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JUNE 28, 2017

(Proceedi ngs comence at 11:05 a.m)

THE COURT: You may be seat ed.

Court calls Crimnal Case No. 09-cr-00266- CVA- 03,
encaptioned United States v. Gary L. Wal ker.

Counsel, woul d you pl ease enter your appearances.

MR. KIRSCH. Good norning, Your Honor, Matthew
Kirsch and James Murphy for the United States.

THE COURT: Good norni ng.

M5. CCOLLINS: Good norning, Your Honor, Patrice
Collins and Gerald Rafferty for defendant \Wal ker.

THE COURT: Good norni ng.

Al right. M. Collins, would you and M. Wl ker
pl ease approach the podi um

Before we begin, are there any matters that need to
be brought to ny attention?

MS. COLLINS: There is one matter, Your Honor, and
that is that we are currently preparing a notion to
restrict transcripts, which will be filed | ater today.

And the reason therefore is worry about conti nual
harassnent of M. Wil ker, his parents, and potentially
former CSF nenbers.

THE COURT: Al right. So | will await to receive
that, and then nake a ruling based on whatever you submt

and whet her you persuade ne.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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Al right. In this case, M. Wl ker was charged by
| ndi ct mrent dated June 9, 2009, with one count charging
violation of 18 United States Code Section 1349,
Conspiracy to Conmit Wre and Mail Fraud. After a ful
jury trial, on Cctober 20, 2011, he was found guilty and
was convicted of that count.

Hi s co-defendants, David A Banks, Kendrick Barnes,
Denetrius K Harper, dinton A Stewart, and David A
Zirpolo, were also convicted by the jury of multiple
counts of mail fraud and wire fraud in violation of 18
United States Code Section 1341 and 1343, and Conspiracy
to Conmit Mail Fraud and Wre Fraud, in violation of 18
United States Code Section 1349.

In a 74-page Qpinion, the Tenth Grcuit affirmed
M. Wal ker and co-defendants' convictions, finding that
the defendants had failed to establish any error, harnless
or otherwise, in this Court's conduct of the underlying
procedure and tri al

Foll owi ng the Tenth Circuit's affirmance of his
conviction, M. Wil ker was the only defendant to file a
2255 habeas petition.

After conducting three days of evidentiary hearings
on M. Wal ker's 2855 petition, the Court found that the
evi dence presented by M. Wil ker during the hearing

denonstrated by nore than a preponderance of the evidence

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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that one of M. Walker's attorneys at the tinme of

sent enci ng, Gaendol yn Lawson, had an actual conflict of
interest that adversely affected her representation of
M. Wl ker.

In particular, Ms. Lawson was prevented, both by
her duties to her other clients but, nore inportantly, by
her allegiance to her pastor, Rose Banks, the nother of
Davi d Banks, one of M. Wl ker's co-defendants, from
presenting argunment and evi dence that woul d have affected
this Court's determ nati on about whether to assess a
4-1 evel aggravating role enhancenent agai nst M. Wl ker
under Section 3Bl.1(a) of the United States Sentencing
Gui del i nes.

The only two defendants who received this 4-1evel
aggravati ng rol e enhancenent were M. Wl ker and Davi d
Banks. However, David Banks was represented by his own
i ndependent counsel

I n accordance with Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466

U S. 668, 1984, this Court found that Ms. Lawson's
representation of M. Wl ker was adversely affected by an
actual conflict of interest and determ ned that
M. Wal ker's 2255 habeas petition should be granted for
the limted purpose of the sentencing.

That is the purpose of today's hearing, to

resentence M. Walker. | have reviewed the origina

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
For the District of Colorado



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

presentence investigation report, Docunent No. 760, dated
April 23, 2012. | have also reviewed the transcripts of
t he evidence presented at trial. Docunment No. 1074, the
def endant' s resent enci ng nenorandum And Docunent No.
1077, the Governnent's resentencing statenent.

This Court has determ ned that an updated
presentence investigation report is not necessary because
the calculation of M. Wl ker's advi sory guideline
sentence under the current 2016 version of the Sentencing
Quidelines would remain the sane as it was when he was
originally sentenced, with the possible exception of a
4-1 evel enhancenent as an organi zer or |eader under United
States Sentencing Guideline 3B1.1(a), about which the
parties have sone di sagreenent.

Now, as | understand it, M. \Wal ker contends that
t he evidence he presented during the hearings that were
conducted on his habeas petition support his position that
the 4-1evel enhancenent of United States Sentencing
Gui del i ne Section 3Bl1.1(a) for a |leadership role in the
conspi racy shoul d not be inposed.

The Government, on the other hand, believes the
enhancenent should still be applied, but concedes that the
addi ti onal evidence now a part of the record as a result
of M. Wal ker's 2255 petition, denonstrates that at the

time he participated in the fraudul ent schene for which he

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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was convi cted, he faced a uni que conbi nati on of pressures
that, when conbined with his history and characteristics,
reduces his culpability for that fraud.

Thus, the Governnment has no objection to this Court
varyi ng downward from applicabl e gui deline range by 4
| evel s, which would, in effect, negate the effect of the
ot herwi se appl i cabl e enhancenment for the | eadership role
of M. Val ker.

For the reasons set forth in detail in this Court's
ori ginal sentencing hearing for M. Wl ker, the Court
agrees with the Governnment that the correct cal cul ation of
t he advi sory gui deline range under the United States
Sentencing Guidelines is as follows:

Base of fense level of 7 under 2Bl.1(a)(2); and an
additional 18 |evels because the | oss was nore than
$3, 500, 000 under United States Sentencing Cuideline
Section 2B1.1(b)(1)(J); and an additional 2 |evels because
t he of fense involved 10 or nore victinms under
2B1.1(b)(2)(A) (i); and an additional 2 |evels because the
of fense i nvol ved sophi sticated neans, and the defendant
intentionally engaged in or caused the conduct
constituting sophisticated neans under 2Bl.1(b)(10); and
an additional 4 |levels because this defendant was a | eader
of crimnal activity that involved five or nore

partici pants.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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The Court, however, with respect to this |ast one,
al though it was inposed the for purposes of the variance
notion, the Court notes that although M. Wl ker was in an
executive position with IRP Solutions, as were his
co-defendants, M. Wal ker was charged only in the
conspi racy count.

Unl i ke his co-defendants, M. Wil ker was not
charged with, nor was he convicted of making any specific
false statenents in the course of IRPs attenpt to sel
its software.

Def endant Wal ker's crimnal conduct or crimna
history category remains a |. So his guideline range is
135 to 168 nont hs.

The remaining cal culations fromthe origina
presentence report about supervised rel ease, the fine
range, and restitution, all remain unchanged.

M. Wal ker requests a 6-1evel variance in offense
| evel based on the 3553(a) factors, which includes the
4-1 evel downward for the | eadership role, and then an
additional 2 levels. The Governnment has no objection to
the 4-1evel downward variance in offense |evel for the
| eadership role, and takes no position, as | understand
it, on the additional 2 levels by M. Wl ker, and | eaves
that to the Court's discretion.

Based on ny review of this case, and after

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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consi deration of the 3553(a) factors, I aminclined to
grant the defendant's notion for a variant sentence and
vary downward based on the 3553(a) factors and i npose a
sentence at the bottom of the adjusted guideline range of
70 nmonths of inprisonnent, with 3 years of supervised

rel ease, and the special conditions that | inposed at the
ori ginal sentencing hearing, including the restitution.

Wth that being said, Ms. Collins, I will hear from
you, then I will hear fromM. Kirsch, and then, finally,
M. Wal ker, if you wish to nmake a statenent to nme, | wll
hear from you

M5. COLLINS: My | have a nonent ?

THE COURT: You may.

M5. CCOLLINS: Your Honor, we -- excuse ne. W
recognize it is within this Court's sole discretion and
authority to determ ne the appropriate resentence for
M. Wal ker.

At this tinme we would allow M. Wal ker to nmake a
few words to the Court.

THE COURT: All right.

THE DEFENDANT: Good norning, Your Honor. |1,
first, 1"'mhere to acknow edge the wong that nyself and
nmy five co-defendants have done. And it has severely
wei ghed on nme for quite anwhile. And | amvery

appreci ative of the opportunity to cone before you and to

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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say that what we did was wong. Wat we did was i moral .
Was unet hi cal .

And al though at the tine I had ny own
justifications for it, they weren't adequate. | was
wong. Wuat we did was wong, and it was a crime. And,
unfortunately, ny five co-defendants don't see it that
way, but | do.

And | can't put that on any person, although I was
under quite a bit of duress at the tinme. But ny actions
and ny decisions are ny own. And | take responsibility
for them | have renorse for the conpanies who that $5
mllion came from

| realize that it put sone of themin great
hardshi p and sonme of the enployees of the staffing
conpani es at great financial hardship because, as |
understand it now, sone of those people were paid
comm ssi ons under contracts they signed with us and ended
up losing that comm ssion noney, and | greatly regret
t hat .

THE COURT: Excuse ne, | hate to interrupt you
Ms. Lawson, are you using a phone? Wuld you turn your
phone off. There should be no phones on in this
courtroom Please turn it off, and put it away.

ATTORNEY LAWSON: | don't have a purse to put it

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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THE COURT: Put it to the side, then. | don't want
to have it in your hands.

| amsorry, M. Walker, you may proceed.

THE DEFENDANT: And so | amsorry for what we did.
| amsorry for a lot of the things that were done by
nysel f, nmy co-defendants, and others wi thin our conpany,
and within the church. | have had a lot of tine to

reflect; 5 years in prisonis along tine to think about

t hi ngs.

And, spiritually, this has been a great experience
for me. It mght sound unusual, but this has been a great
spiritual journey for me. And, in a way, | gained
sonething that | lost long ago. | lost ny -- the Bible

calls it liberty in Jesus, because | was spiritually
bound. | was in a spiritual condition where | was not
free.

And bei ng away from Col orado Springs Fell owship
teaching for awhile gave nme a chance to really ook into
the Wwrd of God for nyself. It gave ne a chance to search
the Scriptures and to see what Christianity is about. And
| remenber sonmetinmes | would be in Col orado Springs
Fel | owship thinking, God, if this is all there is toit,
sonmething is not right. Because | didn't feel the way I
shoul d be feeling according to the Wrd of God.

But, after sonme tine away, as | said, and being

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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able to reflect and really get into the Scriptures and
spend sone tine with the chaplain there at the prison, ny
eyes were opened. And suddenly everything becane -- ny
whol e walk with ny Lord becane sonething that | hoped to
have all those years.

And it made ne -- it nade ne -- it forced ne to say
sonmething to ny co-defendants. It nade ne say it; what we
did was wong. W shouldn't have done that. And, then,
to inflame that wong, to say that we were led by God. To
say that our crinme, our sin, was sonehow mandated from
God, that's a holy being. | told themthat makes it
worse. That makes it bl aspheny. That makes it agai nst
the very nature and character of God.

And so that has freed ne. And although I have | ost
my famly; ny wife, who I still |ove deeply, and ny son,
they vilify me. But ny liberty is in ny Lord. And, as I
told them we don't owe an oath to Sister Rose. W owe an
al | egi ance to the one who died and bled for us. That is
who we owe our allegiance to. And I'mgrateful to have
regai ned ny spiritual |iberty.

| thank Chapl ain Henderson for the many hours he
spent with ne, pulling ne out of a very bad condition
where | was torn. | was torn, reading what | read,
knowing that it was true. But, at the sane tine, all

t hose years of teachings that this wonman is a prophet of

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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God. | was torn.

And he helped ne to realize the truth. He never
told ne what to do. He never told ne what to think. But
he pointed ne to Scriptures that told me what to do and
what to think.

And, so, this has been a great spiritual journey
for me. And on the spiritual side, | have to address
Ms. Lawson, a long-tinme friend of mne in the church. And
if there had been other church nenbers, | would want to
address them is that we owe our allegiance to the Lord
Jesus Chri st.

The Bi ble says -- Pastor Rose says she is a prophet
of God, and God has put her in her a place to comuni cate
fromHmMto us. But the Bible says there is one
intersection between God and nman, and that is the Lord
Christ Jesus. It is not Sister Rose. It is the Lord
Christ Jesus, who died for us. That's our intersection.

He has given us the Holy Spirit to convict us of
wong, to guide us in the truth. That is the Holy
Spirit's job. It is not Sister Rose's job. And she told
us one tinme, we were in jail, we were in prison, so that
we could learn to be better Christians. That is not God's
tool. God s tool for Christians is the Holy Spirit that
indwells us, Gaen. He indwells us. He leads us to the

truth and into righteousness.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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So |l amfree. And | thank God I cane to a pl ace,
probably a year ago, where | could thank God for
i mpri sonnment because of what it did for me. It freed ne.
And | thank H mfor that.

Going on, | look forward to living a life of
liberty, to be a lawabiding citizen, and to pay what ever
restitution | can. That is ny responsibility. W took $5
mllion fromthose conpanies, fromthose people. And ny
intention is to pay every bit of it as | can. And | am
going to do that.

| amgoing to live an upstanding life. And, Judge,
hopefully the next tinme you hear ny name, it will be
somet hi ng good about what | amdoing in the comunity,
what | am doing for people. How | am encouragi ng
Christians who have fallen into a place where they are no
| onger following the Lord, but they are follow ng a
person. | hope you hear ny nane in that context.

And, my parents, who went through so nmuch because
of ny position in this church, who were denied a ful
relationship with their grandson, ny only son, and I
apol ogi ze for that. | love you. They have sacrificed
greatly. Paid for ny defense when | didn't have the noney
todoit. | wouldn't be here today |ooking at this
reduction in sentence if it weren't for their love; their

uncondi tional love. Unconditional |ove.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
United States District Court
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And Sister Rose woul d al ways say, those people
aren't saved. That's an exanple of Christ's |love. That
is what Christ wants us to do, is forgive.

And | know this nessage will go back to Col orado
Springs Fellowship. That is why she is here; to report
what she sees. To be obedient to her |eader. But we owe
our obedience to God. That is who | amgoing to follow

So, having said all these things, Judge, | thank
you for your mercy. | know God has forgiven ne |ong ago
because | repented. And | appreciate you extendi ng nercy
to ne. Thank you.

THE COURT: M. Kirsch, does the Governnent wi sh to
make any st atenent?

MR. KIRSCH. No, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: Al right. M. Walker, if you and
Ms. Collins would please re-approach the podi um

As a result of the United States Suprene Court's

rulings in United States v. Booker and United States v.

Fanfan, the United States Sentenci ng Conm ssion CGuidelines
have becone advisory to this Court. Wile this Court is
not bound to apply those guidelines, it has consulted them
and taken theminto account along with the sentencing
factors set forth at 18 United States Code Section

3553(a) .

For the reasons previously stated on the record,

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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the Court finds that the evidence presented at tria
proved by at |east a preponderance of the evidence that
the loss in this case was $5,018,959.66. Therefore, the
18-1evel upward adjustnent is appropriate.

The of fense | evel involved 42 victins, thus there
is 2-level upward adjustnent in offense | evel based on
2B1.1(b)(2)(A). The offense invol ved sophisticated neans.
Thus, the 2-level upward adjustnent for sophisticated
means i s appropriate pursuant to 2B1.1(b)(10)(C. And the
defendant's aggravating role in this crimnal conduct
justifies the 4-1evel enhancenent pursuant to United
St ates Sentencing Guideline 3B1.1(a).

Nei t her the Governnment nor the defendant have
chal | enged any ot her aspects of the presentence report,
therefore, the remaining factual statenents and gui deline
appl i cations are adopted w thout objection as the Court's
findings of fact concerning sentencing.

The Court finds that the total be offense level is
33. The Defendant's Crimnal Hi story Category is a |
That results in an advisory inprisonnment range of 135 to
168 nonths, and a fine in the range of $17,500 to 10
mllion plus dollars. The supervised release range is 1
to 3 years.

Regardi ng the defendant's notion for a variant

sentence, for the reasons previously stated by this Court,

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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and which I will address also after the sentence, the
Court finds that when the history and characteristics of
t he defendant, as well as the nature and circunstances of
this offense are juxtaposed with the goals of sentencing,
pursuant to 18 United States Code Section 3553(a), a
variant sentence is warranted in this case.

The Court thus grant the defendant's request for a
vari ant sentence.

Pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, it
is the Judgnent of the Court that the defendant, Gary L.
Wal ker, is hereby conmtted to the custody of the Bureau
of Prisons to be inprisoned for a termof 70 nonths.

Upon rel ease frominprisonnent, he shall be placed
on supervised release for a termof 3 years. Wthin 72
hours of release fromthe custody of the Bureau of
Prisons, he shall report in person to the probation office
in the district to which he is rel eased.

Wil e on supervised rel ease, he shall not conmt
anot her federal, state or local crine; shall not possess a
firearm as defined in 18 United States Code Section 921;
and shall conmply with the standard conditions that have
been adopted by this Court.

The defendant shall not unlawfully possess a
control |l ed substance. He shall refrain fromany unl awf ul

use of a controll ed substance.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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The Court waives the nmandatory drug testing
requirenments of 18 United States Code Section 3583(d)
because the presentence report indicates a | ow risk of
future substance abuse by the defendant.

The defendant shall cooperate in the collection of
DNA as directed by the probation officer.

The defendant shall also make restitution in the
total amount of $5,018,959.66 to the victins identified by
the probation office in the anbunts provided by the
probation office to the Cerk of the Court under separate
cover.

Each victimshall receive an approxi mately
proportional paynent based on victims share of the tota
| oss. Any disbursenents returned to the Clerk of the
Court as uncl ai med or undeliverable shall be deposited
into the Court's registry and di sbursed to the renmaining
victinms on a pro rata basis.

Restitution of this amount is ordered jointly and
severally with co-defendants Denetrius K Harper, David A
Banks, Cinton A Stewart, David A Zirpolo, and Kendrick
Bar nes.

The Court has determ ned that the defendant does
not have the ability to pay interest, and it is ordered
that the interest requirenent is waived for the

restitution.

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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The Court finds that the follow ng speci al
condi tions of supervision are reasonably related to the
factors set forth at 18 United States Code Section 3553(a)
and 3583(d). Further, based on the nature and
ci rcunstances of this offense and the history and
characteristics of this particular defendant, these
conditions do not constitute a greater deprivation of
liberty than reasonably necessary to acconplish the goals
of sentencing.

The defendant shall not incur new credit charges,
open additional lines of credit, or obtain or enter into
any finances agreenent or arrangenent w thout the approval
of the probation officer unless he is in conpliance with
t he periodic paynent obligations inposed pursuant to this
Court's judgnment and sentence.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant
shal | apply any noneys received fromincone tax refunds,
| ottery wi nnings, inheritances, judgnents, and any
antici pated or unexpected financial gains to the
out standi ng court-ordered financial obligations in this
case.

The defendant shall make paynment of the restitution
obligation that remai ns unpaid at the commencenent of
supervi sed rel ease. Wthin 60 days of rel ease from

confi nenent, he shall nmeet with the probation officer to

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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devel op a plan for the paynment of restitution.

He shall document all incone or conpensation
generated or received fromany source, and provi de such
information to the probation officer as request ed.

The plan of paynent will be based upon the
defendant' s i ncome and expenses, with the restitution
anount to be paid in nonthly install ment paynments. Such
nmont hly install ment paynents shall be at |east 10 percent
of the defendant's gross nonthly incone. The plan for
paynment shall be reviewed with the probation officer
sem - annual | y.

Because this sentence inposes restitution, it is a
condi tion of supervision that he pay in accordance with
this order and the schedul e of paynent sheets that is
devel oped.

The defendant shall not engage in any business
activity unless the activity is approved first by the
probation officer.

He shall pay a special assessnent of $100. The
Court finds that he does not have the ability to pay a
fine, so the Court waives the fine in this case.

It is ordered that the paynent of the special
assessnment and restitution obligation shall be due
i medi ately. Any unpaid restitution bal ance upon rel ease

fromincarceration shall be paid in the nonthly

DARLENE M. MARTINEZ, RMR, CRR
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i nstal | mrent paynents ordered herein.

Now, M. Wal ker, at your original sentencing | told
you, and I will tell your parents, since they are here
now, that | do take my task of sentencing very seriously,
because | understand how it inpacts your |ife, whatever
sentence | inpose. And | want to be fair to you. | want
to be fair to everyone in neting out the justice that is
required for the crinme that you comm tt ed.

On the other hand, | also have an obligation to the
public and to society to protect themfromfurther crines,
to pronote respect for the aws of the United States, to
provide a just punishnment, but one that will deter you and
others fromcommtting simlar crimnal conduct.

Now, you indicated to ne that it took you nore than
2 years to break your allegiance from Pastor Banks and the
Col orado Springs Fell owship and to accept full
responsibility for your actions and your conduct and to
appreci ate the econom ¢ harmthat you caused others by
your conduct.

And, | agree with you, you were really fortunate
that you cane to see the light and that your questioning
of the norality of the conduct of your co-defendants and
the others involved in this conspiracy, caused Pastor
Banks to put you out of the church and to cut you off from

everyone associ ated with Col orado Springs Fel |l owshi p,
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because that was the way you were able to escape her
exerci se of pervasive influence over all aspects of your
life.

And | know it cane at a heavy price, in that you
| ost your wife and your son and your entire social group,

i ncludi ng the canmaraderi e of your co-defendants and the
ot her parishioners, because Pastor Banks forbade themto
have any contact with you.

Now, during the evidentiary hearing, there was
evi dence denonstrating the extent of the coercion that you
and others were subjected to by Pastor Banks, and your
inability to challenge or evade the directions received
fromher as a result of the duress that was inposed.

Now, this Court finds it hard to fathom how
sonmeone, who hol ds yourself out as a prophet of God and as
a Christian, could be as vindictive and nean-spirited as
Pastor Banks. But it is clear that she was doing all she
could to retain her hold on you.

In the letter that she wote to you after you
guestioned the authenticity of her clains to have provided
the IRP-6 with directives fromGod and the norality of
what you and your co-defendants had done, Pastor Banks
wote that you were a "traitor” and "the king of [her]
enem es."” She exconmuni cated you fromthe only comunity

you had known for the past 30 years, and she
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unconditionally alienated you fromyour wife and son. She
al so went on to vilify and "prophesy" cancer on your
parents, and indicates that she dreans of life in a

wheel chair for you. That is not sonething that sonebody
who is Christian would do or say.

She says, "Your dad has cancer in his nouth because
of all the lies he tal ked about to whoever would |isten.
Your nom and dad are quick to believe evil about people
because they are evil. Watch it, your dad and nom wi ||
suffer with cancer and pay the price for what they have
said against ne, our famly and our church.”

Wth respect to you, she says, "The nuscl e di sease
will bring you dowmn and you will acknow edge that you
lied." "God is going to bring you down and people will
| ook at you and pity you. The nuscle condition wll
continue to get worse every day. The dreamw || cone
true; you will be in that wheelchair.” That is not
sonething that a Christian person would ever wi sh on
anyone.

Your personal history and the characteristics that
you presented denonstrate that although you have been on
this earth for 54 years, you have lived, with the
exception of this crine, a lawabiding life. You have no
crimnal history what soever

At your original sentencing, | told you that I
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found it very sad that you were in this position, because
you are a very bright, intelligent, and personabl e man who
exhibits a lot of charisma and | eadership. And, as | told
you then, based on your representation of yourself at
trial, it is clear to ne that you woul d have nade a great

| awyer .

Yet, instead of using your God-given gifts and
talents to advance yourself legally, you chose to use them
in a way that was fraudul ent and crim nal.

But after your hearing, | have a better
under st andi ng of why you did what you did. | could see
t he hol d Pastor Banks had on you. And despite all she has
done to you, to try to control you by isolating and
alienating you fromanyone outside the church, including
your parents for 10 years, then after you began to slip
out fromunder her control when you were in prison, she
sought to punish you by isolating you fromyour son and
wi fe and your fellow church nenbers and your co-defendants
when you raised the slightest question about the norality
of the conduct in which you were all involved with in this
fraud.

Yet, during your testinony here, you continued to
refer to her in a very respectful and al nbst reverent
manner, despite all of that. So | advise you to be very

car ef ul
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| believe that a sentence of 70 nonths of
i mprisonnment and 3 years of supervised rel ease does
reflect the seriousness of this offense and is a
sufficient, but not greater than necessary, sentence to
achi eve the purposes of sentencing.

Now, M. Wl ker you are advised that you have the
right to appeal this conviction -- appeal the conviction
and sentence. |If you desire to appeal, a Notice of Appeal
must be filed with the derk of the Court within 14 days
after entry of Judgnent or your right to appeal wll be
| ost.

If you are not able to afford an attorney for an
appeal, the Court will appoint one to represent you. And,
if you request, the Cerk of the Court nust imrediately
prepare and file a Notice of Appeal on your behalf.

Is there anything further that needs to be brought
to ny attention?

MS. COLLINS: No, Your Honor. Not fromus.

MR. KIRSCH. No, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: Al right. M. Walker, best of luck to
you.

PROBATION OFFICER | am sorry, Your Honor, | have
one quick clarification. Since the time of the origina
j udgnent, the standard conditions of supervision have

changed. And so | wanted to inquire of the Court whether
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or not you wanted us to use the standard conditions that
were inposed originally or the ones that are presently
under the |ocal rule.

THE COURT: We will put the one that are presently
under the |ocal rules.

PROBATI ON OFFI CER° The only suggestion | woul d
have is to add a special condition one of the deletions,
that was that the defendant shall provide all requested
financial information. That is no longer a -- that is no
| onger a standard condition. | would reconmrend putting
that as a special condition.

THE COURT: | did put that as a special condition.
He is to provide all financial information to you.

PROBATI ON OFFI CER Thank you.

THE COURT: Al right. M. Walker, best of luck to
you.

THE DEFENDANT: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And | don't expect that | will ever see
you in courtroomagain. And | do hope that |I read good
t hi ngs about the works you are doing in the community.

THE DEFENDANT: Thank you.

THE COURT: | hereby renmand you to the custody of
the United States Marshal for the District of Col orado.

Court will be in recess.

(Proceedi ngs conclude at 11:38 a.m)
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REPORTER"'"S CERTI FI CATE

|, Darlene M Martinez, Oficial Certified
Short hand Reporter for the United States District Court,
District of Colorado, do hereby certify that the foregoing
is a true and accurate transcript of the proceedi ngs had
as taken stenographically by ne at the tine and pl ace

af or enent i oned.

Dated this 31st day of July, 2017.

s/Darlene M Martinez
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