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PER CURIAM: 
 
 Justice Devon Price appeals the district court’s order denying his motion for 

compassionate release pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(1)(A).  We review the denial of 

such motions for abuse of discretion.  United States v. Malone, 57 F.4th 167, 172 (4th Cir. 

2023).  “[A] district court abuses its discretion when it acts arbitrarily or irrationally, fails 

to consider judicially recognized factors constraining its exercise of discretion, relies on 

erroneous factual or legal premises, or commits an error of law.”  United States v. 

Hargrove, 30 F.4th 189, 195 (4th Cir. 2022) (internal quotation marks omitted).  Upon 

review, we conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion by finding that, 

assuming Price had established extraordinary and compelling reasons for release, the 

18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) factors weighed against granting him relief.  We therefore deny Price’s 

motion for appointment of counsel and affirm the district court’s order.*  We dispense with 

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 
 

 
* Although the district court denied Price’s 28 U.S.C. § 2255 motion in the same 

order, Price does not assign error to that decision.  Thus, we do not reach that portion of 
the district court’s order.  See 4th Cir. R. 34(b); Jackson v. Lightsey, 775 F.3d 170, 177 
(4th Cir. 2014) (limiting this Court’s review to issues preserved in informal brief). 

 


