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[saiah Termaine Belcher appeals pro se from the district court’s orders
denying his motion for compassionate release under 18 U.S.C. § 3582(¢c)(1)(A)(1)

and motion for reconsideration. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We

review the denial of a motion for compassionate release and the denial of a motion
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for reconsideration for abuse of discretion. See United States v. Keller, 2 F.4th
1278, 1281 (9th Cir. 2021); Sch. Dist. No. 1J, Multnomah Cnty, Or. v. ACands,
Inc., 5 F.3d 1255, 1262 (9th Cir. 1993). We affirm.

Belcher contends that the district court did not appreciate its discretion to
consider extraordinary and compelling reasons beyond the criteria provided by
U.S.S.G. § 1B1.13. The record does not support Belcher’s claim. The district
court considered Belcher’s medical conditions without reference to § 1B1.13 and,
given the medical records documenting his assessments and treatment, did not
abuse its discretion in concluding that his health issues were being adequately
addressed. 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).

Belcher also contends that the district court did not properly weigh the 18
U.S.C. § 3553(a) factors. The court acted within its broad discretion, however, in
concluding that Belcher’s rehabilitative efforts, though commendable, did not
warrant compassionate release in light of the nature of his offense and Belcher’s
significant criminal history. See Keller, 2 F.4th 1284.

AFFIRMED.
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