SDD:  The explanation for the qualified opinion and difference in the profit
On 31/03/2017, Song Da Investment and Construction Joint Stock Company announced the explanation for the qualified opinion and difference in the profit as follows:

1. For the provision for the bad debts:

· For the provision for the receivable interest, the Company did not extracted because in 2015, 2016 the Company was recovering the investment capital and accounted into the original debts. At present, the Company had recovered the original debt and in 2017 the Company would collect the interest. Thus, the Company did not extract the provision for this interest.
· For the receivable of Song Da Corporation and advance payment for customer – Thai Binh Investment Consultant Joint Stock Company. Two companies still sent the debt balance to each other periodically. On the other hand, the advance payment to customer in amount of VND 1.3 billion was contributed by Members in Joint – Venture. The contract was in progress when having accepting minutes; the advance payment would deduct in the accepted part, so the Company did not extract the provision for this amount.
2. For the difference in the profit between before and after being audited
In year, the Company made the report on Tat Ngoang Hydro Plant Project, when the Company extracted the depreciation higher than the estimated asset value until 01/01/2016. When the financial statement 2016 was audited, the value of this project was basically accounted and moved the cost in progress and depreciation increasing. The financial cost increased by VND 1,677 million – the loans which were in term but estimating the financial cost when arising the difference in the profit. 
