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This appeal stems from a consent judgment entered into by plaintiff Delphi Management
Solutions, Inc. (“Delphi”) and defendants Heya Retail, LLC, Heya St. Charles Retail II, LLC, Heya
Kirksville Retail, LLC, Heya Eldon Retail, LLC, and Heya Park Hills Retail, LLC (the “Heya
Dispensaries,” and collectively with Heya Retail, “Heya Respondents™). The consent judgment
memorialized the settlement and resolution of the claims by and between Delphi and Heya
Respondents which concerned a series of amended and restated operating agreements related to
the Heya Dispensaries.

Appellants AJO MO, LLC and Hi-Rise, LLC are third-party defendants who opposed the consent
judgment and filed a motion to intervene claiming they have an interest which would be affected
by the consent judgment because they have an option to purchase Heya Dispensaries. The trial
court denied Appellants’ motion to intervene. Thereafter, the trial court entered the consent
judgment. Appellants assert six points on appeal arguing the trial court erred in entering the consent
judgment over their opposition (Points I-I11) and denying their motion to intervene (Points IV—
VI).

DISMISSED IN PART, AND AFFIRMED IN PART.

DIVISION IV HOLDS: Appellants do not have standing to appeal the consent judgment as they
were not parties to the claims disposed of in the consent judgment nor are they an aggrieved party.
Thus, we deny Points I-111, and dismiss the appeal in part as to the consent judgment. Further,
because we find Appellants are not able to appeal the consent judgment, Points IV-V1 are denied.
Accordingly, we dismiss in part, and affirm in part.

Opinion by:  Michael S. Wright, J.
Robert M. Clayton 111, J. concurs and John P. Torbitzky, P.J. concurs in result only.
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