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Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Stanley L. Davis appeals from a decision of the U.S.
Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims (“Veterans Court”).
His appeal challenges the Veterans Court’s determination
that, for purposes of adjudicating Mr. Davis’s claim, the
Department of Veterans Affairs did not constructively pos-
sess the evidence at issue. See Davis v. McDonough,
36 Vet. App. 142, 149-53 (2023). Mr. Davis’s challenge is
to the application of law to fact—specifically, the applica-
tion of the constructive-possession standard as articulated
in, for example, Euzebio v. McDonough, 989 F.3d 1305
(Fed. Cir. 2021), to the facts of this particular case. Be-
cause, in appeals from Veterans Court decisions, this court
generally “may not review” “a challenge to a law . . . as ap-
plied to the facts of a particular case,” 38 U.S.C.
§ 7292(d)(2), we dismiss this appeal for lack of jurisdiction.

DISMISSED
CosTS

No costs.



