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ORDER
 

 PHILIP A. BRIMMER, District Judge.

 *1 This matter comes before the Court on the plaintiff-appellant Aspen HH Ventures, LLC's ("Aspen HH") appeal of the Bankruptcy Court's denial of its motion to dismiss. For the reasons stated below, the Court dismisses the appeal.

 I. BACKGROUND
 Aspen HH seeks review of the Bankruptcy Court for the District of Colorado's denial of its motion to dismiss an involuntary bankruptcy case filed against DB Capital Holdings, LLC ("DB Capital") by the appellees as petitioning creditors. See In re DB Capital Holdings, LLC, No. 10-25805-MER, Docket No. 90 (Bankruptcy Colo. November 29, 2010). The parties substantially agree about the facts underlying this appeal. DB Capital is a Colorado limited liability company with two members: a Class A member, Aspen HH, and a Class B member, Dancing Bear Development, L.P. ("DB Development"). DB Development is a Colorado limited partnership and its two partners are Thomas DiVenere and Fred Funk. DB Capital is managed by a third-party manager, DB Management, LLC ("DB Management"). DB Management is owned and controlled by Mr. DiVenere, but it does not have a membership or other interest in DB Capital.

 Before the involuntary bankruptcy that is the subject of this appeal, DB Management filed a voluntary Chapter 11 petition on behalf of DB Capital in the Bankruptcy Court for the District of Colorado, Case No. 10-23242-MER. The Bankruptcy Court granted Aspen HH's motion to dismiss that action, finding that the Operating Agreement governing DB Capital's management precluded DB Management from filing for bankruptcy on DB Capital's behalf. This decision was affirmed by the United States Bankruptcy Appellate Panel of the Tenth Circuit. See Docket No. 14-1 at 4-15 (B.A.P. Appeal No. 10-46).

 Shortly after the Bankruptcy Court dismissed the voluntary petition, creditors G.D.B.S. at Snowmass, Inc., William Dennis, Fred Funk, [FN1] Realty Financial Resources, Inc., and O'Bryan Partnership, Inc. (collectively the "petitioning creditors") filed an involuntary Chapter 11 petition against DB Capital. Aspen HH filed another motion to dismiss, arguing that bona fide disputes existed as to the claims asserted by the petitioning creditors and that the involuntary petition was filed in bad faith. [FN2] DB Capital opposed the motion. It also disputed Aspen HH's standing to be heard in the Bankruptcy Court as it was not itself the alleged debtor. The Bankruptcy Court found that, although Aspen HH had standing to seek dismissal of the action, dismissal was not appropriate.

FN1. Fred Funk initially joined the petitioning creditors in filing the involuntary case but withdrew from the case mid-stream. See Docket No. 14 at 12 n. 2.

FN2. Aspen HH also requested that, in lieu of dismissal, the Bankruptcy Court suspend proceedings until the completion of a pending state receivership case involving DB Capital.

 Aspen HH now appeals the denial of its motion, arguing that the Bankruptcy Court misapplied the relevant law in determining that the petitioning creditors' claims were not subject to bona fide disputes and that it erred in finding that the involuntary petition was not filed in bad faith. The petitioning creditors and DB Capital (collectively "appellees") argue that the Bankruptcy Court did not err in denying the motion to dismiss. Appellees also raise the preliminary issue of whether Aspen HH has standing.

 II. DISCUSSION
 *2 As a threshold matter, appellees argue that Aspen HH lacks standing to bring this appeal. The Court agrees. "[A]ppellate review of a bankruptcy court order is limited to 'persons aggrieved' by that order." In re C.W. Mining Co.,
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 Aspen HH does not meet its burden of demonstrating that it is a "person aggrieved" by the Bankruptcy Court's denial of its motion to dismiss the involuntary petition. See In re Amir,
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 *3 Next, Aspen HH argues that its pecuniary interests are adversely affected by the involuntary case, making it a person aggrieved by the Bankruptcy Court's decision to allow the case to proceed. See Docket No. 20 at 8-10. Aspen HH's only support for its status as a person aggrieved is its claim that the involuntary case violates DB Capital's Operating Agreement, thereby upending the expectations Aspen HH had when entering into that agreement. Even assuming that the bankruptcy case violates the agreement, Aspen HH has not demonstrated how this breach directly impacts it pecuniarily. See Holmes,
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III. CONCLUSION
 For the foregoing reasons, it is

 ORDERED that Aspen HH Ventures, LLC's appeal is dismissed.
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