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Before BOWMAN, BEAM, and LOKEN, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Martin Dennis Arrasmith challenges the district court’s' revocation of his
supervised release. Upon careful review of therecord, we concludetherevocation and
resulting sentence were correct, and we regject each of Arrasmith’s arguments.
Specifically, wergject Arrasmith’ sunsupported argumentsthat thedistrict court did not
have jurisdiction over each of hisalleged violations, see 18 U.S.C. 88 3231, 3237(a);
and that the probation officer was required to immediately report his violations to the

'The HONORABLE GARY A. FENNER, United States District Judge for the
Western District of Missouri.



district court. Further, we conclude the district court’s finding that Arrasmith had
violated his supervised rel ease conditions was adequate and supported by the record,
particularly by evidence that Arrasmith had used drugs and failed to comply with drug
testing. See 18 U.S.C. 8 3583(e)(3) and (g)(3); United Statesv. Stephens, 65 F.3d 738,
741 (8th Cir. 1995) (defendant knowingly and willfully failed to comply with drug-
treatment condition of supervised release when hefailed to attend counseling sessions
and submit urine specimens). Wergject as meritless Arrasmith’s argument regarding
disclosure of amental health report. We construe Arrasmith’ sremaining argumentsas
ineffective-assistance claims which would be better addressed in a collateral
proceeding. See United Statesv. Martin, 59 F.3d 767, 771 (8th Cir. 1995).

Accordingly, we affirm. We deny Arrasmith’s pending motion.
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