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PER CURIAM:

Jeffrey A. Pleasant, a federal prisoner, appeals the district court’s orders granting in
part his counseled motion for compassionate release under 18 U.S.C. § 3582(¢)(1)(A) and
denying reconsideration. Upon review, we conclude that the district court did not abuse
its discretion in adjudicating Pleasant’s compassionate release motion. See United States v.
Bethea, 54 F.4th 826, 831, 834 (4th Cir. 2022) (noting standard of review, determinations
district court must make before granting compassionate release motion, and guideposts for
determining whether district court has abused its discretion in considering 18 U.S.C.
§ 3553(a) factors). Specifically, in reducing Pleasant’s sentence from 622 to 245 months’
imprisonment, the court adequately considered Pleasant’s arguments and explained why
Pleasant’s specific circumstances justified the extent of the reduction. And since the court
ruled on Pleasant’s counseled motion for compassionate release, it did not err by declining
to also rule on his pro se motions for compassionate release. See United States v. Miller,
54 F.4th 219, 227 (4th Cir. 2022) (“[A] defendant has no right to hybrid representation for
written motions.”).

Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s orders. United States v. Pleasant,
No. 3:00-cr-00071-REP-RCY-1 (E.D. Va. Oct. 6, 2023; Dec. 13, 2023). 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



