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Chairman Hoops, Vice Chair Lorenz, Ranking Member Abdullahi and Development 
Committee Members, 

I am writing as a concerned Ohio resident to express my strong opposition to Ohio House 
Bill 161, which seeks to extend sales, use, and local lodging taxes to short-term rentals 
and require tax collection by short-term rental platforms. While I understand the intent 
to modernize tax policy, HB 161 creates more problems than it solves and risks harming 
Ohioans, small property owners, and local tourism economies. 

1. HB 161 places disproportionate burdens on small hosts and homeowners 

Many Ohioans rely on short-term rentals to supplement their income, especially retirees, 
families facing rising costs, and homeowners in rural or seasonal areas. HB 161 would 
impose new administrative and financial burdens that are far easier for large hotel chains 
to absorb than for individual residents. This bill effectively penalizes ordinary Ohioans who 
are simply trying to make ends meet. 

2. The bill threatens local tourism and economic activity 

Short-term rentals play a vital role in attracting visitors to communities that lack traditional 
lodging options. By increasing taxes and compliance requirements, HB 161 risks reducing 
the availability and affordability of these rentals. This could discourage tourism, reduce 
local spending, and harm small businesses that depend on visitor traffic. 

3. HB 161 duplicates existing regulatory tools 

Many municipalities already have mechanisms to regulate or tax short-term rentals if they 
choose. A statewide mandate adds unnecessary complexity and overrides local 
decision-making. Instead of imposing a one-size-fits-all policy, the state should allow 
communities to tailor solutions that reflect their unique needs. 

4. The bill benefits large corporate platforms more than Ohio residents 

Requiring platforms to collect and remit taxes may seem convenient, but it further 
consolidates power in the hands of large corporations. Smaller or emerging platforms—



and independent hosts—will face compliance challenges that reduce competition and 
innovation. HB 161 ultimately strengthens corporate intermediaries at the expense of Ohio 
citizens. 

5. There are better ways to ensure fairness without harming residents 

If the goal is tax fairness, the legislature should explore alternatives that do not impose new 
burdens on homeowners or discourage tourism. Options include voluntary registration 
systems, simplified tax structures, or targeted enforcement of existing laws—approaches 
that maintain fairness without stifling economic opportunity. 

 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge you to oppose HB 161 and support policies that 
protect Ohio homeowners, encourage tourism, and preserve local autonomy. I appreciate 
your attention to this issue and your service to our state. 

Sincerely, 
Traci Nichols 

 


