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DRC 72 —FRB075-N-01 — Standards........ccevuriririririiiisiici bbb s sttt 140
DRC 73 —FRB075-N-01 — Standards........cceuvuriririririiiriiinii bbb e st 140
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DRC 74 —FRB075-N-01 — STaN0ardS......ccsueueurureririririririnieieiee ettt ettt sttt ettt ettt ena 141
DRC 75 —FRB075-N-01 = DO E RUIE ..ceiiiiiririisiriririste ettt bbbt et ettt ettt ettt ettt 141
DRC 76 —FRB075-N-01 = DO E RUIE ..ceiiriiiririitririsee ettt ettt ettt ettt 142
DRC 77 —FRBO75-N-01 — GUIANCE...ceitreririririrerieiriristete ettt ettt sttt b bbb bbb bbb bbb b e st s et s e bbb s st st b e s ettt ettt ettt e et atnas 142
DRC 78 = FRE0O75-N-01 — GUITANCE...certrereriririririrtsisietste ettt ittt sttt b bbb bbb e b bbb e bbb e b e s eataesesea et sese st s eaeae st st s e s ettt ettt e et e e et aeatnas 142
DRC 79 = FRBO75-N-01 = GUITANCE.....cotreeieireeieiiereriere ettt ettt ee et s e et e e b et b s et s s e st e e e e R et e s e e b et st R e st e b ese st s saenenessaesensreenens 143
DRC 80 — FREO75-N-01 — AQG-0NS ..ottt ettt ettt bt ettt be bbb bebebebebebebebe bbb b eae st aeaeseataeaese st s eaesese st s e ae e et ae et e et e e e eenetnas 143
DRC 81 —FRBO75-N-01 — AQG-0NS ..ottt bbbttt 144
DRC 82 — FRBO75-N-01 = INSPECTIONS .everuererteteiiitentististstetestestestessessessesstessessessessassesssssssssessensessessssstentensensensessensessessesssensensessessessesssensensenses 144
DRC 83 — FROO75-N-01 = INSPECTIONS c.everieritiiiiitestestistesestetestestesiesiessessesstesessessessessessessssssessensensessssstessensensessessessessessesssensensessessesseessensensenses 144
DRC 84 — FREOT75-N-01 — INSPOCTOIS .eutietirieriiniteseeieseteertestesteesseesteessesssessseessessseessessesssesasesnsesssessesnsessesssesssesstessassssesssesssesssessessseessessseessans 145
DRC 85 = FRBO75-N-0T1 = INSTAIIEFS 1..eeviiieeriririeiriririste ettt bbb ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 145
DRC 86 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....ceeiiiieiicteeetetcteeie ettt ettt sttt 145
DRC 87 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....veiiririeieieieietsiste ettt ettt ettt 146
DRC 88 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIABNS .....veiiririieieieieieteteicie ettt bbb ettt ettt sttt 146
DRC 89 —FRE075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIABNS .....veeiirieieieieieieietsieieieie ettt bbbttt ettt sttt 146
DRC 90 —FRE075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUITENS ...ttt ettt s et ns st s eene s nnenens 147
DRC 91 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....ooviiiiiiteteee ettt st 147
DRC 92 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....ooviiiiiiceiieiee ettt st 148
DRC 93 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....cveviiiiitieieiicee ettt sttt st 148
DRC 94 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Sit€ RUIE BUIAENS .....eoviiitriiitreieteieeeie ettt et sttt 148
DRC 95 —FRE075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....eviiiiiieieieteicteeeie ettt ettt et sttt 149
DRC 96 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....cveeiiiiieirteteicttce ettt ettt sttt 149
DRC 97 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....vieiiririeieieteeetetrt ettt ettt sttt 149
DRC 98 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIAENS .....vieiiirieieieieeetstets ettt ettt ettt sttt 150
DRC 99 —FRE075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUIABNS .....cveeiierieeieieieietsisieie ettt ettt ettt sttt 150
DRC 100 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUFENS ....ooviiiiiiie et 150
DRC 101 —FR6075-N-01 — On-Site RUIE BENEFITS ....cvoviiiiiiii e 151
DRC 102 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....c.cueuiiiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt s 151
DRC 103 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....c.cueuiiiiiieiiiiiiiceee ettt st 152
DRC 104 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....c.cueueiiiiieiiiciiiceeeee ettt st 152
DRC 105 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....c.cueueiiiiieiieieieiieceeeeeee ettt sttt 153
DRC 106 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....c.cueueiiieieiicieieieieceteeeee bbbttt ettt sttt 153
DRC 107 —FR6075-N-01 = INSTAllation IMANUAL .....cccucueiiieieieieieieieiiceieeeeiee ettt sttt 153
DRC 108 — FRB075-N-01 — AffOrdabiliTy.....ceurureeeriririeiriririeteie ettt bbbttt 154
DRC 109 — FRE075-N-01 = HUD COUE....urerirerireririririririristeteteteteiete ittt ettt bbb e se bbb bbb sebebesesessasseseseseaeseseseaese st sttt et e e eeeeneensaenens 154
DRC 110 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD COU ..ottt ettt 154
DRC 111 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD COU ..ottt e bbbt 155
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DRC 112 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD COUE....oruririririreririririsirirteteee ettt sttt ettt ettt 155
DRC 113 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD COUE....urireririririririririsiririeiete ettt ebe bbb bbbttt bbbttt ettt et ettt ataeas 155
DRC 114 —FRB075-N-01 = DOE RUIE....eriieiiririiriririsisre ettt ettt 156
DRC 115 — FR6075-N-01 — ENGiNeEering CertifiCatioN.....coucciiiieicecieie ettt sttt et et a et st e s s e be e be st eseeba s esebesessestenes 156
DRC 116 = FRB075-N-01 = StaN0ardS ....cceeeeeerererieiriririeisiseeieieteteiete ettt sttt bebebebebebesesebebebesebeseseseatasaesestseaesestaeseseaes ettt sttt eeaseaesnsaeaens 156
DRC 117 = FRBO75-N-01 = STATES ..vrerererererireririrerirtrirtsteis sttt sttt sttt bbbt bbb bbb bbb e st s ae s e st et s e e st s eaeae st st et ettt e et e e e e e e sertnns 157
DRC 118 —FR6075-N-01 — ON-Site RUIE BUITENS ......oovririiirieieereeieeree ettt ettt et na e et n e s nnenene 157
DRC 119 — FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-0N GUIGANCE.....ccccieveuereieieretetetererete et et se e te e et ss s e s s e s ss s sssssss e s ssas s s ssssasssasasssasasasnsnns 158
DRC 120 — FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-0n GUIGANCE......ccceveuereieiereieteererete et e ettt ss st ss e s s ss s s s sas s s ssasasasasasasasasasasanns 159
DRC 121 —FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-0n GUIGANCE......cccieveueretetereiereterere ettt et et s ss st ss s ts s s s as s s ssasasasasasanasasasasanes 159
DRC 122 —FRB075-N-01 — CarpOrtsS GATQEES ...cccverveerruerersreenersreesteseesseessessseessessssensesssesssesssesssesssesssesssesseesssesssesssesssesseessssssesssessssesseessassseessens 160
DRC 123 —FRB075-N-01 = StanNdards .......cecerureruriririririririeieieeteieteetee ettt ettt ettt ettt st aeaeas 161
DRC 124 —FRB075-N-01 = StaNdards .......ceeurureruriririreririsieieieeteeeietetet sttt ettt ettt ettt ettt 161
DRC 125 —FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-0N GUIGANCE........ccuiuiieecteeieeteteee ettt ettt et te st e st etete s s esese st et ebessssebeseasesesessnsesesessasesaseas 161
DRC 126 — FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-0n GUIGANCE......cccceueueieieieieieieeieieiete e e iste s e et te e se e sesessas s ssssss s e sssssssasssssasessssssssssssssssssssssssssnsnssnns 162
DRC 127 —FRBO75-N-01 — AC LELLOIS ..ttt sttt b bbb bbb bbbt e st st b e st s ettt et ettt et et aens 163
DRC 128 — FRB0O75-N-01 — AC LEELEIS ..evireeiririreeiririeietrtst ettt sttt bbb bbb bbb bbbt a et b ettt ettt e e e e e e aenens 163
DRC 129 = FRB0O75-N-01 = AC LEEEEIS ...oviieirireeetrec e e ettt 163
DRC 130 —FRB075-N-01 — Pro-pre@mMPLioN ..ccciciisiiriirieeeietetesesesesesse st estesaessessessessssssessessessessessessessssssessessessessassessssssensensensessessensensensenses 164
DRC 131 —FRE075-N-01 — Pro-pre@mMPLioN c..ccccciiciiriirieieietetesesesesesse st estessessessessessssssessessessessessessessesssessessessessessessssssessensessessesssesensensenses 164
DRC 132 —FR6075-N-01 — PreemMpPtion GUITANCE.....cciciieieieietetees ettt ettt sttt ste st e sae s be s e s e st ese et e s b e s esesbeseebensesassasassensaneesensanes 164
DRC 133 —FRB075-N-01 — Pro-pre@mMPtiON c..ccciiciciiriisiieieeeeitesesesie st st st sstesaessesssssessasssassassessessessesssssssssessessessessessessssssessensessessesseesensensanses 166
DRC 134 —FRB075-N-01 — Pro-pre@mMPTiON ottt ettt s ste st e st st s be e st e s tesbe st e saaesatesaeeestesasessaesaaasaeesseesseenseesssanseessaenseensens 166
DRC 135 —FRB075-N-01 — ANti-PrE@mMPLiON ..cocieiiicieiieetere ettt ste s ste e stessae e ste s beesae s teetesatasaeesatesaeesnsesasesseesssasseesseenseesseesssenseesseesseensens 167
DRC 136 —FRBO75-N-01 — ProO-pre@mMPTiON ottt ettt ste st e st st s st e e sae s te st e st e s aee s st e saeeeneesasesaaesaaasaeesseasseesseesssanseesseanseensens 167
DRC 137 —FR6075-N-01 — Preemption GUITANCE. ...ccoveiiieieeeerie et te ettt et te e saete e sae e e et sese e sesasenesass et ssesaseseesesenessssesenersesenensesasens 167
DRC 138 —FR6075-N-01 — PreemMpPtion GUITANCE....cccciieieirieieieie ettt sttt sttt st et ss st st e s st e ss e s b e e esentesessensesessesesssnsenessensenes 168
DRC 139 — FR6075-N-01 — SUDPATt | BUFHENS ...ocveuieiiieiiieieirieestertete ettt ste st sa et sa e sb et esesae e sbesbe st esessesessansesessessssensensesenseneesansenes 168
DRC 140 — FRE6075-N-01 — SUDPATT I BUFHENS ...ccveuieiiieiieteieiisietete sttt te sttt e st s ste st sae st asaesessasessessessesessassssensesessassssensessesesseneesensenes 168
DRC 141 — FRB075-N-01 — SUDPATT I BUFAENS ...cveueeiiieeieieieiiieeeterte et te s et et e st e sesae s ss e st e s e s e ste e esessastesassassssensasessansesensessesensasessensenes 169
DRC 142 —FR6075-N-01 = SUBPAIt I BUFGENS ...ttt ettt 169
DRC 143 —FRB075-N-01 — ENTOrCEOMENT ...ttt ettt ettt 170
DRC 144 —FRB075-N-01 — ENTOrCEOMENT ....ceiiieiriririetstririts ettt bbbttt ettt 170
DRC 145 —FRB075-N-01 — ENTOrCOMENT ..c.ctiiieiiririststrrtts ettt bbbt bbbttt ettt 170
DRC 146 —FR6075-N-01 — ENTOrCOMENT STAtES . .cveveieieieieieieieieiei ettt ettt ettt sttt 171
DRC 147 —FRB075-N-01 = ENTOrCEOMENT ..ceetiieieiiririetrtsirtets ettt sttt bbb bbb bbb bbb bbb b b e s b be et e et e e e aeaens 171
DRC 148 —FRB075-N-01 = ENTOrCEMENT ...coviiiii bbb bbb 171
DRC 149 — FRBO75-N-01 — INSPECTI ONS..eerteriiriiieieitetesies et ete et estestesaesae st et e s esbesbesbessesses st e st et esse s st ente st entensessansassessessesssessensessessessnsseeneentenean 172
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DRC 150 = FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-fIE ..vrveeeeiririreciririreerrtce ettt ettt ettt 172
DRC 151 = FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.vvrieeeiriririceririresrrteee ettt bbbttt ettt ettt ettt ettt 173
DRC 152 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.virieeeiririricirirtrteirrteiee ettt bbbt ettt ettt ettt ettt 173
DRC 153 = FRB0O75-N-01 — FrOST-fIE w.vrtreeeeiriririetririsieistrt sttt bbbttt ettt ettt ettt 173
DRC 154 — FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.erurereeiriririeiririrteirtrt sttt bbbttt bttt ettt ettt et ens 174
DRC 155 = FRBO75-N-01 = SO0 .c.cetriririririririririsiririrtsieteieie sttt ettt sttt bbb b bbb bbb bbb b s s b b e se s b e b e s eae e ettt et e e e e e eeseeteas 174
DRC 156 — FRB0O75-N-01 — FrOST-IE w.cvruririeiririririririrteis sttt sttt e bbbt a et b sttt ettt e e e et e nenens 174
DRC 157 —FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-TIE w.eiiiiieee bbbt 175
DRC 158 = FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-IE w.evereiriieectrer bbbttt 175
DRC 159 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNATiON BUIENS .....ocviiiiiiieieteicte e ettt 176
DRC 160 = FRB0O75-N-01 = SO0l .ccetriririririririririririririeeetee ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 176
DRC 161 — FR6075-N-01 — INSTAll@atioN SYSTEIMS .....cciiiiieiiieicieietete e rtete et e st s te st se s e ae e ste s et e st esesbe s ebestebesesbessebentesesbansesentasesseetereesansenes 177
DRC 162 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNATiON BUINENS .....cviiiriiiciiiicie ettt ettt ettt 177
DRC 163 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNAALION BUINTENS .....eviiieiieieieieictsteceie ettt ettt ettt ettt 177
DRC 164 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNAAtiON BUFAENS .....eciiiiieieiieeieiree ettt ettt sttt n et ene s s nene 178
DRC 165 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNAAtiON BUFAENS .....ciuiiieieiiicieeree ettt ettt sttt a et s s nene 178
DRC 166 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNTAtiON BUMAENS .....euiiirieieitrteieeree ettt ettt s et na s ene s nnenens 178
DRC 167 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNAtiON BUINENS .....ccviiiiiiiiriece ettt 179
DRC 168 —FR6075-N-01 — FOUNAtiON BUINENS ......veiiiiiitiieecee ettt 179
DRC 169 = FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-fTEE w.everieiiririciirrer e ettt 179
DRC 170 = FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE ..vrvieieirirerieiririssrr ettt ettt ettt 180
DRC 171 —FRBO75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.vvririeirirerieirisiresirsteiee ettt bbbttt ettt 180
DRC 172 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.eirereeirererietririririrtst sttt bbbt ettt ettt ettt 180
DRC 173 = FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE ettt bbb bbbttt ettt ettt ettt 181
DRC 174 —FRB0O75-N-01 — FrOST-fIE ettt bbb bbb bbbttt ettt ettt ettt 181
DRC 175 = FRBO75-N-01 = FrOST-fIE w.vereeeeirirerieiririetsir sttt bbb bbb bbbttt ettt ettt ettt ens 182
DRC 176 —FRB075-N-01 — FrOST-TIE w.viieiiieet bbbttt 182
DRC 177 —FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-TIE ..ottt 183
DRC 178 —FRB075-N-01 = FrOST-IE w.eeieeeirirereeiree bbbt ettt 183
DRC 179 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FrOST-IE w.vvereeiirireeiririrc bbbt ettt 184
DRC 180 — FRB075-N-01 = HUD COUE....urureririririririririsirtrectete ettt bbb ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 185
DRC 181 = FRBO75-N-01 = SO0l .c.eeuiriririririririririririsieietsteie sttt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 185
DRC 182 — FRBO75-N-01 = SO0l .c.etiriririririririsisisiristeietet ettt bbb b ettt ettt ettt ettt st 185
DRC 183 —FRB075-N-01 = FOUNGATIONS ...cvviiriiriririrtsisiriet ettt bbb bbbt bbbttt ettt sene 186
DRC 184 —FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiZNITICANCE ...vreeiririeeririririeistriste ettt e ettt ettt ettt sttt 186
DRC 185 — FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiZNITICANCE ...vreiririeeeiriririeiririeee ettt ettt ettt sttt eene 186
DRC 186 — FR6075-N-01 — IMH SN ICANCE ..ttt sttt et sa et sttt e st s bt e b et e s et e sess e st ssesbeneesensenessensens 187
DRC 187 — FRB075-N-01 — IMH SN ICANCE 1ottt sttt sa et sttt e s a et e s et e s et e sess e st ssesbeneenessenessansens 187
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DRC 188 —FR6075-N-01 = IMH SiNIfiCANCE ...ereeiiiieeiiriricicrri e ettt sttt 188
DRC 189 —FRB075-N-01 = MH SiNITICANCE ...vrieiriririeiriririeisirisieet et ettt sttt ettt 188
DRC 190 —FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiNITICANCE ...cvreeiiririeiriririetsirisie ettt ettt sttt 188
DRC 191 —FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiNITICANCE ...vrieiiirieiriririeisirtrie ettt ettt sttt ettt 189
DRC 192 —FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiZNITICANCE ...vreeiririreeiriririeis sttt bbb ettt ettt ettt sttt ettt 189
DRC 193 —FRB075-N-01 = IMH SiZNITICANCE ..evrieiririeeeiririreetrirteie ettt ettt ettt sttt 189
DRC 194 — FRE075-N-01 = IMH SiZNITICANCE ..evrieiririeieiririsieiririsie ettt e ettt sttt 189
DRC 195 — FRE075-N-01 = IMH SN ICANCE .eueeuiieieieieieeieer ettt ettt ettt ettt et s e b et e s et b et esesaenessesb et esesenessansens 190
DRC 196 — FRE075-N-01 — IMH SN ICANCE 1oueeuieieieiieieetres ettt sttt ettt ettt e et e st b et ese b e st e s et esesbeneeseetassesensaneesansenes 190
DRC 197 —FRB075-N-01 — IMH SN ICANCE 1ouveuiiieieiieieteese ettt sttt ettt sa et a s e s e e e e se e b et e se b ese e s e tesesbeseese st asaesentasensansenes 190
DRC 198 = FRB0O75-N-01 = REVIEW ..eeiriiiriririririririseste ettt bbb e e ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt st 191
DRC 199 = FRB0O75-N-0T1 = REVIEW ..ceeiriirieiririristrisisesie ettt bbbttt et ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt st e 191
DRC 200 = FRB0O75-N-0T1 = REVIEW ..eeeiriirieiririristrisesisie ettt b bbb b e bbb bbb ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt st 191
DRC 201 — FRB0O75-N-01 = REVIEW ....eeeriririririririetseststste ettt ettt sa sttt bbb bbb bbb b b bbb e b e e staeaeses et a e s e st s eaesese st b e ettt ettt e et e e et aenteas 192
DRC 202 — FRB0O75-N-01 = REVIEW ..ceeiriririreririririsiststsie ettt ittt ee bttt se bbb bebebesebebebe b bbb ebe e st aesesea et aese st s eaese st se b e ettt ettt e et ettt aesteas 192
DRC 203 = FRB0O75-N-01 = REVIEW ...eiiriririeiririririsisistsie ettt tetese st ettt sebebebesebebesebebebebebebebebesentaeaeses e et aeseseseaese st st ae ettt ettt e et e et easstnas 193
DRC 204 —FR6075-N-01 — REGUIQTOIY OVEITEACK ...c.eiiiieieitrteeeeree ettt et ettt ettt s et esne e s nnenene 193
DRC 205 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQtOrY OVEITEACK....ci ettt sttt ettt ettt et s et et et e sa s eseesensenessensens 193
DRC 206 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQtOrY OVEITEACK....cvieieieiee ettt sttt ettt b et e e b e s e se s esessansesessansens 194
DRC 207 —FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQtOrY OVEITEACK ..ottt ettt sttt s e s sttt e e se st e s b et ese s asessenseneesensens 194
DRC 208 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQtOrY OVEITEACK . ...cvieiteeeee ettt ettt a et a et e b et be b e se et e s ese b esaesenteneesensens 195
DRC 209 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIAtOrY OVEITEACK ....cvieecteeee ettt sttt sttt st st e et et e e e be et e se et e b esa et asaebeseneesensenes 195
DRC 210 — FRB6075-N-01 — REZUIATOIY BUINGENS .....ccviieeieteictie ettt ettt e st te st et sresae e sbe s ebesbesssbe s ebe st esbesestassesetesesbensesasasesaseteneesansenes 195
DRC 211 = FRB0O75-N-01 = REVIEW ...eiiriririririririetsiststste ettt ettt bt es sttt b bbb bebebe bbb e b bebebe e staeaeaest et aese st s eae s e st st b e ettt ettt et e et e aentnas 196
DRC 212 — FR6075-N-01 —Regulatory Overreach and GUIANCE .......coucevieieericicieceeeeee ettt st be et sa b besa e be e sesens 196
DRC 213 —FRB6075-N-01 — REGUIATOIY BUITENS ....ueueirieeeiirieieirie ettt estees et sa st sae e e e st s e e et sase e ssesenssaeseseseesesesessssesanessesenesesasens 196
DRC 214 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQTONY BUINTENS c..ueiviieeieieieiirieeetete ettt te st sae st sae s ss e st esesae e esesse st esessesessessesessessssensesessenseneesansenes 197
DRC 215 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQtOrY OVEITEACK ..ottt st ettt ettt b et et e s b et e se s esesae s enessensens 197
DRC 216 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQTONY BUINTENS c...eecviieiieieieisieeetetete et ste st e st tesaesesee st e sa et ssesaesesta e ssessessesessesessansesessassssensasessenseneesensanes 197
DRC 217 —FRB075-N-01 — REZUIQTONY BUINTENS ...ueeuiieeieieieeiieietetete ettt sttt e st sesre st e sa e s s s e saesesta e esessestesessaseesensesessansssensasessensaneesensenes 198
DRC 218 —FRB075-N-01 — REZUIQTOIY BUINTENS .....eeueveeieieieiisieeetetete e rte ettt te st sesrestese st e s e s e s esesse s ese st e tesesbessesensesestansesensasessensanessensanes 198
DRC 219 = FRB075-N-01 = GUITANCE vttt bbbttt sttt ettt ettt 198
DRC 220 = FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE 1ottt bbbttt ettt ettt ettt 199
DRC 221 —FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE ..ottt bbbttt ettt ettt ettt ettt 199
DRC 222 = FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE 1ottt ettt bbb bbb bbbttt ettt bttt ettt ettt et e 199
DRC 223 = FRB0O75-N-01 = RV RUIE 1ottt sttt bbb bbb bbbt s ettt ettt e e e e e e atnns 200
DRC 224 —FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE ..ottt 200
DRC 225 = FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE ..ottt 201
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC 226 —FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE 1ottt bbbttt ettt ettt 201
DRC 227 —FR6075-N-01 =RV RUIE @Nd SEANAATUS....c.cviuiieieiririeiiririeieeeeeieee ettt ettt 202
DRC 228 —FRB075-N-01 = RV RUIE 1ottt bbbttt ettt ettt 202
DRC 229 — FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..eevrtrerieiriririeirirteteisist ettt ettt sttt be bbb bbb bbbt es bbbt b be e st bt b e s e st ettt ettt e ettt 202
DRC 230 = FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..evrtrereeereririeiristrietststetetetetesete it sssas bt ssste b b besebebesesebebesesebebesesebeseaeseatasaesestseaeaeseaesesentaeat ettt et eeeeeasaeaens 203
DRC 231 = FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCINEG c..vertiiieieiiteieeeet ettt ettt st st se et st sa et a et st sa et b e e et e e s et b e sn et s e e e st s e st snennenis 203
DRC 232 — FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCINEG ...uerteieriiiriieieetet ettt ettt st sttt a et e st sa e s e e et e et et e b e sn et s et eme s e st snennenis 203
DRC 233 = FRBO75-N-01 = FINANCING c.eerirerieieteieriestiste ettt estes e stesae st st s stessessessessesses st s st estestessesaeestente st et et ansasansesssensensessessessesnseneensensenses 204
DRC 234 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCING cvereririeeeieieitentiste et st st estessessessessesaesssessessessessessassssssessensessessssstensensensensessensessesssensensensessessessesssensensenses 204
DRC 235 —FRBO75-N-01 = FINANCING cverireriiieteiteitestiste st stete st estesiestestessessesstessessessessessessssssessensensessssssensensensensessessessesssensessensessessesseeseensensenses 204
DRC 236 —FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..evitrireetrirerieiririrtetst ettt ettt ettt sttt ettt ettt 205
DRC 237 —FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING c.evitririeiririririririrtststst ettt e be bbb bbbttt bbbt s et sttt ettt et e ettt 205
DRC 238 —FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..evivrerieeriririeiririresisisieteie ettt ebe bbb bbb bbbttt bbbt sttt ettt et e e ettt 206
DRC 239 = FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..eevrtrereeiriririeirirtrtetststetete ettt ettt ettt bbb bbb bbb bbb bebe b e aesest et s ese st s eaeseseaebese sttt ettt ettt e et eaeae s 206
DRC 240 — FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..eevrtrereeeririreriririrtetsesteteietetesetetetsesse et sstetebebesebebesesebebesesebebeseseseseseseatasaesestseaesestsesesentaeatatattasaeeeaseesnsaenens 206
DRC 241 — FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..eetrtrereeeririreeiririreetststetete ettt tetsssae ettt b b sebebesesebebesebebebebesebeseseseataesesestseaesesesesese sttt ettt et e e e e seneaeaeas 207
DRC 242 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCINEG ...vertiieriiiiiieteetet ettt ettt s st st st e et s e st s a et s e e et s e e s et b e s et s et st s e st snennenis 207
DRC 243 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCING cverertriiieierieitentiste et et et estestessessessesseesaessessessessessessssssessensessessssssentensensensensensassessesnsensensessessessesnsensensenses 208
DRC 244 —FRB0O75-N-01 = FINANCING cvereririeeeieiteniertiste et stetestestestessessessessessaessessessessessessssssessensessessssssessensensensensensessesssensensensessessessesssensensenses 208
DRC 245 —FRBO75-N-01 = FINANCING cvertrereiietitiitististeststet et estestestessessesstssaessessessessessessssssessensessessssssensensensessessessessesssessensensessessessesssensensenses 208
DRC 246 —FRB075-N-01 = FIN@NCING ..eevitririeirireriririririetsesieieie ettt e bbbttt ettt sttt ettt ettt 209
DRC 247 —FR6075-N-01 = FOrmMaldERY e ......cueveiiiiieirrecee ettt 209
DRC 248 —FR6075-N-01 = FOrmMaldERY e ......coeuiiieieieseeeee bbbttt 210
DRC 249 — FR6075-N-01 — DiSPULE RESOIULION ...ttt te et te ettt e e s be st et stessebe s ebe s esbeseebassesebeseebansesasassensetaneesensenn 210
DRC 250 — FR6075-N-01 — DiSPULE RESOIULION ...vueetiiciiieiete ettt sttt te et se st e e s be st ebesbessebe s ebe st asbeseebassesenbeseebansesesassensetaneesensenes 211
DRC 251 — FRE075-N-01 — DiSPULE RESOIULION ...ttt sttt e e sa st ese et esese e eaesenessesenensesasans 211
DRC 252 — FR6075-N-01 — DiSPULE RESOIULION ..uvuiiiieiiieiriie ettt ettt sttt ettt sae e b et et e e s et e ae s esesaenessesesesnensanessansenes 211
DRC 253 — FR6075-N-01 — DiSPULE RESOIULION ..uveuiiiieiiieieiie ettt sttt sttt sa et st sa et b et et e b et e s et esesaesesseseseenensenessansenes 212
DRC 254 —FR6075-N-01 = OMHP AdMiNISTratioN.....c.cviiiiiiiieiiieiiiicieeeeeeee ettt 212
DRC 255 —FR6075-N-01 = OMHP Ad MiNISTratiON...c.cccviiiieiiieiiieiiiiieeeeeeeee ettt ettt ettt 213
DRC 256 —FR6075-N-01 = OMHP Ad MiNISTratiON...c.ccviuiieieieiiieieicireieeeeieeee e sttt ettt 213
DRC 257 —FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Ad MiNISTratiON...c.ccviiiieieieiiieiiicinirieeeeeieeeeete e sttt sttt 213
DRC 258 —FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Ad MiNISTratiON...c.cuiiiiiieieieieieieieireeieieeeieieee bbb sttt ettt 214
DRC 259 —FR6075-N-01 — MHIA IMPIeMENTATION ..ottt ettt 214
DRC 260 = FRBEO75-N-01 = STAES ..eereeerereriririririririsiststetetststst sttt sttt bbb bbb bbb e b e bbb b b e e st s s ese st et s e s e st s eae s e st st ettt e ettt e et e e et setnns 215
DRC 261 = FRBO75-N-01 = STATES ..verereeeriririririririristrtsieie sttt sttt st sttt e be bbb bbb bbb bbbk se et s e s e st et s e se s e s eaese st st e sttt ae ettt et e e ene e setens 215
DRC 262 —FRB0O75-N-01 = STATES ..ot e s 215
DRC 263 = FRBO75-N-01 = STATES ..oriiiiiiirierirrr bbb e s 216
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC 264 —FRB0O75-N-01 = STATES ...ereeeeererireriririririririsete sttt ettt ettt ettt ettt st 216
DRC 265 —FR6075-N-01 = Standards fOr REVIEW ........c.cuceuiiiiririiireceeeeeee ettt ettt ettt 217
DRC 266 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIATOrY BENEFITS c..cuecuiieicieieie ettt ettt et ettt sttt e e bt ese et e s e babesesaeeteneebensens 217
DRC 267 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIATOrY BENEFITS ...cuecuiieeicieieee ettt ettt et sttt st st se st e e b et esesbe s ebasbeseeneeteneesensens 217
DRC 268 —FRE075-N-01 — REGUIQTOIY BENETITS ..veueiirieeeiieieeeerie ettt ettt sae et be e ssse s sasbese e sesese s sassanessssanensesssens 218
DRC 269 —FR6075-N-01 — REGUIALOIY BENEFILS ...veveeeeieieeeicieieeteeet ettt sttt 218
DRC 270 —FR6075-N-01 — REGUIALOIY BENEFILS ...vveeeiirieetcteieetesne ettt sttt 219
DRC 271 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQLOrY BENEFITS c.veueieiieieieieeee ettt sttt ettt a et s e s st e e sse s ens 219
DRC 272 —FR6075-N-01 — REZUIQLOrY BENEFITS c.veueeeiieieieieie ettt ettt st et ettt e b e s e s s se st e e esansenis 219
DRC 273 —FR6075-N-01 — REGUIQLOrY BENEFITS c.vcueeuiieeieieieis ettt ettt et sttt et e bbbt e st e b et e sesse st e e esensens 220
DRC 274 —FR6075-N-01 — REZUIALOrY BENEFITS c.vceeviieeicieieic ettt sttt ettt et st e e b et e se st e st e be b esesaenteneesensens 220
DRC 275 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIATOrY BENEFITS c..cueeuiieiicieiei ettt sttt ettt et et et e e et et e se st e e e be b esesneeteneesentens 221
DRC 276 — FR6075-N-01 — REZUIATOrY BENEFITS c..cueeuiieicieicee ettt sttt ettt ettt b e e et et e se st e e ebesteseeneeteneesentenes 221
DRC 277 —FRB075-N-01 — REZUIATOIY BENEFITS ..ueouiieeiteeeee ettt ettt be st et ettt et e e be st ese et e s ebesbaseeseetaneesensens 222
DRC 278 —FRB6075-N-01 — REGUIQTOIY BENETITS ..veuiiirieeeiieieieirie ettt et sa et se et st s s e esasbese e sesesessesssanessesanensssasens 222
DRC 279 —FRE075-N-01 — REGUIQTOIY BENETITS ..veuiiireeeeiieieieiree ettt ettt e et e e se s saebese e sesesensssssanessssanensesasens 222
DRC 280 — FR6075-N-01 — REGUIQTONY BENEFILS ....ceeveviririeieieirieieieise ittt ettt st 223
DRC 281 = FRBO75-N-01 = IMHCC ...oeiiiriiriririritrirte sttt et e ettt st 223
DRC 282 —FRB0O75-N-01 = IMHCC ...oeiieriiiririrertriritet sttt ettt st 223
DRC 283 —FRB0O75-N-01 = IMHCC ..ottt bbb e ettt ettt st 224
DRC 284 —FRB0O75-N-01 = IMHCC ..ottt ettt ettt ettt et st 224
DRC 285 = FRB0O75-N-01 = IMHCC ....cetiriririeiriririeisiststete sttt sttt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt 225
DRC 286 = FRB0O75-N-01 = IMHCC ....certirerireririririsistrist ettt sttt b bbb bbb bbb b ettt bbb sttt ettt ettt ettt st e 225
DRC 287 —FRBO75-N-01 = LANG...ciiiririeiriririeiriririeisestetete sttt sttt be bbb bbb bbb bbb ese st b e b e s es e b b esesebebeses et st ettt ettt ettt e e neetnae 225
DRC 288 — FRB0O75-N-01 = LANG...ciiiririririririeiristeietsee sttt sttt sttt b bbb b bbb bbb ese st b e b e s e s e b e b e s e b e b ebeses et st ettt ettt e et e e e neetnae 226
DRC 289 = FRB0O75-N-01 = LANG. ettt sttt sttt sttt et be bbb bbb bbb bbb e s st b e s eseaeaebesesebebeses et st ettt ettt e et ae e e neetanns 226
DRC 290 = FRB075-N-01 = LaNG ..ottt bbbt 226
DRC 291 = FRB075-N-01 = LANG...oiiiiiiiiisric bbb bbbt 227
DRC 292 —FRB0O75-N-01 = LANG...ociiiriiiririieiririricte sttt 227
DRC 293 = FRB075-N-01 = LANG...ociiirieieiririieiririreire et ettt ettt sttt 227
DRC 294 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD INTHIatiVES ...cvevreeirirerieieiririeieireeeereee e e e ettt sttt 228
DRC 295 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD INTtIatiVES ...cvrvreerriririririririeistrisieeteetee et ettt ettt sttt 228
DRC 296 —FRB075-N-01 = HUD INTtIatiVES ...coevreeeriririeiriririeieirieieieiet ettt ettt ettt sttt 228
DRC 297 —FRB075-N-01 = DOE RUIE...ceitiiiririieirriststrt ettt bbbttt ettt ettt 229
DRC 298 —FR6075-N-01 — Deregulation CONSEQUENCES .......ccceuruereririrteeeereseeesessesasessssssesessesessssssessssssssesessssssesensssesessssesessnsssesssensssesssensssesens 229
DRC 299 — FRBO75-N-01 = PEIMITS ..eevevreririeiririririsirtststetetetetetetssetetetsssaetetesssebebesesebebesesebesesesebesesesentasaessssassesesssesesesssssesentatasaenestasaenentassenenssssnns 229
Appendix A - Submitter Cross Reference for FR 6075 COMMEBNTS: ....coiiririiirieiririee sttt st te e sesesseseesessesassessesessessssessensene 231
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MANUFACTURED HOUSING CONSENSUS COMMITTEE

1.888.602.4663 | HUD.GOV/MHS

Proposed Changes Status Summary 2018-2019 Cycle

LoglID

Section

Action

Current Status

123

3280.511(a)(2) Comfort cooling
certificateand information

Disapprove - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

146

3285.304 (b)(2) Pier configuration

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

147

3285.304 (c)(3) Pier configuration

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

148

3286.411 (b) Certifyinginstallation

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

149

3280.609(c)(1)(iii) Water distribution
systems

Disapprove-Ballot VIl

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

150

3280.103(b) Light and ventilation

Disapprove-BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

151

3280.607(b)(5)(ii) Standpipes

WITHDRAWN

Received by Secretariat (WITHDRAWN)

152

3280 Attic

Disapprove-Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

153

3282.416(a)(4) Oversight of notification
and correction activities

Approve - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

154

3280.607(b)(3)(i) Plumbing fixtures

Disapprove-Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

155

3280.504(a)(1) & 3280.504(d)(i) Ceiling
vapor retarders

Approve - Ballot VIl

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

156

3280.103(b)(5) & 3280.103(b)(6) Light
and ventilation

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

157

3280.109 Room requirements

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

158

3280.309 Health Notice on formaldehyde
emissions

Disapprove-Ballot VIl

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

159

3280.1 Scope

Approve as Modified - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

160

3280.2 Definitions

Approve as Modified - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

161

3280.111 Toilet compartments

Approve as Modified - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

162

3282.8(l) Applicability

Approve - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

163

3282.202 Definitions

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

164

3285.2, paragraph (b)(4) Manufacturer
installationinstructions

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

165

3285.5 Definitions

Approve as Modified - Ballot
VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

166

3285.5 Definitions

Tabled

Tabled

167

3285.102 Installation of manufactured
homes inflood hazard areas

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

168

3285.102(d) Installation of manufactured
homes inflood hazard areas

Approve as Modified - Ballot
VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

169

3285.301(a) General

Disapprove - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

170

3280 Energy efficiency and affordability
of manufactured housing

Disapprove-Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

171

3280.607(b)(5)(ii) Standpipes

Approve - BallotVII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

172

3282.255(a) Completion of information
card

Approve - Ballot VIl

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

LoglD Section Action Current Status

173 | 3280.105 Exit facilities; exterior doors Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
3280.203 and 3280.204 Fire protection

174 | andKitchen Cabinet Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

175 | 3280.707 Heat producingappliances Approve - BallotVII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

176 | 3280.714 Appliances, cooling Approve - Ballot VIl MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3280.305 and 3280.306 Structural design

177 | requirements and Windstorm protection | Disapprove-BallotVII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

178 | 3282.352 State exclusive IPIAfunctions Approve - Ballot VIl MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3280.2,3282.8,3282.14,3282.601, and

179 | 3285.903 Accessory structure Approve as Modified - BallotVI | MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3282.14(b) Alternative construction of

180 | manufactured homes Tabled Tabled
3282.14(c)(3) Alternative construction of

181 | manufactured homes Approve - Ballot VIl MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3282.7 Definitions; 3282 Subpart|
Consumer ComplaintHandlingand

182 | Remedial Actions Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

183 | 3280.711Instructions Disapprove-Ballot Vil MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3280.304 (b)(1) Materials & 3280.307

184 | Resistanceto elements and use Approve - Ballot VIl MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3280.106 Exit facilities; egress windows

185 | anddevices Approve - Ballot VIl MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

186 | 3280.6 Serial number Approve - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

187 | 3280.105 Exit facilities; exterior doors Disapprove-Ballot Vil MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

188 | 3280.607(b)(3)(i) Plumbing fixtures Approve - BallotVII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

189 | 3280.113 Glass and glazed openings Approve - BallotVII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3286.803 State qualifyinginstallation

190 | program & 3286.2 Applicability Tabled Tabled
3280.404 Standard for egress windows
and devices for use in manufactured

191 | homes Disapprove-Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3285.4(h)(2) Incorporation by reference

192 | (IBR) Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
3280.4 Incorporation by Reference &

193 | 3280.801 Scope Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

194 | 3282.7 (j), (x) and adding (Ill). Definitions | Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
3282 Subpart M - On-Site Completion of

195 | Construction of Manufactured Homes Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
3280.208 Requirements for foam plastic

196 | thermal insulatingmaterials Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
3282.404(a) Standard for egress
windows and devices for usein

197 | manufactured homes Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

198 | 3280.202 Definitions Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

199 | 3280.4 Incorporation by reference Approve - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

200 | 3280.4 Incorporation by reference Disapprove-Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

201 | 3280.304 Materials Approve as Modified - BallotVI | MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
3280.403 Requirements for windows,

202 | slidingglassdoors, and skylights Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
3280.404 Standard for egress windows
and devices for use in manufactured

203 | homes Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
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LogID Section Action Current Status

3280.405 Standard for swinging exterior
passagedoors for use in manufactured

204 | homes Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
3280.508 Heat loss, heatgainand

205 | coolingload calculations Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from TSSC
3280.403 Requirements for windows,

206 | slidingglassdoors,and skylights Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
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Deregulation Comments from FR 6030-N-01 (HSG)

DRC

# Section Action Current Status

1 Regulatory Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

2 75 CFR 5888 Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

3 HUD Statute Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
4 24 CFR part 3282 SubpartM Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

5 CFR part3282 Subpart| Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

6 24 CFR 3288 Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

7 Regulatory 42 USC 5404 Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC

8 24 CFR 3280.309

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

9 24 CFR part3282.11

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

10 Interpretive Bulletin

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

11 24 CFR part 3286.803

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

Manufactured Housing
12 Requirements

R&C - Refer to HUD for Further
Consideration - Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

13 24 CFR Part3286.803

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

14 24 CFR part 3286.803

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

15 24 CFR 3285.312

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

16 Interpretive Bulletin

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

17 24 CFR 3828 subpartM

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

18 24 CFR part 3282 SubpartM

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

19 Outdated Regulations

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

20 42 US.C. 5412 et al

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

Energy Independence and
Security Act, Pub. L. 110-140
21 | (2007)

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

22 Formaldehyde Notices

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

23 24 CFR part 3282

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

24 24 CFR Part3282

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VI

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

25 42 USC 5403

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

26 42 US.C. 5412 et al

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

27 24 CFR 203.205

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

28 24 CFR Part3282 SubpartM

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from RESC

24 CFR Sections 3286.2 and
29 3286.803

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

30 Manufactured housingindustry

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC

31 Interpretive Bulletin

R&C - No Further Action Required -
Ballot VII

MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

32 Regulatory

Refer to Subcommittee

Pending Recommendation from General SC
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Deregulation Comments from FR 6075-N-01

DRC
# Section Action Current Status
33 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
34 HUD Code Updates MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
35 HUD Code Updates MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
36 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
37 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
38 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
39 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
40 HUD Code Updates Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
41 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
42 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
43 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
44 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
45 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
46 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
47 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
48 HUD Code Updates Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
49 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
50 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
51 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
52 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
53 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
54 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
55 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
56 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
57 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
58 HUD Code Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - Refer to HUD for Further
59 HUD Code Consideration - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
60 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
61 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
62 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
63 HUD Code Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
64 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
65 HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
66 General Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
67 MHCSS Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
68 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
69 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
70 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
71 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
72 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
73 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
74 Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
75 DOE Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC

6/14/2019
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC
# Section Action Current Status
76 DOE Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
77 Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
78 Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
79 Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
80 Add-ons Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
81 Add-ons Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
82 Inspections Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
83 Inspections Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
84 Inspectors Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
85 Installers Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
86 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
87 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
88 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
89 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
90 On-site Rule Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
91 On-site Rule Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
92 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
93 On-site Rule Burdens Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
94 On-site Rule Burdens Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
95 On-site Rule Burdens Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
96 On-site Rule Burdens Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
97 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
98 On-site Rule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
R&C - Reject premise and conclusion -
99 On-site Rule Burdens Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
100 | On-siteRule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
101 | On-siteRule Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
102 | Installation Manual Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
103 | Installation Manual Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
104 | Installation Manual Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
105 | Installation Manual Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
106 | Installation Manual Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
107 | Installation Manual Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
108 | Affordability Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
109 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
110 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
111 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
112 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
113 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
114 | DOE Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
115 | Engineering Certification Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

6/14/2019
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC
# Section Action Current Status
116 | Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
117 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
118 | On-siteRule Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
119 | Carport/Add-on Guidance R&C No Further Action - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
120 | Carport/Add-on Guidance R&C No Further Action - BallotVI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
121 | Carport/Add-on Guidance R&C No Further Action - BallotVI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
122 | Carports Garages R&C No Further Action - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
123 | Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
124 | Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
125 | Carport/Add-on Guidance R&C No Further Action - Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
126 | Carport/Add-on Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
127 | AC Letters Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
128 | AC Letters Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
129 | AC Letters Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
130 | Pro-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
131 | Pro-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
132 | Preemption Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
133 | Pro-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
134 | Pro-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
135 | Anti-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
136 | Pro-preemption Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
137 | Preemption Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
138 | Preemption Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
139 | Subpart|Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
140 | Subpart|Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
141 | Subpart|Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
142 | Subpart|Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
143 | Enforcement Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
144 | Enforcement Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
145 | Enforcement Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
146 | Enforcement States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
147 | Enforcement Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
148 | Enforcement Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
149 | Inspections Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
150 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
151 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
152 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
153 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
154 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
155 | Soil Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
156 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
157 | Frost-free Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -
158 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

6/14/2019

Home Innovation Research Labs




MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC
# Section Action Current Status

159 | Foundation Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

160 | Soil Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

161 | Installationsystems Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

162 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

163 | Foundation Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

164 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

165 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

166 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

167 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

168 | FoundationBurdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC
R&C - No Further Action Required -

169 | Frost-free Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

170 | Frost-free Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

171 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

172 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

173 | Frost-free Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

174 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

175 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

176 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

177 | Frost-free Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

178 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
R&C - No Further Action Required -

179 | Frost-free Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

180 | HUD Code Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

181 | Soil Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

182 | Soil Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

183 | Foundations Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from SDSC

184 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

185 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

186 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

187 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

188 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

189 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

190 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

191 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

192 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

193 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

194 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

195 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

196 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

197 | MH Significance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

198 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC

6/14/2019
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MHCC List of Proposed Changesand Deregulation Comments 2018-2019 Cycle

DRC
# Section Action Current Status

199 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
200 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
201 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
202 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
203 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
204 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
205 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
206 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
207 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
208 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
209 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
210 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
211 | Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
212 | Regulatory Overreach Guidance | Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
213 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
214 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
215 | Regulatory Overreach Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
216 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
217 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
218 | Regulatory Burdens Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
219 | Guidance Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
220 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

221 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

222 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

223 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

224 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

225 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

226 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

227 | RV Rule Standards Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

228 | RV Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC

229 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
230 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
231 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
232 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
233 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
234 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
235 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
236 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
237 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
238 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
239 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
240 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
241 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
242 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
243 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
244 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
245 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
246 | Financing Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC

R&C - No Further Action Required -
247 | Formaldehyde Ballot VII MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD

6/14/2019
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DRC
# Section Action Current Status
R&C - No Further Action Required -
248 | Formaldehyde Ballot Vil MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
249 | Dispute Resolution Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
250 | Dispute Resolution Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
251 | Dispute Resolution Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
252 | Dispute Resolution Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
253 | Dispute Resolution Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from RESC
254 | OMHP Administration Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
255 | OMHP Administration Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
256 | OMHP Administration Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
257 | OMHP Administration Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
258 | OMHP Administration Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
259 | MHIA Implementation Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
260 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
261 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
262 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
263 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
264 | States Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
265 | Standards for Review Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
266 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
267 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
268 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
269 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
R&C - No Further Action Required -
270 | Regulatory Benefits Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
271 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
R&C - Reject Premise and Conclusion -
272 | Regulatory Benefits Ballot VI MHCC Final Action submitted to HUD
273 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
274 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
275 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
276 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
277 | Regulatory Updates Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
278 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
279 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
280 | Regulatory Benefits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
281 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
282 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
283 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
284 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
285 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
286 | MHCC Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
287 | lLand Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
288 | Land Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
289 | Land Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
290 | Land Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
291 | lLand Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
292 | land Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
293 | Land Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
294 | HUD Initiatives Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
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# Section Action Current Status
295 | HUD Initiatives Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
296 | HUD Initiatives Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
297 | DOE Rule Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
298 | Deregulation Consequences Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC
299 | Permits Refer to Subcommittee Pending Recommendation from General SC

6/14/2019
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Proposed Changes from Previous Cycles

Log 123 - § 3280.511(a)(2) Comfort cooling certificate and information

| Date: 12/31/2014

Submitter:

Gary Clark, Goodman Global, Inc.

Requested Action:

New Text

Proposed Change:

Alternative 2. For each home suitablefora central air cooling system, the
manufacturer shall providethe following statement: “This air distribution system of this
home is suitablefor the installation of a central air conditioning system.”

Example Alternate 2
COMFORT COOLING CERTIFICATE
Manufactured Home Manufacturer
PlantLocation
Manufactured Home Model

This air distribution system of this home is suitable for the installation of central
air conditioning.

The supplyair distribution systeminstalledin this home is sized for Manufactured
Home Central Air Conditioning System of upto ___ B.T.U./Hr. rated capacity whichare
certifiedinaccordancewith the appropriateAir Conditioningand Refrigeration Institute
Standards.When the air circulators of such air conditionersarerated at 0.3 inch water
columnstatic pressureor greater for the coolingair delivered to the manufactured
home supply air ductsystem.

Information necessaryto calculatecoolingloadsatvariouslocationsand
orientations is provided inthe special comfortcoolinginformation provided with this
manufactured home.

Reason:

The “Comfort Cooling Certificate” refers to static of 0.3 in.w.c for a given capacity.
Instead, the certificateshould refer to staticata nominal airflowin CFM. The MHCC
should discussthis section further and consider implementing changes to this section.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Sufficientvalue would not be provided by introducingthis languageinto the standard.
Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30— May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.

10-25-2016 — MHCC Motion: Table until next meeting
1-19-2016 — MHCC Motion: Tableuntil next meeting.
8-19-2015 - MHCC Motion: Table until next meeting.

12 Home Innovation Research Labs




Proposed Changes 2018-2019 Cycle

Log 146 - § 3285.304 (b)(2) Pier configuration

| Date: 10/12/2016

Submitter:

Michael Henretty, SEBA Professional Services, LLC.

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

(2) Caps must be solid concreteor masonryatleast4 inches in nominal thickness;or
hardbeard hardwood or pressuretreated lumber atleast2inches nominal inthickness;
or be corrosion-protected minimum one-half inch thick steel; or be of other listed
materials.

Reason:

Hardboardis defined as “stiff board made of compressed and treated wood pulp” that
canexpand when itisincontactwith moisture. The intended wood type is Hardwood,
whichis a type of lumber (Oak, Maple, Hickory, etc.) Pressuretreated lumber is added
to helpreduce costand increaseavailability. In many state codes pressuretreated
lumber is already allowed. Additionally, itis normal in IRC construction for sill plates and
anywood bearingon concrete or blocks. Pressuretreated lumber is already allowed to
be used for piersin24 CFR part 3285.303.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Will reducecostandincrease material options.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 147 - § 3285.304 (c)(3) Pier configuration

Date: 10/12/2016

Submitter:

Michael Henretty, SEBA Professional Services, LLC.

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

(3) Hardwood or pressuretreated plates no thicker than 2inches nominal in thickness or
2 inchor 4 inchnominal concrete block must be usedto fill inanyremainingvertical

gaps.

Language will also need to be added in FigureA to 3285.306 Typical Footing & Pier
Design Single Concrete Blockand Figure B to 3285.306(b) Typical Footing & Pier
Installation, Double Concrete Block to be consistentwith the change.

Reason: Change us related to previous submission. Adding pressuretreated lumber will decrease
costand increaseavailablechoices.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Adding pressuretreated lumber will decreasecostand increaseavailablechoices.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 148 - §3286.411 (b) Certifying installation Date: 10/12/2016

Submitter: Michael Henretty, SEBA Professional Services, LLC.
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: (b) Recipients of certification. The installer mustprovidea signed copy of its certification

to the retailer that contracted with the purchaser or lesseefor the saleor lease of the
home, to the purchaser or other person with whom the installer contracted for the
installation work,and to the Department within 7 days of the completed inspection.

Reason: The change will ensurethat the requiredinspection certification formis filed withina
reasonabletime of the completed inspection and that the Department is properly
notified.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit There is no additional costas submission of the certification formis already required.

Explanation: Submission by facsimileor email has no cost, US mail maycost $.55 (S.47 for postage

and $.08 for envelope).

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Approve (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019 15 Home Innovation Research Labs



Log 149 - § 3280.609(c)(1)(iii) ) Water distribution systems

Date: 11/23/2016

Submitter:

David Meunier, Arizona Department of Housing

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§3280.609 Water distribution systems.

(c)Water heater safety devices —
(1) Relief valves.

(iii)Relief valves shall be provided with full-sized drains, with cross sectional areas
equivalentto that of the relief valve outlet, which shall bedirected downwardand
discharge beneath away from the home ina manner that does not causepersonal injury
or structural damage, will prevent water build-up under the home, and terminate at a
point thatis readily observablebythe home’s occupants. the-manufactured-home:
Drainlines shall be of a material listed for hot water distributionand shalldrain fully by
gravity,shall notbe trapped, and shall nothavetheir outlets threaded. and-the-end-of

the drainshallbevisibleforinspection-

Reason:

Problem: 1. Inconsistency between the requirements of 3285 and 3280. The clear intent
of 3285.203 is to eliminatethe buildup of water beneath the home: "§3285.203 Site
Drainage. (a) Purpose. .....prevent water build-up under the home...... (b) ...... remove
anywater that may collectunder the home. (c) All drainage must be diverted away from
home.......drain water awayfrom the structure..... " Terminatingthe reliefvalvedrain
beneath the home is contrarytothe intent of 3285.203.2. The water heater reliefvalve
is a safety device. Under normal conditions there will be no discharge fromthe relief
valve. Ifthe reliefvalveis discharging water a problem exists and must be addressed.
The termination of the relief valve must be readily visibleto the home's occupants, they
need to see the water coming out so they know they have a problem. Terminatinga
reliefvalvebeneath a home, especiallya skirted or pitset home, make ready
observation very difficultif notimpossible.

Substantiating No
Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown
Cost Benefit Unknown

Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: This topic was addressed by a previous log item.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 150 - § 3280.103(b) Light and ventilation

Date: 11/23/2016

Submitter:

David Meunier, Arizona Department of Housing

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§3280.103 Light andventilation.

(b) Whole-house ventilation. Each manufactured home must be provided with whole-
house ventilation havinga minimum capacity of 0.035 ft3/min/ft2 of interior floor space
or its hourly average equivalent. This ventilation capacity mustbe inadditionto any
openable window area.In no caseshall theinstalled ventilation ca pacity of the system
be less than 50 cfm-nermeore-than-90-cfm.

Reason:

Problem: Administrativeburden The establishmentof a maximum ventilation capacity
of 90 cfm requires homes greater than 2571 sq.ft. to be constructed under the Alternate
Construction (3282.14) provisionin order to meet the minimum ventilation
requirements. Creating the AC request, reviewing and approving, monitoringand
reporting imposes a burden on HUD, the manufacturer, the DAPIA and the IPIA.HUD
has routinely approved exceeding the maximum 90 cfm requirement for many years
with no apparentill impacton homeowners. Implyingthat there is no real need for this
maximum. Removing the 90 cfm maximum requirement will reduce the administrative
burden on our limited resources by eliminatingthe need to implement the Alternate
Construction process for this scenario.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The cost to HUD, the manufacturer, the DAPIA, and the IPIA for processingthe
requirements of Alternate Construction will be removed.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

Thisissueis addressed by a previous logitem set to be included in the third set of
revisions to the standard.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.

6/14/2019
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Log 151 - § 3280.607(b)(5)(ii) Standpipes - WITHDRAWN

| Date: 1/11/2017

Submitter:

Joe Sadler, North Carolina Department of Insurance Manufactured Building Division

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

(5) Clothes washing machines. (i) Clothes washing machines shall drain eitherintoa
properly vented trap, intoa laundrytub tailpiece with watertight connections, intoan
open standpipereceptor, or over the rimof a laundry tub.

(ii) Standpipes must be either ;;li/z inch diameter minimum nominal iron pipesize, 2
-]r'lﬂ'éz inch diameter nominal brass tubing of not less than No. 20 Brown and Sharp

gauge, or ;-li/z—inch diameter approved plastic materials. Receptors must discharge
into a vented trap or must be connected to alaundry tub applianceby means of an
approved or listed directional fitting. Each standpipe must extend not less than 18
inches or more than 42 inches aboveits trap and must terminatein anaccessible
location no lower than the top of the clothes washing machine. A removable, tight-
fitting cap or plug must be installed on the standpipe when the clothes washeris not
provided.

Reason:

Most if not all washing machine manufacturers requirea 2" minimum standpipe. The
IRC alsorequires a 2" waste receptor for washing machines. With today's high capacity
washers there have been instances were the flow from the washing machine pump
overflows the standpipeand causes damageto the wall and floors inthe utility or other
areas.

Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The costto change froman 1 1/2inchto 2 inchwould requireno more than 6 feet of
pipe andtrap. The cost would be less than $25.00 for construction. The costto change
DAPIA drawings should also be minimal. The change would however be offset by fewer
warranty claims and costof inspection by manufacturers, especiallyifthere is damage
to the wall, floors and other components of the manufactured home.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: WITHDRAWN

Log History: WITHDRAWN by submitter

6/14/2019
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Log 152 - § 3280 Attic | Date: 1/11/2017

Submitter: Charles Davis, Davis Consulting

Requested Action: New Text

Proposed Change: Add: All manufactured homes shall provide attic access.

Reason: Havingan attic access installed by the manufacturer will eliminate the necessity of doing

so by the consumer who does not know what damage may be done when cutting a hole
inthe ceiling!

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Yes

Cost Benefit The benefit of making this modificationistoremedy the obvious, "cutting corners" to be
Explanation: more competitive, objective used originally.| amsure that many buyers of

manufactured homes have hadto cut their own access doors in their attics for electrical
or plumbingrepairs or modifications.Orasinmycaseto trapa varmintthat has invaded
my attic!

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Disapprove (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: It would be too complex and costly to require on all homes.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 153 - § 3282.416(a)(4) Oversight of notification and correction activities

| Date: 2/23/2017

Submitter:

David Meunier, Arizona Department of Housing

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§3282.416 Oversight of notificationand correction activities.
(a) IPIA responsibilities. The IPIAin each manufacturing plantmust:
(4) Conduct, at least menthhy once per calendar quarter, a review the manufacturer's

servicerecords of determinations under §3282.404 and take appropriateactionin
accordancewith §§3282.362(c)and 3282.364.

Reason:

Problem 1. Current required frequency of servicerecord review creates excessive
burden on IPIA and Manufacturer personnel resources. Problem 2. Current requirement
of servicerecord review creates additional expense for the Manufacturer by requiring
aninvoiced IPIAactivity that was not required before the implementation of the

regulation.
Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Reducing the required frequency of invoiced IPIAactivity will reduce expense for the
manufacturer. The current regulation requires twelve invoiced IPIAevents per
manufacturer, per year. The revision would reduce this to four invoiced IPIAevents per
manufacturer, per year.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (19-0-1)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-13-2018 — MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 154 - § 3280.607(b)(3)(i) Plumbing fixtures | Date: 3/13/2017

Submitter: David Meunier, Arizona Department of Housing
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: §3280.607 Plumbingfixtures.

b) Fixtures

(3) Shower compartment.

(i) Each compartment stall shall be provided with an approved watertight receptor with
sides and back extending atleast1 inch above the finished damor threshold. In no case
shall thedepth of a shower receptor be less than 2 inches or more than 9 inches
measured from the top of the finished damor threshold to the top of the drain.The wall
area shall be constructed of smooth, noncorrosive, and nonabsorbent waterproof
materials to a height not less than 6 feet above the bathroom floor level.Such walls
shall forma watertight joint with each other and with the bathtub, receptor or shower
floor.The floor of the compartment shall slopeuniformly to the drain atnot less than
one-fourth nor more than one-halfinch per foot.

Exception:

Wheelchair-accessible showers may be installed. Wheelchair-accessible showers shall
be installedin accordance with ANSI A-117 guidelines for each shower location where
the finished damor thresholdis less than two inches above the top of the drain.The
shower enclosureand compartment shall complyinallother respects to
§3280.607(b)(3) of the Standards.The doorway to the bathroom containinga
wheelchair-accessibleshower shall havea minimum clear openingof 32 inches with the
door open 90 degrees. Any structural modifications will be DAPIA approved including
any structural changes to the floor or for a grab bar, which will requirereinforcement
andbe in conformance with ANSI Al 17 .1 and ASTM F446.

Reason: Administrative burden. The exclusion of wheelchair accessible showers from the
regulations requires the manufacturer to acquirean Alternate Construction letter to
meet the request for wheelchair accessibility by homeowners. Creating the AC request,
reviewing and approving, monitoring and reporting imposes a burden on HUD, the
manufacturer, the DAPIA and the IPIA.HUD has routinely approved the installation of
wheelchair accessibleshowers for many years with no apparentill impacton
homeowners. Implyingthat there is noreal need to exclude them from the Standard.
Includingan exception to allowthe installation of wheelchair accessible showers will
reduce the administrative burden on the limited resources of the manufacturer, HUD,
DAPIAs and IPIAs, by eliminatingthe need to implement the Alternate Construction
process for this scenario.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit The cost to HUD, the manufacturer, the DAPIA, and the IPIA for processingthe
Explanation: requirements of Alternate Construction will be removed.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Disapprove (19-1-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Consistentwith action on Log 108.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-13-2018 — MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 155 - § 3280.504(a)(1) & 3280.504(d)(i) Ceiling vapor retarders

Date: 10/5/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

New Text

Proposed Change:

3280.504(a)(1)In Uo Value Zones 2 and 3, ceilings shall havea vapor retarder with a
permanence of not greater than 1 perm (as measured by ASTM E-96-93 Standard Test
Methods for Water Vapor Transmission of Materials) installed on the living spaceside of
the roof cavity.

Exception: A ceiling vapor retarder is not required when attic or roof is ventilated in
accordancewith 3280.504(d)(i)

Reason:

Proposal adds samebenefit of utilizing attic ventilation to eliminate requirement for
ceilingvapor retarder which residential housing builtunder the International Residential
Code (IRC) has benefited from for many years. Manufactured homes today arebuiltwith
the same ceilingdrywall and textured finishes as site builthomes. Applyinga ceiling
vapor retard to typical ceiling constructionistime consumingand difficult which adds
unnecessary costburden to homes builtunder the Manufactured Home Construction
and Safety Standards (MHCSS) when compared to home builtunder the prevailing
national residential codes adopted by state andlocal authorities. Manufactured homes
are unduly burdened by the ceiling vapor retarder requirement and the code should be
revised to allowthe same option to utilizeattic ventilation to eliminatethe need for
ceilingvapor retarder.Substantiation: The International Residential Code (IRC) does not
require a ceilingvapor retarder but rather allows the required net free ventilatingarea
inattics to be reduced from 1/150to 1/300 of the area of vented spacewhen either a
vapor retarder is installed on the ceiling or between 50% and 80% of required
ventilation area is provided by ventilators located in the upper portion of the attic (see
attached IRC* section R806.2). 24CFR3280.504(d)(i) requires a minimumfree ventilation
area of 1/300 of the atticarea and requires between 50% to 60% of total required be in
upper portion of the roof. Therefore, a ceilingvapor retarderis notrequired per the IRC
for homes constructed in conformance with the Manufactured Home Constructionand
Safety Standards (MHCSS). The proposal eliminates the extra regulation burden
contained withinthe MHCSS and better aligns itwith the prevailing national residential
code. * The 2009 IRC has been used as reference document but the prevision continues
throughout the newest versions of the IRC.

Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

There is no costincreaseassociated with this proposal asitprovides asitadds an
alternative option.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (17-3-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: There is a potential cost benefit associated with not installinga vapor barrier.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 156 - § 3280.103(b)(5) & 3280.103(b)(6) Light and ventilation

Date: 11/20/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.103(b)(5) Awhole-house ventilation label mustbe attached to the whole-house
ventilation control, must be permanent, and must state: “WHOLE-HOUSE
VENTILATION":, except label is notrequired on systems which are integral with home’s
heating and cooling system.

3280.103(b)(6) Instructions for correctly operating and maintaining whole-house
ventilation systems must be included with the homeowner's manual.The instructions
must encourage occupants to operate these systems whenever the home is occupied,
and must refer to the labeled-whole-house ventilation control.

Reason:

Site builthomes arenot burdened with similar labeling regulation and therefore heating
and cooling controls and thermostats typicallyarenotlabeled with a “whole-house
ventilation” label. Current regulation forces manufactured home builders to obtain
specially labeled thermostats or to physically apply labels to listed thermostats and
controls. Homeowners are increasingly seekingto control their HVAC systems through
smartthermostats such as Nest, Ecobee, and others which use electronic menus and
tablets to interfacesystem controls. Proposal would allow useof standard readily
available HVAC controls and smartthermostats resultingin expanded consumer options
andallowforinnovative control technologies which have been proven effective in
reducingenergy cost.Proposal will eliminate extra regulator burden on Manufactured
Homes concerning HVAC control labeling. Substantiation: The International Residential
Code (IRC) does not contain a similarmandatefor whole-house ventilation controls to
be labeled and therefore current regulationis excessively burdensometo manufactured
housing. Section 3280.103(b)(6) continues to require the homeowner manual to include
instructions on how to operate the whole house ventilation system. Manufacturers of
controls which areintegral with heating and cooling system provide operating manuals
which explain operation of the integral ventilation system. A label on such integral HVAC
controlsis notnecessaryto ensure proper operation and therefore itis appropriateto
modify this section to eliminatethe labeling requirement for these systems.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Proposal will notresultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 157 - § 3280.109 Room requirements

Date: 11/20/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.109(a) Every manufactured home shall haveatleastone living area with not less
than 45070 sq. ft. of gross floor area.

3280.109(b) Rooms designed for sleeping purposes shallhavea minimum gross square
foot floor area as follows:

3280.109(b)(1) All bedrooms shall haveatleast50sq.ft. of floorarea.

3280.109(b(2) At least one Bedrooms—designed-fortwo ormorepeople shallhave70sq.
ft. of gross floor area. phus-50-sg-ft—foreachpersoninexcess-of-two-

Reason:

Reason: Proponents of minimalistliving have advocated smaller dwellings to reduce
environmental impactand provide for lower living costs through reduced mortgage and
maintenance expenses. These dwellings areintended to allowfor a minimalistlifestyle
that doesn’t demand largevolumes of living space. Proponents of this change reasoned
that consumers make a purposeful and informed decision as to the appropriateness of
the housingthey choose to livein and that the code should not placearbitrary
restrictions onroom sizethat have no demonstrable life-safety benefit. Although the
change will notimpacttypical residential construction, itwillaccommodate alternatives
for very small dwellings thatwould previously not be allowed under the regulations. It
may alsoencouragegreater acceptance of and compliancewith the Federal
Manufactured Home Construction and Safety Standards by those pursuinga minimalist
lifestyle. The proposed languagereflects changes made within section R304.2 of the
2015 International Residential Code (IRC). The standard sets minimumrequirements for
a healthy interior living environment, including provisions for roomsize, ceiling height,
light, ventilation, and heating. The code has longprovided a minimum room area of 120
squarefeet for atleastone habitableroom. The requirement for one habitableroom
with a minimum floor area of 120 squarefeet has been removed from the 2015 IRC
which now applies the 70-square-foot minimum area to all habitablerooms except for
kitchen, as the smallestacceptablesizefor occupants to move about and use the
habitablespaceas intended. The minimum area of 150 squarefeet was not based on
scientific analysis or onidentified safety hazards butwas generally accepted by code
users andin the marketplace. 2015 IRC change Source:
http://media.iccsafe.org/news/eNews/2014v11n20/2015 irc_sigchanges p46-7.pdf

Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

The MHCC believes that this change will only effect new designs and therefore will not
have any additional costimpacts. Smaller homes have been trending and this would
increaseflexibility and consumer choice.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 158 - § 3280.309 Health Notice on formaldehyde emissions Date: 11/20/2017
Submitter: John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action: Delete Text

Proposed Change:

Reason: Reason: Health Notice is no longer necessary with enactment of new Federal EPA
formaldehyde regulations (Toxic Substances Control Act TSCA TitleVI) which regulates
formaldehyde emissionstandards inall composite wood and laminated products sold
and used withinthe United States. Current regulation may unnecessarily raise
manufactured home owner anxiety by misleading consumer to believe that their
Manufactured Home contains unregulated materials which may resultin higher
formaldehyde emission levels than would be expected on comparablesitebuilthome.
Substantiation: Federal EPA formaldehyde regulations (Toxic Substances Control Act
TSCA Title VI) sets formaldehyde emission limits for all composite wood and laminated
products sold and used within the United States. The EPA adds additional

6/14/2019 25 Home Innovation Research Labs



documentation and labeling burden to Manufactured Home Manufacturers by
classifyingthem as “fabricators” within TSCA Title VI. Site builders, whom are not
considered fabricators within TSCA, are not required to meet these extra burdens
although site builthomes contain the same materials produced with formaldehyde
resin.Site builthome builders arenot required to provide a consumer health safety
notice to home buyers and itunnecessaryand discriminatory to continue to require MH
builders to provide a health noticeto consumers.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would notresultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: At the request of the submitter.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.

6/14/2019
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Log 159 - § 3280.1 Scope

Date: 11/21/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Revise 3280.1 by removing “unit” as follows:

3280.1: This standard covers all equipment and installationsinthedesign, construction,
transportation, fire safety, plumbing, heat-producing and electrical systems of
manufactured homes whicharedesigned to be used as dwelling ynits. This standard
seeks to the maximum extent possibleto establish performance requirements. In
certaininstances, however, the use of specific requirements is necessary.

Reason:

The term “Dwelling Unit” is not within the Statute (5402.6) andis only containedin
section 3280.1 and 3280.2 of the standards. Deleting Unit form 3280.1 and adding
definition of dwellinginto 3280.2 will anchor standard to Statute since definition of
Manufactured Home within both 5402.6 and 3280.2 uses the term “Dwelling” rather
than “dwelling unit”.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

Revise 3280.1 by removing “unit” as follows:

3280.1: This standard covers all equipment and installationsin thedesign, construction,
transportation, fire safety, plumbing, heat-producing and electrical systems of
manufactured homes whicharedesigned to be used as dwellings u4nits. This standard
seeks to the maximum extent possibleto establish performancerequirements. In
certaininstances, however, the use of specific requirements is necessary.

MHCC Reason:

Consistencyandclarity.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot Vi
9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.

6/14/2019
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Log 160 - § 3280.2 Definitions Date: 11/21/2017

Submitter: John Weldy, Clayton Homes
Requested Action: New Text
Proposed Change: Add definition of Dwelling, Revise definition of Dwelling unit, add definition of Grade

Planeandstoryin3280.2:

Dwelling. Any buildingthatcontains one or two dwelling units used, intended, or
designed to be built, used, rented, leased,let or hired out to be occupied, or that are
occupied for living purposes which is not more than three stories abovegrade planein

height.

Dwelling Unit. me : 3 a
by-eonefamily Asingleunitproviding complete independent livingfacilities for oneor
more persons, including permanent provisions with-facHities for living, sleeping, eating,
cookingand sanitation eating.

Grade Plane. A reference planerepresenting the average of the finished ground level
adjoiningthebuildingatall exterior walls. Where the finished ground level slopes away
from the exterior walls, the reference planeshall beestablished by the lowest points
withinthe area between the buildingandthe lotlineor, where the lotlineis more than
6 feet from the buildingbetween the structure and a point 6 feet from the building.

Story. That portion of a buildingincluded between the upper surfaceof a floor and the
upper surface of the floor or roof next above.

Reason: The term “Dwelling Unit” is not within the Statute (5402.6) andis only containedin
section 3280.1 and 3280.2 of the standards. Adding definition of dwellinginto 3280.2
will anchor standard to Statute since definition of Manufactured Home within both
5402.6 and 3280.2 uses the term “Dwelling” rather than “dwelling unit”. Definitions
better aligns with scopeand definitions as provided within the International Residential
Code (IRC) (sectionR101.2 & R202). Story and Grade Planeas defined within the IRC
were introduced to provideclarity of story for walk out basement and two story
applications. The laws regulating manufactured housing have failed to keep pacewith
dramatic changes inthe manufactured housingindustry. Modern manufactured housing
has littleincommon with a trailer;instead, a manufactured home canbe nearly
indistinguishablefroma traditional site-builthouse next door. Manufactured home
units may be combined into clusters or stacks thatinclude multiplestories, vaulted
ceilings,and attached garages. Regulations firstpromulgatedin 1976 by the U.S.
Department of Housingand Urban Development requiresimilarmaterialsand
construction standards assite-builthousing,and the resultinglife expectancy of a
manufactured home is now the same as a comparablesite-built model. About 75
percent of manufactured homes arelocated on land owned by the homeowner, and the
average lot sizefor those homes is more than doublethe average for traditional site-
builthomes. (From The National conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws at
http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Ac

t).
Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: No
Cost Benefit The proposal would notresultina costincrease.
Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Approve as Modified (19-1-0)
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MHCC Modification | Add definition of Dwelling, Revise definition of Dwelling unit, add definition of Grade
of Proposed Planeandstoryin3280.2:

Change:
Dwelling. Any buildingthatcontains one ertwe-to a maximum of three dwellingunits
used, intended, or designed to be built, used, rented, leased, let or hired out to be
occupied, or that are occupied for living purposes which is notmore than three stories
above grade planein height.

Dwelling Unit. me : 3 g
byonefamily Asingleunitproviding complete independent livingfacilities for oneor
more persons,including permanent provisions withfacHities for living, sleeping, eating,
cookingand sanitation eatihg.

Grade Plane. A reference planerepresenting the average of the finished ground level
adjoiningthebuildingatall exterior walls. Where the finished ground level slopes away
from the exterior walls, the reference planeshall beestablished by the lowest points
withinthe area between the buildingandthe lotlineor, where the lotlineis more than
6 feet from the buildingbetween the structure and a point 6 feet from the building.

Story. That portion of a buildingincluded between the upper surfaceof a floor and the
upper surface of the floor or roof next above.

MHCC Reason: Consistentwith actionon Log 128.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot Vi

9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.
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Log 161 - §3280.211 Toilet compartments

Date: 11/21/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

New Text

Proposed Change:

Add new section 3280.211 Dwelling Unit Separation as follows:

3280.211 Dwelling Unit Separation Requirements.

Two-family dwelling units in two-family dwellings shall be separated from each other by
wall and/or floor assemblies havingnotless thana 1-hour fire-resistance rating when
tested in accordancewith ASTM E 119. Fire-resistance-rated floor-ceilingand wall
assemblies shall extend to and be tight againstthe exterior wall,and wall assemblies
shall extend to the underside of the roof sheathing.

Exceptions:

A fire-resistanceratingof % hour shall be permitted in buildings equipped througho ut
with an automatic sprinkler systeminstalledin accordance with NFPA 13D.

Wall assemblies need not extend through attic spaces where the ceilingis protected by
not less than 5/8-inch Type X gypsum board, an attic draft stop constructed with atleast
1/2-inch gypsum board or 3/8-inch wood structural panels is provided aboveand along
the wall assembly separatingthe dwellings and the structural framing supporting the
ceilingis protected by not less than %-inch gypsum board or equivalent.

Reason:

Added languagewas brought from section R302.3 of the 2015 International Residential
Code andis animportant to introduce into the 3280 to address separation between
dwellingunits intwo family dwelling. The laws regulating manufactured housing have
failed to keep pace with dramatic changes inthe manufactured housingindustry.
Modern manufactured housinghas littlein common with a trailer;instead, a
manufactured home can be nearlyindistinguishablefroma traditional site-builthouse
next door. Manufactured home units may be combined into clusters or stacks that
includemultiplestories, vaulted ceilings, and attached garages. Regulations first
promulgated in 1976 by the U.S. Department of Housingand Urban Development
require similar materialsand construction standards as site-builthousing, and the
resultinglife expectancy of a manufactured home is now the same as a comparablesite-
builtmodel. About 75 percent of manufactured homes arelocated on land owned by
the homeowner, andthe average lot size for those homes is more than double the
average for traditional site-builthomes. (From The National conference of
Commissioners on Uniform State Laws at
http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Ac

t).
Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (19-1-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

Revise and Add new text to 3280 as follows:

3280.211 Multi-Unit Dwellings.

(a) Instructures with more than one dwellingunit, each dwellingunitshall beseparated
from each other by wall and floor assemblies havingnotless thana 1-hour fire-
resistancerating when tested in accordance with ASTM E119-14 or UL263-2014 or not
less thana 1-hour fire-resistancewhen calculatedin accordancewith Chapter 16 of
National Design Specification for Wood Construction - 2015. Fire-resistance-rated

30 Home Innovation Research Labs


http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Act
http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Act

floor/ceilingand wall assemblies shall extend to and be tight againstthe exterior wall,
andwall assemblies shall extend from the foundation to the underside of the roof

sheathing.

Exceptions:
(1) Afire-resistanceratingof hour shall be permitted in buildings equipped

throughout with anautomatic sprinkler systeminstalledinaccordance with NFPA 13D.
(2)Wall assemblies need not extend through attic spaces where the ceilingis protected
by not less than 5/8 -inch Type X gypsum board, and attic draft stop constructed as
specifiedin Section3280.212 is provided above and alongthe wall assembly separating
the dwellings and the structural framingsupportingtheceilingis protected by not less
than %-inchgypsumboard or equivalent.
(b) Supporting Construction. Where floor assemblies arerequiredto be fire-
resistancerated by Section 3280.211, the supporting construction of such
assemblies shallhavean equal or greater fire-resistancerating.
(c) Dwellingunitrated penetrations. Penetrations of wall or floor-ceiling
assemblies in multi-unitdwellings shall berequired to be fire-resistancerated
inaccordancewith this section.
(1) Through penetrations.
(i) Penetrations shallbeinstalled as tested inthe approved fire-resistance-
rated assembly; or
(ii)Penetrations shall be protected by anapproved penetration fire stop system
installed as tested inaccordancewith ASTM E814-13 or UL 1479-2014,
with a positive pressuredifferential of not less than 0.01 inch of water and
shall havean Fratingof not less than the required fire-resistancerating of
the wall or floor-ceilingassembly penetrated; or
(iii) Wherethe penetrating items are steel, ferrous or copper pipes, tubes or
conduits, the annular spaceshallbe protected as follows:

(1) The material usedto fill theannular spaceshall prevent the passage
of flame and hot gases sufficienttoignite cotton waste where
subjected to ASTM E119-14 or UL263-2014 time temperature fire
conditions under a positive pressuredifferential of not less than 0.01
inch of water atthe location of the penetration for the time period
equivalentto the penetration for the time period equivalentto the
fire-resistancerating of the construction penetrated.

(2) Membrane penetrations. Membrane penetrations shall comply
with3280.211(c)(1). Where walls arerequired to have a fire-resistancerating, recessed
fixtures shall beinstalled sothatthe required fire-resistanceratingwill notbe reduced.

Exceptions:

(i) Membrane penetrations of fire-resistance-rated walls, ceiling/floors and
partitions by steel electrical boxes provided they do not exceed 16 square
inches inarea and the aggregate area of the openings through the
membrane does not exceed 100 squareinchesinany 100 squarefeet of
wall area.The annular space between the wall membrane and the box
shall notexceed? inch. Such boxes on opposite sides of the wall shall be
separated by one of the following:

(1) _Bya horizontal distanceof not less than 24inches where the wall or
partitionis constructed with individual non communicating stud
cavities.

(2) By a horizontal distance of not less than the depth of the wall cavity
where the wall cavityis filled with cellulose loose-fill, rockwool or
slagmineral wool insulation.

(3) Bysolidfireblockinginaccordancewith Section 3280.206

(4) By protecting both boxes with listed putty pads.

(5) By other listed materials and methods.

(ii) Membrane penetrations by listed electrical boxes of any materials
provided that the boxes have been tested for useinfire-resistance-rated
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assemblies and areinstalled in accordancewith the instructionsincludedin
the listing. The annular spacebetween the wall membrane and the boxshall
not exceed? inch unless listed otherwise. Such boxes on oppositesides of the
wall shall beseparated by one of the following:
(1) By the horizontal distancespecifiedinthelisting of the electrical
boxes.

(2) Bysolidfireblockinginaccordancewith Section 3280.206

(3) By protecting both boxes with listed putty pads.

(4) By other listed materials and methods.
(iii) Theannular spacecreated by the penetration of a fire sprinkler provided

thatitis covered by a metal escutcheon plate.

3280.5 Dataplate

Each manufactured-homes dwellingunit shallbear a data plateaffixedina
permanent manner near the main electrical panel or other readily accessibleandvisible
location....

3280.103(b) Whole-house ventilation. Each manufactured-home dwellingunit must be
provided with whole-house ventilation havinga minimum...

3280.105(a) Number and location of exterior doors. Manufacturedhomes Each
dwellingunitshall havea minimum of two exterior doors located remote from each
other.

3280.109(a) Every-manufactured-homes Each dwellingunitshall haveatleastone living
area with not less than 150 sq. ft. of gross floor area.

3280.309 Health Notice on formaldehyde emissions.

(a) Each manufactured-home dwellingunitshall havea Health Notice on
formaldehyde emissions prominently displayedin a temporary manner inthe kitchen...
3280.510 Heat loss certificate
The manufactured home manufacturer shall permanently affix the following
“Certificate” to aninterior surface of the-heme- each dwellingunitthatis readilyvisible
to the occupanthemeowner: ...

3280.511 Comfort cooling certificate and information.

(a) The manufactured home manufacturer shall permanently affix a “Comfort
Cooling Certificate” to aninterior surface of the-heme-each dwellingunitthatis readily
visibleto the occupant hemeowner. ...
3280.609(a)(2) Hot water supply. Each manufactured-home-dwellingunitequipped
with a kitchen sink, and bathtub and/or shower shall be provided with a hot water
supply systemincluding a listed water heater.

3280.705(j) Gas supply connections. When gas appliances areinstalled,atleastone gas
supply connection shall be provided on each heme-dwellingunit. ...

3280.802 Definitions.

(20) Feeder assembly means the overhead or under-chassisfeeder conductors, including
the grounding conductor, together with the necessaryfittings and equipment, or a
power supply cord approved for manufactured home use, designed for the purpose of
deliveringenergy from the source of electrical supply to the distribution panel board
within the-manufactured-home each dwellingunit.

3280.803 Power supply

(a) The power supplyto the manufactured home shall bea feeder assembly
consisting of not more than one listed 50 ampere manufactured home power-supply
cords, or a permanently installed circuit. Amanufactured home that is factory-equipped
with gas or oil-fired central heating equipment and cookingappliances shall be
permitted to be provided with a listed manufactured home power supply cordrated 40
amperes. This section does not apply to multi-unitdwellings.

3280.804 Disconnecting means and branch-circuit protective equipment.

(c) Disconnecting means. Asingledisconnecting means must be providedin

each manufactured-home dwellingunit, consistingofa circuitbreaker, or a switchand
fuses and its accessories, installedin a readily accessiblelocation near the point of
entrance of the supply cord or conductors into the manufactured-home dwellingunit.
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(g) Branch-circuitdistribution equipment shall beinstalled in each manufactured
home dwellingunitandshall include overcurrent protection for each branchcircuit
consisting of either circuitbreakers or fuses.

(h) A servicedistribution panel shallbe factoryinstalled and connected to the subpanels
on multi-unitdwellings.
3280.805Branch circuits required.

(a) The number of branchcircuitsrequired shallbedetermined inaccordance
with the following:

(1) Lighting, based on 3 volt-amperes per squarefoot time outside
dimensions of the-manufactured-home each dwellingunit(coupler
excluded) divided by120 volts times amperes to determine number of
15 or 20 ampere lightingarea circuits. ...

3280.114 Sound Transmission between Multi-unit dwellings

(a) Scope.

This sectionshall apply to common interior walls, partitions and floor/ceilingassemblies
between adjacentdwelling units.

(b) Air-borne sound.

Walls, partitionsand floor/ceiling assemblies between stories

separating dwelling units from each other shall havea sound transmission class (STC) of
not less than 34 for air-bornenoisewhen tested inaccordancewith ASTM E 90 or
calculated. Penetrations or openings in construction assemblies for piping; electrical
devices; recessed cabinets; bathtubs; soffits; or heating, ventilating or exhaust ducts
shall besealed,lined, insulated or otherwise treated to maintain the required ratings.

This requirement shall notapplyto dwelling unit entrance doors; however, such doors
shall betight fitting to the frame and sill.

(c)Structure-borne sound.

Floor/ceilingassemblies between stories separating dwelling units shall haveanimpact
insulation class (I1C) rating of not less than 34 when tested inaccordancewith ASTM E
492.

Add new text to 3285 as follows:

3285.603.XXXWater Connections Each dwellingunitshall havea separatewater
connection.

3285.603(c)(1) An identified and accessible shut off valve must be installed for each
dwellingunitbetween the water supplyandthe inlet.

MHCC Reason: Consistentwith actionon Log 128.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot VI

9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.
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Log 162 - § 3282.8(l) Applicability

Date: 11/21/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

Delete 3282.8 (I)inentirety as follows:

Reason:

The term “Dwelling Unit” is not within the Statute (5402.6) which defines Manufactured
Home as “Dwelling” rather than “dwelling unit”. Removing this section better aligns
with scope and definitions as provided within the International Residential Code
(sectionR101.2 & R202) that standard scopeincludes oneand two family dwellings.The
laws regulating manufactured housing have failed to keep pace with dramatic changes
inthe manufactured housingindustry. Modern manufactured housinghas littlein
common with a trailer;instead, a manufactured home can be nearlyindistinguishable
from a traditional site-builthouse next door. Manufactured home units may be
combined into clusters or stacks thatinclude multiplestories, vaulted ceilings,and
attached garages. Regulations firstpromulgated in 1976 by the U.S. Department of
Housingand Urban Development require similarmaterials and construction standards
as site-builthousing, and the resulting life expectancy of a manufactured home is now
the same as a comparablesite-built model. About 75 percent of manufactured homes
are located on land owned by the homeowner, and the average |ot size for those homes
is more than double the average for traditional site-builthomes. (From The National
conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws at
http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Ac

1.
Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina cost increase.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-12-2018 — MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 163 - § 3282.202 Definitions Date: 12/5/2017

Submitter: Joe Sadler, North Carolina Department of Insurance Manufactured Building Division
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: §3282.202 Primaryinspectionagency contracts.

(a) Each manufacturer shallenter intoa contractor other agreement with as many at
leastone Design Inspection Approval Primary Inspection Agencies (DAPIAs) as itwishes
and with enough a sufficientnumber of Production Inspection Primary Inspection
Agencies (IP1As)to provide IPIAservices for each manufacturing plantas setout in this
subpartandinsubpartH of this part. All Primary Inspection Agencies (PIAs) except for
State exclusivelPlAs approved under 24 CFR § 3282.352, must send a copy of the
statement of work from each contractor other agreement to provide DAPIA and IPIA
services for each manufacturer to the Secretary and State Administrative Agency (SAA)
inthe State where the manufacturingplantis located withinten (10) days of execution
of the contract or agreement.

(b) In return for the services provided by the DAPIAs and IPIAs, each manufacturer shall
paysuchreasonablefees as areagreed upon between the manufacturer and the
primaryinspectionagencyor, inthe caseof a State actingas an exclusivelPIAunder
§3282.3-3282.352 such fees as may be established by the State.

(c) Inthe event that a manufacturer terminates its relationship with the existing IPIAat
a plantand enters into a contract or agreement with a different IPIA:

(1) Withinten (10)days of the notice of the transfer of services, the outgoing IPIA
must transfer to the Department a written notice of the transfer and must provideand
explanation of the circumstances resultingin the transfer

(2) InAddition to the written notice described above, the outgoing PIA mustalso
providethe Department, the manufacturer, SAA, and the incomingIPlIAsubsequently
engaged by the manufacturer, with a status report of actions for which the incoming
IPIAwill assumethe responsibilityincluding but not limited to inspection findings from
the outgoing IPIA performed within the lastthirty (30) days,includingany unresolved
findings including butnot limited to failures to conform, certification label control, red
tags, areas needingincreased frequency of inspection, Sub-Partl notification and
correction campaigns, classsearches with the IPIAconcurrences,and any improvements
or remedial actions needed by the manufacturer related to their qualityassuranceand
guality control programs.

Reason: The problem is that when there is a transfer of responsibilities for a manufacturer from
one IPIAto another IPIAthe transfer of information to the Department and the SAA
where the manufacturerislocatedis not provided. We have had a situation where the
manufacturer could not get a concurrence for an ongoing Sub-Part | Class determination
from the outgoing IPIAthat occurred duringtheir tenure. Problems can occur due to
contractual issues between the manufacturer and the outgoing IPIAcausinga delayin
the SAA finalizing specificclass searches and determinations.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit There should be no costchanges sincethis is basically a transfer of information to
Explanation: enable the HUD andthe SAA to carryout their duties.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
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MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 164 - § 3285.2, paragraph (b)(4) Manufacturer installation instructions Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter: Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: § 3285.2 Manufacturer installation instructions.

No change to (a)
No change to (b)(1), (2) or (3)

(4)Foundation supportand anchoringsystems aredesigned for use in areas subjectto
freezing or for usein flood hazard areas subjecttoflood-damage or high seismicrisk; or

remainder unchanged

Reason: This proposal is editorial for consistency with the terms defined in 24 CFR Section
3285.5. The term “flood hazard area”is defined, while the term “area subject to flood
damage” is not. This change corrects impreciselanguage.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit Clarification of terms does not change the basic requirement.
Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Approve (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 165 - § 3285.5 Definitions

Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter:

Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§ 3285.5 Incorporation by Reference (IBR). (partial)

(g) The materials listed below are available ferpurchasefromthe Federal Emergency
Management Administration (FEMA),500 C Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472.
www.fema.gov or 1-800-480-2520

(1) FEMA P-85/November 2009,Protecting Manufactured Homes from Floods and Other

Hazards, 2009 or more recent edition FEMA-85/September 1985 Manufactured Home
tastatationinFlood Hazard Areas1985, IBR approved for § 3285.102(d)(3).

(2) [Reserved]

Reason:

This proposal is updates thetitle and date of FEMA’s guidance publicationon
installation of manufactured homes. The phrase “or more recent” is proposed to avoid
these regulations becoming out-of-sync with future updates. FEMA may revise FEMA P-
85 inthe next few years.Also see proposal to update the reference in3285.102.The
directlinkto the publicationis https://www.fema.gov/media-
library/assets/documents/2574

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Proposal updated a guidancedocument.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

Modify 3285 as Follows:
§ 3285.5 Incorporation by Reference (IBR). (partial)

(g) The materials listed below are available forpurchasefromthe Federal Emergency
Management Administration (FEMA),500 C Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472.
www.fema.gov or 1-800-480-2520

(1) FEMA P-85/November 2009,Protecting Manufactured Homes from Floods and Other
Hazards :
Areas1985, IBR approved for § 3285 102(d)(3)

(2) [Reserved]

MHCC Reason:

Additional language of “or more recent edition” is not allowed. Specific editions of
referenced standards mustbe identified.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.
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Log 166 - § 3285.5 Definitions

Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter:

Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Lowest floor. The |owest floor of the lowest enclosed area of a manufactured home. An
unfinished or flood-resistantenclosure, used solely for vehicle parking, home access, or
limited storage, must not be considered the lowest floor, provided the enclosed area is
not constructed so as to render the home inviolation of the flood-related provisions of
this standard.

Reason:

This proposal is editorial for consistency with the term “lowest floor” defined in 44 CFR
Section 59.1, which establishes definitions used for NFIP requirements for special flood
hazard areas.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

No additional cost. Modifying the definition does not change how the term is used or
the requirements applicableto the term.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Tabled

Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Table until next meeting

6/14/2019

39 Home Innovation Research Labs




Log 167 - § 3285.102 Installation of manufactured homes in flood hazard areas

Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter:

Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

No change to (a) and (b)

(c)Pre-installation considerations. Prior to the initialinstallation of anew manufactured
home, the installeris responsiblefor determining whether the manufactured home site
lies wholly or partly within a special flood hazard area as shown on the LAHJ’s Flood
Insurance Rate Map, Flood Boundary and Floodway Map, or Flood Hazard Boundary
Map, or if no LAHJ, inaccordancewith NFIP regulations.|fsolocated,and before an
installation method is agreed upon, the map and supportingstudies adopted by the
LAHJ must be used to determine the flood hazard zone and baseflood elevation at the
site.

(d)General elevation and foundation requirements—

(1)Methods and practices. Manufactured homes located wholly or partly within speciat
flood hazard areas must be installed on foundations engineered to incorporate methods
and practices that minimizeflood damage duringthe baseflood, inaccordancewith the
requirements of the LAHJ, 44 CFR 60.3(a) through (e), and other provisions of 44 CFR
referenced by those paragraphs.

Reason:

This proposal is editorial for consistency with the terms defined in 24 CFR Section
3285.5. The term “flood hazard area”is defined and includes the “special flood hazard
area.” Limiting the requirement to the special flood hazard area precludes the useof a
locally adopted flood hazard map. This change corrects impreciselanguage.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

No additional cost. Clarification of terms does not change the basic requirement.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 168 - § 3285.102(d) Installation of manufactured homes in flood hazard areas

Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter:

Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

No change to (a), (b) and (c)
No change to (d)(1) and (2)

(3) Related guidance. Refer to FEMA P-85/November 2009 or more recent, Protecting

Manufactured Homes from Flood and Other Hazards, 2009 FEMA85/September 1985,
Manufactured Home lnstallationinFlood Hazard-Areas1985(incorporated by

reference, see § 3285.4).

Reason:

This proposal updates the reference to of the guidance document published by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency. The guidance, FEMA P-85,was updated in
November 2009. The phrase “or more recent” is proposed to avoid these regulations
becoming out-of-sync with future updates. FEMA may revise FEMA P-85 inthe next few
years.Also see proposal torevisethe citationat3285.4.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

No additional cost. Reference to newer related guidancedoes not change the basic
requirements.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

Modify 3285 as follows:
No change to (a), (b) and (c)
No change to (d)(1) and (2)

(3) Related guidance. Refer to FEMA P-85/November 2009, Protecting Manufactured

Homes from Flood and Other Hazards, 2009 FEMA85/September 1985 Manufactured
Home lnstalationinFlood Hazard Areas1985(incorporated by reference, see § 3285.4).

MHCC Reason:

Additional language of “or more recent edition” is not allowed. Specific editions of
referenced standards mustbe identified.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.
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Log 169 - § 3285.301(a) General

Date: 12/16/2017

Submitter:

Gregory Wilson, Federal Emergency Management Agency

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

(a)Foundations for manufactured home installations and outside appliances mustbe
designed and constructed inaccordancewith this subpartand must be based on site
conditions, home design features, and the loads the home was designed to withstand,
as shown on the home’s data plate.

remainder unchanged

Reason:

This proposal makes the foundation requirement apply to platforms and other means to
elevate outsideappliances.24 CFRPart 3285.102(d)(2) requires outside appliances to be
anchored and elevated to or above the same elevation as the lowest elevation of the
lowest floor of the home. This addition requires the platforms and pedestals elevating
the equipment to resistdesignloads. This protects the outsideappliances fromthe
same level of risk as the foundation of homes. Post-flood damage observations
performed by FEMA indicatethat platforms and pedestals that are not designed to
resistflood loads canfailunder flooding conditions, damaging or destroying the
equipment and possibly causingthe equipment to become debris that can damage
nearby foundations.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

No increasein costbecausethe NFIP, reflected in local floodplain management
regulations,already requireequipment to be installed elevated. Inlocations where
equipment was not required to be elevated inaccordancewith those regulations, there
may be aslightincreaseininitial construction/installation costs, butsavings will accrue
by avoided damage to equipment andits foundations.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

3285 already addresses this matter, and submitters request goes beyond the authority
of the code.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 170 - § 3280 Energy efficiency and affordability of manufactured housing Date: 12/19/2017

Submitter: Robin Roy, Next Energy US
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: The proposalis toimproveenergy efficiency and affordability of manufactured housing

(MH) by updatingthe HUD MH construction and safety standards (“HUD Code”). In
particular,the proposal is toincorporatethe consensus recommendations of the MH
Working Group (“MH Working Group”) established by the U.S. Department of Energy.

The MH Working Group was comprised of representatives of manufacturers and trade
associations representinga substantial majority of the industry, equipment suppliers,
environmental and efficiency advocates, consumer and homeowner advocates,and
state agencies. It was formed and operated by DOE in accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) and the Negotiated Rulemaking Act (NRA) with the
purpose of identifying energy conservation standards for MH, takinginto accountthe
current HUD Code, the impact on purchaseprice, the impacton total lifecycle
construction and operating costs, and the most recent edition of the International
Energy Conservation Code for site-builthomes.

The MH Working Group’s consensus proposalisdetailedin “Appliance Standards and
Rulemaking Federal Advisory Committee Manufactured Housing Working Group Term
Sheet” October 31, 2014.(That term sheet has been emailed to
MHCC@Homelnnovation.com as partof this proposal to the MHCC.)

The MH Working Group proposal represents a balanced suite of improvements to the
current HUD Code and was developed after intensive deliberations.The MH Working
Group considered public and HUD input, as well as detailed analyses provided by DOE
and performed by Pacific Northwest National Laboratory and Navigant Consulting.

The MH Working Group proposal includes the following elements:

e Aclimatezone map that better reflects weather characteristicsthanthe
current HUD Code zones, while remaining simplified relativeto the IECC-
defined zones;

e Updated thermal envelope requirements that reflect both the IECC and the
unique attributes of MH construction;

e  Flexibility for manufacturers to meet the thermal envelope requirements using
a choiceof either a prescriptive path option or a performance path; and

e Mandatoryrequirements related to improved air sealing; ductleakage and hot
water pipeinsulationthatreflectboth the IECC and the uniqueattributes of
MH construction.
Reason: This proposal addresses two problems: 1.Modernizes badly outdated energy provisions
of the current HUD Code 2.Facilitates reduced regulatory burden on manufacturers 1.
Updates badly outdated energy provisionsofthe current HUD Code The standardsin
the HUD Code are badly outdated with respect to energy efficiency, and as such fall
short of the purposeof the National Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act of 1974 (42USC5401 et seq) to establish home construction and safety
standards thatinclude “...cost-effective energy conservation performance standards
designed to ensure the lowest total of construction and operating costs. (42USC5403(g).
The energy-related provisions inthe HUD Code were lastsubstantially updated over 20
years ago. Notably, the International Energy Conservation Code, whichis the model
building codefor site-builthousingandis referenced by state government building
codes, has been updated 5 times since 2000, and now delivers energy savings of some
50% relativeto its earlier version.|n supportofthe MH Working Group’s deliberations,
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DOE analyzed the economic and energy impacts of the proposal, with the expert
assistanceof PacificNorthwest National Laboratory and of Navigant Consulting. Their
analyses indicatethat the Working Group recommendations would deliver energy
savings of20% to 35% relativeto the current HUD Code. Further, DOE’s analysis
indicates thatthe recommendations would be highly economic, with total lifetimecosts
(including purchasecosts, energy costs and maintenance) that are lower than a home
that minimally meets the current HUD Code. The MH Working Group considered the
vital affordability question of how to balanceenergy cost savings over time and higher
firstcosts of construction. Addressing the importance of firstcostaffordability (and not
justof minimizingthe total lifecyclecosts), the MH Working Group did not recommend
adoption of all cost-effective measures, but rather, a package of only measures that are
the most economic. DOE’s analysisindicates thatrecommended measures would
increasefirstcostby $1000to $3000 and would be repaid by energy savings within 5 to
10 years. 2. Reduce the riskof additional regulatory burden. The Energy Independence
and Security Act (EISA) requires the Department of Energy to establish and enforcecost
effective energy efficiency standards for MH (42 USC 17071 et seq). There is no
requirement under EISA to harmonize those standards with the relevant provisionsin
the HUD Code. Updating the HUD Code would reduce or eliminatethe opportunities for
additional cost-effective measure that DOE would be required to establish and enforce.
Accordingly, adopting this proposal would reducethe risk of additional regulatory
burden being placed on manufacturers.

Substantiating Yes

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit Detailed analyses of the economics, including cost-benefitanalysis, manufacturer
Explanation: profitability analysis,and analyses of energy, purchase cost, financingand other aspects

areincludedin DOE’s “Technical Support Document for the U.S. Department of Energy’s
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Establishing Energy Conservation Standards for
Manufactured Housing” (June 2016), whichis availableat:
https://www.regulations.gov/contentStreamer?documentld=EERE-2009-BT-BC-0021-
0136&attachmentNumber=1&contentType=pdf .

A detailed spreadsheet addressinglifecyclecosts isavailable here:
https://www.regulations.gov/contentStreamer?documentld=EERE-2009-BT-BC-0021-
0137&attachmentNumber=1&contentType=excel12mebook

Both of these documents have been emailed to MHCC@Homelnnovation.com for MHCC
consideration.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Disapprove (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Request and referenced research material is outdated.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-13-2018 — MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 171 - § 3280.607(b)(5)(ii) Standpipes

Date: 12/20/2017

Submitter:

Joe Sadler, North Carolina Department of Insurance Manufactured Building Division

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

(5) Clothes washing machines. (i) Clothes washing machines shall drain eitherintoa
properly vented trap, intoa laundrytub tailpiece with water tight connections,intoan
open standpipereceptor, or over the rimof a laundry tub.

(ii) Standpipes must be either ;;li/z diameter minimum nominaliron pipesize,;-li/z
inch diameter nominal brass tubing of not less than No. 20 Brown and Sharp gauge, or 2
-]L'lﬂ'lz inch diameter approved plastic materials. Receptors must dischargeinto a vented
trap or must be connected to a laundrytub appliance by means of an approved or listed
directional fitting. Each standpipe must extend not less than 18 inches or more than 42
inches above its trapand must terminate inanaccessiblelocation nolower thanthe top
of the clothes washing machine. A removable, tight-fitting cap or plug must be installed
on the standpipewhen the clothes washer is not provided.

Reason:

Most if not all washing machine manufacturers requirea 2" minimum standpipe. The
IRC alsorequires a 2" waste receptor for washing machines. With today's high capacity
washers we have had some instances were the flow from the washing machine pump
overflows the standpipeand causes damageto the wall and floors inthe utility or other
areas.The current requirement of 1 1/2" diameter standpipeis in manycases is not
largeenough to handlethe faster drainage of modern washers.The 2015 International
Plumbing Code requires a 2" standpipeandtrap and has for several years.A 2" trapis
required to prevent itfrom functioningas anillegal S-trap.

Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The cost to change froman 1 1/2inchto 2inchwould requireno more than 6 feet of
pipe andtrap. The cost would be less than $25.00 for construction. The costto change
DAPIA drawings should also be minimal. The change would however be offset by fewer
warranty claims and costof inspection by manufacturers, especiallyifthereis damage
to the wall, floors and other components of the manufactured home.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019—Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 172 - § 3282.255(a) Completion of information card

Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Revise section 3282.255(a) to read as follows:

Whenever a distributor or retailer sellsa manufactured home subjectto the
standards to a purchaser, the distributor or retailer shallfill outthe card with
information provided by the purchaser andshall send the card to the
manufacturer either electronically or by mail.(See § 3282.211.)

(a)

Reason:

Intoday’s fastpaced and technological world, many people and companies prefer to
receive/send correspondences and forms via email as itis instantaneous unlike the mail
which candelaythe process.By allowingtheoption of sendingthe cardvia email,itwill
speed up processingtimes and alleviatethe risk of the card getting “lostin the mail.” It
will also cutback on paperwork as the cards will notneed to be scannedinorder to be
archived electronically.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 173 - § 3280.105 Exit facilities; exterior doors Date: 12/21/2017
Submitter: Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: Add the below language to 3280.105(a):

Number and location of exterior doors. Except as permitted per section (c),
Manufactured homes shall havea minimum of two exterior doors located remote from
each other.

Delete the below language from 3280.105(a)(2)(i):

Both of the required doors must not be inthe same room. erinragroup-ofrooms-which
Add a new section titled 3280.105(c) which states:

Manufactured homes shall be permitted to have one egress door when all the following
conditions are met:

1. The means of egress shall providea continuous unobstructed path of travel
from all portions of the home to the exterior of home. Where a site-built
garageis attached to the home, the path of egress shall notpass through the
garage.

2. The egress door shallbeside-hinged, and shall providea minimum clear width
of 32" when measured between the faceof the doorand the stop, with the
door open 90 degrees. The minimum clear height of the door shallnotbe less
than 78" measured from the top of the threshold to the bottom of the stop.

3. The egress door shallbereadily openablefrom insidethe home without the
use of a key or special knowledge or effort.

4. Hallwaysinthehome shallhavea minimum horizontal dimension of 36" from
interior finish tointerior finish.

Reason: Intoday’s market, consumers desireopen floor plans intheir homes to allowfor more
flexibility for design aesthetics and to allow families to be together inone room. Current
interpretation of Code requires a minimum of a 6” long full height wall segment to be
installed within open floor plans in order to meet the “not inthe sameroomorina
group of rooms which are not defined by fixed walls” requirement. Not only do
homeowners not want these wall obstructions in their homes, they provide no
advantage infiresafety. Furthermore, the International Residential Code (IRC) adopted
by nearlyall states does not require two egress doors, but rather onlya singleegress
door. By includingan additional subsection which language aligns with the requirements
of the IRC which allows for a singleegress door, this will allow builders of manufactured
homes more flexibility.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit The proposal would notresultina costincrease.
Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

Log History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

6/14/2019
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Log 174 - § 3280.203 and 3280.204 Fire protection and Kitchen Cabinet Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter: Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: Revise Section 3280.203 as follows:

andsidesof kitchencabinetsasregquired by §3280.204; (remainingtext inthis sectionis

unchanged).

Revise Section 3280.204 as follows:

Section 3280.204 Kitchencabinetprotection- Cook Top Clearance

+e} Vertical clearanceabovecookingtop. Ranges shall havea vertical clearanceabove
the cookingtop of notless than 24 inches to the bottom of combustible cabinets.
Reason: These requirements arebased on tests performed nearly 50 years ago, and at the time,
the interpretation of those tests into standard requirements was questioned. These
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requirements areoutdated sincematerials usedintoday’s manufactured home
construction, especially around the kitchen cook-top area, have changed dramatically.
Manufactured homes are constructed very similarto site-builthomes in terms of size
andthe materials used. Additionally, the International Residential Code does not
containany of these requirements. By deleting these requirements, manufactured
homes will beon par with site-builthomes.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit The proposal would notresultina costincrease.
Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 175 - § 3280.707 Heat producing appliances

Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Delete Section 3280.707(a)(2) as follows:

Section 3280.707(a) g o
A c lization Effici ¢ notl (fiod inl0.CER 130,

Revise Section 3280.707(c) as follows:

(c) Fuel-burningappliances shall notbe converted from one fuel to another fuel
unless converted inaccordancewith the terms of their listingand the appliance
manufacturer’s instructions. Heat-producing appliances designed to burn Natural Gas or
LP-Gas shallbeconvertiblefrom one fuel to the other.

Revise Section 3280.707(d) as follows:

Section 3280.707{d}-RPerformance Efficiency — Delete this sectioninits entirety.

Reason:

Today’s manufactured homes are no different than site-builthomes interms of sizeand
materials used. Listed appliances thatwork in site-builthomes will alsoworkin
manufactured homes. Requiringall appliances to be listed for manufactured homes has,
and currently does, restrictinnovation. For example, solar hotwater systems typically
utilizea water heater with a capacity over 50 gallons, butthere are no such water
heaters listed “for use in manufactured homes”.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 176 - § 3280.714 Appliances, cooling

Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

Delete Section 3280.714(a)(1)(i) as follows:

Section 3280.714(a)(1){}-Electricmotor-drivenunitaryair-cooledairconditionersand

Delete Section 3280.714(a)(1)(iii) as follows:

Section 3280.714 (a)(1){H)-Electric motor-drivenvaporcompressionheatpumpswith

nca-he onforminato-AR nd d 0 /i 29 Uni

Bk |R

Reason:

Mandatory applianceefficiency ratings areset by other government agencies,
therefore, there is noneed to have these requirements in the MHCSS.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would notresultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 177 - § 3280.305 and 3280.306 Structural design requirementsand Windstorm Date: 12/21/2017

protection

Submitter: Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: Revise section 3280.305(a) as follows:

(a) General. Each manufactured home shallbedesigned and constructed as a
completely integrated structure capableof sustainingthe designload requirements of
this standard, and shall becapableof transmitting these loads to stabilizing devices
without exceeding the allowablestresses or deflections. Roof framingshall besecurely
fastened to wall framing of second or firstfloor, walls of second floor or firstfloor to
ceiling/floor structure, and ceiling/floor structureto chassistosecureand maintain
continuity between the floor and chassis,soas toresist wind overturning, uplift,and
slidingas imposed by design loads in this part. Uncompressed finished flooring greater
than 1/8 inchinthickness shall notextend beneath load-bearingwalls thatarefastened
to the floor structure.

Revise Section 3280.305(c)(ii) as follows:

(A) The designwind loads for Exposure C specified in ANSI/ASCE 7-88,“Minimum
Design Loads for Buildings and Other Structures,” for a fifty-year recurrence interval,
and a design wind speed of 100 mph, as specified for Wind Zone Il, or 110 mph, as
specified for Wind Zone Ill (Basic Wind Zone Map); or for singlestory units youcan

follow (B).

(B) The wind pressures specifiedinthe followingtable:

Table of Design Wind Pressures

Elements Wind zone Il Wind zone Il
designwind design wind
speed 100 MPH | speed 110 MPH

Anchorage for lateral and vertical stability (See
§3280.306(a)):
Net Horizontal Drag?2: 3+39 PSF 3+47 PSF

Uplift*: 5-27 PSF -32 PSF

Main wind force resisting system:

Shear walls, Diaphragms and their Fastening +39 PSF +47 PSF
and Anchorage Systems??2
Ridge beams and other Main Roof Support -30 PSF -36 PSF

Beams (Beams supporting expanding room
sections, etc.)
Components and cladding:

Roof trusses?inall areas;trusses shall be 5-39PSF 5-47 PSF
doubled within 3'-0'from each end of the roof
Exterior roof coverings, sheathingand 5-39PSF >-47 PSF
fastenings*®7 inall areas exceptthe following
Within 3'-0' from each gable end (overhang at 5-73 PSF 5-89 PSF

end wall) of the roof or endwall if no overhang
is provided*®7
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Within 3'-0' from the ridgeand eave (overhang | >-51PSF >-62 PSF
atsidewall)orsidewallifnoeaveis
provided4®7

Eaves (Overhangs at Sidewalls)*®7 5-51PSF 5-62 PSF
Gables (Overhangs at Endwalls)*67 5-73 PSF 5-89 PSF
Wall studs in sidewalls and endwalls, exterior
windows and slidingglassdoors (glazingand
framing), exterior coverings, sheathingand
fastenings®:

Within 3'-0' from each corner of the sidewall +48 PSF +58 PSF

andendwall

All other areas +38 PSF +46 PSF
NOTES:

1The net horizontal drag of +39 PSF to be used in calculating Anchorage for Lateral and
Vertical Stability and for the design of Main Wind Force Resisting Systems is basedon a
distribution of wind pressures of + 0.8 or + 24 PSF to the windward wall and -0.5 or -15
PSF to the leeward wall.

2 Horizontal dragpressures need not be applied to roof projections when the roofslope
does not exceed 20 degrees.

3+signwould mean pressures areactingtowards or on the structure; - sign means
pressures areactingaway from the structure; + sign means forces can actin either
direction, towards or away from the structure.

4 Design values inthis “Table” are only applicableto roof slopes between 10 degrees
(nominal 2/12 slope) and 30 degrees.

5The design upliftpressures arethe samewhether they areapplied normal to the
surfaceof the roof or to the horizontal projection of the roof.

6 Shingle roof coverings that are secured with 6 fasteners per shinglethrough an
underlayment whichis cemented to a 3/8” structural rated roof sheathing need not be
evaluated for these design wind pressures.

7 Structural rated roof sheathingthatis atleast3/8” inthickness, installed with the long
dimension perpendicular to roof framing supports,and secured with fasteners at4” on
center within 3'-0' of each gableend or end wall ifnooverhangis provided and 6” on
center inall other areas, need not be evaluated for these design wind pressures.

8 Exterior coverings thatare secured at 6” o.c. to a 3/8” structural rated sheathing thatis
fastened to wall framing members at 6” on center need not be evaluated for these
designwind pressures.

Revise section 3280.306(a) Wind storm protection as follows:

(a) Provisions for supportand anchoring systems. Each manufactured home shall have
provisionsfor support/anchoring or foundation systems that, when properly designed
andinstalled, will resistoverturningand lateral movement (sliding) of the manufactured
home as imposed by the respective design loads. For 2-story manufactured homes, the
connections of 2" storyto 15tstoryshall have provisions for a complete load path of
lateral, gravitationaland upliftloads. For Wind Zone |, the design wind loads to be used
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for calculatingresistanceto overturning and lateral movement shall bethe
simultaneous application of the wind loads indicatedin §3280.305(c)(1)(i), increased by
a factor of 1.5. The 1.5 factor of safety for Wind Zone lis alsoto be applied
simultaneouslyto both the vertical building projection, as horizontal wind load, and
across thesurfaceof the full roof structure, as upliftloading. For Wind Zones Il and Ill,
the resistanceshall bedetermined by the simultaneous application of the horizontal
dragand upliftwind loads, inaccordancewith §3280.305(c)(1)(ii). The basic allowable
stresses of materials required to resist overturningand lateral movement shall notbe
increasedinthe design and proportioning of these members. No additional shapeor
location factors need to be appliedinthe design of the tie down system. The dead load
of the structure may be used to resistthese wind loading effects inall Wind Zones.

(1) The provisions of this section shall befollowed and the support, ard anchoring
systems and 2"9 story to 15tstory connections shall bedesigned by a Registered
Professional Engineer or Architect.

(2) The manufacturer of each manufactured home is required to make provision for the
support, ard anchoringsystems and 2"9storyto 15tstory connections but is not required
to providethe anchoringequipment or stabilizing devices. When the manufacturer's
installationinstructions providefor the main frame structure to be used as the points
for connection of diagonal ties, no specific connecting devices need be provided on the
mainframe structure.

Reason:

With an affordablehousingshortageinthe nation, a growing populationand the
increasingvalueofland, manufactured homes canserve the communities better if they
could be builtwith two levels. Currently the only way to build a two-story manufactured
home is to go through the process of Alternative Construction procedures as detailedin
Section 3282.14.This procedure is time consuming, limiting, and cost prohibiti ve due to
the required additional onsiteinspection and reporting process. Additionally, in the
federal statute the definition of “manufactured housing” does not placelimitationson
the number of levels or heights of manufactured homes. By allowingfor two-story
construction, manufactured homes will align with other types of housinginthe market
such as modular and site-builthomes. This will increase consumer confidencein
manufactured homes and make them more desirableas a housingoption for
consumers.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 178 - § 3282.352 State exclusive IPIA functions

Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Revise section 3282.352 as follows:
§ 3282.352 State exclusive IPIAfunctions.

(a) Any State which has anapproved State Administrative Agency may, ifaccepted as an
IPIA, actas the anexclusivelPIAwithin the State. AState-whichactsasantPlAbutishot
approvedasanSAA-may-Rotactasthean-exclusivelPhAinthe State- A State whichacts
as anexclusivelPlAshallbestaffed to provide IPIAservices to all manufacturers within
the state and may not charge unreasonablefees for those services.

(b) States which wish to act as exelusive IPIAs shall apply for approvaltodo soin their
State planapplications. They shallspecify thefees they will chargeforIPIAservices and
shall submitproposed fee revisions to the Secretary prior to institutingany changein
fees. Ifat any time the Secretary finds that those fees arenot commensurate with the
fees generally beingcharged for similar services, the Secretary will withhold or revoke
approval toact as an exclusive IPIA. States actingas DAPIAs and also as exclusive |PIAs
shall establish separate fees for the two functions and shall specify whatadditional
services (such as approval of design changes and full time inspections) these fees cover.
As providedin §3282.302(b)(11), each State shall submitfee schedules forits activities
and, where appropriate, the fees presently charged for DAPIA and IPIAservices,and any
fees charged for DAPIA and IPIA services duringthe preceding two calendaryears.

(c) AState's status as an exclusive IPIAshall commence upon approval of the State Plan
Appllcatlon andacceptance of the State's submission under § 3282. 355 Whepe—a—pm-vate

Reason:

Whether a privateor state exclusivelPIA, all IPIAs mustbe approved by HUD and
perform the same functions and adhere to the same requirements when evaluatingthe
ability of manufactured home manufacturing plants to follow approved quality control
procedures. Both privateand state exclusiveIPIAs performongoing surveillance of the
manufacturing process, including representative unit inspections to assurethatthe
manufacturer produces units that comply with the approved designs,and all IPIAs have
the power to withhold certification of any non-conformingunit and to withhold the
issuance of HUD certification labels. Neither HUD, nor its contractors, haveshown any
proof that state exclusive IPIAs perform better or worse than manufactured housing
plants utilizing privateIPIAs. To restrict manufactured housing plants inthose states that
have exclusivelPlAs is redundantand does not provide any benefits.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

6/14/2019
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Log History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

Log 179 - §3280.2,3282.8,3282.14,3282.601, and 3285.903 Accessory structure Date: 12/21/2017
Submitter: Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: Add the following new definition under 3280.2:

Accessory buildingor structure means any awning, cabana,ramada, storagecabinet,
carport, fence, windbreak, dormer, garage or porch whichis accessorytoandincidental
to that of the dwelling(s)thatis located on the manufactured home Iot.[i]

Revise Section 3282.8 as follows:

3282.8(j)Add-on. An add-on or accessory structureadded by the retailer or some other
party not the manufacturer (except where the manufacturer acts as a retailer) as partof
a simultaneous transaction involving thesale of a new manufactured home, is not
governed by the standards andis notsubjectto these regulations. However, the
addition of the add-on or accessory structure mustnot affect the ability of the basic
manufactured home to comply with the standards and shall meet either subpart (i) or
(ii).If the addition of an add-on causes the basic manufactured home to fail to conform
to the standards, sale, lease, and offer for saleor lease of the home is prohibited until
the manufactured home is brought into conformance with the standards. Whiethe

(i) Add-on or accessory structure mustbe structurallyindependent.

(ii) If add-on or accessory structureis notstructurallyindependentall the following must
be met:

(A) Manufactured home must be designed and constructed to accommodate all
imposed loads.

(B) Data platemust indicatethathome has been designed to accommodate additional
loads imposed by site attachment of add-on oraccessory structures.

(C) Installationinstructions shall be provided with home which identifies acceptable
on-site attachment locations, indicates design limits for siteattached structure including
acceptable: gravity, wind and shear forces which home has been designed to
incorporateand providesupport and anchoragedesigns as necessaryto transfer
imposed all loads.

Revise Section 3282.14 as follows:

3282.14 (a) Policy.In order to promote the purposes of the Act, the Department will
permit the saleorlease of one or more manufactured homes notincompliancewith the
Standards under circumstances wherein no affirmativeactionis needed to protect the
publicinterest. An add-on or accessory structure which does not affect the performance
and ability of the basic manufactured home to comply with the standardinaccordance
with 3282.8(j) is notgoverned by this subpart. The Department encourages innovation
andthe useof new technology in manufactured homes. Accordingly, HUD will permit
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manufacturers to utilize new designs or techniques not in compliance with the
Standardsincases:

Revise Section 3282.601 to add the following:

3282.601(c) An add-on oraccessory structure which does not affect the performance
andability ofthe basic manufactured home to comply with the standardinaccordance
with 3282.8(j)is notgoverned by this section.

Revise Section 3285.903 as follows:

3285.903(c) Installation of on-site structures. Each accessory building and structure or
add-on is designedto support all ofits own liveand dead loads, unless thestructure,
includingany attached garage, carport, deck, and porch, is to be attached to the
manufactured home and is otherwiseincluded in the installationinstructions or
designed by a registered professional engineer or registered architect.

[i]1 This definitionis consistentto3280.802(ii)(30) and definition of accessory structure
withinthe IRC.

[ii]The statute provides authority for Secretary to promulgate standards anditis
unnecessary to reintegrate in statement within this paragraph.

Reason:

To provideclarification concerning design and construction requirements for accessory
buildingand add-onincludingcarports,awnings and garages, by addressing recent
concerns reflected by HUD in guidance memos which have changed the regulations and
enforcement of these add-ons. MHI continues inits belief that requiring Alternative
Construction approval for homes that are in compliancewith the standards when they
leave a manufacturer’s production facility isinconsistent with the letter, intentand
purpose of 24 C.F.R. 3282.14.Current HUD code standards and regulations already
providedirection on designing, constructingandinstallinga home to accommodate
added forces from the on-siteadd-on and DAPIA approved installationinstructionsare
provided. Manufacturers already design and constructsuch homes inaccordancewith
the regulations. A carport/awning ready home is a home which has been constructed
above and beyond the minimum imposed loads required by the standard with larger
than needed headers, studs, rafter ties, etc. Nothing about a properly designed
carport/awningready home falls under the purposeor eligibility requirements for an AC
request. 3285.903 (c) on “installation of on-sitestructures” specifically states “Each
accessory buildingand structureis designed to supportall ofits own liveand dead
loads, unless thestructure, including any attached garage, carport, deck and porch, is to
be attached to the manufactured home andis otherwise includedin the installation
instructions or designed by a PE.”

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

The proposal would not resultina costincrease.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

Add the following new definition under 3280.2:
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Accessory buildingor structure means any awning, cabana,ramada, storage cabinet,
carport, fence, windbreak, dormer, garage or porch whichis accessorytoandincidental
to that of the dwelling(s)thatis located on the manufactured home lot.fi}

Revise Section 3282.8 as follows:

3282.8(j)Add-on. An add-on or accessory structureadded by the retailer or some other
party not the manufacturer (except where the manufacturer acts as a retailer) as partof
a simultaneous transactioninvolvingthesale of a new manufactured home, is not
governed by the standards andis notsubjectto these regulations. However, the
addition of the add-on or accessory structure mustnot affect the ability of the basic
manufactured home to comply with the standards and shall meet either subpart(i)or
(ii).If the addition of an add-on causes the basic manufactured home to fail to conform
to the standards, sale, lease, and offer for saleor lease of the home is prohibited until
the manufactured home is brought into conformance with the standards. Whilethe

(i) Add-on or accessory structure mustbe structurallyindependent.

(ii) If add-on or accessory structureis notstructurallyindependentall the following must
be met:

(A) Manufactured home must be designed and constructed to accommodate all
imposed loads.

(B) Data platemust indicatethathome has been designed to accommodate additional
loads imposed by site attachment of add-on or accessory structures.

(C) Installationinstructions shall be provided with home which identifies acceptable
on-site attachment locations, indicates design limits for siteattached structure including
acceptable: gravity-windandshearforces |iveand dead loads which home has been
designed to incorporateand provide supportand anchoragedesigns as necessaryto
transfer all imposed aH-loads.

Revise Section 3282.14 as follows:

3282.14 (a) Policy. In order to promote the purposes of the Act, the Department will
permit the saleorleaseof one or more manufactured homes notincompliancewith the
Standards under circumstances wherein no affirmativeactionis needed to protect the
publicinterest. An add-on or accessory structure which does not affect the performance
and ability of the basic manufactured home to comply with the standardinaccordance
with 3282.8(j) is notgoverned by this subpart. The Department encourages innovation
andthe useof new technology in manufactured homes. Accordingly, HUD will permit
manufacturers to utilize new designs or techniques not in compliancewith the
Standardsincases:

Revise Section 3282.601 to add the following:

3282.601(c) An add-on or accessory structure which does not affect the performance
and ability of the basic manufactured home to comply with the standardinaccordance
with 3282.8(j) is notgoverned by this section.
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Revise Section 3285.903 as follows:

3285.903(c) Installation of on-sitestructures. Each accessory buildingand structure or
add-on is designed to support all ofits own liveand dead loads, unless thestructure,
includinganyattached garage, carport, deck, and porch, is to be attached to the
manufactured home and is otherwiseincluded inthe installationinstructions or
designed by a registered professional engineer or registered architect.

3282.602 Construction qualifying for on-site completion.

(6) Other construction such as roof extensions {dermers); site-installed windows in
roofs, removable or open floor sections for basement stairs,and sidewallbay windows.

MHCC Reason: Dormer is removed from 3282 to prevent conflicts with the on-siterule. Footnotes were
removed. Clarificationand simplification.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot VI

9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified

Log 180 - § 3282.14(b) Alternative construction of manufactured homes Date: 12/21/2017
Submitter: Manuel Santana, Cavco Industries Inc.
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change:

{#} (5) A copy of the proposed notice to be provided to home purchasers;

{8} (6) Alistofthe names and addresses of anyretailers that would be sellingthe
nonconforming homes; and

{9} (7) Aletter from the manufacturer's DAPIA indicating thatthe design(s)to whichany
nonconforming homes would be built meet the Standards in all other respects.

Reason: Estimatingthe number of homes produced leads to artificial production limits thatserve
no purpose and causedelays from havingto revisethe AC approval when surges in
demand occur. Estimating the period of time productionis needed has led to artificial
renewal periods that causedelays andincreased costfrom havingto renew AC letters
every two years whileaddingwork to HUDs backlog. There is no benefit in terms of
safety, durability, cost or ease of production to either the customer or manufacturer
that comes from estimatingthe number of homes to be produced or the period of time
that productionis expected. Many AC request letters are required to compensate for
the delays in updatingthe 3280 (such as tankless water heaters, whole house
ventilation and wheelchair accessibleshowers). If the HUD code was updated ina timely
fashion many AC letters would be unnecessary. HUD can devote time spent on renewing
AC letters to updatingthe HUD code.
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Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

There is a benefit in cost and time savings for manufacturers and HUD of not havingto
renew AC letters every two years

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Tabled

Log History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Table until next meeting.

6/14/2019
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Log 181 - § 3282.14(c)(3) Alternative construction of manufactured homes

| Date: 12/21/2017

Submitter: Manuel Santana, Cavco Industries Inc.
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: (3)Alternative construction in additional models. tacases-where the Secretarygrantsa

ion- Alternative construction letters need not be model specificif
the non-conforming elements can be explained andidentified in general terms

Reason:

When an AC letter is granted for specific modelsitcanadd 6 months to ayear to the
production process becausethe model needs to be designed and the AC letter revised
before the house can be soldto the consumer and built. The specific model designis not
criticalin determining whether or not analternate construction letter is acceptable. All
models and designs arerequired to be DAPIA approved, all non-conforming elements
canbe addressed without specifyinga floor plan.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

There is a benefit in cost and time savings for manufacturers, HUD and consumers. In
addition to increased flexibility and reduced time to market.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.

6/14/2019
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Log 182 - § 3282.7 Definitions; 3282 Subpart | Consumer Complaint Handling and Date: 12/22/2017
Remedial Actions

Submitter: David Meunier, Arizona Department of Housing
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: §3282.7 Definitions.

(x) Noncompliance means a failure of a manufactured home to comply with a Federal
manufactured home construction or safety standard that does not constitute a-defect;
serious defect-orimminentsafety-hazard. Seerelated definitionsordefect (definition{);
Reason: Purpose: Simplify 3282 Subpart| to remove the necessity for the excessive
administrativeactivity required of manufacturers and IPIAs, but to retain the essential
life safety protection for consumers of manufactured housing. Reduce the four
actionabledefinitionsto two. Eliminate “Defect” and “Imminent Safety Hazard” as
separatecategories and incorporatethe key aspects of these concepts into the two
remaining categories of nonconformance: Non-compliance (NC) and Serious Defect (SD).
Retain the requirement for making initial determinations (NCand SD) for reported
potential nonconformance, and class determination for SD. The key is inthe definitions
of nonconformance as used by HUD. The definitions should betied to lifesafety
concerns only. Remove the requirement for class determination for relatively minor
defects, and focus the requirements for escalation onthoseitems that constitute a
genuine safety risk. Nonconformance would still requirean Initial Determination of
severity; the options would be: Non-compliance, or Serious Defect. Serious Defect may
or may not also containanImminent Safety hazard.Subsequent aspects of 3282
Subpart | (notification, correction, etc.) would remain as is.Proposed new definitions:
eNoncompliance means a failure of a manufactured home to comply with a Federal
manufactured home construction or safety standard that does not constitute a serious
defect. Example: Leak under kitchen sink, only when water is actually running.Cause —
connecting ring of P-trapis broken, over tightened in factory, P-trap does not seal to
sinkdraintail piece. Initial Determination — Noncompliance, parts will have to be
replaced, but there is no reasonablerisk of injury present. eSerious defect means any
failureto comply with an applicable Federal manufactured home constructionand
safety standard thatrenders the manufactured home or any partthereof not fit for the
ordinary usefor whichitwas intended, presents a potential and unreasonablerisk of
injury,and which may or may not resultin animminent safety hazard to occupants of
the affected manufactured home. Example: Incorrecttype/grade of plywood used to
fabricateridgebeam. Ridge beam as builtis incapable of meeting designloads.Three
homes builtwithincorrectplywood, one is a dealer |ot display model, two still at
factory. Cause— Purchasingdocuments not sufficiently specific as to type/grade of
plywood required. Production personnel untrainedin the specific requirements and
unableto identify plywood as wrong. Initial Determination — Serious Defect, a real
danger of partial if notcomplete collapse of the home is present, however, sinceno
homes areoccupied, no imminent safety hazardis present. elmminent safety hazard
means a hazard that presents an imminent risk of death or severe personal injury that
may or may not be related to failureto comply with an applicable Federal manufactured
home construction or safety standard. Example: Fire placefluewas not properly
connected to roof cap allowing products of combustion to escapeinto the attic space.
This was not discovered until the homeowner litthe fireplaceand noticed smoke
coming out of the attic vents. Cause —poor workmanshipinfactory.Initial
Determination — Serious Defect that constitutes an Imminent Safety Hazard.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit Eliminatingthe requirement for repetitive analysisand documentation of minor service
Explanation: items will streamlinethe processingofall customer requested repairs and allow more
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resourceto properlyanalyze,document, and act on those items that truly pose a
concern forhomeowner safety.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
Log History: 5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

6/14/2019
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Log 183 - § 3280.711 Instructions

Date: 12/22/2017

Submitter:

Mark Ezzo, Clayton Homes

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

3280.711 Instructions

Operatinginstructionsmustbe provided-with-eachappHance- The operating and
installationinstructionsfor each appliance mustbe provided with the homeowner’s
manual.

Reason:

Removing the firstsentence of 3280.711 eliminates the need for manufacturers to
providea secondset of instructions attached to (“with”) eachappliance. Appliance
manufacturers only supply one set of instructions & user manual with each appliance.
There is no need to providetwo sets; the operating & installationinstructionssupplied
inthe homeowner manual are more than sufficient. There is noneed to providetwo
sets; the operating & installation instructions supplied in the homeowner manual are
more than sufficient. Also, this suggested change to 3280.711 compliments MHCC log
92, approved by the committee, which strikes “The installer shallleavethe
manufacturer’s instructions attached to each appliance” from3280.709(a). Proposal is
intended to replaceand supersede MHCC log 143# which was passed by MHCC as:
3280.711 OperatingInstructions mustbe provided with each applianceunless the
applianceis affixed with a permanent Quick Response (QR) Code. The operating
instructions for each appliancemustbe provided with the homeowner’s manual.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Will reduce costassociated with reproducingappliancemanuals.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Infavor of action on Log 92 and Log 143

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 184 - § 3280.304 (b)(1) Materials & 3280.307 Resistance to elements and use Date: 12/22/2017
Submitter: Joe Sadler, North Carolina Department of Insurance Manufactured Building Division
Requested Action: New Text

Proposed Change: 3280.304 Materials.

(a) Dimension and board lumber shall notexceed 19 percent moisture content at time
of installation.

(b)(1) Standards for some of the generally used materials and methods of construction
arelisted inthe followingtable:

Aluminum

Aluminum Design Manual, Specifications and Guidelines for Aluminum Structures, Part
1-A, Sixth Edition, October 1994, and Part1-B, FirstEdition, October 1994.

Steel

Specification for Structural Steel Buildings —Allowable Stress Design and Plastic Design—
AISC-S335, 1989. The following parts of this reference standard arenot applicable:1.3.3,
134,135,136,14.6,15.1.5,15.5,1.6,1.7,1.8,1.9,1.10.4 through 1.10.7,1.10.9,
1.11,1.13,1.14.5,1.17.7 through 1.17.9, 1.19.1, 1.19.3,1.20, 1.21, 1.23.7,1.24, 1.25.1
through 1.25.5, 1.26.4, 2.3, 2.4, 2.8 through 2.10.

Specification for the Design of Cold-Formed Steel Structural Members—AISI-1996.

Specification for the Design of Cold-Formed Stainless Steel Structural Members —
SEI/ASCE 8-02,2002.

Standard Specifications Load Tables and Weight Tables for Steel Joists and JoistGirders,
SJI, Fortieth Edition, 1994.

Structural Applications of Steel Cables for Buildings —ASCE19, 1996.
Standard Specification for Strapping, Flat Steel and Seals —ASTM D3953, 1991.

Wood and Wood Products
Basic Hardboard—ANSI/AHA A135.4-1995.

Prefinished Hardboard Paneling—ANSI/AHA A135.5-1995.
Hardboard Siding—ANSI/AHA A135.6-1998.

American National Standard for Hardwood and Decorative Plywood —ANSI/HPVA HP-1-
1994 (Approved 1995).

Structural Design Guide for Hardwood Plywood Wall Panels —HPVADesign Guide HP-
SG-96, 1996.

For wood products —Structural Glued Laminated Timber —ANSI/AITC A190.1-1992.
Constructionand Industrial Plywood (With Typical APA Trademarks) —PS 1-95.

APA Design/Construction Guide, Residential and Commercial —APA E30-P-1996.
Design Specifications for Metal Plateand Wood Connected Trusses—TPI-85.

Design and Fabrication of All-Plywood Beams —APA H-815E (PDS Supplement #5), 1995.

Panel Design Specification—APAD410A, 2004.
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Design and Fabrication of Glued Plywood-Lumber Beams, Supplement# 2—APA S 812R,
1992 (incorporated by reference, see §3280.4).

Design and Fabrication of Plywood Curved Panels —APA-S 811M, Suppl. 1, 1990.

Design and Fabrication of Plywood Sandwich Panels, Supplement #4 —APA U 814H, 1990
(incorporated by reference, see §3280.4).

Performance Standard for Wood-Based Structural Use Panels —NIST PS 2-04, 2004
(incorporated by reference, see §3280.4).

Design and Fabrication of Plywood Stressed-Skin Panels, Supplement 3—APA-U 813L,
1992 (incorporated by reference, see §3280.4).

National Design Specifications for Wood Construction, 2001 Edition, with Supplement,
Design Values for Wood Construction, NDS-2001, ANSI/AFPA.

Wood Structural Design Data, 1986 Edition with 1992 Revisions, AFPA.
Span Tables for Joists and Rafters—PS-20-70,1993, AFPA.

Design Values for Joists and Rafters 1992, AFPA.

Particleboard—ANSI A208.1-1999.

Voluntary Specifications for Aluminum, Vinyl (PVC) and Wood Windows and Glass
Doors —ANSI/AAMA/NWWDA 101/1.5.2-97.

Standard Test Methods for Puncture and Stiffness of Paperboard, and Corrugated and
Solid Fiberboard—ASTM D781, 1973.

Standard Test Methods for Direct Moisture Content Measurement of Wood and Wood-
Base Materials —ASTM D 4442-92 (Re-approved 1997), 1997.

Standard Test Methods for Use and Calibration of Hand-Held Moisture Meters —ASTM
D4444,1992.

Engineered Wood Construction Guide—APA E30R 2001 (incorporated by reference, see
§3280.4).

Medium Density Fiberboard (MDF) For Interior Applications—ANSI A208.2-2002
(incorporated by reference, see §3280.4).

Other
Standard Specification for Gypsum Wallboard—ASTM C 36/C 36M-99, 1999.

Standard Specification for Rigid Poly(Vinyl Chloride) (PVC) Siding - D 3679-17

Standard Specification for (Unplasticized) Poly(Vinyl Chloride) (PVC) Soffit - D 4477-16

Standard Practicefor Installation of Rigid Poly(Vinyl Chloride) (PVC) Siding and Soffit - D
4756-16

Fasteners

National Evaluation Report, Power Driven Staples, Nails,and Allied Fasteners for Usein
All Types of Building Construction—NER-272,1997.
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Unclassified
Minimum Design Loads for Buildings and Other Structures —ASCE 7-1988.

Standard for Safety Glazing Materialsused in Buildings—Safety Performance
Specifications and Methods of Test, ANSI Z97.1-2004 (incorporated by reference, see
§3280.4).

(2) Materials and methods of construction utilized in the design and construction of
manufactured homes which arecovered by the standards in the followingtable, or any
applicableportion thereof shall comply with these requirements.

(3) Engineering analysis and testing methods containedinthese references shall be
utilized to judge conformance with accepted engineering practices requiredin
§3280.303(c).

(4) Materials and methods of installation conformingto these standards shallbe
considered acceptablewhen installed in conformance with the requirements of this
part.

(5) Materials meeting the standards (or the applicable portion thereof) are considered
acceptableunless otherwisespecified herein or unless substantial doubtexists as to
conformance.

(c) Wood products shall beidentified as complying with the appropriatestandards.

[40 FR 58752, Dec. 18, 1975,as amended at42 FR 961, Jan. 4, 1977.Redesignated at 44
FR 20679, Apr. 6,1979, as amended at 58 FR 55006, Oct. 25, 1993; 59 FR 15113, Mar.
31,1994;70 FR 72043, Nov. 30,2005; 78 FR 73982, Dec. 9, 2013]

§3280.307 Resistance to elements and use.

(a) Exterior coverings shall be of moisture and weather resistive materials attached with
corrosionresistantfasteners toresistwind, snowand rain. Metal coverings and exposed
metal structural members shall be of corrosionresistantmaterialsor shall be protected
to resistcorrosion. All joints between portions of the exterior coveringshall be
designed, and assembled to protect againstthe infiltration of air and water, except for
anydesigned ventilation of wall or roof cavity.

(b) Joints between dissimilar materials and joints between exterior coverings and frames
of openings shall be protected with a compatible sealantsuitabletoresistinfiltration of
airor water.

(c) Where adjoining materialsor assemblies of materials areof such nature that
separation canoccur due to expansion, contraction, wind loads or other loads induced
by erection or transportation, sealants shall be of a type that maintains protection
againstinfiltration or penetration by air, moisture or vermin.

(d) Exterior surfaces shall besealed to resistthe entrance of rodents.
(e) Rigid Poly (Vinyl Chloride) (PVC) siding and soffit exterior covering material shall be

manufactured andinstalled in accordance with this Partand ASTM D3679, ASTM D4477
and ASTM D4756 (incorporated by reference, see §3280.4)
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Reason:

When the 1976 Manufactured Housing Act was signed the manufactured housing
industry did not use poly vinyl chloridesiding to the extent itdoes today. No standards
for vinyl siding materialsandinstallationarein 3280 or the other Parts of the
manufactured housing standards and regulations. Many if not most of the siding
manufacturers have installation instructions thatreference the Vinyl Siding Institute
Installation Instructions, which in turn reference ASTM standards for material and
installation.| propose HUD adds these ASTM standards to 3280.304 so there is a
consistentstandard for material andinstallation of vinyl siding. This should also extend
to the use of vinyl soffitmaterial. North Carolina as an SAA has had numerous problems
with sidingdueto improper installation methods used in the manufacturingfacilities.
HUD has monitored class determinations for siding problems as prescribed in Subpar t-I
of 3282.

Substantiating Yes
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

There would be no increased costdue to the factthat the material should beinstalled
properly especially when the use of Form Core sheathingis used on homes. We have
heard from several retailers indicatingthat call backs for siding has been an ongoing
issue.This would also bethe casefor home manufacturers.It would be fairto assume
that there would actually bean overall savings dueto fewing servicecalls pertainingto
siding.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 185 - § 3280.106 Exit facilities; egress windows and devices

Date: 12/27/2017

Submitter:

Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§3280.106. Exit facilities; egress windows and devices

(a) Every room designed expressly for sleeping purposes, unless ithas an exitdoor
(see§3280.105), shall haveatleastone outside window or approved exit device which
meets the requirements of §3280.404, the “Standard for Egress Windows and Devices
for Use in Manufactured Homes.”

(b) Minimum dimensions. The bottom of the window opening shallnotbe more than 36
inches above the floor. The minimum net clear opening height dimensionshall be24
inches (610 mm). The minimum net clear opening width dimension shall be20 inches
(508 mm). The net clear opening dimensions shall bethe resultof normal operation of
the opening.

(c)Locks, latches, operating handles, tabs,and any other window screen or storm
window devices which need to be operated inorder to permit exiting, shall not be
located in excess of 54 inches from the finished floor.

(d) Integral rolled-in screens shall notbe permitted inan egress window unless the
window is of the hinged-type.

Reason:

Revise section to incorporate minimum height and width (opening) for an egress
window. Inthe latestpublished edition of the Standards a minimum clearance
requirement was removed.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown This proposal should be costneutral. The proposed language will clarifyand
standardize egress window requirements by incorporating common enforcement
industry language and thereby eliminatethe potential for costly delays or mistakes.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 186 - § 3280.6 Serial number

Date: 12/27/2017

Submitter:

Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§ 3280.6. Serial number

(a) A manufactured home serial number which will identify the manufacturer and
the state in which the manufactured home is manufactured, must be stamped
into the foremost cross member and on each transportablesection ofa
manufactured home with multiplefloors. Letters and numbers must be 3/8
inch minimum in height. Numbers must not be stamped into hitch assembly or
draw bar.

Reason:

This proposal clarifies theexisting standard. Each part of a multi-unitmanufactured
should haveindividualidentification to ensure matchingand for purposes of tracking
construction history.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown Minimal costfor additional identification.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-12-2018 — MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 187 - § 3280.105 Exit facilities; exterior doors

Date: 12/27/2017

Submitter:

Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

§ 3280.105. Exit facilities; exterior doors

(a) Number and location of exterior doors. Manufactured homes shall havea minimum
of two exterior doors located remote from each other.

(1) Required egress doors shall notbe locatedinrooms where a lockableinterior door
must be used inorder to exit.

(2) Inorder for exit doors to be considered remote from each other, they must comply
with all of the following:

(i) Both of the required doors must not be inthe same room or in a group of rooms
which are not defined by fixed walls atleast NN feet inlength. (Includea minimum
length of the fixed wall in order to define rooms.)

(ii) Singlewide units. Doors may not be less than 12 ft. c-c from each other as measured
inany straightlinedirection regardless of the length of path of travel between doors.

Reason: The length of the fixed wall needs to be specified to avoid confusion with walls for
alcoves.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown This proposal should be costneutral.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

Previous action by the MHCC removed the requirement for a fixed wall between egress
doors,and should be included in the third set of revisions to the standard.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History:

6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.

6/14/2019

72 Home Innovation Research Labs




Log 188 - § 3280.607(b)(3)(i) Plumbing fixtures

Date: 12/27/2017

Submitter:

Manuel Santana, Cavco Industries Inc.

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

The wall area shallbe constructed of smooth, noncorrosive,and nonabsorbent
waterproof materials to a height not less than 6 feet above the bathroom floor level

Reason:

Shower stallsareroutinely being made of materials which by themselves are not
considered waterproof such as ceramic tiles and stone material. The requirement for
the wall area to be constructed from a material thatis waterproof should be changed to
reflect the use of these types of materials. Manufacturers havebeen cited for thisissue
during plantaudits, unnecessarily takingtimeand resources to respond. IRC sections
R307.2 and P2710.1 require that shower stall compartments be finished with a smooth,
non-absorbent surface. Thisis allthatshould be required for shower stall finishes.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

This change will incur no additional cost

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30— May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 189 - § 3280.113 Glass and glazed openings Date: 12/27/2017
Submitter: Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: § 3280.113. Glass and glazed openings

(a) Windows and slidingglass doors. All windows and sliding glass doors shall meet the
requirements of §3280.403 the “Standard for Windows and Sliding Glass Doors Used in
Manufactured Homes”.

(b) Hazardous locations requiring safety glazing. Except as provided in paragraph (d) of
this section, the followinglocationsand areas requirethe use of safety glazing
conformingto the requirements of paragraph(c) of this section:

(1) Glazinginall entranceor exit doors;

(2) Glazinginfixed and sliding panels of sliding glass doors;

(3) Glazinginstorm-type doors;

(4) Glazinginunframed side-hinged swinging doors;

(5) Glazingindoors, ahd fixed panels,and windows less than 60 inches above the room
floor level that enclose bathtubs, showers, hydromassagetubs, hot tubs, whirlpools,
saunas;

Reason: This section does not specify window glazing over a tub, hot tubs, whirlpoolsand

saunas. This couldresultin a personslippinginatub and falling through a window and
getting hurt by sharp broken glass.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Yes

Cost Benefit Minimal increasein costdue to useof safety glass. However, this proposal should be
Explanation: costneutral sinceitis a safety measure and similar to requirements for site-built

residential occupancies.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Approve (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 190 - § 3286.803 State qualifying installation program & 3286.2 Applicability Date: 12/27/2017
Submitter: Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development
Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: The Department recommends modification to Sections 3286.2 and 3286.803 of Title 24,
Subtitle B, Chapter XX, Part3286, to clarify recognition of stateinstallation programs in
placeprior to the effective date of Part3286. These Sections areunnecessary and
present serious inconsistencies with the U.S.C.

§3286.803.State qualifying installation program

(a) Qualifyinginstallation programsupersedes. The HUD-administered installation
program will notbe implemented in anystate that is identified as fully or conditionally
accepted under the requirements and procedures of this subpartlorinaccordance with
part 3282 of this chapter. This Partshall notapplytoany state with aninstallation
program implemented priortoJune 20, 2008, and still in operation.

§3286.2.Applicability

(c)States with installation programs. The requirements in subpartl of this partare
applicableto onlythose states that want to administer their own installation programs
inlieu of the installation programadministered by HUD inaccordancewith this part.
This Partshall notapplyto anystate with an installation programs implemented prior to
June 20, 2008, and stillin operation.

Reason: Part3286 became effective June 20, 2008. This is subsequentto the implementation of
some state installation programs, including the Californiainstallation program. HUD's
current enforcement of Part3286 imposes unnecessary burdens on state programs that
have been established far before Part 3286 was effective. As itrelates to state
installation programs andin order to comply with President Trump’s Executive Order
13771, HUD should consider statesupremacy as specified within U.S.C., Title42,
Chapter 70, [Public Law93-383, Title VI, Section 604], Section 5403(d) which specifies
that “ there is reserved to each State the rightto establish standards for the stabilizing
and support systems of manufactured homes sited within that State, and for the
foundations on which manufactured homes sited within that State are installed, and the
rightto enforce compliancewith such standards, except that such standards shall be
consistentwith the purposes of this chapter and shall be consistent with the design of
the manufacturer.” To deviate from the U.S.C. is arbitraryand capricious and creates a
serious inconsistency with the implementing regulations.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit Unknown Costs of new federal regulations superseding competent state regulations will
Explanation: impacthousingaffordability. These costs would be related to permitting, installing, and

inspecting new manufactured homes in California(and other state laws and regulations
similarly preceding federal installation regulations). Additionally, no data has been
provided to indicatethat existing stateregulations are deficientin performance.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Tabled

Log History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Table until next meeting
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Log 191 - § 3280.404. Standard for egress windows and devices for use in Date: 12/27/2017
manufactured homes

Submitter: Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: § 3280.404. Standard for egress windows and devices for use in manufactured homes

(c)Installation. (1) The installation of egress windows or devices shall beinstalledina
manner which allows for proper operation and provides protection againstthe
elements. (See §3280.307.)...

(d) Minimum dimensions. The bottom of the window opening shallnotbe more than 36
inches above the floor. The minimum net clear opening height dimensionshall be24
inches (610 mm). The minimum net clear opening width dimensionshallbe20inches
(508 mm). The net clear opening dimensions shall bethe result of normal operation of

the opening.

(e) Operatinginstructions....
{e} (f) Certification of egress windows and devices. ...

{f) (g) Protection of egress window openings in high wind areas. ...

Reason: By incorporating common enforcement industry language, the proposed language will
clarifyand standardize egress window requirements. The proposed dimensions arealso
similar tothose required for site-builtresidential occupancies.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit Unknown This proposal should becostneutral, however, it will also eliminatethe
Explanation: potential for costly delays or mistakes.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action: Disapprove (20-0-0)
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Infavor of action on Log 185

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.
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Log 192 - § 3285.4(h)(2) Incorporation by reference (IBR)

Date: 12/28/2017

Submitter:

Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

Revise Section 3285.4(h)(2) to incorporate by reference the current version of the
National Electrical Code (NFPA 70-2017). The latestpublished editionis the 2017
National Electrical Code. Other references to NFPA 70-2005 in Section 3285 would need
updatingto a newer reference code.

California further recommends that the MHCC convene a stakeholder evaluation of this
proposal.

Reason:

National Electrical Code has changed significantly sincethe 2005 version providing
additional safety features, as well as accommodating new technology and materials.
Some changes includeadditional safety through expanded use of ground faultcircuit
interrupters, arc-faultcircuitinterrupters, and tamper-resistantreceptacles. Other
changes accommodate new materials and technology related to electric vehicle
charging, use of photovoltaic systems, and battery storage systems. Californiawill be
adoptingthe 2017 National Electrical Codeas its 2019 California Electrical Code
(effective January 1, 2020). The current California Electrical Codeis based onthe 2014
National Electrical Code. Residents of manufactured homes should havethe same level
of safety for applicableelectrical systems as for site-builthomes.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown The National Electrical Codeis amended primarilyfor fireand safety
purposes. The benefit would be additional protection to residents and property.
Another benefit would be a usablecode including provisions for the latest technology
and materials when used for manufactured housing.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

6/14/2019

77 Home Innovation Research Labs




Log 193 - § 3280.4 Incorporation by Reference & 3280.801 Scope Date: 12/28/2017

Submitter: Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: Revise Section 3280.4(aa)(4)to incorporate by reference the current version of the

National Electrical Code(NFPA 70-2017). The latestpublished edition is the 2017
National Electrical Code. Update articlereferences insubsections (i) through (xix) as
necessary. Additional sections within Section 3280 would need updated references
from NFPA 70-2005 to NFPA 70-2017.

Section 3280.4 Incorporation by reference

(a) The specifications, standard, and codes of the following organizationsare

incorporated by reference in 24 CFR part 3280 (this Standard)...

(aa) National Fire Protection Association (NFPA), 1 Batterymarch Park, Quincy, MA
02269, phone number 617-770-3000, fax number 617-770-0700, Web site:
http://www.nfpa.org.

(4) NFPA No. 70-201705,National Electrical Code, IBR approved as follows:
(i) Article110.22,IBRapproved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804 (k).

(ii) Article210.12(A) and (B), IBR approved for §3280.801(b).

(iii) Article220.61,IBRapproved for §3280.811(b).

(iv) Article230, IBRapproved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804(k).

(v) Article250.24,IBR approved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804(k).

(vi) Article250.26,IBR approved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804 (k).

(vii) Article 250.28,IBRapproved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804 (k).

(viii) Article312.2(A), IBRapproved for §§3280.803(k) and 3280.804 (k).

(x) Table314.16(A),IBR approved for §§3280.808(m) and 3280.808(q).
(ix) Article314.23(B),IBR approved for §§3280.808(m) and 3280.808(q).
(xi) Article406.3,IBR approved for §3280.807(d).

(xii) Article410.4(D),BR approved for §3280.805(a).

(xiii) Article440,BRapproved for §3280.805(a).

(xiv) Article440.65,IBR approved for §3280.801(b).

(xv) Partll of Article550, IBR approved for §§3280.801(a) and 3280.801(b).
(xvi) Article550.25(a), IBRapproved for §3280.801(b).

(xvii) Article 680.70,IBR approved for §§3280.607(c) and 3280.801(a).

6/14/2019
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(xviii) Article680.71, IBR approved for §§3280.607(c) and 3280.801(a).

(xix) Articles 680.72,1BR approved for §§3280.607(c) and 3280.801(a).

Section 3280.801. Scope

(a) Subpart | of this partand Part Il of Article 550 of the National Electrical Code (NFPA
No. 70-201705)cover the electrical conductors and equipment installed within or on

manufactured homes andthe conductors that connect manufactured homes to a supply
of electricity.

(b) Inaddition to the requirements of this partand Partll of Article 550 of the National
Electrical Code (NFPA No. 70-2005), the applicable portions of other Articles of the
National Electrical Code must be followed for electrical installationsin manufactured

California further recommends that the MHCC convene a stakeholder evaluation of this
proposal.

Reason: The National Electrical Code has changed significantly sincethe 2005 version providing
additional safety features, as well as accommodating new technology and materials.
Some changes includeadditional safety through expanded use of ground faultcircuit
interrupters, arc-faultcircuitinterrupters, and tamper-resistantreceptacles. Other
changes accommodate new materials and technology related to electric vehicle
charging, use of photovoltaic systems, and battery storage systems. Californiawillbe
adoptingthe 2017 National Electrical Codeas its 2019 California Electrical Code
(effective January 1, 2020). The current California Electrical Codeis based on the 2014
National Electrical Code. Residents of manufactured homes should havethe same level
of safety for applicableelectrical systems as for site-built homes.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit Unknown The National Electrical Codeis amended primarily for fireand safety
Explanation: purposes. The benefit would be additional protection to residents and property.

Another benefit would be a usablecode including provisions for the latest technology
and materials when used for manufactured housing.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 194 - § 3282.7 (j), (x) and adding (lll) Definitions Date: 12/28/2017
Submitter: Michael Wade, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)

Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: §3282.7 Definitions.

The terms Department, HUD, and Secretary are defined in 24 CFR part5.

(j)Defect means a failureto comply with an applicable Federal manufactured home
safety and construction standard thatrenders the manufactured home eranypartor
component-thereof not fitfor occupancy the-erdinaryuseforwhichitwasintended, but
does notresultinanunreasonableriskofinjury or death to occupants of the affected
manufactured home. See related definitions ofimminent safety hazard (definition q),
noncompliance(definition x), and serious defect (definition ff).

(x)Noncompliance means a failure efa-manufactured-home tocomplywitha Federal
mahufactured-home-—constructionorsafetystandard-thatdoes to comply with an
applicable Federal manufactured home safety and construction standard thatrenders
any part or component thereof not fit for the ordinary usefor which itwas intended,
but does not constitute a defect, serious defect, or imminent safety hazard. See related
definitions or defect (definition j),imminent safety hazard (definition g), and serious
defect (definition ff).

(I11) Systematically means methodically performinga work process ina manner that will
resultina consistent, repetitive resultfor a majority of the time, as referred to in
3282.404(a).Systematically does not mean random or occasional occurrences.

Reason: The historical classification of Defect has been very broad due to the current definition.
It would seem logicalto consider the identification of a class of homes to be necessary
when an Imminent Safety Hazard, Serious Defect or a Defect exists, which prevents
normal occupancy withina home. However, fora home manufacturer to be required to
go through the rigorous duty of classsearches, hours of paper work, potential
investigations of homes in the possession of owners, Class identifications, notifications,
etc., for items that do not have an impactupon the actual livability or normal dwelling
Joccupancy within a home, does not seem logical.Onlyitems that impair true
functionality of a home, should be considered a Defect. Items that do not perform as
originallyintended, yet are not significantenough to have an impactupon normal
livability or occupancy, should be considered a Non-Compliance. Consideringthese
situations, revised definitions of Defect and Non-Compliance are being submitted. To go
alongwith these, the word Systematicallyis mentioned in 3282, specificallyin3282.404,
but this phrase/word currently does not have a listed definition. Thus a definition has
been proposed.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit The cost benefit to the industry will be potentiallyless labor intensive

Explanation: listing/grouping/identifying of particularly trivial items thatwill be corrected/covered

under the typical warranty process (which would be considered Non-Compliances),and
that do not present animpacton the livability or dwelling of the home.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:
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Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
Log History: 5-2-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 195 - § 3282 Subpart M - On-Site Completion of Construction of Manufactured Date: 12/28/2017

Homes
Submitter: Henry Greene, State of California Department of Housingand Community Development
Requested Action: Delete Text

Proposed Change:
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Reason:

The California Department of Housingand Community Development (Department)
recommends repeal of Code of Federal Regulation, Title 24, Subtitle B, Chapter XX, Part
3282,Subpart M “On-Site Completion of Construction of Manufactured Homes” inits
entirety. Subpart M is unnecessary, creates serious inconsistencies with the U.S.C,,
imposes costs that exceed benefits, and duplicates stateinspections in states that
provideinstallationinspections of new manufactured homes.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown Multipleinspectors will berequired from IPIA for manufacturing completion
and from California forinstallation approval. Costs for (final) inspections double or more
due to this redundancyinsite tasking. Increased costs alsoresultfromduplicativetravel
for out-of-state inspectors.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 196 - § 3280.208 Requirements for foam plastic thermal insulating materials Date: 12/29/2017
Submitter: Michael Zieman, Self

Requested Action: Revise Text

Proposed Change: FOAMPLASTIC INSULATION REVISION TO 3280

|. Delete Interpretative Bulletin C-5-76

Il. Revise3280.208 as follows:

3280.208 Requirements for foam plastic thermal insulating materials.

(a) General. Foam plastic thermal insulating materials shallrotbe used within the
cavity of walls (notincluding doors), floors or ceilings or be exposed to the interior of
the home wnlesszshall comply with the requirements of this section. Foam plastic
insulation material exceeding4 inches in thickness shall comply with208(a)(5).

(1)Foam Plastic Insulation Material Surface Burning Characteristics: All foam plastic
insulation materialsand cores containingfoamplastic insulation materialusedas a
component in constructionshallhavea flamespreadrating of 75 or less and a smoke-
developed ratingof 450 or less when tested inaccordancewith ASTM E 84 or UL

723 when tested at a maximum thickness and the maximum densityintended for

use. Loose-fill-typefoam plasticinsulation material shall betested as board stock for the
flame spread index and smoke developed index identified in this section.

(2)Up to 1inch in thickness: Unless otherwise allowedin 208(a)(4) or208(a)(5) foam
plasticinsulation material notexceeding 1 inchinthickness shall comply with the
following:

(i). Is protected by aninteriorfinish-a thermal barrier of 5/16 -
inch minimum thickness gypsumboard or equivalent thermal barrier material for all
cavities where the material is to be installed,and

L\ The £ - . (ol

(ii#)ls separated from the interior of the manufactured home by a minimum of
2inches of mineral fiber insulation or an equivalentthermal barrier;-o¢.

Exception: Foam plastic siding exterior sheathing backer board. The thermal
barrieris notrequired where sidingbacker board foamplasticinsulation material has a
thickness of not more than 0.5 inch (12.7 mm) and a potential heat of not more than
2000 Btu per squarefoot (22 720 kJ/m2) when tested in accordancewith NFPA 259

provided that:

1.The foam plasticinsulation is separated from the interior of the building by not less
than 2 inches (51 mm) of mineral fiberinsulation;or
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2.The foam plasticinsulation hasbeen tested inaccordancewith 208(a)(5)

(3)Over 1inch in thickness: Foam plasticinsulating material greater thanl inchin

thickness up to 4 inches in thickness shall comply with the following:

Unless otherwise allowedin 208(a)(4), foam plasticinsulation material shall be
separated from the interior of a building by a thermal barrier of not less than1/2-inch
(12.7 mm) gypsum wallboard, 23/32-inch (18.2 mm) wood structural panel or a material
thatis tested inaccordancewith and meets the acceptance criteria of both the
Temperature Transmission FireTest and the Integrity Fire Test of NFPA 275.

(4) Roofing. The thermal barrier specifiedin Sections 208(a)(2)&(a)(3) is not required
where the foam plasticina roofassembly orunder a roof coveringis installedin

accordancewith the manufacturer’s instructions and is separated from the interior of
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the building by tongue-and-groove wood planks or wood structural panel sheathingthat
isnotlessthan15/32inch(11.9 mm) thick bonded with exterior glue, identified as
Exposure 1 and with edges supported by blocking or tongue-and-groove joints oran
equivalent material. The smoke-developed index for roof applicationsshall notbe
limited.

(5)Specific approval. Foam plastic not meeting the requirements of 208(a)(1) through
208(a)(4) shall bespecifically accepted on the basis of one of the followingtests:FM
4880, UL 10400rUL1715. Tests shall bebased on the actual end-useconfigurationand
shall be performed on the finished foam plasticinsulation assemblyin the maximum
thickness intended for use. Assemblies tested shall includeseams,joints and other
typical details usedintheinstallation of the assembly and shall be tested inthe manner
intended for use.

Reason:

Foam plasticinsulation requirements have not been updated innearly50years.The
current requirements arebased on interpretations of tests performed inthe early
1970s.Those interpretations were carried out by a few selectindividualsand were

never consensus based. The design of manufactured home and materials used in their
construction have changed dramatically sincethe early 1970s and today are very similar
to site-builthomes. This proposal will: 1. Maintain the current restrictions on the use of
foam plasticinsulation materialsupto1 inchinthickness found in3280.208 and IB C-5-
76.. 2. Permit the use of foam plasticinsulation materials over 1inchin thickness
followingrequirement similar toif not identical to those imposed by the IRC. 3. Allow
industryand HUD to explorefoam sheathing options that will lead toincreased energy

efficiency.
Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Proposed change will now increasecost. Proposal will allow construction thatis higher
in energy conservation whileactually saving cost.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 197 - § 3282.404(a) Manufacturers' determinations and related concurrences.

Date: 12/29/2017

Submitter:

Manuel Santana, Cavco Industries Inc.

Requested Action:

Delete Text

Proposed Change:

If a manufacturer makes a final determination of noncompliance foranindividualhome
{see§3282.412(b)}-anda-classofhomesishotinvolved, no further actionis needed by

the manufacturer other thanto keep a record of its determination as required by
§3282.417

Reason:

Adds clarity thatfor a noncompliancethereis no need to establisha class sincethereis
no notification or correction required and the home alongwith all the components will
function as intended.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

There will be no costincreasefrom this change

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

6/14/2019

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 198 - § 3280.202 Definitions Date: 12/29/2017

Submitter: Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI)
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: Revise definition of manufactured home in section 3280.2 as follows:

ed one or two
family dwelling not more than three stories above grade planein height, with or without
a permanent foundation when connected to the required utilities, builtin compliance
with the Construction and Safety Standards promulgated under 42 U.S.C. §5403 and
havinga permanent label affixed toidentifyitas a manufactured home. awrdincludes

Reason: The lawreflects the origin of manufactured housinginthe United States: the trailer
home. However, manufactured housinghas changed dramatically sincethe firsttrailer
homes were built,and the vast majority of manufactured homes soldtodayare moved
exactly once: when they leave the dealer’s lot. The laws regulating manufactured
housinghave failed to keep pace with dramatic changes inthe manufactured housing
industry. Modern manufactured housinghas littlein common with a trailer;instead, a
manufactured home canbe nearlyindistinguishablefroma traditional site-builthouse
next door. Manufactured home units may be combined into clusters or stacks that
include multiplestories, vaulted ceilings, and attached garages. Regulations first
promulgated in 1976 by the U.S. Department of Housingand Urban Development
require similar materialsand construction standards as site-builthousing, and the
resulting life expectancy of a manufactured home is now the same as a comparablesite-
built model. About 75 percent of manufactured homes are located on land owned by
the homeowner, andthe average lot sizefor those homes is more than double the
average for traditional site-builthomes.

(From The National conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws at
http://www.uniformlaws.org/ActSummary.aspx?title=Manufactured%20Housing%20Ac
t).

Permanent Chassis arenotnecessary sincethe majority of Manufactured Homes are
never relocated and could readily berelocated without a chassis using equipment
availabletoday.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit The proposal would notresultina costincrease.
Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
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MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
Log History: 9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Regulatory Subcommittee.
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Log 199 - § 3280.4 Incorporation by reference

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter:

Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.4 Incorporation by reference.

Revise as follows:

NAAAA/DA 1\ on

WDMA—Window and Door Manufacturers Association [Previeushrknownasthe

National Wood Window and Door Association NWAWDAL 1400 East Touhy Avenue Des
Plaines 600182025 M Street, NW, Suite 800, Washington, DC20036

Reason: NWWNDA no longer exists. Address for WDMA needs to be corrected as noted and there
is noneed to maintainthe "Previously known...." languageas NWWDA became WDMA
in1985.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit Editorial only.

Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to Approve

Log History: 11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-13-2018 — MHCC Motion: Approve.
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Log 200 - § 3280.4 Incorporation by reference

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter:

Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.4 Incorporation by reference.
Revise as foIIows

WDMA—Window and Door Manufacturers Association [Previcushyknownasthe

Nationral\Wood Window-and DoorAssociation NWWDA], 1400 EastTouhy-AvenueDes
Plaines 600182025 M Street, NW, Suite 800, Washington, DC20036

Reason: NWWDA no longer exists. Address for WDMA needs to be corrected as noted and there
isnoneed to maintainthe "Previously known...." languageas NWWDA became WDMA
in1985.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: No

Cost Benefit Editorial only.

Explanation:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Disapprove(19-1-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason: Consistentwith actionon Log 199.

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

Log History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Disapprove.

6/14/2019
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Log 201 - § 3280.304 Materials

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter: Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: § 3280.304 Materials.

Update ANSI/AAMA/NWWDA 101/1.5.2-97 as follows:
(b)(1) Standards for some of the generally used materials and methods of construction
arelisted inthe followingtable:

Wood and Wood Products

aatlatllaa n nd-\A

Doors—ANSHAAMA/NWWDA101/1.S2-97 North American Fenestration

Standard/Specification for windows, doors, and skylights —
AAMA/WDMA/CSA101/1.5.2/A440-11 NAFS 2017.

Reason: The current reference standardis significantly outdated and has been revised several
times sincethe 1997 edition. The MHCSS should be referencing the latestedition
accordingly.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers arenot usingfenestration products
meeting the provisionsofthe current standard.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Approve as Modified (20-0-0)

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

§ 3280.304 Materials.

Update ANSI/AAMA/NWWDA 101/1.5.2-97 as follows:

(b)(1) Standards for some of the generally used materials and methods of construction
arelistedinthe followingtable:

Wood and Wood Products

Standard/Specification for windows, doors, and skylights —
AAMA/WDMA/CSA101/1.5.2/A440-11 17 NAES 2017,

§3280.403 Requirements for windows, sliding glass doors, and skylights.

(b)

(2) All skylights mustcomply with AAMA/WDMA/CSA/101/1.5.2/A440-08 17: North
American Fenestration Standard/Specifications for Windows, Doors and Skylights
(incorporated by reference, see §3280.4). Skylights must withstand the roof loads for
the applicable Roof Load Zone specifiedin §3280.305(c)(3), and the following wind
loads:

(e)

(3) All skylights installed in manufactured homes must be certified as complying with
AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/1.5.2/A440-08 17 : North American Fenestration
Standard/Specifications for Windows, Doors, and Skylights (incorporated by reference,
see §3280.4). This certification must be based on applicableloadsspecifiedin paragraph
(b) of this section.

§3280.4 Incorporation by reference.

(d)

(6) AAMA/WDMA/CSA/101/1.5.2/A440-0817 North American Fenestration
Standard/Specification for Windows, Doors and Skylights, January 2008, IBR approved
for §3280.403(b) and (e).

MHCC Reason:

Update standardto current reference.

Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
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Log History:

11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot VI
9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Approve as Modified.
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Log 202 - § 3280.403 Requirements for windows, sliding glass doors, and skylights

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter:

Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.403 Standard for windows and sliding glass doors used in manufactured homes.
Update AAMA standard 1701.2-95 as follows:

Section 3280.403 (b) Standard. All primary wmdows and sliding glass doors shall comply
with AAMA : g
Utih-zaﬂen+n-Ma-n-u-fa-c—t-u-Fed4=l-eu-s+nﬁAAMA 1701 2-17, VquntarvStandard for
Utilization in Manufactured Housingfor Primary Windows and Sliding Glass Doors,
except the exterior and interior pressuretests must be conducted at the design wind
loads required for components and claddingspecifiedin §3280.305(c)(1).

Section 3280.403 (e) Certification. All primary windows and slidingglass doors to be
installed in manufactured homes must be certified as complying with AAMA
1701.2—-9517.This certification mustbe based on tests conducted at the design wind
loads specifiedin § 3280.305(c)(1).

Section 3280.403 (e) Certification.(2) Indetermining certifiability of the products,an
independent quality assurance agencyshall conduct preproduction specimen tests in
accordancewith AAMA1701.2-9517. Further, such agency must inspectthe product
manufacturer’s facility atleasttwice per year.

Reason:

The current reference to the 1995 editionis significantly outdated as the standard has
revised several times sincethe 1997 edition. The MHCSS should be referencing the
latestedition accordingly.

Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers arenot usingfenestration products
meeting the provisions of the current standard.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

6/14/2019

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 9-13-2018 - MHCC Motion: Refer to SC
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Log 203 - § 3280.404 Standard for egress windows and devices for use in Date: 12/31/2017
manufactured homes

Submitter: Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: 3280.404 Standard for egress windows and devices for use in manufactured homes.

Update AAMA standard 1701.2-95 and AAMA standard 1704-85 as follows:

Section 3280.404 (b) Performance. Egress windows includingauxiliary frameandseals, if
any, shall meet aII requirements of AAMA—l—?-O—l—Z—Qé—VeJ—u-n-ta-wéta;da;d—P—m-ma-py

i g AAMA1701.2-
17, Voluntary Standard for Utilizationin Manufactured Housingfor Primary Windows
and Sliding Glass Doors and-AAMA-Standard 17041985 VoluntaryStandard Egress
Window Systemsfor UtiHizationin-Manufactured Housing AAMA1701.2-17, Voluntary
Standard Egress Window Systems for Utilization in Manufactured Housing, except the
exterior andinterior pressuretests for components and cladding mustbe conducted at
the design wind loads required by §3280.305(c)(1).

Section 3280.404 (e) Certification of egress windows and devices. Egress windows and
devices shall belistedinaccordancewith the procedures and requirements of AAMA
Standard 1704—-198517.As of January 17,1995, this certification mustbe based on tests
conducted at the design wind loads specifiedin §3280.305(c)(1).

Reason: The current reference to the 1995 editionis significantly outdated as the standard has
revised several times sincethe 1995 edition. The MHCSS should be referencing the
latestedition accordingly.

Substantiating

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers arenot usingfenestration products
Explanation: meeting the provisionsof the current standard.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 204 - § 3280.405 Standard for swinging exterior passage doors for use in Date: 12/31/2017
manufactured homes

Submitter: Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association
Requested Action: Revise Text
Proposed Change: Section 3280.405 Standard for swinging exterior passage doors for use in

manufactured homes.
Update AAMA standard 1702.2-95 as follows:
Section 3280.405 (b) Performance requirements. The designand construction of exterior
door units must meet all requwements of AAMA—I—lO-Z—l—Q—E‘»—VeLunta—pyétaﬂda-Fd

3 ing AAMA 1702.2-
17, Voluntary Standard for Utilization in Manufa ctured Housmg for Swinging Exterior
Passage Doors.
Section 3280.405 (e) Certification. All swingingexterior doors to be installedin

manufa ctured homes must be certified as complylng wnth MMA—I—IO-Z—z—Qs—VeLHMa-Fy

HeuemgAAMANOZ 2-17, Voluntarv Sta ndard for Ut|||zat|on in Manufactured Housing
for Swinging Exterior Passage Doors.

Section 3280.405 (e) (2)In determining certifiability of the products, anindependent
quality assurance agency must conducta preproduction specimen test inaccordance
with AAMAL1702.2-95 Voluntary Standard SwingingExteriorPassageDoorfor
UtiHizationin-Manufactured Housing AAMA 1702.2-17,Voluntary Standard for
Utilization in Manufactured Housing for Swinging Exterior Passage Doors.

Reason: The current reference to the 1995 editionis significantly outdated as the standard has
revised several times sincethe 1995 edition. The MHCSS should be referencing the
latestedition accordingly.

Substantiating No

Documents:

Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers are not usingexterior door products
Explanation: meeting the provisions of the current standard.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 205 - § 3280.508 Heat loss, heat gain and cooling load calculations

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter:

Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.508 Heat loss, heat gain and cooling load calculations.

Update AAMA standard 1503.1-88, NFRC 100-97,and AHSRAE Handbook of
Fundamentals 1997 as follows:

Section 3280.508 (e) U values for any glazing(e.g., windows, skylights, and the glazed
portions of any door) must be based on tests using AAMA 1503-1-1988-09, Voluntary
Test Method for Thermal Transmittance and Condensation Resistance of Windows,
Doors,and Glazed Wall Sections, or the National Fenestration Rating Council

100, 19972017 Edition, Procedure for Determining Fenestration Product U-factors. In
the absence of tests, manufacturers are to use the residential window U values
containedin Chapter 29/ Fable5-F-15 of the 19972017 ASHRAE Handbook of
Fundamentals, Inch-Pound Edition. In the event that the classification of the window
type is indeterminate, the manufacturer must usethe classification that gives the higher
U value. Where a composite of materials fromtwo different product types is used, the
productis to be assigned the higher U value. For the purpose of calculatingUvalues,
storm windows are treated as anadditional pane.

Reason:

The current reference to the editions of these standards aresignificantly outdated as
they have been revised several times sincethe respective current reference edition. The
MHCSS should be referencing the latesteditions of these standards accordingly.

Substantiating
Documents:

No

Additional Cost:

Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers arenot usingfenestration products
meeting the provisions of the current standards.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed
Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Technical System Subcommittee

Log History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Log 206 - § 3280.403 Requirements for windows, sliding glass doors, and skylights

Date: 12/31/2017

Submitter:

Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association

Requested Action:

Revise Text

Proposed Change:

3280.403 Standard for windows and sliding glass doors used in manufactured homes.

(d) Glass. (1)Safety glazing materials, where used, shall meet ANSIZ97.1-1984 “Safety

Buildings ANSI 797.1—2014:Safety Glazing Materials Used in Buildings—Safety
Performance Specifications and Methods of Test.

Reason:

The current reference standardis significantly outdated and has been revised several
times sincethe 1984 edition. The MHCSS should be referencing the latestedition

accordingly.
Substantiating No
Documents:
Additional Cost: Unknown

Cost Benefit
Explanation:

Unknown - Potentiallyif home manufacturers arenot usingfenestration products
meeting the provisions of the current standard.

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Modification
of Proposed

Change:

MHCC Reason:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
| Log History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Deregulation Comments from FR 6030-N-01 (HSG)

DRC 1 — FR6030-N-01 — Regulatory | Date: 6/13/2017
Submitter: Soheyla Kovach
Comment: 1) The solutionto the affordablehousingcrisiscanin manycases beaccelerated by

using HUD code manufactured homes, the enhanced preemption of the

Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (MHIA 2000). Certainly preserving

existing housingand other factors are needed too, but manufactured homes ought to

be frontand center.

2) Enforcement of the law (MHIA 2000) and drainingtheswamp at HUD's program

management are essential.

3) MHI ought not to be trusted, see the above, as they have allegedly worked in

collusion with HUD and others to the detriment of independent businesses and

producers.

4) Educate those inthe program about the realities linked above.
Understanding of the realities of the product vs.the history from the mobile home era.
Enforcingthe law. Leveling the playingfield. Drainingtheswamp at HUD. Don’t allow
back-handed, alleged de-facto collusion between MHI and HUD (or other agencies). Do
those things, and the manufactured home programwill thrive. Millions will buy. Millions
of jobs will becreated. The federal budget for HUD and affordable housing programs
will naturally bereduced over time, thanks to the work of the free market. To
paraphrase Mark Weiss from MHARR said, set manufactured housingfree. The industry
is not asking for handouts. We want to be regulated, that’s to the benefit of consumers
and honest industry builders. But make that regulationreasonableand per the MHIA
2000 law, not regulatory overreaches that harm independents to the advantage of
larger operations.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement

DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 2 —FR6030-N-01 — 75 CFR 5888 | Date: 6/7/2017

Submitter: Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform

Comment: 2010 Interpretive Rule Regarding Matters Subject to MHCC Review
Both the plainlanguageofthe relevant provisionsand the structure of section 604 show
that section 604(b)(6) was designed to ensure an opportunity for MHCC consensus
comment and review or comment. HUD, accordingly, has misconstrued the lawand
unlawfully limited the role of the MHCC as envisaged by Congress.
As aresult, HUD's February 5, 2010 “Interpretive Rule,” which unlawfully negates
section 604(b)(6) of the 2000 reform law, is a regulatory action that should be repealed
pursuantto EO 13777.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 3 —FR6030-N-01 —HUD Statute

| Date: 6/13/2017

Submitter: Kim Longwell

Comment: As the above examples demonstrate, HUD has strayed from statute when itcomes to
regulating manufactured housing. HUD's actions havecome at the expense of fostering
innovation and supporting affordable housing for consumers. HUD shouldinstead be
highlighting bestpractices and supporting states in their regulatory efforts.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 4 —FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR part 3282 Subpart M

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Malone Oats

Comment:

Burdensome and Unnecessary On-Site Completion of Construction Rule (24 CFR Part
3282 Subpart M) — The On-Site Completion of Construction Rule, which went into effect
inthe fall of 2016, established extensive new requirements for the on-site completion of
construction of manufactured homes. The rule covers many consumer-preferred
amenities, such as French doors. In finalizing therule, HUD did not assess thecosts
associated with the expanded design approval andinspection requirements for homes
that are substantially complete when they leave the factory. MHI estimates that the rule
impacts as many as ten to fifteen percent of all newhomes produced, with a costto the
industry that could be as much as $7to $10.5 million. This costdoes not include one-
time design reviews for eachsite-construction labeled home, nor does itinclude
increased costs to track inspections and keep records. While HUD issued numerous
clarifications to ease compliance, consumers are being negatively impacted because
manufacturers are no longer offering consumer popular amenities if they fall under the
scope of the rule.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
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DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 5 —FR6030-N-01 — CFR part 3282 Subpart |

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter: John Weldy

Comment: CFR Part3282 SubPart |
3282 Subpart | should be deleted without replacement asitis excessively burdensome
andinappropriateapplication for the home buildingindustry. In1974 when the
National Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 was
written intolaw, manufactured homes were vehicle-like “trailers” and Subpartl
regulations may have been appropriate. However, the standard has failed to keep up
with the industry as manufactured homes have transitioned into full -fledged housing
whichis builtinanindoor controlled facility.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 6 —FR6030-N-01 —24 CFR 3288

| Date: 6/6/2017

Submitter: Amy Bliss, Wisconsin Housing Alliance

Comment: Eliminatethe very costly Dispute Resolution Process: This process is very costly and has
onlyadministered a very minimal number of complaints. Taxpayer fundingis notwell
spent on this program.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 7 —FR6030-N-01 — Regulatory 42 USC 5404

| Date: 6/7/2017

Submitter:

Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform

Comment:

Federalization of Installation

Now, HUD—through a double-edged process—is attemptingto effectively federalize
manufactured home installation regulationinall 50 states and thereby nullify the
federal-state partnership thatlies atthe core of the HUD programas envisaged by
Congress. Inone partof this process,HUD .. . is attempting to use the State Plan
approval andre-certification processto overrideand replace—or compel state officials
to revise, modify, and replace—state-adopted installation standardsin complying states,
based upon the “equal or greater protection” language of the 2000 law. In the second
part of this process, HUD has asserted —for the firsttime sincethe inception of
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installation regulation under the 2000 reform law—that new HUD interpretations of the
federal installation standards for defaultstates are binding, not onlyinthose default
states, butinstates with compliantstate-lawinstallation standards and programs.
Pursuantto this scheme to undermine state authority as specificallyincorporated within
the 2000 reform law, HUD has proposed—and presented to the MHCC—a supposed
“Interpretative Bulletin” that, infact, would substantively modify provisions of the
federal installation standards for default states regarding manufactured home
foundations in freezing climates.

MHARR has directly and strenuously objected to both of these actions as a blatant
abuseof HUD’s authority and has called for both actions to be halted. HUD’s intentional
distortion and misapplication of the installation mandate of the 2000 reform law—
seeking to undermine, restrictand ultimately abolish thelegitimate role and authority
of the states as established by Congress, will resultin significantharmfor the industry
and consumers, and impose needless and excessive regulatory compliancecosts.
Accordingly, both elements of this effort to negate state installation authority should be
terminated pursuantto EO 13777.

Statutory:

Yes

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 8 —FR6030-N-01 —24 CFR 3280.309

| Date: 6/7/2017

Submitter:

Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform

Comment:

Formaldehyde Warning Notice

Although HUD-regulated manufactured homes utilizethe same construction materials
as site-builtand other types of homes and, unlikesite-builtand other types of homes,
have been subject to stringent and effective formaldehyde emissions standardssince
1984, HUD standards includea discriminatory requirement that each manufactured
home . .. “prominently” display a red formaldehyde “Health Notice.” This notice
requirement has been maintained by HUD for over 3 decades, despite the fact that: (1)
the substantive HUD formaldehyde emissions standards have been successful in
eliminating the vast majority of formaldehyde-related complaints by homeowners; and
(2) the red formaldehyde “Health Notice” negatively impacts the marketability of
manufactured homes despite the factthat both manufactured and site-builthomes are
constructed of exactly the same materials. With HUD statistics indicating minimal levels
of formaldehyde-related consumer complaints in federally regulated manufactured
homes, there is no longer any basis or justification for the health notice mandated by
the HUD standards, and the regulation requiring that notice for manufactured homes
should be repealed.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

This issuewill beresolved by HUD’s Proposed Rule. MHCC supports the removal of the
Health Notice on Formaldehyde in 3280.309
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Cost Impact

Explanation:
Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 9 —FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR part 3282.11

| Date: 6/13/2017

Submitter:

John Kapp

Comment:

Guidelines on Alternative Construction (24 CFR Part 3282.11) - The HUD Code provides
for an Alternative Construction (AC) process whereby manufacturers can provide
designs that conflict with existing regulations (e.g. handicap accessible showers, two
story homes) if manufacturers and their third-party designinspectors can demonstrate
that the proposed design meets or exceeds HUD Code standards.In2014, HUD issued
guidancethat clarified thatsite-builtadditions such asattached garages and enclosed
porches would require AC approval. Whilethe industry has lived with the guidance, the
requirements areclear overreach and should be reversed. Earlier this year, HUD
arbitrarily expanded the scope of the guidanceto includecarportready homes, which
are fully code compliantwhen they leave the factory. Carportready homes have been a
stapleof manufactured housing for decades. In addition, the requirement for several
items to require AC letters due to the failureto update the standards (e.g. rollin
showers, whole house ventilation for homes over a certainsize) stifles innovation and
limits consumer choice.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 10 - FR6030-N-01 - Interpretive Bulletin

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy

Comment:

HUD issued a letter on May 10,2017 which dramatically changed the regulations and
enforcement concerningsite installed carports and awnings ,

This HUD letter is one of many examples of over reachin which HUD has dramatically
changed regulations without going through proper rule making process. Particularly the
24 CFR Part3282.7(b) defines Add-on as anystructure (except a structure designed or
produced as anintegral partof a manufactured home) which, when attached to the
basic home unit, increases thearea, either living or storage of the manufactured home.
A carportorattached awning isn’tanintegral partof the home nor does itincreasethe
area of the home sinceit’s not partof the home or it’s conditioned space. Even if HUD
feels carports/awningsomehow add to the homes storage or living area thereby per
3282.7(b) definition should be classified as an “add-on”; these “add-on” are not
required to be builtunder the Alternative Construction (AC) process per the regulations.

Statutory:

N
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 — Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 11 —FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR part 3286.803

| Date: 6/13/2017

Submitter:

Richard Freedman

Comment:

HUD's oversight, andits current rules and regulations, are negatively impacting families
who view these homes as an affordablehousingoption.| wouldliketo call HUD's
attention to the regulatory burdens of Installation Programs (24 CFR Part3286.803).
HUD has initiated efforts to regulate the installation of all homes in areas of the country
susceptibleto frostandfrost heave, regardless of the presence of State Administrative
Agencies. HUD is effectively limiting the ability of states to administer their own
installation programs.HUD's intrusion into a system that is working with a one-size-fits-
allapproachisunnecessaryand burdensome. This is an example of clear overreach by
HUD, and is clearly beyondits authorities inthe HUD Code.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 — TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 12 - FR6030-N-01 — Manufactured Housing Requirements

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Shameka Wiley, National Fire Protection Association

Comment:

Inaddition, HUD should address the manufactured housing requirements. Whileserving
from as the administrating organization for HUD's Manufactured Housing Consensus
Committee from 2001 to 2014, NFPA has witnessed firsthand the challenges faced by
HUD in keeping pace with the privatesector. HUD requirements for manufactured
housingarenot consistentwith similar provisions for other types of single-family
dwellings andin some cases arebehind modern era construction techniques and
technologies by 10 years or more. Due to the statutory requirements of the
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000, reforming this program may require
more than agency action alone. However, NFPA would urge HUD to explore ways to
enable more timely updates to manufactured housingrequirements, particularly
through the incorporation by reference of voluntary consensus standards.

Statutory:

N
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — Refer to HUD for Further Consideration (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Agree with commenter.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 — Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-12-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — Refer to HUD for Further
Consideration.

DRC 13 —FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR Part 3286.803

| Date: 6/5/2017

Submitter:

Dave Baioni and Rob Shouhayib
John Kapp

Comment:

Installation Programs (24 CFR Part 3286.803) -The regulation of the installation of
manufactured homes is intended to be done atthe state andlocal level. Despitethis,
HUD has initiated efforts to regulate the installation of all homes in areas of the country
susceptibleto frostand frost heave, regardless of the presence of State Administrative
Agencies. HUD is effectively limiting the ability of states to administer their own
installation programs.HUD's intrusion into a system that is working with a one-size-fits-
allapproachisunnecessary and burdensome. This is an example of clear overreach by
HUD, and is clearly beyondits authorities inthe HUD Code.

Statutory:

Y (Dave Baioni and Rob Shouhayib)
N (John Kapp)

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 — TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 14 —FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR part 3286.803

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch

Comment:

IntrusiveInstallation Programs (24 CFR Part3286.803) — Whilethe statute provides that
HUD is the primary regulator of the design and construction of manufactured homes
insidethe factory, the regulation of the installation of the homes is intended to be done
at the state and local level.State administrativeagencies aretasked with ensuringthat
installations comply with manufacturer standards and areappropriate for local
conditions. MHIl is concerned that recent actions by HUD are an effort to usurp state and
local authoritysoitcanregulatethe installation of manufactured homes at the federal
level.

Recently, HUD has initiated efforts to regulate the installation of all homes in areas of
the country susceptibleto frost and frost heave, regardless of the presence of state
administrativeagencies. Withoutclear evidence that installation systems arefailing,
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HUD is effectively limiting the ability of states to administer their own installation
programs.In states like Maine, Wisconsin,and New York, approved installation practices
have been administered for years at the state level and have no instances of failures.
The recent “polar vortex” winters, with no resultinginstances of installation failures,
demonstrates that this process is working. HUD is effectively limiting the ability of states
to administer their own installation programs. HUD’s intrusioninto a system thatis
working with a one-size-fits-all regulatoryapproachisunnecessaryand burdensome.
This is anexample of clear overreach by HUD, and is clearly beyond its authorityin
statute.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 15 - FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR 3285.312

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

DaleAzaria, Vermont Department of Housingand Community Development
Linda Thompson
Sarah Carpenter, Vermont HousingFinance Agency

Comment:

Modify the regulations regardingthe installation of mobile homes, 24 CFR Part 3285:
HUD’s regulations for the installation of manufactured homes, particularly the
foundationinstallation requirements of 24 CFR 3285.312, are unduly onerous.
Foundations must be designed by a licensed engineer or architect, approved by the
DAPIA and manufacturer. These requirements addsignificantcostto whatshouldbean
affordableform of housing, particularly therequirements that applyinfreezing
climates. Itis our understandingfrom talking with the industry here in Vermont that
havingthe foundation/ slabs designed by an engineer with knowledge of Vermont's
climateand soils would be more than adequate. Itis also our understandingthatHUD
uses a 100-year average air freezingindex, which results in excessiveinsulation
requirements. At a minimum, more recent data should be used.

This regulationis unnecessary.ltalsoimposes costs thatexceed benefits.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 16 — FR6030-N-01 - Interpretive Bulletin

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy

Comment:

On 6/12/14 HUD released a guidanceletter demanding that Free standingsite-built
garage must get HUD AC approval.The overwhelming majority of singlefamily detached
homes builtinthe United States have anattached garage or carport. For manufactured
homes, anattached garage or carportis constructed on-siteby a licensed general
contractor of the homeowner’s choosing. The jurisdiction for garageand carport
designs, construction, building permits, and inspections falls under the authority of the
state, county, city, or local building code official wherethe home will be placed. For
decades, this process has worked extremely well and without incident. Manufactured
home builders havebeen permitted to providetheir customers with instructions and
requirements for attachingsite-attached structures to manufactured homes. Inmy 23
years inthis industry, | have never heard of singleissueor problemwith this practice.
Recently however, HUD ruled that manufactured home builders were no longer
permitted to allowthis practicewithoutspecial written permission fromthe
department, inadvance, for every home designto be constructed with a siteattached
garage or carport. This new requirement unnecessarily addssignificantcostto the
consumer, delays occupancy for the homeowner, adds no value, and should be
eliminated immediately.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee

DRC 17 —FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR 3828 subpart M

| Date: 6/7/2017

Submitter:

Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform

Comment:

On-Site Completion of Construction (24 CFR 3828 subpartM)

..the on-site construction ruleadopted by HUD, rather than enhancingthe ability of
affordable manufactured homes to compete with site-builtstructures within the free
market, instead stymies any such competition by subjecting manufactured homes to
excessive, discriminatory mandates. As a result, it unnecessarily constrains the
affordablehousing choices availableto Americans, it unnecessarily constrains the
growth and evolution of the manufactured housingindustryand,as aresult
unnecessarilyinhibits job growth within the manufactured housingindustry, contrary to
EO 13777.The existingrule, therefore, should be repealed and replaced with a new rule
that comports with the recommendations of the MHCC and provides for the on-site
completion of manufactured homes inaccordancewith the federal standards with a
minimum of additional regulatory compliance burdens.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:
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Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 18 — FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR part 3282 Subpart M

| Date: 6/5/2017

Submitter: Dave Baioni and Rob Shouhayib
John Kapp

Comment: On-Site Completion of Construction Rule (24 CFR Part 3282 SubpartM) - The On-Site
Rule, which went into effect in September of 2016, established extensive new
requirements for the on-site completion of construction of manufactured homes. When
finalizingtherule, HUD did not assess thecosts associated with the expanded design
approval andinspection requirements for homes that aresubstantially complete when
they leave the factory. While HUD has issued numerous clarificationsto ease
compliance, consumers are negatively impacted because manufacturers are no longer
offering popular amenities. Although some at HUD might believe that implementation
of the ruleis going well, the rule harms consumer choiceand negatively impacts the
manufactured housingindustry by unnecessarily limiting the opportunity for
manufacturers to incorporate features into homes that meet consumer demand.

Statutory: N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 19 - FR6030-N-01 — Outdated Regulations

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch

Comment:

Outdated Regulations (24 CFR parts 3280,3282,3284,3285, 3286,3288,and 3800) —
The HUD Code (“Code”) should be revised and updated more frequently to ensure the
Code reflects innovationin the industry and minimizes costly regulatory review and
compliancerequirements. HUD’s emphasis should beshifted from the promulgation of
rules and guidance- such as that currently contemplated for manufactured home
installationsin frostsusceptiblesoils - to highlighting best practices and supporting
regulatory flexibility.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

MHCC agrees conceptually and MHCC has already recommended that HUD expedite the
rulemaking process.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
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DRC 20 — FR6030-N-01 - 42 U.S.C. 5412 et al

| Date: 6/6/2017

Submitter:

Amy Bliss, Wisconsin HousingAlliance
Lesli Gooch

Comment:

Reduce Unnecessary Paperwork Burdens(24 CFR Part3282 Subpart I): HUD’s imposition
of unnecessary complianceburdens is bestexemplified by its misplaced application of
the “lemon law” to manufactured homes. These requirements, contained inthe HUD
Procedural and Enforcement Regulations, have generated significant paperwork
burdens. Subpart | of the HUD Code stems from the “lemon law” language inthe
“Magnusson-Moss Warranty Actof 1974” which, through the MHCSS, applies to
manufactured homes. Whilethis provisionis meantto correct defects, the language
does not apply to site-builthomes and is more suited to automobiles. Like site-built
homes, these issues can beaddressed through home warranties.

The key challenges with Subpart | and HUD’s implementation of this provisionarethe
voluminous procedures, checklists, and guidance documents that HUD’s enforcement
partners are required to utilize. HUD’s monitoringand complianceefforts should focus
on areas where there is empirical evidencethat a problem exists. Significant paperwork,
recordkeeping and overlappingfederal compliancerequirements could be substantially
reduced if HUD would undertake a sincereeffort to reduce paperwork and defer to
state regulatoryand administrative agencies on matters of consumer complaints.

Statutory:

Y (Amy Bliss)
N ( Lesli Gooch)

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 21 - FR6030-N-01 - Energy Independence and Security Act, Pub. L. 110-140

(2007)

Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch

Comment:

Regulatory Overlap with the Department of Energy — The 2007 Energy Independence
and Security Act mandated that manufactured housing meet higher energy efficiency
standards. When the Department of Energy (DOE) proposed a rulelastyear to
implement this provision,itfailed toadequately assess theimpact the associated cost
increasewould have on consumers, nor did it confer with HUD in developing a clear
compliancepath to avoid overlappingregulationsand ensureclarity. The proposed rule
would have increased manufactured home prices between 3 and 10 percent, while
producing negligible costsavings for consumers. MHI strongly believes HUD should have
exclusivejurisdiction over all manufactured housing construction standards, including
standards for energy efficiency.

Statutory:

Y

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:
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Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 22 - FR6030-N-01 — Formaldehyde Notices | Date: 6/6/2017
Submitter: Amy Bliss, Wisconsin Housing Alliance

Comment: Remove the requirement for consumer formaldehyde notices.

Statutory: Y

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: This issuewill beresolved by HUD’s Proposed Rule. MHCC supports the removal of the
Health Notice on Formaldehyde in 3280.309

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 23 - FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR part 3282 | Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter: Lesli Gooch

Comment: Shift Emphasis from Regulating to Highlighting Best Practices: As the above examples
demonstrate, HUD has strayed from statute when it comes to regulating manufactured
housing. HUD’s actions havecome atthe expense of fosteringinnovationand
supporting affordable housing for consumers. In the cases cited above, HUD could have
met its public policy objectives of ensuringadherence to appropriateon-siteand
installation standards by highlighting best practices and supportingstates intheir
regulatory efforts.

Statutory: Y

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 24 - FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR Part 3282 | Date: 6/14/2017
Submitter: Lesli Gooch

Comment: Shifting Guidelines on Alternative Construction (24 CFR Part 3282.11) — The HUD Code

provides for an Alternative Construction (AC) process whereby manufacturers can
provideadditional consumer amenities, such as enclosed garages, second floors, and
enclosed porches, if manufacturers and their third-party designinspectors can
demonstrate that the proposed design meets or exceeds HUD Code standards.InaJune
2014 guidanceletter, HUD cited 24 CFR 3282.7 in definingan “Add On” as “any
structure (except a structure designed or produced as anintegral partofa
manufactured home) which when attached to the basic manufactured home unit,
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increases the area, either living or storage, of the manufactured home.” HUD's

examples of suchstructures include: “garages, family rooms, sun rooms, enclosed decks,
etc.” and would require Alternative Construction approval. MHI continues inits belief
that requiring Alternative Construction approval for homes thatareincompliancewith
the standards when they leave a manufacturer’s production facility is inconsistent with
the letter, intent and purpose of 24 C.F.R. 3282.14.

To make matters worse, justthis year HUD has arbitrarily expanded the interpretation
of the 2014 guidanceletter to includedesigns of carportready homes. MHI does not
agree with HUD's findings and does not believe the regulation of carports by HUD is
warranted or appropriate under statute and current regulations. A carportdoes not
meet any of the above-mentioned criteria or descriptions ofan “Add On” as contained
withinthe regulations or guidance memos. Carports are not used for storage; they are
free standingand merely attached to the roof by a supportbeam calibrated to
withstand the extra weight. Carports also do notprovide additionalliving space.Since
carports arefree standingstructures, attached only at the roof, anyissues regarding
ventilation, egress, etc., simply do not apply. Furthermore, carport-ready homes have
been a stapleof the industry for decades.

MHI believes the inclusion of carportin the definition of “Add On” is inconsistent with
the scope of the guidance memo, is contradictorytothe HUD Code, creates an
unnecessary and time-consuming hurdleto the production of manufactured homes, and
negatively impacts the availability of this feature that is extremely popular and sought
after by consumers. MHI believes that HUD has changed regulation without going
through a proper rulemaking process. Current HUD code standards and regulations
already providedirection on designingandinstallinga home to accommodate an
attached carportor awning. Manufacturers already design and constructsuch homes in
accordancewith the regulations.The latest HUD letter on carportsis,in MHI’s opinion, a
misinterpretation of current regulations and directly contradicts currentregulations.
Further, because of the lack of any advance notification, grace period, or public
comment period, there are currently manufactured housing plants with tens of millions
of dollars of backlogged orders as a result of the unexpected new requirement by HUD.
This is a significant,and abrupt, change with an extremely negative impacton
manufacturers, dealers,and most importantly low-income homeowners. MHI urges
HUD to reconsider and rescind this interpretationimmediately.

Statutory: N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed with Log 179 and MHCC Motion to rescind HUD carportguidanceletter.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot Vi

9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 25 - FR6030-N-01 - 42 USC 5403 | Date: 6/6/2017
Submitter: Amy Bliss, Wisconsin Housing Alliance
Comment: Streamline and Update the HUD Code ina Timely Manner. The HUD Code should be

revised and updated more frequently to ensure itreflects innovationinthe industryand
minimizes costly regulatory review and compliancerequirements. HUD’s emphasis
should be shifted from the promulgation of rules and guidance - such as that currently
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contemplated for manufactured home installations in frostsusceptiblesoils - to
highlighting bestpractices and supportingregulatory flexibility.

The ability to utilize new technologies and materials and to maintain the integrity of the
uniform single building Codeis dependent on a Code thatis current. Recognizing this,in
2000, Congress passed the Manufactured Housing and Improvement Act (MHIA), which
expanded HUD’s mission regarding manufactured housingand improved the process for
establishing, revising, enforcingand updatingthe HUD Code. The lawcreated the
Manufactured Housing Consensus Committee (MHCC), an advisory committee
comprised of industry, consumer and other stakeholders to recommend revisions and
interpretations of the HUD Code. The law envisions an update of the HUD Code on a
regular basis.

Even though HUD is slated to releasean update to the HUD Code soon, some of the
recommendations considered for this proposed rule were passed by the MHCC over 10
years ago — potentially rendering those items obsolete. Additionally, thereis a backlog
of more than one hundred recommendations submitted to HUD by the MHCC.

Whilean updated and current Code is essential, MHI does not believe this should
diminish efforts to ensure the benefits to consumers outweigh the additional costs
resulting from new regulations.To maintain housingaffordability,itis imperativethat
HUD conduct adequate cost-benefit analyses of all potential new regulations. As it
stands, HUD does not undertake the appropriatecostanalysis, testingandresearch
required to update the HUD Code. This results in changes to the Code that drive-up
costs without a clear justification thatthe new regulations will lead to improvements to
the Code thatarein the best interest of consumers.

Statutory:

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 26 —FR6030-N-01—-42 U.S.C. 5412 et al

| Date: 6/7/2017

Submitter:

Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform

Comment:

Subpart | “Recall” Provisions

Subpart | of the HUD Procedural and Enforcement Regulations is the single most
significantdriver of unnecessaryregulatory compliance costs within the federal
manufactured housing program. As currently structured, itis a quagmire of redundant
and pointless paperwork, needless “investigations” and reports, and multiplelayers of
document “reviews” by both third-partyinspectors and HUD’s 40-year, revenue-driven,
“make-work” “monitoring” contractor....With no expiration dateor statute of
limitations and, effectively, no severity threshold (at leastforits initial stages), it
represents a constantand ongoing regulatory uncertainty that cannot be predicted,
accounted for, or budgeted forin any meaningful way, thus aggravatingits costimpact
on manufacturers and ultimately consumers, who pay more but derive littleif anything
inthe way of benefits.

At the same time, Subpart I’s ambiguous and often open-ended mandates . ..remain an
invitation for abusiveand inconsistentenforcement, includingincreasingly subjective,
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arbitrary and costly demands imposed on manufacturers by the revenue-driven
program “monitoring” contractor in the absence of proper oversightby—and
accountability to—HUD. Quantifiable evidence, though, demonstrates that Subpart | has
outlived any conceivableusefulness to manufactured homebuyers and should be (1)
restructured, to adhere strictly to the express terms of section 615 of the 1974 law; and
(2) de-emphasized and de-prioritized as an element of the federal program.

HUD’s Subpart| regulations ... require manufactured home producers to investigate
and document virtually any piece of “information,” regardless of its facial credibility,
that couldindicatethe possible existence of a “defect” or standards non-conformance
inan manufactured home. In a small number of cases itrequires notice to consumers
and, inrarecases, correction of more serious defects, up to andincludingreplacement
of the home. This mechanism.. . adds little or nothing to the multiplelayers of
protection that homeowners already haveas aresultof: (1) multi-tiered in-plant
manufacturer and IPIAhome inspections;(2) third-party (DAPIA) design and quality
control approvals;(3) stateand federal manufactured housingdisputeresolution
programs;(4) manufacturer home warranties;(5) component supplier warranties; (6)
manufacturer and/or retailer consumer satisfaction programs;and/or (7) contract, tort,
or statutory consumer protection claims thatmay be availableunder state law—and
thatis without even consideringtheadditional multi-layered protections availableto
homebuyers under the state and federal installation programs adopted as a
consequence of the 2000 reform law.

Statutory: Y

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 27 —FR6030-N-01 - 24 CFR 203.205 | Date: 6/13/2017

Submitter: Dave Baioni, Rob Shouhayib, John Kapp

Comment: Subpart | Regulations (42 U.S.C. 5414) - Under the implementation of Subpart|, a one-
year warranty for all defects ina manufactured home is required. It would make more
sense for the regulations torequire an extended warranty for major structural,
plumbing, electrical and mechanical systems inthe home. It goes beyond the statute to
resolve complaints concerning defects and workmanship.Itis not practical nor cost
effective to divert the attention of the code enforcement system to workmanship
issues.These regulations should be modernized to recognize the current state of the
manufactured home market and the quality of homes being builttoday.

Statutory: N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 28 — FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR Part 3282 Subpart M

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter: Jennifer Seeger

Comment: The Department of Housingand Community Development (Department) recommends
repeal
of 24 CFR Part 3282, Subpart M “OnSite Completion of Construction of Manufactured
Homes” in its entirety.
Subpart M is unnecessary, creates serious inconsistencies with the U.S.C., imposes costs
that exceed benefits, and duplicates stateinspections in states thatprovideinstallation
inspections of new manufactured homes.

Statutory: Y

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 29 - FR6030-N-01 — 24 CFR Sections 3286.2 and 3286.803

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Jennifer Seeger

Comment:

The Department recommends modificationto 24 CFR sections 3286.2 and 3286.803, to
clarify recognition of stateinstallation programsin place prior to the effective date of
Part3286. These Sections are unnecessary and present serious inconsistencies with the
u.s.C.

Part3286 became effective June 20, 2008. This is subsequentto the implementation of
some state installation programs, including the Californiainstallation program. HUD’s
current enforcement of Part3286 imposes unnecessary burdens on state programs that
have been established far before Part 3286 was effective.

As itrelates to state installation programs and in order to comply with President
Trump’s Executive Order 13771, HUD should consider statesupremacy as specified
within U.S.C., Title 42, Chapter 70, [Public Law 93-383, Title VI, Section 604], Section
5403(d) which specifies that“ there is reserved to each State the rightto establish
standards for the stabilizingand support systems of manufactured homes sited within
that State, and for the foundations on which manufactured homes sited within that
State areinstalled, and the rightto enforce compliancewith such standards, exceptthat
such standards shall be consistentwith the purposes of this chapter and shallbe
consistentwith the design of the manufacturer.” To deviate from the U.S.C. is arbitrary
and capriciousand creates a serious inconsistency with the implementing regulations.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 30 — FR6030-N-01 — Manufactured housing industry | Date: 6/13/2017
Submitter: R.E. Crawford, Dick Moore, Inc.

Comment: The HUD Code manufactured housingindustry can meet these present and future
needs. An increased emphasis by HUD on the features and benefits of our homes would
be a win for this country ina lotof ways, inaddition to reducing the housingshortage.
Other estimated benefits of a full enforcement of the Act could includeupto 1.5 million
jobs over the next 5 years and the reduction of or the complete elimination of federal
housing subsidies for millions of Americans.

Today’s manufactured homes are builtstronger and safer than ever. The energy
efficiency of today’s manufactured homes can exceed that of many site-builtdwellings.
But the buying public still mistakes today’s manufactured homes for the “trailers” or
“mobile homes” of 40+ years ago.

We inthe industry know the differences intoday’s product. Congress realized the
importance of manufactured housing 17 years ago, with the passage of the
Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 (the Act). A former HUD manufactured
housingprogramdirector went on record that our homes are about halfthe cost,and of
comparablequality to moderate site builthousing. Even with all thoseaccolades, there
needs to be more sharing ofthose benefits with the American public.Itis not
uncommon to hear our homes referred to as trailers or mobile homes, which they are
NOT. For years, manufactured housing professionals havetried to get HUD to step up to
the plate and fully embrace the industry thatitis charged with protecting and
promoting its growth.

The main thing needed for HUD to more fully supportthe manufactured housing
industryis for HUD to robustly implement and enforce all the requirements of the Act. A
major partof thatimplementation concerns the program director, which, by law, should
be a non-career appointee. The director currentlyin placehas overseen the
implementation of many regulatory burdens and costs in her 3-year tenure, all of which
served mainlyto increasecosts of the manufacturing process whileaddinglittleto no
real valueto the houseitself.Itis my belief that many federal employees working in the
department have honorableintentions, but itappears that some of the program’s
personnel and direction have consistently worked to promote the status quo (their
jobs?), with very littledone to properly represent HUD Code homes to the buying
public.Sadly, thatwill never happen as longas the current staffing exists in the
program. That would alsoapplyto HUD’s General Counsel, should thatoffice not be
ableto enforce the enhanced preemptions, as Counsel was charged to do under the Act.
Thatis what the president was referring to inthe need to ‘drainthe swamp’, in this
instanceatthe HUD Code program administration level.

Manufactured housingis the best choiceavailablefor affordable housingto today’s
prospective homebuyer. HUD should be singingthe praises of manufactured housingto
the country. With the appointment of our new Secretary, (hopefully) the appointment
of a new programadministrator (to bringthe program into compliancewith the law),
and new administrative personnel in place, American homebuyers would potentially
have the means availableto them for safe, comfortable, efficient and affordable
housing, provided by an industry that has the capacity to meet the demands of the
homebuyers of today, tomorrow and the future.

Statutory: N

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
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Cost Impact

Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 31 - FR6030-N-01 — Interpretive Bulletin

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

John Weldy

Comment:

The Model Manufactured Home Installation Standards sections 3285.312(b)(2)(i) and
3285.312(b)(3)(i) allow professional engineers to design foundations to prevent the
effects of frostheave inaccordancewith acceptableengineering practice. However,
HUD's interimguidance memo and draftIB, on this topic eliminated these options by
requiring systems to be designed exclusively to standard ASCE 32-1. Effectively, HUD’s
guidanceeliminated the option provided under 3285.312(b)(2)(i) and 3285.312(b)(3)(i)
which allowed professional engineers to design cost effective foundation systems which
have been successfully used throughout the country effectively for decades. The
department has provided no evidence that their guidance, rule, or regulation will solve
anyreal problem or add any valueto the consumer

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 — TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 32 - FR6030-N-01 — Regulatory

| Date: 6/14/2017

Submitter:

Lesli Gooch

Comment:

Whilean updated and current Code is essential, MHI does not believe this should
diminish efforts to ensure the benefits to consumers outweigh the additional costs
resulting from new regulations.To maintain housingaffordability, itis imperativethat
HUD conduct adequate cost-benefit analyses of all potential new regulations. As it
stands, HUD does not undertake the appropriatecostanalysis, testing,and research
required to update the HUD Code. This results in changes to the Code that drive-up
costs without a clear justification thatthe new regulations will lead to improvements to
the Code that are inthe best interest of consumers.

Statutory:

N

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Note: The names of the submittercan be foundin Appendix A - Submitter Cross Reference for FR 6075 Comments.

Deregulation Comments from FR 6075-N-01

DRC 33 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter:

009, 093,094, 096, 097,107, 109, 116, 119, 120,131, 133, 136,137, 144,145, 146, 147,
148,149,154, 155,156

Comment:

Manufactured homes are animportant source of affordablehousing across theU.S. The
federal preemptive building codethat HUD administers isimportantbecauseitpermits
manufacturers to ship across statelines and achieve economies of scale, increasing
access. Factory-builthousingisefficientand green.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 34 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates MHCC

Submitter:

057,074,075, 089,093, 094, 107,108, 109, 111,118, 119,120,127,129,131, 133, 144,
145,146,148,149,152,153, 156

Comment:

HUD has not adopted or finalized dozens of MHCC recommendations. HUD should keep
the building codecurrent and prioritizeadoption of (current and past) MHCC
recommendations, instead of its current approach of demanding increased inspections
andrecertifications of factories, which arenot supported by data or evidence of quality
issues.HUD’s current approach of time-consuming inspections without causeyields
increased costs, slows the production line, and limits innovation. The 2000
Improvement Act provides a process for establishing, revising, enforcing, and updating
the HUD Code.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 35 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates MHCC

Submitter:

111

Comment:

HUD should update standards as advised by the Manufactured Housing Consensus
Committee (MHCC) inorder to promote improved consumer safety, use of latest
technologies and materials and to be more consistent with State-adopted residential
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building codes for site-builthousing. The MHCC type of negotiated rulemaking process
provides a productive and effective means to ensure HUD’s construction standardsand
regulations keep pace with current building practices.|tenables airingdiverse
viewpoints and opinions,andis more likely toresultina balanced andinformed
approach to developing proposed standards.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 36 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates

Submitter: 108,116,126,131, 155,156

Comment: HUD should review and provide timely building code updates, e.g., at parts 3280, 3283,
3285.Current rules areout of date. (Unlike International Residential Code (IRC) rules,
which have been updated regularly every 3 years since 2000).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 37 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 027

Comment: HUD's regulationis burdensome. For example, the requirement for the cement or wood
backingto go behind the skirtingis imposing additional coston home buyers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 38 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter:

| 014
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Comment: HUD should address the tie-down retrofit requirement (e.g. homes were tied down and
secured to the codes at the time of their placement and were inspected by county
buildinginspectorsto be acceptable). When a purchasecontractis written, lenders
using government backed loan products requirean engineering certification on the tie-
downs. The engineering inspectionis up to $1,000 which the buyer doesn't have. Then
there is a costto retrofit these tie-downs. This is a costranging from $3-5,000 which
many sellers do not have. The companies that perform the work will notwait until
closingto get paid. This has forced the sellers to choosebuyers that are cash or
convention loans only.)

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 39 - FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 116

Comment: The only section of the IRC which has not received attention andis greatly out of dateis
Appendix E which deals with Manufactured Home Installation. This has notbeen
updated sincethe 1980 and does not require inspection of Manufactured homes on
land thatis not owned. This means that Local Jurisdiction thathavebuilding code of
other types of house do littleto nothing for Manufactured home residents unless they
have taken itupon themselves to do so. They do not inspection the installation of
homes inanylandleasecommunities. (Mobile home Land/Land Lease communities)in
many cases due to the old rules inthe IRC Appendix E and the misunderstanding of
house the codes inpart3280, 3282,and 3285 work new manufactured homes are mis -
installed. Leadingto a failureto meet the HUD mandate.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 40 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates MHCC

Submitter: 126

Comment: Updates to the HUD Code shouldincorporate energy-efficiency standards in compliance
with the 2007 Energy Independence and Security Act, update underlyingreference
standards, andincorporate common amenities currently requiringalternative
construction letters —such as garages, carports,and two-story homes.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: This issuewill bediscussed/resolved by subpartF logs and comments.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 41 - FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 014

Comment: Construction standards should remain high and comparableto a stick builthome so that
these homes canappreciaterather than depreciate.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 42 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates

Submitter:

140

Comment:

Despite the intentions of the Manufactured HousingImprovement Act of 2000 to
acceleratethe process by which HUD updates the Manufactured Housing Construction
Safety Standards (MHCSS), most notably by the appointment of the MHCC, HUD's
efforts have continued to lagfar behind the pace of manufactured housinginnovation
reflected withinthe NFPA documents, as well as relevantdesign documents from other
standards developers.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 43 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter:

082

Comment:

HUD shouldrevise24 CFR 3280.105.The length of the fixed wall needs to be specified to
avoid confusion with walls for alcoves. (Commenter provides proposed reg language).
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 44 - FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 081

Comment: HUD shouldrevise24 CFR 3280.105. This section does not specify window glazingover a
tub, hot tubs, whirlpools and saunas. This could resultina personslippingina tub and
falling through a window and getting hurt by sharp broken glass.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 45 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter:

083,084

Comment:

HUD should revise24 CFR 3280.106 to incorporate minimum height and width (opening)
for an egress window. In the latestpublished edition of the Standards a minimum
clearancerequirement was removed. (Commenter provides proposedreg language).
HUD should incorporatecommon enforcement industry languageinto 24 CFR 3280.404.
(Commenter provides proposed languageto clarify and standardize egress window
requirements. The proposed dimensions arealso similartothose required for site-built
residential occupancies.)

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 46 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates MHCC

Submitter:

| 140
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Comment: HUD should not allowthe MHCSS to stagnate further. HUD’s inactivity has leftthe
MHCSS outdated, e.g., a key provision for structural design of MHs references the 1988
edition of the structural design standard (ASCE-7) from the American Society of Civil
Engineers (ASCE hasissued new editions in2002,2005,2010,and 2016, each with
updates intechnical knowledge gained from research and building performancefor a
range of environmental design loads, includingwind, seismic, rain,and snowloads.Title
24, parts 3280 and 3285, contain many such outdated references to standards
organizations. (Commenter included a listof out-of-date NFPA references).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 47 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 140

Comment: Itis unacceptablethat MH residents do not have safety parity with site-builthome
residents, whose homes are regulated by more modern building codes atthe state and
local level. HUD should leverage NFPA standards to ensure MH housingstockis
safeguarded by information and knowledge as currentas that applied to site-built
homes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 48 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates

Submitter: 055,112,138

Comment: The current HUD Code is outmoded, burdening owners of the homes as well as states,
the federal government, and the electric grid. HUD should prioritize updating the HUD
Code (Manufactured Home Construction and Safety Standards FR-5739) as noted in
HUD’s Fall 2017 regulatory outlook. This revision mustimprove energy efficiency and
encourage innovation:

o Improve energy-efficiency: the energy standards of the HUD Code are woefully
out of date, havinglastbeen revisedin 1994. Sincethen the International
Residential Code and the International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) for
other homes have been created and then updated atleastsixtimes. Thisis
unacceptable. More than 40 states adhere to or surpass the2006 International
Energy Conservation Code. With the medianincome of manufactured
homeowners at $30,000, monthly utility bills often exceed $240 per month,
straining theaffordability of homeownership.
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o Encourageinnovation:as the manufactured housingindustry strives to offer
improved aesthetics and amenities commonly found insite-builthomes, the
HUD code needs to supportinnovation,such as incorporating garages,
carports, and two-story dwellings, sothat cumbersome alternative
construction letters are no longer necessary. The underlying reference
standards need to be revised as well sothat innovations such as tankless water
heaters can be utilized.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

This issuewill bediscussed/resolved by subpartF logs and comments. See Log 179
alternate construction.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 - Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 49 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code Updates

Submitter: 116

Comment: The HUD code should be put on a 3-year cycleto update every three years so that new
products can come into the industry faster with lower costs and construction stays up to
date. For example, any window that meets the needs arethe IRC code shouldalso be
allowedina HUD code home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 50 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 116

Comment: There no differenceinthe use or the needs for a Hot water heater ina Manufactured
home vs. a IRC home why then should a HUD code require a special hotwater heater or
need a special A/Cletter and a label to be used inthe home. This is anunneeded cost to
the consumer inthe end.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:
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Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 51 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 112
Comment: HUD should incorporate better consumer informationinthe HUD Code.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 52 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 088, 090

Comment: HUD should clarify the existing standard for serial numbers at3280.6. Each part of a
multi-section manufactured home should haveindividual identification to track
construction history. (Commenter provided proposed regulatory language.)

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 53 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 130

Comment: The definition of a manufactured house includes the requirement that a permanent
chassisbeattached to the house. The permanent chassisserves no purpose. The
requirement of a permanent chassisshould beremoved.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 54 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 024

Comment: Double-wide homes should be allowed to have roof trusses instead of 2x2 supports
especiallyinareaswhereitsnows. The sidingshould be made much sturdier quality
than with compressed paper fiber.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 55 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter:

083,084

Comment:

HUD shouldrevise24 CFR 3280.106 to incorporate minimum height and width (opening)
for an egress window. In the latest published edition of the Standards a minimum
clearancerequirement was removed. (Commenter provides proposed reg language).
HUD shouldincorporatecommon enforcement industrylanguageinto 24 CFR 3280.404.
(Commenter provides proposed languageto clarify and standardize egress window
requirements. The proposed dimensions arealso similartothose required for site-built
residential occupancies.)

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 56 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 012

Comment: The trusses that supportthe roofing system need to be made with 2x4s at a minimum
instead of 2x2s inareas, where there is heavy snowfall.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

134 Home Innovation Research Labs




DRC 57 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 067
Comment: HUD should expressly rejectany fire sprinkler standard.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 58 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 067
Comment: HUD should adoptstandards for multi-family manufactured homes.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Logs 128, 160, 161.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot VI

9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 59 - FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 117

Comment: HUD shouldfocus on: (1) creating outcome and performance based standards toreplace
overly prescriptivedesign standards;and (2) code development costof ownership not
costof construction (verticallyintegrated business infrastructure). HUD should
implement productivity-improving technologies and providefundingand a mechanism
to accelerateinnovation.

Currently, there is a fragmented situation where manufacturers are without products,
andarchitects and product designers are without means of manufacturing. As the HUD
code for manufactured homes were initially developed for mostly one-story single-
family detached homes, homes builtunder this code today still suffer fromlimited
flexibility for design and customization. As a result, more robust prefabricated
technologies and high-quality designscan only beimplemented as traditional on-site
builthomes regulated at the state andlocal levels, thus cannotbenefit from a
universally binding, nationally preemptive standard that can much more effectively
foster the economies of scaleand conduct performance comparison for manufactured
designs, products and systems at the national level. Even though the HUD code is
intended to provide, to the extent possible, performance-based standards, itis still
highly prescriptiveaboutthe requirement of designs, choice of materials and
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technologies.To adopt innovations thatcan greatly improve productivity and quality, it
may require a burdensome, time-consuming and costly Alternative Construction
approval fromHUD. Consequently, the developers, architects, manufacturers and other
industry players mostlikely will chooselessdesirable pre-approved designs to savetime
and cost. This issuehas also contributed to a negative quality perceptionand
stigmatization about manufactured homes by the general public,customers and
developers, and thus caused significantdepreciationin value of manufactured homes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — Refer to HUD for Further Consideration (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Suggest HUD look at the possibility of adopting a performance based standard.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

BallotVI
9-12-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — Refer to HUD for Further
Consideration.

DRC 60 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 030

Comment: HUD should maintain samestructural, safety or building standards for manufactured
homes as required for site builthomes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 61 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 021

Comment: HUD's regulation for manufactured housing should maintain minimumstandards for
fire, lifesafety, indoor air quality, structural strength, and sustainability as is required for
standardsite-builthomes in accordance with commonly accepted codes such as the IRC
or CABO.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

6/14/2019

136 Home Innovation Research Labs




Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 62 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 065, 138

Comment: The first purpose of the National Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act of 1974 is to “....protect the quality, durability, safety, and affordability of
manufactured homes.” This should be the guide post by which regulations are
reviewed. To successfully preempt manufactured housingfrom state and local building
codes, the Manufactured Housing Constructions and Safety Standards mustbe kept
current

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 63 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 055, 138

Comment: The HUD code is longoverdue for an update. Energy-efficiency standards have not been
updated since 1994, underlyingreference standards areout of date, and popular
amenities, such as garages, require a cumbersome alternative construction approval
process.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 64 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 027,044,048, 121

Comment: Data plate. HUD should consider improvingthe data plate requirements for
manufactured homes to improve valuation of energy-efficiency features and other
customizations. The data plate should also be made more durable, to ensure effective
transfer of information to future buyers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 65 —FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 121

Comment: HUD shouldincorporate many of the amenities that now require Alternative
Construction letters intothe third revision of the HUD Code. Such features should be
subjectto the On-Site Completion of Constructionrule (24 CFR 3282.601).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 66 — FR6075-N-01 — General

Submitter: 093, 144,145, 146,152,153, 156

Comment: HUD should consider the economic impacts of all new requirements and regulations
related to the construction of MH.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 67 —FR6075-N-01 — MHCSS

Submitter: 093

Comment: MHCSS differs from other recognized residential building codes inbeinga
“performance-based” code, allowingfactory-homebuilders to take advantage of new
construction technologies and designinnovations in a timely manner to more cost
efficiently meet the required outcomes of the code. Unfortunately, recent HUD actions
have been without evidence of necessity, with no clear benefit to consumers and with
no consideration of cost. Examples includeHUD’s extensive new on-site construction
requirements.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 68 — FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter: 076

Comment: HUD should update its current reference from 2005 edition of NFPA 70 the National
Electrical Code (NEC) to 2014.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 69 —FR6075-N-01 - HUD Code

Submitter: 140

Comment: HUD should update and expand its references to National Fire Protection Association
(NFPA) codes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 70 — FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter: 140

Comment: NFPA national firedata indicatethat MHs builtto HUD standards (post-1976) havea
much lower risk of death if fire occurs compared to pre-standard MHs, but 2007-11 data
show firesin MH results in 161 civilian deaths and 490 civilian injuries —meaning more
canandshould be done.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 71 - FR6075-N-01 - Standards

Submitter: 140

Comment: HUD should rely on NFPA and NFPA 225, which are developed through an open,
transparent, ANSI-accredited voluntary consensus process involvingall interested
stakeholders, including manufacturers and regulators. HUD’s process is duplicative of
the ongoing private-sector process. HUD couldinstead replaceparts 3280and 3285 with
references to NFPA 501 and NFPA 225 and commit to timelyreview and updating of
these references as the documents are revised through the NFPA process. This would
assistHUD in meeting its statutory mandate and fulfill the expectations of OMB Circular
A-119, which directs agencies to favor voluntary consensus standardsin partto

decrease the burden of regulatory compliance on regulated parties, promote economic
efficiency,and eliminatethe costto the federal government of developing and
maintaining standards.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 72 — FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter: 116

Comment: HUD should take the initiativeto make surethat its code sub code used in the IRC like
the NEC, IPCand as reference codes stay up to date in the HUD code. The need for
electrical safety for the occupants of the home makes no difference as to how the home
was built.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 73 — FR6075-N-01 — Standards
Submitter: | 116
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Comment: The references inICC codes as well as the NFPA codes should be reviewed to make sure
that they arecompliantwith the HUD code. At the present time most sections relating
to manufactured housingall predatethe HUD code and often do not meet or exceed the
HUD code as required by the federal code.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 74 - FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter:

085

Comment:

HUD shouldrevise24 CFR 3280.4(aa)(4), Section 3280.801(a) and (b), and Section
3285.4(h)(2) to incorporate by reference the current version of the National Electrical
Code (NFPA 70-2017). The latest published editionis the2017 National Electrical Code.
Additional sections within Section 3280 and 3285 would need updated references from
NFPA 70-2005 to NFPA 70-2017.(Commenter provides proposed reg language).

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 75 —FR6075-N-01 — DOE Rule

Submitter: 112

Comment: HUD should update the HUD Code consistentwith the statute and consensus agreement
for DOE standards. This will savethe federal government hundreds of millions of dollars.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 76 — FR6075-N-01 — DOE Rule

Submitter:

111,131

Comment:

HUD should exerciseexclusivejurisdiction over all manufactured housing construction
standards, including standards for energy efficiency,and encourages HUD to ensure that
the DOE does not move forward with any rulemakings without adequate consultation
and guidancefrom HUD. Federal lawgives jurisdiction over the regulation of all aspects
of manufactured housing production to HUD. The proposed DOE standards were not
feasiblefor manufactured housingsince DOE did not work with HUD on an efficientand
practical enforcement strategy.

HUD should maintain authority over Energy Efficiency Standards for Manufactured
Housing,and consider DOE’s Proposed Rule: “Energy Conservation Standards for
Manufactured Housing” 81 FR 117 FR# 2015-02842 10CFR Part 460 as unnecessary
regulatory burden imposed on Manufactured Housing.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 77 — FR6075-N-01 — Guidance

Submitter: 067

Comment: HUD should withdrawall operating procedures memoranda and materials relating to
expandingin-plantregulation

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 78 —FR6075-N-01 — Guidance

Submitter: 135

Comment: Flood elevation requirements on existing manufactured homes should be harmonized
with those of other types of construction.[Commenter details currenthandbook
requirements.]

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:
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MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 79 —FR6075-N-01 — Guidance

Submitter:

152

Comment:

HUD Handbook 4000.1 (I1.A.1.b.iv.(B)(5)(c)(ii)and I1.D.5) is creating concerns inindustry
with pre-existinghomes. It states: “For Existing Construction, if the perimeter enclosure
is a non-load-bearingskirting comprised of lightweight material, the entire surfacearea
of the skirtingmustbe permanently attached to backing made of concrete, masonry,
treated wood, or a product with similarstrength and durability.” However, you cannot
cover the entire surfacearea of the skirting with backing of concrete, masonry, treated
wood, or a product with similar strength and durability withoutventilation being
addressed, whichit doesn’t. HUD should amend the Handbook to requirewhat is
required in 24 CFR parts 3285.504 (Skirting) and 3285.505 (Crawlspaceventilation).

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 80 —FR6075-N-01 — Add-ons

Submitter:

033,039,116

Comment:

The special approved for manufactured home use for all sub components of the house
should be reviewed to seeifthey provideany benefit given the added cost. These
homes areno longer easily movabletrailersthatdo not preform likean IRC code home
why should they now requirespecial fixtures and appliances. If these manufactured or
mobilehome approved items do not have any special properties other than the tag the
requirement that these special approved products should be eliminated to help with
affordability. This willalsoinsurethatresidents of manufactured homes have the
greatest level of choicewith the leastpossiblecost.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 81 - FR6075-N-01 — Add-ons

Submitter: 116

Comment: Component manufactures should be given a clear and easy path to introduce new
products to the industry.Ifa productis presented with all the engineering documents
there should be a process atHUD to distributethat to manufactures or parkowners
through a clearinghouse. Again, to increase choiceand lower costs for homeowners.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 82 —FR6075-N-01 — Inspections

Submitter: 018,045,046

Comment: Rules regardinginspection should beoverhauled. Usually,thereis a delay for the
inspectors toinspect the homes, not only the installationinspection, butalsothe A/C or
S/Cinspection (e.g. ifthe construction time from the factory is around 5 months, then
setting the home usually takes around 3 weeks followed by installation inspection which
could be a few weeks depending on how busythe inspectoris,andthe A/C inspection
usuallytakes longer thanthat.) The delaycaused by fulfillingtheinspection
requirements is burdensome as itadds a loan extension, more interest, and possibly
more fees to the customer. If customers are required to have these additional
inspections, the inspections should bedone in a timely manner without addingcostto
customers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 83 —FR6075-N-01 — Inspections

Submitter: 110

Comment: HUD’s complete failureto educate local building code officials and to requirelocal
jurisdictions to correctly interpret and enforce the HUD Code —the sameas those
jurisdictions mustdo for every other buildingcode —adds considerable expenseand
confusion withinstallation, on-site completion and alternative construction
(aftermarket add-ons).

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 84 — FR6075-N-01 — Inspectors

Submitter: 145

Comment: Insome jurisdictions, buildinginspectors do not want to be involved with the new HUD
regulations, causing delays in getting consumers into their homes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 85 — FR6075-N-01 - Installers

Submitter: 079

Comment: HUD should review the responsibility of licensed installers (e.g., in completion of
electrical systems and testingdrainandsupplylines)and seek more input from installers
and make some common-sense changes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 86 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 003, 136

Comment: HUD recently implemented a programwhere many items traditionally viewed as site
installationand completionrequirespecial on-siteinspections. Theseitems have no
history of quality or lifesafety related issues and the administration and paperwork
required as partof the inspections is extremely cumbersome and unnecessary.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 87 —FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 129

Comment: This rulehas increased inspection requirements, delayed home completions, and
prompted some manufacturers to stop offering consumer-preferred amenities.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 88 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 057,089,093,107,109,111,118,119,120,127,131, 133,136,137, 144,145, 146, 148,
149,152,153, 156

Comment: Onsite Completion of Construction Requirements--New requirements for post-delivery
features are unrelated to home safety/performance and unnecessarily impactconsumer
choice(e.g., have led some mfrs to stop offering popular consumer amenities, e.g., solar
panels, high-pitched/hinged roofs, French doors and window dormers.) HUD also did
not adequately assess theincreased regulatory burdens and compliancecosts to
manufacturers, retailers,andinstallers when devisingthe rule.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 89 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter:

067,131

Comment:

HUD should repeal the On-Site Completion of Construction Rule (24 CFR Part 3282
Subpart M), which went into effect inthe fall of 2016, established extensive new
labelingandsiteinspection reporting requirements for the industry. Whiledescribed as
giving more flexibility in the manufacture of homes, the rulein practiceactually creates
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new layers of approval andinspection processes thatarecostlyand burdensome —and
adds costs and delays for consumers. In finalizing therule, HUD did not assess the costs
associated with the expanded design approval andinspection requirements for homes
that are substantially complete when they leave the factory. By commenter estimates,
the rule impacts as many as ten to fifteen percent of all new homes produced, with a
costinthe millions.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 90 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter:

126

Comment:

HUD should preserve the On-Site Completion of Constructionrule.This ruleensures that
homes completed after they leave the factory adhere to manufacturer specifications
and meet HUD Code requirements. As the industry—with the Enterprises’ support—
moves toward building homes that more closely mirror the aesthetics and build quality
of site-builthomes, the assurancethatthe on-siterule provides to lenders, appraisers,
and parties to the real estate transaction will becritical.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 91 - FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 121

Comment: Without the On-siterule, itis likely thatall amenities would haveto be completed at the
factory or through the more comprehensive Alternative Construction process. Itis
unclear how this would advance expediency in the field. It could, however, limit
innovation. Contrary to trade organization claims, manufacturers havenot ceased to
offer these amenities due to rule. For example, once large manufacturer recently
reported solar panels remainareadily availableamenity in their markets.
Manufacturers also promote features such as dormers as an option intheir marketing
materials.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 92 - FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 145, 155

Comment: Because of HUD’s regulations, the cost of site work and setup have increased the cost of
each home by thousands or tens of thousands of dollars, e.g., because rural purchasers
must get “big city” (i.e., HUD qualified)installers and construction contractors, who are
often hundreds of miles away, to install their homes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 93 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 058,142,143, 151

Comment: The installation standards by themselves canadd [$5,000, $4-6,000] to the cost of
sellingandinstallinga manufactured home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: MHCC believes that the valueadded justifies theadditional cost.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 94 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 144

Comment: HUD should not be regulatinginstallations—instead, itshould make factories
responsiblethrough their dealers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
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MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Installation has improved due to the model installation standards.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 95 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 145

Comment: Increased setup costs often go to consumers who do not have the additional money,
making previously affordable housing unaffordable.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Installation has improved due to the model installation standards.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 96 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 145, 155

Comment: The extra burden is disadvantagingrural customers, e.g., a family farmer, who are opted
not to providehis sonalivingspaceon the farm due to the setup costs, or consumers
who were homeless due to fire.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Installation has improved due to the model installation standards.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 97 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 142
Comment: The cost-benefit ratiois “completely out of whack” inthese requirements.
Statutory: No

6/14/2019

149

Home Innovation Research Labs



Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 98 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 094

Comment: New requirements for on-site completion have resulted in unnecessary regulation. No
one knows better than local authorities howadditions should beadded to a factory-
builtstructure.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 99 — FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 155

Comment: HUD’s MH installation regulationsareactivistand cause more harm than good to
consumers, retailers, factories,and MH communities.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —Reject premise and conclusion

MHCC Reason:

MHCC believes that the installation standardsadd valueandincreasesafety to
consumers.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — Reject premise and conclusion

DRC 100 - FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 0018

Comment: Factoryrequires A/C or S/C letter for on-site installation of patio. For e.g., thisis
expensive for a customer who is already paying $1,500 plus for the upgrade to the door,
then another $1,500 for an inspection.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 101 - FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Benefits

Submitter:

138

Comment:

The On-Site Completion of Construction rule, effective as of September 2016, is critical
to ensuringthat homes completed after they leave the factoryadhere to DAPIA
approved designs and meet HUD code requirements. As the industry, with the
Enterprises’ support, moves toward building homes that more closely mirror the
aesthetics and build quality of site-builthomes, the assurancethatthe on-site rule
provides to lenders, appraisers,and parties to the real estate transaction will becritical.
Indeed, training material prepared for the Appraisal Institute on manufactured housing
stresses the importance on ascertaining whether appurtenances adhere to the HUD
code.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 102 - FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter:

137

Comment:

Inits July 2017 auditand accompanyingletter regardingthe South Carolina state
manufactured housing program, HUD /SEBA notified the State Administrative Agency
(SAA) that the state must modify its requirements for the installation of relocated (used)
homes for which there is no manual.The SAA was advised that the state would be
subjectto a takeover of its manufactured housing programby HUD ifit did not comply.
The agency and its contractor, SEBA, told the SAA that South Carolina's "used" home
regulation (79-42) must incorporatethe provisions of 24 CFR Part 3285. In the federal
regulationitself,these are clearlyidentified as installation requirements for new
manufactured homes. However, itis notclear where HUD's authority to impose new
home standards onthe second, third or subsequent installation of the houses comes
from. Further, itdoes not even appearthat HUD has regulatoryauthority over relocated
home installation.In HUD's 2008 Final Rule (73, FR. 120, Friday, June 20, 2008)itis clear
that these standards only applyto the initialinstallation of a new home. This appears to
be an example of "overreach" by HUD. The agency appears to be bypassingthe
regulatory process by "regulation through audit." Ifthat is the case, this practice
appears to be completely inconsistentwith the recent presidential orders regarding
federal regulations.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

Agree with commenter, used homes are outside of the purview of the installation
standards of manufactured homes.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 103 - FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter: 116

Comment: HUD should form a task force to work on an update the model installation manual. Most
manufactures basetheir manuals onthis andit has some errors andis hardto read for
the installers. All manufactures manual thathavebeen reviewed sofar for compliance
with 3285 have had errors that have been noted and corrected. Installers not
understanding what needs to be done causes many of the issues with installation. This
leads to increased servicecallsfor manufactures and dealers and decreased durability
andin some cases safetyissues for homeowners.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Continuous training of installers will eliminate this problem.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 104 - FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter: 116

Comment: Manufacturers should haveto update their installation manuals and foundation plans
on this cyclesothatinstallersandinspectors knowthat they are usingcorrect,
compliant,and approved plans.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Continuous training of installers will eliminate this problem.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
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DRC 105 - FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter: 116

Comment: There has been a move to better trainingforinstallersandthis should bea requirement
for state approved programsin 3286.There is now Federal Training programs thatcan
be used by states at no costto them this will improve home installation and thus safety
anddurability.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Continuous trainingofinstallers will eliminate this problem.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 106 — FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter: 142,143,151

Comment: A setup manualis included in each home, which specifies setup completion. Existing
dealers arecompetent enough to read and understand how to set up a home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Agree with commenter.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 107 — FR6075-N-01 — Installation Manual

Submitter: 150

Comment: HUD should return to solerelianceon MH installer compliance using the manufacturer’s
installation manual.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)
MHCC Reason: Complianceis already required by the standards.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
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DRC History:

6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.
5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 108 — FR6075-N-01 — Affordability

Submitter: 116, 139

Comment: Ifa home is not safeor durable,it’'s not affordable. Whilethe low upfront costs of MH
make itan attractiveaffordablehousingoption, “affordable housing” means that
housingis affordableto operate and maintain, not just affordableatthe time of
purchase.in 2015, the median familyincome for MH owners was approximately
$30,000, and their annual utility bills were approximately $1,800 —twice the national
average.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 109 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter:

139

Comment:

Commenter’s field staff and weatherization partners routinely encounter deteriorating
manufactured homes that have been poorly constructed andinappropriatelyinstalled.
Common defects are windows and doors that do not open and closeproperly,and
inadequate venting under homes (a principal source of mold and other indoor air quality
decrements). Other examples of advanced deterioration are sosevere that they
preclude owners from receiving Weatherization Assistance Programservices. Homes
that are not energy efficient routinely necessitate high utility bills for power, heating,
andcooling.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 110 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter:

139

Comment:

Relaxingany feature of the MH Code wouldincreasethe total costof ownership for
residents and add an array of negative health outcomes —requiring resources that most
owners simply do not have.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 111 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 139

Comment: New MHs builtto the current MH Code would not meet the energy codes instates that
have adopted the International Energy Conversation Code (IECC) 2015.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 112 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 139

Comment: Increasingenergy efficiency standards for MHs would reduce energy use and
greenhouse gas emissions, servinglocal, state, and federal objectives for cleaner airand
resilienceduring severe weather events.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 113 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 139
Comment: Lower annual energy billsfor MH owners will reduce dependence on fuel assistance
Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 114 - FR6075-N-01 — DOE Rule

Submitter:

139

Comment:

By end of 2018, HUD mustimplement the 2016 USDOE ASRAC Energy Conservation
Standards Proposed Rulemaking for Manufactured Housing, as negotiated among
industry and affordablehousingand energy stakeholders. Further delay on this
important rulemakingimplementation will resultin significantburdens for new
homebuyers and for taxpayers and utility ratepayers. Eachyear that HUD waits, tens of
thousands of new manufactured homes will be added to the roster for future low-
income weatherization candidates —which may or may not qualify for that assistance.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 115 - FR6075-N-01 - Engineering Certification

Submitter: 073

Comment: HUD should implement conventional guidelines for when an Engineer’s Certificationis
required. While FHA requires an Engineer’s Certification onall manufactured homes,
Fannie Mae requires a certification only when there are eligibleadditions or structural
modifications.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 116 — FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter:

138
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Comment: HUD shouldincreaseFocus on Compliancewith Installation Standards. Accordingtoa
recent HUD presentation to State Administrative Agencies and Primary Inspection
Agencies, 98% of a sample of homes ina HUD administered state failed installation
inspections for a variety of reasons including ductwork laying on the ground,
unsupported drainageand water pipes,andanchoringissues. OMHP’s top priority must
be to work with SAAs and PIAs to improve overall compliance.Inaddition:
. Permanent Foundations Guide to OMHP: in order to receive conventional
or FHA Title Il financing, manufactured homes must be affixedto a
permanent foundation. The reference standardis oftenthe Permanent
Foundation Guide for Manufactured Housing (PFGMH) thatis maintained
by Policy Research and Development. Revisions tothe PFGMH should be
carried out by OMHP, and itshould be incorporated into HUD’s installation
standards (24 CFR 3285 and 86).
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 117 - FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter: 127

Comment: In MS, the SAA requires aninspectionon all installations of new or pre-owned MHs,
used for SF dwelling. This state regulation has reduced the number of consumer
complaints concerning MH.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 118 - FR6075-N-01 — On-site Rule Burdens

Submitter: 115

Comment: HUD should repeal 24 CFR Part3282, SubpartM “On-Site Completion of Construction of
Manufactured Homes” inits entirety. Subpart M is unnecessary, creates serious
inconsistencies with the U.S.C., imposes costs that exceed benefits, and duplicates state
inspections in states thatprovide installation inspections of new manufactured homes.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 119 - FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-on Guidance

Submitter: 055,057,074, 075, 089,093, 094,107, 109, 110,118,119, 120,121, 127,129, 131, 133,
111, 144,145, 146,148,149,152,153, 156
Comment: HUD’s on-sitecompletion policy allows manufacturers to offer numerous options which

are not transportableattached to the home as itleaves the factory. They must be field
applied due to weight, heights or the fragile nature of the material. HUD’s regulation of
on-site installation of add-ons thatcomply with HUD standards when they leave factory
directly conflicts with statute. 2017 expansion of regulation to production of carport-
ready homes without going through a proper rulemaking process was arbitrary--such
production has been partof MH for decades. Result has been increasein home prices
for carport-ready homes and curtailment of popular consumer feature.

The latest HUD letter on carport-ready homes is,in MHI’s opinion, a misinterpretation
of current regulations and directly contradicts currentregulations. Further, because of
the lack ofany advancenotification, grace period, or public comment period, this action
resulted in manufactured housing plants with tens of millions of dol lars of backlogged
orders because of the unexpected new requirement by HUD. This is a significant,and
abrupt, change with an extremely negative impact on manufacturers, dealers,and most
importantly low- and moderate-income homeowners.

Moreover, HUD’s action to require carport-ready homes to receive AC letters was not
presented to the MHCC priorto its implementation. As such, there was no discussion
about the pros and cons of this requirement for consumer safety and no costbenefit

analysiswas conducted.

That HUD would arbitrarily and withoutdiscussion remove this option for consumers is
inexplicable. Some manufacturers have stopped offering carport-ready homes as a
resultof this action by HUD. Others have increased the cost of a carport-ready home to
cover the additional red tapethat is now required by HUD. As a resultof HUD’s actions,
consumers are at more riskthan they were previously becausetheir homes no longer
have additional roof reinforcements built-in atthe factory. There arereal safety hazards
to consumers posed by HUD’s action.The Department has not conducted a study of
their own in the lastdecadeto substantiatethis significantpolicy change.

HUD should rescind the June 2014 guidanceletter regarding “Add On” structures as
inappropriate under the HUD Code and underlyingstatute. Further, MHI is not aware of
a compellingreasonto require carport-ready designs to have AC letters. If HUD
determines that there should be additional HUD regulation for add-ons or carport-ready
home designs, it must firstissuean Interpretive Bulletin subjectto Manufactured
Housing Consensus Committee (MHCC) discussionandinput,andsolicitpublic comment
before enacting such a change.
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Alternative Construction (AC) letter requirements for certainitems (e.g., roll-in showers,
whole-house ventilation for homes over a certainsize), due to failureto update the HUD
Code, stifles innovation and limits consumer choice.

The AC approval process places unnecessary conditions which limitthe industry’s ability
to serve disabled consumers effectively, such as limitingapprovalsto 25 homes, placing
a 2-year expiration of the approval, etc. Instead of updatingthe code to accommodate
persons with disabilities, the current program forces manufactured home builders to
continue to request special written permission for AC approval,and subsequent renewal
every two years, or when the 25 homes limitis reached. (Commenter 111 provides
other examples).

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 120 - FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-on Guidance

Submitter:

121

Comment:

Attached carports and garages areadd-ons as per 24 CFR 3282.7, and are subject to the
regulation’s approval process. If HUD chose to suspend this guidance or modify the
regulationinorder lessen oversight,it may lead to compromised homes, reduced home
values andresales,and possiblesafety hazards. [Commenter cites outsidesources to
supportargument.] HUD must ensure that engineering, scienceand evidence drivethe
approval process for the modification of HUD Code homes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 121 - FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-on Guidance

Submitter:

107,116

Comment:

HUD misapplied ACrequirements in 2017 by arbitrarily expandingscopeof authority to
includecarport-ready homes. This was despite HUD’s own assessmentthat no post-
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1994 or post-1999 MH home experienced more than minor damage from Charlie. In
Florida, after Irma, most of the damage to post 2005 Manufactured homes (date of
change instate requirements) was due to flying debris from pre-2005 Florida installation
code changes and pre-HUD code homes. Most of the homes that were installed after
this date had littleto no damage from the hurricaneitself other than the occasionaltree
that fell and damaged the carportitself;and littlecan be done inthe way of installation
or construction codes to remedy that. Florida inspection/building permitproces s
alreadyincluded carportstructureand attachment.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot Vi
9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 122 - FR6075-N-01 — Carports Garages

Submitter:

116

Comment:

All manufactured homes should be denoted as either being designed to accept oran
attached garage/carportor not. Homes that are not designed for the attachment should
have this noted on their required data plateboldly. Manufacturers that designate their
homes to have an attached garageor carportshould providea design plan for the
attachment inall their manuals and also an electronic PDFto HUD. The design should
state what wind zone and snowload zone they are design for sincewhat is needed for
snow loadis notthe same as what is needed for wind up lift. The cost of the standard
design for an attached garage/carportwould only needed to be born once and could be
used by all of the homes for the manufacture or the industryas a whole ifitcould agree.
Infact, the industryitself could come together and have a design for attached carports
and garages added to the HUD code itself. Even ifthis design would cost $20,000 for the
industry to come up with the designthat costspread over justone year’s productionis
only $ .25 per home the firstyear given production levels and then free afterwards. The
actual costwould be closer to $5,000 sothat would only costabout S .06 per home the
firstyear. For manufacturers that chosenot to provide this itwoul d cost nothing to just
update to the label printing. That any attachment needs to be free standing. This would
alsonotholdbacka personfrom addinga carportor garageto a non-ready home in the
future itwould onlyrequire then to make the structure free standing, or to use the rules
in3285.2to haveitdesigned by a PE or RA and approved by the manufacture and its
DAPIA.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)
MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:
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Current Status:

MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History:

11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC
Ballot VI
9-11-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 123 - FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter: 116

Comment: All of the passed approved MHCC approved code changes should be putinto an updated
3285 standards and these standards should havea stated update cycleevery 3 years as
does the ICC codes to keep them current.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 124 - FR6075-N-01 — Standards

Submitter: 116

Comment: More cross involvementfrom HUD with the ICC and NFPA to make surethatall new
homes areinstalled with standards equal to part3285 as required by the CFR. One
unified code is the best way to decrease costs andinsurethe co-mandates of safety and
durability are meet for the homeowners.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 125 - FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-on Guidance

Submitter:

131

Comment:

Ina June 2014 guidanceletter, HUD cited 24 CFR 3282.7 indefiningan “Add On” as “any
structure (except a structure designed or produced as an integral partof a
manufactured home) which when attached to the basic manufactured home unit,
increases the area, either living or storage, of the manufactured home.” HUD’s

examples of such structures include: “garages, family rooms, sun rooms, enclosed d ecks,
etc.” and would require Alternative Construction approval. MHI continues inits belief
that requiring Alternative Construction approval for homes that are in compliance with
the standards when they leave a manufacturer’s production facility is inconsistent with
the letter, intent and purpose of 24 CFR 3282.14. The regulations simply do notrequire
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manufacturers to seek prior approval for certain attached garagedesigns. This position
was unanimously supported by the Manufactured Housing Consensus Committee
(MHCC) atits December 2014 meeting. Despite the MHCC vote, HUD proceeded to
require prior approval of homes designed for garages without providing sufficient
rationalefor this action and without going through a formal rulemaking process to
solicitpublicinput prior toimplementing this change.

To make matters worse, in 2017 HUD arbitrarily expanded the interpretation of the
2014 guidanceletter to includedesigns of carport-ready homes. MHI does not agree
with HUD’s findings and does not believe the regulation of carports by HUD is warranted
or appropriateunder statute and current regulations. Acarportdoes not meet any of
the above-mentioned criteria or descriptionsofan “Add On” as contained within the
June 2014 guidanceletter. Carports are not used for storage; they are free standingand
attached to the roof by a supportbeam calibrated to withstand the extra weight.
Carports alsodo not provideadditional living space. Since carports arefree standing
structures, attached only at the roof, anyissues regardingventilation, egress, etc.,
simply do not apply. Furthermore, carport-ready homes have been a staple of the
industry for decades.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Addressed by Log 179.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 126 — FR6075-N-01 — Carport/Add-on Guidance

Submitter:

131

Comment:

HUD should reassess its utilization of AC letters to ensure they only address items that
are non-conforming with the HUD Code. With respect to carports and garages, these
items are already addressed by the Code, sothe AC requirement is duplicativeand
unnecessary.Finally, when AC letters are genuinely required, the approval should not
expire as the reapplication processis timely and unnecessary.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
9-11-2018 — MHCC Motion: Postpone — Pending MHCC Final Action on Log 180.
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DRC 127 - FR6075-N-01 — AC Letters

Submitter:

116

Comment:

A programwhere new product can be used with an alternativeconstruction letter is
good to test their use, but when that letter is requested more than 3 times that
component should be review to seeifa general rule can be approved for all
manufactures for all HUD code homes and this be brought intothe code to help reduce
costof evaluationeachtime itis requested.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 128 - FR6075-N-01 - AC Letters

Submitter: 022

Comment: HUD should review the requirements of Alternate Construction and Site Construction.
These requirements areduplicativeand cumbersome and results in costly burden for
the consumers. For e.g., the inspection of site-builtgarageis burdensome for
manufacturers as itrequires additional timeand paperwork, andresultsinanincreasing
costfor consumers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 129 - FR6075-N-01 — AC Letters

Submitter:

063

Comment:

Section 3280.709(h) requires a water heater drip collectionanddrain pan, this
requirement is not compatible with modern tank-less hot water on demand water
heaters. Consumers choice of upgradingto the Installation of a tank-less on demand
water heater is forcing manufacturers toresort to the AC (Alternate Construction)
reporting for this common customer energy savingfeature. This is one of many
examples of outdated regulations thatadd cost and burden to consumers who choose
smartand energy efficient manufactured homes. Simply amending this requirement to
state 'water storage tanks used for heating water' or otherwise exempting on-demand
water heaters would eliminatethe AC letter requirement.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 130 - FR6075-N-01 — Pro-preemption

Submitter:

057,059,060,074,075, 089, 093,094, 108, 109,118, 119,120, 131, 144,145, 146, 148,
149,152,153, 156

Comment:

Despite havinglegal authority, HUD has been laxininterveningwhen local jurisdictions
have sought to imposedifferent/conflictingstandards or exclude HUD-compliant
homes. Because local regulations, e.g., zoning ordinances, thatexclude MH often have a
disparateimpacton protected classes, enforcing preemption would further HUD’s
mandate under the Fair HousingAct.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 131 - FR6075-N-01 — Pro-preemption

Submitter: 060,064,103, 150

Comment: HUD should step forwardin oppositionto local regulatory schemes [that are] at odds
with the federal buildingcodeand enforce preemption.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 132 - FR6075-N-01 — Preemption Guidance

Submitter:

134

Comment:

HUD’s guidanceand policy onfederal preemption, namely its “Notice of Internal
Guidance” and “Statement of Policy 1997-1,” should beupdated to reflect changes to
the 1974 Act inthe MHIA of 2000 [commenter describes each document in detail].
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The preemptive nature of the standards should extend to installationinstructions
adopted and enforced through conforming state plans.The Federal superintendence of
the MH program should notbe limited to construction of the home—but should
encompass other actions thatimpactthe functionality, safety, and cost-effectiveness of
the home.

HUD should extend the enhanced preemptive protections inthe MHIA of 2000 to
includethe installation of new homes under conforming state plans instates that meet
or exceed the provisions of part3286.As aresult, HUD would prohibitcities or other
local jurisdictions fromimposing disparateinstallation standards, regulations, or
instructions, which areoften used as barriers to the sitingof MH as affordablehousing
stock.

Local governments should be prohibited from adopting or continuingto enforce
disparateinstallation regulations which arenotidentical to the federal standards orare
inconsistentwith the state standards forinstallation and thedesign of the
manufacturer.

Whilethe Statement of Policyclearlyaddresses thelack of State and local authority to
establish MH standards thataredifferent from Federal standards, itfails miserably by
appearingto grant localitiesa de-factoright to discriminate, provided that all forms of
factory-builthousingareequally excluded or restricted.

MHIA of 2000 added important languageto 42 USC 5403(d), namely a new term inthe
reference to “State orlocal requirements or standards” (emphasis added). The addition
of “requirements” has been overlooked or ignored by HUD inits post-2000
interpretations of the scope of preemption. Term indicates that Congress intended that
preemption power would applyto local conditions or restrictions, other than
construction “standards.” To the contrary, HUD’s interpretation of this amendment
languagehas been limited to “disparatestate or local requirements or standards” which
the Department has narrowlyinterpreted to be construction and safety standards
*only*.—largelyignoring Congress’s intent that preemption under the amended Act be
“broadlyand liberally construed” to apply to “state or local requirements” that affect
the “Federal superintendence of the manufactured housingindustry.”

Inrejecting a proposed regulation concerningland useregulation from MHCC in 2003,
HUD narrowed its interpretation of the language from the 2000 even further —to apply
onlyto construction and safety standards referenced in 24 CFR 3280—stating: “The
amendment did not modify the basic substance of the statutory preemption provision.
By its specific terms, the provision apply (sic)to construction and safety standards,
generally codifiedin 24 CFR part 3280. 1t does not apply to other regulations,including
the Manufactured Home Procedural and Enforcement Regulationsin 24 CFR part3282.”

Sincethat time, HUD has consistently taken the narrowest approach to applyingthe
term “broadly and liberally construed” maintaining thatother parts of the MH program
(incl.installation standards and disputeresolution) somehow do not fall under the
“preemptive powers” of the Department’s Federal superintendence of the industry.
HUD has alsoappeared to sidestep the Congressional directivein the 2000 Act’s
“Findings and Purpose” section by re-statingits narrowinterpretation. The state and
local activity that HUD clearly believed ithad authority to prohibitunder the “Federal
superintendence” clausein 1997 has been eroded by self-imposed interpretations of the
limits of the scope of preemption.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 133 - FR6075-N-01 — Pro-preemption

Submitter:

134

Comment:

HUD should review its commitment to providingaffordable housingopportunities to all
Americans —particularly those low-to-moderate income families who chooseto pursue
the American dream of homeownership by purchasinga MH. Reducing the
discriminatory regulations, ordinances, and practices of certain local governments
through the broad andliberal application of preemption power by HUD would be a
“next step” that is many, many years overdue.”

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 134 - FR6075-N-01 — Pro-preemption

Submitter:

129

Comment:

Inthe area of the supremacy of federal standards or preemption, local governments
have become very cleaver inthe way they craft ordinances toskirta federal
preemption. One way local governments have used the federal buildingcodeas a
barrier to keep families from placingmanufactured housingintheirjurisdictionis
through the use of age limitation for manufactured housing. A local ordinancewillstate
that no manufactured home over ten years old can be placed within their jurisdiction.
Looking at HUD’s May 5, 1997, Statement of Policy 1997-1, if the element of age were
included, you’d have two homes both are ten years old and one is builtto the local code
andone is builtto the federal preemptive buildingcodeand onlythe HUD code home is
precluded from entering a jurisdiction. In the commenter’s opinion, preemption has
been violated. This type of age limitationisbeingseen across thenationand poses a
serious threatto the supply of affordable housing. The limitation of age has a two
prong, long term, negative impacton manufactured housing:first, the policy erodes
consumer confidence in purchasing manufactured housingcallinginto question the
quality and longevity of manufactured housing;and two, it devalues existing
manufactured homes alreadyin placeinthe community that adopts such a policy.

HUD shouldtake a closer look at the way local governments find methods, likethe age
of a manufactured home to keep itfrom being placed.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 135 - FR6075-N-01 — Anti-preemption

Submitter: 105, 106

Comment: HUD should modify part 3286 to clarify recognition of state installation programs in
placeprior to effective date of part3286inJune 2008 —they are unnecessary,impose
burdens on state programs, and present serious inconsistencies with USC. [commenter
provides proposed reg language]

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 136 — FR6075-N-01 — Pro-preemption

Submitter:

079

Comment:

HUD inspection should preempt the local inspection. MH customers, communities, and
installers mustnavigatea web of differinglocal jurisdictions’ requirements. Loopholes in
HUD code canallowlocal jurisdictions to discriminateagainst HUD MH development by
addingunnecessary costs and making MH economically unviable. Perhaps the conflict
[dispute] resolution programcould be better utilized to quickly address issues between
installers and building officials.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 137 - FR6075-N-01 — Preemption Guidance

Submitter:

| 131
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Comment: HUD should update its existing directive on zoning—authority to do sorests in the factit
was issuedin 1997 —after the Original Act, but prior tothe Amended Act. The passage
of the Amended Act expanded HUD’s authority. |t did not restrictit. Revision of the
directivethereby is appropriate. Acomparison of the two pieces of legislation places
HUD on solid ground to do so.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 138 — FR6075-N-01 — Preemption Guidance

Submitter: 067

Comment: HUD should withdrawall pre-2000 “guidance” regarding the scope of federal
preemption

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 139 - FR6075-N-01 — Subpart | Burdens

Submitter: 067
Comment: HUD should amend Subpart | to conform with applicablelaw.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 140 - FR6075-N-01 — Subpart | Burdens
Submitter: | 121
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Comment:

Trade associations have expressed concerns that this ruleis burdensome, especiallyif
there are indicationsthata class of homes may have a covered defect. It seems
reasonable, however, that a manufacturer bears the burden to determine and correcta
systemic problem with a classof home. Such practices arecommon in other mass-
produced products and help assurethe purchasing public of productintegrity.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 141 - FR6075-N-01 — Subpart | Burdens

Submitter:

111,120,131

Comment:

Subpart | should be reviewed for revision or potentially repealed,asitplaces an
excessive burden on the MH buildingindustry without comparative benefit. Today’s MH
does not resemble vehicle-like MHs of the past, makingsubpart!less appropriate.
However, HUD should regulate MHs, to the extent necessary,to ensure MHs are safefor
consumers. After years of regulatory expansion, Subpart| operates more as a
burdensome extended home warranty process thana consumer life-safety protection
system, as originallyintended—having creptinto a thousand non-life-safety-related
issues.Thisis duein partto expansion of the MHCSS. [Commenters gives examples of
this].

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 142 — FR6075-N-01 — Subpart | Burdens

Submitter:

052,053119,131

Comment:

HUD should reduce paperwork burdens and defer to state agencies on consumer
complaints (commenters give examples of these burdens). HUD should not apply
“lemon law” to MH, as subpart|l currently does —it does not apply to site-builthomes
andis more suited to automobiles.|ssues can beaddressed through home warranties.
Subpart lis burdensome due to voluminous procedures, checklists,and guidance
documents.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 143 - FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement

Submitter: 023

Comment: HUD should institute shutdown action againstbuilders who receive more than 6
reasonablecomplaints from home buyers

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 144 - FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement

Submitter: 112

Comment: HUD should ensure effectiveness through improved compliance [commenter gives
examples].

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 145 - FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement

Submitter: 122

Comment: HUD should ensure: Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 s fully enforced,
¢ enhanced preemption of HUD Code manufactured homes becomes arapidly
implemented reality,
e the right MH program administratorisputinplace,Vic DeRose,
® once revisions noted and linked from above for the FHA Title | and Titlell and other
related loan programs aremade,
¢ and educational efforts

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 146 - FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement States

Submitter: 138

Comment: Complianceresponsibility cannotbe outsourced to state andlocal officialswhoare
unfamiliarwith the HUD Code.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 147 — FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement

Submitter:

077

Comment:

HUD should protect consumers (especially seniors) frominspectors andinstallers. HUD
is lookinginto complaints, they arefindinga lot of largeissues, (complete disregard of
the Manufacturers Construction Manual, improper grading of the land, which caus es
water & mold under the home, foundations installed incorrectly, missing supports and
hold downs). The commenter believes that ifinstallers orinspectorsarenotqualified
they shouldn'tbe allowed to sign off on any of the necessary paperwork andifthey are
qualified they should be held accountable. HUD oversightshould not be cut backinany
way, ifanything, it should be increased.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 148 — FR6075-N-01 — Enforcement

Submitter:

| 099
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Comment: HUD-certified inspections identify problems that others do not (commenter provides
examples).
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 149 — FR6075-N-01 — Inspections

Submitter: 116

Comment: There should also bean effort to educate local inspectors as to the requirements of the
HUD code there is a receptiveness of this onthe part of the ICC. If the industry
supported inspections all finished homes the costper inspection would decrease and
the quality and durability of the home will increase.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 150 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 067
Comment: HUD should withdrawor amend its pending frost-free “Interpretive Bulletin.”
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30— May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 — TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.
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DRC 151 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 126

Comment: HUD should focus on strengthening its installation programby ensuringthat frost free
foundation systems meet HUD code criteria in terms of soil testing, water drainage, etc.,
andthat inspectors aretrained to properly evaluate and inspectthese systems.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 152 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 056

Comment: Itis burdensome to satisfy therequirements of frostfree foundation. There should be
some regulation of foundation and foundation should take surface preparationinto
account(grading,drainage).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019—Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 153 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 060

Comment: Frost-Free Foundation slab engineeringis costly. For example, a working design took
over 2 years for re-approval for a multi-section home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

Action Item 9 addresses this issue.
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Cost Impact

Explanation:
Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 154 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 061

Comment: HUD is now requiring expensivefrost free concrete slabs which can costup to $12,000
to installfor a typical singlewide manufactured home. For example, there has been no
evidence that states such as Wisconsinand lllinoisinstallation requirements, which
were in accordance with the manufacturers set-up instructions, were causing homes to
be improperlyset up.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 155 - FR6075-N-01 - Soil

Submitter: 061

Comment: Local buildinginspectorsshould be given leeway and deference when inspectingthe
set-up of a new manufactured home because they are familiarwithlocal soiland
drainageconditions.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 156 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter:

| 110
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Comment:

HUD should proceed with its interpretive bulletin that provides guidance for designing
andinstalling manufactured home foundations inareas subjectto freezing
temperatures and seasonal ground freezing by allowingstatelicensed professional
engineers and architects with local experienceto design suitablefoundations without
the duplicity of review and approval by the manufacturer andits DAPIA.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 157 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 041,110

Comment: HUD should not prescribe any one specific foundation system,and a significantreview
of successful frost-freedesigns already employed in colder climates would benefit both
the industry and consumers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 —TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 158 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 051,059110

Comment: HUD might also consider an option for not requiring a frost protected/proof foundation
given the consumer’s informed consent and compliancewith a HUD approved above
frostlinestabilization and supportsystem. Consumers should, when provided with all
the facts, be allowed to utilizethe most prudent foundation system they can afford.
There is no one-size-fits-all solution.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 159 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens

Submitter: 045,046,110

Comment: HUD should remove the requirement for additional review of a state licensed architect
or engineer’s alternativefoundation design by the manufactureand its DAPIA. See
§3285.2 (c)(ii).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 160 - FR6075-N-01 - Soil

Submitter: 041,110

Comment: Ground Moisture Control §3285.204 - Seems redundant due to high quality vapor
barrier applied to the home’s underbelly. Adds $225 - $350 per home. Itgets torn up if
laid down before the home is moved on, home owners and subcontractors tend to
move it around whileinstalling cableTV, telephone etc. Often anadditional tripis
required to spread it back out to the edges to pass the required Form 309 inspection. If
block or brick perimeter foundation walls areutilized, the ground plasticwill not extend
beyond the foundation. Exposed ground plasticwillnotremainin placelong-term.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 161 - FR6075-N-01 — Installation systems

Submitter:

041, 057, 059,064, 089,057,093,094, 097,109,114, 119,120,131, 133,144, 145, 148,
149,150,152, 153, 155,156

Comment:

HUD lacks clear evidencethatinstallation systems arefailing. HUD is limiting states’
ability to administer their own installation programs. States should be permitted to
establish and enforcetheir own installation programs (includingregulationsand
acceptablealternativedesigns), based on acceptable engineering practices. HUD’s one-
size-fits-all approachisinappropriate (e.g., unnecessary, burdensome, beyond HUD's
authority under HUD Code, or have nothing to do with structure of home) and should be
stopped.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 162 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens

Submitter: 031
Comment: The requirement to have poured footers up to 42 inches make it more expensive.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 163 — FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens

Submitter: 155

Comment: HUD should reverse its MH foundation regulations, because consumers take on extra
debt to pay for foundation requirements arbitrarily mandated by HUD.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 164 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens
Submitter: 155
Comment: HUD should reverse its MH foundation regulations because they force mobile home

parkand land owners to install unnecessary and useless permanentfoundations on
rented land for temporary structures. These foundations delayinstallation for the
consumer and become useless toany new, incoming MHs.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 165 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens

Submitter: 051, 155

Comment: HUD’s mandate that new MHs have 20-40 24-in concrete piers per home costs
purchasers $6k-$20k (or 20-30%) more than the costof the home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 166 — FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens
Submitter: 155
Comment: MHs are temporary and have been without piers for decades until HUD decided to

increaseits regulatory footprint.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 167 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens
Submitter: 155
Comment: Customers, retailers, landowners,and manufacturers agree that there’s no proof piers

offer better support than industry-mandated guidelines from previous decades.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 168 — FR6075-N-01 — Foundation Burdens

Submitter: 155

Comment: Foundation requirements incentivize customers to keep old homes instead of getting
new ones, because installation of new ones is too expensive.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 169 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free
Submitter: 018,079,151
Comment: Satisfyingthe requirements of "frostfree" manufactured homes is costly for customers

without sufficientevidence of benefit.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses

Recommendation: thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 —-TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.
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DRC 170- FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter:

045,046,062 142,143,151

Comment:

The frost-free (or frost-proof) footing requirements are ridiculous/onerous if placing a
home ina manufactured housing community. Commenter 062 is State of Vermont
Department of Housingand Community Development, and their comment is based on
input from manufactured housingretailers andinstallers in Vermont. They reiterated
that the regulationis unnecessaryanditimposes costs that exceeds benefits.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 171 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 064, 150
Comment: HUD’s on again/offagain approval of frost-free foundations should ceaseimmediately.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 172 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 064, 150

Comment: HUD should, inthe caseof frost-free footing, return to the tenets of effective
foundation design, a.k.a., “Alternative Shallow Frost Protected Foundation Design for
Manufactured Homes,” per Paul W.Hayman, MS, PE, of Hayman Engineering, Inc.,
under guidance of Systems Building Research Alliance (SBRA), as once approved by HUD.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue
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MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 — Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 173 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 138

Comment: Frost Free Foundation Systems Compliancewith HUD Code: as with the overall
installation program, focus should be on compliance with the standards as laid outin 24
CFR 3285 and 86. SAAs and PlAs should be aware of the requirements around, for
example, soil testing, and water drainage, as well as the foundation systems that meet
the HUD standards.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 — TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 174 - FR6075-N-01 - Frost-free

Submitter:

129

Comment:

This proposed rulemaking treads on the regulatory activities and authority given to state
installation programs in 3285.301 (d) Alternative foundations systems or designs are
permitted. Even more concerning, there was no clear evidence that the current
foundations in freezing temperatures being utilized were failing. In HUD’s own words
the notice states that, “Frost-protected shallowfoundations have been successfully
used both domesticallyandinternationallyinresidentialand commercial applications
for over 50 years as a means to avoid deeper and more costly foundations systems.”
This is truly unnecessaryand overreach into HUD approved state installation programs
which will end up costingtaxpayers and manufactured homebuyers more money than
necessary by HUD duplicatingwhatstates are already doing. States are capable of
evaluatingfoundations systems based on the criteria provided in the Manufactured
Home Installation Program Final Rule.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 175 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter:

121

Comment:

HUD and its contractors havereported numerous failures of installed foundations for
manufactured homes, justifyinga rigorous, though cooperativeapproach to the issue.
HUD should not prescribea specific foundation system,and reviewing successful frost-
free designs in colder climates would benefit the field. HUD should continueits process
on the development of the Interpretive Bulletin (IB), butit should proceed cautiously,
with safety and soundness of foundations as its primary concerns.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019—Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 176 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter:

097

Comment:

Re: HUD's enforcement of the foundation requirements in northern climates, HUD's
assumptions and the requirements implemented in this area are not supported by
scientific data. HUD has refused to consider legitimate scientific studies that conclude
that frost-heave ISNOT anissuein some northern climates and continues to mandate
extremely costly foundation designs that DO NOTHING except add costs that the
consumer is forced to bear.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

Action Item 9 addresses this issue.
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Cost Impact

Explanation:
Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 177 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter: 095

Comment: HUD should not remove safety regulations forinstallation of mobile or manufactured
homes whether inanarea with ground freezing or not. The current regulations were
developed over decades based upon experience. Contractors need to have guidelines.
Homeowners need to be ableto trust that their home will be a safeplacefor
themselves andtheir families tolivein after installation.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 —Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 178 - FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free

Submitter:

131

Comment:

Commenter strongly objects to the proposed Interpretive Bulletin (1B), which limits
much of the discretion afforded to the industryin 24 CFR Part3285 and prohibits the
use of existing engineer-approved, state-approved systems without providingany
evidence of performance issues or problems with such time-tested construction
practices. Instates like Maine, Wisconsin,and New York, approved installation practices
have been administered for years at the state level and have no instances offailures.
The recent “polar vortex” winters, with no resultinginstances of installation failures,
demonstrates that this processis working.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)
MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
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DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 179 — FR6075-N-01 — Frost-free
Submitter: 131
Comment: While HUD should ensurethat homes infreezing climates areinstalled safelyand

securely, the proposed IB is notthe appropriateapproachtoachievingthis objective.

Despite incorporating some of the recommendations by the Manufactured Housing
Consensus Committee (MHCC), the IBstill creates regulatory conflictand uncertainty,
andrestricts or limits operations currently provided for inthe HUD Code. The IB lacks
clarity and creates conflict with statute, as evidenced by the title alone, whichincludes
both the words “model” and “requirements.” Itis notappropriateorinlinewith statute
for HUD to limitacceptableengineering practices or fundamentally alter the discretion
provided for inthe HUD Code. States with approved programs should be permitted to
establish and enforceregulations and determine acceptablealternativedesigns. HUD
should withdraw the proposed IBand focus on highlighting performance-based best
practices.

The proposed IBunnecessarily places limits on the flexibility of professional engineers
and architects that have experience designing systems based on knowledge of local site
conditions. For example, there aremany methods for assessingsoil frost-susceptibility
andsubsurfacedrainage conditions. When designing systems, engineers and architects
should continueto have the flexibility with their approach to determine soil typeand
frostheave susceptibility, including the ability to rely not only on soil tests, but soil
records,and soil classifications and bearing capacities, as is provided forin 24 CFR
3285.202(b)and 3285.312(b)(1).

Whilethe IBincludes requests for verifiablestrategies thathave been effective and
successfully usedin other states, the final IBmust not insiston adherence to the
American Society of Civil Engineers’ “Design and Construction of Frost Protected Shallow
Foundations” (ASCE 32-01), because that would limitother acceptable engineering
practices and fundamentally alter the discretion provided for in the HUD Code. States
with approved programs should be permitted to establish and enforceregulations and
determine acceptablealternativedesigns, as they do today.

To ensure compliancewith 24 CFR Part3285, HUD should focus on encouragingbest
practices, whileallowingfor designinnovation and theintegration of more efficient,
modern, and cost-effective buildingand design technologies.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee Technical Systems Subcommittee Recommendation to MHCC: Action Item 9 addresses
Recommendation: thisissue

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Action Item 9 addresses this issue.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD
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DRC History:

6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot
VII.

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.
4-30-2019 - TSSC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.
9-12-18 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Technical Systems Subcommittee.

DRC 180 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Code

Submitter: 126

Comment: HUD should focus on strengthening its installation programbyincorporating updates to
the Permanent Foundations Guide for Manufactured Housinginto the HUD code.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 181 - FR6075-N-01 - Sail

Submitter:

155

Comment:

HUD’s regulations do not accountfor soil issues, e.g., local soil conditions. HUD
installation requires thatinstallation sites be “builtup” by the installer, causingthe soil
to be soft on top and extreme settling underneath the home. Required installation ofa
“vapor barrier” of plastic to be put under the home justbefore the home arrives creates
logistical problems and causes water to be trapped under the home, causing problems
for the soil.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 182 - FR6075-N-01 - Soil

Submitter:

116

Comment:

There is animportant note that restricts the use of the Hayman design to sites on non-
frost-susceptiblesoil—this isdefined and addressed in the 1B. [Commenter 116 goes
into greater detail re: frost-free soil issues.] Given these facts andthat the IBis nota
new regulationitshould move forward. Clarifyingalternative foundations thatdo meet
existing code and those that do not itshould be a focus of the industrysinceitwill
reduce costandimprove durability and safety. HUD should also continueto encourage
the industry to innovate other foundation systems that meet the code at a lower cost.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 183 - FR6075-N-01 — Foundations

Submitter: 017

Comment: HUD should repeal the requirement that manufactured home could have never been
placed at another location (ifa home has a HUD approved foundation and meets the
other criteria, then there should not be anyrestriction to move the home to another
location).

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Structure and Design Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 184 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 025

Comment: More affordable manufactured housingis needed in Lehigh Valley, PA. The waitinglist
for HUD is 3 years.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 185 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter:

145,148,155

Comment:

Many people rely on MH as animportant sourceof safe, affordable housing, e.g.,
families who do not receive housingsubsidies, young married people, retired people,
seniors.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 186 — FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter:

129

Comment:

Kansasisaveryrural statewith a population of justover 2.9 million;the state median
household income is $41,371, which significantly lags behind the national median
income by $12,000; consequently, reasonably priced housingisimportantto all
Kansans.There are currently over 60,000 manufactured homes inthe state, spread over
81,000 squaremiles.KS has one manufactured housingfacility leftin state, andit
employs 100+ Kansans. The Skyline plantbuilds both manufactured housingand
modular housing and they ships their homes to nineother states. MH remains the only
form of safe, unsubsidized, affordablehousingavailablein Kansasand for every
additional $1000increasein cost, over 2,200 Kansans are priced out of purchasinga
home.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 187 — FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 152

Comment: OK has over 161,082 MHs, 9% of all housing units. There are 96, 872 homes on real
property, whichrepresents 61% of all MHs nationwide.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 188 — FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 137
Comment: SC has the highest ratio of MHs of any state inthe country—1-in-5homes are MHs.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 189 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 156

Comment: MH is importanthousingsourceacross US, especiallyin AZ, due to rising housing/rental
costs.AZ has more than 300,000 MH residences, mostly in suburbanandrural areas.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 190 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter:

127

Comment:

Accordingto US Census, MH was 1 out of every 5 new home starts in MS. MH continues
to grow in MS with anincreaseof shipment of homes by 12% in 2017 from the previous
year. Families chooseour homes because they canbuy a larger home to meet their
family’s needs for a much less cost.In MS, MH can be builtfor an estimated $50 per
squarefoot compared to $80-$100 a squarefoot for site built homes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 191 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 123

Comment: MHs playanimportant rolein meeting the nation’s affordable housing needs and
providing shelter following natural disasters and other catastrophic events.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 192 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 135
Comment: MH has undergone significantimprovements in quality and production times.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 193 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 145, 156
Comment: MH is much less expensive on average than site-builthousing.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 194 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter:

127

Comment:

MH provide many elderly citizens to continue independent living by purchasinga
smaller MH and placingitnear their family’s home, whichis much affordablethan much
assisted living.

6/14/2019

189 Home Innovation Research Labs



Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 195 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 122

Comment: HUD should reduce budgets and use a few million dollarsto providea 5-year program to
educate media, local, stateand federal officials, educators, and others about the facts
and proper terminology related to manufactured housing. Doingso would save HUD

billions,soitis aninvestment that would pay for itself. Given years of regulatory
overreach andfailureto enforce preemption and the MHIA 2000, itis onlyrightto
rebalancethe scales and makesuch aninvestment.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 196 — FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance

Submitter: 122

Comment: Significantparts of the answer to solvingthe affordable housingcrisis —using private
capital thatemploy HUD Code manufactured housing - lies with HUD.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 197 - FR6075-N-01 — MH Significance
Submitter: | 149
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Comment: Many MH consumers are working American families who tend to have moderate
incomes, liveinrural areas, and cannotafford the cost of traditional onsite construction
housing.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 198 — FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter: 123

Comment: HUD should maintain a balanceand continueto facilitate consumer choice by ensuring
anyregulatory reform efforts do not favor manufactured homes over other types of
residences, leadingto consumer confusion and unfair competition in the marketplace.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 199 — FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter: 020, 036,135

Comment: HUD’s review is consistentwith EOs 13771 and 13777, as well as efforts of the
regulatory taskforce.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 200 - FR6075-N-01 — Review
Submitter: | 042,131,135

6/14/2019 191 Home Innovation Research Labs



Comment:

HUD’s review has the potential to ensure more Americans have access toa fairand
efficient market that fosters the provision of affordable, high-quality manufactured
housing, which enables first-time homebuyers, families, and retirees —often but not
exclusivelyinruralareas—to obtain low-costhousingthatis often cheaper thanrenting
or purchasinga site-builthome.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 201 - FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter:

047,052,053 103

Comment:

HUD should take a holistic approach to not onlyits ruleand program review, but how to
best promote and support manufactured housingas a viableand valuablehome choice
option. HUD should pursuepolicy goals to streamlineregulatory hurdles, such as
differinginstallation standards fromthe Model Installation Programto that of FHA
programs.HUD shouldtake an aggressivestanceto preserve the home choicerights of
Americans who would likethe option to consider a manufactured home.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 202 - FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter: 103

Comment: HUD should create a regulatory framework that encourages innovativeideas, new
designs,and greater functionality as well as aesthetic home options will lead to greater
homeowner satisfaction,and advancethe public’s understandingand perception of
today’s modern manufactured homes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:
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Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 203 — FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter: 134

Comment: Hopefully, this regulatory review will serveas a starting pointfor HUD to reexamine the
program andrecreate anatmosphere of communication and cooperation with all
segments of the industry—encouraginginnovationandresultingin high-quality and
most-affordable housing product for working families nationwide.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 204 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter:

070

Comment:

The State of Nebraska is consideringto no longer participateinthe HUD programdue to
increased regulation within the program and a significantreductionin manufactured
home production within the State of Nebraska.Increasingregulation fromfederal level
is makingitcost-prohibitive for Nebraska to stayinthe program, and pushingthe
industry toward private companies. The followingfactors areaffecting Nebraska’s
continued participationin the Federal Manufactured Home Program:

e Enhanced Factory Certification and On-going Inspection Monitoring
Requirement (established by HUD without public notice,comment and
rulemaking) Part3282 Subpart H

e  Monthly Monitoring Requirements

e Outdated National Electric Code( NEC)- Part3280.801(b)

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 205 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter:

131

Comment:

HUD’s regulatory decisions havestrayed from their statutory purposes as set forth in
the National Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 and
updated by the Manufactured Home Improvements Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 5401).
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 206 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter:

053,134

Comment:

The statutory language of the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act of 2000 was
intended to ensure HUD focused on role to “facilitatethe availability of affordable
Manufactured homes and to increase homeownership for all Americans.”
Unfortunately, for nearly 20 years sincethe lawwas enacted, HUD has violated the
MHIA—by ignoringlegitimaterecommendations of the MHCC for regulatory updates; by
refusing to update outdated policies orinterpretations of the regulations;and by
stonewalling proposals which would havefostered growth and encouraged innovation
inthe industry. Instead, HUD has suppressedinnovation, expandingits authority (and
that of its contractors)into areas which areclearly the responsibility of the state; and
reducingthe Federal superintendence of the program through interpretations by staff
that are clearly shortof Congress’s intent in the statute.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 207 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter:

134

Comment:

HUD’s proposed actions —specifically theinterpretive bulletin oninstallation of homes
inareas subjectto freezing climates;and changes proposed to the on-site
completion/alternative construction approval process —havegenerally been excessive
andarbitrary.They appear to have bee: offered without substantial need or merit;
based on limited research; and offered without regard to the cost-benefit relationship
for potential homebuyers. Commenter concurred with comments offered by MHARR
and MHI.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:
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MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 208 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter: 142,143

Comment: The regulatory climateis a factorina huge downturn in the MH industry, particularlyin
the past5-6 years [commenters provided data on Nebraska market].

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 209 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter: 135

Comment: Several relevantHUD requirements are outdated, have increased compliancecosts,and
have created unnecessary burdens for lenders, suppliers,and builders. These issues
have led to additional costs being passed onto consumers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 210 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter: 041, 045,046

Comment: The requirement to submit HUD-305, HUD-306, and HUD- 309 each time an
owner/developer purchases,installsandrents orsells a manufactured home is onerous.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:
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Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 211 - FR6075-N-01 — Review

Submitter: 058,142,143

Comment: The three mainareas of regulation that need to be examined arethe installation
standards, the disputeresolution program, and the consensus committee.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 212 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach and Guidance

Submitter:

057,074,075 089,093, 094,097, 107,111,118, 020, 120,127, 133,136, 137, 144,145,
147,148,149,152, 153,155, 156

Comment:

Recent HUD actions haveexpanded regulatory programs without evidence of necessity,
with no clear benefit to consumers,and with no consideration of costby, e.g., intruding
into state functions, reinterpreting regulations to detriment of long-standingand
accepted building practices,and unnecessarily limiting consumer choiceand innovation,
increasingcosts,and limitingaccessto affordable housing.

HUD should ceaseissuing controversial guidanceletters whichincreaseregulations
without goingthrough rule make process:

HUD’s “guidance” letters and memorandums, which have operated to change or add
regulations, circumventthe rule making process and a more fully-informed process for
regulation. (Commenter 111 describes examples:carports and awnings, foundation
designs for homes placed in freezing climates, on-site construction.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 213 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter:

127

Comment:

More families would bechoosing MH if some of the burdensome and unnecessary
regulations whichincreasethecost were addressed.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 214 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter: 155

Comment: Cost of a new single-wide MH has increased from $35k to $60+in 3 years due mainly to
HUD regulatory setup andinspection requirements that do not affect the livability or
structural integrity of the home.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 215 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Overreach

Submitter: 155

Comment: HUD creates new MH rules without considering effect on industry. The rules confuse
contracted administratorsand leavethem without answers (e.g., they cannotgive good
answers to customers who want to install full foundational concreteslabs instead of
partial minimumstandard piers.)

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 216 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter:

155

Comment:

HUD MH regs arecostly to the consumer and the taxpayer —the consumer has to pay
needless installation costs, and the taxpayer has to pay HUD to hireindependent
administrators.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 217 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter: 155,020

Comment: HUD’s MH regs deny low- and middle-class peoplea chanceto own their own homes
due to substantial increased costs.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 218 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Burdens

Submitter: 151

Comment: The regulatoryclimateis a vital factorina huge downturn inthe manufactured home
industry.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 219 - FR6075-N-01 — Guidance

Submitter: 067

Comment: HUD should withdraw or amend certain “field guidance” memoranda issued without
MHCC consideration or other due process. (Commenter lists examples.)

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 220 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter: 002

Comment: HUD shouldincreasePark RV models from 325 sq ft to 538 sq ft, and should allowthem
to usefor residential use. The loftarea or exterior porches should not be includedinthe
squarefootage calculation.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 221 - FR6075-N-01— RV Rule

Submitter: 040

Comment: Having separate regulations for RV is an excellent idea. Regulations regarding RVs
should now be more concerned with safety and improving roadworthy operation.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 222 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter:

087

Comment:

HUD’s October 2014 Program Memorandum regarding RVs unnecessarily created a
crisisfor campgrounds, RV owners, and manufacturers. The memorandum reversed an
interpretation these industries had relied upon for 15 years and, in the process, changed
the definitions of a "house" and a "vehicle." As a result of the HUD memo, thousands of
vehicles builtinrelianceon HUD's earlier guidancefaced reclassification and a host of
state and local regulatory requirements that apply to "houses." The Memo was
reversed/withdrawn with the RV proposed rule.

6/14/2019

199 Home Innovation Research Labs




Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 223 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter:

067,087,102,109, 113,128

Comment:

HUD shouldfinalizeits RV rule. HUD should not regulate RVs. InRV rule, HUD should
clarifythat OMH lacks authority over RV use. HUD should remove the phrase “vehicular
structure” and substitute “vehicle” in the final regulation’s definition of a “recreational
vehicle.” The final ruleshouldincorporate broader reference to NFPA 1192 and ANSI
A119.5 standards to acknowledge certainty of future updates. The Proposed Rule’s
added requirement that an ANSI A119.5-15 certified RV (a park model RV) containa
notice prominently displayed in the kitchen until completion of the saleis unnecessary.
This disclosureis already implemented by industry. Moreover, the notice requirement
was not inthe MHCC recommendation.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 224 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter: 069

Comment: The final RV rule should clarify that HUD’s OMH does not have authority over
the use of RVs.
HUD should remove the phrase “vehicularstructure” and substitute “vehicle” in
the final regulation’s definition of a “recreational vehicle.”
The final rule should incorporate broaderreference to NFPA 1192 and ANSI
A119.5 standards to acknowledge certainty of future updates.
The Proposed Rule’s added requirement thatan ANSI A119.5-15 certified RV (a
park model RV) contain a notice prominently displayedin the kitchen until
completion of the sale is unnecessary. This disclosure is already implemented by
industry. Moreover, the notice requirement was notin the MHCC
recommendation.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 225 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter:

087,102,109, 113,128

Comment:

HUD’s 2016 proposed rule to redefine RVs usingthe MHCC recommendation provides
for asimple, clear,and necessary distinction between MH and RVs. RVs are not housing.
They are not housing; they arefamily campingvehicles. The fundamental difference
between MH and RVs was, is,and always will betheir designintent
(recreational/camping/travel/seasonal usev. permanent dwellings). They do sharea
common ancestor in the mobile home/house trailer, but both industries have evolved
alongdifferent trajectories. It would be inconsistentto regulate RVs as housing when all
50 states and DOT regulate them as vehicles, they are distributed through vehicle
dealers,andlicensed by state DMVs similarto auto dealers.RV industry operates on
similar models to motor vehicleindustryinterms of franchiselaws, F&I regulations,
financeforms and sources and practices, licensing, titling, and taxing (e.g., they have
state-issued license plates). Recently, CFPB’s Home Mortgage Disclosure Rule excluded
RVs from the definition of Dwelling.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 226 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter:

128

Comment:

RVs should be builtto DOT and ANSI/NFPA consensus standards. RVs include both
motorized units (motorhomes) and travel trailers pulled behind a tow vehicle(travel
trailers and 5t wheels, park models, and slide-in campers).RVs arealready subjectto
extensive regulation by DOT as well as state motor vehicleand taxingauthorities. For
RVs, the NHTSA has primary authority over regulating safety codes for most RVs inits
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (FMVSS). Along with NHTSA’s FMVSS, the design
standards for RVs builtand certifiedin accordance with NFPA 1192-15 or ANSI A119.15
are appropriateforthe RV industry.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:
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MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 227 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule and Standards

Submitter: 087,109,128

Comment: HUD should not include specific editions of standards inits RVregulation, becauseit
would take a separaterulemakingto update them when standards-settingorgs, e.g.,
NFPA and ANSI, update their standards every third year.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 228 - FR6075-N-01 — RV Rule

Submitter: 087,109,128

Comment: RV rulequestion 3is inappropriatein this rulemaking, and HUD should not exerciseany
authority over Fifth Wheel RVs, which are vehicles, not housing, and they never meet
the statutory definition of MH. HUD should make itclearthatit has noauthorityto
regulate 5" wheels.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 229 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

030

Comment:

An effective change in manufactured home financing would be the availability of
'rehabilitation/fixup'loans. There is an aging stock of manufactured homes that require
significantworkin order to qualify for financing. There is no program to bridgethe gap
between 'As Is'and'As Will Be'as there is for sitebuilthomes. The absence of that type
of loan makes many properties unsaleableexcept at severely discounted prices to
investor type buyers. The absence of that type of loan programexcludes most of the
homeowner market from competing.

Statutory:

No
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Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 230 - FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter: 135

Comment: HUD should eliminatethe FHA/Single Family Title Il mortgage one-time move restriction
andreplaceit with a requirement for an engineer’s foundation and structural inspection
following a move. This would provideaccess to existing MHs that borrowers cannot
currently purchasethrough FHA loans.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 231 - FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter: 019,026

Comment: HUD needs to allowa broader range of financingonsinglewide homes. Lenders
typicallydonotallowanyrefinancingon a singlewide home. This is burdensome for
low-income individuals.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 232 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 135

Comment: HUD should eliminatethe tiered pricingstructureand allow lenders greater flexibility
with respect to the Mortgage Charge Rate. The current ruledisincentivizes lenders from
originating smaller-balanceloans. An average sales price of a manufactured home is
currently $70,600, with single-section homes averaging $46,700 and multi-section
homes averaging $89,500. The relativelylowbalances on these loans are often
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inadequate to support reliable production given the relatively high fixed origination
costs for lenders, which now average over $8,000 per loan (acrossalltypes of loans).

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 233 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 135

Comment: HUD should requireall MH home titleevidence to be completed at closingand make
that process a condition of closingsothatitis completed properlyat that time.
[Commenter explains requirement underlyingthis recommendation.]

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 234 - FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter: 019

Comment: HUD needs to allowfinancingonsinglewidehomes. No financingcompanyallows
refinancingonsinglewide homes. This limits opportunity for low-income individuals to
lower monthly payments, and results in foreclosure.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 235 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

096

Comment:

WhileFannieMae and Freddie Mac do make conventional loans on manufactured
housing, findinga lender to do so can be a challenge. Lenders areoften resistantto
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prove financing for manufactured homes because manufactured housingstandards are
not as stringentas those for site-builthomes. The same applies to the insurability of
manufactured homes; they are often perceived as a higher risk compared to site-built
homes. Lenders andinsurance providers discriminateagainstmanufactured
homeowners; deregulation of manufactured home construction and safety standards
will amplify thesediscriminatory practices, makingitmore difficultfor lowand
moderate-income families to afford housing.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 236 — FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter: 086

Comment: HUD should reform the way MH is appraised. Today's HUD code manufactured homes
should appraisebysquarefoot relativeto the housing market. They are builtas well or
better than many stick builthomes and should not suffer from the anecdotal stigma
attached to affordablehousingandthosewho choose to liveinit.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 237 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 016

Comment: HUD should relax the age requirement of FHA loans by allowing older mobile homes to
obtainfinancing. HUD did a cut off for financingatJune of 1976.There are older mobiles
homes thatareingreat condition,and should not be ineligible for FHA loans as itlimits
options for buyers and sellers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
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DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 238 — FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

116

Comment:

Cross involvement with the FHA and VA to make a unified installation programtogain
better access to better loan products for manufactured home purchasers. If the
installation of the home is held to a better standard and fullyinspected to the Federal
construction andinstallation requirements then Federal supported lendinginstallations
should open more and cheaper lending option to Manufactured home buyers which will
increaseaffordability. The test UDSA Rural Loan program has made a HUD 309
inspection partof the new home loan program. FHA should also havethe sametype of
program this would greatly improve affordability. This could also be done with land
lease communities under existingprograms with justa littlechangeto the normal land
leases and this too would improve affordability.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 239 - FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter:

121

Comment:

HUD should ensure consistentstandards across the United States to encourage wider
acceptanceof manufactured homes by consumers, local land use officials, lenders and
secondary market participants. For example, Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac and the USDA
are workingto expand their loan products for manufactured homebuyers. HUD should
not simply devolve oversightto industry, a practicethat would jeopardize progressin
home loanaccess.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 240 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

122

Comment:

HUD must begin thinkingabout how the underutilization ofthe FHA Titlel and Title Il
programs is harmingthe industry. Making changes could address many of the issues
that ‘other forces’ —insideand outside of the federal government - have sadlyusedto
marginalize the Duty to Serve (DTS) process.
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e The combination of regulations,

e Unnecessarily constricted capital and credit,

e Berkshire Hathaway ‘moat’ and ‘anti-competition’ —with allegationsand documents,
as reported,

e failuretoaddress misconceptions,

e improper Census Bureau census data, that lump manufactured housingin with pre-
HUD Code mobilehomes,

¢ all of these are items that HUD has an ability toinfluencewithout legislation being
needed.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 241 - FR6075-N-01 — Financing

Submitter: 135

Comment: HUD should streamlinethe process by which the engineer’s certificationisobtained,
thereby reducing costs for lenders and consumers. The cost associated with obtaining
the engineer’s certificationis higher than necessary due to lack of efficiencyand
harmonization across markets. Various rules and requirements (e.g., certification canbe
required at underwriter’s discretion, when called for by the appraiser, or when
appraiser notes additions or alterations to the unit and the state does not employ
inspectors;installer mustfollowapproved mfr installation instructions for items covered
by Model Standards, unless variations madeto the instructions [commenter gives
examples], and even inthoseinstances,aninstaller mustfirstattempt to obtain
alternate Design Approval Primary Inspection Agency (DAPIA)- approved designs from
mfr or use alternate design prepared and certified by a mfr-approved professional
engineer or architect; [commenter lists other examples].

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:
MHCC Action:
MHCC Reason:
Cost Impact
Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 242 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 138

Comment: With the growth in housingcosts,combined with the recent implementation of the
Enterprises’ Duty to Serve plans, which will expand financing options through pilot
chattel programs andincreased purchaseofreal estate-titled manufactured home
loans, the industryis poised to offer millions of more families the opportunityto own a
safeand durablehome.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 243 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 012,035

Comment: Banks are unwillingto lend money to owners of manufactured homes. Owners of
manufactured homes cannoteven seek alineof credit.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 244 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter: 004,011

Comment: Mortgage financing for manufactured homes should be put more on an equal playing
field to stick builthomes.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 245 - FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

103,134

Comment:

HUD/state authority over installation should be recognized throughout the Department
(FHA Title I and Title I1). HUD should advocatefor the acceptance of homes installed to
the Model Installation Standards or thosestandards promulgated and enforced by
states with approved state plans in mortgage programs offered throughout the
Department and other government-sponsored enterprises (Fannie, Freddie, Ginnie, VA,
USDA).
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 246 — FR6075-N-01 - Financing

Submitter:

131

Comment:

HUD should review its FHA financing programs for consumers seekingto achieve
homeownership by purchasinga manufactured home. Closeto 70 percent of
manufactured housingis financed as chattel, or home only loans. These homes tend to
be sited on land that is already owned by the borrower or a family member, orinland
leasecommunities. Yet, chattel home financingoptions arelimited. Lenders tend to
keep loans on portfolio, as there is nosecondary market and no meaningful government
backed mortgage insuranceprogram.iInfact, accordingto HUD data,in 2014, FHA
endorsed only $24 millionin Titlel manufactured home loans. Accordingto Ginnie Mae,
there are only 3,900 active manufactured housing chattel loans in Ginniepools.As a
result, because lenders retain all the risk, interest rates tend to be higher than for real
estate sited homes that have the benefit of a secondary market. HUD should changethe
FHA Handbook as well as other broader policy changes, which, ifimplemented, will
improve the accessibility of the FHA Title | and Titlell programs and make it a more
viableoption for lenders and borrowers. (Commenter describes examples of such
changes: Modify Origination Fee Structure; Improve the Chattel Appraisal Process;
Adjust Titlel Manufactured Loan Limits for Inflation; Reduce Annual and Upfront Loan
Insurance Premiums for Titlel; Foundation Requirements Should be Consistentwith
Installation Standards; Definitions of “Existing Manufactured Home” and “New
Manufactured Home” should be consistent with regulatory definitions used in the HUD
Manufactured Housing Programs (24 CFR Parts 3280,3282,3285,and 3286); Require
HUD Installation StandardsacrossTitlel and Title |l Manufactured Homes; Direct
Endorsement for Titlel Chattel Lenders).

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 247 — FR6075-N-01 — Formaldehyde

Submitter:

052,053,067,103,131,134

Comment:

The Important Health Notice (Formaldehyde Warning) requirements should be
eliminated or substantially updated to reflect compliance with emissions ina more-
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positive statement. With the Formaldehyde Emission Standards for Composite Wood
Products Act of 2010 and resulting Environmental Protection Agency 2017 rules on
formaldehyde emissions fromcertain wood products produced domestically or
imported into the United States, the current disclosurerequirementsin 24 CFR
3280.309 areobsolete and outdated. The compositewood standards thatapplyto all
manufacturers who utilize composite wood inthe U.S. are sufficientand should be
evenly applied without the need foradditional and outdated disclosures.The health
notice requirement imposes an unwarranted, unjustified and discriminatory burden on
MH.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

This issuewill beresolved by HUD’s Proposed Rule. MHCC supports the removal of the
Health Notice on Formaldehyde in3280.309.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 248 — FR6075-N-01 — Formaldehyde

Submitter: 131

Comment: The HUD Code needs to be updated, as required by law, to reflect the new emissions
limits and definitions of the final EPA formaldehyde standards rule.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

This issuewill beresolved by HUD’s Proposed Rule. MHCC supports the removal of the
Health Notice on Formaldehyde in3280.309.log

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 6-14-2019 - Final Action from April 30 — May 2, 2019 meeting confirmed by MHCC Ballot

VII.
5-2-2019 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered —No Further Action Required.

DRC 249 - FR6075-N-01 — Dispute Resolution

Submitter: 054,058,142, 143

Comment: The dispute resolution programis regulation overkill. The commenters’ state agency has
not hada complaintin5 years.The costs of the program (e.g., from HUD’s budget)
should be assessed as compared with the benefits —it can’t be a good cost-benefit ratio.
Only 9 complaints were handled by the programin 2017,and all were handled before
they got to the program, andthat was justinthe 14 states that lacka state complaint
program.

Statutory: No
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Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 250 - FR6075-N-01 — Dispute Resolution

Submitter: 121

Comment: The dispute resolution program, though small, serves animportantpurposeinensuring
consumer satisfactionin 26 states (and D.C.). It has addressed complaints ranging from
heating and coolingissues to concerns aboutthe building envelop. The process has
mediated complaints,andis animportantresourcefor consumers,advocates,
government and industry.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 251 - FR6075-N-01 — Dispute Resolution

Submitter: 151

Comment: HUD should ook at the costs and benefits of the disputeresolution program. Has it
been used? How much money is beingspent on it? This commenter’s state agency has
not had a complaintin5 years.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 252 — FR6075-N-01 — Dispute Resolution

Submitter:

052,053,150, 064,

Comment:

The dispute resolution program (whichis statutory, not regulatory) has been a waste of

time and taxpayer money sinceits inception, due to minimal filing of disputeissues.
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Today’s manufactured homes are generally superiorin construction quality than
forebear “trailers” of the 1960s and “mobilehomes” of the 1970s.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 253 — FR6075-N-01 — Dispute Resolution

Submitter: 131

Comment: Non-use of the costly DRP demonstrates that the manufactured housingindustryis
clearly providinga quality productto consumers and has an excellent track record of
resolving complaints. Given thatthis is an expensive process without any real valueor
consumer benefit, taxpayer dollars would be better utilized elsewhere, such as ensuring
the HUD Code is updated much more frequently.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from Regulatory Enforcement Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 254 - FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Administration

Submitter:

131

Comment:

Some of the MH regulatory problems are the resultof the manufactured housing
program’s low priority placement within the Department’s organizational hierarchy. The
Office of Manufactured Housing Programs (OMHP) is not well positioned within HUD to
ensure that manufactured housingis atthe center of policy discussionssurroundingthe
Department’s affordablehousing mission. Becauseitis buried deep within HUD’s
bureaucracy, when discussionsare held regarding the shortage of affordablehousing,
the important role of manufactured housingis often not a part of the conversation.
Because manufactured housing provides unsubsidized, safeand affordablehousingto
low- and moderate-income people, the regulation of manufactured housing within HUD
should be elevated from its current location within the Department so thatitis on par
with other forms of housing.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:
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MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 255 - FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Administration

Submitter:

138

Comment:

Leadership of the Office of Manufactured Housing Programs should notbe politicized.
OMHP should be lead objectively, with deep appreciation of the vital rolethat
manufactured housingplays in providing safeand affordable homes to low-and
moderate-income families. Regulatory review poses a critical testfor OMHP and HUD --
whether it can effectively balancethe calls for regulatory expediency with the purposes
of the NMHCSS which protect the hardworking families who livein manufactured
homes, and the communities that rely on manufactured homes for safe, affordableand
stablehousing.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 256 — FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Administration

Submitter: 067, 107

Comment: HUD should fundamentally modify the program monitoring contract and monitoring
contractprocess.OMH career staff and contractors have needlessly expanded
regulation andthe scope of their authority, increasingthecost of the program and
benefiting the incumbent 40+-year contractor, to the detriment of would-be
homebuyers.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 257 — FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Administration

Submitter:

064, 150

Comment:

HUD should reform contractingrequirements. Pricingand competition can be improved,
and HUD’s present code enforcement contractor has been in placefor more than 40
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years.HUD not openly soliciting proposals from competing contractors is a potential or
blatantwaste of taxpayer money.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 258 — FR6075-N-01 — OMHP Administration

Submitter:

064, 150

Comment:

HUD should appointa new, non-career administrator over the MH program. This person
should be a business person witha mandate to reduce the costof MH to prospective
homebuyer/site lessees (i.e., homebuyers purchasing MHs to be installed or thatare
alreadysited on rental homesites within one of 50k+land lease communities
nationwide) and homebuyers preferringscattered buildingsiteinstallation.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 259 — FR6075-N-01 — MHIA Implementation

Submitter: 064, 150

Comment: HUD should press for full implementation of the Manufactured Housing Improvement
Act of 2000. 1t is hard to believe HUD let this forward-looking legislation-cum-regulation
languish for 18 years in the faceof increasing publicclamor for more affordable housing.
HUD should reposition MH alongside subsidized housingas an answer to this clamor.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 260 - FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter:

131

Comment:

Recent actions by HUD arean effort to usurp state and local authoritysoitcanregulate
the installation of manufactured homes at the federal level. HUD should review its
approachto installations and consider the motives behind recommendations from
contractors that will make more money if they cause more complianceand regulation
burdens for the industry. HUD should respect currently approved state programs that
have engineering and proven performance behind their installation designs.
(Commenter describes inspectors’ meeting, noting that duringthe meeting, the contrast
between the HUD-Administered installation programand stateadministered installation
programs was quite pronounced.) HUD’s contractor claimed that 98 percent of the
homes that were inspected inthe prior year required corrections, such as home siting
andfoundation issues,inadequate crawl spaceventilation, and lack of reporting, his
review was not a representative, random sample of homes inthe HUD-Administered
states. By inspecting homes reported as having problems as opposed to ensuringthe
samplewas representative of the population of new manufactured homes in HUD-
Administered states, itis inevitablethatselection bias would resultsuch a high finding
of failure. HUD is engaging with contractors thatare willingto produce findings thatare
unrepresentative and skewed to justify HUD’s further overreach inthe area of
installations. HUD should not tolerate such overstatements by its contractors and
should not go beyond statute when itcomes to its responsibility forinstallations.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 261 - FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter: 155, 156
Comment: HUD should better support states in their regulatory efforts.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 262 - FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter:

007,049

Comment:

There is no need for HUD regulation when state andlocal laws canregulate
manufactured housing. HUD should eliminateunnecessary regulations.
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Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 263 — FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter:

134

Comment:

HUD should remove the confusing conflictofinterest references from the “State Plans”
Section of the regulations and from the applicationsforapproval or reapproval of state
plans and stateadministrativeagencies. The scope of “Conflictof Interest” provisionsin
3282.359 on agencies/board under state authority—expressly intended for personnel of
IPIAs and DAPIAs--should be revised. HUD’s interpretation as applyingtoindividuals
selected to serve on advisory boards and commissions for state-level agencies that
administer Federal AND state laws and regulations governing manufactured home
construction, transportation, sales,and installation —is unnecessary, arbitrary and does
nothing to enhance the protection of customers, the resolution of disputes, or any other
regulatory activity which HUD might apply or enforce. The interpretation does,
however, prevent otherwise qualified andinterested individuals withindustry
knowledge from servingon such boards or commissions.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 264 - FR6075-N-01 — States

Submitter: 067

Comment: HUD should adoptrevised regulations forincreased payments to state administrative
agencies.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

6/14/2019

216 Home Innovation Research Labs




DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 265 - FR6075-N-01 — Standards for Review

Submitter: 091

Comment: HUD should consider for review: 24 CFR sections 3282(c) Production Surveillance;
3282.361 DAPIA; 3282.416 Monthly FileReview; 3282.362 IPIAs and Certification
Report; and 3284.10 Manufactured Housing Program Fee/Payments to States

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 266 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

037

Comment:

HUD regulations is needed for manufactured housingspecially to protect the elderly.
There areissues thatare facing manufactured housingespecially withoutany robust
regulation such as homes sinkingas cement pads not inspected properly, homes not
installed properly areseparating, furnaces notproperlyinstalled,and homes not
inspected andinstalled poorly resultingin mold and mildew issues

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 267 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

078,092,096, 098,100,101, 132

Comment:

EO 13771 claims toidentify and eliminateinefficientregulations,ithas the potential for
havingadverse effects for beneficiaries of those regulations. HUD should not repeal
regulations on construction and installations of any kind —even more now than ever due
to climatechange. HUD should think about the wellbeing of MH owners and their
families, some of whom are elderly and/or vulnerable, and their ability to have safe,
affordablehomes to livein. HUD should prioritize needs of residents, notindustry
lobbyists or corporate community owners. Because current federal Manufactured

Home Construction and Safety Standards fall below construction and safety standards of
site-builthomes, there should be more stringent regulations, not a move toward
deregulation. Deregulation of manufactured housing compromises the health and
welfare of those livinginthesehomes becauseit has the potential of reducing
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construction and safety standards of these homes. Additionally, deregulation of
manufactured housingis increases discriminatory practices of financingandinsuring
these homes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 268 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 125

Comment: HUD should expand government oversightand protections that promote the safe
construction and installation of homes, increases energy efficiency standards and enact
building codes thatallow for manufactured homes to be more resilientto worsening
climatedisasters.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 269 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 125

Comment: HUD should further develop protections that ensure MH living continues to be safe,
viable, and affordable. Regulatory review must adhere to the strictcriteria of protecting
the economic and retirement security of families who rely on MH for shelter, namely
low-income and immigrant workers, veterans, seniors on fixed incomes, and people
living with disabilities.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 270 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

124

Comment:

The HUD Code constitutes a highly efficientand cost effective regulatory approach to
production of safe, affordable, non-subsidized housingin the United States. The HUD
Manufactured Housing Programinits current form offers a model of success for low
regulatory burdens far beyond traditional site-builthousingapproaches. Revisions to
the current HUD Manufactured Housingregulatory framework should be evolutionaryin
nature rather than revolutionary. The Manufactured Housing Program and the housing
itenables is vital to the on-going availability of a full portfolio of safeand affordable
single-family housing options that meet market needs across the United States.
[Commenter provides chartcomparing MH requirements to site-builtrequirements].
The above comparison highlights the factthat the HUD administered programis
successful,and through the evolution of the regulatory program, the manufactured
home industry has come a longway. Therefore, manufactured homes are becoming a
housing of choicefor people of moderate income.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason: Comment does not suggest any action.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — No Further Action Required.

DRC 271 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 125

Comment: The HUD program relies uponindustry, the privatesector, states and HUD to work
cooperatively. Itis achievingthegoals setinthe law; deregulation at the federal level
without studyingits impacton other partners may adverselyimpactthe gains which this
complex and efficient program has helped to achieve.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 272 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

123

Comment:

While HUD should reduce unnecessary, duplicative, job-killing regulations thatinhibit
construction or preservation of affordable housing, it should avoid any policy thatmay
give one type of housingan unwarranted competitive advantagein the marketplace.
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Regulatory costs areone of the most significantfactors thatdrivethe priceof a new
home. On average, regulations imposed by all levels of government accountfor 24.3
percent of the sales priceofa new single-family home. However, any reform that
impacts only a subset of anindustry,such as the one being considered in this notice, has
the potential to throw the market off kilter and resultin undesirableimpacts. As such,
HUD is strongly urged to exercise caution as it identifies opportunities for reform. While
the HUD Code, likethose enacted at the state andlocal levels, needs to be updated
periodicallysothatitreflects current practiceand technology, the Department must
refrain from makingany changes that would resultin furthering the divide between the
code requirements for manufactured homes and those that apply to homes thatare
stick-builtor builtusingengineered building systems. Building codes havea significant
influenceon not only occupanthealth and safety, but also on overall housingcosts.
Skewing the requirements so they favor one type of housingover another could mislead
homebuyers andresultinan unfair competitive disadvantage for other sectors of the
home buildingindustry.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

Reviewed and Considered —Reject Premise and Conclusion (20-0-0)

MHCC Reason:

The MHCSS Act was established to provide high quality, safe, durable, and affordable
housing. Comment addressed by MHCC motion made at the September 11,2018 MHCC
Meeting regarding HUD adoptinga 2 year code cycle.

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: MHCC Final Action Submitted to HUD

DRC History: 11-16-2018 —Final Action from September 11-13,2018 meeting confirmed by MHCC

Ballot VI
9-12-2018 - MHCC Motion: Reviewed and Considered — Reject Premise and Conclusion.

DRC 273 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 121

Comment: HUD should cautiously approach delayingor repealingany guidanceor rulesimply to
meet an arbitrarytargeton the number of regulations. Highlighting best practices by
industry or the states, as trade groups propose, is indirectconflictwith the Act’s intent
andlanguage, andis no substitute for HUD compliance with the lawthrough Federal
rulemaking and enforcement.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 274 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

072,141
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Comment: The safety and welfare of manufactured homeowners will bethreatened by HUD
deregulation of the rules governing manufactured houses.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 275 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

141

Comment:

Manufactured homeowners need homes that arereliableand safeand to reduce the
construction and/or installation requirements jeopardizes this. Our homes need to
withstand high winds, hurricanes, and other natural disasters as much as stick built
homes. MH regulations should bethe same or better as for those of stick builthomes in
our areas. MHs need to have more stringent rules governing sealing of windows, and
skylights to prevent condensation and damage to MHs. MHs should be better insulated
sothat you can'tfeel the cold when you areinsideand touch an outsidewall. MHs need
to beinstalled correctly and not startshowing cracks where they arewere put together.
They need strongvapor barriers under the homes sothat moisture, mold and mildew do
not develop and causesickness and high costrepairs to homeowners. “Our roof leaked
resultingin major repairs and the need to replacea roof bearingbeam. Our hot water
heater leaked damaging not only our rugs but the flooring below. Hot water heaters
should not be enclosedinclosets! We had a faucet leakin a guest bath tub but there
was not access to the pipes which were insidean enclosed wall. Wehave the same
problem in our master bath tub. Also,one end of our house is much warmer. This may
be contributed to where the main heater is located and poor design. It takes about 10
minutes for the water to heat up in our master bath so showers can be taken. These
problems causehigher heating and water bills every month than are necessary.Our
neighbors have had skylights thatleak; windows that fog up; mold and mildew under
the house...we as manufactured homeowners arehaving REAL PROBLEMS!”

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 276 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

141

Comment:

HUD should avoid MH deregulation and look at instituting more stringentrules and
strengthening those now on the books.

6/14/2019

221 Home Innovation Research Labs




Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 277 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 141

Comment: The HUD Maps used for natural hazards need updating (frostlineand depth; flood
zones; high wind zones, etc.). Updating these maps is essential to ensure homes are
builtto the highest standards for the areas where people reside.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 278 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 139

Comment: The MH industry will ultimately benefitfrom greater public acceptancevia better-
quality homes, well-trained inspectors, and enforcement of both productionand
installation standards.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 279 — FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter:

038,043,138

Comment:

Manufactured homes can provide longterm, safe, durableand affordable housingfor
working families in communities nationwide. HUD should not give into regulatory
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expediency, and remain objectively focused on the durability, quality and affordability
of manufactured homes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 280 - FR6075-N-01 — Regulatory Benefits

Submitter: 138

Comment: Because manufactured homes are builtto a federal pre-emptive standard, a robust
regulatory structureis critical to ensuringthat homes areinstalled properly, and that
they are completed on sitein accordancewith HUD approved designs.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 281 - FR6075-N-01 - MHCC

Submitter: 067

Comment: HUD should withdrawits 2010 interpretive rule regarding the statutory role of the
MHCC.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 282 - FR6075-N-01 — MHCC

Submitter:

125

Comment:

HUD should appointmanufactured homeowner voices onthe Manufactured Housing
Consensus Committee (MHCC). Inaddition, HUD must respect the viewpoints and
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authority of the MHCC to ensure that regulatory decisions arenotoverrun by industry
interests seeking to undermine oversight procedures and regulatory standards.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 283 - FR6075-N-01 - MHCC

Submitter:

131

Comment:

No changes should be made to the HUD Code without inputfrom the MHCC and
without adequate cost-benefit analyses. The program’s memos, actions,interpretive
bulletins,and directives should all bereassessed as a partof this comprehensive review
to ensure the appropriatecostanalysis, testing, and research was conducted prior to
imposingsuchrequirements. As it stands the pastlack of costanalysishas resultedin
changes to the Code that have driven-up costs without a clear justification thatthe
changes will lead to improvements thatareinthe bestinterest of consumers.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 284 - FR6075-N-01 - MHCC

Submitter:

127

Comment:

In 2007, MS MH Association requested HUD adjustthe wind zone designation (from
Wind Zone Il to lll) of the six southernmostcounties in the state of MS (Pearl River,
Stone, George, Hancock, Harrison,and Jackson), because of their susceptibility of
hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico, pursuantto section 3280.305 of the federal MH
construction and safety standards. Itstated HUD should placethe modification on the
May 2007 MHCC meeting agenda, andin the event the MHCC cannotacton, orreach a
decision on this matter at the meeting, pursuantto section 604(b)(5) of the MH
Improvement Act of 2000, the secretary should promulgate the modificationas an
emergency measure, as quickly as possible. MHCC passed on the request, and HUD did
not act further.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 285 - FR6075-N-01 — MHCC

Submitter: 142,143,151
Comment: Regulators do not pay attention to the MHCC, and there are too few industry members.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 286 — FR6075-N-01 - MHCC

Submitter: 142, 143

Comment: IfHUD isn’tgoingto payattention to the MHCC, itshould dissolvethe committee and
savethe money.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 287 — FR6075-N-01 — Land

Submitter: 015

Comment: Itis hardto findland to placea manufactured housing due to local laws and zoning
restriction.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
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DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 288 — FR6075-N-01 — Land

Submitter: 010, 036

Comment: HUD needs to regulate and set fairness standards on park owners/operators before
implementing other changes (i.e. mortgages, quality of home) that canincrease mobile
home livingas a viable option to the affordable housingcrisis.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 — MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 289 — FR6075-N-01 — Land

Submitter: 026

Comment: Support and establish loan products thatwould help residents purchasetheir
community when park owners are tryingto pricethem out of the market place.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 290 - FR6075-N-01 — Land

Submitter: 026

Comment: The primaryissueis nonew land to accommodate MH—federal incentives should
encourage new development of suchland.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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DRC 291 - FR6075-N-01 - Land

Submitter: 026

Comment: HUD should develop and institute federal incentive programs that would encourage the
development of new manufactured home Land.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 292 - FR6075-N-01 - Land

Submitter:

125

Comment:

Over the past20 years, manufactured home communities increasingly have gone from
“mom and pop” enterprises to ownership by large, multi-state corporations and private
equity. The increase of multi-state, corporate ownership has brought with itan
unsustainablebusiness model based on rapidly escalating lotfees and decreasing
investments in community maintenance. This creates an economic trap for
homeowners, who are unableto move their home for structural or regulatory reasons
andtherefore must either pay increasingly high lotfees or abandon their property.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 293 - FR6075-N-01 — Land

Submitter: 125

Comment: Cost cutting by corporate owners alsoleads to decreasinginvestment in community
maintenance resultinginincreased wastewater treatment/septic system failures,
improperly maintained roads and other infrastructureissues. Each act of disinvestment
increases the economic, health and safety risks for manufactured homeowners and
negatively impacts the quality of life of the surrounding community.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee
Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:
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Cost Impact

Explanation:
Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 294 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Initiatives

Submitter:

125

Comment:

HUD should promote community ownership models that providefor fairandreasonable
lot-rents transparency interms of community infrastructureplansinland-lease
communities. HUD should aggressively work to promote the followingland-lease
community ownership models: cooperatively ownership, non-profit ownership and
public ownership. Expandingthe scaleandreach of these ownership models would
better guarantee that the needs of homeowners and residents would trump the greed-
driveninterests of corporateshareholders.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 295 - FR6075-N-01 — HUD Initiatives

Submitter: 125
Comment: HUD should enforce and expand fair housinglawand fair mortgage lending practices.
Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 296 — FR6075-N-01 — HUD Initiatives

Submitter: 026

Comment: Support and fund programs such as Next Step, an organization workingto replacethe
remaining 2 million mobilehomes inthe U.S. builtprior to 1976 with energy-efficient
options.

Statutory: No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:
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MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact

Explanation:

Current Status: Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee
DRC History: 5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 297 - FR6075-N-01 — DOE Rule

Submitter:

121

Comment:

HUD should work with DOE to ensure effective implementation of a final ruleversion of
the 2016 proposed rule. This will benefitnew homebuyers by significantlyimproving
energy efficiency of manufactured homes, standards for which have not been
meaningfully updated since 1994. Appraisers and lenders will likely improve practices
and expand programs to help buyers capture this value, an option long availabletosite-
builthome buyers.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 298 — FR6075-N-01 — Deregulation Consequences

Submitter:

139

Comment:

Commenter and other advocates (affordable housingand low-income weatherization)
are concerned that HUD'’s review will lead to a weakening of HUD constructionand
home installation standards, namely certain rules involving thefinal installation of
manufactured homes on permanent sites. Local land useand zoningofficials would be
even more skeptical of manufactured housing because of this retreat by HUD. The net
effect will makeit more difficultforincome-qualified familiesto findand livein
affordablehousingthrough manufactured homes. HUD should therefore resistindustry
pressureto lessen manufactured building codes.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.

DRC 299 - FR6075-N-01 — Permits

Submitter:

013

6/14/2019

229 Home Innovation Research Labs




Comment:

There are some impediments to build affordable housingin Los Angeles County, CA (e.g.
ifsomeone owns a 30-acreland only 15 units areallowed to be builtas opposed to
more units that are allowed in some other states). Additionally, if someone applies for
conditional use permit (CUP), then 60 units, or one unit per acre is permissible. The
application for such CUPis $13,000.

Statutory:

No

Subcommittee

Recommendation:

MHCC Action:

MHCC Reason:

Cost Impact
Explanation:

Current Status:

Pending Recommendation from General Subcommittee

DRC History:

5-1-2019 - MHCC Motion: Refer to Subcommittee.
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Appendix A - Submitter Cross Reference for FR 6075 Comments:

SUBMITTER NAME SUBMITTER NUMBER
R Wolf 2
Dan Lourenco 3
Sheryl Laskie 4
Caroline Gerardo 5
Kimm Bilisko 6
Timothy Powers, Residential Skirting Products, Inc. 7
Brenda Turck 8
Roberta G. 9
Simone Balkema 10
Julie Gilbert, RE/MAX River City 11
Mike Nelson 12
Asim Altamimi 13
Robin Schwartz 14
Kathie Hatch 15
Debby Eller 16
Greg Zadel 17
Travis Phillippi 18
Tonia Ladd 19
Stephanie Reeves 20
Robert Morris 21
Shannon Williard 22
Richard Newton 23
Mark Altmar 24
Mary Calabro 25
JoAnn Donohue 26
Eileen Waller 27
JulieRoberson 28
Joanne Rush 29
James Wilcox, Columbia River Properties 30
John Overmier 31
Wendy Jones 32
AliceTaylor 33
James Gilliam 34
Joel and Navey Mercado 35
Stephanie Reeves 36
Sandra Overlock, The Manufactured Home Federation Of MA, Inc. 37
Paul R. Andrews 38
Steven Gerike 39
Anonymous 40
Richard Freedman, Garden Homes Management Corporation 41
Wayne Rose 42
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DianeHanson 43
Chris Larsen 44
Jimmy Fecteau 45
Randy Rouleau 46
Stephanie Stupakis 47
Eddie Hilliard 48
Lawrence Boutillette, Rebuilding Together Saratoga County 49
Snake Rainlord 50
Ronald Anderson 51
Laurie Mercurio, Tomorrows Home Foundation 52
Amy Bliss, The Wisconsin Housing Alliance 53
Maida Swenson- Fortune, Sage Asset Management 54
Aashish Shahani 55
Brandon Schwartz 56
Mass Mail Campaign 1:Kurt Wilkerson, Total as of 2/27/2018:284 57
Justin Burgess, Hinn's Homes, Inc. 58
Mary Gaiski, Pennsylvania Manufactured Housing Authority 59
Mary McBrady, Massachusetts Manufactured Housing Association 60
Brad Shechtman, American Mobile Home Communities, LLC 61
DaleAzaria, Vermont Department of Housing & Community Development 62
Ben Roche 63
George Allen 64
Mark Conte, Conte Manufactured Housing ComplianceServices, LLC 65
Jeff Luellen, Land MHC, LLC 66
Mark Weiss, Manufactured Housing Association for Regulatory Reform 67
Steven Lefler 68
Michael Ochs, RV Industry Association 69
Mark Luttich, Nebraska Public Service Commission 70
Daryel Lacy 71
Patti Rose 72
Melissa Whitlow, Virginia Housing Development Authority (VHDA) 73
Glenn Scowcroft, Glen-Aire Mobile Home Park 74
Ed Rivkin 75
Kyle Pitsor, National Electrical Manufacturers Association 76
Charles Russell, Manufactured Home Federation of MA 77
Norbert Snow 78
K. Newcomer 79
Darlene Dougherty 80
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development 81
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (2nd Comment) 82
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (3rd Comment) 83
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (4th Comment) 84
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (5th Comment) 85
Thomas Christ 86
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Phil Elam, The Texas Recreational Vehicle Association (TRVA) 87
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (HCD) - 6th Comment 88
Steve Bearry, Oliver Technologies, Inc. 89
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (6th Comment) 90
Steve Hibner, Manufactured Housing & Modular Building Section 91
Marlene Alfieri 92
Mark Brunner, Maufactured & Modular Home Association of Minnesota 93
KristianJensen,lll,Jensen Communities 94
Angela Ryan 95
C.Duncan 96
Michael Douglas 97
Clara McNichol 98
Frank Krzywda, Member of Manufactured Home Federation of MA 99
Robert Ray 100
Bonnie Downs 101
Jeff Sims, National Association of RV Parks & Campgrounds 102
DJ Pendleton, Texas Manufactured Housing Association 103
Soheyla Kovach 104
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (HCD)- 7th Comment 105
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (HCD)- 9th Comment 106
James Ayotte, Florida Manufactured HousingAssociation 107
Marla McAfee, Tennessee Housing Association 108
Ronald Breymier, Indiana Manufactured Housing Association Recreation VehicleIndiana Council

(IMHA-RVIC) 109
Frank Bowman, lllinois Manufactured Housing Association 110
John Weldy, Clayton Home Building Group 111
Lowell Ungar, American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy 112
Heather Leach, The Pennsylvania RVand Campground Association (PRVCA) 113
Karen Soucy, NH Manufactured & Modular Housing Association 114
Henry Greene, California Department of Housingand Community Development (10th Comment) 115
Michael Henretty 116
Fanyu Lin, Fluxus, LLC 117
Lance Latham, Alabama Manufactured Housing Association 118
Manuel Santana, Cavco Industries, Inc. 119
Jayar Daily 120
Doug Ryan, Prosperity Now 121
L. A. 'Tony' Kovach, LifeStyle Factory Homes, LLC 122
Susan Asmus, National Association of Home Builders 123
Wesley Geertsema 124
Kevin Borden, MHAction 125
Stacey Epperson on behalf of Next Step Network, Inc. 126
Jennifer Hall 127
Brett Richardson, National RV Dealers Association 128
Martha Smith 129
James Schmitz 130
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Lesli Gooch, Manufactured Housing Institute (MHI) 131
Linda Reynolds 132
David Lentz, Green Courte Partners, LLC 133
J.D. Harper, Arkansas Manufactured Housing Association 134
Andrea Oh, Mortgage Bankers Association 135
Phil Copeland, Champion Home Builders, Inc. 136
Shell Suber 137
Grant Beck, Next Step Network, Inc. 138
Brian Pine, The Vermont Energy Investment Corporation (VEIC) 139
Seth Statler, The National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 140
Vincent Rice 141
Martin Huff, Nebraska Manufactured Housing Association 142
Kenneth Sanders, Kingswood Estates & West Park Plaza MHC 143
Kenneth Hauck 144
Sheri Campbell, Preferred Homes 145
Jerry Vogeler, South Dakota Manufactured Housing Association 146
James Dougherty, Community Management Group 147
Justin Glaze, Hampden Villagelnc. 148
William D. Hughes, 422 Home Sales 149
George Allen, Community Owners (7 Part) Business Alliance 150
Charles L. Andersen, Harvest Homes 151
Deanna Fields, Manufactured Housing Association of Oklahoma 152
Ken Ward, Iseman Homes 153
Jason DiZenzo, DiZenzo Residential Communities, LLC 154
Jeff Scoular, Jimsco, Inc. 155
Kenneth F. Anderson, Manufactured HousingIndustry of Arizona 156
VickieTalley, Manufactured Housing Educational Trust (MHET) 157
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