
UUU U 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. 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 the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning 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 ofavailable 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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce tbe value of my borne. 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. ] 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 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.

T~ank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,uyfl
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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 aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the aSEs
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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce tbe value of my bome. It can destroy equity many bave worked so bard to
build.

,
As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the 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 {Ilarkets.

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families wbo enjoy tbe benefits and tbe ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
bOflleowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured bome
pefSllnal property loans as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,



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. FHFNs
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 ofavailable 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 ofavailable 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
bOflleowner, I urge FIIFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Tnank 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@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 (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 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 ofavailable 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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce tbe value of my bome. It can destroy equity many bave worked so bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viablc 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.

Tbe proposal by FHFA rails to serve the families wbo enjoy tbe benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured borne communities. As a manufactured
homeowner,' urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured bomc
personal property loans as part of tbe 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 Agenc)'
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, OC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentS@thfa.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 - ofowning 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 ofthc lack ofavailable 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 fiDanc:iag 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 Fl-lfA 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 resull'i in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve tbe families who enjoy tbe benefits and tbe ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured borne communities. As a maaufactured
bomeowner.l 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
EMAll...: RegComments@fhfa.gov
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RJN 259Q..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 goa) -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 panicipation 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 ofavailable 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 adequale 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 tbe families wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured bome communities. As a manufactured
homeowner. I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to abo consider manufactured bome
personal property loans as part of tbe 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 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 lener 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 - ofowning 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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my borne. It can destroy equity many have worked so bard to
build.

As a taxpayer,l 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 wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured bome 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
Federd.1 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 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 (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 only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existjng homeowners need 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 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 bave worked so bard to
build.

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

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to serve tbe families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live iD maDufadured bomes and manufactured borne communities. As a manufactured
bomeowner, [urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured borne
personal property loans as part oftbe 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: RrN 2590~AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

J 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 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 financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce tbe value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hanl to
build.

As a taxpayer, J 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 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 borne communities. As a manufactured
homeowner. I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of tbe 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
EMAlL: 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 (0 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 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 ace 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 tbe value of my bome. It can destroy equity many bave worked so bard to
build.

As a taxpayer,l 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 tbe benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured bome communities. As a manufactured
bomeowner. I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured bome
personal property loans as part of tbe GSEs duty to senre.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1100 G Street, N.W. Founh Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentS@fI1fa.gov
Sllbject Line: R1N 2590-AA21

Re: Duty to Serve Manufllctured Housing Industry RlN 2590-AA21

Dear Mr. Pollard:

lam one oftke roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in I manllfactllred bome and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved MarkelS Notice of Proposed Rille Making aIld Request for
Comments (R1N 2590-AA21) n:1eascd lunc 1, 201 0 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indiCl1eS that it will not consider sllpporting manufactured horne
personal property loans. [am adver.;ely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families wollid oot
even have access 10 the American goal-and dream -ofowning a single-family horne. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considenitions from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportUnity for homeownenhip.

Access to a persCllIIl property loan is already very difflclllt to obtain, so participalion by tbe GSEs
in this market is critical not only to eosure opportunittes for homeownership, but also 10 provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market valllCS for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack ofavailable 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 h(llllC5 at any price due
to the lack ofavail.3ble financing. Denying UI finaneillg opportlllliriea is unfair and uo
severely Mila: tbe value of my 101M. It ean destroy eqllity ....y 1I1'·e worked $0 hard 10
build.

As a taxpayer. I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA 10 cnsure the GSEs n:main economically
viable institulions and thai adequate consumeT 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 borne land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing indusuy stands ready 10 address personal property lending issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a sUb$lalllive and productive manner thai resulls in economically viable
programs Ihat also serve lhese woefully undenerved markeb;.

Tb.e proposal by FHFA fails to uI'Ve the families who eDjoy the beDefib aad tbe ability to
live io ma••factuM bomes aDd maGlifactliM borne oommuoities. As a m811llfactuM
homl.'Owaer, I urge FHfA to ame.d lu propo$ed rule to al50 ooll8ider maouf.ctllM borne
penoul property lo..s D.$ pan oftbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for yOUl" consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, • /./ --/ /' ~/~ )C:::T--,. ~~4"'" .« I lY. ",...L Ibq'

Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1100 G Street, N.W. Foonh Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@tllfa.gov
Subject Line: RJN 2590-AA21

Re: Duty 10 Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2590-AA21

Dear Mr. Pollard:

[am Oi1oC of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufacrured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve UlIl1erserved Markel!; Notice of Proposed Rule Making and ReqlM:St for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) n:1eased June 7, 2010 by the FHFA-

In its proposed rule, FHFA indiCa!cs that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposaL Manufactured housing is .. key
segmenl of the housing ntarket. Without manufactured housing. millions offamilies would not
even ha,<e access to the American goal-lllld dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision 10 exclude personal propeny lending considerations from the GSEs' duly to serve
denies millions of Americans the opponunily for homeownership.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fbfa.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 residc
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this lettcr as a response to the
Entcrprise Duty to Serve Undcrserved 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 offamities would nOI
even have access to the American goal -and dream - ofowning 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 homeownersbip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when ex.isting 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 resulL 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 u.s financiog opportuoities is unfair and cao
severely reduce tbe 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 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 lhat results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to serve tbe families wbo enjoy the benefits and tbe ability to
live in manufactured bomes aad manufactured borne communities. A5 a manufactured
homeowner.J urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, •

,(}a..6~g7/l t fJ#---



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: R£N 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of lhe 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 lhe 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 manufacrured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream -ofowning a single-famjly 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 buycrs when existing homeowners need 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 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 financing. Denying us financing opportunilies is unfair and can
severely reduce tbe value of my borne. 11 can destroy equity many have worked so bani to
build.

As a ta.xpayer,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. 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 10 serve tbe families wbo enjoy Ibe benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured bome communities. As a manufactured
bomeowner. I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule 10 also consider manufactured home
personal property loaDS as pari oftbe GSEs duty to sen-e.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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Mr. AI1Ted M. Pollard. General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G SIrcet, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington. OC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentS@fhfa.gov
Subje<:t Line: RIN 2S90·AA27

Re: Dot)' to Serve Manufactured I lousing Industry RIN 2S90-AA27

lleaT Mr. Pollard:

P.l

I am one ofth roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured lone and reside
in a manuf8C~ home land-lease community. Please consider this leerer as a response to the
Enterprise Inty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice of Proposed Rule Mak.inglhd Request for
Comments (RIN 259(l·AA27) ..leasOO June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposId rule. FIiFA indicates that it will not coosider supporting manufactUred home
persooa.I property loans. I am Advt:r.SCl)' affected by this proposal. Manufactured hOusing is • key
segment ofthc housing market. Without manufactured hou.lOing. millions offamilits would not
eveD have access to~ American goal· and dream - ofowning a "ingle·:family heme. fHFA's
initLal decision to exclude personal property lending oon.sKterations from the USEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

A~ss to a personal property loan is already very diffICult to obtain. SO participatiDn by the GSEs
in this marlcd is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homcownersbip, but"so to provide
fmancing for buyers when existing hnmeowners need to sell their homes. Market ..lues for resale
manufactured homes arc severely depres.lOCd today because of the lack of.vaiJablc financio& and
many families like mine have been hun as. resu.lt. In many cases. families that ndeded to move
for family. hutth. job. 01' economic mlSOTtS have been unable to sen their homes Sf any price due
to the lack of available financing. Deayiac at flu.eine: apport••ide. it .at.ir aDd can
le'Yerel:y~ tite value of my 1KMDe. It eaa destroy eq.lty .aay Dve wortMd eo urd to
bdd.

As. taxpayer. I appreciate the conc.:ems raised by FHFA 10 ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
.1$0 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 pef"9Of'lal propel1y lending i5SUCS 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 market.....

1be proposal by FRJi'A. fails to serve tile f...ilin who eajoy tile beHt'ht.ad the .billy to
live I. DI....f.cturcd homes and maoafactured 'ome comm.aitla. As am••fKtured
'omcowDer, I_rae FHFA to amend it. propoted rule.o also OOIUlder manu....nd bo..e
penon" property loa•• as part ot the GSE. duty to sen-e.

Thank you fbi' your consideration ofthe~ comments.

Sincerely.



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 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 aceess to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family borne. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, SO participation by the aSEs
in th.is 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 need.ed. 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 bome. It can destroy equity many have worked so bard to
build.

,
As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the aSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs
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. (Oarkets.

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

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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