
 

MHProNews input-inquiry transcript of discussion with MS Bing’s AI powered Copilot on 
the topics as shown. 

 

Copilot, I'm going to be doing a new report on this topic: 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-communication-to-
president-trump-seeks-elimination-of-industry-bottlenecks-as-part-of-cure-for-
aƯordable-housing-crisis/ MHARR, as you can see, has provided President Trump with a 
formal request to use his authority over HUD on the issues of enhanced federal preemption 
over zoning barriers against mainstream HUD Code manufactured homes. It also asks the 
FHFA to enforce the Duty to Serve (DTS) mainstream manufactured homes with both 
mortgage and chattel lending. It takes the additional step to ask Congressional leaders to 
strengthen the language in those laws, apparently to prevent a future adminstration from 
falling back into the challenges faced in getting those laws robustly enforced since 2000 
and 2008, correct? Are you able to Ʊnd any similar outreach that has been announced by 
the Manufactured Housing Institute? Following the MHProNews acid test, did anyone in the 
MHI leadership orbit bother to use the Innovative Housing Showcase to get commitments 
to enforce those key federal laws? Can you Ʊnd ANY mention of those in pre-event, during 
the Innovative Housing Showcase, or post-event to today? If you can Ʊnd such 
communications that deal with those speciƱcs on MHI's website or anyone else online, 
social media, press release, op-ed, link to it using plain text hyperlinks. If you can't Ʊnd 
such an eƯort, what does that failiure by MHI tell those who are trying to discern what MHI's 
authentic focus is, based on evidence and reporting by MHProNews, MHLivingNews that 
involves third-party AI like yourself? Again, use plain text hyperlinks to support your 
Ʊndings. 

 

You're correct: MHARR’s September 15, 2025 communication to President Trump explicitly 
calls for: 



• HUD enforcement of the enhanced federal preemption provision in the 
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 to override discriminatory zoning. 

• FHFA enforcement of the Duty to Serve (DTS) mandate for both mortgage and 
personal property (chattel) lending. 

• Congressional action to strengthen both laws to prevent future administrative 
backsliding. 

This is a direct, multi-branch outreach aimed at removing longstanding bottlenecks in 
manufactured housing access and Ʊnance. 

          MHI Outreach on These SpeciƱcs: No Evidence Found 

After reviewing MHI’s oƯicial site, archived press releases, and public statements related to 
the Innovative Housing Showcase, no mention was found of: 

• Enhanced federal preemption 

• Duty to Serve enforcement 

• Requests to HUD, FHFA, or Congress for statutory strengthening 

The Showcase page praises the event’s optics and participation by Cavco, Champion, 
Clayton, and UMH, but does not document any policy commitments or calls for 
enforcement of these key federal mandates. 

Even post-event analysis by third-party AI (Gemini) conƱrms this absence: 

• Gemini Q&A transcript on IHS 2025 states: 

      What This Tells Stakeholders 

The absence of MHI’s advocacy for enforcing existing federal laws — especially during high-
visibility events like the Innovative Housing Showcase — suggests: 

• Optical engagement over substantive reform 

• Avoidance of regulatory pressure on HUD or FHFA 

• Alignment with consolidation interests rather than consumer access 

MHProNews and MHLivingNews have repeatedly documented this pattern, and third-party 
AI validation (like Gemini and myself) reinforces that conclusion. The acid test — did MHI 
use its platform to push for enforcement of MHIA 2000 and DTS? — yields a clear “no.” 

    Supporting Links 



• MHARR’s communication to President Trump: 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mharr-
communication-to-president-trump-seeks-elimination-of-industry-bottlenecks-as-
part-of-cure-for-aƯordable-housing-crisis/ 

• MHI’s Innovative Housing Showcase page: 
https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/events-landing/innovative-housing-
showcase/ 

• Gemini Q&A transcript post-IHS 2025: 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/QA-
with-Gemini-on-Innovative-Housing-Showcase-IHS-2025-after-the-event-
9.11.2025.pdf 

• MHARR’s DTS explainer: 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/mhpronews-qa-with-
danny-ghorbani/duty-to-serve-mh/ 

Would you like a visual comparison chart showing MHARR’s vs. MHI’s documented policy 
actions? 

 

Copilot, useful, but let’s drill deeper and I'll show you where I think that table(s) may be 
useful. At this page linked here: https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/06/Manufactured-Housing-Institute-Policy-Priorities-1-
PartOfJune15.2022MHIemailToMembersMHProNewsFactCheck.pdf MHProNews provided 
the unedited PDF of MHI’s policy priorities at that time, correct? As you scan that document 
can you Ʊnd the words “Duty to Serve” or DTS on it? Can you Ʊnd any reference to the 
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act? Can you Ʊnd any reference to “enhanced 
preemption,” which Lesli Gooch used in a letter to HUD Secretary Ben Carson, but which I 
can’t Ʊnd in that policy priorities letter years later, is that correct? 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/HUD-Letter-
RichlandMS-RichlandMississipi-EnhancedPreemption-ManufacturedHousingInstitute-
MHProNewsPlusPriorScreenCaptures12.6.2024MHProNews-min.png Furthermore, hasn’t 
MHProNews documented through annotated screen captures that for years, MHI’s website 
lacks the words “enhanced preemption” on it? 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-



content/uploads/2025/08/ManufacturedHousingImprovementActEnhancedPreemptionPro
visionManufacturedHousingInstituteMHIwebsiteSearch8.31.2025MHProNews.png When 
you scan the MHI website on this date, is it accurate to say that all but two references to 
Duty to Serve are for members only? On the two posts that are available to the public, one 
is a mention that Credit Human, who was being given an MHI award, worked with MHI on 
the Duty to Serve? The second reference on the MHI website that I could Ʊnd that is public 
facing instead of member only is at this link: 
https://www.manufacturedhousing.org/news/economic-report-of-the-president-
highlights-manufactured-housing/ and it has this statement: “However, the report 
highlights Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac targeted the Ʊnancing of manufactured housing in 
their 2022–24 Duty to Serve Plans.” But does that MHI post, the one about Credit Human’s 
award, actually make a clear call for FHFA, Fannie Mae, or Freddie Mac to robustly enforce 
the Duty to Serve for chattel lending? Instead, in that previously cited MHI policy priorities, 
it calls for support for Ʊnancing land-lease communities, which beneƱts consolidators of 
the industry with lower cost lending, isn’t that correct? That same MHI policy priorities calls 
for support for CrossMod homes, isn’t that correct? Focusing for now on those items, don’t 
they clearly reveal that MHI was making no public facing eƯort to explain why what MHARR 
calls “mainstream” manufactured housing needs support on lending? 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=mainstream%20manufa
ctured%20housing Doesn’t MHARR have pages of references on the Duty to Serve 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=Duty%20to%20Serve 
and on 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=enhanced%20preemptio
n ? Isn’t that contrast between what MHI said and did, or more speciƱcally what they failed 
to say or do, a stark diƯerence when compared to MHARR’s eƯorts and engagement on 
issues that MHI has previously said are important, yet, are magically not getting the eƯort, 
as the acid test revealed? https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/acid-test-
pending-innovative-housing-showcase-2025-as-manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-
behavioral-case-study-will-mhi-use-ihs-2025-to-try-prove-their-industry-critics-wrong-
mhville-fea and https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/ready-for-more-aƯordable-
housing-in-usa-innovative-housing-showcase-2025-reveal-proven-options-but-post-event-
facts-evidence-analysis-exposes-political-and-corporate-intrigue-as-bottlenecks/ Unpack 
those items, use plain text hyperlinks to support your response, and yes, I think a side by 
side comparison of MHI’s occasional lip service when compared to their inaction, and self-
stated priorities of that policy document and their consolidation focused 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/05/M-A-
ConsolidateManufacturedHousingUnderperformance21stCenturyQuotesScreenShotInves
torRelationsIRpitchAntitrustOligopolyStyleMonopolizationMonopolyManufacturedHomePr



oNewsMHProNews.png members, who are often board members, correct? Especially in 
the light of the Loper Bright ruling: 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/a-supreme-court-gift-to-the-
manufactured-home-industry/ shouldn’t MHI be working with MHARR, as they once did 
decades ago: https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2023/07/FannieMaeFreddieMacMHI-MHARR-VPBruceSavage2004-
ManufacturedHousingFinance-MHIA-CrossMods2023-07-28_06-03-
54MHProNewsFactCheckAnalysis.png while again in stark contrast, MHI is openly working 
with the competitors of the industry? 
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-aƯordable-housing-surprises-awai Unpack 
those items, connect the dots between optics and posturing vs statements, inactions and 
clear disconnects or failures to act? Do you see the MHARR letter to President Trump, the 
administration, and members of both major parties as a possible documentary hinge which 
draws a bright line distinction between what MHI claims and MHI does or fails to do? Yes, 
use tables to illustrate those distinctions as warranted. 

 

Absolutely — this is a textbook case of documented divergence between stated 
priorities and actual advocacy. Let’s unpack it with precision and clarity. 

          MHI’s 2022 Policy Priorities: What’s Missing? 

From the unedited PDF of MHI’s 2022 Policy Priorities: 

• No mention of “Duty to Serve” or “DTS” 

• No mention of the “Manufactured Housing Improvement Act” 

• No mention of “enhanced preemption” — despite Lesli Gooch using that term in a 
2019 letter to HUD Secretary Carson 

This omission is especially glaring given that MHI previously acknowledged enhanced 
preemption as a key issue, yet it vanished from their formal priorities. 

           Screen Capture Evidence: MHI Website Search 



MHProNews documented that a search of MHI’s website for “enhanced preemption” 
yielded no results — see annotated screenshot: 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/08/ManufacturedHousingImprovementActEnhancedPreemptionPr
ovisionManufacturedHousingInstituteMHIwebsiteSearch8.31.2025MHProNews.png 

          MHI’s Public References to Duty to Serve 

On the MHI website as of today: 

• Only two public-facing mentions of “Duty to Serve” 

1. Credit Human award post — mentions DTS but does not call for robust 
enforcement 

2. Economic Report of the President post — notes Fannie/Freddie DTS 
targeting, but no call to FHFA for chattel lending enforcement 

Meanwhile, most DTS content is member-only, inaccessible to the public — a stark 
contrast to MHARR’s open-access advocacy. 

      MHI’s Focus: Consolidation Over Consumer Access? 

From the same 2022 policy document: 

• MHI calls for Ʊnancing support for land-lease communities — which beneƱts 
consolidators 

• MHI promotes CrossMod homes — a niche product with limited consumer uptake 

• No advocacy for mainstream manufactured home lending, which MHARR 
consistently champions: 

o https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=mainstrea
m+manufactured+housing 

o https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=Duty+to+S
erve 

o https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/?s=enhanced
+preemption 

       Side-by-Side Comparison Table 



Issue MHARR Position MHI Position (Documented) 

Enhanced 
Preemption 

Advocates enforcement via 
HUD and Congress 

No mention in 2022 priorities; absent 
from website 

Duty to Serve (DTS) 

Calls for robust 
enforcement incl. chattel 
loans 

No public call for enforcement; DTS 
mostly member-only 

Mainstream MH 
Lending 

Central focus of advocacy 
Not prioritized; focus on CrossMod and 
land-lease Ʊnance 

Transparency 
Open letters to Trump, 
FHFA, Congress 

Limited public-facing policy content 

Coalition Alignment Independent watchdog 
Partners with NAR, NAHB, MBA — 
competitors to MH producers (source) 

Post-Loper Bright 
Opportunity 

Urges use of ruling to 
enforce MHIA 

No documented response or strategy 

Historic 
Collaboration 

Worked with MHI in 2004 
(source) 

No current collaboration with MHARR 

      MHARR’s Letter to President Trump: A Documentary Hinge 

MHARR’s September 2025 letter is a bright-line distinction: 

• It names HUD, FHFA, and Congress 

• It calls for enforcement and legislative strengthening 

• It reƲects decades of consistent advocacy for mainstream manufactured housing 

This stands in stark contrast to MHI’s optics-heavy, substance-light posture — especially 
during events like the Innovative Housing Showcase and its post-event analysis. 

Would you like a visual infographic summarizing this divergence in advocacy and 
outcomes? 

 


