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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Dale Blankenship pled guilty to distribution of oxycodone in viola-
tion of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) (1994) pursuant to a plea agreement.
Blankenship appeals the sentence he received, alleging the amount of
drugs was incorrectly calculated. We affirm. 

Blankenship contends he should be only held responsible for the
actual amount of oxycodone contained in each capsule he sold. He
contends the weight of the filler in the capsules should not be counted
in calculating the amount of drugs involved in his offense. We review
the proper method of calculating drug weight as a legal question sub-
ject to de novo review. United States v. Daughtrey, 874 F.2d 213,
217-18 (4th Cir. 1989). 

Base offense levels for drug offenses are determined from the Drug
Quantity Table following USSG § 2D1.1. In a footnote to the Drug
Quantity Table, the Guidelines provide that "[u]nless otherwise speci-
fied, the weight of a controlled substance set forth in the table refers
to the entire weight of any mixture or substance containing a detect-
able amount of the controlled substance." USSG § 2D1.1. We have
held that this gross weight methodology applies to pharmaceuticals.
United States v. Meitinger, 901 F.2d 27, 29 (4th Cir. 1990); United
States v. Bayerle, 898 F.2d 28, 31-32 (4th Cir. 1990). Blankenship
nevertheless contends he should be held responsible only for the
active weight of the controlled substance. This argument was
addressed and foreclosed, however, in United States v. Bayerle, 898
F.2d at 31-32. We see no reason to depart from this well established
rule. 

Accordingly, we affirm Blankenship’s sentence. We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument would not
aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED
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