
 1 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA  : 
      :  
 v.     : CRIMINAL ACTION NO. 10-81 
      : 
TYRONE FIELDS    : 
      : 
 

ORDER 

 Tyrone Fields, a 40-year-old defendant who has served 129 months of a 180-month 

sentence, has filed a petition for compassionate release pursuant to the First Step Act, 18 U.S.C. 

§ 3582(c)(1)(A). Fields’s motion is based on his medical conditions—which he alleges places 

him at a higher risk of serious illness from COVID-19—as well as his rehabilitation. The 

government opposes Fields’s motion. Having carefully reviewed the parties’ submissions, and 

the available record, the Court will deny Fields’s motion.  

 I. BACKGROUND  

 In March of 2009, Philadelphia police officers responded to a call made by Field’s 

girlfriend, who testified that “she believed  Fields was drunk and was planning ‘to open the door 

[to their residence] with [a] butter knife’” after she had locked him out following an argument.1 

The officers found Fields tampering with the lock with a butter knife, and when asked to put the 

knife down, he put it up his sleeve.2 One officer put Fields in a “control hold and the knife fell to 

the ground.” 3 Maintaining the hold, the officer frisked Fields for other weapons and found a 

semiautomatic pistol loaded with ten rounds of ammunition.4 The officers discovered that Fields 

 
1 United States v. Fields, 507 F. App’x 144, 145 (3d Cir. 2012).  
2 See id. at 145-46.  
3 Id. at 146.  
4 Government’s Response to Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. 127] at 15. 
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did not have a permit for the firearm and he was subsequently arrested.5 In May 2011, Fields was 

convicted by a jury on one count of possession of a firearm by a convicted felon, in violation 

of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) and § 924(e).6 

Fields had three prior felony drug convictions for possessing with the intent to distribute 

cocaine base (“crack”).7 As a result, Fields was subject to an armed career criminal enhancement 

at sentencing.8 On February 8, 2012, the Court sentenced Fields to 180-months of 

imprisonment.9 The Third Circuit affirmed, and Fields is currently serving his sentence at FCI 

Allenwood Low. 

 Fields filed a pro se petition for compassionate release due to the COVID-19 pandemic.10 

Fields asserts that his medical conditions—a history of deep vein thrombosis (“DVT”) and 

alleged hypertension and chronic kidney disease—place him at a heightened risk of severe 

illness should he contract COVID-19.11 The government opposes Fields’s petition on the 

grounds that his medical conditions do not present an “extraordinary and compelling reason” to 

warrant sentence reduction. 

 II. LEGAL STANDARD 

“A court generally may not correct or modify a prison sentence once it has been imposed, 

unless permitted by statute or by Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 35.”12 One statute that 

 
5 See id.  
6 Fields, 507 F. App’x at 145.  
7 Sentencing Transcript [Doc. No. 93] at 25–26.  
8 Id.  
9 Doc. No. 92.  
10 Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. No. 125].  
11 See id. at 2. 
12 United States v. Van Sickle, No. 18-250, 2020 WL 2219496, at *3 (W.D. Wash. May 7, 2020) (citing United 
States v. Penna, 315 F.3d 509, 511 (9th Cir. 2003)). 
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permits such modifications is 18 U.S.C. § 3582 (c)(1)(A)(i), which, as amended by the First Step 

Act of 2018, allows “prisoners the right to file their own motions for a sentence reduction if they 

first exhaust the statute’s procedures for initially making a request to the warden to file a motion 

on their behalf.”13 Once a defendant has satisfied the exhaustion requirement,14 the court may 

reduce a term of imprisonment based on a finding that: 1) “extraordinary and compelling reasons 

warrant such a reduction”15; 2) under the Sentencing Commission’s policy statement, the 

“defendant is not a danger to the safety of any other person or to the community, as provided in 

18 U.S.C. § 3142(g)”16; and 3) the relevant § 3553(a) sentencing factors favor a reduction in 

sentence.17 The defendant bears the burden of showing that relief is warranted.18  

III.  DISCUSSION 

 “[I]t is difficult to overstate the severity of the COVID-19 outbreak and the global crisis 

that society is facing in light of this unprecedented public health crisis.”19 FCI Allenwood Low, 

where Fields is currently serving his sentence, has suffered an outbreak of the virus, with two 

prisoners and one staff recovered, and 31 current positive tests between inmates and staff.20 The 

 
13 United States v. Hill, 19-38, 2020 WL 2542725, at *1 (D. Conn. May 19, 2020) (citing United States v. Almontes, 
2020 WL 1812713, at *1 (D. Conn. April 9, 2020)). 
14 “The exhaustion requirement is met if the defendant establishes either (1) that the Bureau of Prisons denied his or 
her request that it bring a compassionate-release motion and he or she fully exhausted all administrative appeal 
rights with respect to that denial, or (2) that the warden of the facility took no action on his or her request for the 
filing of a compassionate-release motion within 30 days of receiving it.” United States v. Cassidy, No. 17-116, 2020 
WL 1969303, at *2 (W.D.N.Y. Apr. 24, 2020) (citing 18 U.S.C. § 3582 (c)(1)(A)(i)). It is undisputed that Fields met 
the exhaustion requirements. Government’s Response to Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. 127] 
at 4. 
15 18 U.S.C. § 3582 (c)(1)(A). 
16 U.S.S.G. § 1B1.13(2). 
17 See 18 U.S.C. § 3582 (c)(1)(A). 
18 See United States v. Sellers, No. 10-434, 2020 WL 1972862, at *1 (D.N.J. Apr. 24, 2020); United States v. 
Resnick, No. 14-810, 2020 WL 1651508, at *3 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 2, 2020) (citing United States v. Butler, 970 F.2d 
1017, 1026 (2d Cir. 1992); United States v. Clarke, No. 09-705, 2010 WL 4449443, at *1 (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 29, 2010)). 
19 United States v. Canratore, No. 16-0189, 2020 WL 2611536, at *3 (D.N.J. May 21, 2020). 
20 See BUREAU OF PRISONS, COVID-19 Cases, https://www.bop.gov/coronavirus/ (last visited December 11, 2020). 
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risk of contracting COVID-19 at Coleman Low FCI therefore exceeds mere speculation at this 

time. 

Fields’s medical records only indicate that he has DVT, which is a potentially serious 

condition.21 However, the Center for Disease Control and Prevention (“CDC”) has not identified 

DVT or blood clots as conditions that place an individual at higher risk of serious illness.22 

Fields is also actively taking medication to treat this condition.23 Additionally, Fields alleges he 

has chronic kidney disease and hypertension—which are conditions that place an individual at 

higher risk of serious illness. But his medical records do not support these assertions and he has 

not been diagnosed with either condition.24 Field’s medical conditions do not present an 

“extraordinary and compelling reason” to warrant compassionate release. 

The remaining two considerations––whether Fields poses a danger to others in the 

community25 and whether the § 3553(a) sentencing factors26 favor a reduction in his sentence––

 
21 See Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. No. 125] at 7-19. 
22 CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PREVENTION, People with Certain Medical Conditions, 
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/need-extra-precautions/people-with-medical-conditions html (last 
visited December 18, 2020). 
23 See Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. No. 125] at 15.  
24 See id. at 7-23. 
25 Under the Sentencing Commission’s policy statement, § 3142(g) instructs the Court, when deciding whether 
release is warranted, to “weigh [the Defendant’s] danger to the community include[ing] ‘the nature and 
circumstances of the offense charged,’ ‘the history and characteristics of the person,’ including ‘the person’s 
character, physical and mental condition, family ties, . . . community ties, past conduct, history relating to drug or 
alcohol abuse, [and] criminal history,’ and ‘the nature and seriousness of the danger to any person or the community 
that would be posed by the person’s release.”’ United States v. Rodriguez, No. 03-271-1, 2020 WL 1627331, at *11 
(E.D. Pa. Apr. 1, 2020) (quoting 18 U.S.C. § 3142(g)).   
26 The applicable factors are: 

(1) the nature and circumstances of the offense and the history and characteristics of the 
defendant; 

(2) the need for the sentence imposed-- 

(A) to reflect the seriousness of the offense, to promote respect for the law, and to 
provide just punishment for the offense; 

(B) to afford adequate deterrence to criminal conduct; 
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weigh heavily against a sentence reduction in this case.27 Fields has multiple prior convictions, 

including those for the manufacture or distribution of crack cocaine.28 The Third Circuit has 

explained that “[d]rug offenses . . . are . . . crimes which invade distinct societal interests; the 

distribution of illegal drugs affects the drug user and the community by increasing lawlessness 

and violence.”29 The facts in this case are serious as well, as Fields could not legally possess a 

firearm.30 Based on Fields’s offenses, this Court concludes that he poses a risk to the community.  

 Although Fields has shown some evidence of post-sentence rehabilitation, the Court is 

not persuaded that release is warranted.31 The Court notes Fields’ good behavior during his time 

incarcerated,32 however the fact that the sentence imposed was the statutory minimum of 180 

months of imprisonment, which was below the guidelines range of 235-293 months weighs 

heavily against a further reduction.33 The Court determined this sentence was necessary to reflect 

 
(C) to protect the public from further crimes of the defendant; and 

(D) to provide the defendant with needed educational or vocational training, medical 
care, or other correctional treatment in the most effective manner; 

. . . [and] 

(6) the need to avoid unwarranted sentence disparities among defendants with similar records who 
have been found guilty of similar conduct[.] 

United States v. Rodriguez, No. 03-271-1, 2020 WL 1627331, at *11–12 (quoting 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)). 
27 See United States v. Pawlowski, -- F.3d --, 2020 WL 4281503, at *2 (3d Cir. June 26, 2020) (affirming a district 
court’s decision denying release based on the § 3553 sentencing factors even though the defendant’s conditions 
placed him at increased risk should he contract COVID-19); see also United States v. Somerville, No. 12-225, 2020 
WL 2781585, at *11 (W.D. Pa. May 29, 2020) (explaining that a finding of “extraordinary and compelling reasons” 
does not automatically justify a sentence reduction if those reasons are outweighed by the other factors the court 
must consider). 
28 Sentencing Transcript [Doc. No. 93] at 35. 
29 United States v. Amezquita-Machado, 434 F. App’x 143, 146 (3d Cir. 2011). 
30 See Fields, 507 F. App’x at 145. 
31 See, e.g., Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. No. 125] at 28. 
32 Fields only disciplinary infraction occurred on December 2021, 2028, when he was found possessing a prohibited 
tool—a cell phone. Government’s Response to Def.’s Petition Seeking Compassionate Release [Doc. 127] at 4. 
33 Sentencing Transcript [Doc. No. 93] at 26; See also United State v. Catanzarite, No. 18-362, 2020 WL 2786927, 
at *6 (D.N.J. May 29, 2020) (explaining, in a case where the defendant received a downward variance, that to reduce 
the sentence even further would undermine the purpose of the sentence). 
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the seriousness of the crime, to promote respect for the law, to provide just punishment for the 

offense, to afford adequate deterrence to criminal conduct, and to protect the public from further 

crimes of the defendant. In the Court’s view, the COVID-19 pandemic has not changed the need 

for this sentence. Although Fields has served about seventy percent of his sentence, considering 

all of the circumstances the Court concludes that no further reduction is appropriate at this time. 

AND NOW, this 18th day of December 2020, upon consideration of Tyrone Fields’s 

Motion for Compassionate Release [Doc. No. 125], the government’s response [Doc. No. 127], 

and all related filings, it is hereby ORDERED that the Motion is DENIED without prejudice. 

It is so ORDERED. 

BY THE COURT: 
        
       /s/ Cynthia M. Rufe 
       _____________________  

CYNTHIA M. RUFE, J. 


