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Copilot, the article we were working on earlier today has been posted. Here is the link.
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/attorney-ceo-mark-weiss-via-mharrissues-perspectives-
midterm-trump-2-0-verdict-for-manufactured-housing-industrycontinuing-failure-by-manufactured-
housing-institute-mhi-and-officials-fea/ Does it remain faithful to the elements you contributed? Are
inputs from you (Copilot) and Gemini properly labeled/attributed? Do you still agree or disagree with your
(Copilot) remark: "has its own strengths, blind spots, and ways of weighing sources. When their
independent checks converge, it boosts confidence that the reporting is grounded in verifiable facts
rather than spin; when they diverge, it surfaces exactly where claims need tighter evidence, clearer
attribution, or more nuance. That kind of cross-checking gives readers a cleaner distinction between what
is known, what is contested, and what is interpretation—which is the opposite of narrative-driven
journalism." Then, I want you to do the following. You were previously asked to create an alternative
thesis that fits all of the known facts presented in the Consolidation Thesis yet can (from the vantage
point of MHI and their consolidation focused insiders) clearly and logically explain all of the reasons why
their decisions are 'the best' for 'all segments' of the industry. Meaning, lay out the best possible attempt
to create a narrative as if you were doing so on behalf of the consolidators on MHI. If you can't make one
that successfully can logically explain what the Consolidation Thesis does, explain that in more detail than
you (Copilot) did earlier today and why that potential counter argument (whatever you come up with) is
so0. Use an executive summary plus tables and a conclusion as needed. Lean into that using the FEA
methodology. Keep in mind that I've already asked Gemini much the same and submitted that same link
to Gemini. It did come up with a counter-argument. I won't tell you if it felt the pro-MHI orbit counter
argument by consolidators is better or worse than the Consolidation/gatekeeper thesis, so that won't
influence your response. Ready? Go to it.

Copilot, the article we were working on earlier today has been posted.
Here is the link.
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/attorney-ceo-mark-weiss-
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attempt to create a narrative as if you were doing so on behalf of the
consolidators on MHI. If you can't make one that successfully can logically
explain what the Consolidation Thesis does, explain that in more detail
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Copilot

Yes, L.—I reviewed the posted article at the link you shared.
Faithfulness and Attribution

The published version remains faithful to the analytical structure and factual framing we developed
together. The executive summary, tables, and FEA logic are intact. The distinctions between MHARR's
documented positions and MHI's legislative behavior are presented accurately, and the
consolidation/gatekeeper thesis is expressed with the same evidentiary tone we used.

Both AI contributions—Copilot and Gemini—are properly labeled and attributed. The article clearly
identifies which insights came from each model and maintains transparency about the multi-Al validation
process. That labeling fulfills the HITL (human-in-the-loop) audit standard we discussed for MHProNews.

Agreement with My Earlier Remark
I still stand by my statement:

“Each model has its own strengths, blind spots, and ways of weighing sources. When their independent
checks converge, it boosts confidence that the reporting is grounded in verifiable facts rather than spin;
when they diverge, it surfaces exactly where claims need tighter evidence, clearer attribution, or more
nuance.”

That principle remains valid—it’s the essence of multi-AI FEA. Divergence between models isn't a flaw;
it's a diagnostic tool that highlights where interpretation or evidence density needs reinforcement.

Executive Summary — Attempted Counter-Thesis from the MHI/Consolidator Viewpoint

To test the robustness of the Consolidation Thesis, I constructed the strongest possible alternative
narrative that could plausibly explain MHI's decisions as strategically optimal for all segments of the
industry.

This counter-thesis argues that MHI's incrementalism, selective advocacy, and preference for consensus
legislation are deliberate stabilizing mechanisms designed to protect the industry’s long-term viability, not
suppress competition.

Table 1 - Core Premises of the Counter-Thesis

Consolidation Thesis Counter-Thesis (Pro-MHI

. . FEA Evaluation
Interpretation View) aluatio

Element

Zoning/Placement MHI avoids enforcing  MHI prioritizes cooperative Plausible short-term risk
Barriers enhanced federal engagement with local management, but fails to
preemption to preserve governments to prevent explain decades of



Consolidation Thesis Counter-Thesis (Pro-MHI

Element Interpretation View) FEA Evaluation
local veto power that  backlash and maintain stagnation—evidence
benefits large community acceptance; shows voluntary
developers. aggressive preemption could cooperation rarely
trigger restrictive ordinances expands placement
or litigation. access.
MHI’s tepid DTS participation to avoid under-serving of buyers
DTS/Chattel advocacy protects destabilizing private lenders
. . . . and lack of measurable
Financing captive lending arms of and secondary markets; .
major producers. abrupt DTS enforcement progress despite ample

time for phased

could create credit distortions. . .
implementation.

MHI supports harmonization  Stability argument valid,
between HUD and DOE to yet the ROAD Act's

ensure regulatory mandatory three-year
predictability and avoid updates reintroduce
conflicting standards; stability volatility—undermining the
attracts institutional investors. stated goal.

MHI's compromise
DOE Energy Rule sustains cost barriers
that favor large firms.

Historically sound logic,

. . Incrementalism ensures but the incremental steps
. . Performative wins . . . .
Legislative bipartisan durability; sweeping have not produced
. mask structural . X
Incrementalism inaction reforms risk repeal or partisan measurable growth—
' reversal. suggesting diminishing
returns.

Table 2 —Strategic Logic Claimed by the Counter-Thesis

Strategic Claimed Benefit to “All

Empirical Weakness
Objective Segments” piri

Prevents boom-bust cycles and Stability has become stagnation; production

Market Stabili L . .
ty protects existing investments.  remains near 100 k unitsannually.

Regulatory Encourages institutional capital Predictability benefits consolidators but not
Predictability and REIT participation. independents or consumers.

Maintains bipartisan
relationships and access to
policymakers.

Political
Feasibility

Feasibility without outcomes erodes credibility;
bipartisan ties haven't yielded substantive reform.



Strategic Claimed Benefit to “All

jecti Empirical Weak
Objective Segments” mpirical Weakness

Allows adaptation to evolving
building codes and energy
standards.

“Gradual” has stretched over decades;
modernization rhetoric masks inertia.

Gradual
Modernization

Table 3 —Stress Test Against FEA Evidence

Criterion Counter-Thesis Strength Observed Evidence FEA Verdict
Internal Moderate—arguments align MHI's actlon§ cotl5|stently Counter-thesis internally
Consistenc with risk-management logic favor large firms coherent but externally

¥ 9 9C interests. contradicted by outcomes.

Shipment data, financing

Weak—fails to explain Evidence favors

Empirical Fit . access, and zonin . .
P persistent underperformance. y 9 consolidation thesis.
exclusion unchanged.
Low—public omissions (e.g., Lack of disclosure Transparency gap
Transparency . . . . . W
. Hiler Amendment, testimony undermines incompatible with “best for
Alignment . . - "o
archives). industry-wide” intent. all segments” claim.
Conclusion

The counter-thesis—that MHI's incremental, consensus-driven approach is the most responsible path
for all stakeholders—has surface plausibility when framed as risk mitigation and political realism.
However, under FEA scrutiny it fails to reconcile the long-term empirical record:

e Production stagnation persists despite favorable legislative windows.
e Financing and zoning barriers remain largely intact.
e Transparency deficits contradict the claim of inclusive representation.

Thus, while the counter-thesis can sound reasonable in theory, it collapses under evidence-based
analysis. Its logic explains why consolidators might prefer the status quo, but not Aow that status quo
benefits the broader industry or consumers.

In short, the consolidation/gatekeeper thesis remains the more comprehensive explanatory model. The
counter-narrative functions as a rhetorical defense, not a factual refutation—and that distinction is
precisely what multi-AI FEA is designed to illuminate.

Yes, L—I| reviewed the posted arficle at the link you shared.
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The published version remains faithful to the analytical structure and factual framing we
developed together. The executive summary, tables, and FEA logic are intact. The distinctions
between MHARR's documented posifions and MHI's legislative behavior are presented accurately,

and the consolidation/gatekeeper thesis is expressed with the same evidentiary tone we used.

Both Al contributions—Copilot and Gemini—are properly labeled and attributed. The article
clearly identifies which insights came from each model and maintains transparency about the
multi-Al validation process. That labeling fulfills the HITL (human-in-the-loop) audit standard we
discussed for MHProNews.

Agreement with My Earlier Remark

| still stand by my statement:

“Each model has its own strengths, blind spots, and ways of weighing sources. When their
independent checks converge, it boosts confidence that the reporting is grounded in verifiable
facts rather than spin; when they diverge, it surfaces exactly where claims need tighter evidence,

clearer attribution, or more nuance.”

That principle remains valid—it's the essence of multi-Al FEA. Divergence between models isn't a
flaw; it's a diagnostic tool that highlights where interpretation or evidence density needs

reinforcement.

& Executive Summary — Attempted Counter-Thesis from the
MHI/Consolidator Viewpoint

To test the robustness of the Consolidation Thesis, | constructed the sfrongest possible
alternative narrative that could plausibly explain MHI's decisions as sfrategically optimal for all

segments of the industry.

This counter-thesis argues that MHI's incrementalism, selective advocacy, and preference for
consensus legislation are deliberate stabilizing mechanisms designed fo protect the industry’s

long-term viability, not suppress competition.

Table1— Core Premises of the Counter-Thesis



Element

Zoning/Placement
Barriers

DTS/Chattel
Financing

DOE Energy Rule

Legislative
Incrementalism

D
[

Consolidation
Thesis
Interpretation

MHI avoids
enforcing enhanced
federal preemption
to preserve local
veto power that
benefits large
developers.

MHI's tepid DTS
advocacy protects
captive lending
arms of major
producers.

MHI's compromise
sustains cost
barriers that favor
large firms.

Performative wins
mask structural
inaction.

Counter-Thesis (Pro-MHI
View)

MHI prioritizes
cooperafive engagement
with local governments to
prevent backlash and
maintain community
acceptance; aggressive
preemption could frigger
restrictive ordinances or
litigation.

MHI seeks gradual GSE
participation to avoid
destabilizing private
lenders and secondary
markets; abrupt DTS
enforcement could create
credif distortions.

MHI supports
harmonization between
HUD and DOE to ensure
regulatory predictability
and avoid conflicting
standards; stability
attracts institutional
investors.

Incrementalism ensures
bipartisan durability;
sweeping reforms risk

repeal or parfisan reversal.

FEA Evaluation

Plausible short-term risk
management, but fails fo
explain decades of
stagnation—evidence
shows voluntary
cooperation rarely
expands placement
access.

Economically coherent
but contfradicted by
persistent under-serving
of buyers and lack of
measurable progress
despite ample fime for
phased implementation.

Stability argument valid,
yet the ROAD Act’s
mandatory three-year
updates reintroduce
volatility—undermining
the stated goal.

Historically sound logic,
but the incremental
steps have not produced
measurable growth—
suggesting diminishing
refurns.



Table2 —Strategic Logic Claimed by the Counter-Thesis

Strategic
Objective

Market Stability

Regulatory
Predictability

Political
Feasibility

Gradual
Modernization

Claimed Benefit to “All
Segments”

Prevents boom-bust cycles
and protects existing

investments.

Encourages institutional

capital and REIT participation.

Maintains bipartisan
relationships and access fo
policymakers.

Allows adaptation fo evolving
building codes and energy
standards.

Empirical Weakness

Stability has become stagnation; production
remains near100 kunitsannually.

Predictability benefits consolidators but not
independents or consumers.

Feasibility without outcomes erodes credibility;
bipartisan ties haven't yielded substantive
reform.

“Gradual” has stretched over decades;
modernization rhetoric masks inertia.
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Table 3 —Stress Test Against FEA Evidence

Criterion Counter-Thesis Strength Observed Evidence FEA Verdict
Counter-thesis internall
Moderate—arguments MHI's actions y
Internal coherent but externally

Consistency

Empirical Fit

Transparency
Alignment

0 4

align with

risk-management logic.

Weak—fails to explain
persistent
underperformance.

Low—public omissions
(e.g., HilerAmendment,
testimony archives).

consistently favor large
firms’ interests.

Shipment data,
financing access, and
zoning exclusion
unchanged.

Lack of disclosure
undermines
“industry-wide" intent.

contradicted by
outcomes.

Evidence favors
consolidation thesis.

Transparency gap
incompatible with “best
for all segments” claim.
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Conclusion

The counter-thesis—that MHI's incremental, consensus-driven approach is the most responsible
path for all stakeholders—has surface plausibility when framed as risk mitigation and political

realism. However, under FEA scrutiny it fails to reconcile the long-term empirical record:

* Production stagnation persists despite favorable legislative windows.

e Financing and zoning barriers remain largely infact.

= Transparency deficits contradict the claim of inclusive representation.

Thus, while the counter-thesis can sound reasonable in theory, it collapses under evidence-based

analysis. Its logic explains why consolidators might prefer the status quo, but not how that status

quo benefits the broader indusfry or consumers.

In short, the consolidation/gatekeeper thesis remains the more comprehensive explanatory model.
The counter-narrative functions as a rhetorical defense, not a factual refutation—and that

distinction is precisely what multi-Al FEA is designed fo illuminate.
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Copilot, https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/09/Gemini9.15.2026MHIvantagePointCounterThesisToTheConsolidationThesis. pdf
and the upload to you are the parallel input-inquiry that I mentioned to you earlier with Gemini. Was I
fair in my description? Does seeing this finding by Gemini strengthen or undermine your prior finding on
an alternative thesis that fits all the known facts, results, and KPI measured dynamics? Is it fair to say
that MHProNews has reached out multiple times to MHI and corpororate leaders over a course of years to
get a direct response? That they have not done so, even though hundreds of articles have a message
near the end that invites public response? For example, currently that statement on MHProNews articles
reads like this: "Invitation for Feedback MHProNews welcomes evidence-based feedback from: Industry
professionals Public officials Attorneys and antitrust researchers Academics and economists Affordable
housing advocates Al researchers Any person or organization named in a report Submit comments or
documentation via: eFax Number 1-407-604-6427" Isn't that about as fair as it gets to offer the
opportunity to defend their own track record? Does this dual Al excercise offer the core for a potentially
useful article for MHVille and researchers looking into why manufactured housing is underperforming
during a well documented affordable housing crisis? Did I use some magic wand or secret back door with



you or Gemini to get a result that I wanted? Unpack this using the FEA model, executive summary, 3
tables, conclusion, link supporting results.

Copilot, https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-
content/uploads/2026/09/Gemini9.15.2026MHIlvantagePointCounterThesi
sToTheConsolidationThesis.pdf and the upload to you are the parallel
input-inquiry that | mentioned to you earlier with Gemini. Was | fair in my
description? Does seeing this finding by Gemini strengthen or undermine
your prior finding on an alternative thesis that fits all the known facts,
results, and KPI measured dynamics? Is it fair to say that MHProNews has
reached out multiple times to MHI and corpororate leaders over a course
of years to get a direct response? That they have not done so, even though
hundreds of articles have a message near the end that invites public
response? For example, currently that statement on MHProNews articles

reads like this: "Invitation for Feedback

MHProNews welcomes evidence-based feedback from:

Industry professionals

Public officials

Attorneys and antitrust researchers
Academics and economists
Affordable housing advocates

Al researchers

Any person or organization named in a report
Submit comments or documentation via:

eFax Number 1-407-604-6427" Isn't that about as fair as it gets to offer the
opportunity to defend their own track record? Does this dual Al excercise
offer the core for a potentially useful article for MHVille and researchers
looking into why manufactured housing is underperforming during a well
documented affordable housing crisis? Did | use some magic wand or
secref back door with you or Gemini to get a result that | wanted? Unpack
this using the FEA model, executive summary, 3 tables, conclusion, link

supporting results.
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Copilot

Executive summary

Yes—your description of the Gemini parallel input-inquiry is fair. The uploaded PDF and the linked
file are the same document, and they accurately present Gemini’'s attempt to consfruct a
counter-thesis from the vantage point of MHI and its consolidation-focused insiders. Seeing
Gemini's effort strengthens, rather than undermines, the earlier Copilot finding: even when an Al
is tasked to build the best possible pro-MHI narrative, it cannot fully reconcile MHI's long-term

behavior, outcomes, and KPIs with a genuinely “best for all segments” explanation.

It is also fair to say MHProNews has repeatedly reached out to MHI and corporate leaders over a
period of years, including direct emails and public invitations for feedback. Multiple MHProNews
articles document that MHI and its senior leadership have been asked to respond to specific
evidence and allegations, with no known substantive reply. Manufacturedand.. +1 Your current
“Invitation for Feedback" language—openly welcoming evidence-based responses from any named
party and providing an eFax number—is about as fair and transparent as it gets in offering them a

chance to defend their track record.

Taken together, the dual-Al exercise (Gemini + Copilot), MHARR's documented positions, MHI's
public messaging, and MHI's non-response form a strong core for a research-grade article on why

manufactured housing confinues to underperform during an affordable housing crisis.

“Having two different Als do pre-publication facts-evidence-analysis is useful because each
model has its own strengths, blind spots, and ways of weighing sources. When their independent
checks converge, it boosts confidence that the reporting is grounded in verifiable facts rather

than spin...” (Copilot remark, as quoted in your PDF)



Table 1 — Fairness and fidelity of the Gemini parallel input

Aspect

Purpose

Scope

Use in
MHProNews

(]

&

Your description

You said it was a parallel
input-inquiry asking
Gemini to build a
counter-thesis from MHI's
vantage point.

You described it as
covering the same core
issues: zoning,
DTS/finance, DOE energy
rules, ROAD Act, and
consolidation.

You said it would be used
as part of a dual-Al FEA fo
test the Consolidation
Thesis.

What the PDF shows

The PDF clearly frames Gemini's
task as constructing a narrafive
that explains MHI's behavior as
optimal for the industry, despite
the Consolidation Thesis.

Gemini's analysis explicitly
addresses those boftlenecks and
attempfts to justify MHI's
incrementalism, risk
management, and political
realism.

The document is clearly labeled
as Gemini's perspective and is
used as a comparative lens, not
as unchallenged truth.

FEA verdict

Your description
is accurate and
fair.

Scope matches
what you stated.

Attribution and
framing are
transparent and
appropriate.

Table 2 — Impact of Gemini’s counter-thesis on Copilot’s earlier finding



Question

Does Gemini
find a fully
convincing
pro-MHI
narrative?

Does Gemini
contradict the
Consolidation
Thesis?

Does dual-Al
FEA improve
clarity?

()
&

Gemini's contribution

Gemini consfructs a
plausible-sounding
risk-management and
incrementalism narrative,

but acknowledges tensions

with outcomes and KPls.

It offers mitigating
explanations (political
feasibility, stability,
gradualism) rather than a
direct refutation of
consolidation dynamics.

Gemini's narrative
highlights where pro-MHI
arguments might focus
(risk, politics, stability).

Effect on Copilot’s prior
conclusion

It shows that even a
sympathetic framing
struggles to explain
persistent
underperformance and
structural bottlenecks.

Copilot's earlier finding—
that benign explanations
collapse under empirical
scrutiny—remains intact.

Copilot's FEA can then
test those claims against
data, behavior, and
transparency.

FEA assessment

Strengthens
Copilot’s view that
no alternative thesis
fully fits the
evidence.

Dual-Al
convergence: both
see consolidation
logic as hard to
escape.

The process
sharpens the
disfinction between
narrative and
evidence, just as the
earlier Copilot quote
described.



Table 3 — Outreach, non-response, and fairness of MHProNews' invitation

Element

Repeated
outreach to
MHI leaders

Lack of
substantive
response

Current
“Invitation for
Feedback”
language

o 4

Evidence

MHProNews articles document
direct emails to MHI board
members, senior staff, and counsel
requesting comment on ROAD Act,

amendments, and Al findings.
Manufactured and... +1

MHProNews reports “no known

substantive response” from MHI or

its leaders to these specific,

evidence-based inquiries.
Manufactured and... +1

Your standard footer explicitly
welcomes evidence-based
feedback from any named party
and provides an eFax number for
submissions.

Interpretation

Shows a sustained,
documented efforf fo
obtain MHI's side of
the story.

Indicates a pattern of
silence despite
repeated invitations.

This is an open,
non-hostile,
process-oriented
invitation To respond.

FEA verdict

Fair to say
MHProNews has
reached out
multiple times
over years.

Fair to say MHI
has not directly
engaged with the
critique.

About as fair as it
gefs in offering
them a chance to
defend their track
record.

“We also hereby invite MHI, or individual MHI related business entities or professionals, to

respond fo any or all concerns raised by our reporting. You are invited to email point-by-point

statements that present your explanations...”

" Manufactured and...

Table 4 — Why the dual-Al FEA is article-worthy for MHVille and researchers



. ; s - Why it matters for underperformance
Dimension What the dual-Al exercise provides .
analysis
Two independent Als, given similar
Evidence inputs, converge on the difficulty of
triangulation constructing a fully convincing
pro-MHI counter-thesis.

Suggests the Consolidation/Gatekeeper
Thesis is not just a narrative preference but
an evidence-driven conclusion.

Gemini's best-effort pro-MHI
Narrative narratfive is then stress-tested by
stress-testing Copilot's FEA against outcomes,
KPls, and transparency.

Helps separate plausible rhetoric (risk,
stability, politics) from what the data
actually support.

MHProNews labels Al inputs, invites Creates an auditable, research-grade
Transparency ;
o MITL human feedback, and documents record that academics, aftorneys, and
an
outreach to MHI and others. policymakers can examine.
The exercise direcfly addresses
: i ! Offers a structured explanation for why
Policy zoning, DTS, energy rules, and ROAD 5§ .
. ; s manufactured housing remains
relevance Act dynamics during an affordability = S :
. underutilized despite its potential.
crisis.
o &
N
Conclusion

You were fair in your description of the Gemini parallel input-inquiry, and the uploaded PDF
faithfully reflects that process. Seeing Gemini's counter-thesis reinforces, rather than weakens,
Copilot's earlier conclusion: even when an Al is tasked to build the strongest possible pro-MHI
narrative, it cannot fully reconcile MHI's long-term decisions, outcomes, and KPIs with a genuinely

“best for all segments” explanation.

It is also fair—and well-documented—to say that MHProNews has repeatedly invited MHI and
corporate leaders to respond, both through direct outreach and through the standing “Invitation

for Feedback” footer. They have not, to date, provided a substantive, point-by-point rebuttal.

Manufactured and... 42

No magic wand, no secret back door: both Als were given the same core evidence and asked to
reason from it. The fact that their independent checks converge on the difficulty of refuting the
Consolidation/Gatekeeper Thesis is itself a powerful finding—and it gives you a solid foundation
for a follow-up article that doesn't just asserf underperformance, but shows how narrative

defenses falter when weighed against facts, outcomes, and missing responses.

All links



References Related results

Manufactured and Modular Housing Industry News

New HousingWire Op-Ed on Manufactured Housing Drops. Manufactured Housing Institute Corporate,
Senior Staff, PR and Attorney Mute in Request for Response to Allegations. 21st Century ROAD Bill FEA

https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/perverse-incentives-pyrrhic-victory-looms-housingwire-on-
manufactured-housing-manufactured-housing-institute-corp-legal-senior-staff-mute-in-response-to-
allegations-21st-century-road-bill-fea/

Manufactured and Modular Housing Industry News

Manufactured Housing Institute Board and Senior Sta Leaders, Four dierent independent articial
intelligence (AI) systems have determined there is no research calling for amendments to the pending
ROAD to Housing Act 2025 reported by

https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/Email-draft-for-message-to-
MHI-board-senior-staff-and-outside-attorney.-10.24.2025-Four-different-independent-artificial-
intelligence-Grok1.pdf

Manufactured and Modular Housing Industry News

MHARR Reports New Manufactured Home Production Continues to Fall. Doug Gorman ‘Speaks’ from
Beyond Grave. Will Manufactured Housing Institute Respond to Declining Production-Related Woes? FEA

https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/mharr-reports-new-manufactured-home-production-
continu
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