
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
VIRGINIA, NORFOLK DIVISION

Robert Lee Chew v. Chadwick Dotson
Chew · No. 2:25-cv-163 · Decided April 2, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia adopted an unopposed report and
recommendation concerning Robert Lee Chew's 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition. The court granted
the respondent's motion to dismiss, denied and dismissed the petition with prejudice, and denied a
certificate of appealability.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia,
Norfolk Division

WRITING FOR THE COURT Jamar K. Walker

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia,
Norfolk Division

DECIDED April 2, 2026

DOCKET 2:25-cv-163

DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The
respondent moved to dismiss, and the magistrate judge recommended
dismissal with prejudice. The district court adopted the unopposed
report and recommendation.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In the absence of a specific written objection to a magistrate judge's
report and recommendation, the district court may adopt the
recommendation without conducting de novo review unless it is
clearly erroneous or contrary to law.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; precedential status not stated

PARTIES Robert Lee Chew v. Chadwick Dotson, Director of the Virginia
Department of Corrections

TOPICS



federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief motions to dismiss appellate procedure standard of review

PRACTICE AREAS

federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief civil procedure appellate procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court could adopt the magistrate judge's report and recommendation without de
novo review when neither party filed a timely objection.

2. Whether the respondent's motion to dismiss should be granted and Chew's § 2254 petition denied and
dismissed with prejudice.

3. Whether Chew was entitled to a certificate of appealability.

HOLDINGS

1. When no specific written objection is filed, the district court may adopt a magistrate judge's
recommendation without de novo review unless the recommendation is clearly erroneous or contrary to
law.

2. The respondent's motion to dismiss was granted, and Chew's petition for a writ of habeas corpus was
denied and dismissed with prejudice.

3. A certificate of appealability was denied because the basis for dismissal was not debatable and Chew
had not made a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In the absence of a specific written objection, this Court may adopt a magistrate judge’s recommendations
without conducting a de novo review, unless the recommendations are clearly erroneous or contrary to law.”

“The petition for a writ of habeas corpus (ECF No. 1) is DENIED and DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Robert Lee Chew challenged actions taken by state entities through a petition for a writ of habeas corpus under
28 U.S.C. § 2254. The respondent moved to dismiss, and Chew did not respond. The record identifies no
specific factual dispute because the district court resolved the matter by adopting the unopposed report and
recommendation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Chew filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus challenging actions taken by state entities. The respondent
moved to dismiss, and Chew did not respond. Magistrate Judge Robert J. Krask issued a report and
recommendation recommending that the motion be granted and the petition be denied and dismissed with
prejudice. Neither party filed objections, and the district court adopted the recommendation after finding no clear
error.
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