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Item 44. The Commission asks whether distinctions should be made
among defendants of different culpability convicted under the same
escape statute. The answer is clearly "yes." 1In particular, the
escape guideline should provide less punishment for the defendant
who, for example, walks away from a non-secure worksite than for
one who escapes from prison. Also, voluntary return should be
distinguished from non-voluntary return. One distinction that
appears to be irrelevant is the severity of the offense for which

the defendant is serving a sentence.



