
















Harris V. Woodard, 130 NC 580, (1902)
As was said by Gaston, J., in Massey v. Belisle, 24 N.C. 170, "Every deed of conveyance 
must set forth a subject-matter, either certain in itself or capable of being reduced to a 
certainty by recurrence to something extrinsic to which the deed refers." Here there is no 
subject-matter which is either definite in itself or capable of being reduced to a certainty by 
recurrence to something to which the deed refers. No beginning point, nor directions, nor 
distances are given and there is nothing which authorizes any one to lay off the lines ofdistances are given, and there is nothing which authorizes any one to lay off the lines of 
any particular three acres out of the forty in the tract, which tract is bounded by the parties 
named. The reference to them renders the forty-acre tract certain, but is no aid in rendering 
it possible to select three acres out of said tract. This is not like the "twenty-nine acres to be 
cut off of the north end" of a tract which was bounded by straight, well-defined lines, and 
whose selection required merely a knowledge of surveying, as in Stewart v. Salmonds, 74 
N.C. 518, nor a similar description in Webb v. Cummings, 127 N.C. 41, 37 S.E. 154.













Separating  the runs is helpful in making sure that all runs are included and that 
they are correct.

Separate commencement points, beginning points, from the body of the legal.

ALWAYS include prior deed references even if is something like…“being a portion 
of ”of.…

For this display we used a smaller font.  Use a large font that is easily legible…even 
when scanned or reproduced many times.  This improves the quality of the record 
and makes life easier on the next person searching that title.



Admittedly, there are sound reasons for not wanting to add this level of detail.  For 
example, It may be best to advise a client who is selling property by warranty deed 
to convey by the description used in her vesting deed.  

However, it is also true that this level of detail will keep the errant typographical 
error from defeating the deed itself.  For example, in the legal description that we 
are using you will recall that the original legal mistakenly showed a run as being 
“North 81”.  The run actually is “North 18”.  Without other supporting information, 
this may cause the legal description, and therefore the deed, to fail.  The simple 
addition of reference to the neighbor’s line and corner make the errant direction 
readily apparent.

Our sample description did have a prior deed reference and that too can often help p p p p
to clarify the intent of the parties where a simple typo might otherwise undo the 
conveyance.  We all too frequently see deeds lacking prior deed references.  This 
simple addition can also clarify an errant description and possibly save the 
conveyance.





§ 47-36.1. Correction of errors in recorded instruments.
Notwithstanding G.S. 47-14 and G.S. 47-17, notice of typographical or other minor error in 
a deed or other instrument recorded with the register of deeds may be given by recording an 
affidavit. If an affidavit is conspicuously identified as a corrective or scrivener's affidavit in 
its title, the register of deeds shall index the name of the affiant, the names of the original 
parties in the instrument, the recording information of the instrument being corrected, and 
the original parties as they are named in the affidavit. A copy of the previously recorded 
i hi h h ffid i li b h d h ffid i d d binstrument to which the affidavit applies may be attached to the affidavit and need not be a 
certified copy. Notice of the corrective information as provided by the affiant is deemed to 
have been given as of the time the corrective affidavit is registered. Nothing in this section 
invalidates or otherwise alters the legal effect of any instrument of correction authorized by 
statute in effect on the date the instrument was registered. (1985 (Reg. Sess., 1986), c. 842, 
s. 1; 1987, c. 360, s. 1; 2008-194, s. 7(c).)






