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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: State v. Allen, 370 S.C. 88, 94, 634 S.E.2d 653, 655 (2006) ("The
determination of whether to revoke probation in whole or part rests within the
sound discretion of the trial court.”); State v. Hamilton, 333 S.C. 642, 647, 511
S.E.2d 94, 96 (Ct. App. 1999) ("This court's authority to review such a decision is
confined to correcting errors of law unless the lack of a legal or evidentiary basis
indicates the circuit [court's] decision was arbitrary and capricious."); S.C. Code
Ann. § 24-21-300 (2007) ("The issuance of a citation or warrant during the period
of supervision gives jurisdiction to the court . . . at any hearing on the violation."
(emphasis added)); State v. Ellis, 397 S.C. 576, 581 n.3, 726 S.E.2d 5, 8 n.3 (2012)
(stating the circuit court has subject matter jurisdiction to hear and decide
probation violation revocations, and that “citations and warrants simply confer
authority on those courts already in possession of jurisdiction™).

AFFIRMED.!

HUFF, WILLIAMS, and KONDUROS, JJ., concur.

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



