
WOODLAND HOMEOWNERS ORGANIZATION, INC.
5891 PATRIOT PASS

GROVELAND FL 34736

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 Housing Industry RlN 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, and I am sending this letter on behalf ofthe Woodland Homeowners Organization, Inc.,
the Community Homeowners' Association, which represents 174 owners of manufactured homes in our 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 (RlN 2590-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.
Our HOA members and I are adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key segment ofthe
housing market. Without manufactured housing, 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 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 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
because of the lack 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 ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can severely reduce
the value of our homes. It can 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 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 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 manufactured
homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured homeowner, and on behalf our BOA
members, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home personal property
loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.



Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Richard Herbert
President, Woodland Homeowners Organization, Inc.



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 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 rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider suppOlting manufactured 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 of families would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal propelty lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hUlt 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured homc land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propelty 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 fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, ~ ~L,~ )lzO)oZLJ/O



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:

J am one ofthe 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 of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 20 I0 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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers vvhen existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a l'eslilL 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. Denying us financing oppOl-tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destJ·oy 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal properlY 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 woefu lIy underservecl markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactUl"ed home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1t'a.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing 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 Jetter 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 7,20 10 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 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 - of owning a single-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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing oppol-tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FI-IFA 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 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 resu Its in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully llnderserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families 'who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nlIe to also consider manufactured home
personal propel-ty loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these cOlllments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Coullsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. FOUlth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RJN 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 comlllunity. 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, 20 I0 by the FHPA.

Tn its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider suppol1ing manufactured home
personal property loans. ] am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured hOllsing, millions of families would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal propelty [ending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the oPPoltunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtnin, 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 vallies for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of available financing, 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 h<we been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Dcnying us financing oppol'tunitics is unfail' and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many bave worked so bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, ] appreciate the concems 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured homc land-lease communities. [believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propelty lend iI1g issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner tllat results ill economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to SCI-VC the families who enjoy the benefits al1d the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amclHI its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to SCI-VC.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



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 Manufactured Housing lndustry RfN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured borne and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to tJle
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RfN 2590-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. ram 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 - of owning a single-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 homeowl1ership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical Dot 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, he3lth, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FillA and tbe GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured bousing 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 economica.lly viable
programs tbat also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve tbe families who enjoy tbe benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured borne communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured borne
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank yOll for yoW" consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

7J?fS, 1I'!jlffiio.J~



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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal propelty loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure oppOltunities 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hUlt 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



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: RfN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing 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 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.

[n its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supPol1ing manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the hOllsing market. Without manufactured housing, 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 market is critical not only to ensure oppoltunities 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing oppol1:unities is unfail" and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, [ 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 obi igation to serve 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 propel1y 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 FI-I.FA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeOWDCI", I ul"ge FillA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



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: RfN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RJN 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 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, FHFA indicates 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 tile housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family horne. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal propelty lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 market is critical not only to ensure oppOlwnities 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hUlt as a result.ln many cases, families that needed to move
for family, bealth,job, or economic reasons have been ullable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying us financing opportunil'ies is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, 1appreciate 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured horne land-lease communities. 1believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propelty 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 fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactUl'ed homes and manufactUl'ed home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

/j"J / - r:::L "'
-~~ /7- pv
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General COllnsel
Federal Housing Finance Agl,;IlCY
1700 G Street, N. W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Rc,gComments!{l,fhhq.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Mallllfacturcd HOllsing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own ami live in a l1lanufactured home anclresicle
in a manufactured home land-lease communiry. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Un lerserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Commenrs (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7.2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supportilli.!; manufactured home
personal property loans. I al11 adversely affected by this proposal. Manun'lclllred hOLlsing is a key
segment of the housin market. W itholll manufaclLlred housing, III iIt ions oUam! lies wou lei not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - orowning a single-family horne. FHFA's
initial decision to exclud p rsonal propert"y lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Ameri ans the opportunity for hOl11c~)wnershjp.

Access 10 a personal property loan is alrct1dy very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market" is critical not only to cnsmC opportunities Cor h011"1cQwnership, but also to provide
finanCing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell (heir homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes art' severely depressed today because rlf !IH~ lack of available financing, and
many families like mi'ne have been hUrl as a result. In Illany cases, families lhat needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic rea ons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying liS linancing 0PPOI'lullities is unfair and can
severely ,'educe the Vi-line of my home. It can destroy equity mallY hi-we worl<cd so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, J appreciale the cOllccms raised by FHfA to ensure the GSE.s remain economically
viable institutions and 111M fldcquate consumer protections arc in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured hOllsing :-Ind the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in Tnflnufaclurcc! home land-lease (OlllI1lLlnities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lend ing iSSUe" idcllti fled by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and producrive lll11nnCr 11lHt resLilts ill economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully 1I11c!crservcd l11arkl.:ls.

The proposal by FHFA fails to scrvc the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
Jive in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeownc,', lUl'ge FHFA to ~melld it·s pnl})Osed nile to also cOllsidl:.~r manufactured home
personal property Joans as pad of the GSEs duty to sCI-ve.

Thank you for your consideralion of these comments.

,s~ Az-f
17 {/1l11 S;ieVtNL,/

George Stevens
6009 Liberty Dr.
Groveland, FL 34736-8567

vVcrrrdJrl,L{,1,O'- (:JJ Cf)L.t.{e-A ilLjCe.

Lo-f if /SLt



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 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 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 (RrN 2590-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 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 - of owning a single-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 propeI1y loan is already very difficult to obtain, so parlicipation 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
manu factured homes are severely depressed today because of the Jack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hUit 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfail' and can
severely reduce the value of my bome. It can 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 Fl-lFA 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 communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propeliy lend ing 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 fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the abi.lity to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I m'ge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



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 RrN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe 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 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 SUPP011ing manufactured home
personal propelty loans. ram adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, mi II ions of fam ilies 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the oppoI1lmity for homeownership,

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so palticipation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure oppOltunities for homeownership, but a.lso to provide
'financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of avai lable financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely I"educe the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, 1 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. ] believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propelty 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 fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and l'he ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FDFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.\V. 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 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 rule, FHFA indicates that it wiIi not consider supporting manutactured 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 of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for familYt health,job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to lack of available financing. us opportunities is unfair can
severely reduce of can equity many h:live worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. 1 believe manufactured
housing industry st..ands 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.

proposal by FHFA fails serve wbo enjoy and the ability to
live in manufactured homes manufactut'ed home comunmities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend proposed rule to also consider m~mldachlredn!omle
personal property loans as of GSEs to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



IVli. i\.lfred 1v1. [=oHard:< (}eneral C\runsel

Subject Line: Rn~~ 2590-1\.i\.27
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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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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
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 because of the lack of available financing, 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.
Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can severely reduce the value of my home. It can
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 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 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
manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured homeowner, I
urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home personal property
loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~1!U_U/L ~~;iJ:?"2L.-

f<~J btD~'



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, Genel'al -oUllsL'1

Federal Housing Finance Agen-.;y
1700 G Street, N.W. FOUlth 1'1001'
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments(?i}fll J'n "~-'OV

Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Man L1lilclu reel HOIJ,lli.~, Indus[ry '·UN :' )00-1\/\27

Dear Mr, Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 lI1illion people who OWl) and live ill II manllfDC[Ured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-leas' C IIlJllunity, Plc;\'l: consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Ulldcl'SCrVL:c1 rvlarkcts N lic' of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) 1\::1 a:s 'c1 .June 7. ~ 10 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FJ-lFA ind icate~ t!lill it wi II nol 'onsider support ing mHn lIfactured home
personal property loans. I Cl m ad v rs ·1)':1 ['Ieeled by III is pl'Clposal. Man uf<lc[lIred housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Wilhlul l11anufaLlllrl'd housing, millions of families would not
even have access to the Amcl'ic,1I1 ooal -1l1l<.1 dreillll- of owning (] sin1'1 '-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal pI' peny lelldin" 'ollsideratiolls from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the oppmtLlllity COl' h .!l1cownership,

Access to a personal property \ em is alre:ly very dilficlIllto obt..,in so parlicipation by the GSEs
in lh is market is cri tical not 0111 y [0 CIlStII' 'OJ1J1 nUll it ics I'llI' hUllleownersh ip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when exi. 1ill~ h\lrlH.'o\Vlwrs Ilced to st:lltileir homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severel I lepl'(;:;scc! to(!;lY I c '~Ill of the bek of available financing, and
many families like mine have been 11lId as a rCSlI11. 111 mall)' ea'e', fi:lInilies tllat needed to move
for family, health, job, or ccol1ol11ic rL:~IS()IIS h,lVC heen ullable LO sell their homes al any price due
to the lack of available finnncin:.:. Denying liS l'ill:lIH.:ing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of Illy !lOlliC'. rr can dCSll'o)' cqllit,y many have wodi-cd so hard "0

build.

As a taxpayer, I Clppreciate the 'onccn,~; r;,iscd hy ,·111:/\ (0 ensure:;: the G 'I:-:s remain economically
viable institutions and that adc II L C 1n51lmer prok,,:tiolls nr<,; ill pbce. Gut FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve Il1ClIlII,"\C(urccl 11 lIsill~~ ancllhe 10.8 million Arnericans that
currently reside il1 manufactured hOIll ' land-lease c\l:nll1unities. [believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready 10 "ddI'L'-::; I)crsomli pl-nperly ICl1din" i. LIe identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive ,ll1d jirllc1u 'li\'1: 1\,":llllcr thaL reStills ill economically viable
programs lhat also serve Illes' \'\'('Jl:f'ull. undL:I,;;'1'\ d !lwrkdS.

The proposal by FHFA fails to sel"\'C the families \Vllo cnjoy Ihe benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and m;lllul':lL:!lll'cd home cOllllllunities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend ils proposed nde 10 :1lso cOllsider" manufactured home
personal propcdy loans as p.ll"l or the (;SEs dllty 10 SCI·VC.

Thank yOLl for youI' consideraliol1 of Ih,,::-;,.~ CO III 111<,;11 Is.

~
R~



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the rough Iy 10.8 miIlion people who OWI1 and Iive in a manu factured 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 market is critical not ol1ly 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying liS linaneing OPpol"tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FH FA 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 hOllsing 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 also serve these woefu Ily underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactUl"ecl home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposcd l"ulc to also consider manufactured home
personal propcl'ty loans as part of the GSEs duty to SCI"YC.

Thank you for your consideration of these COl11l11el1[S.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@1l1fa,gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry l~ IN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people \vho OWl1 and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. PIc,lse consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve U nderserved lvlarkets 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 \Villnot 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 manu facturecl housing, mill ions of famil ies 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 lenel ing considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity 1'01' hOlllcownership,

Access to a personal property lonn is already very di IJieuJt to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure oPPol'tunitics for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severe 11' depressed today because of the lack of avai lable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, f~unilies 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 financi 11g. Denying us financing oppo,-tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by 1~IIFA 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 manui~lClured hOllsing and the J 0.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal projJerty 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 underscrvcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to se"ve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured hOl\1e communities. As a manufactured
homeowne,., I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nile to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as p:lrt of the GSEs dllty to sCI-ve.

Thank you for your considerat iun of these commen ts.

Sincerely, .. a
/1ftJJVJiu!) JL J:Jarl lj[



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. FOlllih Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@n1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing Industry R IN 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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manuj~lctureclhousing, mi Ilions of families would not
even have access to the American goal-and dreZllll - of owning a single-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 homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very cliJlicult to obtain, so pmiicipation 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 toclay because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. III 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. Denying us financing OPpol"tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by n Il~A to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumcr protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manuj~lctured housing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home lanel-lease communities. f 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 \Voefu IIy unclcrserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the fmllilies who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeownet", I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nile to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty (0 ser"ve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

SincerelY'#~~ cf-

~~m



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing Industry 1\ IN 2590-1\1\27

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-1e3se community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Undcrserved lVlarkets 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 home
personal propeliy loans. 1am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without mal1Llfactmecl housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very eli [liCldl to obtain. so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeO\vnership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners neecl to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severe Iy depressed today because of the lack of available financing, 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 becn unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can dcstl'Oy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FIII:A 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home Jand-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address I)ersona I pr"I)crty lend ing issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productivc 1l1:lllner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefu Ily undcl-served markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to ser-ve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeownel', I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to sel·ve.

Thank yOLl for your consideration of these CO 111 I11cn ts.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, Genera] Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry fZ IN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am 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 U nderserved 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 home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manuf~lctured hOt/sing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without man unlcturecl housing, mill ions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property 10(1n is already very dirficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to cnsure oppoltunities fO!" homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severe]y depressed today because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, f~lInilies that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have bccn unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying us Jin:1ncing oppol'tunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of Illy home. It can destroy equity mallY have wor'ked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FIIFA 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 hO\lsing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home lanel-lease communities. r 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 unclerservecl markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to SCI'VC thc familics who cnjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes :lIld manufactured homc communitics. As a manufactured
homeowner', I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider manufactured home
personal proper'ty loans as part of the GSEs duty io sel've.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



dolly

From:
To:
Sent:
Attach:
Subject:

"American Land Lease" <americanland@jangomail.com>
<f1oridadol@embarqmail.com>
Monday, July 19, 20102:04 PM
Resident Letter to FHFA.doc
An important letter from American Land Lease

AMERICAN LAND EASE JULY 1 .2010

ragt: 1 U1 L.

Dear Resident:

As you may be aware, the Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA), which
now oversees Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, recently issued a proposed rule
indicating it would not allow Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac to consider
manufactured housing personal property loans (that is, home financing for
buyers of manufactured homes in land-lease communities) as part of their
"duty to serve" undeserved markets, including manufactured housing. This
"duty to serve" was mandated by Congress in 2008 through the Housing and
Economic Recovery Act. The lack of available financing for manufactured
homes impacts us as the owner of your community, but it also impacts you
directly as a homeowner. It impacts us by making it more difficult for us to sell
homes in your community. It impacts you by making it more difficult for you to
sell your home if you need to move, which may ultimately - and significantly 
impair the value of your home. Many of you have commented to us about this
by observing the different price levels of new homes VS. used homes in your
communities.

We have an opportunity to work together on this issue to make a difference.
The proposed rule by FHFA is open for comment through this Wednesday,
July 22. We have responded as a company, and I spent last Wednesday in
Washington meeting on this issue on Capitol Hill. On Friday, I helped draft the
attached letter, which the Manufactured Housing Institute, the industry's trade
organization, sent out to all of its community owner members requesting them
to get as many residents as possible to sign and return to FHFA before
Wednesday. I can't think of a better way to influence FHFA's decision on this
issue than to have not just corporate interests like us, but also homeowners 
real families like yours - weigh in on the proposed ruling.

The creation of new financing programs for buyers of manufactured homes
can help us maintain full, vibrant communities, help you sell your home if you
need to and help protect the value of your home. Please sign the attached
letter today, this evening or tomorrow morning and drop it by the community
office, where we will collect the letters and send them to FHFA tomorrow in
time for the Wednesday deadline. If you don't have a printer, please stop by
the office and we will provide you a copy to sign. You can help us make a
difference for our industry, your community and your home!

ThankYOU-~~
7/20/2010
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"American Land Lease" <americanland@jangomail.com>
<f1oridadol@embarqmail.com>
Monday, July 19. 20102:04 PM
Resident Letter to FHFA.doc
An important letter from American Land Lease

A RICA AND EASE JU Y 9.20 (I

Dear Resident:

As you may be aware, the Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA), which
now oversees Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, recently issued a proposed rule
indicating it would not allow Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac to consider
manufactured housing personal property loans (that is, home financing for
buyers of manufactured homes in land-lease communities) as part of their
"duty to serve" undeserved markets, including manufactured housing. This
"duty to serve" was mandated by Congress in 2008 through the Housing and
Economic Recovery Act. The lack of available financing for manufactured
homes impacts us as the owner of your community, but it also impacts you
directly as a homeowner. It impacts us by making it more difficult for us to sell
homes in your community. It impacts you by making it more difficult for you to
sell your home if you need to move, which may ultimately - and significantly 
impair the value of your home. Many of you have commented to us about this
by observing the different price levels of new homes VS. used homes in your
communities.

We have an opportunity to work together on this issue to make a difference.
The proposed rule by FHFA is open for comment through this Wednesday,
July 22. We have responded as a company, and I spent last Wednesday in
Washington meeting on this issue on Capitol Hill. On Friday, I helped draft the
attached letter, which the Manufactured Housing Institute, the industry's trade
organization, sent out to all of its community owner members requesting them
to get as many residents as possible to sign and return to FHFA before
Wednesday. I can't think of a better way to influence FHFA's decision on this
issue than to have not just corporate interests like us, but also homeowners 
real families like yours - weigh in on the proposed ruling.

The creation of new financing programs for buyers of manufactured homes
can help us maintain full, vibrant communities, help you sell your home if you
need to and help protect the value of your home. Please sign the attached
letter today, this evening or tomorrow morning and drop it by the community
office, where we will collect the letters and send them to FH FA tomorrow in
time for the Wednesday deadline. If you don't have a printer, please stop by
the office and we will provide you a copy to sign. You can help us make a
difference for our industry, your community and your home!

Thank you-

I£J~ 7/20/2010



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 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 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 rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal propelty loans, [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 - of owning a single-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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing OPI)Ortunit'ies is unfair and can
severely reduce the vallie of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a ta;xpayer, 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. J believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lend ing issues identi fled 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 serve the families who enjoy the benefit's and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N. W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fllfa.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 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, 20 I0 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 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 - of owning a single-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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

SincerelY,I(~ ~.a;)j{

~~~
Harold and Elin Saxby ~
6154 Liberty Drive, Groveland, FL 34736



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agcncy
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1t'a.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who o\;\,n and Jive 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 Ruie Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 20 10 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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, mi 11 ions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcovvnership.

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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GS Es remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured hOllsing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease commllnities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal properly 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 ul1clerservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to sel·ve.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of tile roughly 10.8 miJlion people who ovvn 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal -and dream - of owning a single-family home. FI-IFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

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 because of the lack of avai lable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for fami Iy, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 FI-IFA 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 communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address pcrsonal properly 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 underservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, ..77 A ~ >' /
;;.r/./ {}L-/vLal~~



Mr. Alfred M. PoJlard, 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 O\OV/1 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. 20 10 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FI-IFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many famities 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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
tile 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 scrvc thc familics who cnjoy the bcnefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactUl"cd home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I U1"gc FHFA to amcnd its proposed nllc to also considcr manufactured home
pcrsonal property loans as part of thc GSEs duty to servc.

Thank you for your consideration o1i\these comments.

(

Sincerely, F\ O~CL-" "Q[l,{~



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal I-lousing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCol11ments@fht~l.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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property Joan 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can dcstroy cquity many havc 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 hOllsing 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 also serve these woefully unclerservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve thc families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I m'ge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider' manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to servc,

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, fJ~ f.~



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufacturcd 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 a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7,20 I0 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FFiFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions oC families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of Illy home. It can destl"oy 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 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 also serve these vvoefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to sel-ve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufacturcd home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposcd nile to also consider manufactured home
pCI"sonal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these COlllments.

Sincerely,



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
I700 G Street, N. W . Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fMa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who ovvn ancllive 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 rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the laek of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 also serve these woefully llnelerserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to sCI-ve the families who enjoy the benefits anel the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communitics. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nile to also considel" manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, [~~~~?/'C '//'tJ ~~l



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fM~l.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 o"vn 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 7,20 I0 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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my homc. It can dcstl'oy 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 arc 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 communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal properly lend ing 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 ullderservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactUl'ed home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to sel've.

Thank you for your consideration of these cOl11ments.

Sincerely, ~:»'I971a-



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing Industry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly] 0.8 million people who ovvn 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, 20 10 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider suppOlting manufactured 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 of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not on Iy 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, f~lIl1ilies 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worl<ed so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GS Es 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I UI"ge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as pal"t of thc GSEs duty to SCI"ve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fllfa.gov
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
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 .J une 7. 20 10 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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of Illy home. It can destroy equity many have worl{ed 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. Lbelieve the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal pl'Operty 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 woefu lly ullderservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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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 Manufacturcd I-lousing Inelustry RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million pcople who ovvn and livc in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Pleasc 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) rcleased June 7, 20 I0 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FI-IFA indicates that it will not consider suppOlting manufactured 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 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 also serve these woefully unclerservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nIle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fllfa.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 a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released .J une 7, 20 I0 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider suppOliing manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by th is proposal. Manut~lctured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destI·oy 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 hOllsing 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 pl'Operty lending issues identified by FHFA in
tile proposed rule in a substantive and productive manncr that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully llllderservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to sel-ve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nile to also considel' manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to sel-ve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fl1fa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing Industry RlN 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 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, 20 I0 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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homcownership.

Access to a personal properly loan is alrcady 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 homcowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine havc 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my homc. It can dcstroy cquity 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 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 ancl productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully unclerserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who cnjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I Ul'ge FHFA to amend its proposed nlle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these cOlllments.



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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing finance Agency
1700 G Street, N. W. Fourtil Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@(hfa.goY
Subject. Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manuf21cturcd Housing Industry RI N 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the rough Iy 10.8 mil Iion people who own and live in H manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home lanel-Iease 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 (RfN 2590-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

III its proposed rule, FHFA indicates tlUlt it will not consider supporting m(\J1ufactured home
personal property loans. 1am adversely affected by this proposal. MaJ1ufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing marker. Without manu factured housing, millions of fam iIies would not
even have access to the American goal -and dream - of owning a single-fam iIy home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal properly lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
den ies millions of Americans the OppOl'tUIl ity for hOll1cownersh ip.

Access to a person<ll properly 10al1 is already very dif[jcult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to cilsmc opportLlllilies ['or homcowncrship, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners !leed to seillheir homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely ciepressed today because oCthe lack of available financing, and
rn8.11Y families like mille have been hllli as a result. [11 m3ny cases, Cillllilics that needed to move
for fam ily, health, job, or eCOIl('lll1 ic reasons ha ve been \lila ble to se 11 their homes a( any price due
to the lack of <:Ivai In ble fin<lllc ing. Dcnying us Ii nnuti llg oppo rtulli tics is unfair and en n
scverely reduce the value of my homc. It can c!cSh'oy cqllit)' mnny lulVC worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FI·1FA to ensure the GSFs remain economically
viable institutions and that adeq W.1te consumer pwtcctiolls are in place. Ou t FHFA and the GS Es
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in mallufactuH:d home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands re8dy to addrGss personal properlY lending issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive anc! produclive m,11111Cr that results in economically viable
programs llHlt also serve these 'vvoefully L1llclcrservcd Ilin,'kels.

Thc proposal by FHFA fails to SCIY'C the families who cnjoy the bcncfits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes anll manufactul'cd home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule 10 also consider- manufactured home
personal property loans as pa rt of 1hc GSEs duty to scrve.

Thank you for your consideralion of these COlllmenlS.
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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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, 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 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
Etv1AIL: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one Qfthe 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 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 home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactnred home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. FOlllih floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@111fa.gov
Subject Line: R1N 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am one of the roughly 10.8 miJlion people vvho own and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease coml11unity. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved rVJarKets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 20]0 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. 1 am adversely alTected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, mil1ions 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for hOl11eownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already vcry diCficult to obtain, so p31iicipation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to cnsure 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 because of the laCK of available financing, and
many families like mine have been Illirt as a result. In many cases, Camilies 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FIIFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections arc in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manuCaetured housing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease cOlllmunities. 1 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 \Voefu II)' llnclerservecl markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to selTe the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner', I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthcsc commcnts,

Sincerely, {Fb.~~~ If. p....,...;..e--~
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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 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 rule, FHFA indicates 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 manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal propetiy 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal propeliy 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 fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



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 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 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, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 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 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 because of the lack of available financing, 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destl·oy equity mauy have worked so hard to
build.

As a ta"Xpayer, 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 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 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 manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal pmperty loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
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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@fllfa.gov
Subject Line: RfN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured I-lousing 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 a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RfN 2590-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 proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is all'eady 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 vvhen existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families thal 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can 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 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal properly lend ing issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefu I1y underservecl markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed nlle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Q/~"h



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing lndustl)' RIN 2590-AA27

Dear Mr. Pollard:

1am 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 of Proposed Rule Making and Request' for
Comments (RJN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal propl:rty loans. r am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactllfed housing is a key
segment oftJle housing market. Without manufactured hOllsing, 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 lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the Oppoltwlity 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 because of the lack of available financing, and
many families like mine have been Inut 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. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It' can 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 bousing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industl)' stands ready to address personal property lendi ng issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economicaJly 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 manufactured homes and manofactu.·ed home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, [ urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured borne
personal property loans as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of tbese comments.

Sincerely,




