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Deloitte 3 

 

 

Generator Auditor CIK EntityRegistrantName Total EntityComments 

RR 
Donnelley 

Deloitte 0001669812 LSC Communications, 
Inc. 

1 CUE: Inappropriate high-level extension concept for cost of revenues, 
lksd:CostOfGoodsAndServicesSoldExcludingDepreciationDepletionAndAmortization. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0000871763 ManpowerGroup Inc. 1 CFE: Net income reported both on income statement and changes in equity using conflicting 
concepts (same value); us-gaap:IncomeLossAttributableToNoncontrollingInterest reported in 
disclosure, three concepts do not reconcile 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0000866273 MATRIX SERVICE CO 1 CFE: Conflicting/contradictory revenue facts reported. 

Novaworks 
Software 

Deloitte 0000883975 Microbot Medical Inc. 2 CFE: Used concept us-gaap:Liabilities to represent total noncurrent liabilities. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001011659 MUFG Americas 
Holdings Corp 

1 CFE: Entered noncontrolling interest with reverse polarity. 

Certent (was 
Rivet) 

Deloitte 0001041514 NET 1 UEPS 
TECHNOLOGIES INC 

1 CFE: Inappropriate extension concept for temporary equity, ueps:RedeemableCommonStock 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0000775158 OSHKOSH CORP 1 CFE: Inappropriate extension concept for income (loss) from equity method investments, 
osk:IncomeLossFromEquityMethodInvestmentsNetOfTax 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001582568 PBF LOGISTICS LP 1 CFE: Net income concepts all explicit, but they do not reconcile. 

RR 
Donnelley 

Deloitte 0001626115 PJT Partners Inc. 1 CFE: Fact value with concept us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax contridicts line 
items of other comprehensive income. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001010470 PROVIDENT FINANCIAL 
HOLDINGS INC 

1 CFE: Inconsistent/conflicting provision for loan loss facts. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001463258 Renewable Energy 
Group, Inc. 

1 CFE: Inconsistency between parent and total other comprehensive income facts. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001351285 ROSETTA STONE INC 1 CFE: 10-K issue. Reversed value for other comprehensive income, reported TWO facts using 
TWO values, one positive, the other negative. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0000091388 SMITHFIELD FOODS 
INC 

1 CFE: Inconsistent/conflicting revenue facts. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001105472 SONUS NETWORKS INC 2 CFE: Inappropriate concept for net cash flow, us-
gaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations. Other comprehensive income relates to 
parent, need to add to mapping, us-
gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTaxPortionAttributableToParent 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0001547638 Southcross Energy 
Partners, L.P. 

2 CFE: WHOLE/PART issue with revenues facts. Inappropriate use of dimensions. 

Workiva 
(WebFilings) 

Deloitte 0000092122 SOUTHERN CO 3 CFE: Inappropriate application of dimensions. 
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LSC Communications, Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1669812/000156459017002253/0001564590-17-002253-

index.htm 

Inappropriate extension concept.  It would be very, very hard to justify why a filer would need to create 

an extension concept for such a high-level financial report line item.  Either an existing concept should 

be used or the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy has a missing concept: 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1669812/000156459017002253/0001564590-17-002253-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1669812/000156459017002253/0001564590-17-002253-index.htm
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ManpowerGroup Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/871763/000087176317000071/0000871763-17-000071-

index.htm 

Net income attributable to parent, noncontrolling interest, and total (parent + noncontrolling interest) 

are explicitly provided; but contradict one another and do not reconcile: 

 

This fact is causing the inconsistency, net income attributable to parent and total cannot be the same if 

there is a noncontrolling interest: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/871763/000087176317000071/0000871763-17-000071-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/871763/000087176317000071/0000871763-17-000071-index.htm
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Statement of changes in equity: 
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MATRIX SERVICE CO 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/866273/000086627317000006/0000866273-17-000006-

index.htm 

Conflicting/contradictory revenue facts: 

 

This is the relation between those concepts 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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

 

Income statement: SECOND concept 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/866273/000086627317000006/0000866273-17-000006-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/866273/000086627317000006/0000866273-17-000006-index.htm
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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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Segment disclosure: 
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Microbot Medical Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/883975/000149315217002678/0001493152-17-002678-

index.htm 

What is going on is that in the HTML version of the financial report, total long term liabilities has no label 

for the line item.  But in the XBRL version, they used the label “Total liabilities” for the line item that is 

really “Total long term liabilities” and they also used the concept “us-gaap:Liabilities” to represent the 

line item which should have been represented using the concept “us-gaap:LiabilitiesNoncurrrent”: 

 

HTML: 

 

 

XBRL: 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/883975/000149315217002678/0001493152-17-002678-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/883975/000149315217002678/0001493152-17-002678-index.htm
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MUFG Americas Holdings Corp 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1011659/000162828017002158/0001628280-17-002158-

index.htm 

Reversed the values for comprehensive income attributable to parent and total. 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1011659/000162828017002158/0001628280-17-002158-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1011659/000162828017002158/0001628280-17-002158-index.htm
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NET 1 UEPS TECHNOLOGIES INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041514/000106299317000635/0001062993-17-000635-

index.htm 

First, there is no way that such a high-level financial report item should be an extension concept.  

Therefore, the extension is inappropriate or the concept is missing from the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy.  

Further, for virtually all companies, the relation between equity concepts is: 

(+) Equity attributable to parent 

(+) Equity attributable to noncontrolling interest 

(=) Equity (parent + noncontrolling interest) 

 

Yet, this filer CHANGES that fundamental relationship to be: 

(+) Equity attributable to parent 

(+) Redeemable common stock 

(+) Equity attributable to noncontrolling interest 

(=) Equity (parent + noncontrolling interest) 

 

I think what is really going on is that the noncontrolling interest is being broken down into two parts. 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041514/000106299317000635/0001062993-17-000635-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1041514/000106299317000635/0001062993-17-000635-index.htm
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OSHKOSH CORP 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/775158/000077515817000002/0000775158-17-000002-

index.htm 

The line item “Equity in earnings of unconsolidated affiliates” is an inappropriate extension concept.  

Either that or a concept is missing from the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy because it should not be necessary 

to create an extension concept for such a high-level financial report line item: 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/775158/000077515817000002/0000775158-17-000002-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/775158/000077515817000002/0000775158-17-000002-index.htm
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PBF LOGISTICS LP 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1582568/000158256817000014/0001582568-17-000014-

index.htm 

 

This is the relation between those concepts 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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

 

Income statement: 

Inappropriately use the WHOLE “us-gaap:Revenues” as a PART OF “us-gaap:SalesRevenueNet” which 

reverses the relationships of the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy. 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1582568/000158256817000014/0001582568-17-000014-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1582568/000158256817000014/0001582568-17-000014-index.htm
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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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PJT Partners Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1626115/000156459017002891/0001564590-17-002891-

index.htm 

Total other comprehensive income per statement of changes in equity contradicts statement of 

comprehensive income:  

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1626115/000156459017002891/0001564590-17-002891-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1626115/000156459017002891/0001564590-17-002891-index.htm
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PROVIDENT FINANCIAL HOLDINGS INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1010470/000093905717000058/0000939057-17-000058-

index.htm 

This relationship is illogical and impossible per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy: 

 

Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, this is the relation between those two concepts.  Basically, it is 
logically IMPOSSIBLE for that second concept to have a value MORE that the first concept because the 
second concept is PART OF the first concept which is the WHOLE. 
 
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-
gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~162*v~5017)!con~(id~3576951)!net~(a~3214*l~777)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(wc)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 
 

 

Income statement (uses NEGATIVE fact) as does the cash flow statement: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1010470/000093905717000058/0000939057-17-000058-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1010470/000093905717000058/0000939057-17-000058-index.htm
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~162*v~5017)!con~(id~3576951)!net~(a~3214*l~777)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(wc)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~162*v~5017)!con~(id~3576951)!net~(a~3214*l~777)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(wc)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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Allowance for loan losses roll forward (uses POSITIVE value which is then negated): 
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Renewable Energy Group, Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1463258/000162828017002479/0001628280-17-002479-

index.htm 

There is an inconsistency between the concepts used to represent other comprehensive income, plus 

there is an inconsistency between the concepts used to represent other comprehensive income and 

comprehensive income on the statement of comprehensive income: 

 

Note that the “other comprehensive income” line item is represented using the amount attributable to 

the parent, but the “comprehensive income (loss)” is the parent + noncontrolling interest which makes 

little sense. 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1463258/000162828017002479/0001628280-17-002479-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1463258/000162828017002479/0001628280-17-002479-index.htm
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ROSETTA STONE INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1351285/000135128517000023/0001351285-17-000023-

index.htm 

The reconciliation of net income (loss), other comprehensive income (loss), and comprehensive income 

(loss) shows an inconsistency.  This is a particularly good example because of the reason for the error.  

As can be told from the amount of the error which is double the value of other comprehensive income 

(loss); the value of other comprehensive income (loss) was entered in reverse: 

 

Looking deeper this gets even more interesting.  Both of these facts were reported; note that the first is 

POSITIVE and the second is NEGATIVE.  That is illogical.  Both concept have the same balance type of 

CREDIT: 

us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax= 1,483,000 

us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossBeforeReclassificationsNetOfTax = -1,483,000 

 

The SECOND concept was used on the statement of comprehensive income and the FIRST concept was 

used in the roll forward of accumulated other comprehensive income. 

 

Income statement: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1351285/000135128517000023/0001351285-17-000023-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1351285/000135128517000023/0001351285-17-000023-index.htm
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Accumulated other comprehensive income roll forward: 
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SMITHFIELD FOODS INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/91388/000009138816000076/0000091388-16-000076-

index.htm 

Conflicting/contradictory revenue facts: 

 

This is the relation between those concepts 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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/91388/000009138816000076/0000091388-16-000076-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/91388/000009138816000076/0000091388-16-000076-index.htm
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~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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Income statement: SECOND concept 

 

Segment information: FIRST concept, but SECOND concept is also reported in segment information 
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SONUS NETWORKS INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1105472/000110547217000006/0001105472-17-000006-

index.htm 

The problem with this filing is the improper use of the concept “us-

gaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations” to represent what amounts to net cash flow. 

Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, exchange rate changes is NOT part of “us-

gaap: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~en-

us)!path~(g~92628*p~0_0_1_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

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

 

Cash flow statement: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1105472/000110547217000006/0001105472-17-000006-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1105472/000110547217000006/0001105472-17-000006-index.htm
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~en-us)!path~(g~92628*p~0_0_1_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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~en-us)!path~(g~92628*p~0_0_1_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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Second issue relates to other comprehensive income, the statement of changes in equity and statement 

of comprehensive income are inconsistent: 

 

Statement of changes in equity: 

 

Statement of comprehensive income: 
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Southcross Energy Partners, L.P. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1547638/000154763817000008/0001547638-17-000008-

index.htm 

Inappropriate application of XBRL dimensions, conflicting/contradictory revenue facts: 

 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1547638/000154763817000008/0001547638-17-000008-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1547638/000154763817000008/0001547638-17-000008-index.htm
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SOUTHERN CO 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/92122/000009212217000007/0000092122-17-000007-

index.htm 

Comprehensive income does not reconcile.  The line item comprehensive income is not reported which 

is rare.  This may not be an error, might need to add a new reporting style.  Needs further investigation: 

 

Statement of comprehensive income: 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/92122/000009212217000007/0000092122-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/92122/000009212217000007/0000092122-17-000007-index.htm
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