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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ANYA S. DUKE, No. 48585
Appellant,
vs.

THE STATE OF NEVADA, DETRA
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION,
HEARING DIVISION, APPEALS APR 09 2007
OFFICER,

JANETTE M. BLOOM

Respondent. CLERK QE SUPREME COU
B '&Té AT i L4
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

This is a proper person appeal from a district court order
denying a motion to set a hearing on appellant’s objection. Eighth Judicial
District Court, Clark County; Mark R. Denton, Judge.

Our review of the documents submitted to this court pursuant
to NRAP 3(e) reveals jurisdictional defects. This court has jurisdiction to
consider an appeal only when the appeal is authorized by statute or court
rule.! No statute or court rule authorizes an appeal from an order denying
a motion to set a hearing.2 Similarly, to the extent that appellant seeks to
appeal the denial of her motions for reconsideration, an order denying a

motion for reconsideration is likewise not appealable.? Finally, to the

ITaylor Constr. Co. v. Hilton Hotels, 100 Nev. 207, 678 P.2d 1152
(1984).

2See NRAP 3A(b) (listing orders and judgments from which an
appeal may be taken).

3Alvis v. State, Gaming Control Bd., 99 Nev. 184, 660 P.2d 980
(1983). To the extent that the order denying appellant’s first motion for
reconsideration could be construed as a motion for relief from the
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extent that appellant’s appeal could be construed to challenge the order
denying her petition for judicial review, appellant’s notice of appeal was
untimely filed more than thirty-three days after notice of the appealed
order’s entry was served by mail.# Accordingly, we lack jurisdiction over

this appeal, and we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.5
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cc: Hon. Mark R. Denton, District Judge
Anya S. Duke

Santoro, Driggs, Walch, Kearney, Johnson & Thompson
Eighth District Court Clerk

...continued

judgment under NRCP 60(b), this appeal is untimely as to that order. See
NRAP 4(a)(1), 26(c).

4See NRAP 4(a)(1), 26(c).

5In light of this order, we deny as moot appellant’s request for
transcripts.




