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PER CURIAM: 

Charles Austin Alger, Jr., pled guilty, without a plea agreement, to both counts of 

an indictment charging him with possessing a firearm as a convicted felon, in violation of 

18 U.S.C. § 922(g).  Based on a total offense level of 25 and a criminal history category of 

V, Alger’s advisory Guidelines range was 100 to 125 months’ imprisonment.  The district 

court sentenced Alger to 120 months’ imprisonment on each count, to run concurrently, 

followed by three years of supervised release.   

 Although his advisory Guidelines range for a fine was $20,000 to $200,000, the 

district court imposed a $2000 fine.  The standard conditions of supervised release included 

the prohibition that Alger “not incur new credit charges or open additional lines of credit 

without approval of the probation officers,” and required Alger to “provide the probation 

office with access to any financial information.”   

Alger appeals, challenging the two financial conditions contained in his supervised 

release.   Because he did not object at sentencing, however, our review is limited to plain 

error.  United States v. McMiller, 954 F.3d 670, 675 (4th Cir. 2020).   To establish plain 

error, Alger “must show that an error occurred, that the error was plain, and that the error 

affected his substantial rights.”  United States v. White, 405 F.3d 208, 215 (4th Cir. 2005).  

Even if Alger satisfies this standard, we will not reverse “unless the error seriously affects 

the fairness, integrity or public reputation of judicial proceedings.”  Id. (brackets and 

internal quotation marks omitted).  

We have reviewed the record, including the transcript of Alger’s sentencing hearing.  

Although the district court erred in failing to explain these conditions, we do not find that 
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the error amounts to plain error.  Nor do we find that these constitute an impermissible 

delegation of authority to the probation officer.  See United States v. Comer, 5 F.4th 535, 

547 (4th Cir. 2021).  Therefore, we affirm the judgment. 

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 

 

 

 
 




