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PER CURI AM
Al varo Caycedo appeals from a district court sentence for
escape froma prison canp. Counsel filed a brief in accordance with

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Caycedo was notified of

his right to file an additional brief, and he has not done so. W
affirm

Caycedo' s counsel clains on appeal that the district court
erred in findingthat prison canps were not sufficiently simlar to
community centers or hal fway houses such that the offense | evel re-

ducti on provi ded by Uni ted St at es Sent enci ng Comm ssi on, Sent enci ng

Quidelines, 8 2P1.1(b)(3) (Nov. 1994), should apply. W find no

error in the district court's determnation. See, e.qg., United

States v. Stalbaum 63 F.3d 537, 540 (7th GCir. 1995). Further, in

accordance with the requirenents of Anders, we have reviewed the
entire record and have found no non-frivolous basis for appeal
Therefore, we affirmthe district court sentence.

This court requires that counsel inform his client, in
witing, of his right to petition the Suprene Court of the United
States for further review. If the client requests that a petition
be fil ed but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivo-
| ous, then counsel may nove in this court for |eave to w thdraw
from representation. Counsel's notion nust state that a copy
t hereof was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent

because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in



the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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