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PER CURIAM.

{11} This is Carl E. Whitacre’s second application for reconsideration in this
appeal. Whitacre applies for reconsideration from our May 18, 2023 decision denying his
first application for reconsideration. For the following reasons, this application is denied
as well.

{12} App.R. 26(A)(1)(a) states an “[a]pplication for reconsideration * * * shall be
made in writing no later than ten days after the clerk has both mailed to the parties the
judgment * * * in question and made a note on the docket of the mailing as required by
App. R. 30(A).”

{13}  Here, Whitacre seeks reconsideration from this court’s judgment and
opinion denying his reconsideration issued and mailed to the parties on May 18, 2023.
His application was filed on June 2, 2023, fifteen days after May 18, 2023. Thus, the
application was filed five days after the ten-day deadline and is untimely.

{14} Moreover, the test generally applied to an application for reconsideration is
whether the applicant identifies “an obvious error in [the] decision or raises an issue for
our consideration that was either not considered at all or was not fully considered by us
when it should have been.” Electronic Classroom of Tomorrow v. State Bd. of Education,
10th Dist. Franklin No. 17AP-767, 2019-Ohio-1540, 3, aff'd sub nom. Electronic
Classroom of Tomorrow v. State Bd. of Education, 166 Ohio St.3d 96, 2021-Ohio-3445,
182 N.E.3d 1170; State v. Carosiello, 7th Dist. Columbiana No. 15 CO 0017, 2018-Ohio-
860, 1 12. Appellant’s instant filing does not meet this standard since it fails to present
any comprehensible arguments arising from our May 18, 2023 decision.

{15} Accordingly, Appellant’'s June 2, 2023 application for reconsideration is

denied.
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