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Sacranento, California, Wednesday, August 24, 2022

9:30 a. m

JUDGE LONG Good norning. |'m Andrea Long, the

| ead ALJ for this appeal. W are here today for the

Appeal of Soul Lounge, OTA Case Nunber 19075065. Today is
Wednesday, August 22nd -- |I'msorry -- 24, 2022. And it's
approximately 9:30 aam W are -- this hearing is taking

pl ace in Sacranento, California.

Wth nme today on the panel of judges are Andrew

Kwee and Josh Aldrich. As the |lead ALJ for this appeal,

w Il be conducting the proceeding in this nmatter.

co-panelists and | are equal participants. W wll

But ny

be

review ng the evidence, asking questions, and reaching a

determnation in this case.

W will begin with the parties stating their

names and who they represent for the record.

wi t h CDTFA.

Let's start

MR. PARKER: Jason Parker, Chief of Headquarters

Operations Bureau with CDTFA

MR. BROOKS: Christopher Brooks, Tax Counsel --

Chri st opher Brooks, Tax Counsel for CDTFA.

MR. SUAZO. Randy Suazo, Hearing Representative

C -- CDTFA.
JUDGE LONG And for the Appellants,

pl ease

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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i ntroduce yoursel ves.

MR. BOUTRIS: Basil Boutris, Attorney, acting on
behal f of Soul Lounge, LLC.

JUDGE LONG Can you please turn on your mc or
maybe scoot in a little closer.

MR. BOUTRI'S: Basil Boutris -- thank you.

Basi| Boutris appearing for Soul Lounge, LLC
the -- the Appellant.

MR. PERKINS: Jason Perkins, Managi ng Partner,
Soul Lounge, LLC.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

The parties have agreed that the issue before
today i s whet her Appellant has shown that adjustnents are
warranted to the audited understatenent of reported
t axabl e sal es of food and beverages established by markup;
whet her Appel | ant has shown that adjustnents are warranted
to the audited anmount of facility rentals subject to tax;
whet her Appel | ant has shown that adjustnents are warranted
to the audited anmount of sales of drink tickets for
non- al cohol i ¢ beverages subject to tax; whether Appell ant
has shown that adjustnents are warranted to the audited --
audi ted anount of self-consuned al coholic beverages
subject to tax; and whether respondent properly inposed
t he negligence penalty.

Appel I ant submts Exhibits A through AD to be

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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admtted into the record. However, CDTFA has stated that
it objects to Appellant's subm ssi ons.

CDTFA, can you please state for the record your
obj ections to Appellant's exhibits?

MR. BROOKS: Good norning. Good norning. This
is Christopher Brooks.

The Departnent has objected to Appellant's
Exhibits N-- N, O P, U and AD. W find these -- we
bel i eve these are not rel evant because sone of these
involve a -- a separate legal entity rather than the
entity that's been audited.

JUDGE LONG Okay. We w il take note of your
objections. W wll overrule it and admt those into
evi dence. However, the panel wll give each exhibit the
appropriate wei ght based on the rel evance and probative
val ue.

"Il also rem nd Appellants that we're here to
di scuss the five issues that we just -- that | nentioned
earlier. And so please focus your argunents and rel ate
your exhibits to those argunents.

Any ot her objections by CDTFA?

MR. PARKER: No further objections. Thank you.

JUDGE LONG  Just to clarify, the objections
regardi ng bl ank pages -- that's no |onger at issue?

MR. BROOKS: W didn't want -- the Departnent

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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didn't know what bl ank pages that -- we didn't know it was
going to appear. W couldn't establish what bl ank pages
were going to be quote/unquote -- why they were there,
when they could have been just not included.

JUDGE LONG | -- | -- if you wanted to clarify,
M. Boutris?

MR. BOUTRIS: The -- the blank pages were -- were
just a m stake when | put the exhibits together. And then
| created them And I had to take those out because they
were not relevant to the case.

So | didn't want to have to recopy everything and
go through that hassle. So | just said bl ank pages --
it's just a nunbering issue, really.

JUDGE LONG | understand. Thank you.

So we will exhibit all of -- I"msorry -- admt
all of Appellant's Exhibits A through AD into the record.

(Appellant's Exhibit Nos. A-AD were received in

evi dence by the Adm nistrative Law Judge.)

JUDGE LONG  CDTFA submts Exhibits A through G
to be admtted. And again, Appellants have stated that it
objects to CDTFA' s subm ssi ons.

And M. Boutris, can you please state for the
record your objections to CDTFA' s exhibits?

MR. BOUTRIS: Well, ny objections really go to

the weight to be given to sone of the evidence.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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W don't have their auditor here, today, as a
W t ness; they have no witnesses. W don't have anybody
fromany of these vendors here to authenticate any of
t heir vendor survey nunbers that they're relying on.

They didn't provide us with sone of these surveys
at any tine in the process until these exhibits were
produced. And we -- we have concerns about the rel evance;
aut hentication; and, essentially, double hearsay going on
her e.

JUDCGE LONG  So I'Il note, under the OTA Rul es
For Tax Appeal s, under our Regul ation Section 30214(f),
rules relating to evidence contained in the California
Evi dence Code don't apply to our proceedi ngs before OTA

But I -- as | nentioned earlier -- that OTA kind
of -- we rely on the Evidence Code when eval uating the
weight. So we will give it the proper weight that we --
we deemfit.

So we will be admtting all of CDTFA' s exhibits.
Exhibits A through Gwill be admtted.

(Departnment's Exhibit Nos. A-G were received in

evi dence by the Administrative Law Judge.)

JUDGE LONG Al right. So | think we are ready
to begin the parties' presentations.

Appel l ants, you will have ten m nutes to nmake

your opening statenents. And then we will nove on to

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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M. Perkins' testinony. But again, before he begins, we
will swear himin. But we will start with your opening
statement s.

Pl ease begi n, when you're ready.

OPENI NG STATEMENT
MR. BOQUTRI'S: Thank you so much, Judge Long.
Again, ny nane is Basil Boutris. 1've been a
specialist tax attorney for 35 years. | teach at Gol den

Gate University in the LLM Program as an adj unct

professor. |'ve had a nunber of opportunities to work
towards policy issues with the -- with the State of
Cali fornia.

JUDGE LONG M. Boutris, I"'msorry. Can you
speak nore directly into the mc?

MR BOQUTRI'S: Sorry.

And in particular, | spent many years working for
t he Executive Commttee of the State Board Tax Secti on.
And | just want to say, this is nmy first appearance before
t he OTA

And one of our biggest efforts during ny tine on
the Executive Committee was to get an OTA-type of
institution established for the State of California.
Because it always felt in -- in the private bar that --

that the -- the nmechanisns set up wwth the BOE and the

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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political appointees were -- were not truly an objective
way to have an appeal -- to have an effective appeal
mechani smin California.

So | just wanted to thank you for, you know,
being -- offering your services for the OTA. And -- and
|"'mso glad to see that the OTA is up and functi oning.

And it's my first opportunity to be before you. So |I'm
honored to be here.

So let nme just start by saying | think there were
a |l ot of m sunderstandi ngs between the auditor and the
t axpayer during the course of -- of this particular audit.
| don't think that the CDTFA auditor ever really
under st ood what this business was.

He thought it was a bar that was open from
8:00 a.m wuntil 2:00 a.m every day. And that's not at
all what it is. It's -- it's a nmusic venue in San
Franci sco. Doors open at 8:00 p.m Misic starts at
9:00 p.m Everybody |eaves by 11:30 p.m |It's a very
specific type of business. It is not just a bar.

And that -- | think that m sunderstanding is --
you will see, is perpetuated throughout this audit.
Because then, what you have going on here is that
so-cal |l ed al cohol purchases are then extrapol ated to these
huge nunbers that absolutely nmake no sense. And

M. Perkins wwll -- wll testify as to this.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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But just | ooking at the nunbers extrapol ated
by the CDTFA, they -- they make no sense. |If you | ook at
the forest for the trees, there's absolutely no way that
this business is generating the amount of |iquor sales
that are being attributed to it by the CDTFA

And again, | think that's in part because of
t heir m sunderstandi ng about what kind of operation this
IS.

And the other thing here is that they're treating
2012 as -- as a full year. And this business didn't start
at the beginning of 2012. M. Perkins didn't acquire this

busi ness until into the year. And again, he will testify
as to that.
The -- the biggest point of m sunderstanding here

is that M. Perkins doesn't just operate the Soul Lounge.
He was operating five or six other venues.

MR. PERKINS: N ne.

MR. BOUTRIS: N ne other venues -- | stand
corrected -- nine other venues at this period in his life.
And these were all nusic-oriented-type venues. And they
were in San Francisco and the East Bay.

And because of the econom es of scale, what woul d
happen is that the -- the businesses had a central
war ehouse where the |iquor was brought. And then from

there, the Iiquor would be dispersed out to the various

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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venues.

And what happened here is that the auditor
treated all liquor comng into the warehouse as being
I i quor solely and excl usively used by Soul Lounge.

And that is why, for exanple, in the exhibits, we
have a tax return of PEG Cakland. That was one of the
venues that was doing far nore revenue generation and used
a consi derabl e anobunt of the -- the liquor and al cohol in
its business and is directly relevant to this case.

But the CDTFA, all along, ignored that and just
treated it as though it was one entity. And sonehow
confl ated that because sonme of the invoices went to the
address of Soul Lounge -- that sonmehow Soul Lounge was
receiving a hundred percent of those |iquor shipnents.

And that -- that's just not the case here. So we
will be -- M. Perkins will be testifying as to that
erroneous assunption of the CDTFA.

The other part to this is that -- again, because
it's a nmusic venue, a good portion of its revenues are
generated, actually, by ticket sales to -- to nusic events
and by rental of the venue to outside parties.

So if sonebody wants to have an engagenent party
or a big birthday party or, you know, sonething |like that,
they -- they will pay Soul Lounge a fee for the use of the

facility. And Soul Lounge was not collecting sales tax on

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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t hose transacti ons.

Whet her or not that was specifically correct is

a -- is at issue, you know, before you today. But -- but
the point being is that -- and -- and is that M. Perkins
believed that -- it was advised that -- that rentals of

t he venue were not subject to sales tax and that he
didn't -- he shouldn't collect it. And he didn't coll ect
it.

And then as to ticket sales, well, those were
done through a third-party operation, Ticketfly. And we
will, again, get into that in the course of review ng the
exhi bits here.

But the -- fundanentally, at the end of the day,
the big -- the big adjustnent here has to do with the fact
that the -- the auditor here treated all al cohol purchases
as belonging to Soul Lounge, when that sinply was not the
case, and then extrapol ated a huge markup on top of that
fal | aci ous assunpti on.

And that's why we get -- we get projected taxable
sales in -- in the audit report that have no -- no basis
inreality. They don't even nake sense if you were to
| ook at the nunber of hours that the -- that the club was
open.

You know, | think that Jason told nme it woul d

require a bartender to serve, like, ten drinks in one

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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mnute. You know, it's just not -- it's just not feasible
based on -- on the nunbers that were extrapolated from --

fromthe fal se assunptions here.

And -- and as to the issue of the venue sal es,
there may have been m stakes nmade there. | think that ny
read of the regulations here is that -- is that -- to the

extent that a caterer, for exanple, provides any |abor --
like a security guard or a waiter or a bartender -- or
provi des plates and silverware and fl owers and such --
that -- that that does nmake a rental of a facility subject
to sales tax on the entire anount.

And so there nmay have been m stakes in that
regard. |In sone cases, the venue was sinply rented to the
| essee. The | essee would handl e everything. Oay? So
t here was no invol venent on the part of any Soul Lounge
personnel. But on other occasions, there was invol venent

by Soul Lounge personnel.

And -- and, you know, that's just a -- a
m sunder standing on -- on the part of M. Perkins. And --
and he -- he -- he acknow edges that -- or wll

acknow edge that.

And -- and -- but -- but | just want to point out
to -- to the Judges that, you know, it was not done with
malice or ill intent. He -- he was under the

understandi ng that he did not need to collect sales tax on

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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t hose anounts; so he did not collect sales tax on those
rental venue charges.

And if he was wong, you know, it wasn't -- it
wasn't due to negligence. He was seeking the advice of
his CPA and -- and tax |awer. And they advised himthat
a rental venue was not subject to -- to sales tax.

| don't think maybe they understood sone of the
intricacies of the regulations the way, maybe, | do or you
do.

So | think we're ready to segue to the w tness.
| -- ny feeling is rather than just letting the wtness
gi ve dialogue -- and | ask for your feedback on this --
maybe | could sort of face himw th questions but not do
it in sort of the true sense that | would in a trial
court.

Is that -- is that acceptabl e?

JUDGE LONG Yes, that's fine.

MR BOUTRI'S: Ckay.

JUDGE LONG So are we ready for M. Perkins'

t esti nony?

MR. BOUTRIS: W're ready to start.

JUDGE LONG M. Perkins, can you pl ease raise
your right hand?

Sorry. My mic was not on.

Pl ease rai se your right-hand.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682
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JASON PERKI NS,
called as a witness on behalf of the Appellant, having
first been duly sworn by the Adm nistrative Law Judge, was

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

THE W TNESS: Yes, | do.
JUDGE LONG Geat. You nay begin.

PRESENTATI ON

THE WTNESS: Well, first of all, I'd -- 1'd |ike
to thank the Judges because it's been about six years
since |I've been trying to get to talk to soneone in person
about this issue. So this is arelief in alot of ways.

| really believe, like, this case cones down to
some basi c m sunderstandings. And in 2012, when ny
busi ness partners and | decided to open up an
entertai nnent conpany, we -- we opened a bunch of venues
at the sane tine. And in the process, we also opened up a
cafe, and we had our offices.

So when the auditor cane -- and this is really
t he heart of what -- what happened -- is when M. Jal al
[sic] cane to our offices, which is two buil dings over
fromBrick & Mortar -- from Soul Lounge. And he was |ike,
“"Well, is this -- this is your office?"

And we're like, "Yes. This is where the |iquor

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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cones in for all the busi nesses.”

And he was |ike -- and he was confused. And he
t hought that the cafe that's next-door was also -- was
Soul Lounge.

| was like, "No. This cafe is Crafty Fox. This

is a separate business. And you have to wal k around the

corner to go to Brick & Mortar, the -- the nusic venue."
And | understand if soneone -- you don't really
understand the flow of what we're doing. It's -- it's --

to him | think it was one | arge business. Wen it was,

actually, separate -- there's separate street nunbers,
separ at e busi nesses, separate LLCs wth separate business
i ntents.

And when we tried to explain to himthat we made

a deal

Wi th our liquor distributors,

you know, because we

were going for central
di scount .
You know, obvi

wth the idea.

And -- we just took it all

us a better discount.

al so keep control

of our

distribution to get a better

ously, | think Fred Smth cane up

It certainly wasn't ne.

i n because they gave
And then we would distribute it but

I nventory that way.

And at that tinme, we had Place Pigalle, which is
also listed --

t he CDTFA' s,

even on the invoices that they are using in

you know, case against us -- it says "Pl ace

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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Pigalle" right on them which is a bar, |ike, a w ne bar
that we had on K Street, which is, |like, six blocks away,
you know.

And we were just trying to and -- and we got --
we had an issue with it at that tine. He said, "Wll --
well, it's not legal."

And then we talked to them 1|ike, no. Wen you
go to the ABC and explain to them what you're doing,
you're allowed to central distribute. That's why Safeway
does it; that's why nost people who have nultiple
| ocations do it.

And | think that confusion just carried through.
And we were never able to explain ourselves clearly to the
CDTFA and what was going on in this location -- and what
was separate about the separate businesses and the
separ at e war ehouse that was used al so for our businesses
in the East Bay and the Sierras, you know, and in -- in
Contra Costa County.

And it just wasn't -- we never had that dial ogue.
And | think, unfortunately, that fundanental, basic
m sunder st andi ng has carried through this entire process.

So | appreciate you guys taking the tine to, at
| east, give ne the chance to explain what happened.

/11
111
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DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR BOUTRI S:

Q SO -- so Jason let ne -- let ne just try to
di rect you here.

Can you describe the nature of the Soul Lounge
busi ness?

A The Soul Lounge, when we bought it -- the Soul --
Soul Lounge -- | bought Soul Lounge. It was a -- like, a
supper club. And we bought -- we -- when we bought it off
the old owner, we turned it into a straight nusic venue.

We pulled out all the booths and everything. And
we put in a sound systemand a stage. And -- and we
did -- for the first two years, we did try to run sone
food service.

And then we gave up. And we gave it to a
third-party caterer. So we didn't have food service after
2013. And | even gave contracts show ng our catering
contracts to the CDTFA on this point.

And -- but we were -- we're a nusic venue, you
know. We were -- doors open at 7:00 or 8:00, depending on
the tinme of week, band starts an hour |ater,

t wo- and- a- hal f - hour show, and that's it.

And so we have -- it's the -- the venue was 110
peopl e seated. And then we would -- we would -- nuch to
the fire departnent's chagrin -- were not happy -- we

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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woul d probably push it, on shows that were open seating,
you know, with no seating -- we would push it to 200, 240.

And that's -- and we probably did 140, 150 shows
a year, which is a lot for a nusic venue, actually. It
was probably the nost of any of our nusic venues -- the
nost days. We were probably open nore than nost.

Q Jason, when did you actually acquire Soul
Lounge and -- and start operating it?

A Well, we acquired it in 2011. W sort of ran it
jointly with the old ownership as we sort of were
absorbing all these new busi nesses and new enpl oyees.

And then we cl osed the business down and did a
conpl ete renodel over Christmas 2011 to about March 20th
of 2012. And then we reopened as Brick & Mrtar.

Q Can you tal k about your -- your other venues?
What -- what they were? And where they were | ocated?

A | mean -- so on the corner, where ny partner and
| -- and we -- we -- we still operate, to this day, and
own the Crafty Fox, which is on the corner -- which is
1700 M ssi on.

And then 1710 Mssion is where Brick & Mirtar
was -- Soul Lounge. And then 11 Duboce, which is just
around the corner, is where our office was, where it also
had the |iquor warehouse.

So to us, it made perfect sense. But we were
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doing it every day. | think for soneone who -- who showed
up, and it -- it looked -- just, like, they weren't sure
if it was one conplete building or three different

separate buil dings, which it was.

And at the tine, we just -- we just knew from our
past experiences that we -- we had to operate multiple
venues to be successful in the Bay Area. It's a

conpetitive market.

And to be able to book bands over other cl ubs,
we -- where we were able to give them say, "Hey. You can
play in QGakland. You can play in San Francisco. And you
can play in the Sierras." And we gave themthree dates,
whi ch gave us a huge conpetitive advant age over ot her
clubs, who can only offer them one date in San Franci sco.

So we went in with a plan. W probably never
wor ked so hard in our lives. And, you know, we adjusted
al ong the way.

Il -- 1 think, at the tinme, we weren't -- we
didn't quite understand about the -- about the way that --

that the CDTFA would ook -- or the BOE, as it is at the

time -- would | ook at the central warehousing, you know.
And it was sonething that, you know -- that was
sold to us by our vendor -- vendors |loved it because they

can just drop up one giant truck of liquor. And so they

were very enthusiastic and sold us on this -- this idea.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

22



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N oo o A~ W N

N N N N NN P B P R P PP PP
o b W N P O © 0 N O 00 A W N P O

And | think we could have probably done a better
job explaining. | did -- | did have -- | did have
Southern Wne and Spirits -- which by the end of the turn,
becanme our biggest vendor -- talked with the -- with the
BCE at the tinme and expl ai ned what we were doi ng.

And | think it was just -- again, it was -- it's
not an easy -- it was never a snpboth conmunicative
process. And | think that's why we're here today.

MR. BOUTRI'S: Point of procedure, in terns of
exhi bits, do the Judges have the exhibits in front of
t henf?

JUDCGE LONG  Yes.

MR, BOUTRIS: Okay. So | can point to ny
exhi bits and pages within the exhibits, and everyone wl|
be on point?

JUDGE LONG  Yes.

MR. BOUTRI S: Ckay.

BY MR BOUTRI S:

Q So | wanted to junp into our exhibits,
M. Perkins, on page 1.

A Yes.

Q There is a tax return here.

Can you identify what that is?

A Yes. It's our anmended tax return for 2012.

Q And -- and on line -- line 2 of that tax return,
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it says, "cost of goods sold --
JUDGE LONG M. Boutris, can you speak into the
mc, please?
MR BOQUTRIS: Sorry.
JUDGE LONG  Thank you.
MR BOUTRIS: "Il just get it closer. |'m going
to put it closer.
BY MR BOUTRI S:
Q On -- on -- on the front of the ten form-- Form
1065, line 2, "Cost of Goods Sol d".
Do you see that, M. Perkins? $343,567?
A I think that's Iine 3. Cost of Goods is nunber
2 -- $299, 285.
Q Thank you. Thank you. Thank you.
A Sur e.
Q | don't have ny bifocals on.

Now, can you flip to page 157

A Yes.

Q You see -- you see the section breaking down the
cost of goods sold fromformline -- fromForm 1125, line
57?

A Yes, | do.

Q And what does it say the "al cohol purchases”
wer e?

A $87, 289.
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Q And -- and -- and you believe that to be the
correct anount of al cohol purchases?

A Absolutely. On our anended return, | hired an
out si de accountant to conme in. And we redid all the
forms, which we turned over to our tax attorney, Basil.

And we are a hundred percent confident in that
nunber .

Q And if you could, now, flip to the 2012 Profit

and Loss Statenent that's on page 80.

A Page 807

Q Yes.

A Ckay. |'m here.

Q It showed -- do you see on the second |ine under
"G o0ss Receipts," it says, "Alcohol Sales, two --"

A $261, 865. 86.
Q And then -- correct. And then it says -- it
says, "Alcohol Sales, $261-".
And then underneath, it says, "Cost of Goods
Sol d, $87,288"?
A Si xty-two, yes.
Q And does that match your reported anount on your

tax return?

A Yes, on our anended -- on our anended return.
And -- which we -- we did prepare with nmuch nore extrene
t horoughness as it was -- as we knew we were under the
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audi t .

And we knew that we had to correct sonme m stakes
that were made with our first accountant, who -- who was
trying to -- a small accounting firmtrying to take in
nine different venues at the sane tine.

And so | -- |I'ma hundred percent confident in
t hose nunbers.

Q So let's flip, now, to page 16. This is the 2003
U S. return of partnership incone for Soul Lounge. Again,
| would ask you to | ook at the cost of goods sold anount,
t here.

What is that, M. Perkins?

A $373, 095.

Q And then flip to the -- to the summary on page
30.

Again, the summary reflects the breakdown of the
cost of goods sold al cohol purchases as $112, 8147

Do you believe that's a correct nunber?

A Yes. |I'm-- on the anended return, | have a
hundred percent confidence in that nunber.
Q kay. Can we now flip to the 2013 Profit and
Loss Statenent that was provided to the CDTFA?
This is going to be on page 82.
A kay. I'm-- I'"'mhere at this page.
Q So you see where it says, "Cost of Goods Sol d,
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$112, 814. 24" ?

A Yes, | do.

Q And -- and does that conformto the anbunt shown
on the federal incone tax return?

A Yes, 1t does.

Q Let me junp to 2004 anended federal return on
page 31.

A Yes. And cost of goods sold on line 2 is
$285, 299.

Q Ckay. And if you flip to page 45, the | ast page
of the return, which shows the breakdown of the cost of
goods sold, it shows al cohol purchases of $90, 787.

Do you believe that's an accurate nunber?

A Yes, | do. I'm-- I'"'m-- |I'"ma hundred percent
confidence [sic] on the nunber.

Q Let's junp to the Profit and Loss Statenent on
page 84. This is the P& for Soul Lounge for tax year --
cal endar year 2014. It shows cost of goods sold at
$90, 786. 50.

Do you see that?

A Yes, | do. And that's an accurate nunber.

Q And does that reconcile with the federal incone
tax return?

A Yes, it does.

And | would like to tell the Judges that we used
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a -- a tax preparer in the beginning, when we first

started -- probably because they were | ess expensive and
woul dn't cost us dearly.

And so when we started working with a tax
attorney, we hired also a proper tax, you know, firmto --
to handl e and hel p us do our accounting, which is why our

anended returns were all by the IRS.

Q M.

exhi bi ts.

accepted by --
Perkins, if you could turn to page 46 of the
This is a docunent identified as a "Transaction

Li st By Date" covering the tax period January 2012 to

Decenber 2014.
Do you see that, M. Perkins?
A Yes, | do.
Q And what -- what is this -- what is this

docunent? |If you could just identify it for -- for the

Judges.

A This is a-- a--it's atransaction -- it's just

a transactional list printout from our accounting system

that shows a, you know -- a -- an event-by-event of -- of

i nvoi ci ng, expensing, and paynents com ng into Soul Lounge

for those three years.

Q So take, for exanple, this entry, here, on
1/ 18/ 2012. It's about one -- again, we're on page 46, and
it's -- it's the sixth entry down -- it says, "1/18/2012

Expense, Morris Distributing,

Supplies and Materials."
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Maybe that's not the best one to do it. That
shows as a credit. Let's go to -- further down.
1/ 31/ 2012 -- there is an expense for Matagrano.
It's -- it's about 12 line itens down.
A Yes.
Q Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q And then it says, "Supplies and Materials."
Just trying to -- so -- so is that -- nmaybe,

don't understand the docunent.

Is that reflecting, then, a --

made to Matagrano, as far as you can tell?

a paynent that was

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And -- and what is "Matagrano"?

A Mat agrano is a beer distributor in San Francisco.

Q kay. So that would have been the purchase of
beer by Soul Lounge?

A Correct.

Lounge?

Q And -- and do you believe this transaction |ist
covering the entire audit period is -- is an accurate
reflection of the transactions performed by Soul

A Yes, | do.

Q Let's junp over to page 53 of our exhibits.

Now, | have notated this as "Rental Sal es" here.

Can you describe exactly what this is,
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M. Perkins?
A This is -- is -- many tinmes, when you work with

either pronoters or a private party person or a nonprofit

or a school -- like, ny partner and I, like -- are -- we
used to do, you know -- |ike, the school fundraisers every
year. O, like, we had, |ike, a nusic pronoter who wanted

to use the club on a day, and we would rent it out.
And this is a reflection of the venue rentals.

Q And -- and was the incone fromthese rental sales
reported on your federal inconme tax return?

A Yes, they were.

Q And to your know edge, was it reported on your
sal es and use tax returns?

A | do believe so, yes.

Q M. Perkins, if we could turn to page 57, | have
witten on here printouts fromTicketfly Ticketing
Servi ces.

Can you -- can you provide to -- the Judges with
an expl anation of what this represents?

A This is -- this represents, like, a nightly total
of advanced ticket sales from Ticketfly, which was our
ticketing vendor at the tine.

And as Brick & Mortar -- Brick & Mortar was nore
of a local nusic venue rather than sonething |ike the Fox

or the Sacranento Auditorium Probably, our advanced
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sales are nmuch lower than, let's say, our bigger venues,
whi ch woul d have a much hi gher percentage of advanced
sal es.

So that's why it shows advance $20 or $0. But on
| ocal shows, people just don't buy advanced tickets; they
just show up at the door.

Q And -- and Ticketfly is an independent busi ness,

is it not?
A Yes.
Q So how does it work? The -- the custoners who

want to buy tickets ahead of tinme call Ticketfly to get

advanced tickets?

A Vell, the way it works with our venue, and every
venue | know, is -- is you nmake a, you know -- you nake
a -- an agreenent with a ticketing service. You -- you --

on your website, when they see the list of the events,
they click onit. And it actually takes you to the
vendor's website.

So like, if you go to Brick & Muxrtar's website,
and you click on, "I want to see this show, " it'll take
you, then -- then you go to the Ticketfly's website or
Ti cketmaster's website for the cl oseout of the sale.

And that's the way, you know, the Fox Theater
does it. That's the way, you know, the QGakland Col i seum

does it as well. Al -- all venues do the sane in a
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simlar manner.

Q And -- and -- let ne see if | understand you. Do
you then get a percentage of the advanced ticket sal es?

How does -- how does the split work between you
and Ticketfly?

A W get -- basically, we get the -- we get the
ticket sales. And they get the ticket fee, which is
usually -- sonetinmes you get sonething fromthe ticket
fee, like a percentage.

But in the beginning, we did not know that. So
we didn't get it. W were not aware that that -- that was
sonet hi ng that was shareabl e.

And so basically, Ticketfly is doing this as a
service so they can charge you those ticket -- ticket
f ees.

Q Gve ne an idea. Wuat is the ticket price in

relation to the ticket service fee?

A | mean, generally, these days, | would say it's
running 20 -- 20 percent, alnobst. | nean, it's pretty
hi gh.

Q And was the revenue generated fromthe ticket
sales -- was that reported on your federal incone tax
return?

A Yes. On -- what you're seeing on this list, is

the -- the funds that we received from T Ticketfly on a
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per - show basi s.

Q Ckay. These nunbers represent what Ticketfly
actually paid you?

A Paid us without -- these do not reflect the
anount they collected; it reflects what they paid us.

Q And -- and to your know edge, were you required
to collect sales tax on any of these ticket sal es?

A There's no sales tax on advanced tickets.
(Interruption by reporter to resolve a m nor
technical difficulty)

BY MR. BOUTRI S:

Q Ckay. M. Perkins, | want to junp over to the
CDTFA' s audit report. This starts on page 590 of the
exhi bi t.

So there's a lot of nunbers here. And | wouldn't
expect you, necessarily, to understand these tables. But,
you know, I'ma tax attorney. |'mable to parse it out
and -- and figure out what assunptions are being nade to
generate whi ch nunbers here.

If you turn to page 594, you will see that the
CDTFA is asserting that you underreported taxable sal es of
food and al coholic beverage purchases by $1.966 nillion.

Do you see that?

A | -- I did see that. It's just not physically

possible. It's just not physical possible for two
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bartenders to serve that kind of volune.

Il mean, I'm-- I'mfairly good know ng the size
of clubs having -- Brick & Mortar was our snmallest club.
And even our |argest club, which was three and a half
times the size of that, did not do that kind of business.

Q So M. Perkins, if you could -- and Judges, if
you coul d have -- nove to page 596. These are sort of the
under pi nni ngs of how the CDTFA canme up with sone of its
figures.

Ckay. So -- so first of all, | just want to
direct you to audited food sales, which is line 46 of page
596 here. And the CDTFA is claimng that Soul Lounge had
$26, 019 of audited food sales in 2014.

Is that -- is that possible?

A No, it's not possible because we di sconti nued
food sales after 2013. And we rented our kitchen to a --
to athird-party caterer.

And the person handling the -- and |I don't want
to ms-say the nane -- the person who was handling the
audit that was provided the information for the -- the --
our kitchen catering and the copy of the contract and
their contact information.

Q Your auditor was M. Mustafa Jalid; is that
right?

A | think by this tinme when they added this, this
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was a different auditor.

Q Ckay.

A | think there was at | east three different
audi t ors.

Q The -- the original auditor, who you were dealing
wth was Mustafa -- Mustafa Jalid?

A Yes.

Q Now, | want you to flip over to page 601. I'm

going to have you turn it sideways.

A | see it.

Q kay. So this is the basis for how the CDTFA
det erm ned what your al cohol purchases were.

Now, in 2013, the CDTFA is claimng that Sou
Lounge had a total of, by ny conputations, $17,159 of beer
pur chases from DBI .

Did Soul Lounge actually use purchases of beer
from DBl ?

A We did not use DBI at Soul Lounge. And as the
BCOE' s previous audit and the invoices thensel ves show --
it says "New Pigalle" right on the invoices. And they
used those sane invoices, again, when they audited Pl ace
Pigal |l e.

Q kay. Moving al ong, Colum C says "Sout hern W ne
and Spirits" and alleges that, based on ny summary -- that

in 2013, Soul Lounge purchased $141, 123 of liquor from
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Southern Wne and Spirits.

Is -- is that a correct statenent?
A l -- 1 -- I"msorry. \Wat?
Q SO -- so -- so if you look at --
A 1407
Q -- Colum C there, the CDTFA is claimng that in
2013 -- that this -- these four quarters -- so there's

four quarters of purchases listed here.

Do you see the --

A Yes.

Q  $31,429 --

A Yes.

Q -- $38,043, $34,539, and $37,112?

They're claimng that all that al cohol was

purchased and used in Soul Lounge.

s -- is that --
A No.
Q Is that -- is that true?
A That's absolutely not just -- it's not true, and

it's not possible. That neans we would be, just from
Southern Wne & Spirits -- would have been purchasi ng over

a thousand dollars a night just for Brick & Mortar.

It's just -- and then, when | -- and this is
another thing -- is it says it very clearly on the
Sout hern invoices that the -- that the [iquor is not going
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to Soul Lounge. It says it's going to 11 Duboce, not 1710
M ssi on.

It says it right there on the -- on the thing.
And that's part of the continual m sconmunication that we
kept having with the auditor -- is -- is we would explain,
"Look, this is where --"

It's not even -- excuse ne. It's two buildings
over. It's two buildings over. And -- and this is -- and
we're using this as our |iquor storehouse.

It's -- it's not even -- it didn't even get
delivered to Brick & Mrtar.

Q So if you junp over to "Colum |" here on the
audit report, it looks like the -- that there was |iquor
purchased from Young' s Market Conpany in 2013.

$25,542 for the first quarter, $12,273 for the
second quarter, $23,357 for the third quarter, and $4, 494
for the fourth quarter.

Do you believe that accurately reflects the
| i quor purchases by Soul Lounge in 20137

A No. It's the sane -- it's the sanme -- we're at
the sanme -- exactly the sanme issues that the Southern Wne
& Spirits survey has -- is they were not delivered to the
Soul Lounge. They were delivered to our central Iiquor
war ehouse, which it says right there.

And we used it for all of our venues and -- and
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just like all the -- all the venues. And as we can -- and
it's reflected in the tax returns on our -- and in the
i nvoices and the audits of our other bars, you can see all
t he same invoi ces.
Q Let's junp over to 2014 on that sane page.
According to the CDTFA, in 2014, Soul Lounge
pur chased and sol d al cohol -- purchased al cohol from DBI
beer specifically -- $4,587, $4,453, $2,269.
Is -- is that a true statenent? That Soul Lounge

acquired and sold beer from DBI ?

A No.
Q -- in 20147
A The -- no. | believe even -- it says it right on

the invoices that it was going to New Pigalle.

Q kay. Junping over to Southern Wne & Spirits,
this is "Colum C' here. This is for the fourth -- this
is for 2014, rather.

We have $51, 417 purchases in the first quarter,
$67,899 in the second, $65,595 in the third, $59,218 in
the fourth. Now, | added those up to be $244, 129.

Do you believe it's true that -- that those --
all of those liquor purchases that the CDTFA |isted there
wer e purchased by Soul Lounge and sold by Soul Lounge in
20147

A No. It -- it -- it -- they clearly were not.
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The reason why our business also increased was
Southern Wne & Spirits in -- in the |ast years -- is
because they wanted, really, the -- the biggest venue in
the Bay Area at the tine was the New Parish, which we
owned, which was in Downtown Cakland. And so they gave us
a great deal so they could be in the New Parish

And -- and those nunbers reflect the total sales
from Southern Wne & Spirits to all of our venues.

Q Ckay. So if we could junp for a nonent -- based
on what you just said, M. Perkins, if you could junp to
page 528 of Appellant's exhibits.

A Yes, | see it.

Q Coul d you identify what this docunent is?

A This is our -- the partnership return for
PEG QGakl and, LLC, which was the LLC s nane for the New
Parish in QGakl and.

Q Ckay. If you could flip to the front page of

that tax return, which | believe is on --

A 555?

Q -- 5357

A No, 555.
Yes.

Q So again, what is PEG Qakland, LLC? What Kkind of
a venue is it? And where is it |ocated?

A PEG OGakl and, LLC, is the New Parish, which is
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| ocat ed Downt own Cakland. And it's a 650-person venue.
And it -- it was definitely our busiest venue. It was
probably the busiest venue in the Bay Area.

Q Now, this return indicates that your gross
receipts fromthis venue were $2, 363, 476.

Do -- do you believe that's accurate?

A Yes, | do.

Q And flipping back to the 2014 return for Sou
Lounge, which is on page 31.

A Yes.

Q The gross receipts from Soul Lounge were $537, 517
in 2014.

A Yes.

Q Is that right?

A That's correct.

Q kay. So effectively, New Parish is generating
four or five tinmes nore revenue than Soul Lounge; is that
right?

A Yes. | mean, and being, also -- know ng the Bay
Area scene, | think they did nore business than any club
of its size in the Bay Area.

Q Now, | ooking at cost of goods sold here, which is
on line 2, this $348,451 -- do you believe that represents
al cohol purchases of -- by New Parish?

So I'mon page 535.
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A Sorry.

Q Sorry.

A Sorry. |'ve got -- excuse ne.

Q So line 2 is cost of goods sol d?

A Yes, cost of goods sold. Yes, | do believe

that's right.

Q And do you believe that a nunber of -- or that
t hat nunber represents, in -- in -- in large part,
purchases of liquor from Southern Wne & Spirits?

A | think it's Southern Wne & Spirits and beer. |
nmean, we definitely sold nore of a -- it's nore of a
i quor crowd than, you know -- it's just the type of nusic
and stuff -- nore liquor-oriented than our other venues.

Q So -- sois it your contention that the |iquor
from Southern Wne & Spirits that was purchased was
primarily utilized for New Parish Gakl and venue as opposed
to -- to the Soul Lounge venue?

A Il -- 1 -- 1 definitely think so. And | believe
t hat we even had correspondence with Southern Wne &
Spirits that confirns that.

Q kay. Let's junp to that.

If you could turn to page 672. Tell nme when you
get to -- tell nme when you get to 672.
A kay. Yes, |I'mthere.

Q Can you -- it looks like this is an enmail from
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you or between you and -- and Arwen Johnson.
Who i s Arwen Johnson?

A She was the district nmanager -- she was in charge
of, like, sales for San Franci sco and QGakl and for Sout hern
Wne & Spirits.

Q And can you explain what -- what this email is

about ?

A The email is about, when there's a process with
the ABC -- and, again, I'mnot -- | can't tell you
details. | forget because it was ten -- eight years ago.
But you have to, like -- when you're warehousi ng your

i quor, you have to let the ABC know.

And we were trying to work this out between us
and them And also, | was asking, you know -- | knew t hat
| had put Arwen in touch with the auditor to explain how
we were doing our liquor sales. And that's what this is
about .

We had -- we were running festivals, also, up in
the Sierras. So we were trucking everything up there,

too, as well.

And that was just, you know -- | -- | -- it was
just a process that, you know -- that becane -- there were
just fornms that we had to figure -- figure out, fill out,

and go and present to the ABC and have the ABC cone down

and inspect our -- our liquor warehouse. It was a
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conpl i cat ed process.

Q But | want to get to the central point here. And
that is you -- that -- that you -- when | say "you," |
mean Soul Lounge and related entities -- were using the
war ehouse on Duboce to receive all of the liquor for the
vari ous businesses; is that right?

A Correct.

Q And Southern Wne & Spirits was well aware of
t hat ?

A Very awar e.

Q And, again, what was the reason for that
arrangenent ?

A | believe our discount went to, like, an
additional 11 percent when we centralized all of our

liquors that, you know, we were purchasing.

Q So sone fairly significant savings for the
conpany?

A Absolutely. | nean, that's a -- that's a |ot of
dol | ars.

Q If you could now turn to page 695. Again, these
are email s between you and -- and Arwen at Southern Wne &
Spirits.

Can you, again, describe exactly what -- what's
goi ng on here? Wat -- what this comunication is about?

A This was -- it was -- it was the sane issue.
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The first tinme, the issue was wth the ABC about
the -- about the central warehousing. Because the ABC has
a particul ar process.

And then -- and then the |ast we email was about
t he BCE i nquiring about the central warehouse.

Q And if you could flip to the next page,
M. Perkins, 696. It |looks like there's a different

emai | .
Can you --
A So --
Q -- tell us what this one is?
A This is a discussion -- because we were doi ng

sponsorshi ps, which, sadly for bar owners, stopped in, |
believe -- in 2018. W're not allowed to do that anynore.
They would -- we would have a |iquor brand sponsor a
festival or a night or sonething. And they would give the
venue a thousand dollars or sonmething. And, you know, it
was a big revenue streamfor bars at the tine.

And Arwen Johnson was in charge of those
partnerships. So | think at the time we were doing this
thing called the H gh Rode Festival in Cakland. And she
was gi ving us sponsorship noney. And also, as part of the
deal, we had to do Malibu at Brick & Mortar as part of the
deal .

And | think this was just one of our emails back
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and forth of the discussions on that point.

Q So how -- how did you -- how did you track what
| i quor purchases went to which venues?

A W would -- the liquor, when they canme in, they
woul d pull -- the guys would pull a sheet. And, again,
this is something that we showed the auditor, you know.
You have, like, a -- a warehouse; so you sign out from
what you're taking for each venue.

And then the bookkeeper in the office would
assign invoices to the different entities according to
what was pul |l ed and what was - -

Q So let me see if | understand this. M. Jalal

[sic], the original auditor --

A Yes.

Q -- canme to the warehouse and spoke to you --

A Yes.

Q -- about this?

A Yes.

Q And tell -- tell ne alittle bit nore about what

happened at that neeting.

A He -- | don't believe he -- he did not |ike the
procedure. He thought it was not correct. He wanted --
he thought that the -- that the conpany shoul d
i nvoice every single one to every single different venue,

whi ch wasn't really the way that anyone that -- that --
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Sout hern or ourselves -- you know, do it.

And we wal ked himthrough the process about how
nmy delivery guys would pull, like -- |ike, our bar
managers cone in for a neeting, like, twice a week. And
they would pull inventory and take it to the bars. And
then they would do an inventory sheet, and they hand it
in.

And that was our basic process -- which
explained that to him and I showed him And he wanted to
see how we did it with Brick & Mortar because it was
around the corner.

And so then we showed hi m how our bar manager --
Barry, at the tinme -- showed himhow, |ike, okay. W
signed out this case of -- of Altos tequila. And then
we'd bring it over to the venue, and we'd put it into the
venue's inventory.

Q Are you aware of other businesses using -- other
bar-type or nusic venue businesses using a -- a central
war ehousing | ocation for its supplies?

A | mean, | don't know any -- any business that has
had four or nore |locations that was not centrally
or gani zed. | nmean, it's -- it's -- it's -- again, this
wasn't nmy brilliant idea. It was -- this has been done
for a long tine.

| think, you know, Jeff Bezos nmade a | ot of noney
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with central distribution, you know And | think

it's

a-- it's just an efficient way to run your business --

di scounts and i nventory control.

And, you know, you have to watch your |iquor as

the bar owner. And this was a nuch better way to do it

rat her than have trucks go to nine different |ocations.
And also the liquor -- let's face it, the
distributors loved it too. They would nmuch rather make
one delivery than nine.
Q Let's go over to your sales and use tax returns,
M. Perkins. | believe -- bear with nme, | have to find

t hese.

Let's junp over to --

JUDGE LONG | apol ogi ze.
MR, BOQUTRI S: -- page 668.
JUDGE LONG Sorry. | apologize for

i nterrupting.

MR. BOUTRI S: Yeah?

JUDGE LONG | just wanted to remnd you all to

pl ease - -

MR. BOUTRIS: Speak into the m crophone?

JUDGE LONG -- face -- face the mc when you're

speaki ng.
THE W TNESS: (kay.
JUDGE LONG | know you're answering M.

Boutri s’
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guesti ons.
THE WTNESS: GCkay. |'Il make sure to go this
way.
JUDGE LONG Just face the mc. Thank you.
MR. BOUTRIS: Thank you. |I'mguilty as charged,
as wel | .
BY MR BOUTRI S:
Q Page 668, M. Perkins.
Sol -- 1 think there was sone confusi on,
M. Perkins, about the -- what was reported on the sales

and use tax returns.

So in this particular -- page 668 here -- are you

with me?

A ["'mtrying.

Q | know sone of your pages got --

A Ckay.

Q Yeah.

A Ckay. |'mready.

Q So this would be a -- an exanple of a printout
for the filing period 10/1/15 to 12/31/15?

A Yes. | see that.

Q You see that?

A Yes, | do.
Q kay. So -- so this shows total gross sal es of

$26, 661.
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| believe, inreviewng the return, that you're
not reflecting your sales of tickets or your sales of --
of rental venue on your sales and use tax return.

A No. This was -- | believe this was taxabl e sal es

Q So -- so when you were filing the sales and use
tax return, you would just reflect what you believed were
t axabl e sales? Not total gross sal es?

A Yes. And | -- | think that's -- we -- we --
that's a couple of procedural errors. And this is one, |
think, right around the tine we -- we got ourselves a tax
attorney and cane and started doing this correctly.

Q Just -- just for the sake of clarity here,

M. Perkins, the way a sales tax return is done is you
report your total gross sales. And then you -- you show
on a separate |ine what your taxable sales are.

And so you're sort of required to report both --

A Ri ght.

Q -- total revenues and total taxable sal es?

| don't do your sales tax returns.

A No. No. No. | was just saying we got better
about our procedures.

Q kay. So let's go back to the audit report.

kay. If you could turn to page 596. Tell ne
when you get there.
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A
Q

kay. |I'mthere.

Ckay. So again, this is, you know, this is the

schedul e that is generating the markup anal ysis here.

This is sort of the proof in the pudding here that the

CDTFA is relying on.

Now, if you | ook at the top here, under their

reference 11 it says, "Al cohol purchase per new P&L

provided." And it says "$112, 814".

Do you see that?

A Yes, | do.

Q And does that conformto what was reported on the
federal inconme tax return and the profit/loss statenent?

A | -- I -- 1 believe so.

Q Vell let's --

A Sorry. |1'magetting --

Q Vell, let's go ahead and flip to that return
agai n.

A Yeah.

Q kay. This is on page 16 -- is the return. And
then the summary description -- breakdown description is

on page 30. Go ahead and flip to page 30.

You see where it says "Al cohol Purchases"?

Yes. Ckay.
$112, 814.
Yes. Ckay.
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Q

Now, flip back to page 596.
Is that -- is that the nunber the CDTFA is -- is

i nputting there?

A

Q
A

Ckay.
It's okay. We'll wait for you.
The report was supposed to say -- yes. Yes.

It's the same one. Yeah.

Q kay. And in 2014, you see where the nunber is
$90, 7877

A Yes.

Q And does that match out to the cost of goods sold

you reported on your federal inconme tax return and Profit

and Loss Statenent, to your know edge?

A Yes. And if it's on the amended return, | have
total faith in the nunber.

Q kay. And if you could, turn to page 45.

A Yes. That's $90, 000 --

Q  $90, 7877

A Yes, | do.

Q And does that match the $90, 787 listed on the
CDTFA's audit report?

A Yes, it does.

Q kay. Now, what the CDTFA then does is it takes
your acknowl edged -- adm tted nunbers of purchases, and it

adds $141, 123 of liquor purchases from Sout hern Wne &
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Spirits in 2013.
Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q So now we' re back on page 396.
You won't understand ny questions unless you're

on that page.

A | know. Sorry. Sorry. I'mstruggling with the
paper.
Yes, |'m here.
Q Ckay. Take a mnute to look at it. You see --
you see those nunbers? The nunbers that you -- are

verified as what you reported on your federal incone tax
returns and your Profit and Loss Statenent of $112,814 of
al cohol purchases in 2013 and $90, 787 of al cohol purchases
in 2014.
You see that; right?
A Yes, | do.
Q kay. So ny question then is the -- the auditor
t hen proceeded to say, "On. Well, that's not correct.
Soul Lounge al so purchased $141, 123 of liquor from
Southern Wne & Spirits in 2013 and, on top of that, an
addi ti onal $17, 159 of beer fromDBI."
Is that -- do you believe that's an accurate
statenment of what's going on at Soul Lounge?

A It's not an accurate statement. And | -- and we

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

52



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N oo o A~ W N

N N N N NN P B P R P PP PP
o b W N P O © 0 N O 00 A W N P O

went through this, again, with the auditor and expl ai ned
that. But | think, to the auditor, all they saw was a

war ehouse full of liquor and assuned it was all for Soul

Lounge.
Q And in 2014, the auditor is claimng that -- or
asserting that Southern -- that on top of the reported

anount of al cohol purchases on your federal incone tax
return and your Profit and Loss Statenent and your -- or
rather on those two financial docunents -- that you had an
addi tional $244, 130 of I|iquor purchased from Sout hern W ne
& Spirits and an additional anount of beer purchased from
DBl of $11, 308.

Do you believe those are accurate nunbers?

A No. This is -- the vendor surveys, especially on
these two points, | think, was where we were having
troubl e on where they were conmng up with the nunber that
was never explained to us.

Q SO -- so just to reiterate, is it your -- is it
your contention that the anmount of |iquor purchases as
reported on your federal returns and your Profit and Loss
Statenents in 2013 and 2014 -- in this case $112,814 in
2013 and $90, 787 in 2014 -- constitutes all of the al cohol
pur chases nmade by Soul Lounge in those respective years?

A Yes, that's correct. That is correct.

Q kay. Now, let's kind of | ook down that page.
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And if you see there "reference nunber 32," here on the
far left-hand side of the page. It has there -- it says,

"average mar kup, 200 percent per taxpayer".

And then it goes on to say that -- that --
they're going -- the CDTFA decided that -- that sonehow
200 percent wasn't enough -- that it needed to be

300 percent.

Is there -- did you have a discussion with the
audi tor about the markup? And -- and -- and further, what
do you think the markup is at Soul Lounge?

A well, first of all, there's -- the problemis --
there's two issues here. Wien we first spoke to him we
never said it was 200 percent markup. W always said --
we thought our average at Soul Lounge was 300 percent.

Soul Lounge is nore of the city's sort of hipster
crowd where we were doing nore craft beers where you don't
get quite the markup li ke you do on a lot of liquor. So
we -- we really averaged it out to 300.

But the auditor not only ignored our initial
nunber but added 200 percent to it and al so m s-cl ai ned
that we -- we said it was 200 percent, which we never said
it was 200 percent. And | -- | stood right next to our
bar manager when he explained it to the auditor.

Q |"mnot sure that's how !l read this, M. Perkins.

| think what the CDTFA did here -- and | could be wong --
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but | believe they used an average markup of 300 percent
for all of the -- all of the -- all of the al cohol sal es,
rat her than using a 200 percent markup.

So are you -- are you okay with the 300 percent?

A "' mokay with the 300 percent. But that's -- |
know that's what we said originally.

Q kay. So based on this particul ar schedul e here,
this 12A-1. |If you turn to page 597, the CDTFA is
all eging that, based on their analysis and their
interpretation of what the al cohol sales were -- that you
had underreported taxable sales in 2013 of $644,000 and in
2014 of $763, 000.

So just in these two years -- and this isn't
i ncludi ng 2012 because 2012 gets extrapolated on its own
t hrough a separate extrapolated fornula -- you have
underreported your taxable sales by approxi mately
$1.4 mllion.

What do you have to say about that?

A | think that anyone who visited Brick & Mortar
and saw the size of the venue and saw it's a two-bartender
operation would say it's physically inpossible to reach
t hose nunbers. And it's -- especially when you consi der
the size of the -- considering the size of the operation
alone, it's just not possible.

And as we pointed out, if you | ook at any ot her
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club or various -- in a sane size, which I'msure the
CDTFA has had the ability to | ook up other clubs of the
sane size, you could see that those nunbers just don't --
do not |ineup what -- whatsoever.

And al so, neither did our -- we went through our

bank accounts with them They had bank statenents. They

had bank records. There was no -- | -- | don't know where
the noney magically cane fromor how they -- in San

Franci sco, especially, where | would say -- | think it

was -- we were running like 91, 92 percent credit card.

So it's not like you could hide $1.4 million in
credit card sal es.
Q Let's -- let's flip back to the federal incone
tax returns for Soul Lounge. So let's go back to page 1
of the exhibits. Tell nme when you get there.
kay. So page one indicates that you had gross
recei pts in 2012 of the $642, 852.
Do you see that?
A Yes, | do see that.
Q And it shows cost of goods sold of $299, 285
| eaving a gross profit of $343,567.
Do you see that?
A Yes, | do.
Q kay. And then, after other expenses --

primarily rent, but other ordinary, necessary, business
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expenses -- you had a -- Soul Lounge had a profit for the
year of $35, 528.
Do you see that?
A Yes, | do.
Q It doesn't sound like it's a highly-profitable

busi ness, M. Perkins.

A It certainly wasn't in our first year of
operation. | don't know many bars and restaurants that
are profitable their first year of operation. | actually

took the fact that we didn't | ose noney as a positive
st ep.
But yeah, that is accurate.
Q Let's ook at the 2013 return. This is on page
16.
A Si xt een?
Q Si xteen. One-si X.
In 2013, you reported gross revenues of $632, 431,
cost of goods sold, $373,095; and a gross profit of
$259, 336. You then had expenses.
And in that particular year, you had a -- you
reported an ordinary | oss of $32,797?
A Yes, that's correct.
Q Let's junp to tax year '14, page 31.
In 2014, you had gross revenues of $537,517; cost
of goods sold, $285,299; gross profit of $252,218. After
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ot her expenses, rent, payroll, et cetera, you had a | oss
t hat year of $16, 659.

Is that -- is that -- reflect a true picture of

your operations in 2014, M. Perkins?

A Yes, it does.

Q And have -- has the I RS questioned these anended
returns that you filed?

A No, they have not.

Q And you said that you provided M. Jalal [sic]
with the bank statenments for Soul Lounge; is that right?

A Yes. Bank statenments and credit card statenents.

Q And to your know edge, does -- does -- do the
bank statenments and credit card statenents support a -- a
revenue --

And let's see if we can flip, again, to the audit
report. Bear with ne a second. So let's flip to page
594.

So this is kind of extraordinary. The CDTFA,
based on its assunptions, goes on to say that during the
audit period, you -- Soul Lounge -- under-reported your
sal es by $1, 966, 075.

Do you see that?

A Yes, | do.
Q In other words, that -- in -- in those years,

when you reported on your federal inconme tax return,
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respectively, $642,000 in 2012, $537,000 in 2013 --

Oh. No. $537- -- | stand corrected. Let's go
back.

$642, 000, approximately, in 2012; $632, 000,
approxi mately, in 2013; and $537,000, approxi mately, 2014.
And in addition to those three nunbers, you -- you
actually cheated the governnent out of $1.966 mllion of
revenues.

A That nunber is -- is just magical thinking,
unfortunately.

To be clear, there's nothing that supports that.
| mean -- | nean, | guess you can put whatever you want on
a piece of paper. But there's no support.

W asked them about this. W showed them our --
again, we reviewed bank statenents and credit card
statements. And we asked for further clarification. And
t hat was never forthcom ng.

Q What percentage of your revenues do you think is
received in the formof cash?

A Ei ght or 9 percent. In San Francisco, it's about
8 or 9 percent.

Q And -- and the rest would be comng from --

A Credit cards.

Q Credit cards?

And how does Ticketfly pay you? By check?
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A No.
Q ACH?
A ACH deposi ts.
Actually, I'mtal king about 8 or 9 percent cash
back in 2014. | would say, today, it's nore like 2 or 3
percent, in 2022.
JUDGE LONG M. Boutris, | just wanted to |et
you know, we're at the one-hour mark. So close up the
testinmony in the next few m nutes.

MR. BOUTRIS: Do you -- no. | think I have,

Judge Long. | think I have covered what | wanted to cover

wth M. Perkins. So | can conclude ny direct questioning

of himat this tine.
JUDGE LONG  Thank you.
["Il turn it over to CDTFA to see if they have
any questions for M. Perkins.
MR. PARKER: W have no questions for the
W t ness.
JUDGE LONG  Thank you.
Il wll turn it over to Judge Kwee.
Do you have any questions for M. Perkins?
JUDGE KWEE: Yes. This is Judge Kwee.
Ohn. That's really | oud.
Just give ne a couple of mnutes. | do have a

coupl e of questions for the wtness.
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Thank you for -- so -- so at the beginning of
your testinony, you were referring to "different address
| ocations for different entities".

THE W TNESS: Correct.

JUDGE KWEE: And | think you nentioned one was
the Crafty Fox. And then there was one which was Brick &
Mort ar.

Can you clarify the respective addresses for
those two entities?

THE WTNESS: Yes. The Crafty Fox is
1700 Mssion; Brick & Mortar is 1710 Mssion. They're
separate buildings. You can see it on Google. They're
next to each other.

And then on the back of 1700 Mssion is 11
Duboce, which is a -- has a separate entrance. And that's
where our storage area was.

And then, upstairs, we have offices | rented on
the third floor to soneone el se.

JUDGE KWEE: COkay. And the returns -- the
anmended returns that are in the evidence -- those are only
for the entity here, which was Soul Lounge doi ng busi ness
as Brick & Mortar. They're not for any other entity.

It that ny --

THE WTNESS: It's on the anended returns, yes --

only anended returns we have were for Soul Lounge.
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JUDCGE KWEE: Ckay. So when | was | ooking at
t hose anended returns, there was still a difference
bet ween the gross recei pts versus, you know, what was
report ed.

And from ny understanding -- what you were saying
today -- that difference between the gross receipts
reported on the federal returns and the sales and use tax
total sales was due to ticket sales, venue rentals, and |
guess it was the venue rentals and the ticket sales, which
you t hought were nontaxabl e.

I s that ny understandi ng?

THE WTNESS: |'msorry. Maybe |'m not
under st andi ng correctly.

Are you tal king about what our taxable sales were
on the returns?

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So just to clarify -- so when
| was | ooking at the anended federal incone tax returns --

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

JUDGE KWEE: So for exanple, for 2012, | think
the original return had reported around $900, 000 in gross

receipts. And then there was an anended 2012 return.

| think that was on, |ike, page 1 or 2 --
THE W TNESS: Yes.
JUDGE KWEE: -- on your first exhibit that

dropped it down to $642,000 in gross receipts.
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THE W TNESS: Correct.

JUDGE KWEE: But then the sales and use tax
returns for 2012, | believe they were, like, $150,000 in
total sales reported, in ny understanding.

THE W TNESS: Because -- because there was a
di fference between |iquor sales and ticket sales and the
venue rentals.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. And | see what you're saying.

So as far as the venue rentals were concerned, |

see that you attached invoices for the venue rentals. And

sone of them say just "venue rental s" sone say, |ike, "bar
and venue rental". And | think there was, |ike, "door" or
"cover".

And |'m just wondering -- so | don't see anything

specific in the rentals that would indicate, other than
the title, whether or not food is included.

Is that title, |ike --

THE WTNESS: W -- we rarely -- we never did
food as a rental because that was just such a conplicated
t hi ng.

When we say "venue rentals,” it's a nusic
pronoter, |like, a person who wants to bring a band that
they like in. O they're a professional pronoter or a
group that wants to rent it as a -- just as a -- as a

party or a neeting hall.
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And then, you know, also private parties, which
were included. And that included bartenders and |iquor
sales -- | mean, |iquor was going to be added on to that.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So how do I tell froml ooking
at those docunents which ones woul d have included the bar
and whi ch ones woul d have not included the bar?

O was there an easier way to ascertain -- or for
us to ascertain that?

THE WTNESS: Well, on the roomrentals -- when
it's roomrental, it's just for the room It doesn't
i nclude the bar.

JUDGE KWEE: kay. So then the only ones that
i ncluded the bar are the ones that say "bar" on the title?

THE WTNESS: They should. It was very rare that
we did aroomrental with -- wth full bar included. I
t hink that m ght have happened once or twice in eight
years.

Most -- nost of the roomrentals were just for
the roomitself. It was just a charge for the room

JUDCGE KWEE: Ckay. And as far as the --

["'msorry. |'mkind of junping around on the
order in which | was taking notes of your testinony.

And | was going to nove on to the ticket sales
you have listed. | think it was Ticketfly?

THE WTNESS: Ticketfly, correct.
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JUDGE KWEE: And those ticket sales are for when
you do roomrentals or --

THE WTNESS: Just for, like, concert tickets --
i ke, advance concert tickets. Like, you know, if you

want to go see "band whatever," and you want to buy a
ticket in advance, you can go through their website.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So all the ticket sales
i nvol ved when you were operating -- not you, the entity --
was operating the Soul Lounge, Brick & Mdrtar, not when it
was being rented out -- there were no ticket sales
i nvolved in this?

THE WTNESS: Correct. A lot of tinmes the -- a
ot of tinmes, if they're a professional nusic pronoter --
let's say soneone |ike Shawn Healy or Another Planet --

t hey have their own ticket |ink.

So they take their own ticket sal es because it's
part of the value as a pronoter. That's how you make your
noney. They don't want you controlling their noney. So
you put their ticket link up on the website.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. Thank you. That is hel pful.

And the one other aspect that you had nenti oned
about the ticket sales was that you said there was
approxi mately a "percent fee" for using the Ticketfly.

And | wasn't sure why you were -- were you nentioning that

in the context of that -- that shouldn't have been
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i ncl uded.

O | guess --

THE WTNESS: | believe the question was, |ike,
how nmuch -- how does the ticket conpany make noney if
they're giving you all the ticket fee; right? They're
giving ne all the -- if a ticket's $20, you know, how does
the ticket conpany nake noney?

And | said they charge a fee, |ike, a ticket
service fee. And generally it's 20 -- unfortunately, now,
it's probably higher. 1t's probably 25 percent.

So if you go to Ticketmaster, you'll see the
price of the show and then a ticket fee. And they keep
the ticket fee.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So if I'mcorrectly
understanding this, there's no concern about the way the
audit was handled with respect to whether or not a fee was
or was not incl uded.

You were just explaining how they nmade their
noney?

THE WTNESS: | was just explaining how they nade
t heir noney.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.

Sorry. | just need a mnute to go down ny notes.
You had a |l engthy testinony, which was very hel pful for --

for me in understandi ng what was goi ng on.
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| would like to go -- you had nentioned on your
exhi bit, page 596, which was the -- the sunmary of CDTFA' s
mar kup for the -- for the bar -- the beer and w ne and
al cohol purchases.

And | believe you had nentioned on your
docunents -- you had indicated a 200 percent markup. But
then | think CDTFA used a 300 percent markup.

And was | understanding that you -- you did not
di spute the use of the 300 percent markup?

THE WTNESS: No, | do not dispute that at all
| thought we always said 300 percent.

JUDGE KWEE: On, okay. M only concern -- |
don't want to say "only" -- but the main concern was the
anount of additional purchases that were brought in from

the central distribution |ocations and not the markup

aspect.

THE W TNESS: Oh, okay.

JUDGE KWEE: Is -- that is ny understandi ng.

THE WTNESS: Maybe |'m m sunderstandi ng the
guestion. I'msorry. Sorry, Judge. |If you could repeat
t hat back?

JUDGE KWEE: kay. So from ny understandi ng, you
know, the liability calculated on that aspect was, you
know, to -- well, there were two large elenents: One was

using a 300 percent markup versus a 200 percent narkup.
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The ot her aspect was including purchases fromthose
ot her --

THE W TNESS. The --

JUDGE KWEE: -- you know -- the vendors, which
were, fromyour testinony, routed to separate entities.

THE WTNESS: That's correct.

JUDGE KWEE: So at first -- | was just confirmng
that you didn't dispute the markup aspect.

So | ooking at the purchase aspect -- so | guess
nmy understanding was that the main dispute was with the
pur chase aspect.

THE W TNESS: Absol utely.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.

THE WTNESS: | think the whole m sconmuni cation
from day one has been over the assigning of all |iquor
sales for what we call -- we call ourselves "Parish
Entertai nnent G oup" to -- to one venue, rather than, as
we explained -- that we had -- they were part of a group

of nine venues that we used and distributed through.

And even on the invoices they were -- they would
mar k, you know, |ike, "New Pigalle,"” "Place Pigalle". It
was directly marked on the invoice itself. It says it
right there.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. And that was ny ot her

question. | did see that you included invoices. And if
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we were to add up all the nunbers on the invoices, would
they track what was |listed here? And would we be able to
figure out -- because | did see that sonme had addresses
for other |ocations.

If we added them up, would they track? The
amounts for those | ocations that CDTFA has |isted?

THE WTNESS: Yes. Yes, they woul d.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. And the ones listed as
"purchases" on your anended returns as what was allocable
to Brick & Mortar -- all of those invoices would add up to
t he nunber that you reported?

So we'd be able to basically ook at the invoices
that you submtted and find out how you reported what you
reported and had how CDTFA reported what they had for, you
know, Southern Wne and DBI; is that correct?

THE WTNESS: Yeah. For all the different ones,
you should be able to see that right there.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So -- so we have everything
that we need to do that?

THE WTNESS: | believe so.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.

Sorry. Just one mnute.

| think that was everything that | had in ny
notes to ask or clarify. That's all.

Thank you very nuch for your tine.
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Il will turn it back to the | ead judge, Judge

Long.

Thank you.

JUDGE LONG Judge Al drich, do you have any
gquestions for the taxpayer -- I'msorry -- for the
W t ness?

JUDGE ALDRICH: M. Perkins, can you hear nme?

THE WTNESS: Yes, | can.

JUDGE ALDRICH: | had a few questions for you
wWith respect to the catering contract.

Is there anything in the evidence that would
support the catering contract from 20147

THE WTNESS: | -- | gave it to the CDTFA

JUDGE ALDRICH: My question is --

THE WTNESS: Do you want us to provide you with
that contract? W can get a copy of that. | don't think
we brought it.

Did we bring that? No?

Al so, just for clarification, | sold ny interest.

And | have not been involved with the business for four
years. But | know the people that do; so | can still get
access to it.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Ckay. And | guess you had
mentioned that Brick & Mortar typically has two

bart enders?
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THE WTNESS: Correct.

JUDCGE ALDRICH:  And how many i ndividuals could
t hat serve, | guess?

THE WTNESS: | would say 100 to 120, 140.

JUDCGE ALDRICH:  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: They should be able to cover that,
if they're any good.

JUDCGE ALDRICH Ckay. And for those shows where,
perhaps, the limts were pushed a little, would anot her
bartender --

THE W TNESS: Yes.

JUDGE ALDRICH. -- be brought in from anot her
venue?

How is that --

THE WTNESS: W got very good at -- since we had
a wi de body of work -- | nmean, we did 25,000 shows. W

had an idea of which crowd is going to be a drinking
crowmd. And, like, if we knew we had a band from New
Oleans that was going to be sold out, we'd have three
bartenders.

And t hat happened maybe eight tinmes a year, you
know, like, there's certain nusic types -- if it's, |ike,
a jam band or a New Ol eans band, you're going to have
a -- you're going to have a heavy drinking crowd.

If it's a reggae night, you can go to one
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bartender for 500 people because they' Il just drink water,
you know.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Ckay. So -- and you had given
testinmony with respect to the hours.

And could you -- so -- clarify that? | guess
Monday t hrough Friday was the sanme hours consistently? O
changed dependi ng on whet her or not they were shows?

THE WTNESS: It's like a, you know -- it was
really a nusic venue. W were open four -- we really
tried to be open four to five nights a week. To book
t hose kind of shows, it's tough.

So | would say we did 150 shows a year. And
usually it was earlier in the week. Let's say, if it was
a Sunday, Monday, Tuesday, we would do doors, 7:00; show,
8:00. If it was later in the week, we would do doors,

8: 00; show, 9:00.

JUDGE ALDRICH: So you had nentioned that you
provi ded bank statenments and credit card statenents.

THE WTNESS: Correct.

JUDCGE ALDRICH: Wth respect to credit card
statenents, are you referring to form 1099K s? O are
you -- okay.

THE WTNESS: No. The actual -- we gave them al
the information for our credit card provider.

JUDGE ALDRICH So for the costs?

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

72



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N oo o A~ W N

N N N N NN P B P R P PP PP
o b W N P O © 0 N O 00 A W N P O

THE WTNESS: No. No. No. For, like, our daily
total receipts every night.

JUDCGE ALDRICH CGot it. Ckay.

THE WTNESS: You know, the -- forgive ne. |'m
trying to renenber who our provider was back in 2012.

But it was one of the big, you know, ones of the
bank -- bank. And they give you the printout of al
the -- because it goes into your bank account the next
day. And they send you a statenent every nonth of all of
your credit card deposits.

JUDGE ALDRICH Okay. And then, | guess, just
for clarity, | was wondering if you could give ne a view

of the "forest," so to speak, between the different
entities.

Soul Lounge is operating Brick & Mirtar?

THE W TNESS: Correct.

JUDGE ALDRI CH: And sone other entity has the --
has the distribution point, | guess, for the liquor?

THE WTNESS: So we -- we allowed at the tine --
we said -- we're going to -- because our conpany -- we
called it "Parish Entertai nnent G oup,"” but Parish
Entertai nment G oup doesn't have an ABC License.

So we couldn't -- they couldn't invoice, under

California law, to Parish Entertai nment G oup, which would

have sol ved everyone's probl ens.
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But -- so we -- we didit -- you had to pick a
License 47 that was the closest to your -- to the
war ehouse, which was Brick & Mdrtar, which is Soul Lounge,
which is why we're here.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Okay. And internally, you said a
bart ender --

THE WTNESS: Bar -- bar nanager.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Bar manager -- would conme in and
check out --

THE WTNESS: Correct.

JUDCGE ALDRICH Let's say they needed a case of
tequila. You -- they --

Was there, like, a formto check out?

THE WTNESS:. Yeah. There's, like, a clipboard
to sign everything out.

JUDGE ALDRI CH:  Ckay.

THE WTNESS: And they drop it off in the office
and take the liquor to the venue.

JUDGE ALDRICH Okay. And then -- so since these
venues -- you said "we" as -- have nine of them

But really, the personis an LLC -- right? --
t hat owns the venue or the DBA?

THE WTNESS:. O the -- yeah. There was a DBA
for each Iiquor |icense.

JUDGE ALDRICH And there was an LLC for each
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DBA?

THE WTNESS: Correct. Yeah.

JUDCGE ALDRICH (Okay. And so woul d soneone
generate that invoice based off of that clipboard and send
it to the respective LLC that was doi ng busi ness?

THE WTNESS: And then they -- and then they pay

the bills out of that account.

And that was -- again this wasn't easy. It
was -- it was -- this was our theoretical setup in the
begi nning that took us -- you know, we had to knock out

the kinks a little bit.

We grew very quickly. W went fromO to 300

enpl oyees in about, you know -- about a year and a hal f.
And, you know, it was a struggle. It was a |lot of work.
But we got there. And we -- we -- their systens were

real |y good.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Okay. No further questions at
this tine.

I'"'mgoing to hand it back over to Judge Long.

Thank you.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

So | think, M. Boutris, you wanted additi onal
time to make your argunent.

Did you still need ten m nutes?

MR. BOUTRIS: | don't, your Honor. | think we've
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covered everything adequately at this point.

JUDGE LONG kay. Geat.

W will, then, nove over to CDTFA s presentation.
CDTFA indi cated they require 20 m nutes.

So you may begi n whenever you're ready.

MR. PARKER: Thank you.

PRESENTATI ON

MR. PARKER: The Appellant and LLC operated a
full bar with live nusic entertainment in San Francisco,
California, with a start date of August 2009. The
Departnent performed an audit exam nation for the period
of January 1, 2012, through Decenber 31, 2014.

Appel l ant reported total sales of approximtely
$547, 000 and cl ai med no deductions resulting in taxable
sal es of $547,000 for the audit period. The Appell ant
provided limted books and records for the audit period.

Appel l ant did not provide 1099K data, credit card
sal es data, guest checks, daily cash register tapes, sales
journals, or general |edgers for the audit period. Due to
| ack of conpl ete books and records, the Departnent was
unable to determ ne Appellant's reporting nethod and
verify the accuracy of its reported anpunts.

The Departnent conpared gross receipts for the

federal inconme tax returns with sales and use tax returns
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and not ed unexpl ai ned di fferences of approxi mately
$1.6 mllion for 2012 and 2013. And that's on your
Exhi bit A, page 19.

The Departnent conpared recorded total sales per
Profit and Loss Statenents with reported sales per the
sal es and use tax returns and noted an unexpl ai ned
di fference of approximately $115,000 for the audit period.
And that's on Exhibit A, page 24.

Using the Appellant's records, the Departnent
conput ed a mar kup whi ch conpares cost of goods sold per
the Appellant's federal incone tax returns for 2012 and
2013 to recorded gross recei pts. The markup was negative
58 percent for 2012 and 2013. And that's on Exhibit A,
page 18.

And this neans that reported total sales were
| ess than the cost of goods sol d.

Based on the above anal ysis, the Departnent
decided -- the Departnent determ ned that provided books
and records were inconplete and unreliable. Therefore,

t he Departnment used an indirect audit nmethod to verify the
accuracy of reported anounts and determ ned audited
t axabl e sal es.

The Departnent perfornmed a vendor survey for

known vendors and noted Appellant's Profit and Loss

Statenent didn't include any purchases from Sout hern W ne
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& Spirits or DBl Beverage.

The Departnent used the revised Profit and Loss
Statenments for 2013 and 2014 and the vendor surveys from
Southern Wne & Spirits and DBl Beverage to determ ne
purchases of a little nore than $617,000 for 2013 and 2014
for al cohol and beverages. And that's on Exhibit A, page
8, line 15.

The Departnent used the revised profit and | oss
statenents for 2013 and determ ned that audited purchases
of food for 2013 was $9,000 -- Exhibit A, page 8, line 37.

In the absence of food purchases data for 2014,

t he Departnent assuned that food purchases woul d be the
same for 2014 as they were in 2013, which was $9, 000.

Due to | ack of books and records, the Depart nent
could not performany self-test. So the Departnent used
an estimated markup of 200 percent for bar and food sal es,
which is | ower than generally expected, based on audits of
sim |l ar businesses.

In the Appellant's testinony today, they
i ndi cated that the markup was not 200 percent, but was, in
fact, 300 percent. |If a 300 percent markup on costs is
used in the audit, the audited taxable bar and food sal es
woul d increase the liability for the Appellant.

In the audit working papers, the 300 percent

indicated is for the markup factor, which the markup
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factor is the cost plus the markup on the cost. So if a
300 percent nmarkup were used, the markup factor would be
400 percent.

For the bar, the Departnent used audited
purchases and nmade an adjustnent of 1 percent for m xers,
2 percent for pilferage, and 2 percent for
sel f-consunption, and a little nore than $2, 000 for
non-al cohol itenms to cal cul ate adjusted cost of goods sold
of approximately $582,000 for 2013 and 2014. And that's
on Exhibit A page 8, |ine 30.

The Departnent used the estimted markup of
200 percent to determne audited taxable sales of a little
nore than $1.7 mllion for 2013 and 2014. And that's
Exhibit A, page 8, line 35.

The Departnment used food purchases of
approxi mately $18,000 for 2013 and 2014, allowed pilferage
adj ustnent of 2 percent, self-consunption of 2 percent,
and applied an estimted markup of 200 percent to
determ ne audited taxable sales of $52,000 for 2013 and
2014. That's on Exhibit A page 8, |ine 46.

Based on the above audit procedures, audited
t axabl e sal es for the bar and food was determ ned to be
approximately $1.8 mllion for 2013 and 2014.

When conpared with reported taxable sal es of

approxi mately $392, 000 for 2013, 2014, the Depart nent
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calcul ated an error rate of 359 percent. And that's on
Exhibit A, page 8, line 54.

Due to | ack of books and records for 2012, the
Depart nment used the conbined error rate of 359 percent for
2013 and 2014 to determ ne unreported taxable sales for
2012.

The Departnent applied the error rates to the
reported taxable sales to determ ne unreported taxable
sal es of approximately $1.97 mllion for the audit peri od.
That's Exhibit A, page 7.

For the bar, based on self-consunption all owance
of 2 percent, the Departnent determ ned cost of al cohol
and beverage of approximately $17, 000 subject to use tax.
And that's on Exhibit A, page 15.

During the audit process, the Departnent noted
t hat Appellant sold entrance tickets to custoners under
21 years of page. Per Appellant's website and Yel p's
review, custoners under 21 nust buy a drink ticket at the
door for $5 each, which is on Exhibit B, pages 496 and
497. And this would allow themto get a free nonal coholic
dri nk.

The Departnent used the avail able information for
each week's events to determ ne unreported taxable sales
of approximately $22,000 for the audit period. And that's
on Exhibit A, page 10.
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During the audit process, the Departnent also
noted facility rental revenue for private events and
parties as a bar where food and drinks are served. The
fees for the rental of the facility are taxable.

The Departnent used the Appellant's revised
Profit and Loss Statenents and determ ned unreported
taxable facility rental of approximately $319,000 for the
audit period. That's Exhibit A page 11.

Based on the above audit procedures, the
Departnent determ ned unreported taxabl e nmeasure of
approximately $2.3 million for the audit period. Exhibit
A, page 5.

The Departnent assessed a 10 percent negligence
penalty. The Appellant's error rate for unreported
t axabl e sal es was 425 percent, which was substantial and
constitutes evidence of negligence.

Unreported taxable sales are due to Appellant's
failure to maintain and provi de nmandat ory books and
records as required by Revenue and Taxati on Code 7053 and
7054 and Regul ation 1698, which is al so evidence of
negl i gence.

Appel | ant contends that the additional purchases
from Southern Wne & Spirits and from DBl Beverage incl ude
itenms purchased for use at a separate legal entity. Based

on the review of the vendor surveys, all purchases were
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made by Appellant at the address registered for its
busi ness activities related to the appeal before OTA

The Appellant clainmed that the DBl Beverage
i nvoices were for a separate entity. However, based on
the vendor's survey fromDBI, it specifically lists Brick
& Mortar as the custoner on the invoice listing. This is
Exhi bit B, pages 350 to 356.

Despite various requests, the Appellant has not
provi ded any docunentary proof or evidence to support its
contention that any of these purchases were transferred to
any of the separate legal entities.

Appel  ant contends that it stopped selling food
in 2014. Appellant has been licensed with the Al coholic
Beverage Control wth a Type 47 License, which states "47
On-Sal e General Eating Place". This is Exhibit G page
569.

A Type 47 ABC License authorizes the sal e of
al cohol for consunption on the prem ses with the
requi rement that Appellant nust maintain suitable kitchen
facilities and nust make actual and substantial sal es of
nmeal s for consunption on the prem ses.

Further, a Type 47 License also allowed mnors on
the prem ses, as advertised by Appellant on his website.

Appel lant, in their testinony today, contends

that it was not open all of 2012 and was cl osed from
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Christmas 2011 until Mrch 2012. However, based on the
information fromTicketfly, there are events starting in
early 2012 and have dates all throughout the year. This
is in Exhibit B, page 303 and 304.

Al'so during this tinme period, the Appell ant made
pur chases, as can be seen on the purchases fromthe vendor
surveys. This is Exhibit B, page 396 to 405.

Based on the above, the Departnent has fully
expl ai ned the basis for the deficiency and provided that
the determ nation was reasonabl e based upon the avail abl e
books and records. Further, Departnent used approved
audit nethods to determ ne the deficiency.

Therefore, based on the evidence presented, the
Departnent requests that the Appellant's appeal be deni ed.

This concludes ny presentation. And we are
avai |l abl e to answer any questions you may have.

JUDGE LONG Thank you. We will be asking our

guestions, but we are at the two-hour mark. So we are

going to break -- recess for about ten m nutes.

And we'll cone back at -- ny clock says 11:28 --
so 11: 38.

Thank you.

(The norning recess is taken at 11:28 a.m)
JUDGE LONG Ckay. W are back on the record.
W are now going to turn to CDTFA. And |' m goi ng
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to ask ny co-panelists to see if they have any questi ons.

And I'Il start with Judge Kwee.

JUDGE KWEE: Could you start with Judge Al drich?
My conputer shut down.

JUDGE LONG Yes. W will start with Judge
Al dri ch.

O nmaybe -- give us a mnute to get things back
upl oaded, if you need it.

JUDGE ALDRICH. Hi, Departnent. This is Judge
Al dri ch.

So | guess one of the argunents | see is that
Appel lant didn't provide 1099K data. But Appel |l ant
i ndicated that he provided the credit card statenents.

But | don't see the credit card statenents in the
record wth -- is -- is there, | guess, nore? O were
t hose, | guess, scheduled? O not provided, according to
t he Departnent?

MR. PARKER. W did not see anything in the
evi dence showi ng that those were provided. However, the
credit cards would be deposited into the bank deposits
that are included in the audit.

And so those sane credit card statenments --
mer chant statenents should be the sane anount as what's
deposited in the bank statenents as wel|.

JUDGE ALDRICH: Ckay. And then -- | guess,
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that's all of the questions that | had for the nonent.

Judge Kwee, did you want to resune with your
qguesti oni ng?

JUDGE KWEE: Yes. This is Judge Kwee. Thank
you.

| had one or two questions.

So with the taxpayer's exhibit index, they had
their Exhibit J, which was those venue rental invoices.
And | ooking at the invoices, sone of themdo say "venue
only". And then sone of them say "venue and bar".

And |'m curious what was CDTFA' s position on why,
at least, the ones that said "venue only" -- why those
weren't accepted to show nont axabl e revenue.

MR. PARKER: So generally speaking, we would
expect to see the contract between the party for the
rental of the venue, which contracts were not provided.
The only thing that we have were these invoices that |
believe were received at a |later date.

And generally, with a bar or a restaurant,
they're typically serving food and beverages. So we would
expect to see that.

So without the contracts, there's no evidence to
show that they weren't selling food and beverages in
conjunction with the rental of the room

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. Thank you.
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And so maybe | -- do you mi nd, Judge Long, if |
briefly ask the taxpayer one question?

JUDCE LONG  CGo ahead.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So | guess CDTFA was sayi ng
t hat the docunentation that you had on your invoices,
whi ch was your Exhibit J -- that | think one of the
concerns they had there was their -- you had their
i nvoi ces, but you didn't have the supporting agreenent --
agreenent between yourself and your custoner.

And |'mjust asking, is that sonething that you
still have? | understand it's been a while.

Is that sonething that you would be able to
provi de?

THE WTNESS: | can certainly go back and ask.
But 1'mgoing to be very clear, | personally gave copies
of the contracts to the auditor. Ckay?

So for themto say, at this point, that | did not
provide that -- this is the first tine |I've heard that |
did not provide copies of the contract. This is a
br and- new char ge.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. Thank you.

And |'m going to go back to CDTFA, then, for, |
bel i eve, one nore question.

And that was regarding the taxpayer's Exhibits K

L, and M which were their purchase invoices for al cohol.
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And, you know, hearing their testinony today that sone of
t he purchases were for, you know -- they had the central

di stribution -- and sone of their purchases were for other
permtized entities.

And they had attached tax returns for other
permtized entities wwth the addresses on the returns.

And | think sone of the invoices showed addresses for
other permtized entities as opposed to the Soul Lounge
DBA Brick & Mortar.

| think that was the testinony today. And |I'm
wonderi ng what was CDTFA's position on why the invoices --
at least the invoices listing addresses of different
entities -- why those weren't accepted to reduce the
anount of purchases that was used by CDTFA in determ ning
t he underreported taxable sal es?

MR. PARKER. So the -- so the -- their -- their
exhibits -- we used the -- our vendor surveys, which
should be simlar to theirs. | didn't verify that they
were the exact sane throughout. And our exhibits that
listed Brick & Mortar as the purchaser.

At least, fromwhat | saw in our record today --
| can get the pages for you here in a second -- the --
what we woul d expect -- generally speaking, nost taxpayers
don't transfer al cohol between | ocations since it's highly

regul ated by the Al coholic Beverage Control.
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So the Appellant has indicated that they did make
transfers, but they have not provided any records show ng
that they made these transfers to other |ocations.

If there were records show ng that al cohol was
wi thdrawn fromtheir location in San Franci sco and
transferred to other |ocations, we would have nmade those
adjustnents in the audit. But we have not been provided
t hose records.

JUDGE KWEE: Okay. And I'msorry. |'mjunping
ar ound.

Do you mind if |I ask one foll owup question of
the wi tness?

So I'lIl turn back to the question about the
i nvoices | just asked for CDTFA. | am |l ooking, for
exanple, at the Morris Distributing invoice. So | guess
there were a lot of them but | think they used the sane
format.

And | do see where you say on the invoice where
it says on the invoice, you know, office at 11 Duboce.

THE W TNESS: Duboce.

JUDGE KWEE: |'msorry. Duboce, which, you know,
is the other entity. But then -- and that's on the center
of the invoice.

But then on the top right, it does list Brick &
Mortar -- Mortar Lounge. And -- with the 1710 M ssion
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Street.

And | guess, would you just please clarify the --
t he reason, you know, both entities are |isted on the
i nvoi ce?

THE WTNESS: Judge, like | said, | think this
woul d have saved us a |lot of tine.

Under the ABC s rules, the liquor distributor
cannot invoice a non-liquor license holding entity. So
our overall entity, the Parish Entertai nnment G oup,
couldn't be the one on file.

So even though it says "Brick & Mortar
Lounge/ cl osed," you know, on there -- and then it says --
and then they show where the delivery address is around
the corner. And that was our way of working around these
di fferent agencies and their different rules.

And of course, it probably wasn't the greatest
i dea after six years of going through -- but also --
woul d also i ke to point out that we did give copies -- |
personally was there, you know, when their auditor was
t here.

And the auditor wal ked in, saw our inventory
sheets, saw copies of all that, saw copies of our sales
contracts. They saw copies of our rentals. They saw
copi es of our catering, the kitchen, and the people that

t ook over.
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This was all done. | was there. | handled it.
|'"ve been to at least 15 different neetings with different
auditors on this. And -- which was very hard to get a
hold of -- and that always changed. And they always -- it
al ways got del ayed.

But, you know, the -- | -- | really just take
issue with the fact that now, three people we have never
net before in this case are saying we didn't do our job.
And | have a problemw th that.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. Thank you for your response
and for -- CDTFA for your response. And that was hel pful.

And | don't have any additional questions. So |
will return it to Judge Long.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

So | did have a coupl e guestions.

The taxpayer, or Appellants, have stated that the
vendors, Southern Wne & Spirits and DBlI, were not
attributable to Soul Lounge.

How di d CDTFA make that connection?

MR. PARKER. So when we did the vendor survey, we
asked for themto provide sales that those -- the conmonly
known vendors for bars and restaurants that deliver in the
San Franci sco area -- we reached out to them and asked for
their sales nmade to Brick & Mortar at the address of the

busi ness.
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And so the records that they provided fromthe
vendors were deliveries and sales made to Brick & Mortar
at that business. So that's how we determ ned that those,
Sout hern Wne and DBl Beverage, belonged to Brick &

Mort ar.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

And then you nentioned that Soul Lounge has an
ABC Li cense Type 47 that would indicate that they al so
sol d food.

And based on that licensing, there's an
assunption that Brick & Mortar nmust al so have sold food;
iIs that correct? And is that where the nunbers relating
to the sale of food cane about?

MR PARKER: Well, the -- the sales of food came
about fromtheir revised Profit and Loss Statenent,
especially for 2013.

We nade the assunption that they continued to
make food sales in 2014 because of the type of |icense.
And | believe it's Exhibit G page 549 -- has information
on the type of |icense.

["'msorry. | think it's page 564 -- has
information on the -- the type of |icense and what a Type
47 nmeans.

JUDGE LONG Wuuld that require a business to

make food on their owmn? O could they have -- could they
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have this license and then, as well, have another separate
vendor or caterer providing food under this |icense?

MR. PARKER: You know, |I'mnot an expert in ABC
licenses. So ny understanding is that they need to have a
kitchen and sell food. I'mnot sure if that nmeans that
they can't have a caterer nake sales at -- at -- out of
t heir kitchen.

So -- and actually the -- the information from
DW -- | nean, ABC is on page 569. M/ apologies for that.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

At this time -- at this tinmne we're going to
let -- if the taxpayer wi shes to nake a final statenent or
rebuttal .

MR. BOUTRI'S: Yes, please.

CLOSI NG ARGUMENT

MR. BOUTRI S: Again, thank you so nuch for
hol ding this hearing. And again, I'm-- as a senior
nmenber of the Tax Bar in California, |'mvery happy to see

that the OTAis up and running and doing its job. So, you
know, kudos to you for taking on these difficult cases.

| think we're having -- I'mthinking of this
novi e, "Cool Hand Luke," and where Paul Newran says,
“"We're having a failure to communi cate here."

The problemthat we've got here is that we have
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three gentl enen over here who weren't involved in this
case for years, who really just picked up the case, and
are just repeating the sanme m stakes and the sane verbi age
fromthe original audit.

That's not really hel pful here.

We have provided |ots of evidence and given lots
of testinony as to the problens associated with this
audit. And rather than taking a proactive approach and
maki ng necessary adjustnents to what is clearly an
erroneous audit, they just stick to their guns.

And | want to point out here that not only is
there a problem here, at the admnistrative |evel, but
there's a problemat the collection |evel.

The CDTFA sei zed $200,000 fromny client wthout
the benefit of an assessnent. So while this appeal was
pendi ng, we have seizures going on. And that's a very
serious situation. Because you have not nade a
determ nation. There has not been a final determ nation.

And yet the CDTFA is nmking seizures. $200, 000
they took from-- from M. Perkins w thout due process.
That's a very serious situation. So you can understand
why this has sort of, you know, bounced out of control
her e.

| want to address the CDTFA's point, which they

continually say that adequate books and records were not
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provided. That's just not true. The original auditor,
M. Mustafa, was provided bank statenents, credit card
statenents, he was provided i nventory statenents.

He did -- he appeared at the offices and went
t hrough a whole rigmarole wwth M. Perkins about how the
operati on worked at the warehouse.

We've -- we've provided federal inconme tax
returns. W' ve provided Profit and Loss Statenents.

W' ve provided Transaction Detail Reports. To say that --

that records were not provided -- it's just wong.
It's -- it's -- it's a msconstrual of the facts.
And | -- | understand. M. Mistafa may no | onger

work for the CDTFA, and so he can't be here to testify to
what he did or didn't do.

But we're here to testify -- M. Perkins is under
oath. M. Perkins is, you know, a very noral, upright,
credible witness. And | ask that you take that into
account .

Now, once the, you know -- the basis for the
mar kup test is that, you know -- that the federal incone
tax returns, nunber one, did not reconcile with the sales
and use tax returns.

And -- and that's not actually true. |[If you | ook
at the anmended federal incone tax returns, they reconcile

with the sales tax returns once you understand that the
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sales tax returns are only show ng taxabl e sal es, not
total revenues of the business -- because, unfortunately,
whoever was doing the returns just didn't understand that

you have to report total revenues, not just taxable sales.

But it's not -- it doesn't result ina-- it's --
it's not a fraud. |It's not even negligence. |It's just
filling the formout incorrectly. The -- the form-- the

CDTFA -- BCE is still getting the full anpbunt that it's
entitled to get. So the return is accurate in that
regard.

Then they go on to say that -- that there is a
359 percent -- percentage of error. And it's like, well,
the only reason you're getting that percentage of error is
because you're counting inventory that was not used. It
was not purchased by Soul Lounge.

Sure, if you want to count Southern Wne &
Spirits. But | would rem nd the Judges that Southern Wne
& Spirits, contrary to what the CDTFA is saying, did not
deliver that inventory to Soul Lounge's address. It
delivered that inventory to 11 Duboce, where the warehouse
iS.

And the only reason that Brick & Mortar or Sou
Lounge is on that invoice is because of the requirenent
under the ABC that you have to have a |icensed business as

t he recipient.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682

95



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N oo o A~ W N

N N N N NN P B P R P PP PP
o b W N P O © 0 N O 00 A W N P O

And so because Brick & Mortar was the cl osest
establ i shnent to the warehouse, Brick & Mortar was used on
t hose invoices for purposes of those relationships with
the vendors. And -- and M. Perkins testified as to that
Wth respect to those emails that went back and forth with
Arwen at Southern Wne & Spirits.

Sout hern Wne & Spirits was conpl etely aware of
the fact that these -- al cohol were not being purchased
just for Soul Lounge -- that it was going to the warehouse
for the greater Parish Entertai nnment entity.

M. Perkins testified, also, that the venue
contracts were, in fact, provided to M. Mistafa Jal al
[sic]. And in terns of the -- the CDITFA's taking the
position that, well, because the addresses were different,
we're just going to just attribute it all to Soul Lounge.

And it's like, well, I think there's an
explanation for that. And | don't think that that nerits
treating all of the inventory that was going to the
war ehouse as bei ng Soul Lounge's inventory.

| -- 1 just want to reiterate, though, that the
deliveries weren't nade to Soul Lounge's business
establishnent. They were nade to the warehouse at 11
Duboce Street. And that's the warehouse for the greater
Pari sh Entertai nnent G oup of businesses.

And as far as food sales go, | don't know the ins
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and outs of permts and regul ations and so on. But you' ve
heard the testinmony of M. Perkins. He didn't sell food
in 2014. Can't -- can't we just trust the man and his

wor d?

It's his business. He knows what he did. And he
says he didn't make any food sales in 2014. \Wether or
not he properly mani pul ated or changed or amended a permt
is not really relevant today. The question is yes or no.
Food sal es, yes or no?

So | nmean, it's frustrating because this has gone
on now for close to eight years, this case. W have
anot her case com ng now. W have an unlawful seizure. W
have a change within the CDTFA and a | ack of institutional
menory as to what was done by the previous auditors.

And it's just a -- it's a sad state of affairs.
And I'msorry it had to cone to this. But we're now at
sort of the end of our rope here. And we're asking for
your help to, you know, understand what transpired here
and to apply sonme -- sonme -- sone |logic and sone fairness
to the facts here.

Thank you.

JUDGE LONG  Thank you.

I"mgoing to turn it to ny panel nmenbers and see
if they have one | ast question.

Judge Kwee?
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JUDGE KWEE: So | think -- would the parties be
anmenabl e to hol ding the record open to allow the Appell ant
to provide additional docunentation?

And | guess, CDTFA woul d have an opportunity to
respond to any additional docunentation.

MR. BOUTRIS: The -- the problemthat we're going
to have, Judge Kwee, is that he doesn't -- M. Perkins
doesn't work there anynore. The business has been sold
four years ago.

So he -- | guess, what records are we talking
about and whether or not we could retrieve themis -- is a
bi g question mark given that -- that he's not the business
anynore. It's not his business any |onger.

JUDGE KWEE: Right. | think, during the course
of the hearing, there were a couple of itens that were
referenced by the panel that m ght be potentially hel pful.

| understand they m ght not be avail abl e anynore.
So if it's not sonething that you woul d be able to provide
or that you would have, there would be no point in holding
the record open. But it is sonmething that -- which could
be potentially useful. [I'Il list the itens:

The first one is the contracts for the venue
rentals. Wth the contracts, | believe CDTFA nentioned
there was concern with the invoices because they didn't

have supporting docunentation. So that was one thing
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noted as potentially helpful for the panel.

A second one is internal invoices, which -- for
t he al cohol, which would have shown what al cohol was
specifically allocated to Brick & Mortar. M
under standing was that it would have been an all ocation
internally. And if there was any docunentation of that,
that could potentially be hel pful.

And then | think Judge Al drich had nentioned
wanting to see the contract wwth the third-party food
caterer that was taking over either at the end of 2013 or
t he begi nning of 2014 to show that Appellant no | onger did
f ood.

MR BOUTRIS: W -- we -- I['msorry. | didn't
mean to interrupt you

| think we can try to produce those docunents for
you.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. So yeah, | think those were
the -- oh. And Judge Aldrich, | think, nentioned, if --
if you have any 1099K forns for the period at issue, just
to show what the credit card receipts were for the
entities.

So then, that would be four docunments. Not four
docunents, but four categories of docunents that m ght be
potentially helpful. |If you don't have them that's fine.
But | think, potentially, that could be hel pful.
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And do you know how nuch tinme you would like to
| ook for that, if you decided that you want to -- to
submit it?

MR. BOUTRIS: 30 days.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.

And turning to CDTFA, does CDTFA have an estimate
of time -- how nuch time it would take themto reviewthe
docunents and determine if it would inpact their position
at all on the appeal ?

MR. PARKER: Dependi ng on the volunme of the
docunents, | would estimate up to 30 days.

JUDGE KWEE: Okay. So if we did 30 days for
Appel I ant foll owed by 30 days for CDTFA with either party
havi ng the opportunity to request extension of tinme either
to get nore docunents or to respond -- but initially set
up for 30 and 30 -- does that work for the Appellant?

MR. BOUTRIS: It does, your Honor.

JUDCGE KWEE: COkay. And does that work for CDTFA,
al so?

MR. PARKER: Yes, it does.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.

And if it were -- if there were a potential --
and |'mnot saying, you know, obviously, we don't know
what direction it would go -- but if it was potentially

possi bl e that an adj ustnent would be ordered, would it
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nmake sense to hold the record -- or to request feedback on
CDTFA to do, like, a --

Li ke, say, for exanple, if -- if you were to
| eave venue-only rentals after receiving docunentation,
woul d it make sense to hold the record open to get CDTFA
to provide an estimate of what that inpact on the
l[Ttability woul d be?

O woul d that be sonething where we woul d j ust
order it in a decision, and CDTFA woul d make an adj ust nent
after?

Is there a preference? Do either parties have a
preference on whether or not they would |ike to see an
adj ust nent before the decision is issued? O have the
adj ustnent ordered in a decision, if that were sonething
that would potentially be at issue?

MR. BOUTRIS: CQur preference would be just that
you order the adjustnent as you determ ne based on the
evi dence.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. [|I'mjust waiting -- giving
CDTFA an opportunity to respond.

MR. PARKER: Yeah. W -- if adjustnents are
war r ant ed based on the additional docunentation, we could
make those in advance. O if you ordered it in the
opi nion, we could nmake the adjustnments there as well.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay.
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MR. PARKER: We're open to either way.

JUDGE KWEE: Ckay. Geat. Thank you.

Then | will turn it back to Judge Long.

Thank you.

JUDGE LONG Judge Al drich, do you have any fi nal
guesti ons?

JUDCGE ALDRICH  Just one quick final question.

| understand there's nmultiple entities. And the
Soul Lounge -- the 1099K' s wouldn't be -- there wouldn't
be any other income attributable to a separate entity.

It would only be for Soul Lounge doi ng busi ness
as Brick & Mortar; right?

THE WTNESS: Correct. W had separate credit
cards and bank accounts for each entity.

JUDGE ALDRICH: That's what | was getting at.

THE W TNESS:  Yeabh.

JUDGE ALDRI CH: Thank you.

THE W TNESS: Yeah.

JUDGE ALDRICH:  No further questions from ne.

Thank you.

JUDGE LONG  Ckay.

As Judge Kwee nentioned, we're going to hold the
record open for additional docunents to be submtted
within the next 30 days. So by ny calendar it |ooks |ike
it wll be Septenber 23rd.
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But I will also issue an order indicating which

docunents we -- we are seeking. As Judge Kwee
mentioned -- is the contracts for the venue rentals, the
internal invoices for the alcohol, and the catering

contract,

t oday.

oh, and the 1099K s.

So | believe that concludes the hearing for

Thank you, everyone for your participation.

(Proceedi ngs concluded at 12:09 p.m)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATI ON

I, Sarah M Tuman, RPR, CSR No. 14463, a
Certified Shorthand Reporter and Regi stered Professional
Reporter in and for the State of California, do hereby
certify:

That the foregoi ng proceedi ngs were taken before
me at the tinme and place herein set forth; that any
W tnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedi ngs was nmade by ne using nmachi ne shorthand, which
was thereafter transcribed under ny direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testinony
gi ven.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,
before conpl etion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript [] was [X] was not requested.

| further certify | amneither financially
interested in the action nor a relative or enployee of any
attorney or party to this action.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have this date subscri bed
rry nane. ,.rﬁj_rr" ﬁ?‘fﬁ .M THW Eﬁl"f:. 'T'EE F.;E CJFE N 2 'r'rf"tl‘u:,_},-‘

Dat ed: Septenber 13, 2022
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       1       Sacramento, California; Wednesday, August 24, 2022

       2                           9:30 a.m.

       3   

       4            JUDGE LONG:  Good morning.  I'm Andrea Long, the

       5   lead ALJ for this appeal.  We are here today for the

       6   Appeal of Soul Lounge, OTA Case Number 19075065.  Today is

       7   Wednesday, August 22nd -- I'm sorry -- 24, 2022.  And it's

       8   approximately 9:30 a.m.  We are -- this hearing is taking

       9   place in Sacramento, California.

      10            With me today on the panel of judges are Andrew

      11   Kwee and Josh Aldrich.  As the lead ALJ for this appeal, I

      12   will be conducting the proceeding in this matter.  But my

      13   co-panelists and I are equal participants.  We will be

      14   reviewing the evidence, asking questions, and reaching a

      15   determination in this case.

      16            We will begin with the parties stating their

      17   names and who they represent for the record.  Let's start

      18   with CDTFA.

      19            MR. PARKER:  Jason Parker, Chief of Headquarters

      20   Operations Bureau with CDTFA.

      21            MR. BROOKS:  Christopher Brooks, Tax Counsel --

      22   Christopher Brooks, Tax Counsel for CDTFA.

      23            MR. SUAZO:  Randy Suazo, Hearing Representative

      24   C -- CDTFA.

      25            JUDGE LONG:  And for the Appellants, please
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       1   introduce yourselves.

       2            MR. BOUTRIS:  Basil Boutris, Attorney, acting on

       3   behalf of Soul Lounge, LLC.

       4            JUDGE LONG:  Can you please turn on your mic or

       5   maybe scoot in a little closer.

       6            MR. BOUTRIS:  Basil Boutris -- thank you.

       7            Basil Boutris appearing for Soul Lounge, LLC,

       8   the -- the Appellant.

       9            MR. PERKINS:  Jason Perkins, Managing Partner,

      10   Soul Lounge, LLC.

      11            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      12            The parties have agreed that the issue before

      13   today is whether Appellant has shown that adjustments are

      14   warranted to the audited understatement of reported

      15   taxable sales of food and beverages established by markup;

      16   whether Appellant has shown that adjustments are warranted

      17   to the audited amount of facility rentals subject to tax;

      18   whether Appellant has shown that adjustments are warranted

      19   to the audited amount of sales of drink tickets for

      20   non-alcoholic beverages subject to tax; whether Appellant

      21   has shown that adjustments are warranted to the audited --

      22   audited amount of self-consumed alcoholic beverages

      23   subject to tax; and whether respondent properly imposed

      24   the negligence penalty.

      25            Appellant submits Exhibits A through AD to be
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       1   admitted into the record.  However, CDTFA has stated that

       2   it objects to Appellant's submissions.

       3            CDTFA, can you please state for the record your

       4   objections to Appellant's exhibits?

       5            MR. BROOKS:  Good morning.  Good morning.  This

       6   is Christopher Brooks.

       7            The Department has objected to Appellant's

       8   Exhibits N -- N, O, P, U, and AD.  We find these -- we

       9   believe these are not relevant because some of these

      10   involve a -- a separate legal entity rather than the

      11   entity that's been audited.

      12            JUDGE LONG:  Okay.  We will take note of your

      13   objections.  We will overrule it and admit those into

      14   evidence.  However, the panel will give each exhibit the

      15   appropriate weight based on the relevance and probative

      16   value.

      17            I'll also remind Appellants that we're here to

      18   discuss the five issues that we just -- that I mentioned

      19   earlier.  And so please focus your arguments and relate

      20   your exhibits to those arguments.

      21            Any other objections by CDTFA?

      22            MR. PARKER:  No further objections.  Thank you.

      23            JUDGE LONG:  Just to clarify, the objections

      24   regarding blank pages -- that's no longer at issue?

      25            MR. BROOKS:  We didn't want -- the Department
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       1   didn't know what blank pages that -- we didn't know it was

       2   going to appear.  We couldn't establish what blank pages

       3   were going to be quote/unquote -- why they were there,

       4   when they could have been just not included.

       5            JUDGE LONG:  I -- I -- if you wanted to clarify,

       6   Mr. Boutris?

       7            MR. BOUTRIS:  The -- the blank pages were -- were

       8   just a mistake when I put the exhibits together.  And then

       9   I created them.  And I had to take those out because they

      10   were not relevant to the case.

      11            So I didn't want to have to recopy everything and

      12   go through that hassle.  So I just said blank pages --

      13   it's just a numbering issue, really.

      14            JUDGE LONG:  I understand.  Thank you.

      15            So we will exhibit all of -- I'm sorry -- admit

      16   all of Appellant's Exhibits A through AD into the record.

      17            (Appellant's Exhibit Nos. A-AD were received in

      18            evidence by the Administrative Law Judge.)

      19            JUDGE LONG:  CDTFA submits Exhibits A through G

      20   to be admitted.  And again, Appellants have stated that it

      21   objects to CDTFA's submissions.

      22            And Mr. Boutris, can you please state for the

      23   record your objections to CDTFA's exhibits?

      24            MR. BOUTRIS:  Well, my objections really go to

      25   the weight to be given to some of the evidence.
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       1            We don't have their auditor here, today, as a

       2   witness; they have no witnesses.  We don't have anybody

       3   from any of these vendors here to authenticate any of

       4   their vendor survey numbers that they're relying on.

       5            They didn't provide us with some of these surveys

       6   at any time in the process until these exhibits were

       7   produced.  And we -- we have concerns about the relevance;

       8   authentication; and, essentially, double hearsay going on

       9   here.

      10            JUDGE LONG:  So I'll note, under the OTA Rules

      11   For Tax Appeals, under our Regulation Section 30214(f),

      12   rules relating to evidence contained in the California

      13   Evidence Code don't apply to our proceedings before OTA.

      14            But I -- as I mentioned earlier -- that OTA kind

      15   of -- we rely on the Evidence Code when evaluating the

      16   weight.  So we will give it the proper weight that we --

      17   we deem fit.

      18            So we will be admitting all of CDTFA's exhibits.

      19   Exhibits A through G will be admitted.

      20            (Department's Exhibit Nos. A-G were received in

      21            evidence by the Administrative Law Judge.)

      22            JUDGE LONG:  All right.  So I think we are ready

      23   to begin the parties' presentations.

      24            Appellants, you will have ten minutes to make

      25   your opening statements.  And then we will move on to
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       1   Mr. Perkins' testimony.  But again, before he begins, we

       2   will swear him in.  But we will start with your opening

       3   statements.

       4            Please begin, when you're ready.

       5   

       6                       OPENING STATEMENT

       7            MR. BOUTRIS:  Thank you so much, Judge Long.

       8            Again, my name is Basil Boutris.  I've been a

       9   specialist tax attorney for 35 years.  I teach at Golden

      10   Gate University in the LLM Program as an adjunct

      11   professor.  I've had a number of opportunities to work

      12   towards policy issues with the -- with the State of

      13   California.

      14            JUDGE LONG:  Mr. Boutris, I'm sorry.  Can you

      15   speak more directly into the mic?

      16            MR. BOUTRIS:  Sorry.

      17            And in particular, I spent many years working for

      18   the Executive Committee of the State Board Tax Section.

      19   And I just want to say, this is my first appearance before

      20   the OTA.

      21            And one of our biggest efforts during my time on

      22   the Executive Committee was to get an OTA-type of

      23   institution established for the State of California.

      24   Because it always felt in -- in the private bar that --

      25   that the -- the mechanisms set up with the BOE and the
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       1   political appointees were -- were not truly an objective

       2   way to have an appeal -- to have an effective appeal

       3   mechanism in California.

       4            So I just wanted to thank you for, you know,

       5   being -- offering your services for the OTA.  And -- and

       6   I'm so glad to see that the OTA is up and functioning.

       7   And it's my first opportunity to be before you.  So I'm

       8   honored to be here.

       9            So let me just start by saying I think there were

      10   a lot of misunderstandings between the auditor and the

      11   taxpayer during the course of -- of this particular audit.

      12   I don't think that the CDTFA auditor ever really

      13   understood what this business was.

      14            He thought it was a bar that was open from

      15   8:00 a.m. until 2:00 a.m. every day.  And that's not at

      16   all what it is.  It's -- it's a music venue in San

      17   Francisco.  Doors open at 8:00 p.m.  Music starts at

      18   9:00 p.m.  Everybody leaves by 11:30 p.m.  It's a very

      19   specific type of business.  It is not just a bar.

      20            And that -- I think that misunderstanding is --

      21   you will see, is perpetuated throughout this audit.

      22   Because then, what you have going on here is that

      23   so-called alcohol purchases are then extrapolated to these

      24   huge numbers that absolutely make no sense.  And

      25   Mr. Perkins will -- will testify as to this.
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       1            But just looking at the numbers extrapolated

       2   by the CDTFA, they -- they make no sense.  If you look at

       3   the forest for the trees, there's absolutely no way that

       4   this business is generating the amount of liquor sales

       5   that are being attributed to it by the CDTFA.

       6            And again, I think that's in part because of

       7   their misunderstanding about what kind of operation this

       8   is.

       9            And the other thing here is that they're treating

      10   2012 as -- as a full year.  And this business didn't start

      11   at the beginning of 2012.  Mr. Perkins didn't acquire this

      12   business until into the year.  And again, he will testify

      13   as to that.

      14            The -- the biggest point of misunderstanding here

      15   is that Mr. Perkins doesn't just operate the Soul Lounge.

      16   He was operating five or six other venues.

      17            MR. PERKINS:  Nine.

      18            MR. BOUTRIS:  Nine other venues -- I stand

      19   corrected -- nine other venues at this period in his life.

      20   And these were all music-oriented-type venues.  And they

      21   were in San Francisco and the East Bay.

      22            And because of the economies of scale, what would

      23   happen is that the -- the businesses had a central

      24   warehouse where the liquor was brought.  And then from

      25   there, the liquor would be dispersed out to the various
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       1   venues.

       2            And what happened here is that the auditor

       3   treated all liquor coming into the warehouse as being

       4   liquor solely and exclusively used by Soul Lounge.

       5            And that is why, for example, in the exhibits, we

       6   have a tax return of PEG Oakland.  That was one of the

       7   venues that was doing far more revenue generation and used

       8   a considerable amount of the -- the liquor and alcohol in

       9   its business and is directly relevant to this case.

      10            But the CDTFA, all along, ignored that and just

      11   treated it as though it was one entity.  And somehow

      12   conflated that because some of the invoices went to the

      13   address of Soul Lounge -- that somehow Soul Lounge was

      14   receiving a hundred percent of those liquor shipments.

      15            And that -- that's just not the case here.  So we

      16   will be -- Mr. Perkins will be testifying as to that

      17   erroneous assumption of the CDTFA.

      18            The other part to this is that -- again, because

      19   it's a music venue, a good portion of its revenues are

      20   generated, actually, by ticket sales to -- to music events

      21   and by rental of the venue to outside parties.

      22            So if somebody wants to have an engagement party

      23   or a big birthday party or, you know, something like that,

      24   they -- they will pay Soul Lounge a fee for the use of the

      25   facility.  And Soul Lounge was not collecting sales tax on
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       1   those transactions.

       2            Whether or not that was specifically correct is

       3   a -- is at issue, you know, before you today.  But -- but

       4   the point being is that -- and -- and is that Mr. Perkins

       5   believed that -- it was advised that -- that rentals of

       6   the venue were not subject to sales tax and that he

       7   didn't -- he shouldn't collect it.  And he didn't collect

       8   it.

       9            And then as to ticket sales, well, those were

      10   done through a third-party operation, Ticketfly.  And we

      11   will, again, get into that in the course of reviewing the

      12   exhibits here.

      13            But the -- fundamentally, at the end of the day,

      14   the big -- the big adjustment here has to do with the fact

      15   that the -- the auditor here treated all alcohol purchases

      16   as belonging to Soul Lounge, when that simply was not the

      17   case, and then extrapolated a huge markup on top of that

      18   fallacious assumption.

      19            And that's why we get -- we get projected taxable

      20   sales in -- in the audit report that have no -- no basis

      21   in reality.  They don't even make sense if you were to

      22   look at the number of hours that the -- that the club was

      23   open.

      24            You know, I think that Jason told me it would

      25   require a bartender to serve, like, ten drinks in one
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       1   minute.  You know, it's just not -- it's just not feasible

       2   based on -- on the numbers that were extrapolated from --

       3   from the false assumptions here.

       4            And -- and as to the issue of the venue sales,

       5   there may have been mistakes made there.  I think that my

       6   read of the regulations here is that -- is that -- to the

       7   extent that a caterer, for example, provides any labor --

       8   like a security guard or a waiter or a bartender -- or

       9   provides plates and silverware and flowers and such --

      10   that -- that that does make a rental of a facility subject

      11   to sales tax on the entire amount.

      12            And so there may have been mistakes in that

      13   regard.  In some cases, the venue was simply rented to the

      14   lessee.  The lessee would handle everything.  Okay?  So

      15   there was no involvement on the part of any Soul Lounge

      16   personnel.  But on other occasions, there was involvement

      17   by Soul Lounge personnel.

      18            And -- and, you know, that's just a -- a

      19   misunderstanding on -- on the part of Mr. Perkins.  And --

      20   and he -- he -- he acknowledges that -- or will

      21   acknowledge that.

      22            And -- and -- but -- but I just want to point out

      23   to -- to the Judges that, you know, it was not done with

      24   malice or ill intent.  He -- he was under the

      25   understanding that he did not need to collect sales tax on
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       1   those amounts; so he did not collect sales tax on those

       2   rental venue charges.

       3            And if he was wrong, you know, it wasn't -- it

       4   wasn't due to negligence.  He was seeking the advice of

       5   his CPA and -- and tax lawyer.  And they advised him that

       6   a rental venue was not subject to -- to sales tax.

       7            I don't think maybe they understood some of the

       8   intricacies of the regulations the way, maybe, I do or you

       9   do.

      10            So I think we're ready to segue to the witness.

      11   I -- my feeling is rather than just letting the witness

      12   give dialogue -- and I ask for your feedback on this --

      13   maybe I could sort of face him with questions but not do

      14   it in sort of the true sense that I would in a trial

      15   court.

      16            Is that -- is that acceptable?

      17            JUDGE LONG:  Yes, that's fine.

      18            MR. BOUTRIS:  Okay.

      19            JUDGE LONG:  So are we ready for Mr. Perkins'

      20   testimony?

      21            MR. BOUTRIS:  We're ready to start.

      22            JUDGE LONG:  Mr. Perkins, can you please raise

      23   your right hand?

      24            Sorry.  My mic was not on.

      25            Please raise your right-hand.
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       1                         JASON PERKINS,

       2   called as a witness on behalf of the Appellant, having

       3   first been duly sworn by the Administrative Law Judge, was

       4   examined and testified as follows:

       5   

       6            THE WITNESS:  Yes, I do.

       7            JUDGE LONG:  Great.  You may begin.

       8   

       9                          PRESENTATION

      10            THE WITNESS:  Well, first of all, I'd -- I'd like

      11   to thank the Judges because it's been about six years

      12   since I've been trying to get to talk to someone in person

      13   about this issue.  So this is a relief in a lot of ways.

      14            I really believe, like, this case comes down to

      15   some basic misunderstandings.  And in 2012, when my

      16   business partners and I decided to open up an

      17   entertainment company, we -- we opened a bunch of venues

      18   at the same time.  And in the process, we also opened up a

      19   cafe, and we had our offices.

      20            So when the auditor came -- and this is really

      21   the heart of what -- what happened -- is when Mr. Jalal

      22   [sic] came to our offices, which is two buildings over

      23   from Brick & Mortar -- from Soul Lounge.  And he was like,

      24   "Well, is this -- this is your office?"

      25            And we're like, "Yes.  This is where the liquor
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       1   comes in for all the businesses."

       2            And he was like -- and he was confused.  And he

       3   thought that the cafe that's next-door was also -- was

       4   Soul Lounge.

       5            I was like, "No.  This cafe is Crafty Fox.  This

       6   is a separate business.  And you have to walk around the

       7   corner to go to Brick & Mortar, the -- the music venue."

       8            And I understand if someone -- you don't really

       9   understand the flow of what we're doing.  It's -- it's --

      10   to him, I think it was one large business.  When it was,

      11   actually, separate -- there's separate street numbers,

      12   separate businesses, separate LLCs with separate business

      13   intents.

      14            And when we tried to explain to him that we made

      15   a deal with our liquor distributors, you know, because we

      16   were going for central distribution to get a better

      17   discount.

      18            You know, obviously, I think Fred Smith came up

      19   with the idea.  It certainly wasn't me.

      20            And -- we just took it all in because they gave

      21   us a better discount.  And then we would distribute it but

      22   also keep control of our inventory that way.

      23            And at that time, we had Place Pigalle, which is

      24   also listed -- even on the invoices that they are using in

      25   the CDTFA's, you know, case against us -- it says "Place
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       1   Pigalle" right on them, which is a bar, like, a wine bar

       2   that we had on K Street, which is, like, six blocks away,

       3   you know.

       4            And we were just trying to and -- and we got --

       5   we had an issue with it at that time.  He said, "Well --

       6   well, it's not legal."

       7            And then we talked to them, like, no.  When you

       8   go to the ABC and explain to them what you're doing,

       9   you're allowed to central distribute.  That's why Safeway

      10   does it; that's why most people who have multiple

      11   locations do it.

      12            And I think that confusion just carried through.

      13   And we were never able to explain ourselves clearly to the

      14   CDTFA and what was going on in this location -- and what

      15   was separate about the separate businesses and the

      16   separate warehouse that was used also for our businesses

      17   in the East Bay and the Sierras, you know, and in -- in

      18   Contra Costa County.

      19            And it just wasn't -- we never had that dialogue.

      20   And I think, unfortunately, that fundamental, basic

      21   misunderstanding has carried through this entire process.

      22            So I appreciate you guys taking the time to, at

      23   least, give me the chance to explain what happened.

      24   ///

      25   ///
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       1                      DIRECT EXAMINATION

       2   BY MR. BOUTRIS:

       3       Q    So -- so Jason let me -- let me just try to

       4   direct you here.

       5            Can you describe the nature of the Soul Lounge

       6   business?

       7       A    The Soul Lounge, when we bought it -- the Soul --

       8   Soul Lounge -- I bought Soul Lounge.  It was a -- like, a

       9   supper club.  And we bought -- we -- when we bought it off

      10   the old owner, we turned it into a straight music venue.

      11            We pulled out all the booths and everything.  And

      12   we put in a sound system and a stage.  And -- and we

      13   did -- for the first two years, we did try to run some

      14   food service.

      15            And then we gave up.  And we gave it to a

      16   third-party caterer.  So we didn't have food service after

      17   2013.  And I even gave contracts showing our catering

      18   contracts to the CDTFA on this point.

      19            And -- but we were -- we're a music venue, you

      20   know.  We were -- doors open at 7:00 or 8:00, depending on

      21   the time of week, band starts an hour later,

      22   two-and-a-half-hour show, and that's it.

      23            And so we have -- it's the -- the venue was 110

      24   people seated.  And then we would -- we would -- much to

      25   the fire department's chagrin -- were not happy -- we
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       1   would probably push it, on shows that were open seating,

       2   you know, with no seating -- we would push it to 200, 240.

       3            And that's -- and we probably did 140, 150 shows

       4   a year, which is a lot for a music venue, actually.  It

       5   was probably the most of any of our music venues -- the

       6   most days.  We were probably open more than most.

       7       Q    Jason, when did you actually acquire Soul

       8   Lounge and -- and start operating it?

       9       A    Well, we acquired it in 2011.  We sort of ran it

      10   jointly with the old ownership as we sort of were

      11   absorbing all these new businesses and new employees.

      12            And then we closed the business down and did a

      13   complete remodel over Christmas 2011 to about March 20th

      14   of 2012.  And then we reopened as Brick & Mortar.

      15       Q    Can you talk about your -- your other venues?

      16   What -- what they were?  And where they were located?

      17       A    I mean -- so on the corner, where my partner and

      18   I -- and we -- we -- we still operate, to this day, and

      19   own the Crafty Fox, which is on the corner -- which is

      20   1700 Mission.

      21            And then 1710 Mission is where Brick & Mortar

      22   was -- Soul Lounge.  And then 11 Duboce, which is just

      23   around the corner, is where our office was, where it also

      24   had the liquor warehouse.

      25            So to us, it made perfect sense.  But we were
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       1   doing it every day.  I think for someone who -- who showed

       2   up, and it -- it looked -- just, like, they weren't sure

       3   if it was one complete building or three different

       4   separate buildings, which it was.

       5            And at the time, we just -- we just knew from our

       6   past experiences that we -- we had to operate multiple

       7   venues to be successful in the Bay Area.  It's a

       8   competitive market.

       9            And to be able to book bands over other clubs,

      10   we -- where we were able to give them, say, "Hey.  You can

      11   play in Oakland.  You can play in San Francisco.  And you

      12   can play in the Sierras."  And we gave them three dates,

      13   which gave us a huge competitive advantage over other

      14   clubs, who can only offer them one date in San Francisco.

      15            So we went in with a plan.  We probably never

      16   worked so hard in our lives.  And, you know, we adjusted

      17   along the way.

      18            I -- I think, at the time, we weren't -- we

      19   didn't quite understand about the -- about the way that --

      20   that the CDTFA would look -- or the BOE, as it is at the

      21   time -- would look at the central warehousing, you know.

      22            And it was something that, you know -- that was

      23   sold to us by our vendor -- vendors loved it because they

      24   can just drop up one giant truck of liquor.  And so they

      25   were very enthusiastic and sold us on this -- this idea.
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       1            And I think we could have probably done a better

       2   job explaining.  I did -- I did have -- I did have

       3   Southern Wine and Spirits -- which by the end of the turn,

       4   became our biggest vendor -- talked with the -- with the

       5   BOE at the time and explained what we were doing.

       6            And I think it was just -- again, it was -- it's

       7   not an easy -- it was never a smooth communicative

       8   process.  And I think that's why we're here today.

       9            MR. BOUTRIS:  Point of procedure, in terms of

      10   exhibits, do the Judges have the exhibits in front of

      11   them?

      12            JUDGE LONG:  Yes.

      13            MR. BOUTRIS:  Okay.  So I can point to my

      14   exhibits and pages within the exhibits, and everyone will

      15   be on point?

      16            JUDGE LONG:  Yes.

      17            MR. BOUTRIS:  Okay.

      18   BY MR. BOUTRIS:

      19       Q    So I wanted to jump into our exhibits,

      20   Mr. Perkins, on page 1.

      21       A    Yes.

      22       Q    There is a tax return here.

      23            Can you identify what that is?

      24       A    Yes.  It's our amended tax return for 2012.

      25       Q    And -- and on line -- line 2 of that tax return,
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       1   it says, "cost of goods sold --"

       2            JUDGE LONG:  Mr. Boutris, can you speak into the

       3   mic, please?

       4            MR. BOUTRIS:  Sorry.

       5            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

       6            MR. BOUTRIS:  I'll just get it closer.  I'm going

       7   to put it closer.

       8   BY MR. BOUTRIS:

       9       Q    On -- on -- on the front of the ten form -- Form

      10   1065, line 2, "Cost of Goods Sold".

      11            Do you see that, Mr. Perkins?  $343,567?

      12       A    I think that's line 3.  Cost of Goods is number

      13   2 -- $299,285.

      14       Q    Thank you.  Thank you.  Thank you.

      15       A    Sure.

      16       Q    I don't have my bifocals on.

      17            Now, can you flip to page 15?

      18       A    Yes.

      19       Q    You see -- you see the section breaking down the

      20   cost of goods sold from form line -- from Form 1125, line

      21   5?

      22       A    Yes, I do.

      23       Q    And what does it say the "alcohol purchases"

      24   were?

      25       A    $87,289.
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       1       Q    And -- and -- and you believe that to be the

       2   correct amount of alcohol purchases?

       3       A    Absolutely.  On our amended return, I hired an

       4   outside accountant to come in.  And we redid all the

       5   forms, which we turned over to our tax attorney, Basil.

       6            And we are a hundred percent confident in that

       7   number.

       8       Q    And if you could, now, flip to the 2012 Profit

       9   and Loss Statement that's on page 80.

      10       A    Page 80?

      11       Q    Yes.

      12       A    Okay.  I'm here.

      13       Q    It showed -- do you see on the second line under

      14   "Gross Receipts," it says, "Alcohol Sales, two --"

      15       A    $261,865.86.

      16       Q    And then -- correct.  And then it says -- it

      17   says, "Alcohol Sales, $261-".

      18            And then underneath, it says, "Cost of Goods

      19   Sold, $87,288"?

      20       A    Sixty-two, yes.

      21       Q    And does that match your reported amount on your

      22   tax return?

      23       A    Yes, on our amended -- on our amended return.

      24   And -- which we -- we did prepare with much more extreme

      25   thoroughness as it was -- as we knew we were under the
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       1   audit.

       2            And we knew that we had to correct some mistakes

       3   that were made with our first accountant, who -- who was

       4   trying to -- a small accounting firm trying to take in

       5   nine different venues at the same time.

       6            And so I -- I'm a hundred percent confident in

       7   those numbers.

       8       Q    So let's flip, now, to page 16.  This is the 2003

       9   U.S. return of partnership income for Soul Lounge.  Again,

      10   I would ask you to look at the cost of goods sold amount,

      11   there.

      12            What is that, Mr. Perkins?

      13       A    $373,095.

      14       Q    And then flip to the -- to the summary on page

      15   30.

      16            Again, the summary reflects the breakdown of the

      17   cost of goods sold alcohol purchases as $112,814?

      18            Do you believe that's a correct number?

      19       A    Yes.  I'm -- on the amended return, I have a

      20   hundred percent confidence in that number.

      21       Q    Okay.  Can we now flip to the 2013 Profit and

      22   Loss Statement that was provided to the CDTFA?

      23            This is going to be on page 82.

      24       A    Okay.  I'm -- I'm here at this page.

      25       Q    So you see where it says, "Cost of Goods Sold,
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       1   $112,814.24"?

       2       A    Yes, I do.

       3       Q    And -- and does that conform to the amount shown

       4   on the federal income tax return?

       5       A    Yes, it does.

       6       Q    Let me jump to 2004 amended federal return on

       7   page 31.

       8       A    Yes.  And cost of goods sold on line 2 is

       9   $285,299.

      10       Q    Okay.  And if you flip to page 45, the last page

      11   of the return, which shows the breakdown of the cost of

      12   goods sold, it shows alcohol purchases of $90,787.

      13            Do you believe that's an accurate number?

      14       A    Yes, I do.  I'm -- I'm -- I'm a hundred percent

      15   confidence [sic] on the number.

      16       Q    Let's jump to the Profit and Loss Statement on

      17   page 84.  This is the P&L for Soul Lounge for tax year --

      18   calendar year 2014.  It shows cost of goods sold at

      19   $90,786.50.

      20            Do you see that?

      21       A    Yes, I do.  And that's an accurate number.

      22       Q    And does that reconcile with the federal income

      23   tax return?

      24       A    Yes, it does.

      25            And I would like to tell the Judges that we used
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       1   a -- a tax preparer in the beginning, when we first

       2   started -- probably because they were less expensive and

       3   wouldn't cost us dearly.

       4            And so when we started working with a tax

       5   attorney, we hired also a proper tax, you know, firm to --

       6   to handle and help us do our accounting, which is why our

       7   amended returns were all accepted by -- by the IRS.

       8       Q    Mr. Perkins, if you could turn to page 46 of the

       9   exhibits.  This is a document identified as a "Transaction

      10   List By Date" covering the tax period January 2012 to

      11   December 2014.

      12            Do you see that, Mr. Perkins?

      13       A    Yes, I do.

      14       Q    And what -- what is this -- what is this

      15   document?  If you could just identify it for -- for the

      16   Judges.

      17       A    This is a -- a -- it's a transaction -- it's just

      18   a transactional list printout from our accounting system

      19   that shows a, you know -- a -- an event-by-event of -- of

      20   invoicing, expensing, and payments coming into Soul Lounge

      21   for those three years.

      22       Q    So take, for example, this entry, here, on

      23   1/18/2012.  It's about one -- again, we're on page 46, and

      24   it's -- it's the sixth entry down -- it says, "1/18/2012

      25   Expense, Morris Distributing, Supplies and Materials."
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       1            Maybe that's not the best one to do it.  That

       2   shows as a credit.  Let's go to -- further down.

       3            1/31/2012 -- there is an expense for Matagrano.

       4   It's -- it's about 12 line items down.

       5       A    Yes.

       6       Q    Do you see that?

       7       A    Yes.

       8       Q    And then it says, "Supplies and Materials."

       9            Just trying to -- so -- so is that -- maybe, I

      10   don't understand the document.

      11            Is that reflecting, then, a -- a payment that was

      12   made to Matagrano, as far as you can tell?

      13       A    Yes.

      14       Q    Okay.  And -- and what is "Matagrano"?

      15       A    Matagrano is a beer distributor in San Francisco.

      16       Q    Okay.  So that would have been the purchase of

      17   beer by Soul Lounge?

      18       A    Correct.

      19       Q    And -- and do you believe this transaction list

      20   covering the entire audit period is -- is an accurate

      21   reflection of the transactions performed by Soul Lounge?

      22       A    Yes, I do.

      23       Q    Let's jump over to page 53 of our exhibits.

      24            Now, I have notated this as "Rental Sales" here.

      25            Can you describe exactly what this is,
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       1   Mr. Perkins?

       2       A    This is -- is -- many times, when you work with

       3   either promoters or a private party person or a nonprofit

       4   or a school -- like, my partner and I, like -- are -- we

       5   used to do, you know -- like, the school fundraisers every

       6   year.  Or, like, we had, like, a music promoter who wanted

       7   to use the club on a day, and we would rent it out.

       8            And this is a reflection of the venue rentals.

       9       Q    And -- and was the income from these rental sales

      10   reported on your federal income tax return?

      11       A    Yes, they were.

      12       Q    And to your knowledge, was it reported on your

      13   sales and use tax returns?

      14       A    I do believe so, yes.

      15       Q    Mr. Perkins, if we could turn to page 57, I have

      16   written on here printouts from Ticketfly Ticketing

      17   Services.

      18            Can you -- can you provide to -- the Judges with

      19   an explanation of what this represents?

      20       A    This is -- this represents, like, a nightly total

      21   of advanced ticket sales from Ticketfly, which was our

      22   ticketing vendor at the time.

      23            And as Brick & Mortar -- Brick & Mortar was more

      24   of a local music venue rather than something like the Fox

      25   or the Sacramento Auditorium.  Probably, our advanced
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       1   sales are much lower than, let's say, our bigger venues,

       2   which would have a much higher percentage of advanced

       3   sales.

       4            So that's why it shows advance $20 or $0.  But on

       5   local shows, people just don't buy advanced tickets; they

       6   just show up at the door.

       7       Q    And -- and Ticketfly is an independent business,

       8   is it not?

       9       A    Yes.

      10       Q    So how does it work?  The -- the customers who

      11   want to buy tickets ahead of time call Ticketfly to get

      12   advanced tickets?

      13       A    Well, the way it works with our venue, and every

      14   venue I know, is -- is you make a, you know -- you make

      15   a -- an agreement with a ticketing service.  You -- you --

      16   on your website, when they see the list of the events,

      17   they click on it.  And it actually takes you to the

      18   vendor's website.

      19            So like, if you go to Brick & Mortar's website,

      20   and you click on, "I want to see this show," it'll take

      21   you, then -- then you go to the Ticketfly's website or

      22   Ticketmaster's website for the closeout of the sale.

      23            And that's the way, you know, the Fox Theater

      24   does it.  That's the way, you know, the Oakland Coliseum

      25   does it as well.  All -- all venues do the same in a
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       1   similar manner.

       2       Q    And -- and -- let me see if I understand you.  Do

       3   you then get a percentage of the advanced ticket sales?

       4            How does -- how does the split work between you

       5   and Ticketfly?

       6       A    We get -- basically, we get the -- we get the

       7   ticket sales.  And they get the ticket fee, which is

       8   usually -- sometimes you get something from the ticket

       9   fee, like a percentage.

      10            But in the beginning, we did not know that.  So

      11   we didn't get it.  We were not aware that that -- that was

      12   something that was shareable.

      13            And so basically, Ticketfly is doing this as a

      14   service so they can charge you those ticket -- ticket

      15   fees.

      16       Q    Give me an idea.  What is the ticket price in

      17   relation to the ticket service fee?

      18       A    I mean, generally, these days, I would say it's

      19   running 20 -- 20 percent, almost.  I mean, it's pretty

      20   high.

      21       Q    And was the revenue generated from the ticket

      22   sales -- was that reported on your federal income tax

      23   return?

      24       A    Yes.  On -- what you're seeing on this list, is

      25   the -- the funds that we received from Ticketfly on a
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       1   per-show basis.

       2       Q    Okay.  These numbers represent what Ticketfly

       3   actually paid you?

       4       A    Paid us without -- these do not reflect the

       5   amount they collected; it reflects what they paid us.

       6       Q    And -- and to your knowledge, were you required

       7   to collect sales tax on any of these ticket sales?

       8       A    There's no sales tax on advanced tickets.

       9            (Interruption by reporter to resolve a minor

      10            technical difficulty)

      11   BY MR. BOUTRIS:

      12       Q    Okay.  Mr. Perkins, I want to jump over to the

      13   CDTFA's audit report.  This starts on page 590 of the

      14   exhibit.

      15            So there's a lot of numbers here.  And I wouldn't

      16   expect you, necessarily, to understand these tables.  But,

      17   you know, I'm a tax attorney.  I'm able to parse it out

      18   and -- and figure out what assumptions are being made to

      19   generate which numbers here.

      20            If you turn to page 594, you will see that the

      21   CDTFA is asserting that you underreported taxable sales of

      22   food and alcoholic beverage purchases by $1.966 million.

      23            Do you see that?

      24       A    I -- I did see that.  It's just not physically

      25   possible.  It's just not physical possible for two
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       1   bartenders to serve that kind of volume.

       2            I mean, I'm -- I'm fairly good knowing the size

       3   of clubs having -- Brick & Mortar was our smallest club.

       4   And even our largest club, which was three and a half

       5   times the size of that, did not do that kind of business.

       6       Q    So Mr. Perkins, if you could -- and Judges, if

       7   you could have -- move to page 596.  These are sort of the

       8   underpinnings of how the CDTFA came up with some of its

       9   figures.

      10            Okay.  So -- so first of all, I just want to

      11   direct you to audited food sales, which is line 46 of page

      12   596 here.  And the CDTFA is claiming that Soul Lounge had

      13   $26,019 of audited food sales in 2014.

      14            Is that -- is that possible?

      15       A    No, it's not possible because we discontinued

      16   food sales after 2013.  And we rented our kitchen to a --

      17   to a third-party caterer.

      18            And the person handling the -- and I don't want

      19   to mis-say the name -- the person who was handling the

      20   audit that was provided the information for the -- the --

      21   our kitchen catering and the copy of the contract and

      22   their contact information.

      23       Q    Your auditor was Mr. Mustafa Jalid; is that

      24   right?

      25       A    I think by this time when they added this, this
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       1   was a different auditor.

       2       Q    Okay.

       3       A    I think there was at least three different

       4   auditors.

       5       Q    The -- the original auditor, who you were dealing

       6   with was Mustafa -- Mustafa Jalid?

       7       A    Yes.

       8       Q    Now, I want you to flip over to page 601.  I'm

       9   going to have you turn it sideways.

      10       A    I see it.

      11       Q    Okay.  So this is the basis for how the CDTFA

      12   determined what your alcohol purchases were.

      13            Now, in 2013, the CDTFA is claiming that Soul

      14   Lounge had a total of, by my computations, $17,159 of beer

      15   purchases from DBI.

      16            Did Soul Lounge actually use purchases of beer

      17   from DBI?

      18       A    We did not use DBI at Soul Lounge.  And as the

      19   BOE's previous audit and the invoices themselves show --

      20   it says "New Pigalle" right on the invoices.  And they

      21   used those same invoices, again, when they audited Place

      22   Pigalle.

      23       Q    Okay.  Moving along, Column C says "Southern Wine

      24   and Spirits" and alleges that, based on my summary -- that

      25   in 2013, Soul Lounge purchased $141,123 of liquor from
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       1   Southern Wine and Spirits.

       2            Is -- is that a correct statement?

       3       A    I -- I -- I'm sorry.  What?

       4       Q    So -- so -- so if you look at --

       5       A    140?

       6       Q    -- Column C there, the CDTFA is claiming that in

       7   2013 -- that this -- these four quarters -- so there's

       8   four quarters of purchases listed here.

       9            Do you see the --

      10       A    Yes.

      11       Q    $31,429 --

      12       A    Yes.

      13       Q    -- $38,043, $34,539, and $37,112?

      14            They're claiming that all that alcohol was

      15   purchased and used in Soul Lounge.

      16            Is -- is that --

      17       A    No.

      18       Q    Is that -- is that true?

      19       A    That's absolutely not just -- it's not true, and

      20   it's not possible.  That means we would be, just from

      21   Southern Wine & Spirits -- would have been purchasing over

      22   a thousand dollars a night just for Brick & Mortar.

      23            It's just -- and then, when I -- and this is

      24   another thing -- is it says it very clearly on the

      25   Southern invoices that the -- that the liquor is not going
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       1   to Soul Lounge.  It says it's going to 11 Duboce, not 1710

       2   Mission.

       3            It says it right there on the -- on the thing.

       4   And that's part of the continual miscommunication that we

       5   kept having with the auditor -- is -- is we would explain,

       6   "Look, this is where --"

       7            It's not even -- excuse me.  It's two buildings

       8   over.  It's two buildings over.  And -- and this is -- and

       9   we're using this as our liquor storehouse.

      10            It's -- it's not even -- it didn't even get

      11   delivered to Brick & Mortar.

      12       Q    So if you jump over to "Column I" here on the

      13   audit report, it looks like the -- that there was liquor

      14   purchased from Young's Market Company in 2013.

      15            $25,542 for the first quarter, $12,273 for the

      16   second quarter, $23,357 for the third quarter, and $4,494

      17   for the fourth quarter.

      18            Do you believe that accurately reflects the

      19   liquor purchases by Soul Lounge in 2013?

      20       A    No.  It's the same -- it's the same -- we're at

      21   the same -- exactly the same issues that the Southern Wine

      22   & Spirits survey has -- is they were not delivered to the

      23   Soul Lounge.  They were delivered to our central liquor

      24   warehouse, which it says right there.

      25            And we used it for all of our venues and -- and
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       1   just like all the -- all the venues.  And as we can -- and

       2   it's reflected in the tax returns on our -- and in the

       3   invoices and the audits of our other bars, you can see all

       4   the same invoices.

       5       Q    Let's jump over to 2014 on that same page.

       6            According to the CDTFA, in 2014, Soul Lounge

       7   purchased and sold alcohol -- purchased alcohol from DBI,

       8   beer specifically -- $4,587, $4,453, $2,269.

       9            Is -- is that a true statement?  That Soul Lounge

      10   acquired and sold beer from DBI?

      11       A    No.

      12       Q    -- in 2014?

      13       A    The -- no.  I believe even -- it says it right on

      14   the invoices that it was going to New Pigalle.

      15       Q    Okay.  Jumping over to Southern Wine & Spirits,

      16   this is "Column C" here.  This is for the fourth -- this

      17   is for 2014, rather.

      18            We have $51,417 purchases in the first quarter,

      19   $67,899 in the second, $65,595 in the third, $59,218 in

      20   the fourth.  Now, I added those up to be $244,129.

      21            Do you believe it's true that -- that those --

      22   all of those liquor purchases that the CDTFA listed there

      23   were purchased by Soul Lounge and sold by Soul Lounge in

      24   2014?

      25       A    No.  It -- it -- it -- they clearly were not.

0039

       1            The reason why our business also increased was

       2   Southern Wine & Spirits in -- in the last years -- is

       3   because they wanted, really, the -- the biggest venue in

       4   the Bay Area at the time was the New Parish, which we

       5   owned, which was in Downtown Oakland.  And so they gave us

       6   a great deal so they could be in the New Parish.

       7            And -- and those numbers reflect the total sales

       8   from Southern Wine & Spirits to all of our venues.

       9       Q    Okay.  So if we could jump for a moment -- based

      10   on what you just said, Mr. Perkins, if you could jump to

      11   page 528 of Appellant's exhibits.

      12       A    Yes, I see it.

      13       Q    Could you identify what this document is?

      14       A    This is our -- the partnership return for

      15   PEG Oakland, LLC, which was the LLC's name for the New

      16   Parish in Oakland.

      17       Q    Okay.  If you could flip to the front page of

      18   that tax return, which I believe is on --

      19       A    555?

      20       Q    -- 535?

      21       A    No, 555.

      22            Yes.

      23       Q    So again, what is PEG Oakland, LLC?  What kind of

      24   a venue is it?  And where is it located?

      25       A    PEG Oakland, LLC, is the New Parish, which is
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       1   located Downtown Oakland.  And it's a 650-person venue.

       2   And it -- it was definitely our busiest venue.  It was

       3   probably the busiest venue in the Bay Area.

       4       Q    Now, this return indicates that your gross

       5   receipts from this venue were $2,363,476.

       6            Do -- do you believe that's accurate?

       7       A    Yes, I do.

       8       Q    And flipping back to the 2014 return for Soul

       9   Lounge, which is on page 31.

      10       A    Yes.

      11       Q    The gross receipts from Soul Lounge were $537,517

      12   in 2014.

      13       A    Yes.

      14       Q    Is that right?

      15       A    That's correct.

      16       Q    Okay.  So effectively, New Parish is generating

      17   four or five times more revenue than Soul Lounge; is that

      18   right?

      19       A    Yes.  I mean, and being, also -- knowing the Bay

      20   Area scene, I think they did more business than any club

      21   of its size in the Bay Area.

      22       Q    Now, looking at cost of goods sold here, which is

      23   on line 2, this $348,451 -- do you believe that represents

      24   alcohol purchases of -- by New Parish?

      25            So I'm on page 535.
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       1       A    Sorry.

       2       Q    Sorry.

       3       A    Sorry.  I've got -- excuse me.

       4       Q    So line 2 is cost of goods sold?

       5       A    Yes, cost of goods sold.  Yes, I do believe

       6   that's right.

       7       Q    And do you believe that a number of -- or that

       8   that number represents, in -- in -- in large part,

       9   purchases of liquor from Southern Wine & Spirits?

      10       A    I think it's Southern Wine & Spirits and beer.  I

      11   mean, we definitely sold more of a -- it's more of a

      12   liquor crowd than, you know -- it's just the type of music

      13   and stuff -- more liquor-oriented than our other venues.

      14       Q    So -- so is it your contention that the liquor

      15   from Southern Wine & Spirits that was purchased was

      16   primarily utilized for New Parish Oakland venue as opposed

      17   to -- to the Soul Lounge venue?

      18       A    I -- I -- I definitely think so.  And I believe

      19   that we even had correspondence with Southern Wine &

      20   Spirits that confirms that.

      21       Q    Okay.  Let's jump to that.

      22            If you could turn to page 672.  Tell me when you

      23   get to -- tell me when you get to 672.

      24       A    Okay.  Yes, I'm there.

      25       Q    Can you -- it looks like this is an email from
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       1   you or between you and -- and Arwen Johnson.

       2            Who is Arwen Johnson?

       3       A    She was the district manager -- she was in charge

       4   of, like, sales for San Francisco and Oakland for Southern

       5   Wine & Spirits.

       6       Q    And can you explain what -- what this email is

       7   about?

       8       A    The email is about, when there's a process with

       9   the ABC -- and, again, I'm not -- I can't tell you

      10   details.  I forget because it was ten -- eight years ago.

      11   But you have to, like -- when you're warehousing your

      12   liquor, you have to let the ABC know.

      13            And we were trying to work this out between us

      14   and them.  And also, I was asking, you know -- I knew that

      15   I had put Arwen in touch with the auditor to explain how

      16   we were doing our liquor sales.  And that's what this is

      17   about.

      18            We had -- we were running festivals, also, up in

      19   the Sierras.  So we were trucking everything up there,

      20   too, as well.

      21            And that was just, you know -- I -- I -- it was

      22   just a process that, you know -- that became -- there were

      23   just forms that we had to figure -- figure out, fill out,

      24   and go and present to the ABC and have the ABC come down

      25   and inspect our -- our liquor warehouse.  It was a
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       1   complicated process.

       2       Q    But I want to get to the central point here.  And

       3   that is you -- that -- that you -- when I say "you," I

       4   mean Soul Lounge and related entities -- were using the

       5   warehouse on Duboce to receive all of the liquor for the

       6   various businesses; is that right?

       7       A    Correct.

       8       Q    And Southern Wine & Spirits was well aware of

       9   that?

      10       A    Very aware.

      11       Q    And, again, what was the reason for that

      12   arrangement?

      13       A    I believe our discount went to, like, an

      14   additional 11 percent when we centralized all of our

      15   liquors that, you know, we were purchasing.

      16       Q    So some fairly significant savings for the

      17   company?

      18       A    Absolutely.  I mean, that's a -- that's a lot of

      19   dollars.

      20       Q    If you could now turn to page 695.  Again, these

      21   are emails between you and -- and Arwen at Southern Wine &

      22   Spirits.

      23            Can you, again, describe exactly what -- what's

      24   going on here?  What -- what this communication is about?

      25       A    This was -- it was -- it was the same issue.
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       1            The first time, the issue was with the ABC about

       2   the -- about the central warehousing.  Because the ABC has

       3   a particular process.

       4            And then -- and then the last we email was about

       5   the BOE inquiring about the central warehouse.

       6       Q    And if you could flip to the next page,

       7   Mr. Perkins, 696.  It looks like there's a different

       8   email.

       9            Can you --

      10       A    So --

      11       Q    -- tell us what this one is?

      12       A    This is a discussion -- because we were doing

      13   sponsorships, which, sadly for bar owners, stopped in, I

      14   believe -- in 2018.  We're not allowed to do that anymore.

      15   They would -- we would have a liquor brand sponsor a

      16   festival or a night or something.  And they would give the

      17   venue a thousand dollars or something.  And, you know, it

      18   was a big revenue stream for bars at the time.

      19            And Arwen Johnson was in charge of those

      20   partnerships.  So I think at the time we were doing this

      21   thing called the High Rode Festival in Oakland.  And she

      22   was giving us sponsorship money.  And also, as part of the

      23   deal, we had to do Malibu at Brick & Mortar as part of the

      24   deal.

      25            And I think this was just one of our emails back
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       1   and forth of the discussions on that point.

       2       Q    So how -- how did you -- how did you track what

       3   liquor purchases went to which venues?

       4       A    We would -- the liquor, when they came in, they

       5   would pull -- the guys would pull a sheet.  And, again,

       6   this is something that we showed the auditor, you know.

       7   You have, like, a -- a warehouse; so you sign out from

       8   what you're taking for each venue.

       9            And then the bookkeeper in the office would

      10   assign invoices to the different entities according to

      11   what was pulled and what was --

      12       Q    So let me see if I understand this.  Mr. Jalal

      13   [sic], the original auditor --

      14       A    Yes.

      15       Q    -- came to the warehouse and spoke to you --

      16       A    Yes.

      17       Q    -- about this?

      18       A    Yes.

      19       Q    And tell -- tell me a little bit more about what

      20   happened at that meeting.

      21       A    He -- I don't believe he -- he did not like the

      22   procedure.  He thought it was not correct.  He wanted --

      23   he thought that the -- that the company should

      24   invoice every single one to every single different venue,

      25   which wasn't really the way that anyone that -- that --
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       1   Southern or ourselves -- you know, do it.

       2            And we walked him through the process about how

       3   my delivery guys would pull, like -- like, our bar

       4   managers come in for a meeting, like, twice a week.  And

       5   they would pull inventory and take it to the bars.  And

       6   then they would do an inventory sheet, and they hand it

       7   in.

       8            And that was our basic process -- which I

       9   explained that to him, and I showed him.  And he wanted to

      10   see how we did it with Brick & Mortar because it was

      11   around the corner.

      12            And so then we showed him how our bar manager --

      13   Barry, at the time -- showed him how, like, okay.  We

      14   signed out this case of -- of Altos tequila.  And then

      15   we'd bring it over to the venue, and we'd put it into the

      16   venue's inventory.

      17       Q    Are you aware of other businesses using -- other

      18   bar-type or music venue businesses using a -- a central

      19   warehousing location for its supplies?

      20       A    I mean, I don't know any -- any business that has

      21   had four or more locations that was not centrally

      22   organized.  I mean, it's -- it's -- it's -- again, this

      23   wasn't my brilliant idea.  It was -- this has been done

      24   for a long time.

      25            I think, you know, Jeff Bezos made a lot of money
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       1   with central distribution, you know.  And I think it's

       2   a -- it's just an efficient way to run your business --

       3   discounts and inventory control.

       4            And, you know, you have to watch your liquor as

       5   the bar owner.  And this was a much better way to do it

       6   rather than have trucks go to nine different locations.

       7            And also the liquor -- let's face it, the

       8   distributors loved it too.  They would much rather make

       9   one delivery than nine.

      10       Q    Let's go over to your sales and use tax returns,

      11   Mr. Perkins.  I believe -- bear with me, I have to find

      12   these.

      13            Let's jump over to --

      14            JUDGE LONG:  I apologize.

      15            MR. BOUTRIS:  -- page 668.

      16            JUDGE LONG:  Sorry.  I apologize for

      17   interrupting.

      18            MR. BOUTRIS:  Yeah?

      19            JUDGE LONG:  I just wanted to remind you all to

      20   please --

      21            MR. BOUTRIS:  Speak into the microphone?

      22            JUDGE LONG:  -- face -- face the mic when you're

      23   speaking.

      24            THE WITNESS:  Okay.

      25            JUDGE LONG:  I know you're answering Mr. Boutris'
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       1   questions.

       2            THE WITNESS:  Okay.  I'll make sure to go this

       3   way.

       4            JUDGE LONG:  Just face the mic.  Thank you.

       5            MR. BOUTRIS:  Thank you.  I'm guilty as charged,

       6   as well.

       7   BY MR. BOUTRIS:

       8       Q    Page 668, Mr. Perkins.

       9            So I -- I think there was some confusion,

      10   Mr. Perkins, about the -- what was reported on the sales

      11   and use tax returns.

      12            So in this particular -- page 668 here -- are you

      13   with me?

      14       A    I'm trying.

      15       Q    I know some of your pages got --

      16       A    Okay.

      17       Q    Yeah.

      18       A    Okay.  I'm ready.

      19       Q    So this would be a -- an example of a printout

      20   for the filing period 10/1/15 to 12/31/15?

      21       A    Yes.  I see that.

      22       Q    You see that?

      23       A    Yes, I do.

      24       Q    Okay.  So -- so this shows total gross sales of

      25   $26,661.
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       1            I believe, in reviewing the return, that you're

       2   not reflecting your sales of tickets or your sales of --

       3   of rental venue on your sales and use tax return.

       4       A    No.  This was -- I believe this was taxable sales

       5   of -- of --

       6       Q    So -- so when you were filing the sales and use

       7   tax return, you would just reflect what you believed were

       8   taxable sales?  Not total gross sales?

       9       A    Yes.  And I -- I think that's -- we -- we --

      10   that's a couple of procedural errors.  And this is one, I

      11   think, right around the time we -- we got ourselves a tax

      12   attorney and came and started doing this correctly.

      13       Q    Just -- just for the sake of clarity here,

      14   Mr. Perkins, the way a sales tax return is done is you

      15   report your total gross sales.  And then you -- you show

      16   on a separate line what your taxable sales are.

      17            And so you're sort of required to report both --

      18       A    Right.

      19       Q    -- total revenues and total taxable sales?

      20            I don't do your sales tax returns.

      21       A    No.  No.  No.  I was just saying we got better

      22   about our procedures.

      23       Q    Okay.  So let's go back to the audit report.

      24            Okay.  If you could turn to page 596.  Tell me

      25   when you get there.
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       1       A    Okay.  I'm there.

       2       Q    Okay.  So again, this is, you know, this is the

       3   schedule that is generating the markup analysis here.

       4   This is sort of the proof in the pudding here that the

       5   CDTFA is relying on.

       6            Now, if you look at the top here, under their

       7   reference 11 it says, "Alcohol purchase per new P&L

       8   provided."  And it says "$112,814".

       9            Do you see that?

      10       A    Yes, I do.

      11       Q    And does that conform to what was reported on the

      12   federal income tax return and the profit/loss statement?

      13       A    I -- I -- I believe so.

      14       Q    Well let's --

      15       A    Sorry.  I'm getting --

      16       Q    Well, let's go ahead and flip to that return

      17   again.

      18       A    Yeah.

      19       Q    Okay.  This is on page 16 -- is the return.  And

      20   then the summary description -- breakdown description is

      21   on page 30.  Go ahead and flip to page 30.

      22            You see where it says "Alcohol Purchases"?

      23       A    Yes.  Okay.

      24       Q    $112,814.

      25       A    Yes.  Okay.
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       1       Q    Now, flip back to page 596.

       2            Is that -- is that the number the CDTFA is -- is

       3   inputting there?

       4       A    Okay.

       5       Q    It's okay.  We'll wait for you.

       6       A    The report was supposed to say -- yes.  Yes.

       7   It's the same one.  Yeah.

       8       Q    Okay.  And in 2014, you see where the number is

       9   $90,787?

      10       A    Yes.

      11       Q    And does that match out to the cost of goods sold

      12   you reported on your federal income tax return and Profit

      13   and Loss Statement, to your knowledge?

      14       A    Yes.  And if it's on the amended return, I have

      15   total faith in the number.

      16       Q    Okay.  And if you could, turn to page 45.

      17       A    Yes.  That's $90,000 --

      18       Q    $90,787?

      19       A    Yes, I do.

      20       Q    And does that match the $90,787 listed on the

      21   CDTFA's audit report?

      22       A    Yes, it does.

      23       Q    Okay.  Now, what the CDTFA then does is it takes

      24   your acknowledged -- admitted numbers of purchases, and it

      25   adds $141,123 of liquor purchases from Southern Wine &
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       1   Spirits in 2013.

       2            Do you see that?

       3       A    Yes.

       4       Q    So now we're back on page 396.

       5            You won't understand my questions unless you're

       6   on that page.

       7       A    I know.  Sorry.  Sorry.  I'm struggling with the

       8   paper.

       9            Yes, I'm here.

      10       Q    Okay.  Take a minute to look at it.  You see --

      11   you see those numbers?  The numbers that you -- are

      12   verified as what you reported on your federal income tax

      13   returns and your Profit and Loss Statement of $112,814 of

      14   alcohol purchases in 2013 and $90,787 of alcohol purchases

      15   in 2014.

      16            You see that; right?

      17       A    Yes, I do.

      18       Q    Okay.  So my question then is the -- the auditor

      19   then proceeded to say, "Oh.  Well, that's not correct.

      20   Soul Lounge also purchased $141,123 of liquor from

      21   Southern Wine & Spirits in 2013 and, on top of that, an

      22   additional $17,159 of beer from DBI."

      23            Is that -- do you believe that's an accurate

      24   statement of what's going on at Soul Lounge?

      25       A    It's not an accurate statement.  And I -- and we
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       1   went through this, again, with the auditor and explained

       2   that.  But I think, to the auditor, all they saw was a

       3   warehouse full of liquor and assumed it was all for Soul

       4   Lounge.

       5       Q    And in 2014, the auditor is claiming that -- or

       6   asserting that Southern -- that on top of the reported

       7   amount of alcohol purchases on your federal income tax

       8   return and your Profit and Loss Statement and your -- or

       9   rather on those two financial documents -- that you had an

      10   additional $244,130 of liquor purchased from Southern Wine

      11   & Spirits and an additional amount of beer purchased from

      12   DBI of $11,308.

      13            Do you believe those are accurate numbers?

      14       A    No.  This is -- the vendor surveys, especially on

      15   these two points, I think, was where we were having

      16   trouble on where they were coming up with the number that

      17   was never explained to us.

      18       Q    So -- so just to reiterate, is it your -- is it

      19   your contention that the amount of liquor purchases as

      20   reported on your federal returns and your Profit and Loss

      21   Statements in 2013 and 2014 -- in this case $112,814 in

      22   2013 and $90,787 in 2014 -- constitutes all of the alcohol

      23   purchases made by Soul Lounge in those respective years?

      24       A    Yes, that's correct.  That is correct.

      25       Q    Okay.  Now, let's kind of look down that page.
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       1   And if you see there "reference number 32," here on the

       2   far left-hand side of the page.  It has there -- it says,

       3   "average markup, 200 percent per taxpayer".

       4            And then it goes on to say that -- that --

       5   they're going -- the CDTFA decided that -- that somehow

       6   200 percent wasn't enough -- that it needed to be

       7   300 percent.

       8            Is there -- did you have a discussion with the

       9   auditor about the markup?  And -- and -- and further, what

      10   do you think the markup is at Soul Lounge?

      11       A    Well, first of all, there's -- the problem is --

      12   there's two issues here.  When we first spoke to him, we

      13   never said it was 200 percent markup.  We always said --

      14   we thought our average at Soul Lounge was 300 percent.

      15            Soul Lounge is more of the city's sort of hipster

      16   crowd where we were doing more craft beers where you don't

      17   get quite the markup like you do on a lot of liquor.  So

      18   we -- we really averaged it out to 300.

      19            But the auditor not only ignored our initial

      20   number but added 200 percent to it and also mis-claimed

      21   that we -- we said it was 200 percent, which we never said

      22   it was 200 percent.  And I -- I stood right next to our

      23   bar manager when he explained it to the auditor.

      24       Q    I'm not sure that's how I read this, Mr. Perkins.

      25   I think what the CDTFA did here -- and I could be wrong --
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       1   but I believe they used an average markup of 300 percent

       2   for all of the -- all of the -- all of the alcohol sales,

       3   rather than using a 200 percent markup.

       4            So are you -- are you okay with the 300 percent?

       5       A    I'm okay with the 300 percent.  But that's -- I

       6   know that's what we said originally.

       7       Q    Okay.  So based on this particular schedule here,

       8   this 12A-1.  If you turn to page 597, the CDTFA is

       9   alleging that, based on their analysis and their

      10   interpretation of what the alcohol sales were -- that you

      11   had underreported taxable sales in 2013 of $644,000 and in

      12   2014 of $763,000.

      13            So just in these two years -- and this isn't

      14   including 2012 because 2012 gets extrapolated on its own

      15   through a separate extrapolated formula -- you have

      16   underreported your taxable sales by approximately

      17   $1.4 million.

      18            What do you have to say about that?

      19       A    I think that anyone who visited Brick & Mortar

      20   and saw the size of the venue and saw it's a two-bartender

      21   operation would say it's physically impossible to reach

      22   those numbers.  And it's -- especially when you consider

      23   the size of the -- considering the size of the operation

      24   alone, it's just not possible.

      25            And as we pointed out, if you look at any other
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       1   club or various -- in a same size, which I'm sure the

       2   CDTFA has had the ability to look up other clubs of the

       3   same size, you could see that those numbers just don't --

       4   do not lineup what -- whatsoever.

       5            And also, neither did our -- we went through our

       6   bank accounts with them.  They had bank statements.  They

       7   had bank records.  There was no -- I -- I don't know where

       8   the money magically came from or how they -- in San

       9   Francisco, especially, where I would say -- I think it

      10   was -- we were running like 91, 92 percent credit card.

      11            So it's not like you could hide $1.4 million in

      12   credit card sales.

      13       Q    Let's -- let's flip back to the federal income

      14   tax returns for Soul Lounge.  So let's go back to page 1

      15   of the exhibits.  Tell me when you get there.

      16            Okay.  So page one indicates that you had gross

      17   receipts in 2012 of the $642,852.

      18            Do you see that?

      19       A    Yes, I do see that.

      20       Q    And it shows cost of goods sold of $299,285

      21   leaving a gross profit of $343,567.

      22            Do you see that?

      23       A    Yes, I do.

      24       Q    Okay.  And then, after other expenses --

      25   primarily rent, but other ordinary, necessary, business
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       1   expenses -- you had a -- Soul Lounge had a profit for the

       2   year of $35,528.

       3            Do you see that?

       4       A    Yes, I do.

       5       Q    It doesn't sound like it's a highly-profitable

       6   business, Mr. Perkins.

       7       A    It certainly wasn't in our first year of

       8   operation.  I don't know many bars and restaurants that

       9   are profitable their first year of operation.  I actually

      10   took the fact that we didn't lose money as a positive

      11   step.

      12            But yeah, that is accurate.

      13       Q    Let's look at the 2013 return.  This is on page

      14   16.

      15       A    Sixteen?

      16       Q    Sixteen.  One-six.

      17            In 2013, you reported gross revenues of $632,431;

      18   cost of goods sold, $373,095; and a gross profit of

      19   $259,336.  You then had expenses.

      20            And in that particular year, you had a -- you

      21   reported an ordinary loss of $32,797?

      22       A    Yes, that's correct.

      23       Q    Let's jump to tax year '14, page 31.

      24            In 2014, you had gross revenues of $537,517; cost

      25   of goods sold, $285,299; gross profit of $252,218.  After
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       1   other expenses, rent, payroll, et cetera, you had a loss

       2   that year of $16,659.

       3            Is that -- is that -- reflect a true picture of

       4   your operations in 2014, Mr. Perkins?

       5       A    Yes, it does.

       6       Q    And have -- has the IRS questioned these amended

       7   returns that you filed?

       8       A    No, they have not.

       9       Q    And you said that you provided Mr. Jalal [sic]

      10   with the bank statements for Soul Lounge; is that right?

      11       A    Yes.  Bank statements and credit card statements.

      12       Q    And to your knowledge, does -- does -- do the

      13   bank statements and credit card statements support a -- a

      14   revenue --

      15            And let's see if we can flip, again, to the audit

      16   report.  Bear with me a second.  So let's flip to page

      17   594.

      18            So this is kind of extraordinary.  The CDTFA,

      19   based on its assumptions, goes on to say that during the

      20   audit period, you -- Soul Lounge -- under-reported your

      21   sales by $1,966,075.

      22            Do you see that?

      23       A    Yes, I do.

      24       Q    In other words, that -- in -- in those years,

      25   when you reported on your federal income tax return,
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       1   respectively, $642,000 in 2012, $537,000 in 2013 --

       2            Oh.  No.  $537- -- I stand corrected.  Let's go

       3   back.

       4            $642,000, approximately, in 2012; $632,000,

       5   approximately, in 2013; and $537,000, approximately, 2014.

       6   And in addition to those three numbers, you -- you

       7   actually cheated the government out of $1.966 million of

       8   revenues.

       9       A    That number is -- is just magical thinking,

      10   unfortunately.

      11            To be clear, there's nothing that supports that.

      12   I mean -- I mean, I guess you can put whatever you want on

      13   a piece of paper.  But there's no support.

      14            We asked them about this.  We showed them our --

      15   again, we reviewed bank statements and credit card

      16   statements.  And we asked for further clarification.  And

      17   that was never forthcoming.

      18       Q    What percentage of your revenues do you think is

      19   received in the form of cash?

      20       A    Eight or 9 percent.  In San Francisco, it's about

      21   8 or 9 percent.

      22       Q    And -- and the rest would be coming from --

      23       A    Credit cards.

      24       Q    Credit cards?

      25            And how does Ticketfly pay you?  By check?
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       1       A    No.

       2       Q    ACH?

       3       A    ACH deposits.

       4            Actually, I'm talking about 8 or 9 percent cash

       5   back in 2014.  I would say, today, it's more like 2 or 3

       6   percent, in 2022.

       7            JUDGE LONG:  Mr. Boutris, I just wanted to let

       8   you know, we're at the one-hour mark.  So close up the

       9   testimony in the next few minutes.

      10            MR. BOUTRIS:  Do you -- no.  I think I have,

      11   Judge Long.  I think I have covered what I wanted to cover

      12   with Mr. Perkins.  So I can conclude my direct questioning

      13   of him at this time.

      14            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      15            I'll turn it over to CDTFA to see if they have

      16   any questions for Mr. Perkins.

      17            MR. PARKER:  We have no questions for the

      18   witness.

      19            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      20            I will turn it over to Judge Kwee.

      21            Do you have any questions for Mr. Perkins?

      22            JUDGE KWEE:  Yes.  This is Judge Kwee.

      23            Oh.  That's really loud.

      24            Just give me a couple of minutes.  I do have a

      25   couple of questions for the witness.
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       1            Thank you for -- so -- so at the beginning of

       2   your testimony, you were referring to "different address

       3   locations for different entities".

       4            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

       5            JUDGE KWEE:  And I think you mentioned one was

       6   the Crafty Fox.  And then there was one which was Brick &

       7   Mortar.

       8            Can you clarify the respective addresses for

       9   those two entities?

      10            THE WITNESS:  Yes.  The Crafty Fox is

      11   1700 Mission; Brick & Mortar is 1710 Mission.  They're

      12   separate buildings.  You can see it on Google.  They're

      13   next to each other.

      14            And then on the back of 1700 Mission is 11

      15   Duboce, which is a -- has a separate entrance.  And that's

      16   where our storage area was.

      17            And then, upstairs, we have offices I rented on

      18   the third floor to someone else.

      19            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And the returns -- the

      20   amended returns that are in the evidence -- those are only

      21   for the entity here, which was Soul Lounge doing business

      22   as Brick & Mortar.  They're not for any other entity.

      23            It that my --

      24            THE WITNESS:  It's on the amended returns, yes --

      25   only amended returns we have were for Soul Lounge.
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       1            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So when I was looking at

       2   those amended returns, there was still a difference

       3   between the gross receipts versus, you know, what was

       4   reported.

       5            And from my understanding -- what you were saying

       6   today -- that difference between the gross receipts

       7   reported on the federal returns and the sales and use tax

       8   total sales was due to ticket sales, venue rentals, and I

       9   guess it was the venue rentals and the ticket sales, which

      10   you thought were nontaxable.

      11            Is that my understanding?

      12            THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.  Maybe I'm not

      13   understanding correctly.

      14            Are you talking about what our taxable sales were

      15   on the returns?

      16            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So just to clarify -- so when

      17   I was looking at the amended federal income tax returns --

      18            THE WITNESS:  Okay.

      19            JUDGE KWEE:  So for example, for 2012, I think

      20   the original return had reported around $900,000 in gross

      21   receipts.  And then there was an amended 2012 return.

      22            I think that was on, like, page 1 or 2 --

      23            THE WITNESS:  Yes.

      24            JUDGE KWEE:  -- on your first exhibit that

      25   dropped it down to $642,000 in gross receipts.
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       1            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

       2            JUDGE KWEE:  But then the sales and use tax

       3   returns for 2012, I believe they were, like, $150,000 in

       4   total sales reported, in my understanding.

       5            THE WITNESS:  Because -- because there was a

       6   difference between liquor sales and ticket sales and the

       7   venue rentals.

       8            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And I see what you're saying.

       9            So as far as the venue rentals were concerned, I

      10   see that you attached invoices for the venue rentals.  And

      11   some of them say just "venue rentals" some say, like, "bar

      12   and venue rental".  And I think there was, like, "door" or

      13   "cover".

      14            And I'm just wondering -- so I don't see anything

      15   specific in the rentals that would indicate, other than

      16   the title, whether or not food is included.

      17            Is that title, like --

      18            THE WITNESS:  We -- we rarely -- we never did

      19   food as a rental because that was just such a complicated

      20   thing.

      21            When we say "venue rentals," it's a music

      22   promoter, like, a person who wants to bring a band that

      23   they like in.  Or they're a professional promoter or a

      24   group that wants to rent it as a -- just as a -- as a

      25   party or a meeting hall.
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       1            And then, you know, also private parties, which

       2   were included.  And that included bartenders and liquor

       3   sales -- I mean, liquor was going to be added on to that.

       4            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So how do I tell from looking

       5   at those documents which ones would have included the bar

       6   and which ones would have not included the bar?

       7            Or was there an easier way to ascertain -- or for

       8   us to ascertain that?

       9            THE WITNESS:  Well, on the room rentals -- when

      10   it's room rental, it's just for the room.  It doesn't

      11   include the bar.

      12            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So then the only ones that

      13   included the bar are the ones that say "bar" on the title?

      14            THE WITNESS:  They should.  It was very rare that

      15   we did a room rental with -- with full bar included.  I

      16   think that might have happened once or twice in eight

      17   years.

      18            Most -- most of the room rentals were just for

      19   the room itself.  It was just a charge for the room.

      20            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And as far as the --

      21            I'm sorry.  I'm kind of jumping around on the

      22   order in which I was taking notes of your testimony.

      23            And I was going to move on to the ticket sales

      24   you have listed.  I think it was Ticketfly?

      25            THE WITNESS:  Ticketfly, correct.
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       1            JUDGE KWEE:  And those ticket sales are for when

       2   you do room rentals or --

       3            THE WITNESS:  Just for, like, concert tickets --

       4   like, advance concert tickets.  Like, you know, if you

       5   want to go see "band whatever," and you want to buy a

       6   ticket in advance, you can go through their website.

       7            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So all the ticket sales

       8   involved when you were operating -- not you, the entity --

       9   was operating the Soul Lounge, Brick & Mortar, not when it

      10   was being rented out -- there were no ticket sales

      11   involved in this?

      12            THE WITNESS:  Correct.  A lot of times the -- a

      13   lot of times, if they're a professional music promoter --

      14   let's say someone like Shawn Healy or Another Planet --

      15   they have their own ticket link.

      16            So they take their own ticket sales because it's

      17   part of the value as a promoter.  That's how you make your

      18   money.  They don't want you controlling their money.  So

      19   you put their ticket link up on the website.

      20            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  Thank you.  That is helpful.

      21            And the one other aspect that you had mentioned

      22   about the ticket sales was that you said there was

      23   approximately a "percent fee" for using the Ticketfly.

      24   And I wasn't sure why you were -- were you mentioning that

      25   in the context of that -- that shouldn't have been
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       1   included.

       2            Or I guess --

       3            THE WITNESS:  I believe the question was, like,

       4   how much -- how does the ticket company make money if

       5   they're giving you all the ticket fee; right?  They're

       6   giving me all the -- if a ticket's $20, you know, how does

       7   the ticket company make money?

       8            And I said they charge a fee, like, a ticket

       9   service fee.  And generally it's 20 -- unfortunately, now,

      10   it's probably higher.  It's probably 25 percent.

      11            So if you go to Ticketmaster, you'll see the

      12   price of the show and then a ticket fee.  And they keep

      13   the ticket fee.

      14            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So if I'm correctly

      15   understanding this, there's no concern about the way the

      16   audit was handled with respect to whether or not a fee was

      17   or was not included.

      18            You were just explaining how they made their

      19   money?

      20            THE WITNESS:  I was just explaining how they made

      21   their money.

      22            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.

      23            Sorry.  I just need a minute to go down my notes.

      24   You had a lengthy testimony, which was very helpful for --

      25   for me in understanding what was going on.
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       1            I would like to go -- you had mentioned on your

       2   exhibit, page 596, which was the -- the summary of CDTFA's

       3   markup for the -- for the bar -- the beer and wine and

       4   alcohol purchases.

       5            And I believe you had mentioned on your

       6   documents -- you had indicated a 200 percent markup.  But

       7   then I think CDTFA used a 300 percent markup.

       8            And was I understanding that you -- you did not

       9   dispute the use of the 300 percent markup?

      10            THE WITNESS:  No, I do not dispute that at all.

      11   I thought we always said 300 percent.

      12            JUDGE KWEE:  Oh, okay.  My only concern -- I

      13   don't want to say "only" -- but the main concern was the

      14   amount of additional purchases that were brought in from

      15   the central distribution locations and not the markup

      16   aspect.

      17            THE WITNESS:  Oh, okay.

      18            JUDGE KWEE:  Is -- that is my understanding.

      19            THE WITNESS:  Maybe I'm misunderstanding the

      20   question.  I'm sorry.  Sorry, Judge.  If you could repeat

      21   that back?

      22            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So from my understanding, you

      23   know, the liability calculated on that aspect was, you

      24   know, to -- well, there were two large elements:  One was

      25   using a 300 percent markup versus a 200 percent markup.
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       1   The other aspect was including purchases from those

       2   other --

       3            THE WITNESS:  The --

       4            JUDGE KWEE:  -- you know -- the vendors, which

       5   were, from your testimony, routed to separate entities.

       6            THE WITNESS:  That's correct.

       7            JUDGE KWEE:  So at first -- I was just confirming

       8   that you didn't dispute the markup aspect.

       9            So looking at the purchase aspect -- so I guess

      10   my understanding was that the main dispute was with the

      11   purchase aspect.

      12            THE WITNESS:  Absolutely.

      13            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.

      14            THE WITNESS:  I think the whole miscommunication

      15   from day one has been over the assigning of all liquor

      16   sales for what we call -- we call ourselves "Parish

      17   Entertainment Group" to -- to one venue, rather than, as

      18   we explained -- that we had -- they were part of a group

      19   of nine venues that we used and distributed through.

      20            And even on the invoices they were -- they would

      21   mark, you know, like, "New Pigalle," "Place Pigalle".  It

      22   was directly marked on the invoice itself.  It says it

      23   right there.

      24            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And that was my other

      25   question.  I did see that you included invoices.  And if
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       1   we were to add up all the numbers on the invoices, would

       2   they track what was listed here?  And would we be able to

       3   figure out -- because I did see that some had addresses

       4   for other locations.

       5            If we added them up, would they track?  The

       6   amounts for those locations that CDTFA has listed?

       7            THE WITNESS:  Yes.  Yes, they would.

       8            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And the ones listed as

       9   "purchases" on your amended returns as what was allocable

      10   to Brick & Mortar -- all of those invoices would add up to

      11   the number that you reported?

      12            So we'd be able to basically look at the invoices

      13   that you submitted and find out how you reported what you

      14   reported and had how CDTFA reported what they had for, you

      15   know, Southern Wine and DBI; is that correct?

      16            THE WITNESS:  Yeah.  For all the different ones,

      17   you should be able to see that right there.

      18            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So -- so we have everything

      19   that we need to do that?

      20            THE WITNESS:  I believe so.

      21            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.

      22            Sorry.  Just one minute.

      23            I think that was everything that I had in my

      24   notes to ask or clarify.  That's all.

      25            Thank you very much for your time.
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       1            I will turn it back to the lead judge, Judge

       2   Long.

       3            Thank you.

       4            JUDGE LONG:  Judge Aldrich, do you have any

       5   questions for the taxpayer -- I'm sorry -- for the

       6   witness?

       7            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Mr. Perkins, can you hear me?

       8            THE WITNESS:  Yes, I can.

       9            JUDGE ALDRICH:  I had a few questions for you

      10   with respect to the catering contract.

      11            Is there anything in the evidence that would

      12   support the catering contract from 2014?

      13            THE WITNESS:  I -- I gave it to the CDTFA.

      14            JUDGE ALDRICH:  My question is --

      15            THE WITNESS:  Do you want us to provide you with

      16   that contract?  We can get a copy of that.  I don't think

      17   we brought it.

      18            Did we bring that?  No?

      19            Also, just for clarification, I sold my interest.

      20   And I have not been involved with the business for four

      21   years.  But I know the people that do; so I can still get

      22   access to it.

      23            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And I guess you had

      24   mentioned that Brick & Mortar typically has two

      25   bartenders?
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       1            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

       2            JUDGE ALDRICH:  And how many individuals could

       3   that serve, I guess?

       4            THE WITNESS:  I would say 100 to 120, 140.

       5            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.

       6            THE WITNESS:  They should be able to cover that,

       7   if they're any good.

       8            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And for those shows where,

       9   perhaps, the limits were pushed a little, would another

      10   bartender --

      11            THE WITNESS:  Yes.

      12            JUDGE ALDRICH:  -- be brought in from another

      13   venue?

      14            How is that --

      15            THE WITNESS:  We got very good at -- since we had

      16   a wide body of work -- I mean, we did 25,000 shows.  We

      17   had an idea of which crowd is going to be a drinking

      18   crowd.  And, like, if we knew we had a band from New

      19   Orleans that was going to be sold out, we'd have three

      20   bartenders.

      21            And that happened maybe eight times a year, you

      22   know, like, there's certain music types -- if it's, like,

      23   a jam band or a New Orleans band, you're going to have

      24   a -- you're going to have a heavy drinking crowd.

      25            If it's a reggae night, you can go to one
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       1   bartender for 500 people because they'll just drink water,

       2   you know.

       3            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  So -- and you had given

       4   testimony with respect to the hours.

       5            And could you -- so -- clarify that?  I guess

       6   Monday through Friday was the same hours consistently?  Or

       7   changed depending on whether or not they were shows?

       8            THE WITNESS:  It's like a, you know -- it was

       9   really a music venue.  We were open four -- we really

      10   tried to be open four to five nights a week.  To book

      11   those kind of shows, it's tough.

      12            So I would say we did 150 shows a year.  And

      13   usually it was earlier in the week.  Let's say, if it was

      14   a Sunday, Monday, Tuesday, we would do doors, 7:00; show,

      15   8:00.  If it was later in the week, we would do doors,

      16   8:00; show, 9:00.

      17            JUDGE ALDRICH:  So you had mentioned that you

      18   provided bank statements and credit card statements.

      19            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

      20            JUDGE ALDRICH:  With respect to credit card

      21   statements, are you referring to form 1099K's?  Or are

      22   you -- okay.

      23            THE WITNESS:  No.  The actual -- we gave them all

      24   the information for our credit card provider.

      25            JUDGE ALDRICH:  So for the costs?
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       1            THE WITNESS:  No.  No.  No.  For, like, our daily

       2   total receipts every night.

       3            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Got it.  Okay.

       4            THE WITNESS:  You know, the -- forgive me.  I'm

       5   trying to remember who our provider was back in 2012.

       6            But it was one of the big, you know, ones of the

       7   bank -- bank.  And they give you the printout of all

       8   the -- because it goes into your bank account the next

       9   day.  And they send you a statement every month of all of

      10   your credit card deposits.

      11            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And then, I guess, just

      12   for clarity, I was wondering if you could give me a view

      13   of the "forest," so to speak, between the different

      14   entities.

      15            Soul Lounge is operating Brick & Mortar?

      16            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

      17            JUDGE ALDRICH:  And some other entity has the --

      18   has the distribution point, I guess, for the liquor?

      19            THE WITNESS:  So we -- we allowed at the time --

      20   we said -- we're going to -- because our company -- we

      21   called it "Parish Entertainment Group," but Parish

      22   Entertainment Group doesn't have an ABC License.

      23            So we couldn't -- they couldn't invoice, under

      24   California law, to Parish Entertainment Group, which would

      25   have solved everyone's problems.
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       1            But -- so we -- we did it -- you had to pick a

       2   License 47 that was the closest to your -- to the

       3   warehouse, which was Brick & Mortar, which is Soul Lounge,

       4   which is why we're here.

       5            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And internally, you said a

       6   bartender --

       7            THE WITNESS:  Bar -- bar manager.

       8            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Bar manager -- would come in and

       9   check out --

      10            THE WITNESS:  Correct.

      11            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Let's say they needed a case of

      12   tequila.  You -- they --

      13            Was there, like, a form to check out?

      14            THE WITNESS:  Yeah.  There's, like, a clipboard

      15   to sign everything out.

      16            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.

      17            THE WITNESS:  And they drop it off in the office

      18   and take the liquor to the venue.

      19            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And then -- so since these

      20   venues -- you said "we" as -- have nine of them.

      21            But really, the person is an LLC -- right? --

      22   that owns the venue or the DBA?

      23            THE WITNESS:  Or the -- yeah.  There was a DBA

      24   for each liquor license.

      25            JUDGE ALDRICH:  And there was an LLC for each
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       1   DBA?

       2            THE WITNESS:  Correct.  Yeah.

       3            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And so would someone

       4   generate that invoice based off of that clipboard and send

       5   it to the respective LLC that was doing business?

       6            THE WITNESS:  And then they -- and then they pay

       7   the bills out of that account.

       8            And that was -- again this wasn't easy.  It

       9   was -- it was -- this was our theoretical setup in the

      10   beginning that took us -- you know, we had to knock out

      11   the kinks a little bit.

      12            We grew very quickly.  We went from 0 to 300

      13   employees in about, you know -- about a year and a half.

      14   And, you know, it was a struggle.  It was a lot of work.

      15   But we got there.  And we -- we -- their systems were

      16   really good.

      17            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  No further questions at

      18   this time.

      19            I'm going to hand it back over to Judge Long.

      20            Thank you.

      21            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      22            So I think, Mr. Boutris, you wanted additional

      23   time to make your argument.

      24            Did you still need ten minutes?

      25            MR. BOUTRIS:  I don't, your Honor.  I think we've
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       1   covered everything adequately at this point.

       2            JUDGE LONG:  Okay.  Great.

       3            We will, then, move over to CDTFA's presentation.

       4   CDTFA indicated they require 20 minutes.

       5            So you may begin whenever you're ready.

       6            MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

       7   

       8                          PRESENTATION

       9            MR. PARKER:  The Appellant and LLC operated a

      10   full bar with live music entertainment in San Francisco,

      11   California, with a start date of August 2009.  The

      12   Department performed an audit examination for the period

      13   of January 1, 2012, through December 31, 2014.

      14            Appellant reported total sales of approximately

      15   $547,000 and claimed no deductions resulting in taxable

      16   sales of $547,000 for the audit period.  The Appellant

      17   provided limited books and records for the audit period.

      18            Appellant did not provide 1099K data, credit card

      19   sales data, guest checks, daily cash register tapes, sales

      20   journals, or general ledgers for the audit period.  Due to

      21   lack of complete books and records, the Department was

      22   unable to determine Appellant's reporting method and

      23   verify the accuracy of its reported amounts.

      24            The Department compared gross receipts for the

      25   federal income tax returns with sales and use tax returns
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       1   and noted unexplained differences of approximately

       2   $1.6 million for 2012 and 2013.  And that's on your

       3   Exhibit A, page 19.

       4            The Department compared recorded total sales per

       5   Profit and Loss Statements with reported sales per the

       6   sales and use tax returns and noted an unexplained

       7   difference of approximately $115,000 for the audit period.

       8   And that's on Exhibit A, page 24.

       9            Using the Appellant's records, the Department

      10   computed a markup which compares cost of goods sold per

      11   the Appellant's federal income tax returns for 2012 and

      12   2013 to recorded gross receipts.  The markup was negative

      13   58 percent for 2012 and 2013.  And that's on Exhibit A,

      14   page 18.

      15            And this means that reported total sales were

      16   less than the cost of goods sold.

      17            Based on the above analysis, the Department

      18   decided -- the Department determined that provided books

      19   and records were incomplete and unreliable.  Therefore,

      20   the Department used an indirect audit method to verify the

      21   accuracy of reported amounts and determined audited

      22   taxable sales.

      23            The Department performed a vendor survey for

      24   known vendors and noted Appellant's Profit and Loss

      25   Statement didn't include any purchases from Southern Wine
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       1   & Spirits or DBI Beverage.

       2            The Department used the revised Profit and Loss

       3   Statements for 2013 and 2014 and the vendor surveys from

       4   Southern Wine & Spirits and DBI Beverage to determine

       5   purchases of a little more than $617,000 for 2013 and 2014

       6   for alcohol and beverages.  And that's on Exhibit A, page

       7   8, line 15.

       8            The Department used the revised profit and loss

       9   statements for 2013 and determined that audited purchases

      10   of food for 2013 was $9,000 -- Exhibit A, page 8, line 37.

      11            In the absence of food purchases data for 2014,

      12   the Department assumed that food purchases would be the

      13   same for 2014 as they were in 2013, which was $9,000.

      14            Due to lack of books and records, the Department

      15   could not perform any self-test.  So the Department used

      16   an estimated markup of 200 percent for bar and food sales,

      17   which is lower than generally expected, based on audits of

      18   similar businesses.

      19            In the Appellant's testimony today, they

      20   indicated that the markup was not 200 percent, but was, in

      21   fact, 300 percent.  If a 300 percent markup on costs is

      22   used in the audit, the audited taxable bar and food sales

      23   would increase the liability for the Appellant.

      24            In the audit working papers, the 300 percent

      25   indicated is for the markup factor, which the markup
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       1   factor is the cost plus the markup on the cost.  So if a

       2   300 percent markup were used, the markup factor would be

       3   400 percent.

       4            For the bar, the Department used audited

       5   purchases and made an adjustment of 1 percent for mixers,

       6   2 percent for pilferage, and 2 percent for

       7   self-consumption, and a little more than $2,000 for

       8   non-alcohol items to calculate adjusted cost of goods sold

       9   of approximately $582,000 for 2013 and 2014.  And that's

      10   on Exhibit A, page 8, line 30.

      11            The Department used the estimated markup of

      12   200 percent to determine audited taxable sales of a little

      13   more than $1.7 million for 2013 and 2014.  And that's

      14   Exhibit A, page 8, line 35.

      15            The Department used food purchases of

      16   approximately $18,000 for 2013 and 2014, allowed pilferage

      17   adjustment of 2 percent, self-consumption of 2 percent,

      18   and applied an estimated markup of 200 percent to

      19   determine audited taxable sales of $52,000 for 2013 and

      20   2014.  That's on Exhibit A, page 8, line 46.

      21            Based on the above audit procedures, audited

      22   taxable sales for the bar and food was determined to be

      23   approximately $1.8 million for 2013 and 2014.

      24            When compared with reported taxable sales of

      25   approximately $392,000 for 2013, 2014, the Department

0080

       1   calculated an error rate of 359 percent.  And that's on

       2   Exhibit A, page 8, line 54.

       3            Due to lack of books and records for 2012, the

       4   Department used the combined error rate of 359 percent for

       5   2013 and 2014 to determine unreported taxable sales for

       6   2012.

       7            The Department applied the error rates to the

       8   reported taxable sales to determine unreported taxable

       9   sales of approximately $1.97 million for the audit period.

      10   That's Exhibit A, page 7.

      11            For the bar, based on self-consumption allowance

      12   of 2 percent, the Department determined cost of alcohol

      13   and beverage of approximately $17,000 subject to use tax.

      14   And that's on Exhibit A, page 15.

      15            During the audit process, the Department noted

      16   that Appellant sold entrance tickets to customers under

      17   21 years of page.  Per Appellant's website and Yelp's

      18   review, customers under 21 must buy a drink ticket at the

      19   door for $5 each, which is on Exhibit B, pages 496 and

      20   497.  And this would allow them to get a free nonalcoholic

      21   drink.

      22            The Department used the available information for

      23   each week's events to determine unreported taxable sales

      24   of approximately $22,000 for the audit period.  And that's

      25   on Exhibit A, page 10.
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       1            During the audit process, the Department also

       2   noted facility rental revenue for private events and

       3   parties as a bar where food and drinks are served.  The

       4   fees for the rental of the facility are taxable.

       5            The Department used the Appellant's revised

       6   Profit and Loss Statements and determined unreported

       7   taxable facility rental of approximately $319,000 for the

       8   audit period.  That's Exhibit A, page 11.

       9            Based on the above audit procedures, the

      10   Department determined unreported taxable measure of

      11   approximately $2.3 million for the audit period.  Exhibit

      12   A, page 5.

      13            The Department assessed a 10 percent negligence

      14   penalty.  The Appellant's error rate for unreported

      15   taxable sales was 425 percent, which was substantial and

      16   constitutes evidence of negligence.

      17            Unreported taxable sales are due to Appellant's

      18   failure to maintain and provide mandatory books and

      19   records as required by Revenue and Taxation Code 7053 and

      20   7054 and Regulation 1698, which is also evidence of

      21   negligence.

      22            Appellant contends that the additional purchases

      23   from Southern Wine & Spirits and from DBI Beverage include

      24   items purchased for use at a separate legal entity.  Based

      25   on the review of the vendor surveys, all purchases were
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       1   made by Appellant at the address registered for its

       2   business activities related to the appeal before OTA.

       3            The Appellant claimed that the DBI Beverage

       4   invoices were for a separate entity.  However, based on

       5   the vendor's survey from DBI, it specifically lists Brick

       6   & Mortar as the customer on the invoice listing.  This is

       7   Exhibit B, pages 350 to 356.

       8            Despite various requests, the Appellant has not

       9   provided any documentary proof or evidence to support its

      10   contention that any of these purchases were transferred to

      11   any of the separate legal entities.

      12            Appellant contends that it stopped selling food

      13   in 2014.  Appellant has been licensed with the Alcoholic

      14   Beverage Control with a Type 47 License, which states "47

      15   On-Sale General Eating Place".  This is Exhibit G, page

      16   569.

      17            A Type 47 ABC License authorizes the sale of

      18   alcohol for consumption on the premises with the

      19   requirement that Appellant must maintain suitable kitchen

      20   facilities and must make actual and substantial sales of

      21   meals for consumption on the premises.

      22            Further, a Type 47 License also allowed minors on

      23   the premises, as advertised by Appellant on his website.

      24            Appellant, in their testimony today, contends

      25   that it was not open all of 2012 and was closed from
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       1   Christmas 2011 until March 2012.  However, based on the

       2   information from Ticketfly, there are events starting in

       3   early 2012 and have dates all throughout the year.  This

       4   is in Exhibit B, page 303 and 304.

       5            Also during this time period, the Appellant made

       6   purchases, as can be seen on the purchases from the vendor

       7   surveys.  This is Exhibit B, page 396 to 405.

       8            Based on the above, the Department has fully

       9   explained the basis for the deficiency and provided that

      10   the determination was reasonable based upon the available

      11   books and records.  Further, Department used approved

      12   audit methods to determine the deficiency.

      13            Therefore, based on the evidence presented, the

      14   Department requests that the Appellant's appeal be denied.

      15            This concludes my presentation.  And we are

      16   available to answer any questions you may have.

      17            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.  We will be asking our

      18   questions, but we are at the two-hour mark.  So we are

      19   going to break -- recess for about ten minutes.

      20            And we'll come back at -- my clock says 11:28 --

      21   so 11:38.

      22            Thank you.

      23            (The morning recess is taken at 11:28 a.m.)

      24            JUDGE LONG:  Okay.  We are back on the record.

      25            We are now going to turn to CDTFA.  And I'm going
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       1   to ask my co-panelists to see if they have any questions.

       2            And I'll start with Judge Kwee.

       3            JUDGE KWEE:  Could you start with Judge Aldrich?

       4   My computer shut down.

       5            JUDGE LONG:  Yes.  We will start with Judge

       6   Aldrich.

       7            Or maybe -- give us a minute to get things back

       8   uploaded, if you need it.

       9            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Hi, Department.  This is Judge

      10   Aldrich.

      11            So I guess one of the arguments I see is that

      12   Appellant didn't provide 1099K data.  But Appellant

      13   indicated that he provided the credit card statements.

      14            But I don't see the credit card statements in the

      15   record with -- is -- is there, I guess, more?  Or were

      16   those, I guess, scheduled?  Or not provided, according to

      17   the Department?

      18            MR. PARKER:  We did not see anything in the

      19   evidence showing that those were provided.  However, the

      20   credit cards would be deposited into the bank deposits

      21   that are included in the audit.

      22            And so those same credit card statements --

      23   merchant statements should be the same amount as what's

      24   deposited in the bank statements as well.

      25            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Okay.  And then -- I guess,
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       1   that's all of the questions that I had for the moment.

       2            Judge Kwee, did you want to resume with your

       3   questioning?

       4            JUDGE KWEE:  Yes.  This is Judge Kwee.  Thank

       5   you.

       6            I had one or two questions.

       7            So with the taxpayer's exhibit index, they had

       8   their Exhibit J, which was those venue rental invoices.

       9   And looking at the invoices, some of them do say "venue

      10   only".  And then some of them say "venue and bar".

      11            And I'm curious what was CDTFA's position on why,

      12   at least, the ones that said "venue only" -- why those

      13   weren't accepted to show nontaxable revenue.

      14            MR. PARKER:  So generally speaking, we would

      15   expect to see the contract between the party for the

      16   rental of the venue, which contracts were not provided.

      17   The only thing that we have were these invoices that I

      18   believe were received at a later date.

      19            And generally, with a bar or a restaurant,

      20   they're typically serving food and beverages.  So we would

      21   expect to see that.

      22            So without the contracts, there's no evidence to

      23   show that they weren't selling food and beverages in

      24   conjunction with the rental of the room.

      25            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  Thank you.
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       1            And so maybe I -- do you mind, Judge Long, if I

       2   briefly ask the taxpayer one question?

       3            JUDGE LONG:  Go ahead.

       4            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So I guess CDTFA was saying

       5   that the documentation that you had on your invoices,

       6   which was your Exhibit J -- that I think one of the

       7   concerns they had there was their -- you had their

       8   invoices, but you didn't have the supporting agreement --

       9   agreement between yourself and your customer.

      10            And I'm just asking, is that something that you

      11   still have?  I understand it's been a while.

      12            Is that something that you would be able to

      13   provide?

      14            THE WITNESS:  I can certainly go back and ask.

      15   But I'm going to be very clear, I personally gave copies

      16   of the contracts to the auditor.  Okay?

      17            So for them to say, at this point, that I did not

      18   provide that -- this is the first time I've heard that I

      19   did not provide copies of the contract.  This is a

      20   brand-new charge.

      21            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  Thank you.

      22            And I'm going to go back to CDTFA, then, for, I

      23   believe, one more question.

      24            And that was regarding the taxpayer's Exhibits K,

      25   L, and M, which were their purchase invoices for alcohol.
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       1   And, you know, hearing their testimony today that some of

       2   the purchases were for, you know -- they had the central

       3   distribution -- and some of their purchases were for other

       4   permitized entities.

       5            And they had attached tax returns for other

       6   permitized entities with the addresses on the returns.

       7   And I think some of the invoices showed addresses for

       8   other permitized entities as opposed to the Soul Lounge

       9   DBA Brick & Mortar.

      10            I think that was the testimony today.  And I'm

      11   wondering what was CDTFA's position on why the invoices --

      12   at least the invoices listing addresses of different

      13   entities -- why those weren't accepted to reduce the

      14   amount of purchases that was used by CDTFA in determining

      15   the underreported taxable sales?

      16            MR. PARKER:  So the -- so the -- their -- their

      17   exhibits -- we used the -- our vendor surveys, which

      18   should be similar to theirs.  I didn't verify that they

      19   were the exact same throughout.  And our exhibits that

      20   listed Brick & Mortar as the purchaser.

      21            At least, from what I saw in our record today --

      22   I can get the pages for you here in a second -- the --

      23   what we would expect -- generally speaking, most taxpayers

      24   don't transfer alcohol between locations since it's highly

      25   regulated by the Alcoholic Beverage Control.

0088

       1            So the Appellant has indicated that they did make

       2   transfers, but they have not provided any records showing

       3   that they made these transfers to other locations.

       4            If there were records showing that alcohol was

       5   withdrawn from their location in San Francisco and

       6   transferred to other locations, we would have made those

       7   adjustments in the audit.  But we have not been provided

       8   those records.

       9            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And I'm sorry.  I'm jumping

      10   around.

      11            Do you mind if I ask one follow-up question of

      12   the witness?

      13            So I'll turn back to the question about the

      14   invoices I just asked for CDTFA.  I am looking, for

      15   example, at the Morris Distributing invoice.  So I guess

      16   there were a lot of them, but I think they used the same

      17   format.

      18            And I do see where you say on the invoice where

      19   it says on the invoice, you know, office at 11 Duboce.

      20            THE WITNESS:  Duboce.

      21            JUDGE KWEE:  I'm sorry.  Duboce, which, you know,

      22   is the other entity.  But then -- and that's on the center

      23   of the invoice.

      24            But then on the top right, it does list Brick &

      25   Mortar -- Mortar Lounge.  And -- with the 1710 Mission
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       1   Street.

       2            And I guess, would you just please clarify the --

       3   the reason, you know, both entities are listed on the

       4   invoice?

       5            THE WITNESS:  Judge, like I said, I think this

       6   would have saved us a lot of time.

       7            Under the ABC's rules, the liquor distributor

       8   cannot invoice a non-liquor license holding entity.  So

       9   our overall entity, the Parish Entertainment Group,

      10   couldn't be the one on file.

      11            So even though it says "Brick & Mortar

      12   Lounge/closed," you know, on there -- and then it says --

      13   and then they show where the delivery address is around

      14   the corner.  And that was our way of working around these

      15   different agencies and their different rules.

      16            And of course, it probably wasn't the greatest

      17   idea after six years of going through -- but also -- I

      18   would also like to point out that we did give copies -- I

      19   personally was there, you know, when their auditor was

      20   there.

      21            And the auditor walked in, saw our inventory

      22   sheets, saw copies of all that, saw copies of our sales

      23   contracts.  They saw copies of our rentals.  They saw

      24   copies of our catering, the kitchen, and the people that

      25   took over.
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       1            This was all done.  I was there.  I handled it.

       2   I've been to at least 15 different meetings with different

       3   auditors on this.  And -- which was very hard to get a

       4   hold of -- and that always changed.  And they always -- it

       5   always got delayed.

       6            But, you know, the -- I -- I really just take

       7   issue with the fact that now, three people we have never

       8   met before in this case are saying we didn't do our job.

       9   And I have a problem with that.

      10            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  Thank you for your response

      11   and for -- CDTFA for your response.  And that was helpful.

      12            And I don't have any additional questions.  So I

      13   will return it to Judge Long.

      14            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      15            So I did have a couple questions.

      16            The taxpayer, or Appellants, have stated that the

      17   vendors, Southern Wine & Spirits and DBI, were not

      18   attributable to Soul Lounge.

      19            How did CDTFA make that connection?

      20            MR. PARKER:  So when we did the vendor survey, we

      21   asked for them to provide sales that those -- the commonly

      22   known vendors for bars and restaurants that deliver in the

      23   San Francisco area -- we reached out to them and asked for

      24   their sales made to Brick & Mortar at the address of the

      25   business.
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       1            And so the records that they provided from the

       2   vendors were deliveries and sales made to Brick & Mortar

       3   at that business.  So that's how we determined that those,

       4   Southern Wine and DBI Beverage, belonged to Brick &

       5   Mortar.

       6            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

       7            And then you mentioned that Soul Lounge has an

       8   ABC License Type 47 that would indicate that they also

       9   sold food.

      10            And based on that licensing, there's an

      11   assumption that Brick & Mortar must also have sold food;

      12   is that correct?  And is that where the numbers relating

      13   to the sale of food came about?

      14            MR. PARKER:  Well, the -- the sales of food came

      15   about from their revised Profit and Loss Statement,

      16   especially for 2013.

      17            We made the assumption that they continued to

      18   make food sales in 2014 because of the type of license.

      19   And I believe it's Exhibit G, page 549 -- has information

      20   on the type of license.

      21            I'm sorry.  I think it's page 564 -- has

      22   information on the -- the type of license and what a Type

      23   47 means.

      24            JUDGE LONG:  Would that require a business to

      25   make food on their own?  Or could they have -- could they
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       1   have this license and then, as well, have another separate

       2   vendor or caterer providing food under this license?

       3            MR. PARKER:  You know, I'm not an expert in ABC

       4   licenses.  So my understanding is that they need to have a

       5   kitchen and sell food.  I'm not sure if that means that

       6   they can't have a caterer make sales at -- at -- out of

       7   their kitchen.

       8            So -- and actually the -- the information from

       9   DMV -- I mean, ABC is on page 569.  My apologies for that.

      10            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      11            At this time -- at this time we're going to

      12   let -- if the taxpayer wishes to make a final statement or

      13   rebuttal.

      14            MR. BOUTRIS:  Yes, please.

      15   

      16                        CLOSING ARGUMENT

      17            MR. BOUTRIS:  Again, thank you so much for

      18   holding this hearing.  And again, I'm -- as a senior

      19   member of the Tax Bar in California, I'm very happy to see

      20   that the OTA is up and running and doing its job.  So, you

      21   know, kudos to you for taking on these difficult cases.

      22            I think we're having -- I'm thinking of this

      23   movie, "Cool Hand Luke," and where Paul Newman says,

      24   "We're having a failure to communicate here."

      25            The problem that we've got here is that we have
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       1   three gentlemen over here who weren't involved in this

       2   case for years, who really just picked up the case, and

       3   are just repeating the same mistakes and the same verbiage

       4   from the original audit.

       5            That's not really helpful here.

       6            We have provided lots of evidence and given lots

       7   of testimony as to the problems associated with this

       8   audit.  And rather than taking a proactive approach and

       9   making necessary adjustments to what is clearly an

      10   erroneous audit, they just stick to their guns.

      11            And I want to point out here that not only is

      12   there a problem, here, at the administrative level, but

      13   there's a problem at the collection level.

      14            The CDTFA seized $200,000 from my client without

      15   the benefit of an assessment.  So while this appeal was

      16   pending, we have seizures going on.  And that's a very

      17   serious situation.  Because you have not made a

      18   determination.  There has not been a final determination.

      19            And yet the CDTFA is making seizures.  $200,000

      20   they took from -- from Mr. Perkins without due process.

      21   That's a very serious situation.  So you can understand

      22   why this has sort of, you know, bounced out of control

      23   here.

      24            I want to address the CDTFA's point, which they

      25   continually say that adequate books and records were not
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       1   provided.  That's just not true.  The original auditor,

       2   Mr. Mustafa, was provided bank statements, credit card

       3   statements, he was provided inventory statements.

       4            He did -- he appeared at the offices and went

       5   through a whole rigmarole with Mr. Perkins about how the

       6   operation worked at the warehouse.

       7            We've -- we've provided federal income tax

       8   returns.  We've provided Profit and Loss Statements.

       9   We've provided Transaction Detail Reports.  To say that --

      10   that records were not provided -- it's just wrong.

      11   It's -- it's -- it's a misconstrual of the facts.

      12            And I -- I understand.  Mr. Mustafa may no longer

      13   work for the CDTFA, and so he can't be here to testify to

      14   what he did or didn't do.

      15            But we're here to testify -- Mr. Perkins is under

      16   oath.  Mr. Perkins is, you know, a very moral, upright,

      17   credible witness.  And I ask that you take that into

      18   account.

      19            Now, once the, you know -- the basis for the

      20   markup test is that, you know -- that the federal income

      21   tax returns, number one, did not reconcile with the sales

      22   and use tax returns.

      23            And -- and that's not actually true.  If you look

      24   at the amended federal income tax returns, they reconcile

      25   with the sales tax returns once you understand that the
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       1   sales tax returns are only showing taxable sales, not

       2   total revenues of the business -- because, unfortunately,

       3   whoever was doing the returns just didn't understand that

       4   you have to report total revenues, not just taxable sales.

       5            But it's not -- it doesn't result in a -- it's --

       6   it's not a fraud.  It's not even negligence.  It's just

       7   filling the form out incorrectly.  The -- the form -- the

       8   CDTFA -- BOE is still getting the full amount that it's

       9   entitled to get.  So the return is accurate in that

      10   regard.

      11            Then they go on to say that -- that there is a

      12   359 percent -- percentage of error.  And it's like, well,

      13   the only reason you're getting that percentage of error is

      14   because you're counting inventory that was not used.  It

      15   was not purchased by Soul Lounge.

      16            Sure, if you want to count Southern Wine &

      17   Spirits.  But I would remind the Judges that Southern Wine

      18   & Spirits, contrary to what the CDTFA is saying, did not

      19   deliver that inventory to Soul Lounge's address.  It

      20   delivered that inventory to 11 Duboce, where the warehouse

      21   is.

      22            And the only reason that Brick & Mortar or Soul

      23   Lounge is on that invoice is because of the requirement

      24   under the ABC that you have to have a licensed business as

      25   the recipient.
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       1            And so because Brick & Mortar was the closest

       2   establishment to the warehouse, Brick & Mortar was used on

       3   those invoices for purposes of those relationships with

       4   the vendors.  And -- and Mr. Perkins testified as to that

       5   with respect to those emails that went back and forth with

       6   Arwen at Southern Wine & Spirits.

       7            Southern Wine & Spirits was completely aware of

       8   the fact that these -- alcohol were not being purchased

       9   just for Soul Lounge -- that it was going to the warehouse

      10   for the greater Parish Entertainment entity.

      11            Mr. Perkins testified, also, that the venue

      12   contracts were, in fact, provided to Mr. Mustafa Jalal

      13   [sic].  And in terms of the -- the CDTFA's taking the

      14   position that, well, because the addresses were different,

      15   we're just going to just attribute it all to Soul Lounge.

      16            And it's like, well, I think there's an

      17   explanation for that.  And I don't think that that merits

      18   treating all of the inventory that was going to the

      19   warehouse as being Soul Lounge's inventory.

      20            I -- I just want to reiterate, though, that the

      21   deliveries weren't made to Soul Lounge's business

      22   establishment.  They were made to the warehouse at 11

      23   Duboce Street.  And that's the warehouse for the greater

      24   Parish Entertainment Group of businesses.

      25            And as far as food sales go, I don't know the ins
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       1   and outs of permits and regulations and so on.  But you've

       2   heard the testimony of Mr. Perkins.  He didn't sell food

       3   in 2014.  Can't -- can't we just trust the man and his

       4   word?

       5            It's his business.  He knows what he did.  And he

       6   says he didn't make any food sales in 2014.  Whether or

       7   not he properly manipulated or changed or amended a permit

       8   is not really relevant today.  The question is yes or no.

       9   Food sales, yes or no?

      10            So I mean, it's frustrating because this has gone

      11   on now for close to eight years, this case.  We have

      12   another case coming now.  We have an unlawful seizure.  We

      13   have a change within the CDTFA and a lack of institutional

      14   memory as to what was done by the previous auditors.

      15            And it's just a -- it's a sad state of affairs.

      16   And I'm sorry it had to come to this.  But we're now at

      17   sort of the end of our rope here.  And we're asking for

      18   your help to, you know, understand what transpired here

      19   and to apply some -- some -- some logic and some fairness

      20   to the facts here.

      21            Thank you.

      22            JUDGE LONG:  Thank you.

      23            I'm going to turn it to my panel members and see

      24   if they have one last question.

      25            Judge Kwee?
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       1            JUDGE KWEE:  So I think -- would the parties be

       2   amenable to holding the record open to allow the Appellant

       3   to provide additional documentation?

       4            And I guess, CDTFA would have an opportunity to

       5   respond to any additional documentation.

       6            MR. BOUTRIS:  The -- the problem that we're going

       7   to have, Judge Kwee, is that he doesn't -- Mr. Perkins

       8   doesn't work there anymore.  The business has been sold

       9   four years ago.

      10            So he -- I guess, what records are we talking

      11   about and whether or not we could retrieve them is -- is a

      12   big question mark given that -- that he's not the business

      13   anymore.  It's not his business any longer.

      14            JUDGE KWEE:  Right.  I think, during the course

      15   of the hearing, there were a couple of items that were

      16   referenced by the panel that might be potentially helpful.

      17            I understand they might not be available anymore.

      18   So if it's not something that you would be able to provide

      19   or that you would have, there would be no point in holding

      20   the record open.  But it is something that -- which could

      21   be potentially useful.  I'll list the items:

      22            The first one is the contracts for the venue

      23   rentals.  With the contracts, I believe CDTFA mentioned

      24   there was concern with the invoices because they didn't

      25   have supporting documentation.  So that was one thing
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       1   noted as potentially helpful for the panel.

       2            A second one is internal invoices, which -- for

       3   the alcohol, which would have shown what alcohol was

       4   specifically allocated to Brick & Mortar.  My

       5   understanding was that it would have been an allocation

       6   internally.  And if there was any documentation of that,

       7   that could potentially be helpful.

       8            And then I think Judge Aldrich had mentioned

       9   wanting to see the contract with the third-party food

      10   caterer that was taking over either at the end of 2013 or

      11   the beginning of 2014 to show that Appellant no longer did

      12   food.

      13            MR. BOUTRIS:  We -- we -- I'm sorry.  I didn't

      14   mean to interrupt you.

      15            I think we can try to produce those documents for

      16   you.

      17            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So yeah, I think those were

      18   the -- oh.  And Judge Aldrich, I think, mentioned, if --

      19   if you have any 1099K forms for the period at issue, just

      20   to show what the credit card receipts were for the

      21   entities.

      22            So then, that would be four documents.  Not four

      23   documents, but four categories of documents that might be

      24   potentially helpful.  If you don't have them, that's fine.

      25   But I think, potentially, that could be helpful.
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       1            And do you know how much time you would like to

       2   look for that, if you decided that you want to -- to

       3   submit it?

       4            MR. BOUTRIS:  30 days.

       5            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.

       6            And turning to CDTFA, does CDTFA have an estimate

       7   of time -- how much time it would take them to review the

       8   documents and determine if it would impact their position

       9   at all on the appeal?

      10            MR. PARKER:  Depending on the volume of the

      11   documents, I would estimate up to 30 days.

      12            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  So if we did 30 days for

      13   Appellant followed by 30 days for CDTFA with either party

      14   having the opportunity to request extension of time either

      15   to get more documents or to respond -- but initially set

      16   up for 30 and 30 -- does that work for the Appellant?

      17            MR. BOUTRIS:  It does, your Honor.

      18            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  And does that work for CDTFA,

      19   also?

      20            MR. PARKER:  Yes, it does.

      21            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.

      22            And if it were -- if there were a potential --

      23   and I'm not saying, you know, obviously, we don't know

      24   what direction it would go -- but if it was potentially

      25   possible that an adjustment would be ordered, would it
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       1   make sense to hold the record -- or to request feedback on

       2   CDTFA to do, like, a --

       3            Like, say, for example, if -- if you were to

       4   leave venue-only rentals after receiving documentation,

       5   would it make sense to hold the record open to get CDTFA

       6   to provide an estimate of what that impact on the

       7   liability would be?

       8            Or would that be something where we would just

       9   order it in a decision, and CDTFA would make an adjustment

      10   after?

      11            Is there a preference?  Do either parties have a

      12   preference on whether or not they would like to see an

      13   adjustment before the decision is issued?  Or have the

      14   adjustment ordered in a decision, if that were something

      15   that would potentially be at issue?

      16            MR. BOUTRIS:  Our preference would be just that

      17   you order the adjustment as you determine based on the

      18   evidence.

      19            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  I'm just waiting -- giving

      20   CDTFA an opportunity to respond.

      21            MR. PARKER:  Yeah.  We -- if adjustments are

      22   warranted based on the additional documentation, we could

      23   make those in advance.  Or if you ordered it in the

      24   opinion, we could make the adjustments there as well.

      25            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.
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       1            MR. PARKER:  We're open to either way.

       2            JUDGE KWEE:  Okay.  Great.  Thank you.

       3            Then I will turn it back to Judge Long.

       4            Thank you.

       5            JUDGE LONG:  Judge Aldrich, do you have any final

       6   questions?

       7            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Just one quick final question.

       8            I understand there's multiple entities.  And the

       9   Soul Lounge -- the 1099K's wouldn't be -- there wouldn't

      10   be any other income attributable to a separate entity.

      11            It would only be for Soul Lounge doing business

      12   as Brick & Mortar; right?

      13            THE WITNESS:  Correct.  We had separate credit

      14   cards and bank accounts for each entity.

      15            JUDGE ALDRICH:  That's what I was getting at.

      16            THE WITNESS:  Yeah.

      17            JUDGE ALDRICH:  Thank you.

      18            THE WITNESS:  Yeah.

      19            JUDGE ALDRICH:  No further questions from me.

      20            Thank you.

      21            JUDGE LONG:  Okay.

      22            As Judge Kwee mentioned, we're going to hold the

      23   record open for additional documents to be submitted

      24   within the next 30 days.  So by my calendar it looks like

      25   it will be September 23rd.
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       1            But I will also issue an order indicating which

       2   documents we -- we are seeking.  As Judge Kwee

       3   mentioned -- is the contracts for the venue rentals, the

       4   internal invoices for the alcohol, and the catering

       5   contract, oh, and the 1099K's.

       6            So I believe that concludes the hearing for

       7   today.

       8            Thank you, everyone for your participation.

       9            (Proceedings concluded at 12:09 p.m.)
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