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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities:  S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-2951(A) (Supp. 2009) ("The Department of 
Motor Vehicles shall suspend the driver's license . . . [of] a person who drives a 
motor vehicle and refuses to submit to a test provided for in Section 
56-5-2950 . . . ."); S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-2950(A) (Supp. 2009) ("If the [arresting] 
officer has reasonable suspicion that the person is under the influence of drugs 
other than alcohol . . . the officer may order that a urine sample be taken for 
testing."); S.C. Dep't of Motor Vehicles v. Nelson, 364 S.C. 514, 526, 613 S.E.2d 
544, 550 (Ct. App. 2005) (holding the scope of an implied consent hearing is 
limited to whether the arrestee "(1) was lawfully arrested, (2) was advised in 
writing of his section 56-5-2950 rights, and (3) refused to submit to a test").

AFFIRMED.1

FEW, C.J., and THOMAS and McDONALD, JJ., concur.

                                      

1 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.


