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"Restoring the Stature and Status of the MHCC" 

The Manufactured Housing Consensus Committee (MHCC) was established by 
Congress as one of the centerpiece reforms of the Manufactured Housing Improvement 
Act of 2000. Ongoing fallout, though, from the April 2010 MHCC meeting in Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, shows that a sustained effort to undermine this important forum through 
misinformation, misdirection and misstatements is taking a toll that warrants further 
action based on the facts. Once those facts are considered, the new program management 
at HUD can, should and (hopefully) will move forward expeditiously to restore the role, 
authority, functionality and independence of that important body. MHCC members 
should assist the new HUD program management with this process, recognizing, at the 
same time, that they -- as appointed members of a body created by Congress -- have a 
solemn responsibility to uphold the status and stature of the MHCC as provided by law, 
regardless of what HUD regulators might say or claim. _ 

Congress established the MHCC under the 2000 reform law as a replacement for 
the ineffective and dysfunctional National Manufactured Home Advisory Council 
(Advisory Council) created by the original Manufactured Housing Construction and 
Safety Standards Act in 1974. Looking at the 1974 law, the reasons for the failure of the 
Advisory Council are obvious. The Advisory Council had a weak mandate -- the law only 
encouraged HUD to "consult" with the Advisory Council as "feasible." The Advisory 
Council also had an extremely narrow role, as "consultation" was limited to HUD­
proposed standards -- with no provision for consultation on regulations, interpretive 
bulletins or other program actions. And, because this "consultation" was completely 
discretionary with HUD, the 1974 law had no "teeth," no sanction(s) if the Department 
failed or refused to go to the Advisory Council. 

Not surprisingly, HUD rarely found it "feasible" to consult with the Advisory 
Council. As a result, the standards were rarely updated, while regulations were routinely 
expanded through HUD "interpretations" developed behind closed-doors and imposed 
without rulemaking. Costly de facto regulations like the Acceptable Quality Level 
(AQL) criteria were developed and imposed without transparency, accountability or any 
process that provided for input by all program stakeholders and particularly the by 
regulated party. Such abuses inevitably -- and regularly -- led to disputes that wound-up 
before Congress. 
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