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SUMMARY

The Colorado Supreme Court reviewed the constitutionality of Colorado's implied-consent law
governing driver's-license suspension for refusing chemical sobriety tests. The court held that the
statute's differing treatment of licensed residents, nonresidents, and residents without licenses had a
rational basis and did not violate equal protection. The judgment was reversed and the case remanded

for consideration of other alleged errors.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the implied-consent statute required different six-month suspension start dates for residents and

nonresidents.

2. Whether the statutory classification treating residents with licenses and nonresidents differently from

residents without licenses violated equal protection.

3. Whether the district court properly declared the implied-consent statute unconstitutional.

HOLDINGS

1. The statute's semicolon divides the provision into two classes: residents with licenses and nonresidents,
whose six-month period runs from the hearing, and residents without licenses, who are denied issuance
of a license for six months from the date of the alleged violation.

2. The statutory distinction between residents with licenses and nonresidents, on the one hand, and

residents without licenses, on the other, was rational and did not violate equal protection.

3. Courts must presume statutes constitutional, and a party challenging a statute must prove its invalidity
beyond a reasonable doubt.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Courts should not seek reasons to find a statute unconstitutional. Rather, it is the duty of courts to presume
the statute is constitutional. In order to prevail, one who attacks a statute must prove its invalidity beyond a
reasonable doubt.” (768)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Department of Revenue suspended Harris's automobile driver's license for six months because he refused to
submit to chemical sobriety testing. The district court interpreted the implied-consent statute as requiring the six-
month period to begin on the hearing date for residents but on the violation date for nonresidents. The Supreme
Court concluded that the statute instead created one classification for licensed residents and nonresidents and

another for residents without licenses.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Department of Revenue suspended Harris's driver's license for six months after he refused chemical sobriety
testing. The district court interpreted the statute as imposing different suspension start dates for residents and
nonresidents and declared it unconstitutional on equal-protection grounds. The Supreme Court of Colorado

reversed and remanded for consideration of Harris's other alleged trial-level errors.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The case was remanded to the district court for determination of Harris's other alleged trial-level errors.
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