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GENERALLY ACCEPTED GOVERNMENT 
AUDITING STANDARDS STATEMENT

We conducted this performance audit in accordance with 
Generally Accepted Government Auditing Standards 
(GAGAS). Those standards require that we plan and perform 
the audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide 
a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on 
our audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained 
provides a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions 
based on our audit objectives.

POST AUDIT DIVISION
Justin Robinson, Director



The Legislative Auditor conducted an audit of the Supreme Court of Appeal’s fixed asset 
inventory records and procedures. This audit was conducted to determine if the Court has a 
complete and up-to-date fixed asset inventory record that ensures reportable items are properly 
accounted for. The Court is responsible for the purchasing, accounting, and record keeping of all 
fixed asset inventoriable items at the Court’s State Capitol location (Central Administration), as 
well as certain fixed asset inventoriable items located at and utilized by the Magistrate, Family and 
Circuit Courts throughout the entire state. 

Initial Inventory Audit - 2018  

In March of 2018, the Legislative Auditor instructed the Post Audit Division to conduct an 
audit of the Court's fixed asset inventory. The Legislative Auditor reviewed purchase documents 
for Fiscal Years 2015 – 2018 to determine those purchases made by the Court that should have 
been included in the Court's fixed asset inventory record. This initial review revealed extensive 
inadequacies regarding the oversight and recordkeeping of the Court's fixed assets as follows:  

1. After making initial inquiries of the Court during the early stages of the audit, Court
staff informed us that the Court had no written policies or procedures for
documenting and safeguarding the Court's fixed assets.

2. The Court had not sufficiently maintained a fixed asset inventory record since at
least Fiscal Year 2012. The Legislative Auditor obtained the Court's asset inventory
record as documented in wvOASIS on March 15, 2018. The record only contained
26 items, including five vehicles, with a combined acquisition cost of $368,946. As
stated above, the Court had no policy for documenting and safeguarding the Court’s
assets; therefore, in order to determine fixed asset inventoriable items, the
Legislative Auditor applied the fixed asset inventory thresholds outlined in the
Department of Administration’s Surplus Property Operations Manual for
Executive Branch agencies. If the Court had a fixed asset policy mirroring the
Department of Administration’s policy, the Court would have been required to
record approximately $2.7 million of inventoriable assets in the wvOASIS Fixed
Asset Module for items purchased during Fiscal Years 2015 through 2018.
It is important to note the $2.7 million in inventoriable assets cited above is limited to

purchases made during four Fiscal Years. The actual value of omitted purchases that should have 
been included in the Court's fixed asset inventory record would likely be significantly more since 
the Court had not adequately maintained the record since at least Fiscal Year 2012.  

Subsequent Actions Taken by the Court 

On May 30, 2018, the Court informed the Legislative Auditor that approximately nine 
weeks earlier the Court began compiling a fixed asset inventory list external to wvOASIS in a 
SharePoint1 computer database. The Court further asserted that fixed asset inventoriable items 
recorded in SharePoint would be transferred to the wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module on or before 
August 1, 2018. Per a request from the Legislative Auditor dated June 14, 2018, the Supreme 
Court provided the Legislative Auditor a copy of the SharePoint record, various other forms used 

1 SharePoint is a web-based collaborative platform that integrates with Microsoft Office. 
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to compile and maintain the record, as well as a summary document entitled “West Virginia 
Supreme Court of Appeals Technology Assets – Status Update.”  

The asset confirmation method set forth in the summary document2—specifically, a 
physical inspection of items along with a comparison of the results of this inspection against 
surplus/recycled property records by the Court—does provide a level of assurance that assets on 
hand have been entered into the Court’s internal fixed asset system. However, this method alone 
does not provide assurance that all reportable assets purchased by the Court are included in the 
asset record and that items are either currently in possession of the Court or have been properly 
retired. Purchased fixed assets that were subsequently lost, misplaced, or stolen would not be 
identified as they would not be on-hand to be physically observed.  

Obtaining sufficient assurance requires the additional confirmation method of identifying 
reportable items from purchasing records and ensuring these items are recorded in the appropriate 
wvOASIS fixed asset record with all required fields. Further, if not retired, the items should be 
traced to their physical location by matching the asset tag number and serial number, if applicable, 
to the corresponding fields in the fixed asset record.   

The Legislative Auditor also reviewed the SharePoint asset inventory record to determine 
if the record incorporated the necessary descriptive categories (i.e., serial number, asset tag 
number, asset cost, etc.) common to most fixed asset inventory systems. Through this procedure, 
it was determined that fields pertaining to both the date the asset was received by the Court and 
acquisition cost of the asset were incomplete for a substantial percentage of items.  

Given these noted issues and the Court’s continued work toward implementing a more 
effective inventory management system, it was determined that allowing the Court to fully 
implement this new system and then re-evaluate the system once implemented would lead to a 
more thorough audit review. 

2019 Audit of Court’s New Procedures and Policy Update 

 In January 2019, the Court developed and enacted a formal asset management policy3. 
This policy defines a Reportable Asset as: 

…A Tangible Asset, excluding Expendable Commodities as defined, that has an 
original acquisition cost of $1,000 or more and a useful life of one year or longer…. 

Further, the Court’s asset management policy stipulates that Reportable Assets, as well 
as computers with an acquisition cost of $500 or more and all firearms regardless of cost, must 
be entered into the wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module.  

To determine the effectiveness of the Court’s asset management policy, the Legislative 
Auditor began auditing procedures in August 2019, designed to evaluate the accuracy and 
completeness of the Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset inventory record. These procedures included an

2 The Legislative Auditor utilized the Court’s July 11, 2018 Inventory Summary, and information provided verbally by the Court on May 30,  
2018 to determine the Court's overall fixed asset confirmation methodology. 

3 See Appendix C on Page 11 of this report. 
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analysis of purchase documents in wvOASIS for five Fiscal Years (2015–2019). From these 
documents, the Legislative Auditor compiled a list of 911 items with an original acquisition cost 
totaling $2,230,889.31 that should have been included in the Court's wvOASIS fixed asset 
inventory record per the Court’s formal asset management policy manual (effective January 2019). 

Using auditor judgement, the Legislative Auditor selected a sample of 454 of these items 
with acquisition cost totaling $762,8834 and determined 299 items costing $537,137, were not 
documented in the wvOASIS fixed asset record.  These 299 items represented 66% of the 454 
items in the sample.  The audit sample of 454 items included 381 computers with an original 
acquisition cost of $377,573, of which 252, costing $242,019, were not documented in the 
Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset record.    

The Legislative Auditor performed additional testing procedures to determine if the Court 
had entered fixed asset inventoriable items not found in the audit of the fixed asset record into the 
wvOASIS Assets Retired Module. The Legislative Auditor reviewed assets retired by the Court 
from July 1, 2013 through October 31, 2019 and determined the inventoriable items missing from 
the Court’s wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module were also not included in the 2,633 items contained 
within the Court’s wvOASIS Assets Retired Module.  

The Legislative Auditor communicated the results of this follow-up review to the Court. 
The Court responded by acknowledging the conclusions reached from the Legislative Auditor’s 
follow-up review and noted that a majority of the missing items were “…computer equipment, 
such as desktops, laptops, and switches….” The Court further explained that its IT Division 
maintains a database of equipment outside of wvOASIS, in BarCloud (previously in SharePoint).5 
The response also indicated that the Court’s IT Division was able to provide a list of the physical 
locations of the missing items identified in the audit to the Court’s Administrative Director/Chief 
Financial Officer. Moving forward, it was stated, all computer equipment purchases will be entered 
into wvOASIS by the IT Procurement Specialist, who has access to both databases (BarCloud and 
wvOASIS), and would, therefore, have the ability to verify that both databases are accurate and 
complete. Finally, the Court anticipated the missing items noted in the Legislative Auditor’s would 
be entered into wvOASIS by March 31, 2020.  

2020 Audit of Court’s Inventory Management System 

In August 2020, approximately two-and-a-half years after the Court initiated efforts to 
compile a fixed asset inventory list, the Legislative Auditor again evaluated the accuracy and 
completeness of the Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset inventory record. To accomplish this, the 
Legislative Auditor compared the list of the 299 fixed asset items previously referenced as 
unaccounted for in the 2019 audit to the Court’s August 2020 wvOASIS Fixed Asset inventory 
record. 

4 From the Legislative Auditor’s review of the Court’s fixed asset purchases for Fiscal Years 2015-2019 it was determined that the Court purchased 
a substantial number of computers, and other high-value electronic equipment and devices. Therefore, the Legislative Auditor sought to establish 
a test sample representative of these specific items. 

5 BarCloud Asset is a cloud-based asset management solution system. [The Legislative Auditor did not inquire as to why the Court switched from 
SharePoint to BarCloud]. An evaluation of the accuracy and completeness of the Court’s internal database is outside the scope of this audit.  
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The Legislative Auditor determined that 248 out of the 299 previously unaccounted for 
fixed asset items were included in the Court’s August 2020 wvOASIS Fixed Asset inventory 
record. These 248 items had an associated combined original purchase price of $329,172. 

There were 51 items unaccounted for in the August 2019 audit that remained unaccounted 
for in the August 2020 audit. These items had a combined original purchase price of $207,964 and 
included Dell desktop and laptop computers with a total cost of $12,886—two of which had a 
recorded purchase price of $1,671.64 each. Additionally, the Legislative Auditor identified several 
sound system component purchases (amplifiers, sound mixers), as well as a Morphotrack Livescan 
biometric fingerprint identification system purchased for $27,495, that were absent from the 
Court’s August 2020, wvOASIS fixed asset record. 

It should be noted that while the Court’s wvOASIS Fixed Asset inventory record is still 
incomplete, a significant amount of progress has been made by the Court towards ensuring the 
record is accurate and up to date. As referenced above, the Court’s March 2018 wvOASIS Fixed 
Asset inventory record contained only 26 items, with a total value of $368,946. The following 
table summarizes the results of the Legislative Auditor’s subsequent audit procedures for Fiscal 
Years 2019 and 2020.  

Governmental Accounting Standards Board’s Statement No. 87 

In addition to evaluating the status of the Court’s fixed asset inventory in 2020, the 
Legislative Auditor also sought to determine the extent to which the Court complied with the 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board’s Statement No. 87 (GASB 87). This new accounting 
standard for government organizations was proposed during 2017 and released in June of that year. 
It was initially effective for reporting periods that began subsequent to December 15, 2019.6 

 The purpose of GASB 87 is to equip government entities with improved accounting and 
financial reporting guidelines by: 

…requiring recognition of certain lease assets and liabilities for leases that 
previously were classified as operating leases and recognized as inflows of 
resources or outflows of resources based on the payment provisions of the contract. 
It establishes a single model for lease accounting based on the foundational 

6 In May 2020, the GASB issued Statement No. 95, Postponement of the Effective Dates of Certain Authoritative Guidance, which 
delayed the GASB 87 effective date by 18 months. This pronouncement now requires the adoption of GASB 87 for all Fiscal Years 
that begin subsequent to June 15, 2021. However, the requirement to restate all prior periods presented, if practicable, remains. 

Audit 
Date¹ 

No. of Items 
Audited² 

Acquisition Cost   
Sample 

Items 
Recorded in 
wvOASIS³ 

Acquisition Cost 
Items Recorded 

August 2019 454 $762,883 155 (34%) $225,747 (30%) 
August 2020 454 $762,883 403 (89%) $554,919 (73%) 

¹ The audit date is reflective of the commencement of audit procedures.  Certain audit procedures extended beyond the month and
year specified.  
² The same sample of 454 items was used for both the 2019 and the 2020 audit. 

³ Includes the percentage of the number [column 4] and acquisition cost [column 5] of sampled items recorded in the Court’s
wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module for the corresponding Fiscal Year.  
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principle that leases are financings of the right to use an underlying asset. Under 
this Statement, a lessee is required to recognize a lease liability and an intangible 
right-to-use lease asset, and a lessor is required to recognize a lease receivable 
and a deferred inflow of resources, thereby enhancing the relevance and 
consistency of information about governments’ leasing activities….(emphasis 
added) 

 The Legislative Auditor requested information from the Court regarding compliance with 
GASB 87 in the February 7, 2020 informational request letter. The Court’s February 19, 2020 
response letter stated in part:  

…The Court has leased property which is subject to the provisions of GASB 87. 
The leases have been entered into wvOASIS and were reported to the Real Estate 
Division as required. We have updated our Asset Management policy to reflect the 
reporting requirement…. 

 The Legislative Auditor analyzed wvOASIS real estate records for the Court as well as the 
West Virginia Department of Administration-Real Estate Division’s Real Property and Lease 
Report for all State Spending Units for Fiscal Years 2019 and 2020. The Legislative Auditor 
concurs with the Court that all [real] leased property subject to the provisions of GASB 87 has 
been entered into wvOASIS and reported to the Real Estate Division as required.  

 GASB 87 defines a lease as a “…contract that conveys control of the right to use another 
entity’s nonfinancial asset (the underlying asset) as specified in the contract for a period of time 
in an exchange or exchange-like transaction….” Nonfinancial assets, according to this Standard, 
could include buildings, land, vehicles, and equipment.  

From the Legislative Auditor’s review of the Court’s fixed asset inventory and 
related purchasing documentation, it was determined that the Court purchased one vehicle during 
the audit period (FY 2015 – 2019) and the specific vehicle had been properly entered into the 
wvOASIS Fixed Asset Record7. In addition, the Court’s February 19, 2020, response provided 
information regarding compliance with GASB 87 for leased real property but did not speak 
to either the applicability or degree of compliance with GASB 87 for non-real property 
(i.e., leased copiers/printers or other large-scale office equipment).   

The Legislative Auditor sought to determine the Court’s compliance with GASB 87 (non-
real property) by performing testing procedures on a limited number of the Court’s wvOASIS 
purchasing transaction records (and accompanying supporting documentation). The results from 

7 W.Va. Code §5A-12-7 requires each state spending unit to report all vehicles and equipment requiring a state license 
plate in the state's centralized accounting system (wvOASIS). Although the Legislative Auditor did not perform testing 
procedures specifically designed to evaluate the Court’s compliance with W.Va. Code §5A-12-7, an analysis of the 
Court’s wvOASIS Fixed Asset record, as of August 31, 2020, revealed 17 vehicles entered by the Court as reportable 
assets. Except for one Ford F350 Truck purchased in December 2015, the vehicles were acquired preceding the audit 
period (FY 2014-2019) and, therefore, were not included in the Legislative Auditor’s population of reportable assets 
obtained from the Court’s purchasing records.      
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these testing procedures found no instances of leased non-real property (as defined in GASB 87) 
by the Court.  

Conclusion 

The Legislative Auditor’s initial review of the Court’s fixed asset inventory found that only 
26 items had been entered into wvOASIS. Subsequent actions taken by the Court improved the 
wvOASIS fixed asset listing; however, the Court did not meet its goal of transferring fixed asset 
information from its internal record into wvOASIS by August 1, 2018. Ensuing analysis revealed 
that as of August 2019, a substantial percentage of reportable items remained unrecorded in the 
Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset listing. Finally, audit procedures performed in August 2020 showed 
a marked improvement in the Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset listing, with a sizable majority of items 
now documented in the wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module.   

The progress made by the Court towards ensuring complete and up-to-date fixed asset 
records for a large volume of diverse items located throughout the State deserves recognition. 
However, the Legislative Auditor has concerns about the completeness and accuracy of the Court’s 
wvOASIS fixed asset record due to the substantial amount of time involved in achieving the 
aforementioned progress. Additionally, the asset confirmation method initially adopted by the 
Court consisting of a physical inspection of items along with a comparison of the inspection results 
against surplus/recycled property records does not provide assurance that all reportable assets are 
included in the asset record as purchased fixed assets that were subsequently lost or stolen prior to 
such an inspection would not be on-hand to be observed. Further, as of August 2020, 
some reportable items purchased by the Court during Fiscal Years 2015 through 2019 
remain undocumented in wvOASIS. 

 Maintaining complete, accurate, and up-to-date asset inventory records is a critical 
component in ensuring State-owned assets are accounted for and not lost, stolen, or disposed of 
improperly. This is especially important for the Court as it operates throughout the entire state and 
maintains assets at locations that are far away from its central office in Charleston.  Although the 
Court does maintain an internal asset inventory record and has made considerable improvements 
to its wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module, a complete and up-to-date record has still not been achieved, 
which is a violation of the Court’s Asset Management Policy, Section 4(a). This section states: 

Reportable Asset Further Defined. Any Tangible Asset, excluding Expendable 
Commodities as defined, that has an original acquisition cost of $1,000 or more 
and a useful life of one year or longer must be entered into the wvOASIS Fixed 
Asset Module and will be referred to herein as “Reportable Assets.” The 
Coordinator may enter assets that do not meet the definition of Reportable Assets 
into the Fixed Asset Module, but he or she is not required to do so. Any asset entered 
into the Fixed Asset Module will be treated as a Reportable Asset for procedural 
purposes, whether or not the property meets the definition of Reportable Assets 
above.   
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Recommendation 

The Legislative Auditor has the following recommendation:  

1. The Legislative Auditor recommends the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals adhere 
to its Asset Management Policy and enter all “Reportable Assets” into the wvOASIS Fixed 
Asset Module. This process should include ensuring all fixed assets are permanently tagged 
with a unique identifying number. The number should be recorded in the Fixed Asset 
Module along with an item description, purchase price and serial number, if applicable, of 
the item. In addition, each fixed asset’s physical location or employee assignment, if 
applicable, should be documented and any subsequent moves within or outside the facility 
should be recorded. Lastly, any retirement of assets should be documented in the 
appropriate wvOASIS record to ensure the fixed asset inventory is current.  

7

https://www.paychex.com/articles/finance/guide-to-understanding-fixed-assets


8



Objective, Scope, and Methodology 
The Post Audit Division, with the Office of the Legislative Auditor, conducted this post 

audit as authorized by Chapter 4, Article 2, Section 5 of the West Virginia Code, as amended. The 
audit was conducted in accordance with the standards applicable to performance audits contained 
in the generally accepted government auditing standards (GAGAS) issued by the Government 
Accountability Office.  

The Legislative Auditor’s Office reviews the statewide single audit and the DOH financial 
audit annually with regards to any issues related to the wvOASIS financial system. The Legislative 
Auditor’s Office on a quarterly basis requests and reviews any external and internal audits of the 
wvOASIS financial system. Through its numerous audits, the Legislative Auditor’s Office is 
constantly testing the financial information contained in the wvOASIS financial system. In 
addition, the Legislative Auditor’s Office has sought the professional opinion of the reliability of 
wvOASIS from the Joint Committee on Government and Finance’s Fiscal Officer who, along with 
her staff, uses the wvOASIS system daily. Based upon these actions, along with the audit tests 
conducted on the audited agency, it is our professional judgement that information in the wvOASIS 
system is reliable for auditing purposes under the 2011 Yellowbook. However, in no manner 
should this statement be construed as a statement that 100 percent of the information or 
calculations in the wvOASIS financial system is accurate. 

Objective 1:  
 To determine if the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals (Supreme Court) maintains 
a complete and accurate fixed asset inventory record in the wvOASIS Fixed Asset Module in 
accordance with the Court’s Asset Management Policy. 

Objective 2:  
 To determine if the Court has developed policies and procedures that address the new 
accounting requirements for leased properties and/or equipment subject to the provisions of GASB 
87 (effective for all reporting periods subsequent to December 15, 2019). 

Scope: 
 The scope of this review consists of an analysis of the Supreme Court’s wvOASIS 
purchasing reports for fiscal year 2015 through fiscal year 2019, as well as analysis of the Supreme 
Court’s wvOASIS fixed asset records for fiscal year 2018 through fiscal year 2020. Further, the 
scope includes a review of assets retired by the Supreme Court as recorded in the wvOASIS Assets 
Retired Module from July 1, 2013, through October 31, 2019; a review of the Supreme Court's 
wvOASIS real estate record as of November 2, 2020; and a review of all applicable policies, 
procedures and asset/equipment forms adopted and utilized by the Court for fiscal year 2015 
through fiscal year 2019. 
Methodology:  
 Post Audit staff gathered and analyzed several sources of information and assessed the 
sufficiency and appropriateness of the information used as evidence. Testimonial evidence was 
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gathered through interviews and email correspondence with various employees at the Supreme 
Court. The purpose for testimonial evidence was to gain a better understanding or clarification of 
a certain issue, to confirm the existence or non-existence of a condition, or to understand the 
respective agency’s position on an issue. Such testimonial evidence was confirmed by either 
written statements or the receipt of corroborating physical evidence.  

Specifically, audit staff reviewed and compared the purchasing and fixed asset inventory 
records of the Supreme Court, as maintained in wvOASIS, to obtain an understanding of the 
quantity and type of assets purchased by the Court, and to determine the accuracy and 
completeness of the Court's fixed asset inventory record. In addition, the Legislative Auditor 
reviewed the Court’s wvOASIS real property record to assess the Court’s level of compliance 
with the provisions of the Governmental Accounting Standard Board’s Statement No. 87. Further, 
the Legislative Auditor reviewed the following wvOASIS financial reports and auxiliary 
supporting documentation for context and corroborating evidence. 

1. wvOASIS Assets Retired Module – to determine if reportable items (as defined by the
Department of Administration’s Surplus Property Operations Manual for Executive
Branch agencies and/or the Court’s Asset Management Policy) not located in the Court’s
wvOASIS Fixed Asset Inventory record were retired, or otherwise disposed of by the
Court.

2. wvOASIS Fixed Asset Real Estate Module – to determine the accuracy and completeness
of the Court’s real property asset record, and compliance with the provisions of the
Governmental Accounting Standard Board’s Statement No. 87, which requires a lessor to
recognized certain leases as lease receivables and as deferred inflows of resources.

3. Electronic copy of the Court’s internal IT Fixed Asset Inventory record as recorded in
Sharepoint (a web-based collaborative platform that integrates with Microsoft Office) - to
obtain an understanding of the Court’s procedures for recording fixed asset type items
outside of the wvOASIS system.

4. Sample Copies of request forms sent by the Lower Court’s to the Supreme Court for
obtaining fixed-asset type items – to obtain an overall understanding of the Court’s
procedures for requesting, approving and allocating assets between its various
administrative levels.

Further, we conducted this performance audit in accordance with generally accepted
government auditing standards. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to 
obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our findings and 
conclusions based on our audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained provides a 
reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives.  
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September 3, 2021 

Justin Robinson, Post Audit Division Director 
West Virginia Legislative Auditor’s Office 
1900 Kanawha Blvd. East, Room W-329 
Charleston, WV  25305-0610 

Director Robinson: 

This letter serves as a response to the Post Audit Division’s draft report on the inventory management of 
the Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia (the Court), dated August 24, 2021.  The response 
includes results of the internal investigation conducted thus far regarding the 51 remaining fixed assets 
unaccounted from past audits. Additionally, the response includes strategic changes being implemented to 
improve underlying processes and oversight methodologies in order to facilitate improved fixed asset 
accuracy and audit transparency.  

Summary of 51 Identified Audit Issues with Resolutions – Assets Totaling $207,964.44 

• 9 Asset Records totaling $19,813.54 contain inadequate information.

o Issue: Asset records missing details such as asset tag, serial number, location assignment.

o Resolution: Missing details have been added to records.

• 4 Assets totaling $3,651.76 with unidentified status or disposition.

o Issue: No current official record exists of these assets.

o Resolution: Due to assets being well beyond end of life, these assets will be disposed
with appropriate documentation (as directed by the Post Audit Division).

• 12 Assets totaling $55,654.98 (Courtroom Technology) not in OASIS.

o Issue: Assets not recorded.

o Resolution: All assets listed were confirmed to be installed in their respective counties
and assets added to OASIS.

o Note: Courtroom technology was inherited in 2021 when two Court divisions merged,
Facilities and Technology. With new management, a statewide inventory of all courtroom
technology is underway in each county, as COVID-related delays and staffing resources
allow.  Fixed Asset inventory discrepancies will be addressed as they are identified.
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• 9 Items totaling $33,356.30 incorrectly coded as Assets. 

o Issue: Component parts of the HPE Storage Area Network (SAN) appliance were 
incorrectly entered as separate assets. 

o Resolution: These items were reclassified as memo assets and associated with the 
appropriate asset. 

• 17 Assets totaling $95,487.86 are no longer property of the Court. 

o Issue: These grant-funded assets were purchased by the Court, then ownership of these 
items was assumed by the respective county or state entity upon installation. 

o Resolution: These assets were added and transferred to the respective county or state 
entity in possession of the assets. 

Strategic Changes To Processes and Oversight Methodologies 

The following changes to process and oversight have been or will be adopted to address accuracy and 
audit transparency issues. 

• Improve consistency and oversight regarding the input of asset and serial numbers, as well as 
location assignments, in order to facilitate identification of assets in the system.  

• Ensure proper documentation is provided to the fixed asset manager at the time assets are 
transferred to other entities. 

• Complete ongoing county-based courtroom technology inventory statewide to address inventory 
discrepancies as they arise related to equipment location assignments. 

• Complete monthly internal audits between BarCloud and OASIS to ensure processes and 
procedures are followed. 

As Director of the Technology and Facility Services Division, I agree with the recommendations provided 
in the Post Audit Division’s draft report on the inventory management of technology and facility assets.   

CC:  Chief Justice Evan Jenkins 
Administrative Director Joseph Armstrong 
Chief Financial Officer Sue Troy 
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