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From Factory to Service Employment
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Ownership of Demand Deposits

(Fourth District)

AIon?nY)vrth trf]e increase in deposit volume

e number of accounts .increased. As 0

osrts at msur commercia anuar %7 1960, the estimated number 0

banks the Fourth era Reserve District \{ate g]d accounts amounreg to 4.3

contrnueéito mcre ea notrr] esamﬁ f] |cat|n an mc ease 0 3mLI||0r

eas In Prece nfg Sve urrng#e prece r\rf ve months. Table 1
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atenr dJ 0Sits.amounte to an armers were tpe onx Ey ar] Id

estintate mrI adepOSI Or}crease Terg ative Increase in the pum er

th of $E
%Ye ve months.
OWNers 0 %

Increase with
farmers.

OWNERSHIP OF DEPOSITS

All Insured Banks, Fourth District
January 27, 1960
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as contribute the net ecrneeHr0 drota
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twgen January 30, fg Ja uary
of Dema eqosrts
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Tabic 1

DEMAND DEPOSITS OF INDIVIDUALS, PARTNERSHIPS, AND CORPORATIONS
BY TYPE OF HOLDER
(Estimates for Insured Commercial Banks, Fourth Federal Reserve District)

January 30, 1957 January 29, 1958 January 28, 1959  January 27, 1960

Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount
TYPE OF HOLDER (thou- (fm|II|ons (thou- (fm|ll|ons (thou- (fmllllons (thou- 0(fmllllons
0 0 0

sands) ofdollars) sands) ofdollars) <Sands) ofdollars) sands) ofdollars)
BUSINESS.....ovpeevcvvessnnen 482 $5,453 403 $5,004 409 $5,064 40 $5,242
Nonfinancial............. Bl 47 B 4379 B 4301 a4 4492
Financial.......ccon.. 2 699 18 625 22 713 26 750
Corporate............coovuvens 732 4,424 735 4,764 737 4087 762 4,730
Noncorporate................. 210 7,029 268 840 212 977 218 1,172
Personal.........ce.. 0% 258 3124 2396 3220 2,58% 3914 2,600
Farmers, Noncorporate 173 %?2 160 171 % 1/ 140 149
All Others......cewivenn 231 1 238 604 673 254 685
TOTAL oo 3908 $8824 3925 $8175 4030 $8489 4348  $8,676

Table 2

DEMAND DEPOSITS OF INDIVIDUALS, PARTNERSHIPS, AND CORPORATIONS
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION BY TYPE OF HOLDER

January 30, 1957 January 29, 1958 January 28, 1959 January 27, 1960
TYPE OF HOLDER Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount

BUSINESS...vvvsprvveeerersssssnessen 10.3% 61.8% 18.2% 612% 102% 59.7% 101% 60.4%
Nonfinancial.......oveeereee 98 539 8 535 9.6 5L 95 51.8

=00

FINANCIAL v 05 79 04 7 05 8 06 86
COMPOTALE........ovrsvvvrrrrerrs 34 50.7 34 50.9 34 48.2 31 476
NONCOIPOrate............covvvrrrrees 6.9 T 6.8 70.3 6.8 75 6.4 728
Personal............vcvninen 7192 291 196 293 799 304 808 300
Farmers, Noncorporate.... 4.4 2.2 41 21 3.8 2.0 gs L7
All OtherS....vvvvvvmsvvssrssssssee 6.1 6.9 6.1 14 6.1 8.0 . 79
TOTAL oo 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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%%On A artra{ e Blr%naltron Ofththef sr{ra”e{ |netheS"|§CoeurJ1 E)rgrrrscl}rvdeurmﬁe trr]rg %urve
ga‘ééu%séesepo“' cgfpora?e Ielgulsrr] ese oy X%counts an ﬁ% volume have ec?meJ
vertin funds om demang aep03|Ys t0 9 percent an ercent respectrvey

alternative outlets. Bicause acco nts of rrse a
relatively small share o tt %e-

Personal Accounts H}osrts t ey ave no affec a recra Iyt
ovemento total eman depasits.

Although the deposit volum? in ?rsorhal

accohrnts as remained relafively stable, t

nlu accoun ti as contrnue to |n reai All Other Accounts
9 t dily. Compris

t stea g, near This cate ory, .which includes .deposits of
of the total nu rOPgd ?(Y B ponprof fit o gnrzaﬁrons ag msPt tions,

8srt accoun} ars na accorints held on f) funds ng banks and He 0Sits otil
Srcené% oa eBosrts volume on Jany- Jr g Institutions and persons dmrcr?ed
%rg |ke usrnefs accopnts, both  outsie” the Unr%ed States,”continued Its re-
the number and_deposit volume o ge sonal cent Increase In ho umsl%ero accqunts and
accounts are reate than compara rgrures 8e 05 voi Hou remaining. con-
on arhuarg il , pro ab K ectl 1 |sten y at ag]outGperce to N6 100l 1 m
art the generally Tising tre of persona Ber of” accounts, this account
{/r}ﬁﬂenageg ?rghﬁy Its s are 0 tota? deposrt

Farmers’ Accounts, Noncorporate Table ]be|OWS OWs bOth the num?
Demand gposrts of unrncorloorate farm- am[gunt Beman deposit ?Llaer
rs co trnue a the onby ﬁass of owner- ourth District In urerf(g %gercra anks
that dec number 5 or re ent. surveR/ ears Jﬂ shows {
g same rstrrbut K ms 0 res ectrve

ac ounts and doHa volume éween the 19
and 1960 surve %ate eT#a ec#rne may De  percentages 0 tota

8 eposrts each
explained In pa arm Income  ownership group.
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Department Store Sales, March and First Quarter

Mar. 60 ~Mar, '
% chanlge from O/Jofjlcnha’\r{:c,?er fr%?n
yearago year ago
Yﬂ%ngstown ................................. + 4% + 1%
............................................. - 0. -
OIUMBUS ovvvoeoevveesessseveesssennseens 0 +
|tts[3nurgsh ................................... -1 + 2
AKION oo esssessssenns - + %
Ciantop ........................................ - +
?v 10 R - + 4
0] (5100 Y -4 0
rln%fleld ................................... - 1 o
INCINNALL  vvooveevvesereerssesseseneene - 1
OMSMOULN v -1% 11
emeton ..................................... -1 -11
111111 -15 - 9
FOURTH DISTRICT TOTAL.... 0 + 3
# * *

ar wit Pﬁ nsideration should be given. to

TI % g aqo mont
the 1? alne our-week pre- aster S Opplnﬁ
erlog Aft EI’ aliowance t1or tEhS and other acto easonally adjusted saletsh

arch were 9 percent above the year-ago. level. Preliminary data Indicaie tha
Aé;}rll sales, Si |IarR/ agjuste gxceeoged those o? the yeyar -30 mont é
o # 4

QU e e e

qié] per en(t)%[ftgveayear ago. N Egni #oan categories showed |Hcreases

AIthouggh dollam ﬁles erFourth Destréct de?part ent stores in March were

ml%ct%an

panl(!]ed In¢lud INg loans™to non Inancial “institutions which ex-

ort e flrst time 17 the past f|ve Wee k.

| th th fA | sales o nw S ef cars I | d d
bx m(?re tﬁan I&SO%eﬁhsoto dp [l Vﬁme ) 6?§79g(5n(i(}/ orllgeclzne\{ﬁea%assto%%r
0 a half years has a larger weekly total been recorde

Durin ve weeks_ended March 30, d of individuals at
47 re ortl Baan in the Fourth Dlstrlct rosgatV ma?sneV\e/pch)lSIS Tf 2910 éﬁlon
gent above % ear agl New all-time records In savm%s dep ts Were re-
porte for ning of the twelve cities represented.

(The above items are based on various series of District or local data, which are assem-
bled by this bank and distributed upon request in the form of mimeographed releases.)
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