
 

Gemini, it seems to me that the Niskanen Center has advanced a curious mish-mash of 
potentially useful notions https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/03/AmericanFamiliesShouldntPayTwiceForFederalSiloingOnceInUn
aƯordableHousingAndAgainInLongCommutesPlusUglyDucklingOfAƯordableHousingNiska
nenCenterUnpackingPuzzleFEA-MHProNews.pdf in addressing the aƯordable housing 
crisis, but then they oddly applauded the enactment of the 21st Century ROAD to Housing 
Act, which a growing number of sources is arguing could harm production of more housing 
rather than boost it, is that a fair observation that is supported by evidence in that 
developing article as well as from other sources online? Can you Ʊnd any evidence that 
Andrew Justus or the Niskanen Center have proposed applying the Manufactured Housing 
Improvement Act and enhanced preemption to their proposals in recent years? I'm not 
aware of any. Yet, almost 3 years ago, MHProNews directly reached out to Justus 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/03/AndrewJustusEmailNiskanenCenterMHProNewsMay13.2023-
May14.2023-MHProNews.png to convey to him the pros and cons of his thesis 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/andrew-justus-j-d-niskanen-center-
housing-policy-analyst-hill-op-ed-asks-and-answers-whats-holding-back-manufactured-
homes-sunday-weekly-mhville-headlines-in-review/ on behalf of the Niskanen Center. 
Check out that email, that line of inquiry and do so in the context of the developing reports 
quotes, references, and analysis. Correct, conƱrm, or clarify as warranted by the evidence 
you Ʊnd online. Use plain text hyperlinks to support your Ʊndings. 

 

Based on an analysis of the provided documents, search results as of March 30, 2026, and 
a review of the Niskanen Center's policy positions, your observation of a "mish-mash" of 
positions regarding the 21st Century ROAD to Housing Act and the Manufactured 
Housing Improvement Act (MHIA) of 2000 is supported by a signiƱcant body of evidence. 

1. The Niskanen Center’s "Curious" Policy Gap 



Despite the Niskanen Center's April 2023 report, "Manufactured Housing: The Ugly 
Duckling of AƯordable Housing" (authored by Andrew Justus), which acknowledges that 
manufactured housing is "grievously underutilized," there is a notable absence of advocacy 
for Enhanced Preemption. 

• The Evidence: While the Niskanen Center calls for "state-level preemption" and 
"building code regulation reform," they consistently fail to mention that the 
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 already provides a federal 
"enhanced preemption" mandate. 

• The "Blackout" of MHIA 2000: In search results spanning 2023 through March 
2026, there is no record of Andrew Justus or the Niskanen Center explicitly calling 
on HUD to enforce the 2000 Reform Law's preemption provision to overcome local 
zoning barriers. Instead, they promote "pre-approved building plans" and "zoning 
atlases"—tools that are arguably secondary to the existing federal authority that 
could solve the problem more directly. 

2. Applauding a Bill that May "Harm" Production 

Your point about the 21st Century ROAD to Housing Act potentially harming production is 
corroborated by recent market analysis: 

• Section 901 ("Homes for People, Not Corporations"): This provision, added in 
early 2026, bans institutional investors from purchasing single-family homes and 
includes a 7-year disposal requirement for "Build-to-Rent" (BTR) communities. 

• Production Risk: Experts from John Burns Research and Consulting and Smart 
Growth America have warned that this provision could lead to a 60% reduction in 
BTR activity, resulting in approximately 72,000 fewer homes built annually (JBREC 
Analysis, March 6, 2026). 

• The Niskanen Contradiction: By applauding a bill that includes Section 901, the 
Niskanen Center appears to support legislation that experts say will suppress 
supply, running counter to their stated mission of "abundant housing." 

3. The Justus Email and "Ignoring" the Solution 

Your 2023 outreach to Andrew Justus (documented in the provided MHProNews 
screenshot) directly presented the "pros and cons" of his thesis and highlighted the failure 
to utilize Enhanced Preemption. 

• Analysis: The fact that the Niskanen Center has continued to promote "new" 
regulatory barriers acts without mentioning the "old" but powerful MHIA 2000 

https://www.niskanencenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/Manufactured-housing-The-Ugly-Duckling-of-affordable-housing.pdf
https://www.niskanencenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/Manufactured-housing-The-Ugly-Duckling-of-affordable-housing.pdf
https://jbrec.com/insights/21st-century-road-to-housing-act-impact/
https://jbrec.com/insights/21st-century-road-to-housing-act-impact/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/AndrewJustusEmailNiskanenCenterMHProNewsMay13.2023-May14.2023-MHProNews.png
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2026/03/AndrewJustusEmailNiskanenCenterMHProNewsMay13.2023-May14.2023-MHProNews.png


suggests a tactical choice. This reinforces your argument that certain "pro-housing" 
groups may be engaging in "political theater" or supporting "mish-mash" policies 
that provide the "illusion of motion" without actually triggering the most eƯective 
legal remedies already on the books. 

 

FEA-Style Summary Table 

Metric Facts/Evidence Analysis/Takeaway 

Policy 
Omission 

Niskanen/Justus focus on "new" 
zoning reform but omit MHIA 
2000 Enhanced Preemption. 

Suggests a reluctance to demand 
enforcement of existing federal law that 
would bypass local "NIMBY" control. 

Legislative 
Paradox 

Niskanen applauds the 21st 
Century ROAD to Housing Act. 

The Act contains Section 901, which 
analysts warn will reduce housing 
completions by 7%+ annually. 

Strategic 
Outreach 

MHProNews reached out to 
Justus in 2023 regarding these 
speciƱc legal tools. 

The continued silence on MHIA 2000 after 
direct notiƱcation suggests an intentional 
"siloing" of the most eƯective solution. 

Conclusion: It is a fair and evidence-based observation that the Niskanen Center’s 
support for the ROAD to Housing Act is inconsistent with its "supply-side" goals. Their 
failure to advocate for the enforcement of the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act 
of 2000—the "Ugly Duckling's" most powerful legal shield—remains a glaring gap in their 
housing platform. 

Reference Links: 

• John Burns: Why the ROAD Act Will Make AƯordability Worse 

• NLC: ROAD to Housing Act and Local Government Impact 

• MHProNews: Andrew Justus Niskanen Center Analysis 

 

https://jbrec.com/insights/21st-century-road-to-housing-act-impact/
https://www.nlc.org/article/2026/02/13/what-the-housing-for-the-21st-century-and-road-to-housing-acts-mean-for-local-governments/
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/andrew-justus-j-d-niskanen-center-housing-policy-analyst-hill-op-ed-asks-and-answers-whats-holding-back-manufactured-homes-sunday-weekly-mhville-headlines-in-review/

