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OPINION ON REHEARING - FOR PUBLICATION

BARNES, Judge

We grant the Appellees’ petitions for rehearing; however, we affirm our opinion in all regards.  We issue this opinion on rehearing to address an argument raised by IKEC for the first time in its petition for rehearing and to clarify the issue of the trial court’s subject matter jurisdiction.  

IKEC argues in its petition for rehearing, “OEA did not have before it a petition meeting the requirements of the Statute within the 15-day deadline and thus did not acquire jurisdiction over the case.”  IKEC’s Petition for Rehearing p. 12.  It does not appear, however, that IKEC made this argument in its appellate brief.  Any question that has not been argued in the briefs on appeal cannot be raised for the first time in a petition for rehearing.  Holmes v. AC & S, Inc., 711 N.E.2d 1289, 1290 (Ind. Ct. App. 1999), trans. denied.  The petition is to be confined to those issues that were properly presented in the initial appeal and which were overlooked or improperly decided.  Id. at 1291.  Accordingly, IKEC waives this issue.

IKEC also asserts that the trial court had subject matter jurisdiction for a number of reasons that were not addressed in our opinion.  To the contrary, however, because the Appellants had associational standing to seek administrative review and the OEA had jurisdiction over the case, it necessarily follows that the trial court was without subject matter jurisdiction and that the Appellees must comply with AOPA procedures for seeking judicial review.

NAJAM, J., and SULLIVAN, J., concur.
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