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Michael Lira appeals pro se from the district court’s order denying his

motion for compassionate release under 18 U.S.C. § 3582(¢c)(1)(A)(i). We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Lira contends that the district court should have granted him compassionate
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release because he suffers from medical conditions that increase his risk of severe
complications from COVID-19, his offense did not involve violence, sex, or
terrorism, and he has remained discipline-free over the past year. We conclude
that the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Lira’s motion. See
United States v. Aruda, 993 F.3d 797, 799 (9th Cir. 2021). The court
acknowledged Lira’s medical issues, but reasonably concluded that Lira had not
shown extraordinary and compelling reasons for early release in light of the low
incidence of COVID-19 infections at the prison where he is housed and the vaccine
rollout. Moreover, the court reasonably concluded that, notwithstanding Lira’s
mitigating arguments, a reduction to his sentence of almost seven years was not
warranted in light of the 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) sentencing factors. On this record,
the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Lira’s motion for
compassionate release. See United States v. Robertson, 895 F.3d 1206, 1213 (9th
Cir. 2018) (district court abuses its discretion only if its decision is illogical,
implausible, or without support in the record).

AFFIRMED.
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