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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Andrea Joy James was convicted of conspiracy to possess with
intent to distribute cocaine base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846
(1994), and possession of cocaine base with intent to distribute, in
violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a) (1994). At sentencing, the district
court attributed 80.9 kilograms of crack cocaine to James. After the
district court imposed a two-level enhancement pursuant to U.S. Sen-
tencing Guidelines Manual § 3C1.1(c) (1998) for James’ leadership
role in the offense, the applicable guideline range for each offense
was 292 to 365 months. The district court sentenced James to two
concurrent 330-month sentences, and James timely appealed. On
appeal, James contends that her conviction and sentence violate
Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U.S. 466 (2000). She also contests the
district court’s factual findings regarding the amount of cocaine
attributable to her and her role in the offenses. 

We find James’ contentions meritless. We reject James’ Apprendi
challenge because, assuming that an error did occur, James cannot
demonstrate that the error affected her substantial rights. See United
States v. White, ___ F.3d ___, 2001 WL 87453 (4th Cir. 2001). We
also reject James’ challenges to the district court’s factual findings
because those challenges consist of nothing more than baldly conclu-
sory denials and fail to make the kind of affirmative showing of inac-
curacy required to prevent the district court from adopting the
information contained in the presentence report. See United States v.
Love, 134 F.3d 595, 606 (4th Cir. 1998) ("Without an affirmative
showing the information is inaccurate, the court is free to adopt the
findings of the [presentence report] without more specific inquiry or
explanation."). 

Accordingly, we affirm James’ conviction and sentence. We dis-
pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately represented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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