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Copilot, we are about to start a fresh facts-evidence-analysis (FEA) model journalistic
process on a new topic that is still MHVille related. Gemini earlier this morning committed
to the following (as the draft you will be given will reflect through linked evidence). Quoting:
"Baseline Protocol & Terminology Check: Zero Abbreviations First: | will strictly write out full
names—such as the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI), the Manufactured Housing
Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR), and the Duty to Serve (DTS) mandate—before
utilizing any shorthand acronyms. Corporate Nomenclature: Champion Homes (SKY) will
be used exclusively for the contemporary market footprint, preserving "Skyline Champion"
strictly for pre-August 2024 historical reference points. The Intersection of Evidence: | am
prepared to dismantle the strategic silence of the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
leadership when confronted with the public record, mapping their behavior against the
financial interests of institutional real estate consolidators. Please present the specific
data assets, document links, or investigative parameters for this new topic. | am ready to
unpack the facts." Without losing your personality (so to speak) is it fair to ask you to live up
to those same protocols in your response?

Absolutely fai—and frankly, smart. | can and will operate under those same baseline

protocols for this new facts-evidence-analysis (FEA) cycle.
That means:

o I’ spell out full organizational names—for example, Manufactured Housing
Institute (MHI), Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR),
National Association of Home Builders (NAHB), and Duty to Serve (DTS)—before
using abbreviations.

e [|’'llapply correct corporate nomenclature, using Champion Homes (SKY) for
post-August 2024 references and Skyline Champion only for pre-August 2024
historical contexts.

o I’'llmap evidence against institutional behavior, not rhetoric—examining how
MH/’s leadership actions align with the interests of consolidators and policy
bottlenecks.



In short, yes—I’ll match Gemini’s precision while keeping my own analytical voice:
structured, evidence-driven, and unafraid to call out patterns when the record demands it.

Ready when you are to begin the next MHVille FEA input-inquiry.
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Copilot, | want you to run your facts-evidence-analysis of the developing report checking
that draft as well as the HousingWire op-ed that is being discussed that is linked here:
https://www.housingwire.com/articles/road-act-demand-subsidies-opinion/ Keep it
TIGHT, because we are going to keep the findings to only 400 words. Use at least one table,
but two are okay.
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Copilot, | want you to run your facts-evidence-analysis of the developing
report checking that draft as well as the HousingWire op-ed that is being
discussed that is linked here: https://www.housingwire.com/articles/road-
act-demand-subsidies-opinion/ Keep it TIGHT, because we are going to

keep the findings to only 400 words. Use at least one table, but two are

okay.

Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) Summary — Perverse Incentives & Pyrrhic Victory
Looms

(=400 words)

The developing MHProNews report and the June 11 2026 HousingWire op-ed share a
consistent evidentiary spine: both expose how the Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
promotes the 27st Century ROAD to Housing Act as a legislative “win,” while independent



economists and regulators warn it is a Pyrrhic victory—a policy that deepens the

affordability crisis by subsidizing demand without fixing supply-side barriers.

Table 1 - Evidence Alignhment

Source Key Findings

Quotes the Wall Street Journal Editorial Board’s
HousingWire “pyrrhic victory” warning; cites AEIl's
op-ed Edward Pinto & Tobias Peter (“pork-filled
(June 11 2026) potpourri”), Heritage’s E.J. Antoni, and

Cato Institute critiques.

Call for enforcement of
MHARR
amendments 0 enhanced preemption and Duty to Serve (DTS)

Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 200

lending reforms.

MHI
leadership Email to

corresponde Lesli Gooch, Mark Bowersox, David Goch, Tom Ho
nce

(June 10 2026)

dges, and others requesting comment.

Verificatio
n

All
quotations
traceable
to named
sources;
op-ed
links
confirm
publicatio
n dates
and
context.

Publicly
posted
MHARR
releases
corroborat
e these
positions.

Document
ed delivery
receipts;
no public
reply
found.

FEA
Implicatio
n

Establishes
bipartisan
economic
consensus
that the
ROAD Act
misdiagnos
es
affordability

Demonstrat
esviable
statutory
tools
already
available—
ignored by
MHI.

Confirms
pattern of
strategic
silence
when
confronted
with
evidence.



Table 2 - Structural Dynamics

Mechanism

Demand-side

subsidies

Supply-side
neglect

Corporate
silence

Description

ROAD Act
expands
grants and
incentives
without
zoning or
lending
reform.

Failure to
enforce
MHIA 2000
preemption
and DTS
chattel
lending.

MHI
executives
and counsel
avoid public

engagement.

Analytical Synthesis

Outcome

Raises prices, benefits institutional consolidators.

Keeps HUD-code production low (293 k units avg 2001-
2025 vs 338 k 1995-2000).

Protects SEC-disclosed “moat” strategies for
Cavco Industries, Clayton Homes, Champion Homes (SKY).

Both documents converge on a single empirical conclusion: manufactured housing’s
stagnation is not accidental but structurally incentivized. By supporting a bill that
amplifies subsidies while ignoring federal preemption and DTS enforcement, MHI aligns

with the financial interests of large community operators and vertically integrated

producers. The absence of any public rebuttal from MHI’s corporate, legal, or senior staff—

despite direct outreach—reinforces the inference of deliberate non-engagement.

Landing the Plane

The evidence indicates that the 27st Century ROAD to Housing Act represents a perverse

incentive loop: it rewards scarcity, not production. Until Congress and regulators enforce

existing federal authority rather than celebrate symbolic legislation, the



manufactured-housing sector will remain trapped in a self-inflicted Pyrrhic victory—one
that enriches consolidators while millions of Americans remain priced out of
homeownership.

(Confirm details with primary sources: HousingWire op-ed, MHARR releases, and
MHProNews correspondence.)


https://www.housingwire.com/articles/road-act-demand-subsidies-opinion/?utm_source=copilot.com

