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Gemini, https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/01/PrePubAiChkNAHBerrorsFixedInManufacturedHomeReportMea
nwhileWhatAboutErrorFilledCommentsByMeredithWhitneyAdvisoryGroupCEO_MeredithW
hitneyToYahooFinanceOnManufacturedHousingFEA-MHProNews.pdf and the upload to
you are the same PDF. | want you to do the full facts-evidence-analysis (FEA) model. But let
me encourage a few specific items | want you to search for in doing so. First, beyond
commentary on manufactured housing, can you find any evidence on her website or
elsewhere online that Meredith Whitney has had in depth experience in manufactured
housing? Based on some of her clearly errant remarks to Yahoo Finance in that video
transcript, unless you can find evidence of some serious experience in the manufactured
housing industry, my impression would be of someone who may be a cheerleader of sorts,
but not of someone who seriously understands the industry beyond some nice things to
say. For example, there is simply no way that the chassis adds 25 to 50 percent of the cost
of a new HUD Code manufactured home. She struggled to get the name of MHARR, and
while close, she didn't get that correct, did she? She seems to be cheerleading for what she
sees as the possible boom caused by passing remove the chassis legislation, correct? But
by mentioning MHARR by name, without citing MHARR's research into the pending
legislation, it would seem that she has not absorbed the deeperissues that MHARR is
arguing for, is that fair? Additionally, with respect to Yahoo News. It seems they have
violated several aspects of the SPJ’s Code of Ethics as found at this link here:
https://www.spj.org/spj-code-of-ethics/ correct? By contrast, the National Association of
Home Builders (NAHB), replied promptly and on a weekend, promised to (and apparently
did) double check their research, and then not only made the correction suggested by L. A.



"Tony" Kovach, they also publicly thanking him on that same page via the remarks by
Catherine Koh, correct? Do whatever online checks you deem useful for the topics
involved. Use plain text hyperlinks to support your findings.
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An analysis of the provided documentation and independent research regarding the Yahoo
Finance interview with Meredith Whitney, as compared to the National Association of
Home Builders (NAHB) response, reveals a significant disparity in factual accuracy and
adherence to professional standards.

1. Meredith Whitney: Experience vs. "Cheerleading"

There is no evidence on her firm's website or in public financial records that Meredith
Whitney has deep, operational experience in the manufactured housing industry.

o Professional Background: Her career is primarily defined by her time as a Wall
Street analyst focusing on macro strategy and banking. While she has commented
on the housing market since the 2008 crisis, her recent focus has been on "equity
tapping" for seniors rather than the regulatory or production nuances of HUD Code
homes.

e« Factual Errors: In the Yahoo Finance transcript, she claimed that the chassis adds
25% to 50% to the cost of a new home. This is factually incorrect; independent data
from the Niskanen Center and Pew Charitable Trusts indicates the chassis accounts
for only 7% to 9% (roughly $5,000 to $10,000) of a single-section home’s cost.

¢ Organization Naming: Whitney struggled to correctly identify the Manufactured
Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR), referring to it in the video as
the "manufactured housing, um uh uh uh uh association on regulatory reform".

o The "Cheerleading" Perception: By supporting the "removable chassis" legislation
as a "boom" driver without addressing MHARR’s concerns—specifically that the
legislation might undermine federal preemption—she demonstrates a lack of
engagement with the industry's deeper regulatory issues.

2. Yahoo Finance and the SPJ Code of Ethics



The broadcast of these uncorrected errors by Yahoo Finance appears to conflict with the
Society of Professional Journalists (SPJ) Code of Ethics:

Accuracy: The code mandates that journalists "test the accuracy of information
from all sources" and "neither speed nor format excuses inaccuracy".

Corrections: The code requires news organizations to "admit mistakes and correct
them promptly". Leaving Whitney's hyperbolic cost claims uncorrected violates the
principle of providing context and avoiding misrepresentation.

3. NAHB vs. Yahoo Finance: A Case Study in Professionalism

The contrast between the NAHB's response to your outreach and Yahoo Finance's
broadcast is stark:

NAHB's Rapid Correction: Following contact from L. A. "Tony" Kovach, a senior
NAHB official responded promptly on a weekend, reviewed the research, and
corrected the errors on their Eye on Housing platform.

Public Accountability: NAHB went further by publicly thanking Kovach for the
correction via author Catherine Koh, demonstrating a commitment to transparency
and the "mistake autopsy" approach recommended in journalistic best practices.

Integrity Check: This rapid response suggests that the NAHB respects the Facts-
Evidence-Analysis (FEA) homework provided by MHProNews, unlike the "polite lip
service" or unverified "cheerleading" found in mainstream financial media
segments.

Comparison Summary (FEA Model)

Meredith Whitney / Yahoo .
Issue . NAHB / MHProNews Interaction
Finance
Factual Claimed 25-50% chassis cost ||Acknowledged and fixed research
Accuracy (Actual: 7-9%) errors
Subject Misidentified industry trade Senior officials familiar with industry
Knowledge association (MHARR) reports
Response to Errors remain uncorrected in
. ) . Promptly corrected on a weekend
Correction video/transcript




Meredith Whitney / Yahoo .
Issue . NAHB / MHProNews Interaction
Finance
Ethical Conflicts with SPJ Code Aligns with SPJ Code
Alignment (Accuracy/Context) (Accountability/Transparency)

This analysis suggests that while Whitney may be a well-intentioned supporter of
affordable housing, her lack of industry "seasoning" led to significant errors that Yahoo

Finance failed to vet, whereas the NAHB demonstrated the professional integrity to verify
and correct their data.




