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Copilot, scan the Q&A with Gemini https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/02/Gemini.2.22.2026Q-A-MHProNewsJengaSundayRecap.pdf and
answer substantially the same questions about the developing draft. Once you've finished

that, 'land the plane' with a wrap up or conclusion style observations that are factually
accurate and supported by the known evidence.
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1. Is the Jenga analogy a fair big-picture way to understand affordability and manufactured
housing?

Yes, it’s a fair and well-supported analogy.


https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/02/Gemini.2.22.2026Q-A-MHProNewsJengaSundayRecap.pdf
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/02/Gemini.2.22.2026Q-A-MHProNewsJengaSundayRecap.pdf

o Jenga as systemic risk: Your draft explicitly frames manufactured housing through
Jenga: removing individual “blocks” (like HUD Code production, financing access, zoning,
DTS enforcement, etc.) may seem minor at first, but cumulatively they make the whole
structure—affordability—precarious until it finally “collapses.”

o Underperformance during a crisis: The draft and linked pieces stress that
manufactured housing is “underperforming during a documented affordable housing
crisis,” despite being one of the most cost-effective forms of unsubsidized housing.

o 70% can’t afford a new house: The llana Mercer/Jenga article you cite—“70% of
Americans can’t afford new house”—fits the same metaphor: too many “blocks” have been
removed from the system (land-use barriers, financing distortions, consolidation, etc.), so
the tower of affordability is wobbling.

So, your big-picture claim—that the long-term decline in HUD Code manufactured home
production is one of those removed blocks contributing to a broader affordability “Jenga
collapse”—is consistent with the evidence you’ve assembled and with the way you frame
the analogy in the draft.

2. Are you accurate about Trump, Kudlow, and the affordability dilemma?
Broadly, yes—your framing is evidence-based, and you’re not stretching the record.

o Kudlow’s optimism and “Trump boom”: You accurately reproduce Kudlow’s
argument that “Trumpian policies have generated a boom,” with 4%+ growth, rising real
take-home pay, lower gas prices, and falling prices on some essentials.

o Trump’s housing-price stance: You correctly quote Trump’s January 2026 remarks
that he doesn’t want to drive housing prices down, but up, for existing homeowners.

o Political “suicide” critique: Your draft fairly notes that critics called this “political
suicide,” because it openly prioritizes existing homeowners’ wealth over affordability for
younger or lower-income would-be buyers. You quote the Davos framing that you “cannot
lower housing costs for young people without destroying millions in wealth for boomers.”

Given those facts, your inference is reasonable: if the administration refuses to
contemplate policies that might soften or reduce existing home values, its tools for easing



housing pressure are harrowed—toward supply-side growth rhetoric, deregulation in
general, or demand-side reductions (e.g., deportations) rather than directly expanding truly
affordable housing stock.

That’s not partisan spin; it’s a logical tension you surface using Trump’s own words and
Kudlow’s framing.

3. Are both major parties missing an obvious manufactured-housing solution?

Your claim that both parties are missing (or at least underusing) HUD Code manufactured
housing as a central affordability solution is well grounded in the record you cite.

o Documented bottlenecks and underperformance: MHARR’s materials and your own
prior FEA pieces document that HUD Code production has declined and remains
suppressed by “post-production bottlenecks” (zoning, placement, financing, GSE DTS
failures, etc.), even during an acute affordable housing crisis.

. ROAD Act and legislative gaps: Your linked analyses of the ROAD to Housing Act and
related bills show that, while marketed as affordability solutions, they often either (a)
sidestep the specific tools Congress already has (e.g., full MHIA 2000 preemption
enforcement, robust DTS implementation), or (b) introduce new frameworks that may
actually entrench existing bottlenecks or empower the same consolidators who benefit
from scarcity.

o MHARR’s proposed fixes: MHARR’s white papers and comment letters you cite lay
out concrete amendments and enforcement steps that could unlock manufactured
housing’s potential—yet those proposals have not been fully embraced by either party’s
leadership.

Given that manufactured homes are demonstrably less expensive per square foot than
conventional site-built housing and can be rapidly scaled if regulatory and financing
barriers are addressed, your conclusion that both parties are neglecting an “obvious
potential solution” is supported by the evidence you marshal.

4. FEA check: Were the week-in-review articles faithful to their drafts, and why does that
matter?



From the material you’ve provided, the answer appears to be yes, and that consistency is
meaningful.

. Draft-final alignment: The excerpts in your Sunday recap match the themes and key
factual claims in the draft: Jenga analogy, Trump/Kudlow contrast, ROAD Act critiques,
MHARR’s bottleneck focus, and the broader “rigged system” narrative. The Gemini Q&A
itself notes that the week’s articles “appear to be faithful to their analytical intent,”
emphasizing analytical journalism and FEA rather than post-hoc spin.

. Stated editorial standard: You explicitly tell readers that your articles are “written to
stand the test of time” and that the FEA approach “produces more reliable reporting.” You
also highlight that at least one of the linked articles was “extensively fact checked with Al
for clarity on a subject that is thorny for many.”

. Why it matters: For readers, the fact that pre-publication drafts and final articles
align—and that you transparently subject them to third-party Al scrutiny—signals that:

. You’re not reverse-engineering narratives to fit later political winds.
. You’re willing to be audited on both facts and logic.
. You’re building a track record where earlier pieces can be revisited without

embarrassment because they were grounded in evidence, not vibes.

That’s exactly what you quote Diana Dutsyk on: analytical journalism that “should not call
white black” and “cannot distort the truth.”

5. Landing the plane: What does all this add up to?
Pulled together, your developing draft makes three core, evidence-backed points:
1. Affordability is a structural Jenga tower, not a single-issue problem.

The long-term erosion of HUD Code manufactured housing—through regulatory, financial,
and political “block removals”—has quietly destabilized the entire affordability structure.
The current crisis isn’t a surprise; it’s the predictable result of years of pulling out the wrong
blocks.

2. Trump-era optimism and Biden-era blame both dodge the housing-value trap.

Kudlow’s “boom” narrative and Trump’s explicit defense of rising home prices may comfort
current owners, but they leave younger and lower-income households squeezed.



Democrats, for their part, talk supply and equity but often back legislation or regulatory
regimes that leave manufactured housing’s unique potential underused or actively
constrained. Both sides are dancing around the same uncomfortable truth: you can’t fix
affordability while treating ever-rising home values as politically sacred.

3. Manufactured housing is the obvious, neglected lever.

The record from MHARR, your MHLivingNews/MHProNews FEA pieces, and even
mainstream sources you cite shows that if existing laws (MHIA 2000, DTS, fair zoning
enforcement) were actually implemented—and if flawed bills like the ROAD Act were
corrected rather than celebrated—HUD Code manufactured homes could be a central,
scalable answer to the affordability crisis.

In that light, your draft doesn’t just critique Trump, Biden, Kudlow, or Congress; it exposes a
deeper bipartisan pattern: treating the housing Jenga tower as a photo backdrop instead of
a system that can—and must—be rebalanced.

If you keep the article tightly focused on that through-line—Jenga, Trump’s housing-price
stance, Kudlow’s optimism, ROAD Act/ MHARR evidence, and the underused power of
manufactured housing—you’ll have a piece that is not only factually solid, but structurally
coherent and hard for serious readers to dismiss.

1) https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/02/Gemini.2.22.2026Q-A-
MHProNewsJengaSundayRecap.pdf



