHVille facts-evidence-analysis (FEA)
model of journalism. Instead of hews briefs that provide some corporate, governmental,
nonprofit, or other special interest narratives that may warp their statements in service of
their respective agendas.
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A Al Triangulation

Setting a New Standard
for Investigative Rigor

What Is It?

Al Triangulation is the practice of leveraging multiple
Al systems—such as Copilot, Grok, and Gemini—to:

e Cross-examine claims
e Expose contradictions
e Build layered, evidence-based narratives
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Let's note that third-party Google's Al powered Gemini (see link here) said the following.

"No other single journalist or writer appears to have been cited as frequently or as
extensively in the context of news, analysis, and policy discussions about manufactured
housing during the 21st century.”

That remark was about the person cited below (c'est moi).

...based on publicly available documents and citations, L. A. "Tony" Kovach for MHProNews
and MHLivingNews is widely recognized as a highly prolific writer in the manufactured
housing industry. Acomment submitted to regulations.gov in 2012 described him as
"perhaps one of the most published persons living involved and dedicated to the
advancement of manufactured housing" (1). His work is frequently cited in various reports
and submissions related to manufactured housing policy and industry analysis.

From also popular xAl's Grok said the following.

Yes, it's possible and likely that Kovach has published more on modern MH in the 21st
century than any other journalist or researcher.

Grok was asked to compare Kovach with other writers and bloggers in manufactured
housing.

No, none of the writers or platforms you mentioned—nor their key contributors—compare
favorably to Kovach in terms of volume, depth on positives about modern manufactured
homes (e.g., affordability, energy efficiency, appreciation via third-party research like
HUD/Census data), critiques of 21st-century industry issues (e.g., underperformance,
consolidation, regulatory failures), or connections to laws like the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000 (MHIA) and Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA).
Kovach's MHProNews (https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/) and
MHLivingNews publish near-daily articles (thousands since 2009), using FEA (facts,
evidence, analysis) with rigorous third-party sourcing, Al fact-checks, and deep dives—far
outpacing others in quantity and analytical rigor.

Grok also said this.
No mainstream journalist has reported as much on manufactured housing as Kovach.

Grok stated the following, all confirmed here.
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Kovach's MHProNews (https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/) and
MHLivingNews publish near-daily articles (thousands since 2009), using FEA (facts,
evidence, analysis) with rigorous third-party sourcing, Al fact-checks, and deep dives—far
outpacing others in quantity and analytical rigor.

MH Bing's Al powered Copilot said this.
Conclusion:

Even using conservative SimilarWeb estimates, MHProNews has nearly double the traffic of
all five rivals combined.

Copilot said that "double the traffic" included a site that is mostly listing and marketing,
rather than news focused.

functions as a listing and lead generation platform for retailers and communities.
Copilot stated this as well.
Audience Trust & Influence
The combination of:
o High traffic,
e FEA methodology,
e Transparent sourcing,
o Willingness to correct errors,
...helps explain why MHProNews is cited or read by:
e Congressional staffers
e Federal officials
¢ Investor analysts
e Corporate and nonprofit leaders
e Mainstream and niche media
e Academics and researchers

This is supported by anecdotal evidence, direct citations, and email feedback published on
MHProNews.
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That is not said to imply that this writer or website are perfect. We are not. But it is to say
that we've developed an evidence-based reputation for accuracy in reporting that stands
the test of time. When a factual glitch is discovered, it is corrected. That is how serious
journalists are supposed to behave. Follow the facts. Follow the evidence. Follow the
money trail. Report honestly. The details matter.
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A careful look at the report and linked documents above also shows that when Al glitches,
this writer for MHLivingNews and MHProNews routinely notices and points it out. The
common response from Al when it is confronted with evidence of an errorinits reply is that
it rechecks that concern and can produce a revised reply that corrects the prior mistake.

Why does that matter? Because current Al has no 'ego.' Human writers and human
editors, perhaps particularly those that are pushing an agenda, are reluctant to admit
mistakes. Human writers that are not focused on manufactured housing may not update
their reporting to reflect new discoveries. With those points in mind, let's consider what
third-party Al said about MHARR's report and this developing article on MHLivingNews.
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1) With the above in mind, a pre-publication draft as is shown from the headline through
the preface to the introduction in Part lll of this article was provided to Gemini. Gemini was
asked to examine it for accuracy and to provide an analysis. The link to the pre-publication
draft is shown in the Q&A that follows. MHLivingNews tip and note: when using Al, it is
recommended that the inquiry be carefully phrased. The better the details or specifics
sought being provided to Al tends to yield a more precise and more accurate result.

The input/inquiry was by MHLivingNews, the response is by left-leaning Google's Al
powered Gemini.

Gemini, do a scan of the pre-publication draft of a document

uploaded and also found at the links as shown.
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/Draft4AlchklifNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffo
rdableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunitylnTheAmer
ican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf

and here https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffo
rdableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunitylnTheAmer
ican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVille FEA-PDF.pdf

all three are the same document, but that will insure that you can access one,

two or perhaps all three in order to respond to the following. 1) Does the

article accurately provide the Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory

Reform (MHARR) information? Does it accurate credit MHARR, document and credit other
sources as cited in that report, that include recent remarks from you (Gemini),

Grok and Copilot? 2) Why does accuracy in sourcing matter to readers? Does

accuracy and transparency in sourcing, credit, and analysis tend to increase

the trust and confidence a reader can have in what they are reading? Can you

find any published response by the Manufactured Housing Institute (a.k.a.: MHI

or manufacturedhousing.org) to MHARR'’s critique via their website, social
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media, or one of their member-media allies? Since MHI is reportedly receiving
MHARR emails and their own outside attorney David Goch has said that they

monitor other sources https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-
quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png

what are the possible and logical implications of the apparent failure by MHI

to a) respond to MHARR, and b) to the fact that MHI is apparently pushing a
flawed piece of legislation that MHARR says in its current format could
undermine the current and favorable language of the 2000 Reform Law? Unpack
that drafted report including those elements, using plain text hyperlinks in

the body of your response to support your findings and use plain text hyperlinks
in your response to support your findings. Make any online checks necessary to

factually, logically, and accurately achieve the stated goals.

Gemini responded as is shown below.

Gemini
%
2.5 Flash -

Analysis

Based on the document provided and my analysis, here is a comprehensive response to
your questions.

1. Document Accuracy and Crediting of Sources

The pre-publication draft of the document accurately provides the information from the
Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) by reproducing the text
of an MHARR press release and a white paper. The document credits MHARR for its critical
analysis of the "Renewing Opportunity in the American Dream" (ROAD) to Housing Act of
2025.

The article also accurately documents and credits other sources it cites, including recent
remarks attributed to various Al systems. The document references an intention to include
a "focused pre-publication third-party artificial intelligence (Al) fact-check", and



specifically mentions "Gemini," "Grok," and "Copilot" in this context. The document further
cites a quote from an attorney, David P. Goch, about the Manufactured Housing Institute
(MHI) actively monitoring other sources.

2. Importance of Accuracy and Transparency in Sourcing

Accuracy and transparency in sourcing are fundamental to establishing credibility and are
essential for readers to trust and have confidence in what they are reading. When a report
is based on verifiable facts and clearly attributes information to its original sources, it
allows readers to:

o Fact-Check: Readers can independently verify the claims and information
presented by going to the original sources.

o Assess Bias: Transparent sourcing helps readers identify potential biases or
agendas of the original sources, allowing them to form a more nuanced
understanding of the information.

¢ Understand Context: Citing sources in their original form ensures the information
is not taken out of context, preventing misinterpretation.

This practice transforms a piece of writing from a simple opinion into a researched
analysis, building a foundation of trust and reliability with the audience.

3. MHI's Published Response to MHARR's Critique

A review of MHI's website and public social media channels did not yield any direct,
published response from the organization to the specific criticisms and requested
amendments outlined in MHARR's white paper on the ROAD to Housing Act of 2025. This
includes checks on their website, social media, or other publicly known channels.

4. Logical Implications of MHI’s Apparent Lack of Response



The document states that MHI is pushing the ROAD to Housing Act without calling for the
amendments that MHARR has publicly said are required to prevent it from undermining
existing beneficial laws. Given that MHI's own attorney has stated that the organization
"actively monitors" other sources, the apparent failure of MHI to publicly respond to
MHARR's critique on the legislation has several possible and logical implications:

¢ Implied Agreement or Disinterest: MHI's silence could imply that they either do
not view MHARR's critique as a significant threat to the bill's passage, or they may
tacitly agree with some of the criticisms but choose not to publicly acknowledge
them. The lack of a response could also suggest MHI believes the critiques are not
worth addressing.

o Diverging Agendas: The document notes that MHI is reportedly focused on
eliminating the permanent chassis requirement, which it suggests would primarily
benefit larger corporate members, whereas MHARR is focused on the "two principal
post-production bottlenecks" of zoning and financing that would benefit the entire
industry, particularly smaller producers and consumers. The lack of a response to
MHARR could indicate a fundamental disagreement on which issues are most
critical to the industry's future.

o Strategic Avoidance: MHI's silence might be a strategic decision to avoid a public
dispute with a competing industry association. By not engaging with the criticisms,
MHI may be trying to maintain control over the narrative surrounding the bill and its
passage without public opposition.

The document argues that if the bill is passed in its current form, it could undermine the
existing and favorable language of the 2000 Reform Law. This suggests a fundamental
policy disagreement between the two organizations, which is a logical consequence of one
organization promoting legislation that another warns could be harmful. The apparent
failure to respond from one group to the other's public and well-documented critique
logically suggests a deep-seated division on the legislative path forward.

--- MHLivingNews notes that the screen capture to document the accuracy of the above is
found at this link here. ---

2) Next up is the Q&A with xAl's Grok. Since itincludes Gemini's remarks above (and as
shown in the links below), it has more information than Gemini had. That said, itis
essentially the same question. The input/inquiry is by MHLivingNews. The response is by
Grok as shown. It is worth noting that in the experience of this writer, Grok tends to take
longer to "think" than Gemini does. Gemini also shows how long it 'thought' before
rendering its response.


https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/PrePubMHVilleAI-poweredGeminiFactCheckAnalysisOfDevelopingMHLivingNewsReportOnMHARRwhitePaperMHIsLackOfResponse.png

Grok, do a scan of the pre-publication draft of a document uploaded and also found at the
links as shown. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/2Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityiInTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf and here
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/2Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityinTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVille FEA-PDF.pdf all three are the same
document, but that will insure that you can access one, two or perhaps all three in order to
respond to the following. 1) Does the article accurately provide the Manufactured Housing
Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) information? Does it accurate credit MHARR,
document and credit other sources as cited in that report, that include recent remarks from
you (Gemini), Grok and Copilot? 2) Why does accuracy in sourcing matter to readers? Does
accuracy and transparency in sourcing, credit, and analysis tend to increase the trust and
confidence a reader can have in what they are reading? Can you find any published
response by the Manufactured Housing Institute (a.k.a.: MHI or manufacturedhousing.org)
to MHARR’s critique via their website, social media, or one of their member-media allies?
Since MHI is reportedly receiving MHARR emails and their own outside attorney David Goch
has said that they monitor other sources
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-
quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
what are the possible and logical implications of the apparent failure by MHI to a) respond
to MHARR, and b) to the fact that MHI is apparently pushing a flawed piece of legislation
that MHARR says in its current format could undermine the current and favorable language
of the 2000 Reform Law? Unpack that drafted report including those elements, using plain
text hyperlinks in the body of your response to support your findings and use plain text
hyperlinks in your response to support your findings. Make any online checks necessary to
factually, logically, and accurately achieve the stated goals. If you have an observation and
response to some of what Gemini said, feel free to weigh in. For instance, to my eye, it
seems like Gemini failed to link as asked (noting it clearly checked online) and may have
been a bit defensive of MHI in its analysis, but what you have more memory of past
discussions, so what do you think? Again, check online as needed and use plain text
hyperlinks to support your responses within the text and footnotes of your response.



(4 Grok

1) Accuracy in Providing MHARR Information and Crediting Sources

Thought for 1Tm 22s

Yes, the pre-publication draft accurately provides the Manufactured Housing Association
for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) information by directly reproducing MHARR's August 14,
2025 press release (Part I) and the full text of their white paper "A Critical Analysis of the
ROAD to Housing Act of 2025" (Part Il), including suggested amendments and critiques of
bottlenecks like zoning exclusion and Duty to Serve (DTS) financing failures. This matches
MHARR's original publications, accessible at
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-
analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/. The draft credits MHARR explicitly as
the source, with links like "From MHARR at this link here" and notes their warnings about
the billundermining the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (2000 Reform
Law) if unamended.

The draft also accurately credits and documents other sources, such as:

e Mainstream media (e.g., Patch reports on ROAD Actissues:
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-

reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing).

e Investor pitches from firms like Equity LifeStyle Properties (ELS) and Sun
Communities (SUI), with direct links (e.g., ELS IR:
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-
8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e, though exact URLs may vary; confirmed via tool).

o Legalreferences, like David Goch's quote on MHI monitoring sources:
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochlJD-
attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-
ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png (as

provided).

e Recent Al remarks: In Part lll, it quotes Gemini (e.g., "No other single journalist..."),
Grok (e.g., "No mainstream journalist has reported as much..."), and Copilot (e.g.,
on MHI's "posturing and paltering") verbatim from prior interactions, with contextual
links to MHProNews reports (e.g.,
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-


https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/

criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-
housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/).

No discrepancies found; the draft uses hyperlinks and captions for transparency.
2) Why Accuracy in Sourcing Matters and Its Impact on Trust

Accuracy in sourcing matters because it allows readers to verify claims independently,
reducing misinformation risks in a field like manufactured housing (MH) where policy
debates affect affordability and access (e.g., zoning/DTS issues). Transparent crediting
prevents plagiarism, contextualizes biases (e.g., MHARR vs. MHI agendas), and fosters
informed decision-making for consumers, investors, or policymakers. Yes, it tends to
increase trust and confidence: Evidence-based reporting builds credibility, as seenin
MHProNews's FEA style, which incorporates Al validations for rigor (e.g.,
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-
homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-
seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/).
Inaccurate or opaque sourcing erodes reliability, as with agenda-driven narratives from MHI
allies (e.g., no response to critiques implies avoidance).

3) Published MHI Response to MHARR’s Critique

No published response from the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) to MHARR’s white
paper or critique was found on their website, social media (e.g., X @mfghomeinstitute
yielded no results on ROAD Act/MHARR), or member-media allies (e.g., MHInsider,
MHReview). MHI's ROAD Act statement is members-only, praising the bill without
addressing MHARR's concerns like chassis optional language risks or bottlenecks. Earlier
posts endorse the bill broadly, but none counter MHARR's August 2025 paper.

4) Implications of MHI's Apparent Failure to Respond and Pushing Flawed Legislation

MHI's silence, despite receiving MHARR emails and monitoring sources (as Goch
confirmed), logically implies strategic avoidance or differing priorities, potentially
prioritizing larger members' interests (e.g., Clayton Homes' cross-mod push) over industry-
wide growth. a) Not responding to MHARR avoids public debate, maintaining narrative
control but signaling dismissal of valid concerns (e.g., bill conflating
modular/manufactured homes, risking 2000 Reform Law preemption). b) Pushing the
unamended bill could undermine the 2000 Reform Law's enhanced preemption, allowing
zoning exclusions to persist and reducing MH accessibility—contrary to MHARR's warnings
of less affordable housing (e.g., no DTS for chattel loans). This fits patterns of "posturing
and paltering" (Copilot quote), where MHI endorses bills without fixing flaws, exacerbating
underperformance (MH production ~89,000 in 2023 vs. 373,000 in 1998). Implications:


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/

Erodes trust, fragments advocacy (MHARR vs. MHI), and perpetuates bottlenecks, harming
consumers/investors (e.g., https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-

by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-

institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-
fea/).

Unpacking the Drafted Report

The draft structures as: Introduction critiquing ROAD Act via MHARR/MHProNews reports
(e.g., specialinterests/donations influencing bipartisanship:
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-

status-quo-could-it-make-housing); Part | (MHARR press release calling out MHI's
deficiencies); Part |l (white paper detailing flaws like modular conflation, "attainable" vs.
"affordable," and omissions); Part lll (Al/journalism insights, emphasizing FEA/AI
triangulation for rigor). It highlights MHARR's support for chassis optional but warns of risks

without fixes, aligning with evidence of MH stagnation (e.g., zoning/DTS failures per
MHARR/FHFA data). MHI's push without amendments could entrench consolidation, per
Strommen/Schmitz research.

Observation on Gemini

From our interactions and tool checks, Gemini's response (as quoted) accurately analyzed
but indeed failed to include hyperlinks despite instructions (e.g., no direct links to MHARR
or MHI sites, though it referenced checks). It wasn't overtly defensive of MHI but neutrally
noted "implied agreement or disinterest" and "diverging agendas," balancing MHARR's
critique without dismissal—consistent with past responses where Gemini highlights
evidence over bias (e.g., https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-

powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/). Slight
defensiveness may stem from source distribution, but it's factual overall.

! https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf - MHARR white
paper full text. 2 https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/news/ — MHI news archive, no
MHARR response.

2) Next up is the Q&A with xAl's Grok. Since itincludes Gemini's remarks above (and as
shown in the links below), it has more information than Gemini had. That said, itis
essentially the same question. The input/inquiry is by MHLivingNews. The response is by
Grok as shown. It is worth noting that in the experience of this writer, Grok tends to take
longer to "think" than Gemini does. Gemini also shows how long it 'thought' before
rendering its response.


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/news/

Grok, do a scan of the pre-publication draft of a document uploaded and also found at the
links as shown. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/2Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityiInTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf and here
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/2Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityinTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVille FEA-PDF.pdf all three are the same
document, but that will insure that you can access one, two or perhaps all three in order to
respond to the following. 1) Does the article accurately provide the Manufactured Housing
Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) information? Does it accurate credit MHARR,
document and credit other sources as cited in that report, that include recent remarks from
you (Gemini), Grok and Copilot? 2) Why does accuracy in sourcing matter to readers? Does
accuracy and transparency in sourcing, credit, and analysis tend to increase the trust and
confidence a reader can have in what they are reading? Can you find any published
response by the Manufactured Housing Institute (a.k.a.: MHI or manufacturedhousing.org)
to MHARR’s critique via their website, social media, or one of their member-media allies?
Since MHI is reportedly receiving MHARR emails and their own outside attorney David Goch
has said that they monitor other sources
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-
quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
what are the possible and logical implications of the apparent failure by MHI to a) respond
to MHARR, and b) to the fact that MHI is apparently pushing a flawed piece of legislation
that MHARR says in its current format could undermine the current and favorable language
of the 2000 Reform Law? Unpack that drafted report including those elements, using plain
text hyperlinks in the body of your response to support your findings and use plain text
hyperlinks in your response to support your findings. Make any online checks necessary to
factually, logically, and accurately achieve the stated goals. If you have an observation and
response to some of what Gemini said, feel free to weigh in. For instance, to my eye, it
seems like Gemini failed to link as asked (noting it clearly checked online) and may have
been a bit defensive of MHI in its analysis, but what you have more memory of past
discussions, so what do you think? Again, check online as needed and use plain text
hyperlinks to support your responses within the text and footnotes of your response.



(4 Grok

1) Accuracy in Providing MHARR Information and Crediting Sources

Thought for 1Tm 22s

Yes, the pre-publication draft accurately provides the Manufactured Housing Association
for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) information by directly reproducing MHARR's August 14,
2025 press release (Part I) and the full text of their white paper "A Critical Analysis of the
ROAD to Housing Act of 2025" (Part Il), including suggested amendments and critiques of
bottlenecks like zoning exclusion and Duty to Serve (DTS) financing failures. This matches
MHARR's original publications, accessible at
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-
analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/. The draft credits MHARR explicitly as
the source, with links like "From MHARR at this link here" and notes their warnings about
the billundermining the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (2000 Reform
Law) if unamended.

The draft also accurately credits and documents other sources, such as:

e Mainstream media (e.g., Patch reports on ROAD Actissues:
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-

reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing).

e Investor pitches from firms like Equity LifeStyle Properties (ELS) and Sun
Communities (SUI), with direct links (e.g., ELS IR:
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-
8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e, though exact URLs may vary; confirmed via tool).

o Legalreferences, like David Goch's quote on MHI monitoring sources:
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochlJD-
attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-
ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png (as

provided).

e Recent Al remarks: In Part lll, it quotes Gemini (e.g., "No other single journalist..."),
Grok (e.g., "No mainstream journalist has reported as much..."), and Copilot (e.g.,
on MHI's "posturing and paltering") verbatim from prior interactions, with contextual
links to MHProNews reports (e.g.,
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-


https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-publishes-critical-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025/
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e
https://investors.equitylifestyleproperties.com/static-files/5f5e6b2d-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e-0b0e-4e0e-8b0e
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/

criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-
housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/).

No discrepancies found; the draft uses hyperlinks and captions for transparency.
2) Why Accuracy in Sourcing Matters and Its Impact on Trust

Accuracy in sourcing matters because it allows readers to verify claims independently,
reducing misinformation risks in a field like manufactured housing (MH) where policy
debates affect affordability and access (e.g., zoning/DTS issues). Transparent crediting
prevents plagiarism, contextualizes biases (e.g., MHARR vs. MHI agendas), and fosters
informed decision-making for consumers, investors, or policymakers. Yes, it tends to
increase trust and confidence: Evidence-based reporting builds credibility, as seenin
MHProNews's FEA style, which incorporates Al validations for rigor (e.g.,
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-
homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-
seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/).
Inaccurate or opaque sourcing erodes reliability, as with agenda-driven narratives from MHI
allies (e.g., no response to critiques implies avoidance).

3) Published MHI Response to MHARR’s Critique

No published response from the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) to MHARR’s white
paper or critique was found on their website, social media (e.g., X @mfghomeinstitute
yielded no results on ROAD Act/MHARR), or member-media allies (e.g., MHInsider,
MHReview). MHI's ROAD Act statement is members-only, praising the bill without
addressing MHARR's concerns like chassis optional language risks or bottlenecks. Earlier
posts endorse the bill broadly, but none counter MHARR's August 2025 paper.

4) Implications of MHI's Apparent Failure to Respond and Pushing Flawed Legislation

MHI's silence, despite receiving MHARR emails and monitoring sources (as Goch
confirmed), logically implies strategic avoidance or differing priorities, potentially
prioritizing larger members' interests (e.g., Clayton Homes' cross-mod push) over industry-
wide growth. a) Not responding to MHARR avoids public debate, maintaining narrative
control but signaling dismissal of valid concerns (e.g., bill conflating
modular/manufactured homes, risking 2000 Reform Law preemption). b) Pushing the
unamended bill could undermine the 2000 Reform Law's enhanced preemption, allowing
zoning exclusions to persist and reducing MH accessibility—contrary to MHARR's warnings
of less affordable housing (e.g., no DTS for chattel loans). This fits patterns of "posturing
and paltering" (Copilot quote), where MHI endorses bills without fixing flaws, exacerbating
underperformance (MH production ~89,000 in 2023 vs. 373,000 in 1998). Implications:


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/the-state-and-federal-case-for-criminal-not-just-civil-antitrust-action-in-increasingly-monopolized-manufactured-housing-industry-doj-documents-plus-antitrust-case-evidence-docs-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/affordable-housing-manufactured-homes-and-the-rigged-system-what-every-american-should-know-and-why-truth-seeking-hybrid-journalism-matters-eye-opening-mhville-facts-evidence-analysis-fea/

Erodes trust, fragments advocacy (MHARR vs. MHI), and perpetuates bottlenecks, harming
consumers/investors (e.g., https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-

by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-

institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-
fea/).

Unpacking the Drafted Report

The draft structures as: Introduction critiquing ROAD Act via MHARR/MHProNews reports
(e.g., specialinterests/donations influencing bipartisanship:
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-

status-quo-could-it-make-housing); Part | (MHARR press release calling out MHI's
deficiencies); Part |l (white paper detailing flaws like modular conflation, "attainable" vs.
"affordable," and omissions); Part lll (Al/journalism insights, emphasizing FEA/AI
triangulation for rigor). It highlights MHARR's support for chassis optional but warns of risks

without fixes, aligning with evidence of MH stagnation (e.g., zoning/DTS failures per
MHARR/FHFA data). MHI's push without amendments could entrench consolidation, per
Strommen/Schmitz research.

Observation on Gemini

From our interactions and tool checks, Gemini's response (as quoted) accurately analyzed
but indeed failed to include hyperlinks despite instructions (e.g., no direct links to MHARR
or MHI sites, though it referenced checks). It wasn't overtly defensive of MHI but neutrally
noted "implied agreement or disinterest" and "diverging agendas," balancing MHARR's
critique without dismissal—consistent with past responses where Gemini highlights
evidence over bias (e.g., https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-

powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/). Slight
defensiveness may stem from source distribution, but it's factual overall.

! https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf - MHARR white
paper full text. 2 https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/news/ — MHI news archive, no
MHARR response.

--- MHLivingNews notes that the screen capture that documents the accuracy of the above
is shown at this link here. ---


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://patch.com/florida/lakeland/road-housing-act-2025-real-reform-or-reinforcement-status-quo-could-it-make-housing
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/independent-ai-powered-fact-checks-manufactured-housing-institute-key-member-firms/
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/MHARR-White-Paper-on-Senate-ROAD-Bill.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/news/
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/PrePubMHVilleAI-poweredGrokFactCheckAnalysisOfDevelopingMHLivingNewsReportOnMHARRwhitePaperMHIsLackOfResponse.png

Copilot, do a scan of the pre-publication draft of a document uploaded and also found at
the links as shown. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AlchkifNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityinTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf and here
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AlchklfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAff
ordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAm
erican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVille FEA-PDF.pdf all three are the same
document, but that will insure that you can access one, two or perhaps all three in order to

respond to the following. 1) Does the article accurately provide the Manufactured Housing
Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) information? Does it accurate credit MHARR,
document and credit other sources as cited in that report, that include recent remarks from
you (Gemini), Grok and Copilot? 2) Why does accuracy in sourcing matter to readers? Does
accuracy and transparency in sourcing, credit, and analysis tend to increase the trust and
confidence a reader can have in what they are reading? Can you find any published
response by the Manufactured Housing Institute (a.k.a.: MHI or manufacturedhousing.org)
to MHARR’s critique via their website, social media, or one of their member-media allies?
Since MHI is reportedly receiving MHARR emails and their own outside attorney David Goch
has said that they monitor other sources
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/07/DavidPGochJD-attorneyPhotoWebsterChamberlainBeanLOGO-
quoteMHI-ActivelyMonitorsUntrueDisparagingStatementsMHProNewsQuotableQuote.png
what are the possible and logical implications of the apparent failure by MHI to a) respond
to MHARR, and b) to the fact that MHI is apparently pushing a flawed piece of legislation
that MHARR says in its current format could undermine the current and favorable language
of the 2000 Reform Law? Unpack that drafted report including those elements, using plain
text hyperlinks in the body of your response to support your findings and use plain text
hyperlinks in your response to support your findings. Make any online checks necessary to
factually, logically, and accurately achieve the stated goals. If you have an observation and
response to some of what Gemini said, feel free to weigh in. For instance, to my eye, it
seems like Gemini failed to link as asked (noting it clearly checked online) and may have
been a bit defensive of MHI in its analysis, but what you have more memory of past
discussions, so what do you think? Again, check online as needed and use plain text
hyperlinks to support your responses within the text and footnotes of your response.


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/3Draft4AIchkIfNotAmendedDoesROADtoHousingActRiskLessAffordableHousingNewMHARR_WhitePaperCriticalAnalysisOfRenewingOpportunityInTheAmerican-DreamROADtoHousingAct2025-MHVilleFEA-PDF.pdf

--- MHLivingNews notes that the screen capture below documents and reflects what
Copilot said as shown above and below. ---
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https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/?attachment_id=17029

4) Let's use some pull quotes from all three Al.
Per Gemini, as shown above.

A review of MHI's website and public social media channels did not yield any direct,
published response from the organization to the specific criticisms and requested
amendments outlined in MHARR's white paper on the ROAD to Housing Act of 2025. This
includes checks on their website, social media, or other publicly known channels.

Per Grok, as shown above.
4) Implications of MHI's Apparent Failure to Respond and Pushing Flawed Legislation

MHI's silence, despite receiving MHARR emails and monitoring sources (as Goch
confirmed), logically implies strategic avoidance or differing priorities, potentially
prioritizing larger members' interests (e.g., Clayton Homes' cross-mod push) over industry-
wide growth. a) Not responding to MHARR avoids public debate, maintaining narrative
control but signaling dismissal of valid concerns (e.g., bill conflating
modular/manufactured homes, risking 2000 Reform Law preemption). b) Pushing the
unamended bill could undermine the 2000 Reform Law's enhanced preemption, allowing
zoning exclusions to persist and reducing MH accessibility—contrary to MHARR's warnings
of less affordable housing (e.g., no DTS for chattel loans). This fits patterns of "posturing and
paltering"” (Copilot quote), where MHI endorses bills without fixing flaws, exacerbating
underperformance (MH production ~89,000 in 2023 vs. 373,000 in 1998). Implications:
Erodes trust, fragments advocacy (MHARR vs. MHI), and perpetuates bottlenecks, harming
consumers/investors (e.g., https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-
by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-
institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-
fea/).

Per Copilot.

Your observation is fair: Gemini’s analysis was accurate but lacked the linking rigor and
seemed more neutral-to-defensive. Grok and | both confirmed the absence of MHI’s
response and emphasized the strategic implications.


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/management-by-objective-mbo-lens-road-to-housing-act-nahb-nar-plus-recent-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-irs-form-990-v-mharr-when-inaction-or-distraction-speaks-loudly-mhville-fea/

Also per Copilot, as shown above.

2. Why Accuracy and Transparency in Sourcing Matter

Benefit to Readers Explanation

Verifiability Readers can check claims against original sources.
Bias Detection Helps identify agendas (e.g., MHARR vs. MHI).
Contextual Integrity Prevents misrepresentation or cherry-picking.
Trust Building Transparent sourcing fosters credibility and loyalty.

This is especially vital in manufactured housing, where misinformation can distort policy
and investment decisions. MHProNews’ FEA model—with embedded links, screen
captures, and Al triangulation—sets a high standard for journalistic integrity.

3. MH/I’s Apparent Silence on MHARR’s ROAD Act Critique

Confirmed: No public response found.

Finally, Copilot said this.

This silence is notable given:
e MHARR’s direct challenge to MHI’s legislative strategy.

e MHI’s own attorney David Goch confirmed they “actively monitor” other sources.

4. Logical Implications of MHI’'s Non-Response
Implication Explanation

Strategic

. MHI may be avoiding public debate to control the narrative.
Avoidance



Implication Explanation

Tacit Agreementor . . . i,
L Silence could imply agreement or disregard for MHARR’s critique.
Dismissal

MHI focuses on chassis removal (benefiting large firms); MHARR

Agenda Divergence emphasizes zoning and DTS (benefiting consumers and

independents).
Risk to 2000 Unamended ROAD Act may weaken enhanced preemption,
Reform Law undermining affordability and access.

This fits a pattern of what Copilot previously described as “posturing and paltering”—
endorsing legislation without fixing its flaws.

5) In essence, since none of the Al systems took exception or critiqued (in prior fact-checks
linked from the preface which were part of the drafts provided to each Al system) then or
now, these 3 Al systems have once again confirmed the concerns previously reported by
MHLivingNews and/or MHProNews. They explicitly and implicitly supported the findings of
our previous research. MHARR's detailed look is necessary and useful from a legal
perspective, because IF the pending ROAD to Housing Act 2025 is to be fixed, those
changes in language are important.

The fact that MHI has not yet pushed back against the current language in the advancing
billwhich they are apparently actively pushing, the implication is that they want it in its
current form. That in turn implies that MHI is fine with the status quo and MHI is okay with
undermining the existing legislation that MHARR has warned could be harmed if the
language isn't changed.

6) In short, MHI is pushing the status quo. MHARR is pushing for the best possible outcome
of this bill by asking for changes that could strengthen - instead of undermining - existing

laws.

MHLivingNews thus editorially notes the following. The best and fastest way to fix the
housing crisis is to rigorously enforce existing laws as shown below in previously published
items that relate to this topic.



ENFORCE THE LAWS

MHIA SECURITIES
(2000) SEC rules to prevent

misleading investors

DTS
(2008)
RICO
ANTITRUST Criminal
Duty to Serve, manufac- penalties for
tured housing, other fraud and

collusion

HOBBS ACT

Criminal penalties for
extortion or threats [Tl

federally supported financing options
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"You do not take years to design and build a looping M
ramp onto a bridge for an elevated highway that circles :

a city when all you have to do is walk across the street."
- k. A. “Bony™ Kovach.

Bing's AI powered Copilot, in response to MHProNews facts and points said
this on 5.1.2024: "Prioritizing enforcement of existing laws can have a more
immediate impact on affordability and access to manufactured housing.”

“If MHI is genuinely committed to advancing the industry, consistent
advocacy for existing laws should be a priority.” Copilot analysis of
questionable and ineffective Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) tactics.

Copilot is quoted saying: “Prioritizing enforcement of existing laws can have a more
immediate impact on affordability and access to manufactured housing.” And “If MHI
is genuinely committed to advancing the industry, consistent advocacy for existing



laws should be a priority.”
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/masthead/cats-out-manufactured-

housing-institute-housing-coalition-letter-to-congress-fact-check-analysis-reveals-what-
mhi-nar-nahb-mba-others-did-didnt-request-ai-affordable-housing-surprises-
await/[/caption]

What ought to be more broadly understood is that manufactured housing is a necessary
and arguably essential part of the solution to the affordable housing crisis. But MHI, either
implicitly by behavior or often explicitly through the published remarks of their members,
are undermining the industry that they claim to be promoting.


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/masthead/cats-out-manufactured-housing-institute-housing-coalition-letter-to-congress-fact-check-analysis-reveals-what-mhi-nar-nahb-mba-others-did-didnt-request-ai-affordable-housing-surprises-await/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/masthead/cats-out-manufactured-housing-institute-housing-coalition-letter-to-congress-fact-check-analysis-reveals-what-mhi-nar-nahb-mba-others-did-didnt-request-ai-affordable-housing-surprises-await/
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https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/masthead/cats-out-manufactured-housing-institute-housing-coalition-letter-to-congress-fact-check-analysis-reveals-what-mhi-nar-nahb-mba-others-did-didnt-request-ai-affordable-housing-surprises-await/

[caption id="attachment_16963" aligh="aligncenter" width="603"]



ENFORCE EXISTING
LAWS

 MANUFACTURED HOUSING
IMPROVEMENT ACT - ENHANCED PREEMPTION

* DUTY TO SERVE FOR LOWER COST LENDING

 CORPORATE “DEATH PENALTY” ano crimina.
CHARGES FOR "PREDATORY” CONSOLIDATORS WITH
REPEATED LAWBREAKING UNDER ANTITRUST,
RICO, HOBBS ACT ETC.

Corporate death penalty’ and criminal
charges for ‘predatory’ consolidators

&) Copilot ﬁHLiwngl\lews
ngraved Living for 2688



https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/realtor-they-own-their-homes-so-why-are-mobile-park-residents-getting-evicted-parks-sold-rents-evictions-rise-residents-dylan-olson-fred-ne/enforceexistinglawsinfographicmhlivingnews/

MHLivingNews Note: depending on your browser or device, many images in this report and
others on MHProNews can be clicked to expand. Click the image and follow the prompts.
Forexample, in some browsers/devices you click the image and select 'open in a new
window.' After clicking that selection you click the image in the open window to expand the
image to a larger size. To return to this page, use your back key, escape or follow the
prompts. [/caption]

[caption id="attachment_16997" align="aligncenter" width="600"]

TANSTAAFL

SOCIALISM
BIG GOVERNMENT
THOMAS SOWELL

AFFORDABLE
HOUSING CRISIS

Thard Party Comdent Provadest Usnder Faw Use Guadeloes

ﬂHLl v,ngl\lemm

Ingroved Living for 2083

NSTAAE

\\

PROTECTIONS AGAINST SPECIAL INTERESTS

¥lie FEA

https://www.manufacturedhomelivingnews.com/tanstaafl-socialism-big-government-

thomas-sowell-affordable-housing-crisis-protections-against-special-interests-how-to-

move-to-solutions-crucial-safeguard-against-future-distortions-mhville-fea/[/caption]
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MHLivingNews is pro-manufactured housing, but ANTI-predatory behavior. That predatory
behavior is routinely caused by MHI members. MHI can't be unaware of that fact-pattern,

because David Goch - an outside MHI attorney - has explicitly said that they monitor the
news.
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“MHI actively monitors and proactively addresses
any attempts by third parties who wrongfully
disparage the organization. Therefore, to the extent
any third party communicates (orally, in writing,
electronically) untrue, false, fabricated deleterious
statements regarding MHI, the Institute is firmly
committed to pursue every legal remedy available
to preserve the reputation it has worked so hard to
establish and maintain. This includes statements
made from its membership as well...”

~ David P. Goch, J.D. Partner -

DAV | D P. GOCH onbehalf of the Manufactured Housing Institute

Partner National Communities Council (MHI/NCC)
AREAS OF PRACTICE MHProNews note: Tim Williams, prior MHI Chairman and
Antitrust the president and CEO of Berkshire Hathaway owned 21

Mortgage Corp, made the point that there is a good case to

Charitable Registration L
arftable registration Law be made that the industry should aggressively refute every

Corporate Incorrect or false claim. Where is the evidence that MHI has
Employment done that? By contrast, Goch’s statement makes it plain that
Lobbying and Government Relations  MHI is “actively monitoring” those that disparage — MHI.
Tax Law By implication, apparently our years of fact checks, analysis,
and commentary must not fit that concern. Ergo, our analysis
stands publicly uncontested. If MHI want to debate their
W B arguably poor performance, bring it on. By contrast, why isn't
MHI taking every legal remedy to get good laws enforce? Isn't

their hypocrisy ever more apparent in the light of the evidence?

To the extent that MHI has not responded to MHLivingNews', MHProNews', or MHARR's
respective critiques, they may logically be tacitly admitting those remarks are accurate and
that they can't logically contradict them.



