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Chair’s Message  Legislative Link 

Ashleigh Black, Ragsdale Liggett, PLLC 
 
 

The North Carolina General 
Assembly’s main web site is 
www.ncleg.net.  The Legislature is 
currently in session, having 
convened January 9 for the “long 
session” which will last (typically) 
about six months. You may view 
legislation, load live audio, and see 
live agendas and activity, all at the 
same link.  
 

www.ncleg.net 
 

New for 2019, as of January 1, you 
no longer need credentials to use 
the UNC School of Government’s 
Legislative Reporting Service 
website, which provides 
immediate access to the daily 
business of the North Carolina 
General Assembly. You may also 
set up a free account to track 
particular bills or keywords in 
legislation. That site is located at:  

https://lrs.sog.unc.edu/ 

How was your 2018?  I’ve heard from many RELANC members that 

2018 was their busiest year in over a decade!  RELANC also had a very busy 

year!   

In the spring of 2018, RELANC actively followed the North Carolina 

State Bar’s response to AVVO and was happy that their AVVO ethics opinion 

was eventually withdrawn since RELANC did not agree that the proposed 

opinion would protect or benefit North Carolina property owners. 

NCBA Real Property Section, and NC Land Title sponsored the taping of a 

webinar regarding e-recording.  I enjoyed presenting with Caldwell County 

Register of Deeds Wayne Rash, commercial real estate paralegal Ann Cantrell, 

and Simplifile representative Marc Arrowood.  If you missed the live broadcast, 

you can find a link to it on the RELANC website.  In addition, stay tuned for 

At the North Carolina Bar Association’s 

annual meeting in May of 2018, RELANC 

sponsored a well-attended and informative 

meeting regarding e-closings featuring Ozie 

Stallworth from the Secretary of State’s 

office. 

In June of 2018, RELANC responded 

to House Bill 708 regarding title insurance 

companies’ claims reserve and Senate Bill 451 

regarding clarification on joint tenancy with 

rights of survivorship. 

In August of 2018, RELANC along 

with the NCBA Best Practices Task Force, the 

RELANC
on 
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Lobbying & Task 
Force Contacts 

“March Madness” – a series of webinars about everything “E” – e-recording, e-notaries, 

and e-closings!   

In the fall of 2018, RELANC worked with the Land Records Task Force to draft 

a Frequently Asked Question sheet about tax prorations for North Carolina real property 

owners.  The goal is to provide the public with an explanation of the difference between 

local governments’ fiscal year and the calendar year prorations agreed to in the standard 

Offer to Purchase.  We hope that statewide distribution of a document supported by 

many real estate interest groups will help educate and dispel common 

misunderstandings by both real property owners and local government employees. 

Throughout 2018, RELANC studied the proposed Notice of Settlement Act.  At 

the November 2018 RELANC board meeting, the RELANC board engaged in another 

active and lively discussion on the subject and finally voted to support NOSA.  Board 

members Julian Robb and Casey Heim have provided an informative article in this 

newsletter, and I encourage all RELANC members to take the time to read it! 

Also in 2018, RELANC drafted a brochure to educate North Carolina real 

property purchasers and their agents about the consequences of working with a 

settlement shop and the benefits of working with a North Carolina attorney, “Why Use 

a North Carolina Attorney to Handle Your Real Estate Closings and Settlements?”  

RELANC is very appreciative of Investors Title’s support of our brochure.  To date, 

Investors has sent out over 42,000 of the brochures to North Carolina real estate 

attorneys encouraging them to use the brochures to educate their clients and local 

realtors, lenders, and builders.  If you would like more copies, you will find an order 

form with discounted printing prices on the RELANC website. 

All of RELANC’s accomplishments are due to our ACTIVE and 

HARDWORKING board!  This is not a board that just attends quarterly meetings!  Your 

RELANC board spends significant time reviewing statutes, drafting documents, and 

debating ideas.  In addition, past RELANC chairs have established traditions that make 

the RELANC board particularly efficient.  Past Chairs Ben Kuhn, Bobby Ramseur, and 

Alan Ferguson all utilized what we call a “Rapid Response Team.”  This is a small group 

of board members and past chairs able and willing to drop what they are doing to give 

immediate feedback on pressing issues.  Also past chair Chris Salyer established 

“teams” within the board.  The “teams” concept keeps board members engaged without 

feeling overwhelmed.  I continued this tradition and divided our 2018 RELANC board 

into four teams; each team had a set of particular issues to stay abreast of and report 

about at the quarterly board meetings.   

Thank you for the opportunity to serve RELANC as chair!  I am excited to serve 

one more year on the RELANC board with Jim Arges as our new chair.  He plans to 

continue the “team” concept.  I would encourage any RELANC member wishing to 

become more active in RELANC to find a “team” join!   

I understand that not everyone can commit to serving on the RELANC board or 

a RELANC team, but everyone can commit to being a member and to encouraging our 

colleagues also to be members.  RELANC’s success is dependent on a healthy 

membership.  We need dues to pay our lobbyist and executive director, and we need 

high membership numbers to get the attention of our legislatures.  If you are a dirt 

attorney in North Carolina, you need to be a member of RELANC!  RELANC is the 

only organization able to quickly and loudly advocate for you and your clients! 

Best wishes for a busy and successful 2019! 

~Ashleigh Black 

Kim Rosenberg,  
Co-chair, NC Best Practices Task 

Force & NCLTA Legislative 
Committee 

James A. Harrell, Jr. 

Chair’s Message continued 

Randy Herman 
The Banks Law Firm 

RELANC’s Representative  
Secretary of State 

 Land Records Task Force 

Chris Salyer 
Appointed to the NC E-Mortgage 

Closing Advisory Committee 
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About Jim Arges 

James M. Arges (Jim), attorney with the 

Arges Law Firm, P.C., was licensed to 

practice law in North Carolina in 1993. 

When serving clients, Jim is always 

mindful that real estate or estate planning 

may be their first encounter with legal 

representation:  "I want to give my clients 

a positive first experience of lawyers." 

Jim brings to real estate law his special 

gifts as an unabashed "people person" 

and historian:  "I do real estate law 

because I enjoy working with people and 

helping them with what is usually the 

About RELANC >>> 

When I began my legal career 25 

years ago I was lucky to have a number of 

experienced real estate attorneys as 

mentors, first in Fayetteville and then in 

my hometown of Durham.  It was easy to 

interact with them because I saw them on 

a regular basis in the deed vault. With an 

allergy to dust, it was always an adventure 

to pull out those big index books that 

would send me into a sneezing fit. My 

mentors taught me the ins and outs of how 

to do a title search (including 

idiosyncrasies in the records that 

hopefully occur less and less these days) 

and what attorneys I could safely tack to 

and those who I needed to go behind, 

every time!  

The fellowship that was formed 

in the deed vault helped shape 

the attorney that I am today and 

maybe, more importantly, the 

attorney I strive to be – one who 

is thoroughly knowledgeable in 

real estate law and one who 

always has the best interest of 

his clients at heart.  

Over the past 15 years I have gone to the deed 

vault less and less to do title examinations – everything 

is online except, maybe, an old deed or plat.  For the 

past seven years I have hardly gone to a Register of 

Deeds office to record. It is much easier and time-

saving to e-record my documents (except, in my neck 

of the woods, Person County, where I, or my legal 

assistant, still have to drive 45 minutes there and back). 

I worry with the advent of the online world that we are 

losing the fellowship of the real estate bar.  I am lucky 

to see other real estate attorneys at area Realtor and 

mortgage lender events and, of course, local bar events.  

I am also fortunate that my participation with 

RELANC gives me regular contact with dirt lawyers 

across the state who share my values and aspirations. 

Finally, I can always call my old mentors who, luckily, 

are all still around. 

Incoming Chair’s Message>>> 

most important investment of their lives.  I have good customer 

service work ethic that goes well with a practice emphasizing 

real estate.  Our firm is very focused on taking care of our 

clients.  We return phone calls promptly, and we want to make 

sure that doing a closing at our office is a pleasant experience."  

Jim really enjoys the title examination process:  "I'm a history 

major and I like to go back and 'dig in' to the history of a piece 

of property." 

 

As a dedicated family man, Jim has a real understanding of the 

concerns and fears of parents wanting to provide for their 

children:  "I feel strongly that anybody who has young children 

needs to do estate planning, and anybody with significant 

assets needs to do estate planning. Estate planning can be 

complicated, but it can be very straightforward.  For many 

people, a simple will is sufficient, along with a general power of 

attorney, health care power of attorney and advance directives.  

In many cases, it's only when you get assets over 5 million 

dollars that things become more complicated." 

 

A native of Durham, Jim is married to Kris Arges, a cardiac 

research nurse and research coordinator at the cardiac 

diagnostic center at Duke Medical Center.  They have four 

children.  Jim graduated from Durham Academy (1983), Duke 

University (AB in History 1987) and Campbell University's 

Norman Adrian Wiggins School of Law (Juris Doctor, 1993). 

 

Jim is also a member of the Real Property and Estate Planning 

Sections of the North Carolina Bar Association.  On the local 

level, Jim is a member of the Durham County Bar Association 

and he is an affiliate member of the Durham Regional 

Association of Realtors and has chaired the Home Buyers Fair 

Committee and the Triangle Mortgage Lenders Association 

where he has served as vice-president.   

 

Jim's involvements in the community include service as a youth 

athletics coach for the North Durham Little League, the 

Hillandale Athletic Association and the Durham YMCA.  As a 

member of Watts Street Baptist Church in Durham, Jim has 

served as a Deacon, Chair of the Church Council, Church 

3 

Continued on next page 



  
continued from previous page, Incoming Chair’s Message 

4 

 

Where to Find Us - RELANC on the Road 
 

Three times a year we hop in the blue minivan and head out from our virtual 

office in Durham, to meet you and make new friends:  

 

RELANC’s Annual Meeting – 3rd Saturday in February 

NC Bar Association Real Property Section Annual Meeting –  

typically a Saturday in May 

NC Land Title Association Annual Meeting –  

typically in September, we attend in-state events 

 

At the same time, we remember that our membership has clarified via surveys 

and member inquiry that RELANC’s #1 mission is to represent real property 

owners in the legislature.  

 

We will not  veer from that core objective. 

My concern is for the younger attorney, just entering 

practice or making the switch from a different practice area to real 

estate.  My hope for the next year is that RELANC can reach out 

and help dirt lawyers connect! For years I have been talking to 

other real estate attorneys in Durham and Orange Counties about 

forming a local dirt lawyers bar and we’ve never gotten around to 

it.  The Wake County Real Property Lawyers Association is an 

engaged and active group that meets on a monthly basis (three 

past chairs of RELANC have come out of that association, 

including Ashleigh Black, Ben Kuhn and Bobby Ramseur). I 

challenge all RELANC members to consider starting a local real 

property bar, like the one in Wake County, or re-energizing old 

ones.  If your community is too small to make a separate bar or 

association realistic then resolve to make regular contact once or 

twice a month with other dirt lawyers – go to lunch, have coffee 

or play some golf together! 

 

Finally, I hope to see RELANC establish a presence in 

our state’s law schools.  Let’s work with law faculty to create 

programs that will provide guidance to future real estate 

practitioners so that we can help instill in them the same values 

that we all believe in.  Let’s teach them about the threats to the 

real estate industry and specifically to the attorney-led system of 

conveying real property in North Carolina.  Let’s urge them to 

join RELANC after they pass the bar so they can combat these 

threats and help protect against consumer abuses that harm the 

citizens of the state - both of which are the stated purposes of our 

association.   

~~Jim Arges 
 



 
 
  Spotlight: New RELANC Board Members 

Michael Burt  
Morehead Title 

Charlotte 

About RELANC >>> 

Sarah Bowman  
Goosmann Rose Colvard & Cramer 

Asheville 

Ned Manning 
White & Allen 

Kinston 

Randy Herman  
The Banks Law Firm 

Raleigh 
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“Who wins the race”?  It has been said, more often than I’d like, that North Carolina is a pure 

race state: the first to record at the courthouse wins the race of priority – both priority of ownership 

and priority of lien status (Chapter 44A, notwithstanding).  So, who wins the race?  I asked that 

question of my local Register of Deeds several years ago when e-filing became commonplace. Who 

wins the race between an e-filing and a walk-in?  His answer was that a walk-in would win that race, 

every time.   

North Carolina real estate attorneys have long faced the problem of the “gap” – the time 

between submission of an instrument for recording (whether electronically or in person) and the 

actual time the instrument is file-stamped as recorded. In that gap, anything can happen, theoretically, 

to jeopardize the priority of your instrument. I can think of few things worse than a federal tax lien 

being docketed in the Clerk’s office against the seller in that gap. While the gap has always been a 

problem, the problem has worsened with the lack of control we have over the length of time of the 

gap with e-filing and the lack of real time data on AOC.  North Carolina attorneys have labored under 

the necessary illusion that the public records on AOC and Register of Deeds websites have been real-

time, but they’re not.  And that’s why we have the Notice of Settlement Act, Chapter 47I of the North 

Carolina General Statutes (“NOSA”).   

It is the express purpose of NOSA to eliminate the risk of the gap by establishing the priority 

of title documents, such as deeds, leases, and deeds of trust, prior to the actual date and time of the 

recording of the deed, lease, and deed of trust.  NOSA allows a “Notice Agent” to file a Notice of 

Settlement in the Office of the Register of Deeds for a settlement that the Notice Agent in good faith 

reasonably believes will occur within 60 days of the filing.  As defined in the statute, a “Notice Agent” 

can be either: a) a North Carolina licensed attorney representing the owner, buyer, or title insurance 

company, or b) the mortgagee in a mortgage financing.  Once filed, the Notice of Settlement shall be 

effective from the time of filing to a date that is no more than 60 days following the day of filing of 

the Notice of Settlement. If the closing does not occur within those 60 days, the Notice of Settlement 

is void.  The Notice of Settlement may also be terminated by filing a Termination of Notice of 

Settlement. 

The Notice of Settlement shall be signed by the Notice Agent before a notary public and shall 

contain the following information:   

a) the name, street address and telephone number of the Notice Agent; 

b) the name of the current owner of record; 

c) the name of the grantee (if there’s a conveyance); 

d) the name of the mortgagee (if there’s financing involved); 

e) the legal description of the subject real property; and 

f) the expiration date of the Notice of Settlement (not to exceed 60 days from the date of 

filing). 
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The Notice of Settlement Act: Nuts & Bolts and Pros & Cons 

by Julian Robb 

Topic of Interest >>> 

Continued on next page 

The board of directors asked Director Julian 

Robb to summarize this issue for the membership 

after several rounds of lively debate.  



Once recorded, the effect of the Notice of Settlement is to establish the priority of the deed, 

lease or deed of trust from your closing as if the deed, lease or deed of trust had been filed at the 

time of the filing of the Notice of Settlement. 

For any particular transaction, only one additional Notice of Settlement may be registered 

after the initial Notice of Settlement. The additional Notice of Settlement shall be effective only 

from the date and time of its registration as if the previous Notice of Settlement had not been 

registered.  

Importantly, NOSA will NOT affect the priority of: 

a. notices to lien agents filed on liensnc.com prior to recording the deed, lease or 

mortgage from your closing;   

b. potential claims under Article 2, Chapter 44A, for which no lien agent is required 

to be appointed pursuant to G.S. 44A-11.1(a); 

c. title matters that were discoverable online 5 business days prior to recording of 

your deed, lease or deed of trust; and 

d. title matters for which the Notice Agent has actual notice.   

NOSA will also not affect the obligation or the authority of the closing attorney to pay any 

potential liens upon the subject real property or liabilities of the current owner of record, which 

may affect title and which are actually known to the closing attorney, in order to protect a 

purchaser, lessee or mortgagee or comply with the terms of a contract of sale, lease or deed of 

trust. NOSA will also not relieve the current owner of record or mortgagor of their personal 

liability for any such matter. 

The benefits of NOSA are twofold: 1) it protects both consumers and closing attorneys 

from the specter of a loss of priority caused by an intervening gap lien; and 2) it’s optional. NOSA 

is not meant to be compulsory; it is meant, instead, to serve the closing attorney as a means to 

minimizing the gap risk. 

There are downsides to the statute, however. There is the expense of recording the Notice 

of Settlement and the Termination of Notice of Settlement, and it is unclear who would pay for 

that expense. Will consumers agree to absorb that expense?  Should closing attorneys have to 

advance the cost of recording with the hope of getting reimbursed at closing?  Also, will closing 

attorneys need to get the consent of the seller or current owner of record before recording a Notice 

of Settlement?  NOSA contains a provision that a contract between the current owner of record 

and a grantee shall be conclusively deemed sufficient authority for the Notice Agent to record a 

Notice of Settlement, but are comfortable relying upon that presumption? 

RELANC is not supporting the mandatory use by North Carolina real estate attorneys of 

the Notice of Settlement, but RELANC is supporting the passage of NOSA so that the Notice of 

Settlement be made readily available as a tool to the real estate practitioner. 

 

  
continued from previous page 

7 



  

Fraud Alert: LLC Identity Theft 

Posted by ALTA: American Land Title Association 

Topic of Interest >>> 

December 13, 2018 

In 2017, title companies uncovered a large-scale national fraud scheme targeting distressed 

properties and borrowers. In the scheme, criminals would obtain information about a loan in default or 

already in foreclosure. The wrongdoers then create and record fraudulent instruments related to the loan 

in the land records. The fraudulent instruments may vest title to the perpetrators, which can allow them to 

sell or refinance the property. 

This fraud has evolved over the past year. Criminals are now hijacking legitimate LLC real 

property owners by filing fraudulent annual statements of information with Secretaries of State, presenting 

fraudulent operating agreements, impersonating managing members with counterfeit identification and 

obtaining hard money cash out loans. This is typically happening with free and clear vacant land, meaning 

the criminals disappear with the money. 

escrow to deal with the principals in-person and not from a far. 

Red flags include: 

• Free and clear property 

• Vacant land 

• Cash out hard-money brokered loan 

• Loan broker/lender never meets with principals 

• Latest Secretary of State Statement of Information not executed by last managing member 

shown on the previous filing 

• LLC operating agreement not executed at time of incorporation or purchase of property 

• Loan documents emailed to borrower instead of delivered by title company-approved notary 

service 

• Typographical errors 

• Non-matching signatures 

• Unknown terms 

“If there are any red flags or discrepancies, the mantra should be to pump the brakes and slow the transaction 

down,” Burding said. “If you suspect fraud and before proceeding any further, you should escalate the file to the 

underwriting and legal team immediately.” 

 

Article Source: ALTA at 202-296-3671 or communications@alta.org  

In many instances, the criminals are getting on the websites of Secretaries of State and 

modifying the statements of information online. Traditionally, title companies have relied on the 

validity of Secretary of State filings to help confirm the managing member. This is not a safe bet 

anymore. In addition, many Secretaries of State are not reviewing statements of information to 

confirm that the last managing member shown on the previous filing is the same as the latest 

filing. This basically allows anyone to hijack an LLC. 

“The bad guys are exploiting the hard-money space due to the focus on the collateral, not 

the borrower, and their tendencies to not meet the borrower and transact the loan online and 

through email,” said Bill Burding NTP, executive vice president and general counsel of Orange 

Coast Title Company. “This allows domestic and overseas criminals to commit loan and title 

fraud.” 

Thus, additional very careful scrutiny of the LLC is required, including a review of the 

entire SOS SI chain, comparing the date of the operating agreement to when they were 

incorporated & purchased the property and require, as practical as possible, for the lender & 
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Basic Water Law 
W. Paul Lewis, Attorneys Title, Title Counsel, Pinehurst & Wilmington 

Because of the many resources 

available on the topic of water rights 

in North Carolina, this article will 

cover some of the basic theory of 

water law instead of focusing solely 

on North Carolina water law. As 

more and more people move into our 

state from other areas of the country, 

having a basic understanding of the 

theory of water rights will allow us 

to better explain our system of water 

rights by contrasting them to what 

others may be accustomed.  

 

Water rights are known as 

usufructuary rights which are rights 

to enjoy something owned by 

another and to draw from it all the 

profit, utility and advantage that it 

may produce without altering its 

substance. It is a right entitled to 

legal protection, even though it is a 

right of use and not ownership 

unless the water is reduced to 

possession, in which case it becomes 

personal property.  

 

Water rights vary from region to 

region and from state to state. In the 

eastern part of the country, including 

North Carolina, we refer to water 

rights as riparian rights, which 

means that the water right is 

acquired as the result of ownership 

of an adjoining tract of land. In many 

western states, especially interior 

states, water rights are referred to as 

prior appropriation rights and not 

riparian rights. There are also states 

that have hybrid systems of riparian 

rights and prior appropriation rights. 

Prior appropriation rights are not 

associated with the ownership of 

land adjoining the body of water, but 

rather with a land owner's use of 

water. To acquire a prior 

Topic of Interest >>> 

appropriation right, a land owner 

must properly appropriate water for 

use on the land. Whether an 

appropriation is proper is dependent 

on various factors including the 

availability of other water, 

withdrawal or diversion of the water 

and that its use is for a beneficial 

purpose. Prior appropriation rights 

must be continuously exercised or 

they will be lost. Any system of 

water rights, however, boils down to 

an equitable manner of allocating 

the use of water.  

 

There is a distinction between 

the allocation of consumptive rights 

and the allocation of non-

consumptive rights in the use of 

water. Non-consumptive rights 

concern the use of water that is 

neither consumed nor removed such 

as recreational use or transportation. 

This right is dependent on whether 

the water is navigable. Consumptive 

rights vary depending on the 

category of water.  

Continued on next page 

There are four categories of 

water: 1. confined surface water, 2. 

diffused surface water, 3. water in 

distinct underground streams and 4. 

percolating groundwater. Confined 

surface water is anything confined 

by banks, beds or shores. Diffused 

surface water is unconfined water 

such as rain runoff, melting snow 

and ice; diffused surface water 

becomes either confined surface 

water or percolating groundwater 

depending upon drainage. 

Percolating groundwater is the water 

that seeps and flows through the soil 

but without defined channels. 

Wherever water is found, it is 

physically related to all other water. 

The law, however, has traditionally 

categorized water and each category 

carries its own rules and rights.  

 

Rights to confined surface water 

in a riparian right jurisdiction allows 

all adjoining property owners to a 

body of water to make reasonable 

consumptive use of the water. All 
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  continued from previous page 

adjoining owners have equal rights to remove 

or use the water. This right, however, does 

not allow the owner to divert the water from 

its natural stream or to use so much water that 

downstream owners are materially impacted. 

In a prior appropriation jurisdiction, water is 

considered a more scarce resource. A prior 

appropriation right is acquired by diverting 

water from its source on the lands of another. 

The amount of water a land owner has a right 

to use is limited by various factors, and rights 

to water wasted is forfeited. Competing land 

owners have different priorities to water 

diverted from the source so that if there isn’t 

enough water to satisfy all land owners, the first owner to acquire a water right has superior rights to 

those owners that appropriated water later.  

 

Rights to distinct underground streams are generally governed by the same rules that govern confined 

surface streams. Percolating ground water has become the predominate source of water for consumptive 

use. There are several systems that govern the use of percolating ground water. The most prominent 

system and the one in affect in North Carolina is the American Rule (or the Reasonable Use Rule) which 

recognizes that the water beneath the ground belongs to the landowner but restricts the use of the water 

for the benefit of the land from which it is drawn. This rule evolved from the Absolute Ownership Rule 

derived from English Common Law, which is still in effect in a few states. The evolution to the American 

Rule in most states resulted from the recognition that percolating ground water knows no boundaries. 

Several states follow the Correlative Rights rule which allows the land owners over a common pool to 

share the ground water proportionately. Other systems include the Restatement of Tort Rule and Statutory 

rules.  

 

Diffused surface water is typically not useful and serves no consumptive purpose. The English 

Common Law applied the Common Enemy Rule to diffused surface water which assumed that this 

category of water was a common enemy of all landowners allowing each owner to do whatever they 

desired to protect their property without liability to any other landowner. Many states apply the Civil 

Law Rule to diffused surface water which recognizes that water will flow wherever it wants to go, and a 

landowner could not change the natural drainage of water. A landowner that owned lower land would 

have to accept the runoff from other landowners. Also, an upper landowner could not increase the 

drainage flow to lower land owners. North Carolina followed a modified version of this rule until the 

1977 case of Pendergrast v. Aiken, 293 NC 201 (1977). After the Penergrast case, North Carolina 

followed a version of The Reasonable Use Rule, which is the third way to treat diffused surface water. 

The Reasonable Use Rule is based more in tort law than real property law. Under this rule, a landowner 

is entitled to the reasonable use of their land and can therefore change the flow of drainage that could 

reasonably impact other landowners. If other landowners are damaged, they have the option to bring a 

suit alleging that the damage is substantial and unreasonable.  

 

The legal categorization of waters based on its location has resulted in an evolution of rules that have 

varied by state. While there is no real need to know the laws of other states, it is helpful to have a general 

idea when explaining our system of water laws to buyers from other areas of the country. 
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Attorney Closing Brochure 
now available at  
www.relanc.com 

RELANC members have created a handout you can share 

with your local agents and clients to educate them on the 

necessity and legal requirement of an attorney closing.  It 

is free on our web site and you can print them anywhere, 

or order them printed and shipped from our printer.  

WHAT’S THE POINT OF RELANC? 
Over the last 9 years, RELANC has positively impacted your law practice.  In some form or fashion, you and RELANC have 

crossed paths, likely by attending a call-in webinar, a conference, CLE, or other event designed for North Carolina attorneys practicing 

in the residential and/or commercial real estate sector. Even if you have not had that direct contact, RELANC has been present in the 

legislature fighting for you and your clients. 

The Real Estate Lawyers Association of North Carolina, a 400+ member 501(c)6 nonprofit, advocates on behalf of real 

estate attorneys and their clients, the property-owning public. RELANC gives voice to real estate attorneys, addressing the constant 

change and evolution of ethical representation and client protection.  Recent areas of focus include e-closings, mechanics lien 

legislation, cyber-fraud and cyber security, AVVO discussions, recording fees, and NC-SC boundary line matters.  One of the biggest 

issues facing our bar is the Unauthorized Practice of Law (UPL), in which RELANC has become a major force towards detecting and 

fighting - both the LegalZoom matter and the more recent and pervasive UPL occurring in your local communities.  

RELANC also has a membership stake in several industry-wide groups such as the NC Land Records Taskforce, which 

influences state-wide road matters and other issues that involve a variety of constituencies such as the Secretary of State and Register 

of Deeds offices. These liaisons and partnerships are a key element of RELANC's work. In a few short years, RELANC has become 

an active, sought-after participant in these organizations.  

RELANC is the voice in Raleigh for real estate attorneys.  RELANC is the only organization with a lobbyist in Raleigh at 

the legislature to protect you and your clients.  Neither the State Bar nor the NCBA fight for you in this way.  The State Bar is prohibited 

from having a lobbyist, while the NCBA is constrained to act only on matters for which its many divergent constituencies agree. 

We have seen more change in our profession in the last 5 years than at any other time in the last 30 years.  Change will 

continue to come, and RELANC is on the battlefront with collective and effective strategies and responses.  There are several matters 

on the horizon that could have a major effect on how we practice real estate law -- it is so important to have as many attorneys as 

possible aware of the issues affecting our practices.  

Receive Referrals via RELANC 
 
This year has seen a significant increase in the number of referrals requested through the RELANC office. We have 
received calls from members of the public throughout the state, seeking the name of a member attorney to assist 
them with their closings and other real estate matters. This is an important member benefit, as the web site now 
contains a county and city-based directory of all members.  If you have changed your contact information in any way 
in recent history, please update your record with the NC State Bar and send a copy to your Executive Director, Bonnie 
Biggs, at bonniebiggs@relanc.com.  
 

http://www.relanc.com/
mailto:bonniebiggs@relanc.com


  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RELANC 

Chair:  James M. Arges, Durham 
Vice Chair: Daniel Portone, Charlotte 
Secretary: TBA 
Treasurer: Sal Balsamo, Charlotte 
Immediate Past Chair:  
Ashleigh E. Black, Raleigh 
 
Directors:  
James M. Arges, Durham 
Ashleigh E. Black, Raleigh 
Sarah Bowman, Asheville ֍ 

Michael Burt, Charlotte ֍ 

Michael G. Gorenflo, West End  

Ken Gwynn, Raleigh  

Elizabeth Harrison, Raleigh 

JC Hearne, Wilmington   

Casey J. Heim, Raleigh 

Randy Herman, Raleigh ֍ 

Ned Manning, Kinston ֍ 

Daniel Portone, Charlotte 

Julian Robb, Winston-Salem  

Chris Salyer, Fayetteville  

Michael M. Thompson, Hendersonville 

֍ New for 2018 
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