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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT JUNEAU

THE STATE 'OF ALASKA, OFFICE )
OF ELDER FRAUD AND )
ASSISTANCE, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VvS. ) | |
o , } Case No. 1JU-17-00569 ClI
JAMES VERNON SIGLER and )
CARLA SUE JONES SIGLER }
)
Defendants.
FINAL JUDGMENT

IT 1S ORDERED that final judgment is entered as follows:

Plaintiff, the State of Alaska, Office of Public Advocacy; Office of Eider Fraud

and Assistance on behalf of Neva Ogle shall recover from and have judgment against

13 || Carla Sue Sigler and James Vernon Sigler equally and jointly, as follows;

a. Principal Amount $688,500

b. Prejudgment interest at 3.25%° s129,15¢

¢. Sub-total $803,875

d. Attorney's Fees § 206,550

‘e. Costs WAIVED

f. Punitive Damages $ 450, oo
'S Complaint was filed on 2/22/2017 - $688,500 x 3:25% + 365 x 209pdays=$ 1 2.9, [§ §,
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Emall: doa.opa.elder.fraud@alaska.gov

OFFICE OF PUBLIC ADVOCACY
OFFICE OF ELDER FRAUD AND ASSISTANCE

900 West Sth Avenue, Ste. 525, Anchorage, AK 99501
Phone: (907) 334-5889+ Fax: (907) 375-7788

)
b 31
: g. TOTAL JUDGMENT sLy? ) 13
3 h. Post Judgment Interest Rate 3.25%

SO ORDERED.

pate. [Z15-22

Daniel_Sehally
Superior Court Judge
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT JUNEAU

STATE OF ALLASKA, OFFICE
OF ELDER FRAUD AND
ASSISTANCE,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
)

) Case No, 1JU-17-569CI
Vs, )

| ) SECOND ORDER RE:

JAMES VERNON SIGLER and ) PUNITIVE DAMAGES
CARLA SUE JONES SIGLER, )
)
)

Defendantis,

The State of ‘Alaska moves for punitive damiages and for attoney’s fees.!
The Siglets oppose. Afi order announcing that punitive damages would be
awarded was entered on July 18, 2022. A heating on punitive damages was
held on September 12, 2022. The: instant order addresses the amount of
punitive. damages that shall be awarded.

The State asserts that the initial fraud (the $250,000 check) does not; in
and of itself, implicate an awatd of punitive damages, but that the later, larger
fraud (the $450,000 check), in and of itself and in combination with the initial
fraud, does tise to the level necessitating an award of punitive damages in 2
significant amount. The State is seeking $450,000 in punitive damages.

The factors that the court may considetr when determining an award of
‘punitive damages are set forth at AS 09.1.020(c). Although the statute is

worded petmissively (“may”) the court here will consider all of the factors set

1 Case Motion #38. A'separate order shall enter regarding atrorney’s fees.
2 Entry of the instant order was delayed due to “late-breaking” intervening litigation relating to the
application to this action of the statute of limitations. '
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forth in the statute, although ‘it may tely mote heavily on some factors than
others.

LIKELTHOOD OF SERIOUS HARM

The likelihood that elder Neva Ogle would suffer serious financial harm
as-a result of the Siglers’ conduct was very high. Witnesses Felton and Hansten
testified that Ogle was vety likely to, and did, suffer serious financial harm as a
result of the Siglers’ conduct. This included evidence that at the time of the
conduct Ogle’s expenses outweighed her very low income, causing her to have
to spend savings for notial living expenses. And the draining of her SavINgs
by the Siglérs rendered Ogle’s financial situation untenable. She was fotced to
sell her home to pay for her necessaty care at the Pioneer Home: This is an
obvious and extteme negative financial outcome for Ogle, who had wished to
“age in place” in her home, which is entitely attributable to the Siglets” conduct
in securing for themselves over seventy percent of Ogle’s financial resources.
The status of Qgle’s finances was demonstrated by exhibits admitted at trial
and referenced dufing the testimony of Investigator Carbone at the punitive
damages heating,

Ogle’s age at the time of the conduct (85-87 years old) also demonstrates
4 strong likelihood of setious harm: to het. This is becavse as a very elderly
widow; living alone i 2 retnote community (Yakutat) where the cost of living
was high, the likelihood of Ogle incusting significant expenses for her care
during her final years was very high. And the draining of her assets by the
Siglers caused Ogle’s greatest fear to come true—that she. would run out of
money before she passed away.

DEGREE OF AWARENESS

The likelihood that Neva Ogle would suffer senous financial harm was

evident and. foreseéable at the time of the Siglets’ conduct. The Siglers had
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known Ogle very well for many years. They wete intimately familiar with her
Tiveliiood and lifestyle. Carla Sigler testified that she spoke frequently with
Ogle about the latter’s finances. The Siglets also knew that Ogle was
congerned about being paid back, as evidenced by the fact that she wanted a
written payback agreement, including higher monthly payments, and including
the requitement that the full amount be repaid before her death. This
knowledge lead to the next of the Siglers’ fraudulent acts, the wiitten agreement
that did essentially nothing to ensute the full and timely payback that Ogle
watited.

AMOUNT OF FINANCIAL GAIN

This factor is fairly self-evident insofar as the total amount of money
that the. Siglers sécured from Neva Ogle is, in a vacoum, quite high -
$700,000.00 — and that it is quite high in relation to the Siglers’ financial
situation as a whole. Division of Retitement & Benefits employee Lacry Davis
testified about the significant inctease in Carla Sigler’s retitement benefit that
was achieved through the buyback made possible by the use of Ogle’s money.
Davis also testified that the retirement buyback. allowed Carla Sigler to retire a
fill decade earlier than she otherwisé would have been able to do, which is an
obvious and significant benefit to her. The use of Ogle’s money also enabled
the Siglers to pay off substantial debts, including credit card debt and debt
related to the Sigleis’ real estate holdings (it Alaska) and the purchase of their
Texas retitement bome. The Siglers also expended those monies on moving
costs related to theit move to Texas and other personal purchases, and also
used those monies to putchase things for relatives.

As asserted by the State, the financial benefit to the Siglers of having
Ogle’s $700,000, above and beyond the $700,000 itself, was between $327,826

ORDER - Case 1JU:17-569C Alaska Court Systemt
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and $720,805. The State is seeking $450,000 in punitive damages, which is less
than the midpoint between these figures (which is $524,315).

DURATION OF CONDUCT & INTENTIONAL

CONCEALMENT

The Siglers’ conduct continued fot several years, at least. The Siglers
also intentionally concealed their conduct by vatious means including the 2014
payback agteement all the way through the trial testimony of the Siglers in this
case in Match 2022, which the coutt has already found to have been largely
inctedible. ‘Catla Siglér has provided multiple different versions of what she
assefts happened, in an ongoing effort to conceal the truth of her and her
husband’s actioris. The State is cotrect when it asserts that the Siglers have not
exptessed remorse and have fiot backed away from their untruthful statements
and testimony.

ATTITUDE AND CONDUCT UPON DISCOVERY

The Siglers filed for bankruptcy with the express goal of evading
financial responsibility thatmay have been (and fiow is being) requited of them
in the instant action. As noted above, the Siglets have net expressed remorse
and have continued to stand by their untruthful assértions,

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF DEFENDANTS

The Siglers ate financially secure, in large measure as a result of the
monies they got from Neva Ogle. While they are involved in a bankruptcy
action in Texas, the goal of that action was to attempt to avoid financial
responsibility for their actions that lead to the instant case, not because the
Siglers were in dire financial straits. Catla Sigler receives retirement income of
over $5000 per month. The Siglers own theéir large Texas home (which has a
swimming pool and which is valued at something like $700,000) without
significant debt attached to it. The Siglers also still own real estate in Alaska.

ORDER — Case 1JU-17-569CI Alaska Court Systen
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Carla Sigler was also emiployed as the county treasuret of Bosque County,
Texas between July 2016 and shottly before the punitive damages hearing in
September 2022, making between $60,000 and $70,000 per year.

TOTAL DETERRENCE

The instant action is the orly means through which the Siglers are, or
will be, requited to face the consequences of theit actions. They are not now,
and will not be, subject to ctiminal prosecution by any level of government in
any location. ‘The Siglets persist in denying their actions to this very day, which
sets them apart from the defendants in all other elder fraud civil actions
brought by the State of Alaska, who have all settled their cases.” The State:and
Ogle (and her Estate) have incutred significant expenses to prosecute the
instant action from its inception by Ogle (with ptivate counsel in both the
instant matter-and the bankruptcy case) to the present.

Specific and general detesrence of elder fraud in Alaska is an important
goal ‘recognized by our legislature ‘when it enacted the elder fraud statutory
fratnework under which the instant case has proceeded, as well as its ehactment
of the punitive damages’ statutes. presently in issue in this case. The deceitful
finahcidl maltreatment of Alaskan elders is cofrosive of the values of out
community at large. A miessage must be sent that the swindling of elders is
offensive to this community. The protection of Alaskan eldets is strengthened
through deterrence and punishment of those who take advantage of these
valuable and vulnerable citizens of our state.

CONCLUSION

The court credits and agrees with the State’s evidence and argument as
presented at trial, during the punitive daimages hearing, and in the large volume

of briefing filed in this case. Punitive damages in the amount of $450,000.00

3 Wxth one -sikf.gle exception, involviag uniqueand different citcumistances than those Kere present.
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shall be included in the judgment to be entered forthwith. This amount falls
well within the statutory limits set forth in AS 09.17.020. This amount is
awarded based on the credible financial calculations provided by the State
during the punitive damages hearing®

DATED this 13* day of November 2022 at Juncau, Alaska.

‘ -l \H.BL{ Y

.\\

Daniel Schally
Superior Court Judge

Certification
Copies Distibuted

Date_J1=14 -
To_j

B A

4 The court notes its awareness of the statutory requirement that half of an award of punitive

damages goes to the State’s general fund.
5 See, page 3, final paragraph.
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT JUNEAU

STATE OF ALASKA, OFFICE
OF ELDER FRAUD AND
ASSISTANCE,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

)

) Case No. 1JU-17-569CI
vs. )

) ORDER RE:

JAMES VERNON SIGLER and ) ATTORNEY’S FEES
CARLA SUE JONES SIGLER, )
)
)

Defendants.

The State of Alaska moves for an award of attomey’s fees.! The Siglers
oppose.

Awards of attomey’s fees in elder fraud cases are governed by AS
44.21.415 and 2 AAC 60.310(1). In the case at bat, the State seeks an award of
30% of the amount being awarded in the judgment--$206,550.00.

The State suppotts its request by asserting that the prosecution of this
fmatter-consumed an enormous amount of time and fesources. The coutt’s five
or six thick volumes of case files (exclusive of exhibits) are testament to the
tremendous effort expended by the State in pursuing this case. There have
‘been dozens of motions filed, somie of which wete very complex. The case has
also been in litigation for neatly six years. The manner in which the Siglers
litigated the. case also taised the cost of litigation, as noted in the State’s motion.

This includes failure to attend hearings, and the failure to attend a judicial

t Case Motion #38. T_h(: other ponibn of Métion #38, punidve damages, has been addressed via
separate orders, With the entry of the instant otder and the punitive damages” order, Motion #38 is
‘GRANTED,

ORDER - Case 1JU-17-569CI Alaska Court Systers
Page 1 of 3




setflement conference, and repeated instances of late filings and unrealistically
lengthy delays in-moving the case forward.

As described in the State’s éttomey"s fees pleadings (particularly its reply
brief), the legislature exptessly contemplated awatds of attorney’s fees against
defendants in elder fraud cases so that eldets who have been the victims of
financidl exploitation ate niot also tequired to foot the bill for suing to.recover
the funds wrongly taken from them. An award of attorney’s fees in this case
furthers this legislative goal.

The Siglers have often tesorted to blaming their curtent and former
attorneys (in both the instant case and in the bankruptcy case) for a variety of
things. As the State notes, even 'if some of the significant litigation costs
incurred by the State could be attributed to the Siglers’ attorneys, that does not
put the Siglers themselves in the clear? The Siglets have elected to represent
themselves in the instant action for well over a year, and this case has
continued to be hotly contested thtoughout this period of time. Moreover, the
Siglers” explanations as to' what happened between themselves and Neva Ogle,
and when, how, and why, have proven to be a moving target, with their mostly
incredible versions of events changing over time. This has increased the
amourit of resources expended by the State in prosecuting this action right up

to the present day.

2 And, as the State also notes in its xcply bricf, the Siglers remain free to pursue a fee dispute thtough
the Alaska Bar Association, to' seck redress for purported shortcomings in their attorney’s
performance in the instant matter.
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For all of the reasons asserted by the State, an award of attorney’s fees in
the amount requested is appropriate. An award for attorney’s fees in the
amount of $206,550.00 shall be included in the judgment to be entered
forthwith.

DATED this 13* day of November 2022 at Juneau, Alaska.

_—
/J }2 ST,
Daniel Schally ( .I 3 1

Superior Court Judge

Certification
Coples Ditributed
Date_{i- 18- 22
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