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Deloitte 0001580808 A10 Networks, Inc.

EntityComments

1 CFE: Uses concept us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax to
represent comprehensive income. Also, starts with available to common.

EDGARfilings Deloitte 0000002178 ADAMS RESOURCES &
PROfile
ENERGY, INC.

2 CFE: Inappropriate extension concept,
ae:IncomeLossFromEquityMethodInvestmentsNetOfTax

Workiva

Deloitte 0000004904 AMERICAN ELECTRIC
POWER CO INC

2 CFE: Conflicting net cash flow continuing, discontinued, total for operating
activities.

Workiva

Deloitte 0001411494 Apollo Global
Management LLC

2 CFE: Inappropriate concept for comprehensive income, usgaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax

Workiva

Deloitte 0000109563 APPLIED INDUSTRIAL
TECHNOLOGIES INC

1 CFE: Inconsistent/conflicting revenues concepts.

Workiva

Deloitte 0001630805 BABCOCK & WILCOX
ENTERPRISES, INC.

1 CFE: Inappropriate use of concept, usgaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations. Exchange gains
included in net cash flow continuing

QXi

Deloitte 0000093859 BIGLARI HOLDINGS
INC.

2 CFE: Inappropriate application of dimensions.

Workiva

Deloitte 0001172139 BILL BARRETT
CORPORATION

1 CFE: Improper use of us-gaap:AssetsNoncurrent.

Workiva

Deloitte 0000012927 BOEING CO

1 CFE: Issue relates to line item Net income (loss). Issue related to immaterial
noncontrolling interest on income statement.

RR
Donnelley

Deloitte 0000949870 BOSTON BEER CO INC

1 CFE: Inappropriate concept used to represent comprehensive income, usgaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTaxPortionAttributableToParent.

Workiva

Deloitte 0000906553 BOYD GAMING CORP

2 CFE: Issue related to continuing cash flows

Workiva

Deloitte 0001581068 Brixmor Property
Group Inc.

1 CFE: Inappropriate extension concept,
brx:Gainlossondisposalofinvestmentsinunconsolidatedjointventures. Issue
related to income (loss) from equity method investments.

Workiva

Deloitte 0000858339 CAESARS
ENTERTAINMENT
Corp

1 CFE: Held for sale issue, czr:ChangeInCashClassifiedAsHeldForSale.

Workiva

Deloitte 0001374310 CBOE Holdings, Inc.

1 CFE: Concept us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax inconsistent
with line items. Undistributed earnings issue.

Workiva

Deloitte 0000813920 CEC ENTERTAINMENT
INC

1 CFE: Successor/predecessor issues. WORLDVIEW.

Workiva

Deloitte 0000925645 CENTRAL EUROPEAN
MEDIA ENTERPRISES
LTD.

1 CFE: Inconsistent net cash flow investing activities facts, total, continuing,
discontinued

Workiva

Deloitte 0001649709 CIFC LLC

1 CFE: Root entity detection problem because of inappropriate use of
dimensions.

Workiva

Deloitte 0001575051 Ciner Resources LP.

1 CFE: Inappropriate extension concept related to comprehensive income.

Certent

Deloitte 0001108109 COMMUNITY HEALTH
SYSTEMS INC

1 CFE: Error related to healthcare revenues concept relations.
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A10 Networks, Inc.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1580808/000158080817000013/0001580808-17-000013index.htm
Inappropriate concept used to represent line item “Comprehensive loss”. That concept relates to other
comprehensive income, not comprehensive income.
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ADAMS RESOURCES & ENERGY, INC.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/2178/000000217817000019/0000002178-17-000019index.htm
Inappropriate extension concept. An appropriate concept exists in the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy and
many, many public companies use that existing concept. Further, since there would be no reason for
having such a high-level line item not appear in the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy; anyone who creates such
an extension concept as this should be able to justify why a new concept should be added to the US
GAAP XBRL Taxonomy and the precise difference between any new concept and the existing concept.
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AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER CO INC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/4904/000000490417000019/0000004904-17-000019index.htm
What is going on is that in the cash flow statement, net cash flow from operating, investing and
financing is using the TOTAL net cash flow concepts (continuing + discontinued) when they SHOULD be
using the concepts related to continuing. Why? Because the discontinued amounts are shown
separately toward the bottom of the statement:

That is what causes the 2,500,000 difference in the computation of net cash flow, continuing:
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Apollo Global Management LLC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1411494/000141149417000009/0001411494-17-000009index.htm
What is going on is that the concepts for the PARENT and the PARENT + NONCONTROLLING
comprehensive income were switched; each is used on the other’s fact.

You can see this here because the PARENT portion is picked up in the computation and the amount of
the error is equal to the amount of the comprehensive income attributable to the noncontrolling
interest:
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APPLIED INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGIES INC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/109563/000010956317000038/0000109563-17-000038index.htm
Conflicting/contradictory revenues facts:

This is the relation between the concepts “us-gaap:Revenues” and “us-gaap:SalesRevenueNet” per the
US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy:
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3559162)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~enus)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)

Clearly one can see that “us-gaap:SalesRevenueNet” is a PART of the WHOLE “us-gaap:Revenues”. And
so, it is impossible for “us-gaap:Revenues” to be LESS THAN “us-gaap:SalesRevenueNet”.

Income statement: SECOND concept
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Segment disclosure: FIRST concept:
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BABCOCK & WILCOX ENTERPRISES, INC.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1630805/000163080517000017/0001630805-17-000017index.htm
Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, exchange rate changes is NOT part of “usgaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations”:
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3546475)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~enus)!path~(g~92628*p~0_0_1_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)

But exchange gains are part of “us-gaap:CashAndCashEquivalentsPeriodIncreaseDecrease”:

What the filer is doing is using the concept of “us-gaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations” to
represent an arbitrary line item that is not defined by the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy. They should be
creating an extension concept for that arbitrary line item labeled “Cash flow from continuing
operations” which is really “Cash flow from continuing operations including exchange gains”. Also note
that there are issues related to the exchange gain concepts used. Again, see the US GAAP XBRL
Taxonomy. If it is wrong, then the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy should be fixed.
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BIGLARI HOLDINGS INC.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/93859/000119380517000339/0001193805-17-000339index.htm
Inappropriate application of XBRL Dimensions on income statement. The “Consolidated” member is not
the default dimension. Besides, what exactly are they trying to communicate using this approach?

Model structure:

Likewise inappropriate application of XBRL Dimensions on the statement of comprehensive income:
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BILL BARRETT CORPORATION
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1172139/000117213917000041/0001172139-17-000041index.htm
Concept “us-gaap:AssetsNoncurrent” used in a disclosure contradicts/conflicts with the balance sheet:

Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy:

Balance sheet:
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Disclosure:

While the label may say “Noncurrent assets” that is not what that fact represents because per the US
GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, noncurrent assets includes PP&E which this filer is not including.
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BOEING CO
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/12927/000001292717000006/0000012927-17-000006index.htm
The bottom line for Boeing is that while they have a noncontrolling interest which is reported on the
balance sheet, and while they even report the net income (loss) attributable to that noncontrolling
interest in the statement of changes in equity; they DO NOT report that net income (loss) attributable to
noncontrolling interest in the income statement. Apparently they consider the net income (loss)
attributable to noncontrolling interest immaterial for the income statement and burry it in some income
statement line item.
Further, Boeing does report “Net income (loss)” (parent + noncontrolling interest), just not on the
income statement:

Boeing reports a noncontrolling interest on the balance sheet:
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Statement of changes in equity:

Income statement
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Further, this is a completely absurd application of XBRL Dimensions which the FASB used to encourage,
but has subsequently realized is inappropriate and now discourages:
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BOSTON BEER CO INC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/949870/000119312517052150/0001193125-17-052150index.htm
This company uses an “other comprehensive income” related concept to represent a “comprehensive
income” line item:
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BOYD GAMING CORP
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/906553/000090655317000013/0000906553-17-000013index.htm
These two concepts contradict/conflict with one another:

Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, this is the relation between those two concepts:

Income statement:
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Cash flow statement:
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Brixmor Property Group Inc.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/906553/000090655317000013/0000906553-17-000013index.htm
This may, or may not, be an error. It is unclear whether this concept is part of the income tax expense
(benefit) that should exist on the income statement. Further investigation necessary.
Income tax details:

Income statement:
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CAESARS ENTERTAINMENT Corp
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/858339/000085833917000039/0000858339-17-000039index.htm
Either one of two things must be true: (1) This extension concept is inappropriate and an existing US
GAAP XBRL Taxonomy exists, or (2) the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy is missing this line item.
Clearly it would not be the case that such a high-level line item would require reporting entities to
create an extension concept.
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CBOE Holdings, Inc.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1374310/000137431017000006/0001374310-17-000006index.htm
Inappropriate use of concept “us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax”:

This is not an error, here for informational purposes:
The US GAAP XBRL taxonomy changed between 2016 and 2017 for this relationship. This is the current
relationship between net income attributable to parent and net income available to common:
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yetigwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~enus)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)

This is consistent with the 2017 version of the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy:
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Note that the concept used to represent the line item “Change in redemption value of noncontrolling
interest” is PART OF “Preferred stock dividends and other adjustments” per the US GAAP XBRL
Taxonomy.

For more information see PWC ALARM.COM HOLDINGS, INC. and PWC Artisan Partners Asset
Management Inc.
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CEC ENTERTAINMENT INC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/813920/000081392017000009/0000813920-17-000009index.htm
The “Successor [Member]” should be the default dimension (the root dimension) as that is the default
context that identifies the root reporting entity:

In general, the “Scenario [Aixs]” is over-used and the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy needs a specific [Axis] for
this reporting situation.
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CENTRAL EUROPEAN MEDIA ENTERPRISES LTD.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/925645/000092564517000003/0000925645-17-000003index.htm
Improper concept used to represent line item “Net cash provided by (used in) investing activities”. Used
the total continuing + discontinued concept; but then reported discontinued below.
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CIFC LLC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1649709/000164970916000109/0001649709-16-000109index.htm
Inappropriate application of dimensions and therefore the default entity or root entity is not correctly
discoverable. This should be the balance sheet, the “root” or the “default dimension” or the “default
context”. This is the balance sheet of the reporting entity:
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This is a disclosure, note the highlighting in YELLOW which explains that they are disclosing information
contained in the balance sheet of the root reporting entity (i.e. economic entity):

These [Axis] are incorrectly represented, that is WHY the root reporting entity (default entity) cannot be
discovered:
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Ciner Resources LP.
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1575051/000157505117000016/0001575051-17-000016index.htm
Fact with concept “us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax” explicitly reports total other
comprehensive income of 500,000; but the line items of statement of comprehensive income do not
add up to that total. This concept is reported in the accumulated other comprehensive loss disclosure:
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COMMUNITY HEALTH SYSTEMS INC
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1108109/000119312517050460/0001193125-17-050460index.htm
Inconsistent use of healthcare related revenues concepts:

The US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy provides these four concepts within two different networks of the US
GAAP XBRL Taxonomy. The first concept and second concept (us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationRevenue
and us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationPatientServiceRevenue) are part of network 124000 – Statement –
Statement of Income (Including Gross Margin)
(Use this link to go to the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, http://goo.gl/uxcPBe)

The second location of health care related these health care related revenues concepts is 955000 –
Disclosure – Health Care Organization
(Use this link to go to the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, http://goo.gl/TboL8l)
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Second and most importantly, this specific example is representative of a general issue that exists within
XBRL-based public company financial filings to the SEC. Meaning, a solution is not only needed for the
issue I am pointing out here, solutions are need for many, many other areas within the US GAAP XBRL
Taxonomy and XBRL-based public company financial filings which use that taxonomy. The general
pattern is how concepts should be used relative to one another.
The diagram below maps the calculations from the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy to one another in order to
see the combined flow. This flow is rather confusing.
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Per the documentation within the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy and per observations of XBRL-based
financial filings to the SEC, the following appears to be the relative relationship between the concepts
referenced above:
us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationPatientServiceRevenue --- is PART-OF --->
us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationPatientServiceRevenueLessProvisionForBadDebts --- is PART-OF --->
us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationRevenueNetOfPatientServiceRevenueProvisions --- is PART-OF --->
us-gaap:HealthCareOrganizationRevenue

For more information see:
http://xbrlsite.azurewebsites.net/2017/Library/Inconsistency_HealthCareRevenueConceptRelations.pdf
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