
Contours Community Development Corporation
EIN: 11-3698785

990-PF Attached Statement
Part II, Line 3: Because the foundation does not track the amount owed to it by the bank in the traditional Part II, Line 3 or “Accounts Receivable” sense, this attached statement shows the methodology to calculate the “Amount in Controversy”. The bank would not show in the tax forms under Accounts Receivable. This worksheet substitutes “Accounts Receivable” with “Amount in Controversy”.
Statement 1: ‘The Financials’ are a major part of the “other data” in the contract with the bank. The entire contract components are in Statement 25.

Statement 2: “Amount in Controversy” must equal (A) 15% of Schedule PH, or (B) 100% of 990-PF Part II, Line 3 plus any difference up to 15% of Schedule PH. The owner and the foundation do not owe each other money. And because the bank is not a customer for Line II, Part 3 to track, Line II, Part 3 for any given year may reflect zero. In the rare occasions where there are Accounts Receivable, it does not include or involve the bank.

Statement 3: Assuming $544,000 Promissory Note as the basis for this example, assume it is standard for the bank to withhold 10% ($54,400) as contingency and 5% ($27,200) for loan interest. That combined 15% equals $81,600. 

Statement 4: However, the bank did not perform under the contract terms or lend money to the foundation or to its Founder and Owner/Executive Director. The Founder and Owner/Executive Director are the same person, and the terms are used interchangeably in this worksheet.

Statement 5. What the bank Trustee did, unconscionably, in an improper asset transfer is claim 15% “forever” of the owner’s personal net worth on behalf of Trustee beneficiary the bank. The owner’s personal net worth equals Schedule PH.

Statement 6: Essentially, the bank stole the identity and IP of the owner and his private foundation. Instead of working within the parameters of one single written contract for one single project, the bank attached itself to the owner’s entire portfolio reflecting a lifetime of work since 1984 and since the foundation became a component member of the owner’s Schedule O Controlled Group in 2003. 

Statement 7: In this context and field of work, we use the phrase “asset inversion” to describe the discussion necessary to explain what the amount is to be made “economically whole”. In other words, the bank does not own any portion or percentage of the owner’s assets or portfolio, in any kind of exchange, including Contours Community Development Corporation. And the owner and foundation do not have any obligation to the bank. It is the other way around. The bank owes the foundation and its owner.

Statement 8: The phrase “asset inversion to make things as they were” does not refer to a formal financial or legal concept, but rather combines technical terminology with conversational language to mean “reversing a previous financial restructuring, asset transfer, or transaction to restore an entity’s original legal and operational state”.  In other words, we must “reverse the inversion” via arbitration.

Statement 9: A similar legal meaning may be rescission. Or the treatment of the contract as if it never existed and restores both parties to their original positions. On a single calculation basis, current basis, or reverse inversion basis, the foundation’s original financial and organizational position is essentially the same today as it was before the contract with the bank.

Statement 10: When a contract is electronically recorded, at least when it comes to Stanwyn J. Carter and his Schedule O Controlled and any component members, such as Contours Community Development Corporation, so are also all of “The Financials” of the group as part of the “other data” in the contract.

Statement 11: In 2010 the foundation set up three designated accounts at the bank.
1. Primary Account. Foundation funds that existed before the contract with the bank that were directed to the bank by assignment. Contours’ Primary Account basis is 15% of Schedule PH.
2. Proceeds Account. Reimbursements or fees from a project are not considered “proceeds”.
3. Owner Account. For sources of funds from sources of funds (e.g. the owner’s other businesses) other than the Primary or Proceeds Account. That is a personal account. 
Statement 12: The bank closed those accounts without explanation, renumeration or accounting. Then the bank sued the Owner and Executive Director in 2017. That led to series of lawsuits through 2024. The bank did not receive anything of value. The “Amount in Controversy” must equal the value of those designated accounts. It is the value of those three accounts that is the money missing from the books or portfolio.
Statement 13: Business formula:
Net Asset Value = (DDA1 + DDA2) + (DDA3 + DDA4), where DDA2 is known to be $403v and .50104 Beta of (DDA1 + DDA2), and where (DDA3 + DDA4) is known to be .35468 Delta1 of (DDA1 + DDA2), and where DDA3 Gamma and DDA4 Delta are both known to be .5 Delta2 of (DDA1 + DDA2)(.35468).
Statement 14: “Amount in Controversy” methodology:
1. The base number is the NAV of the group. See combined balance sheet.
2. Owner Equity (Schedule PH) is a royalties-based percentage of NAV.
3. 990-PF Part II, Line 3, or its” Amount in Controversy” equivalent, is 15% of Owner Equity (Schedule PH) by formula.
Year	Owner Schedule PH		15% To Primary Account	Schedule PH Balance	Amount in Controversy
2010	218,474,269,922.00		32,771,140,488.30		185,703,129,433.70		32,771,140,488.30
2015	197,536,593,852.33		29,630,489,077.85		167,906,104,774.48		29,630,489,077.85	
2020	216,544,492,350.99		32,481,673,852.65		184,062,767,498.34		32,481,673,852.65
2025	198,458,333,333.33		29,768,749,999.95		168,689,583,333,33		29,768,749,999.95
2026	218,474,269,922.00		32,771,140,488.30		185,703,129,433.70		32,771,140.488.30
Statement 15: The foundation is a component member of a Schedule O Controlled Group under a Consent Plan and Apportionment Schedule for a Controlled Group. Since 2000 the group has been a Combined Group. With its roots as a Complex Trust, Parent-Subsidiary Controlled Group and/or Brother-Sister Controlled Group.

Statement 16: The five component members of the Schedule O Controlled Group are:
Stanwyn J. Carter, Owner					| Schedule PH		EIN: SSN 
1041 Sundance & Caprica 				| DDA1 			EIN: 47-6884015
1120 Stanwyn, Inc 					| DDA2			EIN: 76-0639388
1120 Vanguard Properties, Inc 				| DDA3			EIN: 76-0439524
990-PF Contours Community Development Corporation 	| DDA4			EIN: 11-3698785

Statement 17: The Schedule O Controlled Group is the product of its own self-directed automatic investment Business Model that creates organic vertical growth based on constant currencies, economies of scale, and the benefits of Corpus, royalties and compound interest. In the U.S., the non-public, independent private-label family of companies uses GAAP mark-to-market single-rate cost allocation in its parameters and approach as a Schedule O Controlled Group.

Statement 18: In addition to its own business model, investments and operations, the digital cloud-based business and its component members are also Contracting Non-Federal Entities, or federal contractors, in a relationship with sam.gov. since 1992. The group reports under “Large Business and International Category” to irs.gov. That designation is based on the size of the combined balance sheet. Not on the number of EIN employees (1), or members of the group (5).

Statement 19: The owner has an extensive business background. And although not limited to any one area of expertise, relevant here the owner is a specialist in Disposition and Development Agreements, 26 CFR Part 1, 26 CFR 1.1563-1, 2 CFR Part 200, ISO Standard 15489-1:2016, and IRS Form 4564 audits.

Statement 20: Our analysis shows the bank did not perform or go by the written contract. Quite the contrary. because in our opinion the bank was too busy stealing from and trying to set up and frame the foundation owner and Executive Director in the banks laundering of monetary instruments and money laundering scheme with HUD and its Participating Jurisdictions. Follow their correspondences, illegal wire transfers and Consolidated Audit Trail.

Statement 21: The foundation’s money and assets do not come from or belong to the Bank, HUD or its Participating Jurisdictions. The foundation’s money and assets come from the founder and owner’s estate and trust that manifests itself as a Scheule O Controlled Group.

Statement 22: There is no financing statement in any public record that any component member of the Scheule O Controlled, including Contours Community Development Corporation, loaned any money to the Bank or HUD and its Participating Jurisdictions. Not limited to Identity Theft, IP theft, property theft, computer fraud and the laundering of monetary instruments, the bank stole money from the Founder, Owner, Executive Director and Private Foundation. 

Statement 22: The written contract supersedes anything the bank and its institution affiliated parties, and the bank’s reliance on HUD and its employees, and Participating Jurisdiction and its employees, and their attorneys can go by before, during or after in any contemporaneous contract in claiming “an interest in the contract”. 
Statement 23: The bank cannot have any purported interest in any contract or money or assets that belong to Stanwyn J. Carter & Company and his Schedule O Controlled Group, including Contours Community Development Corporation. A contract on the founder and owner’s life, records, books, accounts and portfolio?
Statement 24: It is not about the amount of the “Amount in Controversy. It is about that that is the correct amount of the “Amount in Controversy”. That is the amount to be made economically “whole”.
Statement 25: Contract Dispute with a Mandatory Arbitration Provision.

See contract dated September 1, 2010, in Houston, Harris County, Texas.

Electronically recorded September 10, 2010, under Dallas County, Texas Clerk's File No. 201000233218.
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