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PER CURI AM

Martin Chavez-Vel azquez appeals the district court’s orders
denying his notion for return of personal property pursuant to
Federal Rules of Crimnal Procedure Rule 41(e) and denying recon-
sideration of that order. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and orders and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. United States v. Chavez-Vel azquez, No. CR-99-325-A

(E.D. va. Sept. 15 and Cct. 12, 2000). We conclude, however, that
in arguing ineffective assistance of counsel, Appellant was sup-
porting his Rule 41(e) notion-not attacking the validity of his
conviction or sentence pursuant to 28 U S.C A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.
2000). Therefore, we nodify the district court’s order to refl ect
that Appellant’s notion is properly characterized as filed solely
pursuant to Fed. R Cim P. 41(e), not 8 2255. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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