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FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, No. CR 09-1215-R

Plaintiff, GOVERNMENT’S POSITION RE:
SENTENCING; EXHIBITS
V.
Sent. Date: March 8, 2010
aka “Mark Bennett,” Ctrm: 8

aka “handsfouryou,”
aka “GOBLAZERS1,”

Defendant.

Hon. Manuel L. Real

)
)
)
)
)
MICHAEL DAVID BARRETT, ) Time: 1:30 p.m.
)
)
)
)
)
)
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I.
INTRODUCTION

Between January and September 2008, defendant Michael David
Barrett (“defendant”) stalked ESPN sideline reporter Erin Andrews
(“Wictim Andrews”) to at least three different hotel rooms in
three states. Defendant violated Victim Andrews’ privacy by
removing the peephole device from her hotel room door without her
knowledge and watching her through the peephole while she was in
her room. Defendant used his cellphone to capture video of her
naked in her room. Defendant then, over the course of weeks in
2009, posted on the Internet ten videos of Victim Andrews naked,
both identifying Victim Andrews as the woman in the videos and
making them available for anyone with an Internet connection to
download for years to come. Victim Andrews suffered, and
continues to suffer, substantial emotional distress from
defendant’s unlawful conduct.

As a public figure, Victim Andrews’ distress was magnified
due to the fact that many thousands of persons are aware of the
videos, and unknown numbers have viewed them knowing who she is.
For many years, Victim Andrews is likely to come into contact
with sports fans and other members of the public who are among
those who have seen the videos or, at minimum, who are aware of
them.

Defendant’s criminal conduct toward Victim Andrews warrants
significant punishment. The government respectfully requests
that the Court impose a sentence of 27 months imprisonment, three
years supervised release with terms and conditions as stipulated

to by the parties in the plea agreement, restitution in the








































