
Using A  Sharper Pencil?
Part II

A Study of Changes in Reserve 
Management at District Banks

Sixth  D istrict banks, w hich  hold  m ore excess reserves on  average than all 
banks in the nation , are seek ing to  put their reserves to greater use. T he  
first part o f our study, in the N ovem b er issue o f the Review, briefly  
described the theory o f reserve m anagem ent and d iscussed  our investi
gation  o f the current practices o f D istrict m em ber banks in balancing  
their reserve accounts. T he study revealed that large banks generally  
m anage their reserve positions m ore c lo se ly  than sm all banks. D a ily  
reserve surpluses and deficits tend to vary w ith in  sm aller lim its, relative  
to  required reserves, at large banks than at sm all banks. Furtherm ore, 
sm all banks tend to  run larger surpluses and sm aller deficits, relative to  
required reserves, than large banks. Since sm all banks run surpluses  
nearly all the tim e, they apparently m ake little attem pt to  use excess  
reserves accum ulated  during the statem ent period.

W e w ill now  take up d evelopm ents in the U n ited  States during the  
past d ecade that theoretically  should  have induced cost-con sc iou s bank  
m anagem ent personnel in the Sixth D istrict to  put idle funds to  w ork , or 
to  cut back  excess reserve balances by using sharper pencils in m anaging  
their reserves. W e w ill then  see w hether they actually  did chan ge their 
reserve m anagem ent practices, and if so , w hat m ethods th ey  used.

W hy P ut Id le F u n d s To W ork?

Interest rates, particularly short-term  rates, h ave risen substantia lly  over  
the p ast decade. F or exam ple, the rate on  three-m onth  T reasury bills 
has increased  m ore than 2  percentage points since 19 5 5 . A s interest 
rates rise, it becom es m ore costly  to  hold  id le balances and m ore profita
b le to put them  to  w ork. T hus, h igher interest rates in recent years 
m ust have encouraged  banks to  use their excess reserves.

A  general aw areness o f these con d ition s has d evelop ed  in recent years 
—  particularly at sm aller banks in various parts o f the country. T his  
know ledge has been  stim ulated  in  part by a squeeze on  bank profits: 
A verage interest exp en se  on  dep osits has increased  w ith the rising in 
terest rates and the rapid flow s o f funds into tim e deposits concurrent 
w ith w idespread econ om izin g  on  dem and dep osit accounts. Increased  
know ledge has also b een  stim ulated  by bond  dealers and the bond  de
partm ents at large banks w ho, in trying to build up m ore business for 
them selves, have poin ted  out the rationale and m ethods for investing  
excess reserve balances.

T h e d evelop m en t and refinem ent o f the F ederal funds m arket, through  
w hich  reserve balances are bought and sold , h ave enabled  m any banks  
to  b a lance their reserves m ore c losely . In  addition, m any sm all banks 
that earlier had b een  barred from  participation  by the size o f the m in i
m um  trading unit now  have access to the Federal funds m arket. T his  
has resulted from  offers o f various large banks to  enter into Federal
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funds transactions w ith  their sm all correspondents, not 
on ly  in  am ounts o f $ 5 0 0 ,0 0 0  and over in w h ich  trading  
norm ally occurs but in  sm aller am ounts —  as low  as 
$ 1 0 0 ,0 0 0 . T hus, excesses, or deficiencies, accum ulated  
b y  sm all banks during the early days o f the reserve settle
m ent period  m ay now  be offset by sales or purchases 
o f F ederal funds from  larger correspondents, resulting in 
a closer balancing o f reserve averages w ith  requirem ents. 
M any bankers fee l safe in  ba lancing  reserves quite closely  
through purchases and sales in the F ed eral funds m arket, 
since they can  norm ally  cover sudden shortfalls at the d is
count w indow .

I: Ratio of E xcess R eserves to Required R eserves
SIXTH DISTRICT AND U. S. MEMBER BANKS 

1954-65

P erce n t P ercent

In  the light o f the foregoin g  develop m en ts, w e w ou ld  
exp ect that D istr ict banks are b alancing  their reserves 
m ore c lo se ly  than they did several years ago. I f  so , their 
excess reserves as a proportion  o f required reserves m ust 
have declined  in recent years.

H ave D istr ic t B a n k s U se d  S h a rp er  P e n c ils?

H ave m an agem ent person n el at D istr ict banks actually  
used sharper pencils in balancing  their reserves? In  a w ord, 
Y es. A verage excess reserves per bank  d eclined  as did  
excess reserves, relative to  required reserves. D istrict 
banks reduced their excess reserve b a lances from  5.3  per
cen t o f required reserves in 19 5 5  to  about 3 .4  percent dur
ing the first ten  m onths o f 1 9 6 5 . A s show n  in  C hart I, the  
dow nw ard m ovem en t in  this excess reserves ratio w as  
interrupted by increases in 19 5 8  and again in  1 9 6 0 -6 1 . 
T h ese  interruptions partly reflect the effects o f the  
recessions o f 1 9 5 7 -5 8  and 1 9 6 0 -6 1 , w h en  the dem and  
for loans d eclin ed  as b usiness activ ity  contracted . A t the  
sam e tim e, an easin g  o f m on etary  p o licy  led  to  an in 
creased  supply o f lendab le funds and a su bsequent de
cline in interest rates. W ith the econ om ic  p icture less 
optim istic and the co st o f  h o ld ing  excess  reserves so m e
w hat low er, bankers probab ly  d ecid ed  to  h old  m ore ex 
cess reserves as a cush ion  against d ep osit losses.

O ne additional factor figures prom inently  in the rise in  
excess reserves in  1 9 6 0 -6 1 . B egin n ing  late in  1 9 5 9 , the  
B oard  o f G overnors a llow ed  m em ber banks to  count, first 
a part and then , by the end  o f 1 9 6 0 , all their currency and  
co in  as lega l reserves. T h e substantia l am ount o f reserves 
created  by this action  to o k  the form  o f excess reserves, 
w hich  w ere gradually put to  w ork  as bankers adjusted to  
this n ew  com p on en t o f their reserve balances.

Som e econ om ists argue that vau lt cash  has acted as a 
new  source o f reserve instab ility  and that m em ber banks  
now  m ust hold  m ore excess  reserves as a buffer against 
sw ings in vau lt cash. If so , the effect o f this factor has 
been  offset by other forces, for excess  reserves, relative to  
required reserves, have trended dow nw ard  since 1961 to  
points b e low  th ose  reached  b efore the vau lt cash  action.

H avin g  determ ined  that reserve m anagem ent personnel 
at D istrict banks w ere using sharper p encils in  m anaging  
their reserve b a lances, w e w anted  to  know  w h ich  group  
o f banks w ere m ost active in  this d evelop m ent. W e found  
that all banks have reduced  their excess  reserve balances, 
relative to  required reserves, but coun try  banks have re
duced theirs considerab ly  m ore than reserve city  banks. 
E xcess reserves at country banks fe ll from  9 .5  percent of 
required reserves in 19 5 5  to  an average o f 5 .9  percent in 
the first ten  m onths o f 1 9 6 5  —  a reduction  o f 3 .6  per
centage points. R eserve city  banks, h aving m anaged  their 
excess reserve p osition s c lo se ly  for som e tim e, cut excess  
reserves b ack  over the p eriod  b y  0 .9  percentage points
—  from  1.6  percen t o f required reserves in  1955  to  0 .7  
percent thus far this year. T h e sizab le reduction  in excess  
reserves at country banks ind icates that sm aller banks in  
this part o f the U n ited  States h ave taken  advantage o f  
recent d evelop m en ts in reserve m anagem ent and m on ey  
m arket techniques.

H o w  do these changes in  excess  reserves at banks here  
com pare w ith  th ose  elsew here? In  a nutshell, banks in  
this D istrict m ay h ave sharpened  their pencils a little
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faster, although n ot quite to  the sam e sharp poin t as 
banks in  the entire nation.

C loser in spection  show s that D istrict reserve city  banks 
apparently h ave im proved  their reserve m anagem ent tech 
n iques m ore rapidly than reserve city banks in the U . S., 
low ering their excess  reserve balances nearly to the na
tional average for reserve city banks. O n the other hand, 
D istrict country banks have failed to  reduce excess re
serves as rapidly as country banks in the nation.

In  term s o f im proved reserve m anagem ent, a cutback  
in excess reserves w ould  not be very m ean ingfu l if it w ere  
accom pan ied  by a corresponding rise in  other non-earning  
cash  assets, or b alances w ith  other com m ercia l banks. 
M in im al b alances in these accounts are im portant, of  
course, since banks receive services in exchan ge for them . 
H ow ever, w e w ou ld  exp ect banks to  have reduced non- 
essen tia l balances in these accounts for m uch  the sam e  
reason that they reduced  excess reserves, nam ely , to  m axi
m ize earnings w ith in  an environm ent o f rising interest rates 
and o f increasing k now h ow  in putting idle funds to  w ork.

A s show n in  C hart II, D istrict banks indeed did reduce  
their balances w ith  other banks in relation  to  their total 
deposits. A lth ou gh  country banks effected  the sharpest re-

II: B a lan ces Due from Sixth D istrict M ember Banks
As Percent of Total Deposits 

1954-65

P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t

duction , reserve c ity  banks also reduced their b alances  
w ith other banks to  a p oin t still som ew h at below  the  
country bank averages. T h e sizable reduction  in balances 
w ith banks brings us to  the con clu sion  that the decline  
in excess  reserves is real, and n ot sim ply a transfer of 
funds from  on e non-earn ing asset to  another.

H ow  W ere E x c e s s  R e se r v e s  R ed u ced ?

O ne im portant w ay D istrict banks have responded  to  in
centives to use a sharper p encil has been  to borrow  or lend  
m ore frequently to  banks outside the D istrict— and to each  
other— through purchases or sales o f F ederal funds. W hen  
one bank acquires the idle excess reserves o f another, 
both  banks benefit: T he borrow ing bank gets reserves 
at a rate w hich  until early this year w as norm ally  below  
the d iscount rate and avoids any stigm a attached to  co n 
tinued borrow ing from  the d iscount w indow ; the lend ing  
bank invests funds for short periods at a reasonab le rate 
w ith little risk.

A lth ou gh  the data are difficult to  obtain  and m ust be  
interpreted w ith caution , they indicate clearly that reserve  
m anagem ent m ethods in  the 1 9 6 0 ’s have b een  m odified  
to include increased  trading in F ederal funds. T h e m ost 
reliable figures, show n in C hart III, are those for a sam ple  
o f large banks in the D istrict. Increases in am ounts traded

by certain banks are illustrated in the chart, but the scop e  
o f F ederal funds trading is not fully dep icted . Special 
studies o f D istrict banks, conducted  at irregular intervals 
since 1 9 5 6 , ind icate that the num ber o f banks trading in 
creased  m ore rapidly than the total vo lum e o f purchases 
and sales. T o  c ite  the extrem es, about 15 banks w ere trad
ing at the tim e o f the 1 9 5 6  and 1958  studies, and about 
75  banks traded F ederal funds in A pril o f  this year. S ince  
the m ethods w e used  in these studies alm ost certain ly un
derestim ate b oth  the am ount o f trading and the num ber  
o f banks, the absolute increase is probably greater than  
these figures show .

T he A pril study revealed  an interesting facet o f  the  
F ederal funds m arket: E ven  though  transfers o f $1 
m illion  or over accoun ted  for m ore than 95  percent of 
the total dollar am ount o f F ederal funds transfers in  the  
D istrict, 3 0 0  transactions w ere in am ounts o f less than $1 
m illion . M oreover, nearly 2 0 0  transfers w ere less than  
$ 5 0 0 ,0 0 0  each . Som e o f these transfers w ere purchases o f 
F ederal funds by sm all D istrict banks, w hich  supports 
the notion  that D istrict bankers are b ecom ing m ore soph is
ticated  in m anaging their reserves. M any o f the sm all trans
actions reflect larger D istrict ban ks’ purchases o f F ed eral 
funds from  sm all correspondents m ade in  order to  keep  
their accounts.

A  continu ing  need  for funds by large D istrict banks  
cou ld  further increase F ederal funds trading in  sm all 
am ounts. Som e large D istrict banks are presently  attem pt
ing to  establish  loca l sources o f F ederal funds, w hich
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m ight con tinue to  provide funds if the usual sources, the  
large m on ey  m arket banks in N ew  Y ork , C hicago, and  
the W est C oast, shou ld  dry up. It seem s likely  that trading  
for periods o f m ore than one day— n ot often  found in 
larger transactions— w ill b ecom e m ore frequent as both  
buying and selling  banks try to m in im ize “handling co sts” 
o f F ed eral funds transactions. Sm aller banks, how ever, 
m ay increasingly  enter the m arket on the borrow ing side  
as their reserve m anagem ent b ecom es m ore refined and  
their excess reserves decline. T h ey  m ay be look in g  to  the 
larger banks in the D istrict as sources as w ell as outlets  
for funds. T h ese  d evelop m en ts are m inor, relative to the 
total am ounts o f  trading, but they are interesting.

T rading in F ed eral funds, though  im portant, m ust be 
view ed  as but on e o f several im portant d evelopm ents in 
the evo lu tion  o f reserve m anagem ent. A s C hart IV  show s, 
during the past ten  years borrow ing from  the System  by  
D istrict banks increased  as the econ om y expanded  and  
borrow ing receded  as it contracted . A lso , the ratio o f e x 

cess reserves, although exh ib iting a general dow nw ard  
trend, rose in  periods o f contraction . W e can infer from  
this that bankers responded  to credit expansion  squeezes  
on  their reserve p osition s by trim m ing their excess reserves 
and borrow ing m ore frequently from  the System . Part o f  
the pressure to  borrow  at the d iscou nt w in dow  w as a llev
iated  b y  the d evelop m en t o f the Federal funds m arket, 
w hich  w ou ld  help  exp la in  the delay in the upturn in bor
row ing during the present expansion . T he increased  bor
row ings in 1 9 6 4  and 1965  m ay partly reflect a return to  
the d iscou nt w in dow  now  that the possib ilities o f inter
bank  borrow ing have been  m ore fu lly  exp lo ited . A  Federal 
funds rate generally  above the d iscount rate, w hich  has 
prevailed  m ost o f this year, supports this contention .

T he d iscussion  o f reserve m anagem ent m ethods is in 
com p lete  w ith out a consideration  o f factors other than  
the m anipulation  o f  reserve accounts by  borrow ing and  
lend ing reserve balances. C learly, the nature o f the loan  
and investm en t p ortfo lio  and the structure o f deposits  
affect the need  for the m anipulations d iscu ssed  so  far. 
T rue, excess reserves, relative to  required reserves, have  
been  reduced in the past ten  years, ind icating im prove
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m ents in reserve m an agem ent m ethod s, but it is equally  
true that the nature o f deposits has changed  radically  over  
the sam e tim e span. W ith the grow th in deposits, required  
reserves have increased  m ore rapidly than the need  for  
a cush ion  o f excess  reserves. Larger banks can  afford to  
d evote m ore tim e to reserve m anagem ent, and m ore d e
posits per bank  generally  reduce the lik elihood  o f w ide  
variations in deposits. A lso , since a large percentage o f the  
grow th in total deposits has b een  in tim e d ep osits, total 
dep osits should  be m ore stable and, con seq u en tly , changes  
in reserve p ositions m ore m oderate.

T he grow th in deposits has also altered the flexib ility  
of the G overnm ent securities portfo lio . R eserve m anagers 
have less freedom  to use p ortfo lio  ch anges to  adjust their 
reserve p osition s now  that the G overnm ent securities port
fo lio  is m uch sm aller, relative to  total d ep osits, and a 
greater portion  o f these securities is p ledged  as collateral 
for deposits. A s the ability to  change the G overn m ent p ort
fo lio  has d ecreased , how ever, the possib ilities o f acquiring  
funds from  other sources have increased . B ankers can  vary  
the rate o f acquisition  o f  funds by ch anging the rates and  
am ounts o f prom otion a l efforts for certificates o f dep osits, 
savings certificates, and short-term  unsecured  notes. A l
though som e D istrict banks have b een  active in prom oting  
savings certificates and certificates o f deposits and a few  
have issu ed  short-term  u nsecu red  n otes, these m ethods  
have n ot yet b een  w id ely  u tilized  in this D istrict.

P a u l  A . C r o w e  
R o b e r t  R . W y a n d  II

This completes a two-part series on a study of reserve 
management at District banks during the past decade. Part 
I of “Using a Sharper Pencil?” appeared in the November
1965 R e v ie w . Copies of both articles are available upon 
request to the Research Department, Federal Reserve 
Bank of Atlanta, Atlanta, Georgia 30303.

Bank Announcements
The C o h u t t a  B a n k i n g  C o m p a n y ,  Chatsworth, Georgia, 
a nonmem ber bank, began to remit at par for  checks drawn  
on it when received from the Federal Reserve Bank on 
N ovem ber 1. Officers are R. E. Chambers, President; L. P. 
Huff, R. K .  Richardson, and Jack Greeson, Vice Presi
dents; and Frances Heartsell, Cashier.

A lso on N ovem b er  1, the B r o o k h a v e n  B a n k  a n d  T r u s t  
C o m p a n y ,  Brookhaven, Mississippi, a nonmem ber bank, 
began to remit at par. Officers are S. E. Babington, Presi
dent; F. F. Becker II, Executive Vice President; R. L. 
Davis, Senior Vice President; T. E. Applewhite, Vice Presi
dent; and F. J. Rein, Cashier.

On N o vem ber  4, the U n i v e r s i t y  N a t i o n a l  B a n k  o f  
B o c a  R a t o n ,  Boca Raton, Florida, a newly organized  
m em ber bank, opened for business and began to remit at 
par. William M . Stowe is President, and Kenneth N . Brad
shaw is Executive Vice President and Cashier. Capital 
is $250,000; surplus and other capital funds, $250,000.

The R e p u b l i c  N a t i o n a l  B a n k  o f  M ia m i ,  Miami, Flor
ida, a newly organized m em ber bank, opened for business 
on N o v em b er  8 and began to remit at par. Officers are 
Ernest Janis, President; R. J. Grazier, Executive Vice  
President; William A . Rushton, Vice President and Cashier; 
Bernard Janis and Simeon D. Spear, Vice Presidents. Cap
ital is $250,000; surplus and other capital funds, $375,000.

IV: Ratio o f Borrowings from the Federal 

R eserve Bank to Required R eserves
SIXTH DISTRICT MEMBER BANKS 

Quarterly Averages: 1954-65

R e s e r v e  C i ty  B a n k s

1 9 6 31 9 5 5  1 9 5 7  1 9 5 9  19 61  

Shaded areas represent periods of recession.
1 9 6 5
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Index for the Year 1965
MONTH PAGE

AGRICULTURE

Farm Pay Checks Grow Larger
R obert E . S w e e n e y ............................................N ov . 5

Indebted Cotton Farmers— Our Poor 
Relations: Fact or Fantasy?

A rthur H . K a n tn e r ............................................M ay 1

BALANCE OF PAYMENTS

Better Is Not Good Enough
L aw rence F. M a n s f i e l d .................................M ar. 1

Interest Rates at Home and Abroad
L aw rence F. M a n s f i e l d .................................A ug. 1

BANK ANNOUNCEMENTS Jan. 5
F eb . - A pril 6 
June - O ct. 6 

N ov . - D ec. 4

BANKING

A s Good as Last Year— District Banking 
Developments in 1964

H arry B r a n d t .......................................................Jan. 1

Bank Lending in the Southeast: Still 
Booming

H arry B r a n d t .......................................................July 1

An Improved Measure of Local Business
W . M . D a v i s .......................................................M ar. 4

Profits Jump at District Banks
R ob ert R . W yand I I ...................................... M ay 8

Using a Sharper Pencil? A  Study of How  
Sixth District Banks Manage Their R e
serve Balances 

H arry B randt and R obert R . W yand II . . N ov . 1 
Using a Sharper Pencil? A  Study of Reserve 

Management at District Banks 
P aul A . C row e and R obert R . W yand II . D ec. 1

CONSUMER SPENDING

Changing Habits of the District Consumer
L aw rence F. M a n s f i e l d .................................July 4

M O N T H  P A G E

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS, GENERAL

Through a Glass Darkly
L aw rence F. M a n s f i e l d .................................F eb . 1

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS, SIXTH DISTRICT STATES

Alabama’s Economy Emits a Healthy Glow
A rthur H . K a n t n e r ............................................O ct. 4

Changing Seasonal Patterns in Florida
N . D . O ’B a n n o n .................................................A ug. 4

Employment Diversification in Mississippi
R obert E . S w e e n e y ............................................F eb . 4

Louisiana Expands Role in Economic 
Performance

R obert R . W yand I I ...................................... A pril 4

New Challenges for Georgia’s Economy
H iram  J. H o n e a ................................................. Jan. 3

Tennessee’s Business: Still Running Ahead
H arry B r a n d t ...................................................... June 4

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, SIXTH DISTRICT STATES

PIF— It’s Wonderful, or Is It?
H iram  J. H o n e a ............................................O ct. 1

3, 2, 1— Blast Off! N A SA ’s Impact on the 
District States

N . D . O ’B a n n o n .................................................A pril 1

When Southerners Save
....................................................................................... Sept. 4

ECONOMIC FORECASTING

Through a Glass Darkly
L aw rence F . M a n s f i e l d .................................F eb . 1

EMPLOYMENT

Employment Diversification in Mississippi
R obert E . S w e e n e y ............................................Feb . 4

Employment Growth, 1961-64— The Why’s 
and Wherefore’s

N . D . O ’B a n n o n ................................................. June 1

CORPORATE FINANCE

Regional Corporate Financing: Losing Its 
Importance?

H iram  J. H o n e a ................................................. July 3

DEBITS

A n Improved Measure of Local Business
W . M . D a v i s .......................................................M ar. 4

DISTRICT BUSINESS CONDITIONS Jan. - A pril 8
M ay 12 

June - D ec . 8

FARM CREDIT

Indebted Cotton Farmers— Our Poor 
Relations: Fact or Fantasy?

A rthur H . K a n t n e r ...................................... M ay 1

FINANCE

PIF— It’s Wonderful, or Is It?
H iram  J. H o n e a ................................................. O ct. 1

Regional Corporate Financing: Losing Its 
Importance?

H iram  J. H o n e a ................................................. July 3
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INCOME

Changing Habits of the District Consumer

M O N T H  P A G E

L aw rence F . M a n s f i e l d .................................July 4

Farm Pay Checks Grow Larger
R obert E . S w e e n e y ............................................N ov . 5

INTEREST RATES

Interest Rates at Home and Abroad
L aw rence F. M a n s f i e ld .................................A ug. 1

MEMBER BANK RESERVES

Using a Sharper Pencil? A Study of How 
Sixth District Banks Manage Their Re
serve Balances
H arry B randt and R obert R . W yand II . N ov . 1 

Using a Sharper Pencil? A Study of Reserve 
Management at District Banks 
Paul A . C row e and R obert R . W yand II D ec. 1

MONEY MARKET

Money Market Conditions— What Are They?
R obert R . W yand I I ...................................... Sept. 1

MORTGAGE FUNDS

PIF— It’s Wonderful, or Is It?
H iram  J. H o n e a ................................................. O ct. 1

OPERATING RATIOS

Profits Jump at District Banks
R obert R . W yand I I ...................................... M ay 8

SAVINGS

When Southerners Save
........................................................................................Sept. 4

SIXTH DISTRICT STATISTICS (TABLES) Jan. - A pril 7
M ay 11 

June - D ec . 7
A verage W eek ly  H ours 

in  M anufacturing  
B an k  D eb its  
C onstruction  C ontracts 
C otton  C onsum p tion  
D epartm ent Store Sales 
Farm  C ash R eceip ts  
Farm  E m p loym en t  
Industrial U se  o f E lectr ica l P ow er  
Instalm ent C redit at B anks  
Insured U n em p loym en t 
M anufacturing E m p loym en t  
M anufacturing Payrolls 
M em ber B ank  D ep osits  
M em ber B an k  L oans  
N onfarm  E m p loym en t  
N on m anufacturing  E m p loym en t  
P ersonal In com e  
P etroleum  P roduction
D eb its to  D em an d  D ep o sit A ccou n ts Jan. - A pril 6

M ay 10  
June - D ec . 6

Insured Commercial Banks in the Sixth District
(In Thousands of Dollars)

Debits to Demand Deposit Accounts

Oct.
1965

Sept.
1965

Oct.
1964

Percent Change 
Year-to-Date 

10 months 
Oct. 1965 from 

Sept. Oct. from 
1965 1964 1964

STANDARD METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL AREASt

Birmingham . . . 1,257,351 1,293,340 1,201,831 —3 + 5 +  10
Gadsden . . . . 60,489 56,215 58,634 + 8 + 3 +5
Huntsville . . . 163,941 158,867 167,235 + 3 —2 + 5
Mobile . . . . 440,980 385,414 389,300 +  14 +  13 + 8
Montgomery . . . 268,373 264,063 241,992 +2 +  11 +  10
Tuscaloosa . . . 80,722 77,825 80,327 + 4 + 0 +4
Ft. Lauderdale—

Hollywood . . . 461,394 422,710 426,814 +9 + 8 +9
Jacksonville . . . 1,421,614 1,317,855 1,173,610 + 8 +21 +16
Miami....................... 1,730,343 l,593,090r 1,586,637 + 9 +9 + 8
Orlando . . . . 393,736 377,297r 393,116 + 4 +  0 +  1
Pensacola . . . . 181,881 182,473 176,374 —0 + 3 +  10
Tampa-St. Petersburg 1,014,216 972,024 961,781 + 4 +5 +  7
W. Palm Beach . . 326,544 301,529r 310,642 +8 +5 + 8
Albany ....................... 85,327 91,113 82,217 —6 + 4 +18
Atlanta . . . . 3,851,563 3,918,309r 3,564,356 — 2 + 8 +11
Augusta . . . . 192,867 179,577 184,529 +  7 +  5 +3
Columbus . . . . 179,884 193,921 175,383 —7 +3 + 7
Macon....................... 202,928 196,333 186,446 +3 +9 + 9
Savannah . . . . 225,659 222,115 220,196 +2 + 2 + 4
Baton Rouge . . . 452,754 432,052 394,364 +5 +15 +  19
Lafayette . . . . 108,053 100,174 89,373 +8 +21 +19
Lake Charles . . . 112,494 108,086r 103,765 +4 + 8 + 9
New Orleans . . . 2,093,690 1,987,879 1,872,738 +5 +  12 +  11
Jackson . . . . 558,500 507,352 516,814 +10 + 8 +  11
Chattanooga . . . 494,125 505,876 427,285 —2 +16 +  11
Knoxville . . . . 408,741 390,883 362,217 +5 +13 +10
Nashville . . . . 1,201,281 l,228,337r 1,049,637 —2 +  14 +  11

OTHER CENTERS
Anniston . . . . 58,971 55,276 55,210 +7 + 7 + 7
Dothan . . . . 54,640 58,829 53,399 —7 +  2 + 6
Selm a....................... 45,434 39,324 41,207 +16 +10 + 4
Bartow . . . . 36,343 30,089 25,436 +21 +43 +24
Bradenton . . . 44,569 40,142 42,166 +  11 + 6 + 2
Brevard County . . 193,634 181,366 146,877 +7 +32 +18
Daytona Beach . . 74,998 73,393 70,152 +  2 +7 + 6
Ft. Myers—

N. Ft. Myers . . 57,206 55,459 52,585 + 3 + 9 + 6
Gainesville . . . 67,474 74,397 67,256 —9 + 0 + 9
Monroe County . . 29,629 27,147 24,906 + 9 +  19 +  19
Lakeland . . . . 98,654 91,737 91,044 + 8 +8 +  10
O ca la ....................... 47,568 45,431 44,809 + 5 +6 + 6
St. Augustine . . 16,582 17,493 15,811 —5 +5 + 5
St. Petersburg . . 258,270 238,685 254,455 + 8 +1 + 5
Sarasota . . . . 85,250 82,338r 78,204 + 4 +9 +5
Tallahassee . . . 103,776 103,589r 88,6% + 0 +17 +16
Tampa....................... 562,908 556,619 517,294 + 1 +9 +  11
Winter Haven . . 48,542 49,199 46,953 —1 + 3 + 8
Athens ....................... 60,930 64,664 55,863 —6 +9 +15
Brunswick . . . 37,087 39,753 39,100 —7 —5 +2
Dalton....................... 84,940 88,089 83,858 —4, +1 +12
Elberton . . . . 15,012 10,966 11,933 +  37 +26 +8
Gainesville . . . 68,303 67,408 62,752 +  1 +9 + 8
Griffin....................... 28,589 29,505 26,566 —3 +8 +  11
LaGrange . . . . 19,894 21,417 18,829 —7 + 6 +6
Newnan . . . . 22,141 22,909 25,013 —0 —1 —0
Rom e....................... 65,931 65,705 62,913 + 0 +5 +6
Valdosta . . . . 47,061 57,757 42,919 —19 +10 +12
Abbeville . . . . 10,453 11,809 9,454 —11 +11 +12
Alexandria . . . 117,163 105,460 108,450 +11 +8 +9
Bunkie....................... 6,561 6,274 6,521 +5 +1 +  12
Hammond . . . . 30,194 26,297 28,525 +  15 +6 +8
New Iberia . . . 34,142 31,062 28,851 +  10 +  18 + 6
Plaquemine . . . 8,152 8,698 7,340 —6 +  11 +9
Thibodaux . . . 19,500 20,138 17,354 —3 +  12 +8
Biloxi-Gulfport . . 84,890 81,219 75,184 + 5 +13 +10
Hattiesburg . . . 48,997 49,442 44,027 —1 +  11 +9

37,460 36,776 32,021 + 2 +  17 +8
Meridian . . . . 58,118 56,293 58,751 +3 —1 +5
Natchez . . . . 29,944 30,142 31,099 —1 —4 +  0
Pascagoula—

Moss Point . . 45,592 44,574 45,631 +2 —0 +5
Vicksburg . . . . 35,415 34,306 32,560 +3 +9 +  13
Yazoo City . . . 27,630 23,030 26,471 +20 +  4 +11
Bristol....................... 61,457 60,722 59,610 +1 +3 +9
Johnson City . . . 63,659 61,956 57,639 + 3 +  10 +8
Kingsport . . . . 122,219 126,120 112,575 —3 +9 +  13

SIXTH DISTRICT, Total 24,896,016 24,302,438r 22,905,926 + 2 +9 +10

Alabama! . . . 3,287,346 3,265,567 3,252,001 +1 +1 + 7
Florida! . . . . 7,372,072 6,963,361r 6,696,494 +6 +10 + 9
Georgia! . . . . 6,235,035 6,340,121r 5,762,639 —2 + 8 +12
Louisiana*t • . • 3,519,955 3,318,834r 3,097,354 +6 +14 +  12
Mississippi*-?- . . 1,190,477 1,134,794 1,130,002 +5 +5 +9
Tennessee*-? . . . 3,291,131 3,279,761 r 2,967,436 +0 +  11 + 8

"■Includes only banks in the Sixth District portion of the state.
tPartially estimated. JEstimated. r-Revised.
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Sixth District Statistics
Seasonally Adjusted

(All data are indexes, 1957-59 =  100, unless indicated otherwise.)

Latest Month 
(1965)

SIXTH DISTRICT

INCOME AND SPENDING
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate) . . Sept. 50,378 48,774r
Manufacturing P a y ro lls .................................. Oct. 171 168r
Farm Cash Receipts ........................................Sept. 143 131

C r o p s ...............................................................Sept. 136 134
Livestock.........................................................Sept. 143 130

Department Store S a le s * / * * .......................Nov. 158p 152
Instalment Credit at Banks, *(Mil. )

New Loans......................................................... Oct. 212 217r
Repayments................................................... Oct. 196 205

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT
Nonfarm Employment........................................Oct. 124 124

Manufacturing..............................................Oct. 124 123
Apparel.........................................................Oct. 151 149
Chemicals................................................... Oct. 118 118
Fabricated M e ta ls ..................................Oct. 133 130
Food...............................................................Oct. 109 109
Lbr., Wood Prod., Furn. & Fix. . . . Oct. 100 100
P a p e r .........................................................Oct. 110 HOr
Primary M e ta ls ........................................Oct. 110 l l l r
Textiles.........................................................Oct. 100 100
Transportation Equipment . . . .  Oct. 153 152

Nonmanufacturing........................................Oct. 125 124
Construction..............................................Oct. 122 120r

Farm Employment..............................................Oct. 70 66
Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) Oct. 2.1 2.4
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .  Oct. 41.7 41.4
Construction Contracts*..................................Oct. 166 139

Residential ................................................... Oct. 167 142
All O th e r .........................................................Oct. 165 137

Industrial Use of Electric Power . . . .  Sept. 128 130
Cotton Consumption** ..................................Oct. 115 112
Petrol. Prod, in Coastal La. and Miss.** . Oct. 188 158

FINANCE AND BANKING 
Member Bank Loans*

All B an ks .........................................................Oct. 214 211
Leading C i t i e s ..............................................Nov. 198 198

Member Bank Deposits*
All B an ks .........................................................Oct. 165 162
Leading Cities ..............................................Nov. 154 152

Bank D e b its * / * * ..............................................Oct. 173 164

One Two One One Two
Month Months Year Latest Month Month Months
Ago Ago Ago (1965) Ago Ago

48,656r
170
132
122
134
148

233
220

124
123 
149 
118 
132
109 
100
110 
113
99

151
124 
119
72

2.4
41.6
143
173
118
132
109
186

209
194

162
149
166

45,052
150
133
133
123
141

177
167

119 
117 
141
113 
125 
108
98

107
109
96

120 
120
114 
80 

2.8
41.0
150
156
146
123
104
168

184
171

147
139
152

GEORGIA
INCOME AND SPENDING

Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate) . . Sept.
Manufacturing P a y ro lls .................................. Oct.
Farm Cash Receipts ........................................Sept.
Department Store S a le s * * ............................ Oct.

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT
Nonfarm Employment........................................Oct.

Manufacturing..............................................Oct.
Nonmanufacturing........................................Oct.

Construction..............................................Oct.
Farm Employment..............................................Oct.

Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) Oct.
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .  Oct.

FINANCE AND BANKING
Member Bank L o a n s ........................................Oct.
Member Bank D e p o sits .................................. Oct.
Bank D e b its ** ................................................... Oct.

LOUISIANA

INCOME AND SPENDING
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate)

Manufacturing P a y ro lls .................................. Oct.
Farm Cash Receipts ........................................Sept
Department Store S a le s * / * * .......................Oct.

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT

Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) 
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .

FINANCE AND BANKING

9,446
171
151
153

124 
121
125 
135
69

1.7
41.2

223
178
182

9,248r
168
128
144

123r
120r
125
136r
65
2.1

41.1

219
174
181

9,160r
171
121
148

123
119
125
136
77
2.0

41.2

219
176
177

One
Year
Ago

8,519
145
146 
139

118
113
120
127
82

2.4
40.2

186
153
161

Sept. 7,591 7,408r 7,412r 6,607
Oct. 156 146r 159 140
Sept. 135 185 137 116
Oct. 139 138 136 112

Oct. 117 115 115 110
Oct. 108 107r 109 106
Oct. 119 117 116 111
Oct. 134 128 125 111
Oct. 81 69 79 84
Oct. 2.3 2.7 2.8 3.0
Oct. 42.6 40.2r 42.7 42.2

Oct. 201 200 196 168
Oct. 144 142 139 133
Oct. 158 145 150 133

ALABAM A

INCOME AND SPENDING 
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate)
Manufacturing P a y ro lls .......................
Farm Cash R e c e ip ts .............................
Department Store Sales** . . . .

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT

Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) 
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .

FINANCE AND BANKING

Sept. 6,878 6,625r 6,683r 6,143
Oct. 159 160r 162 140
Sept. 149 123 142 136
Oct. 118 115 123 110

Oct. 115 115 116 112
Oct. 114 115 116 110
Oct. 116 115 115 113
Oct. 112 112r 113 112
Oct. 63 69 73 74
Oct. 2.6 2.6 2.5 2.9
Oct. 41.8 41.7r 41.3 41.3

Oct. 204 198 199 178
Oct. 166 164 163 146
Oct. 162 155 157 153

MISSISSIPPI

INCOME AND SPENDING 
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate)

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT

Nonmanufacturing

Insured Unemployment, (Percent of Cov. Emp.) 
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .

FINANCE AND BANKING

Sept. 3,810 3,651 r 3,698r 3,425
Oct. 191 183 184 159
Sept. 147 132 145 140
Oct. 122 108 114 93

Oct. 127 127 126 123
Oct. 136 136r 135 127
Oct. 123 123 123 121
Oct. 129 128r 122 131
Oct. 65 54 57 70
Oct. 2.0 2.1 2.2 3.2
Oct. 41.7 40.8r 41.3 40.6

Oct. 226 223 221 203
Oct. 175 170 173 159
Oct. 181 174 178 164

FLORIDA

INCOME AND SPENDING
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate) . . Sept. 14,681
Manufacturing P a y ro lls ..................................Oct. 197
Farm Cash Receipts ........................................Sept. 151
Department Store S a le s * * .............................Oct. 184

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT
Nonfarm Employment........................................Oct. 134

Manufacturing............................................. Oct. 137
Nonmanufacturing........................................Oct. 134

Construction............................................. Oct. 109
Farm Employment............................................. Oct. 90
Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) Oct. 1.9
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .  Oct. 42.6

FINANCE AND BANKING
Member Bank L o a n s ........................................Oct. 216
Member Bank D e p o sits ..................................Oct. 167
Bank D e b its * * ................................................... Oct. 171

I4,084r 13,989r 13,188
196r 192 176
120 131 139
185 191 174

133 134 129
136r 135 130
133 133 129
106 107 104
88 80 101

2.2 2.2 2.4
41.8r 42.7 41.7

216 215 188
162 163 148
157 163 148r

TENNESSEE

INCOME AND SPENDING 
Personal Income, (Mil. $, Annual Rate)

PRODUCTION AND EMPLOYMENT

Insured Unemployment, (Percentof Cov. Emp.) 
Avg. Weekly Hrs. in Mfg., (Hrs.) . . . .

FINANCE AND BANKING

Sept. 7,972 7,758r 7,714r 7,170
Oct. 167 167 165 152
Sept. 119 122 119 108
Oct. 129 126 129 118

Oct. 125 125r 124 119
Oct. 129 129r 128 122
Oct. 123 122 123 118
Oct. 139 136 135 134
Oct. 66 66 74 82
Oct. 2.3 2.5 2.4 3.3
Oct. 41.3 41.9r 41.1 41.0

Oct. 213 209 204 187
Oct. 165 161 161 151
Oct. 183 182r 177 157

*For Sixth District area only. Other totals for entire six states. **Daily average basis. r Revised. p Preliminary.
Sources: Personal income estimated by this Bank; nonfarm, mfg. and nonmfg. emp., mfg. payrolls and hours, and unemp., U. S. Dept, of Labor and cooperating state agencies; cotton
consumption, U. S. Bureau of Census; construction contracts, F. W. Dodge Corp.; petrol, prod., U. S. Bureau of Mines; industrial use of elec. power, Fed. Power Comm.; farm cash
receipts and farm emp., U.S.D.A. Other indexes based on data collected by this Bank. All indexes calculated by this Bank.
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D I S T R I C T  B U S I N E S S  C O N D I T I O N S

I ........ 1..........I ......................I ...................... I-Billion* of Dollar* —

B a n k  D e b i t s

F a rm  C a s h  R e c e i p t s

- P E R C E N T  O F  R E Q U IR E D  R E S E R V E S  

B o r r o w i n g s  f ro m  F. R. B a n k s

6.0^ E x c e s s  R e s e r v

1 9 6 3  1 9 6 4  1 9 6 5

"Seas, adj. figure; not an index.

Ih e  D istr ic t’s  e c o n o m y  h a s  c o n tin u e d  to  ex p a n d  a t a v ig o ro u s  p a c e . R eta il 
s a le s ,  sp u rred  by th e  ex p e n d itu r e  o f r e tro a c tiv e  s o c ia l  se c u r ity  p a y m e n ts , 
r e a c h e d  a record  h igh  in O ctob er. T h e in su red  u n e m p lo y m e n t  rate d ip p ed  
fu rth er , a s  m ore w ork ers w ere  h ired . T h e farm  e c o n o m y  p r o sp ered , w ith  
to ta l c a sh  farm  r e c e ip ts  e x c e e d in g  yea r  ea r lier  a m o u n ts , la rg e ly  b e c a u s e  
retu rn s from  pou ltry  and  liv e s to c k  su r g e d  h ig h er . In c r e a s e s  in b u s in e s s  
lo a n s  and  t im e  d e p o s it s  led  a g e n e r a l e x p a n s io n  a t D istr ic t b a n k s . T otal 
c o n str u c tio n  c o n tr a c ts  im p roved  g rea tly , w ith  cu rren t b u ild in g  a c tiv ity  
m a tc h in g  S e p te m b e r ’s  le v e l.

V*

E m p lo y m en t and  reta il s a le s  r eco rd ed  e x c e l le n t  g a in s  in O ctob er . T he
insured u n em p loym ent rate sh ow ed  the largest percen tage decline o f the current 
expansion . O nly A labam a, ham pered by the steel slow d ow n , fa iled  to  register  
a decrease in insured unem ploym en t. C onstruction  em p loym en t show ed  gains 
in all states excep t G eorgia , w here a labor d ispute, now  settled , kept w orkers 
off the payrolls. T he recapture o f som e o f the em p loym en t losses caused  by  
H urricane B etsy  gave L ou isian a  the b est in creases in the D istrict. R eta il sales, 
aided by  the expenditure o f retroactive socia l security paym ents, c lim bed  to  a 
new  high. A n d  spending, m easured by bank  debits, jum ped sharply.

v  v*

T h e overa ll farm  e c o n o m y  r e m a in s  s tr o n g , d e s p ite  r e d u c e d  p r ic e s  and  
h a r v e s t in g s  in s o m e  cr o p s . C otton  grow ers, esp ecia lly  in A lab am a, L ouisiana, 
and M ississipp i, the m ain co tton  producing areas, have b een  harvesting so m e
w hat sm aller crops and receiving slightly low er prices than in 1 9 6 4 , and citrus 
grow ers are finding prices dow n considerab ly . C ash  receipts from  crops in  
general are on ly  a little larger than last year. L ivestock  and poultry  producers, 
how ever, have experienced  rising receip ts resulting from  brisk sales at relatively  
favorable prices. Furtherm ore, they are gearing up operations for an even  larger 
output in the com in g w eeks.

B ank  lo a n s  in le a d in g  c i t ie s  a c c e le r a te d  in N o v em b er . T h e increases, 
cou p led  with the reasonably  strong loan  exp an sion  in O ctober, im ply that the 
slow dow n in loan exp an sion  in late Septem ber and early O ctob er w as tem 
porary. B usiness loans, especia lly , have increased  m arkedly  since early O ctober  
b ecau se o f large gains in loans to food , liquor, and to b a cco  processors. B ank  
holdings o f U . S. T reasury bills and short-m aturity n otes dropped sharply in 
early N ovem b er. G overnm ent dem and deposits w ere reduced  in m id -N ovem ber  
to about one-fourth  the level prevailing at the end o f  Septem ber. T ota l tim e- 
d eposit grow th w as im pressive in O ctober and reasonab ly  strong the first tw o  
w eeks in N ovem ber.

v*

A v a s t  im p r o v e m e n t in to ta l c o n s tr u c t io n  a w a rd s d u rin g  O ctob er  m ay  
h a v e  rev ersed  a m ild  dow nw ard  tren d , p r e v a le n t  for se v e r a l m o n th s .
Current bu ild ing activity is high. N on -resid en tia l bu ild ing con struction  rem ains 
the m ost bu oyant sector throughout the region , w ith  excep tion a l grow th in  
L ouisiana. T o  date, how ever, this factor has not offset a rather substantial 
reduction  in several categories o f non-bu ild ing  con struction  contracts.

N o t e : D a ta  on which statements are based have been adjusted whenever possible to elim inate seasonal

influences.
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