
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

Olabamidele Olumide Bewaji v. Jed Falgreen
Bewaji · No. Civ. No. 25-4342 (JWB/DTS) · Decided March 18, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Minnesota accepted a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation and denied Olabamidele Olumide Bewaji's amended petition for a writ of habeas
corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The court concluded that Bewaji had not exhausted his state court
remedies, overruled his objections, denied his in forma pauperis applications as moot, and declined to
issue a certificate of appealability.
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DISPOSITION denied

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The
district court reviewed the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation after petitioner filed objections.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Specific objections to a magistrate judge's report and recommendation
are reviewed de novo under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1) and D. Minn. LR
72.2(b)(3). Portions without specific objections are reviewed for clear
error. Because petitioner raised no specific objections, the exhaustion
analysis was reviewed for clear error.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status unknown

PARTIES Olabamidele Olumide Bewaji v. Jed Falgreen
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation should be accepted when the petitioner's objections
were nonspecific and did not address the exhaustion analysis.

2. Whether the amended § 2254 petition should be denied because the petitioner failed to exhaust available
state remedies.

3. Whether the petitioner could use objections to the report and recommendation to add new factual
allegations and a new constitutional privacy claim.

HOLDINGS

1. Objections that merely repeat underlying arguments and do not specifically challenge the report and
recommendation are not entitled to de novo review; the challenged analysis is reviewed for clear error.

2. Using objections to a report and recommendation to add factual allegations or a new constitutional claim
is procedurally improper.

3. A § 2254 habeas petition must be denied when the petitioner has not exhausted available state remedies
for the claim presented.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A writ of habeas corpus under § 2254 requires the petitioner to have exhausted available state remedies.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bewaji was involved in an underlying state criminal case in which respondent Jed Falgreen made a victim-
impact statement. Bewaji alleged in his amended federal habeas petition that the statement was prejudicial and
should have been excluded. He conceded that he had not raised his due process claim in state court.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Bewaji filed an amended § 2254 petition alleging that a victim-impact statement in the underlying state criminal
case was prejudicial and should have been excluded. Magistrate Judge David T. Schultz recommended dismissal
because Bewaji had not exhausted his state remedies. Bewaji objected, but the district court found that he raised
no specific objections, accepted the recommendation, denied the amended petition, denied in forma pauperis
applications as moot, and declined to issue a certificate of appealability.
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