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Anil Nayee, a prison inmate, appeals from an August 2, 2017 decision, in 

the form of an email from Prison Administrator Steven Johnson, notifying Nayee 

that he was entitled to use the prison law library for five hours per week.  After 

reviewing the record, we affirm.  We also conclude that Nayee's appellate 

arguments are without sufficient merit to warrant discussion in a written 

opinion. R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E).  However, we add the following brief comments.   

According to his appellate brief, Nayee requested access to the law library 

in order to prepare his petition for certification from an Appellate Division 

decision affirming the denial of his second petition for post-conviction relief.  

The Department of Corrections brief and appendix demonstrate that Nayee 

accessed the law library for about eighteen hours between May 15 and June 15, 

2017, and he filed the petition with the Supreme Court on June 26, 2017.  While 

the petition was initially rejected for failure to file the required number of 

copies, Nayee's brief does not document a connection between that deficiency 

and an alleged inadequate opportunity to conduct legal research.  On this record, 

we cannot conclude that Nayee was deprived of reasonable access to the law 

library.  

 Affirmed.  

 

 
 


