
 

 

 

NOTE:  This order is nonprecedential. 
  

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit 

______________________ 

PRESTON LEONARD SCHOFIELD, 
Claimant-Appellant 

 
v. 
 

DOUGLAS A. COLLINS, Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, 

Respondent-Appellee 
______________________ 

 
2026-2138 

______________________ 
 

Appeal from the United States Court of Appeals for 
Veterans Claims in No. 26-4701, Judge Grant Jaquith. 

______________________ 
 

ON MOTION 
______________________ 

Before DYK, MAYER, and STARK, Circuit Judges. 

PER CURIAM. 

O R D E R 

 On July 30, 2026, the United States Court of Appeals 
for Veterans Claims granted the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs an extension of time to respond to Preston Leonard 
Schofield’s petition for extraordinary relief in the nature of 
a writ of mandamus.  On August 3, 2026, Mr. Schofield 
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filed a “Petition for a Writ of Certiorari” at the Court of Ap-
peals for Veterans Claims asking this court, inter alia, to 
review the decision granting the time extension and to di-
rect the Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims to rule on all 
pending motions.  That court docketed the filing as a notice 
of interlocutory appeal and transmitted it to this court, not-
ing that the Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims has not 
yet entered judgment in the case.  ECF No. 1-2 at 35. 

 Under 38 U.S.C. § 7292(a), we have jurisdiction over a 
“decision” of the Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims.  
Consistent with longstanding traditions of the federal 
courts system and to help “avoid unnecessary piecemeal 
appellate review,” our cases have “generally declined to re-
view non-final orders of the Veterans Court,” Williams v. 
Principi, 275 F.3d 1361, 1363–64 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (internal 
quotation marks and citations omitted).  We see no conceiv-
able basis for any exception to that general rule here.  To 
the extent that Mr. Schofield is seeking mandamus relief 
from this court, that request is denied.  A writ of manda-
mus is an extraordinary remedy which may issue only if 
petitioner has shown: (1) “no other adequate means to at-
tain the relief he desires,” (2) a “clear and indisputable” 
right to relief, and (3) the writ is “appropriate under the 
circumstances.”  Cheney v. U.S. Dist. Ct. for D.C., 542 U.S. 
367, 380–81 (2004) (citations omitted).  Mr. Schofield has 
not shown a clear entitlement to relief from the extension 
order or based on any delay here in resolving his case.  Nor 
has he shown that the normal appeal process (seeking our 
review, if necessary, after the Veterans Court issues its fi-
nal decision) is inadequate to raise his various challenges.1 

 Accordingly, 

 
1 To the extent Mr. Schofield is seeking records from 

the Board of Veterans’ Appeals, he should contact that tri-
bunal. 
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 IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

 (1) The appeal is dismissed as premature, and all 
pending motions are denied. 

 (2) Each side shall bear its own costs. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
September 30, 2026 
            Date 

FOR THE COURT 
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