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Appeal from the United States Court of Appeals for
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2 HILL v. COLLINS

Before MOORE, Chief Judge, LOURIE and REYNA, Circuit
Judges.

LOURIE, Circuit Judge.

Donald Carlyle Hill appeals from a decision of the
United States Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims (“the
Veterans Court”) dismissing his appeal from the Board of
Veterans’ Appeals (“the Board”) for lack of jurisdiction.
S.A. 1-2.1 The Veterans Court dismissed Hill’'s appeal be-
cause it concluded that the Board did not render a final de-
cision adverse to Hill that would afford it jurisdiction to
review the decision pursuant to 38 U.S.C. §§ 7252(a) and
7266(a).

The Board’s order that was appealed to and dismissed
by the Veterans Court granted one claim, remanded four
claims, referred two claims for initial adjudication, and dis-
missed two claims that it concluded Hill voluntarily dis-
missed. S.A. 22-23. “Our case law and [§] 7104(d)(2)
define a Board decision as including an order granting ap-
propriate relief or denying relief.” Kirkpatrick v. Nichol-
son, 417 F.3d 1361, 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2005). The Board’s
remand and referral determinations in this case are there-
fore not “decisions” which confer jurisdiction to the Veter-
ans Court within the meaning of § 7252(a). See id. at 1364—
65. Furthermore, the Board’s grant of one of Hill’s claims
1s not “adverse” to him such that the Veterans Court could
review that claim. See 38 U.S.C. § 7266(a). And finally,
the Veterans Court’s determination that Hill failed to ar-
gue that the Board improperly dismissed two claims, and
therefore abandoned those claims and arguments, is an is-
sue that this court lacks jurisdiction to review. See Andre

1 “S.A. refers to the supplemental appendix filed by
the government, filed at ECF 31.
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v. Principi, 301 F.3d 1354, 1363—64 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (“[W]e
lack jurisdiction to consider [a] challenge to [an] abandon-
ment ruling.”). We accordingly affirm the Veterans Court’s
dismissal for lack of jurisdiction.

AFFIRMED
CosTS

No costs.





