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contractor shall certify that the claim is made in good faith, that the supporting data are accurate and complete to the
best of his knowledge and belief, that the amount requested accurately reflects the contract adjustment for which the
contractor believes the government is liable, and that the certifier is duly authorized to certify the claim on behalf of
the contractor.] Contract Disputes Act, 41 U.S.C. § 605(c)(1).
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Forfeiture of Claims Act
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? “If a contractor is unable to support any part of his claim and it is determined that such inability is attributable to
misrepresentation of fact or fraud on the part of the contractor, he shall be liable to the government for an amount
equal to such unsupported part of the claim in addition to all costs to the government attributable to the cost of
reviewing said part of his claim.” 41 U.S.C. § 604.

1098 U.S.C. § 2514.
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' “A claim against the United States shall be forfeited to the United States by any person who corruptly practices or
attempts to practice any fraud against the United States in the proof, statement, establishment, or allowance thereof.
In such cases the United States Court of Federal Claims shall specifically find such fraud or attempt and render
judgment of forfeiture.” 28 U.S.C. § 2514.
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