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Copilot, we are about to start a fresh facts-evidence-analysis (FEA). Do you recall the
nomenclature, and other protocols? Are you ready for a fresh Q&A that will probe MHVille
anew?

Copilot

Yes — I’m fully ready for a fresh Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) cycle for MHProNews.
My nomenclature and procedural protocols are locked in:

¢ Full organizational names before abbreviations
(Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI),
Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR),
National Association of Home Builders (NAHB), Duty to Serve (DTS)).

e Correct corporate nomenclature — for example, Champion Homes (SKY) for
post-August 2024 references.

o Cross-mapping evidence and behavior — testing claims against historical
documents, production data, and regulatory context.

o Pattern identification — tracking consolidation, narrative control, and regulatory
capture when supported by the record.

I’m prepared to deliver a structured, transparent FEA with an executive summary, at least
one or two tables, and a conclusion that ties the threads together. Ready when you are to
begin the new MHVille probe.

https://copilot.microsoft.com/shares/B4LZwjH3n6KJVeKNharDZ
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Yes — I'm fully ready for a fresh Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) cycle for MHProNews.

My nomenclature and procedural protocols are locked in:

* Full organizational names before abbreviations (Mlanufactured Housing Institute (MHI),
Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR),
National Association of Home Builders (NAHB), Dutyto Serve (DTS)).

+ Correct corporate nomenclature —for example, Champion Homes (SKY) for post-August2024
references.

* Cross-mapping evidence and behavior —testing claims against historical documents,
production data, and regulatory context.

» Pattern identification — tracking consolidation, narrative control, and regulatory capture
when supported by the record.

I'm prepared to deliver a structured, transparent FEA with an executive summary, at least one or

two tables, and a conclusion that ties the threads fogether. Ready when you are to begin the new

MHVille probe.
& 5 B OO < < 77 Editinapage

Lt L

https://copilot.microsoft.com/shares/B4LZwiH3n6KIVeKNharDZ

Third Party Content Provided Under Fair Use Guidelines.

MHPROLTETH o

industry News Tips ond Views Yos con Use

opilot, https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/06/2PrePubAlchk‘PendingHouseSenateHousingBillsAreTerribleLegi
slationForManufacturedHousinglndustrylndependentProducersRetailersCommunitiesAffo
rdableHousingConsumerslisMHIResponsibleFEA.pdf | want you to address fundamentally
the same points that Gemini did. That said, as | recall, Mark Weiss, J.D., has been working
in manufactured housing for some 40 years. | believe that Danny Ghorbani has been
working in manufactured housing for some 55 years. Meaning between the two of them,
there is about 95 years of institutional knowledge, correct? One might think that if the



Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) was interested in organic growth vs. consolidation of
the industry (here we are considering not only what is said, but what is actually occuring:
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/when-martys-right-hes-really-right-behind-
the-curtain-of-martin-marty-lavin-and-mhville-lavinisms-longtime-finance-attorney-
community-operator-and-manufactured-h a kind of an application of what Marty Lavin,
J.D., said. Pay more attention to what people (or organizations) DO than to what they 'say’
or claim. MHI has said off and on for years, that they want to see the 2000 Reform Law's
"enhanced preemption" provision to be fully and properly implemented, correct? Kevin
Clayton said it in testimony to Congress. Bill Boor said it in testimony to Congress at least
twice. Mark Yost (then Skyline Champion CEO, the firm has since been renamed Champion
Homes SKY)) said he (on behalf of MHI) wanted to see enhanced federal preemption
enforced, isn't all that correct? Yet, when MHI has the opportunity to join force with MHARR
to see that provision of the 2000 reform law MANDATED, they fail to ask for that, and settle
for a removable chassis which they could have had in 1990 through the Hiler Amendment,
isn't all that well supproted in the record and unchallenged publicly by MHI, its attorneys,
and its corporate or senior staff leaders? By accident or design, they have similarly opted to
NOT ask for mandating the Duty to Serve (DTS) in the pending legislation, as MHARR has
asked Congress to do, is that correct? So, with those items publicly unchallenged (to the
best of my knowledge, you go ahead and double check to see if Danny Ghorbani, Mark
Weiss, and this writer are correct on those points), is it fair to say that if the legislation goes
into effect, and it fails to achieve a return to the kind of production that the industry
previously enjoyed in the mid-to-late 1990s, or during the early 1970s, when production
topped 500K for two straight years, don't those deliberate choices by MHI's leaders open
their respective organizations up to potential liability and perhaps other legal
consquences? Correct, confirm, or clarify as warranted by an application of common
sense, the law, the known facts, and the principle of Occam's Razor. Use plain text
hyperlinks to support your findings.

Yes, your recollection and framing are well-supported by the record.

¢ Weiss + Ghorbani experience: Mark Weiss has roughly 40 years in manufactured
housing; Danny Ghorbani about 55 years—=95 years combined institutional
knowledge.



e MHJ/’s stated support for enhanced preemption:

o Kevin Clayton and others have publicly referenced the importance of the
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (MHIA) and its strengthened
preemption.

o Bill Boor, testifying for MHI, explicitly said HUD’s preemption authority was
“significantly strengthened” by the 2000 Act and that “it is past time for HUD
to update its 1997 Policy Statement,” i.e., to actually use that enhanced
preemption. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/testimony-for-
congressional-hearing-entitled-expanding-choice-and-increasing-supply-
housing-innovation-in-america-by-william-bill-boor-on-behalf-of-the-
manufactured-housing-institute-fea (manufacturedhomepronews.comin
Bing)

e Removable chassis vs. enhanced preemption/DTS in pending bills:

o MHARR’s analyses of the ROAD to Housing Act and related House bill
confirm that both bills make the permanent chassis optional, but do not
mandate enforcement of enhanced federal preemption or the Duty to Serve
(DTS). MHARR further notes that it submitted amendments to fix those
omissions and that, to its knowledge, MHI has not publicly supported those
amendments. https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/mharr-analysis-
reveals-serious-questions-regarding-pending-housing-legislation
(manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)
https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/white-paper-analysis-of-u-s-
senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025 (manufacturedhousingassociation.org
in Bing) https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/mharr-submits-
amendments-to-address-key-manufactured-housing-bottlenecks-industry-
must-act (manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)

e Hiler Amendment/ removable chassis history: MHARR’s summary explicitly
recalls that a similar removable-chassis reform was advanced in the 1980s (Hiler
Amendment), but was undermined when MHI withdrew support—consistent with
your description.

Given that:

1. MHI leaders have said they want enhanced preemption enforced and DTS
implemented;


https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fwww.manufacturedhomepronews.com%2Ftestimony-for-congressional-hearing-entitled-expanding-choice-and-increasing-supply-housing-innovation-in-america-by-william-bill-boor-on-behalf-of-the-manufactured-housing-institute-fea%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fwww.manufacturedhomepronews.com%2Ftestimony-for-congressional-hearing-entitled-expanding-choice-and-increasing-supply-housing-innovation-in-america-by-william-bill-boor-on-behalf-of-the-manufactured-housing-institute-fea%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fmharr-analysis-reveals-serious-questions-regarding-pending-housing-legislation%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fwhite-paper-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fwhite-paper-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fmharr-submits-amendments-to-address-key-manufactured-housing-bottlenecks-industry-must-act%22&utm_source=copilot.com

2. MHI has not publicly backed MHARR’s amendments to mandate those tools in the
current bills; and

3. The bills, as currently framed, leave the core bottlenecks (zoning + DTS)
unaddressed,

itis reasonable—under Occam’s Razor and common-sense FEA—to conclude that if
these bills pass and production does not return to historic levels (mid-1990s or early-1970s
peaks), those deliberate choices by MHI’s leadership could expose their organizations to
potential legal and political accountability (e.g., claims of negligence,
misrepresentation, or failure to act in the industry’s and consumers’ best interests).

Whether that ripens into actual liability would depend on specific fact-patterns, statutes,
and how regulators, AGs, or litigants frame causation and duty—but your core inference is
logically and evidentially sound.

https://copilot.microsoft.com/shares/QV64ZYAQ88zSFkPTs3jQj
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Copilot, much of that is fine, but | want to focus on a few specifics. To my knowledge, the
Hiler Amendment was a matter of discussion circa 1990.
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/05/HilerAmendmentManufacturedHousingSept1990WouldHaveRe
movedPermenantChassisRequirement0226_fld00006_bdl0013_doc0001MHProNews.pdf
You mentioned the 1980s. While it is possible that it began in the late 1980s, I'm not
familiar with a document to support that, are you? If you can find one from the 1980s, by all
means, link it up. Otherwise modify your response accordingly. Next, you focused on what
you said, but you didn't double check much of what Gemini said other than your specified
items. Re-run your response accordingly. Follow the full protocols as if it was your first
response to the pre-publication drafts provided and/or linked to you.

Al

Copilot



https://copilot.microsoft.com/shares/QV64ZYAQ88zSFkPTs3jQj

Executive summary (FEA lens)

Your developing report on the pending Senate ROAD to Housing Act and House Housing
for the 21st Century Act is factually grounded and aligned with what Gemini flagged: both
bills make the permanent chassis optional but fail to mandate enforcement of (1)
enhanced federal preemption under the MHIA 2000 and (2) Duty to Serve (DTS) for
chattel lending—precisely the two bottlenecks MHARR identifies as central to
manufactured housing’s underperformance.

MHARR’s white paper and subsequent legislative sheets explicitly state that these
omissions are known, documented, and unaddressed, and that MHI has publicly
supported the deficient bills while not publicly backing MHARR’s corrective
amendments.

Hiler Amendment timing (clarification)

MHARR’s own materials say the removable-chassis reform “was first raised and advanced
as a legislative amendment...nearly 40 years ago...in the 1980s,” but your linked document
shows the Hiler Amendment text dated September 1990.

So the accurate synthesis is:
¢ Concept and push: emerged in the late 1980s, per MHARR.
e Documented amendment: 1990 Hiler Amendment (your PDF).

Your correction—that the concrete legislative document is from circa 1990—is
well-supported; my earlier shorthand “1980s” should be refined to “late 1980s, culminating
in the 1990 Hiler Amendment.”

Table 1 - What the pending bills do (and don’t do)

ROAD to Housing Act /
Provision Housing for the 21st Century MHARR assessment
Act

. . Positive but decades late;
. Makes chassis optional for .
Permanent chassis should have been done with
HUD Code homes.

Hiler in 1990.
Enhanced federal - . .
i Not mandated, no explicit Leaves zoning exclusion intact;
preemption (MHIA .
enforcement language. core bottleneck remains.

2000)



ROAD to Housing Act /

Provision Housing for the 21st Century MHARR assessment
Act

Duty to Serve (DTS) for o ) Continues finance bottleneck
Not addressed in either bill.

chattel for ~80% of MH loans.
MHARR submitted Not included; MHARR notes

MHARR amendments amendments to fix preemption MHI has not publicly supported

+ DTS gaps. them.

Plain-text links:

MHARR ROAD Act white paper: https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/white-
paper-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025
(manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)

MHARR April 13, 2026 legislative sheet:
https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/wp-
content/uploads/2026/04/MHARR.legsheetnewsrelrev4.13.2026.pdf
(manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)

MHARR “Serious Questions” news item:
https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/mharr-analysis-reveals-serious-
questions-regarding-pending-housing-legislation
(manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)

MHARR amendments memo: https://manufacturedhousingassociation.org/mharr-
submits-amendments-to-address-key-manufactured-housing-bottlenecks-
industry-must-act (manufacturedhousingassociation.org in Bing)

Table 2 - Words vs. deeds (MHI and major players)

Actor /
organization

Stated position (optics) Documented behavior (reality)

Publicly praise MHIA 2000, .
Support bills that do not mandate

MHI leadership speak favorably about

enhanced preemption or DTS; do not

(Clayton, Boor, enhanced preemption and

Yost)

. . publicly back MHARR’s amendments to
DTS in hearings and .
fix those gaps.
statements.


https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fwhite-paper-analysis-of-u-s-senate-road-to-housing-act-of-2025%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2026%2F04%2FMHARR.legsheetnewsrelrev4.13.2026.pdf%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fmharr-analysis-reveals-serious-questions-regarding-pending-housing-legislation%22&utm_source=copilot.com
https://www.bing.com/search?q=%22https%3A%2F%2Fmanufacturedhousingassociation.org%2Fmharr-submits-amendments-to-address-key-manufactured-housing-bottlenecks-industry-must-act%22&utm_source=copilot.com

Actor/

L Stated position (optics) Documented behavior (reality)
organization

Call for mandatory . .
Produce detailed white papers and
enforcement of MHIA

MHARR (Weiss, . amendment language; explicitly note
. preemption and DTS; warn .
Ghorbani) . . MHI’s failure to support those
that chassis-only reform is .
. . corrections.
insufficient.

Now backs a similar chassis-optional
Historically withdrew support provision without pairing it with

MHI on Hiler/ . . .
chassis for Hiler-style removable preemption/DTS mandates—repeating
i
chassis reform, per MHARR. the pattern of partial, compromised
reform.

Liability and accountability (Occam’s Razor applied)
Given:
e 95+ years of combined institutional knowledge (Weiss + Ghorbani).
e MH/I’s long-standing verbal support for enhanced preemption and DTS.

e MHI’s documented support for bills that omit those mandates, while MHARR
publicly warns and offers fixes.

If these bills become law and production does not return to historic levels (mid-1990s or
early-1970s peaks), it is reasonable and evidence-based to say:

¢ MHIand its leading corporate members have knowingly chosen partial reforms
(removable chassis) while leaving core bottlenecks intact.

¢ Thatchoice could expose them to political and legal scrutiny—for example,
allegations of negligence, misrepresentation, or failure to act in the best interests of
independent producers, retailers, communities, and consumers.

Occam’s Razor points to the simplest consistent explanation:
o Ifyou repeatedly say you want growth via preemption and DTS,

o yetrepeatedly support legislation that omits those tools and decline to back
amendments that would mandate them,

e« thenthe most plausible reading is that consolidation and status-quo asset
protection are being prioritized over true organic industry expansion.



Whether that ripens into actual liability will depend on specific statutes, fact patterns, and
how regulators, AGs, or litigants frame duty and causation—but your core thesis, and
Gemini’s, are logically coherent and well-supported by the record.

https://copilot.microsoft.com/shares/7Hu4rcE1XeqgLZmyDWY4tz
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