
Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel 
Federal Housing Finance Agency 
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor 
Washington, DC 20552 
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove 
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, FI1F A 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 I?larket. Without manufactured housing, millions of families would not 
even have access to the American goal -and dream - of owning a single-family home. FHF A'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 inarket 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 Care 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 fmancing. Denying us financing opporhmities is unfaif;llnd ~~n , , 
severely reduce the value of myhome; '1t can destroy equity many have W()JI<.~~so hard to 
build. - , . 

-~ h .. 

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHF A to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. ~ut,FHF A ,and tile GSEs 
also have an obligation to serve manufactured hQusing and the 10.8 inillionAmericaOsthat 
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease com .. nunities. I believe the manufactured 
housing industry stail.ds ready to address personal property lending issues identified by fHF A in 
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that «lsu;lts iri eRQno.m,ical,ly vi~ble 
programs that also serve these woefully underseived markets. ' . ' " " ' " ': . : ",'" , 

. . . . l!: .:'~ ., 

The proposal by FHF A 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~lsocqlls~d,er , p:1~q~f~~tu~~d home 
personal propertyloans 'aS part of the GSEs duty to se~e. !,_ ;" ., ~':- ' . ' 

. .: j~ : ...... :.-.; .. 

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. 

. .... . ,' 



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

Mr. Robert P. Fritzsche 
927 Appleberry Dr 

DE 19977 

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

Dear Mr. PoHard: 

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, mil1ions of families would not 
even have access to the American gOal-awl dream - of owning a single-family home. FHF A's 
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve 
denies miUions of Americans the opportunity for bomeownership. 

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 resulL In many cases, families that needed to move 
for fiunily. health. job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due 
to the lack of available fmllOOing. Deaying WI financiug opportunities is uafair IUId caD 
severely reduce the value of my home. It caD destroy equity many bve worked so hard to 
build. 

As a taxpayer, 1 appreciate the concerns raised by FHF A to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHF A and the aSEs 
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the ] 0.8 million Americans that 
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured 
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF A in 
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable 
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets. 

Tbe proposal by FHF A laDs to serve the families who enjoy the benefits ud the ability to 
Uve iD manufactured homes and maDufactured home eommuaities. As ...... afactared 
homeowner, I Drge FHFA to amead its proposed rule to also coasider maaufactllred home 
penoaal property 10aJIS 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 
Washingto~ DC 20552 
EMAn...: RegComments@thfa.gove 
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27 

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

Dear Mr. Pollard: 

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside 
in a 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 2S90-AA27), released lune 7, 2010 by the FHF A. 

In its proposed rule, FHF A indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home 
personal p~perty 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 borne. FHF A'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 severeJy depressed today because of the lack of available f'mancing, 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 f'mancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can 
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity many have worked so hard to 
build. 

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHF A to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHF A 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 indusny stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF A in 
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable 
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets. 

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the famnia who enjoy the benefits and the ability to 
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home eommunities. As a manuf'adured 
homeowner, I urge FBFA 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 
EM.All..-: RegComments@thfa.gove 
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27 

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

Dear Mr. Pollard: 

I am on~ 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 FHF A. 

In its proposed rule, FHF A 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 
fmancing 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 FHF A to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHF A 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 FHF A 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 FBFA 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, 

4J~',tL-w1 ~~~ 
106 4~~c~ MMUU/ j)£ /91''117 



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

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

Dear Mr. Pollard: 

1 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 asa 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, FHF A 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, millioJ"ls 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 
mthis market is critical hot only to ensure op'poitooities for homeownership, but also to provide 
financing for buyers when existing hoDleowners need to sell their homes, Market values for resale 
manufactured homes are severely depressed tC?daybecause of the lack of available financing, and 
many families like mine have been hurt as a result: III many cases; families that needed t~ ITlOVe 
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price. due 
to the lack of available fmancing. Denying us fmancing 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 FHF A to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHF A and the GSEs 
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the . 1 0.8 million Americans that 
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease corrununities. I believe the manufactured 
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHF A in 
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable 
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets. 

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families wbo enjoy the benefits and the abi!~ty t() 
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured bome communities. As a manufactured 
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider ~anufac~red home 
persoiull 'property loans .as part of the~Es d~ty to serve. . . 

Thank you for your c'orisideration of thes,e comments.' . 
. .; ' , " . '., . .,; : .. . ' .... ... , .. , , ' " '. '; 

" : 

;;: { , 



Mr. Alfred M. Po~ General Counsel 
Federal Housing Finance Agency 
1100 G Street. N.W. Fourth Floor 
WasIling1on, DC 20552 
EMAR.: Re&Comment.s@fbfa.gove 
Subject Line: RJN 2590-AA27 

Re: Duty to Serve Mann:factmed Housing Industry R1N 2S90-AA27 

Dear Mr. Pollard; 

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a maollfBctuRd home and reside 
in a manu:fAdured home land-1easc community. Please consider this leUer as a response to the 
Enterprise Duty to Serve lJnderseI'ved Madrets Notice of Proposed Rule MakiDg aDd Request fur 
Comments (RIN2590-AA27)rcIeased June 7. 2010 by the FHFA. 

In its proposed rule, FHF A indicates that it will not consider supporting ID8IlUfiIctmed home 
personal property loans. I am .advcrsely affecaed by this proposal. Maoufaclun:d housing is a by 
segment of the housing market. Vrtbout manufactured housing. millions ofrm.iJjM would DOt 
even bave access to the American goal-and dmun - of owning a single-fiunilYhome. FHFA's 
initial decision to exclude personal property lending ooosiderations ftom the GSHs' duly to serve 
denies millions of Americaos the opportunity for homeownersbip. 

Access to a personal property loan is aJready very difficult to obtain, so participatioo by the GSBs 
.in this market is critical not only to ensuro opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide 
financing for buyers when existiDg homeowners need to seU 1heir homes. Market values for resale 
manufiJctured homes are seven:Iy depressed today becaUse of the lack of available fiDanciDg. and 
many families like m.ino have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move 
for fiunily. health. job. or economic reasons have been UDabJe to sen U1eir homes at any price due 
to the Jack of available fiDaDciog. DeayiDg as fjne-riwg opportuides.is afair aad caa 
severely reduce tile value olmy .boDle. It caa desCroyequity maay Iarve worbd 80 J.umI to 
build. 

As a taxpayer.) appreciate tho concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically 
viable institutions and 1hat 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 1hat 
currently reside in manu&ctured home land-Jesse connmmities I believe the ID8IlUfiIctmed 
housing industIy stands ready 10 address personal property lending issues identified by FHF A in 
1he proposed role in a subslantive and productive manner that JeSU1ts in ecooomically viable 
programs that also serve these woefulJy undorse.rved madcets. 

The proposal by ftlFA fails to serve the familia who e.qoy tile beaefiCs aad the ability to 
live ia maallfactand IIomea aDd maaufadanld heme COIIUIIuitie& .As a maaafac:Cund 
homeowner9 I urge FHFA to ameJld its pt"Oposed raIe to IIIso eoJI8ider ..... ufiMotnred home 
persoDal property Ious as part of tile GSEs duty to serve. 

Thank you for your consideration ofth~ comments. s~,,~~,;: :: "; "-: ~'-. .'.? .,;;;-.. " "" .. ';~-" ,,:;<. ~, ;.:,,,,,~:,-,,.,~~ .... ,,-~~-~.-~~-=-=' 

.....•.... c- , -;"7.'.'C. ~~~"~~'" 



Mr. Alfred M. PoIlard, 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. PoIlard:

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 itwill 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 seIl 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 hav~ 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. 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
underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to live in
manufactured homes andinanufactured 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; •

.t. "\ "'-"

., ": .:1 ~ I .'

, .



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

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

VI.I'~ Patridl1l Sperry:+-'
• ~ . 1019 Dante Rd.
~.' Smvrna DE 19977-1662
U - "

I wn one ofthe roughly 10.8 miUion people who own and Jive in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured borne land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 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 considemtions from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies milJions 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 ofavailable imancing, 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 role 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 benet'hs and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured borne
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.gove
Su~ject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

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

Iii its proposed rule, FHFA indiCates that it will not consider Stipporti.Iig f1i8rttif'acttired 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 sing1e~fwnily 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
iii this market is critical not only to ensure oppofti.ifiities fof homeownership, but also W pl'()vide
fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailable 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 fmancing. Denying WI financing opportunities is unfair and (:an
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 industty sWlds ready to address personal ptbperty 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 famUies who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufadured borne communities. As a manufaetured
bomeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider mannfactured home
personal property lOaDS 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.gove
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 ofProposed 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFNs
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considemtions 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 homeownersbip, but alsQJOiP~ov~4e
fInancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market valuesfouesale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailable-f'mancing, 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 vaJue olmy home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hanl 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 FIIFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the beneiWI 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 ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

,fYIcureuit: a··· {!/aU::StJ>1

Rr&vA/(~

Sincerely, .' Margaret Clarkson

IIII Lorenzo Ln
Smyrna. DE 19977
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EM.A.ll-: RegComments@thfa.gove
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 Jive in a manufactured home and reside
in a mahufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to ServeUnderserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that itwiH 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, milliOIl~ 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 famUies likemin,l? have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health;job, ()J'econoIrticreasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available fmanc~g. Denying us fmancing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce.thev~lu.eofmyhome.Itcan destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build. . .

"':.

As a taxpayer, I apprebiate the concerns·raisedby 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 manufactw'ed housing aruhhe 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in nianufactured home land-lease communities. 0 I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by PHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that 'also serve these woefully Uridetservedniarkets. .

. '.. (

..... .

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families. who enjoy the benefitsamJ,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
persohaf ~roperty16~ns'aspart of the GSEs duty to sel"V,e.- ,: "; ,0', " "
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700G Street, N~W. Fourth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAlL:· RegComments@fhfa,gove
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 ofProposed 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 goaJ -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 aJso to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe 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 hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economicaJly
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 the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FJlFA 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 ofthese comments.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfagove
Subj~tLine: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry R.IN 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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FillA.

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 "()ffami!ies 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 ofthe 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 finandng 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 FIIFA 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-t " e comments.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
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Washington, DC 20552
ENtAiL: Regco~ent~1hfa.go~e
SulljectLme:k':tN 259~AA27

lte: tlGtY 'to 'serveMiffiUiiiChilOO tIouslng ffiauSfrY 1'tlN259(}:AA21
~;";,-;'':-;'':':' :t<:1'i.J- "'~":,"':',:~~"(:':-:i'

J)p~r M!', Po"!'rd~

~1~'~~~'j!o.~!f1t~~i=
ill ttspropoSCdfU"le, l<HFA 'iDdi6afesi:ffirtit w'il1 not cons'ioer supportIDg ·m.anlitaCmroo'home
'pcrsonlll:propertY "toans. t '8ffiooversely 'alfecteaby "i1ffii 'proposal. :M8DumctUredhousufgiSa 'Key
segment offuehousmgiilliiket WithoUt "ITianuiacturoo nousmg, 'Jililliomrot'tlmlHes wout3 not
even 'have access to 'the A'mencangoat-:aDCi 'drdiID - 'of'oWli'fuga·Sili8Ie.:tWIliIY ·nome. FtlFA's
';;J~rJs~ffiW:S~f~~~~~@ilj~~~~~t~~~~~~ 'from"tlWdSEs' auty 'fuserve

As -a'taXpayer, l'apprecllili:ffieconcerns raIsed l>y ltmAtoensure the aSES remam econoDllbal1y
\ilabie 'tnmfunoos'and lJUltaaequateoonsumerprofeCnonsare 'In 'place. gut F:HFAlmdtne tiSEs
also lliivean oblfgaHooroserve m8rlilfaCfufed fioUsmgandffie 10:8 ffiilfiori ADienC3riSffiilt
currenfty residemmanuf8CtUred home fand~leas~ commUffi6.es. t 'oolleve 'the 'manUiaCtUied
nousmg 'inausnystiUi&"ready 'to aaaresspersoruuproperly ·tendllig ISSUeS ideniilied 'by ·FRFA.iii
the 'proposea 'rule 'Loa suosumtlVe and prooucuve'mannertfiatreswtS Iiieoonomtcauy Viable
programs'ffiat ilooservc 'ffiese wooniUyw{derserveamarReiS:

'~~:i~~~;~t~~~-rfiji~!f!\1i:f:~~!~~!~~!!~i§t~
'f)o'meowoer, 1.1'=' l/lIli'X to 'arne-lid 'its""ro~rujef08i8o ooosiClermanoraaurea 'home
persoDajpropeHf'foansu partoltlle~s(j'ulY (0 ReWe.

thank youfuryow-coliS1deratfonBttIieseooDililents:

si!iliereiy, 8
~~~~



/
Mr. Alfred M. PolIard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
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 ofProposed 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, million_s 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
fmancing 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
manyfamilies like mine have been hl,l,I,1 as ~ 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 fmancing. Dellying us fin,~ncing.opportunitiesis unfair and can
severely reduce the value of myh9me. It can,4~stroyequitymany have worked so hard to
build. .' . ." " .. ' , ,

~ ". ::' . " -1~r.~~·~,·-"-:' . .

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economicalIy
viable institutions and that adequate cons~merprot~tipnsare in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing.and the 10.8 million Ameri,cans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the maIJufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lendihg issues identifi({d by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underservedmarkets. .

. , -;".' .; ." ',.' ,

The p;op~al by'FHFA'faHs 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 FHFAtoamend itspr0'R~sed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal properry loans as part ofthe qSEs411ty to' ser.ve~ , ~.

. '. -' . (

,Thank Y9u. for yourconsiderati?n of1hes,e,'(:omme~~s. '.• '
~.
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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.gove
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 ofPrdposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590~~7)releasedJune 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

.. .~
. . .'.' .

In its proposed nile, 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, millioI},s 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
fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale

:martufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack of available fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result.Jn many cases, families that needed to move

.for family, Jiealth, job~ oreconoinic reasonsha~ebeen unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack of available fmanping. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
'severely ..educe 'the value of my home.,It can. destroy equity many ~ave 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 obligationto serve manufactured housing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home lapd~~<::ase·con:miunities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address pc~on'al property lending issues identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule :m'a substantive arid proclti6tive imumer th~t resultsiri'economically viable
programs thatalso serve these wo'efully 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 alsoconsid~r manu.facturedhQrne
personal property loans:as;part of the GS~s duty to serve. . .. '

. '.' ,'" . , ; ,.,;., . ~'::1 • ,
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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.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

."..

Marie Camey .
743 Vinway St
Smyrna DE 19977-1772 .

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, millio~s 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 sev~rely depressed today because of the lack of available fmancing, and
many families like mille have b~enhUrt asa i:-es~it. III many cases, families that needed to move
for famVy, health,jo~, or economic,reasons havebee!1 unable to sell their homes at any price due
t9 the .lackof aV(lilable, fmanciI1g. Denying .us fina,ncing opportUllitie~~~~. unf~~r~pdc?ln ,.". '. '.'
~~ve~ely J:edl;l~e the ,yalue of m,y home. Hean destrgy equity ~any:havework~d,~oha~d to
~uild.· . . .
~ , .

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 inillioh 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 resultsih'economically viable
programsthat also serve these woefully underserved markets. "'.; ." ,;,

,/"." " \. "';".-,"J: ;~, ,.--... :~.,'~~:'-:':'- ~:-~!~::~ ::- ... ,.lr~i'-~~

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
',~v;e.ID man..(a~tured~ome~~pd, manuf~cturedbo~e,co,~m~~iti~s.1,\s,a m3;nufa~t~~ "
1l0meO;wner, I u~gefllF{\ to amend its, p~oposec:J r,t1.~ to alsocons!der manti.fac.tur~~,home
perso~alp~,op~rtY,loa~sasll,art ofthe.GSEs ~,u~ to,s~rv~. '" ,,::'' . '.. : ',,__ 'ii,'

~~m~erely," _
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EM..Ali: RegComments@fhfa.gove
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, milliol},s offamilies would not
.even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a singJe-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 raise~ 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
cillTently 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 chnsider'man'ufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs duty to sern.

Thank you for yourconsider<lction·of these commef.lts.

Sincerely,

~~Q~:



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 mapufactured 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 homeowners hip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today 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.
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Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAlL: RegColTll11~nrs@t11 fa.Qove
Subject Une: 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 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 borne. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownersbip.

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
financ:ing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resaLe
manufactured homes are severely depressed rollay because ()f tbc 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, 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. 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 borne communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FillA toamend 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. Richard Ruben
801 Stella St.
Smyrna, DE 19977



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fowth Floor
Washington. DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@thfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S9O-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 miUion people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not COO8ider supporting manufilctured home
personal property Ioans. I am adversely affected by this proposaL Manufactured housing is a key
segment oftile housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families would not
even have access to the American goal -;md dream - ofownillg 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 bomeownership.

Acress 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 homeowne:rship, but also to provide
fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depre8sed today because ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases. families that needed to move
for mooty, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seU their homes at any price due
to the lack of available financing. Denying lIS financiDg opportuaities is unfair ad caD

severely reduce the value DC my home. It can destroy eqoity many Dve 'Worked SO bard 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 home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address persona! 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 W1derservcd markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families woo enjoy the benefits aud the ability to
live is manufactured homes and manufactured home commoDities. As • maoufadured
homeowner, I nrge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manWactured bome
personal property loans lIB part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for yom consideration oftOOse 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.gove.
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 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. M~ufactured housing is a key segment of the
housing market. Without manufactured housin:g,milliOriS offamilies would rIot even have access to the
American goal -- and dream -- of owning~ singl~-famii:/hbme.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 i:>ecause ofthe.l,llck,9f 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 sel,l their homes at any price due to the lack of available financing. Denying
us jjn~nciug opportunities is imfairandcan se:vereIY,red~ce,the value of my 11~~~. It ca~ destroy
equity many haveworke<Jso hard,~obuil~. " '", . . "', "',. ':' j .., ,'-' ,'-. • ,"~ '.

:. .' .' : ... "... , l:·· ! ".: ," . • :.:,.,<;." .

As a taxp~yer, I appreciate the conce~s raisedbyFBFA to ensure the GSEs remairie~odd;nicallY'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 jn economically viable programs that also serve these woefully
unders~rved markets,"

The pr~posal by FHFA fails to serve the families\Vho enjoy the benefits ao'd the abiiity t~iive in
manuf~ctured homes and maoufac~ur~dhome communities. As a manufactured homeowner, I urge
FHFA t9 amend its proposed rule ~(qtlso .cqos,ider ~a~uf~,ctured ~ome persona,l ,property loans as
part ofthe GSE~dutytoserve. ,'",; ,,;, '.' ~, . " ,:,,:',.'" ,,:' ' ',' .'

Thank y,9u for your considerati?n ofth~~e:~oim?~ri~;:, '..
.•.. ~. '.. - " " .: ,~ . , ; .J { ,. : , ' . :;., .•.. ,"

Sinc,erely, •

I ~ ~ '." •
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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: R1N 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 singie-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,



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re!.!Comments@fhfa.gove
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 ofProposed 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 horne. 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 i 0.8 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 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@tl1fa.gove
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 (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 - 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,

V~ C~tLtdc
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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.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

ne~r Mr PolI:>rrl'

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 ofProposed Rule Makiiig and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FIllA.

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, miliions offamilicil 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
fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed ~ay because oftp~ lack of availabl~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 fmancing. Denying u.s financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so hard to
bniJ,l

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FillA to ensure the aSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obfigat"ion to serve manufactured housing arid tlie 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communitieS. I believe the manufactured
housing' industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FHFAin
the proposed rule in a substantive and 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 ab-i1ity to
live i" milllmfQf'hn'M hom~ iIIn«t m~n"filletnr4'd home N\mmJH'iti~.• As ~ m,.nJlfactllJ'ed

homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed ride 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, .~ f'V1_~ ( NI-S)




