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February 14, 1980

To Our Member Banks:

We are pleased to present the 1979 Annual Report of the Federal Reserve
Bank of Richmond. The Report’s feature article examines the causes and conse-
quences of recent financial innovations and their implications for monetary control.
The Report also includes highlights of the year, a summary of operations,
comparative financial statements, and current lists of directors and officers of our

Richmond, Baltimore, Charlotte, Charleston, Columbia, and Culpeper Offices.

On behalf of our directors and staff, we wish to thank you for the cooperation

and support you have extended to us throughout the past year.

Sincerely yours,

[/
d@m .

Chairman of the Board

(ot Pt e

President
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RECENT FINANCIAL INNOVATIONS:

Causes, Consequences for the Payments System,

and Implications for Monetary Control

The past two decades have been characterized by a
number of significant innovations in the U. S. finan-
cial system, which today differs greatly from the
system existing at the beginning of the 1960’s.
Today’s financial intermediaries, including commer-
cial banks, handle a much larger volume of business
and generally serve broader geographic markets
than their counterparts of two decades ago. They
are also more competitive and more inclined to offer
a greater variety of services in an effort to maintain
or expand market shares. Moreover, some inter-
mediaries, such as credit unions, now play a more
important role in the nation’s financial system, and
entirely new types of intermediaries, such as money
market funds, have emerged. Generally speaking,
both the variety of institutions offering financial
services and the array of such services have increased
significantly, especially in recent years.

The expanding variety of services offered by finan-
cial intermediaries has been paralleled by an in-
creased diversity of the liabilities of these institutions.
Twenty years ago, for example, the liabilities side
of a typical commercial bank’s balance sheet was
heavily weighted with demand deposits and regular
savings deposits. Today’s typical bank balance sheet
shows a sizable reduction in the relative importance
of such deposits and a sharp increase in so-called
“purchased funds,” ie., negotiable certificates of
deposit, nonnegotiable certificates of deposit, repur-
chase agreements, Federal funds purchased, and in
the case of very large banks, perhaps Eurodollar
borrowings as well. Likewise, regular savings de-
posits (deposit shares) typified the liabilities of
savings and loan associations in the 1950’s but today
have given way in large measure to time certificates
of deposit. Much the same can be said for credit
unions and mutual savings banks.

The liabilities of financial intermediaries repre-
sent indebtedness to their customers—to households,
businesses, and governmental units for the most part.
Collectively, claims on these institutions make up the
predominant fraction of the public’s holdings of liquid
assets. Of the several types of these liquid assets,
the public’s holdings of demand deposit claims at
commercial banks have commanded particular atten-
tion because they have traditionally been the principal
means of making payment. Until recently, demand
deposits possessed an advantage in that they were
immediately available for spending while other liquid
claims could be spent only after being converted into
coin, currency, or demand deposits. For this reason,
demand deposits along with coin and currency have
been traditionally defined as “money” while other
liquid claims at financial intermediaries have been
considered to be money substitutes or “near money.”

The outstanding volume of monetary assets at a
given time and its rate of growth over time are im-
portant determinants of aggregate spending and in-
flation. Two statistical measures of the monetary
aggregates, M; and M,, have played an important
role in the implementation of monetary policy
since 1970. M;, the measure of money narrowly
defined, includes coin and currency in circulation
outside the banking system and private demand de-
posits adjusted.! A broader measure, M,, includes
with M; time and savings deposits at commercial
banks except for large denomination negotiable cer-
tificates of deposit.

1The demand deposit component of M1 consists of (1)
demand deposits at commercial banks other than do-
mestic interbank and U. S. government demand deposits,
less cash items in process of collection and Federal Re-
serve float and (2) foreign demand balances at Federal
Reserve Banks.
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I.  Financial Innovation and the Payments System

Recent innovations have had a dircct impact on
the payments system, i.e., on the types of assets and
institutions involved in the consummation of pay-
ments between individual economic units. The pay-
ments system has historically comprised the nation’s
14,500 commercial banks, a system of correspondent
relations between individual banks, local clearing
houses, and the Federal Reserve System. This net-
work provides the machinery for transferring de-
mand deposit claims between individual economic
units. As mentioned above, until recently payments
have been made almost exclusively with demand de-
posits or currency and coin.

As a result of recent innovations, claims on finan-
cial institutions other than commercial banks are be-
ing used to make payments. For several years it has
been possible to transfer funds from savings accounts
in thrifts to bank checking accounts by telephone, or
to use these funds to make prearranged third-party
payments. More recently in New England and New
York Negotiable Order of Withdrawal (NOW)
accounts have been offered by thrift institutions
as well as by commercial banks. NOW accounts
are a readily transferable means of payment. Share
drafts at credit unions have also become a means
of payment. NOW accounts and share drafts,
however, differ from demand deposits at commer-
cial banks in that they bear interest. Hence, for
the first time since 1933, when interest on demand

deposits was prohibited hy law, what amounts to
interest-bearing demand deposits comprises part of
the nation’s payments medium. Moreover, since
November 1, 1978, commercial banks have been
allowed to cover their customers’ overdrafts by
automatically transferring funds from savings to
checking accounts. This too allows the use of
interest-bearing deposits for making payments.?
The emergence of new types of assets that mediate
transactions—that is, serve as money—pose special
monetary control problems for the Federal Reserve
System. A broadened spectrum of money and near
money assets complicates the problem of determin-
ing an appropriate working statistical definition of
money. Moreover, growth of monetary assets issued
by institutions beyond the control of the central bank
can significantly weaken the Federal Reserve’s ability
to control the monetary aggregates. The sections
that follow contain detailed discussions of major
factors promoting innovation, the innovations them-
selves, and their implications for monetary control.

2 The U. S. Circuit Court for the District of Columbia
ruled on April 20, 1979 that automatic transfer services,
share drafts, and savings and loan association remote
service units are not authorized under current law. How-
ever, the Court delayed the effect of its order until Janu-
ary 1, 1980 in order to give Congress time to consider
legislation legalizing such services. Legislation passed
in December 1979 allows financial institutions to con-
tinue offering these services until April 1, 1980.

II. Some Factors Promoting Innovation

The rapid pace of financial innovation of recent
years is due largely to three major factors. The first
of these is the serious inflation the economy has
suffered since 1965 and especially since 1973. The
second is the rapid development of computer and
communications technology. The third is a change
in the regulatory environment dating from the early
1960’s.

Inflation has accelerated the pace of financial inno-
vation through its impact on interest rates. Inflation
is an important determinant of the level of interest
rates because the level of interest rates reflects antici-
pations of future inflation and anticipations roughly
follow recent experience with inflation. When infla-
tion has been high anticipations of inflation are also

6

high; and when inflation has been low so are infla-
tionary anticipations. Inflation has continually risen
in recent years, so inflationary anticipations have
risen as well. In this environment lenders have
sought higher interest rates as compensation for the
depreciating purchasing power of their savings. Bor-
rowers competing for funds have been willing to pay
higher interest rates because they can expect corre-
sponding increases in income from investments fi-
nanced through borrowings. Consequently, rising
rates of inflation have led to higher interest rates.
High interest rates increase the opportunity cost
of holding noninterest-bearing assets and encourage
the economizing of such assets. An example of how
this leads to innovation is seen in the case of com-
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mercial banks, which are required by law to hold
reserves in the form of noninterest-bearing assets.3
The interest foregone on these reserves, and hence
the cost of holding them, rises with the level of
matket interest rates.
banks try harder to reduce the amount of reserves
required by law. Banks can do this by encouraging
shifts in liabilities from categories like demand
deposits, which have a relatively high reserve require-
ment, to categories for which lower, or even no,
reserves are required. For example, they might offer
to enter repurchase agreements with customers hold-
ing demand deposits. This involves selling the cus-
tomer government securities under agreement to buy
the securities back at a somewhat higher price (deter-
mined by prevailing market interest rates on such
contracts) after a stipulated period, usually one to
seven days. Such repurchase agreements (RP’s) are
liabilities of the bank to its customers, as are demand
deposits. The difference is that, for a large bank, the
reserve requirement against RP’s is significantly
lower than that against demand deposits.®* Conse-
quently, the bank in effect pays interest to the cus-
tomer and simultaneously reduces its required re-
serves.

Commercial banks can achieve these results in a
variety of other ways as well. Their efforts to do so
have resulted in a significant diversification of bank
liabilities, hence in the claims on banks held by bank
customers. As mentioned above, the liabilities side
of bank balance sheets now include, in much larger
proportion than in the 1960’s, RP’s, Federal funds
purchases, negotiable and nonnegotiable CD’s, con-
sumer type CD’s, and in the case of large banks,
Eurodollar borrowings and other liabilities to foreign
branches. These liabilities all involve lower legal
reserve requirements than demand deposits. To the
extent that banks can find ways to convert demand

Tn a neriad of hioch ratec
N r ST - it = Tl .y

3 Reserve balances of member banks held with the Fed-
eral Reserve are noninterest bearing. Nonmember banks
hold reserves as specified by the individual states. A
number of states allow various types of earning assets to
satisfy their reserve requirements.

4 The marginal reserve requirement on net demand de-
posit balances over $400 million is 1614 percent. Until
the statement week of October 11, 1979 reserve require-
ments against RP’s were zero. Since then, banks have
been required to hold an 8 percent reserve against RP’s
and certain other categories of managed liabilities above a
base amount. The base is either $100 million or the
average amount of managed liabilities held by a member
bank as of the two statement weeks ending September 26,
1979, whichever is larger. Member bank reserve require-
ments are listed in the Federal Reserve Bulletin.

deposit liabilities into these other forms, required
reserves are reduced, allowing a given reserve to
support a higher volume of hoth carning asscts and
liabilities.

High interest rates provide incentives for individ-
uals and businesses to shift out of demand deposits
and into these new types of bank liabilities. Hence,
commercial banks and other financial institutions
find a ready, indeed eager, market for new interest-
bearing liquid substitutes for demand deposits that
their ingenuity can devise. As a matter of fact,
sharp-penciled corporate treasurers have been known
to insist that their bankers stand ready to enter over-
night repurchase agreements with them so that they
can earn interest on balances that can be used rather
promptly for making payments.

Arrangements allowing banks to reduce required
reserves and the public to reduce its holdings of
demand deposits are motivated simply by a desire to
minimize individual costs of doing business. Un-
fortunately, however, the aggregate effect of these
arrangements is the creation and rapid growth of
highly liquid assets used by the public in place of
demand deposits. As explained in Section V, this
complicates monetary control.

The rapid development of computer and communi-
cations technology has given individual institutions
the capacity to process massive amounts of data and
to make transfers rapidly and efficiently. In many
instances, sophisticated new equipment has resulted
in sizable amounts of excess capacity, thereby creat-
ing incentives for expanding existing services and
offering new kinds of services. In short, the revolu-
tion in computer and communications technology has
played an important role in recent financial inno-
vation.

Between the early 1930’s and the 1960’s, bank
regulatory philosophy was dominated by a preoccu-
pation with the soundness of individual institutions.
Competition in banking was viewed as a double-
edged sword, incorporating notable disadvantages as
well as some generally accepted advantages in im-
proving the quality of banking services to the public.
Indeed, some bank regulations, such as the prohibi-
tion of the payment of interest on demand deposits
and the limitation on interest payable on savings
deposits, were designed explicitly to discourage com-
petition.

In the early and middle 1960’s major changes were
made in Federal and state banking laws and regu-
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lations, most tending to encourage competition not
only among banks but also between commercial banks
and other financial institutions. With the introduction
of the negotiable certificate of deposit in 1901, large
commercial banks found a way to compete for money
market funds. Shortly afterwards, both large and
small banks, which up to the 1960’s had shown rela-
tively little interest in consumer type savings deposits,
began moving vigorously into this market. These
moves ushered in an era of ever sharpening competi-
tion within the commercial banking community and
between commercial banks and other financial inter-
mediaries. Subsequent changes in bank holding com-
pany law, liberalization of regulations for thrift in-
stitutions, and a more competitive international bank-
ing climate reinforced this move to more intensive
competition. In any case, there has been in the
period after 1961 a more or less steady relaxation of
regulatory constraints and a significant increase in
competition among all types of financial institutions.’

5 An exception to this steady relaxation of regulatory
constraints is the Interest Adjustment Act of 1966, which
extended coverage of deposit rate ceilings to the thrift
industry and established a differential between maximum
rates that banks and thrifts could pay on deposits. This
action was a direct result of the heightened competition
for consumer deposits occurring in the early- and mid-
1960’s, which had resulted in a decline in thrift institution
deposit growth relative to bank deposit growth.

The steady relaxation of regulatory constraints,
however, has not always preceded on the initiative of
the regulators themselves, The NOW account case
provides a simple illustraticn of this. The secular
rise in interest rates in the late 1960’s was especially
troublesome for mutual savings banks. As legal
ceilings on the interest they could pay became in-
creasingly restrictive, their ability to compete for
funds deteriorated and their deposit growth slowed.
Federal law prohibited payment of interest on check-
ing accounts, but the prohibition did not extend to
mutual savings banks that were not insured by the
FDIC. 1In 1970 a state-insured Massachusetts mu-
tual savings bank, looking for a way to attract de-
posits, petitioned the state commissioner of banking
for authority to offer NOW accounts. The petition
was denied but, on appeal, the state supreme court
overturned the denial on grounds that state law pro-
vided no restrictions on the form in which deposits
could be withdrawn. With the public becoming in-
creasingly aware of losses suffered by earning no
interest on checking balances, Federal law authorized
the issue of NOW accounts by commercial banks and
thrift institutions, first in Massachusetts and New
Hampshire, then in all New England states, and
finally in New York and New Jersey. To preserve
competitive equity nationally, commercial banks have
been allowed to offer automatic transfer services
beginning in November 1978.

IIl. A Review of Specific Developments

Table I is a roughly chronological listing of inno-
vations that have permitted the public to reduce its
reliance on demand deposits. The influence of each
of these developments on the management of pay-
ments balances by businesses and households is
described below.

Corporate Cash Management Like other eco-
nomic units, businesses have an incentive to minimize
cash held for payments purposes. Doing so is a
complex task, however, especially for large corpora-
tions whose operations are widely diversified geo-
graphically and by product line. A number of spe-
cialized cash management techniques have been de-
veloped to improve the efficiency with which money
positions are managed. Some of these techniques,
e.g., cash flow forecasting and internal accounting

8

control systems, are available in-house or through
nonbank vendors. Because of their central role in
the payments process, however, commercial banks
are the most important suppliers of corporate cash
management services. Bank sponsored cash manage-
ment systems are designed to accelerate collections
into a large firm’s regional checking accounts and
then to further concentrate demand deposits into one
account used to pay bills and fund short-term invest-
ments. The key elements in such a system include
cash concentration, disbursement, and investment
management.

The first step in cash concentration is development
of a collection system for funds based on a group of
local and regional banking organizations selected for
their proximity either to the firm’s field operations
or to its customers. Customers are instructed to
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Table |

SUMMARY OF REGULATORY, LEGISLATIVE, AND TECHNICAL DEVELOPMENTS
ENABLING THE PUBLIC TO REDUCE !TS RELIANCE ON
NONINTEREST-BEARING DEMAND DEPOSITS

Development

Date or Period

Description

(1)

(2)

Corporate cash management
services

Negotiable certificates of
deposit (CD’s)

post-World War 11

1961

Corporate cash management services, for example, lockboxes, cash-
concentration accounts, and information-retrieval systems, are tech-
nical innovations permitting more efficient management of cash
balances. Their introduction by commercial banks goes back many
years, although such services came to be used much more widely after
World War II.

Negotiable CD’s are marketable receipts for funds deposited in a
bank for a specified period at a specified rate of interest. This
instrument was originated in 1961 by a large money center bank.

@

Savings accounts for state
and local governments
and businesses

1960°s, 11/74, 11/75

Federally chartered savings and loan associations have been autho-
rized to offer local governments and businesses savings accounts since
the 1960’s. Commercial banks were authorized to accept savings
deposits from local governments starting November 1974 and from
businesses (up to $150,000) starting November 1975.

(4)

Telephone transfers from
savings accounts

1960's, 4/75

Telephone transfers allow savings account customers to transfer
funds either to checking accounts or to third parties by phone. Federal
savings and loan associations have had this authority since the 1960's,
whereas banks were granted it in April 1975,

(5)

Repurchase agreements (RP’s)

1969

Repurchase agreements are primarily short-term contracts for the
purchase of immediately available funds collateralized by securities.
RP’s grew rapidly beginning in 1969 after Regulation D was amended
to explicitly exempt from reserve requirements RP’s backed by the
sale of U. S. Government or Federal agency securities.

(6)

Preauthorized third-party
transfers

9/70, 4/75, 9/75

Preauthorized transfers are payments made from savings accounts for
recurring transactions. Savings and loan associations were permitted
to make preauthorized nonnegotiable transfers from savings accounts
to third parties for household-related expenditures in September 1970
and for any purpose beginning in April 1975. Commercial banks
were permitted to make preauthorized nonnegotiable transfers from
savings accounts to third parties for any purpose in September 1975.

@)

Negotiable Order of
Withdrawal (NOW)
accounts

5/72, 9/72, 1/74
3/76,10/78, 12/79

NOW accounts are savings accounts from which payments can be
made by draft. State-chartered mutual savings banks began offering
NOW accounts in Massachusetts after a May 1972 state -court ruling
avthorizing such deposits. NOW'’s were offered by state-chartered
mutual savings banks in New Hampshire in September 1972 with the
approval of the state bank commissioner. Beginning January 1974
Congress authorized all depository institutions in the two above
mentioned states to offer NOW’s. Beginning March 1976, Congress
authorized NOW’s at all depository institutions in Connecticut, Maine,
Rhode Island, and Vermont, authority that was extended to New York
in November 1978 and New Jersey in December 1979.

(8)

Savings and loan remote
service units (RSU’s)

1/74

RSU’s are machines that allow a customer to make deposits to, and
withdrawals from, his savings account at stores and other places
away from the institution maintaining the account. The Federal
Home Loan Bank Board authorized RSU’s in January 1974. Although
ruled illegal in April 1979, Congress subsequently passed legislation
legalizing the service until April 1, 1980.

9

Money market funds (MMF's)

early 1974

Money market funds are mutual funds specializing in short-term
investments from which shares can be redeemed by checks drawn on
designated commercial banks, or by wire transfer, telephone, or mail.
Use of MMF's became widespread beginning in early 1974,

10/74, 3/78

Credit union share drafts are payments made directly from share
accounts. An experimental share draft program was approved for
Federal credit unions in October 1974 and made permanent in March
1978. Although ruled illegal in April 1979, Congress subsequently
passed legislation legalizing the service until April 1, 1980.

(10) Credit union share drafts

(11) ‘Preauthorized savings to
checking transfers

Source: Adapted from [1].
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Commercial banks were allowed to offer customers automatic savings
to checking transfers starting November 1978. This led to the wide-
spread offering of automatic transfer services (ATS), which are
essentially zero-balance checking accounts fed from savings accounts.
Although ruled illegal in April 1979, Congress subsequently passed
legislation legalizing the service until April 1, 1980.



mail their payments to a lockbox under the control
of a local bank, which collects remittances and credits
the firm’s checking account.® Information on the
amount of collected balances in these local deposi-
tories is gathered by telephone, and then a depository
transfer check (DTC) is written payable to an ac-
count in a regional ‘“‘concentration” bank and drawn
on the various local banks. The DTC, which is a
nonnegotiable check that requires no signature, is
commonly used to transfer funds between a cor-
poration’s accounts held in different banks. Since
the DTC can be deposited in the regional concentra-
tion bank immediately after account balances are
ascertained by phone, overnight credit is available as
long as the regional bank and local depositories are
all located in the same Federal Reserve regional
check processing area. The regional bank can then
wire the collected funds to the corporation’s master
checking account held at a bank in the home office
city.

Disbursement of corporate funds can be central-
ized, all checks being written from the master ac-
count, or decentralized, with separate divisions of the
company making payments in their respective locali-
ties. Centralized cash control can be maintained even
in a decentralized check-writing environment using
zero-balance accounts. Under this system, a com-
pany’s disbursing agents write checks on designated
disbursing accounts maintained at regional banks and
having zero balances. Debit balances accumulate in
these zero-balance disbursing accounts as checks are
written and are offset by charges made on the cor-
poration’s master account.

Integral to the concept of corporate cash manage-
ment is a prompt reporting system that monitors,
and perhaps even forecasts, cash flow. Information
contained in a reporting system would consist of de-
tailed transactions data, including transfer activity
between accounts and daily bank balances. The
ultimate objective of such a reporting system is to
provide information on the amount of money avail-
able for short-term investment.

Negotiable CD’s As corporations became more
adept at cash management during the 1950’s, their
investable bank balances increased significantly.
Rather than holding idle demand deposits, short-
term investments offering high liquidity and low risk
were sought. Since few banks offered corporations

8 A simple rule of thumb is to choose local lockboxes so
that mail from company operations in an area can be
delivered overnight.

10

interest-bearing deposits as alternatives to checking
balances, businesses turned to other investment
sources, particularly commercial paper, Treasury
bills, and repurchase agreements with securities
dealers. Consequently, there was a sharp decline in
the importance of corporate deposits on the banking
system’s balance sheet. ILarge money center banks
especially felt this loss of funds since they relied on
corporate demand deposits to a greater extent than
other, smaller banks. This situation prompted First
National City Bank of New York to introduce in
February 1961 the large negotiable certificate of
deposit (negotiable CD), a new liability specifically
designed to attract corporate funds.

Regulations limit negotiable CD’s to a minimum
maturity of 30 days. Although relatively short,
this maturity is still unattractive to businesses seek-
ing an investment outlet that allows quick conversion
back to demand deposits. When first introduced in
1961, therefore, it was also announced that a major
government securities dealer had agreed to make a
secondary market in negotiable CD’s. This secondary
market makes negotiable CD’s an attractive substi-
tute for demand deposits. Corporations holding CD’s
can sell these in the secondary market at any time to
raise cash, while firms desiring investments with ma-
turities shorter than 30 days can acquire CD’s with
remaining terms to maturity that fit their liquidity
needs. The marketability of prime CD’s issued by
large well known banks is generally greater than that
for those issued by lesser known regional institutions.
For this reason, investment in money center bank
CD’s is favored by corporations.

Negotiable CD’s possess some characteristics that
limit their attractiveness to corporate money man-
agers. In particular, CD’s are not nearly as homo-
geneous (in terms of rates, denominations, and other
contractual features) as are, say, Treasury bills.
Also, dealers mainly trade prime CD’s in denomina-
tions of $1 million and will rarely split or consolidate
certificates to facilitate a secondary market trans-
action. For these reasons, negotiable CD’s may not
always exactly fit the short-term investment needs of
corporations. These limitations notwithstanding, ne-
gotiable CD’s have become a major source of bank
funds.

Repurchase Agreements Repurchase agreements
(RP’s) represent a particularly useful instrument for
cash management that has become widely used only
in the last few years. RP’s are income-generating
assets having a very low credit risk that are avail-

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



able in maturities as short as one day. Commercial
banks became active suppliers of RP’s after 1969 and
now offer them as part of the cash management
systems marketed to corporations.

Businesses having cash concentration systems are
able to determine the amount of investable balances
available in their checking accounts each morning.
If funds are available to invest for only a very short
period, they can be placed in the overnight or one-
day RP market. To facilitate placement of idle
checking balances in the RP market, an investment
technique known as the continuing contract has been
developed. Under this type of arrangement, a cor-
poration agrees to provide its bank with a specific
volume of funds to be automatically reinvested each
day for a specified period. Continuing contracts in
RP’s reduce transactions costs since funds are ex-
changed only at the beginning and end of the con-
tract period. Liquidity is preserved, however, since
either the corporation or the bank can cancel the
contract before maturity. Similar to the continuing
contract is the preauthorized transfer arrangement.
Under the latter arrangement, banks automatically
invest a corporation’s master checking account funds
above a specified minimum in RP’s.

The RP market has grown dramatically in recent
years, especially the market for very short-term RP’s.
A special survey of 46 money center banks conducted
in December 1977 showed RP’s outstanding to non-
financial businesses of $10.5 billion—31 percent
under one-day contract, 11 percent under continuing
contract, 22 percent under two- to seven-day con-
tract, and 28 percent under eight- to thirty-day con-
tract. Another $3.8 billion was outstanding to state
and local governments, which, like corporations, are
active cash managers. The majority of state and
local government RP’s are either one-day or con-
tinuing contracts. Banks indicate that activity in the
RP market has increased greatly since 1977.

Savings Accounts For Business Since a fairly
large minimum investment is necessary in negotiable
CD’s and RP’s, these instruments are not generally
suited to the requirements of smaller businesses. An
amendment to Regulation Q, effective November 10,
1975, has permitted businesses to hold savings ac-
counts at commercial banks, subject to a ceiling limit
of $150,000. This change was made to provide an
investment outlet to small businesses holding tem-
porarily idle funds. Such balances reached $10.5
billion by June 1979.

Savings and loan associations have been able to
offer savings accounts to businesses for many years.
Although data on the size of such halances are nat
availabie, indicalivns are that they do not make up a
large share of savings and loain liabilities.
Telephone and Preauthorized Third-Party Trans-
fers From Savings Accounts Use of bank savings
accounts by individuals has had the disadvantage in
the past of necessitating personal trips to the bank
in order to transfer funds to and from checking ac-
counts. This inconvenience was at least partly re-
duced by 1975 changes in Regulation Q, allowing
banks to transfer funds from savings accounts
directly to checking or to third parties on the tele-
phone-originated order of a customer, and also to
pay recurring bills directly from savings accounts on
a preauthorized basis. Telephone transfers to third
parties have been authorized at savings and loan
associations since the 1960’s, while preauthorized
third-party transfers for general purposes have been
allowed since 1973.

The effect of these regulatory changes has probably
been to increase the substitutability between checking
and savings accounts. There is no way to measure
directly the impact of telephone and preauthorized
transfer services on cash management policies of
households or businesses. Savings deposit turnover
data do show signs of increasing since 1977, the first
year they were collected; and it may be that tele-
phone and preauthorized transfer services have en-
couraged greater use of savings accounts as payments
balances.

There are two features of savings accounts that
may discourage their use as demand deposit substi-
tutes. First, in the case of direct bill paying from
savings, the customer does not have a cancelled check
as a record of payments. This is significant because
studies of consumer attitudes toward electronic fund
transfer (EFT) services have found a deep-seated
reluctance to give up the record-keeping services that
cancelled checks provide. Second, banks and thrift
institutions typically levy charges on savings account
withdrawals above some monthly or quarterly mini-
mum. These charges can be fairly substantial, run-
ning sometimes 25 to 50 cents per transfer, thereby
raising a cost barrier to heavy use of savings trans-
fers.

NOW Accounts and Share Drafts NOW's are
negotiable drafts written on savings accounts at
banks, mutual savings banks, and savings and loan
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associations. Their use is currently confined to New
England, New York, and New Jersey. Share drafts
are written on accounts at credit unions and can be
either negotiable or nonnegotiable. There are cur-
rently no geographic restrictions on the use of share
drafts. The use of both NOW’s and share drafts is
limited by law to individuals only. While both are in
practice honored as demand drafts, they are legally
time drafts on which financial institutions have the
right to delay payment for up to 30 days. NOW'’s
offered by thrift institutions and share drafts are
“payable through” instruments, i.e., they are cleared
through normal check-clearing channels and are paid
by a commercial bank with which the issuing thrift
institution maintains a correspondent relationship.
Federal law limits interest payments on NOW ac-
counts to a maximum of 5 percent, although credit
unions are permitted to pay the regular share account
rate on balances subject to draft, currently 7 percent.

NOW accounts have been an important catalytic
force causing changes in public attitudes toward cash
management. This financial innovation, however,
has by no means completely altered the public’s
money management habits. When it passed legisla-
tion in 1974 allowing NOW’s throughout New Eng-
land, Congress in a sense created a test of interest-
bearing payment accounts. The results of this test
show that the public is receptive to interest-bearing
payments balances; and also that pricing policies as
well as the degree of competition between financial
institutions influence the spread of the new service.
For example, in Massachusetts and New Hampshire,
the first two states where NOW’s were introduced,
competition between banks and thrift institutions was
keen and consequently low-cost pricing of NOW
accounts was common. As a result, use of NOW
accounts increased rapidly, with the number of ac-
counts per 100 households reaching about 70 by
January 1978. In the other four New England states,
where NOW’s were introduced somewhat later,
thrift institutions are generally less of a force than in
Massachusetts and New Hampshire. The number
of accounts per 100 households in these other four
states was much lower, in the 10 to 20 range, by
January 1978 [4]. Therefore, local market charac-
teristics appear important in determining the extent
to which NOW'’s are substituted for more traditional
forms of payment.

Total balances in NOW accounts as of June 1979
in six New England states and New York were $5.6
billion. Account data on share draft balances unfor-
tunately are not available, but the National Credit
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Union Administration indicates that perhaps a little
less than $1.0 billion of such balances existed as of
mid-1979,

Savings and Loan Remote Service Units A
remote service unit (RSU) is defined by the Federal
Home Loan Bank Board as an information-process-
ing device, and an RSU account is a savings account
accessible through such a device. RSU’s can be lo-
cated directly on sites where frequent payments occur,
e.g., the supermarket. Since RSU’s are not con-
sidered branches, there are few administrative bar-
riers to their establishment by savings and loans.

Money Market Funds Money market funds
(MMF’s) were first offered to the public in 1972;
but their importance, as measured by growth in
number of shareholders and balances in shareholder
accounts, increased rapidly only after 1974, and
especially after 1977. It is estimated that individuals
held 55 to 65 percent and businesses about 10 percent
of the $24.6 billion in MMF’s as of June 1979 [3].
MMF’s offer individuals and businesses having rela-
tively small amounts of funds access to open market
investments that in the past were available only to
large corporations.

It is reasonable to think of MMF’s as being at
least partial substitutes for demand deposits. Like
savings accounts, they offer high liquidity, since fund
shares can be purchased or sold on any business day
without a sales charge. Moreover, some MMF’s
offer a checking option that enables shareholders to
write checks in minimum amounts of $500. MMF’s,
however, appear to have more in common with
savings than with demand deposit accounts. Evi-
dence of this is the similarity of turnover rates in
MMF accounts and bank savings accounts, both of
which are very low compared to turnover rates for
checking deposits.

Automatic Transfer Services Automatic transfer
services (ATS) allow depositors to arrange with
their banks the automatic transfer of funds from an
interest-bearing savings account to a checking ac-
count and are the functional equivalent of NOW
accounts and share drafts. ATS is a direct substitute
for traditional checking balances and has been au-
thorized on a nationwide basis for all commercial
banks.

Automatic transfer services have been priced more
conservatively by banks than were NOW accounts
as originally offered in New England. It should also
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be noted that banks, but not thrift institutions, have
been authorized to offer ATS. These two factors
have been important in determining the growth of
ATS accounts, which cxpanded rapidly when first
introduced but which have subsequently grown much
more slowly. For example, ATS balances increased
from zero in November 1978 to $6 billion in April
1979 but then rose by only another $600 million
through June 1979. Rough estimates place the pro-
portion of funds in ATS balances coming from de-
mand deposits at 50 percent, or about $3.3 billion
through July 1979. This figure is very small com-
pared to the over $90 billion individuals actually hold
in checking accounts and shows that ATS has had
only a marginal initial impact on traditional payments
arrangements.

A Summary Overview Although the develop-
ments reviewed above take various forms, there are
some general patterns underlying the changes in the
payments system during the past several decades.
As noted in Section II, many changes in the pay-
ments system have resulted from a combination of
regulatory and legal actions, but it appears that
private initiative has been the primary force leading
to financial innovation. A number of these innova-
tions, including corporate cash management services,
negotiable CD’s, repurchase agreements, NOW ac-
counts, and money market funds, came into existence
without any prerequisite changes in banking regu-
lations or law. Subsequent regulatory or legal action
has been important in encouraging the development
of some of the newly introduced services, but it is
not clear that such official action would have oc-
curred without the impetus provided by private
initiative.

Competition in the financial markets explains a
large part of the private initiative in the payments
system. Given a competitive environment for finan-
cial services, financial innovations that are demand
deposit substitutes and pay interest, or that pay
interest and can be quickly converted to cash, offer
opportunities to aggressive banks and thrifts seeking
to increase their shares of the deposit market.

The earliest innovations primarily benefited busi-
nesses, since businesses generally operate on a larger
scale than do individuals and consequently maintain
larger average transactions balances with a signifi-
cantly greater potential gain from efficient manage-
ment. Also, in the period following World War 11,
businesses operated with much higher ratios of trans-
actions balances to total financial assets than did

individuals. In 1950, for example, the ratio of cur-
rency plus demand deposits to total financial assets
was about 60 percent for nonfinancial businesses com-
pared to ahout 25 percent for honseholds * Having n
relatively large share of financial assets tied up in
noninterest-earning form, businesses had the greater
incentive to find ways of improving cash manage-
ment procedures. Threatened with the loss of cor-
porate deposits to open market debt instruments, the
banking industry responded to these improved cash
management practices by providing short-term in-
vestment opportunities. Thus, the 1960’s witnessed
the introduction of two new bank liabilities that pro-
vide businesses a positive interest return as well as
high liquidity, namely negotiable CD’s and RP’s.

If the 1960’s was the decade of business insofar as
cash management is concerned, then the 1970’s may
have been the decade of the consumer. A number of
services designed to facilitate efficient management of
liquid balances by households were introduced at
banks and thrift institutions in the 1970’s. First in
this group were telephone and preauthorized third-
party transfer services from savings accounts. These
were followed by NOW accounts, share drafts, ATS,
and money market funds. With the exception of
money market funds, all of these services rely on the
use of interest-bearing savings accounts for direct
third-party payments.

On the whole, the innovations which have been
described here, taken both individually and collec-
tively, are needlessly complex. For instance, RP’s
used by businesses and ATS accounts used by con-
sumers entail constant switching of funds between
interest-bearing accounts and noninterest-bearing de-
mand deposit accounts. These two services facilitate
the circumvention of the prohibition of interest on
demand deposits, but they require a greater invest-
ment in management time and data processing than
do checking accounts. The ingenuity of the financial
markets in developing alternatives to demand deposits
has resulted in a bewildering array of new monetary
assets. The provision of monetary assets by the
financial system could be greatly simplified if the law
allowed interest to be paid on demand deposits.®

7 These estimates are derived from Flow of Funds data.
See Chart 1 on page 14.

8 The court action declaring ATS illegal has forced
Congress to address the question of how far payments
system changes should go. As a result, legislation that
permits NOW accounts nationwide is actively being
considered.
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IV. Changes in Bank Liabilities and the Public’ Liquid Assets

To what degree has payments system innovation
affected the balance sheets of the banking system and
the nonbank public? The paragraphs below present
some statistical evidence indicating the extent of
change in the nonbank public’s total holdings of
financial assets and in the composition of bank lia-
bilities.

Changes in the Public’'s Financial Assets There
has been a significant reduction in the relative im-
portance of traditional money balances in the public’s
holdings of liquid assets. The ratio of demand de-
posits plus currency and coin to this total plus time
deposits and credit market instruments is shown for
the household and the nonfinancial business sectors
in Chart 1 The chart indicates a more or less steady
decline in the relative importance of traditional
money balances for both sectors since 1950. For the
nonfinancial business sector the decline has been
especially sharp since 1970, with traditional money

balances falling from 56 percent of the total in that
year to 39 percent in 1978.

For the household sector (including personal
trusts and nonprofit organizations) the decline has
been considerably less sharp. As a matter of fact,
the fraction of the total in traditional money declined
more sharply between 1950 and 1965 than in the
period since the latter year and remained fairly
stable until 1974. Since that time, however, a notice-
able downtrend appears to have developed. For
households, the fraction of financial assets held in
traditional money form fell from 25 percent in 1950
to 15 percent in 1965 and 12 percent in 1978. For
the period since 1970, it appears that financial inno-
vations have had a greater effect on the composition
of the liquid holdings of businesses than on those of
households.

Changes in Bank Liabilities The liabilities struc-
ture of the commercial banking system has been

Chart 1

DEMAND DEPOSITS & CURRENCY AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL DEPOSITS,
CURRENCY, & CREDIT MARKET INSTRUMENTS

Percent

100
HOUSEHOLDS, PERSONAL TRUSTS,

& NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS

1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980

SOUrce: Flow of Funds.
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Chart 2

SELECTED SOURCES OF FUNDS AS A PERCENT OF THE COMMERCIAL
BANKING SYSTEM'S NET TOTAL LIABILITIES *

Percent

1961 1963 1965 1967

1969 1971

1973 1975 1977

- Net total liabilities are defined as total liabilities minus interbank deposits.

Source: FDIC, Assets and Liabilities.

significantly altered as a result of the public's efforts
to economize on noninterest-earning cash balances.
The major change has been a decline in the relative
importance of demand deposits compared with net
total bank liabilities.9 For example, private demand
deposits declined from 63 percent of net total liabili-
ties in 1960 to just over 31 percent in 1978. This
large drop in the ratio of private demand deposits to
net total liabilities, which is shown in Chart 2, reflects
a major shift in public preferences from noninterest-
earning demand balances to time balances and other
short-term liabilities such as CD’s and RP’s. Re-
calling Chart 1, it appears that since 1970 businesses
have economized on money balances more than
households. This conclusion is also supported by a
comparison of the growth rates in demand deposits
held by these two groups. The compound annual

9 Net total liabilities are defined as total liabilities exclu-
sive of deposits due to other commercial banks.

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

rate of growth of household demand deposits over
the eight-year period 1970-1978 was 8.3 percent,
about a third greater than the 6.2 percent rate for
business deposits [5].

Chart 2 shows that, as the share of demand de-
posits to net total liabilities has declined, the shares
of time deposits other than negotiable CD’s, nonne-
gotiable CD’s, and purchased funds have all in-
creased. From their inception in 1961, negotiable
CD’s have grown to nearly 10 percent of net total
liabilities. Purchased funds, defined to include Fed-
eral funds and repurchase agreements, have in only
ten years grown to such an extent that they equaled
nearly 9 percent of the commercial banking system'’s
liabilities in 1978. Savings deposits declined in im-
portance as a source of funds until 1974, falling from
25 to 18 percent of net total liabilities. After the 1975
regulatory change which allowed businesses to hold
savings accounts, however, savings balances gained
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moderately in importance, reaching 22 percent of net
total liabilities in 1978,

The chart shows a steadily increasing concentra-
tion of bank liabilitics in thosc forms not subject to
Regulation Q interest rate ceilings. Negotiable CD’s
and purchased funds are largely free of deposit rate

regulation and, therefore, offer the public particularly

attractive alternatives to holding sterile demand de-
posit or low-earning savings deposit balances. De-
mand and savings deposits combined, which at one

»\A‘-r\r‘ +Im= Linhilitian aide nf hanls halanea

bheetb have fallen in relative importance from 90
percent of total liabilities in 1960 to only 53 percent
in 1978.

V. Financial Innovation and Monetary Control

Roughly speaking, monetary control means man-
agement of the supply of money balances held by the
public at depository institutions. The Federal Re-
serve is concerned with the management of aggregate
money balances because these balances are a major
determinant of aggregate spending. Aggregate ex-
penditure by the public is, in turn, a key determinant
of employment and the rate of inflation. The finan-
cial innovations described earlier appear to have
interfered with the Federal Reserve’s ability to con-
trol money growth. A simple view of monetary
control is set out below to illustrate the channels
through which this interference has been felt.

Control Problems Due to Financial Innovation
The Federal Reserve controls the money supply
primarily by buying and selling Treasury securities.
Payments made by the Federal Reserve when it
purchases securities contribute to what is known as
the monetary base. The monetary base consists of
currency plus the reserves of the banking system.
Since banks hold reserves that are only a fraction of
their deposits, each dollar of reserves in the banking
system supports several dollars’ worth of deposits.

The stock of demand deposits in the banking sys-
tem constitutes the bulk of what is called the basic
money supply or M;. M, has historically served as
the nation’s payments medium or transactions bal-
ances, i.e., money held for the purpose of making
payments. Because of its relation to expenditure,
M; is an important monetary aggregate for the Fed-
eral Reserve to control.

To provide a framework for analysis of monetary
control, M; may be thought of as the product of the
stock of base money times a coefficient, m, called
the money multiplier, i.e., M; = m - [base money].
The Federal Reserve cannot control M; directly.
Instead, it must do so indirectly by buying or selling
Treasury securities to manipulate the stock of base
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money. For example, if the Federal Reserve wants
to raise M; by $100 and the money multiplier, m, is
10, it would need to buy $10 worth of Treasury
securities to bring about the desired $100 increase.

The Federal Reserve can exercise reasonably close
control over the supply of transactions balances by
operating on the stock of base money, relying on a
relatively predictable money multiplier to achieve
the desired results on M;. However, the rapid pace
of financial innovation has made the task more diffi-
cult. First, growth of interest-bearing substitutes for
demand deposits and currency has made M; a less
accurate measure of total transactions balances; and
second, growth of these substitutes is difficult to
predict. Moreover, good data coverage is not yet
available because not all financial institutions offering
transactions balances are required to report to the
Federal Reserve. Therefore, the Federal Reserve
does not know whether to interpret a change in M;
as a change in total transactions balances or simply a
substitution by the public of some newly created
short-term asset for demand deposits. This means
that even if the money multiplier were to remain
relatively stable, it would be difficult for the Federal
Reserve to know how the stock of base money should
be manipulated to affect total transactions balances
because M; has become a less reliable measure of
such balances.

Unfortunately, the money multiplier is not even
invariant with respect to substitutions from demand
deposits into other types of liquid assets. The reason
is that current law requires banks to hold reserves
against demand deposits (at graduated rates of 7 to
1614 percent) that are higher than reserve require-
ments on demand deposit substitutes. Reserve re-
quirements on NOW accounts, for example, are only
3 percent and there is currently an 8 percent mar-
ginal reserve requirement on RP’s (see footnote 4).
This means that if depositors shift from demand
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deposits to NOW accounts or RP’s, excess reserves
are created which enable the financial system to
expand loans and increase its deposit liabilities. In
other words, the money multiplier (for an appropri-
ate measure of transactions balances) can rise with a
shift from demand deposits to NOW accounts or
RP’s because of the different reserve requirements
on these liabilities.

If current laws prohibiting the payment of interest
on demand deposits are not changed, continuing fi-
nancial innovation could eventually lead to the elimi-
nation of traditional noninterest-bearing demand
deposits. If reserve requirements on the substituted
liabilities remain low, the money multiplier will be-
come very large. A larger multiplier is likely to have
greater prediction error, and therefore is likely to
make controlling money growth more-difficult.

Even changes in the level of interest rates can
induce changes in the money multiplier. Higher
interest rates, for example, provide additional incen-
tive for individuals and corporations to take advan-
tage of interest-bearing substitutes for demand de-
posits. Compounding the problem is the fact that
the short-run willingness of the public to substitute
into interest-earning assets or alternative transactions
balances is uncertain. The speed of substitution most
likely depends, for example, on the time horizon
over which individuals anticipate interest rates to
remain high. Because average required reserves are
decreased or increased as a result of these substitu-
tions, the M; money multiplier can rise and fall with
interest rates. However, because the degree of sub-
stitution is uncertain, so is the relationship between
interest rates and the multiplier. Greater uncertainty
about the multiplier makes it more difficult for the
Federal Reserve to control M; through control of
the monetary base.

The apparent weakening of Federal Reserve con-
trol over the volume of transactions balances has
spawned a number of proposals for basic reform to
improve the quality of the System’s money control
mechanism. A number of such proposals have been
discussed at length in Congressional hearings on
financial and banking reform. Some have been incor-
porated in legislative proposals that are in various
stages of consideration by the Congress and might be
acted on in 1980. A brief critique of those proposals
designed to improve monetary control is presented in
the sections that follow.

Extending the Coverage of Legal Reserve Re-
quirements Shifts between deposit instruments
with different reserve requirements account for much
of the unpredictability in the money multiplier. Ex-
tending uniform reserve requirements to all trans-
actions balances at commercial banks would therefore
be useful in improving monetary control. However,
if regulators continued to impose significantly lower
reserve requirements on deposits held outside com-
mercial banks, it would be of only limited value. De-
posit institutions whose transactions-type accounts
are nonreservable will be able to offer interest rates
above those of institutions that must hold a larger
portion of their funds in noninterest-earning required
reserves. Nonreservable balances would therefore
tend to drive reservable balances out of use. The re-
sulting money multiplier between the stock of trans-
actions balances and the monetary base would conse-
quently be much higher. Controlling the stock of
transactions balances with the monetary base would
be more difficult, because each dollar error in con-
trolling the base would then have a greater effect on
the stock of transactions balances.

Radical expansion in the usual coverage of reserve
requirements would appear to be necessary to elimi-
nate different reserve requirements among potential
transactions balances while at the same time pre-
venting the money multiplier from increasing. The
problem is to devise a law that would allow only
those deposits not used as transactions balances to
qualify as nonreservable. For example, the law
might state that customer orders to transfer funds be
delayed at least a week for an account to qualify as
nonreservable. But this rule might be circumvented
by setting up revolving certificates maturing every
eight days, so that one-eighth of the account could be
transferred on any business day. This simple ex-
ample illustrates the potential difficulty in enforcing a
law requiring all balances used for transactions pur-
poses to have the same reserve requirements as
demand deposits.1®

Removal of Regulatory Ceilings on Interest
Rates If prohibitions against offering competi-
tive rates of interest at depository institutions were
eliminated, then interest rates on deposits at these
institutions would tend to move more closely with
the general level of interest rates. For example,

10 This illustration is taken from Cagan [2].
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interest differentials between deposits and other
liquid assets such as money market mutual funds
would become more stable. This would greatly re-
duce the incentive to switch fivin Gausaciions ivoe
deposits to higher vielding liquid assets when interest
rates rise.

Monetary control would be improved for two rea-
sons as a result of this regulatory reform. First,
because there would be less switching among liquid
assets with changes in the level of interest rates, a
given stock of bank reserves would produce a more
stable basic money supply, M;. Second, because the
incentive for use of alternative types of transactions
balances would be reduced, M; would become a more
comprehensive measure of transactions balances. The
Federal Reserve’s data on transactions balances
would become more reliable since it would not, as it
currently does, depend on an estimate of the extent
to which newly created liquid assets such as RP’s or
MMF’s are being used as transactions balances.

Financial intermediation for banks involves longer
maturities on assets than liabilities. Consequently,
average returns on bank assets that provide income
to pay interest on demand deposits change more
slowly than short-term interest rates. Therefore,
even if deposits were to pay interest, deposit rates
may not move perfectly together with other short-
term rates, However, the level of interest rates
over longer periods of time varies largely because of

changes in inflationary anticipations. The effect of
anticipated inflation is reflected in all interest rates.
Therefore, rates paid on demand deposits would
niove in iine with other rates on a secniar hacie. Ac 2
result, paying interest on demand deposits would
greatly improve the secular stability of the money
multiplier and facilitate long-run monetary control.

Lowering the Long-run Rate of Money Growth
Since the rate of money growth is a major determi-
nant of the long-run rate of inflation, the secular
rate of inflation can be lowered if reasonably low
secular money growth is maintained. A lower rate
of inflation would reduce interest rates. As a result,
incentives to substitute new forms of interest-bearing
transactions balances for traditional demand deposits
would be reduced, even if interest payments on the
latter continue to be prohibited. The consequent
reduction in financial innovation would greatly facili-
tate monetary control.!!

11 This conclusion must be qualified by recognizing that
the desire of thrift institutions to offer a greater variety
of banking services may be independent of the rate of
inflation and level of nominal interest rates. To the
extent that this is true and to the extent that relevant
prohibitions are relaxed, thrift institutions may behave
more like banks in the future. This would mean that
even if the rate of inflation is reduced and nominal
interest rates come down, thrift institution liabilities may
become more like transactions balances and their signifi-
cance in money supply measurement may have to be
reconsidered.

VI. Conclusion

This article has highlighted some important causes
and consequences of the rapid pace of financial inno-
vation of recent years, especially as it relates to the
nation’s payments system. First, high market in-
terest rates, different reserve requirements on various
types of deposits, and legal restrictions on the pay-
ment of interest on demand deposits have together
provided increased incentive for the market to create
and use new kinds of deposit liabilities. Second, rapid
development of computer and communications tech-
nology has contributed to this outcome. Third,
regulators have allowed greater competition among
financial institutions, thereby promoting more rapid
innovation.

Because financial innovation involves creation of
money substitutes, it causes problems for monetary
control. In particular, difficulty in forecasting growth
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of demand deposit substitutes reduces the predicta-
bility of the money multiplier. In addition, since data
on demand deposit substitutes are limited, it is hard
to know the extent of their use, and consequently, it is
hard to estimate the total stock of money.

Fortunately, reforms can ease this monetary con-
trol problem. The most important of these include
extending the coverage of legal reserve requirements
to all deposits used as payments balances and re-
moving restrictions on interest payable on deposits.
Adoption of these reforms should go a long way
toward improving monetary control.

Marvin Goodfriend
James Parthemos

Bruce Summers
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HIGHLIGHTS

Earnings and Capitai Accounts  Net earninge
before payments to the United States Treasury
increased by $166,497,681.39 to $759,374,052.13
in 1979. Six percent statutory dividends totaling
$3,485,252.34 were paid to Fifth District member
banks, and the sum of $754,286,849.79 was turned
over to the United States Treasury.

Capital stock increased by $1,601,950.00 to
$58,232,800.00 as member banks increased their
stockholdings in this Bank, as required by law,
to reflect the rise in their own capital and surplus
accounts. The Bank’s surplus account increased
$1,601,950.00 to $58,232,800.00.

Discount Rate The Richmond Reserve Bank,
following decisions by its Board of Directors and
approval by the Board of Governors, raised its
discount rate four times during the year to bring
it into alignment with short-term market interest
rates and help combat strong inflationary forces
in the economy. The discount rate, which had
been 914 percent since November 2, 1978, was
raised to 10 percent on July 20; to 1014 percent
on August 17; and to 11 percent on September 19,
On October &, the discount rate was raised a full
percentage point to 12 percent as one of a package
of policy actions taken on October 6 to assure
better control over the monetary aggregates, to
help curb speculative excesses in financial, foreign
exchange, and commodity markets, and thereby to
dampen inflationary forces.

To enhance the availability of collateral for
borrowing at the discount window, the Board of
Governors in January authorized the Reserve
Banks

1. To permit member banks, in appropriate
circumstances, to keep physical possession of
their own collateral pledged to secure bor-
rowings.
2. To accept paper of foreign companies as
collateral.

3. To accept loan participations as collateral.

Cash  High speed currency processing ma-
chines, like the two installed in Baltimore last
year, were delivered to the Charlotte Office in
June and to the Richmond Office in July. These
machines should provide an automated, cost-
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processing capability,  They
count, verify denomination, detect connterfeits,
separate fit from unfit currency, strap notes in fit
condition, and destroy notes determined to be
unfit. The quality of notes in circulation should
improve accordingly because each individual note
will be examined for fitness before being put into

circulation.

Check Clearing Operations West Virginia
bankers at their annual convention in July voted
to join the Virginia Automated Clearing House
Association. Until that time the portion of West
Virginia served by the Charleston Office, which
includes all but thirteen counties in the State, was
the only area in the nation not having access to the
payment services provided by a commercial auto-
mated clearing house (ACH). The Charleston
Office, which will operate the ACH, plans to
initiate the commercial ACH operation in Janu-
ary 1980.

Fiscal Agency A large part of the savings
bond operation was automated, and arrangements
have been made to launch in early 1980 a new
on-line securities transfer system with terminals
at high volume commercial banks. In addition, a
new program of accelerated remittances of savings
bond sales proceeds was started during the year,
and preparations have been made for the phasing
out of Series E and H savings bonds and replacing
them in 1980 with new Series EE and HH Energy
Bonds.

Noncash collection services for corporate and
municipal securities coupons were modernized in
October and put on a cash collection basis. Under
this new procedure, member banks will receive
credit for matured coupons according to a pre-
determined time schedule regardless of actual
collection time. By submitting coupons in advance
of maturity date, member banks can be assured of
more uniform service and more timely credits to
their reserve accounts.

Computer Operations  This year two new
systems were implemented at the Richmond Office
to facilitate gathering and compiling financial sta-
tistics. The first is an on-line system which pro-
vides quicker and more accurate processing and

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



distribution of information from the Weekly
Reports of Condition submitted by large District
banks. The second system substantially reduces
the time required to accommodate changes in
existing reports or the addition of totally new
reports.

Major alterations were made to the Securities
Custody System. These changes included replac-
ing individual deposit tickets with a daily activity
statement and using the issue pooling concept for
book entry securities. With the inclusion of the
Charlotte Office in April, all District offices are
now using the same custody system. The next
phase will be to install an on-line CPD (Commis-
sioner of Public Debt) system which will allow
member banks to initiate and receive security
transfers at their own terminals.

Two more member bank computers were con-
nected to the Fifth District Communications Sys-
tem in 1979, raising the total number of bank
computer interfaces to six. Terminals were in-
stalled in four additional member banks bringing
the total to 27 Fifth District banks directly con-
nected to the Federal Reserve Communications
System.

In a related Federal Reserve Communications
System project, the Richmond and New York
Offices and the Department of the Treasury
jointly participated in an automated Letter of
Credit program. This project provides rapid
payment of funds to participating banks for the
disbursement of money to government sponsored
programs. The Letter of Credit program, which
at the present time includes only banks in the
Fifth District, will be extended to other banks
throughout the United States in the near future.

New Building - Baltimore In May the Board
of Governors approved the conceptual design and
budget for the new Baltimore Branch building.
Shortly thereafter the Whiting-Turner Contract-
ing Company was selected as Construction Con-
sultant/Manager. The design for the new building
was completed in early fall and submitted to the
Board of Governors for approval. After approval
was granted in early November, groundbreaking
ceremonies were held on December 7, 1979. Ex-
pected completion date for the new building is
1982,

Federal Reserve Membership The following
newly chartered banks in the Fifth District opened
for business during 1979 as members of the
Federal Reserve System:

National Banks

Stonewall National Bank

Weston, West Virginia January 2
State Banks
The Community Bank of Forest

Forest, Virginia February 5

The State Bank of the Alleghenies
Covington, Virginia

The George Mason Bank

February 26

Fairfax, Virginia May 10
Farmers and Miners Bank of Lee County
Pennington Gap, Virginia July 2

Big Stone Gap Bank and Trust Company
Big Stone Gap, Virginia July 20

Jefferson Bank of the Valley

Fishersville, Virginia August 1

First Russell County Bank and Trust Company
Lebanon, Virginia August 3

The following State-chartered banks converted to
membership in the Federal Reserve System during
1979:

Valley Bank and Trust Company

Bluefield, West Virginia April 26
Farmers and Merchants Bank, Inc.

of Ambherst, Virginia

Ambherst, Virginia July 26
The Peoples Bank of Hanover County

Mechanicsville, Virginia August 23

Changes in Directors In July the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System ap-
pointed Maceo A. Sloan, Executive Vice Presi-
dent and Chief Operating Officer, North Carolina
Mutual Life Insurance Company, Durham, North
Carolina, Chairman of the Board of Directors of
the Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond. Mr.
Sloan’s appointment filled a vacancy created by
the death of E. Angus Powell. The Board of
Governors also appointed Steven Muller, Presi-
dent, The Johns Hopkins University and Hospital,
Baltimore, Maryland, as Deputy Chairman of the
Richmond Reserve Bank’s Board of Directors.
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Paul E Reaichardt, Chairman of the Boawrd and
Chief Executive Officer, Washington Gas Light
Company, Washington, D. C., was appointed by
the Board of Governors to fill Mr. Powell’s unex-
pired term,

Fifth District member banks elected one Class
A and one Class B director to three-year terms on
the Richmond Board of Directors in early fall.
William M. Dickson, President and Senior Trust
Officer, The First National Bank in Ronceverte,
Ronceverte, West Virginia, was elected by banks
in Group 2 as a Class A director, succeeding Frank
B. Robards, Jr., President, Rock Hill National
Bank, Rock Hill, South Carolina, whose term
expired at the end of 1979. Elected as a Class B
director by banks in Group 3 was James A.
Chapman, Jr., Chairman of the Board and Chief
Executive Officer, Inman Mills, Inman, South
Carolina. Mr. Chapman succeeded Andrew L.
Clark, President, Andy Clark Ford, Inc., Prince-
ton, West Virginia, whose term expired Decem-
ber 31, 1979.

The Richmond Board reappointed A. R.
Reppert, President, The Union National Bank of
Clarksburg, Clarksburg, West Virginia, to a
three-year term on the Baltimore Board. Hugh D.
Shires, President and Chief Executive Officer,
The First National Bank and Trust Company of
Western Maryland, Cumberland, Maryland, also
was appointed to a three-year term on the Balti-
more Board to succeed Lacy I. Rice, Jr., Presi-
dent, The Old National Bank of Martinsburg,
Martinsburg, West Virginia, whose term expired
December 31, 1979. W. B. Apple, Jr., President,
First National Bank of Reidsville, Reidsville,
North Carolina, was reappointed a Charlotte
Branch director for a three-year term. J. B.
Scarborough, Chairman and President, Pee Dee
State Bank, Timmonsville, South Carolina, was
appointed to a three-year term on the Charlotte
Board, succeeding Thomas L. Benson, President,
The Conway National Bank, Conway, South
Carolina. This appointment was effective Janu-
ary 1, 1980.

At year-end, the Board of Governors redesig-
nated Maceo A. Sloan, Executive Vice President
and Chief Operating Officer, North Carolina
Mutual Life Insurance Company, Durham, North
Carolina, as Chairman of the Board for 1980.
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Steven Muiier, President The Tohne Hanline
University and Hospital, Baltimore, Marvland,
was redesignated Deputy Chairman of the Board
for 1980.

The Board of Governors reappointed Paul E.
Reichardt, Chairman of the Board and Chief
Executive Officer, Washington Gas Light Com-
pany, Washington, D. C,, to a three-year term.

Edward H. Covell, Vice President and General
Manager, Country Pride Foods Limited, Del-
marva Division, Easton, Maryland, was appointed
by the Board of Governors to a three-year term
on the Baltimore Board. Mr. Covell succeeded
I. E. Killian, President, Killian Enterprises, Inc.,
Gibson Island, Maryland, whose term expired at
the end of 1979. Reappointed to the Charlotte
Board for a three-year term was Naomi G.
Albanese, Dean, School of Home Economics,
University of North Carolina, Greensboro, North
Carolina.

Federal Advisory Council The Board of Di-
rectors reappointed J. Owen Cole, Chairman of
the Board, First National Bank of Maryland,
Baltimore, Maryland, to a one-year term as the
Fifth Federal Reserve District representative to
the Federal Advisory Council beginning Janu-
ary 1, 1980. The twelve-member Council, con-
sisting of one member from each of the Federal
Reserve Districts, meets in Washington at least
four times a year with the System’s Board of
Governors to discuss business conditions and other
topics of current interest to the System.

Changes in Official Staff O. Louis Martin, Jr.,
Assistant Vice President at the Charlotte Office,
died on March 15, 1979 after an extended illness.
At the Communications and Records Center in
Culpeper, Dale M. Cunningham, Assistant Vice
President, resigned as of September 14, 1979.
Two promotions announced at the Richmond
Office included Robert B. Hollinger, Jr. to Vice
President, effective September 17, and Donna G.
Vaughn to Assistant Cashier, effective January 1,
1980. Mr. Hollinger has responsibility for the
Computer Planning, Computer Services, and Data
Processing Departments, while Mrs. Vaughn will
be in charge of the Computer Planning Depart-
ment.
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Summary of Operations

Check Clearing and Collection

Dollar amount
Commercial bank checksl

Government checks?

Return items

Number of items
Commercial bank checks!

Government checks?2

Return items

Currency and Coin

Currency disbursed—Dollar amount

Coin disbursed—Dollar amount

Dollar amount of currency destroyed

Daily average of currency destroyed
Dollar amount

Number

Discount and Credit

Dollar amount
Total loans made during year

Daily average loans outstanding

Number of banks borrowing during the year

Fiscal Agency Activities

Marketable securities delivered or redeemed
Dollar amount

Number

Coupons redeemed
Dollar amount

Number

Savings bond and savings note issues
Dollar amount

Number

Savings bond and savings note redemptions

Dollar amount
Number

Transfers of Funds

Dollar amount

Number

r Revised.
1 Excluding checks on this Bank.
2 Including postal money orders.
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1979

714,089,000,000
63,013,000,000
5,676,940,000

1,389,330,000
87,800,000
18,623,000

10,179,492,700
348,661,050
2,546,100,000

10,063,636
1,495,549

23,096,013,800
125,243,000

137

308,530,971,050
213,738

72,019,342
224,372

510,114,499
11,767,172

1,071,204,205
12,350,954

2,215,380,011,105
1,947,639

1978

627,945,000,000
64,390,000,000
4,780,000,000

1,300,630,000
96,400,000
16,629,000

9,163,200,000
274,113,000
1,728,251,000

6,858,000
1,086,406

21,110,996,000
102,704,000

131

262,984,431,000
196,622

69,677,000
201,974

585,922,000
11,706,684

870,989,000
12,850,881

1,763,218,000,000
1,636,631
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Comparative Financial Statements

Condition

Assets:

Gold certificate account

Special Drawing Rights certificate account

Coin

LOANS AND SECURITIES:
Loans to member banks

Federal agency obligations
U. S. Government securities:
Bills

Certificates

Notes

Bonds

TOTAL U. S. GOVERNMENT SECURITIES

TOTAL LOANS AND SECURITIES

Dec. 31, 1979

$ 1,292,576,481.10
161,000,000.00
44,639,596.20

164,909,000.00
672,851,758.16

3,705,423,089.10
4,626,870,992.09
1,191,854,543.41

Dec. 31, 1978

$ 973,696,100.00
116,000,000.00
23,225,897.74

48,471,200.00
646,503,670.75

3,452,035,398.11
4,491,632,934.02
1,020,641,115.96

9,524,148,624.60

8,964,309,448.09

Cash items in process of collection

Bank premises

Furniture and equipment, net

Other assets

Interdistrict settlement account

TOTAL ASSETS

10,361,909,382.76

2,821,954,663.42
83,446,999.67
7,758,728.35
326,310,848.43
—361,656,862.10

9,659,284,318.84

2,431,868,863.49
79,932,514.94
6,214,881.47
263,374,961.73
—262,141,449.44

Liabilities :

Federal Reserve notes

$14,737,939,837.83

$13,291,456,088.77

DEPOSITS :

Member bank reserves

U. S. Treasurer—general account

Foreign
Other

TOTAL DEPOSITS

$10,304,492,825.00

1,308,242,753.39
315,585,848.33
15,8417,000.00
74,424,344.28

$ 9,248,851,866.00

1,781,185,839.09
247,634,722.29
10,945,800.00
53,117,295.81

Deferred availability cash items

Other liabilities

TOTAL LIABILITIES

1,714,099,946.00

2,430,601,041.20
172,280,425.63

2,092,883,657.19

1,679,837,331.10
156,621,5634.48

Capital Accounts:

Capital paid in

Surplus

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL ACCOUNTS
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14,621,474,237.83

58,232,800.00
58,232,800.00

13,178,194,388.77

56,630,850.00
56,630,850.00

$14,737,939,837.83

$13,291,456,088.77




Earnings and Expenses

EARNINGS:

Loans to member banks
Interest on U. S. Government securities
Foreign currencies

Other earnings

TOTAL CURRENT EARNINGS

EXPENSES:

Operating expenses (including depreciation on bank premises) after
deducting reimbursements received for certain Fiscal Agency and
other expenses

Cost of Federal Reserve currency

NET EXPENSES

CURRENT NET EARNINGS

ADDITIONS TO CURRENT NET EARNINGS

DEDUCTIONS FROM CURRENT NET EARNINGS:
Loss on sales of U. S. Government securities (net) ...
Losses on Foreign Exchange transactions
All other

TOTAL DEDUCTIONS

NET ADDITIONS OR DEDUCTIONS

Assessment for expenses of Board of Governors
NET EARNINGS BEFORE PAYMENTS TO U. S. TREASURY

Dividends paid
Payments to U. S. Treasury (interest on Federal Reserve notes) ...
Transferred to surplus

TOTAL

Surplus Account

Balance at close of previous year
Addition account of profits for year

BALANCE AT CLOSE OF CURRENT YEAR .

Capital Stock Account

1979

$ 13,256,414.35
817,737,338.67
3,641,489.85
152,310.66

1978

$ 17,617,868.41
679,295,906.61
104,981.86
51,256.24

834,787,653.53

687,070,013.12

53,546,607.46
7,215,432.61

49,803,238.50
6,130,501.70

60,761,940.07

55,933,740.20

774,025,613.46

631,136,272.92

839,715.89 2,700,178.61
12,573,629.68 10,667,111.81
193,568.04 217,306,830.10
83,179.50 143,038.88

12,850,377.22

38,116,980.79

—12,010,661.33

—35,416,802.18

2,640,900.00
$759,374,052.13

2,843,100.00
$592,876,370.74

$ 3,485,252.34
754,286,849.79
1,601,950.00

$ 3,343,866.567
587,995,404.17
1,637,100.00

$759,374,052.13

$592,876,370.74

$ 56,630,850.00
1,601,950.00

$ 55,093,750.00
1,637,100.00

$ 58,232,800.00

$ 56,630,850.00

(Representing amount paid in, which is 509 of amount subscribed)

Balance at close of previous year
Issued during the year

Cancelled during the year
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF CURRENT YEAR
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$ 56,630,850.00

$ 55,093,750.00

3,296,950.00 1,906,000.00
59,927,800.00 56,999,750.00
1,695,000.00 368,900.00

$ 58,232,800.00

$ 56,630,850.00
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DiI‘eCtOI'S (December 81, 1979)

Richmond
Maceo A, Sloan ... . . _Chairman of the Board
Steven Muller Deputy Chairman of the Board
Class A
Vincent C. Burke, Jr. Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer

The Riggs National Bank of Washington, D. C.
Washington, D. C.
(Term expires December 81, 1981)

Frederic H. Phillips . Senior Vice President, Virginia National Bank
Roanoke, Virginia
(Term expires December 31, 1980)

Frank B. Robards, Jr. ... President, Rock Hill National Bank
Rock Hill, South Carolina
(Term expired December 81, 1979)

Succeeded by: William M. Dickson
President and Senior Trust Officer
The First National Bank in Ronceverte
Ronceverte, West Virginia
(Term expires December 31, 1982)

Class B

Andrew L. Clark .. President, Andy Clark Ford, Inec.
Princeton, West Virginia
(Term expired December 31, 1979)

Succeeded by: James A. Chapman, Jr.
Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer
Inman Mills
Inman, South Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

Thomas A. Jordan ___________________ President, Stuart Furniture Industries, Inc.
Asheboro, North Carolina
(Term expires December 31, 1980)

Paul G. Miller Chairman, President, and Chief Executive Officer, Commercial Credit Company
Baltimore, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1981)

Class C

Steven Muller President, The Johns Hopkins University and Hospital
Baltimore, Maryland
(Term expires December 31, 1980)

Paul E. Reichardt ... Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer
Washington Gas Light Company
Washington, D. C.
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

Maceo A, Sloan Executive Vice President and Chief Operating Officer
North Carolina Mutual Life Insurance Co.
Durham, North Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1981)

Member of Federal Advisory Council

J. Owen Cole Chairman of the Board, First National Bank of Maryland
Baltimore, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1980)
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Baltimore

Pearl C. Brackett ___________________ Assistant/Deputy Manager, Baltimore Regional Chapter of American Red Cross
Baltimore, Maryland
(Term expires December 31, 1980)

Catherine B. Doehler Director of Development, Baltimore Regional Chapter of American Red Cross
Baltimore, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1980)

Joseph M. Gough, Jr. President, The First National Bank of St. Mary's
Leonardtown, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1980)

*I. E. Killian President, Killian Enterprises, Inc.
Gibson Island, Maryland
(Term expired December 31, 1979)

Succeeded by: Edward H. Covell
Vice President, Country Pride Foods Limited
General Manager, Delmarva Division
Easton, Maryland
(Term expires December 31, 1982)

Joseph H. McLain President, Washington College
Chestertown, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1981)

A. R. Reppert President, The Union National Bank of Clarksburg
Clarksburg, West Virginia
(Term expires December 31, 1982)

Lacy I. Rice, Jr. President, The Old National Bank of Martinsburg
Martinsburg, West Virginia
(Term expired December 81, 1979)

Succeeded by: Hugh D. Shires
President and Chief Executive Officer
The First National Bank and Trust Company of
Western Maryland
Cumberland, Maryland
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

Charlotte

Naomi G. Albanese ... Dean, School of Home Economics, University of North Carolina at Greensboro
Greensboro, North Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

W. B. Apple, Jr. President, First National Bank of Reidsville
Reidsville, North Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

Thomas L. Benson _._____________President, The Conway National Bank
Conway, South Carolina
(Term expired December 31, 1979)

Succeeded by: J.Banks Scarborough
Chairman and President
Pee Dee State Bank
Timmonsville, South Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1982)

Hugh M. Chapman .. Chairman of the Board
The Citizens and Southern National Bank of South Carolina
Columbia, South Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1981)

*Robert E. Elberson _______._________President, Chief Executive Officer, and Director, Hanes Corporation
Winston-Salem, North Carolina
(Term expires December 81, 1980)

John T. Fielder . President, J. B. Ivey and Company
Charlotte, North Carolina
(Term expires December 31, 1980)

Henry Ponder President, Benedict College
Columbia, South Carolina
(Term expires December 31, 1981)

*Branch Board Chairman.
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Officers (January 1, 1980)

Richmond

Robert P. Black, President
George C. Rankin, First Vice President

Welford S. Farmer, Senior Vice President

James Parthemos, Senior Vice President and
Director of Research

John F. Rand, Senior Vice President

Raymond E. Sanders, Jr., Senior Vice President

Elizabeth W. Angle, Vice President
Lloyd W. Bostian, Jr., Vice President
J. Alfred Broaddus, Jr., Vice President
George B. Evans, Vice President

Roy L. Fauber, Vice President
William C. Glover, Vice President
Robert B. Hollinger, Jr., Vice President

William D. Martin, II1, Vice President and
General Counsel

Robert D. McTeer, Jr., Vice President
Arthur V. Myers, Jr., Vice President
Chester D. Porter, Jr., Vice President
Aubrey N. Snellings, Vice President
Andrew L. Tilton, Vice President
James F. Tucker, Vice President
Joseph F. Viverette, Vice President

J. Lander Allin, Jr., Assistant Vice President
Fred L. Bagwell, Assistant Vice President
Jackson L. Blanton, Assistant Vice President
Timothy Q. Cook, Research Officer

William E. Cullison, Research Officer

Wryatt F. Davis, Chief Examiner

William C. Fitzgerald, Assistant General Counsel
Bradley H. Gunter, Assistant Vice President and

Secretary
John C. Horigan, Assistant Vice President
Thomas M. Humphrey, Research Officer
Harold T. Lipscomb, Assistant Vice President
Hobert D. Pierce, Assistant Vice President
Joseph C. Ramage, Assistant Vice President

Barthonhue W. Reese, Assistant Vice President

James D. Reese, Assistant Vice President

Frank D. Stinnett, Jr., Assistant Vice President

Jack H. Wyatt, Assistant Vice President
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Robert D. Bouck, Assistani Counsel
James R. Slate, Assistant Counsel

Donna G. Vaughn, 4ssistant Cashier

David B. Ayres, Jr., General Auditor
H. Lewis Garrett, Assistant General Auditor

Baltimore

Jimmie R. Monhollon, Senior Vice President

William E. Pascoe, 111, Vice President
Gerald L. Wilson, Vice President

Ronald B. Duncan, Assistant Vice President
Ronald E. Gould, Assistant Vice President
Charles P. Kahler, Assistant Vice President
Robert A. Perry, Assistant Vice President
Victor Turyn, Assistant Vice President

Charlotte
Stuart P. Fishburne, Senior Vice President
Thomas E. Snider, Vice President

Winfred W. Keller, Assistant Vice President
Harry B. Smith, Assistant Vice President
Robert F. Stratton, Assistant Vice President
Jefferson A. Walker, Assistant Vice President

Charleston

Richard L. Hopkins, 4ssistant Vice President

Columbia
Boyd Z. Eubanks, Vice President

R. Wayne Stancil, 4ssistant Vice President

Culpeper

John G. Stoides, Vice President
Albert D. Tinkelenberg, Vice President

James G. Dennis, Assistant Vice President
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