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Introduction 
Modern banking systems predominantly operate under the principle of fractional reserve 

banking, a framework in which commercial banks are required to hold only a fraction of 

deposits as reserves, while lending out the remainder to borrowers. This mechanism has 

enabled significant credit expansion and economic growth by multiplying the effects of 

an initial deposit across the banking system. At the same time, it has also introduced sys-

temic vulnerabilities, including liquidity shortages and the potential for financial instabi-

lity [Mishkin, 2022, 314]. 

Central banks occupy a pivotal position within this framework. Through instruments such 

as reserve requirements, policy interest rates, and open market operations, they regulate 

the money supply and influence the cost and availability of credit. In addition to these 

conventional tools, the last decades have seen the increasing use of unconventional mea-

sures - quantitative easing, forward guidance, and targeted lending facilities - that have 

reshaped the role of monetary authorities in stabilizing modern economies [Blinder, 

2023, 107]. The purpose of this paper is to examine the origins, mechanisms, and conse-

quences of fractional reserve banking. Specifically, it explores: 

 The historical development of fractional reserve banking. 

 How commercial banks create money and manage reserves. 

 The interaction of central bank policies with credit expansion. 

 The major benefits and risks associated with the system. 

 The disruptive role of cryptocurrencies and blockchain in rethinking financial interme-

diation. 

 Proposed reforms and future perspectives for the banking sector. 

By combining historical analysis, theoretical models, and contemporary case studies, the 

study seeks to provide a balanced understanding of both the strengths and weaknesses of 

this system, and to assess how ongoing reforms may shape the future. 

Methodology 

This study employs a qualitative and analytical methodology based on a comprehensive 

review of historical records, theoretical frameworks, empirical case studies, and existing 
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literature on central banking and fractional reserve banking. The approach is structured as 

follows: 

Historical Analysis: Tracing the evolution of fractional reserve banking from medieval 

Europe to contemporary central banking, with focus on regulatory responses to systemic 

risks, including deposit insurance, reserve requirements, and lender-of-last-resort mecha-

nisms. This step contextualizes the historical development and institutional foundations 

of modern banking. 

Theoretical Framework: Reviewing economic models relevant to banking operations and 

systemic risk, including the money multiplier effect and bank run models, providing a 

conceptual basis to interpret the mechanics, vulnerabilities, and stabilizing interventions 

in banking systems. 

Case Study Examination: Analyzing major crises – including the 2008 global financial 

crisis, the COVID-19 pandemic, and Eurozone sovereign debt shocks – drawing on cent-

ral bank reports and scholarly studies. This step demonstrates how central banks respond 

to systemic stress. 

Literature Review: Synthesizing research on central bank policies, unconventional mone-

tary tools, and alternative banking models. This allows identification of trends, debates, 

and proposed reforms. 

Comparative Analysis: Evaluating alternatives to fractional reserve banking, such as full-

reserve, narrow banking, CBDCs, and decentralized finance (DeFi), assessing their be-

nefits, limitations, and implications for systemic stability. 

Synthesis and interpretation: Integrating historical, theoretical, and empirical insights to 

assess the resilience, vulnerabilities, and future prospects of modern banking systems, 

emphasizing the evolving role of central banks in mitigating systemic risk. 

This methodology ensures that conclusions are evidence-based, holistic, and applicable to 

contemporary discussions on banking stability, monetary policy, and financial innovation. 

Literature Review 

Academic discourse on fractional reserve banking spans a spectrum from rigorous cri-

tique to cautious endorsement. Rothbard (2008) characterizes the system as structurally 

unstable and ethically questionable, arguing that lending beyond reserves undermines de-

positor trust and historically precipitated recurrent financial crises. He advocates a full-

reserve banking model to eliminate these vulnerabilities. In contrast, Friedman (1960) 

acknowledges such risks but emphasizes the efficiency of fractional reserve banking in 

facilitating credit creation and economic growth, advocating for calibrated regulatory in-

terventions rather than outright abolition. Bagehot (1873) provides a historical lens on 

central banking as a stabilizing force, demonstrating how lenders of last resort can miti-

gate liquidity shocks and preserve confidence in deposit-based systems. Formal theore-

tical frameworks, such as the Diamond–Dybvig model (1983), illustrate that liquidity 
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transformation inherently creates multiple-equilibrium scenarios, exposing banks to the 

risk of runs, while deposit insurance mechanisms can stabilize expectations and avert sys-

temic collapse. Contemporary analyses, including Mishkin (2022), integrate these in-

sights into modern monetary policy discussions, highlighting how central bank intervene-

tions mediate the delicate balance between credit expansion and systemic stability. While 

previous contributions often focus on either the benefits or the vulnerabilities of fractional 

reserve banking, this study adopts a holistic approach by synthesizing historical, theo-

retical, and empirical perspectives. It further examines how innovations such as crypto-

currencies, blockchain, and CBDCs challenge conventional money creation and interme-

diation frameworks. By integrating these perspectives, the article situates fractional re-

serve banking within the broader context of financial innovation and systemic risk, while 

identifying potential reform pathways that enhance stability without unduly constraining 

credit creation and economic growth. 

Scientific novelty 

This article contributes to the literature by providing a nuanced and balanced perspective 

on fractional reserve banking, a subject often portrayed in extreme criticism or unwave-

ring defense. Unlike conventional studies, it simultaneously emphasizes the system’s ca-

pacity for credit creation, economic growth, and efficient financial intermediation, while 

also highlighting its inherent vulnerabilities, including systemic risk and moral hazard. 

The paper integrates historical evolution, a comparative analysis of U.S. and Eurozone 

central bank policies, and emerging technological developments, including cryptocurren-

cies, blockchain, and central bank digital currencies (CBDCs). By combining these di-

mensions, the study offers a comprehensive understanding of the trade-offs between fi-

nancial dynamism and systemic fragility, delivering insights relevant to policymakers, re-

searchers, and stakeholders exploring sustainable alternatives to modern banking. 

Analysis 

Historical origins of fractional reserve banking: Fractional reserve banking emerged in 

medieval Europe, when goldsmiths accepted precious metals for safekeeping and issued 

transferable receipts to depositors. Since not all depositors withdrew their holdings at the 

same time, goldsmiths realized they could lend out a portion of these reserves, charging 

interest and thereby laying the foundations of credit intermediation [Rothbard, 2008, 45]. 

The institutionalization of this practice marked a turning point in economic history. The 

establishment of the Bank of England in 1694 provided a central institution capable of 

issuing banknotes, regulating reserves, and serving as a lender of last resort during 

liquidity shortages [Bagehot, 1873, 75]. In the United States, the fragmented banking sys-

tem of the 19th century gave way to a more integrated model with the National Banking 

Acts and, ultimately, the creation of the Federal Reserve in 1913, which consolidated and 

stabilized the system. Historical crises revealed both the strengths and weaknesses of 
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fractional reserve banking. The Great Depression of 1929 exposed the fragility of banks 

subject to sudden runs, as the collapse of depositor confidence triggered widespread in-

solvency. In response, deposit insurance schemes and stricter regulations were intro-

duced, fundamentally reshaping the banking landscape [Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-

poration (FDIC), 2024, 22]. Later episodes, such as the Savings and Loan crisis of the 

1980s, reinforced the importance of prudent oversight and adaptive regulation [Mishkin, 

2022, 318]. More recent crises, including the 2008 financial collapse and the COVID-19 

shock of 2020, further demonstrated the continuing relevance of central bank intervention 

in safeguarding stability. 

The mechanics of fractional reserve banking: At its core, fractional reserve banking 

allows commercial banks to hold only a portion of deposits as reserves, either in the form 

of vault cash or deposits with the central bank, while lending out the remainder. This pro-

cess generates new money through what is known as the money multiplier effect [Sa-

muelson & Nordhaus, 2020, 426]. For example, with a reserve ratio of 10%, a deposit of 

$1,000 enables a bank to lend $900. Once this $900 is spent and redeposited in another 

bank, that bank may lend 90% of it again, creating a self-reinforcing cycle of credit ex-

pansion [Cecchetti & Schoenholtz, 2021, 112]. Over successive rounds, the banking sys-

tem transforms an initial deposit into a significantly larger amount of money circulating 

in the economy. Different categories of deposits are subject to varying requirements. 

Demand deposits, which can be withdrawn at any moment, typically require higher re-

serves than time deposits, which are less liquid. By adjusting reserve requirements, cent-

ral banks directly influence the capacity of banks to create credit. More broadly, the me-

chanism of fractional reserves demonstrates how commercial banks act not merely as in-

termediaries of savings, but as active creators of money. 

Role of central banks in modern economies: Central banks are entrusted with the dual 

mandate of maintaining monetary stability and safeguarding financial systems. As lenders 

of last resort, they provide liquidity to banks during crises, thereby preventing localized 

failures from escalating into systemic collapse [Borio & Disyatat, 2010, 15; Federal Re-

serve Bank of Philadelphia, 2015, 18]. Key instruments of monetary control include: 

 Open market operations: the buying and selling of government securities to adjust the 

level of bank reserves. 

 Policy interest rates: benchmark rates that guide short-term borrowing costs and 

influence wider credit conditions. 

 Reserve requirements: mandated minimums of deposits to be held as reserves. 

 Unconventional tools: quantitative easing, forward guidance, and emergency liquidity 

facilities, increasingly deployed since the 2008 crisis [ECB, 2024, 58]. 

Beyond monetary policy, central banks also supervise financial institutions, implement 

macroprudential policies, and coordinate with international regulatory frameworks [Cec-
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chetti, Mohanty, & Zampolli, 2010, 12]. Their interventions during crises, such as the 

2008 global financial meltdown and the COVID-19 shock, highlight their indispensable 

role in preventing economic collapse and restoring confidence [Gorton, 2010, 328]. 

Benefits of fractional reserve banking: Fractional reserve banking contributes to econo-

mic development in several important ways: 

1. Credit expansion – Banks can extend loans that multiply the availability of funds, 

stimulating investment and consumption [Friedman, 1960, 35]. 

2. Efficient capital allocation – Credit can be directed toward productive enterprises, 

enabling innovation and growth. 

3. Liquidity management – Reserve requirements balance the need for depositor with-

drawals with the maximization of lending potential. 

Under effective regulatory and supervisory frameworks, fractional reserve banking has 

supported the long-term expansion of both advanced and emerging economies [Mishkin, 

2022, 321]. The system’s ability to create money endogenously has been one of the key 

drivers of modern economic dynamism. 

Risks and vulnerabilities: Despite these advantages, fractional reserve banking carries 

inherent risks that have repeatedly manifested throughout history: 

 Liquidity risk: Sudden mass withdrawals may trigger bank runs [Diamond & Dybvig, 

1983, 402]. 

 Systemic risk: Interconnectedness means the failure of one bank can propagate to 

others, creating contagion. 

 Moral hazard: The expectation of central bank bailouts may incentivize excessive risk-

taking [Admati & Hellwig, 2013, 112]. 

 Financial crises: The 2007–2008 global crisis revealed how complex financial inst-

ruments, such as mortgage-backed securities, can amplify vulnerabilities [Gorton, 2010]. 

Effective oversight, credible deposit insurance, and macroprudential safeguards are es-

sential to mitigating these risks. Nonetheless, the potential for instability remains a defi-

ning feature of the system. 

Theoretical models and empirical evidence Theoretical and empirical literature has pro-

vided significant insights into the functioning of fractional reserve banking: 

 Diamond–Dybvig model (1983): Demonstrates that bank runs can be explained as 

multiple-equilibrium phenomena – deposit insurance serving as a stabilizing mechanism. 

 Macroeconomic simulations: Suggest that higher reserve ratios reduce credit creation 

but improve systemic stability [Cecchetti, Mohanty, & Zampolli, 2010, 18]. 

 Empirical studies: Show that central banks face a delicate balance between promoting 

credit growth and containing systemic risk [Admati & Hellwig, 2013, 112]. 
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Case studies such as the Eurozone sovereign debt crisis of 2010 and the Federal Re-

serve’s quantitative easing programs between 2008 and 2014 illustrate how central bank 

policies can stabilize economies while influencing the dynamics of credit and money 

supply [ECB, 2024, 60]. 

Reform proposals and alternatives: Given its vulnerabilities, several reform proposals 

have emerged over the years: 

1. 100% reserve banking: Requires banks to hold reserves equal to all deposits, virtually 

eliminating bank-run risk but severely constraining credit creation [Friedman, 1960, 35]. 

2. Narrow banking: Separates payments and deposit services from riskier lending ope-

rations, minimizing systemic exposure [Kay, 2009, 22]. 

3. Central bank digital currencies (CBDCs): Offer individuals and businesses direct ac-

cess to central bank liabilities, potentially reshaping the role of commercial banks [Cec-

chetti et al., 2010, 18]. 

4. Macroprudential regulation: Includes stress testing, liquidity coverage ratios, and 

countercyclical capital buffers designed to reduce procyclical risks. 

The debate over these alternatives reflects the tension between credit efficiency and sys-

temic safety, especially in an increasingly digital and globalized financial system. 

Cryptocurrencies, blockchain, and the future of banking: In addition to formal reform 

proposals, the rapid rise of cryptocurrencies and blockchain-based systems has opened a 

new frontier in the debate on the future of fractional reserve banking. Cryptocurrencies 

such as Bitcoin and Ethereum emerged in part as a reaction to the vulnerabilities of the 

traditional banking system, especially after the 2008 global financial crisis [Zhang et al., 

2023, 108]. Their architecture – based on decentralized networks, consensus algorithms, 

and cryptographic verification – eliminates the need for centralized intermediaries, offe-

ring a model of money not directly linked to commercial banks’ credit creation process. 

The implications for fractional reserve banking are significant. While bank money is in-

herently elastic, expanding and contracting with credit creation, most cryptocurrencies 

have rigid or predetermined supply rules (e.g., Bitcoin’s 21 million caps). This contrast 

has fueled debates on whether blockchain-based assets could serve as a hedge against inf-

lationary policies and systemic crises. However, their extreme volatility, scalability chal-

lenges, and limited adoption as everyday payment methods suggest they are unlikely to 

replace national currencies in the near future [Zhang et al., 2023, 108]. 

More important than the currencies themselves is the underlying blockchain technology, 

which enables transparent, immutable, and decentralized record-keeping. Decentralized 

finance (DeFi) platforms already replicate core banking activities – such as lending, bor-

rowing, and derivatives trading—without traditional intermediaries. Although DeFi is 

still experimental and subject to significant risks (technological failures, lack of regula-
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tion, and market manipulation), it highlights the possibility of an alternative system 

where financial intermediation is disintermediated, reducing reliance on fractional re-

serves and central bank backstops. 

Central banks have responded to these developments by accelerating research into central 

bank digital currencies (CBDCs). A CBDC would preserve sovereign control over mone-

tary policy while adopting some technological advantages of blockchain, such as prog-

rammability, security, and efficiency in payment systems. Pilot projects – including Chi-

na’s e-CNY, Sweden’s e-krona, and the European Central Bank’s digital euro initiative – 

illustrate how CBDCs could transform the relationship between the public, banks, and 

central banks. Their introduction could reduce dependence on commercial bank deposits 

for everyday payments, thereby diminishing the centrality of fractional reserve banking 

in money creation [Cecchetti et al., 2010, 18]. 

In this sense, cryptocurrencies and blockchain do not merely compete with traditional 

banking but act as catalysts for institutional innovation. By challenging the dominance of 

commercial banks in money creation and payment infrastructures, they push central 

banks and regulators to rethink the very architecture of the monetary system. Over the 

next decade, we are likely to witness a coexistence of models: traditional fractional re-

serve banking, evolving under tighter macroprudential oversight; private blockchain-

based finance, with its opportunities and vulnerabilities; and state-backed CBDCs, see-

king to balance innovation with stability. 

Case studies on crisis management: Historical records provide several illustrations of 

how central banks and banking systems have responded to crises under fractional reserve 

banking: 

 2008 Financial Crisis: Central banks injected liquidity, lowered interest rates, and 

implemented quantitative easing to stabilize the banking system [Gorton, 2010, 328]. 

These interventions highlighted the fragility of securitized assets and the decisive role of 

central banks in restoring confidence. 

 COVID-19 Pandemic: The Federal Reserve and the ECB provided emergency lending 

and large-scale asset purchase programs, preventing the collapse of credit markets and 

ensuring continued economic activity despite unprecedented disruptions [European Cent-

ral Bank, 2024, 60]. During this period, the parallel growth of crypto assets became signi-

ficant, with Bitcoin and stablecoins increasingly adopted by investors seeking alternatives 

to fiat-based systems. 

 Emerging Markets: Reserve requirements are often higher (10–20%) to maintain sta-

bility, reflecting different risk profiles compared to advanced economies [Mishkin, 2022, 

316; Bank of Canada, 2025, 12]. Simultaneously, the adoption of blockchain-based pay-

ment systems in countries with fragile banking infrastructures indicates how alternative 

models may serve as “shadow stabilizers” when traditional finance is under stress. 
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These examples illustrate the central role of banks and central banks in promoting growth 

and containing crises, while also showing how new financial technologies are increa-

singly present as parallel instruments during periods of systemic stress. 

Conclusions 

Fractional reserve banking has historically been a cornerstone of modern financial sys-

tems, enabling credit creation and economic growth while exposing banks and the broa-

der economy to liquidity and systemic risks. Central banks, as regulators and lenders of 

last resort, have traditionally played a key role in mitigating these risks through reserve 

requirements, interest rate policies, and emergency interventions [Blinder, 2023, 107; 

Borio & Disyatat, 2010, 15]. 

Recent developments illustrate how flexible and adaptive central bank policies have be-

come in response to evolving financial realities. In the United States, for example, the Fe-

deral Reserve eliminated reserve requirements on March 26, 2020, setting the ratio for all 

net transaction accounts to 0% [Federal Reserve, 2020, 2]. This unprecedented move ref-

lects the central bank’s confidence in modern liquidity management mechanisms and su-

pervisory frameworks, allowing banks to operate without traditional minimum reserves. 

In contrast, in the Eurozone, the European Central Bank (ECB) continues to maintain a 

minimum reserve requirement of 1% on key liabilities, such as customer deposits and 

short-term debt securities, which are held at national central banks [European Central 

Bank, 2024, 58]. The ECB’s approach balances liquidity provision with the need to inf-

luence money supply, credit creation across a harmonized multi-country monetary area. 

The rise of blockchain and cryptocurrencies adds an additional dimension: by enabling 

peer-to-peer transfers without intermediaries, these technologies challenge the assump-

tion that fractional reserve banking is indispensable for modern economies. DeFi plat-

forms and stablecoins demonstrate the possibility of parallel financial ecosystems, opera-

ting with different logics of trust, transparency, and risk management. 

Different central bank strategies highlight that the underlying principle remains: acting as 

the ultimate safeguard against systemic risk while shaping the capacity of commercial 

banks to create credit. The U.S. move to zero reserve requirements shows that modern 

banking systems can maintain stability even without rigid reserve ratios, provided there is 

robust oversight and stress-testing. The ECB’s minimum reserve approach reflects a 

more traditional but cautious method, controlling liquidity and supporting macroecono-

mic objectives. 

In summary: 

 Reserve requirements remain a crucial but flexible tool. 

 Policy divergence reflects structural differences in banking systems. 

 Fractional reserve banking remains inherently fragile, requiring constant intervention. 
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 Blockchain and decentralized finance introduce potential alternatives, reducing re-

liance on credit creation and bailouts. 

Fractional reserve banking thus represents both an engine of growth and a structural vul-

nerability. The recurring use of deposit insurance, quantitative easing, and emergency li-

quidity facilities indicates that it is not inherently stable but constantly stabilized through 

intervention. The future will depend on whether policymakers and societies continue to 

accept the trade-off between economic dynamism and systemic fragility, or whether the 

search for stability and transparency will demand a fundamental transformation of the 

contemporary monetary order. 

 

 

References: 

1. Admati, A., & Hellwig, M. (2013). The bankers’ new clothes: What’s wrong with banking and 

what to do about it. Princeton University Press. 

2. Bagehot, W. (1873). Lombard Street: A description of the money market. London: Henry S. 

King & Co. 

3. Bank of Canada. (2025). Financial stability report 2025. Ottawa: Bank of Canada. 

https://www.bankofcanada.ca/2025/05/financial-stability-report-2025/ 

4. Blinder, A. S. (2023). Landings, soft and hard: The Federal Reserve, 1965–2022. Journal of 

Economic Perspectives, 37(1), 101–120.  https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.37.1.101 

5. Borio, C., & Disyatat, P. (2010). Unconventional monetary policies: An appraisal. The 

Manchester School, 78(s1), 53–89. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9957.2010.02199.x 

6. Cecchetti, S. G., Mohanty, M. S., & Zampolli, F. (2010). The future of public debt: Prospects 

and implications (BIS Working Paper No. 300). Bank for International Settlements. 

https://www.bis.org/publ/work300.pdf 

7. Cecchetti, S. G., & Schoenholtz, K. L. (2021). Money, banking, and financial markets (5th 

ed.). McGraw-Hill Education. 

8. Diamond, D. W., & Dybvig, P. H. (1983). Bank runs, deposit insurance, and liquidity. Journal 

of Political Economy, 91(3), 401–419. https://doi.org/10.1086/261155 

9. European Central Bank. (2024). Annual Report 2023. European Central Bank. 

https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/annrep/ecb.ar2023~d033c21ac2.en.pdf 

10. Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. (2024). Annual report 2023. Washington, DC: FDIC. 

https://www.fdic.gov/about/financial-reports/reports/2023annualreport/2023-arfinal.pdf 

11. Federal Reserve. (2020, March 26). Federal Reserve announces elimination of reserve 

requirements. Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System. 

https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm 

12. Federal Reserve Bank of Philadelphia. (2015). Annual report 2015. Philadelphia, PA: Federal 

Reserve Bank of Philadelphia. https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-

/media/frbp/assets/institutional/about-us/annual-reports/2015-annual-report.pdf 

13. Friedman, M. (1960). A program for monetary stability. New York: Fordham University Press. 

14. Gorton, G. (2010). Slapped in the face by the invisible hand: Banking and the panic of 2007. 

Journal of Financial Economics, 97(3), 321–340. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2010.04.004 

15. International Monetary Fund [IMF]. (2022). Monetary finance: Do not touch, or handle with 

care? IMF Departmental Paper No. 22/1. https://www.imf.org/-

/media/Files/Publications/DP/2022/English/MFDNTHCEA.ashx 

https://www.bankofcanada.ca/2025/05/financial-stability-report-2025/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.37.1.101
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9957.2010.02199.x
https://www.bis.org/publ/work300.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://doi.org/10.1086/261155
https://www.ecb.europa.eu/pub/pdf/annrep/ecb.ar2023~d033c21ac2.en.pdf
https://www.fdic.gov/about/financial-reports/reports/2023annualreport/2023-arfinal.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/frbp/assets/institutional/about-us/annual-reports/2015-annual-report.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.philadelphiafed.org/-/media/frbp/assets/institutional/about-us/annual-reports/2015-annual-report.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfineco.2010.04.004
https://www.imf.org/-/media/Files/Publications/DP/2022/English/MFDNTHCEA.ashx
https://www.imf.org/-/media/Files/Publications/DP/2022/English/MFDNTHCEA.ashx


 
 
 
 
 
 
ALTERNATIVE quarterly academic journal 

48 

 

16. Kay, J. (2009). Narrow banking: A safer structure for the financial system. London: London 

School of Economics Press. 

17. Mishkin, F. S. (2022). The economics of money, banking, and financial markets. Pearson. 

18. Rothbard, M. N. (2008). The mystery of banking. Auburn, AL: Ludwig von Mises Institute. 

19. Samuelson, P. A., & Nordhaus, W. D. (2020). Economics (21st ed.). McGraw-Hill Education. 

20. Zhang, X., Liang, Q., & Lee, C.-C. (2023). How does central bank transparency affect 

systemic risk? Evidence from developed and developing countries. Quantitative Economics, 14(1), 

101–115. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.qref.2022.12.005 

 

 

Domenico OLIVO 

Central banks, systemic risk, and the evolution of modern banking: challenges and 

alternatives 
Key words: central bank, systemic risk, banking system, financial stability, money supply, crypto 

currency 

 

This article investigates the role of central banks and the functioning of the fractional 

reserve banking system, providing a comprehensive evaluation of its advantages, limi-

tations, and potential alternatives. It begins with a historical overview, tracing the emer-

gence of banking institutions and the development of reserve requirements as regulatory 

tools to balance liquidity and financial stability, clarifying how the system evolved into 

its current form with interdependence among commercial banks, financial markets, and 

central bank oversight.The analysis details money creation via deposit multiplication and 

lending, emphasizing commercial banks’ role as creators of credit and liquidity. It exa-

mines central bank policies – policy rates, open market operations, and unconventional 

measures such as quantitative easing – and their effects on money supply, business cyc-

les, credit, and inflation. Critical vulnerabilities, including financial instability, bank runs, 

and contagion, are highlighted, with empirical evidence showing ongoing risks. Broader 

implications include debt amplification, inequality, and global financial imbalances.The 

paper explores reforms such as 100% reserve banking, narrow banking, CBDCs, and 

blockchain-based alternatives, evaluating their potential to enhance transparency, reduce 

systemic risks, and support macrofinancial stability while noting trade-offs in credit ef-

ficiency and economic growth. The study offers a balanced perspective on the sustaina-

bility of the fractional reserve model. 
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