
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 23-2811

Kyle Maurice Parks

Petitioner - Appellant

v.

United States of America

Respondent - Appellee

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri - St. Louis
(4:18-cv-01923-JAR)

JUDGMENT

Before GRUENDER, ERICKSON, and KOBES, Circuit Judges.

This court has reviewed the original file of the United States District Court. It is ordered

by the court that the judgment of the district court is summarily affirmed. See Eighth Circuit

Rule 47A(a).

August 25, 2023

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: 
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans
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£ UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 23-2811

Kyle Maurice Parks

Appellant

v.

United States of America

Appellee

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri - St. Louis
(4:18-cv-Ol 923-JAR)

ORDER

The petition for rehearing en banc is denied. The petition for rehearing by the panel is

also denied.

October 05, 2023

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: 
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E- Gans
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A
I UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

EASTERN DIVISION

!

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)

Plaintiff, )
)

! ) No. 4:I5-CR-00553 JAR/JMBv.
)

KYLE M. PARKS, \ )
)

IDefendant. )

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This matter is before the Court in this closed criminal case on Defendant’s pro se motion 

for documents under the Freedom of Information Act /Doc. No. 232J and pro se motion for copies 

of transcripts (Doc, No. 233). Defendant seeks a copy of a probable cause affidavit and warrant 

issued by a judge in Ohio and transcripts of “docket hearing 35” and “docket hearing'79.” The 

documents Defendant seeks from the state of Ohio are not in the Court’s possession. Further, 

docket entries 35 and 79 refer to proceedings held before the Magistrate Judge for which there 

no transcripts. For these reasons, Defendant’s motions [232, 233] are DENIED.

This matter is a closed criminal case, and the Court will take no further action in response 

to future filings.
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Dated this 21st day of July, 2022.
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“5,: pHN A. ROSS
NITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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