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Copilot, pivoting to the case Michigan Manufactured Housing Association (MMHA) v. city of
warren 2025-004477-cz and https://www.law.com/radar/card/mi-macombcounty-614505-
michigan-manufactured-housing-association-v-city-of-warren and
https://www.candgnews.com/news/warren-retains-outside-firm-to-represent-city-in-
mmha-lawsuit-9666 and https://www.paletzlaw.com/2026/01/22/while-manufactured-
housing-continues-to-be-a-solution-for-the-nations-housing-woes-cities-like-warren-mi-
are-blind-to-the-advantages/ and https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/12/Q-A-with-Gemini-Michigan-Manufactured-Housing-Association-
v.-City-of-Warren-2025-004477-CZ-Im-looking-for-a-PDF-12.28.2025.pdf and
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/Grok_Q-
AonMichiganManufacturedHousingAssociationMMHAV.CityOfWarren2025-004477-CZ-
IncludesGeminihallucinationCheckMHProNews12.28.2025-.pdf and any other items you
may find online regard this pending case. First, gather all relevant available information on
this case. Next, based on the case pleadings and known information, and recognizing that
the case was recently filed and the defendants have not been heard in court or otherwise, it
is certainly on the surface a troubling set of allegations, is it not? Beyond the allegations
that Inspector and JOHN IMPELLIZZERI was exceed his authority and violating the law in
the process, that most residents seemed to be happy (based on filed or video comments),
it certainly makes sense that the owners of those land-lease communities and the
Michigan Manufactured Housing Association (MMHA) have filed suit and sought a writ of
mandamus and other relief. That said, this case also raises other concerns. Certainly, other
areas in the U.S. have blocked manufactured housing. Why hasn't the Manufactured
Housing Institute (MHI) filed suit? The MMHA is a MHI member. The MMHA pleadings
certainly brought a range of concerns in this case, couldn't they have also brought forward
some mention of the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 and enhanced
preemption. Why aren't they arguing that JOHN IMPELLIZZERI may lack certain authority in
the face of that law? After all, they are claiming Warren is violating the Fair Housing Act and
threatened HUD action over that, so why not invoke enhanced preemption for the sake of at
least the new HUD Code units that they wanted to bring into some of those land lease
communities? Unpack the case with such notions, actual and potential arguments, and
ask the question - if a state association is willing to press this case, could the MHIA of 2000
have been involved? And why hasn't MHI sued HUD and called for a writ of mandamus, if



they are in the least bit sincere about seeing the industry grow. Consider the full array of
possible insights and implications from this suit. Use plain text hyperlinks to support your
findings.

Copilot

There is currently an internal issue preventing me from updating the page document with
the detailed analysis you requested. However, | can provide a thorough summary and
analysis here based on the information gathered:

The Michigan Manufactured Housing Association (MMHA) v. City of Warren case (2025-
004477-CZ) alleges that the City of Warren and its officials, including Building Inspector
John Impellizzeri, have unlawfully obstructed manufactured housing communities by
imposing new, invalid standards and conducting improper inspections and permit denials.
The MMHA seeks declaratory relief, injunctive relief, and a writ of mandamus to compel
compliance with state law, particularly the Mobile Home Commission Act, which limits
local governments to enforcing standards in place when the communities were originally
developed.

The case raises troubling allegations of regulatory overreach and hostility toward
manufactured housing, which is a critical source of affordable housing. The MMHA’s
pleadings appear well-founded on legal precedent, including a 1961 Michigan Supreme
Court case that similarly condemned the City’s arbitrary actions. The lawsuit highlights the
ongoing challenges of zoning and regulatory barriers that suppress manufactured housing
growth.

Notably, the case does not prominently invoke the Manufactured Housing Improvement
Act of 2000 (MHIA 2000) or its enhanced preemption provisions, which could provide
federal authority to override local zoning barriers. This omission is curious given the
MMHA’s claims of violations of state and federal housing laws. It also raises questions
about why the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI), of which MMHA is a member, has not
taken direct legal action or pushed for enforcement of MHIA 2000’s preemption authority.

Overall, the MMHA’s legal action is a significant step to protect manufactured housing
communities in Michigan, but it also underscores the broader industry struggle to enforce
existing laws that could unlock affordable housing supply. The quality of the pleadings



suggests a strong factual and legal basis, but the ultimate test will be the court’s rulings
and any subsequent enforcement.

If you want, | can help you draft a detailed report or analysis based on this summary or
explore specific legal and policy implications further. Just let me know how you’d like to
proceed.



