




The Washington, D.C. agency requires homeowners to certify quarterly: (1) that the 

house is their primary residence; (2) that they are either unemployed or if 

employed list their employer, title, salary and whether they are full or part time; (3) 

whether they are currently receiving unemployment benefits, and if not answer why 

not; and ( 4) to attest that they are actively seeking employment The homeowner 

must sign the statement that all information provided is true and accurate. 

The Indiana agency requires homeowners to certify on a semi-annual basis that the 

house is still the principal residence, and requires statements about the 

homeowner's current status of financial hardship. 

The South Carolina agency only requires 10% of homeowners to recertify each 

quarter under penalty of perjury about whether they are residing in the property, if 

they become re-employed, and their current financial hardship (receiving 

unemployment benefits, income not improved, disability or other income). The 

South Carolina agency requires documentation to support the statements in the 

recertification such as bank statements, pay stubs, tax returns, unemployment 

benefit payment history, etc. 

These examples show state agencies putting the burden on at least some program 

participants before providing additional federal payments. Requiring periodic 

certifications under penalty of perjury for every program participant prevents 

waste as it deters those not willing to lie, and it promotes ease in prosecution for 

fraud of those willing to lie. Despite the measures that the California agency has in 

place, without subsequent certifications by the homeowner under penalty of 

perjury, it is difficult to prosecute individuals for fraud. SIGTARP's findings 

demonstrate the need for additional taxpayer protections in HHF to prevent fraud 

and waste. I am happy to discuss this, or any of SIGTARP's work, further with you. 
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Respectfully, 

CHRISTY GOLDSMITH ROMERO 

Special Inspector General 


