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Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments 

Investigative Audit Report 
July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2020 

+     
 

 
In accordance with 74 O.S. § 212(I), our investigative audit was conducted in response to a 
request from the Coal County Oklahoma Board of County Commissioners (BOCC). This 
request was based on concerns about financial operations of the Tupelo and Centrahoma 
Volunteer Fire Departments. 

 
Audit objectives: 
 

1. Determine the legal status of the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire 
Departments. 
 

2. Review the expenditures from the sales tax funds of both Departments to determine if 
expenditures were in accordance with applicable statutes and appear to be reasonable 
based on the mission and purpose of the Departments. 

 
3. Review inventory records and relevant policies and procedures related to fixed assets 

to determine whether they are maintained in accordance with state law and/or best 
practices. 

 

 
• There is conflicting information regarding the legal status of the Tupelo and Centrahoma 

Volunteer Fire Departments. Ambiguity regarding their legal status makes it difficult to 
determine what is required from the Departments regarding board structure, financial 
reporting to the county, and any other statutory requirements. 
 

• Expenditures appeared reasonable based on the mission and purpose of the Departments 
and were supported by receipts and/or invoices. However, we did note some expenditures 
not in compliance with county purchasing law because they were not timely encumbered. 
Additionally, because of ambiguities in the legal status of both Departments, it is unclear 
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whether the Tupelo fire chief has the legal authority to initiate purchases for the 
Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department. 
 

• Neither Department is following best practices for recording and reporting fixed assets. 
In addition, the Departments are not in compliance with the statutory inventory record 
keeping and reporting requirements for county departments enumerated in 19 O.S. 
§178.1.   
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Formerly a part of Tobucksy County, 
Choctaw Nation, Coal County is located in 
southeastern Oklahoma and was created at 
statehood and named for the primary 
economic product of the region. 
 
In the November 2013 special election, the 
voters of Coal County overwhelmingly 
approved a proposition to make permanent the 1% county-wide sales tax which included 
funding for rural fire departments. 

Volunteer fire departments in the State of Oklahoma may be 
organized under several different legal forms1 including: 
 
• Municipal Volunteer Fire Departments (11 O.S. §§ 29-

201 through 29-206) 
• Charitable Corporations (18 O.S. § 592) 
• County Fire Departments (19 O.S. § 351)  
• Fire Protection Districts (19 O.S. § 901.1, et seq.) 

 
  

 
1 All fire department forms would be eligible to utilize the sales tax funds. 

Background 
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Objective 
Determine the legal status of the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments. 
 
Overview 
Ambiguity regarding the legal status of the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire 
Departments makes it difficult to determine what is required from the Departments regarding 
board structure, financial reporting to the county, etc. Following the discussion of our 
process, the clearly laid out recommendations should help bring both Departments into 
compliance with the law. 

 
It is currently the understanding of the chairman of the Coal County Board of County 
Commissioners (BOCC) and the Coal County Clerk (County Clerk) that the Tupelo and 
Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments are both organized under 19 O.S. § 351 as county fire 
departments.  

 
The Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department Chief (Chief) also believes that both departments are 
county fire departments. It is the Chief’s understanding that the Tupelo Volunteer Fire 
Department changed from a municipal volunteer fire department to a county volunteer fire 
department in approximately 1993 when the Tupelo Town Hall and Fire Department were 
destroyed in a fire.  
 
No evidence could be provided from the County Clerk that the Tupelo or Centrahoma Volunteer 
Fire Departments had been officially converted to county volunteer fire departments. Neither the 
County Clerk nor the Chief was able to provide any documentation to substantiate the legal 
status of either department. 

 
Centrahoma 
According to the Chief, Tupelo has provided fire protection coverage for the Town of 
Centrahoma since 1999. Centrahoma council meeting minutes2 from the September 7, 1999 
meeting confirmed the placement of a fire station and fire truck within Centrahoma town limits 
as a substation of the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department. The town council also voted to 
authorize the Chief to make decisions for all fire department business for Centrahoma. The town 
council subsequently signed a 99-year lease agreement between the Town of Centrahoma and the 
Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department for the use of the fire station.3  
 
Town of Centrahoma town council meeting minutes from June 5, 20014 reflect the appointment 
of the Chief as the requisition officer for the Centrahoma Fire Department. These documents 
provide evidence that it was the clear intent of the Town of Centrahoma town council that 
Centrahoma fire protection be provided by the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department. These 
documents and decisions by the Centrahoma Town Council also reflect that the Centrahoma 

 
2 See Appendix, Attachment 5 
3 See Appendix, Attachment 7 
4 See Appendix, Attachment 6 

Objective 1 – Legal Status  
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Volunteer Fire Department was at one time considered a municipal volunteer fire department 
under the control of the town council. Although the Town of Centrahoma had been dissolved, the 
County Clerk had not received any formal meeting minutes or notice regarding that dissolution. 

However, based on information obtained on the Oklahoma Secretary of State’s website5, the 
Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department was established as a charitable corporation (under 18 
O.S. § 592) on June 8, 1992 as the “Centrahoma Volunteer Firefighter’s Association,” with Billy 
Gold listed as the registered agent. Lacking any documented evidence that would indicate 
otherwise, it appears that Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department was established as a charitable 
corporation and is still legally organized as such. 

Tupelo 
We performed similar research on the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department but were unable to find 
any evidence on the Secretary of State’s website that would indicate it is a charitable corporation. 
The Department of Agriculture provided a copy of a Rural Fire Protection Program Fund grant 
application from 1989 for the Town of Tupelo6 supported by a copy of Town Ordinance (#10-
89) confirming the organization of the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department as a municipal 
volunteer fire department.7 We also obtained an invoice from the Oklahoma Firefighters Pension 
& Retirement System (OFPRS)8 for a 2018 pension payment which further supports that the 
Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department is recognized as a municipal department. However, additional 
information obtained from OFPRS9 indicates that the Department is a county department. The 
legal status of the Department is not clear.

The Board 
The Chief stated that fire board members are appointed by the fire board “as needed.” The 
combined board of directors (the Board) for the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire 
Departments currently consists of three members with two members from Tupelo and one from 
Centrahoma.10 The structure of the board appears to have evolved over time to be a hybrid board 
for both Departments. There does not appear to be a legal basis for the current structure of the 
board. Statutes clearly define the requirements for the selection and operation of fire department 
boards of directors.11 

Under 19 O.S. § 351(A), volunteer fire departments that are organized under this section, or as a 
charitable corporation12, may petition the BOCC to convert to a county fire department.13 The 
BOCC then has the authority to approve or deny the conversion of the department to a county 
fire department.  

5 See Appendix, Attachment 1 
6 See Appendix, Attachment 2 
7 11 O.S. §§ 29-201 through 29-206 
8 See Appendix, Attachment 3 
9 See Appendix, Attachment 4 
10 Centrahoma was previously governed by the Centrahoma Town Council 
11 19 O.S. § 351(D) 
12 18 O.S. § 592 
13 19 O.S. § 351(D)(1) 
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Recommendation  
We recommend the following remedial actions to rectify the legal status of both Departments: 

 
1. The Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department should file a formal petition with the Coal 

County BOCC to legally become a county fire department in accordance with 19 O.S. 
§351(D)14. For maximum transparency, this petition should be signed by the current 
Fire Department board of directors as well as the Town of Tupelo trustees. 
 

2. The Coal County BOCC should then follow the statutory requirements regarding the 
approval of the Department’s petition which are enumerated in 19 O.S. §351(D)(1).  
 

3. If possible, the BOCC should contact the registered agent and/or corporate officers of 
the Centrahoma Volunteer Firefighters Association and request that they file articles 
of dissolution with the Secretary of State’s office for the association’s charitable 
corporation. If unable to communicate with the registered agent and/or corporate 
officers, the BOCC should seek advice from the Oklahoma Secretary of State 
regarding appropriate steps to dissolve the corporation. 
 

4. If it is determined to be in the best interest of the citizens of Coal County for the 
Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department to continue providing fire protection services for 
Centrahoma, the BOCC should pass a resolution re-allocating county sales tax 
previously allocated to the Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department to the newly 
combined Tupelo/Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department. Alternatively, the BOCC 
could establish a separate county fire department and appoint a separate board for 
Centrahoma. However, due to the decline in population of the Centrahoma district, 
the dissolution of the Town of Centrahoma, and the district’s proximity to the Tupelo 
district, this does not seem to be the best course of action. 

 
5. After approving the petition and establishing the Tupelo/Centrahoma Volunteer Fire 

Department’s legal status as a county fire department, the BOCC should appoint a 
board of directors in accordance with the statutory requirements of 19 O.S. § 
351(D)(3), which requires there to be five directors initially appointed by the BOCC 
for staggered terms. Replacement directors are required to be appointed on an 
ongoing yearly basis by the BOCC as terms expire. 
 

6. Detailed operating procedures, including accounting and budgeting procedures, 
should then be established in accordance with the statutory requirements of 19 O.S. § 
351 as well as other requirements for county government established in Title 19 of the 
Oklahoma State Statutes. 

 
 
 

 
14 It is not specifically stated in 19 O.S. §351(A) whether or not a municipal volunteer fire department organized 
under Title 11 may petition the BOCC to convert to a county fire department. 
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Objective 
Review the expenditures from the sales tax funds of both Departments to determine if 
expenditures were in accordance with applicable statutes and appear to be reasonable 
based on the mission and purpose of the Departments. 
 
Overview 
Expenditures appear to be reasonable and for business-related purposes. However, there 
were a large number of expenditures from county sales tax funds that were not 
encumbered in a timely manner and were therefore not in compliance with county 
purchasing law. Additionally, because of ambiguities in the legal status of both 
Departments, it is unclear whether the Tupelo fire chief has the legal authority to initiate 
purchases for the Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Department. Neither Department is in 
compliance with the County Budget Act or the statutory requirement that the county 
treasurer act as the official depository. 
 
Purchasing/Expenditure Process 
There are four sources for expenditure of funds: two checking accounts (an operating account 
and a discretionary account), a credit card issued under the Chief’s name, and county sales 
tax funds maintained by the county treasurer and county clerk.  
 
Expenditures are initiated primarily by the Chief. According to the Chief, there is no formal 
budget process or written budget for the Department but instead the Tupelo Volunteer Fired 
Department board of directors (the Board) informally authorizes him to expend around 
$2,000 of non-county funds between quarterly board meetings with an annual maximum 
around $10,000. He believes this is documented in board meeting minutes.15  He also stated 
that he will sometimes call and get verbal approval for a purchase if it’s outside of the 
already approved expenditure amount. 
 
Expenditures are initiated in different ways depending on the funding source. The Chief and 
Deputy Fire Chief both have a credit card on an account issued personally to the Chief. The 
credit cards are used for various expenditures such as fuel when needed. Credit card 
statements are paid by check from the department’s operating account and statements are 
included with the quarterly board packets for board review. Expenditures from either the 
operating or discretionary account are made by check and require two board member 
signatures on the checks. The Chief does not have signature authority on either account.  
The Chief keeps receipts for all purchases and records them in QuickBooks. A financial 
statement that reconciles to the bank statements is prepared from QuickBooks for the 
quarterly board meetings and submitted to the Board along with all receipts and the bank 
statements for their review. When asked how he determines whether an expenditure is for 

 
15 We reviewed the available board meeting minutes. Based on that review, we did not note any evidence of the 
board approving any sort of budget. We did note examples of the board approving specific expenditures as well as 
action items such as “approved claims” with no documentation of what claims had been approved. 

Objective 2 – Expenditure Process 
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Centrahoma or Tupelo, the Chief stated that it is a rough estimate and that there is nothing 
scientific about it. 
 
Both Departments receive sales tax appropriations based on the November 2013 sales tax 
ballot that made the 1% county sales tax permanent. Six percent of the 1% county sales tax is 
designated for rural fire departments within the county that is then further allocated between 
the Fire Departments by resolution of the BOCC. Expenditures from county sales tax funds 
are initiated by requesting a purchase order from the county clerk.  Prior to January 2021, the 
fire chief and the District 1 County Commissioner were appointed by the BOCC as the 
requisitioning officers for both the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments. 
However, the January 2021 BOCC resolution lists the fire chief and the District 1 county 
commissioner as the requisitioning officers for the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department and the 
District 1 county commissioner as the sole requisitioning officer for the Centrahoma 
Volunteer Fire Department.  
 
After obtaining the purchase order, the purchase is made, and the receipt submitted back to 
the County Clerk’s office where it will be paid by the county treasurer after BOCC approval. 
The Chief did mention that until just recently, he was not aware that he had to have purchase 
orders approved prior to making purchases and would submit the receipt and get a purchase 
order issued after the purchase had been made. He stated that was the way things had 
operated for the last forty-five years but that he was “willing to do things however the county 
needed them done.” Copies of the county appropriation ledger with supporting purchase 
orders and invoices are included with the quarterly board packets. 
 
Although questions have been raised regarding the Chief’s authority to initiate and make 
expenditures for Centrahoma, as noted above, the Chief was appointed as a requisitioning 
officer for both Departments by the BOCC prior to January 2021. In 1999, he was also given 
authority by the Town of Centrahoma governing board to make all decisions for Centrahoma 
Fire Department business as well as being appointed as the requisitioning clerk in 2001. In 
addition, the Coal County Clerk and BOCC have continued to approve expenditures initiated 
by the Chief for both Departments. 
 
Expenditure Testwork 
We performed an on-site inspection at the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department of all financial 
expenditure records maintained by the Department. To determine completeness, we obtained 
bank reconciliations for the operating and discretionary accounts and reconciled them 
without exception to the QuickBooks financial reports reported to the Board for the 
following dates (see next page): 
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Reconciliation of QuickBooks to Bank Statements 

Statement 
Date 

Agrees to 
Operating 
Account 

Bank 
Statement? 

Agrees to 
Discretionary 
Account Bank 

Statement? 
12/28/15 Yes Not available16 
12/28/16 Yes Yes 
12/28/17 Yes Not available16 
12/28/18 Yes Yes 
12/30/19 Yes Yes 
6/29/20 Yes Yes 

 
It should be noted that due to the nature and size of the Department, there is insufficient 
segregation of duties. The Chief is responsible for receiving and opening all mail (including 
checks), making the deposits, initiating expenditures, and preparing financial reports for the 
board. While there was no evidence of missing funds, there remains a risk that funds could be 
received and misappropriated without detection. 
 
For expenditures, we performed the following analysis: 
 

1. Reviewed bank statements, credit card statements, financial reports, and county 
appropriation ledgers to determine whether expenditures appeared reasonable based 
on the mission and purpose of the Department.  
 

2. Verified that the expenditure was supported by a receipt and/or invoice. 
 

3. If applicable (i.e. paid with county sales tax funds), determined if the expenditure 
complied with appropriate purchasing laws/rules. 

 
County Sales Tax Expenditures 
We reviewed in detail 100% of the expenditures from county sales tax for the audit period for 
both Departments (Tupelo and Centrahoma) by obtaining the appropriation ledgers with 
supporting purchase orders and receipts for these purchases from the County Clerk. 
 
County sales tax expenditures for the two Departments were as follows:  

 Centrahoma Tupelo 
Fiscal Year # of Expenditures $ Amount # of Expenditures $ Amount 

2016 18 13,636.92 96 6,468.89 
2017 8 2,081.96 78 4,179.47 
2018 11 5,230.10 88 5,061.85 
2019 14 17,042.1517 96 7,010.53 
2020 67 4,912.98 113 10,191.75 

TOTAL 118 42,904.11 471 32,912.49 

 
16 Although the client was unable to locate the QuickBooks reports for these periods, we reviewed the Bank 
Statements. No issues or unusual activities were noted based on the purchases made.  
17 The Department received a $7,990 Rural Economic Action Plan (REAP) grant from the Southern Oklahoma 
Development Association (SODA) for partial reimbursement of equipment purchases reflected in this amount. 
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We determined: 
 

1. All expenditures from county funds appeared reasonable based on the mission and 
purpose of the Department. 
 

2. The expenditures were supported by a receipt and/or invoice. 
 

3. 57 out of 589 expenditures, or $28,778.73 out of $75,816.60, did not comply with 
county purchasing laws because they were not encumbered prior to ordering the 
goods or services as required by 19 O.S. §1505. 

a. Of the 57 expenditures not timely encumbered:  
i. 26 were approved by the Coal County commissioner for District 1 as 

the requisitioning officer.  
ii. 31 were approved by the Chief as the requisitioning officer. 

 
Non-County Sales Tax Expenditures 
We reviewed in detail 100% of expenditures from the Department’s operating and 
discretionary funds by examining the bank statements, credit card statements, and supporting 
receipts. Expenditures and balances from the operating and discretionary funds were as 
follows: 
 

 Operating Discretionary 
Fiscal Year # of 

Expenditures 
Expenditure 

Amount 
Ending 
Balance 

# of 
Expenditures 

Expenditure 
Amount 

Ending 
Balance 

2016 32 18,966.07 62,713.25 14 14,983.00 5,400.24 
2017 46 23,489.39 54,446.28 15 10,916.50 6,556.74 
2018 42 18,427.65 53,047.48 14 10,113.00 8,466.74 
2019 29 9,353.93 60,123.55 14 9,700.72 7,090.93 
2020 23 11,405.82 68,777.84 13 3,582.96 9,503.42 

TOTAL 172 81,642.86 - 70 49,306.18 - 
 
We determined: 
 

1. All expenditures appeared reasonable for the mission and purpose of the Department. 
 

2. Expenditures from the operating fund appeared to be for routine expenditures one 
would expect in the operation of a volunteer fire department.  

 
3. Expenditures from the discretionary fund included things such as allowances for 

firefighter protective gear and uniforms which appears appropriate.  
 
4. We did not note any expenditures that appeared to be for the personal gain of the 

Chief. 
 
If the Departments are determined to be county fire departments, these funds should be 
transferred to county funds to comply with the requirement that the county treasurer act as 
the official depository. 
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Recommendation  
We recommend the following: 

 
1. The Chief and county commissioner for District 1 should ensure that purchases are 

made in accordance with county purchasing law by encumbering funds prior to 
making purchases from county sales tax funds. 
 

2. The Department should develop and implement policies and procedures to ensure 
compliance with all other applicable county accounting and budgeting requirements 
enumerated in Title 19 of the Oklahoma State Statutes. 

 
 

 
Objective 
Review inventory records and relevant policies and procedures related to fixed assets to 
determine whether they are maintained in accordance with state law and/or best practices. 
 
Overview 
The Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments are not following best practices 
for recording and reporting fixed assets and are not in compliance with the statutory 
inventory recordkeeping and reporting requirements for county departments enumerated 
in 19 O.S. § 178.1. Evidence of ownership based on the name listed on vehicle titles for 
Department vehicles is inconsistent, emphasizing further the ambiguities noted previously 
concerning the legal status of the Departments. 
 
Inventory Process 
Based on information obtained during our initial interview of the Chief, and through 
observations made during our subsequent site visits, inventory tracking, recording, and 
reporting processes for the Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments are 
extremely informal and inadequate. The Departments have no written policies or procedures 
regarding inventory acquisition, recording, reporting, or disposition. 
 
The Chief stated that he keeps a listing of vehicles “on his computer” and that each vehicle 
has a detailed “inventory” list of items that should be kept with that unit. We observed an 
example of this listing18 and noted that it was a general checklist but did not have detailed 
information such as acquisition date, cost, serial number, model number, manufacturer, etc. 
We were given a copy of the information provided to the Oklahoma Management and 
Enterprise Services Risk Management Division in connection with insurance coverage for 
department vehicles.19 This listing does not include certain expected information for an 
inventory listing such as acquisition date, acquisition cost, complete VIN/Serial number, etc. 
This expectation is based on best accounting practices as well as forms prescribed by the 

 
18 See Appendix, Attachment 8 
19 See Appendix, Attachment 9 

Objective 3 – Fixed Asset Inventory  
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State Auditor & Inspector’s office (SAI) for recording fixed assets.20 We did not observe a 
comprehensive detailed inventory listing for any assets owned by the Tupelo and 
Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments. 
 
If the Department(s) are determined to be county fire departments, they would be subject to 
the statutory inventory requirements for counties starting at 19 O.S. § 178.1. These 
requirements include maintaining accurate inventory listings for any assets with an 
acquisition cost exceeding $500. Inventory records are required to be maintained in a form 
prescribed by the SAI and are to be filed with the County Clerk’s office. 
 
The County Clerk is designated as the “custodian and repository of all inventory records, 
files and reports.”21 Title 19 inventory statutes also regulate the disposition, including surplus 
transactions, of county assets22 and require documentation of any such transactions. 
Currently neither Department is in compliance with county inventory statutes. If the 
department(s) are determined to not be county fire departments, then best accounting 
practices, and other statutory requirements (Title 11 and Title 18) would still apply. This 
would include maintaining accurate and detailed inventory listings. 
 
Inventory Testwork 
While on site, we noted that all of the Fire Department vehicles had county license plates 
except for the truck driven by the Chief, which has a city license plate, and two vehicles 
provided by the Oklahoma Department of Agriculture, which have State of Oklahoma license 
plates. The Chief stated that the truck he drives was paid for with a USDA grant to the Town 
of Tupelo and that the Tupelo Volunteer Fire Department then purchased the vehicle for $1 
from the city. He was not sure if the vehicle should have been re-tagged at that point. Based 
on our review of the vehicle title and supporting documentation23, the vehicle is actually 
leased from the Town of Tupelo for $1 and remains the property of the town.  
 
We examined the vehicle titles provided by the Chief and noted the following: 
 

Unit # Description Last 4 of 
VIN# 

Name on Title Comments 

E-31 2000 EMON E-ONE 2015 Tupelo Fire 
Department 

County license plate. 

200 2008 Ford F350 9464 City of Tupelo This is the vehicle the chief 
drives. Documentation shows 
that it was leased from the City 
of Tupelo for $1. Vehicle has a 
city license plate. 

201 2004 Ford F550 7464 Tupelo Fire 
Department 

County license plate. 

205 2007 Ford F350 6148 Tupelo Fire 
Department 

County license plate. 

 
20 See Appendix, Attachment 10 
21 19 O.S. § 178.3 
22 19 O.S. § 421.2 
23 See Appendix, Attachment 11 
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207 1997 Stewart and 
Stevenson 

7112 Town of Tupelo Fire 
Department 

County license plate. 

203 1985 ¾ Ton 5077 N/A Vehicles were obtained from 
the Forestry Division of the 
Oklahoma Department of 
Agriculture under the Federal 
Excess Property Program 
(FEPP) of the USDA Forest 
Service. This program is a 
“loan” program; neither the 
state nor the local fire 
department assume ownership 
of vehicles under this program 
and may not sell these 
vehicles. If the vehicle is no 
longer needed by the fire 
department, it reverts to the 
Oklahoma Department of 
Agriculture who may re-
allocate it to other departments 
within the state or return it to 
the USDA Forest Service. 
These vehicles have State of 
Oklahoma license plates. 

208 1979 Chevy Tanker 0023 N/A 
803 C/Brush 1 9088 N/A 

 
Other than equipment lists kept on each unit, and the list of vehicles maintained by the Chief 
which does not include detailed information; we did not observe any other detailed 
comprehensive inventory listings for any other assets. 
 
We reviewed the county sales tax appropriation ledgers for both Departments for the time 
period of July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2020 to determine whether there were any purchases 
made during our audit period that would meet criteria for inventory reporting (acquisition 
cost >$500 per 19 O.S. § 178.1). We noted the following items that met that criteria: 
 
• 18 HP pump, purchased for $3,400 from Casco Industries on 8/20/2015 
• 2 XPR 3500 radios, purchased for $500 each from RSI on 10/9/2015 
• 1 ½ selectable nozzle and foam tube, purchased for $700 from Davenport Fire Equipment 

Sales on 12/4/2017 
• Motorola XPR3500e radio, purchased for $545 from RSI, Inc. on 10/22/2018 
• Lucas Chest Compression system, purchased for $13,876.59 from Physio Control, Inc. on 

3/21/2019 
• Lucas battery, purchased for $605.20 from Physio Control, Inc. on 5/14/2019 
• Lucas battery charger, purchased for $994.50 from Stryker Sales Corporation on 

8/29/2019 
 
 
 
 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/managing-land/fire/fepp
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Recommendation  
We recommend the following: 
 

1. Detailed inventory records should be established that include all information required 
by best practices and SAI forms for county fixed asset inventory reporting. 
 

2. Policies and procedures should be established that ensure the Department follows 
statutory inventory record keeping and reporting requirements enumerated in 19 O.S. 
§178.1. 
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Appendix 
 
 
Attachment 1 
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Attachment 1(continued) 
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Attachment 1(continued) 
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Attachment 2 

 
  



Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments 
Investigative Audit 

Oklahoma State Auditor & Inspector – Forensic Audit Division 19 
 

Attachment 2 (continued) 

 
  



Tupelo and Centrahoma Volunteer Fire Departments 
Investigative Audit 

Oklahoma State Auditor & Inspector – Forensic Audit Division 20 
 

Attachment 3 
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Attachment 4 
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