
Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
F~emlHo~mgFmmceAgency

1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ~~.~::-::~:.:' :'~_;r ..:':~: '~. ,<To ~~? <;,', ':
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 of the housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goaI--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
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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked 80 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 aDd the ability to
live in manufactured homes and mannfactured 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,
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1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa, CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsfalfhfa.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 bome
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured bousing is a key
segment of the housing market. Without manufactured bousing, 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 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 bomeowners need to sell their bomes. 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, bealth, 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 nnfair and can
severely reduce the value ofmy borne. 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 bave 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 mannfactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

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

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a 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 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 offamllies 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 CXlusiderations from the aSEs' 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 sen 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~ families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DenyiDg us 8DaDdDg oPPOrhulities is 1IIIfairaad can
severely reduce tile value ofmy home. It am destroy equity maay Itave worked 10 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.& million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home landoolease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues idel1tified 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 tile beBefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in manufaetured homes ad manufaetured home eommaDities. As a muuf'aetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider JD8Dufaetared home
persoDal property 10aDs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r~~f ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qnsn CA 95403



Mr. Alfi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Waslrington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 2S90-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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude persoual property lending considerations ftom 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 homeownershi~ 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 sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeRyiDg us fiDaDeiDg oPPOrtllllities is aafair aad can
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity maay have worked 10 hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the OSEs 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.& 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 FRFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beaefitB aad tile ability to
live iD manufactured homes and maaufadured home e8Dlmtlllities. As a maaufadured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also eoD8ider ID8DBfaetured home
persoDai property loaDS as part 01tile GSEs duty to 8e"e.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese 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: RegCommentsrcv.fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand·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 2S9O-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-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FIWA'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 too~ 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 sen 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,he~ job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DenyiDg us fin8lleiDg oPPOrtuities is ufair aad ean
severely redaee the value ofmy home. It en destroy equity maay IIave 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 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 markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beaefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in manBfaetured homes ad manufactured home eommDDities. .As a muaf'aetared
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider lDBDufaetared home
personal property loaDS as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.
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Mr. Al&ed 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 2S9o-AA21

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 MakiDg and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S90-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 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 ftom the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershi~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen 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 seD their homes at any price due
.to the lack ofavailable financing. DenyiDg us fiDaltdag oPPOI1lulities is mafairaad am
severely reduee the value ofmy .ome. It am destroy equity maay Iulve worked 80 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 aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.8 million Americans that
currently reside in manufacmred home land-lease communities. I believe the manu&ctured
housing industly 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 wderserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile lJeaefits aDd the ability to
live ill m8Dufaetured homes aad manufaetared home eommUDities. As a maaafactured
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also eollSider mauBfaetured home
persoD81 property 10aDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

fHF ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAll..: RegComments@fufa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-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 2S96-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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goaI-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already vel)' difficult too~ 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 sen 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 resuIt.1n 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. DeDyiDg 88 8Daaeiag oPPOJ1allities Is UDfair &ad caD

severely redaee the value ofmy home. Itan destroy equity ID8IIY have worked 10 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 miUion 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 Wlderserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA faDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile beBefits aDd tile ability to
live in mauufaetured homes and maaufaeturecl .ome eommaDities..As a maaafactared
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed role to also eollSider Dl8Dufaetared home
penoDai property 10aJJs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

fHf ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Ponard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments(QJ,fufa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90...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 2S9()"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. 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 too~ 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 sen their homes...Market values for resale
manufactured homes are sevetely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a resuIt.1n many~ families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seU their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg 118 fiDaIleiDg oPPOrtllDities is aafairaad e8Il

severely reduee the valae ofmy lIome.1t eaD destroy equity ID8IlY have worked 10 IumI to
buDd.

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 industIy 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 woefuIly 1D1derserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the families who eDjoy tile benefits 8Dd tile ability to
live in manufaetured bomes aDd manofadored home comm1lllities. As a muafaetuJ'ed
homeowner, I Brge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also collSider Dl8Dufaetared home
penoD81 properly 10aBs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely, 5lfA12-DI1 J. lIe:ro/l
IflfS 1'/1JiA- ~1J'1 Splle£ 3'1
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsuv,fufa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-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 2S96-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. 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 too~ 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 sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because afthe 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg us fiDaadag oPPOJ1lUlities is tmIair aad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity maay have worked so hard to
buDd.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economicaUy
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 minion 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 ntle in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA laDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile beIIefl1s aad tile ability to
live in manufactured homes aad maaufadured home eommuDities. .As a maaafactured
homeowner, 11Irge FBFA to smead its proposed rule to also eoDSider Dl8Bufaetared home
personal property 10aDs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.
fHE ORCHARt.J
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAll..: RegComments@fufa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand·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 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already vety difficult too~ 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 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. DeDyiDg us fiDaIadag opPOI1lUlides is DDfairad am
severely reduce the valae ofmy llome.1t eaD destroy equity ID8IlY have worked 10 hard 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 minion 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 woeful1y underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile lJeaeftts 8Dd tile ability to
live in manufaetured homes and maaufadured 1I000e eommaDities. As a maDafaetured
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed role to also eoDSider Dl8D&faetared home
personal property 1oaII8 as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. fHE ORCHA~D
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCornrnentsrlUfhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S96-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand...lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by 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 offamllies 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 ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a PerSOnal property loan is already very difficult toob~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. DenyiDg os fiDaJaeiDg oPPOrtllllities is ufairaad ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It eaD destroy equity lD8By have worked 80 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.& 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 eDjoy tile beBefi1B and tile ability to
live in maumetured homes aad manufaetured home eommullities. As a maaufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider manufaetured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely, MkJg;V;;::4
II L8 Ete T C. t(I\JAc..I;.--JR

rH~ OaCHAf\v
1945 Piner Road

3ant;) qf"ls;:t CA 95403
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fomth Floor
'WashingtOn, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: R1N 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jaud.1ease community. Please consider this letter as a respouse to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Undcrserved Markets Notice ofProposedRDIe Making and~ for
Comments (RJN 2S90-AA27) teIeased June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, FHFA indicates that itwill not consider support.ing manufactured home
personal property loaDS. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, milIioDs offamiliac; would not
even have access to the American goaI-and dream -of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending consideratioos ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the~ for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is aheady very difficult to~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure oppuitunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Mmketvalues for resale
manufactured homes ate severely depJeSSed today because ofthe lack ofavailable fioancin& and
many families like mine have been hurt as a resuIt.1n many cases, families that.needed to move
for family, health, job, oreconomic reasons have been unable to sen theirhomes at any price due
to the lackofavailable financiog. DeayiDg _1jnpJaeing opportuPit. illIIIfidraad CIIIl

severely reduce tile ftIae ofmy IloIBe.Itam desbv) eqllity III8BY IuIve worlled IOI1an1 to
bllild.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure dle GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and thatadequate COJISUIIler pro1eCtions are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve ID8IlUfactured housing and the 10.1million AmeriC8DS that
CUlI'eDtly reside in msnmfiJrbued home land-lease communities.. I believe the III81l1I&ctmed
housing industry stands ready to address persoD8l ptopel1J lending issues idebtified by FBFA in
the proposed rule in a substantiw and productive manner that resuIIs in economically viable
prognuns that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by:FBFA fails to serve tile famjljes who eDjoy"e IJeIle81s aad die ability to
live in maa.....etIIred homes ad lII8Ilal"adBred lome eoDIDIlIIIideL As a ......fiteIand
lIomeowner, I urge IRJ.lA18 SID......pro"'" rule to ...C88Iider lII8Il1IfItdand home
penoD81 property loaDs 88 part ofthe GUs dllty to~

Thaokyou for yom consideration ofthese comments. iftif OROJAf.W
1945 Piner Road

Sanf;> qns;:t CA 95403

Sp~ /3'1.



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsfa)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 (RlN 259O-AA27) released June 7, 20I0 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 propogaJ. 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 aIready 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 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 finucing oppor1llllities is DRfair ud can
severely reduce the vallie of my borne. It can destroy equity lIl8.Ily have worked SO bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But 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 FBFA fails to sen-e the families wbo enjoy the beBefitB aDd the ability to
live in manafactured bomes and muufactured home communities. As a muufactured
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also coDSider muufactured home
personal property loans as part of tbe GSEs dllty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
iH~ ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G S1reet, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsuv,fhfa.gove
Subject Line: KIN 259O-AA27

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

Dear Mr. ponard:

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 ofProposedRule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2S90-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 manufaetured 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 QOD.Siderations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ 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 sen 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. DeDyiDg 88 finalleiDg oPPOrtlulities is aDfair aad eaJl

severely reduce the valae ofmy home. It am destroy equity maay have worked 10 bani 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.& 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 FBFA falls to serve the families who enjoy tile lJeBefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in m8Dufaetured bomes and manufadured home eommaDities..As a manafactured
homeowner, I urge FDA to smead its proposed role to also eollSider Dl8D1Ifaetared home
penoDaI property 10aDs as part of the GSEs duty to fHne.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

~.~~

,~qs f'tJER-~

SPrNi-n ~A ~sYt03

fHf ORCHA~D
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfi'ed 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 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RlN 2S90-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-leasecomm~. 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 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-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already vCIY difficult too~ 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 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg us fiDalldDg oPPOI1lulities is IUIfairad am
severely reduee the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity lD8Dy have worked 10 bani 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.& million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufitctured
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 Wlderserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA faDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile lJeBetitB aad the ability to
live in manufaetured homes and manufadured home commaDities. As a maaafadured
homeowDer, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoD8ider m8D&faetored home
penoDal property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,
fHE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

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

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because of the lack 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 bave been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportlmities ill DAfair and can
severely reduce the value of my bome. It can destroy equity maay have worked so bani 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 wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured home commnnities. As a mannfactured
homeowner, I nrge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also collllider manufactured bome
personal property loans as part oftbe GSEs dnty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

lH~ vt<CHAf<.D
i 945 Piner Road

Sa~te q,,'YI CA 95403



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 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. PoDard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and five 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 2S9O-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 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 QOIlSiderations ti'om the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already Vel)' difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershi~ but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to seD 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. DeDyiDg us fiDaadag oPPOJ1lulities is IUlfair aad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy .0JDe. ItaD destroy equity ID8IlY have worked 10 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 aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.8 minion 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 tile beae6ts aDd tile ability to
live in manufactured homes aad manufaetared "ome eomm1lllities. As a maDafaetu.red
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amead its proposed rule to also eoDSider Dl8Dufaetared home
persoDaI property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank. you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

d:2~
/' ?y.s-~;?-.l '#"Y,Z.

J-z:. 44~ .. r.f1'''.3

fHE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ReszComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing IndustIy RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opP01'tUIlities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Marketvalues 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg 88 fiDaDdDg oPPOI1lUlities is IUlfair aad am
severely reduee the valae ofmy home. It aD destroy equity maay have worked so IumI 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 Wlderserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA faDs to serve the families who enjoy tile beaetitIJ aDd tile ability to
live in manufaetured homes aDd manufaetared laome eommaDities. As a maaafaetured
homeowner, large J!BFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDBider mauufaetared home
penoD81 property 10aBs 88 part or the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely~ UOA\.~~
L10/$!~ R. D. Sf Lj ~
S~ I< o--UL Oa 9-5"71 03

fHE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand.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 259O-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. 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 Joan is already very difficult toob~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeoWDers~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because oftile 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 fiDaDeiDg oPPOrtllllities is IIDfairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It can destroy equity lD8Dy have worked 80 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.& minion 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 FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beBefi1B aDd tile abiUty to
live in m8Bufaetured bODIes aDd manufaetared .ome eoDlm1lllities. .As a manafaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider manufaetured home
personal property 10811S as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. ~t.j~ ~ ... "'.-:"'>u ' - .
i ;tu: ,.A<t..rrAR.0
1945 Piner Road

Santp qns;:t CA 95403



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 Industly RIN 2S90-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 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' 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 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 ofthe Jack 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. DenyiDg us finalleiDg oPPOrt1ulities is ulairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity ID8IIY llave worked 10 hanl 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.

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the 'amDies who enjoy the beBefits and tile ability to
live in m8Dufaetured homes and maaufaetured home eommuDities. As a m8D1lfaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider manufactured home
penonal property loaDS as part ofthe 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(@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 259O-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 ofthe 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 aDd can
severely reduce the value of my hnme. 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 rnann.er that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

Tbe proposal by FHFA fails to sen-e the families who enjoy the beuefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes aud manufactured home commnnities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I nrge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs dnty to sen-e.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,t~ ~~
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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: _ '-,~

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 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families would not
even have access to the American goal'-and dream - 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 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 ofavailable fmancing. Denying os financing opportunities is unfair aDd 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 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.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits aDd the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home commonities. 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,

C{.-vv,Q...., "I, Vltt (i'I~t
10{4~ r/I'Jey-I2-J#{I~

TNI OROIArt.,
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa, CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand..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 259O-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. 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 obtaint 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 familyt health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg us finabciDg opportaDities is aDfair aad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It caD destroy equity ID8BY have worked 80 bani to
build.

As a taxpayert 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.& million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industIy 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 faDs to serve the families who enjoy tile beaefiU aDd tile ability to
live in manllfaetared homes ad manufaetured home communities..As a mBDafadured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eollSider manufaetared home
personal property loaDS as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. iH~ ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Sant;:» qn~ CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. PoUar~ General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fomth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a manuf8ctured home Jand...lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved MarketsNotice ofProposedRule Making and Request for
Comments (lUN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that itwill not consider SUPPOlting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segmentofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportuni1¥ for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure OPPOltunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a resuI~ In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeIlyiDg us fiDalleiDg oPPOI1lUlities is IUIfairaad caD

severely reduee the valae ofmy Ilome. ItaD destroy equity maay 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 aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.& 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 woefiJDy underserved markets.

TIle proposal by FHFA fails to serve the familieswho eDjoy tile lJeaefits aDd tile ability to
live in m8D1Ifaetured homes ad lII8Ilafaetured .ome eommllDi1ies. As a lD8Dafactued
homeowner9 111rgeFBFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoJISider Dl8Dufadared home
personal property loaDs as part oftbe GSEs dmy to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely, C c:L~ ~. ~~

fer 4 ~ ~((,Jea- # 5,
~h~TA ~~A 0A c7C;- LI6 3

r~i~ ORCHAf<i;
1945 Piner Road

Sant;:» qns;:i CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Mannfactnred 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 259D-AA27) released June 7, 2010 bY the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider suppm ting 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. 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 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 financing oPPOr1lmities is IUIfair and can
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It cau destroy equity lUlIDy have worked 80 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 tile beRefi1B and tile ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufsctured home commlluities. As a manll1iu:tared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amelld its proposed rule to also collSider manufsctured home
personal property loaDs as part oCthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. ,hl: O~CHAkil
i945 Piner Road

';;ant. "?'1S'l CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsrrofhfa.gove
Subject Line: R1N 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industly 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 2S9O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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 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 asEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult toob~so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeowners~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today beca~ 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 finaDeiag oPPOrtaDities is IUIfairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity maay have worked 80 hant 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.& million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing industly 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 tile beBe&a 8Dd tile ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufaetured home eommDDifies. .As a muufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider mauufaetured home
personal property 108IIS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

iH~ QRCHAkD
1945 Piner Road

Santp QI1s;:1 CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfagove
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 ID8DlImctured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a respouse to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposedRule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA

In its proposed mle, FHFA indicates that itwill not consider SUPPOlting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufilctured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goa1-and dream - ofowning a single-family home. F.HFA's
initial decision to exclude persoual property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownersbip. .

Access to a personal property loan is already vety difficult to~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownersbip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeayiDg us fiDaIIeiDg oPPOI1lUlities is IIIIfair 8Bd am
severely redaee the valae ofmy llome.1t eaD destroy equity ID8DY IIave worked 10 liard 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 PHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.S million Americans that
currently reside in manufacbued 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 woefuDy underserved markets.

The proposal byFBFA laBs to serve the families who enjoy tile beBe&ts aDd tile ability to
live in m8lUlfaetured homes ad lII8Ilufaetured home eommlUlhies. As a maaafaetlJred
homeowDer, large FBFA to 8IBeDd its proposed rule Co also eoJISider Dl8DBfaetand home
persoDai property loaDs as part oftbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

;~if ORCNAtW
1945 Piner Road

3ant~ qnSA CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 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 2S90-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 2S99-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations fiom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~ 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeDyIDg us 8DaJIcIag oPPOI1ullities is IIIIfairad am
severely reduce the valae ofmy home. Itan destroy equity Dl8Dy Itave worked so lIanI 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.& 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 lJeBefitB aDd tile ability to
live in m8D"etured homes aad manufaetured home eommllllhies. As a maaafadured
homeowner, I urge FBFA t8 amend its proposed rule to also coDSicler Dl8D1Ifaetared home
personal property 10aBs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r,.,£ ORCHARD

~
1945 Piner Road

Sant,;l qn~ CA 95403
~
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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 2S90-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 Iand.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, 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 too~ 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 resuIt. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg 88 fiDalaeiDg oPPOrhutities is IIIIfair aad ean
severely reduce the valae ofmy home. It caD destroy equity maay have worked 10 laanl 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 role 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 eDjoy tile lJeaefits aDd tile ability to
live in m8Dufaetared bomes aad manufaetured home eommuDities. As a maaafadared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also collSider lD8Il&faetared home
personal property 108IIS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

1bankyou for your consideration ofthese comments. fHf ORCHARU
1945 Piner Road

Santp qoSR CA 95403



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: RlN 2S9O-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 2S90-AA27) released lune 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 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 ftom the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ 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 sen 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. DeDyIDg us 8DaIIeiag oPPOJ1luli1ies is ufair aDd eaD

severely reduce the value ofmy home. It am destroy equity ID8IlY Itave worked 80 laanl to
build.

As a taxpayer!t 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.& 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 FBFA fails to serve the famDies who enjoy tile lJeBefhs aad tile ability to
live in maaufadured homes 8Ild man11faetured .ome eommaDi1ies. As a maaaCaetared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amead its proposed rule to also eollSider ID8DBfaetand home
penoD81 property Ioau as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

SincerelY!t

?~~~~
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r,.if ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qng;:t CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 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 2S90-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 Jand.leasecomm~. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~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. DeDyiDg us 8DaJlciag oPPOrtuities is IUIf8irad eBn
severely reduce the value ofmy hOIBe. It am destroy eqRity D18Dy 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 miUion 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 laDs to serve the families who enjoy tile lJeBefifs and tile ability to
live in maaufaetured homes ad manufaetured .om.e eommuDides. As a maaaf'aet1lred
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoasider maaBfaetared home
personal property 108118 as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

~
/ ry f 11'1/H /L ~a
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r~tE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qnSA CA 95403
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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!a)fhfa.l!ove
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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 259G-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 ofthe 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 ns financing opportnnities is nnfair and can
severely reduce the valne of my borne. It can destroy equity many bave worked 80 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 markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured bome commnnities. As a manufactured
bomeowner, I nrge FHFA to amend its proposed mle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~~,~
.;4L~



Mr. AIfi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 manufilctured home Jancl.lease commnoit;y. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposedRule Making aDd Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released lune 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending consideratioDs from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to ob1ain. 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 sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are sevetely depressed today because ofthe Jack 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 sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiag us fiDalaeiDg oPPOrtai1ies is aafairaad eaJl

severely reduee tile value ofmy home. ItaD destroy eqllity ID8IlY IIave worked so hard 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 F.HFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.& 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 ideJltified 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 FllFA fails to serve tile families who eDjoy tile lJeaefitB 8Bd tile ability to
live in mauBfadllred homes ad lII8Jlufadured .ome eommui1ies. As a Dl8Ilafaetued
homeowner, I arge FHFA to 8IDeJld its proposed rule to also eoJISider 1IU1II&f'aetand home
personal property loaDs as part ofthe GSEs dllty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. i~!! uRCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Sant;. qn~ CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RJN 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 Jand.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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' 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. DenyiDg us fiDabeiDg oPPOJ1aJli1ies is IUlfairaad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy eqaity IIl8IlY have worked 80 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 10.3 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing indusby stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FlWA 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 tile beBefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in manufactured hODIes aDd manufaetured home eommUDities. As a muaf'aet1lred
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed role to also coDSider Dl8Bufaetured home
penoDai property loaos as part of the GSEs dDty to serve.

Thank you for your <;4plr5Netp)1tpl

Sincerely,

iH£ Ot<CHAi<0
1945 Piner Road

3ant~ qnSA CA 95403



Mr. Alfi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. PoUard:

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 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations tiom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the~ for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to seU 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. DeDyiDg us fiDaDciDg oPPOJ1aJlhies is aDfair aad am
severely redaee the valae ofmy home. It caD destroy equity ID8IlY Iulve worked 10 hard 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.& 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 FBFA laOs to serve the IamDies who eDjoy tile beBefi1B aad tile ability to
live in mauufaetured homes ad manufadured home commUDi1ies. As a maDafaetared
homeowner, lillie FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDBider maaufaetared home
personal property IoaII8 as part oftile GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. rl-t'! ORCHARD
. . 1945 Piner Road

Smcerely, -.A Sant~ q,,~ CA 95403

~~~f~~d;i3
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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: RegCornmentsralfhfa.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, 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 bousing 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 fmancing. Denying ns financing opportunities is nnfair 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 mannfactured 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.
rlo/~ HARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552

Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. PoBard:

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 259O-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. 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 bomes. 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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked 80 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 markets.

The proposal by Fm'A fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home commonities. As a mauufaetured
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufaetared home
penonal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

. . rM! ()~eHARD
Thank you for your conSideration of these comments. 1945 Piner Road

. ~p . JfI JI /1_ Santa Rosa. CA 95403
Smcerely, 'l\~C~ --- VICe. /Y(!.;IJm;tuf 78RfI
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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:3._~;~~'~~T:~::·,~.'~·~~.t?.{~r1f~.:;~~~

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 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured horne
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. 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 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 opportuDities 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 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.

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

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. '-(HE 0RC~'Aki)

1945 Piner Road
Santa Rosa CA 95403



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: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property Joan is already very difficult toob~ 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 bomes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack 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. DenyiDg us BnaRdng opport1lDities is aDfair ad e8n
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity maay 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 minion 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 rnIe 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 tile beBefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities..As a mBDafaetured
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed role to also coDSider manufaetored home
penonal property 108DS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. '(ME ()UCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ?_;::~~~.:.;~= .;~·.::_:2.) .~~' f(··. :;"~~~~
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing IndustJy 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 259O-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. 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 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 ofavailable financing. Denying os 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 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.

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. IkE ORCHAW)
:f945 Piner Road

sincereIY,.f~ J1Z.~,~ Santa Rosa. CA 95403

;~.If . .P:abdt-1l~~~
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 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 2S90-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 Jand.leasecomm~. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~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. DeDyiDg us 8DaJlciag oPPOrtuities is IUIf8irad eBn
severely reduce the value ofmy hOIBe. It am destroy eqRity D18Dy 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 miUion 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 laDs to serve the families who enjoy tile lJeBefifs and tile ability to
live in maaufaetured homes ad manufaetured .om.e eommuDides. As a maaaf'aet1lred
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoasider maaBfaetared home
personal property 108118 as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

~
/ ry f 11'1/H /L ~a
--S~ ~COcS/9"

r~tE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qnSA CA 95403



,

Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments!a)fhfa.l!ove
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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 259G-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 ofthe 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 ns financing opportnnities is nnfair and can
severely reduce the valne of my borne. It can destroy equity many bave worked 80 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 markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured bome commnnities. As a manufactured
bomeowner, I nrge FHFA to amend its proposed mle to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~~,~
.;4L~



Mr. AIfi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 manufilctured home Jancl.lease commnoit;y. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposedRule Making aDd 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending consideratioDs from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to ob1ain. 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 sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are sevetely depressed today because ofthe Jack 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 sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyiag us fiDalaeiDg oPPOrtai1ies is aafairaad eaJl

severely reduee tile value ofmy home. ItaD destroy eqllity ID8IlY IIave worked so hard 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 F.HFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.& 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 ideJltified 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 FllFA fails to serve tile families who eDjoy tile lJeaefitB 8Bd tile ability to
live in mauBfadllred homes ad lII8Jlufadured .ome eommui1ies. As a Dl8Ilafaetued
homeowner, I arge FHFA to 8IDeJld its proposed rule to also eoJISider 1IU1II&f'aetand home
personal property loaDs as part ofthe GSEs dllty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. i~!! uRCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Sant;. qn~ CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RJN 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 Jand.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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' 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. DenyiDg us fiDabeiDg oPPOJ1aJli1ies is IUlfairaad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy eqaity IIl8IlY have worked 80 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 10.3 million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactured
housing indusby stands ready to address personal property lending issues identified by FlWA 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 tile beBefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in manufactured hODIes aDd manufaetured home eommUDities. As a muaf'aet1lred
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed role to also coDSider Dl8Bufaetured home
penoDai property loaos as part of the GSEs dDty to serve.

Thank you for your <;4plr5Netp)1tpl

Sincerely,

iH£ Ot<CHAi<0
1945 Piner Road

3ant~ qnSA CA 95403



Mr. Alfi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. PoUard:

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 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations tiom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the~ for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to seU 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. DeDyiDg us fiDaDciDg oPPOJ1aJlhies is aDfair aad am
severely redaee the valae ofmy home. It caD destroy equity ID8IlY Iulve worked 10 hard 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.& 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 FBFA laOs to serve the IamDies who eDjoy tile beBefi1B aad tile ability to
live in mauufaetured homes ad manufadured home commUDi1ies. As a maDafaetared
homeowner, lillie FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDBider maaufaetared home
personal property IoaII8 as part oftile GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. rl-t'! ORCHARD
. . 1945 Piner Road

Smcerely, -.A Sant~ q,,~ CA 95403
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
VVashington,rH:20552
EMAIL: ~<;:.~~::_~:.-~;~~:;~. . ..;;r~ ,!.;. '\ '.'
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 259O-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 aSEs' 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 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 f'mancing. Denying os 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 loaDS as part of tbe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

THE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: :~:~,~:::.·':~~_:r~;~ . :',: .(,
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 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
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, heaJth,job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable fmancing. Denying us fin8Dcing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity many have worked 80 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 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 loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sinc~ly,a2uu J
If /71

r~~ ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa R')sa CA 95403



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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult toob~ 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 fill8lleillg oPPOrtuities is UDfairad ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity maay 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 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 tile beBefi1s aud tile ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufaetured home eommanities. As a manufaetared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eonsider manufaetarecl home
personal property loaus as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

G~ <1<. \>--..0 01. "

fNt: ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403
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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: R1N 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industly RIN 2S90-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 2S90-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 offamllies 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 ofAmeriams theop~ for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult toob~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because oftile lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a resuIt.1n 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. DeIlyiDg us 8DaDeiDg oPPOrtui1ies is lIIIfair aad eaJl

severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity III8IlY IIave worked so IumI 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.& 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 FBFA faDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile beBefits aDd tile ability to
live in m8B1Jfadured homes ad manu.faetared home eoDlmUllities..As a lD8Dafaetared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoBSider D18D8faetDred home
personal property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r~t! uRCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qn~ CA 95403



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...)ease 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 2S9O-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 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 aSEs' 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 asEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershi~ 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 finaDdDg opportaDities is UDfair and ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It eBn destroy equity many have worked 80 bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.8 miUion 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 beBefits and tile ability to
live in manufactured bomes aDd manufaetured home communities. As a manufaetul'ed
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rnle to also coasider manufaetared home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
THE ORCHARl{)
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Affi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: Re2Comments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

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

In its proposed role, 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-end dream. - ofowning a siDgle-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSBs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already vety difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeowDersbip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Marketvalues for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack 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 seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeIlyiDg 88 fiDabciDg opportuities is 1IIIf8irsad ean
severely redeee tile value ofmy 1l0me.1tcaD destroy eqBity III8IIY IulVe worlrecl so IumI to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concems raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.& 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 ideiltitied 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 faJDiIies who eDjoy tile beBefits aad tile ability to
live in m8llllfaetured Iaomes aJld lII8Jlafactured .ome eoDlDlIUIhies. As a 1D8Jl1lfadlU'ed
homeowner, I mge FBFA t8 SlDeDd its proposed rule to also eoJISider lIl8D&faetared home
penoD81 property loaDs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely, -:p~ (]ad:..~
IqJ.l~·~ Kd. #-&,

6~ ~~, ~Q. Q6'-j-03

r~~f ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Sant~ C?nSA CA 95403



Mr. AliJed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ReRComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and Jive in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home Jand...lease commoni1;y. Please consider this letteras 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 itwill not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loaDS. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamjlies 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 ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millioJJs ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities forhomeown~but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to seU 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 resuIt. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seU their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeayiDg 8S fiDaJaeiDg oPPOJ1lulities is IIIIfair8Bd am
severely redaee tile valae of lIlY home. Itan destroy eq8ity maay IIave worked 80 Iwd to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by F'HFA 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.& 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 eeonomical1y viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA falls to serve the families who enjoy tile IJeaefiD aDd tile ability to
live in m8lUlfsetu.red homes UtI l118Dufadured Ilome eommllllities. As a maaafadured
homeowner, 11IrgeFBFA to 8IBeDd its proposed rule Co also eoJISider Dl8IIufadured home
persoDal property IoaDB as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r~1!~ ORCHAkD
1945 Piner Road

Sant~ ql"\~ CA 95403



Mr. Affi'ed M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAlL: Re2CommentsUUfhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Ind.ustry RIN 2S90-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 manuf8ctured home Jand·leasecomm~. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making 8Dd Request for
Comments (RlN 2590-AA27) released lune 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending eonsiderations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to eosme OPpOltunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sen their homes. Marketvalues for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have beeft. hurt as a result. In many cases, families thatneeded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seU their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg 88 fiDabdDg oppoJ1lulities is II8fair aad can
severely reduee tile valae ofmy .ODle. IteaD destroy equity ID8IlY have worked so hard 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.& 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 ideDtified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive maDDet that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

TIle proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who eajoy tile bell...8Dd tile ability to
live in m8lUlfadured homes ad IDSIlDfadared laome C01IlID1UIides. .As a lII8Ilafaeblred
homeowner, 11I1'Ie FBFA t8 8Dlelld its proposed rule to also collSider Dl8BBf'aebued home
persoD81 property IoaJJS as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r~;f ORCHAkC
1945 Piner Road

Santp qn~ CA 95403



Mr. Alfi'ed M. PoUard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsuv,fhfa.gove
Subject Line: KIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing IDdustry 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 manuf8ctured home Iand..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 nde, 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude persoual 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 too~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeowDership, 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,h~ job, or economic reasons have been unable to sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeayiDg us fiJuUaeiag oPPOJ1lUlifies is IbIfairaad am
severely reduee the value ofmy home. ItaD destroy equity ID8IIY Iulve worlred 10 liard 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.& 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 FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beaefbs aad tile ability to
live in ID8IIIIfadured Itomes ud lD8Dafadured .ome eommllllities..As a maa1lfaeblred
homeowner, I uge FBFA to 8IBeDd hs Pl'Oposed rule CO also e8IISider lD8D&faetared home
persoD81 property 10aBs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

~J./~

/ ?¥5' /~~/ #1
S~A £4JJ,,::/, e/l ~~'J

;M~ ORCHARi;
1945 Piner Road
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Mr. Alfi'ed M. PoUard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fomth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Ie: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry tuN 2S90-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 manu&ctured home Janel-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed nde, 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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude persoua1 property lending considerations from the GSEs7 duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericms 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 sen their homes. Marketvalues for resale
manu&ctured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family,he~ job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeayiDg us fiDaJaeiDg opPOI1lUlides is IIIIfairud caD

severely redaa tile vaIae ofmy Ilome.1teodestroy equity ID8IIY have worlred 10 hard to
baDd. .

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.& 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 ID8IIDet that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefuDy underserved markets.

The proposal byFBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beaefitB aad tile ability to
live in m8llBfaetured homes 8Ild lII8Ilufitetund home eomm1lllities. As a lD8IlafaetDred
homeowtler, 11II"p FBFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoll:Sicler 1Il8II&Iaetand home
penoD81 property IoaBs 88 part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. i~tf ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qfls;:t CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 0 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAll...: RegCommentsrmfhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590·AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 2S9()"AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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.8oal-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 too~ 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. DenyiDg us fiDaIleing opport1lllities is UDfair aad ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It eaD destroy equity maay have worked 80 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
aJso 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 laDs to serve the families who enjoy tile beBefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a m8Dufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also coasider maoufactured home
personal property loaus as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your.consideration of~ese ~ents. (

Sincerely'1J1~~

(9t{-~ fltJGIl- «lJ. #= r
S4P fn ~S4 I GA-. q;jt!GJ'3



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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-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. 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 toob~ 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 finoeiDg opportllllities is aDfair ad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eBn destroy equity maay have worked 10 hanl 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.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the famiUes who enjoy the beBefits and tile ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home eommuDities..As a maaafaetured
homeowoert I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also ooDSider mauufaetured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank. you for your consideration ofthese comments. 'r~jE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-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. 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 os finabciag opportuDities is ufair aad ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It eaD destroy equity maDy have worked 10 hanl 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.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the famiUes who enjoy the beBeftts aDd tile ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home eomDlunities. As a manafaetared
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed role to &Is.. eoasider D18nufaetured home
penonal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

l)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

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industty RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-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. 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 finalldug opportaDities is UDfair aad ean
severely reduee the value ofmy home. It am destroy equity maay have worked 10 bani 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 role in a substantive and productive manner that results in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

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

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

A
d?/o;

fHE ORCHAftD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



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 2S90-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 2S9O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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. 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 homeownershi~ 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. DenyiDg os fiDaDciIIg opportuities is aDfair aDd ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity Dl8By Ilave worked 80 bard to
buUd.

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 miUion 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 beaefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufaetured home communities. As a manafaetured
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed rule to also eoosider manufaetured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

rWEORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Altred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand.lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposedRule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2S90-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that itwill not consider SlIppOltiDg 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 DOt
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ 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 seD their homes. Marketvalues for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hwt as a result In many~ families that needed to move
for family,h~ job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeayiDg us fiaaIIciIIg oPPOI1lUlities is IUIfair8Jld caD

severely redaee tile valae ofmy IIome.1t eaD destroy equity maay have worked 10 IlanI to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by PHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufactured housing and the 10.&million Americans that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufilctlued
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lending issues ideIltified 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 FBFA faDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile beBefifB aDd tile ability to
live in m8lUlfaetured homes aDd l118Dufaetared lome eommllllities..As a 1D8Il1lfad1lred
homeowner, luge FBFA to 8IBeDd its proposed rule CO also eoJISider ID8llI1faetared home
persoDSl property loaDs as part oftlae GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

?If;::L ~ If 7'7
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Sanfp q"gn CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: 3~,:.;,.;~~~,:.·:~:::::~·~.'.:>~j .~:J< .:;,~~,,~

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 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured horne
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. 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 fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many casest families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity many have worked so hard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the GSEs
also have an obligation to 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 benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home commonities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also consider manufactured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

~~X~



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComrnents(m.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 259G-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 of available financing. Denying us financing opportuDities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my borne. It can destroy equity many have worked 80 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 markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families wbo enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
bomeowner, 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. :h~ GRCHA;-'0
1. 945 Piner Roa,j

J<J~t. ch;" Ci~ 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 a Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ReSlCommentsr@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 (RlN 259Q-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 aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this 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 nnfair and can
severely reduce the value of my hOlDe. 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 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 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 mauufactured home
personal property loans as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, -

(j~eUl .
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
17000 Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-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 Iand·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 afthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilies would not
even have access to the American goaI-end dream - ofowning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations fiom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ 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 resaIe
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a resuIt.1n many~ families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. Denying us fiDaDdag oPPOJ1allities Is IUIfair ad ean
severely reduce the valae ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity ID8IlY have worked 10 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.& 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 eDjoy tile lJeBeftts aDd tile ability to
live in mauufaetared bomes aad maaufadured Ilome eomm1lDhies. As a lD8Dafadared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider maa&faetared home
personal property 10aDs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. r~l£ ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qn~ CA 95403



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 2S90-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 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom 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 resuIt. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DeDyIDg us On_dug oPPOJ1lulities is IlIIfairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy hOIDe. It caD destroy equity maay have worked 80 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.& minion 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 FBFA fails to serve the families who eDjoy tile beaefia aDd tile ability to
live in m8Dufaetured bomes and manufaetured lIome eommlUlides. As a maDaCaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eollSider manBfaetared home
personal property 1oaII8 as part of the GSEll duty to serve.

Thank~0l1for .OW' COlISideration. ofthe~comments. .#
Sincerely, __~R~~;r{J I

< %~ lj)~

f}l! ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qfls;:t CA 95403



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

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Senre Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-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. 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 vel)' difficult to obtaint so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershiPt 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 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 fiDodDg opportllllities is UDfair and ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy eqoity many have worked so hard 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 minion 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 tile beBefits aDd tile abUity to
live in manufactured bomes and manufaetured home commuDities. As a manufaetured
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed role to also coDSider maDufaetared home
personal property loaus as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

RORCHARv
b45 Piner Road

8anta Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: T·;_;;;~~:~)!'.~2:":5;~:~_t).L.~~Jc.g~~\.:~

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 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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. 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 Joan is already very difficult to obtain, so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownership, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because 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 ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair aad can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked so bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the GSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But 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 bomes and manufactured home communities. As a manufactured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also coosider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs doty to serve.

Sincerely,

THE OR<:HAuD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments((i),fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million 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 role, 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. 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 obtaint so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure oPPOrtunities for homeownersbip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today 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. DenyiDg us fiJudadng oPPOrtaDities is UDfair ad ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It C8D destroy equity D18Dy have worked 80 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 falls to serve the families who enjoy tile beBefits and the ability to
live in maaufaetured homes aDd manufaetured home eommuDities. As a manufaeta.red
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also eoDSider manufaetured home
personal property loaus as part of the GSEs doty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.
rl--lt: ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



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 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2596-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 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to obtaint 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 oftile 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 sen their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable financing. DenyiDg os finabeiDg oPPOJ1lulities is UDfair aDd e&n
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity lD8By 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 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 markets.

The proposal by FHFA laOs to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home communities. As a mauufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also coDSicler maoufaetared home
pehOnai property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. THE d~C:HARf)

1945 Piner Road
Santo Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegComments({i)fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 259()'AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 SelVe Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficuh toob~ 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
manufactW"ed 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 tiDabeiDg oPPOrtlUlities is DDfair aad e8n
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eBn destroy equity ID8DJ have worked so hard to
buDd.

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.& minion 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 faDs to serve the families who enjoy tile beBefits and the ability to
live in maaufaetured bomes and manufaetured home eommunities. As a mauufaetured
bomeowner, large FHFA to amend its proposed role to also co.icler maDut'aetared home
penonal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollar~ General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAH..: RegComments(cj)fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590...AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 ofPrpposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-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 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 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 ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In manyc~ 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 6nabcing opportaDities is uDfairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity maDy have worked 80 hard 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 miUion 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 tile beBefits and the ability to
live in maaufaetured homes and manufactured home eommuDities. As a muafaetared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also C:ODSider manufaetured home
personal property loaus as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. THE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosp! CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RcgCommentscmfhfa.gove
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 offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - of owning a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions of Americans the opportunity for homeownership.

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

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

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

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: ;~_~~.:;.:~0~!.1~:.}~:~~:2.il};.f!:.:;;.~~._~

Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one of the roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a manufactured home and reside
in a 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 259O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' 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 fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportoDities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my 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 aSEs remain economically
viable institutions and that adequate consumer protections are in place. But FHFA and the aSEs
also have an obligation to serve manufacturedhousing 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 Fm'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 also consider manufactured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs doty to serve.

IThank you for your consideration of these comments. TNEORCHARD
. 1·945 Piner Road

SlOcerely, Santa Rosa. CA 95403
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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: -·~;.~~:~'L~::~;~'_~_72.L.:.~)r!· .~.:.:.:.:

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 259O-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. 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 vel)' 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 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 the value of my home. It caD 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 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 markets.

The proposal by FIIFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits aod 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 manufaetured home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAn..: RegCommentsrmfhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2590-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a 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 259O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult toob~ 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 ofthe lack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many~ 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 os findaag oPPOrtlUlities is lIIlfairud ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity maay 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.& minion 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 ntle 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 tile beDefits and tile ability to
live in manufaetured homes and manufactured home eommuRities. As a manafaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also coDSider manor.dared home
personal property loaDS as part of the GSEs doty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese 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: Re2Comments(@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-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 Jand.lease community. Please consider this Ietter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 259O-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 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 fiom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ 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 seU 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. DeDyiDg 88 finaJleiDg oPPOrt1UliCies is lIIIIair aad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. Itean destroy equity maay have worked so hanl 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.& 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 wderserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA laDs to serve the families who eDjoy tile beBe&1s aDd tile ability to
live in m8DmdDred homes ud manufaetured home commaaities..As a maaufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also eoasider lIUUIufaetued home
personal property 108IIS as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

smeere~4 ](k~
" HEBER G. HOGAN ~ y... .7·
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552

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 Jive in a manufactured home and reside
in a manufactured home land-lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 259O-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. 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 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 bomes. 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 ofavailable financing. Denying us financing opportuDities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity maay 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 manufaetured
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,

THE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: s.;;~~~:_;_~=~~:;.:0.? .:..~ .1.:. f<' .S'~·.·.;.
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 259O-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. 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 fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair aad 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 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.

The proposal by Fm'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 also consider manufactured home
penonal property loaDS as part of the GSEs doty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

THE ORCHARD
1"945 Piner Road

0-~_~antaRosa CA 95403
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Mr. AIfi'ed 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 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industly RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed role, 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 Qffamilies would not
even have access to the American goal-end dream - ofowning a single-fiimiIy 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 vezy difficuh toob~ so participation by the aSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershi~ 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 flDabdDg opportallities is unfair and ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity lD8Dy have worked 80 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.

The proposal by FHFA faDs to serve the famiUes who enjoy the beDefhs and the ability to
live in manufaetured homes ud manufaetured home eommunities. As a manufaetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also coDSider manBfaetared home
penonal property loaDS as part 01 the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. THE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa CA 95403
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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 2S90-AA27

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

Dear Mr. Pollard:

I
I,

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 2S9O-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations from the aSEs' 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 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 ofthe lack ofavai1ab1e 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 flnodag opportunities is UDfairad ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It eaD destroy equity D18Dy have worked so hanl 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 markets.

The proposal by FBFA laDs to serve the families who enjoy the beBefits aad the ability to
live in maaufaetured homes and manufaeturecl home eommonities. .As a manafaetured
homeownert I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also consider manufaetured home
penonal property loans as part ofthe GSEs daty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. THE ORCHARD
~ .?l / ,~ 1945 Piner Road

Sincerely, /'(~ ~ :/Va:.J:APFL Santa Rosa CA 95403
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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.lZove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industty 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 commnnity. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259O-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that itwill not consider suppa. ting manufactured home
persooaI property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions offamilie<; 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 consideraticms from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportnnity 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 opportnnities 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 Jack ofavailable financing. Denying us fiDaDciJIg oPPOr1lUlities is IIIIfair ad can
severely rednce the value of my home. It can destroy equity maay have worked 80 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 industty stands ready to address personal property lending issnes identified by FHFA in
the proposed rule in a substantive and productive manner that resnIts in economically viable
programs that also serve these woefully underserved markets.

The proposal by FHFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile beIlefitlJ aDd the ability to
live in manufactured bomes and msnofactured home eommllJlities. As a manuf:u:tared
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed rule to also COIISider msnofachrred home
personal property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely, ·Da,~L ~-u..
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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: Re2Commentsuv.fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Indus1ry RIN 2S90-AA27

DearMr. Pollard:

I am one ofthe roughly 10.8 million people who own and live in a maoufactured home and reside
in a manuf8ctured home Jand.lease community. Please consider this letter as a respouse to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofPtoposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 2590-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that itwill notconsider SUJIPOIting man,tfacmrecl home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manu&caured housing is a key
segment oftbe housing market. Without manufactured housin& millioDs offamilies would not
even have access to the American goal--and dream - of0WDing a single-family home. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal ploperty lending considerations from the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownersbip. .

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult to~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownetsbip, but also to provide
financing for buyers when existing homeowners need to seU their homes. Marketvalues for resale
manufitctwed homes are severely depressed today because ofthe Jack ofavailable financing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families thatneeded to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sen theirhomes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg 8S fiDaIleiIIg oppol1lUlities is IIIIfairaad am
severely redaee the vaIae ofmy home. Itam desb'oy eqBity ID8IIY Iuwe worked so IuanI to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to eosure 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.& million AmeriC8DS that
currently reside in manufactured home land-lease communities. I believe the manufactmed
housing industry stands ready to address personal property lendiDg 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 FBFA fails to serve the families who eDjoy tile beBefitB aad tile ability to
live in IIl8DIIfadured homes ad maaufadured Ilome eommlUlities..As a maDdtdlbed
homeowner, I urge FHFA tD 8IBeDd i1s proposed rule to also eoJtSider lD8II&faetill'Ed home
personal pI'Operty 10aDs as part ofthe GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,C~ 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(cD,fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 2S9O-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 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 too~ 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 resuIt. 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 fin8DeiIIg oPPOrt1lllities is wafair and ean
severely reduce the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity IIl8IlY have worked 80 bani 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.S minion 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 FBFA fails to senre the families who enjoy tile beBefits aDd the ability to
live in manufaetured homes and manufaetured home commuDities. As a manufaetured
homeowuer, I urge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also eoDSider manufaetured home
personal property 108D8 as part of the GSEs duty to serve.
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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: ~·~;'_4~:';~·.';~_:":~;?~~ "~. ~~'?~2;":\ .~

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 259O-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 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
fmancing for buyers when existing homeowners need to sell their homes. Market values for resale
manufactured homes are severely depressed today because ofthe lack ofavailabJe fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of 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 loaDS as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank. you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

THE ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa, CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: :;:
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 259O-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 vel)' 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 fmancing, and
many families like mine have been hurt as a result. In many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to sell their homes at any price due
to the lack ofavailable :fmancing. Denying os financing opportunities is unfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked 80 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 markets.

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

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: -'- .-~::~:::~.~_,_ '~.;_;,'.

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 259G-AA27) released June 7, 2010 by the FHFA.

In its proposed rule, FHFA indicates that it will not consider supporting manufactured home
personal property loans. I am adversely affected by this proposal. Manufactured housing is a key
segment ofthe housing market. Without manufactured housing, millions of families would not
even have access to the American goal-and dream - 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 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 ofavailable fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is unfair aDd ean
severely reduce the value of my home. It ean destroy equity many have worked 80 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 FIIFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the benefits and the ability to
live in manufactured homes and manufactured home commuDities. 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.

THE ORCHARD
i 945 Piner Road

Santa Rosa. CA 95403



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 ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RIN 259D-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 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 os financing opportnnities is nnfair 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 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.

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 mannfactured
homeowner, I nrge FHFA to amend its proposed role to also consider manufactured home
personal property loans as part of the GSEs dnty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

lft:~ G'r~CNAKC

i 945 Piner Road
Jan!_ '1"5" CA 954D3



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
EMAIL: RegCommentsr7ilAlfa.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, 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 of available fmancing. Denying us financing opportunities is nnfair and can
severely reduce the value of my home. It can destroy equity many have worked 80 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,

~~
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. -;. "'IQCHARD
(<';":0 Piner Road

~anta Rosa, CA 9540a
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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(lUfhfa.gove
Subject Line: RIN 2590-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Jand.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 2S96-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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom 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 fiDaaciag opportaDities is IUlfairaad ean
severely reduee the value ofmy home. It ean destroy equity maay ave 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 10.1 minion 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 FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy the beBefi1s aDd tile ability to
live in mautJfaetured homes aDd manufaetured home CODlDlunides. As a manufaetured
homeowner, I urge FDA to amend its proposed role to also eoDSicier manufaetured home
personal property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments. ;~j~ CRCHAkD

~
. 1945 Piner Road

Sincerely, (J, .. , l, Ja!'lt;o emS'! CA 95403
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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: RegCommentsrtv.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 Jand.lease community. Please consider this letter as a response to the
Enterprise Duty to Serve Underserved Markets Notice ofProposed Rule Making and Request for
Comments (RlN 2S90-AA27) released June 7,2010 by 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the GSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmeriams the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already very difficult too~ so participation by the GSEs
in this market is critical not only to ensure opportunities for homeownershi~ 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. DeDyiDg us fiJumciDg oPPOrtallities is 1UIfairaad eaJl

severely reduce the valae ofmy "ODIe. It eaD destroy equity maay 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 Wlderserved markets.

The proposal by FBFA fails to serve the families who enjoy tile 1JeBefi1B aud tile ability to
live in maaufaetured homes ad maaufaetured lIome eomm1lllities..As a maauf'aetured
homeowner, I urge FHFA to amead its proposed rule to also eoD8ider Dl8Bufaetared home
persoDal property loaDs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

rJ4:~ ORCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Santp qllSA CA 95403



Mr. Alfred M. Pollard, General Counsel
Federal Housing Finance Agency
1700 G Street, N.W. Fourth Floor
Washington, DC 20552
E~: RegComments@fhfa.gove
Subject Line: RlN 2S90-AA27

Re: Duty to Serve Manufactured Housing Industry RIN 2S90-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 Iand.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 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. FHFA's
initial decision to exclude personal property lending considerations ftom the aSEs' duty to serve
denies millions ofAmericans the opportunity for homeownership.

Access to a personal property loan is already vety difficult too~ 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 sen 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 muIt.1n many cases, families that needed to move
for family, health, job, or economic reasons have been unable to seD their homes at any price due
to the Jack ofavailable financing. DeDyiDg us JiDueiDg oPPOJ1Ullities Is rmfairad e8n
severely reduce the valae of my home. It ean destroy equity ID8BY have worked 80 bard to
build.

As a taxpayer, I appreciate the concerns raised by FHFA to ensure the OSEs 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.& 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 tile beBefits 8Dd tile ablllq to
live ill mauufaetured homes 8Ild manufadured home eommUDi1ies. As a Dl8D1lf'aeIIIftiI
homeowner, I urge FBFA to amend its proposed role to also eollSider maaufaetared home
personal property IoaBs as part of the GSEs duty to serve.

Thank you for your consideration ofthese comments.

Sincerely,

r~lf uRCHARD
1945 Piner Road

Sa.,t~ qn~ CA 95403
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