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PriceWaterhouseCoopers 

Generator Auditor CIK EntityRegistrantName Total Comments 

Workiva PWC 0001018840 ABERCROMBIE & FITCH CO /DE/ 1 CFE: Income statement line item income before tax and 
tax disclosure line item conflict. 

CompSci PWC 0001673985 AdvanSix Inc. 2 CFE: Facts for us-gaap:ProfitLoss and us-
gaap:NetIncomeLoss both explicitly reported, but 
contridict one another. 

Workiva PWC 0001090872 AGILENT TECHNOLOGIES INC. 1 CFE: Conflicting income (loss) before taxes concepts. 

Workiva PWC 0001459200 ALARM.COM HOLDINGS, INC. 1 CFE: Participating securities issue, preferred stock 
adjustments. 

Workiva PWC 0000899866 ALEXION PHARMACEUTICALS INC 1 CFE: Conflicting/contradictory revenue facts, whole less 
than part, probably relates to 10-K 

Workiva PWC 0001517302 Artisan Partners Asset 
Management Inc. 

1 CFE: Undistributed earnings issue, EPS note 

Workiva PWC 0000011199 BEMIS CO INC 1 CFE: Inappropriate concept for net cash flow, us-
gaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations 

Workiva PWC 0000875045 BIOGEN INC. 2 CFE: Reversed fact polarity Comprehensive Income 
(Loss) Attributable to Noncontrolling Interest. Need 
new report frame. SPEC2 with IEMIT and CF2. 

Workiva PWC 0001546417 Bloomin' Brands, Inc. 1 CFE: Inconsistency/conflict between total/detail items 
of other comprehensive income 

Workiva PWC 0001430259 Carey Watermark Investors Inc 1 CFE: Issue with us-
gaap:IncomeLossFromDiscontinuedOperationsNetOfTax
. 

IBM 
Cognos 

PWC 0000018255 Cato Corp 1 CFE: Error in 10-K, 10-Qs are OK. Long standing issue: 
Uses concept us-
gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax to 
represent comprehensive income. 

Workiva PWC 0001100682 CHARLES RIVER LABORATORIES 
INTERNATIONAL INC 

1 CFE: Contradictory other comprehensive income total 
concept 

Workiva PWC 0000896159 Chubb Ltd 2 CFE: After tax concept us-
gaap:IncomeLossFromContinuingOperationsIncludingPo
rtionAttributableToNoncontrollingInterest used to 
represent before tax line item. 

Workiva PWC 0000036047 CORELOGIC, INC. 2 CFE: WHOLE/PART issue with income from discontinued 
operations on IS. 

Workiva PWC 0001051470 CROWN CASTLE INTERNATIONAL 
CORP 

1 CFE: Inconsistent net cash flow concept related to 
discontinued operations. 

Workiva PWC 0000026172 CUMMINS INC 1 CFE: Inappropriate concept for net cash flow, us-
gaap:NetCashProvidedByUsedInContinuingOperations 

Workiva PWC 0000791915 CYPRESS SEMICONDUCTOR CORP 
/DE/ 

1 CFE: Three contradictory facts for line item income from 
continuing operations before tax. 

Ez-XBRL PWC 0001498382 DelMar Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 1 CFE: Inappropriate use of concept us-
gaap:ComprehensiveIncomeNetOfTax to represent net 
income. 

Workiva PWC 0000818479 DENTSPLY SIRONA INC. 1 CFE: Contridictory revenue facts. Intersegment 
revenues. 

Workiva PWC 0001437107 Discovery Communications, Inc. 1 CFE: Total and detail of other comprehensive income 
don’t tie. WHOLE/PART issue with comprehensive 
income attributable to noncontrolling interest. 
Extension concept for redeemable CI. 
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ABERCROMBIE & FITCH CO /DE/ 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1018840/000101884017000013/0001018840-17-000013-

index.htm 

This MIGHT NOT be an error, still working out details.  These two concepts seem to contradict one 

another: 

us-gaap:IncomeLossFromContinuingOperationsBeforeIncomeTaxesExtraordinaryItemsNoncontrollingInterest 3,800,000  

us-gaap:IncomeLossFromContinuingOperationsBeforeIncomeTaxesMinorityInterestAndIncomeLossFromEquityMethodInvestments -3,478,000 

 

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

http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-

us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

The SECOND concept is used to represent the line item “(Loss) income before tax” on the income 

statement: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1018840/000101884017000013/0001018840-17-000013-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1018840/000101884017000013/0001018840-17-000013-index.htm
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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The first is used to represent this line item in a tax disclosure. 

 

No “Income (loss) from equity method investments” is reported. 

Again, this MIGHT NOT be an error.  Further investigation is necessary. 
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AdvanSix Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1673985/000093041317000896/0000930413-17-000896-

index.htm 

The values for “net income (loss)” (parent + noncontrolling) and “net income (loss) attributable to 

parent” don’t reconcile.  No noncontrolling interest portion is reported.  This could be seen as a 

rounding issue. 

 

Income statement: 

 

Organization, Operations and Basis of Presentation (Details) 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1673985/000093041317000896/0000930413-17-000896-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1673985/000093041317000896/0000930413-17-000896-index.htm
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AGILENT TECHNOLOGIES INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090872/000109087217000004/0001090872-17-000004-

index.htm 

There is an issue related to the use of these two concepts on facts: 

 

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

http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-

us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

The difference between the two is “Income (loss) from equity method investments” 

Income statement: (second concept) 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090872/000109087217000004/0001090872-17-000004-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1090872/000109087217000004/0001090872-17-000004-index.htm
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3552028)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_0_0_0_0_2)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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In the reconciliation of reportable results, that first concept is used to represent the line item “Total 

reportable segments’ income from operations” which does not seem to be an appropriate use of that 

concept. 

 

Again, this issue is similar to the Abercrombie & Fitch issue and needs additional investigation. 
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ALARM.COM HOLDINGS, INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1459200/000145920017000007/0001459200-17-000007-

index.htm  

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 cmmon: 

http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-

gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-

us)!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: 

 

 

As such, this does not appear to be an error.  However, additional work is necessary to confirm a few 

things. 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1459200/000145920017000007/0001459200-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1459200/000145920017000007/0001459200-17-000007-index.htm
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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ALEXION PHARMACEUTICALS INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/899866/000089986617000044/0000899866-17-000044-

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)  

 

 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/899866/000089986617000044/0000899866-17-000044-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/899866/000089986617000044/0000899866-17-000044-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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Per the income statement, the relation between the second and third concepts are fine: 

 

But the breakdown of revenues from external customers by product/service contradicts the income 

statement and violates the relation of the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy: 
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Artisan Partners Asset Management Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1517302/000151730217000013/0001517302-17-000013-

index.htm 

 

 

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/yeti-

gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-

us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1517302/000151730217000013/0001517302-17-000013-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1517302/000151730217000013/0001517302-17-000013-index.htm
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3555269)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92625*p~0_0_1_0_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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Earnings per share disclosure 

 

The use of the concept in RED above is inconsistent with ALARM.COM HOLDINGS, INC. above and is 

inconsistent with the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy. 

http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-

gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3556484)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-

us)!path~(g~92669*p~0_0_0_0_1_1_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)  

The relationship of the concept above (RED) to this relationship below is unknown.  Also, the line item 

labels of this company and ALARM.COM HOLDINGS, INC. above are almost the same. 

(+) Net Income (Loss) Attributable to Parent 

(+) Preferred Stock Dividends and Other Adjustments 

(+) Undistributed Earnings (Loss) Allocated to Participating Securities, Basic 

(=) Net Income (Loss) Available to Common Stockholders, Basic 

  

http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3556484)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92669*p~0_0_0_0_1_1_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3556484)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92669*p~0_0_0_0_1_1_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
http://xbrlview.fasb.org/yeti/resources/yeti-gwt/Yeti.jsp#tax~(id~161*v~5016)!con~(id~3556484)!net~(a~3190*l~772)!lang~(code~en-us)!path~(g~92669*p~0_0_0_0_1_1_3)!rg~(rg~32*p~12)
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BEMIS CO INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/11199/000001119917000011/0000011199-17-000011-

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”: 

 

And therefore, this is an improper use of this concept, note the exchange gains line item: 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/11199/000001119917000011/0000011199-17-000011-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/11199/000001119917000011/0000011199-17-000011-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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BIOGEN INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/875045/000087504517000009/0000875045-17-000009-

index.htm 

The value for the fact comprehensive income (loss) attributable to noncontrolling interest was entered 

in reverse.  This can be easily seen because the error amount is double the value entered: 

 

Here is the statement of comprehensive income: 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/875045/000087504517000009/0000875045-17-000009-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/875045/000087504517000009/0000875045-17-000009-index.htm
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Bloomin' Brands, Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1546417/000154641717000012/0001546417-17-000012-

index.htm 

What is going on is that there is no total for the line items which would sum to total other 

comprehensive income in the statement of comprehensive income; however, that total was reported 

elsewhere but does not tie to the statement of comprehensive income: 

 

The total was reported in the statement of changes in equity: 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1546417/000154641717000012/0001546417-17-000012-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1546417/000154641717000012/0001546417-17-000012-index.htm
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Carey Watermark Investors Inc 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1430259/000143025917000006/0001430259-17-000006-

index.htm 

The concept “us-gaap:IncomeLossFromDiscontinuedOperationsNetOfTax”, which is used to represent 

income (loss) from discontinued operations on the income statement,  was used to report the value “-

3,332,000” within a disclosure which is inappropriate: 

  

That concept is used to represent this concept relative to other related concepts: 

(+) Income (loss) from continuing operations after tax 

(+) Income (loss) from discontinued operations net of tax 

(+) Extraordinary items of income (expense) 

(=) Net income (loss)  

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1430259/000143025917000006/0001430259-17-000006-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1430259/000143025917000006/0001430259-17-000006-index.htm
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Cato Corp 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825517000017/0000018255-17-000017-

index.htm 

This is completely outrageous sloppiness and more importantly, inappropriate processes.  What is 

going on is that the concept “us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax” was erroneously used 

to represent the line item “Comprehensive income”.  That error was FIXED in the 10-Q, switching to the 

correct concept “us-gaap:ComprehensiveIncomeNetOfTax”, but the company apparently uses a 

different TEMPLATE for 10-Qs and 10-Ks.  And so, you can see that the error exists in each 10-K for 5 

years….but the 10-Qs don’t have the error.  GREEN means everything checked is OK, ORANGE means 

INCONSISTENCY with the fundamental accounting concept relations continuity checks.  This clearly 

shows that automated validation processes are necessary to check every filing that is submitted to the 

SEC. 

Further, the filer is using “CY” to indicate the fiscal period, but they SHOULD be using “FY”. Why is it that 

SEC inbound validation does not detect that error? 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825517000017/0000018255-17-000017-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825517000017/0000018255-17-000017-index.htm
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2016 10-K: (ERROR) 

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825517000017/0000018255-17-000017-index.htm  

 

2016 10-Q, Q3: (CORRECT) 

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825516000090/0000018255-16-000090-index.htm 

 

  

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825517000017/0000018255-17-000017-index.htm
https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/18255/000001825516000090/0000018255-16-000090-index.htm
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CHARLES RIVER LABORATORIES INTERNATIONAL INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1100682/000110068217000003/0001100682-17-000003-

index.htm 

The concept “us-gaap:OtherComprehensiveIncomeLossNetOfTax” with the value “-118,370,000” was 

used to represent the total amount of other comprehensive income, but it does not tie to the statement 

of comprehensive income. 

 

The conflicting concept relates to the statement of change sin equity. 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1100682/000110068217000003/0001100682-17-000003-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1100682/000110068217000003/0001100682-17-000003-index.htm
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Chubb Ltd 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/896159/000089615917000004/0000896159-17-000004-

index.htm 

The concept “us-gaap:IncomeLossFromContinuingOperationsIncludingPortionAttributableToNoncontrollingInterest” which 

is an AFTER TAX concept was used to represent a BEFORE TAX line item in this disclosure. Note the 

definitions of the two concepts relating to domestic and foreign which state explicitly that they are 

before tax. 

 

The correct concept to have used is the one also used on the income statement which even has the 

same value. 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/896159/000089615917000004/0000896159-17-000004-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/896159/000089615917000004/0000896159-17-000004-index.htm
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CORELOGIC, INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/36047/000003604717000011/0000036047-17-000011-

index.htm 

The problem here is that the WHOLE of income (loss) from discontinued operations was used to 

represent an income statement line item, and then a PART of that same WHOLE was used to represent 

another income statement line item for discontinued operations.  WHOLEs and PARTs of that same 

WHOLE cannot be mixed like that.  

Per the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy, the WHOLE on the bottom and then the PART of that WHOLE: 

 

 

Income statement where the WHOLE and the PART where used as siblings: 

 

 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/36047/000003604717000011/0000036047-17-000011-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/36047/000003604717000011/0000036047-17-000011-index.htm
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CROWN CASTLE INTERNATIONAL CORP 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1051470/000105147017000059/0001051470-17-000059-

index.htm 

The problem here is that contradictory information about net cash flows from continuing, discontinued, 

and total continuing+discontinued are being reported: 

 

All of the operating, investing, and financing net cash flow concepts should be changed to the 

CONTINUING concepts because the DISCONTINUED are reported below.  Right now the TOTAL 

(continuing + discontinued) are being used. 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1051470/000105147017000059/0001051470-17-000059-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1051470/000105147017000059/0001051470-17-000059-index.htm
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CUMMINS INC 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/26172/000002617217000007/0000026172-17-000007-

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”: 

 

And therefore, this is an improper use of this concept, note the exchange gains line item: 

  

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/26172/000002617217000007/0000026172-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/26172/000002617217000007/0000026172-17-000007-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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CYPRESS SEMICONDUCTOR CORP /DE/ 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/791915/000079191517000007/0000791915-17-000007-

index.htm  

 

 

Income statement: uses second concept: 

 

Pretax income disclosure: (uses first concept) 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/791915/000079191517000007/0000791915-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/791915/000079191517000007/0000791915-17-000007-index.htm
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Additional investigation is necessary to determine if this representation is correct or is an error.  
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DelMar Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1498382/000121390017001208/0001213900-17-001208-

index.htm 

This is an untypical representation which might not be an error.  However, the value of the concept is 

entered in REVERSE, as positive but should be negative which is an error. 

 

However, this representation raises the question as to what to do in this situation.  What is going on is 

that the filer has no other comprehensive income and therefore “Net income (loss)” and 

“Comprehensive income (loss)” are the same value.  If this situation occurs, what is the appropriate 

approach? 

1. Use the concept for “net income (loss)” 

2. Use the concept for “comprehensive income (loss)” 

3. Use both concepts 

4. Add a new concept to the US GAAP XBRL taxonomy, “Net income (loss) and comprehensive 

income (loss)” 

5. Something else 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1498382/000121390017001208/0001213900-17-001208-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1498382/000121390017001208/0001213900-17-001208-index.htm
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What is interesting is that on the cash flow statement, the concept “us-gaap:NetIncomeLoss” is used: 
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DENTSPLY SIRONA INC. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/818479/000081847917000007/0000818479-17-000007-

index.htm  

This is a rather common error. The concept “us-gaap:Revenues” is explicitly reported to be 0 whereas 

there is also come other revenues concept reported which contradicts the concept “us-gaap:Revenues”. 

 

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)  

 

The income statement uses the SECOND concept: 

 

The segment disclosure uses the same fact as is used on the income statement: 

 

 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/818479/000081847917000007/0000818479-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/818479/000081847917000007/0000818479-17-000007-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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The disclosure SEGMENT AND GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION - INTERSEGMENT NET SALES (Details) uses 

the concept “us-gaap:Revenues”: 
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Discovery Communications, Inc. 
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1437107/000143710717000007/0001437107-17-000007-

index.htm 

What is going on is that the statement of comprehensive income provides two line items which detail 

the portion of comprehensive income that is attributable to the noncontrolling interest.  The first 

concept is the WHOLE portion attributable to the noncontrolling interest.  Then, the filer adds MORE to 

that WHOLE by adding another PART of the comprehensive income attributable to the noncontrolling 

interest related to redeemable noncontrolling interest.  This is an error.  Further, it seems to me that 

there should not be a need for an extension concept for such a high-level concept of a financial report.  

As such, it appears that there could be a concept missing from the US GAAP XBRL Taxonomy. 

 

 

 

As a side note; notice that the statement of comprehensive income does not have a total concept for 

other comprehensive income; that the statement of changes in equity does provide that total; and that 

that total value and the detailed line items of other comprehensive income on the statement of 

comprehensive income agree.  This is how this should always work and generally works for the vast 

majority of public companies: 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1437107/000143710717000007/0001437107-17-000007-index.htm
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1437107/000143710717000007/0001437107-17-000007-index.htm
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