
No. THREE B JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SUPREME COURT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

****************************************** 

IN THE MATTER OF ) 
) 

MELVIN DAVIS AND LICURTIS ) 
REELS, ) 

PETITIONERS, 
V. 

ASA BUCK, SHERIFF, 
CARTERET COUNTY, 
NORTH CAROLINA 

RESPONDENT 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FROM CATERET COUNTY 
No. 02 CVS 1270 

***************************************** 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
N.C.G.S. §17-6 

***************************************** 



l 1 

INDEX 

TABLE OF CASES AND AUTHORITIES ............................ .iii 

PARTIES ............................................................... 2 

BRIEF STATEMENT OF THE CASE .................................. 2 

REASONS WHY WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS SHOULD 

ISSUE ................................................................................ 4 

I. THE LENGTH OF TIME HAS VITIATED THE 1 i h 

MARCH 2011 ORDER OF CIVIL 
CONTEMPT .................................................... 4 

II. NORTH CAROLINA'S LAW OF DUTY TO MITIGATE 

DAMAGES COUPLED WITH ADAMS CREEK'S 

FAILURE TO ACT HAS RESULTED IN THE 1 i h 

MARCH 2011 ORDER OF CIVIL CONTEMPT 

BECOMING PUNISHMENT THEREYBY 
ENTITILING PETITIONERS TO BE 

DISCHARGED ................................................. 8 

CONCLUSION ................................................................. 9 

ATTACHMENTS .................................................... 11 

VERIFICATION ..................................................... 12 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ............................................... 13 



t' '" , 

I I i 

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

Cases 

Hoffman v. Edwards, 48 N.C. App. 559, 269 S.E.2d 311 

(1980) .......................................................................................... 2 

Jolly v. Wright, 300 N.C. 83,265 S.E. 135 

(1980) ................................................................. 5,7,9 

Maggio v. Zeitz, 333 U.S. 56,68 S. Ct. 401 (1948) 572 

(1948) .................................................................. 5,7 

Millerv. Miller, 273 N.C. 228,160 S.E.2d 581 

(1968) ....................................................................... 8 

United States ex reI Thorn v. Jenkins, 760 F2d 736 (7th Cir. 

1985) ........................................................................................... 5 

Statues 

United States Const. Art. 1, s. 9 .................................. 6,10 

North Carolina Const. Art. 1, s.21. ............................. 1,6,10 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 5A-21(a) ................................. 3,4,7,9,10 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 5A-21(b) ................................ .3,4,7,9,10 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 17-1 et seq ..................................................... 1 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 17-6 ........................................................... 1,2,6 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 17-33(2) ............................................ 2,6,7,8,10 



No. THREE B JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SUPREME COURT OF NORTH CAROLINA 
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IN THE MATTER OF ) 
) 

MEL VIN DA VIS AND LICURTIS ) 
REELS, ) 

PETITIONERS, 
V. 

ASA B. BUCK, III, SHERIFF, 
CARTERET COUNTY, 
NORTH CAROLINA 

RESPONDENT 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FROM CATERET COUNTY 
No. 02 CVS 1270 

***************************************** 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
N.C.G.S. § 17-6 

***************************************** 

TO: THE HONARABLE ASSOCIATE JUSTICE ROBIN E. HUDSON 
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

NOW COME Petitioners Melvin Davis and Licurtis Reels respectfully 

petitioning this Honorable Court pursuant to North Carolina General Statue 

(N.C.G.S.) § 17- 1 et seq. and the N.C. Const. art.l, § 21 for a Writ of 

Habeas Corpus without delay. Specifically this petition is filed pursuant to 

N.C.G.S. § 17-6(1) which grants concunentjurisdiction in Habeas Corpus 



matters to any of the Justices or Judges of the Appellate Division and 

N.C.G.S. § 17-33(2) which states "Where, though the original imprisonment 

was lawful, yet by some act, omission or event, which has taken place 

afterwards, the party has become entitled to be discharged". Hoffman v. 

Edwards, 48 N.C. App. 559,269 S.E.2d 311 (1980) 

PARTIES: 

The above named Respondent, Asa B. Buck, III is the Sheriff, or the 

head official of the Carteret County Detention Center (Jail), located at 304 

Craven Street, Beaufort, North Carolina and is thus subject to the 

jurisdiction of this Honorable Court. 

The Petitioners, Melvin Davis, 67 years old, and Licurtis Reels, 57 

years old, are inmates in the Carteret County Detention Center who are 

unlawfully and illegally being detained by the Respondent, Sheriff Asa 

Buck. 

BRIEF STATEMENT OF THE CASE: 

The reason for the Petitioners' unlawful, illegal and continued 

detention by the Respondent is that the Petitioners were found, held and 

jailed for civil contempt by the Honorable Jack W. Jenkins, Superior 

Court Judge presiding, Carteret County, North Carolina, on the 17 March 

2011 and Contempt Order signed on 25 March 2011. (Attachment 1) The 



17 March 2011 Order of Civil Contempt was based on the Petitioners' 

failure to obey a 2004 Order issued by The Honorable Benjamin G. 

Alford, Superior Court Judge presiding, Carteret County, North Carolina, 

on 14 September 2004. (Attachment 2) 

The 14 September 2004 Order required the Petitioners, Melvin Davis 

and Licurtis Reels, to tear down their homes, structures, or remove them 

and to cease trespassing on the subject property described in the 

complaint in civil matter, 02 CVS 1270, Superior Court, Carteret County, 

North Carolina. 

The Order Of Civil Contempt for which the Petitioners' are being 

unlawfully, illegally and continually detained, pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 

5A-21(a), jailed the Petitioners and required the Petitioners to tear down 

their homes, structures and remove their equipment or remove their 

homes, structures and equipment and additionally required Petitioners to 

confirm in writing that Petitioners' would never again go onto the subject 

property, commit a future act of trespass. (Attachment 1) In addition the 

17 March 2011 Order of Civil Contempt granted Plaintiff, Adams Creek 

Association (Adams Creek), 02 CVS 1270, Superior Court, Carteret 

County, North Carolina, the right to remove any and all structures and 



equipment and to seek reimbursement for such removal from the 

Petitioners. (Attachment 1, Para. 3) 

On 29 May 2012 the Petitioners, Melvin Davis and Licurtis Reels, 

filed a motion in the Superior Court of Carteret County, North Carolina 

for the release of the Petitioners. (Attachment 3) A hearing was held on 

the same day, 29th May 2012, before the Honorable Benjamin G. Alford, 

Superior Court Judge presiding, Carteret County, North Carolina. 

Petitioners Order for Release From Custody was denied by the Honorable 

Benjamin G. Alford on 29th May 2012 and signed 12th June 2012. 

(Attachment 4) 

REASONS WHY WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS SHOULD ISSUE: 

I. THE LENGTH OF TIME HAS VITIA TED THE 17th MARCH 
2011 ORDER OF CIVIL CONTEMPT. 

Petitioners were found and held in civil contempt by the Honorable 

Jack W. Jenkins, Superior Court Judge presiding, Carteret County, North 

Carolina on 17tl1 March 2011. N.C.G.S. § SA-21(a) and (b) provides North 

Carolina Judges with the power of indefmite confmement as a coercive 

measure. N.C.G.S. § SA-21(b) allows a Judge to incarcerate a person for an 

indefmite period of time without the usual safeguards of due process to force 

an individual to perform an act or comply with an order of the court. 



However insofar as civil contempt can be used to coerce compliance, 

incarceration for civil contempt can continue only so long as it serves a 

coercive purpose. The law is well established that a contemnor "will not be 

held in jail forever" for civil contempt. Maggio v. Zeitz, 333 u.s. 56, 76, 92 

L.ed. 476, 68 S.Ct. 401 (1948). Once a court becomes convinced that the 

contemnor will steadfastly refuse to comply with the terms of the contempt 

citation, the court is obligated to release (him) since incarceration would no 

longer serve the purpose of the civil contempt order - coercing. United 

States ex reI. Thorn v. Jenkins, 760 F.2d 736, 740 (7th Cir. 1985). The 

purpose of civil contempt is not to punish; rather, its purpose is to use the 

Court's power to impose fmes or imprisonment as a method of coercing the 

defendant to comply with an order of the court. Jolly v. Wright, 300 N.C. 83, 

265 S.E.2d 135, 142 (1980). The aforementioned cases establish the legal 

principle and law that once it becomes apparent to the Court that the 

contemnor will not comply, the civil contempt seizes to be coercive and 

becomes punishment and the Court must release the contemnor. 

Petitioners' maintain that the l7th March 2011 Order of Civil 

Contelnpt Order has ceased to be coercive and Petitioners' are being 

punished, without due process, being held in jail unlawfully and restrained 



of their liberty in violation of U.S. Const. art. 1, § 9; N.C. Const. art. 1, § 21; 

and N.C.G.S. § 17-1 thru 38; in particular N.C.G.S. § 17-33(2). 

Petitioners' length of incarceration, four years (one thousand four 

hundred and sixty-two days) and counting, has vitiated the 17th March 2011 

Contempt Order. Petitioner's length of incarceration has eroded and 

diminished the civil contempt order's coercive purpose: coercing Petitioners 

to demolish their homes and structures or to remove their homes, structures 

and equipment and requiring Petitioners to sign a statement not to commit a 

future trespass on the subject property. This last order, not to commit a 

future trespass, is punishment for a future act yet to occur. 

North Carolina General Statue § 17-33(2) specifically addresses the 

present issue as to when does an order of civil contempt convert from 

coercion into punishment thereby entitling the contemnor(s) to discharge. 

Petitioners would argue their four year incarceration and counting, an event, 

in concert with Plaintiff s inaction, an omission, discussed infra, are the 

exact set of circumstances that have occurred after Petitioner( s) original 

incarceration that N.C.G.S. § 17-33(2) would and does require the discharge 

of the contemnor(s). 
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The Petitioners would argue that N.C.G.S. § 5A-21(a) & (b) did not 

envision nor intend that a citizen of the State of North Carolina could get life 

imprisonment for civil contempt. In this matter the Petitioners are currently 

serving a life sentence for civil contempt. Petitioners maintain that their 

length of time in jail, four years and counting, considered with their advance 

ages has led to their deteriorating health and well being, physically and 

mentally, and serve as evidence that the 17tl1 March 2011 Order of Civil 

Contempt has cease to be coercion and is now punishment. This Honorable 

Court has held that the purpose of civil contempt is not for punishment. Jolly 

v. Wright, 300 N.C. 83,265 S.E.2d 135, 142 (1980). The jailing of 

Petitioners, although initially lawful, has seize to serve its coercive purpose 

and has become strictly punishment thereby entitling the Petitioners to be 

discharged pursuant North Carolina General Statue § 17-33(2) and the N.C. 

Const. art. 1, § 21. The law is well established that a contemnor will not be 

held in jail forever for civil contempt, Maggio v. Zeitz, 333 U.S. 56, 76, 68 

S.Ct. 401 (1948) 
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II. NORTH CAROLINA'S LAW OF DUTY TO MITIGATE 
DAMAGES AND ADAMS CREEK'S FAILURE TO ACT HAS 
RESUL TED IN THE 17th MARCH 2011 ORDER OF CIVIL 
CONTEMPT BECOMING PUNISHMENT THERBY ENTITLING 
PETITIONERS TO BE DISCHARGED. 

The North Carolina law of duty to mitigate damages addresses 

Plaintiff Adams Creek's duty to take affIrmative action to minimize their 

damages. Miller v. Miller, 273. N.C. 228, 160 S.E.2d 65 (1968) The North 

Carolina law of duty to mitigate damages required Adams Creek take action 

to mitigate their damages so as to prevent further damages or an increase in 

damages, if any. Adams Creek, by law, cannot sit on its hands and take no 

affIrmative action. Adams Creek's inaction, four years and counting, is an 

omission that has occurred since the Petitioners original incarceration, 

coupled with the length of Petitioners incarceration, that entitles Petitioners 

to be discharged pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 17-33(2). 

The 17th March 2011 Order of Civil Contempt stated the plaintiff 

Adams Creek could at anytime remove the Petitioners' homes, structures 

and equipment from the subject property as of l7tll March 2011. (Attachment 

1 para. 3). However Adams Creek Association has failed to act or seek to 

mitigate any damages they may have had. In fact Adams Creek has failed to 

take any action in regards to the subject property the past four years and 

counting. 
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This fact, Adams Creek's legal authority to remove the structures 

from the subject property, distinguishes this matter from other civil contempt 

cases that seek to coerce the contemnor to act. Usually the contemnor and 

only the contemnor has the power to determine whether he/she remains in 

jail. In this matter Adams Creek has the power to keep Petitioners in jail and 

is using that power to keep Petitioners in jail by Adams Creek's failure to act 

and Adams Creek's insistence that the Court keep the Petitioners injail. 

Petitioners maintain Adams Creek has no damages due to its failure to 

act or mitigate its damages. Petitioners would argue in essence that by 

refusing to act and insisting that the Court keep the Petitioners jailed, Adams 

Creek is using the Court system to punish the Petitioners. N.C.G.S. § 5A-

21(a) and (b) allow judges to jail someone as a coercive measurement not as 

punishment as in the present case. The purpose of civil contempt is not to 

punish. Jolly v. Wright, 300 N.C. 83, 265 S.E.2d 135, 142 (1980). 

CONCLUSION 

Although the Court acted within its power and pursuant to N.C.G.S. 

5A-21(a) & (b) when it initially jailed the Petitioners, Petitioners length of 

incarceration and the unique facts of this matter, Adams Creek's failure to 

mitigate its damages as delineated above, have vitiated the coercive purpose 



of the 17th March 2011 Order of Civil Contempt. Thereby causing the jailing 

of Petitioners to be illegal, unlawful and in violation of the N. C. Const. art. 

1, § 21~ N.C.G.S. § 17-33(2)~ N.C.G.S. § 5A-21 (a) & (b) and the u.s. 

Const. art. 1 § 9. 

That based on the petitioners' knowledge and belief the legality of 

petitioners' imprisonment or restraint has not been adjudged by a prior 

writ of habeas corpus. 

Wherefore, Petitioners Melvin Davis and Licurtis Reels pray: 1) that 

this Honorable Court issue a Writ of Habeas Corpus pursuant to the North 

Carolina Constitution art. 1, § 21; N.C.G.S. § 17-1 et seq.; and the U. S. 

Const. art. 1, § 9, instanter, 2) that this Honorable Court order a hearing on 

this matter, 3) that this Honorable Court order the immediate discharge of 

the Petitioners pursuant to N.C. Gen. Stat. § 17-33(b) and 4) that the Court 

grant any further relief that the Court deems just and appropriate. 

/~. 

! '. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/' ? 

r,_~! / .• / .. '.' .~. 7/ / ~d4" IJt ') f /'-G./b '/ =¥"~J 
I I (~" /-----

I in DaV;;tis/1 '." 
'\ ! l ~ \ / r." • 

/ : L -< c' /.1 ·W::..-rfJi'~ -", 
L-/ Licurtis Reefs/ 

Pro Se 
304 Craven Street 
Beaufort, NC 28516 
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SherifflDeputy Sheriff 
VERIFICATION 

I, Melvin Davis, being duly sworn, depose and say: 

Melvin Davis and Licurtis Reels are Petitioners in this action. The 

contents of the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus are true to my 

knowledge, except those matters stated upon information and belief, and, as 

to those matters, I believe them to be true. 

I also certify that the documents attached to this Petition for Writ of 

Habeas Corpus are true and correct copies of the documents from the file in 

Carteret County Superior Court, including documentsJ~were served or 

submitted for consideration. ( , 
'-.,'- ! 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 
thisL day of June, 2015. 

~~~ Notary~bli 

My Commission Expires: ~ tffjf) 
Lf-I (.- 2..D I q 

JEFFREY BARRETT 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

Onslow County 
North Carolina 

My Commission Expires April 11. 2019 

'~."',,;,<, 



ATTACHMENTS 

Attached to this petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus for consideration 
by the Court are copies of the following documents from the trial court 
record: 

Attachment I 

Attachment 2 

Attachment 3 

Attachment 4 

17th March 2011 Order of Civil Contempt 

14th September 2004 Order 

29th May 2012 Motion for Release From Custody 

12th June 2012 Order Denying Motion for Release From 

Custody 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ON ATTORNEY 

This is to certify that I have this day served Mr. L. Lamar Armstrong, Jr., 

with a copy of this Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by first class mail 

address P. O. Box 27 Smithfield, NC 27577 in the manner prescribed by 

Rule 5 of the North Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. 

This 1 day June, 2015. 
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Fll~~hk GEhTERA.L.CQURT OF JUSTICE 
. S~eRIOR COURT DIVISION 

.niH MAR 3 t PM\:·~E"NO. 02~CVS 1270 

rJ ORDER OF ClVIL CONTE1v.rPT 

Plaintiff's motion seeking enforcement of. prior court·~ herein" .including civil 
contempt purswmt to U.s. §5A-21(a) ("the motion"')" came on for heari:D.g before the Honorable 
Jack w. Jenk:ins~ .Superior Court Judge 'Presiding ~e Court'ry on .~, 17.M.a:rc:h .2011 in . 
Cartciret County Superior Com L. ~amm: ~:rm.: Jr. was ~~ in 'I'elpr~~n, of; 
plaintiff -.Adams . Creek Asso~ ("'Adams Creekj. Larry S. 'Height was present in 
.representation of ~·Melv.inDavis ("Day:isj ~ Lic'!lliis ~ (':ReeW-J.. . 

. .' 

J:be.Ja~ -.of,the motion was ~on a..date :and jime as- agreed previously by cO'WlSel~ 
and came before the Court without objection. . Therefot~.; the lnOtion was :in alI.respects properly 
before the Court for hearing and disposition.. 

. . 
...... nplam'tffi's mdtion, :the previous court o~ the court file~ aDd the 

extensive history- of this. ease and collaterallitiganOlls the Court.hea:rd evidence ftom·.vritnesses 
and received exh:!'bits. Based on all oo:mpetmt evidence before the Court" the law of the case, 
OO1:midm:ation of'1he law of North Carolina, and OOIiside¢ion of atgmnent of cO~ the Court 
makes the fonow.in,g:· 

. , 

L The extensive trial court fill;:; and the appellate opinion in·this case CAda:I:nB Creek 
y. pm...§.. 186 N.C. App. 514516. 652 S.E.2d·677~ 680 (2007)) are ""law ofiJ;le· case" and.are 
inCoIpomtOO-~ reference for·~~~ sn.d~ estah~~f.r~d. 

2. A~, Creek;s tifle to the -1:325 ·acre· tract of properly abul:ti.D.g~:s creek W 
·Carteret County ·(tefererured. herein -simply as "'the propertY") has- been established,. is res 
judicata. and is not an issue before this Court.: 

1 
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3. On 16 September 2004~ the Honorable Beqjamin. G. Alforojiled-Jris1Order:.!(fu:e ~::;.: .:...:.C;::::::::~ 

20"4 t'J...d'" ). ~t..:s """" .. .,. It's' -...~.:J' ~?,.. tire-ty . . ... ' .. ' .. ,.... ........ ' ... -.-..... - --, "'- -- -
II V.l' er In Ul.I ... ...,.... 1 lDCOl'pOri:IJ.I:;U m. J..I.'> en • '-- - --- - -- - ,-- ." --. """ ---' - .... -.. _._, 

4:." The 2004 Order required that Reels and Davis remove all their structu.res',ami" ".,",. - .-,-' , 
equipmeq.t from fue property and thereafter cease :from trespassing,on the-property.-:" ,~; :6-,-,,', '~",' :::, .... "":.:-r.r.:~ · .• ~,L ,,~. :',. 

5. After R.eeIs and Davis failed and refused to do :either~-they':cmrie:befo.re.."the:=-:::.:.:. ~::. . 
Hooorable Gary E. Trawick for a contempt.hearing.on 7 AUa:,onst:2006.or., ~ .';. ." ~:"~'';~:-''- .Lt.'! ", ; ;"~~!f'.n1t}1. ! ;i:?!'~';<''-' , 

6. On 10 August 2006!) Judge Tm:wick :filed his Order {the 2006 Order} holding 
Reel$ apd D.~vismPQn~ for violation ofthe.2D04 Order. It is incorporated'w:its ;;mtirety.-. ' .. " ... 

7. 'Despite the 2004 Otder and the 2006 Ord~ defendmlts Reels ~ Davis have 
colliinuously used their struetu:res on the property as set furth: below. . , 

8. Exhibit 5:is an aerial photograph taken in February 2009 that iWs admitted into 
evidence without ,objection during the· hearing fur civ.il contempt It contains SI.lperimposed· 
botpldmy lines for the property as of 3 Febmary 2011. 

9. Testimony by Surveyor James Powell establisfu.?d· thm the perimeter lines 
~posed on Exhibit 5 faidy :illuStrate the looatitm ofw.Adam.s Creek 1325 acre tract. 

10 .. TeStimony :from .Powell and other -wi~ ~nding DaviS and ~ 
coufumed the location and ~ ofstmctures and ollie;r propetl;y ~ on the.map as b~ing inside 
the Adams Creek perimeter lines and' an. the property. " 

II. Based on the verification of ~ wi1ne.sses= the stru.ctures-visl"h1e on Exhibit 5 
were num'bered and identified as follows: 

'-_~_~~~~~~~-J~·~~--~~~~1~:~~~-:·~:·:-
a. LicmtiS Reels" House (#1) .' 
b.· Melvin:Dav.is~ Club (#2) 
c. Melv.inDavis' rmfinishedHo'l.tOO (1J3) 
d. Melvin :Qavis' Shop -with equipment and 1!'ailer smrouoding (#4) 
e. The Ice House by the midd1epie:r on~ Creek (#5). 

12. All of these , stmc!llres (#1 through #5) and Melvin Davis' equipment and a trailer . 

, __ . ~o~~~~~~·~.op_~::~.~~~.~~~~-~:m;~~}!!!~=~'!Y~:I~~~ :9~Lf\.~-~W:E.9"~:s .. 
property since the 2004 D.ri1e+ . ' , . 

13. Licurtis Reels has continned to liw in his hol'.lSe (structure iffI} since the 2004 
Order. 

14. WIthout Adams Creek"s CWlSe.tU;, Reels obtained electrical se.moe ftom Carteret-
Craven Electric Cooperative ("CCEC'j to a meter on the Licurtis ReeIs~ House on the property 

\. .... ) (#1): 
i 

.2' 
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15. Reels has continued to receive electrical service :from CCEe--Bf the~I;;icurtis:iR'eelSZ',:;::;.::;r~v;,; W~~;;~"71 
House since the 2004 Order. 

16. Davis has continued to occupy and'use on a continuous basis tb.e.Club.(#~~ his.::.z:u;"-' ::::".:.' ' 
'6 . lied n (:l!") d""'!.- Sh (:l!·R."I· the 200A Or-'i- ., . -' ~ .... -' .'.:."." .... , ," . ~". - .. ,.~.r. .' ... ~ -. 'fItlJt!s nouse.1t..:J>~.an we Op'it'T.lsmc:e "t' uc:a..._-_ ..•• __ ,_" .. ; ..... u ........... ,~_ .~ ..... ,_ ••• " •••••• 

17. WifuomAdams Creek>s consent~ Davis obtained~ser-.YiCl?Afro.m: . .cCEe::te,:~-:·;·;2.==i.. ,::~~ 
a meter (m the name of Gertrude Reels) on the Davis. Shop (#4}.ana.tJj:a m.eter:in Dav.is~'llari::re:mi ;;,:;; ; ;,,: : .,;. ... ~ ~;;.: 
the Cbili (#2). .... ~ - .'m~ '-=r,', 

'. 18. Davis has ·cOntinued to receive electrlCal service from CCEC at the. Sh~ .and .the 
Cl1l1l for Davis~' OW.l1 persoDiUmiCfbUSfuess1'fS'e"smiCe fue 2004 Order. 

I 

19+ Davis ism the busiooss €It; among ofuer~'dfmolitionand sfnlcmral'mav.m!k "' ., .. "'. 
" 

20. Davis owns a.bulldozer,. a back hoe:. a tmckhoe~ and a dump 1nlek.. 

21. Davis h.as parked and stored his equipment on the A.dams Creek-property :neat'.,the·~· .. ~ ..:..-:;..::: 
shop on a continuous basis since the 2004 Order. 

22. Dmriscansed or permitted the building of a bau:ier·that blocks an entrance path 
:i:Irt» 'the ~ on. the wnth. termination of Silver Dollro: Road. This banier is sho'W.D. on 
~10~' p1afutiff's exhibits 8-1 through 8-5, which were adrilitted into evid.elnce Without 
objection during the hearing on motion for civ.il contempt. . . 

23. Based.·oo. Davis' ~ve me -0~ tke ~erity of the property and his ownership 
and use ofheavy equipment that would have been necessm:y 10 create tbis'barrie:rlt and his refusal 
to n:nswer questions at the hearing concerning this barrier~ Davis is responsible for the ban:ier and 
is.~to~it . 

P' 11' .... ~_~ .... ~.~, 

. 24. "Tn thcir oon:timmm use of the property·and the defendants' structures thereon, and 
their re:fusal to :remove their stnJ.ctures and cease their trespass on the ~~ ~ defendants 
ha:ve willfully violared 1he 2004 Order. 

25. WIthout Adams C:r~s consent,. CCEC extended service to a meter at the Ice 
Hoose located next to a dock on the property (#5). . 

..... 26: . CCBC:ha;":~inD€xft6"diiliver:'cleCtrlcarsfiVlce to ·this meter 'Sfu.ce' 'me' 2(f(J2f _.... 
Order. 

27. All four (4) offuese metered electrical services are on ~e property. 

28. Adams Creek authorized none of these metered services and had requested CCEC 
·to ·discontinue these unauthorized clectric services.. 

3. 
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29. Two transformers servioe all fom (4) of these meters on ihe·1lr.f)perty~!.;and-,..a~;:.~ ,.,~, ',,,,, 
coniigm:a:ti.on of poles and wires that extend from eeoc :main .lin:esilocated ··off;fuei¥Operty~":., '.:.'.;.;..=:1[.' ';7,;"-:-' L' 

30. eCEC can remove all of the meters, transfonners, poles;:1IDd··w:i!es··withoui : 
affeeting electrical service to any other CCEC customers.. .::: .... _->: i.~w. ~ ,, __ ., --. ~~'. ~~'-'".~= ... 0- -= .... ::.. ... :.q~ 

31. erne through its representative who testified at the heating co:nfirm.ed .tha.L"jLc'-:;:~. _' ','.: 

directive to :remove all·four {4}of the unauthorized mererB..""trmlsfo~·'Wires; IDld·l'ciles:'i::6.u1d:'-'""·;'i:::.-::-:..:.:::.::: 
be completed without aD¥ 1m intended adverse consequences:to.othe:rs::;r -..-"",;;.;;~, :~';;', 'm:;-,ST~"'~:-' -:rr-.·~:·:,;"", ,.:.,:%'! 

32. The 2004 OIderremains mforoe. No stay offue 2004 Order,exists.: No'appellate ,:: '",--,::, 
court has overturn,ed the 2004 Order. ... ,"'" "-",~, "'. ..' .... '" . . ' ...... 

33. The 2004 Order requires defendants Davis and Reels 10 'leave "!he property~'" - "'.' .. 
.remove till oftheir·str'OOID.res and equipment from the property .. Ml.d·stay.offthe.PXOpe.rty.in1:b.e----- ._.--, 
:fiJ:ture. . " 

. 34. This purpose may still be served compelling the Davis' and :Ree1s~ -compliance- --" 
with the 2004 Order. 

35. Davis' and Reels' noncompliance with the 2004 Ord~ by their continued use of 
their ~ on1:be prope;d;y (and:failure to remove them) over the:past six and a halfyems has 
been:willfQ1. 

- 36. Reels is able,to 00mpIy with the 2004 Order or take reasonable measures that 
wnuld enable him to campiy with the 20M Order by eitb.ef moving lilifmuse off of1he property,. 
or demolishing-it-and:!'eflwWng -the-dew. 

37. Om:e Reels bas removed his house (#1) completely from th.e:propero/; and has 

!rml~~!~~,"'~;_:a-se·~'l;tr~ on t1ie property" ReelS Will have 

38. Davis :is able to comply with the ,2004 Order or "take.reasonahle measures ihai 
would enable him. to comply with the 2004 Order by either moving his structures (Club ~ 
Bouse #3,. Shop #4. and bar.I:ier to access road) and all trailers and equipment off of the Adam.s 
Creek property" or demolishing it and removing the debris. 

;39. Once Davis has removed his stl.'nc1llres (Club #2, House #3~ Shop #4:. and the 
.··bruiier-tii··fhe:a~ .. :rOmi·-:-_as-Sho:wn-oo::-Bi'fiiliit--:8.;.=rtiiroijgli··~5);ana 'jlill"'iriillers-an(l':eqmpment 
completely :from the property, and has .confi:o:D.ed hi.s willingness to forever cease ,from 
trespassing on t1re proparty~ Davis "Will have purged his civil oontempt. , 

40. At the concl~OJl of the Comes order entered on the record at the hearing, Larry . 
S. Height moved the Court to withdraw fr01l1:future :represenmtion of defendants Davis and Reels 
in this caSe. Defendants consented. COlIDSel fur Adams Creek did not oppose the motion. 

4. 
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Conclusions of Law .~ ~ .. ,'~' - ~ 

1. The 2004 Order imposes clear obligations O:ll Reels and Davis to cease1;respassi;ug -.,.-.. - .. ~ "::' 
on the property and to remove their st:n:Ictures and equipmen.tfronh'the~propeItt.Y...' s-::· ... ,=L-,'t: :ci".'.:.~ :d!":'::·~U!-<:;'~ au;":'::: 

2. Reels and Davis both wderstood these obligations and 'both had; the .ability·to -- :~E:-:::'--:-::: .. 
comply with'ihem.. .' mm,,' ",,,'W" m:~m. 

3. 
-older. 

4. Based on his :refusal to remove his ho:ose (#1) and his coD±iiIued jiving in that 
"-'Jibuse on·the property, Licurtis Reels is in civil'camempt or"tlw·20Q4·Order-pursriant=to'-G:S.··· .. ;', .- .. _" 

§5A-2:1(a). . -_ ... "'-'. - .. 

5. Liemtis Reels may purge his civil C?Qntempt upon a Showing 1:lnit he has removed 
his house (#1) completely from the Adams Creek properiy" and has confirmed his 'agreement to' 
neVer thereafter- go onto the·property. . 

6. B8sed on his refusa110 remove the Club (#2)= his Honse (#3)) the Shop (#4) and . 
his heavy ~ and trailer and his conti.mred use of these on the Adams Creek propert;y" and 
his constrootion Of ~'banier across the 'access .road mo the properly" ~vin Davis is in civil 
co:ntempt of the 2004 Order pursmmt to G.S. §SA-21(a). . 

7. Melvin i:>avis-may-purge ms-eivil.-centempt upoo a shovving that he has .1'eIDoved 
the Club (#2)" his unfinisbed House (#3), the Shop (#4) and the barrier across the access path 
oo.lllPletely from the Ad.a.uJs Creek p.roperty. and has confinned his l@:ee;mentto never therea:fter 

. ~~~~~~:::..."-;,, ·;~~u·,,;,:.2:·::'''Y!:·:·:. "~:F' ,~''-.. :,., . 

, . 8. Based upon the willfhl. continuous" ·and milimited use Reels and Davis had :made 
of their- strocf.Ures an the property over tbI3 past six and a half years,. the sanction. most 
~ to force the defe.ndants~ co:mp1iance with the 2004 Order is :i:mprisom;nent mrtil each 
purges his oontempt. 

10. The partieS should bem-their own costs and fees. 

11. Lany S. Height should be permitted to withdraw as counsel for defendants. 

5. 
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1. Li.curtis Reels shall be imprisoned and remain in the custody: of't'he Carteret----_··· __ ·· 
County Detention Center until he purges his contempt by presenting.eYidence..to .. 1he.:Comtfhat-_ i.u;: '~"_,,:,:,:'::._ 
his bouse (#1) .has been removed completely from the property..:m.d"lre wn:fumsjn . .:writing.Jlls'· ... ~'"'~·, ~-,,,,.,,! 
agreew.e.ritip ~er againgo <:mto fueproperty.. .':=:::: .. ..: ... :.:: ~".:~'~ !::i..!.:';;:' ~~~ ~'.:~~.~: :"!=·f:T:.:·,.~:;::lt;'-

2. Melvin Davis shall be .imprisoned and :remain in the ~t'lcly of"lthe -Oa.rterei1r!rt'in;:';<':;m-... :, 
County Detention Center until he purges.hls contempt by presentlng·evmlmce:'te'tlm-·Comi::tl:!at· - ...•. ~ .:-.~.:, " 
his Club #2, House #3) Shop '#4:; and the barrier to the access road (as-shown on.·Exhibit~8..:1· - , ..... ,,:~ .. ". 
tlrrcrugh 8.-5) and all tr.ailea:s anP. equipment have been rem.pved cmnpJ.et.e;ly.from . .tbe.property., .... ',.~ .. ' '''~' .... 
ana"hiCOriOrms mWiitmg hiS agreem.ent to :never. agam. go onto the property. 

, 
3,· Should either or both of the defen.dants.fail to purge·contempt by..:.reanGmg.the:· ... ":. .;.;;._:: _ 

stroomres. batrie:r, and equipment as' directed in this and previous. Orders:>-Adams-Creek.retains ... -_._- --- . _. 
- " the' right· it ro.a,y~exerciBe-at-any·time-to-remov.e.an;y .or.alI of:tlre ~.and1':Jqulpment and to 

se.ek reimbursement for the expense of such removal ::from the de:re.ndant wh.o.fuil.ed to remove --. . .. . 
the SlInC:ture at.issue. .. ---: ':'::' -: ' :: .::: ... c: ~ 

4. Carteret-Craven Electric Coopeti!:.ti:ve sb.all remove an electrical service to the 
Adams Creek pl.'fIperiy. 'I'hlS inclndes all ~ poles!) transfonn~ and meters. CCEC shall 
provide serv.ice to this property in the :future based ooly·on the request of ihe o'\.Vn.e'r of the 
pr~p~." 

5. Defendants Reels :and Davis shall not directly or indiiect1y) canse or Penni.~ the 
ex:tension -of·e1eCtrical-serviee·-onto -any pomon :of the'pmperty fmm any outside meter loca:ted 
off of the Adams Creek property. .. 

. . ~~gn~;:tb.'e 'ZfJ96:Otde.r" or this Order" the 
-~'---'-'{~;; .. ., exercise his discretion in the mm:mer of removing 

the defe.rulan1s or other trespassers,from the property. TIre Court directs 1:hat the Sherl£fupo;n. 
reasonshle :notice provitle secm:i1;y for AdaDis Creek or its ~ to aCcess the property. 
HOWIWer!\l "the Court. declines to otherwise direct the Sheriff 1:0 take my speci:fic actiOIi other than 
use reasanabIe.means under all of the 1:h!m existing ~> with due CODSider8non offue 

. safety of all deputies and all others. to enforce all Orders. 

7. Sch.eduIing issnes ooncemmg disoove.ty or the 1rla1 Otf· the :remainiDg issue of 
. --"clamagei'iS:Doi: properly -Defore' t1ii~fCOUrt;:anaSl:iall .. beJiijiiBloo .. :acr.:orru.ng"ftnm~·-looar--·------.. ~ .. 

roles and procedures. 

8. 'Ib.6 parties shall bear their own co~ expenses and fees.. 

9. The Court. retains jmisdicticm over the :matters embraced by this Order, 
'specifically including the process whereby defendants Reels and Dams may pnwe either or both 
have purged their contempt If the Court receives a filed stipulation. by Adatns Creek or its 

6. 



.~-. 

--( 

-168-

oormsel concerning either ir both of the defendants~ comp~ mtb:$iS1C>:raer.;-fue-CeYilrn;J,1j!1f· (;~!:r:"Td'::.::~E:·· 
emer animmecliate.a:wi.appropciate Order ending the imprisooment..«~fu.erde:fendant€s}m:ha,h.as.~-,::;; -=r,,;;,;;, ! .• (.:1 

(hxve) complied. Without a stipu1a:tioD filed by Adams Creek that oonfi:mlif oompJiance;:the_ ~'-~ :.:'. _':..: 
Comi: will consider any showing that either or both of the defendants may otherwise hereafter 
rue.and appropriately notice for hearing. . ........ -"'" .~".,., .' , .. , -:: ~,:: ,,"';~"!"!!'. 

Hi. Latty S. Height is allowed.to wit..b.draw as counsel for defendmts..·· i\;'D;;ORDER:··· .- .. ~.,;:,.:.", 
TO WITHDRAW has been erecuted contemporaneously ·Wiffi:~tmS· ',ORDER-DF ·GIVIL·: .' .......... _._. 
CONTEMPT. effective. March 17, 2011 when tbeConrt allowed::theOf;'ra:f:mouon to:-withdravrm ~ • .!.,,!!.~: ~:;c"': ;.):; 

open conrt at the concI'I.lSiOl1 of the said hearing. Unless-and..:.:until mw..:~el.::enterS'::m=::.:: ::::::~~:., 
appearance, both defendants are proceeiiingpro ae 2nd seMce'-onthenrID.ay-be·:roade'·upnIftbeir'·~··- "-- ..... -... 
mm:odiaI ag:'.J.'~·tin.~ .. ~~!golln'!y'petentiOD ~er. -.-:._.- -_._- .----.- -,,'- -.-:--, .... _ .... _ .. :,~.,-.'''-,. ,. =,--, 

This ORDER OF c.rvrL CONTEMPT is signed the ~: da3r"·Ci{·March,201Lbut . .is· '-~~:'.:'.' -- .' 
·efi'e<ilive as of the da:te and time the motion wag allOWed in open ~mtby tfu?~ersiglle,ta.ttbe·: , ......... ,"'-"- "-,,. -'" 
conclusion of the civ:i1 oontempthearing on March 17 ... 201L .. '" ...... "-" .', .......... : .............. : .. _-... . 

7· 

i 

::r~ w cJ~ 
The Honorable Jack W. Jankins 
Superior Court ~e Presiding 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

CARTERET COUNTY 

ADAMS CR.EEK ASSOCLI\.'I'ES, 
A North Carolina Limited Pattnemhip 'With 
Billy De2n Bro-wn, General Pmmer~ 

Plaintiff 

"iTS. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

1v.tEL VN DAVIS and UCURTIB REELS,·' ) 
J:>efendants . ") 

w TI1}fOi1:..~-eet1.RT OF TuSTICE . 
SUPElUOR COURT DMSrON . 
FILE NO. 02-CVS .. 1270·· " 

ORDER 

..~«l! 1.1 
. - ·f 

,1.-

• -. j" 

.A:fternotice of smmnmy judgment being given to the Defenfumts this m.atter was. . 

calend~d and heard em the AuguSt 23) 2004 term of Supc.ri~r-Court in Carl:ert::t 'County_ c:~ .. 

Wh~tlYr:m appeared an bcllaJ.f oftbe Plaintiff and N. Jerome.~mingb.am .appeared 001 behalf of . 

the Defendants. 

. .. 
makes the .fo.liowing finding of :tact: 

1. ~~,s titl~m-thiBmatteroriginates as a remit ora Chapter 43 (tonens 

. . 
Dumber73-SP-i~ The P.etitionerin ~ action was Shedrick:Reels. afkIa,Sbed Reels. and the 

A d~ Oire:gistrntiOIl was entered on·orabQut 16 March 1979 al1d approved'by 

the x-esident superior comtju.dge on 19 Matoh 1979 with the d~e ofregimation being 

~rded in Book 4A. :P~ge 241 ~ Caneret CGt:m~. Registry. 
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2 

3. 

with summons and copy of petition; that publication of the nonce-8S'reqmred has'been duly'1nade::' r:,": 

and appears from the affidavit oft:hi: printer filed herein and duly adjudicated by the-cDm1;·~.· .. - ;:'~-"'::' 

4. The property in the petition and the description as contained'in the publication. ............... . 

5. Pursuant to said decree.oflegistration. Registered Certificate 79.;l-was issue~:Ho'" 

.. ~ ~1ledr.i~k Reels describing the property which was set fortb in the deqee of registration ~ 'the 

~e property as described-in the complaint oftb.e Plaintiff.in -this matter. 

6. '1".hc said certificate was released under the ptovisioJl8 of Chapter 43 for thE!. ,.'- '."~, - .. -.... 

. purposes of conveyance orilY; said release being recorded in Book 4A, Page 41S9,-Carteret· ",. 

County R.egimy. 

7. Shedrick Reels and wife" Beatr~ce Reels, COD.Yeyed to Monroe Johnson and 

~ B. Bjssett~ Jr.~ dIbIa Adams Creek Development~· by deed dated 27 NoVember 1985,. 

recorded in Book 529, Page 399, Carteret Colll1ty Registry. 

8. The said Monroe Jolmson and Charles B. Bissett€; Jr., d!h/a Adams Creek 

Development, by deed dated g September 1986 conveyed s~ property to Adams Creek 

Associates; said deed being recorded in Book 546, Page 330, Carteret County Registry. 

9., The Court:further finds the Shedrick Reels brought an a.ction against Melvin 

Davis and Gertrude Reels in the Superior Court of Carteret Coonty~ File No. 82..cVS-627~ 

-"- .------... ·-·-·.~dmg_that-Melvm-Davis-aad-G~rtrnde-RooJs~ing.on..tbe_property...of..the-....---... ______ .. 

P1aintif( S~riclc Reels. 

10. ' Order was entered on or about 4 November 1983 rmding that S1Jedrick Reels was 

the owner of said property and that the defendants, their agents. servants or employees were not 

10 enter upon or commit acts of 'treSpass upon the jan~5 descn'bed in. the complaint. 
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11. That on or about September 20, 1985, Superior Court ofCarter.et..Countyby·o:rder;-;' ,::;- .' 

si-gned by The Honorable David R Reid found that Melvin Davis'shnu]d'behe'ld',incontempt to .- ,"', •. 

violating the court order of November 4, 1983. .' ..; ," .' -- _. 

12. The Defendant, MelvIn Davis, was .given the OpportUlllty to pur.g~ himself(i)f the ' 

conternptby signing a statement drawn by Shedrick Reels' attorney.· .. -..... - ........... , .. " ",. -... ,. 

13. Melvin Davis executed a statement wherein he acJrn:Qwledged that .the P-lOp.er.ty·: .:: :. : .. _ .. c:: 

belonged to She.ddckRee1s and that he woUld not go upon the land for any purpose or cause 

anyone else to do so until he obtained at? order or judgment ofa corui of.conlpetent jurisdiction .. 

allowing rum to do so. 

14. The Court further fmds that Donald B. 'PoIJock~ Attorney' at Law, .filed 11 motion.to 

set aside a Decree of Registration contending that one of the defendants in the original Chapter 

43 proceeding (YOrrens Proceeding) did nO! have proper service em Classy Reels I;:'nrJey. Th~ 

said motion is datK?d 28 October 1983 and nothing else appeared to show that she: had .taken auy 

action involving said motion. 

IS. Melvin Davis has gone upon the property as described in the complaint. in this 

cause contending !boat he had gotten a power of attorney from. his mother in Classy's name to do 

what he wanted to dQ. 

16. The Defendants Jla'Ve offered no affidav~ts :from Licurtis Reels or any third parties 

nor .introduced any :further documentation other than the deposition of Melvin Davis . 

.. -----.-- .. -.- ----l-7.--The..deed-described in t'he..c.omplaint.to...Lic.1Jm$_Reel£ whiclkis f_ecorded in Book .... _ .. __ .~ __ ._ 

713. Page 881. is within. the property as described in the d~ee of registration and the Cmific'ate 

of Title of Shedrick Reels and by means of conveyance is the property of the Plaintiff in this . 

cause. The doedin Book 7t3, Page 881, constitutes a c.lo~ on the-title of the Plair.ltiffan4 is a 

) lluUity and should be stricken from the records of Carteret County. 
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] 8. It appears to the Court there is no genuine issue to anymateriaI!aet,and tha1:;the:-, ,:, .: f, :. 

jlldgment against the Defendants and the Plaintiff is tJrb owner.:oftbe lands ,describoociRihe '. :'.T,' ", " .. ; 

complaint and the Defendants have no right or titl~ to said lands. , ~ . .. ," 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that .the' Defendants..::their :,... ;-

agenm. servants, :ma employees w.in remove any structures,. equipment, sheds:, .or trailers that ... ,. - .. ,.. .. 

they have p!.ru::ed.,upon the p~operty as desCribed in the co~pla.int and that they will nol enter-

upon or commit any act of trespass upon the lands described :in said-complainU.nd.furtner. .. this .. ; 

action shall be tried by a jury on the imrues of damages {IDly •. " .... 

This the j:l[0 day of' ..de.,f! ,,20M. 

____ ._~ _______ .... ____ • ___ M __ ._._._. ___ .... -...~ __ • _________ • __ "---. __ • __ u ___ ~ ___ • ___ • ___ .... ~. ___ ·~_. _ ___ ' ...... _ •• 
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FI:LE'D 
·ST-ATE· GF-NQR=FH-GA-RGlJNA -tN -THE-GENEMt-COtJRT 'OF JUSTICE: 

ZIHl.ZHAY 29 AM 9= ·19 SUPERjOR COURT DfVlSION 
CARTERET COUNTY FILE NO.: 02 CVS 1270 

CARHfIET'CO'" 'HI\" ....... (' J"\ lill.~~· .lJ~~. 

ADAMS CREEK ASSOCIATES f ) 

A North Carolina limited Partn~hip 'vvH;N-<l;jr----......._/ 

Bmy Dean Bmwn, GeneraJ Partner, 
Plaintfff 

vs 

MELViN DAVIS .and L!CURTIS REELS, 
Defendants-

... -'~.-, -----------------------------

MOTION FOR RElEASE FROM 
CUSTODY 

NOW COME the defendants, Melvin Davis and· Ucurtis Reels, by and through their 

attomeyof record, pursuant to Rule 62 of the North Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. and 

move the court to set reasonable conditions fGr their release from jail. Defendants want to 

appeal the trial court's decision awardillt:J title to the waterfroflt -property to the plaintiff. 

Defendants respectfully request the court to set reasonable conditions for their release that wiH 

not require the defendants to surrender their right to claim ownership of the subject property; 

-and ~II prqt~ct tRe il)t~f~st oJ the_plaintiff to toe land the trial court has awarded to it. The 

defendants are willing to comply with reasonable conditions that will preserVe the status quo of . . 

the property while the appeal of the trial court's decision is being· pursued. 

D~fendants r:<t~p~~ny' request.ttl.e cQ.~rU9. .s~t [~~~QD~pl~ .. ~n~.HiOlJs fQJJh~if .r:el~~s.e 

that will not require the defendants to surrender their right to claim ownership of the subject 

property;. and will.protect the interest of the plaintiff to the (and the trial.court has awarded to it / - - ...... --_ ... _, .... _- -- .-- - .---... ---_._--- _ ........ --... '-' --.-~ _ ... -- .. -" -...... . 

----:--~Respeetftlify-st.lbmitted'"Orl·befralfoHhe-rlerelldalrts this? e 'day ofM;gy;-20t2·-. ---

T~ 
209 Princ~ss Street 
Wilmington, NC 28401 
Telephone No.: (910) 763-7420 
Fax No.: (910) 762-4176 
State Bar No.: 10015 
Email: TCRichar9son!aw@aoLcom 
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NORTH CAROUNA 

CARTERET COUNTY 

Adams Creek Associates 
Plaintiff 

v. 
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.. ~- :.~ .'. - ': . 

. GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE 
"fil~' :0;;, I!. ~4~F~OR COURT DIVISION 

£~I"''-'\':;~ !~- P:ft.E~·f4(j. 02 CVS 1270 
,,;:':~:~ i L .. \~ . '~r-: f '!',.' ... ~ r~ (' 

~::"' __ -_~':;'v 
). 
) Order Denying Motion 
) For Release From Custody 
) 

Melvin Davis & Licurtfs Reels 
Defendants 

) 
) 

Defendants Motion for Release from Custody (Motion) pursuant to Rule 62 
of the-NQrth Carolina Rules of Civil "Procedure came on for hearing and was 
heard before the Honorable Benjamin G. Alford. Senio~ Resident Superior Court 
Ji:ldge p.re.siding (the Court), on 29 May 2"0.12. After. .consjd~ring the Motion. the 
Court File, the pending Order of Civil Contempt, argument of Counsel, and 
applicable North Carolina law. the: Court in the exercise of its sound discretion 

. denies the Motion. . 

~:~.:,. ,) 
Th~ ono~able Benjamin G. Alii rd 

Senior Resident Superior Court Judge Presiding 

This the ,.:1 k~ day of June 2012. 



No. THREE B JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

SUPREME COURT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

****************************************** 

IN THE MATTER OF ) 
) 

MEL VIN DAVIS AND LICURTIS ) 
REELS, ) 

PETITIONERS, ) WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
) 

v. ) 
) 

ASA BUCK, SHERIFF, ) 
CATERETCOUNTY ) 

TO: ASA BUCK, SHERIFF, CARTERET COUNTY: 

You are ordered to bring Melvin Davis and Licurtis Reels, by 
whatever name he may be called, before Justice , on 
__________ , together with the official records of their 
confmement. 

This __ day of _____ , 2015. 

THE HONORABLE ________ _ 
Supreme Court Justice 

RETURN 

RECEIVED on the __ day of ______ , 2015. Served by 
reading and delivering a copy to on the day 
of ,2015. 


