
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO 
 

RAFFAEL DUBLER HOUSLER, YURI 
DUBLER, and NICOLE HUSLER, 
 
     Plaintiffs-Appellants, 
 
v. 
 
RATNA MAYA LAMA, 
 
     Defendant-Appellee. 

 
No. A-1-CA-38514 
Taos County 
D-820-CV-2018-00466 
 
 

                                                              
_________________________________/ 

 
DISPOSITIONAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

 
 THIS MATTER is before the Court on Defendant Ratna Maya Lama’s 

motion to dismiss for lack of appellate jurisdiction. The Court notes the following: 

 1. This matter was placed on the Court’s General Calendar on June 30, 

2020. 

 2. During appellate briefing, on March 4, 2021, Defendant moved to 

dismiss Plaintiff’s appeal for lack of appellate jurisdiction due to the absence of a 

final appealable order.  

 3. Plaintiffs responded to Defendant’s motion on May 5, 2021, and 

appellate briefing was completed on May 10, 2021. 

 4. On February 10, 2022, this matter was submitted to the undersigned 

panel of judges for decision. 
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 5. On December 15, 2022, an Order to Show Cause was issued, requiring 

Plaintiffs, among other things, to respond in writing why this matter should not be 

dismissed for lack of a final order. 

 6. Plaintiffs’ response to the Order to Show Cause was filed on January 

30, 2023, stating that they “agree that the appeal may be dismissed without prejudice 

for lack of a final appealable order.” 

 7. For the reasons stated in the Order to Show Cause, we agree with 

Plaintiffs’ concession. “This Court’s jurisdiction lies from final, appealable orders.” 

Coulston Found. v. Madrid, 2004-NMCA-060, ¶ 7, 135 N.M. 667, 92 P.3d 679. An 

appellate court does not have jurisdiction when a final judgment has not been 

entered. See, e.g., State Griego, 2004-NMCA-107, ¶ 22, 136 N.M. 272, 96 P.3d 1192 

(dismissing for lack of jurisdiction when no final judgment had been entered); State 

v. Garcia, 1983-NMCA-017, ¶¶ 29-30, 99 N.M. 466, 659 P.2d 918 (same). 

“Appellate courts are responsible for determining whether an order is final for 

purposes of jurisdiction, regardless of the parties’ or the trial court’s beliefs.” Santa 

Fe Pac. Trust, Inc. v. City of Albuquerque, 2012-NMSC-028, ¶ 10, 285 P.3d 595. 

 8. After due consideration, this Court has determined that there is not a 

final, appealable order in this case because the district court’s order does not dispose 

of all claims. See Rule 1-054(B) NMRA (indicating that “any order or other decision, 

however designated, that adjudicates fewer than all the claims, or the rights and 



liabilities of fewer than all the parties, does not end the action for any of the claims 

or parties” and is not a final order) (emphasis added); B.L. Goldberg & Assocs. v. 

Uptown, Inc., 1985-NMSC-084, ¶ 3, 103 N.M. 277, 705 P.2d 683 (1985) (“For 

purposes of appeal, an order or judgment is not considered final unless all issues of 

law and fact have been determined and the case disposed of by the trial court to the 

fullest extent possible.”); see also Griffin v. Jones, 1919-NMSC-043, 25 N.M. 603, 

186 P. 119 (“An order granting a temporary injunction until a final hearing of a case 

does not practically dispose of the merits of the action, and consequently is not an 

appealable order.”). 

 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED.  

 

                          ______________________________________ 
    SHAMMARA H. HENDERSON, Judge 
 
WE CONCUR: 
 
 
______________________________________           
J. MILES HANISEE, Judge  
 
 
______________________________________     
ZACHARY A. IVES, Judge 
  

 


