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THE FOLLOWING GRAPHICS SUMMARIZE FINANCIAL DIFFERENCES AMONG  

STATE GOVERNMENT INFRASTRUCTURE BANKS. 
 

 
 
 
 
 TOTAL INFRASTRUCTURE BANK FUNDS COMMITTED 
    FROM YEAR OF INCEPTION THROUGH FY 14-15 
        (IN MILLIONS) 

 
 
 
         AVERAGE INFRASTRUCTURE BANK FUNDS COMMITTED  
                   PER YEAR FROM YEAR OF INCEPTION THROUGH FY 14-15 
        (IN MILLIONS)  

$24

$72

$8 $14
$32 $28

$269

Figures are rounded. 
 

*  Ohio reports its loans committed as of 
September 30, 2015.  

** Texas reports its loans committed as of 
August 31, 2015. 

 
Sources: Financial reports and documents from  
               California, Florida, Georgia, Missouri,  
               Ohio, Texas, and South Carolina. 

Figures are rounded. 
 

*  Ohio reports its loans committed as of 
September 30, 2015.  

** Texas reports its loans committed as of August 
31, 2015. 

 
Sources: Financial reports and documents from  
               California, Florida, Georgia, Missouri,  
               Ohio, Texas, and South Carolina. 

(Year of Inception)
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OVERSIGHT AGENCIES 

 

STATE OVERSIGHT AGENCIES 

California * 
Governor’s Office of Business and 

Economic Development 

Florida Florida DOT 

Georgia State Road and Tollway Authority 

Missouri 

Legally separate from the Missouri DOT. 
Governed by a commission consisting of 

three DOT commissioners, three DOT staff, 
and two at-large members.

Ohio Ohio DOT 

South Carolina Independent Agency 

Texas Texas DOT 

 
 

*  California’s infrastructure bank subsidizes more than just transportation projects. 
 

Sources: State infrastructure bank documents and laws from California, Florida,  
Georgia, Missouri, Ohio, Texas, and South Carolina. 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

TOTAL INFRASTRUCTURE BANK BONDED DEBT AS OF THE END OF FY 14-15 
(IN MILLIONS) 

 

 
Figures are rounded. 

 
Sources: Financial reports from California, Florida, Georgia, Missouri, Ohio,   

South Carolina, and Texas.  
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$299
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