
MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
February 25, 2019 

Council Conference Room 
 

Present: Councilmembers Rader, Anderson, Bullock 
 
Also Present: Diane Bickett, a representative of the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District; 
Assistant Law Director Swallow, Public Works Director Beno, Deputy Clerk Lascu taking 
minutes 
 
Call to Order: 6:10 p.m. 
 
RESOLUTION 9053-19 - A RESOLUTION to take effect immediately provided it receives 
the vote of at least two thirds of the members of Council, or otherwise to take effect at the 
earliest period allowed by law, adopting the Solid Waste Management Plan for the 
Cuyahoga County Solid Waste Management District. (Referred to Public Works 
Committee 2/4/19) 

RESOLUTION 9051-19 - A RESOLUTION to take effect immediately provided it receives 
the vote of at least two thirds of the members of Council, or otherwise to take effect at the 
earliest period allowed by law, authorizing the City of Lakewood to take all actions 
necessary to submit an application and accept Northeast Ohio Public Energy Council 
(NOPEC) Energized Community Grant(s). (Referred to Public Works Committee 2/4/19) 

Councilman Rader opened the meeting and Diane Bickett of the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste 
District started her presentation regarding the County Solid Waste District Plan for 2019-2033. 
She stated that there is a 90 day ratification window for city councils across the region to 
approve the plan. The Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District manages solid waste, which is 
primarily household garbage. It is 1 of 52 waste districts in Ohio and was created by the Ohio 
Solid Waste Law passed in the late 1980s. One of their main goals is to reduce reliance on 
landfills by increasing recycling and waste reduction statewide. 

This is the 5th plan update since 1994 and the current planning period is for 2019-2033. The 
District carries a staff of 6 people and is well-served by existing infrastructure, eliminating the 
need for large operational District capacity. The plan is prepared according to an Ohio EPA 
format and must achieve the 9 goals listed in the state solid waste management plan. The full 
plan is on the District’s website. It was developed over the past year by District staff, a 
consultant (GT Environmental), and with input from the District policy committee and local 
service directors/mayors. Mayor Bobst of Rocky River represents the Westshore region, to which 
Lakewood belongs. The plan needs approval from cities representing 60% of the population in 
region along with the major city of the region, being Cleveland. 



Not much is new or different with this plan compared to past plans, all existing programs 
services will continue upon approval, although there will be some increase cost increases in Year 
4 of the plan due to increases in the funding mechanism. 

Ms. Bickett shared some key findings from the plan. Cuyahoga County generates about 2.6 
million tons a year in trash and we recycle 43% of it, compost 6% of it, and landfill 51% of it. 
We send about 1.2 million tons of waste to landfills annually, which are all located outside of 
Cuyahoga County. Most of the waste is going to the Lorain County and Richland County 
landfills, as well as the Kimble landfill in Dover. These landfills have about 43 years of 
remaining capacity, based upon existing capacity. The District has 13 transfer stations, 9 of 
which are located in Cuyahoga County. The majority of these stations are run by private 
companies. Four companies, Rumpke, Kimble, Republic, and Waste Management, provide all 
services for recycling coming out of the county. Smaller companies provide specialty services in 
regard to cardboard, scrap metal, etc. There are about 60 drop off recycling sites in the District. 
The District has achieved a residential recycling rate of 30.6% and the state goal is 25% for a 
district. Cuyahoga County is exceeding all state goals for recycling. They have identified a need 
to provide more recycling opportunities to people that live in multi-family dwellings and more 
opportunities for curbside recycling. 

Councilman Rader asked if the drop off site for Lakewood is its Berea Rd. facility. Director 
Beno replied yes. 

Bickett stated about 6% of the county’s waste overall is composted and comprises 37% of all 
recycling, making it a big component of the District’s recycling number. The District has 26 
registered composting facilities and 54 cities with yard waste recycling programs, which is less 
expensive than landfill. 

Councilman Bullock questioned the District’s statistics regarding composting/yard waste, 
specifically whether yard waste was being double counted to be included as a recycled good and 
not a composted one. Bickett stated that yard waste is composted, which counts as a perecentage 
of overall recycling according to the EPA. It is a form of recycling. Bullock stated that there are 
some communities that do better than Lakewood, such as Westlake, that do better by the 
numbers in recycling because of their large amounts of yard waste, which bumps their recycling 
up per capita. Bickett stated that the District has accounted for this and divided up the data to 
show which cities had more yard waste, preventing the numbers from being skewed. Bullock 
questioned which statistics the District should focus on. Bickett stated that the District has 
focused on recovery rate and got statistics from a national source. The national recovery rate 
average was 330 lbs. per year. The District ran the numbers against every community in 
Cuyahoga County, excluding the yard waste, and determined which cities might need more help 
with increasing recovery. Lakewood has a recovery rate of 339 lbs. per year, right there with the 
national average. Lakewood has obstacles due to turnover of residents, which makes public 
education more difficult 



Under the plan, all education programs and the community recycling awareness grant will 
continue and the District is looking at providing additional resources for 1 or 2 low-performing 
communities a year. The District also provides curbside analysis. They helped Lakewood convert 
to automated collection several years ago. 

Scrap tire and litter collection programs will continue, along with general public drop off in 
Garfield Heights, which includes items like appliances, Christmas lights, etc. They will also 
continue to provide money for the environmental crimes taskforce, which helps prosecute illegal 
dumping. The taskforce does about 600 cases a year. They could do triple that, but they just 
don’t have the manpower. Councilman Bullock stated that these efforts are important because 
dumping is an environmental justice issue. 

Bickett stated that the District plans to help cities with the cost of tire disposal and expand its 
litter collection program. Councilman Anderson commented how many tires are being collected 
by automobile shops and that you don’t see many residents changing tires at home anymore. 
Bickett replied that many residents bring them home with them from the auto repair shop 
because they don’t want to pay a disposal fee to a tire dealer. Director Beno said that the City 
doesn’t typically get people leaving out who sets of tires. He gave an example of a family 
cleaning out a garage and finding one or two old ones. 

Councilman Anderson asked for clarification on the notion that Council cannot make 
amendments to the District’s plan and Councilman Rader confirmed that as correct. Bickett 
noted that if Council has any recommendations, that District is willing to work with them on any 
issues. In regard to the tire disposal issue, Bickett commented that the District would like to 
ween people off the notion that tire disposal is free, because it is not. Councilman Bullock 
referenced an article from Cleveland.com that talked about how various public user fees have 
been raised under Republic administrations over the past 5 years and the tire disposal was one of 
them. Councilman Anderson stated that if we’re charging $1 per tire to dispose of them and are 
losing money on the, the City needs to raise the price or get out of the business. Director Beno 
stated that the City is losing money a lot of other things a lot more than just that. 

Bickett stated that the plan funding mechanism is a generation funding fee, which is for non-
landfill districts and applies to Lakewood. It is a trash tax that applies to tonnage of waste that 
comes out of Cuyahoga Count. It generates about $1.85 million annually and has been fairly flat 
over the last 10 years. Councilman Bullock asked who generates it and who receives it. Bickett 
stated that the fee is paid by the transfer station for the landfill, whoever gets the waste first. 
Lakewood pays Cleveland because their waste goes to Cleveland’s transfer facility. Director 
Beno stated that Lakewood keeps track of load tickets and that the amounts are relatively 
consistent. January and February are lighter months and the amount increases a bit over the 
holidays.  



Bickett commented that most people don’t see the fee directly because its part of the overall 
charge a facility would charge to accept the waste. The generation fee used to be $1 per ton from 
94-06 and in 2007 it was raised to a $1.50 per ton, which was done concurrently with the 
establishment of programs the Waste District developed. The District has an annual shortfall 
with the fee but they also have a health cash reserve, which allows it to hold off implementing 
any increases until 2023, which will lead to a 50 cent per ton increase. The statewide average is 
$.50 a ton and Cuyahoga County is well below that. The increase maintains status quo operations 
and maintains appropriate operating capital reserve. 

Bickett stated the plan ratification process period goes until April 11. County Council, the Waste 
District Board, and Cleveland must all approve it as well. If we don’t have a locally ratified plan, 
the EPA takes over and writes it for the community, which has never happened in Cuyahoga 
County. It is not an ideal situation to have the state take over because it is a direct order and the 
community has no say in the matter. 

Councilman Rader asked how much the 50 cent fee increase goes to Lakewood. Bickett state you 
would take what tonnage you’re disposing and add 50 cents to that. For most communities that 
means under $5,000 per year. 

Councilman Bullock shared the article he previously referenced in the committee meeting and 
shared it amongst all individuals at the table. Separately, he believes it is important for the 
District to be involved with environmental crimes and called for staffing to be increased. Bickett 
stated the District doesn’t hire investigators, Cleveland Police and the Cuyahoga County 
Sherriff’s office do. They have been asking for more people for years. Councilman Bullock 
suggested maybe Cleveland could make their sustainability department a part of process. Bullock 
stated that the District’s activities are mainly educational and in some ways, wouldn’t it make 
more sense to consolidate solid waste collection among smaller municipalities. Bickett stated the 
District has formed contracting consortiums with the cities to get better rates. Bullock asked that 
the fee the District is charging is just for the district and if there is a component of the tip fee that 
goes to the state. Bickett replied that none of it goes to the state. Bickett gave an example of cost 
division, saying for instance that if a community is paying $40 a ton in a tipping fee, it probably 
costs about under $20 to landfill it, but on top of that there are extra costs that are paid to the 
District, Ohio EPA, and the receiving landfill. 

Councilman Bullock believes the City and the District should be sending price signals to 
consumers and questioned what the District’s policy committee stated on the matter. Bickett said 
the District tries to maintain good value for the fee and keep a small staff. It is unnecessary to 
build it up and get involved in operations because the private sector is already offering a variety 
of services. Bullock asked if population volume helps keep costs low; Bickett replied yes. 
Bullock asked if the state could be the one that could send the price signal then. Bickett stated 
that the City would feel the direct impact, not the resident. She added there’s always pressure to 
tax garbage because it doesn’t have a constituency and that there was a push to increase the EPA 



fee a time ago. Most cities pay out of their general funds. Councilman Rader added that there 
was a good conversation at an event between communities collaborating on composting. Bickett 
said she see an opportunity to go back to communities and say costs of waste are going up. 
Bullock stated we’re subsidizing waste and we should find a way to alter the mechanics of 
supply and demand. 

Councilman Bullock asked if the District has ever done tours of landfill sites. He believes it 
would be a powerful tool. Bickett said that the District sponsored a tour of the county’s private-
sector facility several years ago for public officials. 

Councilman Rader made a motion that Resolution 9053-19 be recommended for adoption, 
seconded by Councilman Anderson. All members of the committee voted in favor to recommend 
for adoption. 

Moving to Resolution 9051-19, Councilman Rader asked if the NOPEC grant needs to be 
approved by Council before the next meeting. Assistant Law Director Swallow replied that she 
believed so. Councilman Bullock stated he recalled from last meeting that the mayor intended for 
the item to be a placeholder so that a discussion could be started on how the grant money was to 
be spent. He stated we have yet to get the lights built right from the 2018 NOPEC grant and 
Director Beno replied that that project was started last week. 

Councilman Rader suggested that the committee recommend for adoption, as it is just the start of 
the next grant process and Director Beno added that the City doesn’t have to tell NOPEC what 
the grant money is being spent on, the City just has to accept the money. Councilman Bullock 
expressed that he preferred the committee bring the item back for discussion so that Council can 
have more time to talk about a plan on how to spend the money. He believes that Mayor 
Summers should come to the committee talk about it. Deputy Clerk Lascu stated that the Mayor 
stopped into the Council office earlier that day to express that the administration has been so 
busy working on Clean Water Act compliance that it has not yet come up with a plan on how to 
spend the NOPEC grant money, but that Council needs to accept the money now in order to use 
it in the future. 

Councilman Anderson made a motion to recommend Resolution 9051-19 for adoption. The 
motion was seconded by Councilman Rader with the caveat that the Public Works Committee 
strongly recommends another meeting to discuss the use of the money. He stated that the mayor 
sat down with him and Councilman Bullock last year to discuss his thoughts on how the money 
should be used and Councilman Rader believes it would be good to move that conversation 
formally to the Public Works Committee. He would like to see more emphasis on solar energy 
applications. Councilman Anderson stated he believes there is a lot of opportunity for discussion 
on the matter as to how the $206,000 will be spent and that it is important to get this resolution 
considered before the whole Council. Councilman Rader confirmed his second of Councilman 
Anderson’s original motion to recommend the resolution for adoption. Councilman Bullock 



stated he did not want Council to lose the opportunity to put its opinion in on the matter and 
expressed that he will abstain from the vote. He is looking to convene the administration, the 
Public Works Department, and Council on the matter. Councilman Anderson believed that that is 
a reasonable thought that the whole Council should consider that. Assistant Law Director 
Swallow added that there will be additional opportunities to approve the expenditure. This 
resolution is to apply for and enter into all necessary agreements to accept the funds. 

Councilman Rader raised the vote to recommend the resolution for adoption, thereby moving it 
to the next Regular Council meeting for further discussion. He and Councilman Anderson voted 
aye. Councilman Bullock abstained from the vote. 

Councilman Rader made a move to adjourn, which was seconded by Councilman Anderson. 

Meeting adjourned at 7:10 p.m. 
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RATIFICATION OF THE CUYAHOGA COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN UPDATE {2019 - 2033) 

A Fact Sheet for Community Officials - TIME SENSITIVE! 

The development of the solid waste plan is a requirement of Ohio law. Every solid waste management district in 
Ohio must periodically update their solid waste management plan and submit it to each political subdivision to be 
ratified. Ratification occurs when city/village councils and township trustees representing 60% of a district's 
population, including its largest city and the legislative authority of the county, vote to approve the plan. If a 
district's plan is not ratified, the Ohio EPA will prepare the plan and order it to be implemented. This fact sheet 
provides general information about Cuyahoga County's solid waste plan which is now out for ratification. 

The Cuyahoga County Solid Waste Management Plan 
The Cuyahoga County Solid Waste Management Plan was first ratified by communities in 1994 and three times 
since. The Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District (the District) and its Solid Waste Policy Committee are now 
seeking local approval for the fourth Plan Update. The ratification process takes place from January 11, 2019 
through April 11, 2019. This Plan Update complies with an Ohio EPA format and contains 6 chapters and 21 
appendices. It describes the waste management methods to be used in the upcoming planning period and details 
how the nine waste reduction and recycling goals established in the State Solid Waste Management Plan will be 
achieved. It also describes how the Plan will be implemented by the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District . 

What's the best way to review the Plan Update? 

The plan chapters provide an executive summary of the plan. The District recommends reading the chapters for an 
overview of the plan and if additional information is desired, referring to the appendices for more detail. See your 
council clerk for a printed copy of the plan chapters or for an electronic copy. The complete Cuyahoga County Solid 
Waste Management Plan Update (2019 - 2033) is also available on the District's web site - CuyahogaRecycles.org 
and at the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District's office. 

Who prepared the Plan Update? 
The Plan Update was prepared by the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste District in conjunction with the Cuyahoga 
County Solid Waste Policy Committee. Various stakeholders were also consulted through the 18-month process. 
The Policy Committee consists of t he Cuyahoga County Planning Commission members and two public members. 

Who implements the Plan Update and how is it funded? 
The District is responsible for implementing the Plan Update which contains a variety of programs and services 
that support waste reduction and recycling. The District employs six staff and is funded by a "generation fee" 
which is a fee of $1.50 levied on each ton of waste produced in Cuyahoga County and landfilled in Ohio. The 
generation fee is approved by communit ies each time it rat ifies the plan . Cuyahoga County's current fee of $1.50 
per ton is one of the lowest in Ohio and was increased just once since 1994. Under this Plan Update, the 
generation fee wi ll increase by $0.50 beginning in 2023. For comparison, the statewide fee average is $4.50 per 
ton. 

Programs and services offered through the Plan 
All the existing programs and services offered by the Cuyahoga County Solid Waste Dist rict will cont inue with the 
ratif icat ion of this Plan Update. Some programs will expand slightly while some programs will be modified to 
reflect the feedback the District received during its strategic planning process. A complete description of the 
District's action's priorities and programs for this Plan Update can be found in Appendix I. 

For more information 
The following informational meetings will be held for local officials about the Plan and the ratification process. 
Questions can also be directed to Diane Bickett or Jessica Fenos by calling the District at (216) 443-3749. 

• February 6, 2019 - 4:30 p.m. Parma Heights City Hall, 6281 Pearl Rd, Parma Heights, 44130 
• February 13, 2019 - 6:30 p.m. Ross DeJohn Community Center, 6306 Marsol Rd, Mayfield Heights, 44124 

• February 19, 2019 6:00 p.m. Rocky River Library, 1600 Hampton Rd, Rocky River, OH 44116 

January 11, 2019 
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Comment 

COLUMBUS, Ohio - Ohio's new Republican Gov. Mike De Wine did some serious t iptoeing 

around the word "tax" this week as he proposed a 64 percent increase in Ohio's gas tax. 

"Well, I actually look at this as - you know, you can use the word 'tax.' And that's fine. I'm 

not going to quarrel with it," DeWine told a group of reporters. "You can also refer to it 

as a 'user fee.' I mean, it's directly only on those people who are using the highways." 

In fact, the gas tax is described by the state of Ohio as a tax - the Motor Vehicle Fuel and 

Use Tax - with revenue being tabulated every year by the Ohio Department of 

Taxation. 

Problem is that in political circles, especially for Republicans, the word tax is often a 

dirty word. Right now, the GOP is going after the Democratic governor in Minnesota 

over a proposed gas t ax increase. 
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So to ease any concerns De Wine might have, we've compiled a list a 10 times before him 

that Ohio Republicans have raised taxes. 

Sorting out responsibility is simple, since Democrats have not controlled both houses of 

the legislature and the governor's office at the same time since 1984. 

In fact , Republicans have occupied the governor's office in all but four years since 1990, 

controlled the Ohio Senate every year since 1984, and controlled the Ohio House in all 

but two years since 1994. 

De Wine is asking that Ohio's 28-cent-per-gallon tax on gasoline be increased to 46 

cents, with future rates tied to inflat ion. 

Here are 10 GOP tax-increases before him. Argue if you will as to whether a charge is a 

fee or a tax, but nearly all the data listed below was derived from information from the 

Ohio Department of Taxation. 

1. The last gas tax increase 

Ohio gasoline tax per gallon - from 2 cents to 28 cents 

5 I S 

i 
O 10 1933 

5 cents 

1959 

YeMs: c.h,'.uiges enri.cted 

Source: Ohio Department of Taxation (Rich Exner, cleveland.com) 

1993 
22 cents 

2005 
28 cents 

It was a Republican-led legislature and a Republican governor, Bob Taft, who pushed 

through the last gasoline tax increase - driving up the tax-per-gallon in phases from 22 

cents in early 2003 to 28 cents by mid-2005. 

That's still the gas tax rate in Ohio. 

Before then, the last gas tax increase - from 21 cents a gallon to 22 cents in 1993 -

came when Republican George Voinovich was governor. 

2. License plates and driver's licenses 

https://www.cleveland.com/expo/news/g661-2019/02/d657290c308967 /mike-dewine-youre-not-alone-10-ways-ohio-republicans-have-increased-taxes... 2/12 
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State of Ohio 

At the same time lawmakers in 2003 approved increases to the gasoline tax, the 

legislature and Taft also upped the cost for Ohio drivers in two other ways. 

,· 

They more than doubled the cost of an Ohio's driver's license (good for four years) from 

$11.75 to $23.75. It has essentially been unchanged since then, standing no:"_" at _:1,23 to~ 
adults aged 21 and older, less for younger drivers with licenses expiring when they 

become 21. 

And the annual registration fee on license plates increased $11 t o $34.25, plus loca l add

ons that vary across the state. The base rate is now $34.50 for passenger vehicles. 

3. Sales tax 
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Changes in Ohio sales tax 

____ 6.H% 5.5% 5.75% --

1967 1981 2003 2005 2013 

RICH EXNER/CLEVELAND.COM 

Source: Ohio Department of Taxation (Rich Exner, cleveland.com) 

Ohio's sales tax, which dates back to 1934, was last increased in 2013 - as part of 

Republican Gov. John Kasich's second two-year state budget. The increase was used, in 

part, to pay for a decrease in state income tax rates. 

The state sales tax rate increased on Sept. 1, 20~~. fri:>m 5.5 percent to 5.75 

.e._ercen~. 

Additional sales taxes of various amounts are added on by counties. The combined Ohio 

and local rate ~anges from 6.5 percent in Butler, Stark and Wayne counties to s. 
percent in Cuyahoga County. 

---·-------- ·--···-······ ····-

4. Ohio Turnpike tolls - for non-Turnpike purposes 
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Marvin Fong. The Plain Dealer 

Advocates of turnpike tolls as a revenue source often argue a toll is not a tax, because 

the tolls are used to cover the cost of the road. 

But that user-fee argument cannot be made for the bulk of the latest increases. 

Most of the money is being used to pay off $1.35 billion in borrowing for non

Turnpike projects by the Ohio Dep~!_ment of Transportation. 

A series of hikes over 10 years still being phased in will drive up the cost of crossing the 

state on the Ohio Turnpike by 31 percent. 

This was part of Kasich's plan for a short-term fix on road-funding problems, but the 

loans won't be paid off until 2048. 

5. Cigarette tax 

https://www.cleveland.com/expo/news/g661-2019/02/d657290c308967 /mike-dewine-youre-not-alone-10-ways-ohio-republicans-have-increased-taxes... 5/12 
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Ohio cigarette tax per pack of 20 

__________ _._.._1.6_G_ 

1987 1992 2002 2005 2015 
RICH EXNER/CLEVELAIW.COM 

Source: Ohio Department of Taxation (Rich Exner, cleveland.com) 

Cigarette smokers have been a frequent target of Republican-led tax increases in Ohio. 

The Ohio cigare_!te tax was 24 c~nts a pack in 2001. It's gone up more than six-fold 

since then. 

State lawmakers increased the cigarette tax to 55 cents a pack in 2002, to $1.25 a pack 

in 2005 and finally to $1.60 a pack in 2015. 

Other tobacco taxes also have gone up, including in 2013 when the tax on "little cigars" 

was more than doubled. 

6. Gutted property tax discount for senior citizens 

https://www.cleveland.com/expo/news/9661-2019/02/d657290c308967 /mike-dewine-youre-not-alone-10-ways-ohio-republicans-have-increased-taxes... 6/12 
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Flags 

Owner Occupancy Credit y 

( Homestead Reduction y ) 
Foreclosure N 

Cert. Pending N 

Cert.Sold N 

Payment Plan N 

Fewer homeowners now qualify for a Homestead exemption, flagged on this tax bill. (Cuyahoga County 
Fiscal Office) 

Many senior citizens are paying higher property tax bil ls than otherwise would have been 

the case, if not for a law change in 2013. 

Gone are property tax discounts for all senior citizens. Instead, only those with incomes 
of less than $32,800 may receive the discount. (Those who signed up earlier after it 

was expanded by Democratic Gov. Ted Strickland were grandfathered in, and can sti ll 

receive the discount.) 

Under the Homestead program, the value of a home for tax purposes is reduced 

$25,000. The state pays that portion of the bill. 

Savings vary depending on local tax rates. For example, those who qualify save $1,000 a 

year in Garfield Heights and Shaker Heights, but closer to $500 a year in Elyria and 

Medina. 

7. Higher property tax bills for nearly all homeowners 

https://www.cleveland.com/expo/news/g661-2019/02/d657290c308967 /mike-dewine-youre-not-alone-10-ways-ohio-republicans-have-increased-taxes... 7 /12 
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Plain Dealer file 

Another property tax change approved by the legislature and governor in 2013 didn't 

directly increase taxes, but the result has been property tax increases for most Ohioans. 

Until then, Ohio picked up the tab for 12.5 percent of a homeowner's property tax bill. 

But, as a result of the law change, the state doesn't cover that 12.5 percent for any 

new taxes approved in November 2013_or_later. 

The impact to-date varies greatly, depending on the number and size of new taxes in 

each area. 

As a result of the change, for example, the owner of a $150,000 home is now paying 

$123 a year more in Cleveland Heights, $95 more in Chagrin Falls, and $50 more in 

Westlake. 

8 . Wine's "temporary" tax 

1 --

D 
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Marc Bona. cleveland.com 

In Ohio, a "wine tax" could be a phrase used to describe when a temporary tax really is 

permanent. 

Lawmakers in 1995 added additional 2 cents in wine tax "temporarily" for a grape 
industry fund, set to expire in 1999, according to the Ohio Department of Taxation. 

The temporary tax was extended for another two years in 1999, again in 2001!_~g~in 
in 2003, and so on. You've got the idea. It was last extended in 2017, which means a 

repeat is due again soon. 

9. Car and truck tires 
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Associated Press 

You pay an extra $4 in Ohio to replace a set vehicle tires, thanks to a 50-cent fee per 

tire approved by Republican lawmakers in 1993 and then doubled by the GOP to $1 per 

tire in 2001. 

The fee comes up for renewal every couple of years, last getting the OK in 2017 through 

June 30, 2020. 

The fee does not apply to tires on new vehicles, or the purchase of used tires or retreads. 

10. Betting the ponies 
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Thomas Ondrey, The Plain Dealer 

In addition to pari-mutuel wagering t axes in Ohio, a special tax of 3.5 percent is 
applied to what are defined as "exotic" bet~ - such as daily doubles, perfectas, 

quinellas and trifectas. 

Republicans made the last change to this tax rate in 2006, ra ising it a quarter percent. 

Rich Exner, data analysis editor for c/eveland.com, writes about numbers on a variety 

of topics. Follow on Twitter @RichExner.. Find data-related stories 

atcleveland.com/datacentral. 
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