AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF LOLISIANA
PARISH OF LAFAYETTE
BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, duly commissioned and qualified
in the State of Louisiana and the Parish of Lafayetts, pareonally came a0d appeared,
BETTY D. BLANCHARD
who, being first duly swomn daposed and said;

That since ! least 1854 and most certainly since the death of my husband, Joseph A
Blanchans, lit in 1961, the fim of Bauer, Damall & Flening (snd/or its successor firma in reme)
had represented myself In many legal matters but most particularty in all mineral matters. The
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Bemond “Bemie” £. Boudreaux, Newman Trowbridge, Jr. and finally Mary Coon Bigga.

Thet in 1981 Newmen Trowbridge, Jr. (herginefter neforred 1o &% “Trowbridge”) sdvised
my daughter, Nancy Blanchard, and myseif that “he woukd take care of fer [my] minesals for her fmej.*
That after that assurance by him, | entrusted him sndior his fiem 10 do just $hat - wilh my best intanast
in ming. That after that date and with that sssurance in mind, Troapridge jegally representod me In
miners! matters but most specifically with respect tn my repected demand efforts to release the ol and
gas lease heid by ARCO on my property known as Park Plantation. After Trowbridge had personal |
and privats discussions with ARCO on my behalf he advisad me that any formal demmnd placed upqn
ARCO would be rejectad; that the lease was not cancolable. To evidence how serious | wes %0 obisin
a reinass, | personally visitad ARCO sven after being toid by Trowbridge thet it was not poasible to
get the tease released. They refusad 1o isase any of my screage. 1 vas frustraled by this refusal.

That in Falxusty of Merch of 1968, Mery Coon Biggs (hereinafier referred o an “Biggs’)
legatty represertted me with repard to a lefier | received from John Hine {hereinafter rafamed 1 a3

. “Mine™) on behalf of Hins & Associates from Houston, Texes whareby ha and s businees associates :
offerad o buy my mineral royalty on Park Flanistion for $50,000-00. 1 had no idaa who Hine was, Bigos
told me who he was and what he was attempling to acquire. The roguest was insuiting and | rejected
any thought of his offer. At that time § also discussed with Bigge my longsinnding displeasune with
ARCO 21 3g#in expressed my desir to have the leese broken. ‘

That neither Bigge nor any other member of her lew fem &t any ime cxpiainad 1o me the nature
andfor the extent of the business relationships andior associations among Hing, his businessss andfor
any of his businbes asecciates and sy member of her igw firm (but especially Biggs andior Trowbridge)
andfor any of their aseociations with sny other parties Raving oither personal and/or business interests
in my minorals andvor land.

That in the act of withhokding that information reiatid I those existing conflicis of interest
within her firm, Bigga, after speaking with Peul Maciean (hercinafter refevrod to as “Maciean”) on or
aboui Apr 7 or 8, 1966 scheduled g meeting st her office on Aprit 11, 1688 with Andrew McCollam, Jr.
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{heveinafler reformed to as “McCollam®), Maciean and mysetl. Biggs was my legal representative at that
meeting. The purpoms of thal meeling was for McCollam and Maciean 10 present to my legal counsel
in My presence 4 proposal to obtain & release of my ofl and gas lzane with ARCO. They proposed 1o
deliver & Letter of Demand to ARCO on my bahalf using their own money - no expense to me - | was
just to promise 1o give tham the laase if they were successful in breaking it with ARCO.  As tandowar,
| was I recaive b royally payment of 2244%. At no time either bolons, during of after that meeting
oid Biggs dinciose that arry person in her taw firrn hed personal andior business conflicts of interest
with Hine andior any of his business aesociates.

Two or three days after that meeting Biggs telephoned me to say thal she could no longer
Wmmdumﬁddmmwﬁwm She informed me that her law partner,
Trowbridge, had informed her thet he wanted that lease himsalf and that he and his eseocistes were
going to buy it from ARCO. At no tme had she told ma that she intended talling with Trowbridge in
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Afer advising me of har law partner’s intentions, she saked me i 1 knew of anothar aftomey to
hire in the face of her finm's conflict of interast. Since first coming 16 Jive in Loulsiana and cestainly since
my husband's death in 1961, onty Biggs' law firm had represented me in such oil and gas legal muttem.
{ had no ideq whers 10 seek new legal counsal. Bigge suggeeted John Ear Coleman, Jr, (hereinaftor
referrad 10 a3 “Coleman’). summmmmmmwmummm

Coleman did in-fact legally represent me commencing in April of 1906 wnti al least July of 1966,
This legal represamation included al least writing letters to ARCO, mesting(s) amanged and stiended
by him on my behalf with ARCO, meetings with Gilbert Hebert, Landman and myse)f and numerous
felephone conversations with Jim Rogs and/or Maciean. Colerman never pressmad me with 2 billing
" for and/or an sccounting of any of this legal work done on my behalf. Dua 1o an admitied conflict of
interest he ceased reprasentation of me as | pursued my demand lowstit against ARCO, Hine and his
business axsocigtes (which included hia partner Trowbridge). Coleman lagally represented me once
again after the sotiiement of the lawsult against ARCGO. When asked in his interview by my daughber
whather he couldiwould legaliy represent me ae i concemed Park Plantation he said that he no longer
had the conflicts of interest he had had in 1886, He akso 50id that “they had really baxed her [me}.”
WITNESS: AFFIANT:

_Sﬂmm&__

BETTY D. BLANCHARD
Swom to and subscribed before me this Y 24 dayof Ao fadas) 2000

NOTARY PUBLIC




