
Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housillg Industry RIN 2590·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I an) one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured borne and reside in a m.:l1lUfactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UnderseT\'ed Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RJN 2590-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that it will not consider Stlpporting mah\lfactured home personal property loans. I am
fluversely Affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key lIegment of the housiug market. Witbnut manufactured
housing. millions offmnilles would not even have access to the American gOll.l-and dream - orowning 8 eingle·family
hOlne. FHFA's initial decision to exclude per!lonal property lending considerations from the GSE!I' duty tl) Bel've denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for hODloownership.

Access to a personal property loan is alt-eady very difficult to obtain, so participaticJD by the GSEs in this niorket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing hOlneowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed todlly beciluse of the lack of
avai1~ble financingl and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In mallY cases, families that m\(lded to mOve
for family, hett.lth, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sen their homes at allY price due to the bl,::k ofavailable
tinancing. Denying nil finnnc:ing opportuJlltie, is unfair Bnd cau 5eferely reduce the value of my hODll~. It can
de,troy equity many have wOl'ked so bard to build.

As a. taxpayer, I appl'eciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable ii:lstitutions and
that adequate consumor protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve ma.nufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believo tile
manufactured housing 'industry stands ready to addJ'ess personal property lending issues identified by FHFA ill the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results 111 economically viable programs that aISI;l serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The p"opo!lal by FBFA fails to selove ,tlae famiUes wbo enjoy the beDefiil lind the ability to live in msn,uf"ctlu'ed
homes nad rnanufadul'ed home communities. As B manufadu..ed horneowne.., I urge FBFA to amentl its proposed
l'ule to also cOllsid6r mnnufacturtld home personal PI'OllCrty loans ns part oftlle GSEll duty to serve.

Thank yOll for your consideration ofthese COinmellts.

Sincerely,

Signature

:? &,/ ")~~- /?,
Date

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead Cjty~ AZ 86442

S~S£-~OL-82S



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommellts@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RTN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2S90·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the I'oughly 10.8 million people who own and live in nmanufactured bome and reside in a In!mufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underser\'ed MlU'kets
Notice ofPl'oposed Rule Making and Request [or CommentS (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 bythe FHFA.

IJt its proposed rule. FH.FA indicates that it will not consider Sl1PP0l1ing mnnufllctllred home pe"solla1 property loans. I am
I\dversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe housing market. WithcllJ! manufactured'
housing, millions offamIlies would not even have access to the American goaJ-and dream - ofowning a. ~irJgle-famj Iy
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ft'Om the aSEs' duty kl serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for hOllleowne.z·sllip.

Access to a personal property Joan is already very difficult to obtain, so pa.rticipation by the aSEs itt this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide fil1ancing for buyers when eXistil1lg homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are se'llerely depressed today because ofthe lack of
available financing, and many famjJjes Hke mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, fam.iJies that ntiedcd to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at (lily price dUel to the lal,k ofavaiJable
finallcing. Denying us flnanciue opPol1unitics .is unfah' and call1ieverely reduce the VIllus OfDly boltlll:. It can
destroy equIty maay have worl,ed so 118FtI to build.

As a tlLxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economil:::al!y viable Institutions and
that udequftte consumer protections are in place. But FHFA l1nd tne GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housh,g and the 10.8 million Americans that currently resid" in manufactured home land·lease communitili.s. I believe the
manufactured bousing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF,A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that j'esults in economically viable programs that alsl~ serve these
woefully underserved InlU'kets. .

Tbe prOlJOsal by PDFA faUs to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live ill rnnnufactilred
homes nnll manufactured bome communities. As n mltnufaetured bomeowner, I ul'ge FBFA to Qmeud its proposed
rule to also cODlddel' manufactured home personal property loans as part of the GS.Es duty to aerve.

Thank you for your conside.ratlon of those comments.

Sincerely,

LoU

The Res~rve @Fox Creek Comtnunity, Bullhead City, AZ 86442



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. FOllrth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL; RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RTN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Sezvc Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dem Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 millioll people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufJictured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as nresponse to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and R.equest for Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its propos~d rule,l'HFA indicates that it wHlnot consider supporting manufactured home personal property IOBllS.l am
adversely affected by this proposlJ1. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Wit,b(,ut manufactured
housing, nlillions offarnilies would not even have Ilccess to the American goal-end dream - of owning i~' single-fllmily
home. FHFA's initlnl decision to exclude personal property lending consideration.!! from the GSEs' dutyfo serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeowJ\ership.

ACC5SS to a personal propelty 10811 is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by tile GSElI in this market is critiCal
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existi11;g homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufnctured homes are severely depressed today becal}se of the lack of
nvailable financing, and many families like mine have been hurt ns a result. In many cases, families that ll~eded to move
for family, bealth, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lelck of available
financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can severely ..educe the value army bOn1l~.1tcan
destroy equity many have worke(l so bard to build.

As It ta~payer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain eoonomicaUy viable institutions and
that adequate conSllmer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obllgation to servEl'manufacturod
housing Ilnd the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease comnlllniticis. I believe the
m!U1l1factur~d housing inc.lustry stands ready to address personal propelly lending issues identified by FHF.~ in the
proposed rule in Ii substantive Elnd productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also ~el've these
woefully underserved nlarkets.

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to aarYe tile families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to lIl'EI hi manufactured
homes and manufActured horne communit.ie8. AI a mQDufactured homoowne~, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed
..ule to al80 consider Mftl1ufactured home personnl property loans all Pili oftbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you far your conllidel'atiOl1 of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lot #

The Res~rve @ Fo:x Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442

Sv6E-vOl.-B26



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal HOLising Finance Agency
1700 a Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCOJnlnentS@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: roN 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufnctured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dellf Mr. PoJiard:

1am one oftlte roughly 10,8 million people who own and live in a manufactured homo and reside in a mlmufactured bome
land.lease community. Please consider this letter 8S nresponse to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersel1led Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RrN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by"the FHFA,

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactllted home personal prol,erty 10BllS, 1am
adversely affccted by this proposal. Manufactul"ed housing is a key segment of the housing market. With(~'ut .manufactured
housing, millions offlUtlllies would not even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning Il,'single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmerieMs the opportunity for homeownel'ship.

Access to 11 personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this markot is critical
not ooly to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide :financing for buyers when existin.g homeowners
need to sell the.ir homes. Market values for resale ma.nufactured homes a.re sevel'e1y depressed today beclluse of the lack of
available financing, £ll1d many families like mine have been hurt Its a result. In many cases, femllies that nl~eded to move
for family, health, job, or economic tel!SoJts have been L1/\able to sell their homes at any price d\le to thl;l la'r.k ofavailable
financing. Denying us finaneJDg opportunities Is unfali' and cnn severely reduce the value of my homu. It call
destroy equity Jnany have worked so bard to build.

As a taxpayer, [ apPl'eciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically vIable iJlstltl.ltiollS and
that adequate conSllmer protections are in phlCe. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufacttlred
hO\lsing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land·lease communitit:s. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands teady to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed nIle ill a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that ahm: serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The pt'OpoSlll by FHFA faUs to sel'l'e the famBles who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in maD ufllcturcd
homes Ilnd manllfactured home communities. All a manufactured hOlneowner, I urge FHFA to amen~ its proposed
rule to also consider ananufactul'ed home personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty 10 serve.

Thank you for your considel".tttion of these comments.

Sincerely,

ature

i--d-CJ
Dnte

£f-
- lo

The Reslllrve @Fox Creek ConlmuDi!y, Bullhead City, AZ 86442

Str6E-trOL-B26



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federnl HOllsing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N. W. Fourth Floor
Wasrungtol1, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommcmts@fhfa.gov
Subject Line; RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve MlU1ufa.ctured HOUSlllg Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am Olle of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live In nmanufactured home and reside in a lUMufactured home
land.lease community. Please consider this letter liS a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserve:d M3rkets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making Illld Request for Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released June 7~ 20 I0 by tbe FHFA.

I111ts proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider slipporting nUlDutactured home personal property lonns. I am
ll.d\'ersely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the hOllsing market. Witha.lt manufactured
hOllSillg~ millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property Jendlng considerations from the GSEs' dUtytl) serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportw\ity for hOlUeownership.

Access to a persOIlal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs ill this ~rlarket is critical
not only to ensure opportullities for homeownership, but also to provide fi.l1:l1lciug for buyel's when existing homcownera
need to sell their hOlnes. Market values tor resale manufactured homes are severely depl'cssed today becll,\l.se of tIle lack of
available financing, and roany families like mine have been hurt lUi ft result. In many cases, famiIios tbQt nl:eded to move
for family, health, job, OJ' economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at .any price due to the la(~k ofavaiIablc
financing. Denying us fiDancing opportunities is unfair and caD severely reduce the value crmy hom.I~.lt can
destroy equity many have worked so bard to build.

As a taxpayer. I appreciate the concenlS raised by FHFA to ensure the aSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and tbe GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently resjde in ma11ufactured home land-lease c:ommunitif!s. 1believe the
manufactured housIng industry stands ready to address personal propertY lending iSllues.identified by FHPA in the
proposed mle in il substantive and productive manner that results in eCl)oomicaHy viable pl'Ograms that aJs(1 serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FRFA fnils to serve the fl'lmilies who enjor the bentlttts and the ability to live in manufactured
bomes nnd ltlAnnfnchlred home comnrunitiea. As it manufactured homeowller, I urge FHFA to Amend itj proposed
rule to also consider manufactured home personal property loans as pal1 of the GSEs (luty to serve,

Thank you for your considoration I,)fthese comlnents.

Sincerely,

Date

_ 10
Lot #

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing FitJance Agency
1700 G Streot, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
SUbject Line: RIN 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S9D-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in am8Jlufactured bome and reside in a tnunufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter 88 a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservli:d Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by 'the FHFA.

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufac.tured home personal prO];lerty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. M8J1ufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Witho'ut manufactured
housing, millions of families would not eveD have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family
borne, FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the OSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this 1I1iarket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured hornell are severely depressed today becau~ ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine ha\Je been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that nEleded to move
for family, hoalth, job, or economic reasons bave been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lac:k ofavailable
financing. Denying us tJDanc:ing opportunities is unf.ir Rnd can severely reduce the value of my homc~. It can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to buDd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the OSEs remain economically viable irlstitutioDs and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to servcllnanu(A(1tured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that alSCI serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA flUls to serve the families who eDjoy the benefits and the ability to Jive in MaDllfactllred
homes and maDufactured home comnl1lnitie.. As. manufactured homeowner, I uTce FBFA to ameDln its proposed
rule to .d!lo consider manufactured home penonal property loans a8 part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely.

The Reserve @ Fox Creek. Community, Bu Ilhead City, AZ 86442

Svs£-vOl.-82S



Mr. Alfred M, Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W, Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line; RIN 2590-AA27

Re; Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollal'd:

I am one of the l'oughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a J1llanufactured home
land"lease community, Please consider this letter as a respo.nse to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underseryed Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (roN 2590-M27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal property l08ns~ J am
adversC'ly affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe housIng market. Without manufactured
housjng~ milliolls'of families would not even have access to the American goal ~nd dream - of owning l\Single~family

home. FHFA's initilll decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs) duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for bomeownel'ship.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, $0 participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to aell their homes. Mark~1 values for resale manufactured homes are severely depl'6ssed today bec~;l\se ofthe lack of
available finallcing, and I\tany families lU{e mine have been hurt 8S a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been· unable to sell their homes at any price due to the ll'ck of available
financing, D(!Dying Ug finAncing opportunities Is unfair and can severely reduee the value of m)' hom~e. It can
destroy equity JDRny have worlted so bard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable institutions and
tnat a.dequate consunler protections are in place, But FHFA and the aSEs also have an obUgation to servl~ manufactllre(J
hO\ISlng and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured h01ne land-lealSe communitl[es. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to addl'ess personal property tending issues identified by FIDIA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive mHnner that results in economically viable programs that aJl:o serve these
woefully underserved markets,

The proposal by FHFA fails to sel'Ve the families who eujoy the bCQt:fits and the ability to Jive in mSlllufactufcd
homell and manufactured home comntunftiell. All A rnanutactoftd homeowner, J urge FHFA to amend its proposed
rule to also cOJ18ider maDufaetured home petsonal property IOQD8 81 part otthe GSEll duty to serve•.

Thank yo.u for your oollsidel'ation of these comments.

Sincerely,

(~~
Signature

Lot fI

The Res~rve @Fox Creek Community: Bullhead City, AZ 86442



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Fedeml Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Streets N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@tbfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and Live in a lIl8QufllCtured home I'lJld reside in a m8l!\ufactured home
land-lease community. Pleaso consider this letter as II. response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UnderservEid Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RJN 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by !lhe FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home penonal proporty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Withol1:t manufactured
housing, millions offarnHies would not even have access to the AmericlUl goal-and dream ~ ofowning a :;ingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for horneownership.

Access to a personal property loan hi already very difficult to obtain, so plll'ticipation by the GSEs in this tIlllU'ket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing.homeowners
need to seJl their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes ere severely depressed today becaUlle ofthe lack of
llvailable financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. famities that nel~d6d to move
for famlly, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack ofavailable
fll1anclng. Denying us fioaneing opportllnitieJ is udair aad can severely reduce the value of nty home.. It can
destroy equity many bave worked so hard to build. .

As a taxpayer, I appreciate th~ conceros raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable inlltitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve J1lmufactured
housing and the 10,8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitie:9, I believe th"
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed mil' in a substantive IlJld productive manner that resul'ls in economically viable progrlUlls that abo serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the famiUe. who enjoy the beneftts and tbe abUity to live in maoufadured
homes and manufactured home communities. A8 a manufactured homeowner, I urge FBFA to amene!! it, proposed
rule to also ((tDaider ma.aufactured bome perlonal property loanlll as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese oomments.

Sincerely.

Date

Lot #

The Re.!l~rve @Fox Creek Community) Bullhead City, AZ 86442

.",.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, Ge.nernt Coullsel
Federal Housing FinanCIll Agency
17000 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washitlgton, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComment.s@fhfa..gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590..AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one ofUle roushJy 10.8 nd1lion people who own and Jive in a manufnctllred hOnle nod reside in f1 mll:nufactured hOl11e
land-lease community. Please consider this Jetter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to SerYe UllderneNed Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule MakJng and Recluest for Comments (roN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal properly loans. I am
advcwsely affected by this proposal. Mal1uf~ctured housing is a key sogment ofttie housing market. Witho,ut manufactured
bmlsing) millIons of families would not even have access to the American gOlll-fUld dre...m- ofowning a .single-family
home. FHFA's Initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty tl) serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau$e ofthe lack of
avaHable financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that 11.~eded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell thoir homes at any price due to the laok of available
financing. Denying us financing opportunities Js unfair and tan severely reduce the value of my haMoII. It ~n
destroy equity many have worked so hard to blIild.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain ecol1onllcolly viable Institutions lUld
Utat adequate eonl;lUmer pt'otecti.ons are in p(ace. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to ser~o mllnufact1.1ced
housing and the 10.8 milliol1 Americans that currently res.ide ill manufactured home land-lease communiticls. I believe the
manufactured housing industrY' stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
pl'Oposed rule ill a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that aJsc:t serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to IeI'Ve tIle falnilies who enjoy the benefits and the ability to li"e in manufactured .
bomes nrld msuufac:tured home communities, A3 a m~~~fae:tured homeowner, 1 urge FHFA to am~nd its proposed
J'Ule to also cousider mnnufRctured homo personal property loans lUI part ot'tlle GSEs duty to serve.

Thank yOll for your oonsideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

~
Signature

(

7~ :t{ -It>
Date

-!L-
Lot#.

The Res~rve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ H6442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W, Fourth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAu"'; RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industly RlN 2S90·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe rougbly 10.8 million people who own and live in 11 manufactured home and reside in a n~anufactuTed home
land.lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersel'ved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S9O-AA27) released JWle 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal Pf\'~perty IOat\$. I am
adversely affected by this proposal, Manufactured housing is 8. koy segment of the housing market. Witl:lout manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the AmericlUl goal-and dream - ofowning nl single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericllJl.S 1he opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain. so participation by the aSEs in thi.a market u critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownenship, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becll:llse of the lack of
available financing. and many families like mine have been hurt as a reslllt. In many cases, families that l1eeded to move
for family; health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their hOMes at any price due to the lltok ofavailable
financing. Denying us finaneinl opportunldes is unfair aDd Can severely reduee the vallie ofmy hOJ:lte.. It can
destroy equity m8QY bave worked so bard to build. '

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable:: institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in mlUlufactured home land-lease communi1ies. I believe the
manufactured housing industry 8tands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FmA in the
proposed rule in II substantiv~ and prodUctive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to lerve the families who enjoy the ben_Ofa aDd the ability to live in lIun.nufactured
homes Qnd maDuC.ctllred home eommQllities. At a manufactured horneownert I urge FBI'A to amellld Its proposed
rille to also conlider manoradared bome penon.al property loan. as part oftbe GSEs duty to lerve,,'

11umlc you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead Cityt AZ 86442



.lIte. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
WashingtOllt DC 20552
EMAll..: RegComments@tbfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million p.cple who own and live in a ttJ.8Jlufactured home and reside in a mMufa.ctured home
hmd-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underser\red Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 b;1' the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufllcturedhome penonal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. ManuflU;tured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Withl'illt mlllufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have acces5 to the American goal-and dream - ofowning ill single-family
home. FHFA's initi,d decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty fo serve denies
millioll8 ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to Ii personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in thiB market is critical
not only to en5Ule opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide finlUlcing for buyers when existilig homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becll:t.lse ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine ha.ve been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seU their homes at any price due to the IliCk ofavailable
financing. DenyiDI UI IinaneiDg opportunities is unCair aad can severely reduee the ulue ofmy bOlt.le. It Cll.

dotroy equity many have worked .0 hard to buUd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns ndsed by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable 3nstitutions and
that adequate consumer prote~tion8 are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to servlil manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million America.n~ 1hat currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to addre$s personal property lending issues identified by FlD~A in the
proposed rule in a substanti'Ve and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that abo serve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tbe propolllal by FHFA futs to Serve the ramiliel who enjoy the beuefitl and the ability to lI'Ve in mal1ufaetured
homes and manufactured home gommunities. As a manufactured homeowner. I llrga FHFA to ame.,d Its proposed
rlile to also toll5ider manWadured home personal property loUlS.S part of the GSEI duty to lerft,,'

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

t#,JiD~
S' re

7 A 'Z...t - I 0
Date

Lot #

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street. N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590~AA27

Re: Duty to Serve MlIDufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly lO.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a. manufactured home
lImd·lease community. Pleaso consider this letter as Il response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UnderseI'ved MarkelS
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (&IN 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the PHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not 'consider supporting mflIlufactured home personal P~;)perty lORDS. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the houaing market. WitlIlout manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the American goa.l-and dream - ofowning liJ single-family
home. FHFA's initial deoi:sion to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obta~ so participation by the aSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership) but also to provide financmg for buyers .when existing homeowners
need to seU their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bec~luse althe lack of
available fmancing, and many families like mine bave been burt as a result. In numy cases. families that lJeeded to move
for family, health, job. or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes Ilt any price due to the In.ck ofavailable
financing. Deayl_g us flDanciDg opportunitiel II ontair aud eRn le"Verely reduce the -ralue of my bO~lle. It ean
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to se1'\'li: manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land.lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF:A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economioally viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fai.. to .erve the families who enjoy the bench and the ablUty to Jive In maaufactured
hOllies aDd manufactured home oommurlities. As it mallufactu.t'ed homeowner, I urge FHFA to ame~d Its proposed
rwe to abio com1der mauufaetured home penonll property loan. as part of the GSE. duty to serve,.

Thank you for Y9ur consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lot #

$1l62~
Signature

hi* 'J..r2f()
Date V'
q!f

The Reserve @Fox Creek Commuaity, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
BMAlL: RegComments@fhfll.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mMufactured home
land-Iea.se community. Please consider this letter as a response to tho Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservl~:d Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released JW1e 7,2010 bylthe FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prol:I,erty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offatnilies would not even have aocess to the American goal-and dream ~ of owning a :~ing1e...fllD1ily
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty'tl:1 sorve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the aSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for horneownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their barnes. Market values for resale ml\llufacllJred homes are severely depressed today becll1Jt~ ofthe lack of
available fmancing, and many famllJes like mine have been hurt as II resuh. In many cases, fwittes that nc~lX1ed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the Jal~k of available
financing. Denyine us financial opportunities ill unfair aad can severely reduce the value of lOy hom'l~ It can
destr~y equity many bBve worked so hard to bnOd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFAand the GSEs also have an obligation to serve :matlufactured
housmg lUld the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease comriJunitilll!i. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al~:1 Serve these
woofully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to servD tbe famlUes who enjoy the benefig and the ability to live In msuufac:fured
homes and manufactured bome commlJDitieJII. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to ameDcl its propoeed
rule to also consider maDufactured home perlonal property loan8 a. part of.he GSEll duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lot #

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community) Bullhead City) AZ 86442

......
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Mr. Alfred M, Pollard, General Counsel
Federal HQusing Fjnan¢c Agency
1700 G SU'eet. N.W. Fourth Floor
WllShingtOll, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Sct'Vc Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in n manufactured borne nlld reside in a manufnctured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservel:,l Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (R1N 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by tile FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it wiIJ not considt:r supporting l1lanufactured home personal propl,:l1y loans. t am
adversely affected by tllis proposal. MaJlufactured housing is n key segment of the housing market. Without mtUlllfactured
housing) millions offamilies would not even have access to the Arnerican goal --find drealll - ofowning a single-family
home. FHFNs initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs l duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to n personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain. so participatioD by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but abo to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau,!:e of the lack of
available financing. and many families like mine have been hurt I!S a result. 11\ man)' cases, families that nelildod to move
for family, heilith. job, or economic reasons have been unable to s~1I their homes at Bny price due to the lack ofavllilable
financing. DeByine us tlnancing opportunities is unfair and can severely redu~e the -value or my hom'l" It can
(lestruy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to enSU1'e the aSEs remain economically viable ill:.titutiol1s and
that adequate con~umer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in ma.nufactured home lBl1d~leBse communitic;!I. 1believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to addres:l personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed nile in a substantive Bnd productive manner that results in economically viable pfograms that aisel serve these
woefully nnderserved markets.

The pl'oposnl by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjo-J the benefits and the ability to IiYe in mnll1lt"actured
homes and DlaDufactured "home communities. As a manufnetured homeowner, I urge FDA til amemll its proposed
rule to also consider Dlanufnctured home penollal J,lrOl)Crty loans 'liS part or the GBEs duty to 8erve.

Thank you for your consideratiol1 of1hese comments.

Sincerely,

.),1,

Lot #

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek C01nrn1llljty~ Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Fedel'81 Housing Finance Agency
L700 G Street. N.W, Fourth Flool'
W89hingtQ.lt, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComment8@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: R1N 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manuftlctl.1red Housing Industry RTN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollllrd:

r am one of the roughly 10.8 million ptlople who own and live in nmanufactured home and reside ill ft ma~lUfactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this Jetter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underllervcd Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by 'tile FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prop.l~rty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposai. Mamlfactured hOllsing is iI. key segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the American goal -and drenm - ofoWlling a liingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property ICl1dillg COl1siderations from the GSBs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loal1 is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the aSEs in this market is critical
110t only to ensure opportunities for hOlneownership, but also Lo provide financing for buyers when exiBtinli: homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed toduy becaU/ie of the lack of
availnble financing, and many families like mille have been hurt as a result. 1111nllny eases, families that l1et:ded to move
for family, health, job, or economic: reasons have been unable to sell their hOlnes at any price due to the Jad< of available
financing. Deuyins us flnancJng opportunities is ullrair and can severely nlduce the value of my homl~, It can
Ilestroy equity many hll"e worked so bard to bui](l.

As a taxpayer, 1appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain ecollomically -viable jIl.~titlltions and
that adequate consumer protections are i11 place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve ll1anufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufach,red home land.lease comrnunilit::~. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands reftdy to address personal property lending iS611es identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these

. woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serte the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to JJve In maJMlfactured
homes ond man11factured home commoDities, AI a manufactured bomeoWDer, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed
rule to aillo eODsider manufactured home personal property loans as part oftbe GSEs duty to servll.

Thank you for your consideration of these comnlents.

Sincerely,

ie4~-l (ile.c-ety~
Signature

I

7.... de - /'Z;)
Date

7.Lc)·~1
Lot#

The Res~e @ Fox Creek Community, Bllllhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. PoUard, General COl.lllsel
F-ederal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentB@fl1fa.goY
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufacrured Housing Industry RlN 2590-AA27

Dear MI'. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 millioll people who own and live in amanufactured home nnd reside in a manufactured home
land~tea$e community. Please consider this Jetter as a response to the Enterprise Dnty to Serve Underservl::d Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (roN 2590-AA27) released June 7~ 2010 by11he FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it willl10t consider supporting manufactured home personal profl.erty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the hOllsing market, Without manufactured
housing, millions offatnilies would not even have access to tbe Amerlcan goal-and dream - of owning a ~lingle~faIl1l1y

home. FHFA's initial decision to ex.clude personal property lending considerations froDt the GSEs' duty tn Sen'e denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, 130 participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financJng for buyers when existinm homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau-lle of the lack of
available financing, and many families like mine ha.ve been hurt as a result. In mll.ny cases, families that nCleded to move
for fami ly, hearth, job, or economic reasons have been ullable to sell their homes at any price due to the Jaek of available
final1cing. Denying us finnncll1g opportunities is unfair and eRn severely reduce tile value of my hontln. It ClUJ
destroy equity many haYe worked so hard to build.

As a tftXpayer. I Rppreciate tho concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viablo it:lstitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FIWA and the GSE8 also have an obligation to serve ma.nufa.ctured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in IDllllufllctured home land-lease comnmlliti.~s. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA. in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically ~illble pl'Ogl'oms that alslJ serve these
woefully undersetved markets.

Tbe proposRI by FHFA f..Us to seMle the fBmilie8 who enjoy tbe benefits oud the ability to Ihre ill mall.utaetured
homes and manufactufed home ~ommuJlities.As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend ils proposed
rule to also consider manufactured bome personal properly Joans all part oftbe GSE8 duty to serve.

Thank yOll for your consideration of these comments.

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City. AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N. W, Fourth FJoor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: R1N 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

'Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one oftho roughly 10.8 miIJion people who own and live in a manufactured homo and reside in a mllnufactured home
hllld~Jeage community. Please consider this letter ilS a response 10 the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservll~d Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personll.1 property loans. ] am
adversely affected by this propo~al. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the hOtlSing mal·ket. With(I!Llt mauufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have acceS!l to the American gonl-nnd dream - of owning 8 single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the OS.Bs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for hOnlflQWnership.

Access to a. personal property "loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not onl)"to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers wben existing homeowners
need to sell theil' homes. Market values for resale manufactured hOlnes are severely depressed today because of the Jack. of
available financing, and mnny families like mine have been hurt as n result. In Jnnny cases, families that needed to move
for fami Iy, health, job, or economic reasons have been UMble to sell their homes at any price due to the ls,::k ofavailable
finW1Cil1g. Denying U8 fiRlluclng oPP0l1unities is ullfair and can seYereJy reduce the nlul! flf my bflm·,~. It can
destroy equity mnllY have WOt'ksd so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remaiu economically viable il:lstlhltions nnd
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serV~1 maJlufactured
housillg and the 10.8 million Americnns that currently reside in 11'lanufaChlred home hmd-IeMe communitit;s. I believo the
nlEU1Ufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed mle in a substantive and productive manner that results in economicl.'llly viable programs that also serve tl,ese
woefully undersetved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to senre the famiUes who eojoy the benefits and tbe ability to live in mar.lufactured
homes nnd manufactured home conununitiea. As a mnnufnctUl'cd homeowner, I urge FBFA to amelld it.s proposed
rule to Also consider manufactured bOlne personsl property 10BOII us part of th~ GSE5 dUty to .erve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments,

Sincerely,

.~«-.~:r~~~
Sigma te

7- 2/- 16
Dnte

/0"7
Lot #

The Resyrve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M, Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@t11fa.gov
Subject Line: Rl'N 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufncil1rcd Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

bear Mr. Pollard:

I am one oftbe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in nmanufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
landwlease community. Please consider this Jetter as n response to the Entel'ptise Duty 1.0 Serve Underservl!:d Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Mliking and Request for Comments (roN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by ~he FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA ind.icates that it wHJ not consider supporting manufactured home personal property loans.l am
adversely ilffected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segmelli of the housing market. Witham lI1anufactured
housing, millions offamUJes would not even have acceBB to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a :!iingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty t(l serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownerabip.

Access to a personal property loan i!S already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the OSEe in this (narket is critical
not only ta ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide .financing for buyers when e)(iatin.!t homeowners
need to sell tlteir homes, Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau~ie ofthe lack of
available financing, and runny families like mine have been hUJ1 as a result. In many cases, families that nf:eded to move
for familYt hea.lth, job, or economic reasons bave been unable to sell their b.ornes at any price due to the lac:.k of available
fiulIncing, Denying us financiDg opportunities is unfair and can se'Vcrely reduce tbe vnlue of my homl;!. It can
d~troy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remahl economically viable il~stitutions and
that adequate conSUlIler protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have 8D obligation to serve manufa.ctured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reslde in manufactured home landMlease communiti,:.s. I believe the
rnamlfactured housing industry stands relldy to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the .
proposed nile in a substantive and productive manner that results In ecollomically viable programs that also serve these'
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in ml1HtlfRctured
homes and monufactured hoine comOlunities. As a m"nuf.dul'ec) homeownert I urge FHFA to "men~l its proposed
rule to also CQDsider manufactured bome penoDHI prollerty ioana ss part olthe GSEs duty to serte.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lot# .

The Res~e @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line; RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactUred home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as 9. response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Under9erv~d.Markets

Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this propOSQl. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe housing market. Without. manufactured
housing. millions of fumilies would not even have access to the AmeriCWl goal-ftIld dream - of owning a s:lingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considemtions from the 08Es' duty to nerve: denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to II. personal property loan Is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the OSEe in this mlU'ket Is critical
not only to ensure oppol1Unities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale Jnaoufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack of
available fmancin~ and many familles like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, fBIDilies that neElded to move
fQr family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lacl;: of8.'1ailable
financing. Denying 1U financing bpportunltles iJ unfair and can severely reduce the value of my bome" It can
destroy equity many have worked so bard to buDd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically via.ble imtitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA (Ind the GSEs also have an obligation to serve 1lI181Jufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitie:~. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA'in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that result6 in economically viabl<i programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tbe propOIIal by FBFA faillll to lIert"Cl the famUies who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live In maal\kfadured
homes and manufactured hOBlt.. comm,.nitles. Ala manufaetured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amenIII its proposed
rule to also consider manufru:tured hOnle persona) property loans as part of the GSEll duty to senre.

Th(lnk you for your consideration of these comments.

Sinceroly,

Dat '

Lot #

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhea.d City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 (1 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Wl'shington. DC 20552
EMA1L: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Ronsing Industry RIN 2590~AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and ra:gide in a mamlfactured home
land~lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Sel1r'e UnderserveCl Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN 2S90·AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting maDufactured home personal propeoty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufoctured housing is II key segment ofthe housing market. WithoUlt ffi!UlufllCtured
housing, millions of families would not even·have access to the American gOIlI-ilnd dream - of owning a s:i:ngle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to nerve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this mmrket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownersbip, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becausc~ oftbe lack of
available filUlncing. and many families like mine have been hutt as a result. In many easelS, families that net:aed to move
for fll.rnily, health.jobJ or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack of llv8.ilable
financing. Denying uS ftnanclng opportunitiell is nnfair and can l,Ieverely reduce tbe vallie ofmy bome" It cap
destroy elJuity many bave worked 10 hard to build.

As a tax.payer~ I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the aSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve l1~anufactured

housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside In manufactured home land-lease communitie:i1. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF.A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that resuJts in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully undeTserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the beneflullDd the ability to live in manl:lfactured
homes and manuf.dured bome eommulllties. As a manufactured homeowner, l urge FHFA to amend 1111 proposed
rule to alBa consider manufaclured hOJl1e persoDal property loaDI as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely.

Lot #

The Reserve@ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentS@tbfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and UV('l in 8 manufactured home and reside. in a mBnll.factured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a responso to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofPropo~ed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 1, 2010 by thl~ FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propel"y loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment o/the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the American go'al -and dream - of owning a si:lhgle~family

home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to t.erve denies
millions of Americ8nB the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is aJready very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this nui,l'ket Is criticaJ
not only to ensure opportunities for homeoWQership, but also to provide financing for buyers wben existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are sevorely depressed today bec8uscl of the lllek of
available fmancing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack of available
financing. Deaying 'liS ftnRDcing opportnnJtlell is nafair and can severely reduce the value of my bome. It can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to butld.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable irurtitu.tions Ilnd
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFAand the GSEs aJso have an obligation to serve :manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in tnanufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending isslles identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also lIerve these
woefully underserved mlU'kets.

The propolUll by FHFA fails to serve tbe families wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in manlllfaetured
homes and manllfactllred home communities. As a man..Caetured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amen~1 Us propoaed
rule to also consider manufactured bome personal property loanll all part of the GSEs doty to !Jenre.

ThllIlk you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~~:S~\
Signature

\ .. ~ ·t,- d c oj 0
Date

Lot #

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Commllnityt Bullhead City, AZ 86442

Sf:rSE-f:rOL-82S



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2S90~AA27

Dear Mr. PoUIlI'd:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 l11illion people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets

. Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propMy loans. I8lJl
adversely affected by tbis proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of fllmilies would not even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a s:ingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to norve denie$
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeowner~hip.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, ~o participation by the GSEs in this mL~rket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership. but also to provide fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Mflrket values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becaUSt1 of the Jack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as f1 result. In many C/lSes, families that nec:.ded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sen their homes at any price due to the lack of available
f"mancing. Denying WI financlDl: opportunities Is unfair and ean severely redoce tbe value of my home. It can
destroy equity many have worked 10 bard to bllUd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable In!rtimtions and
that adequate consumer protections ate in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve J:l1l1llufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to a.ddress personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed lUle in a substantive and prOductive manner that results in economically viable programs that alS(]' serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FIIFA fails to serve the ramUfes who enjoy tbe benefits and the abllity 10 Jive in maaufactllred
homes and manuractured hDme communitiea. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FBFA to .menll~ its proposed
rule to allo consider manufactured home personal property JoaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve. .

Thank yon for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Date

I~C,
Lot # +
The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 85442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2590-AA27

Dear Mi'. Pollard:

I ron Olle oftbe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured hOl1le
land-lease community, Plea5e consider.tllis letter as t\ response to the Enterprise Duty to Setve Underllervl~d Markets
Notico of Proposed Rule Milking and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7~ 20JO by the FHFA,

In its proposed rule; FHFA indlc:ate.s that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prop ~rty Joans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. MtillUfacturcd housing Is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offalnllfes would not even have access to tho American goal-alld drl:Jaln - ofown ing a single-family
home. FHFA'~ initial decision to exclude personal property lending consIderations from the OSEs' dUtytl) serve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for h01neownership.

Access to npersonal property loan is already very diffictllt to obtain, so participation by the GSBs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities fur homeownership, bLlt alao to provide ti11ancing for buyers when existinlj hon1eowners
need' to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactUred homes arc severely depressed today becau.se of the lack of
available financing, and many famifjes like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that n,p,eded to move
'for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unnble to sell their homes at any price due to the lfll~k of available
filUlIlcing. Denying UII financing opportunities is unfair nnd CAll severely reduce the ""nlue of my homl(l. It can
destroy equity many have wOl'l(ed 80 liard to build.

As a taxpaye,'. I appt'eciate the concernS raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remuitl economically viable institutions and
that adequate (lOnStlmer protectiolls are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serv(l lnanufactured
housing wld the 10.8 million Americlll1s that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communiti~ls. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF'A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that ah:o serve these
woefully underserved markets,

Tile proposal by FHFA faUs to serve the families who eoJoy the benefits llild the ability to live in mRlmfactured
borne. and mabufactured l10me communities. As n manufsetured bomeownel', I urge FBl1A to arneltld Its proposed
l"1lle to ailio consider manufactured borne per.one. property loans all part ofth41 GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

The Res~tve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Couosel
Federal Howing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
WBSbjngton, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentS@fhfa.gov .
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

RQ; Duty to Serve Manufactl.lrcu Housing Industl)' RIN 2S90-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterpriso Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7,2010 by il1e FHFA.

Iit its pl'Oposed rule, li'HFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propl::rty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is n key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal--and dream - ofowning a :~lngle·fElmily

home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the asEs' duty to Stlt've denies
millions of Americans The opportunity for homeowllership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this nlarket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for bomeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes nre ~everely depressed today bec8U!~e of the lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that lull~ded to move
for family, health. job. or economic reasons have been unnble to sell their homes at any price due to the lo.c:k of available
financing. Denying us finaJlciulI opportunities Is unfair and eRn severely reduce the vallie or my hOlllli:. It call
destroy equity many have worked 110 hard to bulJd.

As 11 taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable i11stitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housil18 and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitil~s, I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands roady to addt'css persollal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive JI1anner that results in economically vjable programs that al~.{) serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to Ilerve the families who enjoy the benefits and tbe ability to live hl mallufac:tured
homes nnd manufactured hOJne commuDities. At &I manufactured homeowller, I urge FHFA to amerld its proposed
rule to "Iso cOJLtider manufacthred home personal property loans os part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your t\on.!lideration ofthe.sc commel1ts,

Sincerely>

ra.~,~Signature .

7 .-L 9-e?<f!2/Q
Date

Lot#

The Res~rve @Fox Creek Community, BuUhead City> AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal HOWling Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Flool'
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCollltllent.@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

R~: Duty to Serve Mllllufachll'ed Housing Indusu)' RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one of1.he roughly 10.8 miJlioD peopll!l who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mal'l!l1factured home
land-Jease community. Please consider this Jetter 8S a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersetved Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (roN 2S90-AA27) reloased June 7,2010 by .he FHli'A.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicate$ that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propl!llty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is ft key segment of the housing Dlark~. Without manufactUl'ed
housing, millions offamilies would not even hove access to the American goal-and drc:am - of owning a Ii-ingle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to excJude persol1al property lending considerations from. the GSEs' duty to 5el"Ve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for hOnleownership.

Access to n personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this nlark~ i5 critical
not only to ensure opportunities for bomeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existinm homeowners
need to seH their homes, Market values for resale manufactured homes nre sevorely depressed today because oftbe lack of
avaiJable fll1lUlcing, and many families like mine have been hmt as a result. In many cases, femJlies that nc:eded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their' homes at uny price due to the J.a<I'!c of availl1ble
financing. Denying us financing opportunitiu is unfair QDd coo 8e'Verely reduce the vahle of my bOIllI~. It can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensme the GSEs remain economically viable il~stitutions and
thnt adequate consumer protections are ill place. But FHFA and the aSEs also have Iil1 obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in lnunufactured borne land-lease comln~initil~s, I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands I'~ady to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA. in the
propo$ed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in ecol1omically viable programs that also() serve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tilo proposal by FlIFA fails to serve the familiM who enjoy the benefits and tbe ability to Jive in manufaeiured
homes Rod manufactured home communitie.tl. As a mQDufactured bomeowner, I urge FHFA to amen·d its proposed
rule to also consider manufactured home pen()nal property loans 8S pal1 of the GSEs duty to .sllrve.

Thank YO~I fOI' your consideration of these comments,

ignature

z,/~o j ~OI'O

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard~ General Counsel
Fedeml Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
W8.ahlogton l DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCoIDmeI1ts@thfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve MftIlufactlll'ed Housing lndustry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I ani one ofthe roughly 10,8 million p~ople who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in nm~mllfactured home
laud-lease community. Please consider this Jetter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN 2590"AA27) released June 7) 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHPA indicates that it will not consider supporting tnanufactured home persol1al property loans. 1aln
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without mallufactured
housing l millions offamilies would not even have access to the Atnel'ican goal-and dream - of owning 8 single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending con,sidefatiolls from the GSEs' duty tl) serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan js 'already very difficult to obmin, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
110t only to ensure opportunitios for bomeownershipt but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becal~se ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families Iil<.e mine have been hurt as 8. result. In many cases, families that Iweded to move
fol' family, health, job, or economic reasons have- been ullllble tl,) sell their homes at any price due to the Ill.ok of aVllilnble
financing. Denying us finllncing opportllDltles Is unfaIr and can ~verely redu~c the 'Value of my bonae. It can
destroy equity many have worked 80 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, ! appreciate the ooncerns raised by FBFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable :institutions and
that adequate c('Jnsumer' protections are in place. But FHPA and the GSEs also have at1 obligation to serv(~ lnanUfllCttlred
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home iand-lease communitiies. I believe the
manufactllted housing industry stands ready to address personnl property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner tbat results ill economically viable programs that al:1p serve these
woefully underserved markets,

The propolsl by FlIFA fails to serve the tamilies who enjoy the benefits Bnd the ability to live In Jnanufactured
homes lind manufactured borne commuuitie.s. As II. mQnUrodured homeowner) I ul'ge FHFA to Ilmel1d its proposed
I'ule to also consider manufactured home persollal proporty IOQns os part of tho GSEs duty to serve.

Tlumk you for your consideration of these comments.

S gnat

,L2JOh..4>/t)
Date I , ,

Loh zZJ
The ResQrve @ Fox Creek Community~ Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCoffiments@tbfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

R.e: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one oftbe roughly lO,g million psople who own and Uve in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please oonsider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by t~lI' FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA in.dicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactw-ed
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the Ametican goa1-and dream - ofowning a shlgle-family
home, FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to :~~rve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so partiQipatlon by the GSEs in this murket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeowneI'$hip, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becausl:l of the lack of
available fmancing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result In many cases, families that nee~jed to movo
for family, health, job, or economic reasons bave been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack'ofavaUab1e
financing. Denying WI financing opportunities is unfllir and CRn severely reduce tbe value ofmy home, It aln
destroy equity many have worked so bard to buUd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable iCJ~titutions aod
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA' and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
hOllsing and the 10.S million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitiell, 1believe the
manufactured housing industry standsready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a s\lbstantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also ;serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The propos.-l by FHFA fails to sClrve the familiea who enjoy tho benefits and the ability to live 10 mannuCactured
homes and manufactured home commllnitietl. As a mapufadured homeowner, I ul1e FBFA to ameD..lI its proposed
rule to also consider manufactured home penona] property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

.SlnC".I
Y
,~

7Z~ ...
Signature

7Ao/-2C!/o

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Conununity, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA21

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufaclllred home and reside in a mlliJ1uflictured home
land-lease cOmInWlity. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersel1r,Cld Markets
Notice orProposed Rule Making and Req~est for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 b)I'the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal pmperty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Withc;lut manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have aocess to the American goal-and dream - ofowning fl smgle-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude persona) property lending considerations frqm the GSEs' duty f\[) serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for bOnleownershlp.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the OSEs in this :rnarket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existirlg homeowners
need to sell their homeg. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bocal.lse of tho lack of
available tlol1llcing, and many fatnilies like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that D(lcded to move
for family. health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack ofavailable
financing. Denying us finandol opportunltl~is unfair and can severely reduce the value ofmy hootle. It can
dt9troy equity many haye worked 110 hard to build.

As a taxpayer. I appreciate1he concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSBs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs also have an obligation to servE: monufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communiti~lll. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address per~onal property lending issues identi:fied by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a subStantive and productive manner that results in ec:onomicallY.viable programs that also serve these
woefully undenlerved markets.

The propo,al by FHFA fails to Serve the familielil who enjoy the beoefits and tbe ability to live in maY.lufaeturtd
homes and manufactured home communities. All 110 mauufactured homeowner, I urge FBFA to amtlld its proposed
rule to abo consider manufactured home pei'8onal property Joans u purt of tbe GSEa duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Lot #

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. PollardJ General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street. N.W. Fourth Floor
W8sl1ington~ DC 20552
EMAn.: RegComments@:fhfEl,goy
Subject Line: RIN 2590.AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard;

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside hI a mUlIlufactured home
land-lease community. Please oonsider this letter 1111 a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersenred Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by-the FHFA.

mits proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider sUpporting manufactIJred home personal pro,perty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Withc:lut manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-;md dream - ofowning tl single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclUde personal property lending considerations from the GSEs~ duty 1~) serve denies
millions ofAmericl1l1s the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to IS personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this :llfW'ket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide fmancing for buyers when existing homoowners
nced to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depreased today becaMse of the lack of
available fwancing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that nq:eded to move
for famHy. health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the l.Mk of available
financing. Denying UI!J financing opportunities it onf.ir aDd can severely reduce the wlue ofmy homll~_ It ean
destroy equity many have 'Worked 80 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the aSEs remain economically viable illstitutions and
that adequate COIlBumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to servc! manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americ8m that currently reside in manufact\lred home 1and.leas~ communititls. I believe the
manufactured housing industry atands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive maMer that results in economically viable programs that als() serve these
woefuny underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA I.Us to serve the families wbo enjoy tho benefits and the ablUty to live in maUl.aCac:tured
bomes and manufactured bome c:ommuDiti•• As. manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend Its proposed
rule to also coDsider manufamored home personal property loans III part or the GSEll duty to servo.

Thank you for your considoration of these comments.

Sincerely,

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City. AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@tbfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve MElDufa.ctured Housing Industry RIN 259D-AA27

Dear Mr. Pol1lU'd:

I f1J1l one ofthe Tougbly 10,8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a m,lInufactllred home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as fl response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersen'ed Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making wd RequClst for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 b~"the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, Flll"A indicates that it will not consider supponlog manufactured home personal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this proPOlial. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offwnilies would not even have access to the American goal -tOld dream - ofowning II. single-family
borne. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty 10 serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan Is already very difficuJt to obtain, so participation by the GSE, in tbis market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownet&hip, but also to provide financing for buyers when existirli homeowners
need to geU their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of
available tlnancing, and many families like mine have been hurt as 11 result. In many cases. families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lar,:k ofavuilable
financing. DeQying lIS financing opportunities il!J unfail' And can severely redllu the value of my hom,e.n can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer. I appreciat~ the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable illstitutions and
that adequate consumer proteotions are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to seJVCI manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease cotnmunitiQlS. I believe the
mll1)ufactured housing industry liltands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA faUs to !!Ierve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in mlllrlufae:tured
homell and manofBctnl'ed homo eommunltin. AJ II nuun:afllctured bomeowner, I urge FlIFA to amelL'd its proposed
rule to also consider manufactured bome peraonal proporty 10alll II part of the GSEs duty to IeI'Ve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

.j

",'

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community. Bullhead City, AZ 86442



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fh:fa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA21

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-AA21

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured 40me and reside in 8 JIl8llufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved MlU'kets
Notice ofProposed. Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by 111e FHFA.

. I11 its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propl~rty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a. key segment ofthe housing market. Witho\lt manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the American goal--and dream - ofowning a n.inglc-family
home. FHFNs initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to serve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this nallrket Is oritical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existinn homeowners
need to !lell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becaul~e ofthe lack of
available financingt and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. families that nemded to move
for family, health,job, or economic rellSons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lad~ of available
fInancing. Denying us fmancing opportunities is unfair and can severely reduce the value of my hom~!, It ean
destroy equity many have worked 10 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable irlStitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease cotDmunitie:!I. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHPA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al&(l serve these
woefully underselVed markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the famWes wbo eDjoy the benefits and the ability to live in I1UlllllJfactured
bomes and manufactured home communities. AI a maDufal:tured homeownert I nrge FHFA to amend Its propolJed
rule to also eODlI1der manufactured home personal property loans al!l part of the GSEs duty to .enre.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

ate

/~~
I ...· 19nature

[;-dtL 7tJ'

The Reserve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Flool'
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommeuts@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90~AA27

DelU' Mr. Pollord:

I am oue of tho roughly 10.8 nlillion people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside In !llt1.1111Ufactured home
land-lease commllllity. Please consider this letter as tl response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underser\red Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making a.nd Request for Comments (RIN 2S90·AA27) released June 7j 2010 by the FHFA,

In Its' proposed rule, FHI"A indicates that it will not con$ider supporting manufactured home personal pmperty loans. J8m

adversely affected by this proposal, Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
bouslng, millions offamllies would not even have access to the American gOI!lI-arJd dream - ofowning IH single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending consideratiolls from the GSEs~ duty to servo denies
miHions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership,

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participatlon by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure oPPol1unities for homeownersbip, but ahlo to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their honles. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bec~.use of the lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hllrt us a result. 10 many cases. families that needed to move
for family, health, job. or econolnfc reasons have been unable to sell theIr homes at any price due to the l:,ick of available
fimmcing. Denyjng us financing opportuilities is unfair nnd can severely reduce the value of my ltoll~e. It can
destroy equity many haYe worked 80 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, 1appreciate the concems rai$ed by FHFA to ensure thfl GS'Es remain economically viable ,Institutions and
that adequate consumer protections ar~ in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have all obligation to servl~ manufactured

, housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land~lease communities. [believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FI-IFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that I'esults in economica.lly viable programs that abo sorve these
woefully underserved markets.

The pl'()pO!lOr by FHFA fdils to serve tho farnllie8 who enjoy the benefits and the ability to Jive hs DUl'.U1Ufaetlired
home.. nnd manufQet'Ured horne comruunitiea. As ft manufaetuted hOlneowner, I urge FlIFA 10 ameud Its proposed
rule to also cODsider monufactured bome perlODa] property IOllns as part of the GSE5 duty to serve"

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

Date

Lot #

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community. Bullhead CitYl AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfa.gov
SubjeQt Line: RTN 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590.AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am on" of the roughly lO.8 million people who own and livll in a marlufactul'ed home and reside In a mlmufactured home
J811d-Jease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserv-ed Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RJN 2590·AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In Jts proposed mle, FIllA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal property loans. I am
adverselly affected by IhIs proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. With(HJt manuf.1ctured
housing. miIliollil of families would not even have access to the Amerjcan goal-and dream - ofowning fl. single-fllmily
home, PHFA's initinl decision to exclude persollal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to set'Ve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownersh ip.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the OSEs in this market is CJiticaJ
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to selJ their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes moe severely depl'essed today becaillse of the lack of
available financing, and n1any families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that l1eaded to move
for fnmily, health, job, or economic reasons have been unllble to selI their homes at any price due to the lack of ava,ilable
finallcing. Denying WI finRncing opportunities is Ilnfftlr aDd cad seve!'ely reduce the value of my home. It can
destl'oy equity many have worketl so bard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs relllaill economically v)able iinstitunons lind
that adequa.te consumer protections are in place. But FHFA lild the GSEs also have an obligation to servl' manufactured
housing and the lO.8lnillion Americans that currently reside in manufactlued home land.lease communittl'S. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHJl.i'\ in the
proposed mle in 8 substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that 01110 serve these
woefully I.mderserved markelB.

The pJ"Oposol by Fill'A falls to serve the families who enJl>Y the benefits and the ability to live in maliLUfactured
homes and manufactured home communities. As a mi\Jlufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amllJlld ill! proposed
rule to also consideJ' nUlnllfftdured home personal property loans as part oftll., GSEll duty to serve.

Thonk you for your consideration of these oomments.

Sincerely,

Lot # 0703
The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. PolJard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
17000 Street, N.W. Fourth. Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfa.gov
Subject Line: lUN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing fudustry RIN 2590.AA27

Dellf Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 milJion people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mariufactured home
land·lease community. Please consider this letter as a rosponse to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UnderBerved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Commellf$ (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule~ FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propmlty loans. I am
adversely affected by this propo5ll1. Manufactured hOLlslng is a key segment of the housing Inarket. Without manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-and drenrn - of owning 0 ~llngle-fan1i1y

home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to sorve denies
millions ofAmericnns the opportunity for bomeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is a.lready very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this milrket is critical
not only to el1sure opportunities for homeownenhip, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bec8ul;e ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that nell~ded to move
for family, health, job, or ecol1omic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at PIIY price due to the lnck of available
financing. Deuying us financiug oppol·tunitieJ is unfair and eftn severely reduce the value of my bonUI.1t call
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer. I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 millioll Americans that currently reside ill manufactured home land-lease communiti(~s. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
propol?ed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in econonlicnlly viable programs that als" serve these
woefully undcrserved mark.ets.

The proposul by FBFA fnUs to Serve the fBmilies who enjoy the benefits and the ability to Uve in marlufactured
homes and mannfacfured bome communities. At 0 manufactured homeowner, I urge FDA to amtnd its' proposed
rule to also eonsider mRnufadured bome IJerSOnlll property loans os part of tile GSE, duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Lot#

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard~ General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washiogton~ DC 20552
EMAIL: RegC01nmellu@t11fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufa.ctured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA21

Deaf Mr. PoJJard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million p~ople who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in it m~lfIufacturedhome
laud-lease community. Please consider this Jetter as a response to the EJlterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markens
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 1J 201 Q by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHPA iodicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home persousl pro:!)erty loans. 18m
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured hOllsing is akey segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing~ millions offamilies would not even have access to the Alnel'iean goal-and dream - of owning fJ single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending con~ideratiol1!l from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to II. personal property 10a11 js 'already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this warket is critical
110t only to ensure opportunitios for bomeownershlp, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to seJl their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes aro severely depressed today becal~se ofthe lack of
available fil1ancil'8, and many families like mine have been hurt ns a result. In many cases, families that m1eded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have' been ullable to sell their homes at lIny price dne to the l~.ck of available
financing. Denying us finllncing opportunitIes Is unfair aDd clull:leverely redu'lc tbe 'Vahle of my bome,lt can
destroy equity many have worked 110 hard to build.

As It taxpayer. r appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economica.lIy viable :institutions and
that adequate consumer' protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serVI~ manufactured
hOl1sing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitiies. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personnl property lending issues identified by FHI1A in the
proposed rule in a substantive SlId productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al!lll serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The propollal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live In nUI)1Uractured
homes and manufactured borne communities. As II mllnufoctured homeowner, I ul'ge FHFA to amelld its proposed
I'ule to also consider manufactured home personal property loans os rart of the GSEll duty to sen-e.

Tlumk you for yOllt" consideration of these comments.

S gnat

JLMh..4>/t)
Date I , ,

Loh zZJ
The ResQrve @ Fox Creek Community, BuUbead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
t700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Flool'
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured HOllsing Indu~ry RIN 2590·AA27

Dear Mr. PoJiard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in Il mflnufacnlred hc;Jtne and reside III a tna11lt.lflLctured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making atld Request for COlnments (RlN 2S90-AA27) relea~ed JU11e 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In Its proposed rule, FHFA iudicates that it will not consider supporting mimufactured home personal prop,~rty loans. I om
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe housing market. Without mllhufacturecl
,hOUllil1g, millions offaml1les would not even have access to the American goal -and dream - ofowning a :Iingle-fllmily
home. FHFA's jnitial decision to exclude persol1al property lel1dil1g considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans tlte opportunity fur homeownershlp.

Access to n personal property Joan is already very difficuJt to obtain, so plll1:icipatioll by the GSE3 ill this market is crlticaJ
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homos. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau!:e ofthe lack of
nvailable financing. IJnd many families like mine h!lve been hurt as ft result. In many cases, families that neq,ded to move
for falnHy, health, job, or economic reasons have been una.ble to sell their homes at any price due to the lac:k ofavailable
financing. Denying uS financing OppDrtnnitiesls UDfair Rnd call sevel'ely rednce tile value of my bomll.lt ean
destroy equity many ha~e worked so bard to band,

As a taxpayel', I appreciate the COllcerns raised by FIiFA to ensure the GSEs remaIn economically viable i1~stitutions and
that adequate consumer protectiol'ls moe in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligotion to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americ8.lJ8 that currelltly reside in manufactured home land-lease communitiE!s. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and pl"Oductive manner that results in economically viable programs that alsl:f serve these
woefully underserved markets.

TIle pl'opoBal by FHFA fails to serve the famUles who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in manufadured
homes and manufactured bOUle communitiea. As a m"uafadul'ed llolneowner, I urge FBFA to ameJlld ita proposed
rule t() also consider mRDufactufed home persoual property (oana as part oftbe GSEs duty to Qerve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek ComnlWlity, BuUhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federa.l Housing Finance Agency
17000 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAll.,: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry R1N 2590·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

18m one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured horne and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this tetter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UndarseNel:1 Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released ]tme 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule. FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propcniy loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing Is a key segmellt oithe housing market. Withoullmanufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have: access to the American goal...-and dream - of owning a single-family
home. FHFA'5 initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the OSBs' duty to :Ierve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership,

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so plll1lcipatlon by the GSEs in this mmrket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershlp, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becausie ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In mmy cases, familles that ne1~.ded to move
for family, health,job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lllr.::k of available
fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities ill unfair and ca.. 8everely reduce tbe value ofmy home, It ean
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As fl. taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to en8ure the GSEs remain economically viable inmtitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFAand the GSEs also have an obligation to serve :nnanufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans tha.t cUM'ently reside in manufactured home l.and~lease communities. I believe the ""
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substautive and productive manner tbat results in economically viable programs that alSCI set\'e these
woefully underserved markets.

The propolal by FHFA fails to serve tbe families who eajoy tbe benefits and the ability to live In maoulfactured
homes and manufactured bome communities, As B manufactured homeowner, I nrgll 'BFA to IlmeDI~ itl propoled
rule to also eonllider manufactured home personal prnpetty 108W1 III part or the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank yOll for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

1.<>t#

The Reserve @Fox. Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M, Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 259Q..AA27

Dear Mr. PollllI'd:

I am one of the roughly 10,8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
Jand-Ieftse community, Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Under~erved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90~AA27)releDBed June 7, 2010 by tllte FHFA,

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that it wUl not consider supporting manufactured home personal propmty loans. I am
adversely affected by this propoSill. Manufactured housing is a key segment oftho housing rnarket. WithoUll manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not e~en ha"e access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a sJngle-family
home. FHFA'g initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to ~crve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for horneownership.

Access to a. personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunitiCls for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyen when existing; homeownm
need to sell their homes, Market values for resale nlanufactured homes are severely depressed today bCf;1aUlle of the lack of
available financing, and many familie6 like mine have been hurt as Bresult. In many cases, families that n&~ded to move
for family, health1job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack (If 8vllilable
financing, Denying uS financing opportunities is unfair and can severely reduce tbe ~Ill\le of my bome" It ean
destroy equity many have worked so bard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable lElstitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. .But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obliganpn to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the
manufactured hOllsing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al&cI serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fail. to sen-e the fllmilles who enjoy the benefitJ and the ablUty to live in m8Dufactured
homea Ilnd manufactured home conamunltie,ll. All a manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proPOleel
rule to also consider manutactured home penonal property loans •• part of the GSE!i duty to I!lenre.

Thank you for your consideration ofthesc comments.

Sincerely,

rtth '1 ..~~ :::
~e

7-,;1 0 -10
Date

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City,.AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
W8$hington l DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re; Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 259O-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

lam one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and Jive in a mrmufactured home and reside in a mllJlufaotured home
land-lease community. Please consider tbis letter as a response to the EntClrprise Duty to Serve Underserv~~d Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released 1une 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rille, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal pro:perty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housIng is a key segment of the housing market. With(lut manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goa] -and dreanl - of owning a single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty tl:1 serve denies
millions of AmeriCf1ns the opportunity for nomeownership.

Access to a personal property loan Is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the aSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide fmsncing for buyers when existin~~ homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufrtctured homes are severely depressed today becatiae althe lack of

. available imancing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. families that nl~ieded to mo,\,e
for familYI health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lal:ik of availablo
financing. Denying us financing opportunities is llnfalr snd can leverely reduce the value of my hom'I',. It ean
destroy equity many have worked so hard to buiJd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA tc ensure the GSEs remain economically viable u~lstitutionli and
tbat adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve .lPlanufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactLu-ed home land-lease communiti~" I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending inues identified by FHFA in thll
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that alse, serve these
woefully undel'5erved markets.

The proposal by FBFA falls to serve tile familia wbo enjoy the beneftts alld the ability to lk'e in mand.etured
homlls and mSDufactured home communities. AI a manufac:tured homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend ita proposed
rille to allo consider manufactured home penollsl pr<lperty loans a8 part of the GSEa duty to serve.

/.s~
LoU

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegConunents@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I.Il11'l one of the roughly 10.8 lnillion people who own a.nd live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve UndeniCcved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released Juno 7,2010 bythl:1 FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting lnanufactured home personal prop.erty lOMs. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Ml1I1ufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
hOLlsing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-and dream ~ ofowning a sj:l~gle-family

horne. FHFAI S initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to 8Jl=rve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunIty for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownefShip, but alB() to provIde tlnancing for buyers when existing homeowners
nyed to sell their homes. Market values for resnle manufactured homes are severely depressed today becaUS~1 of the lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that nee,:led to move
for family, helllth, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack of available
financing. Denying us financing opportlloities iluofalr lind can sevenly redllte the value of my home. J[t CIUI

destroy equity madY hove worked 10 bard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns r8.ised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economicaUy viable itlBltitutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve rnanufactured
housing and the.l 0.8 million Americans that currently reside In manufactured home land..lease communities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stand!! ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA raill to lIerve the families who enjoy the bene"fitl and the ability to live in manufactured
homea and manufactured home commnnities•..u a manufactured homellwner, I urge FID'A to amend.lo propOIC!d
rule to also ClOIl.ider manufactured bOOle penonal property loans 88 part of the GSE. d'llty to serve.

Thank yo for your consideration ofthese comments.

Signature

, \ 2-D t'2-0rn

The Reserve @ Fox. Creek Conununity, BuJlhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCornments@fbfa.gov
Subject Line: R1N 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housillg Industry RIN 2590·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in 8 manufactured home and reside in fl mlUl:llfactured home
land-lease community. Please consider tbis letter 88 a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Matbts
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released JWle 7, 2010 by tllll:: FHFA.

In its proposed rule~ FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal pro~:;rty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe housing market. WithoIJf. manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-flnd dream - ofowning a aringle-family
home. FlIFA's jnitial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to ~le1'Vedenies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeowncrship.

Access to Il personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain. SO participation by the aSEs in tbis mll.rket is critical
not only to ensure opportunitles for homeownership. but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for reliiale manufactured homes are severely depressed tOday becau'lll: of tho lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. families that nel~lded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their harnes at any price due to the laclt of available
financing. Deu)'inl us fJDanCllng opportunities Is nnfair and CliO severely redllee the value ofmy home" It can
destroy equlty many bave worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable il'li~titutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home IRDd·lease communitiell, I believe the
manufactured housing industry mnds ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a subliitantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets. '

The proposal by FHFA fai.la to serve the families who enjoy tbe benefttl and the ability to Jive in manl~fad..red
homes and manufactured home eommunities. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FDA to amenditlil proposed
rule to alllo cODslder manufacturBd hOllle personal property loaol as part of the GSEs duty to .eNe.

Thank you for yeiur consideration of these comments.

Date r .
t 5. 'h.

LoU

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Cowlsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComrnents@thfa,gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2S90~AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million p~ople Who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mahlJlfactured home
IBlld-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Bnterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN2590-AA27) relealled June 7, 2010 by t:tu~ FHFA.

In its propo!iled rulc, FHFA illdicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal proPCI'ty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is II key segment ofthe housing market. Withou~ manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have llr;cess to the American goal--and dream ~ of owning a sl~lgle-family

home. F.HFA'5 initial decision to exclude persomd property lending considerations from the OSEs' duty to llerve denies
millions ofAmericans th~ opportunity fOT bomeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult: to obtain, SQ participation by the GSES In this nUlIl'ket Is ~ritical

not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to prtWide financing for buyers'when existing »lomeownets
need to sell their homell. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today be<:aUSl~' ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many CRSes, families that needed to mOVe
for fami Iy, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their hOlnes at any price due to the lack of available
financing. Denying ull financing opportunitiea it unfair and can !Illverelr reduce the value of my home. It caD
destroy equity many have worked '0 bard to build.

As It taxpayerJ r appreciate the l;oncems raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable iwll:itutions and
that adequate consumer protec::tions m'C ill place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve tllLanufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities, I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFAin the
proposed rule in a substantive and pr9ductive manner that results in economically viable programs that also ~:erve these
woefully underserved mlU'ketl:i.

The proposQI by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to lIye 10 man,ht'Qctured
homes and manufactured home commuDities. As Q manufactured bomeowner, I IIrae FHFA to ,uneDcUti proposed
rule to al&o cODlrider manur.ctued home persoDal property loanl aa part of the GSE. duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Date '

~&)??...:(...A-
Signature

-J4Ily ~CI 20~"

Lot #

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollardl General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W, Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@tbfa,gov
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am cme ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who owu and live in a manufactured home and reside in B. mlUlufactured hottle
land-lease community. Please consider this letter I1S a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Unde:rser\red Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7J 2010 b;lr the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prCllperty loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning II. sing]el-familY
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty 110 serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for bomeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very diffi~ult to obtain, so participation by the aSEs in this :tnarket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide fUWlCing for bUyers when existi~la homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today beC~I¥.lSe of the lack of
available tin81lC~ and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, f8nlUies that 1;leeded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the l!l.ck of8"B.ilable
financing, DIlDylDI UI ftDllDciD.1 opportunities is unfair and e8n severely reduee the valu. of my hOI:lIle.1t can
destroy equity many hav., worked 80 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs reDulin economically villble institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to &eT\I'C= manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in ttlanufactured home land-lease ~ommUDities. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stlUlds ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHVA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al!lo serve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tbe proposal b)' FHFA rails to lel"Ve the families who enjoy the beneflts and the abfUty to live in munufac:tured
home. and maDufaetlired home l:omDlunitiea. Ae a DlaDufactllred homeowner, I urge FHFA to amcl\:Id itt proposed
rule to alto colUJidel' manufactured home penon•• property 108111 as part oUbe GSEll duty to lerv••

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincere1YI

L/~
Lot #

The Reserve @ Fo)( Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counse]
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComrnents@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: lUN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 1S90·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am One of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and livo in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to tho Enterprise Duty to SelYe Underservelil Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by ttle FHFA.

In its propo.sed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prop«llt1y loans. Jam
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufllctured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, tnillions offamilies. would not even have access to the AmericlUl goal-and dream ~ ofowning a single-fBmily
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal propllrty lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to :::erve denies
millions ofAmericans tbe opportunity for homeownersbip.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participa.tion by the aSEs in this ml!lrket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownersblp, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing Ih.omeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becIlUSI~: of the lack of
available fmancing. and many families like mine have been hurt as tl result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, hel!l1th, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack ofavailable
financing. Denying 118 financing opportunities is unfair and can l!iBverely reduce the value ormy home. It can
de,troy equity many ha\"e worked so bard to buUd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable in:~titution5IUld

that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA imd the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans tha.t currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitie!l. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also jlerVe these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to sen-e the families who enjoy the bcnefita aDd the abiUty to live in manlllfactured
homes and manufactured bome commuDitieli. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FBFA to amencllitt propoKld
rule to a180 conlilidef manufactured home personal property loans as part of the GSEll duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration oftheso comments.

Sincerely,

II 7
Lotf# ,.

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr: Alfred M, Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing FInance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommellts@thfa.gov
Subject L1,ne: RIN 2590-AA2?

Re: Duty to Serve MlUlufllCtured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Denr Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live ill a manufactured home and reside in a m,imufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Undersen'ed Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Maklllg and Request for Commellts (roN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In it!! proposed nlle~ FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal pr(l:per1.y loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposa.l. Manufactured housing is Rkey segmellt of tile housing market, WiUmut llIDllufactured
housing, millions offamiJjes would not even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning ll. single--family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude pel'sonal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty 'to serve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for hOlneownershlp.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the OSEe in thi; market is critical
110t only to ensure opportunities for homeownersh.ip. b\lt also to provide financing for buyers when ex.isting homeownors
need to sell their homos, Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bCCo.nsfl of the lack of
nvailable financing, and mallY families like mine have been hurt 813 a result. In many cases, families that n"eded to nlove
for family, health, job, 01' economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at a1.ty price dlJe to the Z£l;~k ofavailable
financing. Denying us financiDg opportunities is unfilir and can severely reduce, the value ofrny honl,e.lt can
dll8troy equity many have worked 80 hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns rlUsed by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically 'Viable f11StitUtiOlls and
that adequate consumer protections llJ'e in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have fln obligation to serve:, manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million AmericMs that currently reside in m6.nu.tllehlred home land-lease cOhmmniticls. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands rel1dy to addt'ess personal property ]tlnding issuC.ll identified by FHF'A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner thtl't results in economically viable prognlms that alSl) serve these
woefully ul1derserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to S8t"Ve tile families who enjoy the benefits and the ablUty to live in mllln.ufnctu~cd

homes and manufactured home coltlmunities. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend Its proposed
rule to al.o consider maDltfadured home personal property loans as pal·t of til.: GSEs duty to 'Jern.

Thank you for you)' consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Date 7
IPb

Lot#

The Res~rve @Fox Creek COlnJnunity, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfl'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourrh Floor
Washingtoll, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Sllbject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who OW(l and live in Ii manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this letter as n response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) rel<:lased Juno 7,2010 by 111e FHFA.

III its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propr.:r1.y loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. MallufactLued housing is a key segment of the housing markot. Withou:lmlUlufnctured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have acce~s to the American goal-and dream - ofowning n ningle-family
home. FHPA;:o initial decision to exclude personal property .lel1ding consideratiollS fi'om the GSEs· duty to serve denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership,

Access to a pel"Sonal property loan is already very difficult to obtain. so participation by the GS& ill this mdrket is cl'itical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeoWllership, but abo to I;Ifovide fimmciug for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale mantlfactured homes are severely depressed today becau:~e ofthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have bee,n hurt liB Ii result. In many cases, famHies thatner~dod to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the ladt ofavailable
financing. Denyins us financiDe oppol·tunities is unfair ODd cau sevel'ely reduce the value of my bOID~I. It can
destroy eqllity m~U1Y have worl(ed so hard to build.

As a 1:l'Ixpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protections aloe in place. But FHFA and the GSEs 111so have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 luilHon Americans that currently reside in mallufactm-ed home land·lease communitiflil. 1believe the
manufactured hOUsing industry stands ready to address personal property lem:ling issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in nsubstantive and productive manner that results in ecc;momicalJy vjable programs that also serve these
woefully ullderserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefitg Ilnd the ability to Ii"e ill malllJfllctured
homes Ilod mannfRctu.-ed home communftle&, As n manutadured hOllleowner, I urge FHFA to nmend its proposed
I'ule to also consider mannfndured bome penonnl propetty loani!i as part of the GSE~ duty to serve,

Thank you for your cOJlsidel'ation of these comments.

SIncerely,

Date

The Res¢rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
'1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa..gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-M27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

ram one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mll1l:ufactured home
land-Jease community. Please consider this letter IS B response to the Enterprise Duty to Scrv~ Underserved Markets
N()tice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 259D-AA27) rCileased June 7, 2010 by tbe FHFA.

U1 its proposed rule, FHFA indicfttes that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propl!;rty Joans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured hOUSUlg is a key segment ofthe housing market. Withou~ manufactured
housing, millions offiuniJies would not even have access to the American goal~d dream - of o'wning a sangle-famJly
home, FHFA's initial d~lsion to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve denies
millions of AmerlCJU1S the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a per&onal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this mllll'ket Is critJcal
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershipt but also to provide fmancing for buyers when existinB homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured home$ are severely depressed today becausJtl ofthe Jack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hmt as It result. In many cases, families tlmt nec::ded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at Bny price due to the lacl~ ofavailable
financing. Denyiul: us financ:lng opportunitilla i, unfaJr Bnd can severely redul;:'" the value ormy home. It Cln
destroy equity many have worked so hard to buDd,

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFAto ensure the GSEs remain economically via.ble in!ltltutions IU1.d
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitieJ~. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address persona.l property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in II substantive and productive manner that resulUl in economir;:ally viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved rnorkets.

The proposal by FHFA rails to aerve the families who enjoy the benefit. and the ability to live ia maDlllfactured
bomes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to IImeDlll itll propolled
rule to also eonsJder manufadared home personal property )oaJ)' as part of the GSEs dut)' to len-e.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

Dati (

/ i:~/../.
Lot#' 7

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Howing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMA1L: RegCommentS@fhfll.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

~Q; Duty to SeL'Ve Manufacturcd Hou~ing Industl)' RIN 2S~JO-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

r am one of the roughly 10,8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. :Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by 1he FHFA.

In its proposed rule, PHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal propl~rty loans. I am
adversely affected by this p1oposal. Mallufactured housing is n key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of families would 110t even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a :~lngle-family

home. FHFA's initial decision to exolude pcrsonal property lending considerations from the OS&' duty to $el've denies
millions of Americans rhe opportunity for hOmeOWJlership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSBs in this 01 arket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for l1olneownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existinlll homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes nre severely depressed todlly booault.e afthe lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. III many cases, families that lUleded to move
for family, health. job, or ecol101nic reasons have been unable to sell thei1 homes at any price due to the la(:k of available
financing. Denying uslinanciD8 opportunities Is unfair Bod eRn severely reduce the 'VRhle or my hODI~. It call
destroy equity mooy have worked lIO hard to bulJd.

As II taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable instinltions and
that w:lequate consumer protections Bre in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease comm\lniti~,s. I believe the
manufactured housing induBtry stands roady to addL'ess personal property lending issues identified by FHFA ill the
proposed rule itt a substantive llnd productive manner that results in economically viable programs that al~() serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fnUs to serve the families who enjoy the benefits And tbe ability to live ill mal1ufaetured
barnes nnd manufactured home commuDities. A! 0 manufactured homeowller, I urge FBFA to amC!lJld Us proposed
rule to al80 eoualder manufactured llome personal property ItJans ns part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these commellts.

Sincerely,

f!1£~'11'~SIgnature .

7 .-L9 .- t2"<e?/O
Date

Lot#

The Res~e @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, Genera.l Counsel
Fedeml Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washingtont DC 20552
EMAIL: RegColnl11ent,@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Mllllufach\1'ed Housing Indusb)' RIN 2S90.A.A27

Dem' Mr. Pollard:

1am Olle ofthe roughly 10.8 nlillion pcopl~ who own and live in !1 manufactured horne and reside in a. mawufactured home
land-tense community. Please consider this letter as a response to the Elltcrprilie Duty to Serve Undersetved Markets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (roN 2S90-AA27) reloased June 7,2010 by 1be FHFA.

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting mnnufactured home persol,al propl~lrty loans. I !\In
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is R key segment of the housing Dlark~. Without manufactured
housing, millions offamilies would not even have access to the Amerioan goal-and drc:am - of owning a l>ingle~family

hOlUe. FHFA's initial decision to exclude persollfll property lending considerations from. the aSEs' duty to sel"V('l denies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for hOnleowJ1ership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this 111 ark~ is criticaJ
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing homeowners
need to sell their homes, Markel values for resale manufactured homes are sev~rely depressed today because of the lack of
avaHable filllillcing, and many families like mine have been hmt as a result. In many casest femJHes that lle!eded to move
for fami Iyt health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the la<:1c of available
financing. Denying us financing opportliDitiu i8 unfAir and caD se'ferely reduce tile vnhle of my horn.l~. It can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHPA to ensme the GSEs remain economically viable ilJstitutions Bnd
thnt adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSBs also have an obligation to serve manufactured
llOusing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured borne land-lease c:ommlinitks. I believe the
manufactured housing illdustry stands l'l)8dy to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully ullderserved markets.

Tlu) pl'opolsl by FlIFA fails to senoe the familiCll!! who enjoy tile benefits and tbe ability to live ill manufactured
homes Rnd Dlanufactured home communities. As a m9Dufactured homeowner, I urge FHFA to amenL1 its proposed
rule to also consider manufactured home llenomd property loans ali pal1 uftbe GSEs duty to ,SCNe.

Thank yO\! for your consideration of these cOlnmellts.

Siltcerely,

....ttJ; ;.P
ignature

z,/~o I ~O/O

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughJy 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside in a mannfactured home
land-lease community. Please cODsider this letter as 0. response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved,Market9
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request fot Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by tll,e FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this propolilfll. Manllfactured housing ilil a key segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of families would not even have access to the American goal-ftlld dream - ofowning 11 single-family
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considemtions from the OSEs' duty to gelVC dcmies
millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loa.n Is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this mlll1'ket Is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide financing for buyers when existing h.omeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becau'9t~ of the lack of
available fmancinl1 and many fmnilles like mine ha.ve been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that neElded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been una.ble to sell their homes at any price due 10 the lacli: ofavailable
financing. Denying 1U financing t»pportunltles iJ unfair and can severely reduce the value ofmy bome,. It can
destroy equity many have worked so b.rd to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs :remain economically via.ble in:!Ititutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA nnd the GSEs also bave an obligation to serve macufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitieJ~. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA'in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The propo8al by FBFA fails to I!lIU"ve the famUies who enjoy tbe benefits and the ability to live la manillfadured
homes and manufactured hOOle commupltiell. As a manufaetured homeowner, I urge FHFA to IIDlenlll itl!l proposed
rule to also oonsider manufru:tured hOnle personal property loalls 8S pan of the GSEs duty to !lenre.

Thonk you for your consideration of these comments.

Sinceroly,

Dat '

Lot #

The Reserve@ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.go'V
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90~AA27 .

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I IlIn one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in amanufactl.lted home and reside in a manufactured home
land-lease community. Please consider this Jetter lIS a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservecl Markets

. Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request fo!" Comments (RIN 2590.AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home personal prop~;I1y loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions of families would not evop have access to the American goal-and dream ~ ofowning a single-family
home. FHFA's inidal decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEst duty to lIerve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for homeowncrship.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this ml~rket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership~ but also to provide fmancing for buyers when existing hom,eowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today becaus~1 of the lock of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that nec:ded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to the lack of available
fUlftncing. Denying us financial opportunities Is unfair and c:an severely reduce the value of my home. It can
destroy equity many have worked so bard to buud.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSE5 remain economically viable in!rtlmtions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligation to serve nlmufa.ctured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitieg. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FflFA in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that alS(I, serve these
woefUlly underserved markets.

The proposol by FIIFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benetits and the ability to live iD maDufaetured
bomes Iilnd JDlilnu(adured home communities•.As a manufactured homeowner, I urge FlIFA to amenlll its proposed
rule to allo consider manufactured home personal property ]OltDII as part of the GSEs duty to senre. .

Thank you for your consideration of these corrunents.

Sincerely,

The Reserve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agepcy
1100 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Lin.e: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I ron Ol1e of tbe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in nmnnufactured home and reside in a manufactured hOl11e
land-lease community. Plea~e considertllis letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underservc:,d Markets
Notico of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590·AA27) released June 7~ 20 I0 by the FHFA.

1n its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting tnanufactured home personal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing Is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offamHles would not even have access to the American goal -illld drc:ll!tn - ofowning ft silJgle-filmily
horne. FHFA's initial decision to exclude fJersonal property lending cDnsJderatlons from the OSEs' d\1tytl) serve denies
millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Act:e!;ls to 8. personal property loan is already very diffictllt to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market l~ critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide fillancing for buyers when existing homeowners
need· to selJ their bomes. Market values for resale manufactUred homes aro severely depressed today because of the lack of
availnble fina.ncing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In malty casos, families that n'8eded to Dtove
for family, health, job. or economic reasons have been unoble to sell their homes at Ilny price due to the laek of available
final1cing. Denying us financing opportunitiell is unfair nnd ean severely reduce the vnlue of my horne. It caD
destruy equity many bave wo.'I'etll1o liard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concernl'l raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs ramahl economically viable institutions and
that adequate consumer protectiol1S are in place. But FHFA and tlle GSEs also have an obligation to serve: mftnufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in mallufactured home land-lease communitkls. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF'A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable programs that ah:o sel'Ve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tbe proposal by FHFA faUs to serve the families who eojoy the benefits and the ability to live ill DlRI1ufactured
home. and manufactured llome communities. AI a mannfaleturecl bomeDwne~', I urge FBPA to arnellid Its proposed
nale to ailio consider maDufadured home per.one' property Joans all part of the GSEs duty to servo.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

The Res~rve @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442

S.S£-.Ol.-B2S



··Mr. ~.lfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal HousIng Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
WIlShingtOUI DC 20552
EMAn.: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Lioe: RIN 2590.AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Rousing Industry RIN 2S90-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a lD811ufactured bome and reside in a llllanufaetured home
land-lease conununity. Please consider this letter as a response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underse.rved Markets
Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7; 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured bome penonal property loans. I am
adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactw'ed housing is a key segment of the housing market. Without manufactured
housing, millions offmeilies would not even have Ilccess to the American goal -and dream - ofowninS :8 lingle-faDlily
home. FHFA'5 initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' dut)' to serve denies
lIlillioIlB ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownersbip.

A~ess to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSBs in thin:nurrket is critical
not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership. but also to provide financing for buyers when exist~~g homeowners
need to sell their homes. Market values for resale manufactured homes are severely depressed today bec~useof the lack of
available financing, and many families like mine have been hurt as a result. :en many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due to1he ilack of available
fmancing. Denying us financial opportunities Is unfair aad ea.. &everely reduce the value of my bonne. It can
destroy equity many have worked so hard to build.

As a taxpayer, I appreoiate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the aSEs remain economically viable :institutions and
that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs also have an obligarion to ser,,~ manufactured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans that currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communit~es. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stlUlds ready to address personal property lending issues identified byFH~A in the
proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viabJe programs that al!$o serve these
woefully underserved markets.

Tbe propoaal by FBFA faill to sene the famiUes who enjoy tbe benefits and the ability to live in mnl~Dfadur.d

home. and maDufactured home commnDitie.t, As a maDlIfactllred bomeowner, I urge FBFA to amllirld its proposed
rule to also coulder DUlnufac:tnred bome personal property loans as part of the GSEs doty to fen"e ..

Signatur

I 1)
Oat

CJO~P5 I

~

The ResetVe @ Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agl'l1cy
1700 G Street, N,W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20.552
EMAIL: RegComments@fllfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2S90~AA27

Re; Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590·AA27

Dear Mr. Pollal'd:

I nm one ofthe roughly 10.8 miUion people who own and live in a manufactured houle and reside in a l']:1anufacttlred home
lund-lease community. Please consider this letter !\S fl response to the Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Milrkets
Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for Comments (RIN2S9()-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it Willllot consider supporting manufactured home personal pr',)perty loans. 1am
adversely affected by thIs proposal. Manufactured hous ing is a key ~egmeJlt of the housing mat'ket. Without manufactured
hOll!ling~ millions of families would not evell have access to the American goal-lind dream - ofowning 11 single-tamily
home. FHFA's initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the OSEs' duty to serve denies
milliotls ofAmericans the opportunity for hOlnoownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficrJlt to obtain, so participation by the GSEs in this market is critical
not only to ellSlIre opportunities for l1omeownership, but also to provido fUlancing for buyers when existh~g homeowners
need to sell tbeil' homes. Market values for resale manufactured hottlcs ate severely depressed today becfluse of the lllck of
available tlnancitl,g, and many families like mine have been hurt 8S a. result, In many cases, families tllat n:eeded to tnave
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been llnabll! to sell their homes at any price due to the llllCk of available
financing. Denying u. fin_mcing oppomudties fa unfair and can severllJy rodnc:e the voJue or my bOlne.1t can
dt3troy eqllity many have wodwd so bard to build.

As a tll:l{payer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically viable :iostltutiollS lind
that adequate consumer protections lire in place. But FHFA lUld the GS,Es also have an obligation to servl~: manuf.'1ctured
housing and the 10.8 million Americans: that ourrently reside in manufactured home land-lease commlmitlos. I believe the
manufactured housing industry stands rcmdy to address personal property lending issues identified by FHI")., iiI tbe
proposed nIle in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable progralns that also serve these
woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to se!"vc the families who enjoy the benefits and tIle ability to Ul'e in mamlfacillrcd
homes and manufactured home communities, As .. manufactured homeowner, '1 urge FBFA to amen(i its proposed
rule to also consider manufactured home peraoDftI property IORns all part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments,

~~.,~~
gn~tllre

21~ () !~(),"---,-/~V__
Date

~ ~3
Lot #

The Res~rve @Fox Creek Community, Bullhead City, AZ 86442
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