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OPINION SUMMARY

M. H. and D.H. (“Appellants”), the paternal grandparents of minor R.C.H. ,
appeal the judgment of the probate division of the Circuit Court of the City of St. Louis
dismissing their petition for removal of the child’s guardian, M.C. (“Respondent”),
appointed pursuant to the probate code. Respondent filed a motion to dismiss the appeal
with this Court, claiming Appellants lacked standing to appeal the probate court’s
judgment. Because we find the Appellants are not “interested persons” entitled to appeal
under the probate code, we dismiss their appeal for lack of standing. We do not address

the merits of Appellants’ point on appeal.



Division Three holds:

(1) Appellants (paternal grandparents) are not “interested persons” as defined by
section 472.010(15) of the probate code, and therefore, lack standing to appeal the court’s
judgment dismissing their motion to remove guardian and appoint successor guardian.
Opinion by: Angela T. Quigless, J.

Mary K. Hoff, P.J., Kurt S. Odenwald, J., Concurs.
Attorney for Appellant: Nathan S. Cohen

Attorney for Respondent: David M. Slaby
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