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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia adopted a magistrate
judge’s proposed findings and recommendation in Eric Walker’s habeas corpus action. The court
denied Walker’s motion to waive exhaustion of administrative remedies, dismissed the habeas petition,
and dismissed the matter after no objections were filed.
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COURT United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's proposed findings and
recommendation concerning a federal habeas petition and a motion to
waive exhaustion of administrative remedies. No objections were
filed, and the district court adopted the PF&R, denied the motion to
waive exhaustion, and dismissed the habeas petition and action.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Absent specific and timely objections, the district court need not
conduct de novo review of the magistrate judge's factual or legal
conclusions. General and conclusory objections also do not trigger de
novo review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required to conduct de novo review of the magistrate judge's PF&R when
the petitioner filed no objections.

2. Whether the court should adopt the PF&R, deny the motion to waive exhaustion of administrative
remedies, and dismiss the federal habeas petition.

HOLDINGS

1. When a party files no timely objections to a magistrate judge's proposed findings and recommendation,
the district court need not conduct de novo review of the unobjected-to factual or legal conclusions, and
the failure to object waives the right to appeal those conclusions.

2. General and conclusory objections that do not identify a specific error in a magistrate judge's proposed
findings and recommendation do not require de novo review.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Failure to file timely objections constitutes a waiver of de novo review and the Petitioner’s right to appeal
the Court’s order.” (Order)

“Accordingly, the Court ADOPTS the PF&R [ECF 12], DENIES the Motion to Waive the Requirement to
Exhaust Administrative Remedies [ECF 4], DISMISSES the Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus [ECF 1],
and DISMISSES the matter.” (Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Eric Walker filed a federal petition for a writ of habeas corpus and sought to waive the requirement that he
exhaust administrative remedies. The magistrate judge recommended denying the waiver motion and dismissing
the petition. Walker filed no objections to the PF&R by the deadline set by the court.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Walker filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus and a motion to waive the requirement to exhaust
administrative remedies on April 28, 2025. The matter was referred to Magistrate Judge Joseph K. Reeder, who
issued a PF&R recommending denial of the waiver motion and dismissal of the petition. Because Walker filed
no objections by the January 20, 2026 deadline, the district court adopted the PF&R and dismissed the matter.
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