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VANZI, Judge.

{1}  Defendant appeals from the district court’s entry of default judgment and order
granting, in part, and denying, in part, discovery sanctions. This Court issued a calendar
notice proposing to dismiss Defendant’s appeal. In this Court’s calendar notice, we
proposed to conclude that the district court’s order expressly stating that Defendant’s
liability was established as to counts 1-11 and 23-65 and leaving open the issue of
damages was not a final order for the purpose of appeal. See Valley Improvement Ass’n
v. Hartford Accident & Indem. Co., 1993-NMSC-061, 1 8, 116 N.M. 426, 863 P.2d 1047
("When the issue of damages is before the district court, whether the action pursues
coercive or declaratory relief, a judgment or order that reserves the issue of assessment
of damages for future determination is not a final judgment for purposes of appeal.”).
Moreover, we noted that under Rule 1-054(B) NMRA an order that does not resolve all
claims against all of the parties is not a final order, unless the district court certifies
otherwise.

{2}  Inresponse, Defendant argues that either he should be permitted to continue to
litigate in the district court or the district court’s order should be a final appealable order.
Defendant cites no authority for this proposition, Curry v. Great Nw. Ins. Co., 2014-
NMCA-031, 1 28, 320 P.3d 482 (“Where a party cites no authority to support an
argument, we may assume no such authority exists.”), and, as the authorities cited
above indicate, the law does not support Defendant’s argument.

{3}  Accordingly, for the reasons stated above and in this Court’s notice of proposed
disposition, we dismiss Defendant’s appeal for lack of a final, appealable order.

{4} 1T IS SO ORDERED.
LINDA M. VANZI, Judge

WE CONCUR:

JENNIFER L. ATTREP, Judge

KRISTINA BOGARDUS, Judge



