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PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

 

v. 

 

JOSHUA CARRIER, Defendants  

 

ORDER REGARDING DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR SENTENCE 

RECONSIDERATION PURSUANT TO C.R.C.P. 35(b) 

 

Hearing was held on 2-17-21 regarding Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of 

Sentence filed with the Court on 1-15-2020. The public health emergency due to the Covid19 

virus delayed the hearing multiple times.  

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Defendant was charged with over two hundred counts related to his sexual assault, sexual 

contact, and enticement of children, as well as some related child pornography charges, 

associated with his molestation of children while a volunteer assistant wrestling coach at Mann 

Middle School in Colorado Springs during the 2010-2011 school year. Following the second trial 

(the first resulting in a mistrial) Mr. Carrier was convicted of most of the charges and was 

sentenced to a controlling sentence of 70 years to life in prison indeterminate sentencing 

followed by 20 years to life parole. The Court chose to impose consecutive sentencing for each 

of the 7 victims of the most aggravated sexual assault, position of trust, pattern of abuse charges.  

 The evidence at trial established that Mr. Carrier used his position as former 

police officer, school resource officer and then volunteer wrestling coach to conduct 
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unauthorized “skin checks” to the male middle school students of the wrestling team, to include 

having them strip, and subjecting them to visual inspection, manual inspection and sexual 

manipulation of their genitals which he would secretly film on his laptop. It also came to light 

that Mr. Carrier had sought out and was in possession of pornographic photos, videos and 

explicit stories depicting sexual contact between children and adults. Mr. Carrier was directing 

the students to line up outside of his office to enter one by one and be subjected to sexual abuse 

which he was video taping for his private collection. A civil lawsuit brought by victim families 

against the District 11 schoolboard and the City of Colorado Springs, alleging that school 

officials were negligent in not detecting and interceding in this behavior earlier, resulted in a 

judgment against the city for several million dollars.  

Following the sentencing occurring on 2-22-13 a lengthy appeal process commenced 

resulting in affirmation of the judgment and sentence with a Mandate issuing from the Colorado 

Court of Appeals on 9-12-19. Defendant filed a timely Motion for Sentence Reconsideration 

following the issuance of the Mandate.  

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Several individuals provided statements at the hearing on the Sentence Reconsideration 

Motion including family members of victims and family and other supporters of Mr. Carrier. Mr. 

Carrier provided his own statement in allocution at the close of the hearing. The Court has 

reviewed the original pre-sentence investigation report as well as the psycho-sexual evaluation 

conducted in this case.  

The Court heard from family members of the children, now young adults, who were 

subjected to sexual contact by Mr. Carrier. As the Court noted at the original sentencing the 



consequences of this activity often have a profound and permanent impact on the innocent 

targets of this type of opportunistic and insidious behavior. Children, parents, fellow teachers as 

well as school administrators trusted Mr. Carrier to be a coach, mentor and role model to these 

children and he betrayed that trust in carrying out his scheme to abuse these children for his own 

sexual gratification.  Several of the children were subjected to sexual contact multiple times 

during Mr. Carrier’s “examinations” carried out between October and May of the 2010-2011 

school year. The parents who submitted letters and testified at the reconsideration hearing 

confirm that Mr. Carrier’s victims continue to suffer trauma 10 years after the events in question. 

The confusion, misplaced self-blame, embarrassment, relationship issues, helplessness, and even 

rage cannot be overstated for these victims.  

Mr. Carrier’s supporters testify that he is a kind, compassionate, and helpful individual 

who is deserving of a chance at rehabilitation and redemption. The prosecution points out that it 

was these same qualities that allowed Mr. Carrier to gain the trust and allegiance of the adults 

around him allowing him to perpetrate these crimes in close proximity to his school colleagues. 

Some insist that he has become more remorseful and repentant over the last several years since 

he was convicted. Mr. Carrier read a statement he had prepared at the conclusion of the 

reconsideration hearing. He blames his actions on a pornography addiction and acknowledges 

that his actions “caused tremendous pain and suffering for the victims, their families, and all the 

citizens of the City of Colorado Springs.”  

The Court elected to grant Mr. Carrier a hearing on his Motion for Reconsideration of 

Sentence for several reasons. Mr. Carrier was given a very lengthy controlling indeterminate 

sentence of 70 years to life in prison on the more than 100 crimes he was convicted of. The 

original sentencing hearing was well attended, well publicized, and highly emotional. Due to a 



lengthy appeal period the original sentencing occurred several years ago. The Court wished to 

give all interested parties a chance to discuss what may have changed since the original 

sentencing occurred. Despite all of this, the Court was reluctant to grant the hearing out of 

concern that the mere mention of this case may re-traumatize the victims and family members 

involved.  

The Court considers the fact that our legislators established an indeterminate sentencing 

scheme for sex offenders that contemplates an opportunity for phased treatment and evaluation 

to attempt to offer offenders the opportunity for rehabilitation and parole. Ideally an inmate is 

given an opportunity to learn about and confront the true nature of their crimes, the effects of 

their actions on victims and take appropriate steps to reduce the risk of any recidivism before 

being given a chance to rejoin the community.  

In reconsidering this sentence, the Court is guided by the general purposes of sentencing 

as set forth in 18-1-102.5 C.R.S. as well as the indeterminate sentencing scheme for sex 

offenders. Given the serious nature of Defendant’s crimes, the duration and repeated predation, 

the number of children impacted as well as the effects of this on family members and the 

community at large, the focus on punishment, confinement, crime prevention and deterrence is 

warranted. Defendant has, in the past, attempted to explain his behavior by referring to PTSD 

suffered as a former peace officer and now explains that he has suffered from a porn addiction. 

Neither of these explain or excuse Mr. Carrier’s personal choice to prey on children over the 

course of nearly an entire school year causing potentially lifelong consequences for some of 

these victims.  



The sentence imposed provides limited opportunities for treatment and progress toward 

parole in the near term. Correctional facilities will direct resources toward those with shorter 

sentences and earlier release prospects. The Court, in recognition of Mr. Carrier’s previously 

spotless criminal record, sentenced him to the minimum number of years permitted for 

Defendant’s actions against each of the 7 victims who were repeatedly assaulted and elected to 

run those consecutively.  The Court has seriously considered the option of some adjustment that 

would provide Mr. Carrier an earlier opportunity for treatment and parole but does not feel it 

would adequately recognize the widespread damage caused by Defendant’s actions. 

Viewing the original sentence imposed in this case and considering the additional 

evidence submitted on both sides, the progress of Defendant in custody and statements made by 

Mr. Carrier The Court denies the Motion for Reconsideration of Sentence.  

WHEREFORE, Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of Sentence is DENIED.  

 

Done this 3rd day of March, 2021   BY THE COURT 

 

 

        
       ____________________________ 

       David A. Gilbert 

       District Court Judge 
 


