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Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, has granted 69 state entities the
authority to own and operate 1,483 passenger vehicles. As of September 30, 2000,
approximately 9,000 vehicles were owned by the State of Mississippi. (pages 3 and 5)

The language in the current statute does not clearly limit the number of passenger vehicles
as intended by the Legislature, resulting in all state departments, agencies, and institutions
complying with the numeric restrictions of Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972,
Annotated. (page 6)

The current statute does not take into account the agencies’ need for vehicles, nor doesit
give authority to a state entity to verify appropriate usage. (page 6)

This report provides options for Legislative consideration in management of the state’s
motor vehicles. (page 8)
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A Review of State-Owned Vehicles Legal Regulations

At the request of the Senate Fees, Salaries and Administration Committee, the Office of the
State Auditor (OSA) conducted a performance review of the legal regulations for vehicles
owned by the State of Mississippi. The purpose of this review was to gather information
regarding state vehicles to assist the Legislature in management decisions.

Thisreview included state-ownedvehiclesrecordedonthe entitiesinventoryrecordsfiledwith
the OSA State Property Office as of the quarter ending September 30, 2000.

Findings
The performance review produced the following major findings:

. The September 30, 2000 inventory records reflected a total of 8,972 state-owned
vehicles. (page 5)

. The language in the current statute does not clearly limit the number of passenger
vehiclesasintended by the Legislature, resulting inall state departments, agencies, and
institutions complying with the numeric restrictions of Section 25-1-85, Mississippi
Code of 1972, Annotated. (page 6)

. The current statute does not take into account the agencies’ needfor vehicles, nor does
it give authority to a state entity to verify appropriate usage. (page 6)

Recommendations

The OSA provides the following options for Legislative consideration in management of the
state’ s motor vehicles.

Option One

The Legislature could repeal Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.

Eachyear, agencies (including the Institutes of Higher Learning) could include as part of their
annual budgetrequestto LBO justificationfor additional vehiclesand justificationfor keeping
the current vehicles. If theagency failsto supply therequired information, budget requestsfor
additional vehiclesshouldbe denied. LBO and DFA should analyzetheagency information and



perform break-even analysis, to determine whether more vehicles are needed. The
recommendations of LBO and DFA could then be forwarded to the Legislative Budget
Committee for its consideration.

In addition, agencies should be requiredto continue the submission of vehicle datato the OSA
State Property Office on a quarterly basis. This information should be compiled on ayearly
basis and submitted to LBO and the Legislature for assistance in determining if the vehicles
are being appropriately used and for budget purposes. In addition, as part of this report, the
OSA should report to the Legislature those entities in violation of the vehicle reporting
reguirements.

Option Two

The Legislature could amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated to
“freeze” the number of vehiclesfor eachentity at the current level as suppliedto the OSA State
Property Office by eachentity, and classify by either administrative vehicle or work vehicle.

Under this option the OSA should be given the authority to verify the accuracy of the agency
submitted documentation. Also,the informationunder Option One regarding budget requests
and reporting to the OSA should also apply.

Contact
Mitchell H., Adcock, CPA, CIA, CFE
Performance Audit Division Director
(601) 364.2888
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
OFFICE OF THE STATE AUDITOR

PHIL BRYANT
AUDITOR

January 29, 2001
To parties interested in state vehicle management control:

The Office of the State Auditor has completed , “ A Review of Sate-Owned Vehicles Legal
Regulations’. The results of this review are presented to you in the report published herein. This
review wasinitiated based on the request of the Senate Fees, Salaries and Administration Committee.

Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, has granted 69 state entities the
authority to own and operate 1,483 passenger vehicles. As of September 30, 2000, approximately
9,000 vehicles were owned and operated by the State of Mississippi.

It is our hope the information in this report will be beneficial to partiesinterested in vehicle
management control.

Sincerely,
e

Phil Bryant
State Auditor

The following auditors participated in the preparation of this report:

Performance Audit Director: Mitchell Adcock, CPA, CIA, CFE
Performance Audit Staff:  Sharon Smiley

POST OFFICE BOX 956 AJACKSON, MISSISSIPPI 39205 4(601) 364-2888 4 FAX (601) 364-2828



I ntroduction

Purpose
The Senate Fees, Salaries and Administration Committee requested the Office of the State Auditor
(OSA) to conduct areview of the legal regulations for vehicles owned by the State of Mississippi.
Thepurposeof thisreview wasto gather informationregarding statevehiclesto assist the L egislature
in management decisions.

The performance review will:

. provide background information on the current laws governing the number of
passenger vehicles,

. provide information on the number of current state-owned vehicles;

. determine the State’s compliance with the number of passenger vehicles authorized
by Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated; and

. provide options for improving state vehicle management.
Scope
The scope of the performance review included state-owned vehicles recorded on the entities
inventory records filed with the OSA State Property Office as of the quarter ending September 30,
2000.

Method

In conducting the review, the OSA performed the following procedures:

. reviewed applicable state statutes;
. reviewed and analyzed OSA State Property Office inventory records; and
. reviewed and analyzed OSA-requested information from various state entities.




Background

The Mississippi Legislature first authorized state entities to purchase, own and operate motor
vehiclesin1950. In 1950, twenty-eight state entitieswere granted authority to own and operate 261
automobiles. Today, 69 state entities are granted authority to own and operate 1,483 passenger
vehicles under Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated; however, approximately
9,000 vehicles are being operated.

History of the Passenger Vehicle Definition

Since 1950, the definition of a passenger vehicle (automobile) has changed several times. The
following provides a history of the passenger vehicle definition.

Section 2, Chapter 448, Laws of 1950. Defines an automobile as a ‘passenger
automobile used for the transportation of stateofficersor employeesin carrying out their
respectivedutiesasrequiredby state law.” Motor vehiclescommonly known as*jeeps”
were not considered “automobiles” under the terms of this act.

Chapter 472, Laws of 1976. Changed the definition of an automobile to “ passenger
vehicle of not less than 114 inch or more than 119 inch wheelbase with not to exceed 360
cubic inch displacement engine.”

Chapter 436, Laws of 1980. Added the following provision, “ The term *passenger
automobile’ shall not be construed to mean trucks or motor-driven equipment whose
primary use is not the transportation of passengers.”

Section 167, Chapter 488, Laws of 1984. Changed the definition of an automobile to
“. . .aypassenger vehicle of not less than ninety (90) inch nor more than one hundred
sixteen (116) inch wheelbase not to exceed three hundred seven (307) cubic inch
displacement engine.”

Chapter 543. Laws of 1995. Changed the definition of an automobile to “. . .
‘passenger’ vehicle shall be defined as a vehicle which is designed to transport four (4) or
mor e persons and or provides adequate seating for at least four (4) persons. . ..”

Senate Bill 2506, 2000 Session. Effective from and after passage [May 22, 2000].
Deleted the following provision: “ The term ‘ passenger vehicle' shall not be construed
to mean trucks or motor-driven equipment whose primary use is not the transportation of
passengers.”

History of Vehicles Exempt From the Numeric Restrictions

Beginning in 1956 vehicles used for certain exclusive purposes were exempt from the numeric
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restrictions placed on passenger vehicles. The following provides a history of these exemptions.

Chapter 370, Laws of 1956. The Department of Agriculture received an unspecified
number of cars, not to count against the department’s total, to administer the Milk
Audit Act of 1954.

Section 10, Chapter 497, Laws of 1962. Allowed agencies to buy station wagons, not
subject to the numeric restrictions, when used exclusively to transport patients,
prisoners, or students of state institutions, or bookmobiles.

Section 1, Chapter 479, Laws of 1970. Added the following to the exclusive use
paragraph: “transport blind and sighted employees essential to operate blind training
programsor totransport material, products, and client-traineesin the sheltered workshop
program. . .. The superintendents of the Columbia Training School and Oakley Training
School, or staff members designated by them, may use such station wagons for other
official functions and operations of those institutions at their discretion.”

Chapter485, Lawsof 1985. Added* facultyor staff of stateinstitutions” to the exclusive
use paragraph.

Withthe changes over the years, the following exclusive use clause currently appears in Section 25-
1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated:

“Nothing in Sections 25-1-77 through 25-1-93 shall be construed to prohibit
agencies, departments and institutions from purchasing and operating passenger
vehicles when used exclusively (emphasis added by OSA) to transport patients,
prisoners, students, faculty or staff of stateinstitutions, blind and sighted employees
essential to operate blind training programs or material, products and client-
traineesin the sheltered workshop program, or bookmobiles. The superintendents
of the Columbia Training School and Oakley Training School and the Commissioner
of Corrections, or staff members designated by them, may use such passenger
vehicles for other official functions and operations of those institutions at their
discretion. Passenger vehiclesor similar vehiclesused for any other purposes shall
be considered as automobiles and subject to the restrictions set forth in the
aforesaid sections.”

Under this provision of state law, the exemption of stateinstitutions, whichare not defined by code,
effectively exempts all state entities from Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.




List of State-Owned Vehicles

The September 30, 2000 inventory records reflected a total of 8,972 state-owned vehicles.

In compiling alist of state-owned vehicles, weinitially reviewed the entities’ inventory recordson
file with the OSA State Property Office as of June 19, 2000. We also requested the following
additional informationfrom selected state entities. a complete description of all vehicles; purpose
for which each vehicle was used; the person’s name and job title to whom the vehicle was assigned,;
and any specific reasons the entity felt the vehicle was exempt from Section 25-1-85 of the
Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated. Based on this data, the OSA compiled and presented
information regarding state-owned vehicles to the Senate Fees, Salaries and Administration
Committee in July 2000.

In October 2000, the OSA received an additional |egislative request regarding state-owned vehicles.
Theitemsincludedinthisrequest were: “ (1) alist of all state-owned vehicles for each stateagency; (2)
the person assigned the vehicle; and (3) the purpose for which each vehicleis used.” In an effort to
compile the information, the OSA sent each state entity that owned and operated motor vehicles
(including the Institutes of Higher Learning) arequest for the following vehicle information:

1.  Theindividual assignment of vehicles. (Full Name).

The purpose for which each vehicleisused. (Specific, not general).
Executive use, official’s or employee’ stravel, equipment transport, etc.
The model of the vehicle, e.g., Crown Victoria.

Tag number of each vehicle.

The current odometer reading of each vehicle.

Indicate whether the vehicle is marked or unmarked (825-1-87).
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After analyzing the agency submittedinformation, the OSA compiled alist of state-ownedvehicles,
by state entity. See Appendix A, pages 12 through 14, for the listing of state-owned vehicles
compiled by the OSA. It is important to note, these numbers change on a daily basis due to
acquisitions and disposals. Also, Section 25-1-93 of the Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated,
exempts the Governor’ s Office from the provisions of Section 25-1-85; therefore, the Governor’s
vehicleisnot included in thelist at Appendix A.

In addition, see Appendix B, pages 16 through 18, for explanations of how some of these vehicles
are utilized.




Compliance With Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1792, Annotated

Thelanguagein the current statutedoesnot clearlylimit the number of passenger vehiclesasintended
by the Legislature, resulting in all state departments, agencies, and institutions complying with the
numeric restrictions of Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.

By placing numeric restrictions in Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, the
Legislature was attempting to limit the number of passenger vehicles owned and operated by state
entities (See Appendix A, pages 12 through 14, for the number of passenger vehicles authorized in
the statute, by state entity). However, the current language in the statute has made it possiblefor all
state entities to claim compliance with the numeric restrictions placed on passenger vehicles.

Under the current statute, state entities are allowed to purchase an unlimited number of passenger
vehicles when used exclusively to transport faculty or staff of a state institution. However, a state
institution has not been definedinthe statute. This allows all state entities to claim they are a state
institution; resulting in all vehicles being excluded from the numerical limitations set forth in the
statute

Inaddition, thereisabelief extended cab trucksand sport utility vehiclesdo not qualify as passenger
vehicles. However, the current statute specifically states”. .. ‘passenger vehicle' shall be defined as
a vehicle which is designed to transport four (4) or more personsand/or provides adequateseating for at
least four (4) persons. . .. " Extended cab trucks and sport utility vehicles can seat/transport at |east
four persons; therefore, it appears these vehicles should have been counted toward the numeric
restrictions set forthinthe statute. Agenciespurchasethesevehiclescosting the State of Mi ssissippi

thousands more for aless economical vehicle, comparedto acar, believing they are complying with
the numerical restrictions placed in Section 25-1-85.

Thecurrent statutedoesnot takeintoaccount the agencies need for vehicles, nor doesit giveauthority
to a state entity to verify appropriate usage.

According to Section 25-1-77, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated:

“ No state department, institution or agency shall purchase any automobile, regardless of
the source of funds fromwhich said automobile or station wagon or similar vehicleisto be
purchased, except under authority granted by the state fiscal management board.” (The
fiscal management boardmeansthe Department of Financeand Administration- DFA.)

Even though DFA has the authority to approve vehicle purchases, they do not ensure the vehicles




requested are necessary or in compliance with the limits set forth in Section 25-1-85, Mi ssissippi
Code of 1972, Annotated. In addition, the current statutes do not provide for a review of vehicle
usage to determine appropriateness, causing misuse of state-owned vehicles.

The Legislature could grant authority to either the Legislative Budget Office (LBO) or DFA to
regul ate the purchase of state vehicles. Specifically, when requests for additional vehicles are made
by state agencies, either LBO or DFA should perform appropriate analysisto determine the needfor
the vehicle. Thisanalysisshould include determining whether the agency currently hasvehicleswith
annual mileage below the break-even point at which it is more economical to own a vehicle rather
than pay mileage to an employee for use of his private vehicle. In addition, LBO or DFA should
analyze the use and purpose of each vehicle.

Inaddition, if vehicleclassifications areincludedinthe statute, the L egislature could grant authority
to the OSA to verify compliance withthese classifications anduse of vehiclesonaregular basis. Any
exceptions found by the OSA would be reported to the Legislature.




Recommendations

The OSA provides the following options for Legislative considerationin management of the state’s
motor vehicles. These options describe what legislative changes would be necessary, and the
strengths and weaknesses of each option.

Option One

The Legislature could repeal Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.

Eachyear, agencies (including the I nstitutesof Higher Learning) could include as part of their annual
budget request to LBO justificationfor additional vehicles and justification for keeping the current
vehicles. If the agency fails to supply the required information, budget requests for additional
vehiclesshould be denied. LBO and DFA should analyze the agency information and perform break-
even analysis, to determine whether more vehicles are needed. The recommendations of LBO and
DFA could then be forwarded to the Legislative Budget Committee for its consideration.

In addition, agencies shoul d be requiredto continue the submission of vehicle data to the OSA State
Property Office on a quarterly basis. This information includes, but may not be limited to, the
following:

1. Vehicle tag number

2. Manufacturers model name

3. Specific use of the vehicle, e.g., mail run, garbage hauler, equipment transport,
employee travel, enforcement cruiser, etc.

4, Individual to whom the vehicle is assigned

5. Actual mileage reading on the odometer

6. Indication of whether the vehicle is marked or unmarked

This information shouldbe compiled onayearly basisand submittedto LBO and the Legislature for
assistance in determining if the vehicles are being appropriately used and for budget purposes. In
addition, as part of this report, the OSA should report to the Legislature those entitiesin violation
of the vehicle reporting requirements.

The following Legislative changes would be necessary:

. Repeal Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.

. Amend Section 27-103-129, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated to require the budget




request of each agency include the number of vehicles by classification (administrative or
work) owned or operated by the agency.

. Add a statute detailing the authority given to LBO and DFA regarding vehicle purchase
requests.

Strengths: Agencieswouldberequiredto justify requestsfor additional vehiclesand for maintaining
the current level of vehicles as part of the budget process. Since a break-even analysis would be
performed on vehicle requests, it ishopeful state agencieswouldmake more economical use of the
current vehicles. Without showing an economical use, they would not be able to justify the request
for additional vehicles.

Weaknesses: The statutes do not provide any entity with oversight authority to determine if the
vehiclesare usedto their maximum benefit, before the purchase of any additional vehicles(i.e.,does
the mileage on the current vehicle warrant a replacement vehicle).

Option Two

The L egislature could amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotatedto “freeze” the
number of vehiclesfor eachentity at the current level as supplied to the OSA State Property Office
by each entity, and classify by either administrative vehicle or work vehicle.

Under this option the OSA should be given the authority to verify the accuracy of the agency
submitted documentation. Also, the information under Option One regarding budget requests and
reporting to the OSA should also apply.

The following Legislative changes would be necessary:

. Amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to include the following
definitions of administrative vehicle and work vehicle:

“ ... 'administrative vehicle’ means vehicles which are assigned to an individual
employee in an agency and may be taken home after work hours by the employee
in accordance with policies developed by the employee's agency. This definition
shall exclude vehicles assigned to sworn law enforcement officers of the State of
Mississippi. The term ‘work vehicle’ means those vehicles which are assigned to
sworn law enforcement officers of the Stateof Mississippi, or those vehicles which
are used during work hours by employees for official purposes and may not be
taken home after work hours be an employee.”




. Amend Section25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to include the entity’ s current
administrative and work vehicle levelsin the statute, including those agencies not currently
listed in the statute.

. Remove all exemption clausesfrom Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated.

. Amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to prohibit the purchase of
any sport utility vehicles that are designated by the automotive industry as aluxury vehicle.

. Amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to provide the OSA the
authority to verify the accuracy of vehicle information submitted by each entity.

. Amend Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to require entities violating
the numeric restrictions to dispose of any excess vehicles within 120 days from the date of
notice.

. Amend Section 27-103-129, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated, to require the budget
request of each agency include the number of vehicles by classification (administrative or
work) owned or operated by the agency.

Strengths: The same strengths described in Option One would apply with Option Two. In addition,
under this option, the OSA would be given oversight authority in ensuring the proper classification
of vehicles.

Weaknesses: Thisoptionalso does not provide any entity with oversight authority to determineif the

vehiclesare usedto their maximum benefit, before the purchaseof any additional vehicles(i.e., does
the mileage on the current vehicle warrant areplacement vehicle).
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Appendix A

Summary of State-Owned Vehicles






Appendix A
Summary of State-Owned Vehicles

Entity Name Passenger Vehicles| Total Vehicles
Authorized by
Current Law
Agriculture and Commerce 23 128
Agriculture & Forestry Exp Stations 16 198
Alcorn State University 2 80
Archives and History 2 13
Attorney General 15 12
Board of Animal Health 0 24
Board of Nursing 3 5
Boat & Water Safety Commission 2 2
Boswell Retardation Center 1 78
Bureau of Narcotics 167} 240
Central MS Residential Center 1 8
Chemical Laboratory - MSU o 2
Corrections 13 668
Delta State University 2 64
Dept. of Finance & Admin - General Serv 0 28
Dept. of Insurance 0 5
Dept. of Marine Resources 10 77
Dept. of Mental Health 4 7
Dept. of Rehabilitation Services 4 158
Division of Medicaid 9
Division of Plant Industry 23 33
East MS State Hospital 1 55
Education 1 43
Educational Television (ETV) 0 38
Ellisville State School 1 90
Emergency Management 4 18
Employment Security Commission 1 4
Environmental Quality 12 186
Fair & Coliseum 1 9
Farmer’'s Central Market 0 2
Fire Academy 1 16
Forest and Wildlife Research 1 79
Forestry Commission 43 496
Grand Gulf Military Monument 0 4
Gulf Coast Research Lab - USM 2 35
Highway Department (MDOT) 115 2,467
Hudspeth Center 1 65
Human Services 3 49
Information Tech Services O 4
Institutions of Higher Learning 2 9
Jackson State University 4 76
Juvenile Rehabilitation Facility 1 4
LC Gas Board (Dept. of Insurance) 10 10
Library Commission 5 5
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Entity Name

Passenger Vehicles

Authorized by
Current Law

Total Vehicles

Magnolia State Enterprises (Prison Ind) 0 13
Medical Licensure Board 5 4
Memoria Stadium 0 2
Military Department 5 42
Motor Vehicle Commission 1 1
MS Coop Extension Service 1 11
MS Development Authority (MDA) 14 16
MDA - Certified Development 1 1
MS Industries for Blind 0 14
MS Appraisal & Lic Cert Board 0 1
MS State Hospital 2 98
MS State University 4 331
MS University for Women 2 52
MS Valley State University 2 55
MS Veterinary Diagnostic Lab 0 6
North MS Regional Center 1 97
North MS State Hospital 1 9
Office of Buildings, Grounds & Real Prop 1 1
Office of Capitol Facilities - Cap Police 5 5
Office of Surplus Property 4 5
Office of the State Fire Marshall 15 15
Qil and Gas Board 3 13
Parole Board 2 2
Pat Harrison Waterway District 1 49
Pearl River Basin Development District 2 6
Pearl River Valley Water Supply Dist. 7 41
PERS 4 4
Pharmacy Board 4 4
Port Authority at Gulfport 6 21
Public Safety 600) 791
Public Service Commission 42 44
Real Estate Commission 2 2
School for Math and Science 0 10
Soil & Water Conservation 5 10
South MS Regional Center 1 94
South M S State Hospital 1 1
State Aid Road 10 11
State Auditor's Office 20 16
State Board of Health 13 16
State Gaming Commission 60 61
State Tax Commission g 44
State Tax - Alcoholic Beverage Control 30 30
Tenn-Tom Waterway Development Auth. 2 2
Tombigbee Water Supply Dist. 3 17
UMC 2 97]
University of Southern Mississippi 6 2317

13




Entity Name Passenger Vehicles| Total Vehicles

Authorized by

Current Law
University of Mississippi 4 283
University Press 0 1
Veterans Affairs Board 15 15
Wildlife, Fisheries and Parks 60 670
Y ellow Creek Inland Port Authority 1 6
Total 1,483 8,972

Source: Section 25-1-85, Mississippi Code of 1972, Annotated; OSA State Property Office
Inventory Records; and entity inventory records. Thisinformation isasreported to the OSA
for the quarter ending September 30, 2000.
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Appendix B

Examples of Vehicle Usage by State Entities






Appendix B
Examples of Vehicle Usage by State Entities

Board of Animal Health

Accordingto the Board, “ Dr. Watson (State V eterinarian) travelsextensively inthestate; therefore,
he needs an extra-cab truck to haul equipment.”

Department of Archives and History

According to the Department of Archives and History, two passenger vans owned by the
department are used to transport staff and three utility vehicles are used for archaeological
surveys.

Department of Corrections

According to the Department of Corrections, “ Exemptionsarealso allowed at the discretion of the
Commissioner if the vehicle is considered necessary for institutional operation or is required for
emergency response.” The department classified 125 vehicles as “Institution Operation,” which
according to inventory records are used for travel within the facility, to transport personnel, and
to transport officers. The department also classified 195 vehicles as “Emergency Response
Status” (i.e., parolee investigation).

Department of Environmental Quality

According to the Department of Environmental Quality, “ The primary use of the vast majority of
our vehicles is not the transportation of passengers, but rather for staff and equipment.”  The
department also claims they need “ a vehicle with an enclosed cabin to provide adequate cooling,
heating anddust protection.. . (for the equipment), in addition to providing adequatetransportation
padding and physical security to protect the equipment.”

Department of Public Safety

According to the Department of Public Safety, 41 used passenger vehiclesare waiting to be sold,;
19 used passenger vehicles arewaiting to be reissued; 74 new passenger vehicles are waiting to
be issued; and the following vehicles are designated as “ special purpose”:

C Suburban used for “ civilian services - DS Commercial Lic. Hauling cones”
C Passenger vehicles used for “ Driver Training Track Vehicle Only”

C Vans used for “ crime scenes’

C Utility vehicles used for “ communications’
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Department of Wildlife, Fisheries and Parks

According to the Department of Wildlife, Fisheries and Parks, the vehicles owned by the
department are used for the following various purposes:

“Travel to meetings, pick up supplies. . .”

Biologistsusethe extended cab trucks “. . . totransport weather sensitiveequipment
such as computers, audio-visual equipment, bulk quantities of brochures, etc.”

Special Operations Unit - “ Extended cab vehicles are used to transport covert
electronic equipment and evidence; no passengers.”

Communications Division - “ Extended cab pickup and van are used to transport
sensitiveel ectronictest equi pment, parts, antennas, andtoolsto the tower and job sites,
Nno passengers.”

Housekeeping and food servicepersonnel at the state parks use the SUV’ s and vans
as“ cargo vans.”

Fisheries Bureau - “ The utility vehicles are used to haul specialized sampling
equipment. . . . The hatchery manager uses the vehicle for transporting hatchery
employees to meetings and scheduled training classes. The extended cab trucks are
used by field personnel for housing and hauling specialized sampling equipment. This
valuabl e equipment must be kept secure and out of the weather.”

“ Thevehiclesused by Hunter Education personnel should be capableof towing medium
size trailers and be able to go off road in order to transport supplies, material and
equipment for events.”

Mississippi Cooperative Extension Service

Theextensionserviceowns passenger vansused to “ transport publications, supplies, furniture, etc.”
and to “ transport equipment for TV Crew, Farm Week, Video Production,” a suburban used to
“transport exhibits, equipment, printed materialsetc.” ,andanextendedcab truck usedto * transport
items pertaining to work with weather station.”

Pat Harrison Waterway District

According to the Pat Harrison Waterway District, they own three passenger vans used for
mai ntenance, on the job site, hauling materials, or pulling atrailer.
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Pearl River Basin Development District

According to the Pearl River Basin Development District, they own extended cab trucks used to
“ Haul materials, equipment and construction crews to water parks’ or * Haul materials, equipment
and staff in viewing project sites.” They also own a sport utility vehicle used for “ transportation
of light weight supplies and equipment from Jackson office to park sites.”

Pearl River Valley Water Supply District

According to the Pearl River Valley Water Supply District they own an extended cab truck used
for

“ construction inspect., carry plans, signs, small equip & tools” ; crew cab trucks used to

“transport employeesand equip tojob site” or “ haul sewer machinetojobsites’ ;andautility vehicle
used to “ run parts/misc deliver.”

State Aid Road

According to State Aid Road, they own two Jeep Cherokeesbecausethey* .. . provide engineers
the ability to ride projects which would be difficult to navigate in a passenger vehicle.”

State Fire Academy

According to the State Fire Academy, the sport utility vehicles owned by the academy are used
“to transport training material and to reach training sites around the state.” According to the
academy“ .. .the primary purpose of the vehicles are not for passenger transportation. Thevehicles
arefor staff memberstotravel inand out of the statewith expensivetraining material and equipment,
secureingdethetruck. If over-night travel isinvolved, the training equipment is not securein the bed
of a regular truck. The additional passenger capacity does allow four or more instructional staff
members to travel in the samevehicleto the training destination; saving mileage, wear-and-tear, and
the expense of sending two regular pick-up trucks to the samelocation.” The academy also ownsa
heavy dutytruckwithapassenger capacity of four “. . . for the purpose of pulling training equipment
trailers. ... Thisvehicleallowsfour staff membersto travel in onevehiclefor thetraining exercises.”
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