
 

 

Gemini, it is time for a fresh Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) and I wanted to make sure you 
are ready for a new topic. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/06/GeminiProtocolsFactsEvidenceAnalysisFEA6.13.2026MHProNe
ws.jpg Do you have the protocols locked in? Ready for what is going to be provided to you 
shortly?   

 

I am completely ready, fully calibrated, and locked into our established protocol for this 
fresh Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) checking session. 

All structural parameters, safeguards, and nomenclature requirements verified in the 
GeminiProtocolsFactsEvidenceAnalysisFEA6.13.2026MHProNews.jpg baseline are fully 
active. 

Protocol and Nomenclature Commitments: 

• Zero Premature Abbreviations: Every organization, federal statute, or industry-
specific term will be written out completely upon its first mention before any 
shorthand acronym is utilized—such as the Manufactured Housing Institute 
(MHI), the Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR), 
or the Duty to Serve (DTS) mandate. 

• Contemporary Corporate Branding: The firm will be referred to strictly as 
Champion Homes (SKY) for its contemporary market presence, reserving the 
legacy "Skyline Champion" name exclusively for historical contexts prior to August 
2024. 

• Scannable FEA Formatting: Every response will be structurally balanced to feature 
a clear Executive Summary, granular data cross-examination tables, plain-text 



hyperlinks to primary resources, and cohesive concluding remarks that "land the 
plane" by binding the evidence together. 

Please present the next text, document links, or specific investigative prompts. I am ready 
to begin the analysis. 

 

 

 

Gemini, the upload to you and this: https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/06/PrePubAIchkMHARRsMarkWeissItoldYouSo2.0PendingHousingL
egislationIsaLitanyOfDeficienciesAndMissedOpportunitiesForMainstreamManufacturedH
ousingAndConsumersMHVilleFEA.pdf are the same PDF. As to why this is MHARR’s ‘I Told 
You So” 2.0, see the item below. https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/we-told-
you-so-doesnt-repeal-eisa-section-413-pablum-for-uninformed-mharr-on-bill-and-
manufactured-housing-institute-mhi-support-for-doe-portion-of-housing-for-the-21st-
century-act-fea The original from MHARR that MHProNews is referencing is linked here: 
https://manufacturedhousingassociationregulatoryreform.org/pending-housing-
legislation-is-a-litany-of-deficiencies-and-missed-opportunities-for-mainstream-
manufactured-housing-and-consumers-mharr-issues-and-perspectives/ Unpack that 
developing report using the facts-evidence-analysis (FEA) model.  



 

 

This formal Facts-Evidence-Analysis (FEA) investigative report evaluates the pre-
publication draft titled “MHARR’s Mark Weiss 'I Told You So' 2.0 - 'Pending Housing 
Legislation is a Litany of Deficiencies and Missed Opportunities for Mainstream 
Manufactured Housing and Consumers' MHVille FEA.” It cross-examines the historical 
continuity of the Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform (MHARR) 
warnings against the legislative strategies pursued by the Manufactured Housing Institute 
(MHI), particularly regarding the Department of Energy (DOE) energy rules and federal 
zoning preemption. 

Executive Summary: The Architecture of the "Primrose Path" 

A rigorous data and textual analysis of Mark Weiss's June 2026 Issues and Perspectives 
document—evaluated alongside the legislative history of the pending 21st-century housing 
bills—confirms the validity of the "I Told You So 2.0" designation. 



The core evidence demonstrates a repeat of a destructive regulatory pattern. In the first "I 
Told You So" baseline, MHI supported the Housing for the 21st Century Act, which falsely 
claimed to address the harmful Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA) 
Section 413 energy standards while actually leaving the underlying statutory authority 
intact. In exactly the same manner, MHI is now backing pending House and Senate 
affordable housing bills that performatively remove the permanent steel chassis 
requirement while explicitly failing to enforce or mandate enhanced federal preemption 
over local exclusionary zoning. 

By accepting federal legislation negotiated behind closed doors without independent 
industry input, MHI is guiding independent operators down a statutory "Primrose Path." The 
resulting legal environment codifies local municipal zoning autonomy, ensures that 
mainstream HUD Code homes remain excluded from major metropolitan markets, and 
leaves the industry's volume severely depressed. This dynamic insulates vertically 
integrated corporate consolidators from open market competition. 

Part 1: Historical Continuity — From EISA Pablum to Chassis Playbooks 

To help new readers grasp the structural dynamics of the manufactured housing sector 
("MHVille"), the industry's regulatory challenges must be viewed as an ongoing timeline 
rather than isolated legislative events. The modern "I Told You So 2.0" warning represents 
the exact same tactical compromise that crippled industry production during the initial 
Department of Energy (DOE) energy rule disputes. 

Table 1: The Tactical Alignment of Regulatory Compromise 

Historical 
Baseline: The 
EISA "I Told You 
So" 1.0 

Contemporary 
Baseline: The 
Pending Housing 
Bill "I Told You So" 
2.0 

The Underlying 
Strategic 
Mechanism 

Verifiable 
Market and 
Economic 
Consequence 

The Public 
Pitch: MHI 
celebrated 
legislative 
language in the 
Housing for the 
21st Century Act 

The Public Pitch: 
MHI celebrates the 
pending House 
and Senate bills for 
modernizing the 
industry by 
removing the 

The Illusion of 
Motion: Both 
initiatives use 
performative 
adjustments to 
distract 
independent 

Public officials 
are pacified with 
public relations 
victories while 
the actual 
regulatory and 
placement 



Historical 
Baseline: The 
EISA "I Told You 
So" 1.0 

Contemporary 
Baseline: The 
Pending Housing 
Bill "I Told You So" 
2.0 

The Underlying 
Strategic 
Mechanism 

Verifiable 
Market and 
Economic 
Consequence 

as a major 
victory that 
would modify 
the DOE's 
draconian 
energy 
standards. 

mandatory 
permanent steel 
chassis 
requirement. 

operators from the 
fact that the 
underlying 
structural barriers 
remain completely 
unaddressed. 

bottlenecks 
remain securely 
in place. 

The Statutory 
Omission: The 
legislation failed 
to completely 
repeal EISA 
Section 413, 
leaving the 
regulatory 
authority under 
the control of 
the DOE rather 
than HUD. 

The Statutory 
Omission: The bill 
explicitly waives 
enhanced federal 
preemption, 
stating that federal 
authority will not 
override local 
municipal land-
use, aesthetic, or 
zoning regulations. 

The Preservation 
of the Barrier: 
Leaving structural 
loopholes intact 
ensures that local 
municipal bodies 
retain full legal 
authority to exclude 
mainstream 
affordable housing. 

Independent 
producers and 
retailers are 
blocked from 
expanding their 
placement 
options, causing 
overall national 
production 
volumes to 
continue sliding. 

MHARR’s Direct 
Warning: 
MHARR exposed 
the language as 
"pablum for the 
uninformed," 
warning that 
failing to secure 
an absolute 

MHARR’s Direct 
Warning: 
President Mark 
Weiss, J.D., 
exposes the text as 
a "litany of 
deficiencies," 
warning that the 
bill fails to address 

Independent 
Accountability: 
MHARR functions 
as an objective 
regulatory lens, 
consistently 
pointing out that 
half-measures 
protect 

Total 
manufactured 
housing 
production slides 
downward even 
as conventional 
site-built housing 
starts drop and 
the national 



Historical 
Baseline: The 
EISA "I Told You 
So" 1.0 

Contemporary 
Baseline: The 
Pending Housing 
Bill "I Told You So" 
2.0 

The Underlying 
Strategic 
Mechanism 

Verifiable 
Market and 
Economic 
Consequence 

repeal would 
leave 
independent 
builders 
exposed to cost-
prohibitive 
regulations. 

financing under 
the Duty to Serve 
(DTS) mandate or 
local zoning 
exclusion. 

consolidated 
monopolies at the 
expense of 
mainstream 
consumers. 

affordable 
housing crisis 
intensifies. 

Part 2: Deconstructing the Underperformance Metric 

The investigative draft highlights a critical economic reality: the modern consolidated 
manufactured housing industry is underperforming dramatically when measured against 
its historical baselines and the goals set by its own former leadership. 

Data from past trade association executives, including former presidents and CEOs who 
pushed to return the industry to its mid-to-late 1990s production levels, reveals a long-
term decline. These former leaders openly stated that the industry possessed the capacity 
and the market opportunity to manufacture 500,000 new manufactured homes annually 
if federal laws were fully executed. 

In sharp contrast, current production figures continue to slide downward. This ongoing 
contraction occurs despite multiple public declarations from corporate executives 
claiming their facilities operate with considerable unutilized capacity—frequently hovering 
at or below 70% of total plant capacity. 

=========================================================================
========== 

                       THE UNDERPERFORMANCE CAPTURE CYCLE 

=========================================================================
========== 

  [Historical Benchmark: 500k Homes] ──► [Contemporary Reality: Stagnant Production] 



                                                     │ 

                                                     ▼ 

  [Weary Independent Exit/Sale]       ◄── [Plants Underutilized at <70% Capacity] 

                                                     │ 

                                                     ▼ 

  [Acquisition by Consolidators]      ──► [Existing Portfolio Values Artificially Inflated] 

=========================================================================
========== 

This persistent gap exposes the structural utility of the consolidation trap. Operating plants 
at reduced capacity while refusing to challenge local zoning restrictions via omnibus 
federal litigation keeps the total supply of affordable housing artificially low. For family-
owned independent retail networks, this permanent restriction of placement sites creates 
severe operational fatigue. As these smaller operators exit the market or sell their 
businesses, vertically integrated giants like Cavco Industries, Clayton Homes, and 
Champion Homes (SKY) can systematically acquire their market share, shifting factory 
production away from independent lots and directly into corporate land-lease portfolios. 

Part 3: The Macroeconomic Impact of Structural Omission 

The structural omissions embedded in the pending housing legislation do not merely 
impact industry insiders; they directly aggravate the broader American affordable housing 
crisis and worsen the national homelessness epidemic. 

Primary data sourced from the Government Accountability Office (GAO) confirms a direct 
mathematical correlation between housing supply restrictions and homelessness: 

1. The Inflation Disconnect: While official consumer price indexes utilize quality-
adjusted algorithms to minimize real-world cost metrics, the reality on the ground 
reflects a severe shortage of entry-level housing options. 

2. The GAO Metric: The Government Accountability Office has established that 
median rent increases of just $100 a month are statistically associated with a 9% 
increase in homelessness in the affected metropolitan areas. 

3. The Underestimation Factor: The GAO further notes that official Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) counts likely underestimate the true scale 
of the national homeless population. 



By backing a federal housing bill that explicitly protects local municipal zoning autonomy, 
MHI is ensuring that the most effective tool for producing immediate, low-cost entry-level 
homeownership—mainstream, chassis-supported HUD Code manufactured homes—
remains legally excluded from the very urban and suburban zones that need them most. 

Instead of deploying the supreme power of enhanced federal preemption established by 
the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000, the pending legislation shifts the 
national focus toward high-end, niche architectural designs. This pivot forces independent 
producers to retool for expensive, specialty products while leaving mainstream affordable 
housing completely unshielded from exclusionary local ordinances. 

Concluding Remarks: Unpacking the "Primrose Path" 

When the primary-source data from Mark Weiss's June 2026 Issues and Perspectives report 
is integrated with the historical record of the EISA energy standards fight, the structural 
continuity becomes undeniable. 

The pending housing bills represent a critical missed opportunity for the American public. 
Presented as a bipartisan solution to a national housing emergency, the legislation 
operates as an effective defensive asset for institutional operators. By accepting provisions 
that leave local exclusionary zoning intact and failing to force mandatory chattel loan 
purchases under the Duty to Serve mandate, the legislative framework ensures that the 
entry-level housing supply remains permanently constrained. 

This ongoing bottleneck explains why the warnings issued by MHARR are categorized as "I 
Told You So 2.0." The behavior of trade association leadership undercuts the interests of 
independent producers, retail operations, and working-class consumers. By using 
performative public relations to mask a defensive economic moat, these consolidated 
corporate operators protect their real estate assets at the direct expense of organic 
industry growth. Until public policymakers look past superficial corporate branding and 
demand the unconditional enforcement of the federal preemption tools already 
established by the 2000 Reform Law, the American housing market will remain artificially 
restricted—locking millions of families out of independent homeownership to maintain 
high profit margins for a concentrated corporate oligopoly. 

 


